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“My dear brethren, we are realizing here all the primitive simplicity with which we are 
accustomed to think of John the Baptist, of Christ, and of the apostles, as standing in 
the midst of dense crowds and speaking to as many as could get near enough to hear 
them. I cannot fully describe the work and its peculiar joys; you must come and see. I 
freely confess that it far surpasses anything I ever expected to realize.” 
 

Chaplain Hilary E. Hatcher 

61st Virginia Infantry 
 

     

 

Editorial 
  

Fellow Compatriots in the Chaplains’ Corps and Friends: 
 

Greetings and salutations in the name of Christ! The month of May, 150 

years ago, was to prove eventful. There was an attack on Virginia by the 

invasion force of Abe Lincoln through General Grant. Of Grant a Southern 

man wrote, “We have met a man this time, who either does not know when he 

is whipped, or who cares not if he loses his whole Army.” Although General 

Lee’s Army of Northern Virginia was prepared their numbers had been 

decimated and their supplies had been greatly depleted. Lincoln’s arsonist 

was entering Georgia killing civilians and raping the defenseless. Sherman 

would be burning and pillaging as he advanced on Atlanta. There was a new 

drive by Beast Butler from the James River and Lincoln’s other major 

arsonist, Sheridan, was in Virginia. The Southern people were being tested to 

a greater degree than ever. 

Lee’s cavalry leader, General J. E. B. Stuart, was mortally wounded at 

Yellow Tavern six miles north of Richmond. Stuart was trying to save 

Richmond from Sheridan’s raiders in May of 1864 when he fell wounded. 

When the surgeon who was caring for Stuart expressed the hope that he 

would ultimately recover the wounded, cavalryman replied: “Well, I don’t 

know how this will turn out; but if it is God’s will that I shall die, I am ready.” 

Are you ready? 

In the South there was the Battle of New Market, the Battle of 

Spotsylvania Court House, the Battle of Resaca, the Battle of North Anna and 

other areas of the South were under attack, such as the Battle of New Hope 

Church in Georgia. In the North, Lincoln was concerned about the 

presidential election in the fall. Thus they were trying to turn every event into 

political advantage—nothing has changed. Lincoln and his cabinet were 

discussing the alleged atrocities by the Confederates during the attack at Fort 

Pillow while Federal troops were immune to the charge. Sherman, when about 
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to destroy Atlanta, said, “My orders are not designed to meet the humanities 

of the case.” Inhumanity constituted the orders he received! 

B. H. Hill of Georgia wrote: “Martyrs owe no apologies to tyrants.”  
 

******* 
 

“Why Stand Ye Gazing Up into Heaven?” 
 

This question is most important or it would never have been asked. The context in 

which it was asked demands consideration! “Why stand ye gazing up into heaven” (Acts 

1:11)? The importance attached to this question is pertinent especially for our time? 

Christians seem to be in the escape mode these days. Things are bad morally and in so 

many other ways. Therefore, this is distasteful to anyone with a conscience, but as 

Christians, are we supposed to escape? Does the Lord have us here for a purpose? 

People are ready to jump ship, so-to-speak. Believers want to be and are looking for the 

rapture. You may be asking, ―So what! Isn‘t that what we should be doing?‖ No! Not 

according to Scripture. Our Lord said, ―Occupy till I come‖ (Luke 19:13). The world is 

going to hell, the culture is in collapse, the government has left its Constitutional 

moorings, becoming rogue, the modern religionists are floundering in pagan darkness 

and true Christians want to run away. From all appearance we are at a critical stage. Are 

we salt or are we savorless salt? In what state are we leaving our children and 

grandchildren?  

I challenge you to find where our Confederate ancestors during the War of Northern 

Aggression or the era of Reconstruction ever talked about being raptured or wanting an 

escape. Once they came to grips with the state of things they sought to live and rebuild 

for the glory of God and the good of their offspring. Yes, some became Confederados and 

went to South America, but that was to maintain a way of life they were not willing to 

live without. 

Yes, some of you are thinking this writer is a rabble rouser or a nincompoop or a 

feebleminded person. Perhaps we should consider the context of the question—“Why 

stand ye gazing up into heaven?” Dr. Luke began in the inspired book called The Acts of 

the Apostles, ―The former treatise have I made, O Theophilus, of all that Jesus began 

both to do and teach, until the day in which he was taken up, after that he through the 

Holy Ghost had given commandments unto the apostles whom he had chosen‖ (Acts 1:1-

2). Here is information about what Jesus began to do and teach until His ascension and 

then He gave commandments to the apostles. 

There must have been a forty-day tutorial for the apostles—―To whom also he 

shewed himself alive after his passion (suffering and death) by many infallible proofs, 

being seen of them forty days, and speaking of the things pertaining to the kingdom of 

God‖ (Acts 1:3). Jesus spoke during that period of things pertaining to ―the kingdom of 
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God.‖ The phrases ―kingdom of heaven,‖ ―kingdom of Christ‖ and ―kingdom of God‖ are 

frequently used in the Bible and refer to the same thing for they are used 

interchangeably (Matt. 19:23-24). There was a nagging question among the apostles: 

―When they therefore were come together, they asked of him, saying, Lord, wilt thou at 

this time restore again the kingdom to Israel‖ (Acts 1:6)? This question was asked when 

they came together, for then they “asked of him” or they were seeking or inquiring for 

His answer. The imperfect active tense indicates that they were repeating the question. 

Literally, ―Lord, if you are about to restore the kingdom to Israel tell us.‖ “Wilt thou” 

introduces an indirect question. What were they after? They believed a kingdom was 

going to be established, and they were confused regarding the nature of that kingdom. 

The apostles had been looking for a political solution which is always a mistake! 

Politicians mess up. They do not solve problems for they have devious agendas; usually 

they are the problem. The apostles wanted the Lord to bring them back to their former 

glory by restoring their line of kings and laws; they also desired that He would cast off 

Rome? The apostles are asking if they were going to be freed from the bondage to Rome 

and restored to the old regime. However, Jesus, as it were, patiently took them by the 

hand to lead them along to a better understanding. He said, ―It is not for you to know 

the times or the seasons, which the Father hath put in His own power‖ (Acts 1:7). In the 

present day vernacular Jesus said, ―It is none of your business, this knowing dates and 

seasons.‖ Jesus ruled them out of order! Remember what He said in Matthew‘s Gospel, 

―And as he sat upon the Mount of Olives, the disciples came unto him privately, saying, 

Tell us, when shall these things be, and what shall be the sign of thy coming, and of the 

end of the world? And Jesus answered and said unto them, Take heed that no man 

deceive you. For many shall come in my name, saying, I am Christ; and shall deceive 

many. And ye shall hear of wars and rumors of wars: see that ye be not troubled: for all 

these things must come to pass, but the end is not yet. For nation shall rise against 

nation, and kingdom against kingdom, and there shall be famines, and pestilences, and 

earthquakes in divers places. All these are the beginning of sorrows‖ (Matt. 24:3-8). 

How many misread the words of our Saviour here? There is a warning of deception. We 

have wars and rumors of wars and many conclude that this means the end, but Jesus 

said, “The end is not yet.”  There are famines, pestilences, earthquakes and such 

disturbances and many conclude the end has come, but Jesus said, “These are the 

beginning of sorrows.” David Dickson penned over three hundred years ago, ―We must 

in such times keep fast the faith and thereby study to keep our hearts in peace…. When 

such evils befall nations in God‘s displeasure for their sins, and specially for abusing the 

gospel, it is but a beginning of the sorrows which God will bring at length upon this 

wicked world; for all these are the beginning of sorrows.‖ 

Consider the great reminder from our Lord in Acts: ―It is not for you to know the 

times or the seasons;‖ that refers to dates and events. Why is it not knowable? This is 
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God the Father‘s prerogative or “in His own power.”  This is not what they wanted to 

hear, but the risen Jesus Christ told them what they needed to know. ―Ye shall receive 

power, after that the Holy Spirit is come upon you: and ye shall be witnesses unto me 

both in Jerusalem, and in all Judea, and in Samaria, and unto the uttermost part of the 

earth‖ (Acts 1:8). Here the Lord contrasted what was not for them to know with what 

they ought to know. Jesus staunched their morbid curiosity by pointing them to their 

duty and revealing that they would be empowered to be witnesses from Jerusalem to the 

further reaches of the earth. This was not the time for setting up thrones or heaven-

gazing because there was a global task set before them. They were not to infringe upon 

the Father‘s authority by setting dates or by unduly straining their eyes at the heavens 

looking for Christ‘s return. Two men in white clothing said, ―Ye men of Galilee, why 

stand ye gazing up into heaven? this same Jesus, which is taken up from you into 

heaven, shall so come in like manner as ye have seen him go into heaven‖ (Acts. 1:11).  

Why are you standing and gazing into heaven where Jesus just ascended? What are you 

to do when you see the Son of man coming in a cloud—look up, but you are not to do so 

till He comes (Luke 21:27-28). When Jesus arrives is when you look up! The apostles 

observing the ascension got the point and ―returned … unto Jerusalem‖ (Acts 1:12) 

where they received power to conquer the world. Thus ended their heaven-gazing! The 

task now before them would lead to ―the uttermost part of the earth.‖ Life would now 

involve dangers, misunderstandings, travel, deprivation, martyrdom and death. As men 

of the kingdom they must witness to the life, death, burial and resurrection of the Lord 

Jesus Christ.  

After the Holy Spirit‘s empowering of the church at Pentecost, they do not speak of 

the kingdom being restored to Israel for they gave up on political solutions, but they 

preached the kingdom of Christ. This they did fearlessly! When there was a battle over 

who was Lord, Christ or Caesar, they rejected the political and embraced Christ as Lord. 

This does not mean we as citizens abandon our civil duties, but it does mean we do not 

believe there is a political solution to spiritual problems. Jesus Christ must be obeyed in 

spite of the authorities who at times demanded we stop preaching Christ. The apostles 

replied, ―We ought to obey (or we must obey) God rather than men‖ (Acts 5:29). There 

was a reason they must obey God more than men—―The God of our fathers raised up 

Jesus, whom ye slew and hanged on a tree. Him hath God exalted with his right hand to 

be a Prince and a Saviour, for to give repentance to Israel, and forgiveness of sins. And 

we are his witnesses of these things…‖ (Acts 5:30-32). God, whom our ancestors 

worshipped, acknowledged Jesus by raising Him up but you rejected and murdered Him 

on a tree. God the Father exalted Jesus, the one you murdered on a tree, God with His 

power and authority exalted Christ Jesus. For what purpose did God the Father exalt 

Jesus—to be Prince or Ruler? He is Prince over all things as Lord of lords and King of 

kings.  Jesus was exalted to be our Saviour. He is Prince and Saviour so you bow to His 
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rule and trust in His redemption for as Prince and Saviour he gives repentance and 

forgiveness of sins. 

They declared, ―And we are his witnesses of these things….‖ What had they 

witnessed? They had witnessed the life, death, resurrection and ascension or exaltation 

of Jesus to God the Father‘s right hand. They had witnessed the offices of Jesus as 

Prince and Saviour. Jesus as Prince rules over a kingdom without limits because ―of the 

increase of His government and peace there shall be no end‖ (Isa. 9:7). All governments 

are subservient to His rule. The apostles stated that they must obey God rather than 

men and they stated that they were official witnesses of the Lord Jesus Christ. Thus to 

their enemies they declare their source of authority! 

“Why stand ye gazing up into heaven?” We have work to do, so away with the 

modes of escapism. Gazers need to become anti-gazers. After all, the Bible tells us that 

the kingdom of God‘s dear Son shall win. ―Why do the heathen rage, and the people 

imagine a vain thing? The kings of the earth set themselves, and the rulers take counsel 

together, against the LORD, and against his anointed, saying, Let us break their bands 

asunder, and cast away their cords from us. He that sitteth in the heavens shall laugh: 

the Lord shall have them in derision…. Thou (the anointed Son of God) shalt break 

them with a rod of iron; thou shalt dash them in pieces like a potter‘s vessel‖ (Ps. 2:1-4, 

9). The only way to be on God‘s good side is to have the blood of Jesus Christ His Son 

cleanse you from all sin. ―Kiss the Son lest He be angry.‖ Neither is there salvation in 

any other! There is none other among men whereby we must be saved! 
 

Readers please be in prayer regarding the upcoming Chaplain’s 

Conference at Providence Baptist Church facility in Harrisonburg, VA. The 

date to put on your calendar is June 19-20. 

 
THURSDAY EVENING SESSION 

7:00 p.m. Welcome, Hymn, and Prayer 

Music 

Sermon:  Pastor John Weaver    

Hymn and Prayer 
Prayer 

FRIDAY SESSION 

9:00 a.m.  Welcome, Hymn and Prayer 

9:15 a.m.  Dr. Charles Baker    

10:15  a.m.  Questions and Break 

10:45  a.m.   Dr. H. Rondel Rumburg,    

11:45 a.m.  Break for Dinner 

1:00  p.m.  Prayer and Hymn 
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1:15  p.m.  Pastor Lloyd Sprinkle 

2:15 p.m. Break 

2:30 p.m.  Pastor Herman White 

3:30 p.m.  Closing remarks and Prayer 
 

 

     
 

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

in-Chief gives us an article that should challenge each readers heart. His article is titled 

War and Eternal Blessings. Your editor has provided a biographical sketch of one of the 

Chaplains Corps, Chaplain Hilary Eugene Hatcher.  Also included in this issue is an article 

by John Huffman on I Promised Mother I Would Not. This article commemorates the 150
th

 

anniversary of the death of Jeb Stuart. This issue as usual includes A Confederate Sermon, 

submitted by Chaplain Kenneth Studdard.  This sermon is by Rev. John Lafayette 

Girardeau on The Discretionary Power of the Church. This is part three of three. Our Book 

Review is actually an overview of General Daniel Harvey Hill: A Problem in Biography. This 

is supplied by your editor.  
 

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] 
  

     

Contents 
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*War and Eternal Blessings, Rev. Mark W. Evans  

* Chaplain Hilary Eugene Hatcher, Dr. H. Rondel Rumburg 

* I Promised Mother I Would Not, John Huffman 

*A Confederate Sermon, Rev. John Lafayette Girardeau.  

*Book Review: General Daniel Harvey Hill: A Problem in 
Biography 
 

     

 

THE CHAPLAIN-IN-CHIEF'S MESSAGE 
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Dear fellow Chaplains and Friends of the Corps: 
  
We are looking forward to our Chaplains‘ Conference, June 19 and 20, at the Providence 
Baptist Church, 1441 Erickson Avenue, Harrisonburg, VA.   Pastor Lloyd Sprinkle has 
graciously agreed to be our host.  He has published many books that detail our Southern 
Christian heritage.  These include such treasured volumes as Christ in the Camp, by J. 
William Jones; The Great Revival in the Southern Armies, by W. W. Bennett; and the 
Life and Campaigns of Lt. General (Stonewall) Jackson, by Robert L. Dabney. Every 
SCV chaplain should own and read these works.  More details can be found at 
http://www.sprinklepublications.net/.     
 

Our conference begins Thursday evening, at 7:00 p.m.  Past Chaplain-in-Chief John 
Weaver will bring the opening message.  On Friday, we begin at 9:00 a.m. and plan to 
conclude by 4:00 p.m.  Our speakers include Past Chaplains-in-Chief Charles Baker and 
H. Rondel Rumburg, along with Pastor Sprinkle, and the Chaplain of the North Carolina 
Division, Herman White.  The noon meal will be prepared and served at the church.  
Wives are welcomed and encouraged to attend.  It will also be a joy to have visitors.  The 
messages will focus upon our Christian heritage, the Confederate and SCV chaplaincy, 
as well as strengthening truths from God‘s Word.  Please pray for these meetings.  All of 
us need times of refreshing, especially in these days of spiritual darkness.  The renowned 
preacher of the 19th century, Charles H. Spurgeon, had these words for the Lord‘s 
servants: 
 

Fishermen must mend their nets, and we must every now and then repair our 
mental waste and set our machinery in order for future service.  To tug the oar 
from day to day, like a galley-slave who knows no holidays, suits not mortal men.  
Mill-streams go on and on for ever, but we must have our pauses and our intervals.  
Who can help being out of breath when the race is continued without intermission?  
Even beasts of burden must be turned out to grass occasionally; the very sea 
pauses at ebb and flood; earth keeps the Sabbath of the wintry months; and man, 
even when exalted to be God’s ambassadors, must rest or faint; must trim his lamp 
or let it burn low; must recruit his vigor or grow prematurely old.  It is wisdom to 
take occasional furlough.  In the long run, we shall do more by sometimes doing 
less.  On, on, on for ever, without recreation, may suit spirits emancipated from 
this “heavy clay,” but while we are in this tabernacle, we must every now and then 
cry halt, and serve the Lord by holy inaction and consecrated leisure.  Let no tender 
conscience doubt the lawfulness of going out of harness for awhile, but learn from 
the experience of others the necessity and duty of taking timely rest [Spurgeon‘s 
Lectures to My Students, ―The Minister‘s Fainting Fits,‖ pp. 174, 175]. 

 

Please pray for the upcoming National Reunion, to be held in North Charleston, SC, July 
16-19.  Our Chaplains‘ Prayer Breakfast is planned for Friday morning, 7-8 a.m.  Friday 
afternoon, 3:45 – 4:45 p.m., we shall conduct our Memorial Service.  We hope you can 
attend and enjoy the good fellowship and participate in the important meetings.     
Deo Vindice! 
 

Mark W. Evans 
Chaplain-in-Chief 

 

http://www.sprinklepublications.net/
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***** 
Chaplain-in-Chief’s Article 

 

War and Eternal Blessings 
 

Mark W. Evans 
 

     The battlefield is not the usual place for advancing Christ‘s kingdom.  Historically, 
warfare hardens the heart and increases sin.  However, by the Lord‘s mercies, the 
South‘s War for Independence brought an abundance of spiritual blessings.  The 
proclaiming of God‘s Word through the witness of faithful Christians among the rank 
and file of the armies, along with the dedicated service of chaplains, colporteurs, army 
missionaries and evangelists brought an astounding change to the men in gray.  While 
the Northland suffered from the spread of false doctrines and philosophies, the 
Southland remained in Christian orthodoxy and continued to believe ―the faith once 
delivered unto the saints.‖  Views attacking the foundations of Christianity found few 
adherents in the South.  The men in gray entered the fierce struggle with knowledge of 
the essential doctrines of the Christian faith.  They did not have a tangled web of 
philosophical deceits to unravel.  When the fury of the struggle descended upon them, 
they knew their hope was in the Lord.   
     The planted seed of God‘s Word, sealed to the heart by the Holy Spirit, took root in 
tens of thousands of Confederate warriors.  The true history of the War against Northern 
Aggression unfolds a testimony to the amazing power of God to bring eternal blessings, 
even in the fiery furnace.   Lt. General Thomas Jonathan (Stonewall) Jackson led the 
way.  While confounding and defeating Dixie‘s physical enemies, he devised a plan for 
chaplains to unite in an all out war against the soul‘s spiritual enemies.  Their lifting up 
of Christ‘s blood-stained banner ignited a revival that overthrew the rulers of darkness 
and spiritual wickedness in high places.  Robert L. Dabney, Jackson‘s chief-of-staff and 
biographer, said, ―The effort thus begun in General Jackson‘s corps, was imitated in the 
others.  The movement was not limited to the army of Virginia:  but was also propagated 
in the South and West.‖  This remarkable victory was a work of Deity.  Dabney observed 
that even Jackson‘s sudden death could not stop the spiritual onslaught.  He said, ―The 
speedy fall of the originator of the work rather gave new impetus to it, than retarded it; 
and the result was, that general revival of religion in the Confederate armies, which has 
been even more astonishing to the world, than the herculean exertions of the 
Confederate States.  A wide-spread reform of morals was wrought, which was obvious to 
every spectator, in the repression of profanity and drunkenness, the increase of order 
and discipline, and the good conduct of the troops in battle‖ [Dabney, The Life and 
Times of Lt. General Thomas Jonathan (Stonewall) Jackson, pp. 656, 657].    
    God Almighty is sovereign.   ―The Lord hath prepared His throne in the heavens; and 
His kingdom ruleth over all‖ (Psalm 103:19).  Who would have thought that the horrors 
of war could bring forth eternal blessings?  Writing from Richmond, Virginia, August 10, 
1862, a correspondent for the Charleston Courier said, ―In many instances, chaplains, 
army missionaries, colporteurs and tracts have accomplished great things; but by far the 
most cogent influences that have operated upon and subdued the reckless spirit of the 
soldiery, are those which are born in the heart itself upon the field of battle.‖  He said, ―A 
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man who has stood upon the threshold of eternity while in the din and carnage of the 
fight, has listened to eloquence more fiery and impressive than ever came from mortal 
lips.‖   
     A Confederate chaplain wrote, ―Strange as it may appear to some, scores of men are 
converted immediately after great battles.‖  He explained: 

     It is not very strange, if we remember that before they went into battle they 
had been serious and thoughtful.  Here God covered their heads, and their 
preservation was a manifestation of His power and goodness that humbled their 
souls.  “What cause for gratitude to God that I was not cut down when my 
comrades fell at my side.”  “But for God I would have been slain.”  “I do not see how 
I escaped.  I know that I am under renewed obligation to love Him, and am 
resolved to serve Him.”  “After the battle of Malvern Hill, I was enabled to give my 
soul to Christ – this war has made me a believer in religion, sir,” said a wounded 
soldier.  These and other expressions show how God is working out His purposes of 
grace and wisdom in these times of darkness and distress” [Christ in the Camp, 
281]. 

     Rev. W. R. Gualtney said of God‘s work at Seabrook‘s Hospital:   
[W]e have a great revival of religion here.  A greater one I scarcely ever 

witnessed.  Rarely a day passes but I find one or more new converts.  The number 
in our hospital is being rapidly reduced, many being transferred to other places, 
and many having died; but the religious element in our midst is by no means dying 
out.  A large number are yet inquiring, “What must we do to be saved?”  Those who 
have professed a hope in Christ seem to be in full enjoyment of faith [Christ in the 
Camp, p. 281]. 

Another minister wrote of ―the presence of the Spirit among us, even in these times of 
strife and battle.‖  He said: 

I do believe that these solemn visitations of Providence have been His chosen way 
of touching many a heart.  There are earnest desires awakened in many a bosom, 
which I trust will lead them to the Cross.  I believe there are many of our brave men 
lying on their hard pallets in the hospitals who are now secretly indulging a hope in 
Jesus [Christ in the Camp, p. 281]. 

     If the Southland had not faithfully adhered to the Scriptures and stayed in the 
narrow way of orthodox Christianity, it is doubtful that such a gracious work would 
have taken hold of hearts.  It was the faithful preaching of the Bible in the churches 
of Dixie that prepared good soil for the seed of the Word to bring forth such an 
abundant harvest in the midst of chaos.  The Apostle Paul wrote just before his 
execution, ―Preach the Word; be instant in season, out of season; reprove, rebuke, 
exhort with all longsuffering and doctrine‖ (II Timothy 4:3). While many have given 
up on the power and might of the King of kings, it behooves us as chaplains of the 
Sons of Confederate Veterans to proclaim the same eternal truths of God‘s Word that 
steeled the hearts of our relatives.  ―If God be for us, who can be against us‖ (Romans 
8:31).     
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Chaplain Hilary Eugene Hatcher 
(1832-1892) 

61
st
 Virginia Infantry 

Mahone’s Brigade 
 

By Dr. H. Rondel Rumburg 
 

The fourth Duke of Bedford, England, had a county named for him in the Virginia 
Colony. Bedford County was formed in 1753. Into this agricultural area of Virginia, after 
nationhood, was born Hilary Eugene Hatcher on November 8, 1832. His parents were 
Uriel and Susan Witt Hatcher.  

 

Before the War and then the Coming of God’s Grace 
 

God chose through the foolishness of preaching to save them that believe. Under the 
preaching of the redeeming grace of God, through Jesus Christ, Hilary E. Hatcher was 
given the gift of faith and embraced the Redeemer as his substitutionary sacrifice for sin. 
Upon his profession of faith in the Lord Jesus Christ, Hatcher was baptized by Rev. 
James L. Gwaltney into the fellowship of Mount Hermon Baptist Church of Bedford 
County. In this fellowship of believers he grew spiritually. Also the Lord had a future 
purpose in Hatcher‘s life as was evident when he received a call to preach the gospel of 
the grace of God. This led to his entrance into Richmond College as a ministerial 
student. He graduated from this institution in 1859. 

Hilary E. Hatcher was off to Greenville, South Carolina. The reason for traveling 
further south was to enter the new Southern Baptist Theological Seminary. There were 
twenty-six students that first year. The largest contingency from any state was the ten 
men from Virginia. Hatcher was among the number, along with J. William Jones, C. H. 
Toy, Charles H. Ryland, R. B. Boatwright, W. J. Shipman, J. D. Witt, T. B. Shepherd, W. 
C. Caspari and John W. Harrow. About half of this group would be Confederate Army 
Chaplains. Hatcher was considered the New Testament Greek scholar. Charles H. 
Ryland wrote: 

 

I would not make invidious distinctions, but it was understood among us that so 

far as the Virginia contingent was concerned, Reuben Baker Boatwright, a quiet, 

conscientious, laborious student, was ―our theologian‖; Hilary E. Hatcher, because 

of accurate scholarship, ―our Greek‖; W. J. Shipman, beautiful in spirit and faithful 

in all work, ―our John‖; T. Benton Shepherd, ―our preacher.‖ 
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Hatcher was a good student and was in seminary during the sessions of 1859-1860 and 
1860-1861. After leaving seminary, Hilary E. Hatcher sought to become part of the 
defense of the South when she was invaded from the North. How was he to serve the 
Lord and his state of Virginia? The answer was in exercising the divine call he had 
received and trained to exercise. He became an army evangelist and then became 
chaplain for the 61st Virginia Infantry in Mahone‘s Brigade of the Army of Northern 
Virginia. His enlistment and commission was on October 1, 1863, and he resigned the 
unit on January 29, 1865. 
 

The War and the Word of God 
 

The 61st Virginia was organized at Petersburg, Virginia, in October of 1862. The 
nucleus of the regiment was the 7th Battalion which became the 61st. Most of the men of 
the 61st Virginia were from Portsmouth, Norfolk, Isle of Wight and Greensville County. 
The field officers were Colonel Virginius D. Groner, Colonel Samuel M. Wilson, 
Lieutenant Colonel William F. Niemeyer, Lieutenant Colonel William H. Stewart and 
Major Charles R. McAlpine. 

Before Chaplain Hilary E. Hatcher became the chaplain of the 61st Virginia, he was 
already an army evangelist from Orange County. He wrote an appeal for help in the 
Religious Herald: 

 
Dear Brethren Editors:  

Grant me a small space to report what the Lord has done and is doing for us in 
Mahone‘s Brigade. This brigade has five Virginia regiments (2,000 men), and there 
is not a chaplain in it. The men tell me, that until recently, they had not heard a 
sermon for six months. Although deprived of this privilege, they forsook not the 
assembling of themselves for prayer. And God, who ever hears the earnest prayers 
of His chosen, is now pouring out upon them His gracious Spirit. For the last two 
weeks they have been supplied with preaching twice a day, morning and night. 
During this time about eighty have made a profession of faith in Christ, and large 
numbers come forward nightly and ask us to pray for them. The interest seems to be 
rather increasing than diminishing. Brother J. A. Broadus and myself are still trying 
to point them to the Saviour.  

My dear brethren, we are realizing here all the primitive simplicity with which 
we are accustomed to think of John the Baptist, of Christ, and of the apostles, as 
standing in the midst of dense crowds and speaking to as many as could get its 
peculiar joys; you must come and see. I freely confess that it far surpasses anything I 
ever expected to realize. There is no confusion or disorder, as you might suppose; 
but, on the contrary, the attention is earnest and constant. Brethren, do come and 
help us, for we are very few. 

Hilary E. Hatcher 
 

Hatcher‘s appeal is clear, ―you must come and see‖ and ―do come and help us, for we are 
very few.‖ A great work of God had begun and the laborers were few. But Hatcher not 
only saw the need for chaplains, but he personally sought to fulfill that need as he could 
and became a chaplain. 

Chaplain Hatcher set to work in the 61st Virginia and Mahone Brigade. The work of 
the Lord and the souls of the men were of great concern to this young man of God. 
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During one of the spiritual awakenings, the fruits of his labors in Mahone‘s Brigade were 
baptized by Dr. Andrew Broaddus of Caroline County and Chaplain J. J. D. Renfroe, the 
chaplain of the 10th Alabama, because Hatcher was too sick to carry out his duties. Dr. 
Broaddus and Chaplain Renfroe baptized eighty-two men of Mahone‘s Virginia and 
Wilcox‘s Alabama Brigades. There were around five thousand soldiers, privates and 
officers, lining the banks of a creek about a mile and a half North of Orange Court 
House. The event was described as ―a more impressive scene is rarely witnessed.‖ 

The Lord continued to bless the work in Mahone‘s Brigade. Chaplain Hatcher wrote, 
September 18, 1863: 

 

Dear Brethren,  
It gives me pleasure to report more definitely this week, the state of religious 

interest in Mahone‘s Brigade, where we have been holding a series of meetings for 
three weeks. On last Sabbath, Brother Andrew Broaddus, Jr., at my request baptized 
31 candidates for admission into the Baptist Church; 19 others are waiting to be 
baptized and I learn that others will report themselves in a few days. At present 146 
are reported to have peace in Christ and have asked for membership among some 
one of the evangelical denominations. The interest is unabated and scores and 
hundreds are asking, ―What must we do to be saved?‖ 

H. E. H., Army Evangelist 
 

During those days of the Great Revival in the Southern Armies the men of God were 
overwhelmed by the presence and power of God upon the ministry of the preached 
Word of God. There was a great ingathering of fruit. Christ was truly in the camp. 
Throughout the war Hatcher and the other faithful chaplains saw the manifest blessings 
of God upon their ministries. Hilary E. Hatcher resigned Company ―S‖ of the 61st 
Virginia Regiment on January 29, 1865. 

 

After the War the Pastoral Ministry 
 

Hilary E. Hatcher‘s first pastorate did not occur until after the war when he became 
pastor of the Baptist Church at Orange Court House, Virginia in 1865, after the war. 
Here his pastoral ministry began. In order to marry his sweetheart and meet the 
requirement of the Bible to be the husband of one wife, Brother Hatcher took a wife on 
October 2, 1866.  He married Gillie Frances Jones the daughter of Dr. James L. Jones of 
Orange. 

During the years of his ministry, he served the following churches in the Shiloh 
Association: Pisgah, Blue Run, Orange, Zoah, Antioch, New Hope and Zion.  These were 
all churches in Orange County. In Spotsylvania County he pastored the following Baptist 
Churches in the Goshen Association: Elon, Mount Hermon and Wilderness. 

For several years, Pastor Hatcher ministered in Maryland, serving the churches of 
Barnesville, Rockville and Germantown. He returned to Virginia for the remainder of 
his ministry in the area where he had ministered so many years. He was described in the 
following way: 

 

Brother Hatcher was a man of splendid person and grand intellect. His scholarship 
was broad and accurate. He delighted in scientific investigations as well as in 
theological discussions. In the pulpit he was commanding, instructive and 
attractive. His voice was strong and flexible. His preaching was profound, while not 
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wanting in ornamentation. He was a great man in Israel, but he is fallen, alas! too 
soon. We pause in our march to drop a tear over his grave, while we hold his 
memory as a precious legacy. 
 

Hilary E. Hatcher‘s health had become somewhat feeble and his death caught everyone 
by surprise. On August 20, 1892, he departed this life and entered the land of pure 
delight to be with his God and Saviour Jesus Christ. He departed leaving his beloved 
wife and two of their three sons.  On July 23, 1891, his oldest son had died in Atlanta, 
Georgia.  

Pastor Hilary E. Hatcher lacked three months completing sixty years of life. He was 
a man who had known the great outpouring of the Holy Spirit during the revivals in the 
Confederate Army and had been blessed in his pastoral ministries through the years. 
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 I Promised Mother I Would Not 
  

By John Huffman 
 

[Thanks to Mighty Men Herald for permission to publish this article] 
 

The big, bearded soldier reeled in his saddle as the bullet tore into his body.  He 
was the 31-year-old commander of the Cavalry Corps of the Army of Northern Virginia.  
For three long years of war, through a dozen major battles and literally hundreds of 
fierce cavalry skirmishes and raids, James Ewell Brown Stuart, called ―Jeb‖ by those 
who knew him well, had constantly exposed himself to enemy fire, and not a bullet had 
scratched him.  But now, Divine Providence finally accepted the life which had so long 
and so often been laid upon the altar of his country.   
 A lesser man would have been thrown from the saddle by the bullet, but our hero 
kept his seat.  Stuart was a superb horseman, and his noble steed seemed to know that 
his master was hurt.  The warhorse had never galloped to the rear before, but always 
onward and forward to take the cold steel to the enemy.  Now, the horse moved toward 
the rear, carrying his beloved master away from the confusion of battle. 
 Over the din of desperate combat, the report was carried to the right and left, 
―Jeb Stuart is wounded.‖  Some armies panic and flee at the loss of their commander, 
but not these men.  For three long years, these men had followed the waving black 
plume in the hat of their young and stalwart commander.  They had forded swollen 
rivers, ridden completely around hostile armies, and faced overwhelming odds with his 
gallant presence always in their front.  In three long years, they had never fled the 
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battlefield.  They would not now, in spite of the fact that they were fighting against 
desperate odds, outnumbered 5 to 1.  Their wives and daughters were at their backs, and 
their capital was only a few miles away.  Only 2,000 horsemen stood between their 
beloved homes and 10,000 enemy raiders.  Both men and horses were worn out from 
many hours of combat.  The situation was dire, and the fate of their country was at 
stake. 

A staff officer helped Stuart out of his saddle and leaned him against a nearby 
tree, his face to the fray.  There, in spite of the agonizing pain of his wound, the 31-year-
old commander gave his last battlefield command, ―Go back and do as I have done, give 
your lives for your country.‖ 

Stuart‘s men knew their beloved general was mortally wounded.  One look at the 
generous blood soaking his yellow sash told the story.  It was a shot in the abdomen, and 
with the medical practice of that day, there was no hope of recovery.  Tears stood in the 
eyes of the men as they heard their commander‘s last order.  But through their tears, 
they rent the air with a resounding cheer of fresh defiance.  With fire in their eyes, the 
men tore themselves away from the presence of their leader and threw themselves 
forward into the fray, pistols blazing and sabres swinging.  Jaded horses seemed to catch 
the enthusiasm of their riders, and with nostrils distended and ears pricked forward, 
they galloped back into the smoke and din of battle. 

It was the last time that General Stuart would ever witness a cavalry charge of his 
faithful men.  He was helped to the rear and taken into the city he had given his life to 
defend.  His own young wife, Flora, and two little children, ―Jemmy‖ and Virginia, were 
many miles away, but a courier was sent off at a gallop to inform Flora that she must 
hurry, for her husband had only a few hours to live. 

Stuart was taken to the home of a friend in Richmond and laid out on a bed.  The 
agony was intense, and a kind doctor did what was common practice in the day: he 
opened a bottle of brandy.  Brandy was used to dull the senses and thus ease the 
suffering of wounded soldiers.  It was standard procedure. 

But our wounded hero heard the bottle being opened.  He turned his head to 
look.  The doctor was pouring a glass of brandy.  A staff officer, knowing the general‘s 
aversion to liquor of any kind, begged his beloved commander, ―Surely, General, it won‘t 
hurt to take a little.  It is for medical purposes.‖  The doctor nodded and held the bottle 
forward.   

The general considered the glass for a moment.  He had seen many good men do 
it.  Surely it was no sin to take a little brandy for medical use.  Nothing in the Bible 
forbade it.  Paul had even advised Timothy to use a little wine for his stomach‘s sake.  
The pain of the wound was excruciating, and the brandy would be a welcome relief to 
dull the pain. 

But then the general remembered the face of his precious mother who had 
preceded him in death.  He had once promised her, as a little boy, that he would not 
drink intoxicating beverages.  Throughout his exciting and decorated military career, he 
had kept that promise and his lips had never once touched any intoxicating beverage.  
True, no one would blame him if he took a little now for pain.  His grateful country 
would not begrudge him a drink of brandy.  His men would think nothing of it.  His 
stainless reputation would not suffer, for he had already at his young age won an 
immortal name among his grateful people.  But what others may permit he could not do.  
Stuart had given his word to his mother.  The doctor pressed the glass into his hand.  
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―No, Doctor,‖ the general firmly replied, ―I promised mother I would not.‖ 
The doctor took the glass back in quiet contemplation.  He had admired General 

Stuart before.  He adored him now.  A man who would not violate his word to his 
mother was a man indeed. 

General Stuart clung bravely to life, hoping to see his family once more.  
Wounded on the 11th of May, the chief of cavalry died on the 12th.  Hearing the thunder 
of distant artillery on the morning of the 12th, he asked an attending staff officer whose 
guns they were.  The officer answered, ―Sir, they are the guns of your very own horse 
artillery.  The city is saved, and your men have repelled the enemy.‖ 

President Jefferson Davis entered the room to pay his last respects and hold the 
hand of the man who was willing to place himself in front of overwhelming odds.  When 
Davis asked him how he felt, he replied, ―Easy, but willing to die if God and my country 
think I have fulfilled my destiny and done my duty.‖  The president of the young 
confederation, with tears standing in his eyes, could only nod his thanks. 

The dying general asked that his favorite hymn be sung, ―Rock of Ages, Cleft for 
Me,‖ and with great effort he joined in the singing.  He longed to see his wife and little 
ones, but that was not to be.  The realities of war and the encircling armies prohibited 
their entrance into Richmond.  Quietly, the dying soldier instructed those about him to 
give his love to his wife, son, and daughter.  Then he entrusted his cavalry sabre into the 
hands of a staff officer, with the understanding that the sword would be presented as a 
memorial to little James or ―Jemmy,‖ the new keeper of his father‘s name and his 
father‘s stainless honor. 

The man who would not flinch before the enemy did not flinch now in the face of 
death.  Cut off in the bloom of youth and vigor, he had already fulfilled his God-given 
destiny.  He had done his duty for the sake of his country and of his wife and children.  
He had kept his promise to his mother.  Thus, 31-year-old Major General James Ewell 
Brown Stuart, the famed commander of the Cavalry Corps, Army of Northern Virginia, 
closed his eyes on this world. 

General Lee, in the official order announcing the death of Stuart, said this about 
his young friend, ―To military capacity of a high order, he added the brighter graces of a 
pure life guided and sustained by the Christian's faith and hope.  The mysterious hand 
of an all-wise God has removed him from the scene of his usefulness and fame.  His 
grateful countrymen will mourn his loss and cherish his memory.  To his comrades in 
arms he has left the proud recollection of his deeds and the inspiring influence of his 
example.‖ 

J. William Jones, a Confederate chaplain, gave Stuart this warm tribute: ―Thus 
the dashing soldier quietly ‗fell on sleep,‘ and left behind the record of a noble life, and a 
simple trust in Christ – the prophecy of a blissful immortality, where charging 
squadrons and clashing sabres never disturb the ‗rest that remaineth for the people of 
God.‘‖ 

The 12th of May, 2014, will be the 150th anniversary of the death of Jeb Stuart. 
  

—Drawn from The Campaigns of Stuart’s Cavalry by Major H. B. McClellan, reprinted 
by Blue and Grey Press and also from Christ in the Camp by J. William Jones and The 
Confederate Trilogy by Mrs. Mary L. Williamson, both reprinted by Sprinkle 
Publications, Harrisonburg, VA. 
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Respectfully offered for your prayerful consideration. 
  

 
 

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.  

The editor of the Girardeau’s volume of sermons said the following regarding this 

sermon:  “This is not the most eloquent, but it is the most valuable and the most timely 

sermon in this volume. It was preached before the General Assembly, at St. Louis, May 

20, 1875. The author called it a testimony.” 

THE DISCRETIONARY POWER OF THE CHURCH 

Part III 

Matt. xxviii:20. ''Teaching them to observe all things, whatsoever I have 

commanded you."         

The same general line of argument is applicable to the extent of discretionary power 

possessed by the church in the domain of public worship, — public worship, we say, for that 

belongs to the church, as such, and all that is predicable of it, is not predicable of that of the 

family and the social circle. 

Dr. Breckinridge has well urged that the supernatural element runs through, pervades and 

controls all the departments of doctrine, government and worship. We cannot afford ever to lose 
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sight of this great principle. It has a commanding value. Especially ought we to challenge our 

attention to it in the matter of public worship, because there is no divine institution in regard to 

which natural wisdom and natural taste are so apt to arrogate discretion as this. It involves to a 

large extent the aesthetical element of our nature, and the imagination and the sensibilities as 

well as the reason plead for a share in its control. A cultivated carnality begs, clamors, storms for 

some license here.  Here it is, emphatically, that human wisdom asserts its liberty to exercise its 

own inventive power, and to refuse conformity to divine appointments whether in the 

establishment of modes of worship, or in their alteration as positive institutes. But let it never be 

forgotten that will-worship has been under every dispensation of religion a special object of 

divine denunciation and wrath. God has always manifested a peculiar jealousy for the appointed 

worship of His house; and no marvel, for in the worship of the solemn assembly, religion finds 

its highest and most formal expression, the human heart is most immediately conscious of the 

divine presence, and the will of the creature brought into closest relation to that of God. The 

divine majesty is directly before us, the glory of it blazes in our very eyes, the place is holy 

ground, and an act which elsewhere might be indifferent takes on the complexion of profanity. It 

is to assert ourselves before God face to face. The sentences of Christ's displeasure against the 

invasions of His prerogative are not as summarily enforced under the New Dispensation as under 

the old, but their fearfulness is not diminished by the fact that their execution is suspended. The 

Apostle Paul, in the third chapter of the First Epistle to the Corinthians, furnishes a picture which 

should enstamp itself upon the minds of every Christian teacher. He represents one who has, 

with doctrinal correctness, laid the true and only foundation, which is Jesus Christ, and yet has 

built upon it a superstructure of wood, hay and stubble. Behold him, as the ordeal of the last day 

tries his work of what sort it is! Every false doctrine, every unscriptural element of government, 

every invention of will-worship perishes one after another in the fiery circle which narrows 

around him; his very vestments are swept from him by its consuming breath; and he stands naked 

and alone — himself saved, but the results of his life-long labor reduced to ashes in the final 

conflagration. Verily, it becomes the teachers of religion, as they would not be found at last to 

have spent their strength for naught, not only to lay aright the doctrinal foundation, but to attend 

to the sort of superstructure which they rear upon it! The standard of building is in their hands — 

the judgment which will be laid for a line, the righteousness which will be applied as a plummet, 

are given in the inspired word. "To the law, and to the testimony; if they speak not according to 

this word, it is because there is no light in them." 

The only question is. Has Christ revealed the worship of His house? Has He included it 

among the things which He has commanded, and which He has enjoined the Church to observe? 

If He has, nothing is left her but to obey His voice. 

The public worship of the church, in a wide sense, includes the reading of the Scriptures, 

preaching, prayer, the singing of praise, the administration of the sacraments, contribution of our 

substance to the service of God, and the pronunciation of the benediction. In a stricter sense, its 

elements are prayer and singing. It will not be disputed that these modes of worship are revealed 

by Christ in His Word. If so, the church has no discretionary power to introduce any others, or to 

change in any respect those which Christ has warranted. The theory that whatsoever is not 

expressly forbidden in the Word the church may do, involves the monstrous assumption, that in 

matters of positive institution uninspired wisdom is of coordinate authority with the revealed will 

of God. The power that adds to or abridges them, that changes or modifies them, must either be 

equal to the original appointing power, or be shown to be delegated from it. Neither of these 

positions rests upon a shadow of proof from the Scriptures. But whatever others may think on 
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this subject, our doctrine is definitely settled. The Westminster Confession distinctly enounces 

the principle that whatsoever, in connection with church-worship, is not commanded, either 

expressly or implicitly, is forbidden. Its language is: ''The acceptable way of worshipping the 

true God is instituted by Himself, and so limited by His revealed will, that He may not be 

worshipped according to the imaginations and devices of men, or the suggestions of Satan, under 

any visible representation, or any other way not prescribed in the Holy Scriptures.'''' This is the 

doctrine of the best and truest of the Reformers, the doctrine of our own Constitution, our 

accepted exposition of the Written Word, — that only what Christ has commanded can the 

church enforce or permit; that what He has not commanded is not allowable; that the only sphere 

in which the church possesses discretionary power is that of commanded things, within which 

she may act, beyond which she is not at liberty to go one inch. 

But, in this sphere of commanded things, what is the extent of her discretionary power? 

This is a question which is to us, as a church, one of present, practical import. It is one of the 

points at which we are in especial danger of being caught off our guard — this is a gate through 

which the Trojan horse is sought to be introduced into our holy city. It is a real, living issue. 

What power has the church within the sacred, the divinely-scored circle of commanded things — 

of revealed duties? This being the question, the answer, for us, is most precisely given in our 

Confession of Faith, After stating the mighty principle of the limitation of power within the 

things prescribed in Scripture, it proceeds to say: "There are some circumstances concerning the 

worship of God and the government of the church, common to human actions and societies, 

which are to be ordered by the light of nature and Christian prudence according to the general 

rules of the word, which are always to be observed." Since then, by her Constitution, the charter 

which defines her rights, limits her powers and prescribes her duties, the discretion of our church 

is astricted to "some circumstances concerning the worship of God common to human actions 

and societies," it is a question of the utmost consequence. What is the nature of these 

circumstances? Dr. Thornwell puts the case so clearly, and yet so concisely, that we quote a 

portion of his words in answer to this very question: "Circumstances are those concomitants of 

an action without which it either cannot be done at all, or cannot be done with decency and 

decorum. Public worship, for example, requires public assemblies, and in public assemblies 

people must appear in some costume and assume some posture. . . . Public assemblies, moreover, 

cannot be held without fixing the time and place of meeting: these are circumstances which the 

church is at liberty to regulate. . . . We must distinguish between those circumstances which 

attend actions as actions — that is, without which the actions cannot be — and those 

circumstances which, though not essential, are added as appendages. . These last do not fall 

within the jurisdiction of the church. She has no right to appoint them. They are circumstances in 

the sense that they do not belong to the substance of the act.  They are not circumstances in the 

sense that they so surround it that they cannot be separated from it. A liturgy is a circumstance of 

this kind… In public worship, indeed in all commanded external actions, there are two elements 

— a fixed and a variable. The fixed element, involving the essence of the thing, is beyond the 

discretion of the church. The variable, involving only the circumstances of the action, its 

separable accidents, may be changed, modified or altered, according to the exigencies of the 

case." Such is the doctrine of one who was a profound and philosophical thinker, a man deeply 

taught of the Spirit, and a master of the Presbyterian system, the doctrine of Calvin and Owen, of 

Cunningham and Breckinridge, the doctrine of the Reformed Church of France, of the Puritans 

of England, and of the Church of Scotland, the doctrine to which, by the grace of God, the 
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practice of the Free Church of Scotland and of the Presbyterian Church of Ireland, in an age of 

growing laxity, still continues to be conformed. 

There are three criteria by which the kind of circumstances attending worship which fall 

under the discretionary power of the church may be determined: first, they are not qualities or 

modes of the acts of worship; they are extraneous to them as a certain kind of actions; secondly, 

they are common to the acts of all societies, and, therefore, not peculiar to the acts of the church 

as a particular sort of society — they are not characteristic and distinctive of her acts and 

predicable of them alone; and thirdly, they are conditions necessary to the performance of the 

acts of worship — without them the acts of this society could not be done, as without them the 

acts of no society could be done. 

Let us now bring a liturgy to the test of these criteria; and it is instanced because it is an 

appendage to one of the acts in which worship is, in the strictest sense, rendered to God — 

prayer. It cannot abide the first, because it qualifies and modifies the act of prayer itself — it is a 

kind of prayer, a mode in which it is offered. It cannot abide the second, because it is not 

common to human actions and societies — all societies, political, scientific, agricultural, 

mechanical and others surely do not, as such, use liturgies. It cannot abide the third, because a 

liturgy is not a condition necessary to the performance of the act of prayer. Its necessity could 

only be pleaded on one of two grounds: either that without it the act of prayer cannot be 

performed at all, and that is out of the question; or, that without it the act cannot be performed 

decently and in order, and to take that ground is to impeach the office of the Holy Ghost, who is 

specially promised to teach us how to pray and what things to pray for, to depreciate the 

capacities of the sanctified intelligence of man, and to pass a derogatory criticism upon some of 

the purest churches that have ever flourished, and some of the noblest saints who have ever 

edified the people of God by their ministrations. 

The other strict and proper act of worship is the singing of praise. Let it be observed that 

it is not praise, but the singing of praise. The distinction is not captious — it is precisely made by 

the New Testament and our Standards. They both prescribe the act of singing, and they both 

recognize the element of praise as not peculiar to that act. The Confession of Faith says: prayer 

with thanksgiving is one special part of religious worship; and the Directory of Worship 

designates giving thanks as an element in the prayer before sermon in public services. Praise has, 

therefore, a generic character, and sustains a two-fold relation — to prayer and to singing. The 

specific element, then, in the part of worship we are considering is singing. Now it is pleaded 

that the church has discretionary power to employ instrumental music, as one of the 

circumstances allowed by our Standards. Let us submit it to the test of the criteria by which these 

circumstances are determined. First, they are not parts of the acts of worship by which they are 

modified; but this circumstance is a part of the act of singing praise by which it is modified — it 

is a mode in which it is performed. Secondly, these circumstances are common to the acts of 

human societies, not peculiar to, and distinctive of, those of the church. It is very certain that 

instrumental music is not such a circumstance. It will hardly be said that all societies play on 

instruments as well as the church. Thirdly, these circumstances are conditions necessary to the 

performance of the acts of worship, without which they either cannot be done at all, or not done 

decently and in order. That the singing of praise cannot be performed at all without instrumental 

music will be affirmed by none. But it may be affirmed that it cannot without it be performed 

decently and in order. Let it be noticed that the question is not whether it may not be performed 

in an indecent and disorderly manner. Granted; but so may instrumental music. The question is, 

whether it cannot be done decently and in order without instrumental accompaniment. The 
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question can only be determined by reference of the practice to a permanent and universal 

standard of propriety and decorum. And to say that the simple singing of God's praise in His 

house is indecent and disorderly is to say, that for twelve centuries the church of Christ was 

guilty of this impropriety; for it is a matter of history that for that period not even the Church of 

Rome knew anything of instruments in her worship. To say that the simple singing of God's 

praise violates the standard of decency and order of this age is to censure the glorious Free 

Church of Scotland and the Irish Presbyterian Church for an indecent and disorderly conduct of 

this part of divine worship. The ground, therefore, that instrumental music in public worship is 

one of those circumstances required by the rule that all things be done decently and in order 

cannot be maintained without a spirit of arrogance and censoriousness which would itself violate 

the higher principle of Christian charity. 

It is submitted, with all modesty, that this line of argument ought to be conclusive with 

Presbyterians, at least, against ranking instrumental music in public worship as one of the 

circumstances common to human actions and societies which fall under the discretion of the 

church. Consequently, to justify it, it must be proved to be one of those directly commanded 

things which the apostles taught the church to observe. To take that ground is to contradict the 

unbroken evidence of history from the apostolic age until the middle of the thirteenth century. 

The force of this consideration lies here: there having been a tendency in the church from the 

earliest age to depart from the simple institutions of the Gospel, it is utterly unaccountable that 

she should have become more simple in her worship after the apostles fell asleep than she was 

under their personal teaching. It is clear as day, the human heart being what it is, that if the 

apostolic churches had been accustomed to this mode of worship it never would have been 

eradicated. The natural tastes of men all forbid the supposition. The elimination of instrumental 

music from the worship of Christ's house by the best churches of the Reformation, by the English 

Puritans and the Church of Scotland, was the result of an effort to purify the church and to 

restore her to what they conceived to be the simplicity of apostolic practice. In this matter, we 

have relapsed from their reformed position. But if the use of instrumental music in the New 

Testament Church be not either directly commanded in Scripture, or indirectly as one of the 

circumstances common to human actions and societies and lying within the sphere of 

commanded things, it only remains to consider it a clear, substantive addition to the divinely 

revealed rule of faith and duty in the Written Word; and then it is prohibited. The issue is: Either 

we must prove that it is one of the things expressly or implicitly commanded by Christ, or admit 

that it is forbidden. The latter alternative is the doctrine of our Standards; and, if so, the inference 

as to what our practice ought to be is too apparent to be pressed. 

What has been said upon this last point has not been dictated by a spirit of captiousness 

or arrogance. A natural wish to conform to the usages of one's time, a desire for popular esteem 

in order to usefulness, a regard to what may be deemed the demands of courtesy and earthly 

propriety, a respectful deference to the opinions of others, and an indisposition to stand on what 

it is usual to characterize as a minor and indifferent question, though minor and indifferent it 

cannot be if it involve a grand, fundamental principle, — all these considerations conspired to 

restrain the utterance. Only a solemn conviction of the duty of the church and of her danger in 

departing in any respect from the Word have urged it. The argument may have merely the 

significance of a protest. For its truth, appeal is humbly taken to our Constitution; for the purity 

of the motive that prompted it, to Him who knows the secrets of the heart. It has been spoken as 

unto wise men; let them judge what has been said. 
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Finally, in these remarks the ground has been assumed that the doctrine, the polity and 

the worship of the church are all divinely given in the Word, and that she has no right in any of 

these departments which is not a divine right. This is not to advocate bigotry and exclusiveness. 

We abjure High-churchism as much as we do No-churchism. It is perfectly clear that the more 

closely the church is conformed to the word, the more nearly would she approximate the spirit of 

its divine author. She would be no broader and no narrower than He. She would be strict only 

where He is strict, and breathe the same charity with Him. She would, in that case, be exactly 

adapted, like the Word itself, to show forth the glory of Christ. In consequence of such a 

conformity to the pattern shown in the Mount, she would indeed be pure and beautiful; but the 

eyes of men would not be attracted to her. She would stand a crystal palace transmitting the glory 

of the Savior who reigns within her, transparently revealing His cross and His crown to all who 

seek Him for salvation and are willing to bow to His rule. Her language would emphatically be: 

"God forbid that I should glory save in the cross of the Lord Jesus Christ!" High-churchism 

makes extravagant claims to discretionary power, depreciates the necessity of conformity to the 

Word, especially in government and worship, yet asserts the exclusive validity of its orders and 

its sacraments, and unchurches all bodies of professed disciples of Jesus which subscribe not to 

its pretensions. To say that a church which grounds her every right in a warrant from the 

Scriptures, and repudiates the license of human wisdom and the discretion of human authority; 

which admits to her communion all who are regenerated by the Spirit and justified by faith in 

Christ; which unchurches no body of men that preaches a true gospel and administers its 

ordinances in their essential purity, — to say that such a church is chargeable with High-church 

exclusiveness is simply preposterous. It is to make white black. It is to say that the Scriptures are 

a digest of High-church canons, and that Christ and His apostles were the exponents of 

intolerance. It is a powerful presumption in favor of the genuineness of a church when her 

inherent and distinctive principles, carried out to their legitimate results, conduct her by a logical 

necessity to that broad, loving catholicity which pulsates in the Scriptures, as it beat in the heart 

of a dying Savior. It is not conformity to the Word, it is the want of it, which produces the 

temper of exclusiveness. We make the distinction between a true church more perfectly 

conformed, and a true church less perfectly conformed, to the supreme rule; as we make a 

distinction between a true Christian more completely, and a true Christian less completely, 

obedient to the same great standard.   

Nor does it follow that because it is of the very last importance that a church adhere to the 

doctrines of salvation, it is, therefore, of little consequence whether she be careful to adjust her 

government and her worship to the standard of the Word. Difference in degree of importance 

between the several contents of the ultimate rule has no influence upon the duty to receive and 

obey whatever is revealed. Christ has spoken; His authority clothes every word with importance. 

And it should never be forgotten that the efficacious grace of the gospel ordinarily acts through 

an apparatus of divinely-appointed ordinances, and that to neglect them is to turn aside from the 

channels in which it is intended to flow — the types and molds in which it is designed to operate. 

There is as exquisite an adaptation of the organism of the church to the supernatural energies of 

grace as there is of the fabric of the external world to the unseen forces of nature; or as there is of 

the structure of the human body to the vital power of the immaterial soul. 

There is, moreover, such a divinely adjusted relation between the different departments of 

the church — between doctrine and government and worship; there is so nice and delicate an 

interaction among them, that one cannot be injuriously affected without involving the suffering 

of the others. All history teaches this lesson. The contagion begun in one sphere is sure to spread 
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by sympathy to the others, as the consumption of one organ of the body fatally implicates all the 

rest. A corpse anywhere in the church infects her whole atmosphere. A dead doctrine tends to 

paralyze a living polity and a living worship, and a dead worship infuses a poisoning virus into a 

living doctrine and a living polity. 

Nor can we be indifferent to the fact illuminated by the experience of the church that 

false doctrine always tends to affiliate with a false polity and a false worship. In the struggles of 

the Church of Scotland, as Hetherington, her eloquent historian, graphically points out, 

Arminianism was almost always associated with Prelacy and a cumbrous ritual, and Calvinism 

with Presbytery and a simple worship. Introduce an unscriptural element into any department, 

and if unchecked it stamps, in the course of time, its depraving genius upon all the rest. Let us 

see to it that we guard the towers of government and worship on our outer walls, assured that if 

one of them be carried, the path is: opened up before an irruptive and triumphant foe to the 

citadel of doctrine and the seat of life. 

We are apt to have our eye diverted from the importance of these views by the absorbing 

interests of our missionary enterprises and the intense activities they evoke. The great command, 

"Go ye into all the world, and preach the gospel to every creature" is summoning the church as 

with the trump of an angel and the shout of the Lord to the evangelization of the race. 

Evangelism is the pervading spirit of the age, aggressiveness its dominant policy, and onward to 

the ends of the earth! its thrilling and inspiring battle-cry. This is the honor and glory of our 

times — it throws us back across the desert of mediaeval indifference into sympathy with the 

sublime genius of the apostolic age. The zeal of Paul is reproduced and incarnated in the burning 

heralds of the Cross. But the church is not only the divinely-commissioned publisher, she is also 

the divinely-commanded conservator, of the truth. Christianity, in her development beyond the 

circumscribed limits of Judaism, did not throw off, she took up and absorbed, the conservatism 

of the old dispensation, while she girded her loins under the new for its distinctive and glorious 

office of universal evangelization. Conservatism and aggression are twin duties, complementary 

to each other. It is just as important to maintain the truth as it is to propagate it. The danger is 

that the church will neglect the former duty in discharging the latter — that she will be more 

solicitous to preach the gospel in some form to the world than to guard the particular type of it 

which she impresses on the forming and infantile churches of converted heathen men. As surely 

as the mother imparts her features and habits to the daughter, so surely will the parent churches 

at home stamp their cast of doctrine, polity and worship upon their children on heathen soil. In 

her onward march the church cannot afford to neglect her base-line. As we value the vital 

interests of our own organizations as well as of those established abroad, we must see to it, with 

sedulous and unremitting vigilance, that we keep ourselves conformed in all things to the will of 

Christ as revealed in the sacred word. 

We are not without peril. The law of degeneracy, the baleful results of which are only 

relieved by sudden and wonderful interpositions of reviving grace at critical epochs in the 

church's history, is written upon all the past. Shall we fondly dream that we shall be free from its 

scope? Look abroad upon the field of the church and the world with the patient eye of a careful 

induction, scrutinize contemporaneous facts, collect the signs of the times, and do we not reach 

the alarming generalization that there is in the best churches of Protestantism a growing 

latitudinarianism which spurns the restraints of a complete and ultimate rule of faith and duty? 

We are now more than three hundred years away from the glorious Reformation of the sixteenth 

century, almost as far from it as was Augustine from the apostolic age when the Pelagian heresy 

threatened to engulf the church. Shall the American church escape the universal law of 
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corruptibility? And shall she prove the solitary exception in history to the law of conflict and 

suffering? She has not yet been called to seal her testimony to truth in the fire, although well-

nigh every other Protestant church has received her baptism of blood. Depend upon it, there are 

defections and there are struggles before us. The prophetic warnings of Scripture, the confirming 

lessons of history and the corroborating indications of the period admonish us that in the latter 

days perilous times shall come, that men shall depart from the truth, and having itching ears shall 

heap to themselves teachers, that evil men and seducers shall wax worse and worse, deceiving 

and being deceived; that as the hopes of the church sunk into the grave of Jesus just before the 

ascending glories of the apostolic Reformation, and as they again descended into the sepulchre 

just before the resurrection light of the Protestant Reformation, so they will again decline into the 

gloom and blood of a wide- spread apostasy and a mighty tribulation, just before the Morning 

Star of the Millennial Reformation shall beam amidst the rifted clouds of an ecclesiastical night. 

Protestantism itself will need to be reformed. 

What, then, is the course which our own beloved church is called by her Head to pursue? 

What, fathers and brethren, what? What, youthful students and thinkers, into whose hands, under 

God, the destinies of this church — her type of faith, thought and action, of doctrine, polity and 

worship, are to be entrusted when the actors in her early organization shall have mouldered into 

dust? What, ye ruling elders, responsible and honored guardians of each little flock as it rests in 

its own particular fold? What is the great, paramount vocation of this church? While yet in the 

body of her mother she struggled, as conscious even then of a separate individuality, against the 

Esau of discretionary power, and the first breath of her independent historic existence was 

expended in protest against error and testimony for truth. Conformity to the Word was the reason 

of her separate being; let conformity to the Word be the law of its development — conformity to 

the Word, close, implicit, undeviating in doctrine, government and worship. The opportunity 

furnished us is inexpressively grand. Freed from the conflict of antagonistic ideas, almost a unit 

ourselves, we have the molding and fashioning of a church in our hands. What will we do with 

her? Let us rise to the greatness of the occasion. Let us endeavor, by grace, to make this church 

as perfect a specimen of Scriptural truth, order and worship as the imperfections of the present 

state will permit. Let us take her by the hand and lead her to the Word alone. Let us pass the 

Reformers, let us pass the Fathers, uncovering our heads to them in token of our profound 

appreciation of their labors for truth, and heartily receiving from them all they speak in 

accordance with the Word; but let us pass on and pause not, until with our sacred charge we 

reach the Oracles of God, and with her bow at the Master's feet, and listen to the Master's voice. 

Let obedience to the word of Christ in all things be the law of her life; so that when the day of 

review shall come, and section after section of the universal church shall halt for judgment 

before the great Inspector Himself, although, no doubt, there will be much of unfaithfulness of 

life that will draw on His forgiveness. His eye may detect no departure from His Word in her 

principles, her order and her worship. He cannot discredit His own commands; and that church 

will receive His chief encomiums which has been most closely conformed to His Word. Let us 

strive for that glory! 
 

 
 

  

 Book Review 
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General Daniel Harvey Hill: A Problem in Biography 
 

by H. Rondel Rumburg 
 

 “Lee’s Conscientious Commander.” HRR 
“The man they could never reconstruct.” HRR 

“The Unconquerable D. H. Hill,” The Richmond Dispatch, April 21, 1897. 
“D. H. Hill, whose vigor, coolness and unconquerable pertinacity in fight had already 

stamped him as a leader of heroic temper.” Col. Archer Anderson 
  “No more able and gallant soldier or Christian gentleman and scholar sheathed 
his sword and submitted to the decrees of Providence.”  Major James W. Ratchford1 

 
Your editor has been contemplating recommending a book on the Life of General 

D. H. Hill who was ―Stonewall‖ Jackson‘s brother-in-law. Truthfully, there are not a lot 
of choices. Hill‘s life gives modern writers a problem because he was a convinced 
Christian who was not a pantywaist. This man spoke his mind with great honesty and 
this was troublesome to many of his contemporaries and mindboggling to modern 
biographers. One thing in print that is objective and not filled with Sigmund Freud is, 
They Married Confederate Officers, by Kathy Neill Herran, and this gives the husband 
wife relationship between Harvey and Isabella Morrison Hill. Consider the following 
overview that might be called ―A Problem in Biography.‖ 

Perhaps Daniel Harvey Hill should be called one of Lee‘s forgotten generals.  He 
has been called ―Lee‘s Maverick2 General,‖ ―Lee‘s Cantankerous Commander,‖ ―Daniel 
Harvey Hill—His Own Worst Enemy‖3 and other depictions are often used.  However, I 
believe he could or should be called ―Lee‘s Conscientious Commander,‖ for he was truly 
obedient to the dictates of his conscience.4   

One might even say Harvey Hill was one of Lee‘s most maligned or 
misunderstood generals.  In reading those who have written on his life, there seems to 
be three schools of thought that are manifested: those who dislike him and have an ax to 
grind, those who magnify his attributes,5 and those who try to psycho-analyze him.   

The last group mentioned is the more modern writers who practice ―the art of 
psychography.‖  This group of mind readers might as well be crystal ball gazers for their 
objectivity is suspect.  They take their preconceived ideas and try to get into the head of 
the person about whom they are writing and attempt to reveal his thinking, feelings, 
desires, etc.6 Surely, it is understandable that some of these would be a bit loose with the 
facts.  Hill has been a victim of this method. 

                                                 
1
 J. H. Ratchford was one of Hill’s students at Davidson College who became his chief of staff during the War 

of Northern Aggression. 
2
 A maverick is an unbranded animal running wild. 

3
 Ed Churchill,  Daniel Harvey Hill—His Own Worst Enemy. 

4
 Hill wrote, “It is unfortunate to have views different from the rest of mankind.  It secures abuse.”  

Compromising truth to him was not an acceptable option for that we should thank the Lord. 
5
 Some would class all or some of these individuals as hagiographers.  However, the extolling of the true 

virtues of an individual would hardly be hagiography. 
6
 Douglas Southall Freeman was castigated for rejecting the psychographic technique of biography.  Johnson, 

Freeman’s biographer, noted, “Freeman’s attitude toward this method of biography was consistent throughout his 
career: He detested it.  It ran counter to the scientific method he had learned at Johns Hopkins and required the 
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A modern writer described Hill: ―A naturally combative nature, aggravated by 
distemper associated with chronic lower back pain, often produces a personality 
psychologists would charitably describe as ‗difficult‘.‖7  What did Ed Churchill mean by 
―aggravated by distemper associated with chronic lower back pain‖?  It is true that Hill 
had a chronic problem physiologically.  ―Distemper‖ can mean a disordered state of 
mind or body.8  However, when the Churchill statement is put in context his words must 
of necessity be interpreted as saying that Harvey Hill was in a ―disordered state of 
mind.‖ Can back pain that does not hinder the normal course of life cause a ―disordered 
state of mind?‖  Pain could distract a person, but would it not be stretching matters to 
say the mind was disordered chronically as a result?  Then Churchill presents a 
psychological personality classification of Hill as ―difficult.‖  Psychology in the light of 
the Christian faith is bogus.  Hill may have been difficult, but not in the sense of 
Churchill. 

Moxley Sorrell said that Hill was ―cursed with dyspepsia, which seemed to give 
color to his whole being.‖9  Sorrell is a strange man in his writing for he went on to say of 
Hill, ―He was really a good man, but of sharp prejudice and intemperate language.‖10  
The term dyspepsia is used widely to describe any type of gastrointestinal annoyance.  
This is another way Hill is often presented by writers.  James I. Robertson carried this 
on by saying, ―yet dyspepsia and a spinal ailment sharpened a sarcastic tongue.‖11  Even 
Douglas Southall Freemen used this depiction of Hill. Was Hill ―sarcastic,‖ meaning one 
speaking with bitter and wounding language?  Hill might not have agreed with others at 
times, but bitterness and viciousness of language just to hurt seemed foreign to his 
character, and I believe a false caricature.  What seems to have happened with post war 
writers, as this observer has looked into the situation with Hill, is the repeating of what 
men like Sorrell have said about him.  These have believed Hill‘s behavior wrong, as they 
view it, because it was connected to his back and stomach ailments rather than his 
bluntness and convictions.  Harvey Hill was a man of principle like most Southern men 
of his day, but perhaps he was guilty of not always using discretion or diplomacy in 
stating his position. 

Often today the result of an initial psychological is perpetuated through all the 
other psychologicals given.  Was Sorrel‘s self-contradictory book the origin of much of 
the assessments of Hill since the war? 

                                                                                                                                                             
historian to assume facts not in evidence.  To make a statement such as (Thomas) Connelly’s would have required 
him to guess at what was in Lee’s ‘troubled’ mind, divine his ‘self-doubt,’ and discern his ‘feeling of failure.’  All 
that, by necessity, required speculation and assumption.  This he would not do.  ‘I know where Lee was and what 
he did every minute of the Civil War,’ Freeman said, ‘but I wouldn’t dare presume what he was thinking.’  He 
(Freeman) believed that psychography was one of the worst ‘frauds that ever have been perpetuated on our 
generation.’” *David E. Johnson’s Douglas Southall Freeman, 369]. Surely it is a bane on sound history, but it opens 
the door for those who are not objective in reporting to vent themselves, establishing their own proclivities.  Now 
it is worse than ever. 

7
 Ed Churchill, op. cite., 1.  Certainly every individual could be classified as “his own worst enemy” from what 

God’s Word says about us.  But Churchill seems to use the phrase in a psychological rather than Biblical sense. 
8
 The Pocket Oxford Dictionary, 235. 

9
 Recollections of a Confederate Staff Officer, 60. 

10
 Ibid.  If he were a good man he would not have been intemperate in language and prejudicial.  How can 

anyone believe Sorrell? 
11

 Stonewall Jackson, 129. 
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Have the attributes of Harvey Hill been overstated?  One of Hill‘s students and 
staff members writing Hill‘s son said, ―I feel as if I could talk to you for years about him 
and say something every minute that would go to show his greatness.‖12  Most all writers 
refer to the exceptional bravery of Hill.  Sorrell said he was ―a capable, well read soldier, 
and positively about the bravest man ever seen.  He seemed not to know peril and was 
utterly indifferent to bullets and shell.‖13  During the Mexico War and the Second War 
for Independence his bravery was demonstrated many times. 

Daniel Harvey Hill was a man of principle much like Vice President Alexander 
Stephens.  He was a man who spoke his mind.  No one had to wonder where he stood on 
a matter.  He was transparent.  This led to many distorted appraisals of the man, 
especially among those who were on the disagreeable end of some issue or who 
discussed him from the distance of many years.  The eye of modern psychology is a poor 
prism of inquiry, as a general rule these moderns never view Christians and 
uncompromising men objectively.  Yea, psychology seeks to undermine true Christianity 
and righteousness, although psychology is not averse to asserting the worship of self and 
the depiction of unrighteousness as a norm for healthy mankind.14 

Perhaps it would not be indelicate to allow Hill‘s son to make a defense of his 
father‘s good name.  ―My father was noted throughout the Army as a critic and it is 
necessary to know his character in order to understand how he obtained this unenviable 
role which naturally brought him enemies and probably delayed his promotion to 
Lieutenant General, and certainly prevented his retention of that rank.  To him these 
consequences were but dust on the balance.  He despised inefficiency, whether Military 
or Departmental, and when it injuriously affected his command he lashed out, even to 
the extent of rebuking Generals and other officers in the presence of their troops and in 
his official reports.  The War Department was not spared.  I recently saw one of his 
blasts to the Department for furnishing defective shells to his men.  This blast had more 
explosive back of it than the shells had.  He resented deeply lack of cooperation and 
support upon which he had a right to rely when it cost the lives of his men.  He was an 
intense man—with decided convictions, and when he spoke, he spoke plainly—to use a 
euphemism.‖15  Freeman discusses this characteristic and some of these blunt criticisms 
and the occasion thereof (Lee’s Lieutenants, Vol. 1, 630-632).  On the other hand, 
Freeman frequently pointed out that he was lavish, even extravagant, in praise of 
courage, efficiency and prompt action of officers and men.  He found extenuating 
circumstances for apparent failures—such as for Jackson‘s lost day at White Oak 
Swamp, when he attributed to pity for his own corps, worn out by long and exhausting 
marches (Ibid. 657).  These excerpts from Freeman give the views of that historian on 
this particular phase of this character. 

Backbiting was not the word to describe Hill’s habit of mind, but critical he was, 
ceaselessly critical.  For his dead officers he usually had laudation; the living, high or 
low, he seldom spared when he thought them derelict…. 

                                                 
12

 Major James W. Rachford’s letter from Paint Rock, Texas. 
13

 Op. cite. 60.  Sorrell made this positive remark and then reversed himself.  So his observations are suspect.   
However, many others attested to Hill’s bravery: Longstreet, Jackson, etc. 

14
 Paul C. Vitz, Psychology as Religion: The Cult of Self-Worship.  William Kirk Kilpatrick, Psychological 

Seduction: The Failure of Modern Psychology. 
15

 Joseph M. Hill, Biography of Daniel Harvey Hill, 30. 
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Hill, in contrast, was almost certain to condemn the man who failed as well as 
the failure itself.  Nor would he stop at the line of his own Division.  Adjoining units 
and their commanders, if they did what he considered to be less than their part, would 
receive the arrows of his wrath….  More often than not, Hill was sound in his adverse 
military judgment, though apt to disregard practical difficulties…. 

There is every reason to believe that Harvey Hill’s criticisms sprang from his 
chronic dyspepsia (is Freeman correct here?) and not from jealousy or any sense of 
superiority.  Whether this was recognized at the time, none can be sure, but at Army 
Headquarters there was no disposition to overlook the abilities of the man because his 
tongue was sharp.  Hill in his most dyspeptic criticism better could be entrusted with 
the lives of boys than could many a commander who never knew digestive ills. (Ibid. 
Vol. 1, 630-631). 

―He may have had dyspepsia then and it may have been a contributing cause, but 
primarily it was the burden of responsibility and sense of duty to his men 
which activated him.‖16 

Perhaps dear reader you have a clearer picture of General D. H. Hill or at least 
this reviewer hopes that to be the case. Honor is to be given to whom honor is due! Hill 
to this writer was a great and noble Christian hero of the Southern Cause. Do not allow 
modern writers to destroy such a man! 

 

   
 

 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 
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 

                                                 
16

 Joseph M. Hill, op. cite. 30-31.  Bold print added. 
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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. 

 


