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			“WARLORD: NO BETTER FRIEND, NO WORSE ENEMY”

			By Ilario Pantano and Malcolm McConnell

			 

			 

			The vitally important (New York Post) and controversial memoir by the devoted Marine Lieutenant and family man who reenlisted in the wake of 9/11, led an infantry platoon in Iraq—and was charged by the U.S. Military with murder.
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			“(Warlord) is suspenseful and thrilling, sobering and upsetting but wonderful to read.”

			—Jon Stewart, Host of The Daily Show

			 

			“Pantano’s story is a tough, gritty, no-holds-barred saga of war by one who knows what it’s like to be caught in a crossfire.”

			—Oliver L. North, Host of War Stories on Fox News Channel and former U.S. Marine

			 

			“Every tenth page of Warlord should be stamped ‘this is not a work of fiction.’ Some men run from a fight, some hold their own; Ilario is the rare hero that runs to a fight. He is one tough mother!”

			—James Carville, New York Times bestselling author, political strategist, and former U.S. Marine

			 

			“I couldn’t put down 2nd Lt. Ilario Pantano’s new book, Warlord. Put it at the top of your summer reading list . . . The writing is riveting. The timing fortuitous. The message timeless. Pantano has given us more than just a war story. This is an American story.”

			—Michelle Malkin, New York Times bestselling author

			 

			“Ilario was a dedicated, professional and patriotic field officer. What did the military do with such a prize? They hauled him up on murder charges for killing the enemy. This story is Emblematic of what went wrong with this war.”

			—Cyrus Nowrasteh, Writer/producer, The Path to 9/11

			 

			“Now and then from the battlefront come tales which, despite the confusion of emotion and the limited field of vision see through the smoke and the pall to provide us insights which count in the strategic view . . . Warlord is such a dispatch . . . Unvarnished and personal . . . A human drama, gritty and self-effacing.”

			—Greg Copley, Award-winning Historian

			 

			“Suspenseful and involving . . . Good Courtroom Drama, excellent war reporting, and absorbing psychology.”

			—Booklist

			 

			“Vivid . . . Compelling . . . Warlord is full of arresting scenes . . . and his experience is described with a gripping style that carries the reader back and forth from the Iraqi battlefield to the courtroom.”

			—The Weekly Standard
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			“So, we’ve got to teach history based not on what’s in fashion but what’s important . . . If we forget what we did, we won’t know who we are. I’m warning of an eradication of the American memory that could result, ultimately, in an erosion of the American spirit.”

			—Ronald Reagan, “Farewell Address to the Nation,”

			January 11, 1989
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			Map of Southern Battles in 1780-1781 Courtesy of the National Park Service.

			 

			Battlefield locations and websites are provided in the appendix.

		


		
			 

			​PREFACE

			 

			“Most Authors seek fame, but I seek for justice.”

			—David Crocket, 1834, 
two years before he was killed 
while defending the Alamo1

			 

			The metal marker put up in 1941 alerted travelers to the nearby site of Buford’s Massacre. But even with the sign, I labored to find the spot until the wood line gave way to grassy fields. There stood the flagpole and finally the small brick wall and an iron fence surrounding a mound of sun bleached stones. Every twenty minutes or so, a car would drive by, interrupting my daydream. Screams. Shots. Smoke. Hooves. Iron, wood and hot blood mixed with courage, exhaustion, and terror. I imagined the lines of British cavalry rushing to overtake the fleeing rebels.

			235 years ago there had been a pile of American bodies, many of them run through with bayonets. Today there was a mile marker and a pile of rocks.

			This wasn’t my first battlefield. As a Marine grunt and later a contractor, I had fought in three wars of my own and chronicled some of those experiences in my first book, Warlord. But this was different. Now, I was an errant knight on a quest. I had spent the past six years reading piles of manuscripts and traveling endless miles of Southern backroads searching for clues. I was driven by a profound sense of injustice and the suspicion of a crime first uncovered in my mother’s backyard.

			It was easy to overlook Moores Creek Battlefield. Dozens, maybe hundreds of times, I had driven past the vintage brown sign indicating the turnoff twenty miles north of Wilmington on the way to my mother’s house. But the day I took that turn was the day that this quest for justice was set in motion. Down a few side roads past cotton fields, double-wides, and timber trails, I would come to find a supremely important, yet little remembered, piece of hallowed ground. What happened at Moores Creek changed the fate of a colony and ultimately a nation. Unraveling the elements that had conspired to deny me, an author and devotee of military history, the knowledge of this consequential locale was more than a mystery.

			It became my mission.
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			“King George and Broadswords!!” shouted wet loyalists, pulling themselves out of the cold river. Moores Creek Bridge had been booby trapped by the rebels who had stripped its planks and greased the remaining beams. The loyalists that escaped drowning pulled themselves from the water right into the teeth of a patriot ambush.

			Despite the loyalists’ near two-to-one numerical superiority, well-aimed musket fire and cannons with nicknames like “Old Mother Covington” tore them to pieces. It is one of the first skirmishes of the American Revolution, lasting only minutes, but it would have ramifications beyond the blueberry fields of Pender County. On February 27, 1776, that final broadsword charge of recorded history would drive North Carolina towards independence.

			Weeks later, on April 12, 1776, North Carolina became the first colony to authorize its delegates to vote for Independence in what became known as the Halifax Resolves. The Resolves in turn led a fellow Southern colony, Virginia, to propose a resolution of independence, from which the Declaration of Independence was born.

			The patriot (Whig) victory at Moores Creek gave momentum to the political revolt and had tactical implications as well. The activity and spirit of British loyalists (Tories) in the South was chilled by this first decisive fight. In defeating the column of troops heading towards the coast, the heroic rebels denied the British fleet ground forces that they would need weeks later in their assault on Charleston, South Carolina.

			On June 28, 1776, the British attack on Charleston’s defensive battery at Sullivan’s Island would fail, thanks to the grit and determination of outnumbered Southern patriots. The royal armada was bristling with over 300 cannons. The hastily constructed sand and palmetto log fort had just ten guns, but by the end of the daylong battle nine British warships would limp home, not soon to return.

			The soft palmetto palm trunks absorbed the impact of the British shells. Instead of splintering under the onslaught, the fort and its defenders withstood and delivered a punishment of their own. Four years later, when the British finally returned to the Carolinas after pacifying the North, Southern patriots would grind them and their loyalist cronies to a halt. The blue state flag of South Carolina, with its crescent moon and palmetto tree, pays homage to the gallant defenders of Sullivan’s Island.

			There once was a time when all Americans knew of the Southern colonists’ valor, and their critical role in our freedom. Yet today, Moores Creek, Sullivans’s Island, and the other Southern battles that I will detail have been virtually eliminated from modern texts.
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			As I stood overlooking Moores Creek and absorbed its consequence, I was stunned by my ignorance and that of my fellow citizens who, like me, had never heard of it. The question that burned was “why not?”

			I started to dig. But in the course of many years, volumes, and miles I have come to learn that the reasons most Americans don’t know their true history are even more important than the actual history itself.

			The deliberate omission and whitewashing of the South’s role in America’s founding isn’t accidental. It is part of an elaborate effort to undermine regional influence by eroding the cultural foundations. In short, Moores Creek, Sullivan’s Island, and other military engagements represent more than forgotten histories. The collective valor of the South has been stolen in yet one more attack of the ongoing culture war.

			This aspect of the culture war involves the rewriting of the past in order to shape political outcomes in the future. It is more than editorial interpretation, poetic license or simple North vs. South regional bias. It is a thought crime of the highest order with serious consequences for the entire nation. It is Grand Theft History.

		


		
			 

			​OPENING

			ARGUMENT
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			“When you put it all together in America, you’ve got a real stew of fighting here.

			It’s not just about Guns, it’s not just about Obama, it’s somewhat about region; this whole cause–lost cause of the Confederacy, there’s some of that there. There’s some country mouse versus city mouse piece to it. It’s really traditional America fifty years ago, one hundred years ago and anything that looks like the future. And they don’t like the looks of the future.”

			—Chris Matthews, Hardball with Chris Matthews, MSNBC,

			May 6, 2013

			 

			The case I am going to present is about two wars. The first was fought 235 years ago by the thirteen colonies but ultimately was won by the Southern four. The second war is being fought today in a carefully orchestrated war on America’s founding culture of God, Guns, and Guts and is tearing the national fabric.

			Race-baiting, abortion, amnesty, gun control, global warming, and the “Wars on . . . Women, Drugs, Christmas, and Poverty” are only the latest skirmishes in a larger ideological and demographic struggle between progressives and conservatives for money, power, and control of the Republic. While the news media provides real time revisionism to support the Leftist agenda, the truths of our national origin and identity are under Orwellian attack by Marxist historians determined to dismantle the America of our founders. Their efforts in this academic theater of the culture war I have labeled Grand Theft History.

			Grand Theft History is the improper and intentional omission or distortion of historical fact to the significant detriment of one or more parties. My thesis is that liberal historians and others have committed criminal acts and I acknowledge that the burden of proof lies with me. Therefore I need to prove, beyond a reasonable doubt, that each element of the crime is met. If I don’t succeed, then the defendants must be acquitted.

			My argument begins with establishing that Southerners had something of value that was taken away from them: their rightful place in American history. The loss of that and its significance, is one of the elements that needs to be proved. I have more than enough exhibits to enter into evidence to establish this element.

			The next element is omission and misstatement of historical fact. You, the reader, are the ultimate judge and jury. I will be providing a number of exhibits that speak to this as well. I hope to make it quite clear that the history books either underemphasize or omit many of the key Southern battles and their significance that people, at the time, recognized.

			Next we will prove that these misstatements or omissions did not happen by accident. Rather, we will establish that this was intentional. Accordingly, we will establish a motive and opportunity through the provided exhibits.

			Finally, we will establish that all of this was improper. This element is proved not only by the exhibits but also by my arguments. Indeed, it is worth noting that the entire country is damaged by this crime. In other words, by creating and encouraging a false narrative about the South and our nation’s origins, liberals have injured and continue to imperil the unity of the United States to our common detriment.

			The question of appropriate punishment is what we turn to finally. We might borrow from civil, as opposed to criminal law, and set forth what is often called a prayer for relief where we, as civil plaintiffs, petition the court of public opinion for what we want from the defendants. Typically there are two types of relief: money damages and injunctive relief, where the court orders the defendant to either do something or stop doing something. We are not interested in seeking monetary compensation. Instead, since part of the argument is that what liberal pseudo-historians have done is improper, I point not only to the damage but also to the fact that they have not met their duty to report the historical record accurately. I demand that they start doing so immediately.

			This is my prayer.

			 

			MAKING THE CASE

			 

			“Extremely Unexpected” 

			“Totally Defeated”

			 

			To the war-weary British public, newspapers like The London Gazette in 1780 spelled defeat at the hands of Southern Colonists. Yet as we shall see, most of the recent popular history books gloss over the Southern struggle that led to the British Surrender at Yorktown.

			The history of America, like all peoples, is messy. The history of the South, no more or less than the rest of the country, but in the over-reactions of the 1960s and 70s, the baby has been thrown out with the bath water. In this case the baby is in many ways the origins of America, its culture of freedom and independence.

			Some may be scratching their heads given the well-worn stereotypes of racism and bondage associated with the South. But there is so much more to the story. This is an ex-Yankee’s effort to shed light on the truth of America’s founding and credit a region and culture that has been demonized in the centuries that have followed and today finds their worldview under a constant and withering attack.

			Allow me introduce you to the South that you’ve never heard of: The South that Saved America. Let the hysterics subside and then we will explore the crime: How pervasive political correctness and cultural revisionism has led to Grand Theft History. Just a quick word on why this matters. In many ways, the South has become the living embodiment of conservative ideologies, practices and principles. While I am not apologizing for them, there is an undeniable reality that fifty years after the civil rights movement and 150 years after the civil war, the South is still in the crosshairs for its past sins.

			Why? Not because of what the South had at one time been guilty of, after all we are a forgiving nation. Look around and see how quickly we forgive and then support our former enemies: from millions dead in the Holocaust to the Mercedes dealership in one generation. No, the South remains unforgiven less for what it has done than for what it represents today: a convenient proxy for conservative ideals writ large at a time when statist atheism is sweeping the country.

			In Rise of the Southern Republicans, Merle and Earl Black describe the crossover of regional to political scorn:

			 

			For many decades rebels and Yankees (and their descendants) would continue to fight the political equivalent of the Civil War through the nation’s two major political parties. Battlefield sectionalism funneled most victorious northerners as well as most defeated southerners toward enduring standing decisions regarding their political friends and certainly their political enemies.2

			 

			Some of the bias is willful, but it is compounded by ignorance. Try mentioning “War” and “the South” and the automatic, almost reflexive reaction of your peers will be an assumption that you meant the War Between the States. There are over 16,000 books written on the Civil War, but this isn’t one of them3. Instead we will explore the South’s role in our first grasp at liberty in the Revolution that shook the world, as ragtag colonists defied an empire. This overlooked dimension to America’s history tells us much about who we are as a country and what we are becoming.

			 

			RECLAIMING THE SOUTH’S STOLEN VALOR

			 

			The Stolen Valor Act of 2013 makes it a crime to lie about an individual’s service in war or to wear military medals that you did not earn. Unfortunately, this law makes no provision for the wholesale annihilation of a peoples’ contribution to the freedom and independence of a nation. Southern boys die in disproportionately high numbers than troops from the rest of the country, and they have in every war this country has ever fought, from the Revolution to the War on Terror, which leads me to the stolen valor of the South. For veterans, valor and service in wartime are particularly important. Failure to recognize that service and sacrifice is acutely distressing.

			The lopsidedness of the South’s contribution in blood and toil compared to the recognition it has received is beyond unfair. It is criminal. Consider this: In 1780, there was more combat action in South Carolina than all of the other twelve colonies combined4.

			Furthermore, the vicious guerilla actions in a backcountry of shifting allegiances pitted brother against brother and neighbor against neighbor. The burden carried by those few patriots against impossible odds, and with little support, was enormous. The fighting was so fierce that the British resorted to paying Indians to murder Southerners. They even imported Yankee loyalists—volunteers from New York, New Jersey, and Connecticut—in order to help them subdue the Southern rebels.5

			As General George Washington wrote to the President of the Congress on November 7, 1780:

			 

			While our Army is experiencing almost daily want, that of the enemy at New York is deriving ample supplies from a trade with the adjacent states of New York, New Jersey and Connecticut, which has by degrees become so common, that it is hardly thought a crime . . . I believe that most nations make it a capital (offense) for their subjects to furnish their enemies with provisions and Military stores during the War.6

			 

			In 1780, forces of the Crown were on the cusp of victory. Five years into a stalled rebellion, shortages and mutinies in Northern colonies were leaving George Washington fearful. War-weary fence-sitters watched as the British racked up the Northern cities and set their sights South. If all went according to plan, Royal naval power would land a force at Charleston, South Carolina (1780) that would pacify the wild backcountry and sweep North to consolidate gains and extinguish the rebellion once and for all. Back-to-back British victories at Charleston and Camden led to the capture of America’s Southern Army. Washington struggled with mutinies and turncoat Northern merchants supplying the British. Even his own friend, the “Hero of Saratoga,” Benedict Arnold, turned traitor. It just wasn’t the kind of thing you did when your side was winning.

			But the rising tide of success would cause the British and their newly dominant loyalist sympathizers to overplay their hand. British Dragoons led by the swashbuckling Banastre Tarleton set upon a column of retreating patriots. Tarleton’s men slaughtered the American forces led by Col. Buford after many had surrendered. Outrage began to spread at the merciless brutality of “Buford’s Slaughter.” Neutrality no longer an option, the Southern patriots were driven by accumulated indignations and began to darken the Carolina back-country with more blood than any other colony.

			Burning Presbyterian bibles didn’t help the loyalists in their terror war. It backfired and launched the patriots into action on July 12, 1780 with a fledgling victory at “Huck’s Defeat.” Captain Christian Huck and his New York Dragoons had been busy lighting the countryside aflame, literally. Huck’s “atrocities” on the men and women of the South Carolina backcountry were met head-on by this first successful act of resistance since the British arrival at Charleston. Huck, along with thirty loyalists, were killed in an early morning ambush and dozens more loyalists were wounded or captured. The patriots lost only one man.

			Word carried and momentum built. The battle of Musgrove’s Mill, SC on August 19, 1780 set the stage for what was possible when 200 militia beat a combined force of 500 “regular” provincials and loyalists. Colonel Isaac Shelby and his fellow partisans ambushed and defeated a superior force of loyalists. Shelby’s Overmountain Men utilized techniques that had been well-honed fighting Indians—techniques, speed, and violence of action that would help him to win the bigger fights to come.

			Musgrove’s Mill, SC was the first time that a significant force of uniformed British sympathizers (provincials) were beaten by militia partisans in the South.

			It wouldn’t be the last.
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			“That all but hopeless year 1780. But the Autumn showed a sudden turning of the tide.”

			—Woodrow Wilson, A History of the American People7

			 

			Roused to action, the “Overmountain Men” spontaneously converged from Virginia, the Carolinas, and Tennessee in their hunting shirts and tomahawks. They saved the Revolution on a bloody hilltop called King’s Mountain on October 7, 1780. The epic two-week movement preceding the fight is a marvel of logistics. From several different directions, bands of partisans traveled hundreds of miles through wilderness and converged on their prey in unison. The battle itself was one of the most lopsided defeats of the entire war.

			The forces engaged were numerically matched and the Loyalists had the high ground, but it was not enough to save them from slaughter. “Give ’em Indian play boys,” the patriots shouted, darting from tree to tree. Surging forward and falling back, the battle was fluid and quick. In less than an hour, the defenders of the Crown, many from New York, New Jersey, and Connecticut, were crushed. Twenty-eight patriots were killed, compared to two hundred and twenty-five loyalists, a 10-1 ratio. Another seven hundred loyalists were captured. Violence would beget violence as the accumulated indignities of the previous year were paid back with executions. The rebel code word of that day was “Buford,” in homage of their brothers’ slaughter at British hands.

			The carnage was brutal, as one quarter of the British combat power in the South was reduced in a matter of hours. Corpses were so plentiful that wolves prowled the grounds for years after, feasting on remains. Adding to the perception of British impotence, the butchery took place just miles from the main British Army in the South, commanded by the infamous Lord Cornwallis. Bodies were desecrated. Prisoners were hung and a message was sent. This was the dark side of war but it was instrumental in winning back the hearts and minds of the wavering Carolinians.

			 

			“The Gen. has the pleasure to congratulate the Army on an important advantage lately obtained, in North Carolina, over a corps of fourteen hundred men, British Troops, and new Levies, commanded by Colonel Ferguson . . .

			They came up with the enemy at a place called King’s Mountain, advantageously posted, and gave him a Total Defeat . . .

			These advantages will in all probability, have a very happy influence on operations in that quarter, and are a proof of the spirit and resources of the country.”

			—Gen. George Washington, Oct. 27, 17808

			 

			A renewed vigor would sweep the colonies as word spread of the patriot victory at King’s Mountain. British morale was crushed on both sides of the Atlantic, and the conditions were set for the battles that would follow, from Cowpens, to ultimate victory.

			The British came to acknowledge the effect of King’s Mountain:

			 

			“[British defeat at King’s Mountain] was immediately productive of the worst Consequences to the King’s affairs in South Carolina, and unhappily proved the first Link of a Chain of Evils that followed each other in regular succession until they at last ended in the total loss of America.”

			—Sir Henry Clinton, Commander-in-Chief, British forces in North America9

			 

			Americans in turn, later appreciated that this was the tipping point:

			 

			“The victory was of far-reaching importance, and ranks among the decisive battles of the revolution. It was the first great success of the Americans in the South, the turning point in the Southern campaign, and it brought cheer to the patriots throughout the union. The loyalists of the Carolinas were utterly cast down and never recovered the blow; and its immediate effect was to cause Cornwallis to retreat from North Carolina, abandoning his first invasion of that state.”

			—Theodore Roosevelt, The Winning of the West10

			 

			For generations, it was celebrated. The anniversary was important to the young nation:

			 

			“The battle of King’s Mountain stands out in our national memory not only because of the valor of the men of the Carolinas, Georgia, Tennessee, Kentucky, and Virginia, who trod here 150 years ago, and because of the brilliant leadership of Colonel Campbell, but also because the devotion of those men revived the courage of the despondent Colonies and set a nation upon the road of final triumph in American independence.”

			—President Herbert Hoover, Oct. 7, 1930 Address on the 150th Anniversary of the Battle of King’s Mountain11

			 

			Just three months after the British defeat at King’s Mountain, the patriots landed a series of fatal blows. The new American commander, Daniel Morgan, would pay the British back for his scars at the whipping post. In the opening days of 1781, Morgan delivered a humiliating defeat to Banastre Tarleton, the ruthless British officer that had slaughtered Col. Buford’s men the previous year, at the battle of Cowpens, SC. Rich with daring military strategy and maneuver, Morgan’s victory at Cowpens, a double envelopment, left British historians and generals to bitterly acknowledge their fate in the wake of that upset. Tarleton and his chief, General Cornwallis, were both shaken after the damaging loss of troops in what would be lamented by the British high command as the “Unfortunate day of Jan. 17.”

			Desperate to salvage the situation and crush the rebels, Cornwallis chased Gen. Greene over 900 miles in the “Race to the Dan.” At Guilford Courthouse, NC, the armies collided. Fighting was fierce—some say the worst of the war. Cornwallis was forced to turn British cannons on his own men in order to halt the surging Americans. Patriots left the field to fight another day, but the British Army had been bloodied. Too weakened to give chase, they “cannot stand anymore victories like that one.” Cornwallis and his commanders were convinced the Carolinas were futile (read: dangerous). He pinned his hopes on Virginia, but instead of comfort he found only death, despair, and the French.

			The French supplied thousands of ground troops and dozens of ships in order to surround the peninsula of Yorktown. The 30-ship French fleet pounded Cornwallis’s positions and kept the British navy at bay. French siege guns and techniques reduced British defenses to rubble in days. Cornwallis surrendered just as his commander, Gen. Clinton, departed New York with long delayed reinforcements. But it was too late. When news reached Britain, Lord North cried, “It is finished.”

			As a student and practitioner of warfare who fought in the first Gulf War and later led Marines in Falluja, Iraq in 2004, I know how critical it is to assess a military situation through the eyes of your enemy. I also know the importance of checking your sources. My personal history has been manipulated right before my eyes. For example, my Wikipedia page was started and run by a Canadian anti-war protestor who blamed me for “Bush’s war.” The point being, you have to dig deep. Thanks to the democratization of information that was once the exclusive domain of ivory tower academics, we can now all dig deep via internet archives, Google Books, etc.

			The records that we need in this case are well-preserved, thanks to the sophistication of the British war machine with centuries of precedence and practice. Paperwork, reporting, and the flow of information in a global empire is critical, thus the historical record is strongest from the British side. A detailed record of correspondence reveals that the British soldiers and their commanders knew that they had lost the American Revolution in the South in 1780-81. The British Parliament knew it was the end when a battered Cornwallis surrendered at Yorktown. The British press knew and in turn so did the British people. Their history books would become our history books, and they taught generations of American Southern valor.

			This argument isn’t about the war. I am making the case for what people knew about the war, when they knew it, and when forces conspired for them to stop knowing it.
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			America’s victory in the revolution was achieved in the South by Southern hands according to British and American soldiers, politicians and the early historical accounts. As we approach the War Between the States, we start to see divergent histories in the 1850s. But in the years following the war all the way to the 1950’s, the South still retained its honor.

			As recently as 1957, Winston Churchill lauded the contributions of the South in his History of the English Speaking Peoples12. But less than two decades later, at the height of the civil rights movement, such a stand would become politically incorrect and subsequent British and American historians would begin the whitewash. By the bicentennial, the South had become a four-letter word and its history was deleted from the national conscience and forgotten. Churchill is not the only modern British historian to celebrate the martial virtue of the South only to have follow-on “historians” selectively edit it out of existence, but for now we will return to the 18th century histories on both sides of the Atlantic.

			 

			BODY OF EVIDENCE

			 

			Exhibit A is the British ground truth, as repo​rted in detail by their officers and journals (Clinton, Cornwallis, Tarleton, etc.). Rivalries and feuds would play out for years in the English papers with recriminations giving us insight to the critical moments and actions by the men who lived them. In the wake of the defeat there was a battle for public opinion: How had the world’s greatest empire lost a prized colonial possession? Who was to blame?

			In an effort to protect careers and legacies, the battle for public opinion basically split along two lines: Those who blamed the Senior Commander, General Clinton, or Clinton’s deputy, the man charged with the Southern campaign who surrendered at Yorktown, General Cornwallis. Both camps had a number of co-conspirators and surrogates with a variety of reasons for their roles and claims. Some were trying to protect their own reputations and gain glory, others smarted at the shame of defeat they felt had been visited upon them and their fellow soldiers unfairly.

			The controversy took many different forms, with letters to officials, and ultimately the newspapers, followed by pamphlets of bundled correspondence to show timelines and try and prove culpability in books with elaborate storytelling and fanciful denials and delusions.

			The press in London at that time was in support of the opposition party and against the war effort. The irony of a sympathetic press affecting the fate of a rebellion should not be lost on a generation that has witnessed the blame games of recent unpopular wars from Iraq, to Afghanistan, to Vietnam. The “tit-for-tat” of the Clinton-Cornwallis controversy, as it would come to be called, should ring familiar.

			The first shot was fired when upon his surrender, Cornwallis dispatched a detailed three-page letter outlining the actions that he took to defend his men and the possessions of the crown and laying the blame for his surrender squarely at the feet of his superior, who had promised to reinforce him, but never did. The Cornwallis letter, written October 20, 1781, would make its way to the decision makers in London. It was not the first account of the loss that any of them would hear or read, but it firmly established culpability with Cornwallis’s boss, General Clinton. The effect on Clinton was real and immediate. He left New York for London to clear his name and thus began a series of exchanges laying blame for the defeat at Yorktown and the loss of America on various actions, inactions, and subordinates.

			In the end, parliament would open up an investigation as to the cause of the loss, but the Government would change before the investigation was formally concluded. The summary judgment cast blame on the Admiralty and the Navy’s failure to reinforce Cornwallis. It was in fact unthinkable that the empire with the world’s greatest navy had been outgunned. But the truth runs deeper and there was plenty of blame to go around. And it did as Clinton was still writing books to clear his name in 1794, thirteen years after the surrender at Yorktown. The point of this work, which Exhibit A: British Correspondence will verify, is that the actions in the South led to the loss of the colonies.

			Ultimately the two sides of the Clinton-Cornwallis controversy shaped up as follows: Clinton, Tarleton, and George Hanger on one side versus Cornwallis, Roderick Mackenzie, and Charles Stedman on the other. The commanders and some of their loyal deputies all had a bone to pick. Each of the participants fired off letters and ultimately wrote books attacking or defending their role in the results of the British defeat. For example, Clinton responded with a series of published letters refuting Cornwallis and then in 1783 published a book of his own: Narrative of Lieutenant Gen. Sir Henry Clinton, K.B. Relative to His Conduct During Part of His Command of the King’s Troops in North America, Particularly That Which Respects the Unfortunate Issue of the Campaign of 1781.

			But Clinton didn’t stop there. Nor did his critics. After a particularly unflattering portrayal in Stedman’s The History of the Origin, Progress, And Termination of the American War, Clinton responded by publishing Observations on Stedman’s History of the American War (1794). From these works and others we have a window of detail without parallel into the most important campaign of the war, the one which cost Britain a jewel and won Americans their freedom.

			Exhibit B is related through the early American histories. Our founders knew the South’s true influence on the war’s conclusion. Washington, John Adams, Thomas Jefferson, the Continental Congress, and dozens of nineteenth century historians tell us what was once common knowledge. When did things change? For example, why did a recent tally of Southern battlefields get cut by 60 percent in a 2007 National Park Study when the count of Northern battlefields was left unchanged?13

			How did we go as a country from the Congress asking for God’s blessings on Southern soldiers, to “God Damn the South?” 14

			 

			CROOKS, CRONIES AND THE CONSEQUENCES: STEALING THE VALOR OF THE SOUTH

			 

			The marginalization of Southern history hasn’t stopped with the Revolutionary War. Beyond the Star Spangled Banner, most Americans are clueless about another dark time for a young America: The War of 1812.

			The North was ready to surrender as Washington, DC lay broken and burning. The odds quickly turned against the young republic. But once again, Southern soldiers saved the day in fierce campaigns waged in the South. The British, thirty years after the Revolution, had command of the Northeast, but it was Andrew Jackson, who came of age in that latter-day revolutionary fight in the Carolina backwoods, who would lead Southern boys to vanquish the Indians and then destroy a superior force of redcoats at the Battle of New Orleans.

			Meanwhile, Northern states from Rhode Island to Massachusetts were negotiating separate deals with England, and their treachery and cowardice would expose them to ridicule and political marginalization until the Civil War. Humiliation and sectional hatred that had run hot since before the Declaration of Independence would only continue to smolder until the flames engulfed these United States in 1861.

			America’s North vs. South friction predates the colonies and transcends false notions of post-Civil War “northern virtue.” In fact, there is a political and deeply cynical motive for the liberal destruction of Southern history: Since the 1990s, the South has become politically and economically ascendant. Southerners spearheaded the GOP take-over of the U.S. Congress in 1994, hosted the Olympics in 1996, and occupied the White House from 1992 to 2008. Southern states have the fastest growing economies and populations. Today, the powerful Tea Party block of conservative Republicans in Congress is a largely Southern phenomenon.

			The Left’s resultant hostility towards Southern culture has even been acknowledged by prominent Democrats like former Virginia Senator Jim Webb. Southern culture, with its red state conservative values, is “the greatest inhibitor of the plans of the activist Left and cultural Marxists for a new kind of society altogether . . . [and] the greatest obstacles to what might be called the collectivist taming of America,” according to Webb15. How has the Left, firmly ensconced in academia and entertainment, responded to the political and economic influence of the South? By attacking the cultural legitimacy of its conservative beliefs (God), institutions (Guns), and its valor (Guts) through the crime of Grand Theft History. On college campuses today, those attacks are concealed under the veneer of being “politically correct.”

			David Horowitz, conservative luminary and author, who himself was a campus radical in the 1960s, has written extensively on the “radical attempt to turn schools into agencies for social change.” In his book, Indoctrination U, Horowitz describes the modern-day liberal indoctrination on campuses across the country:16

			 

			“Political correctness” is a term that describes an orthodoxy or party line, in this case reflecting the agendas of the Left. Ideas that oppose left wing orthodoxy—opposition to racial preferences, belief in innate differences between men and women, or, more recently, support for America’s War in Iraq—are regarded as morally unacceptable or simply indecent. The proponents of such ideas are regarded as deviants from the academic norm, to be marginalized and shunned.17

			 

			Adjacent to Columbia University in New York, Roger Baldwin began the American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) as a communist organization determined to undermine the United States and its values. First formulated to rescue a crop of communist bombers from jail, the ACLU’s next target would be the Holy Bible. The Battlefield? Dayton, Tennessee, in what would become known as the “Scopes Monkey Trial.” The play and subsequent film version of the trial, Inherit the Wind, would go on to misinform tens of millions of Americans, and it is still used as a teaching tool today.18 Inherit the Wind’s savage tarring of the South, its flagrantly atheist protagonists and its mean-spirited depiction of Christianity have made atheists out of millions of school children. I was one of them.

			The trending atheism and counter culture that is being promoted today as new, hip, and trendy has century-old roots in Marxist influences seeking to undermine the United States. And it is working. Broken families, failing school systems and incarceration rates are on the rise in America. So are suicides, the leading cause of death for the first time over car accidents. “Coincidentally” we are experiencing a record decline in faith: One out of five Americans now claim no belief in God and 70 percent of those atheists vote liberally. After watching the Democratic National Convention reject God from their platform on live television in 2012, it would appear that killing God is good politics for the Left and they’ve enlisted some help along the way.

			Hollywood, despite its perceived self-importance, could not change the terms of the debate on American history without the path that has been lit by academics and pseudo historians. Films like Inherit the Wind, Cool Hand Luke, Cape Fear, Deliverance, and even the Water Boy have skewered Southern culture.

			More recent efforts have been less subtle. 2012 Academy Award-winning Django: Unchained uses the word “nigger” 120 times.19 The lead character, a freed black slave played by Jamie Foxx, shoots an unarmed woman and the murder is seemingly justified because the victim is southern and white. Foxx would later brag on live television that, “it is fun to kill white people.”20 The same cabal of Hollywood brand names who produced and starred in the conveniently timed Bush-bash W. by Oliver Stone (2008), have funded, filmed, and distributed the Socialist-Anarchist vision of Howard Zinn to our schools.21

			 

			“We lost the elections but we won the textbooks.”

			—Todd Gitlin, the self-described “political activist in the New Left of the 1960s.” Currently chairs the Ph.D program at Columbia University School of Journalism22

			 

			The distinctly anti-Southern bias of New York’s Columbia University communists, shared by Karl Marx as recorded in his congratulatory correspondence to Abraham Lincoln, is alive and well today.23 For example Howard Zinn, who once called the South “the worst place in the world,” received his MA and PhD at the Columbia University History Department under the mentorship of generations of communist deans. Zinn, a self-described “Socialist Anarchist” with a robust FBI file, is the top selling anti-American “academic” historian. More than two million copies of his leftist screed occupy college and high school campuses—more than any other author.

			Today the Columbia History Department is chaired by Eric Foner, who personally and professionally is descended from a long line of Marxists. Foner, considered a “leader” in Southern history has, like Zinn, “revised” views of American history with a distinctly anti-southern bias.

			Foner was influenced by a peer of Zinn’s and a fellow Leftist professor, Fawn Brodie, whose salacious character assassination Thomas Jefferson: An Intimate History (1974) set in motion an industry of attacking America’s founding by destroying its fathers.

			Since World War Two, only three history books about early America have been #1 New York Times bestsellers: Alistair Cooke’s America by PBS host Alistair Cooke (1973), John Adams (2001) and 1776 (2005), both by David McCullough. None of these “history” books discuss, much less credit, the role of the South in the American Revolution.

			Other books that completely ignore or misrepresent the role of the South may not have achieved the #1 slot, but their consistent sales year after year have given them command of the history market from the suburban book club to the elementary school library.

			You might spot the trend here beyond the South-bashing, since David McCullough who, like Alistair Cooke, hosted a show on PBS for over a decade, joined “yellow-dog Democrat” Ken Burns and Michael Moore in contributing the maximum level allowed by federal law to Barack Obama in 2008.

			If you doubt the role of liberal politics in regional bias, consider some of the anti-Southern books written shortly after the Republican surge of the mid 90’s. The Gingrich Revolution of 1994 was led by a Georgian and granted control of the House and the Senate to Republicans for the first time in 40 years. Confederates in the Attic: Dispatches from the Unfinished Civil War, a 1998 bestseller written by a former (labor) union organizer that identified a clergyman by his “pastor’s dog collar.” If that language wasn’t offensive enough perhaps the “striking consonance between the GOP’s Contract with America and the Confederate Constitution” will drive the bias home. The hillbilly-inbred-homicidal-moron narrative is continued en masse with titles like: Better Off Without ’Em: A Northern Manifesto for Southern Secession, Made in Texas: George W. Bush and the Southern Takeover of American Politics, and What’s the Matter with Kansas? How Conservatives Won the Heart of America, to name a few.

			A consequence of diminishing the role of the South in our nation’s founding, is the marginalization of the values that Southern people hold dear. Faith, family, and love of freedom, the three pillars of American exceptionalism identified by Alexis De Tocqueville, are challenged daily from the courtroom to the classroom. The national character De Tocqueville credits with American success can be simplified to God, Guns, and Guts, or the “3Gs.” The 3Gs, as lived by the Louisiana family on “Duck Dynasty,” are still revered in the South, but blue state culture warriors from places like New York City have been pressing the attack and are succeeding.

			Cultural forces have conspired to turn Christianity into “hate speech” and the South a dirty word. The shame is so deep that even the Southern Baptist Convention was forced to drop the “Southern” from its name. “In regions outside of the South, ‘Southern’ may conjure up a regional stereotype that becomes a hindrance to the Gospel,” said Roger S. “Sing” Oldham, a spokesman for the Southern Baptist Convention. “Our brothers and sisters in Christ who are of other race and language groups can now identify themselves with something that does not hearken back to a Southern past.”24

			Today, if you defend the South, you are immediately tarred and feathered and presumed to be a simple-minded bigot. Just watch the critics attack my thesis without realizing that is not the case. I was educated in the finest New York private schools and universities and I do not condone racism. Nor do I condone injustice, especially not at the scale that has been perpetrated on the people of the South and more broadly on the people of the United States to the degree to which they have been made ignorant of their cultural foundations. The reflexive moral superiority of Southern bashers is only possible in a vacuum of knowledge of America’s true origins. This is a failure of modern education that conveniently overlooks Northern institutional racism and the countrywide profiteering in all the aspects of the slave trade.

			The sin of slavery and its legacy was and is a national one, as detailed in the book, Complicity: How the North Promoted, Prolonged, and Profited from Slavery, written by a team of three courageous journalists from the Hartford Courant in Connecticut of all places. The reporters’ investigation boldly revealed that every major Northeastern industry from New York’s Tiffany Jewelers and Steinway Pianos, to the Massachusetts mill towns and shipping fleets was complicit in that shameful chapter of our past. In 1861, the Mayor of New York wanted to secede with the slave states because the city’s economic ties to the South were so deep.25

			In her foreword to Complicity, Evelyn Brooks Higginbotham, Professor and Chair of the Department African and African-American Studies at Harvard University, explained:

			 

			In this study of how the North promoted, prolonged, and profited from slavery, the authors give a fascinating account of racial inequality in America, revealing that positions do not fall neatly into categories such as North versus South, antebellum versus post bellum, and virtuous versus complicit. . . .

			It is worth remembering that the litigants who appealed the Supreme Court in the Civil Rights Cases of 1883 brought charges of national, not simply southern, discrimination, suing establishments in New York, San Francisco, Kansas and Tennessee.

			Decades later, in the 1940s through 1960s, the fight to end Jim Crow and disenfranchisement would be waged not only in Southern cities and Deltas, but also in Northern Cities, where African Americans and their white allies fought for racial justice in regards to education, housing and hiring.26

			 

			I make no apologies for these shameful chapters of our national past and I am deeply saddened that some have chosen to worsen the cultural divisions instead of heal them, often for political or personal gain. While each individual’s motivations for the historical revisionism that I document are beyond the scope of this argument, the fact of the vitriolic institutional anti-southern bias of liberal “intellectuals” is self-evident.

			Michael Lind, author of Made in Texas: George W. Bush and the Southern Takeover of American Politics, recently contributed to Salon. com: “Today’s Tea Party movement is merely the latest of a series of attacks on American democracy by the white Southern minority, which for more than two centuries has not hesitated to paralyze, sabotage or, in the case of the Civil War, destroy American democracy in order to get their way.”27

			What a sad indictment of a people who shed more blood, bore more scars and witnessed more horrors in defense of freedom than any other. Read these accounts, many of which are in first person, for yourself and then ask the question:

			Who is actually destroying America?
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			BALLAD OF FERGUSON’ S DEFEAT ON 

			KING’ S MOUNTAIN, 1780 

			 

			Come all you good people, I pray you draw near, 

			A tragical story you quickly shall hear,

			Of Whigs and of Tories, how they breed great strife, 

			When they chased old Ferguson out of his life.

			 

			Brave Colonel Williams from Hillsboro’ came. 

			The South Carolinians flocked to him amain, 

			Four hundred and fifty, a jolly brisk crew, 

			After old Ferguson we then did pursue.

			 

			We march’d to the Cowpens-Brave Campbell was there, 

			And Shelby and Cleveland and Colonel Sevier,

			Taking the lead of their bold mountaineers, 

			Brave Indian fighters, devoid of all fears.

			 

			They were men of renown-like lions so bold, 

			Like Lions undaunted, ne’er to be controll’d, 

			They were bent on the game they had in their eye, 

			Determined to take it—to conquer or die.

			 

			We march’d from Cowpens that very same night, 

			Sometimes we were wrong—sometimes we were right, 

			Our heart’s being run in true liberty’s mold,

			We regarded not hunger, wet, weary nor cold.

			 

			Early next morning we came to the ford, 

			Cherokee was its name—and “Buford”* the word, 

			We march’d thro’ the river, with courage so free, 

			Expecting the foemen we might quickly see.

			 

			* “Buford” was the counter sign that day in reference to the Americans that had been butchered without mercy four months prior at the “Battle of the Waxhaws” (Buford’s Slaughter) by Lieutenant Colonel Banastre Tarleton. Ballad found among the papers of Robert Long, a revolutionary soldier from Laurens County South Carolina according to King’s Mountain historian Bobby Gilmore Moss.
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