R E V I E W S
(PLJUDQWVRQWKH2YHUODQG7UDLO7KH:DJRQ7UDLQV
RI
by Michael E. LaSalle
vii + 516 pages, illustrations, tables, notes, bibliography,
index.
Kirksville, Mo.: Truman State University Press, 2011,
paper $40.00.
Michael LaSalle, an independent scholar and retired lawyer,
investigates what historians often have regarded as the “lost”
year of 1848. Until very recently, only a few primary sources
were known to exist written by the Overland Trail emigrants of
1848, the last to travel over the open plains, rough mountains,
and raging rivers of the American West before the onset of “goldfever.” The discovery of seven new primary source records from
this year, however, spurred the author to write what he describes
DVWKHÀUVWERRNOHQJWKVXUYH\RILWVNLQG$GGLWLRQDOPRWLYDWLRQ
came from a letter La Salle found by his great-great-great-uncle
Thomas Corcoran, who made the trip west in 1848. According to
La Salle, most emigrants on the Overland Trail were motivated
E\VHOÀVKLPSXOVHVQRWE\0DQLIHVW'HVWLQ\RUSDWULRWLVP6RPH
were adventurers and thrill seekers, and others went west for
their health, but all proved capable of raising the enormous
IXQGV QHHGHG WR RXWÀW WKH ÀYHPRQWK MRXUQH\ 7KH DXWKRU
dispels the long-held notion that the trip was mostly made by
the landless poor in search of free land.
/D6DOOHXWLOL]HVYDULHGDFFRXQWVWREULQJDOLYHLQH[FLWLQJ
ways. He weaves together diaries written after the fact, daily
journals kept on the trip, and secondary sources, producing a
ÁXLG DQG FKURQRORJLFDOO\ WLJKW QDUUDWLYH %HJLQQLQJ LQ $SULO
1848 at the various “jumping-off” towns, the author introduces
a wide array of characters as they embark on the voyage. As the
migrants form groups and elect wagon leaders, the reader comes
to understand the democratic sense of law and order that bonded
the various companies together. Still, the group dynamic was
not always harmonious, and some people found themselves left
behind or ousted because of illness or perceived misbehavior.
Providing the fullest agency possible to the travelers, La Salle
uses the sources to demonstrate that the epic journey, at its core,
ZDVDULVN\H[SHULHQFHÀOOHGZLWKMR\VDQGPLVIRUWXQH/D6DOOH
traces the voyage of eighteen wagon companies “traveling like
knots in a long rope that stretched over three hundred miles
from front to back” (p. xiii).
One of the more interesting diarists we encounter is Keturah
Belknap. This twenty-eight-year-old expectant mother from
Iowa wore many hats during the trip, including wife, mother
of a three-year-old, and nurse to overworked draft animals.
Belknap describes the many duties that women and children
performed along the trip, and she also reveals the fear and
homesickness women felt along the way. Keturah’s trip was

marked by the birth of her second child while camped at Fort
Boise on August 10, 1848. Although her diary goes silent for a
period of time, we understand her trials well because La Salle
ÀOOV LQ WKH PLVVLQJ SDUWV RI KHU QDUUDWLYH XVLQJ PXOWLSOH RWKHU
sources. LaSalle’s work is at its best as it recaptures the travails
of the long trip. In addition, this volume evokes the emigrants’
sense of wonder and surprise as they traveled across the Great
Plains. The tallgrass prairies of Kansas and Nebraska were
WKH ÀUVW IRUHLJQ HFRV\VWHP ZLWK ZKLFK WKH HPLJUDQWV KDG WR
contend. They described this “vast green sea” as a landscape
virtually without landmarks (p. 41). The wagon leaders were
fortunate that they could follow the marks on the prairie left by
previous trains of travelers.
The next two years of overland travel saw a tidal wave of
HPLJUDQWV LQ VHDUFK RI JROG LQ &DOLIRUQLD 2YHU VHYHQW\ÀYH
thousand travelers made the trip in 1849 and 1850, relegating
the seventeen hundred emigrants of 1848 to a time virtually
forgotten by later generations. Yet after the discovery of so
many valuable journals and LaSalle’s tireless effort to retrace
these settlers’ steps, 1848 can no longer be seen as the “lost” year.
5HYLHZHGE\Theresa L. YoungJUDGXDWHVWXGHQW.DQVDV6WDWH
8QLYHUVLW\0DQKDWWDQ
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:LWK*ROGHQ9LVLRQV%ULJKW%HIRUH7KHP7UDLOVWR
WKH0LQLQJ:HVW²
by Will Bagley
xxi + 464 pages, illustrations, bibliography, index.
Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 2012, cloth
$45.00.
Will Bagley’s :LWK *ROGHQ 9LVLRQV %ULJKW %HIRUH 7KHP is the
second volume in his ambitious project to chronicle the history
of one of the great mass experiences in American history: the
overland migration via the California and Oregon Trails. The
topic has drawn plenty of attention before, of course, including
various works by Merrill Mattes and John D. Unruh’s 7KH3ODLQV
$FURVV, which became something of an instant classic after its
appearance in 1979. The overland experience, however, can
always bear new examination, and it is, besides, one of the
best documented episodes in the national narrative, with fresh
PDWHULDOV FRQVWDQWO\ VXUIDFLQJ ,Q WKLV YROXPH DQG LQ KLV ÀUVW
one, covering 1812 to 1848, Bagley has mined much of the new
documentation and has traced the story in denser detail than
anyone before.
:LWK*ROGHQ9LVLRQVIRFXVHVRQWKHÀUVW\HDUVDIWHUWKHGLVFRYHU\
of gold in 1848, when the numbers crossing the continent
SLWFKHG GUDPDWLFDOO\ XSZDUG H[FHSW IRU D SX]]OLQJO\ GUDVWLF
dip in 1851) and the preferred destination moved from Oregon
to California. It was as if everyone living in Iowa, Wisconsin, and
Florida in 1840, plus another ten thousand or so persons, packed
XSDQGZDONHGDQGURGHWRWKH3DFLÀFFRDVW'XULQJWKHVH\HDUV
earlier routes became more deeply ingrained, new variations
were tried (sometimes disastrously), the budding commercial
apparatus and the government presence greatly expanded, and
relations with Indian peoples grew more complex and troubling.
The years between 1848 and 1852, that is, brought the overland
experience into focus.
7R RUJDQL]H KLV VSUDZOLQJ WRSLF %DJOH\ XVHV D PL[ RI
chronology and geography. Early chapters cover the gathering
RILPPLJUDQWVWKHÀUVWVWDJHVRIWKHWULSDQGWKHFKRLFHRIURXWH
WRWKH3DFLÀF/DWHURQHVIROORZWKHVWRU\PRUHRUOHVV\HDUE\
year, bringing in alternate pathways forged in the process. The
DUUDQJHPHQWLVDVJRRGDVDQ\JLYHQWKHGLIÀFXOW\RIWU\LQJWR
capture what was, on the one hand, a collective experience and,
RQ WKH RWKHU DQ H[SHULHQFH WKDW HYROYHG LQ VLJQLÀFDQW ZD\V
especially during the years under consideration. Bagley describes
the particulars of the many strands that formed the webbing
of trails, and he offers educated guesses on points debated by
squabbling historians. For example, he writes that between
twenty-six and forty-four thousand individuals embarked on
the 1849 migration, including more women than we previously
thought; that the crossings of the Sierra Nevada in 1849 were
divided roughly equally among the Carson, Lassen, and Donner
Passes; and that the death toll from cholera in 1850 was possibly
far below the usual estimates of three to four thousand.
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)LUVWKDQGVRXUFHVÀOOHLJKWHHQSDJHVRIWKHELEOLRJUDSK\DQG
Bagley’s eye for vivid, amusing, and hair-raising quotations
adds to the book’s charm. It is a vast chorus of testimony—a
SDUDJUDSK UDUHO\ KDV IHZHU WKDQ IRXU RU ÀYH TXRWDWLRQV³
although this necessarily works against an authorial voice. As
for a unifying theme, in contrast to many traditional narratives
Bagley tilts decidedly away from the heroic toward the bleak.
A chapter on ill-conceived routes is titled, a bit over-ripely,
“Shortcuts to Death.” He also stresses what all current evidence
makes clear: that the migration was an unalloyed calamity for
Indian peoples. A surprising number of would-be overlanders
were overwhelmed and turned tail along the way, and many
who made it had little good to say. One vowed to “swim around
Cape Horn on a log” before recrossing the plains (p. 248).
Those of us drawn to the extraordinary story of this great
IRONZDQGHULQJZLOOÀQG%DJOH\·VWZRYROXPHVDQLQGLVSHQVDEOH
source and will await with pleasure volumes still to come.
5HYLHZHG E\ Elliott West SURIHVVRU RI KLVWRU\ 8QLYHUVLW\ RI
$UNDQVDV)D\HWWHYLOOH
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7KH)DLOXUHRI3RSXODU6RYHUHLJQW\6ODYHU\
0DQLIHVW'HVWLQ\DQGWKH5DGLFDOL]DWLRQRI
6RXWKHUQ3ROLWLFV
by Christopher Childers
xii + 334 pages, illustrations, maps, notes, bibliography,
index.
Lawrence: University Press of Kansas, 2012, cloth $39.95.
For political historians of the antebellum decades, the work
of Chris Childers in laying out the convolutions of southern
(and northern) politicians over the implementation of popular
sovereignty is required—and enjoyable!—reading. Childers
expertly dissects the changing positions of major politicians on
popular sovereignty between 1784 and 1861 and shows how
the disillusionment of southerners with popular sovereignty
OHG WR WKH UDGLFDOL]DWLRQ RI VRXWKHUQ SROLWLFV %\ GHWDLOLQJ WKH
faults of popular sovereignty, Childers as well points to the only
policy that could have handled the controversy of slavery in the
territories: extension of the Missouri Compromise line to the
3DFLÀF2FHDQ
&KLOGHUV GLVFRYHUV WKDW VRXWKHUQHUV ZHUH WKH ÀUVW RQHV WR
argue for popular sovereignty because they expected immediate
EHQHÀWVIURPLW6RXWKHUQHUVZHUHQRWSDUWLFXODUO\LQWHUHVWHGLQ
the Old Northwest but were in the Old Southwest, where cotton
and sugar plantations could be established. For the territories in
that area, southern political leaders argued strongly that settlers
should decide the matter of slavery themselves—because they
knew slavery would be instituted. The alarm bell that awoke
southerners from their popular sovereignty slumber was the
Missouri controversy of 1819 to 1821. During this battle over
Missouri’s entrance to the Union, southerners came to fear
that the northern antislavery impulse might use the central
government to restrict slavery’s expansion.
Childers presents much new information on popular sovereignty ideas up to 1844, but when he enters the period 1844 to
1860 he treads upon well-traveled ground. Nevertheless, he adds
interesting twists. He charts the ambiguities and maneuvering
of northern proponents of the doctrine, especially Daniel
'LFNLQVRQ *HRUJH 0LIÁLQ 'DOODV DQG /HZLV &DVV GXULQJ WKH
Wilmot Proviso crisis. He argues that in 1849 President Zachary
Taylor “had done nothing less than advocate the VRXWKHUQYHUVLRQ
of popular sovereignty” (p. 183) in his actions toward California
and New Mexico by trying to stimulate them to create state
constitutional conventions, thereby horrifying southern Whigs
who feared the result would be two more free states. After 1846
Calhoun and other radicals came to see that popular sovereignty
foretold more free states from the territories, and so to obtain
more slave states they initiated the radical southern movement
calling for positive federal government protection of slavery in
the territories.
In detailing the fate of popular sovereignty between 1852
and 1861, Childers usually follows established interpretations.
Older historians found Stephen Douglas a hero for arguing
IRU D PLGGOH URDG &KLOGHUV ÀQGV 'RXJODV D ODFNOXVWHU ÀJXUH

possessing no solution at all. Childers argues, controversially,
that a back-door deal existed in 1854 to make Kansas a slave
state and Nebraska a free state, although he admits that “no
explicit proof has ever surfaced” to substantiate the charge (p.
 7KHÀQDOHIRUSRSXODUVRYHUHLJQW\FDPHLQWKH/HFRPSWRQ
&RQVWLWXWLRQ GHEDFOH ZKHQ VRXWKHUQHUV UHDOL]HG WKDW WKH
doctrine was virtually a free-soil policy because the North’s
numerical majority guaranteed that all future territories would
become free states.
As excellent as Childers’s exposition is, some areas still
require further exploration, but only one will be noted here.
Childers merely hints at the reasons for popular sovereignty’s
IDLOXUH7KHLQVXSHUDEOHGLIÀFXOW\ZDVWKDWQRRQHZDVZLOOLQJWR
trust voting unless partisans from the beginning determined that
voting would produce a result they favored. Why northerners
demanded victory on the territorial issue is something of a
quagmire, but the southern position is not. It was a landscape
dominated by only one topographical feature: property rights
in slaves were beyond the legislative process. In the Continental
Congress of 1776, Judge Thomas Lynch said, “If it is debated,
whether their [southerners’] slaves are their property, there is
an end of the confederation” (quoted from James L. Huston,
&DOFXODWLQJ WKH 9DOXH RI WKH 8QLRQ 6ODYHU\ 3URSHUW\ 5LJKWV DQG
WKH 2ULJLQV RI WKH &LYLO :DU [Chapel Hill: University of North
Carolina Press, 2003], 15–16). That statement announced the
death knell of popular sovereignty decades before it came into
the world. In so many ways southern political leaders made it
clear that the right to property in slaves was beyond legislative
tinkering. Southerners were never going to let a democratic
process determine the fate of property rights in slaves.
5HYLHZHG E\ James L. Huston SURIHVVRU RI KLVWRU\ 2NODKRPD
6WDWH8QLYHUVLW\6WLOOZDWHU
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$IULFDQ$PHULFDQ)DFHVRIWKH&LYLO:DU$Q$OEXP
by Ronald S. Coddington
xxix + 338 pages, illustrations, bibliography, index.
Baltimore, Md.: Johns Hopkins University Press, 2012,
cloth $29.95.

0HQRI&RORUWR$UPV%ODFN6ROGLHUV,QGLDQ:DUV
DQGWKH4XHVWIRU(TXDOLW\
E\(OL]DEHWK'/HRQDUG
xxviii + 315 pages, illustrations, index.
Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 2012, paper
$19.95.
Frederick Douglass, renowned orator, abolitionist, and
former slave, celebrated Abraham Lincoln’s Emancipation
Proclamation in 1863 with these words: “This is scarcely a day for
prose. It is a day for poetry and song, a new song.” To Northern
voters, President Lincoln presented both the Emancipation
Proclamation and the subsequent recruitment of black soldiers
into the Union army as wartime necessities. But Douglass and
KLVIHOORZ$IULFDQ$PHULFDQVULJKWO\UHFRJQL]HGWKHVHHYHQWV³
the latter the direct result of the former—as major turning points
for black Americans. In particular, by making soldiers of black
men, the Union implicitly acknowledged black manhood and
SRWHQWLDOIRUFLWL]HQVKLS,Q$IULFDQ$PHULFDQ)DFHVRIWKH&LYLO:DU
and 0HQRI&RORUWR$UPV5REHUW6&RGGLQJWRQDQG(OL]DEHWK'
Leonard respectively explore the private desires and collective
dreams that motivated nearly two hundred thousand black
men to heed the call to defend the Union and become soldiers in
the United States Colored Troops (USCT), embarking on what,
as Frederick Douglass assured them, was a path from slavery
WR IUHHGRP DQG HYHQ FLWL]HQVKLS $V HDFK DXWKRU FRQFOXGHV
however, the journey turned out to be both longer and more
arduous than any of these men (Douglass included) had hoped.
Coddington’s book, as its title suggests, is an “album”
composed of the photographs and personal stories of seventyÀYH$IULFDQ$PHULFDQSDUWLFLSDQWVLQWKH&LYLO:DU,WLVWKHWKLUG
in a series written by Coddington, assistant managing editor at
the &KURQLFOHRI+LJKHU(GXFDWLRQ +LVÀUVWWZRZRUNVVKRZFDVH
photographs and stories of white Union and Confederate
soldiers, respectively.) Coddington reminds us that images of
EODFNPHQLQXQLIRUPDUHFRQVLGHUDEO\GLIÀFXOWWRÀQGEHFDXVH
black soldiers usually could not afford to have their picture
taken. The author spent two years discovering portraits all over
the country in museums, archives, and private collections. Then,
through creative use of African American newspapers and
pension records, Coddington pieced together the biography of
each man pictured.
$IULFDQ$PHULFDQ)DFHVRIWKH&LYLO:DU, like the photographs
it presents, captures the moment when black men in America
transitioned from slaves to soldiers and the Civil War became
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about more than merely preserving the Union. Unlike any single
photograph, however, Coddington’s book depicts this moment
from a diverse variety of perspectives. There is the image
and story of First Lieutenant William Dominick Matthews
of Kansas, who operated a station along the Underground
5DLOURDGDQGZDVWKH´ÀUVWPDQRIFRORUµWRUHVSRQGWR.DQVDV
senator James Henry Lane’s early proposal to recruit black
troops (p. 37). In fact, Matthews not only responded to Lane’s
call but also raised his own company of two hundred former
VODYHV $V WKH UHJLPHQW DZDLWHG IRUPDO DXWKRUL]DWLRQ WR MRLQ
the Union army, some of the men participated in a skirmish at
,VODQG 0RXQG LQ 0LVVRXUL EHFRPLQJ WKH ÀUVW EODFN WURRSV WR
HQJDJHLQFRPEDWGXULQJWKHZDU0DWWKHZV&RGGLQJWRQÀQGV
echoed Douglass in encouraging his fellow black men to don
WKH8QLRQEOXHGHFODULQJ´,IZHÀJKWZHVKDOOEHUHVSHFWHG,
see that a well-licked man respects the one who thrashes him”
(p. 39). Coddington also recovers the story of Private Allen W.
King, a Kentucky slave bought by a drafted physician to serve
as his substitute in the Union army, a legal option that many
Northerners exercised. In addition to soldiers, Coddington’s
YROXPH LQFOXGHV VHUYDQWV DQG ODERUHUV ZKR QHYHU RIÀFLDOO\
joined the USCT but who served the cause of freedom in other
ways. As Coddingon relates, all of these men confronted and
helped to challenge generations of racism and doubt about the
capabilities of their race.
&ROE\ &ROOHJH SURIHVVRU (OL]DEHWK /HRQDUG VLPLODUO\ RSHQV
her study of black soldiers with Douglass’s 1863 call for men
of color to enlist in the USCT. Yet Leonard follows the story of
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black soldiers until decades after the war in order to show that,
sadly, African Americans’ wartime service did not secure them
equality. It is well known that, during the war, black soldiers
received inferior pay, supplies, and equipment compared to
ZKLWHVROGLHUVDQGWKDWUHJDUGOHVVRIWKHVDFULÀFHRUOHDGHUVKLS
abilities they demonstrated, they could not be commissioned
DV RIÀFHUV /HRQDUG ÀQGV WKDW WKLV SDWWHUQ RI GLVFULPLQDWLRQ
within the military continued once the war was over and slavery
abolished, paving the way for the rise of Jim Crow segregation.
For example, while white soldiers celebrated Northern victory
LQVSULQJZLWKSDUDGHVLQFOXGLQJWKHPDJQLÀFHQW*UDQG
Review of the federal armies in Washington, D.C., in May, black
soldiers were made to remain on duty. According to Leonard,
in the ensuing summer months white soldiers were released
from military service but USCT soldiers were not. As late as
1867, the majority of African American soldiers were still in the
South, where they disproportionately enforced Southern defeat
and protected the freedom of ex-slaves—enduring ongoing
Southern hostility and abuse. Indeed, as Leonard relates, white
Southerners’ resentment toward black troops provoked a riot in
Memphis in May 1866 that lasted two days and saw forty-six
blacks killed. Many of those killed were USCT soldiers or their
families. Leonard argues that the Memphis riot set the tone for
Southern whites’ resistance to Reconstruction, and especially to
the plan of Radical Republicans to correct the balance of social
and political power between the races.
Despite the ill-treatment they suffered in the wartime army,
black men still sought to lay claim to Douglass’s promise of

IXOO FLWL]HQVKLS EDVHG RQ PLOLWDU\ VHUYLFH /HRQDUG H[DPLQHV
the contentious postwar debate within the U.S. military and
the federal government over the future participation of African
Americans in the armed forces. Assuming blacks would be
allowed to continue serving in the military, would they be
enlisted soldiers or laborers? Would any of them be honored
ZLWK DQ RIÀFHU·V FRPPLVVLRQ RU ZRXOG WKH\ EH UHOHJDWHG WR
noncommissioned status? One particularly important army
RIÀFHU ZKR FKLPHG LQ RQ WKHVH TXHVWLRQV ZDV 8O\VVHV *UDQW
who was decidedly ambivalent. Writing to the chair of the
6HQDWH&RPPLWWHHRQ0LOLWDU\$IIDLUVLQ*UDQWUHFRJQL]HG
the important contributions that the soldiers of the USCT
had made during the war. However, he also advised against
creating permanent regiments of “colored” soldiers. Grant
explained, “Our standing army in time of peace should have the
VPDOOHVWSRVVLEOHQXPEHUVDQGWKHKLJKHVWSRVVLEOHHIÀFLHQF\µ
VXJJHVWLQJWKDWKHGLGQRWFRQVLGHUEODFNWURRSVDVHIÀFLHQWDV
white ones (p. 38). Many members of Congress agreed with him.
One who did not was Senator Lane, an early champion of black
men’s military service. Lane continued to push for the inclusion
of black soldiers in the postwar military as a primary means of
elevating the status of African Americans and of securing black
male voting rights. By the middle of 1866, the hope of including
EODFNV LQ WKH SRVWZDU PLOLWDU\ ZDV IXOÀOOHG DOWKRXJK WKH\
would still be forced to serve their country in segregated units.
One of the most important contributions of Leonard’s book
is its uncovering of the key role that black regulars played in
America’s postwar mission to subdue the West. With the South
vanquished and brought back into the Union, the next major
strategic—though morally questionable—task confronting
the U.S. military was to conquer the remaining western lands
and native peoples within the nation’s borders “in preparation
IRU WKH DGYDQFH RI ¶$PHULFDQ FLYLOL]DWLRQ·µ S   /HRQDUG
argues that in their own ongoing quest for equality, black
soldiers became “accomplices in . . . their country’s racial and
imperialistic policies” (p. 121). She suggests this irony was not
lost on black soldiers. 0HQRI&RORUWR$UPVends with a survey
of the indignities and abuse black Americans continued to face
both inside and outside the military—including failed attempts
WRGHVHJUHJDWH:HVW3RLQW³WKURXJKRXWWKHÀQDOGHFDGHVRIWKH
nineteenth century.
Based on abundant primary research, $IULFDQ$PHULFDQ)DFHV
RI WKH &LYLO :DU and 0HQ RI &RORU WR $UPV DUH ERWK ÀOOHG ZLWK
OLYHO\ DQG SRLJQDQW GHWDLOV RI ZDU DQG VDFULÀFH (DFK DXWKRU
provides a far richer and more complete account of black
military service in America than is currently available to us,
and helps us better understand the ways in which race relations
shaped all aspects of nineteenth-century American life. While
Coddington’s book leaves the reader with the sense of hope and
pride the men he researched felt about their military service,
Leonard demonstrates the frustrated postwar reality faced by
African Americans.
5HYLHZHGE\Kelly ErbyDVVLVWDQWSURIHVVRURIKLVWRU\:DVKEXUQ
8QLYHUVLW\7RSHND.DQVDV
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7KH0DQ:KR6DYHGWKH8QLRQ8O\VVHV*UDQWLQ
:DUDQG3HDFH
by H. W. Brands
718 pages, illustrations, notes, index.
New York: Doubleday, 2012, cloth $35.00.
I remember a student in Civil War history asking the professor
if Ulysses S. Grant was a drunk. I thought to myself, “There
goes that kid’s grade.” The student’s question is typical of the
myths and misconceptions that many people have of Grant,
a fascinating human being and one of the greatest generals in
WKHKLVWRU\RIWKH$PHULFDQDUP\,QWKLVFOHDUO\RUJDQL]HGDQG
superbly written biography, H. W. Brands conveys fascinating
truths of Grant’s life. Grant was a man of principle and courage,
and this is how Brands portrays him.
Grant was born in Ohio to a family whose patriarch, Jesse,
expected hard work from his sons and who always had an eye
on economic and social advancement. Jesse obtained for Ulysses
an appointment to West Point. The younger Grant would not
have chosen to be a soldier, but like other tasks forced upon him
during his lifetime, he was a success at it.
After serving in the U.S.-Mexican War, Grant was transferred
WRWKH3DFLÀF1RUWKZHVW)DUIURPKLVQHZEULGH-XOLD*UDQW
was plagued with loneliness and indulged in heavy bouts of
drinking. Rather than face a court-martial for drinking while on
duty, Grant resigned from the army. Back in Missouri with his
wife and young family, Grant’s life can best be described by the
name given to his homestead: “Hardscrabble.” Farming was not
his forte, and Grant was forced to take a job working for his
brother in a leather business in Galena, Illinois. At the outbreak
of the Civil War, when trained soldiers were in great demand,
*UDQWYROXQWHHUHGWRKHOSRUJDQL]HWKH,OOLQRLVPLOLWLDDQGWKXV
he found his way back into the military.
As the war progressed, and Grant rose up the military ranks,
his relentless pursuit of Confederates in the western theatre,
strategic victories at Fort Donelson and Shiloh, and capture of
Vicksburg brought him to the attention of President Lincoln,
ZKR KDG EHHQ VHDUFKLQJ IRU D JHQHUDO ZKR ZRXOG ÀJKW PRUH
VSHFLÀFDOO\RQHZKRXQGHUVWRRGWKHQHFHVVLW\RIDQDOORXWZDU
Promoted to the rank of lieutenant general in March 1864, Grant
led the Union forces to victory. Simply stated, Grant always
looked forward, not backward; he was a man who accomplished
what he set out to do. This was the guiding principle of his life,
and Brands’s biography illustrates the many particulars of this
truth.
After the war, Grant was caught up in the battle over
Reconstruction between President Andrew Johnson and
Radical Republicans. Grant disliked Johnson’s abandonment
of freedmen in the South. A hero to most northerners, Grant
was elected president in 1868 and again in 1872. Brands details
*UDQW·V\HDUVLQRIÀFHHPSKDVL]LQJKRZWKHSUHVLGHQWZRUNHG
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to bring additional civil rights to newly enfranchised African
Americans and to stop the terrorist campaign of the Ku Klux
Klan.
Leaving the White House after eight years, Grant and his
wife traveled around the world. They returned to live in New
York, and Grant became a partner in a New York investment
ÀUP ,W IDLOHG  )DFLQJ LQVROYHQF\ DQG WHUPLQDO WKURDW FDQFHU
Grant raced death to complete his memoirs, which were best
VHOOHUVDQGOHIWKLVIDPLO\ZLWKDÀQDQFLDOLQKHULWDQFH
All of the details of Grant’s life are here in this authoritative
biography. Brands offers no stunning new facts, and no bold
new insights. This volume simply—but very effectively—
narrates the story of a man who faced hardship and personal
defeat to become the general who won the Civil War, and, as the
book’s title suggests, saved the union. The author depends upon
primary sources and quotes at length from Grant’s own writings,
especially 7KH3DSHUVRI8O\VVHV6*UDQW and his 0HPRLUV. Indeed,
the remarkable thing about this volume is that Brands offers so
PDQ\SULPDU\VRXUFHVZKLOHVWLOORIIHULQJDÁXLGSDJHWXUQHU
5HYLHZHG E\ Patricia Ann Owens LQGHSHQGHQW VFKRODU
/DZUHQFHYLOOH,OOLQRLV
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%XFNLQJWKH5DLOURDGVRQWKH.DQVDV)URQWLHU7KH
6WUXJJOH2YHU/DQG&ODLPVE\+RPHVWHDGLQJ&LYLO
:DU9HWHUDQV²
by John N. Mack
xi + 211 pages, illustrations, appendix, bibliography,
index.
Jefferson, N.C.: McFarland, 2013, paper $45.00.
In 1876 settlers in the Osage Ceded Lands of southeast
Kansas, many of them Union veterans, enjoyed what they
saw as a second great victory against the forces of slavery and
RSSUHVVLRQ7KLVRQHZDVZRQQRWRQWKHEDWWOHÀHOGEXWUDWKHU
in the chamber of the Supreme Court of the United States, and
their opponent was no longer the Confederacy but rather the
railroads. John N. Mack offers a compelling narrative of the
settlers’ struggle to create lawful, ordered communities on the
Kansas frontier, and their efforts to protect these communities,
once established, from a number of internal and external threats,
including the railroads. His central questions are why their
battle against the railroads took place in the legal (as opposed
to the extralegal) forum, and why the settlers were so driven,
and so united, to take the powerful corporations all the way to
the Supreme Court. These are two important questions, to be
sure, but one question he does not ask is why the settlers were
ultimately victorious.
$OWKRXJKGLYLGHGLQWRÀYHFKDSWHUV0DFN·VFHQWUDODUJXPHQW
has three essential parts. First, he links the unity among settlers
to their common experiences during the Civil War, experiences
that committed them to the protection of “freedom” and “liberty,”
whatever the threat. This ideological harmony manifested itself
not only in their initial allegiance to the Republican Party but
also in their formation of extralegal “claim clubs” to protect one
another in their not-yet-legal claims to land. Mack then traces the
establishment of formal social, political, and legal institutions,
and the emergence of a legal culture within the communities, all
of which led one newspaper editor, as early as 1870, to term the
administration of law and order “regular Kansas style” (p. 105).
Finally, Mack demonstrates how the settlers’ shared ideological
commitment to the protection of personal “freedom,” their
social and political unity (an idea challenged by scholars in
recent years), and their commitment to the rule of law provided
WKHP WKH PRWLYDWLRQ DQG WRROV WR ÀJKW WKH UDLOURDGV LQ FRXUW
when the railroads laid legal claim to lands that the settlers saw
as rightfully theirs.
Mack relies heavily upon newspapers for his primary source
material, in part because newspapers were in many cases the
only sources available for answering the questions asked, but
also because newspapers in fact served as the principal voices
of their respective communities. Indeed, this book is a treasure
WURYH RI ULFK LQVLJKWIXO TXRWDWLRQV VNLOOIXOO\ FRQWH[WXDOL]HG
with insights drawn from social, political, and cultural histories.
However, harvesting newspapers for their value as sites of social
interaction and relying upon them to establish true “facts” are
two different things. While Mack acknowledges the fallibility

of newspapers as historical sources, he also at times takes them
at face-value, even when the material is self-serving or selfcelebratory.
Ultimately, Mack falls short of showing how the settlers’
opposition to the railroads “changed the course of American
history, [changed] the nature of western settlement, and laid
the foundation for the evolution of political thought in Kansas
and the American west” (p. 6). Such a claim seemingly depends
upon the settlers’ victory having to some degree “settl[ed]
the question of land ownership” (p. 160), at least as between
homesteaders and railroads. This was not the case. The Supreme
Court’s reasoning in /HDYHQZRUWK /DZUHQFH DQG *DOYHVWRQ
5DLOURDG&RPSDQ\Y8QLWHG6WDWHV (1876) was neither original nor
dispositive of the great bulk of future land disputes between
railroads and settlers. Still, the case was undoubtedly of vital
importance to those directly involved with or impacted by it.
This is only part of the reason that %XFNLQJWKH5DLOURDGV should
be read by any student of Kansas or western history. The main
reason is simple: it is a fascinating story, told with a proper mix
of analytical and narrative history. If not an essential read, it
certainly is an enjoyable one.
5HYLHZHGE\Sean M. KammerDVVLVWDQWSURIHVVRU8QLYHUVLW\RI
6RXWK'DNRWD6FKRRORI/DZ9HUPLOOLRQ
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%HWKHO&ROOHJHRI.DQVDV²
by Keith L. Sprunger
ix + 278 pages, illustrations, notes, index.
Newton, Kans.: Mennonite Press, 2012, cloth $39.95.
Like other frontier boosters of various denominations of
the late nineteenth century, Kansas Mennonites determined,
beginning in 1887, to offer a program of higher education for
WKHLU FKLOGUHQ$W ÀUVW OLWWOH PRUH WKDQ D JORULÀHG KLJK VFKRRO
Bethel gradually evolved into a college with a more rigorous
DFDGHPLFFXUULFXOXPDQGLWJUDGXDWHGLWVÀUVWFODVVRIEDFKHORUV
RIDUWVVWXGHQWVLQ)RXU\HDUVDIWHUJUDGXDWLQJLWVÀUVWFODVV
the college received accreditation from the Kansas State Board
of Education. Thenceforth the college followed a path familiar
to many other institutions of higher learning in the twentieth
century, one marked by the excitement of the Roaring Twenties,
GHYDVWDWLQJ ÀQDQFLDO SUREOHPV GXULQJ WKH *UHDW 'HSUHVVLRQ
conscription of its students during World War II, and then
surging enrollments spurred by the GI bill, student activism in
WKHVULVLQJHQUROOPHQWVLQWKHIROORZLQJGHFDGHDQGÀQDOO\
DUROOHUFRDVWHUF\FOHRIHQUROOPHQWVDQGÀQDQFHVLQWKHVDQG
1990s. In the 1990s, the college received full accreditation from
WKH1RUWK&HQWUDO$VVRFLDWLRQDQGLWVÀUVWHYHUUHFRJQLWLRQE\
861HZV :RUOG5HSRUW. Complacency, however, was shattered
DW WKH HQG RI WKH FHQWXU\ ZKHQ DQ HPSOR\HH HPEH]]OHG RQH
million dollars from the school.
Keith Sprunger, who taught history at Bethel from 1963 until
his retirement in 2001, has carefully and lovingly researched
multiple sources to create this volume. Still, he does not entirely
demonstrate why Robert Kreuder’s 1984 history of Bethel
required replacement. The writing is good, although Sprunger
FDQEHDELWFRQGHVFHQGLQJDWWLPHVHVSHFLDOO\ZKHQKHGHÀQHV
FRPPRQWHUPVLH´DJHQWOHHPLQHQFH DOLWWOHKLOO µ S ´ÀQ
de siècle (end of century)” (p. 35); and “streaking [or] running
around nude in public” (p. 185). The author also provides the
SDUDO\]LQJ PLQXWLD RI IDFXOW\ DQG DGPLQLVWUDWLRQ QDPHV WKDW
seems to be a necessary part of this genre. Everyone, regardless
RI WKHLU VLJQLÀFDQFH PXVW EH UHFRJQL]HG IRU WKHLU FRQWULEXWLRQ
to the college.
Of his approach to writing the history of a college, Sprunger
notes, “There were plenty of suggestions for an interpretive
theme, such as challenge and response, continuity and change,
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the role of ‘people power’; or challenge and achievement” (p.
viii). The author decided to use a combination of all three of
these themes, and in doing so he has produced an empathetic
account of his alma mater that comes through on every page.
He laments the fact, for instance, that the task of presidenting
was so onerous that most Bethel presidents served only a few
years each. This resulted partly from the fact that the president
also had to serve as pastor of the college church. And perhaps
presidenting a church-related college during the turn of the
FHQWXU\ ZDV PRUH VWUHVVIXO WKDQ PRVW UHDOL]HG 6WLOO WKLV ZDV
not the experience of all the school’s leaders. Ralph Kaufman,
a “micromanager” who served for twenty years, apparently
endured little stress during his tenure.
%HWKHO&ROOHJHRI.DQVDV is handsomely illustrated with blackand-white, two-toned, and full-color photographs. Alumni
will want a copy of this book, if for no other reason than its
coffee-table allure, as will those interested in the world of higher
HGXFDWLRQLQWKH6XQÁRZHU6WDWH
5HYLHZHGE\R. Alton LeeHPHULWXVSURIHVVRURIKLVWRU\8QLYHUVLW\
RI6RXWK'DNRWD9HUPLOOLRQ
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(LVHQKRZHU7KH:KLWH+RXVH<HDUV
by Jim Newton
480 pages, illustrations, notes, bibliography, index.
New York: Random House, 2011, cloth $29.95.
Despite numerous biographies, facets of Dwight D.
Eisenhower’s life still offer rich opportunities for analysis.
Beyond his military and government titles, who was Ike,
truly? To answer this question, Jim Newton’s (LVHQKRZHU 7KH
:KLWH +RXVH <HDUV HPSKDVL]HV WKH WKRXJKW SURFHVV EHKLQG
Eisenhower’s decision making as it recounts the familiar events
of his presidency. 7KH:KLWH+RXVH<HDUVcontributes effectively
to the continued dismantling of the old image of Eisenhower as
primarily an absent president and avid golfer. This biography’s
real strengths, however, are its descriptions of the human
VLGH RI WKH KHUR ZKLFK HPSKDVL]H KRZ OLWWOH DVFHQGLQJ WR WKH
presidency changed the personality and values of the man from
Abilene, Kansas.
To trace Eisenhower’s personal path to the White House,
WKHERRN·VÀUVWVHFWLRQIRFXVHVRQWKRVHZKR´PDGHµ,NHERWK
LQSRVLWLYHDQGQHJDWLYHZD\V1HZWRQ·VOLVWRINH\LQÁXHQFHV
includes the standard mentors—Generals Fox Conner and
George Marshall—as well as Ike’s mother and his wife.
Eisenhower’s early years in Abilene proved vital because
during them he learned the values that would stay with him
throughout his life. Each of the six surviving Eisenhower sons
learned the value of hard work and to appreciate what they
had, and their mother, Ida Stover Eisenhower, pushed each of
her children toward success. Above all, Mrs. Eisenhower and
Abilene taught young Ike the importance of home, which,
Newton asserts, helped Eisenhower keep a healthy sense of
perspective throughout his adult life. Though brief, Newton’s
summary of Eisenhower’s pre-presidential years offers an
illuminating portrait of the man who would be elected president
in 1952.
The core of the text is a chronological summary of the main
domestic and international developments of the Eisenhower
presidency. Among the topics discussed are civil rights,
McCarthyism, covert operations, and the Cold War. Details are
sometimes limited, but Newton provides enough information to
paint a clear picture of not only historical events but also of what
Eisenhower thought about them. The moments when Newton
breaks to include Eisenhower’s words regarding a crucial
moment of decision (or the words of those close to him, such as
his son and staff member John Eisenhower) help distinguish this
volume from others.
Although Newton does not always hide his great respect
for Eisenhower, he remains focused on portraying Eisenhower
DFFXUDWHO\ ÁDZV DQG DOO +H GRHV QRW VK\ IURP GLVFXVVLQJ
moments when Eisenhower’s decision making seemed
jumbled, or when he changed his mind. For example, Newton
successfully traces Eisenhower’s shift from an enthusiastic
supporter of nuclear weapons to a skeptic who comprehended
the destructive power of the weapons and thereby strictly
avoided their use.

Yet when Eisenhower struggles, so does Newton. As is
well known, Eisenhower hesitated to fully endorse moments
of true progress for African Americans, such as the Supreme
Court’s %URZQ Y %RDUG RI (GXFDWLRQ RI 7RSHND .DQVDV decision,
which he opted to merely respect. Newton notes effectively that
Eisenhower’s “instinct for the middle way . . . was inhibiting
in the area of civil rights” because of the lack of a potential
compromise (p. 117), but he leaves largely unanswered the
question of how much credit the president deserves for the
modest civil rights progress of the 1950s. In one paragraph he
states that historians may have judged Eisenhower too harshly
in this area, but he then quotes John Eisenhower’s remark that
“my dad was not a social reformer. He was a commander in
chief” (p. 118).
Ultimately, however, (LVHQKRZHU7KH:KLWH+RXVH<HDUVoffers
ERWK D VROLG VWDUWLQJ SRLQW IRU ÀUVW HQFRXQWHULQJ (LVHQKRZHU
and an engaging refresher for those more familiar with his life
and career. Perhaps to the credit of his journalism background,
Newton manages to concisely chronicle Eisenhower’s life,
offering insight into not only his professional life, but his
personal life as well. Eisenhower’s thoughts, observations from
those close to him, and anecdotes about his family are the threads
that unify this biography. Newton has skillfully demonstrated
how Eisenhower’s “middle way” was “as much a part of his
character as of his politics” (p. 338).
5HYLHZHGE\Amy CantoneFXUDWRULDODVVLVWDQW0LVVRXUL6WDWH
0XVHXP-HIIHUVRQ&LW\
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:DU7LPH$Q,GHD,WV+LVWRU\,WV&RQVHTXHQFHV
E\0DU\/'XG]LDN
221 pages, illustrations, notes, index.
New York: Oxford University Press, 2012, cloth $24.95.
Scholars of all stripes have been exploding binaries for
decades now. The most fruitful insurgencies have operated
LQWKHWKHDWUHVRIJHQGHUUDFHDQGHPSLUH0DU\'XG]LDNDQ
accomplished historian who is no stranger to deconstruction—
whether attacking the boundary between domestic and foreign
policy, or between legal history and the history of foreign
relations—is at it again. She has crafted an elegant extended
essay that will leave even the most sophisticated readers
slapping their forehead and asking why they did not think of
that. 7KDW turns out to be a powerful question: what is the line
between “wartime” and “peacetime”? Her compelling answer
is that there is no natural line of demarcation between war and
peace, despite the invocation of this distinction to support some
RI WKH VWDWH·V ÀHUFHVW SRZHUV 5DWKHU ZDUWLPH DQG SHDFHWLPH
are socially constructed. The border between war and peace
LV IDEULFDWHG LQ WKH UHDOP RI SROLWLFV³QRW RQ WKH EDWWOHÀHOG RU
during the surrender ceremony.
Of course, many scholars indirectly have written about the
interpenetration of war and peace. Jim Sparrow’s :DUIDUH6WDWH,
for instance, explores the complex ways in which war seeped
into public consciousness long before American bombs and
EXOOHWV EHJLQ Á\LQJ GXULQJ :RUOG :DU ,, DQG LW H[DPLQHV WKH
implications of warfare for governance, long after peace was
declared. Older works, like Ed Ayers’s ,Q WKH 3UHVHQFH RI 0LQH
(QHPLHV, explored the distinct and nuanced ways in which war
can arrive, and its varied levels of intensity. In such contexts
the absurdity of using the word “antebellum” to describe an
era becomes clear. Without knowing how, when, or why the
QH[WZDUZLOOGHVFHQGZHKDUGO\RUJDQL]HRXUOLYHVDURXQGLWV
uncertain arrival. But to my knowledge, no scholar has asked,
and answered, the question of what divides a state of war from
SHDFHDVGLUHFWO\DQGHIIHFWLYHO\DV'XG]LDN
Her generous citations of scholars, from Lynn Hunt to Stephen
.HUUPDNHFOHDUWKHDXWKRU·VGHEWWRFXOWXUDOKLVWRULDQV'XG]LDN
KDV V\QWKHVL]HG WKH TXHVWLRQV DQG LPSOLFDWLRQV WKDW JURZ RXW
of this body of scholarship to tackle head-on the misconception
that war is an effective tool for dividing history into neat periods,
OHW DORQH HUDV 'XG]LDN LV HYHQ PRUH GHWHUPLQHG WR G\QDPLWH
one of today’s most enduring and pressing presumptions: that
ZDUWLPHUHVWULFWLRQVRIFLYLOOLEHUWLHVDUHMXVWLÀHGEHFDXVHZDULV
an exception, an aberration. Whether discussing the rent forgone
by Cleveland landlords in 1947, because the war-induced
housing shortage lasted long after Japan surrendered, or the
2EDPD DGPLQLVWUDWLRQ·V GHWDLQHHV DW *XDQWDQDPR 'XG]LDN
insists that it is poor policy and even worse history to assume
that war is followed by peace.
,QVHUYLFHRIKHUDUJXPHQW'XG]LDNPRELOL]HVDQLQQRYDWLYH
range of evidence. She turns to relatively obscure case law to
GRFXPHQWWKHFDSDFLRXVZD\VLQZKLFKWKHFRXUWVKDYHGHÀQHG
war. But she also ingeniously deploys sources such as U.S.
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military campaign service medals to demonstrate how the state,
VROGLHUV DQG YHWHUDQV· RUJDQL]DWLRQV KDYH GHÀQHG ZDU :KHQ
“small” wars are considered (wars of empire, as the British
called them), it is hard to argue with the author that waiting for
peace is a dangerous strategy for those who would protect the
FLWL]HQ·VIXQGDPHQWDOULJKWV
In the wake of 9/11 the contested boundaries between war
DQGSHDFHKDYHFROODSVHGLQWRDZDUZLWKQRHQG$V'XG]LDN
puts it, “Since 9/11, war has been framed in a boundless way,
extending anywhere in the world that the specter of terrorism
resides, even as some of the country’s political leaders—on the
left and right—denounce its seeming endlessness” (p. 5). Yet,
E\ WKH WLPH , UHDFKHG WKH ÀQDO FKDSWHU RQ WKH ZDU RQ WHUURU 
'XG]LDN KDG DOUHDG\ FRQYLQFHG PH WKDW WKLV GLVWLQFWLRQ ZDV
IDUPRUHIUDJLOHWKDQ,KDGUHDOL]HG6KHFRQFOXGHV´7KLQNLQJ
of wartime as determining our actions, rather than as an
urgent occasion for politics, impedes public engagement and
responsibility” (p. 136). To suspend politics until war ends,
when the distinction between wartime and peacetime is largely
GHÀQHGE\WKHJRYHUQLQJUHJLPHLVWRVXUUHQGHUEHIRUHWKHÀUVW
VKRWLVÀUHG
5HYLHZHG E\ Brian Balogh &RPSWRQ 3URIHVVRU RI +LVWRU\ 7KH
0LOOHU &HQWHU DQG 'HSDUWPHQW RI +LVWRU\ 8QLYHUVLW\ RI 9LUJLQLD
&KDUORWWHVYLOOH
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7KH5HSXEOLFRI1DWXUH$Q(QYLURQPHQWDO+LVWRU\
RIWKH8QLWHG6WDWHV
by Mark Fiege
xii + 584 pages, illustrations, notes, index.
Seattle: University of Washington Press, 2012, cloth
$34.95.
Mark Fiege’s 5HSXEOLF RI 1DWXUH opens with a wonderfully
detailed vignette about the Lincoln Memorial. Fiege asks
the reader to look beyond the frequently studied symbolic
VLJQLÀFDQFHRIWKHPHPRULDODQGWRWKLQNDERXWLWSK\VLFDOO\+RZ
was this iconic monument constructed? Where did the marble
come from? How was the site chosen? Who labored to build
it? And what do the choices made in its physical construction
reveal about the broader social, political, and cultural landscape
of America in the 1910s and 1920s? Fiege reveals the ways in
which all history, even that which is seemingly disconnected
from the material world, is a story about nature—human and
otherwise.
5HSXEOLFRI1DWXUHargues that only by investigating the natural
world and ideas about that world can we understand the major
events in American history. Fiege’s nuanced analysis of the
historical role of nature comes through a series of case studies
of topics not traditionally studied by environmental historians:
the Salem Witch Trials; the Revolutionary War; slavery and
the Civil War; the transcontinental railroad; the Manhattan
Project; %URZQ Y %RDUG RI (GXFDWLRQ RI 7RSHND .DQVDV; and the
energy crisis of the 1970s. Although much of his narrative covers
familiar ground, Fiege offers evocative detail and convincingly
demonstrates that we cannot understand many well-known
events without viewing them through the lens of environmental
history. The chapter “Satan in the Land,” for example, expertly
surveys mainstream scholarship on the outbreak of witchcraft
accusations in the seventeenth century, and then, drawing on
recent environmental works, details the “ecological crisis” in
the herds of Essex County, Massachusetts, that occurred at the
VDPHWLPH S $QLQÁX[RI%ULWLVKVROGLHUVDQGFDWWOHEURXJKW
to Massachusetts to support wars with the French and Indians
spurred disease outbreaks among local cows and humans.
To explain this rampant disease, some colonists pointed to
witchcraft.
Additional case studies similarly blend review of the
familiar with new material understanding. Fiege describes how
Abraham Lincoln’s early experiences as a farmer gave him not
RQO\ DQ DSSUHFLDWLRQ IRU WKH GLIÀFXOW\ RI SK\VLFDO ODERU DQG
the importance of wages but also for the value of education
to average Americans. The excellent chapter on %URZQY%RDUG
reveals that the original lawsuit in Topeka was animated more
by complaints about environmental conditions and the physical
GLIÀFXOWLHVH[SHULHQFHGE\$IULFDQ$PHULFDQFKLOGUHQWU\LQJWR
get to distant segregated schools than by complaints over inferior
HGXFDWLRQ$QGWKHÀQDOFKDSWHUZKLFKLQYHVWLJDWHV$PHULFD·V
dependence on oil, helps illuminate how the physical landscape
of America—and the physical waistlines of Americans—have
been shaped by access to easy and abundant oil.

Fiege’s case studies clearly underscore the role of nature in
the American past, but sometimes his choices are arbitrary and
unsatisfying. He does not include a case study, for example,
from either the Progressive Era or the Great Depression, which
seems strange given that an examination of the changing role of
the state in protecting natural rights and in conserving natural
and human resources would have continued themes developed
LQWKHÀUVWKDOIRIWKHERRNDQGSURYLGHGFULWLFDOEDFNJURXQGWR
his later chapters on the twentieth century.
Moreover, by leaving out the traditional subject matter and
theoretical frameworks of American environmental history,
the book stalls. Analytically much of the book hinges on
demonstrating the “natural” within events often not connected
to nature, but that understanding was framed by critical
moments in the history of conservation, public health, sanitation
reform, and chemical policy. Why not include these examples,
to help build a more robust analysis of events in the twentieth
century? The author’s approach also makes the reader wonder:
is the traditional telling of American history so devoid of nature
and ideas about the natural world that students really have
no sense of its importance? Perhaps a more robust theoretical
framework could have made this a more satisfying book to read
and teach. Further, careful editing might have checked Fiege’s
tendency to include all the ways in which a particular topic was
“natural.” For example, after excellent analysis of how Abraham
Lincoln’s relationship to working the land informed his political
philosophy, additional examples of how he responded to the
nature of death and birth seem extraneous and tacked on.
Despite these critiques, however, 5HSXEOLF RI 1DWXUH offers a
useful and insightful overview of the role of nature in American
history.
5HYLHZHG E\ (OL]DEHWK 3LOOVEXU\ KLVWRU\ WHDFKHU 5LYHUGDOH
&RXQWU\6FKRRO1HZ<RUN1HZ<RUN
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$PHULFDQ*HQHVLV7KH(YROXWLRQ&RQWURYHUVLHV
IURP6FRSHVWR&UHDWLRQ6FLHQFH
by Jeffrey P. Moran
xii + 155 pages, notes, index.
New York: Oxford University Press, 2012, cloth $29.95.
For those who thought the last word had been written
on the American controversies over the theory of biological
evolution, think again. In a thoughtful, synthetic account, Jeffrey
P. Moran, who teaches history at the University of Kansas, has
opened the door to more vistas. He is well informed on the
VFLHQWLÀF DV ZHOO DV WKH VRFLDO SROLWLFDO DQG UHOLJLRXV DVSHFWV
of the American controversies over evolution, especially on
the variegated opponents of evolution. After a discussion
of how Darwinism and evolutionism came to America in the
later nineteenth century, he asks: why has evolutionary theory
roiled and boiled American public discourse so much more than
it has in other national cultures? In this brief book he cannot
compare different national histories. America, he insists, was
“exceptional” as public awareness of evolution—especially
the Darwinian version—spread. Three factors shaped it in our
public discourses. These were American Protestantism, far
more militant than in other countries; American democratic or
populist cultural institutions and traditions; and the nation’s
unique cultural diversity itself.
7KHQIROORZÀYHVXEVWDQWLYHFKDSWHUVHDFKRIZKLFKFRXOG
be extended into a separate book. First comes a chapter on
how gender identity—meaning mothers—found Darwinian
HYROXWLRQXQDFFHSWDEOHDVWKH\RUJDQL]HGWKHPVHOYHVLQWRORFDO
UHJLRQDO DQG QDWLRQDO ZRPHQ·V RUJDQL]DWLRQV WR XSOLIW FLYLF
life. These mothers were devout Protestants as well as biblical
literalists; hence evolution was to be opposed, especially as
the theory was being introduced into the nation’s rapidly
expanding high school system in the interwar years. Next
Moran pens a familiar reminder of how regionalism—meaning
cultural and religious traditions in the South and the Middle
West—both shaped and propelled the antievolution impulse.
Here a major divide stood between city and small-town folk,
with the latter usually against evolution more intensely than the
former. Next comes virtually unknown territory, the reactions
of African Americans to the theory of evolution. For most,
who were even more fervently Protestant, evangelical, and
fundamentalist church members than whites, evolution was
ZURQJHVSHFLDOO\LILWDOVRMXVWLÀHGZKLWHV·UDFLDOHVVHQWLDOLVP
African American intellectuals, such as W. E. B. Du Bois,
however, took evolution as science far more seriously, insisting
that science proved the potential equality of all human races,
MXVWDVDQWKURSRORJLVW)UDQ]%RDVDQGKLVIROORZHUVVWUHQXRXVO\
argued. Then Moran reviews the ideas and political strategies
of the antievolutionists, with rigor and even-handedness, and
with enough detail that he points the way toward several areas
IRU IXUWKHU UHVHDUFK ,Q WKH ÀIWK FKDSWHU 0RUDQ GLVFXVVHV WKH
impact of the antievolution movement on academic institutions
DQG LQ SDUWLFXODU WKHLU VFLHQWLVWV³DQG WUDFHV WKH LQÁXHQFH RI
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the pro- and antievolution camps. Here he carefully weighs
the varying arguments, the most prominent dramatis personae
on both sides, and their institutional networks and impact on
SXEOLF RSLQLRQ DQG RQ VFLHQWLÀF RSLQLRQ DV VXFK WKLQJV KDYH
been measured quantitatively.
Moran suggests that evolution has had a wide, although
QRW HVSHFLDOO\ GHHS LQÁXHQFH RQ PRVW $PHULFDQV 0DQ\ DUH
indifferent to evolution as a threat, even if they are biblical
literalists, because mainstream American Protestantism is so
bland and accepting of doctrine, valuing behavior and belief
oriented towards the present. Yet the antievolutionists are a
ZHOORUJDQL]HGPLQRULW\ZKRFDQUDLVHSRWVRIPRQH\VRWKH\
and their ideas will likely be around for some time to come, as
WKH\KDYHEHHQIRUJHQHUDWLRQV-XVWDVHYROXWLRQHQHUJL]HGDQG
awakened the biological and social sciences, and even helped
GHYHORSWKHRULHVDQGGHOXVLRQVRIPRGHUQL]DWLRQVRHYROXWLRQ
in other levels of public discourse have provided continuing,
and likely long lasting, inconclusive controversies.
, KDYH RQH UHFRPPHQGDWLRQ 7KLV LV D ÀQH ERRN ZKLFK
deserves to be in paperback, where, I predict, it will enjoy
large sales, certainly in the college market. But the press needs
WRUHFRQFLOHWKHFRQÁLFWLQJVXEWLWOHVRQWKHFRYHUDQGWKHIURQW
page, which disagree on “Evolution” and “Antievolution.” That
is an unconscionable blunder.
5HYLHZHGE\Hamilton CravensUHVHDUFKVSHFLDOLVW8QLYHUVLW\RI
0LQQHVRWD7ZLQ&LWLHV
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