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certed efforts to practice an ethics of response, each of which comes 
to the fore when Hein draws to Lincoln’s case these ideas resident 
in H. Richard Niebuhr’s essential Protestantism. Thus, at last, 
the two essays in some respects converge in their views on Lin- 
coln’s faith with Morgenthau’s analytical subtlety lent refinement 
by Hein’s more sophisticated theological vocabulary. 

Despite their general successes in presenting fresh perspec- 
tives on Lincoln’s greatness and his theological views, neither 
essay is free of problems. With Morgenthau’s approach Lincoln’s 
“mind’ seems rather too much a specimen on a laboratory table, 
too cleanly removed from the world of ambiguity and inconsis- 
tency, too perfectly apart from the web of historical actions and 
anguish. One could reasonably argue that, in Lincoln’s case, the 
nature of his greatness can be comprehended only in historical 
context, in the maculate stuff of confusion and circumstance, lim- 
ited possibility, attenuated opportunity. In Hein’s essay the agenda 
seems converted in midstream from an initial intention to provide 
a historical account of Lincoln’s theology to the altered aim as 
the essay proceeds of a theological account of Lincoln’s history. 
With this alteration Hein occasionally seems tone-deaf in dealing 
with Lincoln’s rhetoric: he ignores the possibility that personal 
and political discourse can disguise as well as disclose, can be 
duplicitous and manipulative as well as forthright and affirma- 
tive. Finally, hard-headed historians might be inclined to con- 
clude that both essays relent too quickly from critical inquiry to 
celebrate the American values they find embodied in Lincoln and, 
thus, that  they bend too exorbitantly toward creating 
panegyrics to Abraham to send abroad. Even if this is so, the book 
will heighten the debate on Lincoln’s religion. 

Indiana University, Indianapolis Rowland A. Sherrill 

Railroads, Reconstruction, and the Gospel of Prosperity: Aid under 
the Radical Republicans, 1865-1877. By Mark W. Summers. 
(Princeton, N.J.: Princeton University Press, 1984. Pp. xiii, 
361. Notes, appendix, bibliography, index. $37.50.) 
Mark W. Summers promises the readers of this book a fresh 

approach to Radical Reconstruction. Through a thorough exam- 
ination of a hitherto neglected aspect of that era-the railroad aid 
program of southern Republicans-he makes good on his promise, 
but, in doing so, he prompts new queries about the strength and 
adequacy of his own thesis. 

Following the Civil War, Dixie desperately needed economic 
rejuvenation, and the majority of southerners “trusted in rail- 
roads to  achieve that end” (p. 46). Consequently, a railroad mania 
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swept the section and, according to Summers, provided Repub- 
licans with the central element for their political program. By 
advocating railroad aid Republicans sought the support of ex- 
Confederates, as well as Unionists and freedmen, in reestablish- 
ing a vigorous economy and creating a new South. In their appeals 
to white southerners, Summers claims, Republicans propounded 
“a myth of Progress as a redeemer of the Old South” (p. 141, a 
“Gospel of Prosperity” that they proclaimed with religious rhet- 
oric and revivalistic zeal. Messianic in its implications, this mes- 
sage centered upon the doctrine that railroad aid would save the 
South. 

Once in office, therefore, Republicans focused upon the pro- 
curement of state aid for railroad development. Obtaining public 
funding, however, posed problems-insurmountable ones. Rampant 
localism undermined the financial bases of the roads, blocked the 
growth of a regional rail system, and heightened the chances of 
corruption. Not that corruption needed enhancement, for it at- 
tended the railroad issue at every stage. Promoters won friends 
in the legislatures through bribery, while solons used the rail- 
roads for their own political advantage. Moreover, this blind al- 
legiance to railroad aid caused Republicans to lose sight of their 
own mission, betray their commitment to  human rights and the 
Union, and become a divided party. In short, the problems created 
by railroad aid led, ultimately, to the failure of the “Gospel of 
Prosperity” and of Republicanism itself. 

Summers bases his account of this Republican tragedy upon 
sound research, and his use of documented evidence is particularly 
impressive. Unfortunately, however, the book tends to  be plodding 
and pedantic, and one becomes confused in its labyrinth of details. 
Furthermore, it is disappointing that Summers does not explore 
more extensively the religious dimensions of the “Gospel of Pros- 
perity,” for that intriguing phenomenon deserves more thorough 
treatment. Finally, though Summers admits that railroad aid was 
not the only element of the Republican calamity, one wonders if 
it was really as central and crucial to  that party’s collapse as he 
suggests. One thing is certain: Summers’s work will no longer 
permit historians to  ignore that aspect of Reconstruction, and that 
alone makes his book a significant contribution. 
Franklin College of Indiana, Lloyd A. Hunter 
Franklin 

The Rise of Industrial America: A People’s History of the Post- 
Reconstruction Era. By Page Smith. (New York: McGraw- 
Hill Book Company, 1984. Pp. xvi, 965. End maps, illustra- 
tions, index. $29.95.) 
Page Smith, professor emeritus of the University of Califor- 

nia at Santa Cruz, has reached 1901: five thousand pages down; 




