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ans from “probable extinction” (p. 281). To agree with that point, one
must forget that large numbers of Native Americans remained in
the East and are still there today, quite unextinct. One must also
forget that removal did not fix America’s “Indian Problem” but mere-
ly transferred it to new territories. The Mississippi proved a rather
permeable barrier, whites crossing the river and recreating in sections
of the West the situation that removal had supposedly resolved.
(Quite a few Native Americans, incidentally, told removal advocates
that this would happen.) If Indian-white interaction pointed toward
“probable extinction” in the Southeast, then why not in the West?
Jackson was not a liar; he no doubt believed that he had saved the
eastern Indians. But to concur with the Old Hero in this matter is to
erase a great deal of Indian and American history.

This raises a more general problem, which is that Remini makes
insufficient use of the literature on nineteenth-century Native Amer-
icans. In a study that relies so heavily on previous research and sec-
ondary sources, one expects Remini to integrate into his narrative
some of the ethnohistorical scholarship on the peoples with whom
Jackson fought and negotiated. This work appears occasionally in the
footnotes and bibliography, but very few of its insights find their way
into the main text. For example, Remini cites Joel Martin’s excel-
lent study of the 1813-1814 Creek war (Sacred Revolt: The Musko-
gees’ Struggle for a New World, 1991) but seems not to have considered
using the book to provide the perspective of Jackson’s enemies in
that war. This is unfortunate, because Remini is a fine enough schol-
ar and writer to have woven together both Jackson’s story and the
stories of the native people who made him,
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Anne C. Rose’s interesting study of interfaith (i.e., Protestant-
Catholic, Protestant-Jewish, and Catholic-Jewish) marriages in the
United States during the century between 1815 and 1914 is at the
same time an important pioneering monograph and a work of limit-
ed significance. The book jacket identifies this work as “the first his-
torical study of religious diversity in the home.” Why has this subject
received so little attention? The answer, Rose tells us, is the pauci-
ty of public records—“interfaith families. . . are barely visible in reli-
gious and civil records” (p. 12). Therefore to tell her story the author
relies on the letters, journals, and memoirs of those participants in
religiously-blended marriages who have left personal written mate-
rials. Consequently, this study is a narrative history based upon a very
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limited sample—twenty-six interfaith couples in eighteen extended
families—of mostly well-educated, affluent, and publicly visible peo-
ple. Although Rose states that “nothing I have seen makes me doubt
that well-placed families resembled interfaith homes overall,” still
those who value historical conclusions based on a broad sample and
a statistically meaningful number of subjects will not be satisfied.

Yet, to be fair to the author, she worked hard to find the records
that she located. Even though we must hold her conclusions as some-
what tentative, they do tell us more than we knew before. The major
conclusions from her study of the twenty-six couples include the fol-
lowing: 1) interfaith marriages although few in number were much
discussed; 2) such unions were more common on the frontier and in
cities where there were fewer social and religious barriers than in
towns and rural areas; 3) although these unions created much ten-
sion in the extended families, filial love usually triumphed over reli-
gious principle; 4) while clerics opposed such unions they generally
accommodated them (the Jews were the least accommodating, the
Catholics the most accommodating, and the Protestants the most
indifferent); 5) interfaith marriages were much more likely than
single-faith marriages to produce children who entered into inter-
faith unions (note, for example, that all six children of writer Joel
Chandler Harris, a Protestant, and Esther La Rose, a Catholic, were
raised Catholic but married Protestant); and 6) through most of the
century, interfaith marriages were religiously practicing marriages,
with the wife more likely than not providing the religious leader-
ship. Toward the end of the century, however, the marriages became
less conventionally devout if they were observant at all.

Among the couples in this study are a number who are well
known. These include Gen. William Tecumseh Sherman (Protestant)
and Ellen Ewing (Catholic); Sen. Judah Benjamin (Jew) and Natal-
ie St. Martin (Catholic); Sen. David Yulee (Jew) and Nannie Wick-
liffe (Protestant); Sen. Stephen A. Douglas (Protestant) and Adelle
Cutts (Catholic); Sen. Zebulon Pike (Protestant) and Florence Mar-
tin (Catholic); Ephraim Blaine (Protestant) and Maria Gillespie
(Catholic), parents of statesman James G. Blaine; Transcendental-
ist George Ripley (Unitarian) and Sophia Dana (Catholic); philoso-
pher Charles Sanders Peirce (Protestant) and Juliette Froissy Pourtalai
(Catholic); philosopher Ralph Barton Perry (Protestant) and Rachel
Berenson (Jew); and journalist Richard Harding Davis (Protestant)
and Bessie McCoy (Catholic).

In summary, this volume is valuable if one understands its lim-
its. It is thoroughly researched (the major collections used by the
author include midwestern archives at Notre Dame, the University
of Chicago, and Hebrew Union College in Cincinnati) and heavily
documented (nearly one-third of the book is footnotes). Beloved
Strangers is a work of narrative historical literature rather than
social science quantification; it offers intriguing case studies with
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preliminary conclusions. It is an introduction to rather than a com-
prehensive survey of its subject.
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Far from being a dusty chronicle of unions’ ups and downs, this
provocative and intelligent book glistens on almost every page with
fresh perspectives on the relationships between organized labor, pol-
itics, ideological battles, economic change, and changes in labor law.
The author of books on the Congress of Industrial Organizations
(CIO) during World War IT and United Auto Workers leader Walter
Reuther, Nelson Lichtenstein argues convincingly that labor unions
have led efforts for workplace democracy, full citizenship, and the
idea of a “living wage” that would allow working-class families to
have satisfying lives. Troubled by the recent decline of unions and the
erosion of workers’ real income and benefits, Lichtenstein passion-
ately believes that unions must reclaim their role as leaders for
democracy in workplaces and in society.

Lichtenstein argues that these issues were more central to
American life in the Progressive era when reformers and workers
jousted with giant corporations for more power and better lives for
working people. “The labor question” (as Progressives called it) became
more central in the 1930s as New Dealers promoted union growth
to stimulate purchasing power and attack workplace inequities. The
Wagner Act and the CIO unions helped to bring democracy to shop
floors, raised standards of living, and opened a doorway “onto the
democratic promise of American life” (p. 30). These gains were solid-
ified in the two decades after World War II, when real wages doubled
and unions brought a semblance of democratic citizenship to new
immigrants and African Americans, even though discrimination per-
sisted in unions and workplaces throughout the nation.

Lichtenstein persuasively argues that, contrary to common per-
ceptions, there was no truce, or “postwar accord,” between unions
and employers in these heyday union years. Northern business used
the Taft-Hartley Act to subvert New Deal labor law and stifle dis-
sent, while southern white oligarchs quashed efforts to recast race and
labor relations there. In retreat, unions abandoned their efforts for
both industrial democracy and a national welfare state, which Lich-
tentsein believes “proved a strategic error of the first order, whose lega-
cy plagues us yet” (p. 126), and failed to win substantial labor law reform.
Laws that have attacked employment barriers because of race, gen-
der, age, and disability are important, but Lichtenstein believes these
“rights conscious” victories have eclipsed the collective employee



