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Jacksonian Democracy and the Working Class: A Study of the New
York Workingmen’s Movement, 1829-1837. By Walter Hugins.
Stanford Studies in History, Economics, and Political Science,
Volume XIX. (Stanford, Calif.: Stanford University Press, 1960.
Pp. vi, 286. Tables, notes, bibliography, index. $6.00.)

What did Jacksonian Democracy mean? What was the nature of
the movement? Whence came its support and what was its appeal?
These questions have been treated by historians of the period, and
various interpretations of the Jacksonian phenomenon have been ad-
vanced, Recent scholars such as Arthur M. Schleginger, Jr., Richard
Hofstadter, Bray Hammond, Louis Hartz, Marvin Myers, and others
have argued persuasively for one point of view or another. Discussions
by these men have provided us with new understanding of some of the
complexities of the Jackson period, and such discussions offer a continu-
ing challenge to historians of the future. Debate has, however, centered
on the large questions; while many have suggested the need for research
of a precise and limited nature, few have been willing to undertake it.

Now, in his study of the New York Workingmen’s movement,
Walter Hugins presents us with the results of that kind of limited
investigation necessary to fuller comprehension of Jacksonian Democ-
racy. In so doing he has established the significance of the small ques-
tions as well as the large and the importance of the hitherto unheralded
Workingmen as well as their more famous contemporaries. But he has
done more than this. From another standpoint his most important con-
tribution is methodological. Hugins has shown us how effectively
techniques more characteristic of other disciplines, particularly sociology,
can sometimes be used by historians.

Jacksonian Democracy and the Working Class is divided into three
parts indicative of the threefold analysis employed by the author. The
first part is concerned with the relationship between political parties
and the New York Workingmen’s movement. There was, Hugins argues,
an evident continuity linking the Workingmen’s party of 1829-1830,
the Democratic party of the Bank War pericd, and the Antimonopoly
and Locofoco movements of the middle thirties. The second section of
the book contains a chapter on Workingmen and the labor movement
in which Hugins demonstrates that “‘the interests and objectives of the
Workingmen generally transcended the narrow vision of the labor
movement” (p. 79). This chapter is followed by biographical vignettes
of various individuals active in the Workingmen’s movement and by
a statistical analysis of occupations. Having examined the socioeconomic
basis of the movement, Huging turns finally to its program. His con-
clusion that Jacksonian Democracy in New York “was the product of
the interaction of diverse groups whose common denominator was not
loyalty to President or Party, but the desire for social change and
individual amelioration” (p. 218) is based upon careful evaluation of
voting records.

Here, then, is a valuable book which will be widely used by students
of Jacksonian Democracy. Yet the kind of analysis Hugins employs,
his immersion in the particular rather than the general, and his some-
what pedestrian style combine to make it a book which will have few
attractions for those who are not specialists in the period. While this
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reviewer agrees with the rather blunt assertion that the study ‘“sheds
light” on an important phase of Jacksonian Democracy, he cannot
help but recoil from the frequent use of a tired cliché. Hugins is to be
commended, however, for the task he has undertaken and for his
diligence in carrying it out.

Coe College Paul W, Glad

The Copperheads in the Middle West. By Frank L. Klement. (Chicago:
University of Chicago Press, 1960. Pp. xiii, 341. Illustrations, notes,
bibliographical essay, index. $7.50.)

Their hearts were black; their blood was yellow; and their minds
were blank. This, Frank L. Klement recognizes as the traditional
description of the critics of the Lincoln administration during the Civil
War., In this volume he attempts to dispel this myth, which remains
untouched though scholars have for years been engaged in a re-examina-
tion of the history of the Civil War. The Copperhead movement in the
Middle West has long needed the kind of study which Klement accords
it. After tracing the roots of Copperheadism to various economic,
social, and religious problems of the period, the author then contends
that much of the Copperhead tradition can be attributed to the Re-
publican administrations which needed a stimulus to improve Northern
morale, an excuse for arbitrary arrests, and an issue with which to
discredit the Democratic opposition.

For those who prefer their history in the James Ford Rhodes
tradition, Copperheads in the Middle West may cause some disquieting
moments. Klement regards the Knights of the Golden Circle and their
secret society counterparts merely as bungling, inept, minor league
fanatics, who at the lowest level possibly hoped for personal ag-
grandizement and at the highest level may have wished to provide
competition for the very effective Republican Union Leagues. Only in
the hands of the Republicans did membership in the societies become
legion and society activities dangerous. Klement’s carefully documented
and well-substantiated volume further describes the Copperheads as,
in the main, well-intentioned Democratic conservatives who were
sincerely opposed to the economie, social, and political changes resulting
from the Civil War. The romance of secret organizations, traitorous
leaders, and subversive plots dies hard, but Klement’s research un-
doubtedly gives a truer and more valid picture of Copperheadism than
does the tradition] interpretation,

It is perhaps in its rather broad interpretation of the term Cop-
perhead that Klement’s book is weakest, for the reader may be left
with the impression that all Democrats were Copperheads. True, Civil
War Republicans certainly struggled to create this impression, but
historians have not so condemned Democrats who did not work actively
against the war. Indeed Klement narrowly misses removing the
poisonous fangs of the Copperheads completely by finding their venom
for the most part in the minds and hearts of Black Republicans. A
further question arises concerning Klement’s evaluation of Logan
Esarey’s A History of Indiana. Careful readers of Esarey may fail to
discover the traditional treatment and biased glorification of Oliver P.





