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very concept creates a pejorative presumption of irrationality about 
those who protest social evils. 

Universi ty  of California,  Berkeley Charles Sellers 

Radicalism, Racism,  and Party Real ignment:  T h e  Border S ta tes  dur- 
i n g  Reconstruction. Edited by Richard 0. Curry. (Baltimore : 
The Johns Hopkins Press, 1969. Pp. xxvi, 331. Notes, maps, 
tables, bibliographical essay, index. $10.00.) 

Richard 0. Curry argues in his Introduction that Reconstruction 
cannot be understood by focusing on events only in Congress and the 
South: “The crucial battlegroands in the epic struggle of 1865-67 . . . 
were not located in Washington or the South, but in New England, the 
middle west, the border states, and the Middle Atlantic states” (p. 
xiii) . He sees the present collection of essays as one step toward cor- 
recting the imbalance prior scholarship has created. Included are  
six state studies and three topical pieces, each written especially for 
this volume by ten historians familiar with the problems of border 
state history. Curry and his colleagues stress the continuity between 
antebellum and Reconstruction border state politics, especially noting 
its conservative essence. In states where Republican rule was estab- 
lished during and just after the war, i t  was made possible only 
through disenfranchisement of Rebel “sympathizers” and by playing 
on wartime animosities. By 1870 most Republican power crumbled 
before a coalition of conservative Unionists, reenf ranchised Rebels, 
and liberal Republican defectors. 

Not much holds the state studies together besides this major 
theme. Each scholar goes his own way with varying degrees of com- 
prehensiveness and success. Charles Wagandt‘s essay on Maryland, 
Ross A. Webb’s on Kentucky, and Curry’s own piece on West Virginia 
stand out for their treatment of the broader issues of Reconstruc- 
tion as integral factors in state politics. The other state chapters, 
though they get bogged down in detail, still make competent introduc- 
tions to Reconstruction in Tennessee, Missouri, and Delaware. 

The topical essays vary widely in quality. W. Augustus Low’s 
survey of Freedmen’s Bureau activities suffers from trying to cover 
six states in twenty pages. On the other hand, William Gillette 
acutely analyzes federal enforcement of the Fifteenth Amendment in 
the border states from a variety of perspectives. Ari Hoogenboom 
and Jacqueline Balk account for  the rise and fall of border state lib- 
eral Republicanism in a generally impressive piece. The authors, 
however, allow their dislike of Radical Republicanisim and sympathy 
for the liberals to get in the way of a realistic assessment of political 
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possibilities. Thus they attack the Radicals for not seeking “prag- 
matic accommodations” with liberal Republicans or Democrats, and 
hold this responsible for their downfall (p. 233). At the same time, 
they clearly show that liberal Republicans met their doom precisely 
because they naively accommodated their enemies. Perhaps Radical 
efforts to keep many Democrats dkenfranchised should not be looked 
upon with unqualified favor, but it certainly was the single factor 
which kept Republicans in office after 1865. 

This same attitude toward Radical Republicanism and its dis- 
enfranchisement efforts can be seen in some of the state studies. As 
William Parrish puts i t  for Missouri, Republicans’ vindictiveness 
“overshadowed their positive program and ultimately split and de- 
stroyed their party” (p. 2 ) .  It seems more reasonable to  this re- 
viewer that voting proscription was in fact necessary to  the imple- 
mentation of Republican programs. The Radicals were overthrown 
not because they flouted democracy, but because their platform, no 
matter how conservative and racist i t  seems to twentieth century 
scholars, wits a wild eyed anathema to  Democrats and many liberal 
Republicans. 

Such criticism does not negate the contribution of Radicalism, 
Racism, and Party Realignment. Curry and his colleagues have 
broadened the view of Reconstruction and have produced a welcome 
introduction to border states’ affairs during that turbulent era. 

University of  California, Berkeley Robert H. Abzug 

Politics and Patronage in the Gilded A g e :  The Correspondence of 
James A. Garfield and Charles E. Henry. Edited by James D. 
Norris and Arthur H. Shaffer. (Madison: State Historical So- 
ciety of Wisconsin, 1970. Pp. xxix, 304. Notes, illustrations, in- 
dex. $7.95.) 

Charles E. Henry and James A. Garfield first met when the 
former was a student at the Western Reserve Eclectic Institute, and 
the latter was its principal. They bokh served in the Forty-second 
Ohio Volunteers, and after the war Henry watched over Garfield’s 
congressional district in northeastern Ohio. Henry was a loyal lieu- 
tenant, eager to promote his close friend’s fortunes. He managed 
Garfield’s campaigns for the United States House of Representatives 
and for the Senate in 1880 and worked in the presidential campaign 
of that year. 

Garfield secured appointments for Henry first as an ordinary 
mail clerk, then as a postal investigator. Henry was a fervent Re- 
publican but worked to improve mail service and vigilantly guarded 




