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the institution were conditioned somewhat by their reactions toward
the presidents. In summary there was a lot of what G. Stanley Hall
called “babyism’ in the earlier years.

Kinnison has described the central battle of the emerging insti-
tution with the Ohio farmers. The farmers in Ohio like farmers
everywhere following passage of the Morrill Act misread the full in-
tent of the legislation and created serious problems in the organiza-
tion and conduct of the school’s program. Making peace with the
farmers absorbed energy that desperately needed to be applied
elsewhere.

Sullivant’s pyramid of letters, science, arts, agriculture was slow
and troubled in the building. This slender volume contains a com-
pact, yet surprisingly full account of the Ohio State University’s
struggles, and its triumphs.

The First Hundred Years is a good panorama of the changes
which have occurred in a major university in the span of the past
century.

Indiana University, Bloomington Thomas D. Clark

A House for all Peoples: Ethnic Politics in Chicago, 1890-1936. By
John M. Allswang. (Lexington: The University Press of Ken-
tucky, 1971. Pp. x, 253. Notes, tables, charts, appendix, bib-
liographical essay, index. $8.95.)

Chicago, with its diverse population and its solid political strue-
ture, has been of interest to careful and casual observers for decades.
Horace R. Cayton and St. Clair Drake, writing generally of the city’s
Negroes in Black Metropolis (1945; revised, 1970) ; Allan H. Spear,
looking at the minority group historically in Black Chicago (1967) ;
and Harold F. Gosnell, examining the race’s political activities in
Negro Politicians (1935) have covered the plight of Chicago’s most
conspicuous minority. Correspondingly, understanding of the city’s
political machines and its various ethnic blocs has come from a bevy
of articles, monographs, and biographies.

Nevertheless, despite an obviously exhaustive bibliography, Chi-
cago continues to be a favorite city for inquiry by Clio’s devotees.
John M. Allswang has found enough questions left unanswered about
the shifting political allegiances of the city’s ethnic groups to apply
quantitative methods in search of trends. The result of Allswang’s
imaginative use of statistical data has been most revealing. He has
uncovered many reasons for the development of a solid Democratic
vote from the city’s ethnics.

Emerging as the most salient conclusion is the importance given
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the 1928 presidential election and its effect upon Chicago’s ethnic
politics. Employing a variety of quantitative and qualitative meas-
ures, Allswang concludes that the nomination of Alfred E. Smith for
President by the Democrats in 1928 was significantly pivotal to shift
partisan loyalties among the city’s different peoples. In fact the
author calls the 1928 election “certainly the most critical of the
period” (p. 207). A combination of Smith’s ‘“‘urbanness, Wetness,
Roman Catholicism, or apparent social familiarity” (p. 209) were
forces appealing especially to a majority of Chicago’s ethnic voters.
Of course, for Scandinavian and German Protestants, Smith’s attri-
butes were not necessarily assets.

Locally, the fall of Mayor William Hale Thompson’s star and the
cive A Bxdar S Smakls were parallel developments. The vilifica-
tion of “Tony Baloney” by Big Bill in 1931 proved disastrous because
hyphenated Americans interpreted it as evidence confirming their
suspicions that Thompson was antiimmigrant. The consequences
were fatal for Thompson; he could not win without ethnic support.

Unfortunately, however, this book has many shortcomings, and
they are the result of Allswang’s enamorment with his method. The
author’s failure is the failure of quantitative historians generally.
His assemblage of statistics is impressive, but the satisfaction of
measuring numerically has blinded him to the reality that “tradi-
tional” research still is of value for scholars seeking knowledge.
Greater employment by Allswang of newspapers, interviews, and
manuscripts would have filled out the skeleton provided by his quan-
titative data. At stake is the fact that Allswang’s ‘“central question”
has not fully been answered. Onme still does not know altogether
“what was the role of ethnic groups in Chicago’s politics, and to what
extent was the changing political balance of power attributable to
their political behavior?”’ (p. 3).

Unfolding simultaneously are other problems—minor and major.
Allswang does not run down completely what his title promises. In-
stead of carrying his investigation of Chicago elections through 1936,
the author stops with the Cermak victory of 1931. Therefore, the
reader is left wondering about the long term effect of the Great De-
pression upon minority voting patterns, and no insight is given for
the switch of Chicago blacks to the Democratic party. For example,
no mention is made of Arthur W. Mitchell’s defeat of Oscar DePriest
in 1984. The election of a Negro Democrat to Congress is too im-
portant for it to be ignored by an author examining ethnic and racial
voting in Chicago for the period in which the change occurred. More-
over, had Allswang investigated electoral results in Negro wards af-
ter 1931, he would have found blacks remaining more loyal to the
party of Abraham Lincoln than he speculated. William L. Dawson,
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for instance, had not, as Allswang alleges, become a Democrat by 1936.

Also apparent to anyone familiar with Chicago’s ethnic neighbor-
hoods is another error. Assuming as Allswang has that Chicago was
broken down neatly by precincts along national lines is oversimplifi-
cation. On a given block in almost any part of the city, except black
sections, a Schmidt would live by an Olson and a Goldberg by an
O’Rourke. Given the nature and extent of mixture, one can legiti-
mately question the validity of Allswang’s whole framework of ex-
plaining the ethnic vote by percentages.

Bryant College, Providence, R. I. Dennis S. Nordin

Joshua R. Giddings and the Tactics of Radical Politics. By James
Brewer Stewart. (Cleveland: The Press of Case Western Re-
serve University, 1970. Pp. xiv, 318. Notes, essay on sources,
bibliography, index. $8.50.)

This well written biography is an important addition to the lit-
erature on nineteenth century politics and reform. The tone is sympa-
thetic and realistic. In appraising Joshua R. Giddings, Professor
Stewart reaffirms the significance of events that transpired in 1837.
A sudden loss of affluence and an unexpected break with his domina-
ting mentor, Elisha Whittlesey, nearly overwhelmed the Ohioan.
Weeks of self-examination, however, prepared him to serve new
causes—temperance and antislavery. His opportunity came when
Whittlesey fatefully resigned from Congress.

Stewart correctly emphasizes Giddings’ “assumption that moral-
ity and politics were inseparable . . .” (p. 45); he concludes, “re-
ligious thinking provided the basis of Giddings’ decisions . . .” (p.
252). A traditional Congregationalist influenced by Charles G. Fin-
ney’s theology, he worked with the Bible Society and the Colonization
Society during the precongressional years. Older views to the con-
trary, he did not make an antislavery statement until 1838. Nor
was he an abolitionist, for repeal of the petition gag rule and with-
drawal of all federal support for slavery encompassed his program.
In the early years of his career Giddings controlled his antislavery
agitation because of his concern for Whig economic policies. His
failure to make any significant contribution in the legisiative struggle
over those issues might well have been stressed as it placed his anti-
slavery endeavors in proper focus. With respect to organized activity
on the left, the author declares that the “problems posed by the Liberty
party . .. [helped make] Giddings act as a cyclone of agitation . ..”
(p. 87). In his notable speech on the annexation of Texas he de-
nounced the immediate project, forecast both war with Mexico and



