University of

'Sl Kent Academic Repository

Beardsmore, Valerie (1980) Moses, Martyr and Messiah : Abraham Lincoln and
black emancipation. A study in the popular development and political use of

myth (with special reference to the years from 1860 to 1870). Doctor of Philosophy
(PhD) thesis, University of Kent.

Downloaded from
https://kar.kent.ac.uk/94200/ The University of Kent's Academic Repository KAR

The version of record is available from
https://doi.org/10.22024/UniKent/01.02.94200

This document version
UNSPECIFIED

DOI for this version

Licence for this version
CC BY-NC-ND (Attribution-NonCommercial-NoDerivatives)

Additional information

This thesis has been digitised by EThOS, the British Library digitisation service, for purposes of preservation and dissemination. It

was uploaded to KAR on 25 April 2022 in order to hold its content and record within University of Kent systems. It is available Open
Access using a Creative Commons Attribution, Non-commercial, No Derivatives (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/)
licence so that the thesis and its author, can benefit from opportunities for increased readership and citation. This was done in line
with University of Kent policies (https://www.kent.ac.uk/is/strategy/docs/Kent%200pen%20Access%20policy.pdf). If you ...

Versions of research works

Versions of Record
If this version is the version of record, it is the same as the published version available on the publisher's web site.
Cite as the published version.

Author Accepted Manuscripts

If this document is identified as the Author Accepted Manuscript it is the version after peer review but before type
setting, copy editing or publisher branding. Cite as Surname, Initial. (Year) 'Title of article'. To be published in Title
of Journal , Volume and issue numbers [peer-reviewed accepted version]. Available at: DOI or URL (Accessed: date).

Enquiries

If you have questions about this document contact ResearchSupport@kent.ac.uk. Please include the URL of the record
in KAR. If you believe that your, or a third party's rights have been compromised through this document please see

our Take Down policy (available from https://www.kent.ac.uk/guides/kar-the-kent-academic-repository#policies).



https://kar.kent.ac.uk/94200/
https://doi.org/10.22024/UniKent/01.02.94200
mailto:ResearchSupport@kent.ac.uk
https://www.kent.ac.uk/guides/kar-the-kent-academic-repository#policies
https://www.kent.ac.uk/guides/kar-the-kent-academic-repository#policies

Moses, Martyr and Messiah:

Abraham Lincoln and Black Emancipation. -
A Study in the Popular Development and

Political Use of Myth.

(With especial reference to the years from
1860 to 1870)

by

Valerie Beardsmore

Submitted to the University of Kent at Canterbury
for the degree of Doctor of Philosophy, May, 1980




Abstract

Myths which centre upon Abraham Lincoln's relationships with black
Americans provide a case study in the popular development and political use
of myth in a modern democratic society, and of its ability to find meaning
outside the culture in which it originates. 1In 'advanced' societies myth
plays an important role in politics. Not only can politicians secure
vopular support by associating themselves and their policies with a hero of
their society and the values he represents, but also by concentrating complex
events or trends within a single theme, myth supvlies a coherent, easily
assimilated and so - especially in times of social crisis - peculiarly potent
political argument.

Most Iincoln myths have been used politically, but those relating to
emancipation emerged primarily as part of the political campaigns of
secessionists during the crisis of Southern nationalism, 1860-1861, and
Northern anti-slavery radicals during the 1865 assassination crisis. In
both cases the mythical Lincoln symbolized, and so simplified, the complex
economic, social and ideological developments which brought about the Civil
War and, during that conflict, the abolition of slavery in the United States.

Among secessionists, the myth-making process distilled white Southerners'
fears for the future of their slavery-based society into the compelling image
of Iincoln as a rabid abolitionist whose election to the .residency wauld
necessitate their section's withdrawal from the Union. In 1865 Northern
anti-slavery radicals revealed the potential political usefulness of images
of 7incoln as @Imancipator and Martyr to [iberty when they used them to sanctify
wartime emancipation and incorporated them into an interpretation of the Civil
War which they believed demanded an approach to Reconstruction that would
ensure the total and permanent abolition of slavery and the establishment of
at least basic civil rights for black men. The image of Lincoln as a hero of
emancipation proved especially valuable to those seeking protection for the
rights of freedmen, but during the 1866 and 1868 election campaigns those who
were more concerned to bring about rapid restoration of former rebel states to
their proper places in the Union also incorporated mythical images of lincoln
into their campaign rhetoric, demonstrating the flexibility of myth in political
use. Thus the heroic Lincoln was detached from his earliest political .
associations, facilitating his incorporation into America's national mythology.

In Britain Northern partisans used the Emancipator image of Lincoln to
stimulate anti-slavery sympathy for the Federal cause and to confirm an analysis
of the Civil War directly linked to their _olitical interests at home.

However, in Britain too the heroic lLincoln was gradually detached from his
early political associations, and this made possible his emergence as a hero

of the broad values of freedom and. democracy.
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O.R.: Official Records of the Union and Confederate Armies.
S.N.: Slave Narratives...Prepared by the Federal Writers'

Pro ject.
Tributes: Tributes to the Memory of Abraham Lincoln: Reproduction

in fac-similie of eighty~seven memorials addressed by
foreign municipalities and societies to the government
of the United states

AHR American Historical Review

JAH Journal of American History

JNH Journal of Negro History

MVHR Mississippi Valley Historical Review

Note: Mid-Nineteenth Century newspapers in Britain and the United States
often capitalized personal names. When quoting from newspapers,
I have not followed this practice.




Myths are, quite simply, historical phenomena; and, if we
wish to understand them, we had best attend to the concrete
circumstances in which they occur.

Henry Tudor



Preface

The heroic Lincoln is the product of a compelling national myth of
the United States which has found enduring meaning for both Americans and
non-Americans. As the author of a recent compendium of literary works on
Abraham Lincoln has written, "his spirit continues to thrive the world
around.“1 Moreover, this heroic being has from the first functioned as
political myth and still does so, as Illinois Republicans demonstrated
when in 1972 they filled the window of their office in Springfield with
outsize portraits of Lincoln and their party's presidential candidate,
placed side by side, to drive home the message that Richard Nixon was the
spiritual heir of the hero of their state and nation. Clearly a study of
the emergence of the potent mythical concepts of Lincoln which make up
what is called "the Lincoln Myth" should offer insights into the myth-
making process at both a popular and political level, and it is with the
object of providing such insights that the following study has been
undertaken.

The cluster of mythical images presenting Lincoln as a hero of
emancipation have formed an important and enduring element of the [incoln
Myth in popular and political thought, and it is upon their early growth
and political use that this study will focus. The analysis will take
place within the framework of a theory of myth and political myth which
emphasizes its function as an interpretation of past events intended to
make crude sense of the present and offer guidance for the future. In
Chavter One this theory of myth is put forward in detail and a discussion
of the image of Lincoln as an abolitionist enemy of the South, well known

to students of the Civil War era, which was developed by Southern

i Victor Searcher, Lincoln Today: An Introduction to Modern ILincolniana

(New York, 1969), 330.
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secessionists during the crisis of 1860-1861, is presented as a case-
study in the political use of myth. Chapters Two to Nine form the main
body of the thesis, offering an analysis of the early development and
political use amongst white and black Americans and in Britain of
mythical images of Iincoln relating to emancipation.

In essense the discussion will show that these images of ILincoln
emerged primarily as political myth, illustrating the crucial role of
politicians as myth-makers in nineteenth century society. Thus it will
be suggested that a major reason why the concept of Iincoln as a hero of
emancipation found no significant support amongst white Americans at the
time when the Emancipation Proclamations were issued in 1862-1863 was
that such a concept was not politically useful at that time. It will
also be suggested that amongst black Americans heroic concepts of Lincoln
emerged at an early date, operating as crude political myths, and that
he was hailed as a hero of emancipation by British Radicals and working-
class spokesmen from Seytember 1862 onwards because they found such a
concept of him politically useful. The emergence of heroic images of
Lincoln in America at the time of his assassination, and particularly
those concerned with emancipation, will also be shown to relate to their
political usefulness to a dominant group of myth-makers at this time, the
anti-slavery Northern politicians and preachers who used the myths as
arguments for an approach to the problem of reconstructing the Union after
the Civil War which would ensure the total and permanent destruction of
slavery.

An analysis of actual political use of the heroic Lincoln during the

congressional elections of 1866 and the presidential election campaign of

1868 will reveal the changing pattern of exploitation of Lincoln myths by
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politicians during the later 1860's. From this it will be seen that
while concepts of Lincoln as a hero of emancipation continued to prove
useful to politicians seeking to protect and enlarge the rights of black
Americans, and particularly the freedmen, Lincoln's emergence as a
national hero, to which early political use of mythical images of him
contributed, gave him value for politicians whose views diverged from or
even conflicted with those of the early myth-makers. It is suggested
here that this process by which the heroic I[incoln was detached from his
earliest political associations enabled him to survive declining Northern
interest in Reconstruction and in the plight of Southern blacks and made
possible his enduring role in American thought and political debate. It
is considered to be significant that a broadly similar process occurred
in Britain where after 1865 the heroic Lincoln was gradually detached
from his early associations with the Radical and working class campaign
for suffrage reform, and became generally accepted as the heroic
reoresentation of the shared values of two nations which cherished their
roles as defenders of democracy in the western world. This will be seen
to have given the heroic ILincoln a broadly political usefulness in
relationships between Britain and America during the late Nineteenth and
the Twentieth Centuries. 1In the United States, enduring black sup ort
for mythical images of ILincoln as a hero of emancipation is related
directly to the perennial political usefulness of such images to black
leaders seeking the integration of their race into a society dominated by

the values of white Americans.

In the discussion outlined above, a number of terms appear
frequently which require definition. The term "radical" is used to
describe three groups of politicians. Southern radicals, who appear in

Charter One, are so described because they proposed a radical or extreme
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course of action as a solution to the crisis of the South which they
perceived in 1860-1861. It should be noted, however, that they proposed
radical action to secure conservative ends, namely the preserwvation of
an economic system and a social system based upon slavery. Republican
Radicals, who appear in several chapters, are not easily defined. In
essence the term is used to describe Republicans who before or during the
Civil War urged radical action against slavery by the National Government,
on both moral and pragmatic grounds, and who after the War advocated an
approach to Reconstruction which assumed the power of Congress, preferably
acting in co-operation with the rresident, to adopt far-reaching measures
designed to ensure the total and permanent destruction of slavery and to
secure at least basic civil rights for black men. Problems associated
with defining Radicalism in this context are discussed later in this study.
Thirdly, the term Radical is used in the discussion of British
attitudes to Iincoln to describe members of the radical wing of the Ljiberal
Party who espoused a variety of reforms designed to create a better society
in Britain, and this study is particularly concerned with those Radicals
who sought far-reaching change in the British system of parliamentary
representation to give working men a more significant role in the process
of government. Their concern to expand the suffrage was one obvious link
with American Republican Radicals such as Charles Sumner, and some
contemporaries drew parallels between the two groups, one American
observing that, "The Radicals in England or in this country are men of
mind, thought, principle, who go to the root of things, and wish to establish
politics on the solid foundation of human rights."l It is interesting to
note that both groups exploited mythical images of Iincoln as a symbol of

the values of freedom and human equality.

1 "A Veteran Observer", New York Times, Sept. 3, 1866.




Racialism and racialist are terms which appear throughout this study
and are used to describe beliefs, attitudes and patterns of behaviour
reflecting prejudice on the part of members of one racial group against
members of another race resulting from a firm belief in the innate mental
and moral inferiority of that race.1 Two terms associated with myth also
require brief definitions. Mythology has two widely accepted meanings.
It is used to describe both the study of myth and a varticular body of
myths. In this discussion only the second meaning is used. Finally, the
term 'tradition' is used to describe a mythical interpretation of events
which, however, may be compressed into one compelling image. Thus the
image of Lincoln as an abolitionist condenses the tradition viewing him as

such.

Throughout the discussion that follows, a knowledge of the history
of the era studied and of Iincoln's role in the Civil War and in emancipation
is assumed. The ways in which mythical images of Iincoln diverge from the
historical record are therefore not generally indicated. some Works
dealing with the historical Lincoln are cited in Chapter One,2 but in this
respect some observations of George B. Tindall may be borne in mind.
According to Tindall, "myths have a life of their own which to some degree
renders irrelevant the question of their correlation to empirical fact."
As Tindall goes on to suggest, the emergence of myths and the influence

that they exert over human beings is itself part of the historical record.3

1 The terms 'racism' and 'racist' which are used by many scholars can be
used to convey similar meanings but often have other connotations. They
apprear only in quotations in this study, and in such cases their meaning
should be evident from the context in which they appear.

2 For works on lLincoln see the works by Jay Monoghan and Victor Searcher
cited below, and bibliograrhies in the biograghies cited in Chapter One.
On Lincoln historiography see Lon E. Fehrenbacher, The Changing Image of

Iincoln in American Historiography (Oxford, 1968) and Benjamin P. Thomas,
Portrait for Posterity: Ilincoln and His Biographers (New Brunswick, N.J.,

1947).
3 See page 2 of Tindall's essay in the volume edited by Gerster and Cords

cited on page 18 below.




Chapter One

I: Myth and History

Myth is thus a vital ingredient of human civilization;

it is not an idle tale, but a hard-worked active force...1

From the time of his death in 1865 to the present time, Abraham Lincoln

has been widely acknowledged to be one of the foremost - perhaps the greatest
- of American heroes. Iincoln's life, from his birth in Kentucky in 1809
through his inauguration as sixteenth President of the United States in 1861
to his tragic murder four years later is not merely a matter of historical
record. Around the historical figure have gathered a variety of myths and
folkta.les2 which together make up what is often called the IlLincoln Myth or

the Lincoln Legend.3

Myth and history are sometimes difficult to separate,
but aided by the publication of his papers in 1947, historians have succeeded
in demonstrating where heroic images of Lincoln diverge from the record of
history. However, while concern with the historical ILincoln has, since the

turn of the century, produced several scholarly biographie34 and a large

number of essays and articles,5 the myths themselves have been considered

1 Bronislaw Malinowski, Magic, Science and Religion and Other Essays
(London, 1947 ed.), 101.

2 Folktales, which often contain mythical elements, are traditional tales
which are local in character and express local wisdom. They often centre
upon folk heroes. On the folklore Lincoln see below, Chapter Ten.

3 The term legend is sometimes used interchangeably with myth and sometimes
to distinguish myths relating to historical characters or events. The
term myth is preferred in this thesis.

L Lord Charnwood, Abraham Lincoln (New York, 1916); James G. Randall,
Lincoln the President, 4 vols. (New York, 1945-55); Benjamin P. Thomas,
Abraham Lincoln (New York, 1952), long considered the best one-volume
biography of Lincoln; Reinhard H. Luthin, The Real Abraham Lincoln
(Englewood Cliffs, N.J., 1960); and a more recent work by Stephen P. Oates,
With Malice Toward None: The Life of Abraham Lincoln (New York, 1977).
Carl Sandburg's dramatic but not always accurate account of Lincoln's life,
Abraham Iincoln: The Prarie Years, 2 vols. (New York, 1926 ) and Abraham
Lincoln: The War Years, 4 vols. (New York, 1939) must also be mentioned.

5 See, for example, the collections of essays published under the following
titles:- David Donald, Lincoln Reconsidered (New York, 1961 ed.); Don
E. Fehrenbacher, ed., The Leadership of Abraham Lincoln (New York and
Iondon, 1970); Norman A. Graebner, ed., The Enduring Lincoln (Urbana,
I1%., 1959); Allan Nevins and Irving Stone, eds., Lincoln, A Contemporary

Portrait (New York, 1962).
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sufficiently interesting and significant to become the subject of several
monographs.

Of these the most worthwhile is Roy P. Basler's study of the Lincoln
Legend in literature, but two others cannot be ignored. Newspaperman Lloyd
Lewis used myth in a loose, journalistic sense to describe a range of short-
lived and usually false beliefs and stories about Lincoln and his assassin
John Wilkes Booth. The resultant book, a product of Lewis' interest in the
centuries-old mythical theme of the dying god, contains much undocumented
evidence of interest to the student of Lincoln myths as well as much of less

significance. In lLegends that Libel Lincoln, Montgomery Lewis used the

term legend to define, as the title suggests, popular but false stories
about Lincoln and his family.1

Yet while a new biography of Lincoln has recently been published, there
exists no volume on him comparable to Merrill Peterson's excellent study of
the Jefferson image as it developed in literature and politics in America
or John W. Ward's interesting monograph on the heroic Jackson as a symbol
of his age.2 Though more limited in aim and scope than either of these
works, and though approaching its subject from a different perspective, this
thesis seeks to contribute to the study of Lincoln myths and of the role of
Myth in American life. Paying particular attention to myths relating to
emancipation, it seeks to trace the early deveIOpAent and political use of
mythical images of Lincoln which began during his lifetime and reached a peak
in the years immediately following his death, and will do no more than sketch
some aspects of the later growth of Lincoln myths in order to illuminate

particular arguments.

1 Roy P. Basler, The Lincoln Legend, a Study in Changing Conceptions,
(Boston and New York, 1935); Lloyd Lewis, Myths After Lincoln (New York,
1929); Montgomery Lewis, Legends that Libel Lincoln (New York, 1946).
On the mythical theme of the dying god see James G. Frazer, The Golden
Bough. A Study in magic and religion, 12 vols. (London, 1907-15 ed.).vol.3.
2 Oates, op.cit., Merrill D. Peterson, The Jefferson Image in the American
Mind (London, Oxford and New York, 1960); John William Ward, Andrew
Jackson: Symbol for an Age (London, Oxford and New York, 1955).
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Though necessarily influenced by what scholars have written about the
heroic Tincoln, it will differ from most other works on myth in America in
three ways.1 Firstly, the thesis seeks to study the role played by myth
in a modern democratic society and focusses upon the political use of Lincoln
myths and particularly those relating to the freeing of the slaves. Secondly,
an attempt is made to work within the framework of a theory of myth and
political myth derived from the studies of scholars whose primary interest
is in myth.2 Thirdly, the thesis seeks to demonstrate, with particular
reference to Britain, how myths may come to have meaning for societies other
than that in which they originate.

The vital role played by myth in "traditional" societies, by which is
meant communities whose way of life is inherited from previous generations,
has been established beyond doubt,3 and many studies have suggested myth's
continuing importance in the life of modern societies.4 In the Twentieth
Century the example of Nazi Germany has demonstrated conclusively the potency
of political myth.5 However, the growth of myth and its function in political
life in a modern democratic society is a subject which has been to some extent
neglected. By focussing upon the heroic Lincoln, this study seeks to show
that myths and cults play as significant a part in the life of such a society

as Martin Nilsson has revealed that they played in Ancient Greece.

1 See especially Dixon Wecter, The Hero in America: A Chronicle of Hero-
Worship (New York,1941,1972); Henry Nash Smith, Virgin Land: The American
West as Symbol and Myth (Cambridge, Mass.,and London, 1950,1970); Richard
Slotkin, Regeneration Through Violence: The Mythology of the American
Frontier, 1660-1860 (Middletown, Conn., 1973).

2 See the footnotes to this chapter. Slotkin, op.cit. opens with a chapter
on mythology generally and myths in America.

3 See in particular Malinowski, Myth, Science and Religion.

4 See, for example, Roland Barthes, Mythologies,trans. by Annette Levers
(London, 1973), and Mircea Eliade, Myths, Dreams and Mysteries: The
Encounter between Contemporary Faiths and Archaic Reality, trans. by
Philip Mairet (London, 1968)

5 See Henry Hatfield, "The Myth of Nazism", in Henry A. Murray, ed., Myth
and Mythmaking (Boston,1968 ed.), 199-220, and Dietrich Orlow, "The
Conversion of Myths into Political Power: The Case of the Nazi Party, 1925-
1926", AHR, IXXII, No.3 (April, 1967), 906-24.

6 Martin Nilsson, Cults, Myths, Oracles, and Politics in Ancient Greece
(New York, 1972). I am indebted to Nilsson's work in my understanding of
the role played by myth in politics.




Before looking more closely at the heroic Lincoln, some attempt must
be made to clarify the interpretation of myth upon which this study rests.
Definitions of the term "myth" date back to the times of the Ancient Greeks,
from whose word "muthos", meaning originally an utterance and later a tale
or story, the English word is derived.1 At that time myths were widely held
to be allegories with hidden meanings expressing moral or philosophical truths.
Since then a variety of other interpretations of myth have been put forward.

Taking the better known of these, myths have been viewed as distorted
history, false tales of pagan gods, attempts by primitive men to explain the
existence and character of the world, survivals of the lost and poetic
language of early man, and the spoken part or correlative of ritual which
lives on when the rites cease to be observed. In addition, in the late
Nineteenth and early Twentieth Centuries the work of anthropologists and
psychologists, which has added new dimensions to the understanding of myths,
has produced fresh theories of myth. Anthropologists, and especially
Bronislaw Malinowski, have put forward the view that myths are sacred
narratives which play a vital practical role in traditional societies where
they account for and reinforce social institutions and rituals. Meanwhile,
from the studies of psychologists has emerged a theory of myth as a product
of the human psyche, in which repressed inner conflicts of the human mind are
given outward expression. Inspired by the work of Sigmund Freud and Carl Jung,
psychological theories of myth claim that the desires and anxieties which are
reflected in the dream life of an individual find expression for society as
a whole in the collective form of myths. From this has developed the concept

of myth as a produce of the "collective mind" of a community.2

1 G.S. Kirk, The Nature of Greek Myths (Harmondsworth, Middlesex,1974),22

2, For useful discussion of these and other theories of myth see David Bidney,
"Mvth, Symbolism, and Truth", in Thomas A. Sebeok, ed. Myth: A Symposium
Bloomington and London, 1965), 3-23; Kirk, op.cit., 38-91; Harry Levin,
"Some Meanings of Myth", in Murray, ed., Myth and Mythmaking, 103-14
and Henry Tudor, Political Myth (Loadon, 1972), 13-64




To some it seems that all such attempts to explain myth in terms of
a single all-embracing theory must fail.l Thus, for example, while some
myths originated in ritual, not all do so, nor can it be shown that every
myth gives expression to the repressed mental states observed by psychologists.
The fact is that myths may originate for a variety of reasons and may fulfil
a variety of functions in society, but the character of myth cannot be
defined solely by origin or function. Yet certain characteristics of myth,
some closely related to the theories outlined above, can be observed.

Firstly, myths are traditional tales, that is, stories handed down
from generation to generation in a community. Often they are passed on by
word of mouth, but sometimes, as wasthe case with Greek myths and the mythical
tales of some European gods and heroes such as Norse myths or British stories
of King Arthur, myths are preserved in writing. Many myths are sacred tales
and may indeed express timeless,universal or spiritual truths, and serve as
a means to comprehend the divine.2 As some writers have suggested, one
function of myth is to give expression to that which cannot easily be

translated into non-mythical la.ngua.ge.3

In this, with its potent imagery
appealing to the emotions, myth plays a role similar to the symbolism of art
which also conveys meaning in a distinctive form not easily - if at all -
represented in any other way. Myth is then a unique way of perceiving and
interpreting reality which it presents in a simple and dramatic form. This
characteristic of simplifying the complex makes myth a valuable medium for
expressing abstract ideas and values. Often myth-making involves an

emotional response to what is perceived, as Henry Nash Smith indicated when

he defined myth as "an intellectual construction that fuses concept and

emotion into an image."4 The mental process which creates myth is therefore

1 Kirk, op.cit., 38 .

2 Bidney, "Myth, Symbolism and Truth", op.cit., 19; Joseph Campbell,

"The Historical Development of Mythology", in Murray, ed., Myth and Myth-
making, 19-45, especially pp.20, 23; Samuel H. Hooke, Middle Eastern
Mythology (Harmondsworth, Middlesex, 1978 ed.), 165-85.
Michael Grant, Myths of the Greeks and Romans (New York, 1962), xviii.
Smith, Virgin Iand, xxX.

£\
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similar to that which creates symbols, for these too simplify and dramatize
what is observed.

Thus myths express ideas or values through the medium of dramatic, and
often sacred, narratives which create powerful mental images evoking strong
emotional responses. In doing so they may perform any one or several of a
variety of functions. They undoubtedly articulate mankind's understanding
of its experience whether this relates to the spiritual or the secular world,
and frequently take the form of explanation of natural or social phenomena.2
Myths may equally serve not only to explain but also to endorse and reinforce
the organization of a society, or its customs, rituals and beliefs. This
vital social purpose of myth was clearly revealed in Malinowski's studies of
traditional society on the Trobriander islands northeast of New Guinea.
Analysing the sacred narratives of the Trobrianders, Malinowski established
that myths purporting to describe the origin of a particular group of people
are designed to account for and justify the social organization of the
community in which they exist.3

Anthropologist Claude Levi-Strauss views myth-making as primitive man's
way of coming to terms with his environment which gives him an illusion of
understanding and controlling it just as science gives modern man accurate
knowledge of and real control over natural phenomena. In addition Levi-
Strauss argues that myth, being determined by the structure of the human
mind, reflects iﬁs tendency to divide experience into opposites, and so serves
to reconcile contradictions in mankind's experienee.LF As this suggests,
myths may also express and explain paradoxes and problems in the experience

of a community as these are understood by the myth-maker , and one of the

1 Ibid. The close connection between myths and symbols is discussed in
Donald A. Mackenzie, The Migration of Symbols and their Relations to
Beliefs and Customs (London and New York, 1926), %.

ﬁ;f%ﬁd%gﬁg%iﬁﬁigé'Science and Religion, 116-7.

Claude Levi-Strauss, "'Primitive' Thinking and the 'Civilized' Mind", in
Myth and Meaning (London, 1978), 15-24; see also Henry Tudor's discussion
of the theory of myth put forward by Levi Strauss, in Tudor, Political
Myth, 52-60. —

£\
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functions of myth is to offer solutions to these. Many myths are concerned
with the enduring and universal problem of dea,th,1 and Malinowski has
claimed that Trobriander myths concerning the cycle of life and death"are an
explicit development into narrative of certain crucial points in native
belief."2 This seems to support Joseph Campbell's theory that mankind needs
myths, rituals and symbols to help it through periods of crisis, as for
example, the transition from boyhood to mashood or girlhood to womanhood
which in traditional societies is attended by elaborate ritual and recourse
to myth.3 In relation to this, it will be seen that a community or nation
turns more frequently to myths, and that these myths are more potent, in
times of crisis, and that political myth is more evident, and exerts its
strongest hold on the public mind, in times of political crisis.

Myth owes its potency in part to its dramatic character and its appeal
to the emotions, but there are reasons for supposing that myth-making meets
needs buried deep within the human psyche.u Studies of early European myths
have shown that these not only met national needs, but also were successfully
transplanted from one people to another, Norse myth reappearing in Scottish
ballads and Arthurian myths spreading across Europe in the Middle Ages.5 More~
over, certain themes are common to most bodies of myth, reappearing too
frequently and in areas too widely separated, both geographically and histarically,
to be explained by any theory of diffusion.6 Prominent amongst these are the
enduring conflict between the powers of light and darkness, and the theme of

sacrifice and rebirth.7 There can be little doubt that such themes reflect

1 See, for example, Anthony F.C. Wallace's discussion of the myths and
rituals associated with death in an American Indian community in The Death
and Rebirth of the Seneca (New York, 1972, ed.), 93-107.
Malinowski, Myth, Science and Religion,
Joseph Campbell, The Hero with a Thousand Faces (London,1975 ed.),13-27.
See Campbell, "The Historical Development of Mythology", op.cit., 20-23,
and Kirk, op.cit., Chapter Four ("Myths as Products of the Psyche"),
especially pp.88-91.
5  Thomas Carlyle, "Lectures on Heroes" in Sattor Resartus, Lectures on Heroes
Chartism, Past and Present (Iondon, n.d.), 211; Geoffrey Ashe, ed.,
The Quest for Arthur's Britain (Loadon, 1968), vii.
6 Clyde Kluckhohn, "Recurrent Themes in Myths and Mythmaking", in Murray,
ed., op.cit., 46-60. On the world-wide distribution of symbols see

Mackenzie, The Migration of Symbols.
7  Campbell "The Historical Development of Mythology",op.cit.,24-29; Mircea

Eliadef "The Yearning for Paradise in Primitive Tradition"

from Diogenes (Summer, 1953) in Murray ed. op.cit. 61-75
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universal patterns of thought and fulfil needs universally felt by human beings.
The multiple functions served by myth also contribute to its enduring value
and importance to human society.

In traditional societies myths gain authority by relating what the myth-
maker seds to explain or endorse to events which occurred in a Golden Age in
the remote past, reflecting, according to Eliade, mankind's longing to return
to a paradisal state.l What is clear, however, is that although myths usually
describe what happened in the past,2 they are primarily concerned with the
present. Myth among the Trobrianders was, according to Malinowski,"a
statement of primeval reality which still lives on in present-day life and
as a Justification by precedent, supplies a retrospective pattern of moral

3

values, sociological order, and magical belief." Thus a crucial function of
myth-making is to interpret the past so as to give guidance for the present.
This raises two points crucial to a discussion of Lincoln myths, namely the
relationship between myth and history and the issue of truth and falsehood in
myth.

Although myths describe the past, they are not history. In Lord Raglan's
view, the traditional tales of illiterate communities, while apparently
recording memories of historical events, were really my‘th.l+ Other scholars
have conceded that myths may contain elements of historical truth but
emphasize that it is not myth's primary function to present an accurate

5

record of the past. "Whatever the hidden reality of their unrecorded past
may be," wrote Malinowski, Trobriander myths "serve to cover certain
inconsistencies created by historical events, rather than to record those

events exactly.” Myth, Malinowski concluded, "taken as a whole, cannot be

sober, dispassionate history, since it is always made ad hoc to fulfil a

1 Mircea Eliade, "The Yearning for Paradise in Primitive Tradition", reprinted
from Diogenes (Summer, 1953) in Murray, ed., op.cit., 61-75.

2 Some, however, such as eschatological myths, are concerned with the future.
See, for example, the millennialist myths of the Middle Ages discussed in
Norman Cohn, The Pursuit of the Millenium (1970 ed.)

3  Malinowski, Myth, Science and Religion, 146.

4  TLord Raglan, The Hero: A Study in Tradition, Myth, and Drama (London, 1936),
10.

5 A.R. Hope Moncrieff, Romance & Legend of Chivalry (London, n.d.), 8,




certain sociological function, to glorify a certain group, or to justify
an anomalous status."  For Malinowski, myth is neither mere narrative,
primitive science, history, nor simply an explanatory tale, but "an
indispensable ingredient of all culture. It isw.constantly regenerated;
every historical change creates its mythology, which is, however, but
indirectly related to historical fact. Myth is a constant by-product of
living faith, which is in need of miracles; of sociological status, which
demands precedent; of moral rule which requires sanction."l This does not
deny that myths may in some cases represent, as Michael Grant suggests, "an
imaginative treatment of history."2 "Into the ten days Battle of Dunheath,"
wrote R.W. Chambers, "Norse poetry has probably compressed the century-long

struggle of Goth and Hun..."3

This may be so, but it cannot be seriously
supposed that an epic poem represents an attempt to record the past objectively.
Unlike the historian, the myth-maker is not concerned to present an
objective account of the past. Indeed, since he need not himself believe all
that he says, he may deliberately distort the past in order to dramatize his
tale and so give force to his argument. However, in traditional societies
or in modern "stump" politics, where the myth-maker is in personal contact
with his audience, he must be able to carry conviction. There is a related
and more crucial distinction between myth-maker and historian. The latter
is primarily concerned with the past. Though not always averse to pointing
out its moral for the present, his first and main objective is to clarify
what has already happend. The myth-maker, though he may dwell upon past
events, is primarily concerned with the present. The crucial message of his
tale is the meaning which the past, as he presents it, has for the present
and the future. His purpose is to relate the past in a way which makes
sense of the present and gives guidance for the future for the audience to

whom the myth is addressed.

Malinowski, Magic, Science and Religion, 125,146.

wn -

Grant, op.cit.
R.W. éhamBers, Widsith (Cambridge, 1912), 48, quoted in Raglan, The Hero,
124,
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of Ancient Greek society, the use of myth in politics is time—honoured.1
Since the time of the Greeks, some scholars have viewed myth as a means of

preserving political power exploited by priests and secular rulers alike,

and Nilsson's excellent monograph shows how effectively myth was utilized
in the political life of Ancient Greece.

A few other examples will suffice to underline this point. Joseph
Campbell has demonstrated how the Zoroastian myth of the universe as a
conflict between the powers of light and darkness found "formidable socio-
political expression" in the empire of Cyrus the Great and Darius the Great,
Hebrew ideology, and the world missions of Christianity and Islam.3 In
Eleventh Century England at the Battle of Hastings, William the Conqueror's
minstrel, Taillifer, sought to inspire the subsequently victorious Norman
army by singing of the French mythical hero Roland and of legends of
Charlemagne,u and the round table at Winchester Cathedral probably represents
an attempt by a Fourteenth Century English king to sacntify his rule by
associating himself with the mythical British hero, King Arthur.5 Even in
traditional societies, myths may play a political role. Thus Trobriander
myths of origin confirming and sanctifying the superior status of particular
clans6 are crude political myths.

In modern, politically complex societies myth plays an even more obvious
political role. In nineteenth century America,politicians sought to endorse
themselves and their political stand through association with the men who had
established the United States Government, thus helping to create the myth of
the Founding Fathers. In post-war Germany of the 1930's, a society under-

going severe economic and social crisis, Nazil ideology made heavy use of myth,

Nilsson, op.cit., 88.

Nilsson, op.cit.

Campbell, "The Historical Development of Mythology", op.cit. 25=26,
Geoffrey Ashe, "The Visionary Kingdom", in Ashe, ed.,op.cit.,2; Moncrieff,

op.cit., 28.
Richard Cavendish, King Arthur and the Grail (London, 1978), 53,

A WD

Malinowski, Magic, Science and Religion, 116-17.
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ritual and symbol, and stimulated the development of a racialist theory of
Jewish inferiority similar to that of Negro inferiority exploited by many
white politicians in the Southern States of America both before and after
the Civil War. Countering the Nazi threat in the World War of 1939 to 1945,
Britain and her allies also utilized myth as a discussion of Lincoln myths
in Britain will show.l Symbols and slogans which condense both mythical
and non-mythical themes also play an important role in modern politics, as
the following study of political use of the heroic Lincoln will demonstrate.
Criticizing attempts to explain myths by establishing the objects upon
which they centre, Ernst Cassirer observed, "it is not a question of what we
see in a certain perspective, but of the perspective itself.” © Political
myths are concerned with political events, but share many of the characteristics
of myth in traditional societies, for the myth-making process remains the same.
Writing on the use of myth in the political life of Ancient Greece, Nilsson
saw himself as taking for his subject "mythology as ancient history in which
the origins and causes of the present events and claims are found."? However,
while, as this indicates, political myths must indeed be seen as true
narratives if they are to achieve their purpose;l*they are never an objective
record of the past. The political myth-maker deals largely with historical
events, but the perspective in which he views the past is not that of the
historian. For political myth undoubtedly has a vital practical social
purpose. The functions of political myth will be discussed more fully in
relation to heroes, but its central role is often to articulate the values of,
or to explain, Jjustify and sanction the authority or policies of, a particular
ruling group. It may, however, serve a very different purpose, which perhaps
gives insight into the role of myth in less advanced societies. For as the

political use of eschatological myths in peasant rebellions in Medieval

See below, Chapter Nine.
Ernst Cassircr, Language and Myth (London, 1953 ed.), 11.

Fwn -

Nilsson, ¥.cit. 13
Murray Edelman, The Symbolic Uses of Politics (Urbana, Chicago & London,
1967),4.
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Furope or by Twentieth Century Communists, reveals, political myths are
not necessarily designed to preserve the status quo. They are practical
arguments which may be promoted in order to justify an attempt to secure
power by a particular section of the community, or to corrode values rejected
by a ruling elite or by those seeking to challenge its power, and may be used,
especially in combination with non-mythical arguments, to indicate the action
necessary to secure such cha.nge.l
As with myth generally, political myth is most potent in time of crisis.
This is partly because it operates to reconcile contradictions in men's
experience and partly because it can simplify complex trends and events.
This enables myth to offer a clear and coherent interpretation of the events
leading up to the crisis in which a society finds itself and, in making sense
of the emergency, to give practical guidance on how to escape from the crisis
situation. Myth thus gives relief from a situation of crisis, as was the
case in Germany in the 1920'5.2
This function of myth is accentuated by its tendency to look back to a
better age in the past, which, like the Golden Age recalled by myth-makers
in traditional societies, will be regained if the policy urged by the myth-
maker is adopted. This is particularly clear in the mythology of Southern
Secession in 1860-1861 which depicted withdrawal of the slave states from the
Union as the only way to bring about a return to the Golden Age when
Southern society was not threatened by Northern anti-slavery fanaticism.
At the same time, by evoking an emotional response, and in particular by
arousing patriotic sentiments, political myths often promote social unity and
help to make a community mentally prepared to take action which is designed
to free its members from a crisis situation and enable them to recapture the

Golden Age depicted. This role too was illustrated by the myths of Secession.

1 Tudor, Political Myth, 91; Ernst Cassirer, The Myth of the State
(London, 1946), 287.
2 Orlow, "Conversion of Myths into Political Power", op.cit., 907
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Many myths narrate deeds ascribed to a superhuman figure, the hero,
who, as studies of heroes and hero-worship show,l displays certain
characteristics. Embodying the qualities most admired by the society
which creates him, the hero traditionally follows a pattern of life found
in mythical tales throughout the world.2 Brought up in humble circumstances,3
he passes through many trials4 before, through the performance of great acts,
achieving high rank and the honours associated with it. The national hero
often appears only after a long period of suffering on the part of his pe0p1e5
and rises from obscurity6 to become their saviour. Though possessing
superhuman qualities, the hero is not a god, but he is frequently depicted as
a divine agent,7 and his deeds raise him to within reach of divinity.8 An
atmosphere of tragedy often surrounds the hero's life,9 but the tragedy of
his death is frequently tempered by a belief that he will return.lo

Mythical tales about heroes may centre upon historical figures, but
they do not represent an accurate record of their subject's lives. Indeed,
historical figures are moulded to fit the pattern of a hero, as Marcus
Cunliffe, Merrill Peterson and John W. Ward have shown with regard to the
lives of George Washington, Thomas Jefferson and Andrew Jackson respectively.ll
The hero may also be to some extent his own myth-maker, representing his

actions in terms of great mythical themes. Thus Cromwell perceived and

d:
articulated a role as divine agent which Carlyle recognized to be heroic. 2

1 Joseph Campbell, Hero with a Thousand Faces; Carlyle, "lectures on
Heroes", op.cit.; Raglan, The Hero.

2 See especially Campbell, Hero with a Thousand Faces.

3  Kluckhohn, "Recurrent Themes in Myths and Mythmaking", op.cit., 6.

L Carlyle, "Lectures on Heroes", op.cit., 224: Wecter, The Hero in America,
15-16. See also Campbell, Hero with a Thousand Faces, passim.

5 For example, Moses.

6 Raglan, The Hero, 179.

7  See Carlyle on Cromwell, in "lLectures on Heroes", op.cit., #5, and Ward,
Andrew Jackson, 101-32.

8 Grant, op.cit., 45.

9 Ibid., 48-49.

10 Campbell, Hero with a Thousand Faces, 300. There was an enduring belief

in Britain that King Arthur would return: see Cavendish, King Arthur and
the Grail, 197.

11  TMarous Cunliffe, George Washington: Man and Monument (London, 1959);
Peterson, The Jefferson Image; Ward, Andrew Jackson.

12 Carlyle, "Lectures on Heroes", op.cit., 3H45. On Lincoln QS hie> own Myth- malicr
See Rhakhard HcF—e—»\-@cS\—c(“ The Amectican Polrical Tradkon (New qork\\qqg) 93 -13a.
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Like myths in general, heroes perform a variety of functions in society.
Crucially they embody in idealized form thevalues of the society in which
they emerge. Thus, according to Nilsson, "Theseus was finally made the
representative of that humanity on which the Athenians prided themselves..."1
A vital role of national heroes is to represent and so stimulate patriotism,

and, as Wecter notes, hero-worship plays a vital part in American patriotism.2

|
\
It is a role the hero is well fitted to play, since people generally identify
more easily with human figures than with impersonal forces or abstract

values and ideals. Thus, for example, as Ward observes, "the various
concepts which give substance to the abstraction nationalism, were articulated

3 So, by representing and articulating its values,

in Andrew Jackson_..."
the hero often comes to symbolize the spirit of an age, as Jackson did.
At the same time, the hero gives guidance for those who cherish his memory,
for not only is he a mouthpiece for the timeless truths articulated in myth,
but also he can be used to endorse a position adopted or a policy advocated.
In this the hero clearly has political value, and his emergence may be
linked with a political campaign. For politicians traditionally sanction
themselves and their policies through association with one or more of their
society's heroes, thus contributing to the development of hero-worship.
The hero, and his antithesis the villain, therefore often play crucial roles
in the development of mythical arguments in politics. While the hero's
basic function in political myth is to represent and endorse fundamental
themes and values of the society which creates him, or the claim to power
and the policies of a particular political elite, he may serve, as in the
case of the revolutionary hero such as Che Guevara, as a symbol for those
struggling to overthrow a repressive regime or bring about other radical

social change.q

Nilsson, op.cit., 52.

Wecter, The Hero in America, 2.

Ward, Andrew Jackson, 6. y

On the heroic Guevara see Fidel Castro's introduction to Ernesto Che
Guevara, Bolivian Diary, translated by Carlos P.Hanson and Andrew Sinclair
(London, 1968), esp. p.9.

SWwi H
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In the chapters that follow an attempt will be made to analyse the early
growth of mythical images of Lincoln, and particularly those relating to
emancipation, within the framework of the interpretation of myth, political
myth and the role of the hero in mythical thought, presented here. The
resulting discussion of Lincoln myths will demonstrate the validity of this
interpretation of myth and at the same time seek to answer a number of
questions concerning the development of mythical images of Lincoln. In broad
terms, the thesis will seek to demonstrate the role played by Lincoln myths
in the Secession Crisis of 1860-1861, the Civil War years, and the early years
of Reconstruction, and in doing so will attempt to establish and illustrate
the functions which myths fulfil in a modern democratic society and
particularly in political life.

Each chapter will also set out to answer particular questions relating
to the growth of Lincoln myths. Chapter Two will ask why it was that the
image of the Great Emancipator, a potent and enduring mythical concept of
Lincoln, failed to emerge at the time when he issued the Emancipation
Proclamations, and will study American responses to emancipation in an
attempt to provide an answer to this question. Chapter Three will show that
mythical images of Lincoln, and especially those associated with emancipation,
flourished in 1865, and will suggest that these images originated in the
efforts of anti-slavery preachers and politicians to secure popular support
for a radical approach to Reconstruction which would ensure the total and
permanent abolition of slavery. Chapters Four and Five will seek to
demonstrate actual use of mythical concepts of Lincoln in election campaigns,
and will focus on the congressional elections of 1866 and the presidential
elections of 1868 respectively.

In Chapter Six an attempt will be made to establish the extent to which
mythical images of Lincoln found popular support in America, and attention
will be paid to those groups which were critical of or rejected some or all

of the Lincoln myths. In Chapter Seven black responses to the myths

relating to emancipation will be discussed, and it will be suggested that
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black Americans in the Northern and Southern States were less naive in their
acceptance of the image of Lincoln as the Emancipator of their race than is
usually thought. Particular attention will be paid to black political use of
Lincoln myths in the 1860's and 1870's. Chapters Eight and Nine will show how
myths can find meaning outside the society in which they originate, and will
illustrate British responses to Lincoln myths during the Civil War and offer
some evidence of the persistence of mythical images of Lincoln in British
thought into the Twentieth Century. The discussion will show that while
political use of the heroic Iincoln by British radicals and their allies was
short-lived, the mythical Lincoln continued fo havemeaning for generations of
Britains as a symbol of the broad values of freedom and democracy. Finally,
Chapter Ten will offer the conclusions reached by this study. The discussion
of Lincoln myths will, however, begin in this chapter with a brief analysis of
one of the earliest mythical images of Lincoln, that viewing him as an

abolitionist.

II: "Lincoln, the abolition candidate", A Political Myth
of the White South

The Black Republicans have nominated Lincoln for the Presidency. His
election will be a sectional triumph...LET THE SOUTH ARM...There is

no time for delay!...Abolitionism is at your doors with torch and knife
in hand%...THE TIME HAS COME! Lincoln is elected...The whole South is
ripe for a slave Republic...We can never submit to Lincoln's inauguration;
...but cannot all of the Southern people...band together to resist the
abolition foe?1

Writing on the study of Southern history in the context of myth, George
B. Tindall claimed that few areas of the modern world have developed so complex
and potent a mythology, and that the various mythical images of the South have
significantly affected American history. Certainly Tindall's essay, and

other writings on myth and Southern history, suggest that Southern thought

1 Arkansas State Gazette (Little Rock), Sept. 15, 1860; The East Floridian
(Fernandina), Oct. 31, Nov. 14, 21, 1860; Montgomery Advertiser quoted in
Arkansas State Gazette, Nov. 3, 1860. The quotation in the chapter title
1s from the Tallahassee Floridian Journal, July 14, 1860,
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is characterized by a tendency towards my’t:h—ma.king.;L This tendency was
illustrated very clearly during the Secession Crisis of 1860-1861. The
background to and events which occurred during this crisis, and the rhetoric
of secessionist leaders, have been studied in detail in many able works on
the period, and it is unnecessary for the purposes of this discussion to
do more than outline happenings familiar to all who study the period.2
However, one aspect of the ideology of secession, the tradition viewing
Lincoln as an abolitionist, provides a case study in the political use
of myth and serves as an introduction to a wider study of Lincoln myths
focussing on their role in American political life.

The arguments developed in favour of secession of the South from the
Union and the establishment of an independent confederacy of slave states
rlayed heavily upon a number of mythical themes, notably those making up
what has been called the plantation myth and racialist images of the Negro
together with associated concepts of the moral and intellectual superiority
of the white race which during the previous thirty years had become central
to the thought of white Southerners.3 At the same time, secessionists

viewed the events of the previous decades from the myth-making perspective

1l See George B. Tindall, "Mythology: A New Frontier in Southern History",
reprinted from Frank E. Vandiver, ed., The Idea of the South: Pursuit
of a Central Theme (Chicago, 1964), 1-15, p. 2, and other essays, in
Patrick Gerster and Nicholas Cords, eds., Myth and Southern History, 2
vols. (Chicago, 1974), I: The 01d South.

2 The secondary literature relating to this period is immensg, and only a
few works can be suggested here. For the best general history of the
1850's see Allan Nevins, The Ordeal of the Union, 8 vols. (New York,
1947-71), vols. 1-4, Useful single volume histories covering this
period are James G. Randall and David Donald, The Civil War and
Reconstruction (Boston, 1961), hereafter cited as Randall and Donald;

Roy F. Nichols, The Stakes of Power, 1845-1877 (New York, 1964 ed.); and
the more recent work by William R. Brock, Conflict and Transformation:

The United states, 1844-1877 (Harmondsworth, Middlesex, 1973). For
monographs and periodical articles on specialized aspects of the history

of this era see footnotes to this chapter and bibliographies in works cited.

3 See Francis fendleton Gaines, The Southern rlantation: A Study in the
Development and Accuracy of a Tradition (New York, 1924), and James W. van

den Zander, "The Ideology of White Supremacy", Journal of the History of
Ideas, XX, no. 3 (June-Sept., 1959), 385-402.
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rather than objectively, and developed a mythical interpretation of these
events which appealed to the emotions of white Southerners, and particularly
to emergent Southern nationalism, and so helped to unite those who in 1861
supported the withdrawal of their section from the Federal Union. One
crucial theme in the mythology of secession which operated both to make crude
sense of the present crisis and to give guidance on action to escape it

was that depicting Lincoln as an abolitionist. The remainder of this
chapter will show the role played by this myth in the politics of secession,
indicate its survival in the Confederate South, and suggest why it remained
a Southern myth.

Tindall has suggested that Southerners were especially susceptible to
myths, and attributes this to the Southern mind being "peculiarly resistant
to pure abstraction and more receptive to the concrete and dramatic image..."
Another historian of the 0ld South has noted that in the 1840's and 1850's
Southerners were growing increasingly hostile to abstract thought,2 which,
if Tindall is correct, would have made them increasingly susceptible to myths.
The experience of the late 1850's would seem to confirm that this was the
case, and, given the potency of myth in times of crisis, the events of the
decade preceding the Civil War and of the crucial year of 1860 can only have

accentuated this trend.

For the South at this time undoubtedly faced a crisis, and the thoughtful
Southerner of 1860 was a worried man. For many years he had felt that his
section's peculiar civilization based upon cotton, black slaves and white
supremacy was being threatened. For, with an increasing and already superior
population, the North was rapidly becoming dominant within the United States,
and it became clear in the 1840°'s and 1850's that the interests of its free

labour and industry-orientated society frequently clashed with those of an

1 Tindall, "Mythology: A New Frontier in Southern History", op.cit., 3.
2 Drew G. Faust, A Sacred Circle: The Dilemma of Intellectuals in the 0ld

South, 1840-60(Baltimore and London, 1977).
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agrarian economy based on slavery.l Though abolitionists, who called for the
total destruction of sla,very,2 were a small minority in the free states and |
although few Northerners had any love for the Negro, many in the North felt
that the existence of slavery mocked American ideals of freedom and democracy,3
and growing anti-slavery feeling was reflected in the rise of the Republican
Party.q Moreover, even those willing to sanction slavery where it existed
were often unwilling to watch it spread to new territories, for they equated
its expansion with increased power for slaveholders at the expense of the free
states, fewer economic opportunities for whites and intensified racial friction?

While the wsouth controlled the presidency it could hope to safeguard its
interests and protect slavery. The .residential election of 1860 was therefore
crucial. Though presidential candidate Abraham Lincoln and many other
Republican leaders stressed that their party intended no hostility to slavery
in the states, they were totally opposed to compromise on the issue of its

extension to the territories. To this extent their rise to power undoubtedly

1 On the antebellum South see Wilbur J. Cash, The Mind of the South (New York,
1941); Avery 0. Craven, The Growth of Southern Nationalism (Baton Rouge,
la., 1953); Clement Eaton, The Growth of Southern Civilization (New York,
1961 ); Ulrich B. Phillips, The Course of the South to Secession. Edited by
E. Merton Coulter (New York, 1964 ed.); and Charles S. Sydnor, The Develop-
ment of Southern Sectionalism (Baton Rouge, La., 1961). For a good
introduction to the subject of slavery see Kenneth M. Stampp, The Peculiar
Institution: Slavery in the Ante-Bellum South(New York, 19565. An important
book on slavery and antebellum Southern society is Eugene D. Genovese, The
Political Economy of Slavery: Studies in the Economy and Society of the
Slave south(New York, 19o7ed.). Lkxtenslve bibliograpnies ol WOIks relating
to slavery including older stgdies such as Ulrich B. rhilligs, American

Negro Slave (New York, 1918) and the most important of the mass o
monographs, essays and articles published in more recent years see Robert

Wm. Fogel and Stanley L. Engerman, Time on the %ross:the Econometrics of
American Negro 8lavery, 2 vols. (New Yorx, , voL.Iwo, or Pau . David,
and others, Reckoning with slavery (New York, 1976). _

2 For general Works on abolitionism see Louis Filler, The Crusade Against
Slavery, 1830-1860 (New York, 1960);Martin B. Duberman, ed., Ihe Antislavery
Vansuard: New Essays on the Abolitionists (frinceton,N.J., 1965); Benjamin
Quarles,Black Abolitionists (New York,1969), and footnotes to this chapter.

3  Duncan J. Mcleod's slavery,nace and the American Revolution }London, 1974)
argues that Southerners E%é come to terms with the paradox of slavery in a
Republican state. )

4  On the Republican Party see Andrew J. ngndall,The Barly History of the

Republican Party, 1854-18 Boston,1930) and George H. Mayer, Lhe
Reoublican rarty, 1 ) z

New York,1967 ed.). On Republican Ideology see
Eric Foner,Free Soil,Free labor,Free lMen (London,0xford and New York,1970).

5  For works on Northern anti-Negro feeling see below, Chapter Two. Mounting
tensi ' is dj sed i orks, but see Ave
ngség?‘%ﬁgwggﬁiNorg% %ﬁg 8&3%? ﬁirdtéﬁggagg,lf9%%g NN olman Hamiltonfy
Prologue €0 Conf%lcfz The Tricis and Com.romise of 1850 (lexington, Ky.,
196L4); James A. hawley, face and rolitics: "Bleeding Kansas" and the Coming

£ ivi y ., 1969); and nobert nussel, Critical Studies
of the Civil War (Lincoln,Neb 969 ) e e Studs

i3 bellum S jonalism (Westport, Conn.,1972). C
3 € tﬁog - ic e°t1§ S % § Franklin Nichois, The Disruption of American
emocrac ew York', lS 2ed” ). s
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represented a threat to the position of slaveholding states within the
Union,1 and, in addition, Republicanism's radical wing, which owed much in
origin and development to the abolitionist movement, showed marked hostility
to slavery wherever that institution existed.2

To some Southerners who had long feared for the future of slavery in i
the South it seemed that the only solution to this potential threat lay in
radical action: withdrawal of the South from the Union and the establishment ‘
of an independent confederacy of slave states. To win support for such a
programme these pro-slavery radica.ls3 developed arguments in favour of a
radical solution to the South's problems, widespread acceptance of which
culminated in the founding of the Southern Confederacy in 1861.

At the heart of secessionist ideology lay a mixture of mythical and non-
mythical themes centering upon slavery, which had become for Southern radicals
the only issue of importance. Correctly believing slavery to be crucial to
the economic and social organization of their society, many Southerners claimed
that emanciration would bring about the ruin of that section by destroying its
prosperity and forcing upon it racial equality, thus producing social anarchy.
Iinked to this was the non-mythical argument that slavery, as a domestic
institution of the Southern states, was protected by the Constitution, from

which it followed that any attempt to put pressure on these states to emancipate

1 Two articles presenting conflicting views on the threat posed by Lincoln's
election are Arthur C. Cole, "Iincoln's Election, An Immediate Menace to
Slavery in the States?", AHR, XXXVI, no.4 (July, 1931), 740-67, and J.G.
de Roulhac Hamilton's article with the same title, AHR, XXXVII, no. 4
(July,l932), 700-11. On the Secession Crisis see also, Norman A. Graebner,
ed., Politics and the Crisis of 1860 (Urbana, I11., 1961); David M. Potter,
lincoTn and His Tarty in the Secession Crisis (New Haven, Conn., 1942);and
enneth M. Stampp, And the War Came; The North and the Secession Crisis
Baton Rouge,la., 1950). On the L3HU Jresidential election sSee Lhmerson
U. Fite, The Presidential Campaign of 1560 (New York, 1967 ed.), and
Reinhard H. Luthin, The first lincoln Campaign (Cambridge, Mass., 1944).
Foner, Free Soil, 116-273.
Southern radicals were those pro-slavery antebellum Southern leaders who
during the Secession Crisis demanded that the slave states withdraw from
the Union in the event of a Republican victory. Secession conventions
were dominated by men of substance - chiefly middle-aged lawyers, planters
and farmers - and included the leading public men in each state.
Sevaratism was strongest in regions where large slave populations made
slavery crucial to %ﬁe way of life and where even non-slaveholders had an
economlc (and social) stake in its continuance. Secessionists prorosed
radical action to secure conservative ends - crucially the preservation of
the South's slavery based society. See Ralph A. Wooster, The Secession
Conventions of the South(Princeton,NJ, 1962), and, on the ProTItablIity ©

glavery, Fogel and Engerman, Time on the Cross.
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violated their constitutional rights.1 Upon the basis of these assumptions,
the emergence of the free states as a distinctive and powerful society with
values and interests which diverged from and sometimes conflicted with those
of the South was interpreted as a challenge to Southern rights and security,
and this belief was dramatized in the mythical image of the North as an
aggressive soclety dominated by anti-slavery extremists. The newly-formed
Republican Party, the political expression of Northern anti-slavery feeling,
was viewed by secessionists as the machine through which the attack upon the
South was to be mounted once control of the Federal Govermment was secured.
Thus the party which in reality represented in 1860 all shades of hostility
to slavery from Midwestern hostility to Negroes, which feared abolitionism

as much if not more than the expansion of slavery, to Radical Republicanism,
became in the mythology of secession ideology the organ of abolitionist
fanaticism, Calling for immediate action to counter the alleged danger,
secessionists presented the election of a Republican President as the
realisation of a potential threat, the overt act which would demand withdrawal
of the South from the Union.

The message of secessionists in 1860-1861 was that even if Republicans
avoided a direct attack upon Southern slavery, their policies would ruin the
South, and few expressed any faith that the alleged enemy would show such
restraint. The attack upon Southern rights would, it was claimed, commence
immediately the Republicans gained power, with anti-slavery men being sent
South to build up an abolition party below the Mason-Dixon line.2 There could
be no delay following such a victory: if the Republicans succeeded in electing
"a sectional man, upon their sectional, Anti-Slavery platform, breathing

destruction and death to the rights of my people," Congressman Gatrell of

i For pro-slavery arguments, which combined non-mythical and mythical themés,
see William Sumner Jenkins, Pro-Slavery Thought in the 0ld South (Chapel
Hill, N.Ce, 1935). A valuable collection of extracts from antebellum pro-
slavery writings is Eric L. McKitrick, ed., Slavery Defended: the views sof
the 01d South (Englewood Cliffs, N.J., 1963), which has a useful bibliog-
raphy.

2 Flgrgdian and Journal, Nov.1l0, 1860; remarks of William Lowndes Yancey
of Alabama at a public meeting in New Orleans reported in the New Orleans
Daily Picayune, Oct. 30, 1860.
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Georgia warned, "...I need not tell you what I, as a Southern man, will do-".
Gatrell's meaning was clear enough. Upon the election of a Republican president
Southerners would, in words attributed to Jefferson Davis, United States Senator
for Mississippi and future President of the Confederate States, look to their
guns.l

The image of Lincoln as an abolitionist was central to this line of
argument. In nominating its presidential candidate in 1860 the Republican
Party had selected a man who, though morally opposed to slavery, had avoided
identification with the abolitionists, in preference to William H. Seward of
New York who was considered to be more radical on the slavery issue. In the
eyes of secessionist myth-makers, however, Lincoln's nomination was the
culmination of Northern anti-slavery fanaticism, and his election in 1860 would
therefore be the overt act which would demand withdrawal of the Southern States
from the Union.

An article warning against Southern submission to Lincoln's election
published in the Richmond Enguirer in December 1860 reveals how this image of
Lincoln fitted into an emotive mythical interpretation of events which pointed
out a course of action allegedly offering escape from a crisis situation.
According to this article, which the author "Junius" insisted was a truthful
representation of men and historical events, the South had long been the victim
of Northern aggression and had made numerous compromises and concessions to
preserve peace, but the election of Lincoln meant "the rule of abolitionism" and
the utter degredation of the South. In the mythology of secession the mythical
Lincoln, a rabid abolitionist, represented the values of an alien and aggressive
society and so symbolized a perceived threat to the South, as this article makes
clear. Lincoln was, according to "Junius","the beau ideal of a relentless,
dogged Free-Soil border ruffian,...a fanatic in philanthropy, and a vulgar
mobocrat and Southern hater in political opinions."  This mythical image of

Lincoln dramatized and reinforced the message that his election created a crisis

1 Arkansas State Gazette, Aug. 4, Oct. 6, 1860.
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which demanded action on the part of the South. Invoking other mythical
themes in his appeal to the memory of "the bold spirits of '76'" and the blood
of the revolutionary fathers, and warning that submission to Lincoln's election
would seal the doom of the South, "Junius" urged that the only way to escape
from this crisis peacefully was by secession.l In Alabama, the Montgomery
Advertiser similarly urged the need for separation rather than submission to
the rule of Lincoln and Greeley, "the abolition foe".2

A similar interpretation of events and of Lincoln's role in these was
expressed in a letter of South Carolina Congressman John D. Ashmore. "The
booming of 100,000 cannon and the slaughter of an hundred Waterloos", he wrote,
"would be music to my ears and gladness to my sight rather than see S.n. the
victim of Lincoln, Seward, Sumner, Wilson, Lovejoy, Helper et id omne genus...
Men like myself who for a lifetime have fought the extreme ultraracism of the
South and the mad fanaticism of the North will not permit Abe Tincoln's banner
inscribed with 'higher law,''negro equality,' 'irrepressible conflict' and
'final emancipation' to wave over us. We have and do deserve a better and

more glorious destiny...Three hundred thousand swords are now ready to leap

3

from their scabbards in support of a Southern Confederacy.™
The radical concept of Lincoln as virulently anti-slavery gained strength

from his failure in 1860 to repudiate it. He argued that anyone who wanted

to know his opinions on slavery could read his past speeches.u In any case,

Southerners who promoted secessionist arguments were likely to discount any

assurances of goodwill he might make.5 Governor Brown of Georgia indicated why

1 "A Voice of Warning from Virginia to the South", Richmond Enguirer, Dec.
4, 1860.

2 Montgomery Advertiser quoted in Arkansas State Gazette, Nov. 3, 1860.
Horace Greeley edited the Republican New York Tribune.

3 Ashmore to Horatio King (First Assistant Postmaster General), Nov. 5, 1860,

King MSS, Library of Congress, quoted in Nichols, The Disruption of
American Democracy, 369.
4 Lincoln to Truman Smith, Nov. 10, 1860, Lincoln, Works, IV, 138. Even
had Lincoln's speeches been easily obtainable (and he could recall making
over 50 speeches in 1856, none of which were, to his knowledge, in print
in 1860: Lincoln, Works, IV, 67), they were open to misinterpretation.
5 Lincoln was apparently aware of this: Boston Liberator, Aug. 24, 1860.
In any case, anything he could say which would not aliepate any of his

Northern supporters would need to be ambiguously phrased.
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this was so: "The rights of the South and the institution of slavery", he
wrote, "are not endangered by the triumph of Mr. Lincoln, as a man, but they
are in imminent danger from the triumph of the powerful party which he
represents, and of the fanatical abolition sentiments which brought him into
power..."l Thus radicals who, like Governor Brown, conceded that 1incoln
personally did not threaten the South, promoted a variant of the tradition
representing him as the instrument of an abolition party. Whatever lincoln
might say, however conciliatory he might appear, he thus remained da,ngerous.2

Lincoln's Inaugural Address, a skilful blend of firmness and moderation,
could not therefore destroy the tradition, in spite of the new President's
unqualified declaration that "I have no purpose, directly or indirectly, to
interfere with the institution of slavery in the States where it exists. I
believe I have no lawful right to do so, and I have no inclination to do so."
In Montgomery, Alabama, on the day of Lincoln's inauguration, Thomas R.R. Cobb
wrote, "We are receiving Lincoln's Inaugural by telegrah, it will not affect
one man here, it matters not what it contains." Given the state of the
radical mind in the South, Lincoln's speech meant, as the Montgomery Weekly
Advertiser declared, that, "war, war, and nothing less than war, will satisfy
the Abolition chief..."3

Popular support for this concept of Lincoln was demonstrated in
resolutions adopted at public meetings throughout the South during the winter

of 1860-1861. One such meeting in Florida, saw secession as the only remedy

1 Letter of Joseph E. Brown dated Dec. 7, 1860, written in reply to citizens
requesting his views on the election, published in the Florldlan ¥Journal,
Dec. 22, 1860.

2 A speech by John Crozier of Tennessee indicates Jjust how slender Iincoln's
chances were of winning over his secessionist opponents: "Mr. Crozier
said he, for one, would never submit to be the white slave of the
Northern  Abolitionists, and he would be proud to be a rebel, if Abraham
Lincoln is elected. The milder his Administration the more violent would
be the resistance of Mr. C. He pointed to the career of Louis Napoleon
to show that tyranny, in its inception, is always mild, but none the less
dangerous on that account." Arkansas State Gazette, Oct.13, 1860.

3 Lincoln, Works, IV, 250; "The Correspondence of Thomas Reade Rootes Cobb,
1860-1862", Southern Historical Association Publication, II (1907), 147-
328, p.253 and Montgomery Weekly Advertiser, March 5, 1861, quoted in
Clement Eaton, A History of the Southern Confederacy o 263




26

following the election of a President "with avowed and expressed purposes of
hostility to us, our interests, and our rights _nt Letters published in the
secessionist press at the time reflected hostility towards the "Abolitionist

President".2

The South's reception of the news of Lincoln's election had
also been revealing. Mary Chesnut of South Carolina heard the news while
travelling by train in the South and recorded the reactions of her fellow
passengers:”

The exnitement was very great. mvery body was talking at the
same time - One, a little more moved than the others stood up - saying
despondently (sic) - "The die is cast - No more vain regrets - Sad
forebodings are useless. The stake is life or death ="

"Now did you ever:" was the prevailing exclamation, and some one
cried out: "Now that the black radical Republicans have the power I
suppose they will Brown us all.” No doubt of it.

As this suggests, the belief that Lincoln's election threatened the South,
a belief which reflected the effectiveness of secessionist rhetoric and the
pervasiveness of the mythical image of Lincoln as an abolitionist or the tool
of an abolition party, played a key role in bringing about a state of mind
favourable to secession. "All over the deep South"”, comments Carl N. Degler,
"Lincoln's election was a signal to abandon the Union."4 It was their mythical,
and so simple, dramatic and emotive, interpretation of Lincoln's role in events
which enabled Southern radicals to make his election, as Robert Russell,
quoting William Lowndes Yancey, has pointed out, the occasion needed to "fire
the Southern heart - instruct the Southern mind - give courage to each other,

5

and...precipitate the cotton States into a revolution.®

1 Fast Floridian, Dec. 28, 1860. See also meetings described in the Floridian

and Journal, Dec. 8, 1860; the New Orleans Daily Picayune, Dec. 15, 1860;

and the Knoxville (Tennessee) Register, May 2, 1861, in Secession: A

collection of newspaper clippings dealing with secession, compiled by

Perley R. LoveJjoy. Johns Hopkins University. Vol. 5, p.1l06

See, for example, letters in the Floridian and Journal, Nov. 24, 1860.

Mary Chesnut's diary quoted in Randall and Donald, 135-36. Mrs. Chesnut

was married to Senator James Chesnut of South Carolina. For a full citation

of the published version of this diary, see below, p.

4 Carl N. Degler, The Other South: Southern Dissenters in the Nineteenth
Century (New York, 1974), 126.

5 Yancey to James S. Slaughter, June 15, 1853, quoted from J.W. DuBose, The
Life and Times of William Lowndes Yancey, 2 vols. (Birmingham, Ala., 1942
ed.), I, 376, quoted in Russel, Critical Studies, 86.
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If the image of Lincoln as an abolitionist proved popular in the slave
states, it was not accepted by all Southerners. However, it is clear that
some who were not convinced of his abolitionism nevertheless saw Lincoln's
election as a threat to the South, reflecting support for variants of the
tradition. Thus in early April 1861 a Mobile trader told an informant of
Salmon P. Chase, Lincoln's Secretary of the Treasury, that "he did not assert
that the President was an abolitionist - he did not pretend to know whether
he or any of his cabinet were or not - but the point was, they had been
brought into power by abolition principles and votes, and this was enough to
Justify secession by the South."l

While the election of 1860 resulted in an overwhelming victory in the
Lower South for Democrats who supported Breckinridge and whose radical wing
advocated secession, Unionism was strong in the Upper South and the Border
States,2 and many Southern Unionist felt that Lincoln and his party were far
from being the greatest threat to their section, a view upheld by the New

Orleans Daily True Delta which warned, as the secession movement took shape,

that "the South is now drifting into the fatal embrace of her most implacable

¥

enemies..."” Others, like staunch Unionist Benjamin F. Perry of South
Carolina, counselled against extremism on the grounds that charges against
Tincoln were not proved.

There is evidence to suggest, however, that the tradition was sufficiently
widely held to influence the thought of even Southern moderates. A Tennessee
Unionist, explaining Southern fears, told Bostonians, "You have no right to

ask us to sit quietly under the election of a man who has publicly declared

that whenever and wherever he can abolish slavery, he will do it.”5 Moreover

1 Richard Ela to Chase, April 12, 1861: "Letters to Secretary Chase from
the South, 1861", AHR, IV, no. 2 (Jan. 1899), 331-47, p.335.

2 W. Dean Burnham, Presidential Ballots 1836-1892 (Baltimore, 1955), 81-83

3 Dwight L. Dumond, Southern Editorials on Secession (New York, 1931), 185.

4 Col. B.F. Perry of Greenville, S.C., to Editor, Charleston Courier,

reprinted in Pennsylvania Weekly Telegraph (Harrisburg), Sept. 19, 1860;
letter signed "Union" to Editor, Arkansas Weekly Gazette, Aug. 26, 1860.

5 L.C. Norvell speaking at a Bell and Everett Union meeting, Boston
Iiberator, Sept. 21, 1860. The Boston Liberator was an abolitionist weekly
edited by William Lloyd Garrison.
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while moderate papers like the Arkansas State Gazette, which supported the

Constitutional Union Party candidates John Bell and Edward Everett, were
critical of disunionist arguments, they perhaps contributed to the development
of the image of Lincoln as an abolitionist when they stressed the necessity to
defeat him and pictured his election as a threat to the Union.1

As secessionist sentiments grew stronger after Lincoln's election, even
papery which opposed extremism accepted the tradition, On November 15, 1860

the New Orleans Daily Picayune urged against rash action in response to the

election and stressed that if opponents of Republicanism in Congress stood by
the Constitution the new President would be incapable of injuring Southern
institutions. Ten days later the paper began to change its position, a
reflection of the hardening of public opinion against moderation, and the
Picayune now found it necessary to warn readers that Lincoln could be
convicted of "deadly animosity against slaveholding institutions”, and a
determination to use the Federal Government's power "to promote and make
necessary the abolition of slavery within the States."2

Thus during the Secession crisis Lincoln became a symbol of values
rejected and forces feared by Southerners generally, and a correspondent of
the Arkansas State Gazette was shocked when a prominent Arkansas Unionist was

'

labelled by secessionists "an apologist and defender of Lincoln! The

mythical belief that Lincoln was an abolitionist enemy of the South helped to
prepare and encourage Southerners to take radical action to escape the alleged
crisis of a Republican victory in 1860. It is interesting in passing to

note the support given to the tradition by one private citizen in particular
who, writing in 1864, recalled his attitude during and after 1860: "I have
ever held that the South were right. The very nomination of Abraham Lincoln,

four years ago, spoke plainly war - war upon Southern rights and institutions.

1 "The Presidential Canvass", Arkansas State Gazette, July 14, 1860.
2 Daily Picayune, Nov. 15, 25, 1860.
3 Arkansas State Gazette, April 6, 1861.
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His election proved it." 1In 1865 John Wilkes Booth's long-held conviction
that Lincoln was the abolitionist arch-enemy of the Southern States was to
have tragic consequences.

During the war, Confederates used the term "abolitionist" somewhat
casually as a defamatory description of the enemy.2 In spite of this, the
tradition viewing Lincoln as an abolitionist continued to have political
values as a justification of secession which would vindicate and stimulate
the Confederate war effort. In his inaugural address delivered in Little
Rock on November 15, 1862, Governor Harris Flanagin told the Legislature of
Arkansas that Southern fears that Lincoln's administration was composed of
"avowed enemies of our institutions" had been proved to be well founded.3
Lieutenant General Thomas H. Holmes, a Confederate commander in Arkansas,
similarly used the tradition to justify and stimulate the Southern war effort
when, in his address "To the People of Arkansas", he declared that it had
required the election of "an abolition President" and the threats of "his
fanatical party" to violate the Constitution, "to arouse the people of the
South to a sense of the danger and degredation thatawaited them."u The
tradition was also used to revive Confederate morale. Thus in February 1864
the Confederate Congress issued an address to the People of the Confederacy
which incorporated the image of an abolitionist Lincoln into an interpretation
of the war designed to stimulate loyalty to the Southern cause. According to
this address, secession had been forced on the South "by a long series of
oppressive and tyrannical acts, culminating at last in the election of a
President and Vice President by a party confessedly sectional and hostile to
the South and her institutions..." The address made several attacks upon

the Emancipation Proclamations, which were presented as proof of the abolitionist

i Letter of 1864 quoted in George S. Bryan, The Great American Myth (New
York, 1940), 240,

2 Arkansas State Gazette, Feb. 14, 1863; Montgomery Daily Advertiser, May 20,
1862; Jan. 15, 1863; Feb. 21, 1864.

3 Arkansas State Gazette, Nov. 22, 1862,

L Tbid., Feb. 14, 1863. Address issued Feb. 2, 1863.
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intentions of the Northern Government. Thus the tradition viewing Lincoln
as an abolitionist and as an instrument of abolitionism played a vital role

in this attempt by the Confederate Congress to place responsibility for the
war upon "the radical and despotic faction which now rules the North...”l

Yet though the tradition did not disappear during the war, it was losing its
potency. Its importance in the secession crisis had reflected its usefulness
to politicians anxious to stimulate Southerners to secede in order to protect
slavery. When during the war it became increasingly clear that slavery was
doomed, whether or not Lincoln had intended its abolition, the political

value of the tradition gradually diminished.

The tradition never found significant or enduring favour outside the
South, but was not without supporters in the Northern States. It did indeed
emerge there at an early date. Owing to the anti-slavery origins of the
Republican Party, any politician belonging to it was liable to be dubbed a
"Black Republican" by opponents in the Free States, and during the Lincoln-
Douglas debates of 1853 Democrat Stephen A. Douglas made great play with the
idea that Lincoln, with his "Abolitionist doctrines", not only wished to free
the slaves, but also favoured complete racial equality. Douglas was a
talented politician who saw the value of capitalising on anti-Negro feeling
during his struggle with Lincoln for the vacant senatorship of Illinois.

After the 1860 election and the outbreak of war, he made no further references
to Lincoln's alleged abolitionism, and was prepared to spend what proved to

be the last months of his life recruiting support for the Republican
administration among Northern Democrats, but it would seem doubtful whether

his publicly revised opinion of Lincoln would have been effective in changing the

attitudes of those convinced by his earlier ora.tory.2

1 Montgomery Daily Mail, Feb. 25, 1864,
2 Douglas, Speech at Ottawa, Illinois, Aug. 21, 1853, Lincoln, III, 7, 9-10.

See also his speech at Chicago, Nov. 17, 1858: Liberator, Dec. 3, 1858.
Douglas' efforts to counter Southern extremism began soon after Lincoln's
election, as in his letter published in the Daily Picayune, Nov. 14, 1860.




Certainly the view that Iincoln was closely associated with the
abolitionists found acceptance amongst Southern sympathizers in the Border
States and further North. From Illinois a Mississippi-born resident of

that state wrote to Jefferson Davis denouncing such leaders as ILincoln, "who

became soured toward the South, who hates slavery as bad as any abolitionist..."

and in Washington, D. C. the Constitution warned its readers that Lincoln was

"an anti-slavery zealot...a man who realises the expectation of his party by
proclaiming uncompromising hostility to the distinguishing institution of
the South..."l

Still, though accusations of abolitionism were levelled at Lincoln by
his Northern opponents during the secession crisis,2 support for this concept
of him was limited, partly because Republicans could quickly challenge such
attacks. When anti-Republican papers in rennsylvania published a New York
paper's report which quoted Lincoln as saying that he intended to disturb

the domestic institutions of the South, the fennsylvania Weekly Telegraph

denounced the quotation as : "A Base Forgery". Similarly, when the Boston
Post referred to Lincoln as "the unscrupulous Abolitionist, whose ambition
will not be satiated until he shall see a red line of human blood drawn as
the dividing line between the North and South", the Providence Journal
countered: "That will do for Hambleton (sic) of Georgia; but is it not a
little strong for these Northern latitudes?"3

In both sections the term abolitionist was at times used with intent
to defame rather than to present an accurate description; in the North, with
regard to Lincoln, this seems to have been more often the case. Certainly
those who supported the Union while still finding much to admire in the South
and its cause felt, like Mrs. Daly of New York, that lLincoln was too easily
influenced by the abolitionists. Yet Mrs. Daly, though she disliked Lincoln

amd his administration, did not accuze him of being a member of a sect she

1 Sidney Noble to Davis, Dec. 12, 1860, in Dunbar Rowland, ed., Jefferson
Davis, Constitutionalist: His Letters, Papers and Speeches, 10 vols.
(Jackson, Miss., 1923), 1V, 5%, hereafter cited as Davis, letters, Pajers

and Speeches; Washington Constitution, Sept. 6, 1860, quoted in Howard

C. Perkins, ed., Nort%ern EdIEori LS on Sgggzsio (%ewc¥%rk, %42), 1, 4.
; "Li 1n s &legtion an Immediate Mepa ..?“ . -
% %g}lgs'yl{r%ﬁ%g £‘lec‘;’zf.ly 'felegrayh, May 30, 1660; .leéragor' B "Sepz. 7, 1860.
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loathed. '
Countering the development of the tradition in the North was the

attitude of those who might have been thought most likely to acclaim the

election of a President determined to destroy slavery, the highly vocal
abolitionists themselves, who totally rejected any idea that he was one of
them. The American Anti-Slavery Society spoke for most moderate
abolitionists when it described Lincoln as "a sort of bland, respectable
middle-man, between a very modest right and the most arrogant and exacting
wrong; a convenient hook whereon to hang appeals at once to a moderate anti-
slavery feeling and to a timid conservatism practically pro-slavery..."
Wendell Phillips, one of abolitionism's more uncompromising leaders put the
matter succinctly: "Not an Abolitionist, hardly an antislavery man, Mr. Lincoln
consents to represent an antislavery idea." Many abolitionists campaigned
for Lincoln in 1860, but seldom because they believed that his election would
bring about slavery's destruction.

The abolitionists were, however, divided over Iincoln. Some, perhaps
reacting against the tradition viewing him as an abolitionist, claimed that
far from intending to destroy slavery, Lincoln displayed an attitude towards
the South so moderate as to verge on pro-slavery. This theory, in its
conception and in the sections of American society from which it drew support
the exact antithesis of the abolitionist tradition, was the brain-child of
abolitionist extremists, many of whom used praise and vicious criticism
interchangeably as they sought to drive Lincoln and his party into a more
aggressive stand against slavery. Thus Wendell Phillips castigated the
President-elect as "the slave-hound of Illinois", and a group of Iowa
abolitionists attributed Lincoln's failure to adopt emancipation to "his
sympathies with the owners of slaves..." Similarly, Illinois black leader

Henry Ford Douglas, referring particularly to Lincoln's support for the

1 Harold Earl Hammon, Ed., Diary of a Union lady, 1861-1865 (New York, 1962)
179, entry for Sept. 28, 1862. Hereafter cited as Daly, Diary.
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Fugitive Slave, Taw, attacked him for his "pro-slavery character and
principles”.l

More than anything else the theory that ILincoln was virtually pro-slavery
reflected abolitionists' exasperation when he moved with what seemed to them
incrediable slowness towards emancipation, or, worse still, appeared not to
move at all. So, in early 1862, irritated by the call for gradual and
compensated rather than immediate emancipation to Lincoln's March 6 Message
to Congress, Orson S. Murray of Ohio asked, "Did anybody ever ' see any
evidence, or hear of any evidence, in word or in deed, that Abraham Lincoln
wants slavery abolished? When? Where? Where-in? Itis not in this message.”
The ruin of slavery was, said Murray, "a thing he (Lincoln) appears to
deprecate more than the ruin of all else.” The reason for this outburst
is clear from his letter: "For ten months he (Lincoln) has had the power

in hid hands to abolish slavery, and has refused to use it, ‘and still persists

in refusing to use it." There was no reason for such sentiments to find
adherents outside anti-slavery circles, and many abolitionists followed
Garrison's lead and avoided such extremes when criticizing Ilincoln. Indeed,
some found the idea that Lincoln was pro-slavery absurd, and would have

agreed with Garrisonian Oliver Johnson, editor of the National Anti-Slavery

Standard, who stated that it seemed to him "utterly preposterous to deny
that Lincoln's election will indicate growth in the right direction.”2
One other group in the North might have wished that Lincoln were an

abolitionist, but Northern free blacks do not appear to have had any doubts

1 Liberator, June 2, 1860; Donald, Lincoln Reconsidered, 20; BenJjamin
Quarles, Lincoln and the Negro (New York, 1962), 55. Many abolitionists
were especially alienated by Lincoln's apparent willingness to sustain
the Fugitive Slave Law, under which slaves escaping to free states were
returned to their owners, as one of the constitutional guarantees of
slavery in the South. A number of abolitionist societies condemned the
nomination by the Republicans of a presidential candidate "who endorses
all the pro-slavery compromises of the Constitution...": resolution
introduced by Pillsbury at meeting of Middlesex County Anti-Slavery Society
Concord, July 15, 1860. For this and similar resolutions adopted at other
abolitionist meetings see Liberator, Aug.l7, Sept.28, 1860; Jan. 4, 1861.

2 Murray to Editor (italics added), March 12, 1862, Liberator, March 28,1862;

ighnson to J, Miller McKim, Oct. 11, 1860, McPherson,

Struggle for Equality
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on this score, and generally expected less from Lincoln with regard to
emancipation than did those in bondage in the South.  The attitude of
Northern Negroes to Lincoln will be discussed in detail later;1 it is enough
to say here that while many had faith in lincoln's humanitarianism and
believed that he was sufficiently anti-slavery to welcome any constitutional
steps that might in future be taken towards the destruction of slavery, they
had no concept of him as an abolitionist, and frequently criticized his
moderation on the slavery issue. Indeed, though most supported the i
Republicans as the one political party opposed to slavery, some refused to
do so. With reference to the tradition of Lincoln the Abolitionist the words
of black abolitionist Robert Purvis of Philadelphia are significant: "How
could I, an Abolitionist, belong to a party that is and must of necessity be
a pro-slaveryparty? The Republicans may be, and doubtless are opposed to
the extension of slavery, but they are sworn to support, and the will support,
slavery where it already exists." Nowhere in this speech did Purvis imply

i
that Lincoln could be exempted from this verdict.2

Outside America, the Southern cause did not lack sympathizers, and in Great
Britain particularly the Confederacy had numerous, and some influential,
friends. This was especially the case during the early years of the war, and,

since there is some evidence of pro-slavery sentiments amongst Southern ;
partisans in Britain, it might be supposed that they would have adopted the ‘
tradition of Lincoln the Abolitionist as part of a pro-Southern interpretation
of the war. This did not happen.

In 1860 and early 1861, when the tradition was at its strongest in the
slaveholding states, British opinion was at its most neutral concerning the
conflict between North and South. Unable to grasp that this conflict was
serious, both future friends and future critics of the South denied that

3

Iincoln represented a real threat to slavery in the states.

1 See below, Chapter Seven.

2  Purvis, speech at New York, May 8, 1860: Herbert Aptheker, ed., A_
documentary history of the Negro people in the United States (New York,
1968), I, 454,

3 British attitudes to the Civil War and to Lincoln are discussed in Chapter
Seven.
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The London Times, shaping and reflecting the views of the British upper

W

middle class, and sometimes, though not always, speaking for the ILiberal
Ministry of Lord Palmerston and Lord John Russell, noted Lincoln*'s "strong
anti-slavery opinions" but consistently rejected in late 1860 and 1861 any
idea that Lincoln could be considered an abolitionist. Far from seeing
Iincoln as the abolitionist leader of an extreme anti-slavery party the
paper discounted Southern fears, believing that he had been elected because
he represented the moderate wing of the Republican Party and would put the
preservation of the Union above all else.

The attitude of the Times suggests that the tradition found no favour
amongst the British social classes to which Confederates later looked for
sympathy. That of the Economist indicates that the British commercial
classes also rejected this concept of Lincoln in 1860-1861. As the
presidential election drew near and Southern charges of abolitionist became
more frenzied the Economist was talking about Lincoln's "mild type of Anti-
Slavery policy."  This anti-slavery Jjournal did see Lincoln's election as
a moral victory for the cause of freedom, but for any who might hope for
radical measures against slavery, the Economist had discouraging news:

"It would be a great mistake to suppose that Mr. Abraham Lincoln is an

extreme man. His views seem to us to fall far short of what may fairly

be termed even a statesmanlike Anti-Slavery creed."1 Nor could the

strongly anti-slavery Spectator detect in Lincoln any signs of the
abolitionist. Articles of late 1860 referred to the "essentially conservative
policy" he was expected to pursue and explained to its readers that "At
present, not slavery, but the limitation of slavery, is in question...At
present, a broad line separates the Republicans from the Abolitionists.

From the Abolitionists the Republicans received no support. Over their

success there was no Abolitionist song of triumph."2

1 Economist, Sept. 8, Nov. 3, 24, 1860; April 13, 1861.
2  Spectator, Nov. 24, Dec. 8, 1860.
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Provincial newspapers followed Loncoln*s lead in dismissing the
tradition. The tendency of secessionists to identify Lincoln with
abolitionism, ignoring his declarations to the contrary, was deplored.
According to a Birmingham newspaper, "the President's aversion to slavery is
not of an aggressive character...he is...anything but a model Abolitionist,
professing simply a personal dislike to the idea of slavery, together
with a disposition to be highly charitable towards those whose interests
run in the opposite direction." Lincoln, it was asserted, "is not an
Abolitionist;...a rampant demagogue;...a rash and desperate man." "Passion
and politics apart," declared one paper, "he is just the man the South ought
to support."l

In Britain as in America anti-slavery men in general rejected the idea
that Lincoln was an abolitionist. Close contacts with abolitionism in

America ensured that the Anti-Slavery Reporter, organ of the British and

Foreign Anti-Slavery Society, would do so. In November 1860 the journal
noted that Frederick Douglass, a prominent black abolitionist in the
Northern States, opposed Lincoln's candidature "because Mr. Lincoln is only
a non-extensionist, and not an abolitionist." When the election results
were known, the Reporter commented, "Our readers will scarcely required to
be reminded, that the Republican party is not, as a party, what is termed
abolitionist, though it is to a certain extent anti-slavery." The annual
report of the British and Foreign Anti-Slavery Society for 1860 confirmed
this view of Lincoln. Though it loosely described the Republican Party
as including "all shades of abolitionism™ and believed its victory would
be a step in the right direction, the report continued, "Your committee
are quite aware that a President elected by the Republicans would not

represent thoroughly anti-slavery principles..." When British anti-slavery

1 Manchester Guardian, March 26, 1861; Birmingham Daily Post, Nov. 27, 1860;
Liverpool Daily Post, Nov. 28, 1860. All were Liberal organs. Lincoln's
first inaugural address, viewed by many Southerners as final proof that
he threatened slavery and the South, did not change the British press
view of his attitude to slavery, and no charges of abolitionism resulted
from it in any leading paper.
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circles celebrated Lincoln's election they did so not because they thought
him an abolitionist, but because he was "a Presidential candidate
representing the 'anti-slavery' idea..."l

Except through the press, little can be learned of the British public's
attitude to Lincoln at this time.2 When the Liverpool Daily Post quoted a
letter from New York describing Lincoln as having been "a strong Abolitionist"”
during his congressional career, reader "Anti-Abolition" replied: "This is
decidedly erroneous. Mr. Lincoln is not and never was an Abolitionist."
The second letter was, however, so well-informed as to raise suspicions that
the writer was an American resident in or visiting Britain.3

Thus allegations such as those of the Star's American correspondent,
Frederick Milnes Edge, that Lincoln was an abolitionist who would be the
first anti-slavery president of the United States, or those of American
Hiram Fuller that Tincoln represented political abolitionism were rare, and
seem to have made little impact. Edge, writing in 1860, hoped to win
sympathy amongst British philanthropists and statesmen by presenting the
North's cause as anti-slavery. Perhaps he did so; but politicians and
other prominent men who spoke in favour of the North, while they often hoped
to see the Federal Government move against slavery, tended to accept at face
value Lincoln's protests that his administration represented no threat to
that institution in the South. It seems likely that Hiram Fuller's 1861
lecture had even less influence on British opinion. Drawing a distinction
between the abolitionist movement proper and political anti-slavery in
America, Fuller described the latter, as represented by Lincoln's
administration, as far more dangerous to the South. At times Fuller's
language became highly reminiscent of that used in Southern editorials and

speeches at the time of secession crisis, and in his attempt to stimulate

1  Anti-Slavery Reporter, Nov. 1, 1860, Dec. 1, 1860; 21st Report of the

British and Foreign Anti-Slavery Society (London, 1860): Anti-Slavery

Reporter, VIII, 3 Ser. (1860), supplement, 160-161; George Thompson to
Wm. Lloyd Garrison, Nov. 23, 1860: Liberator, Dec. 14, 1860.

See below, Chapter Eight.

Liverpool Daily Post, Nov. 26, 27, 1860
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pro-Southern feeling in Britain Fuller was attempting to use the kind of

anti-abolition arguments, modified so as not to alienate anti-slavery feeling
in Britain, which had served secessionists well in the South a year earlier.
However, the audience, which included Yancey, was "very small".1 All the
evidence suggests that those who spoke in Britain in favour of the seceding
states did not find the concept of Lincoln as an abolitionist a useful one
in a society which took pride in the destruction of slavery in its own
territories almost thirty years earlier. They generally preferred to play
upon the lack of anti-slavery action by the Northern Government in order to
embarrass its protagonists in Britain. Since the latter were only too well
aware of the Lincoln Administration's failings on this matter, the words
used by one Member of Parliament could have been spoken on behalf of either
North or South: "True it was", he said, "that there was a party in the
Northern States who were abolitionist, who looked at the question of slavery
with the same abhorrence we did. But they were not the government."2
Occasional attacks on Lincoln and his party as abolitionists did appear
in Britain during the war, as in 1863, when Marylander Mrs. Greenhow had
published in London her work on the Civil War which described Lincoln as
"the Abolition Irrepressible conflict chief" elected by "the Abolition party"
and attacked the Republicans for seeking "to deprive the South of her
sovereign equal rights, and to reduce her to a state of vassalage..."3
Nevertheless, it seems clear that there never was any significant support in
Britain for the concept of Lincoln. Thus though the emergence of the
image of Lincoln as an abolitionist serves as a case-study in myth-making
and so as an introduction to the development of Lincoln myths elsewhere, it

originated as and remained a political myth of the white South.

1 Frederick M. REdge, Slavery Doomed; Or, The Contest Between Free and Slave
Labour in the United States (London, 1860), 216-17; viii; Hiram Fuller,
The Causes and Consequences of The Civil War in America. An Address
Delivered in St. James Hall, Dec. 19, 1861 (London, 186(2)), 11,13;
London Observer quoted in Ibid., 30.

2 Frederick Peel, speech at Bury, Dec. 11, 1861: Manchester Guardian, Dec.
12, 1861. Peel was pro-South.

3 yrs..Greenhow, My Imprisonment and the First Year of Abolition Rule at
Washington, (London, 1863), 12-13.
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Chapter Two

American Responses to the Emancipation Proclamations

The shepherd drives the wolf from the sheep's throat,
for which the sheep thanks the shepherd as a liberator,

while the wolf denounces him for the same act as the
destroyer of liberty, especially as the sheep was a
black one. Plainly the sheep and the wolf are not
agreed upon a definition of the word liberty; and
precisely the same difference prevails today among us
human creatures, even in the North, and all professing
to love 1liberty. = Address by Abraham Lincoln at
Baltimore, April 18, 1864.1
The enduring image of Lincoln as the Great Emancipator of the Negro
slave undoubtedly represents fundamental themes and values in American
society. Yet within that society few saw Lincoln as a hero of liberty
when the Proclamations of Emancipation were issued. A study of white
American responses to the proclamations will indicate why this was so.2
Given the relationship of slavery to the economic and social
organization of their section, white Southerners' reactions to the
emancipation edicts were as predictable as they are well known. They
will be glanced at briefly because the proclamations became symbols for
the South, condensing its fears, and reinforcing the mythical images of
Lincoln and of its own society which had represented those fears in

secessionist rhetoric and were now used to endorse and stimulate the

Confederate war effort.

1 Lincoln, Works, VII, 302.
2 American responses to Lincoln's Emancipation Proclamations are discussed

briefly in Randall and Donald, 360-81, 387-90, and in greater detail in
John Hope Franklin, The Emancipation Proclamation (Edinburgh, 1963),
Chapters Three and Four. For abolitionists' reactions see McPherson,
Struggle for Bquality, 117-22.
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Southern leaders and the Confederate press denounced the decision to
adopt emancipation as a "fiendish" act and the "last extremity of wickedness".
Paradoxically, it was insisted that the measure would have no effect upon the
Confederacy. Depicted as a surrender to anti-slavery radicalism, the 1862
edict was said to have dropped Lincoln into the hands of the "radical
revolutionary party" of the North, but Confederate newspapers denied that it
would spark off a revolution in the Sz:»uth.1 The mass of Confederates
shared these views: a Union general, released from a Southern prisoner of
war camp in October 1862, told how "many of the (Confederate) officers with
whom he had conversed blasphemously condemned it, saying that it was damnable
and could never be enforood.z Such was the outcry from the Confederacy that
an anti-slavery Chaplain with Federal troops in Tennessee could notewith
satisfaction the "hoarse bellowings and deep groanings of Secessiondom over
the Procla.na.tion."3

To those imbued with an ideology Jjustifying slavery as a positive good,u
emancipation was a disaster for white and black alike, ending forever the
way of life cherished by a people already creating the powerful myth of the
0l1d South with its tranquil plantation life, benevolent masters and happy
slaves, Thus a young Confederate girl could write of Lincoln‘'s Emancipation
Proclamation:

And to think old Abe wants to deprive us of all that fun! No more
cotton, sugar-cane, or rice! No more old black aunties or uncles.
No more rides in mule teams, no more songs in the cane-fields, no
more steaming kettles, no more black faces and shining teeth around
the furnace fires! If Lincoln could spend the grinding season on
a plantation, he would recall his proclamation.

1 The(london) Anti-Slavery Reporter, Nov. 1, 1862; Richmond Enquirer,
Sept. 30, 1862, quoted in Franklin, The Epancipation Proclamation, 68,

Houston (‘I\exasz Tri-wee?x Telegraph, Oct. 1862; Arkansas State

Gazette, Oct. &4, 11, 1862.

The Boston Commonwealth, Nov. 1,1862.

Samuel Day, Chaplain 8th, Illinois Infantry, to Editors, Sept. 3, 1862,

reprinted from The Congregationalist in the New Orleans Daily Ficayume,

Oct. 22, 1862.

4  EBric L. McKitrick, ed., Slavery Defended: the views of the 0ld South
(Baglewood Cliffs, N.J., 1963), esp. pp. 86-98, 126-138.
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For her, and for many Southerners, it was impossible to imagine a
South without Negro slaves, . Moreover, in the racially-prejudiced
ideology of the antebellum South, blacks were unfit - or at best unready -
for freedom: according to Confederate nurse Kate Cumming "eat, sleep, and
no work" was the Negro's motto. Confederate officer Richard Corbin shared
the belief of many Southernmers that emancipation would not benefit the
blacks because it would take them without preparation, from a sheltered life
to the responsibilities of providing for themselves: in 1864 he wrote,
"the negro's happiest condition is slavery. You have only to go over the
country to convince you of that; ... from a humanitarian point of view I
deprecate the abolition of slavery; ..." e

Fundamental, however, to the South's bitter response to the proclamation
was the belief that in declaring free Southern slaves Lincoln sought to
weaken the Confederacy by inciting servile revolt. Fear of slave rebellion
was a constant factor in the life of the antebellum South, and reflected the
ambivalence of Southerners towards their "peculiar institution". The
Justification of slavery as a positive good for master and slave alike
demanded that slaves be pictured as contented. Yet with the image of the
indolent and happy slave there co-existed a contradictory belief in the
bestial ferocity of the half-savage African, a hidden violence that would

burst forth if freed from the restraints of slavery.3 From the white

1 James I. Robertson, Jr., ed., A Confederate Girl's Diary. ah Morgan
Dawson (Bloomington, III., 1960), 277: entry for Nov. 9, 1%22.

2 Richard B. Harwell, ed., Kate; The Journal of a Confederate Nurse, by
Kate Cumming (Baton Rouge, 1959), 176: entry for Nov. 29, 1963; hereafter
cited as Cumming, Journal. Corbin to his mother, Dec. 29, 1864, in
Letters of a Confederate Officer to his Family in Europe During the last
Year of the War of Secession (New York, 1913 ed.)s Magazine of History,
Extra Numbers, VI, No. 24, p. 91, hereafter cited as Corbin, lLetters.

3 Stanley M. Elkins, Slavery: A Problem in American Institutional and
Intellectual Life (Chicago, 1968 ed.), 217-22; see also George M.

Frederickson, The Black Image in the White Mind: The Debate on Afro-
American Character and Destiny, 1812-121ﬁ (New York, 1971).
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Southerner's concern about a dangerous and concealed side to the character

1  puring the Civil War

of the Negio sprang fear - and sometimes hysteria.
such fear was accentuated by the absence of large numbers of adult white
males in the Confederate Army. Thus ILincoln's proclamation of 1862 touched
an exposed nerve. In the Confederate Congress the edict was denounced as
"an invitation to an atrocious servile war, ... (that) should be held up to
the execration of mankind ...", and the Southern press savagely attacked the
Northern President whose edict, it was asserted, sought "to deluge the South
in the blood of a servile insurrection ‘...“2

That some leading Confederates genuinely feared slave risings resulting
from the proclamation need not be donbted.3 At the same time, even if they
denied that the proclamation would be effective, they had good reason to
promote the idea that Iincoln was inciting the slaves to revolt. Since
Southerners had long accused abolitionists of doing so, this view of Lincoln
was coneistent with the image of him as an anti-slavery fanatic exploited
during the Secession Crisis. The vision of Lincoln calling upon the slaves
to murder their masters thus complemented and confirmed the validity of the
mythic themes permeating the South's interpretation of secessions and, by
reinforcing fears that had played a part in the establishment of the Confederacy
and by exciting moral outrage, stimulated the Southern war effort. The

Arkansas State Gazette made clear the effect this interpretation of Iincoln's

motives was expected and intended to have: "... just and holy as our cause

has heretofore been, it is now more so than ever, because our soldiers are

1 Anti-abolitionist hysteria resulted partly from this fear: see
William L. Garrison to John Oliver of Richmond, April 18, 1870,

Carter G. Woodson Papers, Library of Congress.
2 Resolution introduced in the Confederate Senate by Mr. Semmes of
Louisiana, Sept. 29, 1862;: TFroceedings of the First Confederate

Congrese, Southern Historic% Society Papers, XIVII (Dec., 1930), 7;
Richmond Dispatch, Oct. 4, 1862.

3 L'Union, Jan. 15, 1863.
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not only fighting for the right of governing themselves and controlling their

own property, but for the lives and honor of helpless women and ehildren."l

This explanation of Iincoln's policy was also meant for use by critics of the

Federal Government in the Nérth and in Europe to counteract claims by

Lincoln's supporters that he had adopted emancipation for humanitarian reasons,

for the image of him as an Emancipator might weaken sympathy for the Confederacy,

particularly in anti-slavery Briitain. Thus the South tried to turn upon the

North its own Wweapon, and by symbolizing in Lincoln and his emancipation

edicts the fears of the South, to ensure that emancipation would have an effect

upon the Confederacy predicted by Confederate war clerk J.B. Jones when he

wrote of the September edict, "This will only intensify the war, and add

largely to our numbers in the field.” =
There were, indeed, Southerners in areas occupied by Federal troops who

openly welcomed the edicts. One reason why some may have done so is

suggested by Union General Robert McAllister'®s description of "a strong Union

lady" in Virginia: "She goes in for the President's proclamation and all,

though she was a large slave owner. But most of her negroes have run off." 3

1 Arkansas State Gazette, Oct. 4, 1862

2 Howard Swiggett, ed., A Rebel War Clerk's Di at the Confederate States
Capital, by John B. Jones, 2 vols. %New York, 19355, I, 157. Hereafter
cited as Jones, Diary. A circular from fresident Davis to Confederate
governors (Nov. 1862) depicted theFederal Government as "trying to
inflict on the non-combatant population all the horrors of a servile war."
Allen D. Candler, comp., The Confederate Records of the State of Gmowsia
(Atlanta, 1910), I, 305. This idea was a double-edged Wweapon politically.
In a letter to Davis (Oct. 18, 1862) Governor Brown of Georgia also spoke
of the danger of servile revolt "which our insidious foe now proclaims to
the world it is his intention to incite, which if done may result in an
indiscriminate massacre of helpless women and children." Brown, however,
was using the alleged threat to justify Georgia's opposition to the
Confederate draft. Ibid., I, 295.

3  McAllister to his daughter, Sept. 28, 1862, in James I. Robertson, Jr.,
ed.,, The Civil War letters of Gggeral Robert McAllister (New Brunswick
N.J., 15355 212. Hereafter cited as McAllister, Letters.




Nonetheless, most Southerners could not take the proclamations in such a
spirit. "Sur le plus grand nombre ...", commented L'Union, "elle est tombee
comme un torrent d'huile sur une ville en feu ..."1 Widespread fears of slave
revolts were reported in late 1862 and early 186342 "T wonder" wrote Kate
Stone in her diary, "what will be the result of this diabolical move. Surely
not as bad for us as they intend it to be. I think there is little chance of
a happy hereafter for President Lincoln. A thousand years of repentance
would be but brief time to wipe out his sins against the South."3 For the

people of the Confederacy emancipation could have no hereoes.

Slavery was legal in only four of the twenty-two states which remained in the
Union in 1861. Yet the angry outbursts of Southerners were matched by wide-
spread condemnation of Lincoln's edicts in the Free States. For in 1862 and
1863 few Northerners were ready for emancipation on moral grounds, and the
demands of Northern politics made it difficult for either opponents or friends
of the Administration to see in Lincoln the hero of emancipation.

Divided on sectional lines following the withdrawal of Southern radicals
at the Charleston and Baltimore conventions of 1860,4 and consequently
defeated in the presidential election of that year, the Democracy was still a
significant force in the politics of the wartime North. During the war, the
party drew its strength from North-BEastern cities and Midwestern states, and

its platform and policies reflected the hostility towards emancipation

1 L'Union, Jan, 15, 1863, describes measures urged by the Governors of
Georgia and South Carolina to protect against slave revolts in their
states.

2 Daily Picayune, Oct. 18, 1862: Manchester (New Hampshire) Aperican,
Oct. 14, 1%%2 quoted in L'Union, Nov. 8, 1862; Cairo City Gazette,
Oct. 23, 1862. See also Harvey Wish, "Slave Disloyalty Under the
Confederacy", JNH, XXIII (Oct. 1938), 438-39.

3 John Q. Anderson, ed., Brokenburn, The Journal of Kate Stone, 1861-1868
(Baton Rouge, 1955), 145-146; entry for Oct. 1, 1862. Hereafter
cited as Stone, Journal.

4  Nichols, Disruption of Americafl Democracy, 288-304, 312-18.
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prevalent in these areas. This was sound tactics. With Republicans
clearly identified as representing politically all shades of Northern anti-
slavery feeling, Democrats, who often retained considerable sympathy with
former colleagues in the South, were bound to exploit anti-emancipation and
anti-Negro sentiment to win votes from the Government. When opposition to
the war effort was easily equated with treason, to the advantage of the
Republican Party, emancipation was one issue on which the Government could
be safely assailed. Also, Northern Democrats saw reunion with the South as
a necessary condition for the restoration of their party to power. This
would be imperilled if emancipation were adopted as a war measure, prolonging
and embittering Confederate resistance and, if effective, destroying the
powerful slave-owning class in which lay the strength of the Southern
Democracy. Thus many Northern Democrats supported the war effort, but the
party had both short-term and long-term reasons for opposing the Federal
Government's emancipation policy whether or not this was presented as a

military necessity.l
Richard O 'Gorman spoke for numerous Northern Democrats when he told a

New York audience that he objected to Lincoln's emancipation policy "because
in my humble judgement, it is a violation of fhe Constitution ..." Many
denied that it was a necessary war measure, undermining the Republican
defence of its constitutionality. As the New York World pointed out, the
proclamation could not be necessary to military success if military success

was necessary to make emancipation effective. This paper and Democratic

1 There is no major study of the Democratic Party during thaCivil War,
but on the Peace Democrats, who opposed the Union war effort, see

Frank L. Klement, The Copperheads of the Middle West (Chicago, 1960)
and The Limits of Dissent: ement L. Vallandigham and theCivil War
(Lexington, 1970), and on theWar Democrats, who sustained the Union
war effort, see Christopher Dell, Lincoln and the War Democrats
(Rutherford, 1975). J. Jacque Voegeli's Free but Not Equal:  The
Midwest and the Negro during the Civil War iChicago, 1970 ed,) deals
with the wartime attitudes of Midwestern Republicans and Democrats
towards the Negro and emancipation. A recently published history of

the Democratic Party which covers this period briefly is Ralph M. Goldman,
Search for Consensus: The Story of the Democratic Party (Philadelphia,

15757
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opinion in general held that the proclamation would not free the slaves.
John D. Caton, Chief Jystice of the Supreme Court of Illinois, lent legal
weight to this argument. In the eyes of his Democratic critics, Lincoln,
far franbeing a great emancipator, could not claim to have emancipated
anyone; for them the act was simply a "brutum fulmen".1
Ileading Democrats used the emancipation edicts to drive home their
interpretation of the war. Without disputing the legitimacy of the
Northern war effort, they were anxious to lay primary responsibility for the
war upon anti-slavery radicals. At the same time Democratic speakers
frequently and deliberately drew no distinction between extreme abolitionists
and anti~-slavery Republicans. This discredited the Republican Farty as a
whole, by association, and enabled Democrats, whenever the Government moved
against slavery, to depict the country as passing under the control of
fanatics whose extremism had made compromise with the South impossible during
the Secession Crisis. Lincoln's emancipation edicts were presented as the
culmination of this process, showing Lincoln to be finally under the control
of anti-slavery extremists. So in January, 1863 a leading organ of
Midwestern Democracy, the Chicago Times, told hawtwo years earlier bitter
hatred between Northern abolitionists and ultra slaveholders had nullified
attempts at conciliation and war had been unavoidable because of “"the
asinine rancor of the blood-letting Chandlers controlling the abolition
delegation in Congress"., Lincoln and Seward, then advocating compromise,
had been overruled by the fanatics "Who have since taken possession of the

Executive."” Once the danger of compromise was past, the "abolition press

1 New York Tribune, Oct. 10, 1862; New York World, Jan. 3, 1863, quoted in
James G. Randall, Constitutional Problems Upder Iincoln (Urbana, 1961 ed.)
379; resolution adopted at meeting of the democracy, Murphysboro,
Illinois, Aug. 1, 1863 and correspondence of Caton in Chicago Times,

Aug. 8, 1863, Sept. 26, 1862; Picayune, Oct. 9, 1862 quoting Louisville
Journal; Chicago Times, Sept. 23, 1%32.
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and pulpit demanded a more vigorous policy", and, with Congress instigating
and conddning what the Times called an attack on private property, the
emancipation programme was gradually enacted, to climax with “the crowning
infamy of the proclamation of January lst."l

In terms of his analysis, the Democratic Party could present itself as
the lone but consistent defender of Union and Constitution against anti-
slavery fanaticism. The emancipation policy laid an extra burden upon
loyal men, said Caton, but "May God in His mercy to our bleeding country
and endangered constitution, grant that it may have no worse results than
to meet the disapproval of democrats in the free States, ... They cannot
be drawn from this support." Democrats would not, the Party claimed,
abandon the Union cause because of the President's action, however much they
deplored it. As the Cairo City Gazette had said succinctly: "loyalty can
exist without Lincolnism."?

While politically advantageous, such arguments doubtless reflected
genuine concern that Government policy was becoming increasingly radical.
The attack upon emancipation was not, however, confined to such themes.
Democrats simply could not afford to ignore the opportunity-presented by
Lincoln's emancipation edicts to exploit Northern prejudice against the
black race. Abolitionists, politicians and ordinary citizens alike

admitted that, as Harper's Weekly said in 1862, "a mortal antipathy for

the negro is entertained by a large class of persons at the North."3

Though fear of social equality with blacks and of miscegenation played a
part in racial hostility, it was most marked in cities and midwestern
states where Negro labour could potentially compete with white, and amongst

urban, and particularly immigrant, labourers most likely to face such

1 Chicago Times, Jan. 5, 1863.

2 Ibid., Sept. 26, 1862; Cairo City (Illinois) Gazette, July 4, 1861.
Thus Democrats sought to exploit anti-emancipation feeling without
alienating staunch unionists. | .

3 Paul M., Angle and Earl Schenck Miers .T§%glc Years, 1860-186;. A
Documentary History of the Aperican & ar, 2 vols, (New York,
1960), I, 402.




48

competition.1 The war intensified existing anti-Negro sentiments.
Black army surgeon A.T. Augusta had always known Baltimore "as a place
where it is considered a virtue to mob colored people ...", but blacks
resident in that and other cities recorded increasing white hostility to
their race during the war.2 Such antagonism did not necessarily result
in support for slavery. Many who voted for Republicanism and against
slavery extension did so to keep Negroes out of the Territories, as the
Republican Party recognized when it claimed to be "the only white man's
party in the country."3 But during the war it became clear that
Republican anti-slavery went beyond non-extension, and though Republican
leaders sought to present emancipation in terms which appealed to racialist
assumptions, it was the Democrats who were able increasingly to make of
racialism a political weapon.a

The Democratic press overflowed with racialist notions. Though anti-
emancipation propaganda normally stopped short of the South's assertion that
slavery was a positive good, its emphasis on slaves' loyalty to their owners,
sufficient to induce them to fight for the Confederacy despite cowardly
natures which shrank from self-dependence, implied that the institution
was something less than an evil.5 As this suggests, if Democratic opponents
of emancipation were fairly consistently hostile towards blacks, there were
glaring inconsistencies in racialist arguments. In particular, while
abolition was denounced as unnecessary since slaves did not desire freedom,
it was stressed that if adopted emancipation would flood free states with

ex-slaves, threatening their economic and social organization. The economic

1 TIeon F. Litwack, North of Slavery: The Ne in the Free States, 1
1860 (Chicago, 19315 V. Jacque Voegeli, Free but Not Equal: The Midwest
and_the Negro during the Civil War (Chicago, 1970 ed.), esp. pp. 1-9.

2 Voegeli Free but Not Equal, 1-2; Augusta to Editor, Lyceum Observer,

Fleet bra f Congress; Jacob
Whi ejfo Jog éph a%iﬁl YS Bfr%érkgr G?ngodsoggiapefs
Foner, Free Soil

For a definition of the term racialism as used in this thesis see above,
o Vs
5 &im ity %ette, Aug. 15, Dec. 5, 1861 and May 15, 29, (quoting Boston
‘1862,

Courier),
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basis and political usefulness of Northern prejudice against black people
were indicated in the warning by Pennsylvania Democrats that the Republican
Party"seeks to turn the slaves of the Southern States loose to overrun the
North and enter into competition with the white laboring masses, thus
degrading and insulting their manhood by placing them on:'an equality in their
occupations ...“l That such claims reflected real economic and social
fears is suggested by attacks on Negro labourers by whites in Midwestern
and Eastern towns during the summer of 1863,2 and by incidents such as that
when a black minister was forced off a Phoenix omnibus because of his colour.3
Lincoln's emancipation announcement enabled Democrats to exploit further
anti-Negro feeling and the Chicago Times immediately published letters
warning that the predicted influx of Regro "pauwpers" had begun. Racial
prejudice was blended with the idea that the September proclamation turned
the war into an abolitionist crusade. In a series of "Pertinent Questions
and Answers" the Times asked its readers, represented by an anonymous soldier,
"would you be willing to have your throat cut, and the throats of all other
loyal citizens, in order to let the negroes free?“4
Initially adopted as part of the Democracy's 1862 election campaign
racialist attacks on the emancipation edicts continued throughout 1863.
The Lansing Journal offered readers a lurid example of what happened when
Northerners fought to free slaves. Reporting the attempted rape of a
German woman by a Negro, the paper declared, "This is the first emancipated

'American citizen of African descent'who has made his way into this community.

How tolerable will be the condition when the country is filled with “them."

1 Liberator, Aug. 8, 1862 quoted in Willisfen H. Lofton, "Northern Labor and
the Negro", JNH, XXXIV, no. 3 (July, 1949), 254.
2 Democratic newspapers seem, howevey, to have incited such attacks; Lofton

op.cit., 259.
3 Pine ané Palm, July 6, 1861. A pro-Negro Boston weekly which promoted

colonization.
4  Chicago Times, Sept. 23, 26, 27, 1862.
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A comment attributed to the black might have led cynics to suspect a
Democrat in disguise: "When on his way to jail, the prisoner very coolly
told the office in charge of him, *that Father Abraham had made him free
and he only wanted his rights.'" "Oh," mourned the Journal, "the beauties
of emancipation!™ The piece was entitled: "Brutal Outrage by a Negro -
First Fruits ofrEmancipation."l

Discontent over the draft act gave opponents of the Administration new
opportunities to exploit racial prejudice, and with an eye to state and
local elections, many Democrats linked emancipation and conscription in
a Jjoint attack aimed at winning votes amongst traditionally anti-Negro
elements of the electorate. In July 1863 a meeting of Chicago Democrats
which discussed raising funds to exempt members from the draft, declared
its opposition to a war conducted "for the purpose of depressing the white
man to the level of the negro." A separate, brilliantly worded resolution
linked genuine class resentments aroused by the exemption clause permitting
the wealthy to avoid conscription with anti-emancipation feeling when it
declared that the association intended to protect its members from the draft
law, thus “"by combined contributions putting the poor man on a pecuniary
equality, so far as this law is concerned with the starched abolition
aristocrats of the (avenue?) who surpass us only in the accumulation of that
capital which our labors have created and whose nefarious efforts since this
war began have contributed so largely to bringing the affairs of the country
to their present unhappy condition." A similar meeting emphasized the
necessity "for all good democrats, who had no wish to sacrifice everything
dear to them in the world, politically and domestically, by going South and

fighting for the negro" to avoid the draft.2 The effectiveness of this

1 Chicago Times, June 30, 1863 quoting lansing (Hichiga.n) Journal,
June 24, 1863.
2 Resolutlons adopted at meeting of 3rd ﬂard Democrats, Ghicago, and

dmore at meeting of gth crats, Chicago,
commeg% : Chicago ]mme , July 20 25, igg ’
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propaganda was indicated by the bitter complaint of an Illinois Republican
newspaper in July 1863 that urban Irish "are distinguished here by negro-
hatred and haughty contempt of all men of color, wallow in dirt and whisky,
fill the jails, and vote the democratic ticket from head to ta.il."l

The attack upon Lincoln's proclamations was crucial to the Democratic
Party's bid for increased poﬁer in the 1862 and 1863 elections.2 With
anti-slavery men almost certain to vote Republican, the Democracy's
response to emancipation was determined by the need not only to retain
the support of the Democratic masses but also to win votes amongst those
elements hostile to the Negro and emancipation which might nevertheless,
out of Unionism, sustain the Government. Hostile as a matter of principle
or policy, or both, to attacks upon slavery, Democratic opponents of the
Government could have no concept of the President as an heroic emancipator.

Their campaign did not go unchallenged. Across the Union,
Republicans rallied to the support of Lincoln's proclamation. With them
stood war Democrats, Border-State Unionists a.nd other non-Republicans who
for their own reasons chose to declare for Union and emancipation.

Overall party unity was reflected in the Republican press response to

emancipation. Commenting upon the preliminary edict, the Chicago Journal,

1 Illinois State Zeitung, July 23, 1863 in Chicago Times, July 25, 1863.
2 Lincoln to Carl Schurz, Nov. 10, 1862: Lincoln, Works, V, 493-49k4,
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a leading organ of Midwestern conservative Republica.nism,l expressed a fear

that the "wise, statesmanlike and patriotic" measure "will of course not
satisfy the ultras of either political extreme, and we shall be prepared
for a renewal of the usual howl of denunciation." It came, however, only
from opposition Democrats. If ultra anti-slavery Revublicans had hoped
for a more forceful measure, they accepted what was given with a good grace.
"It is the beginning of the end of the rebellion;" declared the leading
Republican nespaper, the New York Tribune, which had long represented
Radical demands that the rresident move against slavery. " (It is) the
beginning of the new 1life of the nation. God bless Abraham Lincoln.'"2
There were variations in the extent to which Republican editors felt bound
to support the edict. What for Radical organs was "a blessed boom" received

more reserved approval in many non-Radical papers. Yet even the conservative

New York Times described the proclamation as "a sublime act".3

1 Republicans are usually classified as Radical, moderate or conservative,
but neither contemporaries nor historians have always agreed over such
classifications. The Liberator and Eric Foner call Charles F. Adams, Sr.,
Radical, but Hans L. Trefousse sees him as moderate. William R. Brock,
Mark M. Krug and Trefousse describe Orville H. Browning as conservative;
Randall and Donald and T. Harry Williams view him as moderate. Foner has
stressed the problems of classifying men like Doolittle, Fessenden,
Greeley, Grimes and Yates, all of whom co-operated with the Radicals at
times but often showed conservative tendencies. For a discussion of this
problem and an illuminating survey of Radical leadership see William R.
Brock, An American Crisis: Congress and Reconstruction, 1865-1867 (London,
1963), 67-94. The problem of classification is linked with disagreement
over what constitutes Radicalism or conservatism, and is complicated by the
fact that, as Brock points out, individual Republicans might be Radical on
on one issue but conservative on another, and that the 1860's were years of
rapid change during which the positions taken by individuals and groups
within the Republican rarty on issues connected with the War and
Reconstruction also changed. Nevertheless, it is possible to define
broadly Radical, moderate and conservative attitudes on slavery and
emancipation. Radicals sought to abolish slavery, and, as Margaret
Shortreed points out, the slaveholding aristocracy, through political action.
Emancipation on military and moral grounds was central to their wartime
programme . Not all who were Radicals before the War remained so, and many
not formerly Radical became so during the War or Reconstruction. Moderates
were opposed to slavery but also to a direct attack upon it in the South.
They generally accepted abolition when this was urged as a war measure.
Conservatives opposed any interference with slavery in the states and hoped
to see the slavery question played down by the Government. See also p. 143,

2 Chicago Journal quoted in New Orleans Qg;lx_ggl%g, Oct. 9, 1862; New York

i (Sept. 23) quoted in Baltimore Sun, oept. 24, 1862, .
el a E) 2 Ffaﬂklig, Emaﬁcipation Proclamation,

Harper's Weekly(Octlh; 1862) quoted in
3 3; New York Times, éept. 23, 1862, quoted in Roland C. McConnell, "From

rreliminary to Final ipation: The First Hundred Days",, JNH, XILVIII .. .
(A'rill lng)? é%?? %ﬂgngégibiican.pregs gave a‘warm Hoe ;Ton'to ¥ge final
ed{ct {o0: “See Franklin, The Emancijation rroclamation, 1 21,




55

Two factors shaped the pro-emancipation stand of Republican leadership.
One was the origin of their party as the culmination of the political anti-
slavery movement. The other was political necessity. Hostility to
slavery, the driving force of Republican Radicalism, found expression in
warm support for Lincoln's proclamation from Radical leaders including John
Andrew, Zachariah Chandler, Salmon P. Chase, Cassius M. Clay, Hannibal Hamlin,
Jacob Howard, Charles Sumner and Henry Wilson. A similar reaction might
have been anticipated from moderates whose strong anti-slavery sentiments
frequently led them to co-operate with the Radicals. Such was the case with
James Doolittle, William P. Fessenden, Horace Greeley, James W, Grimes,
Lyman Trumbull and Richard Yates. Antipathy towards slavery probably also
influenced the pro-emancipation stand of such moderate Republicans as Francis
W. Kellogg, and Oliver P. Morton, and conservatives such as Jacob Collamer.
At the same time, the need for party unity in the election months of 1862
was evident to all. As opposition Democrats denounced the proclamation in
a carefully combined appeal to war weariness, racial prejudice, anti-Radical
sentiment and mid-term dissatisfaction with the party in power, Republican
leaders had little choice but to confirm the anti-slavery sentiments of their
organization and sustain the President's measure. Thus even in the key city
of New York and the pivotal state of Illinois, where anti-Negro feeling and
hostility towards abolitionism traditionally played a vital role in politics,
Republicans and their allies stood firmly for emancipation.l

The Syracuse Republican Union Convention of September 1862 endorsed a
ticket which nominated a militant emancipationist Republican general, James
Wadsworth, for governor on a platform strongly supporting the proclamation.
No doubt Republican leaders hoped thus to exploit upstate anti-slavery
sentiment, but the need to carry New York City, where their opponents were
certain to take a strong stand against emancipation, was not forgotten.

As a journalist attending the convention observed:

1 It was a pattern reflected in other states, for example, Ohio,
Massachusetts and Michigan.



54

the proclamation of the President (is) being used effectually by

Wadsworth's friends, who insist that the candidate and the platform

at this time must strongly back up the President. Their argument

is that every Democrat will denounce the proclamation, and no

temporizing or compromise will do with regard to the candidate or

platform.
In the campaign that followed in the city many meetings specifically declared
for emancipation as they endorsed the Republican ticket. Prominent
Republicans and other Administration supporters spoke in support of the edict.l
Though hampered by the refusal of influential New York Republicans William H.
Seward and Thurlow Weed to support Wadsworth, the party fought the New York
elections on the basis of a Union and emancipation appeal.2

Similarly the 1862 Republican Union State Convention at Springfield,
I1linois strongly supported the Emancipation Proclamation. The Democratic
Chicago Times, described those attending as ultra-Radicals, jubilant over
the President's decree and "bolder in their fanaticism ..." In fact,
appearing alongside Illinois Radicals Butz and Owen Lovejoy were moderate
Republicans and War Democrats., Individual speakers and the convention as
a whole "heartily endorsed" the proclamation.3 A further demonstration of
support was a Chicago Emancipation Mass Meeting, addressed by prominent
War Democrats and Republicans, "all eloquent and earnest in their support
for the proclamation and the war, and each applauded to the echo." The
political nature of this gathering, reportedly attended by two thousand
Republicans, was confirmed by war Democrat Stephen A, Goodwin who called the
meeting to order. Its purpose, he said, was to endorse emancipation and

demonstrate that those present had no sympathy with fault-finders or rebels

and were ready to use any means Jjudged necessary to end the E.ebellion.4

1 New York Tribune, Sept. 24, 25, and Oct. 1, 2, 3, 7, 9, 1862; Baltimore
Sun, Sept. 26, 1862; Commonwealth, Oct. 18, 1862.

2 Mark M. Krug, "The Republican Party and the Emancipation Proclamation",
JNH, XLVIII, (October, 1963), 112. See also resolutions of 10th. Ward
Wadsworth Club and 16th. Ward Republican ASsociation Meeting (Sept. 30),
15th Ward Union Men (Oct. 6) and 18th Ward Wadsworth Club Germans (Oct.
13). Details of these and other meetings from the files of the New York
Tribune.

3 TChicago Times, Sept. 24, 26, 1862; New York Tribune, Oct. 3, 1862.

4 New Orleans Daily Delta, Oct. 18, 1862; New York Tribune,Sépt. 29, 1862;
Krug, op.cit., 109 citing ibid., Sept. 27, 1862.
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This does not mean that there was no opposition within the party to the
Fresident's measure. Certain leading conservative Republicans were less
than pleased with it. Orville H. Browning, and Judge David Davis of Illinois,
and Thomas Corwin and Thomas Ewing of New York had been prominent in urging
Lincoln to oppose sweeping measures for the confiscation of rebels' slaves
favoured by congressional Radicals,l and were bitterly disappointed when the
President produced his own emancipation edict. They were conspicuously
absent from Unionist meetings called to endorse emancipation. Browning,
Davis and Judge Benjamin F, Thomas were otherwise engaged, trying to persuade
the Fresident not to issue the final proclamation, but finding him "fatally
bent upon his course ..." When Browning did appear at a Union meeting in
Quincy, Illinois, on election eve, he "astonished his hearers" by his failure
to endorse the Republican ticket and by his “sneer at proclamations."2 The
objections of these conservatives to Iincoln's policy3 were probably shared by
moderate Republicans such as Weed and Blair.4 Some Radicals were also
dissatisfied with theedict, feeling, unlike its conservative critics, that
it did not go far enough.5

Yet, presumably in the interests of party unity, most important Republican
critics of the edict refrained from publicly denouncing it. Forster of North
Carolina indicated the conservatives' dilemma: personally opposed to the
measure, he was embarrassed by demands from pro-emancipation constituents
that he should comment upon the proclamation. Unable to condone it, he
preferred to remain silent.6 Radical leaders had especially little to gain
by publicly criticizing a measure they had urged, whatever its limitations,

and seemed anxious to give Lincoln all possible support at a time when anti-

1 gins L. Trefousse, Lincoln's Decision for Emancipation (Philadelphia, 1975)

2 Theodore Pease and gga , The Dla of Orvill 1c an
?Chicago 162 %3 3
gg;g E%epublican Nov. 186 guoted in Randall and Donald 3 9-90.
2 rowning's Dia oted in ibid., 389.
Randall_and Dona ld 3 ?
5  McConnell, op. 01t., b,
6 New York Tribune, OCt. 1, 1862.
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emancipation propaganda might weaken his determination to issue the final
proclamation. That Republican leaders were intent upon preserving a
united front was shown when in Congress on December 11, 1862 Kentuckian
George Yeaman introduced resolutions that the proclamation was neither
warranted by the Constitution nor likely to promote peace. The House
of Representatives split on party lines, with Republican support for
Radical Owen Iovejoy's proposal to table the motion indicating that for
most Republican congressmen party loyalty took precedence over opposition
to Lincoln's edict.l That some who voted against Yeaman's motion never-
theless had misgivings about the proclamation is suggested by the
significantly lower Republican vote in favour of a resolution introduced
by Fessenden, a moderate who sometimes acted with the Radicals, declaring
the edict well suited to hastening peace.z

Joining Republicans in this Union and emancipation campaign were
Democrats who, committed to the war effort, rejected the policies of their
own party as strengthening IPeace Democrats.3 Anti-slavery feeling had
rarely played a key role in their politics. Democrats who sought a
political outlet for anti-slavery convictions or were unable to reconcile
these with their party'spre-war efforts to retain its pré—Southern wing,
had in most cases already moved into the Republican ranks,“ and the
conspicuous activity on behalf of congressional compromise measures during
the Secession Crisis of anti-slavery War Democrat Andrew Johnson suggests
that party and national unity were at this time the paramount concerns of
those who later became War Democrats. This reflected the conservatism

which made these men fear extremism whether for or against slavery, and

Congressional Globe, 3? cong., 3 sess., 76.
Randall and Donald, 388
Peace Democrats, or “Gopperheads » opposed the Union war effort.

t n the Mjdwest where t lead as Clement L.
Tont ASTRnEERetR 10 e Widues i shgee toplx Ladpr wea Clen
for example, James Doolittle, Hannibal Hamlin, }reston King, Geoxrge

Opdyke, James Wadsworth and David Wilmot.
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the nationalism which led them to condemn Republican sectionalism before
1861, Southern sectionalism in 1860-1861, and what they saw as the traitorous
stand of anti-Administration Democrats during the war.l

The nationalism which caused War Democrats to break with their party
in 1861 undoubtedly influenced their attitudes on emancipation. His loyalty
to slavery had ended, claimed A, J. Hamilton, a Southern exile and former
congressman from Texas, when secession had shown him that the issue was
slavery or Union, and his was not an isolated experience. By September 1862
most War Democrats were convinced, like General Wilcox, that the "hydra-headed
monster" of slavery had caused the war, which in turn was crushing slavery,
and that "We Democrats and Abolitionists can shake hands on that subject.”
On emancipation as on the war, such Democrats stood behind Lincoln and what
Wilcox called a killing policy.2

Thus Autumn 1862 saw many leading War Democrats ready to endorse
emancipation. As well as civilians such as Governor Brownlow of Tennessee,
E. Clark Ingersoll of Illinois and Daniel S. Dickinson of New York, these
included some prominent Army supporters of the proclamation - John Cochrane,
Colonels Eastman and Hamilton, and Generals Iogan, McClevernand, Iew Wallace
and Wilcox - and several took time off fighting to enlist in a different type
3 4

of campaign,” appearing at pro-emancipation meetings throughout the North.

1 For such men it seemed in 1861 that "the South even more than the
abolitionists was threatening the conservative ideal of government."
George M. Fredrickson, The Inner Civil War: Northern Intellectuals
and the Crisis of the Union (New York, 1%%8 ed.), 45.

2 Hamilton, speeches at Brooklyn and Cooper Institute, New York, Oct.

2, 3, 1862 and Dickinson, speech at New York, Oct. 8, 1862: New York
Tribune, Oct, 3, 4, 9, 1862; Ibid., Sept. 3, 1862 and New Orleans

3 For some a campaign better suited to their talents. Their usefulness
to the Republicans in the 1862 elections is clear: fresh from the front,
they could speak with authority of the military necessity for emancipation,
and opponents could not easily accuse them of abolitionism or question

their loyalty.
4  New York Tribune, Sept. 29, Oct. 13, 14, 1862.
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Recognition early in the war that slavery was unlikely to survive it
may have influenced such willingness to accept and condone emancipation in
1862. Equally, approval of Lincoln's edict reflected acceptance of his
claim that it was necessary to end the war.l There was, however, another
factor involved in the decision against slavery by War Democratic leadership.
By breaking with their party and taking an uncompromising Union stand War
Democrats had burned their boats politically. They could expect no future
sympathy from their own party any more than from Confederates.2 Their
political future depended upon a re-alignment of parties, and they pinned
their hopes upon an alliance of conservative Unionists providing a basis
for the emergence, initially in the Northern states, of a fusion party which
might later draw in those Southern Unionists who through secession had become
reluctant rebels. Such a party would need the backing of many who were
anti-slavery as well as all who put Union above slavery. War Democrats'
support for the Lincoln Administration as the legitimate government therefore
extended to its emancipation policy, not only because this was considered
necessary to save the Union, but also because acceptance of emancipation
was fundamental to their political survival.

This explains why War Democrats constantly called for non-partisan
endorsement of the Governmment and emancipation. Defending ILincoln's
proclamation, Lyman Tremain lashed out at those who pretended the Democratic
Party alone could save the Union, and Ingersoll similarly attacked his own
party when,as Illinois' Republican-Union candidate for Congress, he declared
that no Democrat wanted peace unless he also wanted Jefferson Davis in power.3

Unionist meetings indicate that the War Democrats' hopes for political

realignment were not unreal. Republicans joining them on such occasions

T Charles D. Robinson to lincoln, Aug. 7, 180%, Lincoln,Works, V1l, 501ln.

2 A New York Times leader of September 24, 1868 claimed that "no Democrat ever
came out openly against the rebellion without forfeiting his position as a
party man." In a letter published in the New York Tribune on October 27,
1868, War Democrat General 0,B, Cox commented that, "the present (Democratic)
party managers have never forgiven the War Democrats."

i w York Republican Union Convention and Ingersoll in speech of
= grem?1%5?tl e2= New Ygrk Tribune, Oct. 1, 3, 1822; gﬁlcago Times, Sept. 29,
2



59

were influenced by their party's need to appeal to the 1862 electorate on
the broadest possible basis,l énd certainly in the past the party had
frequently gone to the polls under different names in different states.2
Nevertheless, there may well have been sympathy for a non-partisan stand
amongst those Republicans whose views were closer to those of moderates
outside than radicals within their own party.

Similarly sustaining the Republican-Union platform were many who had
supported the Constitutional Union candidate in 1860, Iike War Democrats,
John Bell's followers were essentially conservative-nationalists and had
deplored the growth of the disruptive forces of sectional extremism in
American politics during the 1850's. Their party had accordingly appealed
to the electorate in 1860 on the 5asis of Union, Constitution and the laws
alone, ignoring the slavery issue. Its gains had been greatest in the
Border States where for many Unionism precluded support for secession while
conservatism, especially concerning slavery which was part of the region's
economic and social structure, discouraged the spread of Republicanism.

It was here that, after secession, a distinctive group of Union men emerged.3

leading Border State Unionists were therefore predisposed to take a
non-partisan stand during the war, sure of the support of men like
Marylander Isaac Nesbitt, who expressed to Unionist Governor Augustus W.

Bradford, a fellow former Whig, his delight that "we both stand together

1 As the New York Tribune (Sept. 29, 1862) commented of the Ingersoll-
Bateman-Butler ticket: "And now, if any one supposes that ticket can be
beaten, let him look on and be enlightened!"

2 George W, Julian, "The First Republican National Convention", AHR, IV
(Ja'n.' 1899), 313"22.

3  For an excellent guide to secondary literature on the Border States during
this period and including early works such as Edward C., Smith's The
Borderland in the Civil War (New York, 1927) as well as the best studies of

individual states, see Richard 0. Curry, ed., Radicalism, Racism and Part
Realignments: The Border States during Reconstruction (Baltimore, 1969),

30519,
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again upon the same platform, in defence of the 'Union the Constitution,

and the enforcement of the Iaws.'"l Their position was, however, complicated

by the existence of slavery within their states, and resultant hostility
towards any step which might seem directly or indirectly to affect their
claim to slave property. Unionist Thomas T. Gantt described how he had
found it necessary to reassure a fellow Missoruian "of the highest respect-
ability" that the Government would protect slave property in Missouri.2
Interest in slaves did not necessarily conflict with Unionism in the Border
States. While the rejection of secession in 1861 may for some have
represented a decision for Union against slavery, others probably hoped to
protect this interest through loyalty, and Unionist leaders made a calculated
appeal to such sentiments.3

Bradford probably spoke for many Border slave-owners when, in January
1862, he rejoiced that the Fresident continued to put Union above slavery
and that the war was not being transformed into an abolition crusade.LP No
doubt natural conservatism caused Border State Unionists to oppose an
emancipation policy as the triumph of abolition extremism, but their
opposition was sharpened by fears that uncompensated emancipation applied
to states in revolt might well be extended to loyal slave states. Yet in
spite of widely-held fears that freeing Southern slaves would alienate Border
1oyalists,5 and reports that ILincoln's proclamation had done so,6 this does

not appear to have been the case. Loyal slaveholders may have felt sympathy

1 ©Nesbitt to Bradford, Aug. 26, 1861, Bradford Papers, Maryland Historical
Society, Baltimore.

2 Gantt to Brig. Gen. W.S, Harney, May 14, 1861: 0.R., Ser. 1, Vol, III,
372-3.

3 Draft of a gubernatorial campaign speech, Baltimore, 1861, Bradford Fapers.

4  Inaugural Address, Jan. 8, 1862, pp. 11-12, Bradford rapers. Quoting
Andrew Johnson's warning that "Secession is abolition!" The Westminster
American Sentinel (Dec. 28, 1860) commented, "Maryland understands that
perfectly, and will, therefore, never give up the Union, come what may."

letter of Henry V, Ward, Dec. 2, 1862, Bradford Fapers; New York
= St Do 8 ' ) g 1862; Tincoln to

Evangelist, Dec. 19, 186laioted_in Liberator, Jan. 3
Sy H. Browning, Sept. 22, 1801 TahcoTn, ilorks, 532.

6 Gen. Horatio G. Wright to Gen. Henry W. Halleck, Dec. 30, 1862, quoted
in yincoln, Works, VI, 42n.
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for those hit by the proclamation, but their acceptance of the edict must
have been influenced by the fact that it did not directly affect their own
claims to slave property. What really concerned them by September 1862 was
less emancipation in the South than problems within their own states, where
the constant loss of escaping slaves disrupted agriculture and farmers faced
not only the disappearance of capital in slaves but also losses due to
falling crop production.l From such problems came the realization that

the war was destroying slavery in loyal as well as disloyal states.
Conceding the necessity for emancipation, Unionist slaveowners became
preoccupied with fears that anti-slavery radicalism in the North and within
their own states would bring about abolition before they could, through
loyalty, secure compensation for their slaves. Former Governor Thomas
Hicks supported the emancipation policy but opposed the methods of extreme
anti-slavery men in Maryland; he was "infavor (sic) of letting everything
but principle go to save the Union by crushing out the accursed Rebellion
that brot (sic) all our national and individual woes upon us, but these mad
men are determined to do things in their own way or not do at all ...2
Nevertheless, as this letter indicates, strong Unionists blamed the rebellion
for their problems, and this shaped their acceptance of what followed from
rebellion and from the need to suppress it.

It would be unfair to dismiss the influence of genuine Unionist sentiment
in this matter. In spite of his fears that the edict did not help the Union
cause, Bradford would not attack it, for "I should feel that I were giving
very equivocal proofs of an unqualified loyalty by making that proclamation
a peretual (sic) theme of declamation and thus aid and comfort the (rebel)

sympathisers hereabouts by Jjoining them in denouncing the administration."3

1 Dr. John H. Bayne to ILincoln, March 17, 1862 (typed copy), Maryland

Historical Society, Baltimore. B
2 Hicks to Bradford, Oct. 20, 1863, Bradford Papers.
3  Bradford to Thomas H. Hicks, Dec. 29, 1862, Bradford Papers.
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A.Maryland State Senator gave evidence that not even the infringement of
supposed rights of loyal slaveholders could shake the loyalty of a staunch
Unionist. He thought the army's policy of sheltering fugitive slaves in
Maryland unconstitutional, "but if it shall contribute in any way to the
restoration of our glorious Union - I say sweep away every foot-print of
slavery from this side of the Atlantic Ocean —nl Thus a blend of Upionism
and economic self-interest was the key to Border State acceptance of
emancipation. |

That Republicans, War Democrats and Border-State men who campaigned
with other Unionists and abolitionists2 to secure a Republican or Republican-
Union victory in the 1862 elections had good reasons for welcoming or accepting
emancipation has already been shown. It is now necessary to consider why
their pro-emancipation campaign did not result in any significant emergence
of the tradition of the Great Emancipator which was to become a nationally
popular image of Lincoln only two years later.

There were those who in 1862 hailed the Epancipation Proclamation as a
great moral act. Radical Republicans were prominent amongst them.
Addressing serenaders in Washington, Salmon P, Chase declared the proclamation
"an act of humanity and justice which the latest generations will celebrate.”
"The whole world", said a voice from thecrowd, the unknown emancipationist
thus adding to tleedict's fame a dimension which was not to be realised until
1865. Cassius Clay told the same audience that, "For the first time there
was a proclamation in behalf of down-trodden humanity."  Caspar Butz spoke
of the "glorious decree" and Henry Wilson of Lincoln's "immortal proclamation”.
The Radical press praised the "sublime" act "so fraught with good for the sons

of men in all time to come." It seemed that, "So splendid a vision has

1 Dr. John H. Bayne to Bradford, Oct. 9, 1863, Bradford Papers.
2 See below.
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hardly shone upon the world since the day of the Messiah."1
Some abolitionists used similar language, particularly in the first

flush of their enthusiasm for the edict. The Commonwealth hailed "this

noble voice of your President ... the great Emancipation Edict of Abraham
Lincoln..." The proclamation, said the New York Independent, had both
"moral grandeur and sublime importance ...", and Samuel J. May, Jr. referred
to "this great Act of Justice." Garrison's Liberator called the January
edict "a great and historical event, sublime in its magnitude, momentous
and beneficent in its far-reaching consequences, and eminently just and right
alike to the oppressor and the oppressed." Writing to the Fresident in
December 1863 Henry C. Wright began his letter : "God bless thee, Abraham
Iincoln! With all my heart, & bless thee, in the name of God and Humanity!"2
There were isolated instances when the Emancipator image seemed to
emerge. "Abraham ILincoln", said the Washington Morning Chronicle, "is
entitled to the everlasting gratitude of a race enfranchised, ... and an
inscription of undying fame in the impartial records of history." The New
York Tribune believed that the greatest humanitarian act of the age would
place Lincoln among Aperica's greatest men. "This is the act of Abraham
Iincoln's life,"™ said the anti-slavery Free Nation, anticipating for him a

fame equal to that of Washington. From his home in Maine, vice-President

Hannibal Hamlin, a Radical, wrote to Lincoln to praise "the great act of the

1 Baltimore Sun, Sept. 25, 1862; Butz speaking at the Republican State
Convention, Illinois, Chicago Times, Sept. 26, 1862; Commonwealth, Nov.
1, 1862, quoting from Wilson's speech, Boston, Oct. 7, 1862; New York
Tribune, Sept. 24, 1862 in Franklin, The Emancig%tion Proclamation, 62;
Chicago Tribune, quoted in Liberator, Oct. 3, 1362.

2  (Commonwealth, Sept. 27, 1862; Liberator, Sept. 26, Oct. 3 (quoting New

York Independent), 1862; Liberator, Jan 2, 1863 quoted in Walter M.
Merrill, Against Wind and Tide; A Biography of Wm. Lloyd Garrison

(Cambridge, 1963), 283; Wright to Lincoln, Dec. 1
VII, 81 n.

, 1863, Lincoln,lorks,
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age." He predicted that, "future generations will, as I do, say God bless
you for this great and noble act."1

Such praise, suggestive of eulogies of Lincoln in 1865, was rare
because when the Emancipation Proclamations were issued the image of him as
an Bmancipator was not politically useful. It was to be developed, after
ILincoln's death, as part of the campaign by Radical Republicans and others
to ensure the perpetuation of the Republican Party in government and the
ascendancy of Radical policies within that party and so to secure also the
permanence of emancipation and the dominance of a free labour society, North
and South. The total and permanent abolition of slavery was central to
this Radical programme for both moral and political reasons.2 In late
1862 and early 1863 some anti-slavery men did urge support for emancipation
in terms of the developing Radical programme,3 but they made no attempt to
present Lincoln as the Great Emancipator.

This was partly because Lincoln was not seen as a hero by radical anti-
slavery men inside or outside the Republican Party. Certainly the idea
that the President was constantly on bad terms with the radical wing of his
party has been discredited. If some radical leaders bitterly condemned
him, as did Henry Winter Davis, his relations with others, notably the
influential Sumner, were co:t:dj.al.LP Yet Radicals were keenly aware of what
they considered his shortcomings. Implementation of their programme
depended upon their securing control through Congress over the war and any

post-war settlements. In this Lincoln, neither a weak nor an easily

1 Washington gg%lg MOrnigé Chronicle, Jan., 2, 1863 quoted in Franklin, The
Emancipation S LLOT , 3 ew York tribune quoted in L'Union,

Jan. 13, 1063; Free Nation quoted in New Orleans Daily Delta, Oct. 9,

1862; Hamlin to Iincoln, Sept. 25, 1862, Lincoln, Works, V, 444n

See below, pp. 0580,

See below, pp. &9. .

See Donald, Lincoln Reconsidered, 103-27. Of lovejoy Lincoln wrote:

"he was my most generous friend."  ILincoln to John H. Bryant, May 30, 1864,

Lincoln, Works, VII, 366.
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manipulated president, and one who showed a marked lack of enthusiasm for
some Radical policies, might well prove an obstacle. Even if this was not
fully realised in 1862, Radicals could not be unaware that their pressure
had influenced at least the timing of Iincoln's decision to emancipate.
The man who in their view had needed to be puéhed into emancipation was
hardly likely to be seen by them as its hero.1 Nevertheless, the Radicals
were politicians. They used the concept of the Great Emancipator in 1865
because it had become politically valuable, and not because their attitude
towards ILincoln had fundamentally changed. Had it been useful or necessary
to view Lincoln as the Emancipator in 1862, Radicals would surely have done so.
Even less likely than Radicals to see Lincoln as a hero of emancipation
in 1862 were abolitionist leaders who co-operated with them in the campaign
to win support for the Emancipation FProclamation. They too attributed
Iincoln's decision to emancipate in part to anti-slavery pressure upon him,
and their fears that he might not issue the final proclamation reflected a
lack of faith in his anti-slavery convict ions which militated against any
concept of him as the Emancipator.2 In addition, distaste for politics
combined with the belief that slavery ought to be treated as a sin, caused
abolitionists to regret that Lincoln had adopted emancipation as primarily
a war measure, and that "no recognition of principles of justice or humanity
surrounded the politic act with a halo of moral glory." In early 1863, as
relief that the final proclamation had been issued faded, abolitionists
began to critize the edict. "It must have required considerable ingenuity",

said the Commonwealth, "to give two and a half millions of human beings the

1 Martin F. Conway told the House of Representatives "Mr., Lincoln is a
politician of a past age ... He is anti-slavery, but of a genial southern
type. His emancipation is that of Henry Clay ... All this was ... well
enough in its day and generation. And so was Mr. Lincoln. But we are
now in a new world; ..." Commonwealth, Feb. 14, 1863. Once the
elections were over, Rddical criticism was more freely expressed.

2  Commonwealth, Jan. 10, 1863.
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priceless boon of Liberty in such a cold ungraceful way ... One could scarcely
imagine that the herald of so blessed a dawn should have caught none of its
glow." TLincoln, the paper said tartly, "does indeed call it 'an act of
Jjustice, ' but if he had been in a dentist's chair he could not have made a
worse face as it was extracted from him."l

For abolitionists, then, Iincoln had taken a step in the right direction,
and while he needed their support, as during the 1862 elections, they were
prepared to sustain him. Still they remained disappointed by the terms of
the emancipation edict.2 No such act could make the President they had
frequently and bitterly condemned the Great Emancipator. Lincoln still had
no place in the list of abolitionist saints.

Nor, in September 1862, was Iincoln a national hero. This was of vital
importance. When the image of the Great Epancipator was incorporated into
Reconstruction propaganda, it was an image made credible, and so useful, by
Lincoln's emergence as a national hero. In 1862 war weariness made effective
the bitter anti-Iincoln propaganda of Peace Democrats and precluded widespread
hero-worship of him. At this time, the work of anti-slavery men was to
secure a favourable reception for the emancipation edict in spite of the
shortcomings, in their eyes and in those of the nation, of the President who
issued it.

Though those who later promoted the Emancipator tradition were disinclined
to do so in 1862, the fundamental reason for its non-emergence when Lincoln
actually issued the Emancipation Proclamations lay in the necessities of the

1862 Republican election campaign. For it was not simply anti-Lincoln

1 Iydia Maria Child to Mprs. S.B. Shaw, 1863, in Letters of Iydia Maria Child

(Boston, 1883), 171; Commonwealth, Jan. 10, 1863.
2 As early as Jan. 6, 1863 anti-slavery ministers in New York petitioned

Congress for a more vigorous war and emancipation policy: Commonwealth,
Jan. 17, 1863.
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feeling against which Republicans struggled to win support for the
Government's emancipation policy. More crucial to the party's presentation
of emancipation in 1862, which involved virtually no concept of Lincoln as
the Emancipator, was anti-emancipation and anti-Negro feeling. While, as
indicated earlier, Republicans did not abandon support for the proclamation
even in crucially important areas easily inflamed upon racial issues,l care
was taken to present the edict in terms likely to appeal to those upon whom
the racist, anti-emancipation attacks of Democrats were expected to have
telling results.

Throughout the North, therefore, and particularly in the Midwest, the
key to the Republican-Union campaign on behalf of the Government and its
emancipation policy was Unionism. This had several advantages. In all
states it made good sense to exploit the party‘'s one great advantage that
opposition to the acts of the Republican Administration could be denounced
as treason. [Republicans and their allies consequently presented
emancipation as a test not of Republicanism but of loyalty to the Union.
This gave them their only real means of meeting and turning to their own
advantage opponents' attacks upon the proclamation. 1In addition, this
approach to emancipation offered the best hope for securing party solidarity
and fitted in well with the non-partisan stand which allowed Republicans to
unitewith war Democrats and other non-Republican supporters of the
Administration and which was crucial in doubtful states or constituencies
where an appeal to the electorate's lowest common denominator, Union sentiment,
was essential.

The President, announced one conservative Republican paper, "ill be
sustained by all who are truly loyal, and whose patriotism is not squared by
party prejudice or narrow notions of 'policy'.“2 "STAND BY THE PRESIDENT",

urged the Commonwealth in an appeal to the "honest and patriotic masses", and

1 See above pp. 53-44,
2 Chicago Journal quoted in New Orleans Daily Delta, Oct. 9, 1862.
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the paper called upon inhabitants of Massachusetts to put aside party
considerations.l What Unionist could condemn the proclamation when its
message was, in the words of the Tribune, "SUPPORT ARMS AND ADVANCE!"Z
Other Republican papers made the same point, and it was safe ground on which
even Unionists in slave states could stand.3 Republican politicians and
their Unionist allies spread the message. George Opdyke, Republican Mayor
of New York, emphasised that the edict, applying only to areas in rebellion,
"injures no one who is loyal; it is only treason and traitors that are to
suffer from it; ..." The implication was that only traitors would oppose
the measure. The New York State Republican Union platform, said its
nominee for lLieutenant-Governmor, war Democrat Lyman Tremain, invited all
patriotic citizens, regardless of past political status, to support the
Government in overthrowing rebellion; HMr. Iincoln was the President of
Democrats as well as Republicans, and all should sustain him. Iaying aside
party had become a duty.u

Fundamental to this call upon patriotism was the claim that emancipation
Was a necessary war measure. According to the Philadelphia Press: "If
slavery lives the republic dies. The republic must live, and so slavery
must die. This is the meaning of the President's proclamation, and his
words record slavery's inevitable doom." Democratic allegations that the
edict would be inoperative were forcefully rejected. The New York Tribune
could detect results only five days after the proclamation had been issued:
"you have only to read the Rebel-sympathizing journals in the Free States to
realise that Treason has its death-wound in this Proclamation. The serpent

Secession already writhes in mortal agony."  War Democrat Ingersoll

Commonwealth, Sept. 27, 1862.

New York Tribune, Sept. 29, 1862.

Pittsburgh Gazette (Repub.), Sandusky Register (Repub.), and Wheeling
(West Virginia) Intelligencer (Repub.) quoted in New Orleans Daily Delta,
Oct. 9, 1862.

4  New York Tribune, Oct. 1, 2, 1862.
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summarised the Unionist argument: “No one cried out against the
proclamation", he claimed, "who had a brother or a sister or a child in the
army." "Slavery was the life of the rebellion," said war Democrat Goodwin,
“and Lincoln would crush it."!

This argument that emancipation was a military necessity rested upon
several assumptions. (Claims that slavery was a source of strength to the
Confederacy or that Negroes were useful to the Federal Army could be
substantiated by the testimony of anti-slavery commanders. A third
assumption, that slavery was a major if not the sole cause of the war, was
vital to the pro-emancipation campaign and allowed the proclamation to be
integrated into the Republican Farty's interpretation of the war. The
ideology developed by Republicans in the late 1850's, with its emphasis on
antagonism between free and slave societies, its theory of a Southern slave
power which by its aggressions threatened Northern liberties and the future
of the Union,2 and a critique of the Southern slave system owing much to
abolitionist thought,> had been the justification for the party's bid for
power in 1860. With the South's secession and resultant civil war following
Republican victory, this ideology was easily adapted to explain the crisis
which the Union faced.

As early as April 1861 the Republican North American Review described

slavery as "the source and cause of the evils we experience and dread.”
Garrison's Liberator, reporting in January 1862 a speech by Radical James
M. Ashley, commented approvingly that it fully demonstrated "that slavery,

and slavery alone, is the cause of this Rebellion;...”“ Secession and war

1 Philadelphia Press quoted in Baltimore Sun, Sept. 24, 1862; New York
Tribune, Sept. 27, 1862; Ingersoll and Goodwin at Emancipation Mass
Meeting, Chicago, quoted in Chicago Times, Sept. 29, 1862.

Foner, Free Soil, 97-102, 119-20, esp. pp.

Foner, Free Soil, 40-72.

North American Review, CXCI, April 1861, 445; Liberator, Jan. 3, 1862.

Fwwn



gave new life to the slave power conspiracy theory. Lincoln's Message to

Congress of July 4, 1861 told the nation that the secession leaders had been
“"drugging the public mind of their section for more than thirty years; ..."
The Liberator talked of the attempt by the slave oligarchy to overthrow the
Government.l

From such arguments there emerged a theory of the conflict as a struggle
between freedom and slavery, a theory which bothabolitionists and anti-
slavery politicians were anxious to promote.2 In these terms, emancipation
became a necessity. The Chicago Christians who on September 13, 1862
present Lincoln with a memorial urging emancipation argued that, "the virus
of secession is found wherever the virus of slavery extends, and no farther;
so that there is the amplest reason for expecting to avert Divine judgements
by putting away the sin, and for hoping to remedy national troubles by
striking at their cause."” Lincoln, with the emancipation proclamation up
his sleeve, agreed that slavery was "the root of the rebellion, or at least
its sine qua non."3 Those who justified the edict as a war measure
frequently utilised this interpretation of the war. FPreparing Louisianans
for emancipation, the Daily Delta published a letter declaring: "... if
slavery lives the Republic dies; ... The slave oligarchists have themselves
appealed from the Constitution to the rifle - from the Senate-chamber to the
battle field. They have taken the sword. They shall perish by the sword.“u
In Congress on December 11, 1862 Republican John Hutchins declared that the

question posed by the Proclamation was "shall slavery, whose supporters have

1 Lincoln, Works, IV, 433; ILiberator quoted in Wendell P. Garrison,
William Lloyd Garrison, 1805-1879; The Story of His Life Told b
His Children, 4 vols. zBOSton, 1889) 1v, 20.

See Tiles of the Liberator for many examples.

iincoln, Woxks, ¥V, 422-23.

New Orleans Daily Delta, Sept. 28, 1862. It seems possible that

the Delta's editors suspended news of the edict while they worked
to prepare their readers for emancipation.
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conspired against the life of the nation, and who are using slavery to
strengthen their military power, be destroyed, that the nation, with its
free institutions, may live?“1
It was not solely as a war measure that emancipation fitted into Republican
Party ideology as adapted to meet the demands of war. In developing the
free labour ideology, Republican leaders had stressed appropriate themes
in the American experience. In particular, they had emphasised the concept
of America as a land of liberty, and a land with a mission to establiéh a
free and democratic society with opportunity for all, however humble, to
rise by their own efforts. In such a land slavery stood out as at best
the cherished labour system of an anachronistic society and at worst as a
barrier to national progress. Nor was this only in economic terms, although
free labour was alleged to be superior to slave; slavery was also depicted
as a barrier to the fulfilment of the American mission. Once war made
possible a direct attack upon Southern slavery, emancipation could be
integrated into this ideology: sweeping away the barrier to progress, it
would open the way to a more glorious future. Not surprisingly in a country
where religion played a vital role in contemporary thought, the process was
frequently interpreted in terms of the judgement of an all-wise Providence,
which touched upon the theme of sin and redemption that saw the war as God's
punishment of America for the sin of sla.very.2

Republican James Wadsworth combined his party's interpretation of the
war with the concept of slavery as a stain on the nation, in a speech
defending the emancipation edict. While he was, he said devoted to the

Constitution, "... Secession and War, bloody and relentless war, have changed

1 Cong. Globe, 37 Cong., 3 seas., 76
2 Pre-war Republican ideology is analysed in Foner, Free Soil.




our relations to that which is the cause and source of the war ... If we
would save ourselves, we must cast out the devil which has tormented and
disgraced us from the hour of our national birth.® Abolitionist Wendell
Phillips promised that the proclamation would abolish "a system found
inconsistent with the perpetuity of the Republic." To Governor Yates it
seemed that Providence has protracted the war "for the purpose of making
the destruction of slavery inevitable." A few days before announcing
Lincoln's decision to emancipate, the Daily Delta declared: "God has
decreed that their (the rebels') sin shall perish with them. This is
Freedom's grand opportunity; and no man not himself tyrannic at heart,
dishonest and cruel, but will rejoice that the Republic of America is ere
long to be disenthralled by the genius of universal emancipation."l

This grand opportunity was, as indicated, presented as the means by
which America could fulfil its God-given mission. ILincoln, claimed Greeley,
stressing that the edict represented progress, had transformed a state "sunk
in the semi-barbarism of a medieval age to the light and civilization of the
Nineteenth Christian Century." Owven Iovejoy pictured the proclamation as
the triumph of democracy: he promised, said the hostile Chicago Times, that
it brought "the glorious day of universal citizenship.“2 It was, of course,
the triumph of liberty too. Cassius M, Clay utilized the concept of America
as a land committed to freedom when in an appeal to working men, many of whom
were immigrants, to support emancipation, he declared: "“Germans, Irishmen,

Frenchmen, why are you here at all? It is because you here find a govermment

1 Wadsworth, speech at Washington, Sept. 27, 1862, New York Tribune,
Sept. 29, 1862; Phillips, speech at Boston, Jan. 4, 1863 quoted from
Liberator, Jan. 9, 1863 in Franklin, The Emancipation Proclamation, 113;
Chicago Times, Jan. 6, 1862 quoting Yates' Message to the General Assembly,
Illinois; New Orleans Daily Delta, Sept. 28, 1862.

2 New York Tribune, Sept. 24, 1862 quoted in Franklin,The Emancipation
Proclamation, 62; lLovejoy, speech at Springfield, Illinois, Sept. 24,
1802 quoted in Chicago Times, Sept. 26, 1862.
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based upon the broad principle of liberty to all humanity." This was the
ideal which emancipation alone could preserve: it was the grand scheme “"which,
in the termination of the war, will strike the chains of a cruel bondage from
three million human beings, restore freedom to a race, secure peace to a
continent, and 'nobly save the last, best hope of earth' - the Republic of the
United Sta,tes."1 Abolitionist Theodore Tilton drew applause when, in an
appeal for the Union and emancipation ticket, he told a Republican meeting in
New York, "The air of America will yet be so pure that no slave can breath it."
On the same day Sumner expressed the same idea in very similar language before

a Boston a.udience.2 Emancipation represented for the Commonwealth, the

Second Birth of the Nation: born on July 4, 1776, it would be reborn on
January 1, 1863.3 The edict was, said the Cleveland Leader, "a magnificent
stride in the march of national progress toward the day of Universal lLove and
Brotherhood." So emancipation was presented by Hepublicans and their allies
as America's great opportunity, and if the nation rose to its duty it would
become, "the Folestar of Mankind, the leading race of Humanity, the
christianizing people of the earth.” The mission would be fulfilled.4

If such eulogies of emancipation prepared the way for the later emergence
of the Emancipator tradition, it was incidental to their purpose. ILittle
enough of the glory went to Lincoln in 1862. The aim was to give emancipation
a wider appeal by associating it with fundamental themes in the American
experience. Even so, moral arguments for emancipation took second place to

presentation of it as a necessary war measure, and when Lincoln's act was

described as a product of military necessity rather than of moral antagonism

1 Clay, speech at Brooklyn, Commonwealth, Oct. 25, 1862; John Hutchins,
speech of Dec. 11, 1862, Cong. Globe, 37 Cong., 3 seas., 79.

2 Tilton, speech of Oct. 6, 1862, New York Tribune, Oct. 7, 1862;

Franklin, The Emancipation Proclamation, 60-61.

Commonwealth,Dec. 13, 1862.

Cleveland Leader, Jan. 3, 1863 quoted in Voegeli, Free but Not Equal,?9;

James Freeggn Cilark, "Ten Plagues of Egypt and America”™, Lommonwe 2

Oct. 11, 1862.
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to slavery, emancipation could still be seen as a great moral act but it
became difficult to view Lincoln himself as the Great Epancipator. Instead
he became, almost accidentally, the author of a momentous deed. This in
turn meant that for anti-slavery extremists, the moral glory of Lincoln's
action was tarnished by the alloy of expediency. Thus because of the need
to present diverse arguments in favour of emancipation, Lincoln's role as
the Emancipator tended to be obscured.

Fear of alienating voters resulted in other trends in pro-emancipation
arguments of 1862 which in any case more than offset any tendency to see
emancipation as a great moral act. In 1862, with the support of strong
anti-slavery men for Lincoln's edict more or less certain, Republican leaders
in the cities and the Middle West set out to woo the masses with whom the
Democrats' racialist anti-emancipation campaign was calculated to find an
enthusiastic response. Emphasis upon the proclamation as a war measure was
not enough, although calculated to appeal to a people visibly suffering from
war weariness. What was needed was to present support for emancipation in
racialist terms, and midwestern and urban Republican leaders and their allies
descended to the task.

War Democrat David Tod managed to appeal to both anti-Negro feeling and
war weariness. The proclamation, he said, "is the very thing to weaken the
rebels in a most vital part. Stupid though he may be, yet only let this
African be made free, and, my word for it, they will soon give these rebel
rascals enough to do to take care of their own homes and families."l This
was mild enough. A more direct appeal to racial prejudice was made when
Republicans tried to counter Democratic claims that emancipation would flood
free states with former slaves who would degrade white labour by competing
for jobs and through the threatened evils of miscegenation. Wadsworth also
made a combined appeal to Northern racialism and war weariness when in a

published letter to Republican editor Henry J. Haymond he argued:

1 Iondon Anti-glavery Reporter, Dec. 1, 1862,




The emancipation once effected, the Northern States would be
forever relieved, as it is right that they should be, from the fears
of a great influx of African laborers disturbing the relations of
those Northern industrial classes who have so freely given their
lives to the support of the govermment.

This done, the whole African population will drift to the
South, where it will find a congenial climate and vast tracts of
land never yet cultivated.

The vast tracts of land never yet cultivated further North were to be
reserved for whites. 1Iikewise pitching his appeal at labour in New York
City, war Democrat Dickinson employed similar arguments to sooth labour
fears.l In oxder further tereassure those who feared a Negro exodus from
the South, some Republicans raised the issue of colonization. Resolutions
passed at Chicago's Emancipation Mass Meeting endorsed the proclamation as
necessary and lawful measure, but made no reference to the morality of
abolishing slavery. Instead it was emphasized that, since climatic laws
and their physical attributes peculiarly suited blacks to the South, and
since their labour was crucial to that region's economic development and
welfare, homes should be secured for emancipated slaves in the land of their
birth, the South. No doubt it seemed fitting that the free labour of ex-
slaves should regenerate the South, but the underlying racial prejudice was
clear. If blacks preferred, continued the resolutions, they were to be
colonized in settlements outside the United States. No reference was made
to a possible third alternative that blacks might have preferred, namely
movement to the Northern States. Even Radicals recognized the necessity to
utilize racialist arguments, and Lincoln thought it appropriate to use them
in his December 1, 1862 Message to Congress. That those who used such
arguments did not necessarily subscribe to them is, however, clear.

Addressing the Illinois State Republican Union Convention on September 25,

1862, B.C. Cook, a war Democrat, declared that, "Some say the negro is not

1 Wadsworth to Raymond, Oct. 2, 1862, in Commonwealth, Oct. 18, 1862;
Dickinson, speech in New York, Oct. 8, 1862, New York Tribune, Oct. 9,
1862
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a man; he would not argue the point, but grant it for a moment, then
certainly we should do as did Abraham of old, sacrifice a beast instead of
a beloved."l

Some Republicans presented emancipation as a great moral set before one
audience while utilizing racialist arguments before another. Before pro-
emancipation serenaders in Washington Radical Cassius Clay eulogized the
proclamation, echoing Greeley's prayer that God bless Abraham Lincoln. To
a Brooklyn audience he stressed that liberty was fundamental to American
life and declared, "it is not true that this interference with your labor
will take place in consequence of Epmancipation. Emancipation will, in fact,
but concentrate black labor in the South.” What was more difficult was to
combine such a defence of Lincoln's edict with a vision of him as the Great
Emancipator, particularly when the President too was prominent in countering
racism with racism. Thus the Democracy's attack upon Lincoln's proclamation
not only made it impossible for most Democrats to view him as the hero of
emancipation, but also, indicrectly, helped to ensure that Republicans and
others who sustained the edict did not do so. In 1862 no major group
capable of shaping public opinion viewed Lincoln as the Great Emancipator or

found it expedient to encourage others to do so.

What emancipation meant for the average Northerner is impossible to assess.
In the campaign preceding the 1862 elections the attitudes of prominent..

citizens were published by Republican papers if they supported emancipation,
or Democratic papers if they did not. HMany Northern churches and individual

1 Chicago Times, Sept. 29, 1862; Voegeli, Free but Not Equal, 57-59;
Lincoln, Works, 535-36 cited in ibid., 66-67; New York Tribune,
Oct. 3, 1862. —

2 Baltimore Sun, Sept. 25, 1862; Commonwealth, Oct. 25, 1862.
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churchmen endorsed the procla.mation.1 The opinions of ordinary men and
women remain obscure. Clearly anti-slavery people were usually pleased
with Lincoln's action,2 but the masses were not anti-slavery.

Evidence from Union armies is readily available but not particuarly:
illuminating.B,”' There were certainly army officers who opposed the edict,
not least the Union commander in the East, General McClellan. A few
commanders continued to order the return of fugitive slaves to their owners
or otherwise made public their disapproval of emancipation. Republican and
anti-slavery papers were forced to admit that there was some army hostility
to the proclamation. The Commonwealth recorded resignations over it, and
the New York Tribune reported attacks by officers upon Negroes.q Equally
there is evidence of army officers who supported emancipation. A number of
commanders publicly endorsed the edict, and some officers and regiments

Jjoined in emancipation celebrations.ms The Democratic Chicago Times recorded

1 The proclamation was approved by, for example, the General Association of
the Congregational Churches of New Hampshire and of New York State,
conferences of Wesleyan Methodists in Ohio and Wisconsin, and the lst
United Presbyterian Synod of the West. Church journals such as the
American Wesleyan and the Presbyterian guarterly Heview endorsed the edict.
Sos did thke Rev. Dr. Bellows, Bishop McIllvaine of Ohio, Professor H.B.
Smith, other prominent churchmen, and many lesser ministers. New York
Tribune, Sept. 27, Oct. 9. 13, 1862; Commonwealth, Sept. 27, 1862;
McConnell, op.cit., 269-70; Lorraine A, Williams, “"Northern Intellectual
Reaction to the Policy of Emancipation", JNH, XIVI (July, 1961), 182-3.

2 The Commonwealth claimed that letters it received were pro=-emancipation
by a ratio of 20 to 1 (Oct. 4, 1862).

3 Predictably press repoxrts on army opinion reflect editorial prejudices.
Republican and Democratic papers recording a favourable and hostile
reaction respectively, and each supporting the analysis with appropriate
letters from named or anonymous soldiers. In the discussion that follows
I have used press reports only when they seem not to reflect such prejudices.

4  Letter from Smith D. Atkins, Col. 92nd Ill, Vol. Inf. to Owen Iovejoy,
Dec. 11, 1862, read in Senate, Dec. 22, 1862, Cong. Globe, 37 Cong., 3
sess., 165; Commonwealth, Jan. 3, 24, 1863; New York Tribune, Sept. 25,
1862.

5 Chicago Times, Sept. 24, 1862; Commonwealth, Jan. 17, 1863.
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that in Washington, D.C., army officers approved of the proclamation, and by
October the Commonwealth felt it could afford a little irony on the subject
of army opposition to emancipation "'How is this?' said an old friend of
Col. Blank ... 'I thought you declared you would resign if the rresident
issued an anti-slavery proclamation, and yet you wear your shoulder-straps

still.' '0h, ' replied the colonel. 'T meant that I would resign myself

to it, and I have done so.'“1

The mass of soldiers seem to have been similarly divided. Opposition
to emancipation was probably strongest in regiments drawn from regions where
Democrats were powerful. One Midwestern recruit wrote to his father: "You
can judge how we feel here in the 86th (I1linois) when I tell you that only
8 men in Co. K approve the policy and proclamation of lMr. Lincoln."2 Yet
though the Democratic Party made substantial gains in Indiana in the 1862
elections, at least one Indiana regiment came out strongly in favour of
emancipation. When the. Rushville Jacksonian published two letters allegedly
from the 16th. Indiana and hostile to the Government and emancipation, a vote
was called in the regiment "and not a man endorsed them. They said they
were willing to fight the rebels until they laid down their arms. They
endorsed Gov. Morton and the President in all their endeavours to put (down)

"

the rebellion. They offered 100 for the writer of the letter. War
weariness was clearly a factor in anti-administration, anti-emancipation

sentiment in the army,4 and in late 1862 army morale was low. Yet while the

1 Commonwealth, Oct. 18, 1862.

2 Tevi moss to his father, Feb. 3, 1863 quoted in Bell Irvin Wiley,

The ILife of Billy Yank: The Common Soldier of the Union (Indianapolis,
Indiana; 1952), 280.

3  Joseph 0. Jackson, ed., "Some of the BOoys ...": The Civil war Letters
of Isaac Jackson, 1862-1865 (GCarbondale, 11l. 1960), 80. Hereafter
cited as Jackson, lLetters.

4 Wiley, Billy Yank, 281.
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Commonwealth's claim that no Federal soldiers had laid down arms because of

the proclamation was not strictly true, it seems that no mass desertions
resulted from the adoption of emancipation. For most soldiers experience
at the front encouraged Unionism, already strong in an army which originated
in volunteer forces. Feeling against Copperheads, seen as stabbing the
army in the back, ran high. Soldiers were therefore probably less
receptive to Democratic propaganda against the Government and emancipation
than civilians. On March 23, 1863 Ohio private Isaac Jackson wrote to his
father: "All we ask of you at home is to attend to the double dyed traitors
at home. Teach them (to) know that the government must be supported at any
and every cost, even if (it) does free the negro."l Above all, the
argument that emancipation was a military necessity predisposed soldiers to
accept Lincoln's measure. According to an Illinois soldier, "when 0ld Abe
carries out his Proclamation he kills this Rebellion and not before. I am
henceforth an Abolitionist and I entend to practice what I preach."  From
hospital in Illinois another soldier, replying to a letter from his brother
criticising emancipation, wrote: "“you wanted to know what I and my comrads
thot (sic) of the negro question I think old Abes proclamation is allright
(sic) and there is very few old soldiers that is against it it is my opinion
that yourself and the greater part of your Regiment will be in favor of it
before you are in the service six months(.)“2

There is, however, no evidence that the average soldier had any concept
of Iincoln as the Epancipator. Those who approved the edict did so

sometimes out of anti-slavery conviction or because they accepted Republican

1 Commonwealth, Oct. 25, 1862; Jackson, Letters, 78; Daniel Wait Howe,
Civil War Times (Indianapolis, Ind., 1902), 134-35.

2 A.W. Hostetter to Mr. and Mrs. 0.P, Miles, Jan. 29, 1863 and Jasper
Bar-(?) to his brother, Oct. 24, 1862, MS. letters in Illinois State
Historical Society Library, Springfield.
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Party ideology,1 but more often in the hope that it would aid the war effort.
Many soldiers expressed affection and admiration for the President,
particularly later in the war, but in 1862 circumstances in no way favoured
the development of a heroic concept of him.

Army attitudes may reflect national opinion to some extént, but were,
as suggested, modified by military experience. Other evidence of public
opinion is scanty. There were popular demonstrations in favour of the
1862 edict, and the Commonwealth was gratified b& another sign of anti-
slavery feelings: "Over the door of a church near the battle field of
Antietam, which during the battle was completely riddled with balls, someone
wrote in large letters: 'THIS IS THE RESULT OF SLAVERY.' Many hundreds

of names have been written under the words showing the approval of the

2 Private citizens sometimes wrote to

sentiment by soldiers and citizens."
Lincoln to express support for the mea.sure.3 The opinion of the masses
remains a matter for conjecture.

As Republican James G. Blaine later recalled, the labouring man does
not appear to have favoured ema.ncipa,tion.4 The threat of Negro competition
for jobs was a real one, though much exaggerated by opposition Democrats,
and the contemporary observer who suggested that working men would not oppose
emancipation if Negroes could be made to stay in the South was probably
correct.5 The key to labour's response to the Civil War seems to have been
a blend of Unionism and economic interest. 1861 worker support for
compromise measures reflects both the desire to preserve the Union and concern

to prevent a war which was certain to affect adversely those earning low

1 Hough to his wife, March 13, 1864 in Hobert G. Athearn, ed., Soldier

in the West; The Civil War Letters of Alfred lacey Hough (Fhiladelphia,
1957), 173; letters of Lieut. Timberlake (Nov. O, 1831; and Byron B.
Wilson (n.p., n.d.) in Iydia Post, ed., Soldiers' letters, from cam
battle-field and prison ... (New York, 1365), 69, 100.

Chicago, Mimes, Sept. 26, 1862; Baltimore Sun, Sept. 25, 29, 1862;
Commonwealth, Nov. 8, 1862.

McConnell, op.cit., 270-271.

Voegeli, Free but Not Equal, 17.
Loften, op.cit., 252-53, 257-62, 273.
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incomes. Working men were well aware of and hostile to the fact that many
capitalists were profiting by the war which brought them hardship.l
Opposition Democrats therefore had good reason to suppose that their racialist
and anti-emancipation appeal would win a favourable response from white labour.
Economic factors must also have dominated the wartime thought of small
farmers, still a majority of the population. In many rural areas of the
Northeast, and in Northern parts of Midwestern states, anti-slavery was strong.
The spread of New Epgland settlers and the religious movements of the early
Nineteenth Century produced a frame of mind responsive to abolitionism, and
Republicans offered various economic inducements to win small farmer support.
In such regions the emancipation proclamations were probably welcomed. From
Alleghany County, New York, abolitionist Henry C, Wright wrote to Garrison,
"I cannot tell you the feeling with which the rroclamation of Emancipation
is hailed in this region. The people talk and act as if a load sas lifted
from their hearts. They sing, they shout over it. They think the day of
redemption has dawned.”2 At the same time, the Democratic Frarty had
traditionally won much support in the rural Middle West, and the 1862
elections strengthened its power in this region. Yet it is not certain how
far this reflected opposition to emancipation. It has been suggested that
Copperheadism and opposition to the Goverunment was prevalent among small
homesteaders farming poor soils in the Midwest.3 The war doubtless brought
considerable hardship to such people living at subsistence level, a family
farm being ill-equipped to sustain the less of even one male to the army, and
lacking capital to invest in the labour-saving machinery which helped larger
farms to survive and thrive during the war. Hit by the draft and inflation,

small homesteaders had every reason, emancipation aside, to vote Democratic

in 1862.

1 See resolution of 8th. Ward Chicago meeting meeting quoted above p. 52;
speech of Enoch S. Davis at meeting of working men, Dec. 29, 1864,

Boston Daily Evening Voice, Dec. 30, 1864,

2 TWright to Garrison, Sept. 26, 1862, Liberator, Oct. 3, 1862.

3 Frank L. Klement, The Copperheads, 13; _
Frank L. Klement, "HiHHIg %ESfern Copperheadism and the Genesis of the
Granger Movement, MVHR, XXXVIII (1951-2).
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Nor are the 1862 elections a satisfactory guide to civilian public
opinion on emancipation. Democrats claimed that their party's successes
represented popular rejection of the emancipation policy, and certainly
Republican losses were heavy in areas where anti-emancipation, anti-Negro
sentiments were strong, and where Democrats had launched an all-out
attack upon the proclamation.l But it is impossible to tell how far
other factors, such as war weariness and opposition to the draft took
their toll on Republican votes. Some Republicans blamed the proclamation
for the Administration reverses; others, including Lincoln, did not.2
In Massachusetts and Michigan Republican successes were also attributed
to the Emancipation edict.3 Yet Lincoln could not claim popular support
for emancipation; his opponents could and did more easily argue that the
nation had voted against the edict. Whatever the opinion of the average
Northerner, he clearly was not in a frame of mind to give the Government

firm support on any of its policies, let alone view its President as a

hero.

1 There were heavy Republican losses in the congressional elections
in Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, and Pennsylvania, and Democratic
candidates replaced Hepublican governors in New York and New Jersey.
Lincoln to Carl Schurz, Nov. 10, 1862, Lincoln, Works, V, 493-95.

I{,rug, OEQCito ’ 112-13.
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Chapter Three

The Martyr-Emancipator as Political Myth; 1865

He had shed his own blood for the cause of universal
liberty, and it had not been shed in vain cenq

It was with the death of Lincoln in 1865 that the concept of the Great
Emancipator caught the popular imagination in America. To explain this, it
is necessary to consider firstly who promoted such an image of Lincoln and
why they did SO. This will involve studying a number of associated
concepts of Lincoln. For the Emancipator image did not emerge in isolation,
but was closely linked with the development of traditions depicting Lincoln
as a hero of black freedom, notably that viewing him as a martyr to liberty,
and with the Lincoln Legend as a whole. 1In the development of these
traditions, Republican Radicals and anti-slavery churchmen sympathetic to
Radical aims played a crucial role.

During the Civil War men such as Henry Winter Davis, Thaddeus Stevens,
Charles Sumner and Benjamin Wade had formed a small but highly vocal pressure
group within the Republican Party. Totally committed to the preservation of
the Union, a vigorous prosecution of the War, and from the first - unlike
moderate anti-slavery men within their party - to the destruction of slavery,
these Radicals, as contemporaries labelled them, were sometimes harsh critics
of the Lincoln Administration's policies, and in particular denounced its
initial reluctance to adopt emancipation as a war measure. As has been seen,
Radicals sustained the Emancipation Proclamations, but had no concept at the

time when these were issued of their author as an heroic Emancipator. To

1 Rev. E. G. Taylor, Address at the First Baptist Church, Chicago,
April 19, 1865, Chicago Times, April 20, 1865.
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understand why their attitude towards his role in emancipation apparently
changed, it is necessary to consider Radical aims in Reconstruction, for
Hadical eulogies of Lincoln as a hero of freedom reflect more than the desire
to speak well of the dead.l

In common with the Administration, Radicals turned their attention
during latter part of the War to the problem of reconstructing the Union, but
were critical of the moderate terms on which, by Lincoln's Proclamation of
Amnesty and Reconstruction of December 8, 1863, former rebel states might
establish governments which the Executive would recognize as legal, and the
Kadical-inspired Wade-Davis bill outlining more severe terms was adopted by
Congress in July 1864.2 It was one indication that the terms offered to
ex-rebel states could become an area of conflict between the President and
the Redical wing of his party. Lincoln refused to sign the bill, claiming
that he did not wish to be committed to any single restoration programme,
but endorsed the Congressional plan as one proper for any state choosing to

adopt it, knowing very well that none would do so in preference to his own

1 The secondary literature on Reconstruction is extensive and still growing.
For brief surveys see Randall and Donald, Chapters 31-39, which has good
bibliographical guides to works published before 1961; Roy E. Nichols,
The Stakes of Fower, 1845-1877 (New York, 1961, 1964 ), Chapters 12-15;
and a more recent work by W. Re Brock, Conflict and Transformation:

The United States, 1844-1877 (Middlesex, ENgland, 1973), Chapters 8 and

9, which also has a useful bibliography. Important general accounts of
Reconstruction include John Hope Franklin, Reconstruction After the Civil
War (Chicago, 1961); Rembert E. Patrick, The Reconstruction of a Nation..
ZEEh York, 1967§ and Kenneth M. Stampp, The Era of Reconstruction, 1865-77
(New York, 1965). Also valuable is the older work by W. E. Dubois,
Black Reconstruction in America 1860-1880 (New York, 1935, 1956).

For monograph and periodical articles on Hadical efforts to secure control
of Reconstruction and other aspects of Reconstruction, see the footnotes
to Chapters Three, Four and Five of this thesis and bibliographies in the
work cited.

2 Lincoln, Works, 53-56.
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more generous terms.1 It cannot be known whether if he had lived, Lincoln
would have been able to pursue the moderate and merciful line on
Reconstruction which he favoured and avoid an open breach with Congressional
Radicals, What is certain is that by the time of his death, the Radicals
spearheaded a drive for Congressional control of the postwar settlement, and
were urging an approach to Reconstruction which emphasised the necessity for
the total and permanent abolition of slavery and destruction of the power of
the slaveholding elite.

Radicals' motives have been much debated, but the sincerity of their
hostility to slavery, though questioned by their political opponents and
older histories of Reconstruction, is no longer in doubt. Like kepublicans
generally they saw slavery as an anachronistic economic system which depressed
Southern white labour and prevented the emergence of a diversified free labour
economy., so trapping the South in a state of economic backwardness.2 For
Radicals, however, the institution was more crucially a denial of human rights.
Idealism played a fundamental role in shaping the political thought of Radicals,
as their leaders proudly asserted. Thus William D. Kelley of Pennsylvania
told the House of Representatives that, "I am denounced as a radical. Thank

God! the term is coming to be honorable. Men know that he only is a radical

1 On Lincoln's Reconstruction policy see Charles H. McCarthy, Lincoln's Plan
of Reconstruction (New York, 1901) and William B. Hesseltine, Lincoln's
Plan of Reconstruction (Tuscaloosa, Alabama, 1960). On Lincoln's
relationships with the HRédicals see T, Harry Williams, Lincoln and the
Redicals (Madison, Wis., 1941), Hans L, Trefousse, The Hadical Hepublicans
Lincoln's Vanguard for Racial Justice (New York, 1969), and David Donald
"Phe Radicals and Lincoln" in Donald, Lincoln Reconsidered, 103-27.

2 Margaret Shortreed, "The Anti-Slavery Radicals: From Crusade to
Revolution 1840-1868", Past andFresent, XVI (Nov., 1959), 65-89; Foner
Free Soil, 40-72. 1In 1865 Carl Schurz of Wisconsin, an influential
German-American Radical Republican, wrote, "The Union must be recon-
structed upon the basis of the results of the great social revolution
brought about during the war in the South. A free labor: society must
be established and built up on the ruins of the slave labor society."

Joseph Schafer, ed., Intimate g%tters of Carl Schurz 1840-1869 (Madison,
Wis., 1928), 341. Her er cited as gchurz, intimate ers.,
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who stands on the eternal principles which God ordained..."1 The line

between Moderate and Radical Republicans, especially after 1865, was not
always clear. Those who became radicals during the Civil War or
Reconstruction were not united by political background, occupation outside
politics, or economic interests.2 What linked together this loose and far
from static group in the Reconstruction era was, in the view of W.R. Brock,
"a number of propositions about equality, rights, and national power."3

For them the Civil War had been a glorious struggle not only to preserve the
nation but also to abolish slavery and establish republican government firmly
on the basis of equal human rights.q To ensure the enduring success of that
struggle was the Radical mission in Reconstruction, and in their eyes it could
only be achieved if Congress, representing the will of the people, played a
central role in determining the conditions on which state governments were

to be reconstructed in the South. What distinguished Radicals as a group

from those Moderate Re.ublicans who expressed concern for the rights of

humanity and protection of tle freedmen, was that the former were always to
be found in the vanguard of the movement to secure these things, and

advocated far-reaching measures to achieve their aims.

1 Cong. Globe, 39 Cong., 2 sess., 180 (Jan. 10, 1866). Works em hasizing
Radical idealism include Brock, An American Crisis; David L. Montgomery,
Beyond Equality: Iabor and the Radical Re . ublicans, 1862-1872 (New York,
1967), Stampp, Reconstruction; and Trefousse, The Radical Republicans.
See also two valuable articles on changing attitudes towards Radicals in
works_on Reconstruction:- ILaWanda and John Cox, "Negro Suffrage and
Republican Politics: The froblem of Motivation in Reconstruction
Historiography", JSH, XXXIII (August, 1967), 303—%0, revrinted in Frank
Otto Gatell and ATTen Weinsteln, eds., American Themes: Essays in
Historiography (New York, 1966), 232-60; and larry Kinkaid, "¥1cflms of
Circumstance: An Interpretation of Changing Attitudes Toward Republican

Prolicy Makers and Reconstruction", JAH, LVII (June, 1970, ; .

2 Some radicals entered political life as Free-Soilers or Re.ublicans, others
as Whigs or Democrats. Radicalism was strongest in rural and recently
settled areas, and its stron%holdg were in Pennsylvania and the more
recently settied regions of the Midwest in particular, and in rural New
England, Maryland and Missouri. Many Radicals were lawyers or news aper
editors, but while many re. resented the business interests of climnts or
constituents, there was no unity amongst Con%ressional radicals on any
particular economic policy. On this and on the nature of radicalism )
generally, see Brock, An American Crisis, esp. gpﬂ68—94; Foner, kree Soil,
esp. pp.K63-14d; Monﬁgomery, Beyond qugiity, 72-89; and Stanley Cobden,
"Northeastern Business and Radical Reconstruction: A Re-Examination",
MVHR, XIVI fguly, 1959, 7=90.

z Brock, An American Crisis, 75.

These rights were not always clearly defined. See below, p. 1R7%.
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For the Radicals, then, emancipation was a moral necessity, and it
seemed fitting that with the institution of slavery should perish the wealth
and power created by it. At the same time, it was essential to their plans
that the slaveholding classes of the South should be deprived of economic and
political power. What Reconstruction involved for the Radicals, who
acknowledged the revolutionary nature of their plans, was dismantling of the
Southern economic and social systems which were to be remodelled on Northern
lines. To Radicals, and for most Republicans, slaveholders were an
aristocracy hostile to the values of the progressive society of the Northern
States and determined to preserve the South's outdated economic and social
organization in order to perpetuate their own economic and political power.
For this reason, they barred the way to reorganization of the South, and must
be swept away.

Radicals could not have acquired influence within their party had they
not possessed some awareness of political realities, and concern for the
future of the Republican Party, on which would depend the long-term success
of any Radical measures which Congress might adopt, also underlay Radical
insistence upon the destruction of the economic and political power of the
slaveholding classes. This was clear from Radical hostility to what George
W. Julian called, "Mr.Lincoln's known policy of tenderness to the ﬁebels...“l
It was not simply that extreme anti-slavery men feared that a policy of
reconciliation rather than retribution might result in a revival of slavery.
Doubtless some of ILincoln's Radical and abolitionist critics remained
suspicious of the intensity of his anti-slavery feeling, but Lincoln had been

publicly committed to permanent emancipation since January 1, 1863, and his

1 George W. Julian, Political itecollections, 1840 to 1872 (Chicago,1923),
255-56, quoted in Handall and Donald, 568.
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use of presidential influence had played a key role in the adoption of
the Thirteenth Amendment.l The real danger of his Reconstruction
policy for Radicals, was that it denied to Congress sole authority
over the peace settlement, and through leniency threatened to open the
way for a return to positions of influence in the reconstructed South
of pre-war and wartime leaders of that section. This in turn would
make possible a revival of the Southern Democracy, and so the re-
emergence of the Democratic Farty as a national organisation.
Meanwhile, the Republicans, with little chance of securing significant
support in a South once more firmly under the control of the Democracy,
would remain a sectional party. Inevitably this would threaten the
Republican Party with political eclipse, for its success in 1860 had
been largely due to the breakdown on sectional lines of the Democracy.
In this way the victory of 1865 would be turned into a defeat for the
party that had directed the war effort. Not only would the
Reconstruction programme be put at risk, but the Southern wing might
once more dominate the Democratic Party and so the policies of the
National Government to the detriment of Northern interests. The fate
of the Southern Negro might rest with former slave-owners. The
stability of the Union might once again be threatened. To Republicans,
it seened vital that the peace should be such as to prevent any

repetition of the crisis that had led to war.

1 E%zcharnwood, Abraham Lincoln, 335-36; Oates, With Malice Toward None,
..5.
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Emancipation and destruction of the slaveholders' power were
complementary. The total, permanent and uncompensated abolition
of slavery, confirming the War's emancipatory trends, would, combined
with wartime devastation in the South, ensure the collause of the
economic basis of the political power of that region's ruling elite.
This in turn would help to ensure the permanence of emancipation.
These themes in Hadical thought had been clearly articulated during the
War. Radical George Boutwell had in 1862 defended the Emancipation
Proclamation in terms of Radical beliefs in a speech delivered at
Washington in September 1862. Stressing that peace could be achieved
only through the destruction of slaveholders, Boutwell declared that
Lincoln's proclamation was, "the first great step...toward the extermination
of the race of slaveholders...", and that once it was made effective "the
dawn of the day of peace will have a peared and not before." In a
similar speech at Brooklyn, anti-slavery churchman Dr. Henry W. Bellows
declared that, "the most human, the most emonomical, the most statesman-
like policy now (is) to take the most radical ground possible - to assume
that this is a war for the subjugation or the extermination of all persons
who wish to maintain the slave power - a war to get rid of slavery and of
slaveholders, whether it be constitutional or not." Bellows' use of
the term 'radical' can hardly have been accidental since in presenting
such an interpretation of the War as the roper basis for Government policy
he echoed congressional Radicals. The alliance of Radical Republicans

1
and anti-slavery preachers had already begun.

1 Boutwell's speech and that of the Rev. Bellows delivered on October
15, 1862, were revorted in Commonwealth, Oct. 11, 25, 1&2
respectively.
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While Radicals generally were committed to securing freedom and basic
civil rights- or equality before the law - for black Americans, by 1865
some Radical leaders, for example, B, Gratz Brown, Sumner and Stevens, sought
to add another and controversial dimension to their approach to Reconstruction:
the call for Negro suffrage. Some Moderate Republicans and Lincoln himself,
also supported limited voting rights for blacks, and especially for soldiers,
as simple Jjustice and as politically expedient. However, whether their
demand was for "universal" suffrage or was restricted to "impartial" suffrage
imposing voting qualifications on black and white equally, Radical support
for black political rights in the face of Northern, as well as Southern,
hostility undoubtedly reflected an idealistic commitment to the equality of
all men.® Thus in 1866 James W. Wilson of Iowa called for theenfranchisement
of blacks in the District of Columbia "in the interests of freedom, humanity,
Justice and the true principles of popular government.“2 However, some
Radicals also favoured Negro suffrage in the South, and others presented it
to the Northern electorate as desirable, for political reasons. As Radicals
had been quick to realise, the return to power of the 0ld South's leaders
could only be prevented if they could be replaced with leaders who would
support Radical policies. In short, it would be necessary to establish a
Southern wing of the Republican Party in the states formerly in rebellion.
Since ex-Confederates would be unlikely to vote for such a party they were
to be dis franchised, and a favourable electorate was to be established by
giving voting rights to all or some of the Southern black men whose support

for the party whose President had freed them was considered to be more or less

1 Cox and Cox, "Negro Suffrage and Republican Politics", op.cit., 243-52,
2  Remarks in Héuse of Representatives, Jan 10, 1866, Cong. Globe, 39 Cong.,
2 sess., 174.
3 In The Rignk to Vore = Politics ond e ch%r:.;c\gt OfF Fhe Fifrcenbh Amend menk (Dalhmore, \H65)J
uhlltam Guoe e arQues Mark RepohvCan leadeis fromcd bne Fillceath A ncadment ok a Ucws
lo o cunng bae Smatt oo 1Mp Ok ank black Voke 1 Bcueral Nockhen Srale 5 where Suppert
fer Yhe Repuphican and Deamocnahe Parkie s wos mote o leas cocaly Do ded.
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certain. As Charles Sumner pointed out "without their votes we cannot
establish stable governments in the rebel States. Their votes are as
necessary as their muskets.”l

The implementation of hKadical ideas on Reconstruction depended, in 18635,
upon three factors. Firstly, it was necessary that the Radicals should
dominate Congress. Their influence throughout the war had been considerable
and out of proportion to their members owing to their energy and their control
of vital congressional commi‘l'ﬁc,ees.‘2 In the last year of war this influence
had steadily increased. Congress had already passed several important
measures dear to the Radicals,3 who could reasonably hope for sufficient
congressional support to secure some of their aims. Secondly, it was vital
that either Congress should have sole responsibility for Reconstruction or
the co-operation of the President. In 1865 many Radicals feared that Lincoln
might hinder the implementation of their policies by his insistence that
Reconstruction was an executive task and by his policy of reconciliation
towards the South. Consequently there was some feeling among Radicals that
his assassination, though deplorable, might prove a blessing. On the after-
noon of Lincoln's death, Republican congressmen met in caucus in Washington,
D.C. Radical George Julian described hows "while everybody was shocked at
his murder, the feeling was nearly universal that the accession of Johnson to

the Presidency would prove a godsend to the country. What this meant was

1 Sumner to Bright, March 13, 1865, in Edward L. Pierce, Memoir and
Letters of Charles Sumner, 4 vols. (London, 1878), IV, 229, quoted
in Shortreed, op.cit., 78.

2  For example, the Committee on the Conduct of the War established in
December 1862. Five of the Committee's seven members (Chandler, Covode,
Gooch, Julian and Wade) were Radicals, and Wade was its chairman.

3 Hotably the Confiscation Acts of 1861 and 1862, and the Wade-Davis Bill
of 1864. William R, Brock points out that the Reconstruction measures
promoted by Radicals were in fact compromises with moderates in Congress:

Brock, Conflict and Transformations 324.
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indicated in Ben Wade's comment to Andrew Johnson that, "there will be no
trouble now in running the government."l Lincoln's timely removal and the
accession to the Presidency of Johnson, whose ideas at this time appeared

to tally with their own, seemed to Radicals to open the way to the
implementation of their approach to the problem of reconstructing the Union.
Nevertheless, and thirdly, it was important that they should make an effort
to win further support for their views from their congressional colleagues
and amongst the electorate which would be given a chance to express its
opinion on any Reconstruction policies adopted when the mid-term congressional
elections took place in Autumn, 1866. The Radicals' efforts to win such
support were marked by a determination that Iincoln would be more use to his
varty dead than he could have been had he lived.

For Iincoln dead could be exploited in ways which would not have been
possible had he still been alive. The symbolic hero Lincoln, whose creation
owed much to the Radicals and their allies, could be used to win support for
an approach to Reconstruction which the President had not favoured. 30,
though Lincoln had stressed the need to begin the task of rebuilding
the nation, "with malice toward none, and with charity for a.ll",2 Radicals
and their allies, determined to crueh the defeated rebel leadership
economically and politically before readmitting the ex-Confederate States
to their proper places in the Union, urged that Lincoln was a martyr whose
death demanded revenge against those who crowned with his murder a rebellion
which had threatened the Union. Shaping their interpretation of ILincoln's
life and death to suit their needs, Radicals and those who co-operated with
them made a contribution of considerable significance to the development of
Lincoln myths.

Vitally involved in this process of creating myths, and especially the

tradition of the Emancipator, were many anti-slavery Northern ministers.

1  Randall and Donald, 568; Williams, lincoln and the Radicals, 375.
2 Second Inaugural Address, March 4, 185: Lincoln, Works, VIII, 333.
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These men, who throughout the War had hoped for and urged the adoption by
the Covernment of a policy of emancipation, and who had supported Iincoln
when he issued the emancipation .roclamations, were well fitted by both
temperament and vocation to undertake the work of winning popular support
for the Radical interpretation of the Civil War and of Lincoln's murder and
its message for Heconstruction. Like political Radicals, they were
convinced that emancipation was morally imperative, and their ecclesiastical
background made them especially inclined to see in the destruction of slavery
the will of God. To such men the act of emancipation was bound to confer
moral glory upon its author, and doubtless as war made effective [incoln's
promise of freedom for the slaves, his status in their eyes rose. Thus,
though they do not a.pear to have been ready to view Lincoln as the Emancipator
in 1862-1863, their retrospective praise of the heroic nature of his stand
against slavery was probably genuine. At the same time, there can be no
doubt that these anti-slavery preachers set out, deliberately, to win support
for a Radical approach to Reconstruction. Again the sincerity of their
motives is not in question. Like its authors, and for the same reasons,
they believed that such an approach offered the only real hope for the total
and permanent destruction of slavery in America.

Their role as men of God would in any case have given anti-slavery
ministers both the ovportunity and the influence necessary to a successful
promotion of Radical views on Keconstruction, but Lincoln's assassination
facilitated their task. For in the days that followed their President's
death, stricken Northerners, barely able to comprehend the tragedy that had
befallen them in the very hour when they had at last felt their trials and
tribulations to be over, sought what consolation and ex lanations their chuxrches
could offer them. Almost with one accord, anti-slavery preachers thundered
out the message. Lincoln had been a hero of Union, democracy and liberty; now

he was a martyr, killed by those who would destroy the causes for which he stood.
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The Southern rebellion against the United States Government to preserve
slavery had killed Lincoln, making him a martyr to the nation and liberty.
The blood of this martyr demanded not simply vengeance, but rather a policy
that would preserve the results of his work and of the struggle in which he
had fallen. The memory of the heroic Lincoln would be best revered by a
determination to ensure that never again would slavery threaten the life of
the nation. There was no need to be more explicit.1 The message of the
anti-slavery ministers could not be misunderstood: it was identical to
that of the Radicals in Congress.

1f the radical anti-slavery analysis of the Civil War was to make sense
of Lincoln's assassination, it was vital that he should be seen as the Great
Emancipator of American slaves. Once he was thus established as a hero of
anti-slavery, national grief and gratitude focussed upon the assassinated
wartime leader could be exploited to sanctify a Reconstruction policy
committed to the extermination of slavery.

Lincoln's heroic status, now that he was dead, was not in doubt. In
sermon after sermon delivered upon the assassination, ministers echoed in
one form or another the belief of the Reverend Samuel T. Spear that the late
rresident had been both "a great and good ma.n."2 Many linked his name with
those of earlier American heroes, and it was a comparison with George
Washington that sprang most obviously and most usefully, to mind.3 Lincoln
was, said the Reverend Henry W, Bellows, "the heir of Washington's place at

the hearths and altars of the land ..."4 O%fhers looked to a fame beyond the

1 Nevertheless, some sermons were very explicit. See, for example, Richard
Eddy, "The lartyr to Liberty" Three Sermons Ireached in The First
Universalist Church, Philadelphia, Suynday, April 16, Wed.,April 19, and
Thursday, June lst, by Richard Eddy, Pastor (rhiladelphia, 1865).

2 Martyr President, Apraham Lincoln., Voices from the Pylpit of New
York and Brooklyn (New York, 1865), 298.

3 Usefully because association with Washington, America's first, and at that
time greatest, hero, acted as a further endorsement of Lincoln and, in
turn, of any policies a§2001ated with his name.

L Qur Martyr Fresident,
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confines of the American continent. Lincoln was associated with the heroes

of BEurope, and his place amongst the world's great men was confidently

claimed.1 According to the Reverend Professor Thomas Chase, Booth had

struck down, "the foremost man of all this world ..."2
In political myth, the importance of the hero stems from his role as

the symbolic representative of his people, and many ministers laid emphasis

upon an image of Lincoln as the servant and leader of the nation. He was,

said the Reverend George W, Colman, "the man ... whose labors for the public

welfare were almost crushing ..." The Heverend Theodore Cuyler described

him as "the great, the good, the honest, the patient, the gentle-hearted,

the beloved head of our national family..." 1In the words of another minister,

"erand in his consecration to his Country and to God, he rises above the great

in genius ..."3 None wished to pretend that Lincoln had been set apart by

intellect. On the contrary, the preachers were, as indicated, anxious to

stress that the hero had been a man of the people, and so contributed to the

development of a vital and enduring theme in ILincoln mythology. Lincoln

had been, said Bellows, "the people's President". Henry Ward Beecher saw

him as "a man from the common people that never forgot his kind."  Abraham

Lincoln, said another minister, "was thoroughly a man of the people. The

common people of America saw the very best that was in themselves when they

L3

looked at him. So plebian a President we have never had."

1 Wwilliam Wilberforce was frequently mentioned, see below, p. 97.

2  Professor Thomas Chase An Address on the Character and Example of President
Lincoln, delivered before the Athenaeum and Everett Societies of Haverford
College +.. on ... Seventh Month 6th, 1862 (Phlladel hia, 1865), 5.

3  Rev. George W. Colman, Assassination 'of the P siden e« A Discourse ...
Delivered of Action, Mass., April 16, 1865 ... (Boston, 1865), 4; Qur
Martyr President, 162; Joseph I, Thompson, Abraham Lincoln; His Life and
Its Lessons. A Sermon ... in Frank Freidel, Union Pamphlets of the Civil
Yar, 1861-1865, 2 vols. (Cambridge, Mass., 19677, 1T, II50.

4  Qur Martyr rresident, 40, 56, 163.
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It was natural enough that Northern preachers, products of and
addressing their sermons to a society which took pride in the opportunities.
it offered to the individual to rise through merit to wealth and influence,
should stress the humble origins of the late rresident. The image of
Lincoln as a hero of democracy,1 a man of the people who was yet their
representative, was, however, fundamental to the development of the political
theme in many anti-slavery sermons upon the assassination. Emphasis upon
the humble background of a political leader in order to predispose an audience
to accept his ideas was a familiar tactic in Aperican politics.2 In 1865,
the men who allegedly represented the very best that was in Americans was
simultaneously being presented as an anti-slavery hero, and the implication
was clear. At the same time emphasis upon Lincoln as the people's
president and the hero and saviour of the nation in the crisis of war was
evidently intended to make those who heard such sermons gratefully receptive
to the policy of reconstruction associated with his name. In the same way,
Lincoln's role as the representative of republicanism, by virtue of his
status as President and as "the man who rose from a log cabin to the
lresidential cha.ir“,3 thus embodying the fundamental republican themes of
poor boy made good and self-made man, was exploited to win support for
policies associated with his name. The favour of the people was then sought
in the name of the man who was praised as their best representative, and the
influence of his memory was further reinforced by subtle phrases. The

Reverend John McClintock intended something more than simple eulogy when he

1 Thomas Chase, Address, 17.

2 So at a union meeting at ILndianapolis, Feb. 26, 1863, Governor Joseph A.
Wright chose to introduce speaker Andrew Johnson of Tennessee as "a
representative of one of the features of our free institutions, rising
from poor boy to the highest position, learning us that the humblest may
equal the wealthiest in position." The Great Union Meeting, Held at
Indianapolis, February 26, 1863 ... (Indianapolis, 1863), in Freidel,
Union Pamphlets, 1I, 570.

3 Qur Martyr Fresident, 165.
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told his congregation that, "There is little fear of us forgetting - there
is little fear of the world forgetting the name of ABRAHAM LINCOLN."l
It was, however, as an anti-slavery hero that Iincoln was most useful
to those seeking to ensure the permanent abolition of slavery. His career
had, according to some preachers, been founded upon hatred of that
institution. Using Lincoln's life to emphasise that slavery clashed with
the meaning of America, Thomas Chase alleged that Lincoln "very early saw
the flagrant inconsistency of human slavery with the theory of our
institutions, as well as its inherent injustice., In his political campaigns,
said Chase, Lincolnuwas faithful to his anti-slavery principles, even in the
most uncultivated and benighted districts, where their advocacy called forth
the bitterest prejudice and odium."  Richard Eddy drew a potent image of the
early career of the future emancipator:2

Politics engage his attention ... Soon he enters more active life as

a legislator; and ere long he stands in the hall of the National

Congress to give his voice and his vote against the threatening

flood of Slavery. As this great evil becomes more insolent in its

demands, and more open in the manifestation of its brutal spirit, he

steps forth into the arena of popular debate, and taking as his

antagonist the Giant of the West, goes with him before the people,

to the discussion of the great questions of that hour.
Lincoln was associated with the British anti-slavery hero, William Wilberforce,
and hailed as a hero of humanity, for "humanity broad as all continents, and
all islands, and enduring as all time, owes more to Abraham Lincoln than to
any other man of his generation.“3 He was, then, a hero of liberty, and,
predicted the Reverend Maxwell r. Gaddis, "the freed nations of earth shall
make their way across thousands of liberty's triumphant battlefields, across

freed continents and empires, to pay their grateful homage at the shrine of

1 Ibid., 129.

2 Chase, Address, 18; Bddy, The Martyr to Liberty, 9-10; Thompson,
Abraham Lincoln, in Freidel, Upion Pamphlets, 1159.

3 Qur Martyr President, 130, 169; Eddy, The Martyr to ILiberty, 18;
¢.P. Krauth, The Two Pageants A Discourse Delivered in fi
Eng. Evan. {utheran CGhurch, rittsburgh, Pa., fflttsburgh, %gg5s,ri8, 154
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the glorious superstructure of Iiberty, erected on this continent by the
lives, suffering, and death of such as Abraham Lincoln ..."l

Thus Iincoln had won at last the fame that had eluded him in life. He
had become the Great Emancipator. It was as the "author of the iroclamation
of Emancipation" that he was now hailed, as his anti-slavery eulogists
recalled that "when the day of duty and of opportunity came, how firmly did
he deal the last great blow for liberty, striking the shackles from three
million slaves ..." Once Lincoln was granted a major share in the moral
glory attached to emancipation, earlier suggestions that he had been a
reluctant emancipator disappeared. The President, said Thomas Chase, had
gladly used his authority to perform, "one of the sublimest acts in history -
the act which struck the shackles from four millions of slaves." No more
approving page would be written in the history of the world, declared Richard
Eddy, than that which records this just and solemn act. For this, if he had
never done more, the name of Abraham Lincoln would shine with glorious
immortality!"™ One preacher predicted that, "fifty years hence, the foremost
name in America will be the name that was signed to the Edict of Emancipation.”
That proclamation, said another, "will make Mr. Lincoln's name dear in all

ages."2

There was no doubt now that the edict of emancipation had been effective.
"The proclamation was not only written," said Gaddis, "but the chains had
fallen, under its power, from over three millions of enslaved men ..." The
slaves were emancipated, and it was ILincoln "whose hand it was struck off
from them their fetters, and whose voice it was proclaimed them free."  He

had become "the great LIBERATOR" who had "died amid the ringing of fetters

1 Rev. M.r. Gaddis, Sermon upon the Assassination of Abraham Lincoln by
Rev. M.F. Gaddis, Pastor 6th St. M.P. Church, delivered in rikes Upera
House, April 16, 1865 (Cincinnati, 1865), 13.

2  Our Martyr nr981dent 56, 165, 296; Thompson, Abraham Lincoln, in Freidel,
Inion TFamphlets, 1170- Chase, Address, 24; Wday, The Martyr to'1 Iiberty,
18; OQur Martyr President, 172; Chase, Address, 25.
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as they fell from the enslaved millions of the South; as the cruel crack of
the overseer's lash fell for the last time upon the back of the last slave
of America." Iincoln was dead; but his eulogists looked to a glory beyond
the grave. For his integrity in the cause of emancipation, said Eddy,
"what was long ago said of Wilberforce, now applies with intenser emphasis
to President Lincoln: 'He ascended to the throne of God with a million of
broken shackles in his hands as the evidence of a life well spent!'" Theodore
Guyler visualised how, on the Day of Judgement, Lincoln would stand before
God as the Great Emancipator: "“Around him are the tens of thousands from
whom he struck the oppressors' chain. Methinks I hear their grateful voices..."
Cuyler seemed also to hear the voice of God, welcoming the good and faithful
servant. In Heaven, the act described by Thomas Chase as "one of the most
brilliant in history" was apparently, as Chase predicted with regard to its
earthly fame, to "carry the name of its author with honor down to the end of
time."l

The tradition of the Great Emancipator, by glorifying through Lincoln
the cause of abolition, served to predispose loyal Northerners towards the
political policies advocated by anti-slavery men. It was also fundamental
to the concept of him as the Martyr-Emancipator which converted eulogies of
a lamented President shockingly murdered into telling argumente for Radical
Reconstruction. For once Lincoln's role as the Emancipator had been firmly
established, anti-slavery preachers could progress to the key assumption
underlying their interpretation of Lincoln's death. Anxious to stimulate
antipathy towards slavery, and those who had, in their view, rebelled to
preserve that institution, and thus to prejudice their congregations in

Uicuso On

favour of Radical, Reconstruction, they placed the blame for Lincoln's

1 Gaddis, Sermon, 6, 12; Colman, Discourse, 10; Eddy, The Martyr to
Liberty, 18; Qur Martyr President, 172; Chase, Address, 25.
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assassination upon the Southern slaveholders and their peculiar institution.
Thus emexrged a crucial refinement of the Emancipator tradition, as the hero
of Negro freedom was translated by death, at the hands of those who had
fought for slavery, into the Martyr for ILiberty.

Of the "Black Sunday" of April 16, 1865, Mrs. Daly wrote in her diary,
"Baster morning, instead of the Resurrection and Christ has Arisen, the
clergymen began with Abraham Lincoln, mentioning that he was sacrificed on
Good Friday, and it seemed to me that they gave Our Lord only the second
place in his own house." Of the assassination itself she had already noted
that, "It will make a martyr of Abraham Lincoln, whose death will make all
the shortcomings of his life and Presidential career forgotten in, as
Shakespeare says, 'the deep damnation of his taking off.'" Mrs. Daly was
right on both counts: ILincoln had become a martyr because of Booth's
action, and on that Easter Sunday, the day after his death, Lincoln's
martyrdom was the topic with which the preachers were pre-eminently concermed.
The image of the martyred Christ, when it emerged at all, was in most cases
used to make stronger and more poignantthe image of the martyred President.1

In the South Baptist Church of Hartford, Connecticut, the Reverend
C. B. Crane, solemnly declaring that the "last and costliest offering which God
demanded has been taken", expressed simply but effectively the widely-held
conception of Iincoln dying for his country to become, as the Reverend
Theodore Cuyler described him, "our beloved and martyred ruler." To the
anguished cry of 'Why was Lincoln shot?' this image of him as the Union's
martyr provided an answer. Booth had not, the preachers claimed, struck

at Lincoln the man but at the representative and leader of the Union and

nation. Iincoln died, according to Henry Bellows:

1 Daly, Diary, 354-55.
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as truly as any warrior dies on the battle-field, in the nation's

service, and shed his blood for her sake! It was the nation that

was aimed at by the bullet that stilled his aching brain. As the I

representative of a cause, the type of a victory, he was singled wen

out and slain! His life and career now have the martyrs palm [

added to the statesman's, philanthropist's, and patriot's crown.'

His place is sure in the innermost shrine of his country's \

gratitude.
With contrasting brevity the Reverend Samuel T, Spear expressed the same idea
when he declared: "The pistol-shot that hurried him (Lincoln) to his doom
was fired into the heart of the nation."l

The idea that Booth had struck at the nation rather than at Iincoln
personally led naturally to a key assumption in the Radical interpretation of
Iincoln's death. 1Instead of the inexplicable act of a madman, the
assassination became the final blow struck at the nation by the spirit of
rebellion. Anticipating the question which their congregations would
inevitably ask, the preachers went on to explain why it was that God had
allowed Lincoln and the nation whose cause he had vindicated by giving it
victory to be assailed in the very hour of triumph. The answer to this vital
question formed the central theme of their sermons. Essentially this answer
was that God had intended that Lincoln's death should be a lesson to America
as a whole, but particularly to the people of the Northern States who had
vanquished secession and with whom lay the responsibility for reconstructing
the Union, a lesson designed to show them that rebellion, though defeated, was
not yet destroyed, and that stern measures were yet necessary if its total
destruction were to be accomplished.

In a sermon carefully framed to arouse hostility to a policy of leniency
and reconciliation in reconstruction, G.W. Colman claimed that the
assassination had no - mtive but "the misguided theories and passions by which

this rebellion has been engendered ..." Playing upon the emotions of his

audience by blaming the rebellion for the "barbarities of Southern prisons"

1 Carl Sandburg, Abraham Lincoln; The War Years, 4 vols. (New York, 1939),
IV, 361; Our Martyr President, 59, 167, 291.
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as well as Lincoln's murder, Colman returned to the assassination to
conclude: "If any have been disposed to treat it (rebellion) lightly, to
be lenient towards it, look at this example, and decide now what it merits
from you."l The Reverend E.B. Webb, though he did not actually imply that
they had arranged Lincoln's assassination, alleged that the Southern leaders
incarnated what he called, "the same hell-borm spirit that dastardly takes
the life of our beloved President." The moral of Lincoln's death was clear
to him:; it should check any tendency towards lenient terms of reconstruction,
for Iincoln's magnanimous and clement attitude toward the rebels had resulted
in his murder at the hands of a Southerner:

The idea to me, of placing the leaders of this diabolical rebellion

in a position where they might come again red-handed into the

councils of the nation, is revolting and sacrilegious. It makes

me shudder. And yet I think there was an indecent leniency

beginning to manifest itself towards them, which would have allowed

to these men, by and by, votes and honours and lionizing.
The reference to votes was not casual; disenfranchisement of rebels was to be
fundamental to Radical Reconstruction. So Webb exploited Lincoln's murder
in order to win support for Radical policies and to condemn as ‘indecent’
the Reconstruction policy of the man whom his sermon was intended to eulogize.

The hand of God was detected in this grim lesson of Iincoln's death.
"May it not be," asked the Reverend Joel E. Rockwell, "that God has permitted
this great crime to awaken us to a sense of justice and to a full exaction of
God's law upon those who have plamned and accomplished the horrible scenes of
the past four years?" In Troy, New YOork, the Reverend S.D. Brown urged upon

his congregation a similar interpretation of ILincoln's death:

1 Colman, Discourse, 6-7. Colman's emphasis on the need for an immediate
decision by his audience with regard to Reconstruction is interesting.
It reveals how clearly he understood his own role in exploiting the
passions aroused by Lincoln's assassination, before these faded, to
secure support for harsh policies towards the rebels. See also Henry
Ward Beecher's attempt to swear his inflamed audience to Radical policies,
below p. 109,

2 Sandburg, War Years, IV, 362.
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Our late President has nobly acted his part and carried us successfully

through the struggle. And his name shall be honoured by the latest

generations of men. But may not another instrument, a man of

different character, be needed at the present moment? It is a singular

fact that the two most favorable to leniency to the rebels, Lincoln and

Seward, have been stricken.
Making the lesson more explicit, the Reverend Maxwell P. Gaddis indicated the
sort of policies he expected from the "man of different character",
Andrew Johnson:

One of the results of this excrable act is the opening of our eyes

to the fact that in the midst of our joy we were about to take to

our bosom a half frozen adder, only frozen by the power of our arms,

to warm it to life again ... Now, the adder must die! ... For every

drop of blood that flowed from the veins of this great and good man,

at least one leading Rebel must die, or be banished from this country

forever.
With characteristic force and brevity, John Chase Lord made clear to his
Buffalo, New York, congregation the results Lincoln's death should have for
the South. Contrasting the martyred Lincoln with Johnson, he proclaimed
that: "The South has put away a Sond Consolation and taken in exchange a
Son of Thunder."1

One danger facing preachers who indulged in this line of anti-Southern
propaganda was that their thesis that Iincoln's death revealed the need for
harsher policies towards the ex-rebel states might seem to imply criticism
of Iincoln, and, though anti-slavery men attacked Lincoln's policies while
he was alive, they were fully aware of the rashness of doing so now that he
had become a dead hero. Their problem was, then, to make it clear that the
lenient reconstruction programme advocated by the late President was a
mistake, without suggesting that this reflected badly upon him. In the event
they did so quite successfully in one of two ways., If like the Reverend Webb

or the Reverend S.D. Brown they did by implication criticize Lincoln, they

usually made up for this by emphasizing those aspects of his career which they

1 Lloyd Lewis, Myths After Lincoln, 70-71; Gaddis, Sermon, 11.
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could with an easy conscience eulogize, notably his work for emancipation.
Alternatively they stressed that leniency was a virtue in Lincoln, but
pointed out that such a virtuous, merciful man was too gentle and good

for the task of punishing traitors and that an all-wise God had removed.

this perfect man to make way for one less perfect, perhaps, but better
suited to the task at hand. According to the Reverend J.E. Todd, Iincoln's
"grave faults" were "over-leniency and generosity, deliberation and patience",
and these were faults "Which even in these times have probably been our
salvation." Not even the most sensitive hero-worshipper of Lincoln could
take exception to hearing that the FPresident's worst faults were actually
recognized virtues, so Todd could go on to make his point and, without
offending his congregation, assert that "secession is not to be vanquished
by leniency and kindness, but is to be stamped out with the iron heel."
God's motives were, said Todd, hidden and inscrutable, but he, like most of
his fellow preachers, could detect a probable explanation of Lincoln's death
in that fatal quality of mercy: "This awful crime perhaps was needed to
bring the people to some desired point; perhaps He had a work to be done
fitter for some other hands than those which have done so much noble work,
and are now forever still ..." So too, in a masterly and unexceptionable
fashion, the neverend J.M. Manning of Boston repudiated Lincoln's lenient
policy without in any way maligning the late President when he declared that,
"His paternal heart, had it still throbbed in life, might have proved too
tender for the stern work we are yet to do." Thus in view of anti-slavery
ministers, ILincoln the great, the good and the benevolent had offered the
olive branch to the South and had received in return the assassin's bullet.
There was now, the preachers stormed no course open to the North but the total

destruction of the spirit which had brought about this tragedy. As William



105

Budington prophesied: "the spirit of Rebellion, in its dying throes, mad
with shame and despair, has stung itself to death by striking at the sacred
person of the chief Magistrate."l

For these Northern preachers the "spirit of rebellion" did not simply
mean the determination of the Southern States to establish an independent
confederacy. Committed to the cause of emancipation, and many of them
forming the very backbone of the abolitionist movement, these men of God,
perhaps more than any group before or after them, saw slavery as the
fundamental cause of the Civil War. Foxr them slavery was the spirit of the
rebellion. Like many Southerners, they did not question the truth of the
maxim that slavery was the basis of Southern civilization. The men who had
attempted to destroy the Union they saw as products of that civilization,
and they believed the supreme object of these men to be the preservation of
an institution which was, in the preachers' eyes, against the laws of God
and humanity. It was their firm belief that former Confederates allowed
to regain economic or political influence within the reconstructed Union
would hamper any measures taken by the Federal Government for the final
destruction of slavery that made the anti-slavery ministers auxilliaries of
the Radical Republicans in the campaign to promote Radical Reconstruction.
That the fundamental interest in Reconstruction of these churchmen concerned
slavery can be seen from the fact that they continually emphasized that the
rebels had fought against freedom and that the Union stood as the bastion ‘
of liberty. This would in itself have helped to link slavery with secession
and rebellion in the minds of Northerners, but in order to ensure that
slavery would be totally destroyed, the preachers used the opportunity of :
Lincoln's death to rouse to an even greater pitch the anti-slavery sentiment

in the Northern States. 1In doing so they exploited not only the concept

1 Sandburg, War Years, IV, 362; Our Martyr tresident, 113.
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of Lincoln the martyr for Union, but also a vision of him even better suited
to their purpose, that of the Martyr to Liberty.

Quite often Lincoln appeared in sermons, speeches and poetry of this
time as the hero and martyr of liberty in a very general sense, and this
undoubtedly appealed to a people who liked to think of America as the land
of the free; but anti-slavery men were concerned to present Lincoln as a
martyr to liberty in a more specific sense as well. If they were
successfully to stir up the North against slavery, Lincoln had to become
the martyr of Negro emancipation, and so he did. When so much that was
spoken or written about Lincoln's death was concerned with the image of him
as the Great Emancipator, it probably would not in any case have taken a
grateful people long to recognize that he had not died for the Union alone,
but from the moment Black Sunday dawned, anti-slavery eulogists were ready
to convince any doubters, and the preachers led the way.

The first essential was to drive home the idea that slavery had killed
Lincoln. At Clark Street Church in Chicago, the Reverend Charles Shelling
took as the subject of his address on Lincoln's death, "The Blow of the
Assassin - The Spirit of Slavery." In Brooklyn the Reverend Theodore Cuyler
warned his congregation that ILincoln "was slain by the accursed spirit of
slavery yet lurking in the North." Similarly the Reverend William Ives
Budington declared that, "the fell spirit of slavery had stricken down our
Fresident, and draped a nation in the emblems of mourning."  Devoting much
of a stirring sermon on Lincoln's death to the concept of the martyr to
liberty, Henry Ward Beecher presented, in emotive terms, his indictment of
slavery. Iike many anti-slavery contemporaries, clerical and lay, he tended
to minimize Booth's personal role in the assassination, for his chief concern
was to reveal the assassin as an instrument of slavery. Only then could he
prepare the way forzhadical Reconstruction with his message that the terrible

crime inspired by slavery should never be allowed to fade into oblivion:
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e needed not that he (Booth) should put on paper that he believed

in slavery, who, with treason, with murder, with cruelty infernal,

hovered around that majestic man to destroy his life. He was

himself but the long sting with which slavery struck at liberty;

and he carried the poison that belonged to slavery. And as long

as this nation lasts, it will never be forgotten that we have had

one martyred President - never! Hever, while time lasts, while

heaven lasts, while hell rocks and groans, will it be forgotten

that slavery, by its minions, slew him, and, in slaying him, made

manifest its whole nature and tendency.
Throughout the sermon Beecher impressed upon his congregation that Lincoln's
murder had been brought about by "the venomous hatred of Liberty wielded by
an avowed advocate of sla.ver'y."l

Just as Lincoln's death at the hands of the spirit of rebellion had
been presented as a lesson against leniency towards rebels, so now the
preachers used the concept of the Martyr to ILiberty to urge the total
destruction of slavery. Having ensured that their congregations understood
that Booth, damned though he might be, was but the instrument of the evil
and malicious spirit of slavery striking a last blow at liberty personified
in Iincoln, the Great Emancipator, they made clear their answer to a question
which would logically arise for those who believed that a Divine force for
good controlled the destinies of men. 1In their view, God had allowed
slavery, an institution which He had, in giving victory to the North,
condemned as evil, to destroy a great man, because only through the martyrdom
of Iincoln could the iniquity of slavery be fully revealed and the hearts of
Americans hardened against any further tolerance of Negro servitude. Might
it not be, speculated the Reverend William R, Williams, that God "saw that -
much as the nation had already learned ... of the inherent evils, and of the
ineradicable barbarism of Slavery - it yet needed, by a more malign outbreak,
and a more distinguished sacrifice, to have its holy wrath aroused and
intensified into a deadly and uncompromising decision against all further

tolerance of the system ..." Williams left his audience to decide for

themselves whether or not this was so, but he made it clear that he had

1 Chicago Times, April 20, 1865; Lewis ths After ILincoln, 101;
Qur ﬁaért@ési ent, 45-“4,5119. r B o
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no doubts on this score, and his emphasis upon such an interpretation of
Iincoln's death, combined with his powerful imagery, would doubtless have
had the desired effect upon an already emotional audience. Picturing
ILincoln virtually prophesying his own death at the hands of slavery,
Williams declared:
In a document, which was his own last message, Abraham Lincoln had
spoken of God's possible purpose to compensate each drop of blood
drawn by the driver's lash, by another drop of blood streaming from
the soldier's sword. HMight not an All-Wise God emphasize and
rubricate that message, so as to speak, by allowing the dying spasms
of the tyranny which wielded that driver'sS lash, to dash, as it were,
upon the face of this prophetic admonition, the blood of its utterer;
and thus leave it, for all after-time of our national history,
slavery's bloody hand set at its own clumsy seal, slavery's crimson
endorsement of its own indictment?
John Chase Iord, allowing for no other interpretation of Lincoln's death,
asserted, "God has permitted him to die a martyr because He wished to
consecrate the works, the policy and proclamations of our President as the
political gospel of our country, sealed in blood." The works, policies
and proclamations foremost in the minds of anti-slavery preachers were, of
course, those comnected with emancipation, and the idea that the blood of
the martyred Lincoln ratified his acts as President, and especially the
proclamations of emancipation, proved immensely popular with his eulogists
becanse of its obvious emotional impact upon their audiences. The
martyrdom of Iincoln in the cause of freedom meant, they claimed, that the
nation could never retreat from the path of emancipation. In the words of
the Reverend Charles S. Robinson, "The documents he (Lincoln) has added to
the archives of the nation are sealed with blood."1
This comforting belief that Lincoln's martyrdom was ordained by God in
order to secure the total destructionof slavery and that the wisdom of its
timing could not therefore be disputed, was widely accepted. The Reverend
Cuyler did indeed ask, "Did Lincoln die too soon?", and in reply declared,

"for us and the world he did ...", but Cuyler stressed that in a wider sense,

1 Our Martyr President, 20-21, 105; Lewis, Myths After Limcoln, 96.
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"Our father died at the right time; for his mighty work was done." The
great work referred to by Cuyler was that of emancipation, and once they
had established that God intended Lincoln's murder to be the final arraignment
of slavery, these anti-slavery zealots, with the fiery oratory common to
Northern evangelists, and accentuated by their abolitionism, hammered home the
message of their sermons: destroy slavery as slavery had destroyed Lincoln.
In killing the President slavery had struck at America, the Government and
liberty, declared Beecher, but, "The blow has signally failed. The cause
is not stricken; it is strengthened. The nation had dissolved - but in
tears only ... This people are neither wasted, nor daunted, nor disordered.
Men hate slavery and love liberty with stronger hate and love to-day than
ever before." Urgently, compellingly, Beecher prophesied the effects that
the assassination would have, pointing out the road that he desired the North
should follow:
Men will receive a new impulse of patriotism for his (Lincoln's) sake,
and will guard with zeal the whole of the country which he loved so
well, I swear you, on the altar of his memory, to be more faithful
to the country for which he perished. _/Applause./ They will, as they
follow his hearse, swear a new hatred to that slavery against which he
warred, and which, in vanquishing him, has made him a martyr and a
conqueror. 1 swear you, by the memory of this martyr, to hate slavery
with an unappeasable hatred.
Calling upon the nation to complete and make sacred the work of the martyr
President, Beecher evoked a dramatic image of the funeral procession then in
progress across the North, proving as he did so that a dead hero was, as the
Radicals who had arranged the procession had anticipated, a potent weapon in
the hands of anti-slavery men:
And now the martyr is moving in triumphal march, mightier than when
alive. The nation rises up at every stage of his coming. Cities
and states are his pall-bearers, and the cannon beats the hours with
solemn progression. Dead, dead, DEAD, he yet speaketh! Is
Washington dead? ... Is any man that ever was fit to live dead?
Disenthralled of flesh, and risen in the unobstructed sphere where
passion never comes, he begins his illimitable work. His life is

now grafted upon the infinite, and will be fruitful as no earthly

1life can be. Pass on, thou that hast overcome! ... Ye people,
behold a martyr whose blood, as so many articulate words, pleads for

fidelity, for law, for liberty.!
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Above all, Lincoln's blood pleaded for liberty. As the Reverend Shelling
had declaréd a few days earlier, "the great and good president, the second
Washington, ... had fallen a martyr to the spirit of slavery, ... the same
spirit that had lashed the backs of black men and women, that had sold
children into bondage, and inaugurated the accursed rebellion." Was it
right, in the sight of God, asked Shelling rhetorically, to longer endure it,
"or should we appeal to Him to lead us on, and wipe the curse of human slavery
from the face of our land forever'?"l

At this point, reflecting the preachers® belief that the total and
permanent abolition of slavery could be secured only through the policies of
the Radical Republicans, exploitation of Lincoln as a martyr for the nation
and for liberty merged. Picturing slavery as synonymous with the spirit of
rebellion, anti-slavery ministers used the image of the Martyr to Liberty as
they had used that of ILincoln murdered by rebellion to strengthen the North's
determination to punish the defeated rebels. Through the assassination of
Iincoln, said the Reverend Budington, the wrath of man would praise God by
revealing the wickedness of the rebellion and of slavery and by checking any
tendency on the part of the North towards over-leniency in the treatment of
former Confederates. So that there should be no mistake in the meaning of
his message, Budington called for support for the new President who was
thought to be in favour of Radical Reconstruction. Expressing a similar
faith in the radicalism of Andrew Johnson, the Reverend Stephen Tyng predicted
that the assassination of Iincoln, "the last great sacrifice upon the altar of
liberty", had "introduced a ruler whose stern experience of Southern wickedness

will cut off all pleas ..of leniency to the base destroyers of their country."2

1 Our Martyr President, 45-48, 171; Chicago Times, April 20, 1865.
2 Our Martyr President, 71, 75, 113-127.
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Often the course of action demanded was made more explicit. Using the
death of Lincoln to inflame anti-Southern, anti-slavery sentiments, these
ministers urged upon their congregations the main themes in the Radical
apyroach Lo - Reconstruction, the total abolition of slavery, political and
economic penalties for rebels, and Negro suffrage. Recalling the night of
the attacks upon Lincoln and Seward by Booth and his fellow-conspirators,
the Reverend Williams declared, "The bullet-shot and the knife-stab, that
evening delivered, have effectually nailed to the mast of the ship of state
the banner of Emancipation - of universal - unconditional - uncompensated
and unrepealable enfranchisement." Appealing to the emotions, and especially
to the Unionist sentiment, of his audience, Theodore Cuyler utilized concepts
of lincoln, "that dear departed father," as the representative of
republicanism, the Great Emancipator, and the martyr of both the nation and
liberty, when he demanded that slavery and slaveholders should be crushed:

This astounding tragedy at Washington is but the legitimate product

of the same accursed system that tore down the nation's standard at
Sumter, that massacred the heroic garrison of Fort rillow, that
starved the thousands of Union soldiers at Belle Isle, Andersonville,
and on the Charleston race-course, and had been for a century,
maiming, and branding, and torturing God's poor bond-children on
innumerable plantations.  Abraham Lincoln, holding the pen that
plerced oppression through with its edict of emancipation, is the
embodiment of Christian democracy. John Wilkes Booth, wielding

the assassin's weapon, is the embodiment of the bowie-knife barbarism

of the slaveholding aristocracy.

The message lay in the comment that followed. "Thanks be to God", exclaimed
Cuyler, "that the days of that oligarchy are numbered.!"  Joseph P. Thompson's
sexrmon on the assassination revealed how the end of the slave-oligarchy could
be secured. After dwelling upon the image of Lincoln as the hero and martyr
of emancipation, Thompson came to the crux of his sermon, alleging that
Iincoln's grand life "imposes upon us lessons of duty, ...And we best honor
the life itself by worthily fulfilling its lessons." The greatest lesson

was, of course, that:
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We must take measures for the utter extinction of slavery, by
severing every tie of the slave-oligarchy to the polity and to the
soil of the country. We must end this rebellion so effectually
that not a solitary root or fibre of it shall remain to plague us

in the future. We owe it to ourselves in view of all that we have
done and suffered in the cause; we owe it to our dead, who gave
themselves for our salvation; we owe it to our posterity, who shall
reap what we now sow; we owe it to mankind, to whom we should now
furnish an example of a free, just, and peaceful government; and we
owe it to the memory of the leader and martyr who hath consecrated
our cause by his great sacrifice, that we guard effectually against
the recurrence of a war of opposing sections or civilizations.

And for this it is indispensable that we stamp this rebellion as a
crime, that we measure out to its sponsors and abettors appropriate
penalties, and that we root out the whole system of society by which
it was inspired, and for which it has been maintained ...

Thompson's repeated emphasis that it was necessary to "root out" the rebellion
and slavery was deliberate. Like the Reverend James Freeman Clarke's demand
for a "radical" cure for the South, it was intended to implant the idea of
radicalism in the minds of those who heard his sermon. Speaking in Boston,
(larke used Lincoln, as a hero of liberty and martyr, in a plea for the three
main policies associated with the Radicals, urging the destruction of slavery
and the power of slaveholders, and the adoption of Negro suffrage:

Throughout the North this murder will arouse such a stern purpose

not of revenge, we trust, or only such a revenge as will be

consistent with the memory of Lincoln. The revenge we shall take

for the murder of ILincoln will be to raise the loyal black population

of the South not only to the position of free men but of voters, to

shut out from power, forever, the leaders of the rebellion; to re-

admit no Southern State into the union until it has adopted a free
State constitution and passed that anti-slavery amendment so dear to

Abraham Lincoln's heart ... We need guarantees that the substantial

results of the war shall not be lost, that the cure of the South shall

be radical, that there shall be no more treasons, no more rebellions.

No matter how sincerely they hailed Iincoln as the hero and martyr of ‘
liberty, anti-slavery churchmen must have been fully aware they were
exploiting a dead president and a nation's grief to secure a particular

political programme. This awareness was reflected in a concern that by

seeking to inflame their congregations against slaveholders and rebels, they

1 Our Martyr President, 26, 159, 162-63, 204-6; Lewis, Myths After Lincoln,
76=77 ¢
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were guilty of conduct unsuited to their spiritual calling. The Reverend
John McClintock indicated such concern when at the close of a sermon
designed to promote Radical arguments’, he " invoked Iincoln's spirit in
the name of mercy, telling his audience that, "If anything I have said, or
anything you read or hear in these sad days, breeds within you a single
revengeful feeling, even towards the leaders of this rebellion, then think
of Abraham Lincoln, and pray God to make you merciful."  Another minister
urged that for the rebel masses, if not their leaders, Jjustice should be
tempered with mercy: +though hardly phrased so as to promote a spirit of
charity, the plea was made for kindness towards "those who honestly desire

to return to their loyalty and duty to the nation which they have outraged,
and the Government which they have insulted and despised." Not all Radical
churchmen were troubled by considerations of mercy. One in Boston called
for multiple hangings of Southern traitors, while another minister noting

the popular desire for revenge commented, "vengeance is an extreme, but no
more so than indiscriminate pardon." 1In any case, few anti-slavery ministers
tried to exercise any real influence in promoting a merciful attitude towards
the South. Fleas for mercy were inserted only after the radical message of
the sermon had been driven home. The iHeverend Beecher turned to thoughts of

mercy only after his invective against slavery and the South must have

destroyed any such thoughts in the minds of his congregation, and, significantly,

the appeal won little response from an audience which had enthusiastically
applauded his earlier oratory. Yet, in fairness, these men did not play
upon anti-slavery sentiments, long-standing Northern prejudices against the
South and Lincoln's assassination in order to excite bloody revenge. In
their eyes there was a difference between merciful justice and the leniency
towards the rebels favoured by ILincoln, and an even stronger distinction
between justice and vengeance. As the Reverend Charles S. Robinson expressed

the latter idea, "there is no revenge in the popular heart; to-day, but only
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retribution." The slight conflict perceived between Christian duty and
anti-slavery or Unionist principles was easily resolved in favour of the
latter.l

The efforts of anti-slavery preachers to win support fof:ﬂadicalap:roach to
Reconstruction were complemented by those of hadical Republican politicians,
who similarly found useful and were not backward in exploiting images of
Lincoln as the heroic emancipator and the Martyr for Iiberty. Some such
eulogies were surely sincere. Writing to her Radical husband, Mrs. Carl
Schurz consoled herself in her grief at Lincoln's death with the thought
thst, "what you have always said is true; that, after Washington, he is
our greatest President and the greatest emancipator." Schurz, always given
to exaggeration, probably did express some such view of Iincoln. Moreover,
while most leading Radicals had tempered support of the President when he
moved in an anti-slavery direction with criticism of his slowness in doing
s0, and showed no concept of him as the Great Emancipator before he died,
their anti-slavery sentiments predisposed them to see in his death the hand
of slavery in rebellion striking down the representative of Union and liberty.
Three days after the assassination, Charles Sumner wrote to English politician
John Bright that, "You will be shocked by the crime in which belligerent
slavery, crushed in arms, has sought to revenge itself ..." Nevertheless,
it was as a hero, and especially an anti-slavery hero, that Lincoln became
politically exploitable after the assassination, and no anti-slavery

politician could afford to have scruples about presenting him as such.2

1  OQur Martyr rresident, 46, 100, 123, 82-83, 143; Sandburg, War Years, IV,
363.

2 Mrs. Schurz to her husband, April 21, 1865, in Schurz, Intimate Letters,
334; Sumner to Bright, April 18, 1865, in Pierce, Memoir and letters of

Charles Sumner, IV, 239.
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The spirit of Lincoln had barely left his body before it was impressed
into the service of the Radical cause. In a preamble and resolutions
introduced by Governor Morton at a public meeting in Indianapolis on April
15, the nation was called upon to mourn "one of the great and good men of
the world", the "beloved president", the "second Washington". At the
moment of victory, said the preamble to these resolutions, "the same spirit
which has attempted the life of the nation has now succeeded in the
assassination of our great and good chief magistrate ..." The future of
the nation was committed to the care of Divine Frovidence and Andrew Johnson.
In an address at this meeting, Morton declared that, "tho' the magnanimity of
the North could overlook most things, the time was now come for decisive
action. The olive branch had been presénted to the rebels, but to us they
had presented the dagger." Thus at his state's earliest meeting to mourn
the dead President, the sometimes Radical Governor of Indiana sought to
establish Lincoln as the hero and martyr of the nation, destroyed by the
spirit of rebellion, and so to discredit the policy of leniepcy which Lincoln
had favoured, and, by implication, to endorse the Radical afproach;téwands Recon-
stection which it was assumed Johnson would :'melement.1

A public meeting at Chicago, also held on the day of Lincoln's death,
clearly demonstrated the alliance of Radical politicians and anti-slavery
churchmen. The first speaker, a minister, used the Mosaic concept of Lincoln
the Emancipator in a strong appeal for Radical Reconstruction. The thought
must suggest itself, he said, that there had been no hour at which the
President could better have been spared, and "He thought there was something
sublime in the thought that the man who had parted the waters which allowed
the colored people to pass into freedom, who had led them onward so far through

the wilderness, and pointed out the way, that he himself should only be

1 Chicago, Times, April 17, 1865, New Orleans Black Republican, April 29,
1865
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permitted to reach the top of the mountain from which he could see the
promised land which he was never to attain." It was fortunate that a
Joshua was ready to take over Linceln's work, for the late President's
very qualities "might even have disqualified so great and good a man from
doing what yet remained to be done." The task Joshua, by whom was meant
Andrew Johnson, was to complete was made clear as the minister used
Lincoln's death to call for punishment not upon one assassin but "upon the
system, upon the people, upon the power" responsible. This appeal for
Radical Recomstruction was endorsed by the next speaker, the Reverend Robert
Collyer, who urged Northerners to "rise up indignant and be prepared to acquit
themselves like men, to search out this foul deed to the bottom, and, wherever
a guilty spot was found, to root it out to the uttermost." Collyer did not
hesitate to point a finger at the South, demanding that if Southerners did
not disavow all knowledge of the act, "let the entire race be subjugated to
the last man." The basic appeal of the ministers was echoed in the eulogy
delivered by Lyman Trumbull, in which Lincoln quickly emerged as the heroic
emancipator. According to Trumbull:

his history is made up, and he will go down to posterity as one of

the greatest apostles of human liberty who ever lived. (Immense
applause). Nothing can change it: The record is completed!
The name of Abraham Lincoln will be cherished by the friends of
liberty and freedom throughout the world,as long as freedom has
a votary upon it.

Moving on to implicate the slaveholding aristocracy - the Davises and the
Toombses, said Trumbull cleverly - in the assassination, this speech

prepared those listening to it to favour an opprocch Lo Aeconstruction which
would preserve the work of the Great Emancipator. The success of the efforts
of the speakers was reflected in the adoption by the meeting of a Radical-
inspired resolution, "That the death of Abraham Lincoln shall be avenged,

and that we will stand by Andrew Johnson ... in all his efforts to put down

this wicked rebellion and to eradicate slavery from the bounds of this
repu‘bl:i.c."l

1 Chicago Times, April 17, 1865.
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In New York, on the same day, advocates of Radical _Reconstruction
addressed street meetings, using Lincoln's death to stir up feeling against
the rebel leaders. In that city, General Benjamin F. Butler, "military
aide to the civilian Radicals", asserted: "If he (Lincoln) could have
forseen that forgiveness meant assassination, that clemency meant death, if
he could have forseen that the devilish spirit of rebellion would have gone
into the siok-room and stricken down the man (Seward) whom God had spared a
little longer, he would have known that mildness and clemency to traitors
is cruelty to thousands."l

Radical determination to exploit fully the opportunity offered by
Lincoln's assassination was soon expressed in the organization by Congress of
a funeral procession across the Northern States and designed to give the
Presidential remains maximum public exposure. On April 21, the funeral
train bearing Lincoln's body pulled slowly out of Washington on the first
stage of a journey which brought the Iresident's death home with fresh impact
to the inhabitants of Maryland, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, New York, Ohio,
Indiana and Illinois. According to Herndon,

The passage of the funeral train westward through country, village,

and city, winding across the territory of vast Statez, along a track

of more than fifteen hundred miles, was a pageant without a parallel

in the history of the continent or the world. At every halt in the

sombre march vast crowds, such as never before had collected together

filed past the catafalque for a glimpse of the dead chieftain's face.

Farmers left their farms, workmen left their shops, societies and

soldiers marched in solid columns, and the great cities poured forth

their population in countless masses.
It was estimated that at each major city thousands paid a last tribute to the
late President: 30,000 in Harrisburg, 500,000 in Philadelphia, 100,000 in
the procession alone in New York City, 1,000,000 in Cleveland, over 50,000

in Columbus, and 150,000 or more in Chicago. At each small town, draped in

1 Chicago, Times, April 17, 1865; Lewis, Myths After Lincoln, 64.
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mourning, thousands turned out to see the train pass through, even by
torchlight in the early hours of the morming. On the train, and doubtless
both gratified and impressed by the power exercised by the dead President,
were leading Radicals Washburne, Arnold, Harlan, Julian and Trumbull, and
their allies Yates of Illinois and Governors Morton of Indiana and Stone of
Iowa. At major cities, pertinent addresses were delivered. Well aware
that only the Republican Party could profit from this prolonged mourning
for and hero-worship of a Republican President, Democrat Charles Mason
bitterly described the three week long procession as similar to the "crafty
skill of Mark Anthony (sic) in displaying to the Roman people the bloody
mantle of Caesar."” The Radicals, he alleged wished "to make ... political
capital out of the murder. They wished to strengthen their hands and
brutalize the hearts of the Northern people till there shall be general
concurrence in all measures of confiscation and extermination." The funeral
sermon delivered by Schuyler Colfax when the funeral train reached Chicago,
which exploited the martyred Great Emancipator and merciful Lincoln in a
call for Radical Reconstruction, suggests that Mason's analysis was correct.l
Eulogies such as that of Colfax played a vital role in Radical
propaganda in 1865. Indeed, the task of blending myth and reality in a
closely sustained argument on behalf of Radical Reconstruction gave Charles
Sumner the opportunity to reveal his consummate skill as a political orator.
In his ILincoln Oration in Boston in the summer of 1865, Sumner exploited the
variety of ILincoln myths, but especially those of the Great Emancipator and
the Martyr to Liberty, in an appeal for Radical policies in general and
Negro suffrage in particular which even admiring Republican colleagues found

c:unn.’mg.2 In addition, there was clearly co-operation with anti-slavery

1 Sandburg, War Years, IV, 393-412; Paul M, Angle, Herndon's Life of
Lincoln (Greenwich, Conn., 1961 ed.), 438; Donald, Lincoln Reconsidered,5.

2 See below, pp. 134=35.
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preachers, whose influence made them valuable allies. The influential
Rewrend Phillips Brooks, invited to address a meeting of the Union League
in Philadelphia, did good service to the Radical cause when he declared:
"0 God, Thou has Thy martyr for Thy cause, assert that cause until slavery
be rooted out from all the borders of our land." Semmons promoting Radical
policies were published so that they might reach the widest possible audience.
Thus the Loyal League Society, under the direction of its president Francis
Lieber, intellectual ally of the Radicals, published Joseph Parrish Thompson's
sermon of April 30, "Abraham Lincoln; his Life and Its Lessons." Also
aimed at a wide audience was a proclamation from President Johnson, clearly
owing much to Radical inspiration, which declared that the Government had
evidence that Southern rebels had conspired to assassinate Lincoln. The
Radical press also promoted the Lincoln myths. The Chicago Tribune told
its readers that, "The nation mourns. 1Its agony is gmeat. 1Its grief is
dumb. Never before have the American people been so stricken. Our
President has fallen in the prime of his energy and usefulness, another martyr
to the demon - Slavery."” No chance to publicize Radical arguments was lost.l
Radical exploitation of myths about 'Lincoln - was not confined te the
Northern States. At public meetings held in the occupied South, following
Lincoln's death, Northern white orators and Southern black spokesmen, with an
ey; to both black votes in the South and public opinion in the North,
eulogized Lincoln in terms calculated to aid the cause of Radical
Reconstruction.
At a meeting in Iafayette Square, New Orleans, on April 22, at which
several anti-slavery Union generals spoke, many themes in the Radical
analysis of Lincoln's death were subtly raised. The death of Lincoln, a

"1 Lewis, Myths After Lincoln, 75; Freidel, Union Pamphlets, II, 1149;
Thomas J. Pressly, Americans In t Their Civil War (Princeton, 1965),

59; Chicago Iribune, April 17, 1865, quoted in Hazel Catherine Wolf,
On Freedom's Altar; The Martyr Complex in the Abolition Movement (Madisen,
Wis., 1952), 144-45.
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hero of liberty, was condemned as the act of those in rebellion. Though
General Hurlbut trusted the murder would prove "an act of individual
baseness"”, he made clear his view that it was "the result of the great crime
which four years ago was aimed at the life of the nation ..." The Great
Emancipator was presented as the nation's martyr. “As an individual", said
General Banks, "Mr. Lincoln had no enemy. He died because he represented
us." Those "loyal hearts" for whom Lincoln died were offered the
consolation that, "It was for our good that God took him; it was the great
crowning act of his career that he should die." One reason it might have
been an appropriate time for Lincoln to die was implied in General Hurlbut's
assertion that Lincoln had been above politics. None before Lincoln had
proved so pure, so gentle and so good, said Hurlbut. “There were no
politics, no party in his administration. Elected as the representative of
a party, he at once became the representative of all loyal hearts." Such
an interpretation of Lincoln's presidency was commonly used by advocates of
Radical Reconstruction to suggest that Lincoln had been too holy to
understand the nature of the rebels to whom he had shown undue leniency.
A more direct use of Lincoln on behalf of the Radical programme came in
Banks ' somewhat inaccurate assertion, addressed to blacks in the audience,
that, “Abraham Lincoln gave his word that you will be free, and enjoy all the
rights invested in all oi.tizons."l

In Mobile on April 23, a meeting was called by the state superintendent
of free labour, Chaplain Thomas W, Conway, so that coloured inhabitants of
that city might learn their rights and privileges. Conway, who was to play
an important role in the implementation of Radical Reconstruction in louisiana,
addressed this significant meeting for one and a half hours. In the course
of this speech, Lincoln emerged as the Great Emancipator who had been killed

1 Black Republican, April 29, 1865; New Orleans Tribume, April 23, 1865.
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by rebels, but whose works - the Emancipation Proclamation was singled out -
would live on:l "The great President - the true friend of the oppressed -
the defender of human rights - the author of the Bmancipation Proclamation

is gone - gone to the eternal rest of the righteous ... He has been murdered
by a rebel, in whose heart the devil had a dwelling, and whose soul was fired
with the worst flames of hell. But his works will live, ... (and) will be a
monument that will rise higher as human life goes on."

Once Radical Reconstruction was under way in the South, the myths .relat
~ing to Ilincoln were utilized to win black support for the newly established
Southern wing of the Republican FParty. Thus in South Carolina in 1867,
Radicals used the image of the Emancipator in a blatant attempt to play upon
the ex-slaves' affection for and gratitude towards Lincoln. Anxious to carry
the entire Negro vote in the fall elections in Lexington, they printed their
own ballots to be distributed on election day. These ballots, according to
an informant of Charles Sumner, "were to contain a sign ... and by it, we
hoped to conquer." "I enclose a ticket,” he continued, "and you will see the
sign - no less than Abraham ILincoln, the martyr to Liberty -". Apparently
the stratagem proved successful, for he was able to add, "no coloured man
dared refuse it - nor did one single one fail to vote it ... When our ticket
distributors ... showed their tickets with the face of Lincoln, their eyes
beamed with gratitude, and one worn out freedman exclaimed ‘Tank God, I
tought he would send you to us!"'2

As part of the campaign to organize black votes, pro-Republican Black
papers were established in the South. One of the most notable of these, the
New Orleans Black Republican was founded with the assistance of Thomas W.
Conway in 1865. Representing the opinion of whites involved in the

1 Black Republican, April 29, 1865.
2 Donald, Lincoln Reconsidered, 7.




122

organization of Reconstruction in ILouisiana and of conservative blacks, the
paper served as a vehicle for Radical Republican propaganda. In its pages
were frequent references to the hero of emancipation, and the paper made much
use of the developing mythical images of Lincoln. Three years later, a
gropp of white and black men in Texas established a newspaper which aimed,
as its first editorial announced, to act as a friend and adviser in every
coloured man's home. The image of the Great Emancipator was used to win
black support for the vaper and for the Republican Larty.l

The concepts of the Great Emancipator and Martyr to Iiberty were central
to the manipulation of his death by those who advocated a Radical approach
to Reconstruction. Other relevant images of the late iresident were,
however, also exyploited for this purpose, giving rise to the development of
a number of lesser myths loosely associated with that of the Martyr-Emancipator.
Once again, sermons on Lincoln's death proved fertile ground for the growth
of such myths, and this in part explains the Biblical character of such
images of Lincoln as the divinely inspired emancipator, the lMoses and the
Messiah of the black race.

Just as it was not hard for a people accustomed to seeing God's will
in contemporary events to recognize that the Almighty had had his reasons
for removing ILincoln, so it was not difficult for them, and especially for
churchmen, to detect in retrospect the will of God manifesting itself in
Lincoln's life. To those who hated slavery, there could be no clearer
example of this than the late :resident's decision to emancipate the slaves.

The conceut of Lincoln as a divinely inspired emancipator had, however,

emerged well before his death. Garrison used the image in a very general

1 John W. Blassingame, Black New Orleans, 1560-1850 (Chicago, 1976 ed.),
54; The Freedman's Press, July 18, August 15, 1&6¢.
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sense when in a letter to fellow abolitionist Oliver Johnson he urged that
there should be no trivial criticism by anti-slavery men of lincoln and the
Republican Party, or of other parties involved in the struggle against the
slave-oligarchy, "for they are instruments in the hands of God to carry
forward and help achieve the great object of emancipation for which we have
so long been striving." The image was used more specifically of Lincoln as
anti-slavery forces struggled to persuade the President that it was God's
will that he should free the slaves. William Barnard, member of a delegation
of Progressive Friends which called upen the President in June 1862 to present
an emancipation memorial expressed a wish that Lincoln "might, under divine
guidance, be led to free the slaves and thus save the nation from destruction.”
The same blend of national saviour and divinely inspired emancipator appeared
in a memorial drawn up at a meeting of Chicago Christians and presented to
Lincoln on September 13, 1862, which put forward the belief of the
memorialists that, "in Divine Providence you have been called to the Presidency
to speak the word of Jjustice and authority which shall free the bondman and
save the nation." The issuing of the proclamations of emancipation confirmed
this view of Lincoln. In August 1863 Quakeress Eliza P. Gurney wrote to him
to express both her gratitude for the anti-slavery edicts and her hope "that
the Almighty ... may strensthe: thee to accomplish all the blessed purposes,
which, in the unerring counsel of his will and wisdom, I do assuredly believe
he did design to make thee instrumental in accomplishing, when he appointed
thee ... Chief Magistrate ..."l

After the assassination, this concept was incorporated inte Lincoln
mythology. It suited anti-slavery preachers' purposes very well that Lincoln
should be viewed as an instrument of God. For whether applied to saving the

nation or freeing the slaves - and for the anti-slavery man these two roles

1 Garrison to Oliver Johnson, April 19, 1861, in Garrison, Life, IV, 21;
New York Tribune, Jume 21, 1862, in Lincoln, Works, V, 279; Richard B.
Harwell, ed., The Union er (New York, 1958), 153; Eliza P. Gurney
to Lincoln, Aug. 8, 1863, Lincoln, Works, VII, 536.
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attributed to the heroic Lincoln were inseparable - this image of the late
President gave, as it were, Divine endorsement to the abolition of slavery.
Illinois minister the Reverend Dr. Kidder was convinced, "that Abraham Linceln
was a man of destiny raised up by the Almighty for the national salvation",
and Theodore Cuyler stressed that there had been no mistake "when the Almighty
made Abraham Iincoln for this great national crisis, ..." Iincoln's
decision to free the slaves certainly influenced Cuyler's view. Referring
more specifically to emancipation, Joseph Parrish Thompson described Lincoln
as "trained of God for his great work, and called of God in the fullness of
time", a Biblical phrase which conjured up images of Hebrew prophets. 1In
Boston City Council's memorial Alexander H., Rice declared that, "God revealed
him to us as a great instrument of his power in delivering the oppressed from
their bondage ..." It was an image that remained popular. The following
year, as Congress officially mourned lLincoln, strong expression was given to
the concept of the divinely inspired Great Emancipator in the prayer of the
Chaplain of the House of Representatives. Reinforcing, by implication,
Radical emphasis upon emancipation as crucial to the existence and future of
America, Dr. Boynton thanked God for leading Lincoln through the trials and
sorrow of war "until he saw that our cause would prosper only by justice;
and then, inspired by Thee, he uttered those words of power that changed three
million slaves into men - the one act that has made his name illustrious
forever."1

This theory of divine inspiration fitted in admirably with a Radical
interpretation of why the President had to die. It could be easily reconciled

with the argument that his death was in accordamce with divine purposes.

1 Chicago Times, April 18, 1865; Our Martyr President, 167; Thompson,
Abraham Lincoln, in Freidel, Union Pamphlets, 1170; Hon. Alexander H. Rice,
address at public meeting, Boston, April 17, 1865, in (Boston City Council),
A Memorial of Abraham Limcoln (Boston, 1865), 53; Cong. Globe, 39 Cong.

I sess., 799.
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In short, the Union had been saved, the slaves had been freed, and thus
Iincoln had completed the work ordained by God and his life had served its
purpose. This also fitted in with the private view of many Radicals,
mentioned earlier, that Lincoln would not have been likely to co-operate
with them over reconstruction. 1In a letter to his wife, Zachariah Chandler
gave expression to the latter interpretation when he wrote that God kept
Iincoln in office as long as he was useful and then had placed a better man
in his place. Eulogists using the tradition in sermons or speeches designed
to win support for Radical Reconstruction preferred to emphasize that God
wisely removed him at the height of his glory. As one eulogist expressed

this idea:

God ... removes his own useful and honored instruments, at dates which
seem to us untimely, and in modes, that, although painful and even
shocking to themselves and to the survivors and friends who mourn
them, yet do, in reality, round the course of the departed as into
a more epic symmetry, and crown the hero's or statesman's career of
enfranchisement and victory, as with something that resembles the
palm of religious martyrdom.

It was fortunate, perhaps, that the preachers did not take this line of
reasoning any further. Had they done so, they might have undermined their:
powerful argument that a representative of the Southern slaveholding rebels
had killed Lincoln, and to conclude that John Wilkes Booth, too, was simply
an instrument of Divine Piovidence.l

From the tradition that Lincoln had been divinely inspired it was but
a short step, especially for those steeped in Biblical imagery, to the view

that God had called Lincoln and watched over him in much the same way as he
had the 01d Testament heroes and prophets. This line of thought was indicated

in the text chosen for his sermon on the President's death by Theodore Cuyler:

1 Chandler to his wife, April 22, 1865, quoted in Williams, Lincoln and the
Radicals, 374; Our Martyr President, 23.
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"And the Lord Blessed Abraham in all things."” Some linked the former Chief
Magistrate with one Biblical figure, some with several; Abraham, David and
Joshua were frequently mentioned. It was, however, with one prophet in
particular that his eulogists were concerned to associate Lincoln, and there
emerged in 1865 a tradition which presented Lincoln as the Moses of the nation
and of the Black race.l

There had been precedents for this during Lincoln's lifetime. In May
1861, abolitionist Samuel J. May urged Northerners to uphold the President
as the Jews had upheld Moses. In August 1862, the Reverend Moncure D.
Conway linked ILincoln with MOses in an ironic attack upon presidential
slowness in adopting emancipation. The emancipation edict brought this
image once more to the minds of those who opposed slavery. The Commonwealth
informed its readers that, "It was net long ago that the President of the
United States seemed to be the second Pharaoh, refusing every sign and in
the presence of the Destroying Angel, to let God's people go. But now he
has changed the character; now he seems to be the Moses leading Israel as
far as Pisgah, - where he stands in full view of the distant Promised Iand."
The paper doubted whether Lincoln would ever see that promised land of
emancipation: like Moses, it was alleged, he lacked faith." Other references
to Moses were more charitable to both the prophet and Lincoln. War Democrat
E.C, Ingersoll urged a mass meeting at Chicago to support emancipation,
arguing that, "God commanded Moses to whip the Egyptians and every means was
used to crush them. Fire, flood and thunder were used, and the first-bom

smitten. Whatever means were necessary and decided upon by the President

1 Our Martyr President, 159; Eddy, The E%ggxg to Liberty, 18; Prayer of
Rev. C, Boynton in House of Representatives, ruary 12, 1866; Cong.

Globe, 39 Cong., I sess., 799; Rev. J,E, Rankin, Moses and Joshua,
Discourse on the Death of Lincoln, Winthrop Church, Charlestown ... April
9, 1865 (Boston, 186-).
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every loyal man was bound to obey." From Iowa, Caleb Ryssell and Sallis
A. Fenton wrote to express the approval of Iowa Quakers for his emancipation
proclamation, and to promise that they, "like Aaron and Him of old would
gladly hold up thy hands as they did the hands of Moses.“l

It was, however, in 1865 that the Mosaic concept of Lincoln found
widespread support among anti-slavery eulogists, and many a congregation
which might otherwise have missed the poin1‘: was brought to recognize in
ILincoln a modern Moses, though whether he was visualized leading the Negroes
out of slavery or his people through the wilderness of civil war into the
promised land of reconstruction was a matter of taste. Many stressed that
he was the nation's Moses, the man "who led a vast republic through its
wilderness of perilous confusions, and its Red Sea of horrible carnage...."
Henry Ward Beecher's Mosaic image of Lincoln is typicalaf many such, although
Beecher also inserts into this section of his sermon an appeal to the
traditions of Lincoln the hero-martyr and man of the people:

Again a great leader of the people has passed through toil, sorrow,

battle, and war, and come near to the promised land of peace, into

which he might not pass over. Who shall recount our martyr's

sufferings for this people?
Beecher went on to do just that, giving a list of trials and sufferings
which made the problems of the Biblical Moses seem relatively insignificant.
Few eulogists failed to point out the major parallel between the careers of
the President and the prophet, namely, as Beecher noted, that both had, after
saving their people, died at the very moment of their ultimate triumph.
Clearly many anticipated a favourable response to the image of Lincoln as
the hero who had guided the nation through the secession crisis and civil

1 Samuel J. May, "A Sermon on our Civil War", Preached at Syracuse, May 5,
1861, Liberator, May 24, 1861; Commonwealth, Sept. 13, Oct. 11, 1862;
Remarks of E.C, Ingersoll at Enanciggtion Mass Meeting, Chicjio 1;’_ Sept. 27,
1862, in Chicago Times, Sept. 29, 1862; Caleb Russell and Sallie A.
Fonten te LincslirTeT. 27, 18%2: Lincoln, jorks, Vi, 39nm.
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war until, as E. Nason declared, he "like Moses on the summit of Mount
Fisgah, came to die in the prospect of that promised land which Heaven did
not permit him, while on earth, to enter."'

The idea that Lincoln had not been allowed to enter the promised land
of reconstruction was especially relevant to the purposes of anti-slavery
eulogists who argued in favour of Radical Reconstruction, for it implied
that God considered other hands better fitted for the work that was to follow
the defeat of the South. This tied in particularly well with the concept of
a gentle, merciful President who had been an instrument of God both in
freeing the slaves and, through naftyrdon, in confimming forever their
emancipation. In terms of this analysis, Iincoln the divinely inspired
Emancipator soon merged with Lincoln the Black Man's Moses, whose great work
was complete. In Englishwoman E, Hardinge's "Great Funeral Oration",
delivered in New York, Lincoln was both the Great Emancipator and the Moses
of the slaves:

above the murmur of the storm arose in his ear the grand Mosaic cry

of "Let my people go!" and although that voice has been thundering

down the ages, and a burning bush and a fire-crowned Sinai has

flashed before the eyss of despots in every century of time, whenever

God's oppressed and captive people cried to Him for deliverance,

three thousand years has seen that awful charge held disregarded,

mocked and spit upon, until good Abraham Iincoln, in 1863, proclaimed

it in "Liberty throughout the land, to every inhabitant thereof!"

God bless him for it!?
The President had become the "modern Moses" of the black race. According
to the Reverend C,S, Robinson, the slaves had expected Lincoln as the
Israelites did Moses, and Henry Ward Beecher confirmed that, "the dusky
children, ... looked upon him as that Moses whom God sent before them to
lead them out of the land of bondage ..." Richard Eddy looked into the

future to see the black race turning to Lincoln's grave as the Hebrews turn

1 OQur Martyr President, W,
incoln : Ma,

1 1623 Elias Nason, Eulogy on Abraham
(Bos n, 186

8
5%% 5) ’ 14.




129

to Mount Sion, and in Dr. Gaddis' sermon the images of the martyr and Moses
were combined for even greater effect when the minister cried out, "0,
Liberty! here tonight, on thy bloody but triumphant altar, we offer thee the
Moses of the nineteenth century ... the idol of freemen everywhere. .."1

Satisfying and useful as the Mosaic concept of Lincoln proved for anti-
slavery eulogists, it gave way to an even more glorious image as his admirers
recognized that there existed a strong parallel between the martyred
President and Christ. In this case, there were no precedents. The act of
emancipation had brought visions of the coming of Christ to the anti-slavery
New York Independent and the Radical Chicago Tribune, but there was no
suggestion that Lincoln had become a Messiah figure. In 1865, however, as
the Elevator was to recall two years 1a.ter:2

Then in how many sermons did the ministers of the gospel recognize

Christ as "proclaiming liberty to the captives, the acceptable year

of the Lord and the day of vengeance of our God," in the Proclamation

of BEmancipation and its military enforcement by the President; and

after his martyrdom how many compared him with Chrise (sic.), and

noted the coincidences of their deaths in respect to time and

sgnificance.

The concept of the dying god, which history and literature reveal to
have been perenially popular with both primitive and civilized peoples is
one into which Lincoln could quite easily be fitted.3 Visualizing him as
the one sent by God to save the Union or free the slaves, as the prophet, the
Moses even, of his country or the Negro race gave Lincoln an aura of divinity,

and this was strengthened by the rigorous exclusion by eulogists of any

characteristic of the late President which might be considered less than

1 BEmma Hardinge, The Great Funeral Opration on Abraham Lincoln ... April 16,
1865, at Cooper Institute, New York (New York, n.d.), 17, our Martyr
President, 47, 91; Eddy, The Martyr to Liberty 18, Gaddis, Sermon, 9.

2 New York Independent and Chicago Tribune quoted in Iibera.tor, Oct. 3,
1862; Elevator chmca% une 21, 1867.

3 See Frazier, The Golden Bough, III.
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godlike. No reference was ever made by them to, for example, his allegedly
bawdy humour; the only faults deprecated qualities such as, in the eyes of
the eulogists, his excessive mercy. 1Indeed, since being a god has tended to
be a serious matter ever since the Greek and Roman gods went out of fashion,
and especially among Christians, Lincoln's humour was lost in the overwhelming
emphasis upon his gravity and melancholy. Similarly, Lincoln's doubts and
fears were forgotten and his political sagacity ignored or denied, and
reverend minds contorted themselves in the struggle to explain away the
undeniable and, to the preachers, distressing fact that this most holy of men
had been killed in such a den of vice as a theatre.l What was to churchmen
perhaps ILincoln's most serious fault, the obscurity of his religious beliefs,
was either glossed over by pointing out that his actions were proof enough of
his Christianity, or eradicated by quoting from some conversation which the
speaker had heard or had been told of in which Lincoln had declared himself
wholly committed to the Christian faith. Finally, the superhuman being thus
created was shown to have laid down his life in retribution for the sins of
his people, slavery generally being seen as the foremost of these, so that
they might be saved from Civil War and disunion, the consequences of their
evil ways.

Once Lincoln had been transformed into a dying god, it was inevitable
that he should be viewed as a kind of second Messiah, particularly since he
died at the very time when thoughts of Christ's martyrdom filled the minds of
the faithful. If he had not, like Christ, risen from total obscurity, at
least his rise to national prominence had been sudden compared to that of
most politicians. Little was known of his childhood and youth, and his

father, like the Biblical Joseph, though a somewhat shadowy figure, was known

1 Sandburg, War Years, IV, 358.
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to have been a carpenter. Lincoln had come at the hour of his country's need,
and if Americans had not recognized their saviour as such that was entirely in
keeping with the parallel, for neither had Christ been recognized by those He
had come to save. Like Christ, Lincoln had died a violent martyr's death,
and Fate, playing into the hands of the myth-makers, had decreed that he should
be shot on Good Friday. With this amazing evidence at hand it would have been
surprising if those surveying Lincoln's life had not recognized the significance
of his Second Inaugural Address. No longer were its closing lines simply an
eloquent plea on the part of a victorious leader for mercy. They were, rather,
tantamount to the President forgiving his killer - the preachers felt certain
he would have done so had he ever regained consciousness - for it was, as many
eulogists had pointed out, slavery by its servant Booth that had murdered
Lincoln, and in the Inaugural Lincoln had forgiven the South and so the
slaveholders.l For Boston's Reverend Warren E, Cuydworth, and others, there
could be no doubt that,"could our President have spoken after he was shot, he
would have forgiven the cowardly perpetrator of this inhuman act, and rounded
the parallel with a final and complete imitation of our Lord's exa.mple.“2
Reflecting the influence which the timing of the assassination had in
shaping the growth of the Messiah image of Lincoln, Henry Bellows observed
that: “Meanwhile Heaven rejoices this Easter morming in the resurrection of
our lost leader, honored in the day of his death; dying on the anniversary
of our Iord's great sacrifice, a mighty sacrifice himself for the sins of a
whole people." The particular sin with which Bellows was concerned was
slavery, and the Messiah image of Lincoln, like that of the Great Emancipator

and Martyr-Emancipator was being used by Bellows as part of his sustained plea

1 Basler, Lincoln Legend, 180.
2 Lewis, Myths After Lincoln, 95.
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Jafer

for the anti-slavery policies associated with Radical Reconstruction.,
Some preachers drew more clearly the implications for Reconstruction of this
association of Lincoln with Christ. The Reverend Crane, arguing in favour
of Radical policies first presented Lincoln as a second Messiah:

It is no blasphemy against the Son of God and the Saviour of men

that we declare the fitness of the slaying of the second Father of

our Republic on the anniversary of the day on which He was slain.

Jesus Christ died for the world, Abraham Lincoln for his country.
The parallel thus established was then used to secure support for a firm but

Jjust attitude to Reconstruction:
As the tragedy of the cross has startled tens of thousands of sinners
into a recognition of their sins, while it expressed the inflexibility
of God's law and authority, so we may hope that the tragedy of last

Friday night will startle the multitude of rebels, North as well as
South, into a recognition of their crime, stiffen the government,

which might otherwise bend, into requisite rigidness, and hasten the
consummation of peace for which we devoutly pray.

Similarly, Joseph Medill, editor of the radical Chicago Tribune, published
an editorial which declared: "our hearts instinctively recognize the relation

of leader and follower between our martyred lord and all those who die because

the wicked hate righteousness.”l

Emerging simultaneously with this image of Lincoln as America's new
Messiah, dying for the sins of the nation or of the South, both of which in
Radical terminology equated with slavery, was that of the Black Man's Messiah.
Most anti-slavery preachers were quite sure that Negro Americans would see
him as such. Richard Eddy predicted that blacks would turn to the grave of
the Emancipator as Christians turned to Gethsemane, and G.W. Colman agreed
that ILincoln had been a man "whom an enfranchised race have looked up to as

their liberator, their earthly saviour next to Him who died for all mankind..."
Recalling the emotional reception given to lLincoln by Negro slaves in Richmond

shortly before his death, Charles S. Robinson claimed that the slaves:

1 OQur Martyr President, 62; Lewis, Myths After Lincoln, 97-98.
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expected him, as the Israelites did Moses. Some, no doubt, imagined
he was a deity. They were unsophisticated and ignorant, and that
good, kind man seemed so like a being from heaven. They said he
would come., They prayed he would come. They waited for him to
come. And then he came. When those untutored sons of slavery saw
him in the streets of the rebel capital, after its capture, they
fairly blasphemed, without being aware of it. He seemed to them and
their children a second Messiah. He never broke a promise to their
hope. When they were certain he had uttered one word, they rested

on it, as they would do on God's.
Robinson clearly intended to arouse in his audience a feeling that Lincoln's
promises to the blacks, or the promises he was alleged to have represented,
had a quasi-divine quality and could not be broken. At the same time, by
dwelling on such touching images of black hero-worship of Lincoln, anti-
slavery men sought to excite sympathy for the freedmen amongst white
Americans who mourned the President. The concept of Iincoln as the Moses and
Messiah of the black race was also used by Robinson, as by other ministers,
to confirm his status as their emancipator, reinforcing the traditions of the
Great Emancipator and Martyr-Emancipator and imputing an aura of divinity to
the act of emancipation.l

Thus all such images of ILincoln - the divinely-inspired Great Emancipator
and Martyr, the Moses and Messiah of America and the Negro slaves - were
grist to the mill of the Radicals and their allies. The myths were
frequently blended for greater potency, but whatever the combination of images
of ILincoln the message was the same. These cnancipation traditions were used,
then, to suggest that a seal had been set upon Lincoln's anti-slavery acts
and upon the Reconstruction policies which those who exploited the traditions

advocated. In the politics of the early Reconstruction era, Lincoln became

the mythical hero of anti-slavery in America.

1 Bddy, The Martyr to Liberty, 18; Colman, Discourse, 10; Our Martyr
President, 91-92.
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The mythical images of ILincoln developed by anti-slavery men at the
time of his assassination were to play a significant role in political
rhetoric, and particularly that of Republicans, during the important
election campaigns of 1866 and 1868. Indications of their political
usefulness, not only to Radicals but also to their opponents, were, however,
aprarent in the months between Lincoln's death and the opening of the 1866
campaign. This can be illustrated by glancing at a speech made by Charles
Sumner during the summer of 1865 and political use of Lincoln in
Congressional debates in this period.

On June 1, 1865, Charles Sumner delivered an eulogy of the late
President in which he incorporated mythical images of Iincoln into a
powerful appeai for equal rights for black Americans, and in particular for
Negro suffrage. Many mythical and non-mythical themes, including the ‘
potent national myth of the Founding Fathers, were combined by Sumner to
give force to his argument, but it was above all the heroic Lincoln who,
appropriately, dominated the speech.

Tracing the course of Lincoin's life, Sumner presented him as the
railsplitter, born in a log house, who rose from these humble circumstances
to become tresident. In his political career he became, according to
Sumner, a "champion of Liberty" and "champion of the Right", who would not
see the black man excluded from the promises of the Declaration of
Independence, and who was chosen by Providence "to wage the new battle for
the liberty of the Republic on the foundation of Human Rights." This image
of Lincoln fitted in well with the call for equal rights for black men central
to Sumner's address, but this call was to be even more closely associated
with the heroic Lincoln.

Developing an anti-slavery interpretation of the Rebellion as "nothing
but Slavery in arms", Sumner prepared the way for the interpretation of
Lincoln's assassination which was central to his argument by describing how

from the first slavery pursued the life of the hero-President. A tribute to
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Lincoln's role in emancipation followed as Sumner told how the President
"who leaned so closely upon the popular heart" gave expression to the will
of the nation by declaring the slaves free, and "thus enrolled himself
among the world's Emancipators." Then, in Sumner's account, as peace
returned, the saviour of the nation was struck down by "the minions of
Slavery" to become the Martyr to Liberty. To Sumner it seemed that the
assassination was a Jjudgement of the Lord, perhaps sent "to set a sacred,
irreversible seal upon the good he (Lincoln) had done, and to put
Emancipation beyond all mortal question."  However, to secure the
permanence of emancipation was only part of the Radical mission. The
images of Lincoln as Emancipator and Martyr to Liberty which he had developed
were now used by Sumner to attack the former rebels who, he said, sought to
deny to black men the rights promised by the Declaration of Independence.
Emphasizing again that'Lincoln had been murdered by "Traitorous Assassination",
Sumner declared that it was not only slavery that had taken the hero's life,
but also the belief that human rights could depend upon a man's colour.
Thus cdepicting the murderers of ILincoln as those who sought to deny equal
rights to black men, Sumner concluded his address by calling, in the name
of the heroic and martyred Iiincoln, for Negro suffrage.l

Radicals also played upon the images of Lincoln as Emancipator and

Martyr in speeches delivered in Congress during the winter of 1865-1866.
When Congress met in December 1865, the Radicals, who during the summer had
become increasingly hostile towards President Johnson's policies regarding
the states recently in rebellion, used the heroic ILincoln in attacks upon
Executive Reconstruction and to endorse their own approach.to the problem
of reconstructing the na,tion.2 Thus, for example, Henry Wilson, defending

the necessity for a bill designed to protedt the freedmen, referred to the

1 "promises of the Declaration of Independence, and Abraham ILincoln", an
eulogy on Lincoln delivered before the Municipal Authorities of the City
of Boston, by Charles Sumner, June 1, 1865, in The Works of Charles
Sumner, 15 vols. (Boston, 1875-83), 369-428, pp. 374-79, 389-90, 397,
LO4-5, 407, 422-28.

2  On the development of opposition to Johnson's Reconstruction policy see
below, pp. 142-45.
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Black Codes1 adopted in South Carolina, Georgia, Mississippi and Louisiana,
and commented, "Abraham Lincoln, in that proclamation that made his name
dear to our common humanity, made the slaves of Louisiana free, forever
free. Has that State a right to enact a measure to demean, degrade, enslave
the men Abraham Lincoln made free?" 1In supporting this bill, Sumner
similarly played upon the image of Lincoln as Emancipator when he argued
that measures to protect at least the civil rights of black men would
complete the work of the Emancipation lroclamation. The heroic Lincoln was
also used in appeals for voting rights for blacks. Thus Josiah B. Grinnell
of Iowa, speaking in the House of Representatives on behalf of a bill to
provide for Negro suffrage in the I'istrict of Columbia and describing the
ballot as a powerful means of protection for blacks, declared, "The late
martyred FPresident, who sounded forth the trumpet call, and never beat a
retreat, meditated the joint gift of the ballot to the loyal, and amnesty
to the denuded rebels..." %

The image of Lincoln as a merciful hero was,lhowever, better suited
to the rhetoric of those who favourei rapid restoration of the rebel states
to their former place in the government of the nation and who consequently
sustained President Johnson's Reconstruction policy. Indeed, Johnson's
Republican and Democratic supporters were already presenting his lenient
Reconstruction policy as the continuation of that of the martyred Lincoln,3
a theme which would be central to their campaign in the election of 1866.
The image of Lincoln as Emancipator was probably not, for the most part,
politically useful to Johnson's supporters, most of whom were hostile to

Radicalism and seemed to believe, or perhaps wished to believe, that, as

New York Democrat John W. Chanler claimed, "The slave is free, and the

1 See below, p. 143.

z Remarks of Henry Wilson in Senate, Dec. 13, 1665; Charles Sumner in
Senate, Dec. 20, 1865 and Josiah B. Grinnell in House of Representatives,
Jan. 12, 1866: Congressional Globe, 39 Cong., 1 sess., 39, 91, 224.

3 James Dixon of Connecticut referring to arguments raised by Senator
James F. Doolittle, in Senate, Feb. 27, 1866, and Thomas T. Davis of
New YOrk speaking in House of Representatiyes, Fgg. 28, 1866:
Congressional Globe, 39 Cong., 1 sess., 1047, 1086.
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freedman fully protected."1 However, fepresentative Thomas T. Davis of
New York, who made several appeals to the memory of Iincoln in a speech
defending Johnson's Reconstruction policy delivered in Congress in February,
1866, developed the image of Lincoln as the Emancipator "whose fiat struck
the shackles from three million bondmen", as, recalling Lincoln's prorphecy
that the nation could not endure half free and half slave, he expressed
a hope that the time would never come when the nation could not exist
"half white and half colored" and that legislation would not be adopted
that was likely to provoke a collision of races.2

Thus mythical images of Liﬁcoln were present in the rhetoric of both
opponents and supporters of Johnson during the winter of 1865-1866.
Doubtless appeals to Iincoln's memory were an effective form of argument,
for heroic images of the late rresident were fresh in the minds of members
of this Republican-dominated Congress. One example which illustrates this
is that of Solomon Foot of Vermont taking the opportunity, during his remarks
on the death of a fellow Senator, to recall "the poor Kentucky boy;...the
martyr President, who, having saved his country from the great rebellion of
all history, and redeemed a race from the bondage of centuries, falling by
the assassin's hand of treason, went down to the grave amid a nation's
tears..." 3 However, it was to be some months before the congressional
elections of 1866 provided an opportunity to judge the effectiveness of

such appeals in the wider context of a national campaign.

1 ‘John W. Chanler in House of Hepresentatives, Jan. 12, 1866: Congressional

Globe, 39 Cong., 1 Sess., 217. _ .
2 TRemarks quoted from speech of Feb. 26, 1866, op.cit.

3 Remarks of Dec. 7, 1865: Congressional Globe, 39 Cong., 1 sess., 5l.
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Chapter Four

The Heroic Lincoln as Political Myth

I: The Election of 1866

The only trouble with a living President is that he lives. The

virtue of a dead one is that he is gone, and can be praised with
safety by those who were incapable of praising his virtues while
he lived.l

In April, 1865 and during the summer that followed Appomattox, Radical
Republicans and other anti-slavery men exploited Northern grief over Lincoln's
assassination in their call for an approach to Reconstruction which would
preserve the fruits of the Federal victory and ensure the permanence of
emancipation. The potential political usefulness of mythical concepts of
the late President was demonstrated in their addresses on his death, but in
1865 there were no national elections in which Republicans could determine the
effectiveness of such concepts as political argument. Though Lincoln myths
appeared in party rhetoric during the intervening months, it was not until the
summer of 1866 that their use was demonstrated and usefulness tested in a
national election campaign. The following analysis of political use of the
heroic Iincoln during that campaign focusses upon the Northern States, for it
was there, where mythical images of Lincoln represented fundamental values
cherished by postwar society, that such images were widely utilized.':.

In his thoroughly researched 1930 monograph on rresidential Reconstruction
under Andrew Johnson, Howard K. Beale wrote of the 1866 elections that,
"Personal defamation, shouts of 'Copperhead' and 'traitor' against political
and economic opponents, unreasoning passion, rodomotade,- claptrap rather
than issues - dominated the campaign."  He concluded that, "the Radicals
forced their program upon the South by an evasion of issues and the
clever use of propaganda in an election where the majority of the voters
would have supported Johnson's policy had they been given a chance to express

2 . SP
their preference on an issue squarely faced.": This echoed opinions

1 William H. ceward at Niagara Falls, Segt. 1, 1666: New York World,
Sept. 3, 1866, hereafter cited as World. S

2 Howard K. Beale, The Critical Year: A Study of Andrew Johnson and
Reconstruction (New York, 1958 ed.), 9, 406.
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expressed at the time of the campaign by such organs of anti-Radical
sentiment as the New York Times and the New York WOrld.l More recent studies

of the period have inclined towards Eric L. McKitrick's view, put forward
thirty years later, that the basic issue of 1866 was unusually clear-cut.?
Yet Beale's point has been modified rather than dismissed. Kenneth M.
Stampp in his 1965 history of Reconstruction stressed that demagoguery
characterised the campaigns of both Johnson's friends and his victorious
Republican opponents, a recent study of the election year by Patrick W.
Riddleberger makes a similar point, and writing in 1970 David Donald
summarized the contest of 1866 as follows: "Invoking the 'spirits of the
martyred dead,” Republicans hostile to Johnson swept to victory in the fall
congressional races, and it appeared that the new Congress would be
overwhelmingly Ra.dica,l."3
The fumdamental issue of 1866 - the choice between Presidential and
Congressional Reconstruction - was indeed clear-cut; but Congress had as
yet no comprehensive programme of Reconstruction measures to present to
the electorate. Republican leaders were well aware that their party,
which at all levels of its organization had always represented a fusion of
disparate interests, was divided over the issues involved in Reconstruction,
and some measures which would later be seen by most Republican Congressmen
as essential to the reorganization of the South were in 1866 played down.
This was often true of Negro suffrage in particular, and even ardent
advocates of black rights were prone to approach this still contentious
issue indirectly.LP Consequently, in order to encourage Republican unity
and to enable the party to appeal to the electorate on the broadest possible

basis, many Republican politicians and editors preferred carefully framed

1 New York Times, Sept. 5, 8, 1866; World, Sept. 1, 7, 1866.

2 Eric L. McKitrick, Andrew Johnson and Reconstruction (Chicago and London,
1960), 421, 443; see also Stampp, op.cit., 118 and Allen W, Trelease,
Reconstruction, The Great E;perlmeng (New York, 1971), 66=67

3  Stampp, Reconstruction, 115-17; Patrick W. Riddleberger, 1866, The
Critical Year Revisited (Carbondale and Edwardsville, 1979), 202;

David Donald, Charles Sumner and the Rights of Man (New York, 1970), 268
4  see below, p. 10L.
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appeals towvoters' emotions which played upon fundamental themes cherished
by American society, and particularly those derived from the recent and
highly emotive experience of war, to a calm and reasoned discussion of
election issues. This made myth an especiallyuseful and potent form of

1 the

political argument in 1866. However, as Stampp has pointed out,
use of highly emotive language was not confined to Republicans. Analysis
of the campaign waged by Johnson's adherents will show that political
alignments prevailing in the summer and autumn of 1866 combined to produce
a greater than usual similarity in both mythic and non-mythic themes in
the rhetoric employed by politicians of opposing views.

This chapter sets out to analyse what Beale described as "claptrap",
for the nature of the political rhetoric employed means that the elections
of 1866 demonstrate more clearly than most the role played by my th in
emotive appeals to voters. What a study of this rhetoric will suggest
regarding the subject of this thesis is that because the political potency
of myth depends upon its widespread acceptance, politicians of divergent
and even conflicting views may seek to exploit the same mythic themes.

As Seward recognized, attempts to capitalize politically on a dead hero
are unlikely to be confined to those who recognized his virtues while he
lived.2

From evidence péesented it will be seen that several distinct groups
used Lincoln myths in political argument in 1866. For the Republican
Party the martyred hero was an integral part of a series of linked arguments
and assertions which formed an ‘arsenal of weapons to be used against
Johnson and his allies. In addifion the myths, particularly those
relating to emancipation, were a tool of those politicians and anti-slavery

3
preachers who sought to win support for Radical policies and to create a

state of mind in the North favourable to the idea of equal rights for

1 Stampp, Reconstruction, 115-16.

2 See Seward's comment at Niagara Falls, Sept. 1, 1866, quoted above, p.l30C.

3  For example, Edward Beecher, George B. Cheever, Dr. Tiffany and Octavius
B. Frothingham.




Southern blacks. At the same time, Johnson and his Republican
supporters used the Martyr President in attacks upon opponents of
Presidential Reconstruction. There was even the occasional attempt by a
Democrat to exploit the heroic Lincoln. It will be shown that such use
of the heroic Lincoln ranged from, at the simplest level, endorsement of
party platforms and candidates by association with Lincoln either by
means of a portrait or verbally, to the integration of mythic images of
the late President, together with other mythic as well as non-mythic
themes, into complex political arguments. Throughout the chapter it
will be demonstrated that myths are adapted by divergent interests to
suit the purposes of their political propaganda.

In such appeals to Lincoln's memory, politicians were seeking to
exploit his role as heroic representative of the values of postwar
Northern society, and in particular the ideals of patriotism and freedom.
The New York Times revealed why all shades of opinion were anxious to
do so when it described, "theveneration with which his name is regarded,
and the respect which is all but universally expressed for his 0pinions."1
For Republicans the heroic Lincoln also represented the ideal of party
loyalty, which was of crucial importance to the leaders of an organization
which had from its earliest days represented the fusion of disparate and
sometimes conflicting views. In this respect the Times was again
illuminating when it observed that, "it is undeniable that the great
ma jority of the Republican Party revere the character and memory of the
martyr President as the faithful exponent of their principles and purposes.”
Significantly this paper believed that the internal dissentions of the
Republican Party had "strengthened rather than weaken@dthe authority of his
(Lincoln's) name. w2
One reason why national myths are a favourite tool of politicians is

because their appeal transcends social, economic, class and party

1  New York Times, Oct. 13, 1866,
2 ibid.
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distinctions, as political use of Lincoln myths in 1866 clearly shows.
At the same time its®' role in political debate may contribute to myth's
popular growth, particularly when the myths concerned are associated
with a dominant ideology. The basis of enduring mythical concepts of
Lincoln should therefore be sought partly in political and especially
Republican rhetoric of the years immediately following his death.
Before this rhetoric and use of Lincoln myths is examined more closely,
however, the events of the months between Lincoln's assassination and
the 1866 congressional elections will be sketched.

By the time the campaign for these elections opened, there had been
dramatic changes in the political situation in the North. During
the summer and autumn of 1865 Lincoln's successor, President Andrew Johnson,
had by public proclamations and private correspondence encouraged states
fermerly in rebellion to elect conventions which would draw up new
state constitutions to meet certain basic requirements - repeal of the
secession ordinances of 1861, repudiation of Confederate debts and agreement
to honour the Union war debt, and recognition that slavery was permanently
a.bolished-.1

Due to a failure of communication between Johnson and prominent
Southerners involved in the Reconstruction process,2 the President's
programme for the South, which was well under way by the time the Thirty-

ninth Congress convened in December, displayed a number of features

1 Four important works deal with Reconstruction during the presidency
of Andrew Johnson: the monographs by Beale and McKitrick already
cited; LaWanda Cox and John H. Cox, Politics, Principle and Prejudice
1865-1866, Dilemma of Reconstruction America (New York, 1963), and
Brock, An American Crisis,

2  McKitrick, op.cit., 186=213
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which both annoyed and disturbed many Republicans. Southern quibbling
over Johnson's moderate demands, the election to positions of trust in
the new Southern governments of prominent former Confederates, the hostile
treatment which Southern Unionists and Northerners who settled in the
South claimed to meet at the hands of ex-rebels, and the so-called

"black codes" defining the role of freedmen in the reconstructed South,
seemed to many Northerners to reveal implacable hostility towards the
North, a determination to cherish the values and heroes of the "Lost
Cause", and an attempt to establish over Southern blacks a system of

social and economic control close to that of slavery. It seemed, in

short, that the South was unwilling to accept defeat and all that in

1  Ibid., 175-84; John Hope Franklin, Reconstruction, chapter IV.
Historians generally divide members of the Thirty-ninth Congress into
four groups. Democrats, numerically the smallest of these, sustained
the President's Reconstruction policy but many Unionists saw them as
tainted with Copperheadism, a weakness opponents exploited.
Conservative Republicans had shared the Democracy's distaste for many
of Lincoln's wartime measures, including emancipation, and some had
long favoured an alliance with Democrats which would strip the Radicals,
a third group, of any influence in govermment and facilitate a rapid
reconstruction of the Union. This aim underlay the movement in 1865~
1866 to establish a new party, the National Union Party, to sustain
Presidential Reconstruction. Such a party needed the support of
members of the fourth group, the Moderate Republicans, who held the balance
of power in the Thirty-ninth Congress. Most Moderates initially
favoured Johnson's Reconstruction policy and abandoned it only when
events in the South seemed to validate the claims of Johnson's Radical
opponents that rapid Reconstruction would permit disloyal elements to
regain control in the South, putting at risk the fruits of the Union
war effort, and particularly emancipation. By late 1865 Radicals led
the Republican attack upon Johnson's policies, and urged that no
representatives from the ex-Confederate states should be admitted to
Congress until the far-reaching measures of Reconstruction Radicals
advocated had organized republican govermments in the South putting
the former rebel states under the control of men loyal to the
Federal Union who would guarantee the permanence of emancipation and
secure protection for the freedmen and equal rights for all men.

On Radicalism in 1866 and afterwards see Brock, An American Crisis,

Cox and Cox, Politics, Principle and Prejudice, and, for a different view,
playing down the role played by Radicals in Reconstruction, Micheal

Les Benedict, A Compromise of Principle: Congressional Republicans

and Reconstruction, 1863-1869.

(New York, 1974)
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Northern eyes ought to follow from the fact of defeat. The victors
were to be denied the rituals of surrender which would set their minds
at rest.l

With the exception of a few Radical critics, most Republicans
consoled themselves with the belief that Presidential Reconstruction was
only an experiment which Johnson would abandon once he realized that it
had failed.? However, events during the winter of 1865-1866 did nothing
to allay Northern fears. The determination of the Republican dominated
Legislature to play a major role in Reconstruction was made clear when
Congress refused to seat representatives from the Johnson states of the
South and when in December Moderates and Radicals in Congress agreed upon
the necessity for a Joint Committee of Fifteen which would investigate
conditions in those states and make appropriate recommendations on
Reconstruction. As a result of the report of this Committee, Congress

3

passed a bill to extend the life of the Freedman's Bureau~ and another
to protect the rights of citizenship newly acquired by Southern blacks.u
Unfortunately Johnson, insensitive to warnings and to the mood of
Congress and the North in general,5 remained committed to his own
Reconstruction programme. Ignoring the advice of Republican well-wishers6,
he showed no inclination to compromise with Congress, vetoed both the
Freedmen's Bureau Bill and, more crucially, the Civil Rights Bill, and,
stung by Radical criticism, lashed out at his opponents in intemperate

7

language during a speech delivered on Washington's birthday. Then Congress

1 See the discussion of the "symbolic requirements" of peace in McKitrick,

op.cit., 21-41.

2  Stampp, Reconstruction, 85.

3  Established by Congress in May 1865 to aid Southern blacks in the
transition from slavery to freedom. See George R. Bentley, A History of
the Freedmen's Bureau (Philadelphia, 1955).and William S. McFeely,

Yankee Stepfather: General 0.0. Howard and the Freedman (New York, 1968).

4 The Civil Rights Bill.

5 Brock, Conflict and Transformation, 339.

6 For example, Oliver P. Morton, Governor of Indiana, Moderate leader

Senator John Sherman of Ohio and the influential Senator William Pitt
Fessenden of Maine, who was by nature conservative but often co-operated
with the Radicals during Reconstruction.

7 Mckitrick, op. cit. 292-96 assesses the effect of his speech.
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presented its Reconstruction policy in the form of a five clause Fourteenth
Amendment to the Constitution, Johnson made his opposition to that policy
quite clear. What to the President's admirers was a courageous stand in
defence of principle, was now increasingly seen by others as a stubborn
refusal to admit that his Reconstruction scheme had failed, and the ranks
of his opponents were steadily swelled by the defection of disillusioned
Moderates from his camp.

As Johnson was increasingly isolated from the Republican Party, the
support which he had consistently received from Democrats, who saw in rapid
readmission to Congress of representatives of the Confederate South -
formerly a stronghold of the Democracy - their only hope of reviving their
party's fortunes, seemed less and less to reflect the national appeal of
his policies. Consequently there was widespread concern amongst
Republicans that the "Democrat in the White House" was returning to his
pre-war political affiliations, betraying the party which had raised him to
power and which, as representative of the Union cause, had become for many
Unionists the guardian of the national interest. As fears concerning the \
President's course multiplied, the 1866 election campaign inevitably
became the arena in which the contest between Johnson and Congress for \
control of Reconstruction was fought out.

When the campaign opened two main groups sought endorsement at the polls
for their Reconstruction programmes. On the one hand Republican Conservatives
and Democrats, under the auspices of the new-born National Union Party,
formed a loose and somewhat fragile alliance in support of the Reconstruction
policies of Johnson.l On the other, in the ranks of the Union or Union

Republican Party, some former War Democrats and a substantial body of

1 On the attempt by those hostile to a Radical approach to Reconstruction
to form a new party capable of attracting Conservative and Moderate
Republican and Democratic support for a platform sustaining the
President's policy see Cox and Cox, Politics, Principle and Prejudice,
and Riddleberger, 1866, 203-13. The National Unionists presented
their platform at the Philadelphia Convention in August, 1866.
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Moderate Republicans, together with some Conservatives and spearheaded

by the Radicals, stood firmly behind Congressional Reconstruction.l
"Andrew Johnson has no right to a policy", delcared Radical Senator
Zachariah Chandler, adding, '"He is but the Executive;... he has no

right to do other than to advise Congress ..." If Johnson did not
execute the laws of Congress, warned Chandler, "he is a traitor, and

we'll impeach him." "We are the United States, and not the President"
confirmed Radical Congressman Hannibal Hamlin.2 Johnson's opponents
focussed their attack upon the leniency of his policies which were alleged
to have allowed former rebels to regain power, ignoring the need to
protect loyal Southerners and former slaves against their common enemy,

the ex-Confederates. His supporters concentrated their opposition to
Congressional Reconstruction upon the far-reaching programme associated
with the Radicals which demanded what Charles Sumner called the "four E's",
emancipation, enfranchisement, equality and education for black America.ns,3
plus the disfranchisement of disloyal Southern whites before representatives
of the ex-rebel states could be admitted to Congress. These were the vital
issues. Matters such as taxation or the national and rebel debts took a
lesser place in most campaign speeches.

The elections were strongly contested because those involved fully
understood their importance. Upon their results would rest the immediate
future of Reconstruction and perhaps, since the victors would have two
years to implement their policies, its long-term consequences. For each
side there was an added factor. Exponents of Congressional Reconstruction
needed an impressive victory at the polls if they were to secure the
two-thirds majority in both houses of Congress which would enable them to

override the vetoes of a hostile President. Equally, to prevent Radical

1 For a discussion of the meaning of the terms Radical, Moderate and
Conservative Republican during Reconstruction see above, p.143.

2 Chandler at a meeting in the Union League House, Philadelphia, Sept. 4,
1866; Hamlin at Philadelphia, Oct. 3, 1866: New York Tribune, Sept. 5,
Oct. 4, 1866.

3  Lecture at Boston, Oct. 2, 1866: Chicago Tribune, Qct, 3, 1866.
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talk about impeachment from becoming action, Johnson desperately needed
conclusive proof of popular support. For these reasons, and because

the elections were the first to be fought nationally since the war had
ended, much thought was given to party tactics and rhetoric, and the
arguments used by both supporters and opponents of Congressional
Reconstruction became models for the presidential election two years
later. The next section of this chapter will illustrate the major themes
of political rhetoric in 1866 and the ways in which mythical images of
Lincoln, and particularly those associated with emancipation, were

integrated into political argument.

Both groups made extensive use of the late President in campaign
rhetoric, seeking, in broad terms, to present themselves as the heirs of
a newly established national hero. Clearly, less than eighteen months
after his death, Lincoln's status as a hero was equivalent to that of
Washington or Jackson and his political usefulness in this campaign was
much greater. There was no need to relate his heroic deeds. In
political use myth is often allusive in character, and the events in which
Lincoln had played a central role were fresh in every mind. As the
symbol of the Union, he represented both the struggle and the victory
of the North in the Civil War as well as the centuries-old mythical
theme of the hero who rose from obscurity to become the saviour of his
nation, and all these images could be exploited by a simple appeal to
"the patriot Lincoln"l Equally, it was not necessary for those who used
myths associated with emancipation to tell the story of how Lincoln

freed the slaves. The image of the champion of the oppressed who had

1 Henry Wilson at Philadelphia, Sept. 3, 1866: New York Tribune, Sept. 4,
1866.
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struck the fetters from the Negro could be conjured up by a reference
to "his great emancipa.tion."1

This apparent simplicity of myth, which in fact condenses multiple
images and themes, enhances its value as political argument. This was
especially true in the campaign of 1866 when politicians seeking to convey
to voters the crucial importance of the contest played upon Northern fears
and so created a feeling of crisis in which myths flourished.2 Mythical
themes permeated the political rhetoric of all shades of opinion, and in
order that Lincoln myths may be viewed in their proper perspective, some
attempt will now be made to indicate the range of mythic themes utilized
in this campaign.

3

Some such themes were of world-wide significance. Many speakers
implicitly and some explicitly developed a concept of the Civil War
evocative of the emduring cosmic conflict between the forces of good and
evil and the ultimate triumph of good which is a major element in many
mythologies and one which, since it plays a crucial role in Judao-Christian
’chought,t1L was understandably popular with the inhabitants of a self-
consciously Christian society. The introduction of Biblical imagery

5

into political argument was common,” and the theme of sacrifice and

redemption, crucial to sacred narratives, was much favoured as appropriate

-

Gen. Woodford at Brooklyn, Oct. 1, 1866: New York Tribune, Oct. 2, 1866.

2 For example, George B. Loring addressing Republicans at Salem, Mass.,
Oct. 11, 1866: New York Times, Oct. 12, 1866.

3  On this subject see Clyde Kluckhohn, "Recurrent Themes in Myths and
Mythmaking" in Murray, ed., op.cit., 46-60 and Mircea Eliade, Le Myth
de 1l'eternal retour (Paris, 1949) translated into English by W.R. Trask
(New York, 1954).

4 Charles Gibbons welcoming Southern Loyalists at Philadelphia, Sept. 3,
1866: New York Tribune, Sept. 4, 1866; Benjamin Butler addressing the
Massachusetts Republican State Convention, Boston, Sept. 13, 1866:
Chicago Tribune, Sept. 14, 1866; Joseph Campbell, "The Historical
Development of Mythology", in Murray, ed., op.cit., 25-26.

5 Senator Lane of Indiana warned that the promised land in sight must not

be lost through the treachery of false prophets; Charles Sumner quoted

from the Bible on the destruction of the Egyptians as he denounced

Johnson who "promised to be Moses and became Pharaoh ...": New York

Tribune, Sept. 3, 1866; New York Times, Oct. 3, 1866.
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to the times. Democrat John T. Hoffman tried to counter Radical use of
the theme of purification by sacrifice, telling the Albany Convention

that, "when a distinguished..Senator said that according to the old

Puritan doctrine it would be necessary to shed more blood for the remission
of sins, I took my stand and said; *Blood enough has been shed to remit

the sins of the universe.'"l The National Unionists' appeal for merciful
Reconstruction in terms of Christianity was potentially powerful, but
Johnson's crude interpretation of this in linking himself with Christ was
no more successful than his earlier identification of his role with that

of Moses had been.2 Probably while the call for harsh policies could

3

be presented in terms of sin and retribution,” a Biblical theme popular
during the war, the call to loyal men to redeem the nation, or the
South, was more potent in Radical prOpaganda.“

Other themes were of peculiar significance in the American context.
The idea of progress was a crucial one innineteenth century Western thought
generally, but for Americans it gained even greater significance through
its association with the mythical theme of the nation's glorious destiny.
In 1866 politicians argued that this destiny could best be fulfilled
through the Reconstruction policies they advocated. It was a theme
perhaps best suited to Republican rheteric which had long presented
the party as "the party of progress, the party of liberty ... the party

of to-day, and of its future."5 According to one exponent of Radical

Reconstruction, "The triumph of our cause was inevitable, because our

cause was progress.”" The Union Party's victory would open "a glorious
1 World, Sept. 13, 1866.
2 World, Sept. 1, 1866; Richard O'Gorman at New Rochelle, Sept. 3, 1866:

ibid., Sept. 5, 1866; Johnson at St. Louis and Steubenville, Sept. 8, 13,
1866: New York Tribune, Sept. 10, 1866; New York Times, Sept. 14, 1866.

3  Prayer of Rev. Jackson at the Southern Loyalists' Convention,
Philadelphia, Sept. 3, 1866: New York Tribune, Sept. 4, 1866.

4  Henry Wilson at Philadelphia, Sept. 3, 1866, op.cit.

5 Henry Ward Beecher at Brooklyn, Oct. 15, 1866: World, Oct. 16, 1866.



150

epoch” in the Republic's history, and Radicals promised that America
could prepare for "that grander manifestation of Christian civilization"
to which God had called the depublic.l Opponents of Congressional
policies also tried to exploit the popular idea of progress toward a more
perfect Union,2 but their association with the Democratic Party was no
asset in this respect, for as the New York Times observed, the Democracy
did not represent "the spirit of progress, of reform, and of political
liberty" which the epoch demanded.3

Closely linked with visions of a glorious national future was the
concept of America as a refuge and example for the oppressed of all nations
which had developed from its origins in the experiences of some immigrants
to become part of the nation's mythical interpretation of its world role.
Ficturing himself as "a confrere of the Red Republicans in Europe", one
speaker told New York Republicans that, "nothing but the success of the
Radical party could give aid and comfort to the struggling nationalities of
Europe..."4 Attacking Johnson's policies, Henry Wilson declared, in a
clear call for Negro suffrage, that, "America must and shall be a republic
of human equity, whither the oppressed shall turn in their desolation; it
shall be in deed and in truth an asylum for the oppressed of all nations,
where all shall enjoy equal civil and political rights and privileges."5
National Unionists and Democrats played upon the same theme rather

differently,'the Massachusetts National Union State Convention warning that

1 Senator Williams of Oregon at Cooper Institute meeting, Oct. 15, 1866;
General Burley and Rev. Newman at the Southern Loyalists' Convention,
Philadelphia, Sept. 5, 1866: New York Tribune, Sept. 6, Oct. 16, 1866.

2  S.5. Cox and John T. Hoffman (Democrats) at Union rally, New York, Sept.
17, 1866: New York Times, Sept. 18, 1866.

3  New York Times, Sept. 25, 1866.

L  Col. Max Langenswatz at New York, Oct. 5, 1866: ibid., Oct. 6, 1866.

5  Address at Rock Island, I11l., Sept. 26, 1866: Chicago Tribune, Sept.

27, 1866.
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under the Radicals America would become a land of the oppressed - another
Ireland or Pola.nd.1 Resolutions of sympathy with the Irish, as suffering
under British tyranny, were adopted by supporters and opponents of
Presidential ﬁeconstruction.2 For the latter these were part of an
attempt to win Irish votes away from the Democratic Party, but although racial
prejudice still tarred the thought of many ﬂ.e;uublicans,3 their party's record
on emancipation and the call by some Radicals for Negro suffrage enabled its
opponents to continue to exploit hostility to blacks, as they had before
and during the War, in appeals to Western voters, to labour generally
and in particular to immigrant Irish labour. "He said he knew he was
speaking to people of Celtic origin", said the New York Times, reporting
a campaign speech which revealed one function of mythical themes in
politics as the speaker reduced the complex issues of the campaign into
one potent image, the purpose of the sadicals "to drag his hearers down to
the level of black laborers."4 As Democratic oratory proved, the theme
of American sympathy with the oppressed was a two-edged weapon which could
tell against those who sought to extend human freedom.5

If the envisioned future of the Republic excited orators, the nation's
past was an even greater source of inspiration. Many speakers drew a
parallel between the situation of the Southern States and that of the

fmerican colonies under British rule, and the cry of no taxation without

World, Oct. 4, 1866.

13th. resolution adopted at Union (Republican) Congressional Convention,

Milwaukee, Sept. 5, 1866; 12th. resolution reported by Hamilton at the

Southern Loyalists' Convention, Sept. 6, 1866; 7th. resolution of pro-

Johnson meeting, New York, Sept. 3, 1866; 2nd. resolution of National

Union Convention, Topeka, Kansas, Sept. 21, 1866: Chicago Tribune, Sept.

6, 7, 1866; New York Times, Sept. 4, 28, 1866.

3  Hon. H.P.H. Bromwell at Decatur, I1l., Sept. 25, 1866: Chicago Tribune,
Sept. 26, 1866; Major D. Campbell at Union League Association meeting,
New York, Oct. 12, 1866: New York Tribune, Oct. 13, 1&66.

L4 George M. Curtis at Union rally, New York, Sept. 17, 1866: New York
Times, Sept. 18, 1866.

5 "They (Badicalss should know that Irishmen understand what it is to be

pinned to a dominant power by the bayonet, and bear burdens which they

have no vart in imposing, and obey laws which they have no part in enacting.

I think they will have a good time in inducing Irishmen to vote for such

a system under this republican government." From speech of Hon. Francis

Kernan at the Albany Convention, Sevt. 12, 1866: World, Sept. 13, 1866.
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representation was a much used weapon in the arsenal of those who

opposed disfranchisement of Southern whites.l America's Revolutionary
heritage was especially popular with speakers in Pennsylvania, but for
politicians everywhere provided what had long been one of the most crucial
themes in American politics - the myth of the Founding Fathers, whose work
in American thought was far removed from that actually undertaken at

Philadelphia - and one of the most potent symbols, the Declaration of
Independence.

Johnson's Republican supporters and their Democratic allies made the
greatest use of this theme, an appeal to preserve "the Constitution as
the Fathers made it" being well suited to a conservative line on
Reconstruction.2 At one of the major rallies of the National Union Party's
campaign, suggestively staged on the anniversary of the signing of the
Constitution, the nation was urged to keep faith with its illustrious

3

ancestors. Their cause was that of the Fathers of 1775, said a speaker
at the Massachusetts National Union Convention, and the same spirit
animated them.LF The Radicals, whose policies were regularly denounced

as unconstitutional, were accused of attempting to subvert the work of the
Founding Fathers, and of deriding Washington's policy of reconciliation?
It was an attack which was expected to strike a responsive chord in the
popular heart, and one its victims sought to counter. Welcoming to
Philadelphia the Southern Loyalists who had chosen the city where the
Constitution was framed as an appropriate setting for a convention to

endorse Congressional Reconstruction, Radical William D. Kelley declared, ‘

"They had met here, as the Revolutionary Fathers then met, to proclaim

For example, A. Oakey Hall at the Albany Convention, Sept. 12, 1866;
ibid.

New York Times, Sept. 18, 1866.

Ma jor-General John A. Dix at Union Rally, New York, Sept. 17, 1866:
ibid.

i

;1031 €. Woodbury guebed in \vadd, Oct. 4, 1866.
New York Times, Sept. 18, 1866.
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liberty to all the world. They were engaged in as great a work as those
who were now dead were once engaged."l At Cooper Union in New York,

Senator Williams of Oregon preferred to take the offensive. "Adams, and
Madison and Jackson were radicals,” he declared, "and they revolutionized
the country for the country's welfa.re“.2 However, any such attempt by
the Radicals to appropriate not only the Founding Fathers but also President
Andrew Jackson, long hero of the Democracy, was likely to fail. The best
they could hope for was to convince their audiences that the Democratic
Party of 1866 had strayed from the principles of its great men.3

Johnson's supporters were also more successful in exploiting America’s
first hero. At the Albany Convention of Democratic and National Union
electors, influential New York Democrat Samuel J. Tilden saw "bend-
ing - from on high the peerless form of Washington looking to see whether
we of this generation are fit to restore that which he and his compatriots
prepared for us ..." and barely a week later, ex-Governor Parsons told
New Yorkers that "the Father of his Country" blessed the efforts of
Johnson's supporters, and "his spirit now looks down from the abodes of
bliss upon you, his children, and he calls on you once more to rally
around the Constitution and the Union which he and the patriots of 1776

fought for."4

If Johnson's opponents occasionally challenged such exploitation
of the myth of the Founding Fathers and of heroes such as Washington and
Jackson, they preferred on the whole to turn instead to the nation's most
recent hero. For whoever successfully blended Lincoln into their
political rhetoric employed not only a hero of equal stature to

Washington, but also one whose legend enshrined some of the fundamental

New York Tribune, Sept. 4, 1866.

Ibid., Oct. lg, 1866.

“Jackson and Johnson", Chicago Tribune, Sept. 29, 1866.

World, Sept. 12, 1866; New York Times, Sept. 18, 1866.  lLewis E.

Parsons was introduced as former and provisional Governor of Alabama.

£FW -
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mythical and non-mythical themes of American society. Nor surprisingly,
representatives of all shades of political opinion tried to do so.

At the simplest level, platforms and candidates were endorsed by
association with the heroic Lincoln. At Republican gatherings such
endorsement was often non-verbal, a portrait or bust serving as a symbol
of the claim to be heirs of the late President.1 Mottoes and verses,
referring to or quoting Lincoln, and inscribed beneath portraits of him

- s 2
or on banners, performed a similar function.

At the Ieyal Ie:ague
Convention held at Syracuse early in September, the message was made even
clearer when the Republican organizers hung 1864 campaign portraits of
both Lincoln and his successor on the walls over the platform and
pointedly covered Johnson's face with a copy of the New York Tribune,

"so that he could neither look down on the Convention nor the members

at it." The delegates present demonstrated another method of associating
themselves with the heroic Lincoln and further endorsing themselves in

the eyes of his admirers, while simultaneously stimulating party loyalty,
when they stood in silence to adopt a resolution paying tribute to the

Republican "martyr President.“3

Such forms of endorsement through
Lincoln seem to have been used only rarely at National Union meetings,
and not at all at gatherings of the Democracyf¥but neither past nor
current political affiliations prevented politicians from endorsing

themselves or their fellow campaigners through association with Lincoln.

At Cleveland President Johnson reminded his audience that in 1864 he had

1 Decorations at National Hall, Philadelphia, on the occasion of the
Southern Loyalists' Convention included a life-size painting of Lincoln
with a verse suspended beneath and an inscribed marble bust of the late
President. Firemen taking part in the procession which preceeded the
first session of the Convention carried "a portrait of Abraham Lincoln

on a large and handseme banner." Detail from New York Tribune, Sept.4,1866.

2 See, for example, the deocrations at a Union (Republican5 meetin§ at
Latimer Hall, Brooklyn, Oct. 1, 1866: New York Tribune, Oct. 2, 1866.

3 Ibid., Sept. 5, 1866
4  Of the numerous mottoes at the Union Rally, New York, Sept. 17, 1866
only one of those reported by the Democratic World and the conservative

(Republican) New York Times was related to Lincoln: World, Sept. 18., 1866;

New York Times, Sept. I8, 1866.



155

been placed on the Union ticket "with a distinguished fellow-citizen

who is now no more." At Pittsburgh Johnsonite Judge M®Candless greeted
Seward by referring to his role as Foreign Secretary under the President's
"lamented and illustrious predecessor“g'1 Those who supported
Congressional Reconstruction policies sought the voters' approval in a
similar fashion. Hannibal Hamlin was presented to a Union League mass

meeting in Philadelphia as "one whose name was linked with that of
Lincoln and made grand by the association." One Jjournalist's report
suggested that this form of introduction went down well with a Republican
a.udience.2 Newspapers often used the same form of endorsement.

The Democratic New York World included among Democrat Robert H. Pruyn's
qualifications as the Albany Convention's nominee for Lieutenant-
Governor of New York the fact that he had been appointed minister to

Japan by President Lincoln.3

In similarly endorsing Montgomery Blair,
the World not only implied that Lincoln's friends were to be found among
Johnson's supporters, but also used the late President in an attempt
to discredit the Radicals for their venom against "one of Mr. Lincoln's
most trusted a,dvisers“»l+ Candidates could be endorsed in other ways -
as, for example, by reference to their unionism, their services during
the Civil War or their party loyalty - but association with Lincoln was
valued as a means of ensuring popular acceptance.

Adopting a tactic which echoed the politically motivated visits to
religious shrines or temples of gods in earlier times,5 both the

President and his opponents sought to endorse themselves and win popular

approval by visiting the tomb of the martyred hero, However, Johnson's

i~

Johnson at Cleveland, Sept. 3, 1866; M'Candless at Pittsburgh, Sept. 13,
1866: New York Tribune, Sept. 5, 1866; New York Times, Sept. 14, 1866.
New York Tribune, Oct. 4, 1866

Wworld, Sept. 13, 1866.

1bid., Sept. 7, 1866.

Nilsson, op.cit., 19.
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journey to Illinois in September 1866 provided his enemies with further
opportunities to exploit Lincoln against him. Travelling to lay the
corner-stone of a monument to Stephen A. Douglas, at Chicago, Johnson
claimed that it was his intention "simply to pass through the country
unobserved that I might perform what I conceived to be a duty to one now no
more."l These words were, however, but the prelude to one of numerous
speeches defending his policies and castigating his critics, which seemed
to Jjustify opponents' claims that he had "under tire pretext of journeying to
the tomb of the departed statesman, made a political stumping tour through
the North and West ..."2 As a campaign tactic, to demonstrate popular
support for the President, the so-called "Swing around the Circle" was a
miserable failure, and his enemies quickly turned it to their advantage.
Wherever Radicals and their allies had influence over local authorities,
Johnson's official reception was at least equivocal and sometimes hostile,3
and his retaliatory claim that "the people" welcomed him was increasingly
difficult to sustain. The President's heated exchanges with hecklers,
a source of deep embarrassment to his friends,4 were gloated over by his
supporters who warned Johnson that "your trip around the circle is giving
you h——, but it is the making of the Republican party."5
During this tour, Johnson chose to justify himself and his policies
by associating them with Seward and Grant, who accompanied him, and with
the Founding Fathers and Andrew Jackson, national heroes perhaps best
suited to use by a politician who knew that his party needed Democratic
votes. This gave the Radical Chicago Tribune an opportunity to use the

memory of the martyr President against his successor. Ignoring Seward's

1 Speech at Niagara Falls, Sept. 1, 1866: World, Sept. 3, 1866.

2 Charles S. Spencer at a Republican meeting, New York, Oct. 26, 1866:
New York Times, Oct. 27, 1866.

3 At Pittsburgh the municipal authorities refused to welcome the President,
and at Carlinville, I1l., the national flag was lowered so that he could
not pass under it; New York Times, Sept. 14, 1866; Chicago Tribune,

Sept. 10, 1866.

4  “The President's Mistake", New York Times, Sept. 7, 1866. This paper was
described by the Chicago Tribune as "the semi-official organ of the
Executive ..." (Sept. 10, 1866).

5 Judge Wm. S. Stokes of Tenn. at Chicago, Oct. 1, 1866: Chicago Tribune,
Oct. 2, 1866.
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frequent references to Lincoln and playing upon the allusive nature of
Johnson's references to the late President, the Tribune explained that he
had "studiously abstained from mentioning the name of Abraham Lincoln"
because he and his supporters were afraid of damaging parallels being
drawn between the two Chief Magistrates.l

Whether or not Johnson hoped that his presence, together with Grant,
at Lincoln's tomb would win popular favour, the visit to Oak Ridge Cemetary
allowed his opponents another chance to use the heroic Lincoln as a
political weapon. Though an associated press report indicated that the
Presidential party's behaviour was appropriate to the occasion, the Chicago
Tribune described how on reaching "the sacred and hallowed spot", they
"marched around the tomb" arm in arm, then returned to the carriages without
a word being spoken. In fact, had Johnson failed to pay tribute to Lincoln,
it would have brought him under fire from friends and enemies alike, but
the latter could not resist a chance to expose him to public censure by
placing the worst possible interpretation upon his action. According to
the Tribune, "The motives that induced Andrew Johnson to visit the grave
of Abraham Lincoln were the same that brought him to the grave of Douglas."
It was not an act of respect, "it was to make political capital for Andrew
Johnson and his policy." He would, warned the paper, gain no profit
from such sacrilege: "for the country feels that the ashes of its sminted
dead have been desecrated by the presence of an unworthy successor of
its murdered President .. ."2 :

In a Radical-inspired attempt to capitalize further on Johnson's
political misfortunes, and to succeed where he had failed by appropriating

the heroic Lincoln to their own cause, the Convention of Southern Loyalists

1 Chicago,Tribune, Sept. 1, 1866.
2 Ibid., Sept. 8, 10, 1866.
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held in Philadelphia early in Septemberl decided to appoint a delegation

to follow Johnson's route to St. Louis, and unanimously adopted a

resolution introduced by Missourian Charles Branscomb that the journey

should terminate at Lincoln's grave. When Branscombe, chairman of the

special committee appointed to make the necessary arrangements reported

back to the Convention, the delegates chosen to make what was now

officially the visit to Lincoln's tomb were seen to include several of

the Convention's most active exponents of Radical Reconstruction such

as J.H. Bell and A.J. Hamilton of Texas, H.S. Bond and A.J. Cresswell of

Maryland, the Reverend Dr. R.J.B. Breckinridge of Kentucky, Governor

Brownlow of Tennessee, Thomas J. Durant of Louisiana, the Reverernd J.W.

Hunnicutt of West Virginia and Colonel Charles E. Moss of Missouri.2

By the time the party reached Illinois it had expanded to include two

other advocates of Negro suffrage, Governor Hahn of Louisiana and Judge

Sherwood of Texas, and Illinois Radicals Governor Oglesby, Lieutenant-

Governor Bross and General John A. Logan were members of the welcoming

committee at Chicago, where the speeches in favour of Radical policies

included potent appeals in the name of Lincoln.

3

If the tactic of a pilgramage to the graves of Douglas and Lincoln

had misfired for Johnson and his supporters, they nevertheless found

successful an appeal to the nation's heroes to endorse Presidential

policies., For a Tennessean and former Democrat who liked to picture

himself as a poor boy made good, and to present his reconstruction

programme as the sole means of preserving the Union against those who

would undermine it, the parallel with Jackson was both obvious and

(WWEN)

This convention of Southerners who had been loyal to the Union during
the War was hostile to Johnson's Reconstruction policy, and was
intended to demonstrate the truth of his opponents' claims that

loyal Southerners needed protection from ex-Confederates in the states
formerely in rebellion

New York Tribune, Sept. 6, 7, 1866.

Chicago Tribune, Oct. 2, 1866.




159

frequently drawn. To Johnson it seemed that "he stood now ... where
Jackson stood in 1832 ...", and his adherents rejoiced that "the official
robes of Andrew Jackson had fallen where they fit so well."1 However,
if Johnson's policy of reconstruction was to triumph over that of
Congress, he needed to secure the support of Conservative and Moderate
Republican congressmen and to win the votes of the Republican masses.
Appeals to the memory of Jackson might consolidate his support amongst
the rank and file of the Democracy, ;nd tributes to the patriot Douglas
might counter Republican use of ILincoln in the crucial state of Illinois,
but Lincoln could not be omitted. Not only was he the heroic
representative of Republicanism, but, more important, he had become at
the time of hisdeath the personification of the Union cause, and it was
the underlying concept of Lincoln's policy as that of the nation that
National Unionists sought to expioit in claiming that their leader's
policy was that of his predecessor.

Johnson himself insisted that this was so,2 and Seward, playing on
his late role as a member of Lincoln's Cabinet, confirmed that the
policy carried out by the new President had been commenced by Lincoln.3
The New York Times published letters from prominent men expressing
similar ideas, and sometimes endorsed the authors by mentioning their
past associations with the late’President.u A letter from a relative of
Lincoln was considered particularly valuable, and the Times reprinted it
in full from an Illinois paper, so that a wider audience could read its

attack on the Radicals and its claim that, "President Johnson's policy,

1  Johnson at Alton, Ill., Sept. 8, 1866; Mayor of Rome, N.Y., on the
President'sg azrival in that town, ggg. 31, 1866: New York Tribune,
Sept. 10, 1866; wWorld, Sept. 1, 1866,

Spgech atl NiagarzFatis, Sept.'l, 1866, op.cit.

Seward at Niagara Falls, Sept. 1, 1866: World, Sept. 3, 1866.

New York Times, Sept. 16, 22, Oct. 6, 20, 2K, 1866.
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as now enunciated by him, would, ere this, have been carried into
practical effect by Mr. Lincoln ..."l Bast and West, Republican or
Democrat, speakers on National Union platforms, echoing resolutions adopted
at their conventions, made the same point so frequently that it became a
"stale assertion."2 There were variants of the theme, as when Republican
James Doolittle, addressing a western audience, blended heroes, declaring
that, "the mantles of the dead Douglas and the dead ILincoln had fallen
upon Andrew Johnson, and that his policy would have been theirs had they
lived." The basic call was, however, summed up by a speaker in New
York: "Andrew Johnson is simply following out the policy of President
Lincoln. Why don't we support him, then? Let us do it."3

The same theme could be incorporated into an attack on Congressional
policies. At a mass meeting Democrat A.B. Conger won loud applause when
he declared that many in the party that had elected and re-elected Lincoln
"have refused to give their support to the measures which he in his
life time inaugurated, and which are now being carried out by his
successor in office."t'L Another Democrat, Robert Pruyn, quoted Lincoln's
proclamation of September 22, 1861 declaring that the war was fought to
re-establish constitutional relations between the States, and commented,
"Had Abraham Lincoln lived to this day he would never have been the man to
have violated his faith and pledge to the South, and we have therefore a
right to say that Andrew Johnson is simply carrying out the views of

H5

Mr. Lincoln.

1 Dennis Hanks to Editor, Springfield (I1l.) Register, Oct. 4, 1866,
quoted in New York Times, Oct. 12, 1866.

2 Chicago Tribune, Oct. L, 1866. See reports of the Second Congressional
District National Union Convention, Auburn, Maine (New York Times, Sept.
1, 1866) and the Massachusetts National Union Convention at Boston
(World, Oct. 4, 1866), and of speeches at the Union Rally, New York,
Sept. 17, 1866 (New York Times, Sept. 18, 1866) and by John T. Hoffman
at Brooklyn and Binghampton, Oct. 6, 24, 1866 (World, Oct. 8, 25, 1866).

3  Doolittle at Toledo, Ohio, Sept. 3, 1866; Co}. Samuel J. Crook at Union
Rally, New York, Segt. 17, 1866: New York Tribune, Sept. 5, 1866; New
York Times, “ovt. 1% l%é't 17, 1866; World,.Oct, 18, 1866
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Another way of using Iincoln to attack the Radicals which proved
popular with Conservatives such as Orville H. Browning was drawn out of
their wartime experience when, as supporters but critics of ILincoln's
administration, they had denounced the Radicals for pushing the Executive
into extreme measures such as emancipa.tion.l The adaptation of this
theme to the circumstances of 1866 was illustrated in a New York Times
editorial which asserted that no criticism of President Johnson could be
more severe than the manifesto against Lincoln issued in 1864 by Radicals
Benjamin Wade and Henry Winter Davis, and that "all that the Radicals now
say against President Johnson was in those days said by the Radicals against
Mr. Iincoln."  Denouncing the Southern lLoyalists' adoition of resolutions
eulogizing Stephen A. Douglas and Lincoln, the paper declared that, "The
profession of love and admiration for the latter in which they indulge is,
then, downright hypocrisy." Support for Radical rrinciples was, the Times
believed, incomiatible with support for those of the late President, and the
policy which had brought Radical wrath upon Lincoln's head was that now
being followed by Mr. Johnson. "To be consistent," it was concluded, "the
admirer of Mr. [incoln must be the supporter of his successor..."2

This argument, together with a variant which distorted ILincoln's
career into "a continual struggle against the ra acity, the cruelty and
the recklessness of the Radical fa.ction..."3 was not easily met by Radicals,
some of whom had indéed attacked Lincoln, sometimes bitterly, when they
disap roved of his administration's policy. However, they quickly
challenged the idea that Johnson was simply continuing that policy, thus

revealing the importance they attached to the political value of the

1 See above, p. 55, and Browning to Col. W. H. Benneson and Major H. V.
Sullivan, Oct. 23, 1866 (New York Times, Oct. 24, 1866).
2  New York Times, Sept. 7, 1866.

3 Dennis Hanks to Editor, Siringfield (I1l.) Register, op.cit.
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heroic Iincoln. General Schenck illustrated one method of undermining
the Johnsonites' assertions when, referring to leading commercial
supporters of the President, he commented, "These men had supported
Lincoln, now support Johnson, and would support Jeff. Davis if he was
in power. They attached themselves to those who eould give sops."l
HRadical leaders Thaddeus Stevens and Henry Wilson dealt rather differently
with the matter, demanding to know why, if he was following Lincoln's
policy, Johnson was dismissing all the men ajpointed by his predecessor.2
The testimony of William H. Herndon, formerly Lincoln’'s Radically-minded
partner at law, gave force to Radical protest. Speaking at Springfield,
I1linois, Herndon "took direct issue with President Johnson in his oft
repeated assertion that he was following in the footsteps of his
1llustrious predecessor, and characterized the assertion as a wilful and
premeditated lie."3
To support his viewpoint, Herndon apparently produced evidence
that Johnson had opposed Lincoln's policy throughout the War, and other
speakers developed similar argumen’c,s.LF In addition, he quoted from
Lincoln's letters to show, it was reported, "that he (Lincoln) never
assumed to have any right or authority to meddle in the matter of
reconstruction." That was a matter for Congress.5 This endorsement
through Lincoln of congressional control over Heconstruction was a vital
theme in Republican Party rheteric in 1866. “rresident Lincoln
recognized the _ower of Congress over the subject of re.resentation...",

sald War Democrat Lyman Tremaine, and the Hadical New York Tribune confirmed

that, "the late President believed that the power of reconstruction

1 New York Times, Sept. 7, 1866.

2 Yilson at Philadelphia, Sept. 3, 1866; Stevens at Bedford, Pa., sevt. 4,
1866: New York Tribune, Sect. 4, 1866; New York Times, Sept. 11, 1866.
On Johnson's use of patronage see Cox and Cox, Politics, Principle and
Prejudice, Chapter Six. _ .

3 Herndon's’s:eech of Oct. 2, 1866 as reported in Chicago Tribune, Oct. 3,
1%60

4  For example, Hon. Andrew J. Fletcher of Tennessee at meeting in Union

League House, Philadelphia, Sept.r4, 1866: New York Tribune, Sept. 5, 1866.
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