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ABSTRACT

For the past one hundred years, hlstorians heve inter-
preted the Reconstruction peried end the motives of the Radl-
cal leaders in a variety of weys. ZEven though most authors
have attempted to be objective, their opinions have often
reflected feelings as intense as those expressed by the szc-
tual perticipents in Reconstruction. This intensity, as
well as the various interpretations of Reconstruction oc-
curred primarily because of the authors' tendency to ex-
plein the period in relation to coantemporary rroblens.

Triters during and just after the Reconstructicn era
described the period largely in sectlonal terms. Scuthern
authors pictured Reconstruction as an evil age marked by
gross corrudtion in the South, and by vindictive, selfis™
Radicals 1in Washington. Conversely, northern writers saw
Neconstruction as a time when Congress attempted to peace-
fully restore the South to the Uniin and help the Fegroes
in thelr struggle for equality.

By the turn of the twentieth century, trained anistori-
egns, notably the Dunning School, turned to writing about Re-~
construction., Dunning and his students, who dominated Recon-
struction hlstoriography for the first three decades of the
twentleth century, echoed many of the arguments of preceding
years in that they damned the Radicals for selfishly invading

the South and for forcing the 'innately inferior Negro into



the social and political rezlm of the white man.
By the 1920's, however, several historians writing in

The Journal of Fegro Hlstory begen challenging the Dunning

interpretation. These historians, wkho held that Recomstruc-
tion made positive contridbution to southern life and who
denied that the Radicals were wholly inspired by vindictive
selfishness, represented the beginnings of the Revisionist
interpretation of Reconstruction.

During the years following the depression, Charles A.
Beard's economic interpretation of American history led
several historians to explain Reconstrvection in terms cof
economic selfishness, These authors maintained that the
Radicals attempted to economically explolt the South while
enabling nortnern capitalism to consolidate the gains it
had made durlng the Civil War.

Also during the 1930's, Marxist historians develorped
an economic interpretation of Reconstruction bazed uncr
the soclalistic idea of the class struggle and the rise zrd
eventual decay of the industrial bourgeoisie. The larxist
historians believed that the early Radicals were inspired,
at least pertially, by humeniterianism but they agreed tnat
these altruistic Radicals were replaced by self-secking men
who were primerily concerned wWith political self-perpetuation
and the spread of capitalism,

By World War II, the revision of Reconstruction history



entered a new phase although the earlier major interpreta-
tions continued to find adherents. Revisionism after 1940,
which emphasized the humanitarian aspect of Radlcal motives,
resulted in large part from the growing importance of the
civil rights movement., 1In some cases, these suthors preached
with such intensity that thelr works reflected the writing

of the Radical suvpporters of the 1870's; thus, Reconstruc-
tion historiography by the mid-point of the twentleth cen-

tury had come full circle.
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INTRODUCTION

The decade following ILee's surrender at Appomattox was
one of the most significant and revolutionary in American
history. These years saw the Congressional Rodicals add
anendments to the United States Constitution that changed
the baslic nature of the Unlon, TUnder the guise of recon-
structing the nation, they initiated what threatened to be-
come a sociasl and political revolutiorn in the southern
states. However, the program thet established militery gov-
ernment in the South and threatened to confiscate the land
of southern planters, sﬁopped short of the revolutionary
changes that Radical plans had portended. Following the
Compromise of 1877, Reconstruction ended and with it the
attempt to glve political rights and land to the ex-slsves.
The three constitutional emendments remalned as reminders
of a revolution that had failed. In the hands of the Uni-
ted States Supreme Court, the Fourteenth Amendment served
corporate Interests rather than guaranteeing Xegro rights.

In the one hundred yeers since the end of the Civil
War, the interpretation of Reconstruction history has gcne
through a number of different phases., The changes in Re~
construction hlstoriograpuy occurred in large part because
of the tendency of each generstion to interpret the perlod
iIn terms of contempor:ry problems.

Sectional animosity determined the early interpretation

of Reconstruction and cesused the northern authors to praice

(1)



ii.
the Radlcal program while Southerners deprecated it with
equal intensity. Thls sectional intzrpretation dominated
Reconstruction historiography until the end of the nine-
teenth century when the desire for sectional reconcllia-
tlon became more importent. This desire for reconciliation
led to 2n interpretation of Reconstruction by both northern
and southern historians that stressed the vindictive sel-
fishness and naive impracticality of the Congressional Radi-
cals snd the unbelievabdbly corrupt conditions of the Southern
Radical govermnments. Current with thls interpretation of
Radical Reconstruction was the acceptance by historlens of
the racial inferiority of the Kegro.

In the 1920's, several Negro historians began to chal-
lenge the dominant interpretation of the role of their race
in Reconstruction. They stressed the contributions of the
Negroes and denied thet the period was as filled with cor-
ruption and lnefflcliency as meny historlians had painted it.
The work of these Negro historians represented the beglin-
ring of the Revisionist interpretation of Reconstruction.

The depression years of the 1930's seaw an increasing
concern with economic guestions and a number of historians
discussed the Radlczls and thelr program in terms of eco-
nomle alms and their effect upon the South and the nation.
The older ideas that stressed political selfishness and
vindictiveness continued to find expression in the accounts

of Reconstruction but they no longer predominated.



iii,

By the middle of the twentieth century, the civil
rights movement that was gaining strength and becoming
more successful, exerted a conslderable influence upon
Reconstruction historiography. Many historians who wrote
in response to this movement emphasized the tragedy of Re-
construction and its failure to guarantee civil and pocliti-
cal rights to the Negro, These historians sazw as the prin-
cipal legacy of ths Reconstruction era the three constitu-
tional amendments that made possible the realization of the
idealistic Radical aims in the mid-twentieth century.

America's role as a world leader, as well as the civil
rights movement, has also irfluenced historians. They have
been disturbed by the conflict between the idealistic for-
elgn policy statements of Americen leaders and raclal dis-
crimination in the United States, This attitude led to 2
reinterpretation of the humanitarian 2ims of the Radlicals.

Impliclt in any interpretation of Recomstructlon is
the question of whether social change czn be brought about
through legislation. Historlans have zlways faced this
problem when considering the Radicals' motives end deeds.
Most historiazns who wrote prier to ¥World War II accepted
Justice Henry Brown's statement in his opinion in Plessy

vs. Ferguson in 189%; "legislation is powerless to eradicate

racial instincts, or to abolish distinctions based upon

physicel differences . . . If one race be inferior to the



iv.
other sccially, the constitution of the United States can-
not put them upon the same plane." Recent historiens,
strongly influenced by modern anthropology, In their inter-
pretation of the Radicals and Reconstruction agree with the

statement of Chief Justice Earl Warren in Brown vs. Bozrd

of Education of Topeka in 1954; "We ceznnot turn the clock

back . . . to 1896 when Plessy vs. Ferguson was written.,"




CHAPTER I
SECTIONAL INTERPRETATIONS OF RADICAL MOTIVATION, 1865-1890

The llterature of Recomstruction produced in the quar-
ter of a century after the Civil War considered the period
elther from a northern or southern point of view. The war
and its aftermath were too fresh in the ninds of the partl-
cipants on both sldes to allow them to interrret Reconstruc-
tion dispassiocnately.

Northern Jjournallsts, the earliest writers to discuss
Radlcal Reconstruction, displsyed less sectionalism In their
discussion than any other group of authors before 1900, In-
deed, thelr writing often rankled with racism and political
anlmosity toward the Radicals. Most northern authors, aside
from the journalists, fervently praised Radical policies and
lamented the fact that the results of Reconstruction were
not permanent. These writers, meny of whom were prominent
in Reconstruction, favored civil rights for the Negro, the
ascendancy of the Republicen party, and the proctective tar-
iff., Most southern writers also betrayed thelr sectionalism
and racial beliefs in their comments on Reconstruction.
Thelr works condemmed the Radlcal governments in the South
end plctured the period as onme of corruption and ¥egro
domination.

Among the most wldely read contemporary accounts of
Radical Reconstructlion were those written by northern jour-
nalists who toured the South. Unlike most northern writers,

(1)



2.
they did not approve of Radical policies or the manner in
which Reconstruction hsd proceeded in the South. Typlecal
of these dissatisflied journalistic accounts were James S.

Plke's The Prostrate State: South Caroline Under Kegro Gov=-

ernment and Cherles Nordhoff's The Cotton Stztes in the

Spring and Sumrer of 1875.

Pike lived in Calais, Malre zs a child. Eis famlly was
prominent but had little money; as a result Pike received
1ittlie formal educetion. Ee chose journalism as a career
and while still a young man became the Washington correspon-
dent of the Boston Courier. In the 1850's he became &n as-
socliate editor of the New York Tribune. While writing for
both papers, Pike condemmed socuthern congressmen and southern
policy; soon he was one of the fevorite Journalists of the
abolitionists, During the Civil Wer Plke served s the Ameri-
can minister resident at The Hague. Tinding this uneventful
and not to his liking, he returned to the United Stetes before
the war ended. Pike devoted the rest of his 1life to writing
books on political and finencizl topics.

During the early days of Reconstruction Pike was a Radi-
cal, He supported Negro suffrage but only because 1t would
help the Republican party, and he believed for the same rez-
son thet Congress was right in barring the southern repre-
sentatives from Congress in 1266. He opposed Johnson's
plan of Reconstruction, and supported impeachment for a2 time,

but during the impeachment proceedings began to change his

NER Y



3.
mind. Reversing his position, he came to doubt the valldi-
ty of Negro suffrage. The Grant adzinistration, with its
corruption, particularly disiressed Pike and he became a
Iiberal Republican. In 1873 Pike traveled to South Caro-
lina in hope of finding materlal with waich to discredit
the Grant adminlistration and gain popular support for the
Liberal Republicens, The result of this journey was a
series of articles written for the New York Tribune, re-

published in 1874 under the title The Prostrate State.

This book, well recelved in both the XNorth and Soutk,
would in time become one of the most famous of the early
works dealing with Reconstruction,l

Pike's chief criticisz of Reconstruction centered on
the corruption of the carpetvag governments and the Yeg-
roes. He insisted thet "the rule of South Carolina should
not be dignified with the name of government" because ua-
der these men it was a "morass of rottenness." Their "com~
plete and universal" corruption "overspread the State like
an inundation,"?

Pixe's discussion of the Negro was more vivid than his
treatment of the carpetbaggers., Fis racism, combined with

his desire to dlscredit the Grant edminlstration, ceused him

lyames Shepherd Pike, The Prostrate State: South
Carolinea "mder legro Government (New vork, 1874); Robert:
Franklin Durden, James Shepaerd Plke; Republicanism and the
American Negro, 1850-1882 (Durhaw, N.C., 1957), 160-219.

2pPike, The Prostrate State, 26, 58, 206,




4,
to criticize the Negro more sharply than other groups. The
Xegro, Pike judged, was the willing although sometimes un-
knowing tool of the carpetbaggers and as sucl bestrode the

' as Pike often re-

the South "like a colossus." "Sambo,'
ferred to the Xegro, was a "small-brained" simpleton who
believed "any thinz . . . no matter how ridiculous." Pike
contended th:zt the Negro was the innocent cause of the
South's despoliztion.?

The Negross and carpetbeggers did not act alone in
causing the horrors of Reconstruction. Pike felt that the
federal government was responsible for much of the corrun-
tion since so many of the offenders in the South were fed-~

eral oificiels., He noted thrt the federal governneni made

matters worse by refusing to end the gross misconduct of

a2

€

Hy

the carpetbag governments, Pike belleved that 1f the
eral government "would drive partissn politics into the e=z,
and undertcke to zdminister Federal affsirs here sirictily
on the besls of honesty and intezrity, it misht at leest
begin to stop corruption. 4

Charles Nordhoff, like FPike, was a northern Journelist
who went South to observe and report on Reconstruction for
his newspaprer. Nordhoff was born in Germany, but he came to

the United States as a child where he became a printer's ap-~

3Tvid., 17, 40, 358, 263,
47bi4., 88.



5.
prentice. Althougn he served in the navy and the merchant
marine, journalism was Nordhoff's cholce as a career. In
1861 he became the managing editor of the Xew York Eveninqg
Post; in editorials and in several pamphlets Nordhoff sun-
ported the Union during the Civil War. Trom 1374 to 1890
he served as the New York Herald's Washington correspondent.
Durlng this period he toured the South and wrote the series
of articles later published under the title, The Cotton

States in the Spring and Summer of 1875.5

Y¥ordhofZ sympathized with the South, even though he
mazde an attempt to be objective. e declared that the Radi-
cals punished the South on moral grounds because Souther-
ners hed turned to their o0ld lesders after the Civil Var.
Such punishment, he asserted, was wrong because morality
was 2 religlous and not 2 political question. He contended
that it was only logical for the Scuth to turn to the mexn
who led her durlng and before the Civil War; to deny these
nen a2 place in the pollticzl arena was unjust.5

N¥ordhoff thought that the Radicals had overlooked an

excellent opportunlty to make political a2llies of the white

5Charles Nordhoff, The Cotton States in the Sprinn and
Surmer of 1875 (¥ew York, 18758); republished in Rurt Lrani-
1in Research and Source ”o*ks Series, no. 90 (XeWw Yorxk,
n.d.); FPercy 4. Blawell Cnarles nNordhoff," Allen Johnson,
et 2al., Dictlonary of American Biogravhy (mew Yorkx, 1928~
I958), XII, 548, /hereaiter cited &s D.h.B./

6Nordhoff, The Cotton States, 11.




southern leaders. These ex~Confederates, Nordhoff main-
tained, were old ¥Whigs with interests similar to the Re-
publicans'’ These o0ld Whigs acted "with the Democrats
under the pressure of Federal interference" and because
of "the misconduct of the Republican rulcrs in all these
States." Had the Republicans been wise and scught the poli-
tical friendship of these men "there would have been to-day
a respectable and powerful Republican party."8

F¥ordnoff found Republican rule in the South disteste-
ful. He agreed that federal interference had been necessary
for a time after the Civil War so as to prevent disorder,
but he believed the Radicals had maintained this interference
longer than necessary. Xordhoff also felt that Radlical Re-
construction had unnecessarily injured the South, for the
Radical policlies led to intimidatlion of Democrats by Repub-
lican soldlers, as well as stealing and maladministration in
all the southern states, and hopelcss debts in many of the:,
The Negro had also been damaged by Radlcal Reconstructicn
"by meking him irresponsible to the opinion of his neighdors,
and submitting him, in hils ignorance, to the mischievous and

corrupt rule of black and white demagogues."9

TNordhoff was the first author writing about Recon-
struction to mention this Republicaen-¥Whig relationship.

8Nordhoff, The Cotton States, 15, 16.

9Ibida., 11, 12,
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Nordhoff pointed out that although the problem of cor=
ruption existed at the stzte level, the Radicals in Washing-
ton were not "without blame in this matter," for they care-
lessly and knowingly allowed such governments to continue
wlthout interfering. The Radlcals sent corrupt appointees
into the South, and chose as their southern allies, "cor-
rurt, weak, self-seeking" men. Nordhoff charged that the
Radicals had "confided the federal power and patronage to
men, many of whom would to-day be in Stete-prisomns if they
had their dues." Indeed, Nordhoff saw this "long-contlinued
political disturbence" as the only factor standing in the
way of a prosperous future for the South,10

In 1877, when Radical Reconstruction had come to an end,

Henry Wllson published The Eistcry of the Rise and Fall of

the Slave Power in Americe. Since he was an abelitionist

during the 1840's and 1850's, and a Radical Republican during
the Clvil War and Reconstruction periods, Wilson wrote his
book as a reflection and a defense of his own ideas and zc~
tions. Uis work represented an attack on the slave power
conspiracy as the cause of the Civil War and served &5 a
-means of vindicating Radical =zims,

Wilson, in true Foratio Alger fashion, rose from in-
dentured laborer to United States Senator and Vice-Presi-

dent. He became a bitter opponent of slavery after tour-

10rbig., 24, 25.



8.
ing the South in the 1830's, This influenced both his poli~
tical cercer and his writing. From 1840 to 1855, Wilson
served in the Kassachusetts legislature where he became
¥nown for his denunciation of z conspirzcy on the pert of
the slesve rower to take control of the federal goverzment.

He continued to warn =gainst southern influence after his
election to the United States Senzte in 1855, During the
Civil War, as chairman of the Senate committee on military
affalrs, Wilson cast his lot with the Redlcal Repudblicans,
He became 2 lecder of the Radicel fzetlion whiech urged Lin-
coln to meke emancipation of the sleves & war aim. TFollow-
ing the South's defezt, Wilson and the other Radicals opposed
both Iincoln's and Johnson's plans of Reconstruction and set
about to substitute ome of their owm.ll

Wilson's esttitude toward Radical Reconstruction, alth-ugh
generally favorable, was also somevhat critical beczuse ke
felt that much had been left unfinished, He indicated that
"marvellous and radical chenges had teken place. And yet
what changes remain to be effected, rore marvellous and radi-
cal still, iWhether or not these chenges came about, Wilscn
believed, would determine if "what has been accomplished is

to be regarded as a blessing or a curse,"1l2

llHenry Wilson, History of the Rise and Fall of the
Slave Power 1in Amerlca (3 Vols. Boston, 1877); G.H, Haynes,
"Henry Wilson," D.A.R., XX, 322-325.

12yilson, History of the Slave Power, III, 614, 630,
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Bven though Wilson admitted that the Radical progrenm
was imperfect, he defended Radlcel Recocnstruction and its
lezders largely in altruistic terms. He declared that the
Radicals were "determined thet by no neglect of theirs
should the freedmen fall of being confirmed in the full pos-
ession of thet wonderful deliverance that had been . . .
vouchsafed them." Recognizing that the MNegroes were loyal
to the Union during the Civil ¥Var, Wilson felt that the Re-
publican party could not conceive of "leaving them unpro-
tected, the victims of enemies who hated them, 13

Wilson admitted reluctantly that scze Republicans acted
from political motives, but he denied the Democratlc charge
that they wanted to remain in power solely for thelr owm
benefit. Wilson claimed that the Republican perty was "con-
mitted to 'equality of richts and privilege'" and was hound
"to make the Constitution and laws of the country in kar ony
with its sublime creed." He added, "it was patriotism and
not party, the country and not Republicarlism that were the
watchwords and inspiration of their course."1l4

Another Radical Republican Congressman, John A, Lcgan,
expressed his views on Reconstruction 1n a book entitled The

Great Conspiracy: Its Origins and History. ILogen, one of

the most bitterly partisan of the Radicals, continued to

131bid., 607-610, 616.
l41via., 673, 650,
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wave the bloody shirt long after most other Republicans,
Although trained in the law, Logan spent most of his life
as & soldier and politician, He served in the Illinois
legislature during the 1850's and in 1853, went to the Uni-
ted States House of Representatives as an anti-ILecompton
Democrat. However, his Unlonist sympathies caused hinm to
leave the Democratic psrty in 1860, and to fight in the
Union army. Logan returned to Congress as a Republican in
1866, Soon he became a lezder of the Radical fzction and
avidly served their political interests Tor the next twenty
years. In the presidential election of 1884, Logen was
Jemes G. Blazine's running mate. The defeat of the 3Blalize-
Logen ticket by Grover Cleveland influenced Iogarn when he

wrote The Great Conspirzcy two yjears 1lster.15

Like ¥ilson, Logan found the cause of the Jivil Trcr in
a slave power comnspirzcy and Reconstructlon he sev a=z ..
effort to prevent the comspiracy from reasseriing itce.’,
He agreed with Wilson that the Radleals were concerned with
the plight of the XNegro, but he 4id notv emphasize this
point., Instead, he believed thet the Radicals were more
interested in holding back the resurgence of the politicel

power of the South,.

1550hn Alexander Logan, The Great Copmspiracy: Its
Origins and History (New York, L12380); George rrancils Law-
son, Life and Serxrvices of Gensral John A. Logan as Soldier
and STatesman (Caicego and .ew 0Tk, L1837), 104-3507; Freder-
ick L. raxson, "John A. Logan," D.A.B,, XI, 363-355,

ot rpiapre——
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Logan felt dissatisfied with Radical Reconstruction
because 1t had not been able to prevent the return of
Southerners to Congress. Fallure to reconstruct the South
properly led to the Republican defeat in 1874, If the Radi-
cals had been nmore stern with the South between 1865 and
1876, the country would not have been turned over to the
Democrats. But the Radlcal party Logan stated, had "acted
from its heart, instead of its head. It was merciful,
forgiving and magnenimous. In the magnlificent sweep of its
generosity to the erring son, it failed to insure . . .

1

exact justice." As a result, the "active and malignant

minds" of the southern leaders wsre left free to plot "

a
future triumph for the 'Lost Cause,'"10

Aside from political reazsons, Logen bellieved that the
South should have been barred from Congress because 1t ad-
vocated free trade. Togan psssionately championed the pre-
tective tariff, and he believed 2 southern return to Counz-
ress would restore "those pernicious doctrines of Free-Trade
. o « would agaln checkk and drag down the robust expansion
of manufactures and commerce” in the North.17

Logan remzined discouraged as to the nation's future

as long as it remained 1n Democratic hands. He predicted

rossible reenslavement of the Negro, rampent freec trade and

1610gen, The Great Comspiracy, 656, 671.

171via., 656.
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governmental corruption, The only salvation, Logan de-
clared, was the return of the Republicans to power.

The third Radlcal Republican statesman to write ex-
tensively about Reconstruction wes James G. Blaine who

published Twenty Years of Conzress. Blaine studled law,

but hls interest centered on politics., He was very active
in the Repudllican perty from its inception. He served as

a member of the Maine legislature and in 1863, became one
of Meine's representatives to Congress. From 1869 to 1875,
he held the office of Spesaker of the House. During Reccn-
struction Blaines supported Xegro suffrage, but he did not
strictly adhere to elther Stevens' or Sumner's Reconstruc-
tion policies. Altkough he opposed the General Amnesty
Bill of 1875, ne never exhibited bitterness toward the
South; he did not support some of the more coercive Recon=-
struction measures., The Republican party considered Blaine
as a presldentizl nominee in both 1876 and 1380, but passed
him over because of his implication in a railroad scandal,
After 1876, Blalne served as United States Senstor from
Maine and as Secretary of State. Tinally in 1884, RBlzine
became the Republican choice for the Presidency, but he

lost to Grover Cleveland.18

18jemes G. Blaine, Twenty Years of Congress From Lin-
coln to Garfield (2 Vols., Norwica, Coan., 1834-1386);
David Saville Huzzey, James G. Blaeine, A Political Idol of
Other Days (N¥ew York, 1934), T12= 25,‘@2 350; Baward svan-
wood, James Gillespie Blaine (Roston, 1905) 61-295; Cerl
Russell Fish, "Janes G. Blaine," D.A.B., II, 322-329,




13.

Blaine's Twenty Years of Congress was the most de=-

tailed of the early works thst defended Radical Recon-
struction. This book, the first volume of which appeared
in the spring of 1884, was an effort by Blaine to meke him-
self attractive to the Republlican nominating convention
that met in June. Thus Blalne pictured the Radicals and
the Republicans in a favorable light.

The Radicals, Blaine stated, "overcame the numbers of
the opposition . . . lifted thelr aszsoclates from the
slougn of prejudice and led them out of the darkness of
tradition." By suca actions, Blaine felt that the Radicals
had made Reconstruction a relatlive success desplite the re-
surgence of the Democratic party in the South. Blaine de-
clared that President Johnson's plan of Reconstruction had
regrettebly led to necessarily filrmer action by the Radicals.
Indeed, the Radiczl course was firm to the point of severi-
ty because it could not permit the South, with Johnson's
blessing, to come back on its own terms and damage the
safety of the nation and the future of the Negro.l9

Blaine readily admitted that political motlves were
highly inportant to the Radlicals, but he added that the
South had forced this attitude of self-preservatlion upon
them., He warned that "the Southern States which had rushed

into a rebelllon so wicked, so causeless, and so destruc-

19Blaine, Twenty Years of Congress, II, 250, 264, 421,




14,
tive should not be gllowed to resume their places of au-
thority in the Union" particularly since there was the
possibility that they would undo the Radicals' work. The
South "should not be permitied to oppress the negro popula-
tion and use them merely for an enlarged Congressionezl
power to the white men who had precipitated the rebellion."
He further asserted that "“the North believed, and believed
wisely, that a poor man, an ignorant man, and a black men,
who was thoroughly loyal, was & sefer and & better voter
than a2 rich man, an educated men, and a white man, who, in
his heart, was disloyal to the Union,"20

Frederick Douglass was en outstanding example of the
loyal blezck men of whom Blalne spoke. Douglass, the most
promineunt Negro who wrote about Reconstruction, recorded
his obscrvatlons in 1882, in an autobiography entitled The

Life and Times of Frederick Douglass Written by Himself,2l

Douglass spent Lis youth in bondsge on a Maryland plante-
tion, but he early sought the freedom offered by the North,
His attempt at flight proved successful, and once he arrived
in the North, Dcuglass mede himself useful to the aboll-
tionists. He became wldely known for his speeches and

writings which graphically described the rigors of slavery

201pid., 264, 303-304,

21l7his was Douglass' second autoblography., For the
pericd of his eearly life this autoblilography was copied ver-
batim from the earller one entitled ¥y Bondepe and Yy Free-
dom (New York, 1856).




15.
and the blessings of freedom., Throughout the Civil War,
Douglass sought through his speeches and writing to fire
popular indignatlon against slavery, to insplire support in
behalf of the Union, and to persuade Negroes to eqlist in
the Union army., After 1865 Dougless devoted himself to ef-
forts to secure civil rights for the Negro and for the na-
tion's women. Ee became a much sought after lecturer on
both topics. His career culminated in his appointment es
United States Marshal of the District of Columbiz in 1876,
and as Minister to Haiti in 1889. His influence declined
after he married a white women in 1884,22

In his book, most of which was a remlniscence, Doug-
lass described Reconstruction in glowlng terms., Ee felt
that the Radicals were right in assuming control of the
South because "until it shall be safe to leave the lamb in
the hold of the lion, the laborer in the power of the capi-
tallist, the poor in the hands of the rich, it will not be
safe to leave a newly emcncipeted people completely in the
povwer of thelr former masters.”" He added, "the sceptre of
power had passed from the old slave and rebellious States
t0o the Tree and loyal States and that hereafter . . . .

the loyal North . . . must dictate the policy and control

22frederick Douglass, The Iife and Times of Frederick
Douglass Written by Fimself (Hartford, 1l882); Failip S.
Foner, rrederick Douglass, A Blography (New York, 1964),
15-182, 235-350; Eenjamin Quarles, Frederick Douslass (Wash-
ington, D.C., 1948), 222-301,
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the destiny of the republic,"23

Douglass trested the leaders of Radical Reccnstruc-
tion in a very cursory manner. However, whenever he did
refer to them, he invariably described them in fevorable
terms. Cherles Sumner, Douglass releted, abounded in "elo-
quence, learning, and conclusive reasoning" and Henry Wil-
son was one of the "foremost friends of the colored race
in this country." Douglass implied through his laudatory
descripvions of the Radicals, that they were motivated by
humanitarian ldeals, He ignored the possibility suggested
by some of his contemporeries, thet the Radicals had been
inspired, at least in part, by political or economic
motives.2%

Douglass'® writings and example during the 1850's in-
fluenced a young Pennsylvanla Yegro, George Washlngton
Williams. Inspired to do something for his race, Williams
joined the Union army when only fourteen years old., He
was wounded during the course of the war and later became
the sergeant-major of hls regiment. After the war Williams
studied for the ministry, end in 1874, was ordalned as a
Baptist minister. He also studied law, and was a jJjournal-
ist for a short time. 1In 1879, he became the first Xegro

to sit in the Ohio legislature., He later served as Minis-

23pouglass, The Life and Times, 464, 485.

241p1d., 469, 511.
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ter to Haiti.25
Williams in 1883, wrote a work entitled A History of

the Negro Race in America From 1619 to 1830, The account

of Reconstruction in this book was surprisingly critical
of the Radlcals, VWilliams endorsed the spirit of Radical
Reconstruction, but he felt that it would heve been nmore
successful if it hsd been conducted differently. He be-
lieved the Radicals had been sincerely humanitarian in
thelr motives, but he felt that they had falled to develep
2 plan to achleve their objectives; "Congress seemed to be
unecual to the task of perfecting =z proper plen for recor-
structing the Southern St=ates," Williams asserted. Te
principal blunder of the Radicals, according to Williens,
lay in their failure to retain military control of <he
South; instead they turned Reconstructlion over to carret-
baggers, scalawags, and Jegroes, none of whor impresscd
Williams as fit to rule. Some of the carpetbaggers, TVil-

liams alleged, "went South with fair ability and gzood

2]

morals; there they lost the latter article and never foun:
it; while meny more went South to get a2ll they could anu
Xeep 21l they got." e believed the scalawags were "thre

poor white trash of the South," arnd the Y¥egro was simply

25George Washington Williams, Zistory of the Tegro
Race in America From 1619 to 1830 (2 vols., hew York,
18C3); william E. Stita, "George Jashington Willisws,"
D.A.B., XX, 263-264; John Hope Tranklin, "George Washington
Williams, Historien," The Journal of Fegro History, XXXI
(January, 1946), 60-90. -
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too ignorant to have a voice in government. Williams
noted regarding the freedman, that "the government gave
him a statute-book when he ought to have had the spelling
book; placed him in the legislature when he ought te heve
been in the school-house." Williams concluded that "if
the Yegro is industrious, frugal, saving, diligent in la-
bor, and laborious in study," he could zssume "normz2l re-
lations in politics."™ Then, Williams maeintaired, "ne will
be respected" and sought out by white men, 26

Southern writers who recorded their observations znd
ideas about Reconstruction seldom praised it. This grouvp
of authors, many of whom were ex~Confederate statesmen ond
soldiers, generally disagreed with all aspects of the Radi-~-
cal plan and foresew a discouraging future.

Alexender Z. Stephens, the Georgiesn who became the

Vice-President of the Confederscy, rresented his interpros-

tation of the Radicals 1in A Constitutional View of thre

Izte Wer Between the States, the first major work sbout

Reconstruction written by a high ranking ex-Confederate.
Even though he consistently and staunchly upheld states
rights, Stephens had vrged compromise in 1861, when he ob-
Jected to Georgla's drive toward secession., While serving
as the Confederate Vice-President, Stephens' fondness for

states rights brought him into conflict with the centraliz~-

26yillians, Eistory of the Negro Race, II, 1CE, 381,
382, 527, 528,




19.
ing trend of the Davis administration. This disagreement
reached such proportions, that Stephens returned to his
home in Georgia, from whence he aimed occasional barbs of
criticism at the Richmond government, After the Civil War,
along with other high Confederate officials, he spent
several months in prison; the Radlicals also denied him a
seat in the United States Senste in 1866. Stephens once
again retired to his plantation, but in 1873, he returned
to Congress where he became noted for his freil heslth and
constant support of states rights.27

Stephens wrote hils book immedlately following the
Civil War as a vindicatlon of states rights, the Confedera-
¢y, and the part he played in it. Iz his book, Stephens
disapproved of Johnson's plan of Recounstructlion, but he
preferred the Presidential plan to thzt of Congress.28

The catastrophe of Radical Reconstruction, Stephens
believed, was that the Radicals were not lnterested in re-
habilitating the South. Instead, "the Monster Principle of
ultimate comnlete Centralism . . . was their goal." Ste-
phens felt that thls drive for centralization, which was

"organized on the model of a Jacobin Junto," was motivated

.2T7plexander H. Stephens, A Constitutional View of the
Iate ¥ar Retween the States (2 Vols., Pniladelphia, 1868-
1870); Rudolpi von Abele, flexander H. Stevhens, A Blogra-
pay (New York, 1946), 50-250,

28gtephens, A Constitutional View, II, 637, 638.
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by the Radicals' desire for party perpetuation. He de-
clared that the Radicals were laboring "for their own
speclial advantzge and power." They were achieving their
goal moreover, by dishonorable methods., Stephens warned
that the leglslstion enacted by the Radicals was not de-
signed with the Negro in mind, but was merely "another ad-
vanced step, stealthily taken, under false colors" to con-
solidate governmental power for thelr own benefit. Ste-
phens concluded that "these monstrous Reconstruction lNea-

sures, wlth all thelr enormities and fatal tendencles

towards ultimate complete Centralism and Empire" were de-

stroying "every vestige of Civil ILiberty" and "every exist-
ing legal barrier for the protection of life and proverty
in ten states."29

Richard Teylor, another Confederate leader, discrssed

the Civil War and Reconstruction in Destruction ané Recon-

struction: ZFersonal IJxperiences of thé Iate War. Taylor,

the son of Zachary Taylor, syent his boyhood at various

frontier army camps. He studled in Europe and at Harvard
and Yale and eventually settled in ILoulsiana. FEis politi-
cal background was Whig, but he became a Democrat when the
Whig party dled in 1860. TFollowing Louisiana's secession
from the Union, which he actively suppcried, Taylor served

in the Confederate army as a MaJor General, Ee led very

291bid., 639, 641, 648, 650,
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effective guerilla attacks against the Union armies and
was one of the last Confederate commanders to surrender
in 1865. The remainder of his life Taylor spent in Few
Orleans and New York where he was a2n administrator of the

Peabody Tducational Fund .30

Taylor's Destruction and Reconstruction, published

in 1879, recorded his observations on secession, the Civil
War, and Reconstruction. Taylor was thoroughly disenchan-
ted with Reconstruction "as it was called," and he blamed
the Radicals for the problems arising from it. He stated
that Congress mede "a whipping-post of the South, znd in-
flicts upon 1t every humiliation that malignity could de-

" mTaylor deplored the violence which occurred in the

vise.
South during Reconstruction, but he believed the Radicals
were responsible, for "when ignorsnt negrozs, instipgated
by pestilent emmisaries vwent beyond endurance, the whlites
killed; and this was to be expected." Not ornly did Taylor
blame the Radlcals for the problems of Recomstructlion, but
he said they used these problems for theilr own advantage;
the Radicsls rejoiced over such incidents as the New Or-

leans riot of 1866, because they "derived profit from

these acts, 31

30Richard Taylor, Destruction and Reconstruction:
Personal Experiences of tne lLate ¥Yar (New York, 1879); Wen-
dell H. Stephenson, "“aicuard -aylor," D.A.B., XVIII, 340.

31lTaylor, Destruction and Recomstruction, 249, 250,
252’ 255.
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Teyloxr was not always consistent in hils characteriza-
tion of the Radical leaders. He sald Stevens was the
"Radical Amaryllis" who was "deformed in body ané temper
like Caliban" and cared only for the survival of the Re-
publican party. Summer, however, Taylor considered to be
a pedant,’2 yet "the purest and most sincere man of his
party. A lover, nay, a devotee of liberty."33

Taylor worried about the immediate future of the
South, He felt that even though the South had managed to
remaein intact in spite of Reconstruction, her problems were
not over. The "old breed of stotesmen," Taylor declared,
"has largely passed away" leaving demagogues in public of-
fice who "grovel deeper and deever in the mire in pursuit
of ignorant votes." Ee added that "this poison, the influ-~
ence of three fourths of a2 million negro voters, will
speedlly ascend and sap vigor and intelligence" in the
South. "34

Hilary A. Herbert, also an ex-Confederate soldier and
one of the leading "Redeemer" politicians of Alabama, in
1890, edited and contributed to an anthology entitled ¥hy

the Solid South? Or Reconstruction and its Results. In

32This is a rather strange attitude for Taylor to tzke
since his Destruction and Reconstrucitlion was pedantic in
the extreme.

33maylor, Destruction and Reconstruction, 243, 244,

245,
341vid., 269.
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this work Herbert displayed as much concern about the perl-~
0od as elther Stephens or Taylor, although he wrote over a
decade after the end of Reconstruction., Herbert was des-
cended from a planter family. After attending the Univer-
sities of Alabame and Virginia, Herbert praciticed lazw in
Greenville, Alzbama. FHe fought for the Confederacy in the
Civil War, and because of his ocutstanding battle record,
was promoted to lieutenant colonel. After the Civil VWar
Herbert returned to his law practice and scon became a
leader of the group attempting to restore the government
of Alabama to southern men. By 1874 this "Redeener" move-
ment was successivl and in 1877, llerbert became a member
of Alabama's delegetion to the United States House of Rep-
resentatlves., Herbert served as the chairman of the House
comnittee on naval affeirs, and in 1893, became Grover
Cleveland's Secretary of the Favy. UWhile holding this post
ne significantly enlsrged and strengthened the Navy.>35

Herbert edited nis book to unite opposition to the

Federal Elections Bill of 1890.36 The method employed by

3571ilary A. Terbert, Why the Solid South? Or Recon-
struction and its Results (Baltimore, 1350); Filery Her-
bert, "The Conditions of the Recomstruction FProblem," At-
lantic onthly, LXYXXVII (February, 1901), 145-157; Hal-
lie Tarmer, "Hilary Herbert," D.A.R2., VIII, 572-573.

36The Federal Zlections Bill of 189C provided that
federal officials should be appcinted to election boards in
any part of the country if 500 voters in a district so pe-
titioned. These officials could pass upon the gqualifica-~
tions of voters and accept ballots which were refused by
local officials. ZXarl Schriftglesser, The Gentleman from
Massachusetts: Ilenry Cabot Lodge (Boston, 1945), .n. 106,
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Eerbert and the other contributors was to pralse the Re-
deemer governments by which the South ruled itself, and to
discredit the earlier Radical governments. In many re-
spects the ideas in Herbert's work foreshadowed those of
the Dunning School which would rise to prominence in the
early years of the twentieth century.

Ferbert stated thst the Radicazls in their drive for
power had abused the South. By late 1865, "party spirit
had . . . gotten far away from that lofty plane on which
ILincoln, the stetesman, had stcod." This Radical defection
from high ideals had occurred, because "Republican leaders
felt that a2 crisis in the history of their party had come
and many of them were ready to go to any.extreme" in order
to preserve thelr ascendancy. One of these extreme mea~
sures, Herbert stated, was allowlng the Negro to vote.3T

In an article published in the Atlantic Monthly in 10901,

he pointed out that the Radicals used the post-war plight
of the Negro for political purposes, and thus he becane
the "handmzid of acrimony end political ardor.™ Herbert
seld that not only was the rpurpose behind Negro suffrage
dishonorable and harmful to the South, but that it also
was harmful to the Negro. It made him belleve he could
live without working, and thus made "a pzrasite of a plart

that needed to strike its rcots deep into the earth." The

3TFerbvert, “hy the Solid South? 12, 27.
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problem should hzve been left in southern hands, for the
South better understcod the needs of the Negro.38

Eerbert was critical of corruption in the carpetbag
governments., Fe held that these governments were '"not
honestly and carefully administered." He disspproved of
the Radical legislatures where "illiterate office-holders"
had engaged in bribery and frsud. '"There was nothing . . .
but vwretchedness and humiliation and shame and crime be-
getting crime . . . . There wa3 no single redeening fea-
ture except the heroic determinaticn of the better classes"
to ri1d themselves of Radical rule.3?9

In a chepter entitled "Sunrise," Herbert described how
the Redeemers saved the South from the ravages of Radical
rule. He noted that there was 2 "mest startling contrast
between . . . good governnent" of the Redeemers, and the
bad govermment of the Radicals. The difference could most
easily be seen in the low taxes and the lack of violence.40

TTerbert believed that 1f the Force 3ill of 1890 pessed
Congress, all the progress of the South would be in vain
and thet the South would regress to a situation similar to
Radicel Reconstruction., He urged the American people to

Jein with him and the South 1n defeating this bill,

38Herbert, "The Conditions of the Recomstruction
Problem," 148, 157.

39Herbert, Why the Solid South? 51, 54, 430.
401b1d., 431.
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A second Redeemer pollticlian to write of Recomstruc-

tion was Cran Milo Roberts of Texas, who wrote Jur Federal

Relations from a Scuthernm View of Them. Roberts was born

in South Carolina end grew to menhood in Alabama. He at-
tended the University of Alabama and practiced lew there
until 1841, when he moved to Texas. In Texas, Roberts socn
becane an important political figure. He held the posts of
district attorney, district judge, and associaste Jjustice of
the Texas Supreme Court. He was Fresident of the Texas se-
cession convention, and during the Civil Wer served as &
colonel in the Confedersate a?my. As in the case of Ste-
phens, the Radicals denled him a seat in the United Stztes
Senzte in 1866, Roberts returned to Texas where he becanme
the cnlef justice of the supreme court. After serving as
governor of Texas from 1878 to 1882, he became professor of
lew a2t the University of Texas. 41

Roberts published Cur FPederal Relations in 1892, Tais

bock was & compilation of lectures asnd addresses which he
delivered between 1867 and 1891. Some he wrote in an ef-
fort to persvade Congress to seat the Texas delegation in
1267; others of them joined Herbert's outc®y against the
Election Bill of 1890, 4ll of them however, were guite

similar to Stephens' Constitutionzl View in their repeated

4loran Milo Roberts, Qur Federal Relations from a
Soutnhern View of Them (Austin, Tex., 1892); Charles Shirley
Potts, "Orsn Milo Roverts," D.A,B., XVI, 13-14,
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protest against the centralizing tendency of the federal
government.

Roberts disapproved of these centrzlizing aims of
the Radicals and of their objective, "a great consolldated
republic based upon universal political eguality, witnhout
distinction of race or color." Ee declared that the Radi-
cals had unconstitutionally freed the Iegroes, voted them
as Republicans, passed abhorrent legislation and zmend-
ments, and impeached Andrew Johnson, solely to establish a
"self-protective, self-develonring empire of America with a
central controlling hesd,"42

Radical Reconsitruciion as carried out in the scuthern
states also displeased Roberts. He wrote that lawlfuvl gov-
ernment expired "quickly in view of a drawn sword and a
substitute spoken intc life by a zilitary officer." Such
action by the Radicals, was "a notable example of the in-
compstency of a government placed over a peorle without
thelr consent . . . . It wes the cace of the government
against the people. "43

Roberts saw the Election Bill of 1890, as a finzl
blow at states rights because 1t dispensed "with the aid
of the States" in the election of Congressmen. He urged

his readers "to keep the government to its original foun~

42Roberts, Our Federal Relatlons, 97.

431pid., 107, 108,
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dation" but his hopes of success were slight.44

Those vho wrote accounts of Reconstruction in the
decades following the Civil War had one very important
element in common; they all had lived through the period
and in varying degrees participated in the events sur-
rounding the Clvil War and 1ts aftermath. They based their
writing on thelr observations end experlences rather than
on historical research and as a result frequently incor-
porated their prejudices into thelr works. Theilr inter-
pretatlions of Reconcstruction depended uvzon the section In
which they lived, their attitude toward the Negro race,
thelr political hopes and fears, and their economic in-
terests.

By the 1890's, a new generation of Americans had be-
gun to study and interpret the Reconsitruction pericd. This
new group often borrowed the idezs, sterectypes and in soxe
cases the writing style of the men who wrote in the preced-
ing period. However, the changing nature of America's role
in the world, the changing sttitude toward the Negro, and
the reconciliation between the sections led to a reinterpre-
tation of the Reconstruction eraz acceptable to both Xorther-

ners and Southerners.

441vi4., 8, 16, (appendix 2).



CHAPTER II

DUKNNING SCHOOL PREDOMiNANCE OF RECONSTRUCTIOXN EISTORICGRAPEY,
1890-1920 .
Historical writing in the period from the 1890's to the
First World War reflected severzl important changes in the
way in which Americans interpreted the Reconstruction era and
the motives of the Radical leaders. Racisl theories, stem=-
ming in part from the works of Charles Darwin, led Americens,
both northern and southern, to accept Negro inferiority as
fact. This, plus United States experiences overseas with
alien races, caused American historians to reassess the
goals of the Radicals during Recomstruction. The 1890's
also marked the advent of the professionally trained his-
torian, who, elong with dedicated and tzlented amateurs,
went to the sources, and after considerable research pro-
duced studies that were vastly different from the emotional
and undocumented accounts of the earlier authors. The sec-
tionalism that had been so evident in earlier histories be-
gan to fade, end in its place arose an almost unanimous syn-
vathy for the plight of the South during Reconstruction.
Willlam A. Dunning and his students represented the
culmination of the trend toward a scholarly interpretation
of Reconstruction history. For over forty years, Dunning's
application of scientific and scholarly methods, and the
ideas which he brought to his discussion, greatly influenced
writing about Reconstruction, As early as 1897, when Dun~

(29)
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ning published his Essays on the Civil War and Reconsiruc-

tion, he was performing metlculous research, documenting
his work, and divorclng ris prejudices a= much a2s possible
frcom hls writing. As & result, this early volume of essays

end his Reconstructicn, Politlcal and Economic, which he

publiched in 1907, exhibited fewer undocumented staterents
and less of the polemical bias of many of his predecessors
and contemporaries. Still, Dunning's work reflected his
times in that 1t condemned Reconstruction as all bad, znd
accepted the theory of Yegro inferiority. Dunning was born
into an affluvent Mew Jersey femlly. Fils fether inflvenced
him to pursue a scholsrly career. After receiving hils Fh.D.
in history from Dartmouth College in 1885, he joined the
feculty at Columbia University. From 1913, until his re-
tirement in 1922 he occupied Columbla's Frazncis Lieber chiir
of history.l

Dunning criticized Radical Recoastruction althouga %e
felt a grudging admiretion for the Rzdicals' tzctices. Fe
wrote that "the fate of the Southern white . . . may excite
our cormmiseration; but the mechanism by which the end was

achieved must command an appreciation," because it was so

1¥illiem A. Dunning, Zscers on the Civil War and Recon=-
struction (¥ew Yori, 1897); republished (Wew York, 1G931);
Dunning, Reconstruction, Politicz2l and Economic, 1865-1877
(Tew York, 13907); J.G. de Roulnec FRamilton, "william Archi-
bald Dunning," Allen Johnson, et al. (eds.), Dictionary of
American Riography (¥ew York, 1925-1958), V, 523-524,
/uereafter clted as D.A.B./
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"refreshingly efficient."2

Iike many of his contemporaries, Dunning felt that the
Radicals acted because of a combination of selfish and hu-
menitarian motives. He declared that "the leading motive of
the reconstructicn had been, at the inception of the pro-
cess, to insure to the freedmen an effective »protection of
thelr civil rights." However, "by the time the process was
complete, a very important, if not the most Important part
had been played by the desire . . . to secure to the Repub-
lican party the permanent control of several Southern

'states, '"

Everything beyond thet, Dunning thought, wes in-
cidental, even though Charles Sumner and his followers con-
tinued to proclaim "in season and out, the trite generalities
of the Rights of Men."?

Dunning graphically described the individval Rsdiecal
leaders and their motives. Ee sevw Stevens as "truculeat,
vindictive and cynical," while Summer was the p-rfact “rre
of "that narrow fanaticism which erudition and ezoticm com=-
bine to produce." Eenry Wilson, as Dunning characterized
him, was never distracted from "his count of the votes to

be gained for his party"; George Boutwell epitomized the

"mard, merciless type which the Puritan consclence makes

2Dunning, Essays on Reconstruction, 248, 299.

R

5Ibid., 251, 353.
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of a mediocre men,"%

Dunning rezlized thet much rebuilding was necessary in
the South after the Civil War, but he felt that the “"finan-
cial burdens of these enterprises was very great," because
of inefficlent planning by inccmpetent legislatures. IHe
added, nowever, that this honest depletion of the state
treasuries did rot entirely acccunt for the financial dif-~-
ficulties in the Soutk; "corrupticn played ecuzl parts" with
inefficiency. Ee deploresd the dishonest "private prospe-i-
ty among radical politicians of high and low derree, " while
the southern states were in many cases virtuslly bankrupt.
Duaning corcluded thet thils combination of ineffliciency. ex-
travagance, and corrudtion created zn Intolerzble situctiocz
in the South, esveclially when it became invcelved with the
Negro vroblem,>

Dunning's discussion of the I'egro reflected his arcsc-
clation &t Columbia University with Frofessor JTohn W. Exr-
gess, a leading exponent of Anglo-Saxon superilority, Dun-
ning admired the work of Burgess, particulariy his Recon-

struction and the Constitution, which Dunning felt dealt

"inecisively with the legal and political aspects of the
period." The Negroes, Dunning wrcte, were as responsible

for the corruption as the whites; they "were very frequently

4punring, Recomstruction, 86, 87, 88.

51bid., 204, 206-207, 208, 209,
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of a type which acquired and practiced the tricks and
knavery rather then the useful arts of politics." Dun-
ning belleved the MNezro was marked by "ignorence and stu-
pidity," and should not have taken psrt in ruling the South. b

Dunning acknowledged that the Redeemers' "exploitation
of the poverty, ignorance, credulity and general childish-
ness of the blacks" was a chief contributing factor to thelir
success in wresting the South from Radical control. Al-
though he did not approve of many of the tactics used by the
Redeemers, Dunning believed that they were no worse than
those of the Radiczals and that the end justified the means.
HEe saw a better future for the South after the Redeemers
took control, although he believed that the racial problem
would continue to plague thet region and the nation. He
doubted, however, thet "the historisn . . . will ever have
to record a reversal" of the prevailing tendency toward
disenfranchisement of “he Negro.7

Dunning's best known student, and the only one to pro-
duce a general study of Reconstruction, was Walter Lynwood

Fleming. In 1905, Fleming published Reconstructlon in Ala-

bama, one of the most influential of the state studies.

The Documentary History of Reconstruction, which appeared

6Dunning, Fssars on Reconstruction, 354, 355; Dunning,
Reconstruction, 249,

TDunning, Zssavs on Reconstruction, 375, 385.
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the following year, and The Sequel of Apvomattox, which

he published in 1919, extended Flenming's coverage of Recon~
struction to 21l of the southern states. Flemlng was born
on an Alabama plantation into 2 family that had been active
in tne Civil War. His father's stories about the war and
Reconstruction ignited the boy's lnterest in this period.
After greduating from the Alabama Polytechnic Institute in
1395, Fleming enlisted and fought in the Spanish-American
War. In 1900, he went to Columbia University to study un-
der Dunning and reccived his Ph.D. in 1904, FEe subsequently
taught at West Virginia Unlversity, ILoulsians State Univer-
sity, and Vanderbilt University.8

Tleming's southern origins and attitudes colored his
treatrent of Reconstruction, but hils work was seldom polemi-
cal in its criticism of the Radlicals, the carpethaggers, or
the Megro. Nevertheless, he was thoroughly critical of Re-
construction. He noted that a2ll of the Radicals were atv
least partially inspired by partisan motives, dbut some were

moved by personal hostility as well, or by humanitarianism,

8ialter IanOod Fleming, Reconstruction in Alabama (New
York, 1905); Fleuing, Documentary {istory of Recomstruction
(2 Vols., New Yorr, 1905); rerubliSued (Wew York, 1950);
Fleming, Sequel of Apvpomattox A Chronicle of the Reunion of
the States (New Haven, 1919); Fletcher i, Green, "Halter
Tynwood Fleming, Historian of Reconstruetion," Journel of
Southern Histovy, II (Wovember, 1935), 497-527; dilliam C.
Binkley, "The Contributions of Walter Lynwood Fleming to
Southern Scholarship," Journal of Southern History, V (May,

1939), 143-154.
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which they "reserved entirely for the blacks." He stressed,
however, that 2ll of the Radicals, no metter what else
moved them, were concerned "for the verpetuation of the Re-
publican perty." Fleming added that their success was not
entirely of their own making; they were alded by apathetic
Southerners and the "mistzkes, bad judgement, and bad man-
ners on the part of the President."9

Fleming disapproved of Radical Reconstruction at the
state as well a2s at the federal level. The history of the
Radical governments in the Scuth, he wrote, was one of fraud
and corruption in politics, and federal government support
of objectionable administrations. The governments estab-
lished in the South by the carpetbaggers and sczlazwags were
characterized by fraud, "extravagant expenditure, heavier
taxes, increase of the bonded debt and the depression of
property values,"1O

Like Dunning, Fleming accepted the prevalling concep:
of Negro inferiority. Ee belleved that the Negro becane in-
volved in Radical Reconstructlion as a pawn of the carpetbag-
gers, When the Xegro was made the political equzl of "peo-~
ple higher in the scale of civilization," the result was a

vexing race problem, Fleming held that if emancipation had

9Fleming, Sequel of Appomattox, 121, 122, 123, 124,

loFleming, Documentary Eistory, II, 33, 37; Fleming,
Sequel of Apvomattox, 229, 230-z31.
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been a gradual program, coxabined with a system of appren-~
ticeship, i1t might have proved successful. The Radicals,
however, did not follow such a plan, but z2llowed the Negro
to do as he pleased so long as he voted Republican. Under
such conditions, warned Fleming, the Negro's natural dispo-
sition to indolence and dishonesty prevailed and lrritated
the race problem even more, il

In addition to Fleming's Recomstruction in Alabama,

Dunning students published between 1901 and 1915, accounts
of Reconstruction in four other southern states. There
were also eight stzte situdies of Reconstruction published
between 1898 and 1926, which, zlthough not wriltten by Dun-
ning students, were clearly in the same tradition. As a
result, every southern state was the subject of a2t least one
monograph in the manner ol Durning. In this way, the Dun-
ning interpretation dominated Reconstruction historiograph:
into the 1920's. It pictured Radical Reconstruction as an
evil Iinstlgated by selfish partisans who made use of an in-

ferior race.l2

111vig., 92.

l2ronographs by Dunning students were: James W. Gar-
ner, Reconstruction in Ifississippl (New York, 1901); Walter
ILynwood leming, Reconstruction in Alabama (Few York, 1905);
Mildred Thompson, Reconstruction in Georgia, Economic, Social,

Political, 1865-1872 (new vork, 1915); J.G. de Roulnsc iamll-
ton, Reconmstruction in Xorth Carolina (X¥ew York, 1914); Wil-
liam Wetson Davls, Civil var and Reccrnstruction in Florida
(New York, 1913); Other state studles similzcr to those of the
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The value of the works expressing the Dunning inter-
pretation varied. They all adopted a basic interpretational
framework that had zlready galned general acceptance bdut
they differed among themselves in both the quality, empha-
sis and tone of their work. However, most of them were far
less biased then the writings of Burgess and James Ford
Rhodes.

¥illiam P. Trent, in an article entitled "4 New Scuth
View of Reconstruction," which he contributed to The Sew-

e—

anee Review in 1901, vieved Reconstruction 25 did Dunxirn,

Trent, a member of a distinguished Virginia family, grew up
during Reconstruction and suffered financial adversity bve-
cause of post-Civil War conditicns in the Scuth. After =2t-
tending the Unlversity of Virginis, Trent continued his
studies 1n history under erbert Bexter Adaxns a2t the Johns
Eorpkins University. After receiving h1is Ph.D. in 1888,
Trent joined the fzcvrliy of the University of the South,

waerz he founded The Sewanee Review. In his biography of

Dunning students' were: Ella Lonn, Reconstruction in TLovi-
siana After 1868 (¥ew York, 1918); Jjoun RoSe ricwxlen, Recon-
struction in Louisfiana (t hrngh 1888) (Baltimore, 1910 -
James walter ¥ertig, The Secession and Reccnstruction 04
Tennessee (Chicego, 18538); namilton J. Bckenrode, .he FPoli=-
tical History of Virginia during the Reconstruction n (Balti~
more, 1904); Jonn S. ~eynolds, Meconstruc+1on in South Caro-
lina, 1865-1877 (Columbia, S.C., 1905); Charles W, Ramsdell,
Jeoonstructlon in Texas (\ew York, 1910); Thomas Starling
Staples, Reconstruction in Arkansas 1869-1874 (New York,
1923); Devid Yancey inomas, Arkansas in Wer and Recons»ruc-
tion, 1861-1874 (Little Rock, 1926).
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William Gillmore Simms, published in 1892, Trent ventured
the opinion that the Civlil War was caused by slavery rather
than states rights. This resulted in criticism, which in
part, led Trent to leave the South in 1900, andé accept a
tezching position at Columbia Uﬁiversity as a colleague of
Dunning.13

Although Trent entitled his article "A Kew South View
of Recomstruction," he presented little in the way of new
interpretation. It did differ from older works however, in
that he used scholarly methods in his writing and was less
harsh in his discussion of the Radicals. Trent belleved
that the mein problem of Reconstruction was thet it hod been
too doctrinaire and too partisean. "In these two words we
have the source of a generation's woes," he declared. IHe
added thzt many of the Redicals "were thoroughly honest and
well-meaning in their views but . . . were totally ignorant"
of the situation in the South, and were too doctrinaire %o
listen to Southerners who cautlioned them. Because of their
doctrinaire ideas, the Radicals forcibly gave suffrage and
equal rights 1o the Xegro, thus injuring both the white and
the Negro. Trent added, however, that the Radicals were not

solely inspired by their devotlon to helping the Tegro; they

13William F: Trent, "A New South View of Reconstruc-
tion," The Sewanee Review, IX (January, 1901), 13-29; Frank-
lin T. Valker, "william P. Trent," D.A.B., XXII, 666-667.




39.
had selfish motives as well. These selfish Radicals irri-
tated the situation even more, when they combined their
party aspiratiors with a2 desire to punish the South. Such
punitive desires were natural, he felt, but that did not
make them any more =zacceptable, The result of this parti-
san spirit was the erection of southern tyrasnnles which toock
the form of "leglslative carnivals of corruption."1l4

The contemporary belief in Anglo-Saxon superiority
strongly influenced Trent. He held that the Negro, because
of his lgnorance, became the dupe of the carpetbeggers dur-
ing Reconstruction. PFurthermore the future of the Tegro in
the "new South" was bleak indeed. Trent felt that once the
area became industrialized, "their elinination will be 2
comperatively painless one,"15

John W. Burgess was another collecgue of Dunning o3
Columbla University who wrote on Reconstruction. Hig 22-

censtruction and the Constitution, although written nearly

forty years after he left hls native Tennessee, still re-
flected a strong sympathy for the South. Burgess' parents,
even though slave owners, were strong Unionists during the
Civil War, and their influence on Burgess caused him to join

the Union army in 1864, After the war, Burgess attended Am-

147rent, "A New South View," 19, 20, 22.
151b14., 25.
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herst College, but he received most of his education at the
Universities of Bexlin, Leipzig, and Gottingen. While in
Gerrmany, he studied under such eminent scholars as Theodor
Mommsen, Leopold von Rerke, and Heinrich von Treitschke.
From these men, Burgess learned much cbout the historical
method and the prhiloscphy of Friedrich Hegel. TUpon his re-
turn to the United States in 1873, Burgess zccepted a teach-
ing position in political science at Columbia University.
Wnhille a2t Columbla he tried and eventuzally succeeded in or-
ganizing the school along the broad philosophlcal lines of
the German universities; he also founded the Political

Science Quarterly. Burgess' racizl theories which stressed

Tevtonic superiority, apreared often in his works including
that on Reconstruction. XHe precached that the Unlted States
had a mission to spread the Americarn-Westerm Zuropean sccio-
political system throughout the world.16

In his Reconstruction and the Constitution, Burgess'

primary interest revelved around the constitutionality of
the various Radical Receonstruction measures. He emphasized
repeatedly that Reconsiruction was a problem for Congress,
and not the executive., Iowever, Burgess felt that Congress

misused its prerogative, with the result that Reccnstruction

1650hn W. Burgess, Reconstruction s2nd the Consti tion,
18£6-18765 (New York, 1902); Charlcs L. ..erriam, 'Johu .
2urgess, " D.A.B., XXI, 132-134.
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beceme a "punishment so far in excesz of the crime that it

extinzulished every sense of culpability upon vne rart of

o

those whom it was sought to convict and convert." The
crime of Reconstruction prevented o reconciliation between
the sections until 1898, when the Spanish-American War re-
united them under the same banner,l7

Although he never failed to stress Congress' right to
control Reconstruction, Burgess socn parted company with
the Radicals becevce of their course of zction. He azreed
with the Radicals th:st the Civil Rights Act of 1865 and the

Fourteenth Amendment were necessary steps in protecting the

Xegro, but he denied that Congress had the right to demand

D)

ratification of the amendment as a condition for the Scuia's

I~

ca

| aiad

readmission to the Union. Most of the sudseguent Rad

, in that it abrogated the rights either of the South or
of the Presldent.

' motives as well as

Burgess criticized the Radicals
thelr legislation, although he did find some humanitarianism
in their actlions., A few congressmen, Burgess believed,
acted as they did "with the purpose of creating adeguate
guarantecs for life and properiy and for the equal protec-~

-

eared that

)

tion of the laws %o 211." The Radicals also

"the work of four yeaers of war migh®t have to be done all

17Burzess, Reconstruction, 43, 297.
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over a2gain unless a new political people . . . should be

created at the 3outh, whose members had never been dis-
loyal." Zven though some of the Radicals were inspired
by suck motives, Burgess found that there was also "un-
doubtedly in some of the baser minds among them . . . the
deteraination to create Republican party 'States' in the
South." No matter what else motivated the Radicals, Bur-
gess believed that "there is still left the conviction
that tne fanaticism of extreme partisenship hed an undue
influence over them all,"18

Burgess indicated his belief in 4inglo~Szzon superi-
ority when he wrote that the Radicals blundered in making
the Negro the white man's equal., The Radicals wronged
civilization when they "put the white race of the South"
under the domination of the Negro race, which "“has never of
itself succeeded in subjecting passion to reason, has never
therefore, created any civilization of any xind." Burgess
was pleased to relate that by the end of the century, "the
Republican party, in its work of imposing the sovereipgntiy
of the United States upcn eight millions of Asiatics," had

accepted the 1ldeas of white superiority. He pcinted ouw,

+

that the southerr whites therefore "need now heve no fur-

-

ther fear that the Republican party . . . will ever agaln

glve themselves over to the vain imagination of the politi-

187vid., 98, 127.



cal equality of man."19

Hany of Burgess' ideas found more detailed expression

in Jemes Ford Rhodes' History of the United States from the
Compromise of 1850, the first multi-volume history to deal
with Reconstruction, Writing history for pleasure inter-
ested Rhodes from his youth, but not until the 1830's did

he devote himself exclusively to this avocation. Rhodes

was born in Cleveland into a2 wealthy family of coal mine
operators., His father's strong ties with the Democratic
party influenced Rhodes a5 2 child; he supported his father's
political views while a student in the public schools of
Cleveland during the days of the Civil War, while most of

his classmates and instructors ardently supported the Repub-
lican party. This early brush with political opinion had no
great effect on his later life however, since he shiftezd
parties more than once. Sitrong political bvies also foliled

to appear in nis writing. Rhodes attended the University of
the City of New York and the old Unlversity of Cnicago. Af-
ter hls graduation from Chicago in 1857, he traveled to Europe
to study metallurgy at his father's request. TUpon his return
to the United States in the early 1870's, Rhodes toured sev-
eral of the southern states to investigate coz2l a2nd iron de-
posits., This trip and his wedding trip a few years latsr in-

fluenced hils oplinion of Reconstruction. RBetween 1874 and

191vid., 133, 298.
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1885, Rhodes worked s a member of his family's ccal and
iron company but in 1835, he retired and devoted the rest
of his 1life to writing history. In 1891, Rhodes moved to
Cambridge, Massachusetts and then to Boston, where he be~
came well known in Brehmin society as well as in literery

clrcles. The first five vclumes of his History of the Uni-

ted States were well received by both the public and the
critics., He wrote volumes six and seven later in life when
he was 111, and as a2 result they lacked the qualities of the
garlier volumes. In 1398, the members of the American His-
torical Assoclation elected Rhodes their President.20
Rhodes agreed that some form of Reconstruction was ne-
cessary, but he believed that "it would have been safe to
permit the States to work out their problem" in conjunction
with the Freedmen's Bureau and military occupation. Such
a program, enforced by "merciful" legislation like the Civil
Rights Act and the Fourteenth Amendment would have, in
Rnodes' estimation, made Reconstruction nuch easicr and more
successful for all concerned. Rhodes declared that even

without southern participation, "the congressional plan was

20james Tord Rhodes, Eistory of the United States from
the Compronmise of 1£50 (7 Vols., Xew York, 1892-1905); Ro-
bert Cruden, James Ford Rhodes, The Man, The Historian, and
his Works (Clevelend, 1951), 9-53, 74-39, 213-218; Burrell
Shippee, "Rhodes' History of the United States," IMississioni
Valley Historical Review, XIII (September, 1921), 133-145;
Reymond Curtis lilller, “"Jaumes Ford Rhodes; A Study in His-
torlography,” lMississivpil Valley Historical Review, IV
(¥arch, 1929), 455-472.
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marked by even-handed justice" through the spring of 1865.
Ee lamented the fact that this "even-handed" Congressicnal
Reconstruction ended with the seizure of the process of Re-
construction by ths Radicals.2l

Rhodes had little favorable to say about Reconstruction
after 1t came under Redical control., Their legislation he
denounced as "unjust in 1ts policy" and direful in its con-
sequences, The motives of its leaders he considered to be
either dishonest or hopelessly doctrineire. Stevens, al-
thouzh he was chiefly concerned with the predominance of
the Republican parity, was also motivated by vindlctiveness,
and his desire "to crystallize his feeling of hatred into
legislation.” Sumner epitomized the doctrinaire humeni-
tarian; he was so "thorou:

hly pledged to the cause of the

¢

X1

negrocs that he could believe any plausible stories of cru-
elties . . . Whilst he had no pity for the vancuished South~
erner.” Rnodes added thet Sumner saw only ome side of the
problem, and "persuaded himself that suffrage was an essen-
tizl right, not a privilege." The worst of the Radicals,
according to Rhodes, were men of the stamp of Benjznmin F.
Butler, Benjamin F. ¥Wade, and lleary Wilson who were com~
pletely ruthless in their sttempts to maintain the power of

the Radical Republicans. Rhodes felt that much of the Radi-

2lghodes, History o

——

the United States, ¥V, 559, 605,

609'



cal legislation resulted from a combination of these hu-~

manitarian and political motives, <2

Radlical Reconstruction at the state level, was to
Rhodes a "sickening tzle" of "all sorts of fraud, bribery
and embezzlement." He declared that the "grossest misgov-
ernment" was the rule vhen "negroes, carpet-bageers, and

'

scalawags controlled the legislatures”" and when the gover-

nors were, "for the most part low-minded and sordid men."23
Thls form of Reconstruction, Rhocdes believed,

H

to the ignorent negroes" who in intellect develcped only *o

the level of thirteen or fourteen yesr c¢ld white children

-

and whose racial chorzceteristics included indolence, plisy-
fullness, sensuality, imitation, sutservience, unsteadiness

of purpose, and zifectionate dispvositions. Rhecdzs bellioeved

PR
]
V3

that the Negro should for a time, have been "trezted

" and taught graduvally the use of his liberty. Zu—-

Child H] !
ner, "the scholar in politics," Rhodes pointed out, should
have reflected upon this fzct before advocating "the im-
mediate enfranchisement of such an ignorant mass." Hovever,
"Sumner showed no appreclation of the great fact of race,”

end es a result the rule of the "Congo Negro" was forced

upon the South at trze point of a bayonet. Rhodes concluded,

221pid., VI, 14, 23, 24, 41, 202,
231pid., VII, 91, 93, 104, 106, 108,
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"finally . . . his 0ld masters have deprived him of the
ballot 2and . . . he has been set back to the pcint where he
should have started directly after emencipation."24

Rhodes felt that Reconstruction was in the final analy-
sis, a fallure, It falled to achieve its humanitasrian goals
and even failed in 1ts selfish aims. He rejoiced that there
was a "final triumph of Southern intelligence and character
over the ignorence and corruption that so long had thriven
under Northern misconception" and wickedness.25

Rhodes influenced many later historians, among then
James Schouler, who wrete a multi-volume work entitled hils-

tory of the United States Under the Constitution. Scnoulcr

was born in lassachusetts, grew to manhood in Chic, and then
returned to Massachusctis where he attended Farvard ir the
mid-1550"'s, Upon gradusting from Iarvard he studiesd law 4
Boston, but in 1861 joined the Massschusetts Velunteers, #%2
was commisslcned a second lieutenant in the Union army.
While a soldier in XYorth Caroline, Schouler contracted a
disease which affected his hearing. Deafness eventually
forced him to give up a lucrztive post-war law practice in
Boston, and he ther turned to writing. In 1891 EHerbert Bax-~

ter Adams asked him to lecture in Americern histcry at the

241vpi4., V, 556; VI, 29, 36, 80; VII, 17, 160, 170.
251bid., 290,
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Johns Hopkins University, a position that he retained until
his retirement.

Schouler's Histcry of the nited Stztes, which began

appeering in 1870, originated as a hobby, but it became his
primary interest. This work was the first scholarly attempt
to cover American hlstory from the Revolution througn Recon-
struction. He was the first historian to use the manuscrinpt
papers of James Monroe and Andrew Johmson znd the diary of
Gideon Welles; in other areas he relied heavily on Rhodes
and otner secondary sources.26

Volume seven of Schouler's history, which he published
in 1913, discussed Reconstruction in detall. He pictured the
pericd 2s "a vempire tyranny . . . which strangled the South
2s with some hideous nightmare." Schouler shéred the South-~
erner's abhorrence of "Northern adventurers witanout mesns
/¥no/ ceme flocking in . . . like a swerm of locusts."27

Schouler also indicted the Radlicals in Washington. Xe
raintained thet "one reason why this grotesque and horrible
rvle of a misled barbarism lasted so long was . . . vindice-
tiveness agalnst the Fresident, coupled with the desire /[To/
keep thelr party dominant." These motives he said, "in-

spired . . . legislation quite as much es any real regard

26 James Schouler, HFistory of the United Stetes of Ameri-
ca Under the Comstitution (7 Vols., New York, 18c0-1913);
John H, Latane, "James Schouler,” D.A.B., XVI, 459-4€0,

27schouler, History of the I'.S., VII, 105, 174, 253,
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for the soclal and economlic wants of the States . . . or
the uplifting of the freedmaen himself." Sumner and Stevens,
Schouler continued, combined "humanity and vengesnce"; Sum-
ner's "ideals for the Negrc were lefty," but Stevens "had
little of the milk of human kindness in him that was not
soured."28

In 1917, the flrst volume of another multi-voluze his-

tory of the Unlted States made its appesarance; this work weas

Ellis Paxson Oberholtzer's United States Since the Civil ¥er.

Cberholtzer lived in Pennsylvania 211 of his 1life. Ee 2t-
tended the University of Pennsylvanis and studied under John
Bach McMaster, whlle working as a staff member of the Phiic~

delphia =vening Telegravh. After receiving his Ph.D. in

1893, he edited the Pniladelphiz Times and thne Philesdclrhis

Public Ledger. Throughout this period, however, Cberhclizer

centinued his interest in history. Although he ediled anad

contributed to the American Crisis series and wrote his-~

torles of locel interest, his princival reputation rested

upon his five volume Eistory of the United States. FHe de-

signed this work to begin with the ernd of the Civil War,

where McMaster's nistory had left off.29

281bia., 50, 106, 258.

29E11is Paxson Oberholtzer, A Fistory of the Unlted
States Since the Civil War (5 Vols., lew York, 1917-1957);
Roy L. Fichols, "Ellis Paxson Oberholtzer," D.A.B., XXII,
495-496; Karle D. Ross, "Oberholtzer's Eistory of the Tal-
ted States Since the Civil War," ¥ississivppi Valley Fistori-

cal Review, XXIV (December, 1937), 341-350,
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Oberholtzer too, wrote in the Dunning tradition. He
stated that "it was a hollow trick . . . to disguise the
soclal disorder and political mlsrule, which disgraced the
South, under the name of 'Reconstruction'"; 1t was meré
"public rascallty with the mantle of patriotism and philan-
thropy over it." The corruption in the South began "with

"2ssumed gross form" czusing the

smell peculation" but soon
states to sink to the "lowest depths under a weight of theft
and extravegance." Oberholtzer lemented thet the South ez~
perienced "every veriety of public verfidy," including "e-
normous debt, high taxes, incompetent and ignorant men in
administrative posts, a corrupnt judicisry, riots instigated
for political objects, and the arrest of innocent citizens,"30
Oberholtzer's discussion of the Fegro and his role in
Radical Reconstructlon smacked of pure racism. FEe repezatedly
called the Negro, "Sambo," and "Curfie," and commented on
his "blubber lips." He said they were "dense" and as "eredu-
lous as children, which in intellect they in many ways re-
sembled.” The quadroons and mulattoes, he explained, were
"more intelligent than men of darker skin,"” and thus the

more culpable for the part they played in Recomstruction.>l

Nberholtzer considered the motives of the Radicals to

30Cverholtzer, Fistory of the United States, II, 327;
I1I, 22, 191, 193, 195, 199.

311vid., I, 85; II, 26, 39.
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be less than altruistic. "Party bitterness and ambition"
were the hallmarks of these leaders, although he conceded
tnat there were a2 few rmisguided men of Sumner's stamp, "who
would meke the black the equal of the wkite man." Such

Radicals were imbued with a "fanaticism . . . near o mad-

ness." Oberholtzer felt that most of the Radicals, however,
were more akin in spirit to Stevens, the "embittered, cyni-
cal, sarcastical old men' who, in order to gain his "parti-
san vpurpcses would altcr the entire character of the Federal
commonwealth. "32

Although the Dunning interpretation of Radical Recon-
struction dominated historical writing before World VWar I,
there were a few dissenting voices. One of these was W.E.
Burghzrdt Du3olis. In an article entitled "Recounstruction

and Its Benefits, which appeared in the American Tistoricsl

Review in 1910, Du3ols reinterpreted the period in rore
favorable terms. Du3ols was born into a free Negro family
in Great Barrington, Massachusetts. Fe attended the local
public schools, and recelved 2 XMoster of Arts degree from
Fisk Tniversity in 1888, and another from Hzrverd in 1390.
DuBois studlied at the University of Berlin for twe years,
but he returned to Harvard to receive his Ph.D. in nistoxry
in 1895. While teaching at Wilberforce University, in #il-

berforce, Ohio, Du3ois became a Socialist, and began *to

321bid., I, 38, 433, 439; II, 253.
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write about the problems of the Negro. 1In 1910, he becane
affiliated with the National Association for the Advancement
of Colored People, as editor of its Crislis megagzine. TITuBols
advocated the use of force of numbers or 2ven violence by
Negroes to gain thelr objectives., He tried to mobilige Ne-
gro discontent into actlve opposition through the Nliagara
Movement. This movement and its failure generated ill feel-
ings between DuBois and the N.A.4.C.P.33

In his article, "Recomstruction and Its Benefits," Du-
Bois wrote that the Yorth could not afford to allow the
South to reconstruct itself, becsuse this would mean "vir-
tually giving up the great principle on which the war was
. . . fought, i.e. human frecdom," He believed thet "if the
South had been permitted to have its way in 1865 . . . the
blacks would have remained in slavery."34

As for corruption in the South, DuBois noted that it
had been exaggera=sed and that the Negro's part in 1t nad
been overstated. ILike later revisiocnists, he pointad out
that corruption was comaon to all areas of the country dur-

ing the post-Civil Wer period.

33W.E. Burghardt DuBois, "Reconstruction and Its Bene-
fits," American Fistorical Review, XV (July, 1910), 781-799;
Prancis L. Broderick, W.®.B. DuBois, ¥egro Leader in a Time

of Crisis (Stanford, 1959), 1-90; Biliott M. Rudwicx, ¥.&.s.

DuPois: A Study in Yinority Grouv Leadership (Philadelpniz,
1960), 54-207.

34puBois, "Reconstruction and Its Benefits," 785, 786,
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DuBois agreed that there were "men, black and white,"
who were "only too eazger to take advantage of such a situa-
tion for feathering their own nests," but he guestioned
waether the results of their rule were "as bad as painied or

" DuBels recognized

if negro suffrzge was the prime cause,
that the 2llegzations against the Negro "are in part un-
doubtedly true, but they are often exaggerated." He claimed
that Negro corruption that did exist, was only logicezl, for
the freedmen were just learning the rudiments of self-govern~
ment.J5

Again marking the path for a later generation of revi-
sionists, DuBecis pointed cut that much good camz from th
Reconstruction governments, despite the corruption. They
were responsible for measures bringing aboutl more demo-
cratic government, free pudblic schools, and soclal better-
ment.

DuBolis toox issue with the historians who zcclained
the Redeemers for restoring sane government to the South.
In fact, he felt thet there was little difference between
the Radical governments and the Redeemer governments, ex-
cept in personnel. e wrote that "outside the curtailling
of expenses and stovping of extravagance, not only did

[The Redeemers/ make few chenges in the work which these

legislatures and conventions had done, but they largely

551bid., 788, 789.
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carried out thelr plens . . . . I know of no greater com-
pliment to negro suffrage."36

John Roy Lynch, like DuBois, did not interpret Recon-
struction in line with the prevailing "Dunning School." 3But
unlike DuBols, Iynch was not a trained historian, and did
1ittle research. He fervently preised Radical Reconstruc-
tion, without offering any evidence, except his own memory.

In Tne Facts of Reconsiruction, published in 1913, and in

Some Historical ZIrrors of James Ford Rhodes, published in

1922, h= attempted to refute those who derigrated Radlcal
Reconstruction and applauded the success of the Redeexers.,
Lynch stated that such writing was propaganda designed to
deceive and mislead the public about conditlons in the
South, and to secure "the perpetuation of the local oligar-
chies." James Ford Rhodes, he felt, was the most prominent
historian who wrote in this "inaccurate, one~sided, biased,
partisan, prejudiced" fashion. Iynch had a second purpose

in writlng The Facts of Reconstruction; he was disgusted

with the Willlam Howard Taft administration's southern poli-
cy, because of 1ts surrender to the states that denied the

Negro political rights.37

361v1d., 799.

3T3ohn Roy Lynch, The Facts of Reconstruction (New York,
1913); Lynch, Some Historical Brrors of James Ford Rhodes
(Boston, 1922), V, XVII, 55; Lynch presentad the cssence of
Some Historical Errors of James TFord Rhodes in two articles
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Iynch's attitude concerning Reconstruction was formed
by several factors, not the least of which was his race, Ee
was a2 mulatto born on a Louilsizna plantation; he gained his
freedom in 1863, when federal troops occupied Louisilana.
After the war, Lynch moved to Missisciprl where he educated
himself, and began to taxe an active part 1in politics. EHe
served in the Mississiprnl House of Representatives, and in
1872 went to Congress, where for three terms he supported
the Radicals' program of Reconstruction. In 1884, he be-
came the first Negro elected temporery chairman of the Re~
vublican nationzal conventicn. He later served in the Span-
ish~Americen ¥War, and practiced law in Chicago.38

The Reconstruction period, as Lynch saw it, "was a
great and brilliasnt success." The Radical prcgram, he felt,
was the only plan which "eould have saved to the country
the frults of the victory thet had been won on the field of
battle."3?

Iynch denied thxt there was widespread corrupticn in

the South during Reconstructicn, althousnh he admitted that

entitled "Some Eistorical Errors of James Ford Rhodes,"”
Journal of Negro fistory, II (October, 1917), 345-368; and
"iiore About the Historical Errors of James Ford Rhodes,"
Journel of Xegro History, III (4pril, 1918), 139-159,

3870hn Fope Frenklin, "John Rcy Lynch,™ D.A.R., XXII,
395-396.

39Lynch, Errors of Rhodes, 32; Iynch, The Facts of Re-
construction, 110,
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the election of "some objectionable persons . . « could not
very well be prevented." Iike DuBols, Lynch emphasized the
acnievments of Radical governments in the South; he declared
that the rebullding of the states physicelly, improving the
guality of education, and enacting needed social legislation
were highly important. Iynch felt that since the state trea-
surles had been bare, increassd taxatlion wvas necessary for
this rebullding, but he denied that the rate of taxation was
unduly oppressive, even 1f some of the plenters were finan-
cially damaged,?0

Lynch thought the course of the nationel leaders had
been just, reasonabdle, aznd humrne. He ¥rote, that as rep-
resentatives of northern sentiment, the Radicals "demanded
not only justice and fair tresatment for the newly emanci-
reted race but also an emenecipatiocn that should be thorough
and complete." In order to comvlete emencipation, the Radi-
cals in Washington believed that "enfranchisezent of the
blacks in the States to be reconstructed was an absolute
necessity"; in no other way cculd the Negro protect him-
self.41

In contrast to the Dunning School, ILynch attacked the

Redeemer governments in the South., He stzted that "the

401ynch, Errors of Rhodes, 13.
417pid., 14, 18.
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legitimate State Governments" were overthrown by oligarcaies
which oppressed both whites and blacks to achieve their sel-
fish ends. They were cheracterized by rampant fraud, higher
taxes, and corruption. He discovered in the Redeemer gov-~
ernments the same evils which historiens likxe Rhodes and
Dunning had associated with the Radicals. To make matters
worse, Lynch wrote, these Redeemers were recelving support
from the national government., Iynch warned thet Taft's co-
operation with scuthern oligercuales would eventually alien-
ate the Negroes and all honest mexn; he urged the Taft ad~
ministration to reconsider its desertion of the Fegro before
it was too late.%2

The outstanding characteristic of historical writing
on Reconstruction in the period from the 1890's to the
1920's was the all-pervasive influence of the Dunning
School. FEven northern historians abardoned thelr previous
defense of Radlcal Reconstructlon and accepted the Dunning
viewpoint concerning Radical motives, the nature of southern
Radical governments, Xegro inferiority, and the role of the
Redeemers.

The Dunningites, the first generation of historians to
use scholarly methods 1n thelr research, considered Recon-
struction a serious blunder whickh was rectified only when

the Redeemers seized the South from Radical control, They

421v14., 89-90, 938, 158,
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felt that the Reconstruction tragedy fevolved around the
vindictively selfish and impractically humanritarian Radicals
who held the South under the political domination ol carpet-
baggers snd Negroes, According to the Dunning interpreta-
tion, the role of the Fegro in the South during Reconstruc-
tion presented an especially serious problem because of his
racial inferiority. The historical vrofession's acceptance
of Fegro inferiority reflected the widely held view of
Anglo-Saxon superiority which found much of its basis in
Darwinisz and the experience of the United States as an inm-
perial nation.

The work of W.Z2.B. DuBols represented the beglnninz of
what would eventually become a gereral reassessment of Re=~
construction and the Radlcals, Writing in opposition to thre
Tunning Schocl, DuBcls stressed that Reconstruction was not
2 blunder. Indeed, he found several valuazble consequenca5
resulting from Radical rule, particuvlzrly in the arezs of
free public schools and constitutional irnocvation. lore-
over, Dulols found the Radicals neither imprsctical nor in-
sincere in thelr attompts to 2id the Fegro. Nor did he
agree with the Dunning School that the Redeemers had baen
the saviors of the Scuth. Rather, he saw in the Redcexers
many of the evils for which the Dunningites had blamed the
Radicals. DuBois' reassessment of Radical Reconstruction

represented a break-through, and even though the Dunning
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School's influence would continue to be felt after 1920,
1ts dominence would wene in the light of new revisicnist

interpretations.



CHAPTER III

BEGINNINGS OF REVISICKISM, 1920-1940

The burgeoning volume of historicel writing about Re-
construction which appeared between the two World Wers, re-
vealed an increasing interest in the veriod. The influence
of the Dunning School continued to dominate Reconstruction
historiography until the early 1930's, but throughout the
1920's, a group of historians who represented the beginnings
of the revisionlst movement aittacked the Dunning interpreta-

tion 1n articles appcaring in The Journel of Negro History.

The depression years saw the rise to prominence of new re-
visionist interpretations that gradually forced the Dunning
views into the backgrourd. The most important of these em-
vhasized eccanomliec factors. One aspecct of this economlc view
of Reconstructlon grew out of the ploneer worx of Charles
A. Beard, while the second involved an effort to force Radi-
cal Reconstruction irto the mold of Ilarzist socialism. Th>2
revisionlist reessessment which overturned the Dunning inter-
pretation also fouﬁd expression in several new state studies
that painted 2 different and more complimentary picture of
the southern Radical governzments.

The Dunning tradition continuved into the 1920's in =
number of important studies of Reconstruction. Allan Kevins,

in The Emergence of ilcdern Americe, published in 1927, em-

phasized the base motives of the Radicals and the corruption

(60)
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of thelr governments in the South. A native of Illinols,
Yevins received an i{.A. degree from the University of Il-
linois in 1912, and began a career in journalism. He
worked as an editorial writer for the New York ZEvening
Post and the New York World. In 1928, he gave up his news-
paper csreexr to become a professor of history at Cornell
University and later at Columbia University.l

Yevins strongly disapproved of the enormous soclial and
economic evils "flowing froxz the nismanagement cof Recon-
struction." He deprecateld the carpetbsggers who, like vul-
tures, wemnt south to take advantage of "fat offices, large

' and who,

revenues, and an lgnorant inexperienced electorate,'’
with "barefaced impudence," robbed the southern states until
they were In a state of virtual banl:ruptcy.2

Nevins felt that the "unlettered and ignorant . . .
children of the Dark Continent" wers debauched by beins made
participants in these corrupt and incompetent southern gov-
ernments. The combination of lawless aad selfish carpetbag-

gers and their black dupes ruled ths South for their own

benefit, and left behind no contribution of value.>d

1pllan Nevins, The Emergence of Modern America 1865-
1878 (Wew York, 1927), 1-31, 290-318, 349-330; "Allan scv-
ins," Jacques Cattel Press (ed.), Directory of American
Scholars, A Biograpnical Directory (¥ew York, 1942-196%4), I
(4 ed.), 219-220, /hereafter cited as D.A.S.f

2N¥evins, Emergence of MNodern America, 28, 355.

31vid., 27, 28, 3584,
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Claude G, Bowers' The Tragic Zre also relterated the

Dunning interpretation. TIndeed, Bowers not only continued
in the tradition, but he outdid the Dunningltes in his con-

demnation of Radical Reconstruction and the Republican var-

ty. The Tragic Zra appeared in 1928, the year in which

Bowers became the temporary chairman and kxeynote speaXker cof
the Democratic national nominating convention. In his mex-
oirs, Bowers attempted to disassocizte the publicotion of

The Tragic Zra from the election of 1928, but the unfavora-

ble reviews of the book drew attention to the faet ¢
riting was violently anti-Republican and highly lavdator;”
of the Democratic party.

3owWwers, born 1n Indieznz, divided his lanterest between
politics and writing history. He worked for a time as sec-

retary to comn ¥W. Kerr, United States Scenator from Indizsn-,

and as the editor of the Tort Teyne Journal-Gagetie., Iro.

1933 %o 1939 ne served as ambassador to Sp2in and from 1235
to 1953 as ambassador to ghlle.

Bowers, like the Dunning School, found fsw redeeaing
features in Reconstruction at elther the national or state
levels, and saw the motives of the Radical leaders as pri-

marily political. Although some of the leaders were "moved

4g1aude G. Bowers, The Tragic zra, The Reveolution Af-
ter Lin coln (Cambridge, 1929); 2owers, My Life, The LemMOLiTrs
of clzude G. Bowers (¥ew York, 1962), u—lO(, 173=-235



63.
by a sincere interest in the freedmen's welfare," he be-
lieved "the average politicisn was thinking of the tremen-
dous engine for party" and was "bent on the exclusion of the
Southern 3tates until negro suffrage could fortify . . .
/the/ power of the Radicals." According to Bowers, the
Freedmen's Bureau and the Union League became in large part,
mere instruments aiding this perpetuation.>

“Taile the majority of the Radicals "cared not a tinker's
dam" for the Yegro, Bowers felt that several leaders, in-
cluding Stevens, acted out of altruism. However, even Ste-
vens' "amazing progrem=me" did not overlook party ascendancy.
Sumner, according to Bowers, scied from purely humsnitsrian
motives, but "his advocacy of megro suffrage and of equal
rizghts was theoretical" andé thoroughly impractical.6

Bowers assailed the Radical governments in the South,
He dismissed them as "putrid . . . & cross between a2 gem-
bling-den and a2 colorzd canp meeting" run by imported Re-
publican trheives and "credulous . . . simple-minded" Feg-

"avaricious horde" controlled a2 Socuth "satura-

roes. This
ted by corrurtion" where "stealing was a virtue."7

George Fort ¥ilton's The Age of Hate, Andrew Johnson

5zowers, The Tragic Era, 10, 63, 198,

61bid., 83, 93, 101, 335.
TIbid., 307, 357, 362.
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and the Radicals, published in 1927, reflected Bowers in

tone and content, particulaerly in its attecks upon the Radi-
cals, Iilton, 2 native of Chattanooga, Tennessee, and the
editor of the Chattanooga News, pictured Radical motives as
being wholly political in nature, while he depletcd Johnson
as a wronged hero. Milton found that the "mainspring of
Radical maneuvers was not concern for negro rights, but a

deliberate desire to keep Southerners out of Congress."

The Radicals had no concern for the South or for the Presi-
dent; they were too filled with an "unbridled politiczl pas-

sion . . . . They intended to rule."S

The influence of the Dunning School's interpretatiocr of
Radical Reconstructicn continued into the 1930's in the work
of James G. Randall. Randall, a mid-westerner and professor

of history at the Tmiversity of Illinoils, publiched The Civil

Wer and Reconstruction inm 1937. It became a widely ves.d

textboox and gave the Dunning irterpretation extensive cir-

1n -

culation. This work znd an article, "John Shermean and Racon-

struction,” clearly placed Randall in the Dunning iradition.?

8George Tort Milton, The Age of Hs e, Andrew Johnson
and the Radicals (\ew York, 19303 T219, 252, <65, 264, 302,
310, 315 331 TGeorge Tort ilton," Albert Xelson Marcuis
(ed.), Who's Jho in fperica: 4 ?1omrabhlcal chtlonary of
}otable 11v1n llen and homen of in Un ted otates (Cnicegc,
1899-19577, XV, 1489, /hereafter 01t°d as Jhoc's "no7

9James G. Randall, The Civil War and Reconstruction
(Boston, 1937), chs. 30-37; Rencall, "John Sherman and ce-
construction," Miscissiooi Valley Hlstoric 1 Review, XIX
(December, 19327, 30e~39%; "Jases G. zendall,’ o TS o,
XX, 2051.
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Randall's dissatisfection with World Wer I, and the
conditions arising from it, led him to draw many correla~
tions between the Reconstruction perlod and the years fol=-
lowing "the Great War." Fe compered the two in terms of the
"prevalence of crire, intolerant mass psychology, specula-
tive excess, business depression, moral siump, official sin-
ning." Randall believed that even the word "Reconstructien
is a misnomer /for/ as in the case of many other wars the
worst elements were able to capvitalize the wer for their owm
purposes. "10

Rendall discussed the motives of the Radical leaders in
terms of politics, vindictlveness and economics, He stated
that they were revengeful, and their "militaristic attitude
of mind was painfully evident" in virtually 211 of their zc=-
tions. Vindictiveness however, was incidental to more basic
motives, Randall believed. For exsmple, Stevens, who was a
"mater of the South," was more concerned with political per-
retuation than with vengeance.ll

Fartisan motives seemed to Randall, to be the most im-
portant of the baslic reasons for the actions of the Radicals,
He noted, that they "did not even seek to dissemble the par-

tisan character of the Vindictive program.” They intended

10Randa211, Civil ¥ar end Reconstruction, 6%9; Randall,
"John Shermesn," 333.

1lRandall, Civil Wor and Reconstruction, 639, 690, 723,
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their legislation "to put Congress in control of govern-
rental functions and to insure within Congress the ascen-
dancy of the Radical groun." Reconstruction thus served to
perpetuate the benefits of Republican rule.l12

Rendell's textbook, unlike the works of the Dunningites,
includad 2 discussion of new interpretations of the Radi-
cals; he particularly acknowledged the work of Charles A.
Beard and Howard X. Deale. Randall contended however, that
the Radicals acceded to the eccnomic demands of the protec-
tionists and northern bond holders only in order to form a
powerful pclitical 2lliance. He éiéd not admit that the

Radicals vere interested in eccnonic questions per se.l3

Rendall condemned the nature of southern goveranments
under Radical rule in the language of the Dunning School.,

lunzeld

b

He declszred that "extravagance and gaucherie . . .
the Scuthern comucnwealths into ean abyss of misgovernmeat.”
Ee described these governments as "a kind of racket" which

' resezbling "opera bouffe."l4

"bore a bogus quality’
Two accounts of Radical Reconstruction written by non-~
professional historians that perpetuated the Dunning tradi-

tion, were Don C. Seitz' The Dreadful Deoczde, Written in

127vid., 722, 750; Randall, "cohn Sherman," 383.

13Randall, Qivil Wer end Recomstruction, T748.

l41pig., 847, 849, 852, 853,
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1926, and Robert Selph Eenry's Trhe Steory of Recongtructicm,

publishked in 1938. Seitz, a journalist, received nis edu-
cation at the Liberal Institute of iMalire, Norvey, aine,
and worked on the Brnoklyn Zagle, the 3Brooklyn ¥World, and

the New York Bvening ¥orld, Henry, a Tennessezn educated

at Vanderbilt and Cembridge University in Ingland, was a
journalist and lawyer who served as the assistant to the
Preslident and later as President of the American Assocla-
icn of Railroads.l5

Both Seitz and Henry restated the Dunning idea, thatl
the Radicals' motives had been largely political znd th
their governments were marked by corruption. Xenry noted
that "one intent of the Radical Tregrem was to meke of the
Southern states permanent vassel-zllies of a2 Republican

" ard Seitz assersed that

party of the Radical persuesiom,
"the franchise remeincd 2 burning guesiion, not a5 to com-
ferring deserved or desired rights upon the negroes but or
a means of preservin~ the Republican pariy." W:er the Radi-
cals nmade the ¥egro elligible for c¢ffice and sent the cer-

petbaggers scuth, Seitz observed, they "ushered in the most

o

reprehensible phase of 'reconstruction.'" Henry egre=d with

15Robert Selph Henry, The ouc*y of Reconstruction (¥ew
York, 1938); "Robert Selph ﬂenry, .no's Wao, AV, 113%; Don
C. 3eltz, Tae Dre edfal Deczde (LndlanapOTLs, 192u), ch. I;
"Don ¢. Seitz," .io's Wko, X7, 1557.
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Seitz' assessment of the southern governments. He declared
that tae carpetbaggrrs ceme south becsuse they saw "fairer
opportunities than they had known before of political pre=~
ferment or public plunder." Iven though Henry and Seitz
restated the Dunning interpretation, they, like Randall,
were mbre restrained in tone than were Bowers, XNevins, and
ilton, 10

thile writing in the Dunning tradition continued intoe

(&)

the 1920's and the 1930's, it increasingly came under aittack
by those who became xnown as revisionists., uch of the early

writing in this vein appeared in The Journal of Heero History.

1

The early revisionists stressed the humenitarian no3viva
tion of the Radlcals, azlthough they agreed thet some had sel-
fish aims as well, Touis F. Post, an ex-carpetbagger znd 2n
assistant Secretary of ILabor from 1913 to 1921, expressed
this view in 1925, in "A South Carolira Carpetbagger." He
pointed out, that in lisht of the discrimination against the
Yegro In the post-~-Civil War South, Congress had no alterna-
tive but to champion his cause., Such action, Post argued,
was based uvon democratic principles. Cerl M. Frasure of
West Virginia University, in '"Charles Sumner and the Rights

of the Negro," also emphasized the humanitarian side of

16Henry, Story of Reconmstructiom, 46, 48, 49, 141, 401,
446, 448; Seitz, Dreadful Decade, 15, 19, 20, 24-25,
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Radical motives. He especlally lauded Sumner for hils la-
bors in menkind's behalf, and for his uncompromising at-
titude toward slavery, whether legalized or de facto.l7

Revisionist scholars also re-evaluated the charges of
carpetbag corruption and Negro ignorance. Sophla Walker,
in 2n article entitled "Carpetbagsers,"” demonstrated that
these individuals laid the foundation for the rebuilding of
the South, and geve direction to the mass of hopelesé and
defenseless southern Negroes. ILouis F, Post declared that
even though there was corru.tion within these governments,
not all of the men termed carpetbaggers were gvllty, hiz-
self included. He recognized that the contempt with which
Southerners treated all carpetbsggers was only n=turzl, but
the time had come for a reassessment., Post praised the leo-
gro's role in these governments; he comvlimented their ~%ili~
ty and integrity and the accomplishments of the Iegro lzecis-
latures.18

In the late 1920's and early 1930's additional histori-

ans Jjoined the ranks of those dissenting from the Dunning in-

17Louis P. Post, "A Carpetbegerer in South Carolina,"
The Journal of Xegro History, X (January, 1925), 10-79; Carl
W. Frasure, "Cherles Summer and the Rights of the Negro,"
The Journal of Hearo Fistory, XIII (April, 1928), 126-149.

18sophia Walker, "Carpetbaggers," The Journal of Kegro
History, XIX (Januery, 1929), 44-59,




70,
terpretation. Bconomic determinism served as the basls of
one of the most important of the new interpretations of Re-
construction. This re-evaluation found its best expression
in the works of Charles A. Beard, Howard K. Beale, and Wil-~
liem B. Hesseltine. In their writings, Beard, Bezle, and
Fesseltine reflected the reformist ideas of the Progressive
movenment, and the Progressives'! preoccudvation with econonxic
motivation that had z2bout it aspects of a conspiracy sgainst
the peovle.

Beard was born in rural Indizna intc a prosperous fevi-
ly of conservative Republicans, Ilowever, his work at :2-
Pauw College under Colonel James Riley Weaver snd a surmner
spent in the slums of Chicago converted him to Progressivisw,
In 1898, Beard entered Cxford "miversity and becare scnnci-
ated with British labor grouns, but he returned %o the Ta1i-
ted States waere he earned his Fh.D. in kistory a2t Colrzhie
University in 1204. Upon graduatingm, he joined +?
2t Columbia, where he remained for twelve years; in 1918,
he resigned after a disnute with the Board of Trustees con-
cerning acadenlic freedom.

Beard published An Economic Interpretation of the Con-

stitution of the United States in 1913. Thereafter he used
an econonic interpretation in hils historicel writing, =21-

though by the 1940's, he had modifiszd his views concerring
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the importance of economics 1In American history.l9
The most important of Beard's works dealing with Re-

construction were The Rise of American Civillzation, pub-

lished in 1927, the History of the Unlted States, written

in 1934, and A Basic FEistory of the United Stetes, pub-

lished in 1944, 3Beard's discussion of Reccnstruction in
these works typified his changing opinion concerning the
significance of econoxic factors in American history. In

The Rise of American Civilization he repeatedly stiresszad

the iuportance of the economic aspects of Radical Recon-
struction., He declered thet the veriod helped to acceler-
ate the capitalist class revolution whicih had overthrown
the planting aristocracy in the Civil War. "Wkile the
planting class was being trampled in the dust," Beard
wrote, "the capitalist class was marching onward in seven

league boots."20

19Charles A. and hary R. Beard, The Rise of American
Civilization (2 Vols., New York, 19277* 99-118; Beard and
Beard, History of the United Stgtes, A Study in American
Civilization (New York, 1934), 409-439; Beard and Beard, A
Sasic Tistory of the United States (G Gerden City, N.Y., 1954),
ch. 18; illoward K. Beale (ed ), 2narles A. Beard, An Apopraisal
(Lekington Ky., 1954), 47-60, T15-151; Bernard C. Borning,
The Political and Social ThouObt of Charles A. Beard (Seat=-
tle, 1962), 39-65, 120-1%G; Lee Benson, surner and seard,
Americen Fistorical uri+ino Eeconsidered (Glencoe, Ill.,
1560), 95-137.

20Beard, Rise of Americen Civilization, 105, 119.
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Although RBeard agreed that some of the Radicals were
inspired by humanitasrienism or by volitical considerations,
he described theilr motives largely in economic terms. He
held that many of the Radicals' goals centered on tariff
bills which were "primarily designed to afford sdvantage to
industries," the intrenchment of the national bank in the
financial structure of the nation, land grents to railroads,
and free land to fermers. IMNoreover, many sup.orters of the
Fourteenth Amendment, 2eard asserted, kad economic motives
In mind rather then civil rights for the Negro. It was these
Radicals, who worded the amendwent in such a way as to in-
sure that its provislons were a2pplicable to corporations as

well as to individuals.2l

In his History of the United Stales, published in 1934,
Beard still wrote In terms of the economiec motives of the
Radicsls. He reaffirmed his theory that Reconstruction pre-
served the victory of the cspitalists in the class struggle
which had culmlnated in the Civil War. Fe also relterated
that Radlcal Reconstruction guarantecd the triumph of the
protective tariff and national banking, but he no longer
made the sweeping charge thet the Radicals hed been pri-
marily motivated by economic considerations when they framed

the Fourteenth Amendment. Reard did aclinowledge that meny

2ltpid., 108, 110, 112-113, 117.
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Radicals were bent on "granting frecdmen certain rights by

' and destroying the "signs end badges, civil,

national law,'’
social, and political," of slavery.2?

By 1944, when Beard published his Basic History of the

Tnited States, he no longer maintasined thet economic motives

were all important to the Radicels., Beard continued to feel
thet economic considerations were significant during Recon-
struction, howéver; he merely shifted his emphaslis., He
stressed the financial zberrations of the Radical govern-
ments, and the efforts of Southerners to pick up the pieccs
of their shattered econony.2>

Reard’'s interpretation of the Radicals' politicel mo-~
tives did not chenge. Fe remained consistent in his belied
thet the Radicals were vitzally concerned about retaining
their political power. They reelized thet "their perty rep-
resented a virority in the naticn," and thus they "nad a
care for measures that would lreep themselves in pover."
Seard belleved that meny of these partisan Radicals "made
use of the Utopians" in Congress who advocated the Radical
program mainly because of what it could do for the Xegro.

BEven so, he felt thct many of these selfish Radicals also

22Beard, History of the United States, 405, 412, 413.

23Beard, RPasic History of the United States, ch., 18.
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sincerely "sought to uphold the legal rights of the Negro."
In order to further these rights, they and their "Utopian"
colleagues in Congress wanted "to hold the Southern states
down, utterly destroy the great lsndlord class by confisca-
tion of its estates . . . give suffrage and full civil
rights to the dispossessed,"24

Beard's treatment of the Radical governments in the
South expressed more conventional ideas than his discusslon
of the Radicals' motives, although he did sec a consitruc-
tlve aspect to some of the legislation of these governmenis,
He noted that "undoubtedly, many honorable pecple tecoll rvord
in restoring state governments in the South, but enovgh res-~
cals hed a hard in 1t to discredit even the good that was
done . . » «» corruption end waste of nublic funds werc com-
non in the legislatures, sometimes in the grossest for:s."
Beard added, however, trat "many of their laws, for erzmrole
those providing for free public education, measured up tn
enlightened concepts of the age."25

By the 1930's, Beard's economic interpretaticn inrlu-

enced the writing of msny historians, including several who

241bid., 289; Reard, Rise of Americen Civilization,

121,

25Beard, Eistory of the United Staies, 411; Besrd,
Basic Fistory of the United States, 292.
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wrote on Reconstruction.26 In The Criticel Year and in

"The Tariff and Reconstruction," Howerd XK. Beale, a mid-
westerner and a Earverd Fh.D., followed in part the

Beardian interpretation of Radicel Reconstructlion. Beale
felt that the motives of the Radicals were in large part
inspired by 2 combination of political and econcmic con-
siderations. Foremost among these was the fact that the
Radicals and their industrialist constituents wented to re-
tain the economic gains made during the Civil War. The
Radicals, however, were mnotivated not only by the desire to
facilitate northeastern capitalis.; they were also striving
t0o create a powerful noliticel ally wlthin the business com-
munity. These Radicals, according to Beale, "elmost univer-
sally assumed that 1f Southerners were readmitted to full
standing in the Union they would vote solidly for tariff
reduction" and ageinst virtuelly all of the legislation pro-
posed for the beneflt of the northern industrial-commerclesl
interests., Realizing that svch 2 situetion would be detri-
mental to the Revublican party as well as to their business-
men 2llies, the Redicals decided thst their salvetion lay in

excluding the South from Congressional representation,

26yernon L. Parrington's Main Currents in Americen
Thought (3 vols., New York, 1927-19%0) which is often paired
with the Beards' writings gave only cursory attentlon to Re-
construction. Parrington died before he couvld develop the
chepters devoted to this veriod.
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Beale emphasized the fact that the Radicals "were imbued

with a sense of strict party loyalty." They derermined to

t 1t

kXeep their perty in power, and this "sheer love of power,
Beale felt, was one of the few binding forces whrich kepnt
the Radicel coalition from svlitting into volitically helP-~
less fragments.27
A very important and often overlooked Radical motive,

Beale noted, was thelr desire "to remcdel the very form of
our government inte a varliazmentery system." Beale warnac
that such a plan would have resulted in "the tyranny of 7-r-

" replete with o loss of -~

tisan ommipotence in Congress,
system of checks and balances and mlnimizing of the rolie
of the state governments and the office of President of the
United States. Ha»nnily, Beale stated, this Congressionsl
plan was thwaerted by thelr fsilure to inmnesch Andrevw Jolr-
son, and by the rezdmission of the Soula o Conrress.28
Beale asserted that the Redicals cnuld not publiecly
avow either their ecconcmic, partisen, or parliamentazry mo-
tives; indeed, they had to divert ponular attentlon from

t

them. This they eaccomplished, by "waving the bloody shirt,"

and by stressing thelr desire to help the ifegro. BEeale

2THoward K. Beale, The Critical Year, A Study of An-
drew Johnson and Recomnstruction (m~ew York, 1930), 112, 117,
143, 144, 272; Realc, "ine Jariff and Reconstructiom,”
Aterican Yistorical Review, XXXV (Jenucry, 1930), 277; “"How-

28Beale, The Critical Year, 211,
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termed such tactics, the substitution of "claptrap for
issucg,"29

While their desire to aid the egro was often inspired
by party expediency, Beale did not imply that all of the
Raedicals lacked humeniterien motives. Some, including Ste~
vens, wére idealists 1n thelr concern for the Nezro ard hu-

man rights. "¥ithout xnowing anything of the Negroes," zn

o

"blinded to practical difficulties by thelr own entiausiams,”

these Rzdicals wented to "elevate thenm to civil and political
equality with the white men,"30
The Critical Year »pictured deplorable conditions In The

post-Civil dJar South, ©Peale contended that "the South

swarzed with Radical troudblemaXers,"

and Fegroes who "had no
conception of the Tunction of money, or the meaning of terus
like goverament, morality, suffrage, or even free labor."
This coaliticn wrought a "perisd of corruption aznd wasting
of public money."31

During the 1930's, William 2, Hesseltine, a Sovtherner
teaching 2t the University of Wisconsin, also used Beard's

o

econonic interpretation in writing about Reconstruction. In

"Economic Factors in the Abandonment of Reconstruction,”

291vid., 139.
301bid., 143.
311vid., 155, 138-189,
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published in 1935, and in A History of the South, written

in 1935, Hesseltine stressed economnic aspects of the Recon-

-

struction veri-d. Using 3eardian terminology, ne pictured

ft lmas_

Reconstruction as simply the attempt of the northern
ters of ecapital' . . . to secure their victory over the vesa-
guished 'Lords of the }anor.'"32

Hesseltine accepted Reard's thesis, thst much of the
impetus behind the Radicels' zactions stemmed from a desire
to protect the econonic gains mede by the »usiness class
during the Civil War. Te sew mony of the Radicals, as rap-
resentatives of the northern capitalistic class, "seeking
to control the national government in behalf of the nstional
bankxs, the protective tariff and the railrozds.'" But in ad-

.

ditiecn to provecting what they had already achievad, THessel-

~

tine noted that this group of capitalists and their Congr-c-
sional agents believed that the Souvth could "become a suis--
ble field for cconomlc exploitation.”™ Taey enscted their
southern program in order to protact the vrozerty of For-
therners in the South and to disfranchise many of the white

Southerners, thereby enabling "'loyal' men and Yegroes to

enact legislation which would protect the Northern cavditalism

327illiem B. Hesseltine, 4 Zistory of the South (New
York, 1935), 48c-360 Fesselt 1ne, "conomic Fazctors in the
Abandonment of Reconstructlon,” MNississippi Valley Fistorizcal
Review, XXII (September, 1935), 191 Miilliam Best ir.essci-
ulne,rr D.A.S., 3T4.
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in exploiting the South.">3
HZesseltine emphasized that the Radicals were split

into two factions with antegonistic goals. A struggle even-
tually ensued between the two because the economic Radicals
belleved their politically motlivated colleagues were keeping
the South in a2 political turmoil through their partisen en-
deavours. This unstable situation in the South, Eesceltine
explained, kept the economic Radicals and thelr business al-
lies from exploitlng the area. Hesseltine believed that the
econonic Radicals ultimately triumphsd, however, because the
American public finally grew tired of the "bloody shirt,”
the political Radicals' princival weapon. This victerr re-

sulted in the "masters of capital" embariking upon "

a v»olicr
of conclliating thelr former enemies"™ and exploiting the
South without hindrance from any gquarter.3%

In The Road to Reunion, published in 18937, Faul E. Ioox

apvroached the Reconstruction veriod by trying to enalyzo
those ties that vromoted and those problems that hindered
sectional reconciliation. Buck, a history prrofessor at Far-
vard, wes a native of Ohlio and rsceived his Ph.D. frcu Far-
vard in 1935. Buck followed Beale's interpretation dbut his

discussion of the southern Radicsl gcvernments also relflected

33Hesseltine, Eistory of the South, 495, 518; Hesscl-
tine, "Economic Factors, " 194,

341bid., 193, 208, 209; Hesseltine, Hlstory of the
South, 510,
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the early revisionist writing in The Journal of Neqro His-

tory.3>

Buck polnted out thst the Radlcals were inspired pri-
marily by political considerstions and that thelr avowals
of humanitarian and economic motives were in most cases mere
"ruses" concocted to galn political suprort. The Radical
hold on the northern public "was precarious and depended
largely upon keeping 'patriotism' keyed . . . to wartime

' Buck

pitch"; thus, the appearance. of the "bloody shirt.'
lzmented the fact that the Radicels used such divisive meth-
ods tn stay in office, for thls slowed the movement toward

sectional harmony. However, he realized how tempting a

0g

weapon the "bloody sairt" was, and stated that the Radicals
"yould have been an unusual assemblage of politicians indezad,
if it had not exploited this instrument." Evea Sumner,.who
Ruck considered a genulne humanitarian, recognized that Rzdi-
cal dominance wes necessary for his plans of Negro enfran-
chisement. Sumner also realized thet to secure Congressionzl
support for his progrem, it would be necessary to prove thet
the Negro vote was essentlal to maintaining the Republicens

in power.36

35Paul H. Buck, The Road to Reunion 1865-1900 (Boston,
1937); "Paul H. Buck," D.4.S., 111.

36Buck, Rozd to Reunion, 45, 46, 48,
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The Radicals had other means of gaining support in
thelr drive for power. Buck noted thet the humanitarians
snd partisans alike wooed wavering northern businessmen by
supporting economic measures desired by this group, and by
repeatedly warning that "a Democratic administration would
lovwer the tariffs, partially repudizte the dedbt, and shower
economic benefits upon the South." In exchange for this
favorable economic program the Rediczls expected to recelve
political and financial support froa the businessmen of the
rnortheast.>7

"™like Beale, Buck did not condemn Radlcal governments
in the South without mentioning theif accomplishments., He
pointed to such reforms as "the designation of the sources
for school support, uniform systenms cf taxation, and the exn-
phatic injunction that Negroes as well as waltes chould be

' and be allowed to enjoy full civil rights.3S

educated,’
In 1933, lMattnew .Josephscn, a Columbia T™niversity

graduate and editor of the Yew Revvblic, wrote The Politicos

in which he restated the Beale interpretation of Radical
Reconstruction. However, the tone of Josevhson's work szt
it apyert from the more moderate accounts of Z2eale and Buck.

In flaying the capitalist class and their Congressional

371bid., 80.
33Tbid., 154,
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henchmen, Josephson came close 1o ecualling Bowers in his
vituperative descriptions. Econcmic metives and the
"Frankenstein monster of psrty crgenization," lay behind
the actions of the Radicals who came equipped with "horns
end cloven fect,"39

During the 1930's, a second economic interpretation of
Radical Reconstructiosn apreared. Thils wvarlant of the eco-
nemle interpretatlion utilized the 1deoclegy and terminolozy
of Marxism. Merxist interest in Reconstruction began in

the 1870's, when Marx and Engels made occasional obscrve-

13

tions 2bout it, but there were no scholarly attempis to cdis~
cuss Reconstrvetion in Marxist terms before 1230. During
the depression, however, when meny ¢éisillusioned intellec-
tuals turned tc socialism, and when Russiesn Communism seexed
for many toc be the wave of the future, several histcrians
produced works thet enalyzed Radicel Reconstructlon within
the ideological framework of lMarxism.

The best known Merxist historiesn wes W.E.B. DuBois,
3y the 1930's, DuBois had temporarily retired from actively
championing socialism and Yegro rights. It was during this
period that he became the chalrman of the department of so-

clology at Atlanta University, and turned to the second

3%atthew Josevhson, The Politicos, 1845~1896 (¥ew
York, 1938), 2i, 78; "Matthew Josepnson," Who's "ho, XX, 1373.
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phase of his writing career. By 1935, when he published
Black Reconstruction, DuBois' writing displaeyed marked dif-

ferences from his earlier works. EHis writing in the first
decade of the twentieth century had strongly supported the
cause of Negro rights, but it had not been Marxist in its
approach nor bitter in tone. But by the 1930's, DuBois'
work used the terminology and ideology of Marxism to inter-
pret Reconstruction,40

In Black Reconstruction DuBois stressed "that there is

no question but that Congress was right" in assuming conirol
of Reconstruction., A stroang executive, sccording to DuBois,
was undemocratic, and Jjohnson, "the most pitiful figure in

" exemplified executive power zt its worst.

Americen history,
DuBoils applauded Steverns, "the stern believer in democracy,"
for his attempts to weaken the executive and to centralize
the control of the national government in Congress.41
Indeed, DuBols held thet the primary concern of many
Radicals centered on this desire to create a more complete
democracy in the United States, whether by establishing

Congress as the supreme governmental power, or by securing

Yegro rights in the South. In this drive for Negro rights,

40y E, Burghardt Tu3ois, Black Reconstruction: An
Essay Towsrds a Elstory of the Fart Which Black Folk Plaved
in the Attemvt to Reconstruct Democrzcy in America, 1360~
T38O (Philadelphia, 1955).

411pia., 260, 265, 322.
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TuBols stated that 1t was Stevens and Summer who led the
way. Sumner, "one of the finest exsmples of New England cul-
ture and American courage . . . had been fighting . . . for
the manhood rights of the free Iegro ever since he entered
Congress." And Stevens, the "seasoned seer of democrzcy
. . o aman of grin and awful coursge . . . made the Anmeri-
can Congress take the last step which it hes ever taken
towards democracy."42

DuBois declared thet both Stevers and Sumner edvocated,
in 2ddition to political rights fer the Yegro, the coniico .~

-

tion 2nd division of southern plantations feor the frszinen'c
benefit. Fowever, few Radicels followed thelir lezd, becc-ise
the financlal-industrial interests of thne Forth and their
Congressional represerntatives feared that coanfiscation would
"embarrass future freedom of exnloltation a2rnd -;ould cerir n-
ly increase present taxation." Stevens and Sumner were taus
unsuccessful in giving the freedmen land es 2 basis for their
economic independence.43

DuBols contended that even though the northern cani-
tallsts refused to agree to confiscetion, Stevens, Sumner,

and most of the Radicals continued to support measures fa-

vorable to the interests of this greoup. As staunch defenders

42Tpi4., 191, 192, 197.
431pig., 206, 327, 328,
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of the new industrizlism, they sought to "buttress the
threatened fortress" of capitalism from the agricultural
interests of the South and West. He added, somevhat wist-
fully, "thus a movement, which began primerily and sincere-
ly to 2bolish slavery and insure the Negro's rights, becane
coupled with a struggle of capitalists to retain control of
the government." Regardless of whether the Radicals acted
from humanitarisnism or from a desire to 2id capitalisn,
DuBols noted, they realized they hed to keep themselves in
power., They appreciated the fact that a2s a2 minority varty
they "would have been swept out of power" if the Southerners
had been allowed to return to Congress.i

DuBois did not deny thet corruption frequently charac-
terized the southern governments during the Reconstruction
period. However, he felt that considering the handicerps
under which they labored, the records of these governments
were outstanding. Corruption in the South merely typified
the widespread dishonesty of an "age cf extravegance"; it
wes not an enomalous condition confined to the Redicel
governments.45

DuBois described in bitter terms the period after Re~

construction. This era witnessed the inevitable triumph

441pid., 214,
451vid., 428.
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of capitalism, with its accompanying "orgy of theft that
engulfed the nation.” In the South, this movement saw a
sveccessful attempt by the Bourbons to exploit black lasbar,
As a result, the Negro was in no better position then he
hed been under slavery.45

The most outspoken Marxlsn interpretation of Redicel

Reconstruction appeszred in James S. Allen's Reconstruction:

The Battle for Democrecy. Allen contended thet Recorstruc-

tion involved a bourgeois attempt to effect "the complete
destruction of the econoxzic and politicel power of the lan-
ded baron," while strengthening their own politicsl position
and further developlng a capitalistic economy.47

Allen's discussion of the Radicals' motives combined
economic class interests, retention of perty power and hu-

nanitarianism. Aller. held that the Rsdicsls scted as the

cr
H

willing agents of the industrisl bourgeocisie in their

1

RIS
gle for national economic dominance., In fact, he felt that
nuch of the Radicals' striving for netional political su-

premecy revolved arcund thnelr desire to remodel the American
econony along capitalistic linss. In order to stay in pover
and remake the economy, Allen expleined, the Radicals had to

prevent the landed aristocracy from regeining its power, ei-

4&1vig., 580,

477ames S. Allen, Reconstructlon: The Battle for Deroc-
racy, 1965-1876 (Kew York, 1935), 19.
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ther in the South or in Congress. The Radlcels recognized
thet if they vermitted the South to rezein its ascendancy
it wovld, "under the bammer of states rights . . . prevent
the intervention of the bourgecisie" in the econonmy and the
government of the nation.48

Allen believed that the Radicals, in addition to cham-
ploning the aims of caritalism, deslred to set un a bourge=-
ols democrzcy. In the South this meant full politicel
rights for the Megro. The Radiczls wented to transform the
Kegro "into a fighter for bourgecis democracy." Fe main-
t2ined that the Radicals believed thot 1f the eristocracy
were to be overthrown at all, "the Negro would have to be
the core of it; if democracy wes tn be established they
would have to be 1ts chilef bearers." The Radicals took
definite steps, Allen related, to 2id the Negro in his
struggle Tor equality. They enacted legislation insuring
civil rights and political power for the ¥egro. Fowever,

da N
v.ae

wlth the exceptlon of Summer, Stevens, ani a few others,

Radiczls went no further. Most of the Radicals and their
bourgeols constituents lent a deaf ear to Stevens' plea for
confiscation of the southern estztes. Allen contended that
"the scales . . . definitely tipped against a revolutionary

revision of the land relationships"” and "slowly and with

great difficulty the Negroes were forced back uvon the plan-

481hid., 29, 36.
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tatlons under labor contracts." In this way, the humani-
tarian objectives of Radical Reconsitruction sustalined a2 ma-
jor setback, for the Wegro now found himself abandoned by
many of his former Radiczl allies, and had no alternative
but to acceprt whatever the Bourbons offered him.49

Allen agreed that corruption existed in the South, for
"after all . . . the governments were bourgeois-democracies,
with all the vices of such governments." However, he felt
that the charge of corruption often served as a "political
weapon used against the legislatures which carried through
measures for the public welfare on funds raised by taxing
the planter." Allen stressed the "progressive and demccratic
measures" undertaken by these governments, and vointed out
thet the increased taxation was necessary.50

Iouis M. Hacker wrote the most scholarly account of
Radical Recomstruction in the Marxist vein.5l Hacker, & na-
tive of New York City, recelved his education at Columbla
University and became a2 professor of economics at Columbiz
in 1935, He served as president of the American Marxist

Associatlon and as an editor of the Marxist Quarterly.

491bid., 30, 33, T2.
501bid., 137, 140, 149,

5ltacker's intervretation underwent a considerable
change after the 1930's and by the 1950's he was a contri-
butor to Fortune magezine.
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Hacker's Marxist interpretation of Radical Reconstruction

found its best expression in The Unlted States Since 18565,

published in 1932, The Triumvh of Americen Capitalism, pub-

lished in 1940, and in an article, "Why Reconstruction
Falled," whilch appeared in The New Republic in 1937.52

Some of the original Radicals, Hacker believed, were
truly interested in aiding the Negro. They were equalitari-
ans with "real and unselfish devotion . . . to the cause of
Yegro emanclpation and betterment." These Radicals, how-
ever, failed in their humasnitarian goals because they could
not succeed 1n persuading Congress to confiscate the scuthern
estates and divide them among the freedmen. Furthermore,
this group of humenitarian Radicals eventually found then-
selves supplanted in Congress by men who cared nothing for

"supporting the Yegroes and their whlte equalitarian 2llies
in the South." These new leaders, many of whom were '"'per-
sonally hostile" to Stevens' and Sumner's humanitarian ideals,
completely lgnored the Negro except zs a political tool.

Hacker reproved these selfish politicians for making the

Necro both the handmaiden and "the innocent victims" of their

52Louis M. Hacker, Benjamin B. Fendrick, The United
States Since 1865 (New York, 1932), 11-37; Facker, The Tri-
umph of American Capltallsm, The Develonmcnt of Porces in
Americen History to the End of the Nineteenth Century (Lew
York, 1940); HRacker, "why Reconmstruction Failed," The Kew
Reouolic, IXXXXII (October 27, 1937), 346~34T7; "Louis FHor-
ton Eacker," American l'en of Science, A RBlographical Direc-
tory (Tempe, Arizoma, 19°5), 438,
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dishonorable schemes.>3

After the Radicals deserted the ¥egro, Facker wrote,
their only concern centered on efforts to keep themselves
in power. Thils they accomplished by alding capitalism in
its drive to "establish . . . control over the national
state." These Radicals cultivated every imvortant capital-
istic interest that would sustain themselves in power.54

The Radicals realized, Hacker noted, that the South,
if it regained 1its power, would guickly halt their plans.
Yhen the Radicals "saw that southern debasement znd thelir
own victory were beth aspects of the same guestion," they

-0,

lost no time in inaugurating their vrogram of "holdinz “he
South in bondage" through their Recorstrvciion measures.Dd
Facker regarded Reconstruction as a failure, lergely
because of its zbandonment of thz Yegro. However, hs -
lieved that it was partizlly succeszsful for it insvred the
defezt of slavery and put the South on the road to a capi-~
talistic econory which would in turn eventually evoive into

socialism.

The lMarxist interpretation of Reconstruction found popu-

53pecker and Kendrick, Tnited States Since 1865, 22;
Hacker, "Why Reconstruciion Failed," 34&; Hacker, Triumph
of American Capitalism, 379, 380, 384,

S4Hacker, "Why Recomsiruction Failed," 347; Backer,

Triumph of Americen Capitalism, 383, 384,

55Hacker and Kendrick, United States Since 1855, 28, 33.
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lar expression in Foward Fast's novel, Freedom Road. Tast,

a Yew York Communist writer vho received the Stalin Inter-
national Feace Prize in 1953, told of the FNegro's struggle
for equality, his desire for "forty acres and a mule," his
cooperation with poor white leborers and cerpetbaggers, and
his eventual defeat at the hands of the Redeemers and the
¥u Xlux Klan.56

Revisionist interpretations of Reconstructicn also ap-
peared in several state studies written in the 1920's and
1930's. Thess works differed from those of the Dunningites
in several respects. They discussed Reconstruction in ligh
of recent findings which gave new importance to soclal and
economic factors. Generally, these studies pointed to scme
valuable contributions left by the southern Radical govern-
ments, they did not consider the X¥egro inherently inferi-cx,,
and they were more moderate in tone, These studies also
tended to be more speclalized in subject matter then the
monographs in the Dunning tradition. TFrequently they dealt
with only one aspect of Reconstruction in a particular state.

The earliest state studlies were Alrutheus A. Taylor's
"The Negro in Socuth Cazrolina during the Reconstruction,”

written in 1924, and "tre Negro in the Reconstruction of

S6roward M. Fast, FreeGom Read (New York, 1944); "Fow-
ard M. Fast," James M. BEihericdge (ed.) Contemporary Authors,
A Bio-Bibliogravhical Index to Current Avthors and Their
TOTKS (Detroft‘,“'l‘tff-lgubj, III, -2,
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Virginiz," published in 1926. In these articles, Taylor
critlcized the Dunning School for presenting only the nega-
tive aspects of Radical Reconstructlion; Taylor held that the
Dunningites had written "to prove that the Negro is noit capa-
ble of particivation in government and to justify the methods
of intimidation instituted to overthrow the reconstruction
governments of the South." Because of this, Taylor felt that
the Dunning studies were practically worthless.57

Taylor contended that the Xegrc constantly worked to
helvy himself and his state by zcouiring knowledge, accumu-
leting wealth, and extending the Cihristian religicn. Fe
pointad out that even though the lexro was often an lustru-
ment of the carpetbazggers, ke continued to try to better
himself until such efforts were crushed by the caste sycsten
which the Redeemers reinstated. The Radical southerr ~overn-
ments echieved mejor successes in the areas of free »u=lic
geducation and constitutional innovation; these achlevenents,

Taylor insisted, were the true monuments to the Fegro of the

Reconstruction period.

In 1932, Frencis Butler Simkins, & South Carolinian

5TAlrutheus A. Taylor, "The Xezro in South Carolina
during the Reconstruction,”" The Jovrnal of Yegro History,
IX (July, 1924), 242, 243; Taylor, "ine Legro in soutn Cero-
lina during the Recon:truction," The -Tournal of Kegro Kis-
tory, IX (Cctober, 1924), 361-5545 Teylor, "The Negro in the
Reconstruction of Virginie," The Journel of Yeero Fistory,
XI (April, 1926), 243-414; Taylor, "ine Negro in the Recon-
struction of Virginia," The Journal of XYesro I 1story, XTI,
(July, 1926), 425-536; "Alrutheu. A."Taylor,' Wno's dho,
I, 3372.
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teaching at the State Teachers College at Termville, Vir-
ginia, and Robert H. Woody, prcfessor of history st Duke

Tniversity, published Southk Carolina During Reconstruction,.

This book was a ploneer work of great importance becesuse it
was the first revisionist study of the entire Reconstruc-
tion story of a state. Although critical of many of the ac-~
tivities of South Carolina's Radicael government, Simkins and
Wwoody did not disvarage the efforts made to reconstruct the
state. Rather than dwelling et great length on the mistakes
and corruption of the carpetbeggers and lNegroes, they polnted
to the contributicns of these men. The authors discussed the
steps taken during Reconstruction to establish socizl endéd
polltical equality and they commented at length upon the im-
rortance of the system of free public education, the enlarge-
ment of women's rights, and the reform of local and judicizal
administration which the Radical government inaugurated.f8
The emphasis that Simkins and Woody vlaced upon the positive
contributions of the Radical government of South Cerolines in-
fluenced succeeding state studies of Reconstruction. These
works extended the revisionist interpretation to the state

level and gave it a stronger foundation.59

58Francis Butler Simkins and Robert H. Woody, South
Carolina During Reconstruction (Chavel HEill, 1932), chs. III,
VI, XII, XIII, X1V, XVI, XX; '"Francis Butler Simkxins," D.A.S,
I (4 ed.), 2763 "Rovert H. Woody," D.A.S., I (4 ed.), 302,

59The revisionist state studies written before 1940 in-
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By the end of the 1930's, many historians felt that
revisionism of the interpretation of Radical Reconstruction
was meking progress toward a more complete understanding of
the period. FHowever, areas remalined where informaticn was
inadequate and where further research was needed. In 1938,
Alrutkeus A. Taylor of Fisk University sharply criticized
Reconstruction historiography in an article, "Eistorians of
the Reconstruction.” He declered that most of the writing
about Reconstruction since the time of Rhodes and Dunning,
displayed blas ageinst the Negro and the southern Radical
governments, and were thus of little value. The work of

DuBois, perticularly his Black Reconstruction, represented

to Taylor, the first major breakthrough in several decz=des,
and he strongly urged other historians to expand DuBois'

theses. 60

clude; Alrutheus A. Taylor, "The Fegro in South Cerolinsa
during the Reconstruction,™ The Journel of Xeero Hictorv, IX
(July, 1924), 241-2G4; Taylor, "The Vesro in South Garoline
during the Recon°truction," Tre Tﬂurnal of Neero Historr, IX
(October, 1924), 381l-5¢4; Levla“ "The Negro in the Recon-
struction of Vlrginla," The Journal of Negro History, XI (A-
pril, 1926), 243-414; Teylor, "The Negro in the Recons truc-
tion of Virginia," Tne Journal of Nesro History, XI (July,
1926), 425-53%56; ¥Francis sSutler Simkins snd Robert H. Joody,
South Carolina During Reconstruction (Chapel Eill, 1932),
Horazce lMann Bond, Beﬁro dZdvecation in Alabamz; A Studv in Cot-
ton 2nd Steel (4a3ﬂ1hgton, 19397; Roger shugg, Orlgine of the
Class strugesle in Iouisisna (Baton Rouge, 1939}

60slrutheus A. Taylor, "Historians of the Reconstruc-
tion," The Journal of Jegro History, XXIII (January, 1938),
16-34,
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At the 1938 meeting of the Southern Historical Associa-
tion, Francis Butler Simkins echoed many c¢f Taylor's criti-
cisms. Simkins took issue wilth those who still wrote in the
Dunring trsdition. He especlally disapproved of writers
like Bowers wno had ulterior motives. Simkins emphesized
that the pleture of southerm Radical governments needed more
comprehensive revision., He called for & "saner view" of the
Radicals and a fair evaluation of their contributions.
Another area of Reconstruction kistory needing re-evaluation,
according to Simkins, centered on the racial question, He
held that the usefulness of many of the accounts of Recon-
struction was destroyed by the acceptence of the hzclneyed
ideas of Negro inferlority. The key to solving meny of these
questions, Simkins believed, was a2 "more critical, crestive,
and tolerant attitude . . . . this will bsnish provincizlisn”
from Reconstruction history and 2id in easing the South's
racisl problems.6l

The year following Simkins' address, Howard ¥. Becle nre-~
sented the paver, "On Rewriting Reconstruction Historiogra-
phy," to the annual meeting of the Southern Historical Asso-

cietion. In this address, written a decade after The Critical

Year, Beale denounced many of his contemvoraries who reitera~

61lFrancis Butler Simkins, "New Viewpoints of Southern
Reconstruction,” The Journal of Southern History, V (February,
1939), 50,
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ted the old outworn ideas of the Dunning School., He found
the Marxizn concept of Reconstruction to be marized by faul-
ty interpretation, but he did =2gree with some cf their
findings and he applauded their fresh anproach. Reale, like
Taylor and Simklns, urged an unbiassed re-evaluatlon of the
Redicals and their motives, the nature of the southern Radi-
cal governments, and the role of the Yegre in Reconstrue-
tion, He stressed the need for a concerted effort by his-
toriars to determine the imvportance of social and ecouozic
facters in both the Nerth and South during Reconstruction, 62

The revislonist writing which apnezared between the two
World Vers seriously challenged the Dunning School's inzerp-
retation of Reconstruction. The most important aspecis of
this reinterpretation centered on the Yegro and the southern
Radical govermments. Revisionists did not regard the ¥egre
2s innstely inferior nor did they condemn completely tnz
Radical governments. Instead, ther stressed the posivive
sceconplishments of the Reconstruction governments. The re-
visionists also shed new light on the motives of the Radl-
cals. Rather than uncerscoring the Redicals' political as-
pirations, these historians pointed to their humanitarian,

democratic, a2nd economic aims. Indeed, the economic motlve-

62Howard X. Beale, "On Rewritinec Reconstruction Fis-
tory," American Historical Review, XIV (July, 1940), 807~
327.




tion of the Radicals became one of the most pervasive of
the innovationazl themes of the writing on Reconstruction
during the 1220's and 1930's.

Even though the revislonists contributed much to a
better understending of the Reconstruciion pericd, by the
end of the 1930's, several vrominent histsorians of Recon=-
struction felt that still more reseerch and reinterprete-
tion was needed. They urred & falrer evaluvation oT the
Radicals, a more comprzhensive study of social and =cecnonic
forces, =2nd a more objective treatnent of the racizi cues-~

tion.



CHAPTER IV
CLOSING THE CIRCILE; THE PLOYIRING OF REVISIONISHK, 1940-1957

fter World War II, many historizns of Reconstruction
began incorporating the suggestions of Taylor, Simkins, and
Bezale into thelr writing. Others, however, continued to
write about the Reconstruction period using ideas and stereo-
types of preceding generations, The interpretations of those
who restated the older views were reminiscent of the venera-
ble works of the Dunning School, in that they stressed the
selfish aims of the Radicals and excoriated the southern
Radlcel governments.

Several historians who favored the economic interyreta-
tion of Radlcal Reconstruction reiterated the theories of
Charles A. Beard and Foward K. Beale. But even thougn the
Beard-Beale thesls continued in some historical writing, the
economic interpretation of Radical motivation underwent a
considerable revision in the work of most historians. Eco-
nomic altrulsm and the leck of solidarity among the Radi-
cals concerning economic policy found expression in these
revisionist works, rather than the idea of a sectionzl-class
struggle.

The Radicals' humanitarian concern for the Negro be-
came the central theme in the work of a number of histori-
ans writing in the 1950's. They were the first twentieth

century authors to emphasize humanitarianism as the predomi-

(98)
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nant Radical motive. Their writing, influenced in large
part by the civil rights movement, in some respecis ecnoed
the authors of the previous century who had championed the
Radical cause.

Finally, several historians have tried to synthesize
the various interpretcstions of Radical motivation. They ex~

plained thet the Radicals were inspired by a composite of
political, econonic, vengeful, and humenitarian aims.

The o0ld Dunnine idea of partisen selfishness as an in-
cubus upon the South persisted, but with emphasis upon the
condernation of Radlical policles for being harmful to the
Kegro as well as to the white Southerner. Typleczl of this

<

approach was B. ierton Coulter's The South During Reconstiruc-

Y,

tion, published in 1947. Coulter's booxr represented tae
last important erempie of the Dunning interpretation of Zall-
cal Recoustructlon.

Coulter, a North Carolinlan teaching 2t tne Universit:
of Georgla, regardsd Reconstruction es a distressing period
of gross motives, criminal corruption, end Xegro domination
of the South. The tone of his book was often more strident
than many of the earlier studiss of Dunning and his students,

"olimmering

Coulter noted that Reconstruction rnad about it a
resemblance to the later cults called Fascism and Kagzism."
It was imbued "with a crass, meterialistic design" even

though "ecloaked in a gardb of hipgh idealistic justice." Coul-
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ter agreed that there were "a few genuine Radicels bent on
revolution for the masses," but these men "were hoodwinlked"
into supporting the pvrogram of the selfish, partisen leaders
who were "blinded by their own vengeance.'l

More than any other major author since Clasude Bowers,
Coulter dwelled upon the unsavory aspects of Reconstruction
in the South. EHe pictured this period of southern history,
as a "blackout of honest government," and "the most spec-
tacular and exotic developmenti in govermment in the history
of white civilization." The cerpetbaggers, who "took the
easy road and speedily buried themselves in corruption"
plunged the South "into debauchery, corruption, and privete
plundering unbelievable" in its megnitude and pervasiveness.?

Although Coulter's bool received favorable reviews, meny
historlans were zappalled at nis a2ttitude toward the revision-
i1st studies; he simply brushed them aside, noting that "no
amount of revision can write away *ne grievous mistakes zmcde
in this abnormzl period of American history."3 John liope
Tranklin, in an article entitled "Whither Reconstruction Eis-

toriography?" took Coulter to *task for ignoring thirty-five

1r. Merton Coulter, The South Durineg Reconstructlion,
1865-1877 (RBaton Rouge, 1947), 114, Io2; "SI1Iis Merton Coul-
ter," Jaques Cattel Press (ed.), Directory of American Scno-
lars, A Biographical Directory (XNew york, 1942-1064), I
(4 ed.7], 63, /hereafter civea as D.A,S.7

2¢oulter, The South During Reconstruction, 139, 140,
141, 148.

51bid., XI.




101,
years of historical researcn end re-interpretation, Frank-
1lin also disapproved of Coulter's selection of sources and
his "overweening desire to . . . support a particvlar pecint
of view." TFoward X. Beale also criticized Coulter's book at
the 1952 meeting of the liississippl Valley Historical Asso-
ciation. In a paper entitled "The Frofessional Historian:

' Beale dcclored thet Coulter

Eis Theory and His Practice,’
had discarded "the whole revisionict school of Reconstruc-~
tion history" and had "violated the canons of sound histori-
cal criticisa" because of his "selcection of materlzls that
would prove his conviciions."#

Coulter was not alone in ignoring revislonist woirl,
Charles 0. Lerche, a professor of history at the American

University in Westington, D.C., £lso restzted the Duvnning
ideas concerning Radical rotivation., In his article, "Con-
gressional Interpretations of the Guarantec of a2 Republican

" s
-~
[ V]

Form of Government During Reconstruction,”" Lerche felt +
Reconstruction was no wmore than "a bald attempt to pervetuase
the party victory brought about by the war." Even tke Radi-

cals' humanitarisn motives were often "a vencer to cover base

political considerations."5S

4John Hove Franklin, "7hithzr Reconstruction Flstoriog-
raphy?," The Journal of Xerro Zducation, XVII (fall, 1948),
457; Howard K. Beale, "Tac Froicssionel Fistorian: Fis Theo-
ry and His Prectice," Paciflc Fisterical Review, XXT1I (fzal1l,
1953), 248, 249,

Scharles 0. ILerche, "Congressional Interpretations of
the Guarantee of a Republican Form of Government During 3e-
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In South of Appomattox, a rather saccharine series of

bilographical essays of scuthern leaders, Nazsh ¥X. Burger and
John X. Bettersworth of lMississippi State University con-
tinued the Dunning interpretation. They considered vindic-
tiveness and politicel power to be the major motives, s the
Radicals "set out to persecute the bewildered South." Burger
and Betterswcerth felt that Radical Reconstruction was doomed
to feilure becausc no group of lesders could restore the
South to the Union except the native whites. The authors
maintained that hed the Radicals 2llowed these men to rocon-
struet the South and had they denied themselves '"the heady
Pleasures of social engineerinz, 2 military occupation, oxd
a carpetbzg Reconztruction, the South would have reentered
the Union more readily and more fully."S

Fodding Carter's The Angry Scer represented 2 sisnifi-

cant non-professional zccount of Radical Reconstruction in
the Dunning tradition. Carter, best known ss the Pulltzer
prize-winning editor of the Greenville, IMississippl, Telte

Democcrat~Times, pictured Reccnstruction as a tragedy of vin-

construction," The Journal of Southern History, XV (Mey,
1949), 208; "Crharles O. Lerche," cames K. Btaridge (ed.),
Contenporary Authors, 4 Bio-Bibllogrephical Index to Current
Authors and Their Works (Detrcit, 1952-18966), 7/8, 518.

6yash X. Burger and John ¥. Bettersworth, South of Ap-
pomattox (¥ew York, 1959), 10, 13; "John K. Bettersworth, "
Albert Welson Marquils (ed.), Who's Who in America: A Bio-
Bibliographical Dictionary of Zotzble Living Men and omen
of the United States (Calcago, 1099-1907), XXxi, 241, /here-
after cited #s nao's fho/,
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dictive misrule in Washington and gross corruption in the
South; and like the Dunning studies, denounced Radical moc-
tives as disreputable angd impr&ctical.7

Carter credited the Redicals with some humanitarian
2lrs but he was unsymrathetic with their prilanthrony, be-
cause he thought it too visionary. Stevens' "fanatic be=-

" and Sumner's "regingly

lief in thre eguality of the races,
idealistic" concern for the Negro were quixotically unrealis-
tic. These M"apostles of a raceless Utopia . . . were ani-
mated by belief in the principle of uzniversel manhood snui-
frage regardless of color or capabil:ty,"S

Carter believed, however, that the plen for Fegro suf-
frage was not completely altruistic; Radical politicsl zs-
cendancy was also involved. These '"political giants end

' according to Carter, "were thinking con-~

moral pygmies,'
siderably less of man's brotherhood than of the verpetua-
tion, world without end, of Republican domination of the
nation and of the opportunities for personal power." 1In
Carter's view, vindictiveness was closely connected with

the Radicals' partisen aims. They considered themselves

"victorious Rome; to the South ley Carthege."9

TEodding Carter, The Ancry Scar, The Story of Reccn-
struction (Garden City, x.Y., 1959); "Hodding Carter," wWnn's
Wno, XAXI, 484,

8carter, The Angrv Scar, 95, 101, 111.
91vid., 22, 27, 94.
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Carter's treatment of Reconstruction on the state level
revealed greater acceptance of revisionist ideas than his
discussion of Radiczl motives. Fe azgreed that the carpetbag
governments had alded the South by insugurating free public
school systems and remodeling the stete coamstitutions., Still,
he referred to the veriod as tne "years of the locust,”" and
declared that on balance the bad outwelghed the good. ZEven
theuch meny carpetbaggers and scalawags had acted out of con-
viction, many more were "corrupt, dissolute men." The Ne-
groes also had te share the blame for the tragedy of Radical
Reccenstruction in the South; "so incapable or dishonest was
g mejority of the ¥egro officeholders and voters that before
Reconstruction had run its full course even some of the old-
line Radicals . . . had turned against them,"10

ot all of the historians who believed the Radicals
acted mainly for selfish reasons wrote in terms of pest
stereotypes. Patrick W. Riddleburger, in his article, "The
Radicals' Abandonment of the Negro During Reconstruction,"
condemned the partisan motives of the Redicals, not for in-
juries sustained by the South, but for abusing the Negro.
Riddleburger, a professor of history at the University of
Maryland, found no "evidence leading to the conclusion that
they wanted to do more than to meke sure of the Negro's

vote." Among the earlier Radicals, Riddleburger found sone

101vid., 153, 259, 263, 406,
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genuine humenitarians, but by 1870, even these, with the
exception of Sumner, were so concerned with their political
welfare thet they were incapable of "acting in terms of
long renge policlies for the benefit of the Negro."ll

Riddleburger explained thet it was a relatively simple
matter to understand the Radicels' descrtion of the XNegro,
since their interest in him was purely selfish. rHowever, the
Iiteral Republicans' abandonment of the MNegro was a more con-
plicated affair. He felt that the Liberal defection from the
cause of Fegro rights stemmed from taeir disillusionment with
"Grantism" aﬁd the decline of their political power. Also of
importance was the changing attitude toward reform in the
1870's. This change was marked by a belief that the Negro
could best solve the problems confronting him "by his own ef-
forts and the application of Puritan virtues rather then
through the largess of the federal government." In such an
atmospheres, according to Riddleburger, the ILiberals had 1lit-
tle choice but to desert the Negro.12

David Domald's The Politics of Reconstruction, based

upon a series of lectures delivered 2t Louislana State Uni-
versity, also discussed Radical motives in terms of partisan

politics. Donald srrived at his conclusions after using a

llratrick W. Riddleburger, "The Radicals' Abandonment
of the Negro During Reconstruction," The Journal of Neero
History, XLV (January, 1960), 89, 90.

121pig., 91, 95.

vern PLRTYSN
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calculator to analyze the voting records of the members of
Congress. Although Donald repeatcdly stressed that their
motives were chiefly of a political naeture, he did not con-
demn the Radicals for mistreating elther the South or tae
Negro. His interecst centered instecd on what lay benind the
Radicals' desire to securs party verpetuation. Donald
vointed oui thet very posslibly meny Radicals wished to re-

tain office for purely w»olitical reasons, but he emphasized

~h

| o

b

[
[»]

that it was eoually poscsible that e lorts to reta o c

o]

could revolve around a desire to 21d business interests or
ange *“he lot of the Kegro.13

After World wWar II, a few historians countinuved to apply

-2

the theories of econocuic determinism to the Reconstruction
period. The interpretoticns current in the 1230's, claiming
thzt the Radicals had scted out of =zconocmic self-interest or

as agents for the industrial ciass of tne Xorth, endured in-

¢

to the 1960's. ¥ew viewpoints, howcver, also emphesized
econonic issues.

The first post-wzr example of the older economic inter-
pretation was T. EHarry williams' historicgraphical essay,
"An Analysis of Some econstruction Attitudes." Williars,

a mid-westerner educated at the University of Wisconsin and
a professor of history at Loulsiana State Tniversity, stated

that "the sectional-class thesis of Bezle would seem to be

13pavid Donald, The Politics of Reconstruction (Baton
Rouge, 19%5), 12.
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the most nezrly correct analysis of northern moitivations,"
He agreed with 3eals, that "Reconstruction was & successful
attempt by northeastern business, acting through the Repub-
lican party, to control the natlonal government for its cwm
economnic ends." Reconstruction was designed to overthrow
westvern and southern agrarianism eud consolidate the power
of the industrial class., Williawms »cinted out thet as a re-
gult of their associztion with the business class, the Radi~
cals were "moved by issues of econozics and political power
far more than by democratic idealism."1%

Ferry L. Swint, in his article, "Ilorthern Interest in

' also relterated the idea that the

the Shoeless Southerner,’
Radicals had actuvd as agents for nortaern business interests.
Swint, an Alabamian teeching at Vanderbilt "™iversity, held

that the nortinern teachers and missionariess who came ZInuty

12

after the Civil Wer "became the tools of the Radicals" in

this economic undertaking, These post-Civil War invaders,
Swint noted, often realized thet they were in 2 position to
exploit the South and through thelr work with the Yegro,
create & new merket for northern industry. Swint declared
that it should not be assumed that all northern industrialists
or &ll Radical Congressmen were nmotivated by econo:ic in-

terest; yet ne emphasized that few of them failed to under-

147, parry Williems, "An Analysis of Some Reconstruc-
tion Attitudes," The -ournal of Southern History, XII (Wovem-
ber, 1946), 470, Z73; T, Harry williams," D.L.S., 324.
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stand and take advantaae of "the economlc implications of
the program" undertcken by the Radicals. 15

George R. Weoclfolk's The Cotton Regency: The Nerthern

Merchants and Reccustruction, 1855-1830 repeeted Swint's

interpretation of Radical motivation. Woolfolk, a promi-
nent Negro nistorian, dceelsred that Reconstruction was no
more thaxn "e Yankee euphemism for capitalist expansion."
Reconstruction, as Vooslfolkx saw 1t, was bound up in the
struzggle between industrialism and agrarlanism. The resl
tragedy of Reconstruction, he believed, wes thet "tae
Southern and socizal experiment of adjusting & slsve porLilisz=-
tion to freedom were caught in the giddle of-nay, oltc: L.-
came the weapon in-" this bettle. Woolfolk credited tho
Radicals with political sagacity irn giving northern capi-

1t

talists "a position of First renk' in their comsideratisn

”

In return for theilr programs estadblishirg protectilve tarifil:,

Iy

tax reductions, bounties, and governient orgenized explolte-
tion of the South, the Redicals expected and received valuza-
ble politicel and financiel support.15

William B, Hesseltine continued to explain Radical mo-

tives in ternms of selfish econonic aims as late as 1960,

15zenr; Swint, "Northern Int:resi in the Shoeless
Southex ncr ' Tha Tournal of Southern Fistory, XVI (Novemder,
1950), 462, 470, ‘enry L. Swint, " D.A.S., 294,

16George R. Woolfolk, Tae Cotton Regen cy: The Northern
Nﬁ*chants and Reconstruction, 1505-1380 (¥ew Yorx, 19537,
17, 1C, 81; "George R. Woolrolx," b.A.5., 328.

.




109.
when the revised edition of A EHistory of the South, first
published in 1937, apreared under the tltle, The South in

American History. This revised edition, written in col-

laboretion with David L. Sriley of Wake TForest College,
varied little in interpretation from Hesseltine's writings
of the 1930's. Hesseltine and Smiley denounced the Radlcal
vocabulary of humenitarianism which "excorizted slavery,
proclaimed thelr own devotion to freedom, and demanded the
unconditional sudjugation of the southern staztes," as a pre-
tense designed to diszuise Radical economic gozls. A "'free'
South would mean better merkets for NYorthern factorles, a
cheap labor supply for Northern capital, and the cnd of
southern opresition to protective tarilfs, a national baznking
system, and to railroads under fedcral protection."l7

The most recent ceconomic intarpretations of Reconstruc-
tion have stresced the lack of cohesiveness among tue Radi-
cals concerning econcmic questions., Stanley Coben, in his
article "Yortheastern 3usiness and Radical Reconstruction:
A Re-Bxamination,™ published in 1959, exphesized that "nei-
ther business legaders nor Radicels wsare united in support
of any set of economic aims." Coben found that this divi-
sion of interests was especlally evident concerning the

tariff and the currency questlions. The business comrunity

17911112m B. Eesseltine and David ¥. Smiley, 'The South
in American Fistory (Zaglewood Cliffs, N.J., 1960), 355;
Fasseluine, A History o, the South (New York, 1936), 482-
560; "David W. Smiley," D.A.S., 279.
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of New Bngland and New York favored a low tariff because of
their dependence on inmported raw materials; they also sup-
ported currency contraction couvled with the resumption cof
specle payments to prevent inflation. Conversely, business
interests in Pennsylvania sought a2 high protective tariff
and more inflation. Coben concluded, thst "from evidence
sucu as this, the reconstruction program of the Radicels
cennct be explained as an organized attempt by the business
interecsts of the Northeast either to preserve and promote
their own economic advantege or to obtain protection for

economic exploitation of the South." If American busin-

| S

essxaen were so split on economic cueccstions, Zoben mein-
tzined, the Radicals in Congress could herdly be expected
to present a unified front coancerning econonic legislation
favorable to their constituents.18

Zoney, Class and TFariy: An Iconomic Study of the Civil

Wer and Reconstruction by Robert P. Sharkey analyzed the

division among the Redicals concerning economic policy in =2
manner similer to that of Coben. Sharkey, a professor of
history at the University of South Carolina, discussed these
cleavages in terms of herd versus soft money supporters and
low tarlff versus nich tariff advocates, The "ultres,"

Stevens, Butler, end 7Wade supported soft money and a high

13stenley Coben, "Yortiaeastern Business and Radical
Reconstruction: A Re-Zxamination," Mississippl Valley Fis-
torical Review, YLVI (June, 1953), 63, 09.
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tariff while such moderate Radicals zs 3laine, Roscoe Conk-
ling, and James A, Garfield were hard money men and supported
a low tariff. Sharkey noted that a third group of Radlcals
held the balance between the "ultras" and the moderates; it
was this group, made up of such men as Jonun A. Logen, John
Sherman, James P. Wilson, and George Boutwell that deter-
mined the course of Radical action. These men were not com-
mitted to any particular economic volicy n.t supporied lesgis-
lation that furthered their political ambitions. L9

In "Radicals and Zconomic Policies: The Scncte, 1561~
1373," Glenn . Linden of New lfexico State University con-
firrmed the findings of Coben end Sharkey. ILinden vsced cuan-~
titatlve methods to anzlyze Congressional voting records
from 1861 to 1873. Linden found that there was no consoli-
dated group of Radiczls who "tendecd to supwort economic mno-
sures favorazble to blg business." Feither the Rodiccls nor
the non-Radicals voted 25 a bloc on ccenomic issucs. When
econoxic questions camec before Consress both tended to vote
along sectional rather thean elong Radlical versus moderate
lines. ZIinden concluded, "This suggests that the definition
of 'Radicalism' in the Clvil War and Reconstruction years

should not specify a particular stand on econonric questions.”go

19Rovert P. Sharkey, lMoney, Class, and Party: An ZEco-
nomic Stvdy of the Civil Wer end Reconstruction (Baltimore,
19597, 27G, 280, £81; "Robert P, Sharxey," D.A.S., 272.

20Glenn M. ILinden, "Radicals and Economic Policies: The

Senate, 1861-1873," The Jouvrnal of Southern Tistory, XXXII
(May, 1966), 190, 199,
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While some historians were pointing out thaet the Radi-
cals had no ulterior economic motives, others began to re~-
examine Radical humanitarian objectives with a greater de-
gree of sympethy. The growing importance and success of
the civil rights movement, based solidly upon the Thir-
teenth, Fourteenth, and Fifteenth amendments to the Consti-
tution, led to 2 nmore favorable interpretstion of the Redi-
cals, These historians did not deny that some Radlcels hed
baser motives, but they sitressed philanthrory as the key-
stone of their thinking. Teking advantage of contemporary
anthropology, historizns pointed ovt that therc are no in-
herent differecnces betwecen whites and Negroes and the XNegro
was deserving of fairer treatment in Recomstruction nisteri-
ography.

The first post-world “ar II study to emvhasize the hu-~

nanitarian motives of the Rzdlcals was Qut of Qur Past: The

Forces that Sheped HModernm Americe by Carl K. Degler. Deogler

a history professor at Vassar College, believed that the
Radicels, although inszired by other considerations were in-
bued with a driving sense of duty to formulate protective
measures to 2id the Negro.2l

To Degler, "the tragedy of Reconstruction is that it

failed"; it did not go fzr enough in its humenitarisn objec-

2lgarl N. Degler, Out of Qur Pest: The Forces that
Shaped Modern America (¥ew York, 1959); "Cerl ¥. Degler,"
D.A.S., (&,
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tives. DBoth the Forth and the South were responsible for
this fallure, for the South was too intransigent znd con-
servetive and the Xorth was too bungling in its idealism,22

Although Degler's disappointment centered on the fail-
ure of the Radicals to consumnmate their ide=2lism, he be-
lieved that the Reconstruction era 4did sexrve = purpose. The
ideallsm that gave impetus to the movement did not dle.
¥any Americans, he wrote, "Northerner and Southerner, nevar
lost sight of the Americen dream of justice and equality
which the Radicals of Reccnstruction had securely fixed in
the Comstitution." Degler predicted that because of this
idealisn, these legal instruments "will be the means whereby
the American urge to ecuality and jJjustice for all will be
trenslated into realitw,"2>

Beginning in 1959, historisns who shared Degler's idezs
were concerned with the need for = general work on Recon-
struction which would synthesize the revisionist interdrete~
tion. The first essay to discuss this, was "The Dark znd
Bloody Ground of Reconstruction Historiography" by Bernard
Welsberger of the University of Rochester., Weisberger,
elong with many others, belleved tzat Coulter’s The South

During Reconstiructlon was unsatlsfactory since it ignored

revisionism and did not represent a contribution to under-

c2pegler, Out of Qur Past, 228.
231bid., 237.
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Welsberger felt that the mein rezsosn for the lack of
a general revisionist history of Reconstruction centered
around the widespread conservatism which had "blunted the
purpose of the historicel guild." Too many historisns had
closed thelr minds to new approaches, particularly whites

who either shied awsey from writing about the recial guestion

or who exhibited preconceived, prejudiced value Judgements

] He

concerning the Fegro. ™elsberger declarzd tkat
of the knotty race problem . . . ¢only a hardhesded aprroach
to distastefuvl truths will yield resl undsrstanding.” “lels-

berger contended tha’t unitil such 2 racizlly hcnest apvroach

| Sl

appearsd, there could bz no adequaite revisionist syanthesis
of Reconstruction.<2>

The year following the publication of Weisberger's ar-
ticle, Donzld Sheehen, a rrofessor of history at Smith Col-
leze, declared in his essay, "Radiczl Reconstructicn,” thet
the objectivity of Reconsctruction historiogranhy often led
t0 undesirable noncoxalitial attitudes Sheehan believed
that there was too much concern with being falr to every

faction and too little ideoclogical commitment. Such an at-

titude, according to Sheehan, was illogical and ideclogicel-

24rernard A. Weisberger, "Mhe Dark end Bloody Ground of
Reconstruction Hist~riography,"” The Jovrnal of Southern 'ﬁs~
tory, XXV (November, 1959), 434; "Bermeri A. Weisbecrger,"
D.A.S., 318.

257eisberger, "The Dark and Bloody Ground," 428, 437, 439,
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ly dishonest, for it offered no choice as to the primacy
of Yegro rights or southern rights; it permitted no lnter-
pretation as to who wes right and who was wrong durlng tne
Reconstruction period. Shechan urged historisns, either in
writing monographs or in undertaking the much needed synthe-
sis of the revisionist interpretation of Reconstructicn, to
reverse this trend of ideological noncomzitment. 25

Vernon L. Wharton, in his essey, "Reconstruction,”
agreed with Sheehen thet there was an urgent need for a syn-
thesis of the revisionist point of view. However, he had
reservations about Shechen's attitude toward historical ob-
jectivity. Vhartcen, a Mississippian teeching at the Univer-

sity of Southwestern Touisiena, felt that "there is incressing,

i

evidence that moderate revisionism does not satisfy meny new

students of a new generation" who have been influenceé by re-
cent soclologicel, psychologiczal, anthronological, and pcli-
tical estimates of the nature of man. VWharton spdrecinted
the fact that these historions were "profoundly disturbed by
contradictions between Americen doctrine end Amzrican beha-

" but their tendency to a2llow their conscience to tszke

vior,
precedence over historicel objectivity disturbed him. Whar-
ton was apprehensive that these alstoriens, led by their con-

sclence, would search for "a simple, two-sided interpretation

26ponald Shechan, "Radical Reconstruction," in Sheehan
and Harold C. Syrett (eds.), Essays in Amqug;p Eistoriosra~-

phy: Papers Presented in Fonor of Allen ¥evins (Yew Vork,
19 O)’ (-490
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of the Reconstruction experience" which would place Recon-
struction historiography in the position it cccupiled in
the 1870's,27

In Politics, Principle, and Prejudice, 1835-1867, John

H. Cox, with his wife lLaWanda as co-zuthor, aseribed hu-
manitarian motives to the Radicals, They asserted that a
gradual metamorphosis transformed the Radicals' ideals from
ending slavery into a "condemnation of legzal discrimination
which . . . seemed to them the last vestiges of slavery,"
and sought to retain their power in order to sustein these
rights.?28

James M. lcPherson's 3trugzle for Touelity also echoed
the ideas of Radical humenitariaznism. He agreed thet many
Redicals were selfishly motivated but he felt that several
of them "provided an idealistic-moral-humanitarian justifi-
cation for the politics of the Republican party." The re-
mariable fact about these humanitarian Radicals, according
to McPnerson, was that "in a nation where popular belief
and sclentific learning overwhelmingly proclaimed the Ne-
gro's absolute inferiority /they/ dared to affirm their

falth in the innate equality of ell men, regardless of

27Vernon L. Yharton, "Reconstruction," in Arthur S.
Link and Rembert ¥. Patrick (eds.), ¥Writing Sovthern Eistory:

Essays 1n Historiography in Fonor of Fletcher ... Grzen (-zton
L4

Rouge, 1965), 314, 315; "Vermon sharton, " Wno's wWno, ZXXI,
3090,

28John H. Cox 2nd Ia%ende Cox, Politics, Principle, and
Prejudice, 1865-1867 (Glencoec, I1l., 19:3), 207, 210.
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race." Unfortunately, the ideslistic intentions of the
early Radicals were supplanted by more selfish motives; in-
dicating that the Morth's original acceptance of the idea

"was primarily a2 conversion of expediency

of Negro equality
rather than one of conviction." The Reconstruction period
left an important legascy however. NcFhnerson noted that
"whatever success the contemporary movement finally does
achieve will be built partly on the foundations lald down
more than a century ago,"<9

Although the Coxes' and McPherson's books followed the
ideas of Degler, Weisberger, end Sheehan, Kenneth M. Stampp's
The Zras of Reconstruction, published in 1965, scemed to be 2
more complete answar to thelr suggestions. Stampp, a his-
tory professor at the University of Caelifornis at Berkely,
synthesized the revisionlst reassessment of the variouvs as-
pects of Radlcal Reconstruction, 30

Stampp, like eerlizsr revislonists found meny laudable
accompnlishments deriving from Reconstruction, and he felt
that many of these achlevments resulted from the 1dealistic
role which the Radicals played in "the last great crusade
of the nineteenth century reformers." Even so, Stampp a-

greed with historians who criticlzed Reconstruction, thet

29James M. McPherson, Strugszle for ZBouality: Aboli-
tionlsts and the Negro in the Civil ver and Reconstruction,
Princeton, 19064,

30Kenneth 1%, Stampv, The Zra of Reconstruction, 1845~
1877 (¥ew York, 1955); "Kenmnetn K. Stampp," D.kh.S., 2385.
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the Radicals aglso a2cted from less exalted motives. Fe ad-
mitted that they were often vindictive; "these men . . . 4id
have in them a streak of hatred snd bitterness toward the
South, a desire to vunish her for her 'treason.'" They =2lso

T

desired to retain their politicel nower through MNegro votes,.

o

In addition, Stanmpp conceded that the "Republicen party he
become, in part, the political sgency . . . of northern
business entervrise." FHowever, Stamvp pointed out that
there were also traces of idealizm in the Radicals' eco-
n tariff ernd sofs

nomic program for thcy believed that =z hig

money would "benefit end emrich not just special intercoT

Q

groups out the country azs a wrole." Stampd contonded ot

2
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1

even though the Radicals were partielly insrpire

tive, selfish motives, "it does no® mecessarily follew that

ct

heir progrem itself ves reprehensible . . . . A genulnc ieo-

sire to do justice to the Yegro . . . ¥as on2 o7 the —~i2-

springs of raedicalisa" and it was thls idezlism wrizh ~rz
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responsible for the legislat
and political rights to the Yegro.Jl

Radical Recounstruction in the South also hed favoravle
aspects, Stampp declared. He f=21t that the carpetbagsers
were not all evil and ignoxrant men; indeed, they were often
men of substantial zccoxmrlichments who came South because of

their humanitariznism. Turthermors, the Yegroes' role in

3lstampp, Era of Recmmstructiom, 90, 93, 97, 101, 105,
107.
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the southern Radical governments was not one of passive sub-
servience or gross corrupt’on. They took an actlive and use-
ful part in governing the South and mesde several lesting
contributions.>?

Reconstruction was successful, Stempp contended, only
in an economnic and political sense, Tihe humanitarizn =oals

rare only

-
[§]

failed with the result that the "Negroes . . .
half emancipated." Still, the humeniterian idealisu of the

1 reconsitruc-

€

Radicals did not die; "indeed, withcut radic
tion it would be impossible for the Tfederal governmexrt %o
protect Negroes from legal a2nd rclitical discriminstion in
the mid-twentleth cexntury. Stemp)n cozncluded with the shovzht
that "it was worth a fow years of radical recomsirvetion t<
give the American Jegro the ultitete »remise of eguel civil
and political rights."33

Stamnp, in following the recormmendations oi Daglcor o7
Sheehan, did not renein urcomzaittad iz bric interwreirtion of

D)

Reconstruction. In foct, Thomas J. rressly, of ire Univer-

n

sity of Washington, in "Radlcal Attitudes, Scholsrship, and

0]

Reconstructicn: 4 Review Zszay," werned that Stanry had

3

allowed his scholarship to be misled "by the ideolcrical
convictions of his time." Pressly felt that 21l nistorians,

Stempp included, should "examine with varticular rigor thos

32Tvid., 159, 1.5, 177.
35Tbid., 13, 214,



12¢C.
findings which so neatly coincide with their convictions”;
such an examination wouléd a2id historians to base their in-
terpretation "upon durable evidence rather then ildeological
convictions."34
Staughton ILynd of Spelmen College in Atlanta, carried
further Stampp's idezs of Radical humaniterianism. In "Re-~
thinking Slavery and Reconstruction," written in 1965, and

in Reconstructicn, which he published in 1967, Iynd viewed

the pericd as the counsolidetion of a2 revolution gone awry.
Ee felt thet Reconstruction, s envisioned by the true Radi-
cals, involved the desire to crecte a deliberate, revoiu-
tionary soclal change by giving the Negro land through home-
stead laws and the confiscation of southern pvlantations.
That these Radicels felled to garner enough support for
their scheses, disaprointed ILynd; he saw this fallure to
glve land to the Negro as the "fundamental error in Recon-
struction policy . . . . Congress should have given the ex-
slave the economic independence to resist political intimi-
dation." Because "political change was not reinforced by

economic change,"

manhood suffrage became inevitabdbly srti-
ficial., ZIynd conclucded that the persistent civil rights
struggles of the twentieth century occurred in large parz

because Congressional Reconstruction "set up 2 stool with

34momas J. Pressly, "Radlczl Attitudes, Scholsrship,
end Reconstruction: A Revliew Tssary,  The Journal of Southern
History, XXXII (Febrvery, 1955), 92, 95,
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two legs, Yegro suffrage zni a federal presence," without
including the necessary leg of economic independence.’5
The importance of Radical human ienism also ap-
peared in the writing of Willizm R. Brock. Brock, a pro-
fessor at Selwyn College, Cambridge, end a frequent lec-
turer at universities in the Tnlited States, was one of the

few English historians to write about Reconstruction. In

An Americsn Crisis, Congress and Reccnstruction 1865-13857,

.-
v

written in 1963, end The Cheracter of Americen Fisto
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published in 1965, Brock discussed Recons a3

"5
D]

ely

2s a liveral humanitarien movement, "a part of

the vorls
wide crisis of the nineteenth century liberal tradition.”
Fis coversge of the Radicals' econonic motives followed Co-
ben and Sharkey in siressing 2 leck of Radical cohesiveness
concerning economic policy. The Redicals "did not think of

' Brock ob-

themselves as agents of the mesters of capital,’
served, even wiuen they supnorted a high tariff; they sliaply
felt thst such a2 policy would stimulete the economy, thus
serving the best Interests of the people, RBasically, how-
ever, the Radicals were liberal humenitarians and Brock be-

lieved this to be evident in their desire for social reform,

particularly where the Negro was concerned. He pointed out

355taughton Iynd, "Rethinking Slavery and Reconstruc-
tion," The Tournal of Yepro Eistory, L (July, 1955), 207;
ILynd (ed.), Reconstriciiom (few Jork, 1967), 4, 8; "Staugh-
ton Lynd," D.A.S., 189.
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that this social idealism "was not the possession of a few
fenatics in Congress," but was en expression of the belief
of millions of Americans. "Radicalism was not an aberra-
tion but a broad streax which gathered'up most themes of
American history." The Radicals, as spokesmen for this
widely held soclal ideslism, believed that the northern
form of society was more just and logical than the southern
social system.36

Eventually however, the dynanlism of Redical Reconstruce—
tion wasted ewey e2lthousgh the fremewerk relsined. Recon-

o

struction ended, 3Brocik belisved, beccuce of the ebbing of

the reformist zezl of the educated middle class, znd th

(1]

pitfall inherent in attempting so radical 2 departure frox
past experience. Brock saw "the weight of tradition" end
the Rodicals' failure to bresk with tradition a2s the barie
of the tregedy of Reconstruction,>37

Most Reconstruetion nistorlians writing in the period
after Wworld ¥War II emdhesized only one aspect of Redicel
motivaetion. Several histcrians, however, maintzined that =

combinatlon of economie, politicel, and humaniterien motives

35Williem R. 2rock, An Americsn Crisis: Congress and
Reconstruction, 1855~ 1uu7 (Tondon, 1953), 9, 94, 224; Brock,
The Charscier Of J Aﬂarlgig “iztory (London, 1065), 142-170;

TiilIfen R. Drock, " Jemes i, aturidge (ed.), Contemperary
Authors (Detrolt, 1952-1966), 9/10, &0.

37Brock, An Americsn COrisis, 298,
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had inspired Radical policies. Frzucis Butler Simkins'

The South, Cld and Few, vublished in 1947,38 emphasized

this composite nature of Radicel motivsetion. Simkins in
this work attemnted to carry out the suggestlons he had
made a2 decade before, in his article, "New Viewpoints of
Southern Recomstruction,"39

Simkins believed that vengeance was an important fazc-
tor in determining the Radicals' attitude toward the South.
Fumiliation of the South in the form of personal harass-~
ment, seizgure of churches, and nilitery rule recuvlted. 4s
time passed, the Radicals' vengeznce lesszned in intensity
and wes supplanted by other motives. Importcrt among th:ire,
according to Simkins, weas a zeal for hvmaniterian reform.

They sought, he wrote, "to inmpose ucon the benighted lané of

(D

secession and slevery progrescive concepts of scecial morsli-~

ty" in order to a2id the Yesgro. ney a2lso "wished to gilve

)

the South, white es well 2s black, the benefits of that
brand of nationalism, demccracyr, and capitelism which had

worked wonders in the Yorth." These zltruistic objectives

38The South, 01d and Few was republished largely un-
chenged in 1953 under the title A History of the South.

39Francis Butler Simkins, The South, 01d and Xew: A
History 1820-1947 (Wew York, 19477, I1o3-22%; Simxins and Ro-
bert H. Wozdy, South Corol¢na During nggnsﬁ:ggﬁ;gg (Chapel
Hill, 1932); sSimkins, "Hew Viewpoints of Southern Recon-
structlon,' The Jeournal of Southern History, V (Februery,

1939), 49-81.
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explzined why the Radicel experimenters, despite their
significent shortcomings, "never completely forgot their
obligation to reform and uplift, "40

Sitkins did not overlook selfish Radical motives. Ee
observed that "some voliticians in “Jashington saw in cor-
rust Southern governments a means of sustaining a natiocnal
party"” under thelr control. They also saw in thelr domina-
tion of the South a means of cuick wealth for thexselves end
for northern capitalism. Simkirs concluded that "those who
nad acted from self-interest became corrunt . . . wnile
cthers who had been originelly disintereszed Jjoined the
creedy or retired from the South with thelr enthusiasm sub-

sided 41

®
frd
i3
}J.
Q
=
3

C. Venn Yoodward in R end Reaction, published in

1953, end The Burdenm of Southern History, wrltten in 1960,
also pointed out that the Radlcels nad more then one motive
in reccnstructing the South. Toodward, a Southernsr educa-
ted 2t Tmory T™niverslity and the University of North Ceroline,
felt that pertisan politics had helped determine Radical
goals., During the first months of Reconstruction, 'oodward

noted, the Radicals did not advocztie lNegro suffrage because

they felt thet the Negro could not vote intelligently. How-

40simkins, The South, 01d =nd Mew, 168, 194,
411bid.
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ever, thils hesitancy soon disappecred with the resurgence
of Democratic power, and the Radicals quickly inaugureted
thelr program chanpioning the cauvse of FYegro civil and poli=-
tical rights. Tven though Woodwerd did not epyrove of =11
the Radlcel tactics in this arez, ke felt that the end re-
sult afforded one of history's nost "drastic avplications
of the democratic doams."42

Woodwsrd did not believe hnwever, that political ob-
jectives told the whole story;
purpose there wes another purmncse wnica vas not fren
clared. It was more coiten disevorved, concesled, depreco
trhis 2im wes econonic in nature. He mainteined thet renr
important northern businecs initerests "saw in the return of
a disaffected and Democratic South a menace to the economic
ordexr that hed been established durinz the absence of the
seceding states."43

BEven though the Redicals had important political and
econonic motives, Woodward felt thct they could not pub-
licly edmit either eim. EKowever, they soon discovered that
g philenthropic progran would ettract widespresd public sup-

rort; thus, the Redicals lsunched thelr progrem of civil end

42¢, Vann Woodward, Reunion end Reasction: The Com-
nromigg of 1877 end tkre Eni gi Lﬁconstructlon (Boston, 1951),

5; +“oodward, mno Burden of Southern Qtorv (Baton Rouge,
1G660), ch. 5, TG, Venn ‘ocdiexd, " 3.5, X 328,

43yoodwerd, Rurden of Southern Eistory, 95.




politicel rights for the Negro. VWoodward emphasized thet

"{t is undoubtedly true that some of the Radicals were mo-

tivated almost entirely by thelr idealism" but he added

that "what is doubtful is that these were the effective or
primary motives, or that they took priority over the prag-
matic and materialistic motives of perty interest and sec~

Iy A\

tional economic interects. Although Reconstruction ended

with the "compromise of 1877," Woocdward felt that the ac-

hie

complishments of the erz paved the wey for ths civil ri

m

movement of the twentieth centur;f.mﬂL
Zric KcXitricx, a professor of kistcry at Columbis "ni-

versity, in his Andreyw Jeohnscn gnd Deconstruction agreed

with Yoodward concerning the multiple nature of Redical mo-
tives, but he stressed clesvages among them. MNeXiitrick zno-
ted that "they were rocdicel for different reessors ., . . .

We find no progrem, no unity, ro 'grim confidence,' axnd car-

" Fe went so far 2s 1o declare thaot

tainly no 'fierce jJoy.'
"it would be a2lmost a misteke to think of them, 2t this
time, as constituting a 'group' at all."45

MeKitrick pointed out that some of the early Radicals

had a sincere interest in the XNegro; there were those who

promoted civil and political righis "primarily on the grounds

441vig., 96, 97, 107.

453ric Mol {1trick, Andrew Johnscn ard Reconstruction

(Chicago, 1950), 54, 543 "Zrie lexitrick," D.4.3., 195.




127.
of principle." However, there were others who saw the XNe-
gro "as a possible device for establishing some sort of Re-
publican foothold in the South." Indzed, McKitrick felt
that the Radiczls' selfish and humanitzrisn sentiments con-
cerning the rights of the Tegro were so intermingled, that
it would be difficult to deterzine "where 'principle' left
off and 'expediency' bsgen."46

David Donald in his revision of James G, Randall's

Clvil War and Reconstruction in 1951, expreszed ldess simi-~

ler to those of MeXitrick. Donald took into account the
vest amount of new material on Reccunstruction walch hed been
published since the first edition in 1937, and he conscious-
ly attempted to bresk awey from Randall's Dunningsite inter-
pretation, Donald no longer referred to the Radicals &s
vindictive, and he d4id not censure thelr motivas to the ex-
tent that Randall had. “ven though they used 211 the mecnus
at their dispossl +to retain their power, Donzld noited thet
many of the early Radicals sincerely believed that "there
was an identity between the welfare of the Republican party
and that of the nation." Fe also felt that many of them
were genuinely concerned for the INegross' well-being. Hovw-
ever, by 1868, whatever the Radicels "had esrlier hzd in

the way of idealism and & sense of mission had venished,"

and they were concerned chiefly "with the stakes of power."

481eKkitrick, Andrew -~ohason, 56.
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These later Radicals vsed their power, Donsld contended,
"wyith unscrupulous virtuosity to perpetuate themselves
in office."47

Donald's discussion of Radical Reconstructicon in the
South and the role of the Negro differed from Randall much
more than his explanation of Radical motives. Fe noted
that the South had never been dominated by Negroes and that
those who had held office '"were of about aversge ability."
Even though "there is 2 great deal of evidence to substan-
tizte the fanmiller charge that these Redical governments in
the South were corrvot," such evidence, he believed, 224 to
be kept in perspective. The historizn should remember thet
corruption was widespread in the United States dvring this
veriod, and was evident in the South after the fall of the
Radicals.48

John Hope Franklin, now tesching et the University cof

Chicago, published Reconstruction: After the Civil “er in

1961. Like XMcXitrick end Donald, Frarklin emphasized the
variety of Radical motives and he stressed the meny scconm-

plishments accruing from Redicel rule.49

47Jemes G. Rendall znd Devid Donald, The Civil ¥ar and
Reconstruction (2 ed., Boston, 1961), 570, 633.

481pid., 622, 623, 624, 626.

4970hn Hope Frenklin, Reconstruction: After the Civil
War (Chicago, 1961); "John Tope Frexzklin,! D.A.S., 101,
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Trenklin considered humesnitariznism to be 2 major
Radical motive, especially before 1868. FEe believed the
original leaders, like Stevers, were committed to legro up-
1ift; they wented "to carry the crusade to its logical con-
clusion" of Negro political end civil rights. Franklin
pointed out thet these early Radicals regarded contrcl of
the South by the former Confederates as inimical to their
humenitarian aims.Z20

Then the older group of Radicals relinguished thelr
powWwer to younger men, Franklin felt thet the Redicals' xo-
tives changed. The new lezsders hed more coneern for their
own political future and the welfzre of their northern

1

business allies then "solicitude for humenitarian reform."

" nationsl

13

Hiy

Tney "proceeded to make good their dominstion® o
pollitics by "strengthening the position of Conrsress in ro-
construction,"51

Franklin declared that the Radlicels also acted as tae
agents of the northern "industrial plutocracy that was
seeking to keep a stronglehold on government in crder to

' The Radicels sz2w in the

maintain its intrenched positiozn.'
northern business comrunity a powerful ally; for this reason

they took advantage of "{the peculier post-war conditions to

50Franklin, Reconstrvetion, 9, 60,

5lIbid., 9, 60, 70.




130.
further the interests of thelr friends in the industrial
and financial community."52
franklin discussed the nature of the Radiczl govern-
ments in the South and their contributions. Ee found thenm
to be corrupt, but he declared that "no party or race had
a monopoly on public immorality." He added that "the trage-

dy of pudblic immorality in the Southern states was only pert

of a national tragedy." Franklin pointed t

8]

nmany signifi-
cant contributlions mesde by the Radical governments and noted
that these accomplisaments were continued by the Redeerers.>)

The most recent general stucdy of Reconstrucilon, Rembers

]_J
Q

Patrick's The Reconstruction of the FKatlon, apvecred in Q57.

e n, | s et b s at

Patrick, a professor of history =t the Tniversity of Georeia,

¢

alsc expleined Radlczl —~otivatinn in terms of several roals.

The Redicals "mixed princinle and expediency" snd he noted
that "the principles . . . of this segment of the Rerublican
varty chenged from time to tize,"5%

There was vindictlveness, TFetrick declared, varticular-
ly in the actions of Stevens and his adherents. By 1867,

he stated, "the vindictive Stevens was determined to devote

his remaining months of life to the punishment of traitors."

521bid., 9, 73.
531bid., 149, 151, ch. X.

S54Rembert W. Fatri
=

. Pat kX, The Reconstrvection of the Fation
(New York, 1967), 52,

(s}
3; "Rembert . Fatrick,” D.A.S., 251.
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This vindictiveness "mounted to pezks of intensgty in 1867
and 1868," but after the death of Stevens in 1868, ceased
to be an important Radical force,>>

Patrick also emphasized the importance of political ob-
jectilves to the Radicals. Many of them "anticipated poli-
cies whieh would win party ascendancy in the South for the
Republicans," thus strengthening their hold on government at
the national level. Patrick pointed out, however, that the
Radicals' political desires were not exclusively selfish.
Stevens' "open avowal of party purpose," although shocking
to many Americans, was not simply a statement of political
lust, for Stevens also sincerely believed that "the safety
of the natlion depended upon the continued supremacy of the
Republican party."56

Even though the Radlcals sought means to enthrone the
Republican party in the defeated South, Patrick belleved
they also were “"concerned for the welfare of the Negroes and
the poor whites." Sumner "was almost childlike in his devo-
tion to the principle of Negro rights," and Stevens felt
that "the freedmen needed political rights for their self-
protection." Patrick maintained that these motives, as well

as self-centered ones, led to the Reconstruction Acts, the

55Patrick, The Reconstruction of the Natiom, 60, 94,

561bid., 9l.
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Fourteenth Amendment, znd Radical Reconstruction in the
South. 57

The basic objection of white Sovtherners to Congres-
sional Reconstruction centered zround the Negro, and the
Radicals' champloning of Xegro rights. Patrick noted that
"white supremacy was the essential reason for opposition to
Congressional Reccnstruction." The problem of greft and
corruption, which did exist, althnough not to the extent
that many historians have claimed, was simply emmuniticn
used by white Southerners in their attacks upon the govern-
ments wrnich forced Iegro equality. Iike other revisioniss
nistorians, Patrick felt that Reconstruection was not frzught
with evil and declrred that in meny respects it helped the
South.

The number of specialized monongrarhic studies grestly
increased after VWorld Yar II. These wWeorxs, incorporating
the revisionist intervretetion of Reconstruction, sanctioned
and fortified the opinions presented in the general studles
of the period. Often these monogranhs contributed signifi-
cantly to Reconstructilon historiography but historians con-
tinved to be fully evare of the fact that the need and op-
portunity for further research and Interpretation were fer

from exhausted.58

57Ibid., 54, 75.

58Post-World ¥War IT Tevisionist monograprhs include:
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Even though a century has passed since Reconstruction
began, historians are not in complete agreement as to the
meaning of the period, or z2s to the proper frame of refer-
ence to be used to interpret the Redicals. By the nid-
1950's, most historians have accepted as 2 matter of course,
the contributlons of the Revisionists. Taey are agreed that
corruption wes & nstional phenomenon and not confined to the
southern Radical goveranments, that Xegroes are not rszcia
inferior, and that Radical rule in the South made a number
of significant contributions.

Fistorians in the 1950's continued %o be sware of the
political end econoimic aspects of Reconstruction, but Le-
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Reconstruction period hes been regerded as the crowning

achievement of the mcvement to emancipate the Fegro,

If there has been a tregic asvect to the Reconstruc-
tion era, historians no longer interpret it as did the Dun-
ning School; they do not explain Reccastruction in terms of

greedy and opportunistic

0

erpetbaggers and scalawags wWho

used ignorent Ilegroes to impose thelr corrudt governments

o ot

upon a defenseless South, Instead, they feel thet the trage-

dy centered on the fact thet Reconsiruction did not go far

the one hundred-year delay in giving meenint to the Trir-

teenth, Fourteenth, znd Fift
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of mejor provorticns., IMany of these

1iztoriens, in expres-
sing thelr dilsappointment concernir- the ceatury-long deley

v

in giving the Yegro civil rishts, echo *the centiments of the

.

suthors who championed the Redlcel cauze in the 1C70's.

tox.
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