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LINCOLN JH01{:

An interview with Harold Holzer

regarding his newest book, Lincoln and the Power of the Press:The War for Public Opinion. (Simon & Schuster, 2014)

Sara Gabbard: You set the stage for

Lincoln’s understanding of the need

to influence public opinion with

a statement he made in 1858: “He

who moulds public sentiment, goes

deeper than he who enacts statutes or

pronounces decisions.” How had he

developed this philosophy as an [1linois

politician with relatively limited

experience on the national scene?

Harold Holzer: As [ learned in research-

ing this book, Lincoln seemed amazingly
aware of the power of the press even while
still living in 2 log cabin with his parents. The
fuzzier myth fueled by artist Eastman John-
son's famous painting—of Lincoln sitting by
the fireside late at night reading a bosk—is
only partly true. As contemporaries testified,
he often read newspapers, too. And while
still a young man, Lincoln began submit-
ting editorials to local papers on subjects like
education and temperance. Don't forget, too,
that when he was village postmaster at New
Salem, the local joke was that subscribers
got their newspaper subscriptions late, and
sloppily re-folded—because the postmaster
had read them first. And meanwhile he was
serving concurrently as the local agent of the
Sangamo fournal and submitting unsigned
editorials lambasting Democrats. Talk about
combining press and politics! This was a
young man clearly attracted to reading and
influencing the press almost from the out-
set. And the task grew increasingly sophisti-
cated as his professional sphere expanded. [

was fascinated by another aspect of Lincoln's
carly self-training. It seemed that whenever
he visited a new Ilinois town, whether on
legal business or to make a political specch—
even before the Lincoln-Douglas debares
and that famopus comment abour “he who
moulds public sentiment”™—he ok pains
to visit the local Whig, and later, Repub-
lican newspaper, to make new friends and
create new alliances. Somerimes the initial
reception he got was indifferent or even hos-
tile—who was this strange-looking guy try-
ing to use my precious time to chat®>—but
Lincoln persisted, he won almost all of them
aver, whether from his passion for issues, his
humor, or his amazing knowledge of local
political trends. Using these new friendships
as ballast, he began expanding his political
reach—carried along the way by supportive
editorials from new and old friends. Bur 1
think it all started at the family hearth—
with the boy who loved o read, riveted not
just by the Bible, Shakespeare, and Robert
Burns, but by newspapers, too.

SG: Was Lincoln's relationship

with Joseph Medill and the Chicago

Tribune a factor in his developing

sense of the importance of the press

if one was to pursue alife in politics?

HH: I think wooing and winning Medill
was certainly crucial in terms of Lincoln
increasing his political influence and press
support in tandem—but I think by this point
in time Lincoln was already well aware of

the power of the press—a veteran of the
press wars, one might say, albeit mostly ar
the hometown level, To be sure, Medill was
a “catch”™ he was a pro-Republican editor
through and through, and Chicago was a
tast-growing city in a progressive region
of the state. What Lincoln knew was thar
he had to become the newspaper's faverite
son before he could hope to become 111i-
nois’ favorite son. And despite the fractious
nature of Chicago politics—yes, it was so
even then—he got Medill strongly on his
side, and later had the paper not only report-
ing and supporting him during those 1858
debates, but providing stenographic tran-
scripts and editorial praise during the Lin-
coln-Douglas debates. The Chicago Tribune
unabashedly combined the worlds of politics
and the press, and I think Lincoln’s friend-
ship with Medill, Charles Ray, and others
there, helped him see how easily the so-
called “firewall” between reporting and cam-
paigning could be breached. Who threw all
their political and press power behind Lin-
coln’s 1860 presidential hopes at Chicago?
‘The Chieage Tribune—putting out special
editions that lauded Lincoln while button-
holing delegates on the floor. Oh, Lincoln
was still capable of underestimating those
Chicago editors. As carly as 1858, the Tri-
bune wanted Lincoln to provide an auto-
biography detailing his inspiring rise from
hardscrabble obscurity. The editors were sure
it would win voter support for Republicans
statewide that year and make Lincoln sena-
tor. But Lincoln ignored the request—didn't
tollow through until 1859 and 1860, when
he provided just such an autobiographical
skerch, twice. I think this was one of those
rare occasions when Lincoln should have
listened to an editor instead of the other
way around.

SG: You specifically mention Lincoln's

relationship with three major

publishers: Horace Greeley, Henry

Raymond, and James Gordon Bennett.

Please elaborate on each, including

their lives after Lincoln's assassination.

HH: What a tric—and they all knew cach
other, tried carly on to work with each other,
and ultimately came to hate each other—
and it was nor only personal, but political.
Bennert was a racist conservative who tilted
Demoerat, but became more independent
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when the Jackson administration failed o
give him the palitical rewards he felt were
his due—yet he had amazing business acu-
men and press instincts, and he once tried
to make Greeley his partner in his New York
Herald. Instead, Greeley went on to start his
own anti-slavery daily, the New York Tribane
{Bennett never forgave him and devoted
years to making him a laughingstock). Gree-
ley in turn employed Henry Raymond as
an apprentice, then an associate editor. But
Raymond found his boss too unorthodox,
too easily wooed by crackpot causes, and left
him eventually to start the party=line Whig
New York Times. So by 1851 each had his
own paper and his own political base. And
they artacked each other as often as they
attacked the politicians they opposed. All
three hoped to combine politics and jour-
nalism from the start—maybe Bennett less
so, at least in terms of his personal eleva-
tion. Raymond served as Speaker of the State
Assembly, New York lieutenant governor,
and congressman, all while working as an
editor, Greeley wanted to be all of the above
(he was briefly an appointed Congressman,
filling a vacancy, during Lincoln's Congres-
stonal term in Washington)}—plus a sena-
tor—and was repeatedly thwarted, which
is why he broke with William Seward and
never forgave him (Seward was Raymond’s
man). This is the tinderbox of complex New
York press relationships Lincoln tried to
unravel to his benefit in 1860 (and again
when war started in 1861). That he man-
aged, for the most part, with only occasional,
albeir dispiriting and potentially danger-
ous bumps in the road, 1 keep all three of
these egotistic, competitive geniuses in line
and generally supportive of the Union cause
throughout the war is perhaps the greatest
example of Lincoln’s superlative manage-
ment of the press, Greeley went off the res-
ervation after Bull Run, growing almost
suicidal as he begged Lincoln to abandon
the war. Raymond plotted to have his friend
Seward seize power in a kind of unofficial
coup d etat after Sumter (but was outsmarted
by Lincoln). And Bennett questioned going
to war until a mob threatened his headquar-
ters, demanding he raise the American flag.
All three changed course, and oddly, no one
became more loyally pro-Union and pro-
war than the finger-to-the-wind Bennett.
Lincoln worked hard and successfully to
soothe both Raymond and Greeley—and
where Bennett was concerned, let the peo-
ple bully him into supporting resistance to
the rebellion.

What happened to these extraordinary
men afterwards? First, they spoke nearly
with one voice—in remarkably similar
words, even—when Lincoln died. And with
that, as if their entire rafrens  etre had died,
too, they sort of went on the decline a bit.
Oh, Greeley tried to ratchet up his influence
by signing a bail bond for Jeflerson Davis
and running as a hopeless outsider against
Grant’s re-clection bid in 1872, As usual,
he lost, but this time lost his wife too, then

had a nervous breakdown, and died. Ray-
mond preceded him in death, broken, some
said, by his ill-advised but predictably doc-
trinaire support of Andrew Johnson dur-
ing the postwar impeachment imbroglio.
And Bennett just lost interest, retiring carly,
handing the Herald over to his playboy son,
who promptly began letting the paper run
down. It was almost as if without Lincoln,
the war, and black freedom to squabble over,
all three lost steam and relevance at once.

SG: Please comment on the
influence of Frederick Douglass
and his Douglass’ Monthly.

HH: 50 hard to know for certain. And it's
important to resist the temptation to exag-
gerate or mythologize here, | mention in the
book, I hope not too glibly, that back in the
1850s reading the African-American, even
the abolitionist, press was tantamount, at
least in Central Illinois, to reading pornog-
raphy: middle of the road guys just didn’t do
so. Eventually Lincoln (through his law part-
ner Billy Herndon) did take the anti-slavery
New York Independent, and 1 could swear
that he got his "right makes might” idea
for the closing lines at Cooper Union from

Frederick Douglass’s newspaper. Certainly
Douglass came later to influence and part-
ner with Lincoln during the White House
years, when the two forged a remarkable
relationship for the time—but, then, per-
fectly in keeping with the President’s con-
stant cfforts to woo, and frankly, use, editors.
For Douglass was an editor, that is before
Lincoln urged him to become the nation’s
recruiter-in-chief for “colored” troops and
Douglass finally closed his monthly. I like
to point to an event in August 1864 as an
example of how far their relationship came.
During a simply terrible month for Lin-
coln in which both Greeley and Raymond
(who by then was his campaign manager!)
bluntly told him he couldn't possibly win a
second term as president, ex-editor Douglass
came to visit him and instead of complain-
ing, worked out a plan with him to free as
many enslaved people in the Confederacy as
possible before George MeClellan became
president and in all likelihood rescinded
the Emancipation Proclamation. What an
extraordinary moment: the white editors
turning on Lincoln, while a black ex-edi-
tor worked as a partner literally to free the
people whose emancipation Raymond and
Greeley had given lip service to, for years.

SG: Many claim that Lincoln

was masterful in manipulating

the Press. Do you agree? If so

please give some examples.

HH: Oh, yes, manipulator-in-chief, to
be sure. As president, he controlled many
of them—maybe purchased their loyalty is
a berter phrase, harsh as it may sound to
modern ears—by giving out political or mil-
itary patronage to his friends. Greeley got
jobs for some of his editors. Raymond sent
dozens of names into the White House for
appointments. Lincoln gave Bennett's son
a naval commission. The new president won
the undying loyalty of John Wein Forney—
editor of papers in both Philadelphia and
Washington—by pushing for him to get
the plum job as secretary of the U. 5. Sen-
ate. Such blatant exercise of political power
to reward journalists was an ingrained part
of the political culture, but Lincoln master-
minded the tradition like the conductor of
a philharmonic orchestra. As President, he
mastered the pro-Republican Washington
press as brilliantly as he had brought the
Springfield and Chicago Republican press
into line. Over the years he played one edi-
tor against the other, made sure his friends
were rewarded and his eritics denied, wrote
anonymous column items on occasion to
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get his views into the newspapers (presi-
dents did not hold press conferences in those
days), and welcomed editors and correspon-
dents into the White House to hear his jokes
and, occasionally, his well-timed leaks. The
most famous example of manipulation is
undoubtedly his response to Horace Gree-
ley’s “Prayer of Twenty Millions,” in which
he prepared white America for emancipa-
tion by hinting he wouldn't do what he had
already determined to do—issue his proe-
lamation—unless it helped save the Union.
What's reported less often is bow Lincoln
issued his letter to the editor. Rather than
send it to Greeley, to whom it was addressed
but with whom he was annoyed for writing
that editorial in the first place, he released it
to a rather conservative Washington paper—
and on a day Lincoln knew Greeley would
not be able even to reprint it, for the next
day was Sunday, when the Neww York Tribune
did not publish! Now that is an *in your eye”
response, and Greeley knew it. After trying
to outfox Lincoln for weeks, for he was told
a proclamation was imminent and wanted to
get some credit for it by demanding it when
he already knew it was coming—wow, this
is complicated, nof—he reportedly sighed,
“01d Abe is too smart for me.”

SG: Did any of his attempted
manipulations ever backfire?

HH: Occasionally. Lincoln tried to be
a bit too cute with his famous, so-called
*Conkling Letter"—really an 1863 speech
to be read aloud back in Springfield—refus-
ing to allow John Wein Forney to get an
advance copy to prevent it from being pub-
lished in Washington prematurely. But why
mot release it in the East first? It would have
been smart to do so. Instead it was released
first in the West, but in a garbled state, infu-
riating Lincoln, who thought he had the
whole rollout beautifully planned (he got
plenty of editorial praise for it anyway, once
corrected versions found their way into the
papers). Then in 1864, he kind of made a
secret political deal with Bennert—Ben-
nett would stop attacking him at the end
of the presidential campaign, and in turn
Lincoln would name the editor Minister to
France: quite a reward for a longtime critic!
In fact, while some historians have claimed
that Bennett promptly stopped criticizing,
even started supporting, Lincoln, the pub-
lished evidence shows that he did nothing
of the kind; he merely increased his attacks
on Lincoln’s opponent, McClellan. But
maybe Lincoln had asked for no more, for
he ended up offering the diplomatic post to

Bennett anyway, and then Bennett refused
it. It seems he just wanted to be asked, and
maybe Lincoln had the whole thing worked
out in advance. Bennett had become so dis-
reputable, to so many really a pariah, that it
seems all he ever really wanted was social
recognition, something Lincoln had denied
him for three years (though Mary Lincoln
wrote to and visited him—as her hushand's
secret emissary? That's another story I tell
in the book).

5G: When he began his national

political campaign, did reporters

usually give him a fair “hearing”
or did they concentrate on such
things as his appearance, voice,
and frontier mannerisms?

HH: Never a “fair” hearing—thar wasn't
the way it worked in Lincoln's day. Cover-
age, pro or con, depended on what politi-
cal party the paper represented. The thing
to remember is that nearly every newspa-
per in the country—probably four of five,
were supportive of and bound to either the
Republicans or Democrats, and sworn to
character assassination and harsh political
criticism of their rivals, So there was really
no such thing as a “fair hearing” for Lincoln
as he rose in political popularity and influ-
ence, and he didn'’t expect it. For example,
the pro-Whig (and later pro-Republican)
Springfield fewrnal lauded his every word
and move, and if it commented at all on his
appearance, it marveled at how he never lost
his frontier-bred humility and sympathy for
the common man. The Springfield Repis-
ter labeled him a dangerous firebrand, and
also a homely-looking bumpkin who lacked
manners and dignity. And so it went, respec-
tively, with the Chicage Tribune vs. the Chi-
cage Times, with the New Yerk Tribune and
Newws York Herald and papers in Boston and
Philadelphia all following suit—and on and
on. That's why, for the new book, I concen-
trated on the internecine feuds between these
otherwise rigidly partisan editors—espe-
cially Greeley fighting with Bennett, since
they both published popular and influential
national editions, though they both believed
in Union and, to different degrees, an end
to slavery. It's when party orthodoxy was
challenged that the fun began, and Lincoln
showed his real savvy by brokering deals,
healing wounds, or simply letting the edi-
tors fight among themselves, or even with
him, until they played themselves out and
became, as Lincoln described Greeley lare
in his presidency, like an old shoe that had
worn out and could no longer be repaired
and be of use to anybody.

SG: In your opinion, were the texts

of speeches which were reported in

newspapers basically accurate?

HH: Oh, there could always be problems,
even among friends, as Lincoln learned to
his consternation when the local Springfield
Journal mangled the opening paragraphs of
his House Divided speech in June 1858—a
blunder that wasn't really caught and cor-
rected until historian Don Fehrenbacher
sorted it out for the Library of America col-
lected writings books in 1989. Surely the
risk of typographical error explains why an
exhausted Lincoln spent the wee hours of
the night after delivering his Cooper Union
address proofreading the typeset version
in the New York Tribune press room before
releasing it in final form to all the New York
papers; he wanted it just right. But let’s go
back a bit—Lincoln had just begun his polit-
ical career when newspapers first began to
reprint any political speeches. It was con-
sidered a huge advance in the reporting of
government news, much more timely than
reading reprints in the Congressional Globe
or in mailers that local Congressmen later
sent (free) to constituents. During the Lin-
coln-Douglas debates, of course, we have
the other side of the coin: Republican ste-
nographers and editors cleaning up Lincoln's
speeches and rebuttals and leaving Douglas's
remarks rough, or maybe maimed; and Dem-
ocratic journalists doing the same for (or
was it against?) Lincoln. The issue of unfair
transcripts became almost as big a story as
the debates themselves in 1858—and here,
of eourse, Lineoln the manipulator had the
final word as usual: after he was defeated in
the election, after licking his wounds for a
bit, he assembled the Republican transcripts
of his remarks, and the Democratic reports
of his opponents in a scrapbook and had the
debates published in a book. Douglas howled
with indignation, because he charged that
Lincoln had edited his own speeches one
more time and failed to give him the same
opportunity—true enough, though Lincoln
changed his own transcripts very slightly.
And so Lincoln won by lesing. Douglas re-
took his Senate seat in 1858, but Lincoln
made sure his own popularity spread nation-
wide by issuing the book, which became
a best-seller, and oh-so-conveniently, just
before the 1860 Republican convention that
the dark horse candidate hoped to take by
storm, and did.

SG: Please “replay” the story of

newspaper coverage of Lincoln's

visit to Antietam in 1862. Did it
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start with coverage by Copperhead
papers? If so, was it eventually also
carried by less opinionated sites?

HH: Lincoln visited the front so often
that reporters didn't always cover his travels,
as they would a president at any battlefield
today. There is no evidence that any jour-
nalist covered Lincoln extensively or author-
itatively during his tour of the Antietam
bartlefield, but two years later in 1864 the
Democratic New York World began “report-
ing,” day after day, that the President had
disgracefully desccrated that site at the time
by asking his aide Ward Hill Lamon to
sing a comic ditty while strolling past the
dead and wounded still littering the feld.
Lamon was furious—it simply was not true;
he had sung sad songs for Lincoln on their
way back from the tour (he often did so to
cheer up his melancholy friend), but cer-
tainly not on the Antictam battlefield among
the dead and wounded. Lamon prepared an
indignant reply for the press, bur Lincoln
thought it best to ignore the unfounded par-
risan attacks. Those attacks, however, inten-
sified, and Republican readers began writing
the White House begging for a denial and
warning of the political fallout if the cal-
umny was not rebutted. Finally, Lincoln
drafted a beautiful letter of his own—to be
sent over Lamon's signature—insisting that
during his 1862 visit he had not seen a single
dead body on the battlefield, or even a grave
on which rain had not already fallen {what
a phrasemaker Lincoln was), It might have
been one of Lincoln’s greatest letters to the
editor ever, but in the end he got the anger
and hurt out of his system just by writing
it out, and in the end decided not to send
it. If he hadn't built enough reputation for
high character in three-and-a-half years as
president, he told Lamon, it was useless 1o
protest now. The calumnies continued—the
Democrats wouldn't let the issue go. The
Nezo York Warld even added a vicious political
cartoon to its arsenal of rebuke—but Lin-
coln (and even Lamon) held their tongues.
And in the end, the President survived the
campaign to discredit him, though he won
New York State by a smaller marginin 1864
than he had in 1860,

5G: You have mentioned Lincoln's

understanding that, during the Civil

War, it was especially important

to use so that citizens

could “connect” with him. Was

this concept the same when it

came to newspaper articles?

HH: Absolutely. And as much as I've
written over the years about Lincoln's

understanding of the power of images, his
understanding of the power of the press was
always much keener, and he always had far
more faith in the power of words than in the
capacity of his own homely face to move peo-

ple to support his causes. And so to kind of

sidestep the endless bickering of the politi-
cal editors he began writing so-called “pub-
lic letters”™ to go above the editor’s heads
and directly to readers. He did so time and
again—with the 1863 Erastus Corning Let-
ter that explained and defended his deci-
sions to suppress free press and free speech,
if it proved traitorous, in order to preserve
the Union from rebellion; with his reply
to Greeley on emancipation; with his let-
ters defending black recruitment; and with
the Conkling letter, too, to name the most
justly famous examples. Did he belicve their
appearance in the press was important? In
one instance we have the example of Lincoln
writing to a Kentucky editor saying, well,
why hasn’t the letter appeared already? He
knew he had developed a foolproof system of
reaching his constituents from a perch above
the discord of the squabbling editors and he
was determined to keep the innovation alive
and well. That's why Lincoln always used
homespun language in these so-called let-
ters: because they were not really intended
for their recipients but for the broad public
for whom they were really crafted. When,
for example, the head of the U. 5. Gov-
emment Printing Office, John Defrees (a
Republican editor Lincoln had rewarded
with that job, of course) urged the President
not to use the phrase "sugar-coated” in his
July 4, 1861 message to Congress, Lincoln
rejected the proposed edit. His explanation?
To paraphrase it, as he put it to Defrees: 1
don't suppose we've come so far that plain
people won't understand what sugar-coated
means, Lincoln was very smart to issue these
letters (the equivalent of modern presidents
giving speeches from the Oval Othee or
East Room). He had learned from experi-
ence. For example, he may have expected
major coverage for his Gettysburg Address,
but he failed o ger it—the press focused
on Edward Everett’s speech instead. Why
bother to travel (he disliked being away from
the war office telegraph) only o play second-
fiddle to an elderly former senator (it took
history’s judgment to reverse that assess-
ment) when he could far more profitably stay
in Washington and send out public letters
from the White House?

SG: Did future politicians learn from

Lincoln's relationship with the Press?

HH: Oh, every president believes he
masters the horrible, hypercritical press as
ingeniously as Lincoln did, at least at the
beginning of their terms, but few really do
so—just look at the fights that Presidents
from Andrew Johnson to Barack Obama
have had after their so-called press *honey-
moons.” They (or their surrogates) have com-
plained birterly about enduring the slings
and arrows of the opposition media, whether
it was the New York Thibune during the John-
son impeachment trial, or Fox News during
the rollout of Obamacare. Maybe the two
great exceptions who really learned from
Lincoln were both named Roosevelr: Teddy,
as Doris Goodwin has so brilliantly shown in
her latest book, Baully Pulpit, for befriending
progressive journalists and taking them into
his confidence; and Franklin, for suggesting
he was taking journalists into his confidence
by holding repeated press conferences and,
Lincoln-like, going directly to the people
with Fireside Chats. Bill Clinton did the
same thing—alternately showing courage
and contrition until he defeated press crit-
ics and became, arguably, the most popular
man on earth, But the real storyline from
Andrew Jackson all the way to Obama and
Romney is much the same: they all chase
press friendships and howl at press criticism.
And notice one thing, party affiliation not-
withstanding: there isn't a national political
figure alive who doesn't believe the press is
out 1o get him, or her. T'was ever thus. The
answer is still to find 2 way around the par-
tisan criticism. And just as Lincoln found
new ways to evade the roadblocks, smart pol-
iticians now use TV commercials, Twitter,
Facebook, and Instagram to get their mes-
sages out unfiltered. Can you imagine how
effective Lincoln would have been tweeting
his succinct messages? As young, internet-
savvy political groupies might say today:
simply awesome!
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= An interview with David S. Reynolds

Sara Gabbard: | think that your

division of the book into three

parts was a perfect way to present

the subject. Please explain to

our readers your “game plan.”

David S. Reynolds: When planning this
book, I realized there had never been a Lin-
coln volume that brought together three
kinds of writing: a broad sampling of Lin-
coln's own 't‘-'urln. A range of comments on
him in his own time, and modern views
of him. So colossal a figure as Lincoln, 1
think, can be understood only if we under-
stand various perspectives: his own, that of

nis -.""::1L'F'I'I|."l": arics, and |h.|: ol MOre recent

commentators. By repr senting these dif-
ferent views of him, my book tries cap-
ture Lincoln's ample spirit and his profound

Impact on history

SG: Was it terribly time-consuming

to decide which items to use in each

of your three parts? It seems as if

you would have had to go through

mountains of material in order

to make your final selections.

])HH: :‘lllﬂ.l'l:ll.llli‘! ||‘!.1]:|||rl.'ri|1.|, }'L."!! -I-h.u
challenge here was to make sclections from
three enormous bodies Hr'wril:in;: the L'ighl:
vojumes of Lincoln's collected works; the
countless responses to him by his contem-
poraries; and the more than 14,000 books
and numerous articles and book chapters
that have been written on Lincoln since his
time. With regard o Lincoln’s writings, 1
started with the classics—the First and Sec-
ond Inaugurals, the Gerrysburg Address,
the Cooper Union speech, the Emancipa-
tion Proclamation=—uand worked outward to
lesser-known but still fascinating and Impor-
tant writings by him, including speeches,
letters, poems, proclamations, and excerpts
from his debates with Senator Htu.'phi.:r:. A
Douglas. In making these Lincoln selec-
tions, | made sure to include ..-1.-:-r_-.-rhi:1g
that w AS 1-.1:.||1|.,-|1 in IIT:";I_"' -.1'];5._'-'.'|||um!.:
Lincoln anthaologics and to add other sig-
nificant works that these anthologices omit.
When choeosing works by Lincoln’s con-
remporaries, 1 tried to represent different
genres—news reports, editorials, cam-
paign songs, poems, and fictional works—
and varying attitudes toward him, from the
hagiographic to the hostile to the moderare.
An especially daunting task was making

8 FALL 2014



choices from the many superb writings
on Lincoln that have appeared since his
death. Here, 1 strove to |.1ri|1-_.; IH.I:;L'I}H.‘T
works by leading historians and critics
who explore different themes related to
Linnﬂn—infludlllg race, the law, puh—
tics, writing style, military leadership,
literary culture, and global influence—
in order to provide a rounded picture of
America’s greatest president.

SG : I've always been fascinated
by the 1838 Lyceum Address,
mainly because it secems so
unlike most of his later concise,
lawyer-like speeches. What is
your “take” on this Address?

DSR: The lyceum address typifics Lin-
coln’s early speeches, which tended w
be rambling and discursive, as opposed
to his later ones, like the Gerrysburg
Address and the two Inaugurals, which
were pithy and eloquent. Bur a sim-
ilar theme runs through all of Lin-
coln's major speeches, from the lyceam
address onward: that is, the need for Ameri-
cans to devote themselves to what he calls
“the preservation of our political institu-
tions.” Both early and late in in his political
career, Lincoln feared that these institu-
tions were threatened by lawless, revolu-
tionary passions. The lyceum address was
delivered during what historians have called
“the turbulent decade™—a time of race riots,
violence against abolitionists, church burn-
ings, and so on. In his lyceum speech, Lin-
coln gives instances of such violence—the
hnching of a black man in 5t. Louis and
race-related vigilante violence in Missis-
sippi—and decries this “mobocratic spirit,”
which, he contends, erodes America’s gov-
ernmental and legal framework. He calls
upon his countrymen to rise above anarchic,
revolutionary passions and to observe laws
and the governmental process as established
by the founding fathers, This same rever-
ence for the Constitution and the founders
undergirds his later, more fimous speeches.

5G You chose to include the 1846

Handbill Replying to Charges

of Infidelity. Please comment

on both the handbill itself and

the background which caused

Lincoln to issue the statement.

DSR: In 1846, Lincoln ran for Congress
in the Illinois Seventh District against the
Democrat Peter Cartwright, a famous Meth-
odist preacher. Cartwright, trying to rally
his Christian base, accused Lincoln of being
a skeptic or even an at heist. In response,

Lincoln published a handbill stating thar
although he belonged to no church, he had
never denied the truth of the Scriptures or
had spoken with intentional disrespect of
religion. He distributed his handbill among
influential friends and later sent it to a local
newspaper, which printed it. Lincoln's hand-
bill was ambiguously worded. Although Lin-
coln read the Bible, believed in God, and
sometimes attended church, he never became
achurch member or expressed a definite faith
in Christ’s divinity or the Bible as God's
revealed word.,

SG: Please explain the 1847 “Spot

Resolutions.” Do you sce any

current support for this type of

reasoning in international affairs?

DSR: Like many antislavery Northern-
ers, Lineoln :ll‘lpnkm{ the Mexican War,
launched by President James Polk, because
it seemed to be a Southern ploy to extend
slavery into new western territories that
would be acquired from Mexico, Trying to
show that the war had not originated on U,
S. soil—and was therefore an act of Ameri-
can aggression—Lincoln in December 1847
proposed a resolution before the House of
Representatives requesting President Polk
to identify the exact spot (the geographical
location) where the war began. Lincoln's spot
resolutions got nowhere and had a rempo-
rarily damaging effect on his carcer, for it
made him appear unpatriotic and nitpick-
ing. Derogated by oppenents as "spotty Lin-
coln,” he later defended himselfby insisting

that, while he had spoken out against the
war, he always voted for bills financing
American troops, Territorial disputes
and questions about American impe-
rialism, which informed Lincoln’s spot
resolutions, surround modern wars oo,
as we see in the Middle East, Afghani-
stan, and elsewhere.

S5G: Do historians give the
1854 “Peoria Speech” the
attention it deserves?

DSR: Most historians recognize its
importance, but it is still not as celebrated
as it should be. The speech is significant
for several reasons, Responding to Sena-
tor Stephen Douglas’s Kansas-Nebraska
Act, which made possible the expansion
of slavery into the western territories,
Lincoln made a careful historical argu-
ment to support his view that America’s
founders had placed slavery on the road
to extinction and that now this prin-
ciple was in danger of being violated.
Also, for the first time publicly, Lin-
coln firmly expressed his moral opposition
to slavery. He declared, *1 hate it because
of the monstrous injustice of slavery itself.
| hate it because it deprives our republican
example of its just influence in the world.”
The speech also outlined Lincoln's views on
race. Unlike maost people in his day, Lin-
coln believed that African Americans were
human beings, not property. In the speech,
Lincoln affirmed the humanity of blacks,
even though he conceded that black people
would never be accepted as equals in Amer-
ica, due to widespread racism and therefore
should be deported 1o Liberia. Finally, the
Peoria speech is noteworthy for its charita-
ble attitude toward the South. Southerners,
Lincoln declares, are exactly what North-
erners would be in their situation, and vice
versa. This compassionate outlook anticipates
his famous pronouncement about "malice
toward none” and “charity for all” in the
Second Inaugural Address,

SG: Please comment on the 1859

letter/autobiography to Jesse Fell.

DSR: This letter contained the first auto-
biographical sketch written by Lincoln. Jesse
Fell, an old friend, had been asking for infor-
mation about Lincoln's life because of grow-
ing interest in the possibility of a Lincoln
candidacy for the presidency. Afrer refusing
Fell's request several times, Lincoln finally
responded with this autobiographical let-
ter. Lincoln introduced this “little skerch”™
of himself with the self-effacing comment,
“There is not much of it, for the reason, 1
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himself—presidential candidates
did not do that then—his backers
made much of his image as the
rough-hewn [llinois Railsplit-
ter, the quintessential self-made
American. Besides having popu-
list .tFFH_‘.I]. Lincoln was an adroit
wire-puller and party manager.
He r;'!_"1:l.| rl_1.' rewarded support-
ers, redl or potential, with offers
of government jobs, He avoided
EXIreme stalcmaenes, .'|.|'.IL'! hL' knew
how to manipulate others unob-

trusively.

5G: Language is so
important in the Lincoln
story. For so long, I think
that the story of the
Address at Cooper Union
was generally given only
a cursory glance until
Harold Holzer deseribed
the Address as the speech
that made him president.

Please comment.

DSR: Holzer argues convine-
i1:;-_{§_1.' that the address that Lin-
coln delivered at New York's
".. M |]"L'|.' ]r'l‘ﬂlh.ltL (i} F LhT".l !l_'lu 2 iy
1860, led to his becoming presi-
l.lL'lﬂ & I .l'llL":ltﬂ. E]E.'L'['-'l In!’_"lj I h‘.' :\«LW
York audicnce of 1,500 with his
.‘-'|J<."L'-.']"I. in which he l‘-r-;.-r.un[l:c't
historical evidence that Ameri
cas founders, whom he identified
as the signers of the Constitu-
tion, stood opposed to the west-
wiard expansion of slavery. By
making this case persuasively,
Lincoln demonstrated that the Republican
Party, labelled by its opponents as danger-
{ |l|5-|:-' TN ,l.ll.'! il:l:'l.l r}', Wias :Ek':'ll:![l_'l.’ L Hiﬁl!r‘-':”i.\'l!
nation’s fundamental
principles. Stylistically, the Cooper Union

in its adherence to the

speech was direct, logical, and forceful, with
dramatic rhetorical flourishes, such as its [1"7-
oration, in which Linceln, having declared
"\II. I 'd'k 4 ) |.1|.' IMOrs: !1!.". "-Tﬂ'l'l':lLl L |.|.|.l I.\'."} LS
faith that right makes might, and in
thar faith let us, to the end, dare to do our
Like many of Lin
coln’s great statements, this one combines

have
duty as we understand it.”
firmness (“right makes might,” “let us...
dare "), relig

faith..and in that faith”), and humility ("let
us._.do our duty as we understand it”).

FIOUS Fesonance { ‘Let us have

5G: How do you present Eric Foner's
writing on Lincoln and Race?

DSR: My book contains selected passages

Left page: Artist wknown, Lincoln Douglas debiate
bt Lmdnmh@m}hiﬂt{rm%wfﬂm where e
;ﬁa{g@mwmm ‘Photo by Matbew Brady,

from different sections of Eric Foner’s The
Fiery Trial that reveal an evolurion in Lin-
coln's views of race. Lincoln never fully over-
came the racial attitudes prevalent among
whites of his era. In conversation, he used the
"-'l-"i:lrd'l I'I'ILE”LT .ll'l\i {-] !flx"r a IEL{ ]..L' 'L'IJ'IU". LL-I

blackface minstrel shows. But Foner points
out that Lincoln’s pronouncements on race
became more progressive as time passed.
Early on, in the 18505, though he voiced his
HE'ITJ“""\-i.Ti'.'II'I | 4] "-1'!\":""1' hl\_" "\]"'“l'il."' -;]'I:Ir:.' CONser-

vatively about alleged differences between
whires and blacks that he thought would
prevent them from living on equal terms in
America. He also publicly endorsed colo-
nization, or the movement to ship blacks
to Liberia or elsewhere. But after issuing
the Emancipation Proclamation in January

1863, Lincoln ceased his public support of

colonization, a plan he had come to regard

as unfeasible,

tions with African Americans, he

In his private rela-

did not exhibit racism.
Douglass, who met with Lincoln
“In all

my interviews with Mr. Lincaln,

often during the war, said,

| was impressed with his entire
freedom from popular prejudice
against the colored race.” Shortly
before his death, Lincoln wrote
that he believed the right to vote
should be extended to blacks who
were “very intelligent” or who had
served in the Union army—the first
endorsement of African-American

suffrage by a U. 5. president.

S5G: What was James
McPherson's view of
Lincoln and the Strategy of
Unconditional Surrender?
DSEK: McPherson demonstrates
thar although Lincoln wanted
peace, he knew it could be achieved
only through a hard war. Lincoln
wias a hands-on commander-in-
chief. He read books on military
strategy and kept a vigilant watch
or -.h:ruln]_:rrw:ﬂh' on 1}::_' !3:!I I!]{'I-'.-.':!xl.
He spent more time in the tele-
LTT{E"':'I. ‘:IFFII. e ‘il..,'f'll:,[i.l'l:;; H]H] fi.:k'f,'!-l‘.'_
ing military dispatches, than
'1131.'1.\'}1;;1';' else L'\;ru]ﬂ the White
House. He shs ipu‘ the ay MTI.\:.I'H.
t..l.lq,T'I\"l 1:-? {_II. NET .‘llh (Ir.l.T'Il:.| hhl:l"
man, and Sheridan, whose cam-
paigns destroyed the Ce ll’:fli_'-;h.'r;w}'
and brought about its uncondi-
tional surrender.

5G: What is the subject

of your next book?

DSR: I'm working on a book for Penguin
in'which I place Lincoln in his times by dis-
cussing unexplored connections between
him -.m;t his cultural and social contexts.

LR THE AUTHOR

David S. Reynolds

David 5. Reynolds is the

Distinguished Professor of English

and American Studies at the City
University of Mew Yark Graduate
Cenrer. He is the author of Walt
Whitman's America: A Cultural Biography,
Waking Giant: America in the Age of
Jackson, and [ohn Brown, Abolitionist.
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Lincoln and His Commanders:
Grant, Sherman and Halleck

by John F. Marszalek

As Abraham Lincoln completed what was
to be his first inaugural address that March
1861, the tension around the event was pal-
pable. Beginning in December 1860, south-
ern states had seceded from the Union, one
by ane, and in February they had established
a government of their own in Montgomery,
Alabama. Jefferson Davis became president,
and war quickly followed. Lincoln had prac-
tically no military experience unless being
blooded by mosquitoes in the Black Hawk
War qualified him for leading a nationin a
desperate civil conflict.! On the other hand,
Jefferson Davis was a West Point graduate
and one of the most successful secretaries
of war of the 19th century.

Yet Lincoln became a marvelous military
leader, while Jefferson Davis proved want-
ing. Historians have almost universally con-
sidered Lincoln highly superior to Davis in
military leadership, although few agree with
celebrated historian David M. Porter who
said that Davis "cared more about proving
he was right than about gaining success.™

But Lincoln did not do it alone. It was
the generals he appointed who led Federal
armies to military victory, so his choice of
army commanders was crucial. He had a
difficult time finding the right people for

the right job. He tried MeClellan, Frémont,
Pope, Burnside, Hooker, and others, but he
did not find the right generals until he set-
tled on Halleck, Grant, and Sherman—in
the right combination.

Lincoln did not know these men when he
became president. Of the three, only Hal-
leck had any name recognition.” He had
written the most famous American book
on military tactics and strategy, and Lin-
coln came to know it intimately when he
borrowed it from the Library of Congress
and read it from cover to cover. Grant and
Sherman were both West Point graduates
(1843, 1840), but the public knew little about
them. In fact, they could both be consid-
ered failures in the ante-bellum period, the
two men barely scratching out an existence
for themselves and their families. Sherman
and Grant had political supporters, how-
ever: Sherman, his senator brother and his
leading Whig father-in-law, Thomas Ewing,
and Grant, fellow Galena, [llinois resident
and congressman, Elihu Washburne. These
politicians bent Lincoln's ear about their
charges, and their support certainly helped
Grant’s and Sherman’s reputation in Lin-
coln's mind.*

Although Lincoln did not have a per-

sonal acquaintance with any of these men,
he shared some common experiences with
them. All four men looked disheveled in
their appearances, their clothes always seem-
ing not to fit. Lincoln, Sherman, and Halleck
had been lawyers, although Sherman hardly
made a success of that profession, while Lin-
coln and Halleck were eminently successful.
Lincoln and Halleck had both lost senato-
rial races in the 1850s, while Sherman and
Grant could not stay far enough away from
politics. Sherman even said that he would
prefer going to the penitentiary than to the
White House.* Lincoln and Sherman had
difficult assertive wives, while Halleck’s
wife is virtually unknown, even today, and
Grrant’s wife's entire life was focused almost
exclusively on her husband.

Grant, Sherman, Halleck, and Lincoln
also shared other similarities. They were each
born into old-line families. Grant was able
to trace his lineage back to Matthew Grant
in the 17th century. Sherman was related to
the Shermans and Hoyts of Colonial Con-
necticut, and Halleck's kin were the Hal-
locks of early MNew York. They all came from
English stock. Lincoln’s lincage was nowhere
near as impressive as the other three men.
His family was poor rather than substantial.
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The relationships the four men had with
their fathers were also unhappy. Sherman
lost his father ar the age of nine, and he
never felt comfortable with his impressive
foster father, Thomas Ewing. Lincoln and
Halleck both had distant relationships with
their fathers, and neither even attended his
sire’s funeral. Halleck, in fact, ran away from
home at the age of fourteen and never saw
his father again, nor ever corresponded with
him. Grant’s father took good care of
him as a child, but he had difficulty
5|.:|."|ng any gnm{ in him giuring his
troubled early adulr days. Onee 1.5,
Cirant became a success, however,
then his father tried to take advan-
tage of him.

The four men also had different
levels of achievement. Halleck was
indeed one of the most famous mili-
tary men of his generation. His vol-
ume, Elements of Military Art and
Seience (1846) was a textbook for
many officers of that age, and those
who were aware of it may also have
known that he had excelled in small
unit Mexican War combat. His
book on international law was pub-
lished just when the Civil War was
beginning, and it remained in col-
]-;:g!: classrooms l:.'LT into the 20th cen-
tury.” Because of his successful legal
and business career in 18505 Cali-
fornia, he was one of the wealthiest
men in the nation. He can also be

rightly called the father of California — - - . -
Ultysses Grant surronnded by nine scenes of bis career from
West Point graduation in 1843 to Lee’s surrender in 1865

LO-USZC4-1886

statehood, because of his leadership
in the 1850 state constitutional con-
vention. Near the end of the decade
he became military commander of the Cali-
fornia state militia.

When the Civil War began, Halleck was
only forty seven years old and in excellent
physical shape. Winfield Scort and Dennis
Hart Mahan thought that Halleck should be
Scott’s replacement as commanding Eencmlf
but because he was so far away in California,
Lincoln chose George B. McClellan instead.
Yet, Lincoln gave Halleck an important post
too, head of Union military operations in
pivotal Missourd.

Grant was hardly as well known or as suc-
cessful. He graduated from West Point in
1843, entered the Army, served in a variety
of army posts, and fought well in the Mex-
ican-American War. While on the Pacific
Coast away from his wife and children,
Grant developed depression and, like most
army men of that age, he took to drinking.

Unable to hold his liquor like most of his
compatriors, he unfairdy gained the repu-
tation of being a drunkard. His martinet
(.'[]]I'llnﬂ.n{i [ﬂg ﬂl‘ﬁt‘.t‘l‘ I'I'I.'Hif,' matters 'I.'d'{]]‘HE. S0
Grant resigned his commission.” He tried
a variety of civilian tasks in Missouri and
failed at all of them until he ook a position
in his father's leather goods store in Galena,
Nlinois. It was while Grant was at this bor-
ing and unhappy job that the war began.

&

- =4

Sherman’s life before the Civil War was
an unsatisfying one, too. He graduated from
West Point in 1840 and served atr a vari-
ety of military posts, almost all of them in
the South. He missed the main theater of
the Mexican-American War and was sent
instead to Monterey, California, where he
spent his time trying to survive the high
inflation of that gold rush state. He quit
the army to become a banker in San Fran-
cisco and then in New York, only to have
both financial institutions collapse beneath
him, through no fault of his own. Then,
like Grant, he joined a fami]_‘r business. He
worked with several of his Ewing foster
brothers as an attorney and real estate agent
in Kansas, and once again financial failure
dogged him. Thanks to old army friends in
the South, however, he gained the position
of superintendent of the Louisiana Mili-

tary Seminary, the forerunner of the mod-
ern Louisiana State University. He loved
working with the young cadets, but when
the war came and Louisiana became part
of the Confederacy, his belief in the Union
caused him to return North, He became
president of a St. Louis street railway com-
pany, a position he held for the first several
manths of the war,

Lincoln far surpassed Grant and Sher-
man, but not Halleck in his mone-
tary success. He became a well-to-do
attorney, even working for one of the
nation'’s leading railroads. In 1856, he
came close to receiving the chuhli-
can vice presidential nomination, and
he lost his campaign for US Sena-
tor from Illinois in 1858. By the lare
1850s, however, he was a leading
figure in the fledgling Republican
party and was frequently mentioned
as a possible presidential candidare.
In fact, he won election to the presi-
dency in 1860, his success helping
push the South into secession,

In reality, it was the circumstances
of war rather than pre-war experi-
ences or similarities/differences which
set the relationships among the presi-
dent and his three generals. Lincoln’s
first meeting with each of these mili-
tary leaders is enlightening in itself.

Lincoln met Sherman in 1861 just
before the war exploded, and he
sloughed off Sherman'’s concern thar
the Union was not taking the South
seriously enough. Lincoln assured
Sherman that all would be fine. Sher-
man, who was on his way home from
Louisiana, was appalled at whar he consid-
ered to be Lincoln's nonchalance. He saw
him again later when on his way to Ken-
tucky, but then he did not see him again until
the war was practically over. Conversely,
Halleck and Grant both met Lincoln for
the first time when they came to Wash-

ington to take overall command of Union
armies, Halleck in July 1862 and Grant in
March 1864. In short, Lincoln knew Sher-
man, Halleck, and Grant only incidentally
throughour most of the conflict,

Yet, these were the generals on whom Lin-
coln came to depend to win the military
victories he needed to save the Union. Thus
their attitudes toward him and his attitudes
toward them were crucial to the Union war
effort. With the benefit of hindsight, mod-
ern scholars know that all did not always go
well berween Lincoln and these individuals.
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However, historians do not always indicate
how the H;I;l'l:it'll'l.:.hiph: pn:ﬁ'tdul:lt towards
generals, and vice versa, and generals among
each other, affected the war effort.

The three men’s pathwiys toward military
stardom were all different. They were not
acquainted with one another before the war
or during its carly days, except in passing,
yer they came to know each other intimately
during the conflict, and their relationships
helped form their roles in the war.

When the conflict began, Grant was living
in Galena, Illinois, working unhappily for
his demanding father in a leather goods store
and hardly a leading figure of his commu-
nity. Lincoln’s call for troops vaulted Grant
into public recognition, at least in his home
town. The men of Galena, Illinois, looked
to Grant for leadership, calling on him to
lead their public meeting in support of Lin-
coln because he was the only West Pointer
available for such duty. Grant disliked pub-
lic speaking, and he was impressive only
because of his military background, not his
physical appearance or stature. He led the
town meeting well enough for Galena’s peo-
ple to want him to become captain of the
company they raised for the war efforr.

Grant refused the offer. He believed that
his military experience gave him the right to
expect more: the coloneley of a regiment. He

LINCOLN JEOL13
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took the Galena military unit to Springfield,
the state capital, but then he looked for a
higher position. No one seemed interested in
him, until the governor of [llinois asked him
to help make sense out of a muddled mili-
tary paper system in Hpringﬁcid. He reluc-
tantly agreed because nothing better seemed
likely. Finally his chance came. There was
a recaleitrant regiment that needed a firm
hand to make it an effective fighting foree,
and Governor Richard Yates asked him to
take on the task. Fearing that this might be
his last opportunity, Grant took the post and
soon had the troublesome regiment militar-
ily organized and on the march.

Grant then gained a national name for
himself. At Belmont, Missouri, he won
and then almost lost the battle at the site
across the Mississippi River from Columbus,
Kentucky. His dramatic ride on horseback
onto 4 troop ship, while Confederate bul-
lets whizzed around him, helped him gain
some early notoriety.

However, it was his victory at Fort Donel-
son in February, 1862 that truly thrust him
into national prominence. Once again he
came close to losing a battle that seemingly
he had already won, but his determined
resolve saved the day. Confederate com-
mander, Simon Bolivar Buckner, an old
friend from West Point days, commanded
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Confederate troops at the fort, and Grant
demanded his surrender. When Buckner
asked what terms Grant was offering, the
Federal commander said *unconditional sur-
render.”'” ULS, Grant was no longer Ulysses
Si:m[;rsun Grant, he was now “Unconditional
Surrender” Grant and a burgeoning Fed-
eral favorite,

While Grant was achieving such success,
William T. Sherman was moving in just the
opposite dircction. In 1860-1861, the nation
hurtled toward national disruption. At that
time, Sherman was superintendent of the
Louisiana Military Seminary and deter-
mined to maintain the Union. Unhappy at
Louisiana’s actions, he sadly resigned his
position and moved north. He found the
Federal side, under Abraham Lincoln, sadly
deficient in preparation for future conflicr.
When he participated in the second battle
of Bull Run (Manassas) in July 1862, he rec-
ognized how right he was. He was appalled
at the performance of troops under his com-
mand and those to either side of him during
the battle. Once again he was convinced that
the northern war effort, for which he had
given up his successful career in Louisiana,
waould only crash and burn,

Moving to Kentucky to be second in com-
mand o Robert Anderson, he witnessed,
once again, what he saw as certain failure.
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Left: Bull Run, Kurz 3 Allison, Batties of the Cruil War
Ripht: Fore Donelson, Kurz &8 Allison, Bareles of the Cival War

When Anderson, the hero of Fort Sumter,
grew ill, Sherman had to take over command
of the state, and this led to great despon-
dency and anticipatory anxiety, He was sure
there was no hope for the Federal cause,
.l.r]|;|. SO0 !‘lﬂ"r\rspupﬁf ff.'.'[_'lt'l‘rt[.'.'rﬁ. 'H"‘h”"'l. hﬂ'
had come to consider spies and threatened
to hang iE"rht.:}' stayed around his camps,
called him crazy. The Cincinnati Commercial
headlined a December 1861 column, “Gen-
eral William T. Sherman Insane.”" Things
grew so bad thar the red-headed general
found himself relieved of his command and
stationed in the backwater of the war, train-
ing recruits at Benton Barracks, Missouri,

Grant was thus becoming successful while
Sherman was failing, The third member of
the military triumvirate became commander
over them both. Halleck was in California
when the war broke out, and it took him a
while to reach the East where he became
commander of Federal troops in Missouri.
And so, while Grant and Sherman entered
the war as colonels, Halleck entered as a
major general. His relationship with them
proved strange. He praised Sherman, the
military failure, and criticized Grant, the
military success. Halleck saw hope in Sher-
man, He considered Grant only a hope-
less loser,

Halleck handled Sherman carefully —
moving him from Kentucky to Missouri

—working with him to overcome his deep
pessimism. Itis true that Sherman had a pol-
itician brother (Senator John Sherman) and
a politician foster father (Thomas Ewing),
and Halleck was careful not to alienate them.
Srill he could have been sterner with Sher-
man than he was. He could have fired him on
the spot, but instead he brought him along
slowly so Sherman could grow in personal
confidence. By February 1862, Sherman was
in command of troops at Paducah, Kentucky,
pushing soldiers and supplies forward to

Grant in his movement against Forts Henry
and Donelson.

At the same time that Grant was winning
victories in the West, Halleck was finding
further fault with him. Halleck was not jeal-
ous of Grant because of the victories, but he
was convinced that the Illinois general was a
sloppy officer, incapable of following proper
procedure or instilling appropriate discipline
in his' men. The fact that he was winning
military victories was not as important to
Halleck as the fact that he was not admin-
iﬁlf:itircl].' proper. Hil“lﬂ'k 11| S,[_H.!I:I(Et:l.']. Crrant
from command of his, by then, large army,
for his :tuppu:tt:d administrarive failures.!?

It was at this point that Lincoln entered
the picture. Sherman’s wife traveled to
Washington to mect with the president and
complain because she believed that her hus-
band was not receiving a fair shake. Lincoln
promised nothing, but he so charmed Ellen
Sherman that she never blamed him for any
problems that her husband encountered.
Like Halleck, Lincoln realized the power of
the politicians supporting Sherman, and he
carefully avoided antagonizing him, his wife,
and most importantly his political backers.

surprisingly, Halleck had no compunction
about attacking Grant, despite his patron
Congressman Elihu Washburne. Halleck'’s
unhappiness with Grant’s alleged unprofes-
sionalism, overcame any pu]iric.ﬂ fears he
might have felt. Lincoln intervened to res-
cue Grant from military oblivion by writing
Halleck to ask for an I.‘..‘(pE:{ﬂ;t'ti.H['l. He liked
Grant's aggressiveness. Halleck quickly put
Cirant back in command, L'lt.';|r]_1|' not 1.+'i|'|ir11__:
to oppose his commander-in-chief.

It was as early as this, mid-1862, that the
three generals came together. After Halleck,
Grant, and Sherman had broken Confed-
erate Albert Sidney Johnston's defense line
in the West, the Confederates moved to
Corinth, Mississippi, to protect the north-

south and the east-west railroads which
intersected there. Halleck, by then the com-
mander of the western theater, planned a
strike on Corinth to capture that crucial
city. He ordered Grant, the commander of
the Army of the Tennessee, with Sherman
one of his division commanders, to find a
place where these troops might camp until
Don Carlos Buell's Army of the Ohio was
able to mass with them. It was Sherman who
found Pittsburg Landing, a steamboat stop
on the Tennessee River; Grant and all the
generals agreed that it was an excellent spot
to await Buell. It was flat land high above
the river, where the Federals would be safe
from the spring rain and floeding. Once
Buell arrived from Nashville and Halleck
himself came from St. Louis, the armies
would be merged and move on to capture
Corinth, Halleck insisted that no one of his
generals commence a battle until he was on
the site, ready to lead the 100,000 men of
the massed army.™

.’nlhrtuna:uljl.' for the Federals, the Con-
federates did not remain behind entrench-
ments at Corinth waiting for a Federal
assault. Albert Sidney Johnston decided to
attack the Federals where they were, with
the hope that he could catch them off guard
and push them into Shiloh's swamps.

The Unionists were indeed surprised when
the attack came before Buell or Halleck had
arrived. The battle was fierce and bloody,
and the Confederates pushed the Federals
back until their backs were :lg:l.il‘lst Pirts-
burg Landing and the Tennessee River. The
next day, buttressed by Sherman, Grant
responded. Fortified by Buell's troops, he
tforced the Confederates to rerreat back the
twenty-two miles into the Corinth entrench-
ments. Union troops were oo bloodied to
make an effective pursuit, however, so the
end of the battle found both sides in the
same position they had occupied at its start.
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Halleck arrived soon after the

battle was over and quickly cas-
tigated Grant (but not Sher-
man) for the losses the Federals
had endured. He reorganized
his armies, and, in the process,
he made Grant second-in-com-
mand of the massed force and then
promptly ignored him. Grant was
so upset that he seriously consid-
ered resigning from the army.
Sherman heard of this possibil-
ity, rushed to Grant’s side, and
convinced him to stay.™

Lincoln asked for more infor-
mation on what had happuncdi
but otherwise he took little action.
What happened soon after indi-
cated that he was happy with events in the
West, He named Halleck as commanding
general of all his armies. Grant stayed in the
Woest and so did Sherman.

Early in the war, therefore, Lincoln and the
three generals had come to a sort of agree-
ment, While Lincoln was firing command-
ers in the East, he was supporting generals
in the West. The reason was clear; Lincoln
saw hope in his western generals. Grant was
winning important battles, and Sherman was
an important subordinate. The leader of them
all was Halleck, however, and thus it was to
Halleck that Lincoln locked for success in
the war as a whole. To put it briefly, Lincoln
looked to Halleck to do in the East what he
had done in the West. Win victories.

When Halleck reached Washington in July
1862, the nation saw him as a conquering
hero. Meanwhile Grant became the mili-
tary leader in the West, with Sherman his
top licutenant. Unfortunately for Lincoln,
this configuration did not solve his military
problems. Halleck proved to be a general
who shied from leadership, arguing vocit-
erously that his task as commanding gen-
eral was to encourage and advise generals in
the field but not tell them whart o do. The
result was that Lincoln agonizingly watched
George McClellan, Ambrose Burnside, and
Joseph Hooker stumble before Robert E.
Lee's Confederates, while Halleck refused
to intervene.

Grant did not demonstrate much suc-
cess either. He held the superior position
in the West, but he was not using it effec-
tively against the attacking Confederates.
Sherman spent time in Memphis as military
governor encouraging Unionists and upset-
ting Confederates. As he administered the
city and the soldiers under his command,

wmwm the fight in the criter of Fort Hill after the explosion, June 25 63/ LC-DIG-ppmsia-35360-

he developed his animosity toward civilian
guerrillas firing on his soldiers and on Union
civilians. He leveled a village along the Mis-
sissippi River in retaliation for nearby guer-
rillas firing on military and civilian boats
plying the waterway. It was in Memphis
that Sherman came to view the waras a con-
flict between opposing societies, not simply
opposing armies.

Now Lincoln realized thar even his western
generals were disappointing him, with Hal-
leck a particular failure. Halleck refused o
command, threatening to quit should Lin-
coln insist on forcing him to make decisions
for generals in the field. Grant similarly did
not demonstrate sterling qualities of lead-
ership at the battles of Iuka and Corinth.

Lincoln desperately wanted Vicksburg"®
taken so that the Federals would gain com-
plete control of the Mississippi River from
source to mouth. Grant began the move-
ment to deliver this city to his president,
but clearly Lincoln was not impressed. He
allowed an old friend, John McClernand, an
IMlinois political general, to go back home to
sputhern Illinois and recruit soldiers for an
expeditionary force against Vicksburg. Lin-
coln told McClernand thar he could com-
mand the soldiers he recruited and use them
against the Mississippi Gibraltar.

This political threar against the West Point
military triumvirate of Halleck, Granr,
and Sherman caused a swift reaction. The
administratively precise Halleck, unchar-
acteristically, told Grant thar as soon as
McClernand's recruited soldiers reached
Memphis, he could take command over
them or have Sherman do so. No matter
what Lincoln had said 1o McClernand, Hal-
leck was ready to have the army act on its
own, To make sure that McClernand did

not beat him to an offensive, Grant ordered
Sherman then in Memphis to sail down the
Mississippi River and attack Vicksburg from
the water. Meanwhile Grant would move
through central Mississippi to a position
east of Vicksburg and attack the city from
that direction at the same time,

The plan proved to be a bust. Confederate
General Philip Van Dorn burned Grant's
supplies at Holly Springs, Mississippi, and
Grant decided he better not move forward
without a secure supply line. Meanwhile,
an unknowing Sherman sailed down the
Mississippi River to a position north of the
city. He attacked ar Chickasaw Bayou, but
he was soundly repulsed.

MecClernand now arrived and became
enraged that his troops had been taken from
him. By dint of seniority over Sherman, he
took command of the entire Federal Army in
the area. Even before MeClernand’s arrival,
Sherman had already decided that he should
capture Arkansas Post on the Mississippi
River to make up for his loss at Chickasaw
Bayou. He did not get going fast enough,
however, so the victory went to McCler-
nand’s credit.

Grant now became outraged at McCler-
nand. Already deeply distrustiul of the
political general, he rushed south to take
command away from him. As 1862 came
to an end, therefore, Lincaoln could see little
hope in the military situation. He was ter-
ribly disappointed in Halleck, while Grant
and Sherman gave him but little more to
feel optimistic abour.

Halleck's refusal to command did not
change in 1863, but the successes of Grant
and Sherman protected him from Lincoln’s
disappointment. Grant orchestrated one of
the great military campaigns in all of mil-
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itary history, when he overcame numer-
ous geographical and weather barriers and
maneuvered his army to capture Vicks-
burg. Sherman played a major role in the
effort, not only providing personal support
to Grant but also playing an integral part in
the military effort. Most significantly, Grant
and Sherman completed the bond that they
had forged at Shiloh, and their friendship
and trust would play an impertant role in
the eventual outcome of the war. Halleck’s
role in keeping troops out of McClernand'’s
hands and providing excellent support for
Grant and Sherman also tied him to the
two men as never before, Lincoln was abso-
lutely thrilled with the results ar Vicksburg
{caprure of the city and the defending Con-
federate army), especially because General
George G. Meade allowed the Confederate
army to escape despite his victory over them
at Gertysburg, that same July.

In the late fall of 1863, Grant and Sher-
man (with a major role played by General
George H. Thomas)drove the Confederates
out of Chattanooga, Halleck’s Washington
planning providing significant support. Lin-
coln could not have been happier.™

It was not long after this victory in Ten-
nessee that Lincoln, vigorously encouraged
by anti-Halleck sentiment in Washington
and elsewhere, brought Grant to Washing-
ton, and named him lieutenant general, the
first one in American history since George
Washington. He also tapped him to be com-
manding general of all federal armies replac-
ing Halleck. Sherman took Grant's place
in the West, and Halleck happily took an
office never before a part of the American
military—chief of staff. The plan was for
Grant to travel with General George G.
Meade’s Army of the Potomac and issue
orders to it through Meade, while Sher-
man commanded all the armies berween
the Appalachian Mountains and the Missis-
sippi River. Halleck was stationed in Wash-
ington and, along with Secretary of War
Edwin Stanton, took care of the logistical
and administrative duties of the vast Fed-
eral military.

Lincoln had now settled on the three gen-
erals whom he had come to see as the grear-
est hope for Federal victory. At the same
time, he created a modern military command
structure to use their talents most effectively.
It was this configuration which won the war.
Grant pounded Lee in Virginia; Sherman
outflanked General Joseph E. Johnston's
Confederate army out of Atlanta and then
ravaged the interior of the Confederacy from

Atlanta to the Sea and north through the
Carolinas. Halleck made sure that all the
armies were properly supp]i-:::l, and he filed
all the necessary paperwork.

Abraham Lincoln had experienced hard
times with his army, but he never stopped
trying to find the right combination of mili-
tary leaders to accomplish his Union-saving
task. The general who loved administra-
tion and paperwork joined with the general
whose determination to continue pressing
forward no matter what and the general who
saw war as one between societies not merely
armies produced what Lincoln had been
searching for since he became president.
These four men were not the only ones who
ensured Union victory, but without them
and their cooperation with one another, it
is difficult to imagine a preserved Union.
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LINCOLN g

to tolerate differences amongst peoples and
cultures. While these are noble goals, the
effort to wrear all practices equally is mis-
guided. Lincaln certainly did not view the
practice of slavery and freedom as morally
equivalent. He repudiated the doctrine of
popular sovereignty for its moral relativism
in teaching that "the good™ or “bad” of slav-
ery was relative to the interests of the terri-
torial majority. Equality was a “selfevident”
truth, not a suggestion.

SG: In the same manner, what is

historicism and how does the

apply to Abraham Lincoln?

JF: Historicism is a version of relativism
that reduces thought and action to historical
context of time and place. Historicists are
particularly suspicious of “great man theo-
ries” implicit to the study of statesmanship
because, as they claim, such approaches over-
lnok the extent to which all ideas and actions
are historically determined by forces beyond
the leader’s control. It is not the “reflection
and choice” of individual human beings that
make history, but primarily social, economic,
and ideological conditions thar determine
their thought and action. Historicism denics
a fixed human nature and emphasizes that all
human beings are “a product of their time.”

In effect, we are all imprisoned by our times
and can’t think beyond the limits of these
times. The historicist rejects timeless truths
and sees human nature and consciousness
as plastic and variable over time. Instead of
universal principles, the historicist looks to
the doctrine of progress and historical inevi-
tability—that history is divided into progres-
sive stages of improvement with their own
set of standards. It is one thing to acknowl-
edge the role of circumstances and context
in interpreting the past; however, it is quite

another to reduce greatness of thought and
action to time and place. One may recognize
that as a stutesman Lincoln had to accom-
maodate to the prejudices of his time with-
out conceding that his thought or action
were determined by these same prejudices.
The greatest minds and leaders possess the
vision to consider things as much as humanly
possible, “wub ipecies acternitate”™—under the
aspect of eternity. Indeed, the power of Lin-
coln’s statesmanship was found in his appeal
to the self~evident truths of the Declaration,
which, he believed, applied, in the abstract,
to all people at all rimes. Contrary o the
historicist denial of a fixed human nature,
Lincoln affirmed the existence of endur-
ing truths about human nature, when he
exclaimed after his victory in the 1864 elec-
tion: “Human-nature will not change. Inany
future great national trial, compared with
the men of this, we shall have as weak, and
as strong; as silly and as wise; as bad and
good. Let us, therefore, study the incidents
of this, as philesophy to learn wisdom from,
and none of them as wrongs to be revenged.”
Here Lincoln makes clear that politics must
takes its bearings not from changing eco-
nomic or social circumstances of time and
place, but from a fixed human nature.

SG: You chose
six categorics
under which you
define Lincoln's
philosophy. Please
comment on each.
JF: 1 view these six
dimensions as essential
to understanding and
appreciating states-
manship as the apex
of political grearness. |
hope that my approach
as a political philoso-
pher will stir dialogue
about the meaning,
purpose, and ends of
statesmanship and will
contribute, in some small way, to its revival,
The framework attempts to provide a stan-
dard to consider and judge past, present,
and future leaders.

WISDOM

Wisdom is the gift of insight and vision
about human nature and government. The
ancients divided wisdom into two kinds of
virtues or excellences: 1) theoretical, and
2) practical. The former, theoretical wis-
dom, refers to one’s comprehensive vision

of human nature and government and the
corresponding ability to provide a rational
account of this vision, as Lincoln did with
democracy. Practical wisdom or prudence, as
discussed below, is the virtue of realizing this
vision as much as possible under the circum-
stances. Put another way, prudence applics
principles of right reason under the prevail-
ing customs, laws, and habit of the time. |
regard Lincoln as a philosopher statesman
because he possessed both kinds of wisdom.
His greatness united thought and action. His
practice was informed by theory as when he
explained, “The theory of our government
is Universal Freedom. ‘All men are created
free and equal,’ says the Declaration of Inde-
pendence. The word "Slavery”is not found in
the Constitution,” Lincoln should be con-
sidered alongside the grear philosophers of
democracy such as Plato, Aristotle, Toc-
queville, Rousseau, and Joha Stuart Mill.
Consider, for example, how he defined our
national ordeal in philosophical terms as a
clash over the meaning of first principles
of self~government. Pondering the elusive
meaning of liberty, he observed: “The world
has never had a good definition of the word
liberty, and the American people, just now,
are much in want of one. *“We all declare for
liberty; but in using the same word we do
not all mean the same thing. With some the
word liberty may mean for each man to do as
he pleases with himself, and the product of
his labor; while with others the same word
may mean for some men to do as they please
with other men, and the product of other
men’s labor. Here are two, not only differ-
ent, but incompatable [sic] things, called by
the same name—liberty. And it follows that
each of the things is, by the respective par-
ties, called by two different and incompar-
ible names—liberty and tyranny.” In sum,
Lincoln’s theoretical wisdom equipped him
to do intellecrual bartle with the proslavery
apologists of his time. Through this strug-
gle, he articulated an ultimate moral justi-
fication of self-government that continues
to define us as a people.

PRUDENCE

Prudence is the virtue of practical wis-
dom, of acting according to rules of right
reason in the realm of ethics and politics. It
involves applying moral principle under the
circumstanee and harmonizing means and
ends. Lincoln's leadership has often been
described as “pragmatic.” | do not like this
term because it connotes that he was unprin-
cipled and acted on the basis of expediency
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and interest alone. Th:}ugh sometimes the
term pragmatic is used to refer to a flexible
style of leadership that is the opposite of
dogmatic, more often than not it suggests
someone who is short on vision and seeks to
resolve questions through “horse-trading,”
short-sighted deals that work for the time
being. Lincoln’s prudence is most readily
seen in extending the principle of equal-
ity through the Emancipation Proclama-
tion. Here his policy considered a variety
of contingencies such as the reaction of the
border states, the potential response of the
Supreme Court, the constitutionality of the
measure, its effect on the army, the reaction
of public opinion and foreign countries. He
chose the policy that best addressed these
variables. Anyone wha thinks Lincoln was
a mere pragmatist unconcerned with prin-
ciples in politics should read his instructions
prior to his election where he discouraged
any compromise on the core principle of the
Republican Party: “Prevent, as far as pos-
sible, any of our friends from demoralizing
themselves, and our cause, by entertaining
propositions for compromise of any sort,
on “slavery extention[.] There is no possi-
ble compromise upon it, but which puts us
under again, and leaves all our work to do
over again. Whether it be a Mo. Line, or
Eli Thayer's Pop. Sov. it is all the same. Let
either be done, & immediately filibustering
and extending slavery recommences. On that
point hold firm, as with a chain of steel.”

DuTY

The parameters of statesmanship are
defined by duty. Unlike other kinds of lead-
ers, statesmen and stateswomen act in an
official capacity and should be judged by
how well they perform their oath-bound
duty as elected officials sworn to uphold the
Constitution. A consideration of statesman-
ship thus involves an understanding of the
duties that pertain to office and whether or
not a leader has acted cowardly, corruptly,
or incompetently in carrying them out,
Dhuty both empowers and restrains lead-
ers., Empnwermcnt without restraing is a
license for tyranny, while restraint without
empowerment is a recipe for impotence. [
show how Lincoln's sath-bound duty both
empowered and constrained his statesman-
ship and how it differed from competing
views of duty invoked by the radical abo-
litionists, southerners, and popular sover-
eigns. Lincoln’s example can be contrasted
to that of his predecessor James Buchanan
who shirked his duty in allowing the Union

to be dismembered. On the contrary, the
sixteenth president saw his office as binding
and authorizing him to preserve the Union:
“In your hands, my dissatisfied fellow coun-
trymen, and not in mine, is the momentous
issue of civil war. The government will not
assail you. You can have no conflict, withour
being yourselves the aggressors. You have
no oath registered in Heaven to destroy the
government, while I shall have the most sol-
emn one to ‘preserve, protectand defend” it.”

MAGNANIMITY

This character trait is the defining vir-
tue of statesmanship!! The term comes from
the ancient Greek word meaning greatness
of soul and was described by Aristotle as
“the crown of the virtues; for it makes them
greater, and it is not found without them.”
Magnanimity is “the virrue that disposes
us to do good to others on a large scale”
The magnanimous leader is concerned with
great honors that accrue to the achievement
of great deeds. He or she is possessed of an
honorable ambition. In the thirteenth cen-
tury, 5t. Thomas Aquinas revised this virtue
to include the Christian norms of humility
and charity. Greatness, for Aquinas, involved
a charitable servant leadership, modeled after
the example of Christ. For Aquinas, mag-
nanimous leaders are both great and humble.
I believe that this most accurately describes
the core of Lincoln'’s leadership. True, Lin-
coln was conscious of his superiority over
others, but he also humbly recognized the
existence of a higher power, his dependence
upon God, and the gulf between the human
and Divine will. One need not prove that
Lincoln had read Aquinas, only that there
are rimeless truths ro show how Aquinas’s
profound teaching applies to Lincoln and
is perhaps the most reliable tool for under-
standing the sixteenth president’s rare com-
bination of humility and greatness.

RHETORIC

Rhetoric, the art of public persuasion in
politics, is a crucial element of statesman-
ship. Though wisdom is also essential to
statesmanship, on its own accord, it rarely
prevails in politics. It is all too easily silenced
through the shouts of demagogues or dis-
torted through the wiles of sophists. The
voice of wisdom in politics is made audi-
ble through the art of public persuasion, or
what the ancients called rhetoric. Particu-
larly in democracies, the statesman’s success
depends not only on a clear and profound
understanding of human nature and politics,
but also on the ability to communicate this

noble vision through a philesophic rhetoric
that ennobles the public. Speaking of the
statesman’s rhetorical task in a democracy,
Lincoln explained: *In this and like commu-
nities, public sentiment is everything. With
public sentiment, nothing can fail; without it
nothing can succeed. Consequently he who
moulds public sentiment, goes deeper than
he who enacts statutes or pronounces deci-
sions. He makes statutes and decisions pos-
sible or impossible to be executed.” Rhetoric
is the art of “moulding” public sentiment.
However, as Lincoln well recognized, pub-
lic opinion was not infallible, It was sus-
ceptible to manipulation by demagogues
and sophists whose false docrrines dehu-
manized an entire race or stirred rebellion
against the government, Thus, he empha-
sized that although “public opinion settles
every question . . .[it must be in] accordance
with the philosophy of the human mind as
it is.” That is to say, legitimate policies must
correspond to the truth of reality and human
nature, rather than to the selfish interests,
distortions, or delusions of the persuaders.
In my book, I seck to reveal both the sub-
stance and style of Lincoln’s philosophic
rhetoric in providing an ultimate moral jus-
tification of self-government and in inspir-
ing devorion 1o the Union and the principles
for which it stood. Lincoln's mastery of the
English language enabled him to commu-
nicate his vision and policies in simple and
plain terms that inspired his listeners and
that have defined us ever since as a nation.
Consider his rhetorical fear at Gettysburg
in defining the meaning of the Civil War
and distilling the essence of our Ameri-
can creed. Unfortunately, the term rhetoric
has a bad name today. We associate it with
“spin” and verbal manipulation. Granted,
there are base and noble forms of persua-
sion. ‘The ancients distinguished between a
noble rhetoric and sophistry and demagogu-
ery. Sophistry is the clever manipulation of
language for the sake of self-interest with-
out regard to truth and justice. Indeed, Lin-
coln used the term sophistry in its ancient
sense to describe the twisting of the truth
tor unjust and harmful purposes. In partic-
ular, he repudiated the moral relativism of
popular sovereignty as a deceptive sophistry
that dehumanized the African American.
Its feigned moral indifference was a clever
ruse to make the institution perpetual and
national. In sophistic fashion, popular sover-
cignty evaded the question of slavery’s inher-
ent evil or goodness, Lincoln thus warned:
“Let us be diverted by none of those sophis-
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LINCOLN JEOJ:

tical contrivances wherewith we
are so industriously plied and
belabored—contrivances such
as grouping for some middle
ground between the right and
wrong: vain as the search for a
man who should be neither a liv-
ing man nor a dead man; suchasa
pnﬁq.:].' of ‘don'tcare’ona qu::srimt
about which all men de care.”
Lincoln also used the term “soph-
istry” in describing pro-secession
doctrines that incited rebellion
against the Union. Demagogu-
ery, in contrast to sophistry, refers
to a popular leader’s pandering to
the people by stirring up the crowd’s base
emotions of fear, hate, and envy. Lincoln
famously warns about the threat of dema-
goguery in the Lyceumn Address. The pov-
erty of our political discourse today would
benefit by reviving these terms and recog-
nizing their role in debasing public opinion.

PATRIOTISM

Much has been said about Lincoln’s ambi-
tion, and even his melancholy, as 2 spur to his
greatness, Scholars often point to William
Herndon's statement that his law partner's
ambition was a “little engine that knew no
rest.” Yet Herndon also testified to his law
partner’s patriotism. He recollected him say-
ing in 1851: “How hard—oh hew more than
hard it is to die and leave one’s Country no
better for the life of him that lived and died
her child.” Such expressions of gratitude and
service are characteristics of the true patriot.
Unfortunately, modern efforts to uncover the
subconscious springs of Lincoln's political
muotivations have too often overlooked love
of country. [ devote a chapter in the book
to explore the role that love of country or
patriotism likewise played in inspiring the
sixteenth president and in rallying support
for the Union cause during the war.

Because Lincoln’s love of country invelved
a critical self-reflection on the success, fail-
ures, and promise of the American regime,
it may be described as a reflective or philo-
sophical patriotism as discussed above. The
essence of Lincoln's reflective patriotism
is found in his eulogy to Henry Clay, his
“beau ideal” of a statesman. Lincoln admired
Clay for placing national interest above sec-
tional interest and for reconciling the love of
his own country with the good of human-
ity. “Mr. Clay's predominant sentiment,”
he explained, “from first to last, was a deep
devotion to the cause of human liberty—a

strong sympathy with the oppressed every
where, and an ardent wish for their eleva-
tion. With him, this was a primary and all
controlling passion, Subsidiary to this was
the conduct of his whole life. He loved his

country partly because it was his own coun-
try, but mostly because it was a free country;
and he burned with a zeal for its advance-
ment, prosperity and glory, because he saw
in such, the advancement, prosperity and
glory, of human liberty, human right and
human nature. He desired the prosperity
of his countrymen partly because they were
his countrymen, but chiefly to show to the
world that freemen could be prosperous.”
To be sure, in praising Clay, Lincoln was
describing those virtues he sought to develop
in himself as a young statesman. Finally, it
is worth comparing similaritics between
the Athenian leader Pericles' view of stares-
manship in the fifth century BC and the
six dimensions of statesmanship embodied
by Lincoln. According to Pericles, it is the
mark of a statesman: “To know what must
be done and to be able to explain it; to love
one’s country and to be incorruptible.”

S5G: When Lincoln deseribed
himself as an “instrument of God,”
what did he mean and how did this
concept set him apart from others?

JF: He was speaking of his experience of
being called by God to play a providential
role in the war, Today, if someone were to
call himself an “instrument of God,” it would
rightly give us pause. The person would seem
to be either self-righteous or a fanatic. Our
more sccular culture avoids such religious
expressions. One thinks of terrorists and sui-
cide bombers who invoke God before they
slaughter. Even in Lincoln’s time, fanat-
ics like John Brown considered themselves
as “an instrument of God” commissioned
to punish slaveholders for their sins. Con-

trary to these unbalanced expressions of
fairh, Lincoln does not claim o know
God's will. His self-understanding
is that of a humble and faithful ser-
vant who acknowledges the distance
between the Divine and human will
and yer still seeks to fulfill his parr
in Providence. God's will cannot be
known with certainty. He has given
us “the light of reason” 1o work out his
purposes, however imperfectly, as best
we can. This tension between human
striving and Divine providence is the
paradox of faith. We see through a glass
darkly yet do our best to remain faithful
to God's purposes, even in the face of
suffering. Some have mistakenly deseribed
this experience as *fatalism,” when, in fact, it
represents a profound, mature and thought-
ful expression of faith. It is worth quoting
Lincoln's reply to Mrs Gurney, a Quaker
Woman who came to the White House o
provide spiritual consolation to the president,
as a testimony of his living faith: “In the
very responsible position in which 1 happen
to be placed, being a humble instrument in
the hands of our Heavenly Father, as [ am,
and as we all are, to work out his great pur-
poses, | have desired that all my works and
acts may be according to his will, and that
it might be so, | have sought his aid—but if
after endeavoring to do my best in the light
which he affords me, 1 find my efforts fail, 1
must believe that for some purpose unknown
to me, He wills it otherwise.”

SG: What is your next

Lincoln-related project?

JE: My former professor and collabora-
tor Ken Deutsch and 1 are editing a book
cntitled, The Renewal of dAmerican Statesman-
ship, which will be published by Kentucky
University Press. Our large scale work will
include primarily American presidents, as
well as other significant American leaders,
who demonstrate both the strengths and
weaknesses with reference to the normative
principles of American statesmanship. We
have some great contributors.
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