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GRADY McWHINEY

Grady McWhiney, professor of history at Wayne State University wll:
bring us our first really professional look at a most controversial
Confederate General...Braxton Bragg, This will be Dr. McWhiney first
appearance beforesour membership.

"Born in Shreveport, Louisiana, in 1928, I spent two years in the
marines near the end of WWII before I received a B.S. degree from Cen-
tenary College in 1950. My graduate work was done at Louisana State
University (M.A. 1951) and at Columbia University (Ph.D., 1960).

"Over the pagt twenty odd years I have taught at seven different
colleges and universities, including Northwestern University (1960-65)
and the University of British Columbia (1965-70). I am now, and kave
been since 1970, professor of history at Wayne State University." How-
ever, in June, 1975, Dr. McWhiney will become Chairman of the Depart-
ment of History and Digtinquished Professor of Southern History at the
University of Alabama.

"I have authored or edited seven books, including BRAXTON BRAGG
AND CONFEDERATE DYFWAT (which won the American Historical Agsociation'c
Pacific Coast Branch Award in 1969), and two dozen of my articles have
been published in scholarly journals.

The other books include: co-authorship of THE SOUTHERNER AN OTHER
AMERICANS (1960); co-editorship of LEE*S DISPATCHES TO JEFFERSON DAVLS
(1957); and HISTORICAL VISTAS (2 vols., 1963-64); editorship of RECON-
STRUCTION AND THE FREEDMAN (1963) and T0 MEXICO WITH TAYLOR AND SCOTT,
and GRANT, LEE, LINCOLN AND OTHER RADICALS.

Honors and fellowships received include: Harry S. Truman Award,
19703 Phi Alpha Theta Lecturer, Indiana University, 1970; American His-
torical Association's Pacific Coast Branch Award, 1969; Digtinguished
Vieiting Scholar, World Affairs Conference, 1968; “Canada Council Fel-
low, 1968-69; Columbia University Award for the best-written disserta-
tion in United States history, 1960; Southern Fellowship Fund Fellow,
195455, Gallant Service &Kward of the Chicago CWRT in 1971.



CLEVEIAND CWRT BULLETIN BOARD
DUES

?here are still about a third of members who kave overlooked this
very important part of kontinuing membership. We need the dues %o carry
on the vital operations of YOUR organization. See, call or write to
Treasurer Bob Bayless NOW!

BATTLEFIELD ALERT

Mrs. W.P. (Annie) Snyder, chairman of the Save The Battlefield
Committee, and PR person for the Prince William League for the Protec-
tion of Natural Resources, her address is 6312 Pageland lLane, Gaines-
ville, Va., 22065. Mrs. Snyder wrote to Jerry Russell, Editor of the
CIVIL WAR ROUND TABLE DIGEST ($7.50 per year --P.0. Box 7388, Little
Rock, Arkansas 72207) concerning the fight to protect the Manassas
Battlefields., A Dbill was introduced in the last Congress (by a lame-
duck Virginia Congressman) to enlarge the boundaries of the lManassas
Battlefield, to incorporate some vital sections that were not included
in the original boundaries. The bill which originally established the
park would have included 7000 acres, but local government wasn't happy
about taking so much land off the tax rolls, so that was cut to 3000
acres. Since that time, Park Superintendents have been upset that the
boundaries did not include the Brawner Farm, where the opening and de-
cisive action of the Second Battle of Bull Run or Manassas took place.
Mrs. Snyder tells us that this land has remained almost exactly as it
was when Stonewall Jackson fought there. It now belongs to an elderly
man who has lived almost like a hermit for the past 70-80. years. But,
this parcel of land may well o on the market before long. National
parks can no longer condemn and purchase land, but they can be a will~-
ing buyer from a willing seller. If the bill enlarging the boundaries
(which is due to be re-introduced in the current session of Congress)
ig adopted, the Park Service will be in a position to be a willing ‘&uye:
But, if the Marriott theme park plans go through, this Brawner Farm
would probably be among the first to go for hot dog stands, motels,and
what Mrs. Snyder refers to ag "all the other hideous commercial hallo-
ween-type stuff that accompanies sjch a ...venture." But the fight goes
on, and there is much that we can do, both as individuals and through
organizations such as CWRT's, historical gocieties, etc.

Mrs. Snyder thanks Civil War buffs for their help so far. ©She
notes that even though the Federal Highway Administration approved the
Marriott interchange on I-66 near the battlefields, no Federal funds
will be appropriated for the construction and an Environmental Impact
Statement must be made. As Mrs. Snyder puts it, "CWRT's and thelr
members around the nation (have) been very effective. Conceivably
Marriott can still build their park, but thanks to good friends léke
yourself (Russelll and your readers who have come through with letters,
moral and financial support, I am optimistic that it will be many years
before there is any construction and perhaps by that time theme parks
will have lost their appeal and Marriott may abandon the idea."

S0 What can you do? Write letters. Simple as thate.. just write
Write the Virginia Department of Highways & Transportation, 1221 East
Broad, Richmond, Va. 23219, and the Federal Highway sddministration
Division Engineer at the same address, expressing your opposition to
the "Marriott Driveway" or any other action which might imperil.the in-
tegrity of the Managsas Battlefields. Write your own Congressman and
Senators, urging them to support any legislation which would protect
our nation's heritage from violation. Specifically about Manassas,
write Rep James & Haley, and Senator Henry M Jackson. You write Con-
gressmen c/o U.S. House of Representatives, Washington DC 20515, and
Senators ¢/o .The U.S. Senate, Washington DC 20515. Write now.....!
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 ABRAHAM LINCOLN DID NOT DEFEND HIS WIFE BEFURE
TH% COMMITTEE ON THE CONDUCT OF THE WAR
: by L
Mark ®. Neely, Jr.,, Editor
" LINCOLN LORE

“We are witnessing a Lincoln myth in the making, and it provides a
rare oppurtunity to see what cultural forces are necessary to promote
to the status of popular myth one of the many obscure and deubtful sto-
ries about the sixteenth President. The event in question is Abraham
Lincoln's alleged visit to a secret session of a congressional committee
investigating rumors that Mary Todd Lincoln was leaking military secrets

to the Confederacy.
BRI 1. ORIGINS OF THE STORY

Lincoln's visit was first described in an article which appeared ir
a Washington, D.C., newspaper sometime after 1905 {(the article refers
to the "late" John Hay, who died in 1905). The author, E. J. Edwards,
attributed the "anecdote" to Thomas L. James, who had heard it "at the
time he was Postmaster General in Garfield's cabinet" from a "member of
the Senate committee on the conduct of the war in Lincoln's first ad-
ministration.” TRdwards's article continued:

"You doubtless remember,' said the senator to General James, "that
during a crucial period of the war many malicious stories were in cir-
culation, based upon the suspicion that Mrs. Lincoln was in sympathy =«
with the Confederacy. These reports were inspired by the fact that
xome of Mrs. Lincoln's relatives were in the Confederate service. At
last reports that were more than vague gossip were brought to the atten-
tion of some of my colleagues in the Senate, They made specific accu-
sation that Mrs. Lincoln was giving important information to secret
agents of the Confederacy. These reports were laid before my committee
and the committee thought it an imperative duty to investigate them...
One morning our committee purposed taking up the reports that imputed
disloyalty to Mrs. Lincoln. The sessions of the committee were necess-
arily secret....{(Suddenly) at the foot of the table, standing solitary,
his hat in his hand, his tall form towering above the committee members
Abraham Tincoln stood....The President had not been asked to come before
the committee, nor was it suspected that he had information that we
were to invegtigate the reports, which, if true, fastened treason upon
his family in the White House., ‘At last Lincoln...said:

'T, Abraham Iincoln, President of the United States, appear of my
own volition before this committee of the Senate to say that I, of my
own knowledge, know that it is untrue that any of my family hold treasor

able communication with the enemy.'
"%



*«ssewe sat for some .moments speechless., Then by tacit agreement,
no word being spoken, the committee dropped all consideration of the
rumors that the wife of the President was betraying the Union....We
were so greatly -affected that the committee adjourned for the day."”

Edwards's article, the orignial title of which is clipped from the
ctipy of the article in the Linecoln:*Library and Museum collection, was
privately republished as a pamphlet entitled THE SOLITUDE OF ABRAHAM
LINCOLN by Gilbert A. Tracy in Putnam, Connecticut in 1916, A statement
by Tracy in pen on the title page says that only thirty coples were
made, and a pencilled statement made on the cover at a later date claim
that only sixteen were printed. No alterations were made in the story,
an%hit was published, according to the title page, by permission of the
author.

The gtory would very likely have disappeared into the obscurity
typical of stories from rare pamphlets had Emanuel Hertz's ABRAHAM
LINCOLN: A NEW PORTRAIT (New York: Horace Liveright, 1931) not repeated
it (on pages 238-239). Carl Sandburg probably picked it up from Hertz;

. he did not quote Edwards verbatlm, ag Hertz had, but the story appears
in the second volume of Sandburg's ABRAHAM LINCOLN: THE WAR YEARS (New
York: Harcourt, Brace, 1939), pages 199-200., 1In a chapter about the
events of late 1862 and early 1863, Sandburg said that "Senate members
of the Committee on the Conduct of the War had get a secret morning
session for attention to reports that Mrs. Lincoln was a disloyalist.'
The poet thus added to Edwards's anecdote a date and one subtle embel-
lishment which will be discussed later.

"Again the story seemed likely to vanish from popular consciousness
Despite the fact that it was ready-made ammunition for Mary Lincoln's
apoldgists, the first of a long line of these, Ruth Painter Randall,
discredited the account. Her MARY LINCOLN: BIOGRAPHY OF A MARRIAGE
(Beston- Little, Brown, 1953) related the story but admitted that the

'evidence is- too vague and in part inaccurate...to justify an establis-
hed historical conclusion that this incident cccurred. One cannot
~accept Lincoln's words 11terally from such a long delayed, indirect
" account and the dramatization is highly seaoned. The thought comes to
mind that this story might be a confused version of Lincoln's inveter=
viewing members. of . the House Judiciary Committee in regard to the
Wickoff-watt 1mbrogllo. Mrs. Randall had seen the story in Hertz's
book, and then checked the original clipping ih the Lincoln National
Life Foundation csllectlon. She used her sources scrupulously and
threw cold water on the story, but her condemnation was mild and rather
tentatlve- she felt. that the story had at least the virtue of pointing

'up the ghastly situation created by the idea that Mrs. Lincoln was
- digloyal.,' As a partisan of Mrs. Lincoln, Mrs. Randall wanted.to be-~
lieve it, but her. respect for historical rigor prevented her from. doing

so.“ Warly 1n July, 1973, Connecticut Senator Lowell Weicker read Carl
Sandbuxg <3 verslon of the story into the records of the Senate Water-
gate -hearings and. into the - -political conscience of the nation. Weicker
read. the. anecdots ‘before dnational television audience to show that

N the first. Republlcan Presxdent‘had been willing to give testimony be-

fore:.a congressienal commlttee.a Senator Weicker's staff may have pick-
ed the story up From the fieWspapers. Bob Cromie had printed the ane-
cdote. as. supplled by Linc¢éln-gtudent Ralph Newman in the CHICAGO TRI-
BUNE of . June 2,1973. The story was- repeated by Ehlllp Warden eleven
days later in the same newspaApers ...

<This polltlcal use of the- dears»James-Sandburg story.gave it a
currency that no ‘attempt simply: to.dramatize. Lincoln s beleagured
presidency or'tb defend Mrs. Lincoln! a*reputat;on could have provided.
Aimost overnlﬂht Lintoln's vigit to'the»Commltiee becane not an obscure
anecdote but an 1mpor®ant #oraly Af not legal, precedent. Welcker
w1lllngly quoted thegtatenan't that: IAncoln . "had not been asked to come
before the committed’) ' Senatoerrv1n, Chalrman of the Senate Watergate
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Committee, never held that the Committee could issue a subpoena for
President Nixon's testimony,-and-the Lincoln story was left as a moral
example of ‘willifigness to volunteer information. President Ford has
tacitly testifiéd £6 the power of the moral example by appearing volun-
tarily before-aicongreéssional committee himself.

st II, IS THE STORY TRUE?

To date, Ruth Painter Randall is the principal, if reluctant, chal-
lenger of the story's truthfulness. She noted immediately that the
Gommittee on the Conduct of the War was a joint committee made up of

menbers from both houses of Congress. Thus E.J. Edward's original ar-
ticle ‘erred: in terming it a Senate committee. Here Sandburg's embellis
hment becomes important. He also knew the Committee was a joint com-
mittee, but the poet in him liked the drama and solemnity of the occa-
gion. ~Although he did mot quote the story entirely from Edwards (via
Hertz), Sandburg did seize on such dramatic passages from the original
aceount as these for their literary impact: 'Had he come by some in-
cantation, thus of a sudden appearing before us unannounced, we could
not have been more astounded'; the president's eyes revealed 'above all
an indescribable sense of his complete isolation.' Therefore Sandburg’
quiet alteration of the original words 'member of the Senate comnittee'’
to Senate members of the Committee' is proof that he did not possess
Mrs. Randall's respect for historical rigor and 8isciplines he wro?e )
what he wanted to believe and was willing to alter the record to fit it
In so doing, he also gave .the story new life, for he thus eliminated
the one elaring error which would have tipped off everyone thereafter
that the story was based on very flimsy evidence, Even the most cur-
sory eglance at the multi-volume reports of the Committee on the Conduct
of the War reveals that they were signed by House members as well as
Senate members, :

Sandburg, however, nearly made a serieus error of hisg own ?y claim
ing that the Committee 'set a secret morning segasion' to investigate
the rumors. Tdwards had said that the Committee's sessions were 'neces
sarily secret.' 1In fact all sessions of the Committee on the Conduct
of the War were held in secret. As a committee set up to investiggte
military operations during wartime, it could hardly have held ?ub}lc
sessions with any hope of gaining testimony from the generalg %t.ln-
terviewed. ¥Wdwards's version, of course, left open the posszb}llty‘
that all sessions were secret; Sandburg's version came nearer implying
that this session was unique for its secrecy.

There are more reasons to doubt the story than these. Sandburg,
probably for stylistic reasons, eliminated Edwards's remark thgt the
anecdote had been 'related to General Thomas L. James at the time he
was Postmaster General in Garfield's Cabinet.’ This ti¢e uncon3019usl3
sandbureconsiderably improved on the original by expanding the period
of time in which the anecdote could have been told. According ?0 The
original version, however, this time was very limited, for Garfield wac
Pregsident for only six months, being assassinated in September of the
first year of his administration. Postmaster General James, then, had
to hear the anecdote from a Senate member of:the Committee on the Con-
duct of tke War in 1881. :

The problem is that most of these men were dead by then. Senator
Benjamin Franklin Wade of Ohio, Chairman of the Committee, died in 187¢
Sénator Zachariah Chandler, who alsgo served on +he Committee throughou:
the war years, died in 1879. mennessee's Andrew Johnson, who servgé o
the Committee only until he became military governor of Tennessee 1n
1862, died in 1875. Senator Joseph A. wright of Indiana also served or
on the Committee:for a brief perind, but he died in 1867, Only ftwo
other senators ever served on the Committee., O(ne was Pennsylvania s
Charles Rollin Buckalew, who was not elected to the Senate until 1863,
The other was (regon's Benjamin Franklin Harding, who served in the
Senate only after December 1, 1862R(he filled the seat vacated by the



death of Lincoln's friend Edward D. Baker). Buckalew and Harding both
lived until 1899.

If Thomas L. James heard the anecdote in 1881 from a Senator who
had been a member of the Committee on the Conduct of the War, he heard
it from Buckalew or Harding. Buckalew seems an unlikely candidate be-
cause he was.a Democrat.. -James was a-long-time Republican, and it is
doubtful that he hdd any special relationship.with Buckalew.:® - The Joint
Committee on the Conduct of the War-could meet. without a guorum, “In
practice, this meant that no Democratic members of the Committee had to
be present at the sessions, and critics of the Committee frequently
complained that the minority members were ignored. "It seems very doubt
ful indeed that Republicans would have invited Buckalew to be present
at a meeting discussing rumors which, if true, would have doomed the
Republican administration and probably destroyed the party. Méreover,
Buckalew left the Senate for good after his one term. If Jameg Heard
the story from this Democrat, either the Postmaster General travelléd
to Pennsylvania to see him, or Buckalew travelled to Washington, for
Buckalew returned to Washington as a Representative only in 1887.

B.F. Harding, on the other hand, was a Republican like James; this
fact increases the possibility of intimacy with James and the all-~im-~
portant possibility that Harding might have been privy to a meetihg of
such critical importance-to the Republican party as the one Edwavds and
James described, However, Harding served only one term as United Sta-
tes Senator. According to a biégraphical sketch supplied by the. Uregon
Historical Society, Harding “'retired' to Oregon after 1865 and died
there thirty-four years later. He did not hold any national office,
_elective or appointive, after 1865. Unless James (a New Yorker) visit-
éd Oregon or Harding visited Washington, it is impossible for James to
have heard the story from this, the only Republican senator who had
served on the Committee who was still alive in 1881,

RExamined closely, the story of the Lincoln visit to the Committee
on the Conduct of the War vanishes after improbabilities are stacked
on improbabilities. To narrow the evidence to manageablé form for
verification is a relatively simple task. Ignoring Edwards's mistake
about the make-up of the Committee on the Conduct of the War, the curi-
ous student can very gquickly show that only  -two men, one a Democrat,
‘neither important figures in Congress or on the Committee (which was
dominated by its energetic chairman), could possibly have told James
the story. Both had been out of national public office for over a de-
cade by 1881, The man in nearby Pennsylvania was a Democrat who pro-
bably would not have been present at the alleged session; the Republi-
can lived a continent apart from Washington, D. C.

ITI. WHY BELIEVE IT?

The remarkable thing is less that the evidence proves fli@sy upon
examination than that no one has bothered particularly to examine it.
Myths feed on a greater willingness to use a story than to s?udy it.
Over the years, the Edwards-James story has served gseveral different
causes.

Almost everything written to date on the Committee on the CQnduct
of the War stems from the period when the abolitionists were taking a
beating at the hands of American historians and when every e?fgrt‘was
made to delineate a gulf between those Republicans with abolitionist
leanings and their President. Edwards's own anecdote was largely free
of taking sides in the factional dispute. FEdwards said nothing harsh
about the Committee, and indeed the story is supposed To have come
from a member of that very Committee. Yet it was ecasily adaptable in
other hands to that anti-abolitionist animus, and it was to that facm_
tional end that Sandburg used the story. He prefaced it with a descriy
tion of ‘the snarling chaos of the winter of 1862-63.' Amidst mutter-
ings of 'a secret movement:to impeach President Lincoln,' Sandburg
© gaid, 'Stubbornly had he followed gis own middle course, earhing 1in



both parties enemies who for different reasons wanted him out of the
way.' Conveniently, the names of the 'radical Repbulicans who took part
in the secret movement....could only be guessed.' Edwards's anecdote
though this was not its original intent, was readily adaptable for those
who wished to prove thevunreasonableness and immoderation of Lincoln's
factional opposition,

The anecdote wag kept alive by other motives. Although Ruth Pain-
ter Randall's biography of Mary Todd Lincoln gave it more dignity than
it deserved by saying that it at least showed the sort of problems this
Southern First ILady could have, she rejected it. Her follwers have
been less careful. Irving Stone's LOVE IS ETERNAL (1954), a sympathe-
tic account of the Lincolns' domestic life, was a novel and could there
fore invoke the story in an effort to depict the unfairness and malig-
nity of Mrs. Lincoln's critics (see pages 380-382), Margaret Bassett's
ABRAHAM & MARY TODD LINCOLN (1973), also a sympathetic account of Mrs.
Lincoln, cited Mrs. Randall's book in the bibliography But nevertheless
said that Mary Todd's character 'became so much a public issue that the
President was impelled to say to Congress that he guaranteed his wife's
loyalty.' Ishbel Ross also noted 'a deep debt of gratitude to the late
Ruth Painter Randall’® for her sympathetic research on Mrs. Lincoln.
Nevertheless, Ms. Ross's THE PRESIDENT'S WIFE: MARY TODD LINCOLN (1973}
states that 'It has become legendary that when he (Lincoln) heard what
was afoot, he walked alone to the Capitol and appeared suddenly before
the committee,’

Phere are doubtless two forces at work here, perhaps indistinguish
ably. One reason for the relatively new desire to believe the best of
Mary Todd and the worst of her enemies 1§ the feminist movement which
is causing a great deal of interest in the role of women in history and
which allows us, for example, to see Mary Todd Lincoln's interest in
politics as a forward-looking escape from the nineteenth-century female
stereotype rather than as an inappropriate meddlesomeness. At the same
time, some authos use the story for the sake of an almost Victorian
sentimentalism, replacing the First Iady on her dignified pedestal far
from the vulgar vipers in Congress. Neither form of Mary Lincoln apo-
lngetics, however, was strong enough on its own to launch the story to
national popular amythic status.

That leap required powerful political motives, by which I do not
necessarily mean 'party' motives (Senator Weicker is, or was a member
of the same party as President Lincoln and Nixon). The fact of the
matter is, nevertheless, that the anecdote was again useful to those
who wished a standard of presidential accountability different from
that of the incumbent President's. Use was gtill the criterion, and
nnt intellectual curiosity. After President Nixon suggested a parallel
between his own beleagured presidency and Lincoln's. TIME magazine's
Hugh Sidey (in the February 25, 1974 issue) could quote historians
Bruce Catton, Richard Current, and David Donald that they found the
parallel forced and selective (President Nixon's speech, they said,
notably ignored Lincoln's reputation for honesty). Yet TIME did not
bring up a similar battery of Lincoln historians to testify about the
alleged appearance before the Committee on the Conduct of the War.

The myth of Lincoln's defense of his wife before Ben Wade's Com-
mittee is based on flimsy evidence and a great deal of desire--desire
to make the abolitionists look bad, desire to make Frs. Iincoin's cri-
%ics seem at once unreasonable and influential, and desire to prescribe
a gtandard of political behavior for today's Presidents. Whatever the
merit of these desires, no cause is well served by making precedents
from shoddy anecdotes. We have been watching the birth of a myth; let
us hope soon to see its quiet demise.

EDITOR'S NOTE: After reading this particular Lincoln Lore bulletin
(#1643-January 1975) I felt that it must be made available in its com-
plete form to all those who hold a great respect for history. Thanks to
Mark Neely and his organization for this article. Other Roundtables
take note for your newsletters. 7




The mule

Is no damn foolj T

EgS
ta
L.

THT ARMY MULE G v el
Arthur Guiterman.

Regerved and cool,

He tugs not till he's heard

The properly improper word.

The connisseur of cursory remarks,

He stirs not till the teamster barks

The picturesque profanity

Of vigorous humanity.

The dialect may be-of any nation,

But, if it's rich in fervent objurgation,

With ears spread wide

He marks with joy and pride

His driver's eloguence

And moves from hence to thence.

Perguade the ass

With thistles, hay, or grass;

Subject the horse

By means of oats or force

Beneath your rule!

The free bhorn mule

Will only do as you desire him

When red hot epithets inspire him

But,

Whether shrilled in terror or falsetto,

The music moves him mere than the libretto.

Editor's'Note:_
- pert.

Thanks to member Leigh Tanger, our resident mule
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