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But. the plan for a oommercial union aner secession may Later Wells argued, ''Ever since the 1858 campaign Lincoln 
help to tell the reader what. it was. All nationalism has some and Douglas had been drawing close:r· together in their views 
specific social content. Love of the nation seems never to be on a wide variety of subjects. while the skies began to darken 
love of the whole nation, pimps, prostitutes, criminals, and on the national horizon." 
all, t.hough one suspects every nation contains such creatures. Was Douglas, in the light of lhecustoms union plan, growing 
Love of country seems more to be a love of a na.tional ideal, more like Lincoln or more like Winfield Scott (though Scott 
and when the historian begins to fill in the specifics of Douglas' favored the Bell·EvereH ticket in 1860)? Or "'"" Oough>>; 
national ideal, then he begins to sec that both Uncoln and growing more like R M. T. Hunter, an avowed secessionist. 
Douglas loved the Union, al1 right, but. they loved different who became Jefferson Davis' Secretary of State? Of course, 
Unions. Douglas was not much like Scott or Hunter. And he was not. 

Oouglas' admirers and apol· much like Lincoln either. 
ogists among twentieth~entury Beyond some superficial and 
historians have insisted other- vague similarities. Douglas was 
wise. They have stressed the unlike Lincoln on most cruciaJ 
similarities rpthe:r than the policy issues. 1b see it otherwise 
differences between Douglas is 1.0 turn American history into 
and Lincoln. These historians a past of bland hasb pouring 
tend to argue that. Douglas and slowly down t.o today. But there 
Lincoln were a lot more alike in was real spice in the differenc('S 
thcir views tban they seemed in between Unooln and Douglas. 
their own day. Even Robert Even afU!r the fall of Fort 
Jobannscn, Douglas' most Sumter. Douglas said, f•Sofar as 
recent. most. able. and most any of the partisan questions 
judicious biographer, supplies are concerned, 1 stand in equal. 
an example of this near the end irreconcilable, and undying 
of his distinguished Stephen A opposition both to the Republi· 
Dou.glo.s (New York: Oxford Uni· cans and Secessionists.'' Doug· 
versity Press,l973): "His I Doug· las thought of his differences 
las'] relations with the Rcpub- from Lincoln as; "irreconcilable" 
lican President, witb whom he and .. radical,'' and they always 
had more in common than were. Just after l.~ncoln's elec· 
many thought, would . . • be <ion in 1860, Douglas had 
better than they had been with assured ninety-six New Orleans 
Buchanan, a memberofhisown citizens. "No man in America 
party." Damon WeJis provides a regrets the election of Mr. Lin· 
rather more careless example: coln more than [do; none made 
11

, •• as soon as the abrasion of more strenuous exertions to 
debate began to force a chtrifi· defeat. him; none differ with him 
cation and definition of . . . more radically and irreoonc:ila· 
principles, and as the focus of bly upon all the great principles 
tho contesL later turned from the involved in the contest." 
niceties of principles per se to a Some historians who attempt 
study of tho.ir application, the to d.raw Lincoln and Douglas 
chasm separating Linooln and closer together tend t.o assume 
Oouglaf; began to close. It. that Douglas' views - in par· 
became apparent that ncither ticular, his policy of popular 
reaHy wanted absolute equaJity f'roln tM ~A WCITI'I'I sovereignLy - might have 
in all areas of American life for J.mc:oln Ubrnqcmd J.IU~J~tWn Worked in practical effect to the 
the Ne~'I'O, that both !lgl'CCd to FfClJRE t. Non. Stephen A. Dougws, a Currier & lves same end that [,incoln's oppo· 
supportthc Pugitive Slave Law, lithograph issued for the campaign of 1860, was based sition to slavery's expansion 
and that neither man really o n a photograph attributed to Allc.n and Horton of did, only without the bloodshed 
wantedtoadmit.anymon)slave Aurora, Illinois. In "The Photo{.'l'tt.phic Portrait.,;:; of of Civil War. Probably themos' 
states into the Union. Both Stephen A. Douglas," Lloyd Ostendorf and R. Bruce modern historian to bold such 
regarded the Dred Scott. d1..'<!l· Duncan date the photograph ;•before May 1, 1861," but views is Damon Wells: " ... 
sion as an obstacle to their theCurrier&tvesUt.hographal1owsmoreprccision:t.hc slavery might well have been 
peculiar solution to the problem photograph was Ulkcn before 1861 and probably before first oontained and then erad· 
of slavery in the terriWrie:s." November 1860. icated without a nation having 
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FlGURJ> 2. Harper's Weekly noted Douglas' death by 
runnmg this woodcut portrait, identified by the illus
trat-ed newspaper as uthe latest authentic one ever 
taken" and as "that by which h e him~e.lf wished to be 
remembered by poste•·ity." ••lt presents the man,'' the 
paper we nt c>n, ••in his best mood. at the culminating 
point of his life, before the cares and illness of lbe last 
weary months had left. their traces upon his noble faoo ... •• 
ln b"uth, the phot..ogl"aph on whjch this woodcut portrait 
was based was, according to Ostendorf and Duncan, the 
last taken by Mathew Brady but not the last photograph 
of Douglas by any means. Moreover, it was taken in 1859 
and not in 1860. Douglas tbougbtthc Brady photograph 
uthe ixmt yet take n," and indeed it proved to be quite 
popular, being reproduced widely for the campelgn o f 
1860 and aft.er Douglas' death. 

to pay the terrible price of civil war." 
Stephen A. Oouglru; himself never said he would contain 

slavery and eventually see it eradicated. Nor, from anything 
he ever wrote or said in a speech, doos it soom t.o be what 
he intended. Ccrt.ainly that was not Douglas' policy goal in 
t he late period of his life during which his views were allegedly 
growing closer t.o Lincoln's. In the sixth Lincoln-Douglas 
debate in 1858, at Quincy, the LitUe Giant warned Lincoln 
egaiost discussing "tbe morals of the people" of the slave 
states. for which '1they are accountable to god and their 
posterity and not to us." I f. Douglas chided his rival, one simply 
ignored slavery as a moral question and allowed the people 
of the t.<lrritorics themselves to decide whether to adopt. slavery, 
America could preserve the peace and "this republic can exist 
forever divided into free and slave States, as our fathers made 
it." Lincoln immediately recognized the significance of 
Douglas' statement. and seized on it in his rebuttal, saying 
that Douglas had announced "here to-day. to be put on rOO>rd, 
that his system conremp/ates that it shall last (oreuu." 

I was a lmost. as startled when 1 read this e.xchange in the 
debates as Lincoln was. At first, I thought that Douglas' 
statement about slavery's future was aslipofthe tongue, born 
of a too neat reversal of Lincoln's oontroversial statement in 
the House Divided speech that the country could not"endurc, 
permanently half sl.o.ue and half free." 

But Douglas' remark was no slip of the tongue. On February 
10. 1859. he responded to a man's request for an autographed 
sentiment with these words: .,1 take pleasure in complying 
with your request to fu,Tnish you my autograph, with the 
sentitnent that this Union can exist forever divided into (roo 
and slave states. as our fathers made i4 if the Constitution 
be preserved inviolate." Autographed sentiments were a 
charming nineteenth-century custom whereby an autograph 
collector solicited for his coJlection $0mething more thiln a 
mere signature. The answering statesman customarily 
supptied some cat<:hphrasc for the utterance of which he 
wanted to be remembered in history. It was an invitation to 
eloquence and abstract principle, and Douglas' answer in this 
instance could by no means be construed as an unfortunate 
phrase born of the heat. of momentary debate or as a statement 
with a practical or temporary political purpose at odds with 
his systematic ideology. This was Douglas' ideology, as 
systematically stated as he was ever going to make iL 

.Douglas' reaction to secession, if viewed closely, also helps 
portray the specific social content of his nationalism. J ust 
after South Carolina's secession, Oouglas wrote his close 
Springfield political associate Charles Lanphier: "The 

I"I'(Jin the LouiM A \WI.rm• 
J.mmln J..iiNury and AIUA(W'IJ 

FIGUIU: 3. Frank Leslie'• T/luslral.ed t•lew•papcr 
devoted more space than their rivals at Harper,s to 
coverage of the deat.h of Stephen A. Douglas. Leslie's 
ran this full-page woodeut of Douglas, identifying it. as 
based on a recent photograph by the Jesse Whitehurst 
Gallery of Washington. ln 'act, the woodcut appears to 
have been based on two po.·traits of Douglas lllken in 
the Whitehurst studio. Le•lie'• ~rtists took the body from 
o ne photograph, borrowed lh• head from another bust 
portrait, and fabricated t.he background entirely frorn 
their imaginations. The phot.ogra&lhS were taken early 
in 1860. 
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F IGURE 4 . Frank Le81ie's l/Justro!ed NewB{Jal1€r also published the only known picture of the funeral o f Stephen A. 
Douglas. His body lay in state in Bryan Hall in Chicago prior to its burial on J une 7, 1861. 

pres)l«:ts are gloomy, but I do not yet despair of the Union. 
Ill! can """"' ackflow/edge the right of a State to S«ede arui 
cut us off from the Ocean and the world. wiJ.IwuJ. our consent." 
His nationalism. as eveo Damon WeUs is willing to admit., 
was essentially mat.crialistic and rather provincial When he 
heard the news from South Carolina, Douglas did not speak 
o.f the Constitution or the Declaration of Independence or our 
republican mission for the rest of the world; he thought. rather, 
in terms of the ooonomic interests of the states of the Old 
Northw6SL. Th the national chairman of lhe Democratic pariy, 
a New Yorker, Douglas wrote in much the same vein as he 
had written to his Ulinois friend: "J ... . can never recognize 
or acquiese in Lhe Doctrine that any State can seoodQ & 
separate from us without our consent to be cut off from the 
Ocean & the world by such a doctrine." 

ln his stirring address in Springfield on April 25, 1861, 
Douglas admitted that in the past he may have gono too far 
toward placating the South, but he stated that even now he 
would not sanction uny warfare upon the constitutional rights 
or domestic institutions of the Southern people. Along with 
most other Americans, Douglas failed to foresee the nature 
of the coming war: '"The innocent must not suffer," he warned, 
"nor women and children be the victims!' 

lfone wishes to speculate on Douglas' course had he s urvived 
to lead the Democratic party during the Civil War, the 
statements and positions described in this article provide 
sugg.,.tive <:lues. Unlike the Civil War Democratic party 
without his leadership, Douglas would probably not have 
protested Lincoln's suspension of the privilege of the writ of 
habeas corpus or the so-called arbitrary arrests which resulted 
from it. After all, Douglas had allegedly been omong the first 
to warn about the dangers of secession i.n Maryland, and 

arbitrary arrests were employed at first mainly to keep 
Maryland from seceding. Indeed, the Democratic party, still 
somewhat under Douglas' spell in 1861, offered little protest 
against the arrests of members of the Maryland legislature 
and some prominent Baltimore officials. Only later did the 
Democral.'l begin to complain bitterly about the writ of habeas 
corpus. Like the Civil War Democrats, Douglas would probably 
hove been implacably opposed to lhc Emancipation Proc.Ja. 
marion and other policies which helped to end slavery. 

Moreover, Douglas would likely have captured the Demo
cratic presidential nomination in 1864 and run against 
Lincoln. As Professor Johannsen suggests. Douglas' cam· 
paigning in 1860 in New England states he could never hope 
to carry was likely as much a campaign for 1864 nominating 
convention delegates as anything else. An abler politician by 
far than George B. McClellan, Douglas would have been o 
formidable foe. 

He would still have campaigned for a platform radically 
and irre<:oncilab]y opposed to Lincoln's, for their political 
differences had always been fundamental. Lincoln and 
Douglas held different visions of America's future. Lincoln 
foresaw a slaveless repubJjc and Douglas foresaw a country 
in which slavery would forever cxisl. Douglas, while he lived, 
supported a war against secession, but he said he wouJd never 
support a war against Southern institutions. At times. he 
seemed to envision cssentiaUy a war for political control of 
the mouth of Lhe Missis.o;ippi River. The Union would be a 
far different. place now had Douglas' principles prevailed 
instead of Unooln,s. 1b those who say thcrir principles were 
similar, one could best respond with Lincoln's own words at 
the Quincy debate: any such argument "is but a specious and 
fantastical arrangement of words by which a man can prove 
a hors&oehestnut to be a chestnut horse." 
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[LINCOLN. ABRAHAM! 1984-33 
Abraham Lincoln/(Device)/ Academie lndustries, lnc./Vlest 

Haven, Connecticut 06516/[Copyright 1984 by Academic 
Industries, Inc.) 
Paperlw:k, 6 314" x 4 l/8"',&1 (19) pp., IU~U •• I)rioe, $J.91)po~~y>a,id. Rcque.&JJthmlld 
bo dircc:lt'd to Amdemk lnduatrt.N, Inc .. 23'1 &w Mill Rood, 8os 609, ~tlbv~, 
Conn. 00516. JuVC"nile h~atuno_ 

LOllS A. WARREN LINCOLN LIBRARY 
AND MUSEUM 1984-34 

Lincoln Lore/ Bulletin of the Louis A. WOITen Lincoln 
Library and Museum. Mark E. Neely, Jc, Editor./Ruth E. Cook, 
Editorial Assistant. Published each month by the/ l-incoln 
National life Insurance Company, Fort Wayne, Indiana 
46801./Number 1751, January 1984 to Number 1756. June 
1984./ 
foOider, paptt', ll,. X 8 112" •• pp., mu. Numb« 1751. Ul)toln 'a Deolb bfd. Jant.uuy, 
1964: NumbH 1752, Wilke~! Booth 'nK! Second. f'dwvllry, 19S4: NWZ'Ibet 1763, 'Tbt' 
Coof~erooy and the Eloc:tic>n of 1864, ~tnrdl, 1984: Numbn 1754, 1..\ncoln llnd 
the Blodtadf!: An Ovftrvklw, April, 1964: Nom~r I'IM. Unooln And the ll locktme· 
An Overvitl'w (Cont.in~. May, 191U: N11m~r 1'1&6, H<*a«M in lbt' Civil Wl'r, 
June, 1984. 

LOUIS A. WARREN LINCOLN LfBRABY 
AND M USEUl\1 1984-35 

Lincoln Lore/Bulletin of the Louis A. Warren lincoln 
Library and Museum, Mark E. Neely. Jr., Editor./Rutb E. Cook, 
Editorial Assistant. Published each month by the/Lincoln 
National Life Insurance Company, Fort Wayne, Indiana 
46801./Number 1757, July, 1984 to Number 1762. December, 
1984./ 
I-Oidtr, Jllillla', II" x g 1/'l"', .. pp., IUu.a. Numbft. 1'1&7. HOIII.AIC(!lll in tbf! CivO \\"'ar 
(C<Intinued), July, 1984; N"umbcr 1758, Cranl'• Image R Hundred Vo.'o.rt Let«. 
AuKU6t,. I !lSi: ""t.unbH 1759, The Emttndp.:u)Oon l'wldllmlltion IUilln Act of t-'orcig;n 
Polley: A Mylh Dispellfd, ~mbtt. 1984: Numlx-r 1760. Some Contou"' of 
EunJptiUl Sympathy (or Utl(l()ln, Odober. 1984: Nllmbfor 1761, "'"'~ C. 
Mcl.lllll.hlin on J.i.ncoln and tbeCcn:..-titudon, NovtmbK, ISS.: Nu.mber 1762, lndt)l: 
ror 1984. Oooem~ 1984. 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 1984-36 
The Gettysburg Addl11SS ExhibiVGettysburg National 

Military Park/[1984] 
Jo'older-, p!lper. 9" x 4"', on~.' ah~ folded ~ wil.b pnnt.U'IIC on •11 aide&. illu. 

1985 

ELIOT, ALEXANDER 1985-1 
Abraham Lincoln/ An [!lustrat.ed Biography/ Alexander 

Elioti(Devioo)/Bison Booksi(Copyright 1985 Bison Books 
Ltd.] 
Boolc.doth. 12 1/ 4"' x 9 318". fr: . 169(65-> pp.. illllt. 

HATF IJ;;LD, MARK 0. 1985-2 
1'he Honorable Mark 0. Hatficld.IU.S. Senator from 

Oregon/ The Oregon Connection of/ Abraham Lincoln/ Speech 
delivi!Ted at the Annual Banquet of the/ Abraham Lincoln 
Association, February 12, 1984./Published by the Abraham 

Lincoln Association, 1985./ 
Pa.mph_Jtt. Pf!Jltl', 9"' X 6", rr .. 8 fU pp.. illu•. Requ~ (or •n(onnl)~ ahoQ)d be 
cUrocted to th~ Abmhllm l.in<:OI n A&ttoci_.tiQn, Old !';u.&e Cnpiwl, Spnng(W!Id, I Uino•• 
62706. 

HOLZER, HAROLD, GABOR S. BORI1'1' AND 
MARK E. NEELY, JR. 1985-3 

Changing/The Lincoln Image/By/ Horold tlol7.er/ Gabor S. 
Boritt/Mark E. Nccly, Jr./Louis A. Warren/Lincoln t.ibrary 
and Muwum/Fort Wayne, lndiana/1985/ 
l~ampblll!l, paJ!C"'. II"' x 8 112", 73CI3) W.. UIWI, 

KLEMENT, FRANKL. 1985-4 
Seven Who Witnessed/Lincoln's Gettysburg Address/ By 

Frank L. KlemenVMilwaukee. Wisconsin/(Portrait)/8ulletin 
of the 41st Annual Meeting/of/The Lincoln Fellowship of 
Wisconsin/held at Madison, Wisconsin/ April 15, 1984/ 
Historical Bulletin No. 4011985/(Cover title)/ 
Ptunphlf1, OexibJ~ boatd3, 10'" x 7 1/2"', 32 pp., ill'u ... price,. $3.00. ~nd to the 
Lincoln FdJowllhipol Wlscon&~tl. 27'911.)•~:nan ~. Madl&on. Wittonsln !3711. 

[LINCOLN, ABRAHAM! 1985-5 
The Ema.ncipotion Proclamation/(Pho!ograph)/New York 

State Museum/ Albany, N. Y./F'ebruory 1·2lH985/(Cover title)/ 
PAJI'Iph~ poper.8 313"' x 6 112",(6} pp. ft«tut6ta forinfl.ll'ml.'tion ~;~houtd lJc, dimce.t'd 
to l.be ~York Stale MWWlu.m. Cuh-.~;ral Ed~ote0bon Omw-, E)npire 8411~ Plaxa, 
Alhllll,)'. NY 12230. 

LINCOLN CALENDAR 1985-6 
(Portrait)/The/ Lincoln/Calendar/ 1986/ (Cover title)/[19851 

Patnphld. pal)(!r.. 8 l l'l* • I I"', COOt pop., 11111$., prie.. $6.96 pi~ SI.OO for hJ)ndlina. 
E\·ery moniJl ellnifll till llhas trali(MI. rt'lnl.ed to Unc:oln tmd bae infotnwuion on 
Meh d~ty u( thl.' yt!Rr con«'ti.ng l..inooln'• b(C!. Send reque-16 W ~I Prlnung 
f-loo&e, l nc.. 63 "'~ nord S trm. P.O. l}ox 152. $hi PPf'l\llbOJ¥, J)A 17157. 

LINCOLN COLLEGE 1985-7 
Lincoln/ Newsletter/(Device) Volume V, Number 3 Lincoln, 

W. Winter. 1985/(Cover title)/ 
PAMI>hkol.. PfiP«. 11• a 8 1/2",(8,1 ~ illa11. 

LINCOLN fMAGE 1985-8 
The/Lincoln/ Image/ Abraham Lincoln and the Popular 

PrinV(Pieture)/lndiana Library and Historical Deportment/ 
Occasional Publications, Number 2/lndianapolis/February 
1985/ 
l)llmphlet,. pe~ 8112". 5 114". 19 (3) pp., m.-.. Stnd rtQ~ llltmg .,..;th .2 
cmt.t in po~~llllle 11taml)ll to tbe lndian.a HlvloOork:al 8~arta'l, Room 4()18, 140 Nof1h 
Stnttte A~ue. lndi•nnpl)ii._ L~ 46204. 

MCPHERSON, JAMES ~1. 1985-9 
How/Lincoln Won The War/ With/Metaphors/James M. 

McPherson/ Edwards Professor of American History/ Prince
ton Univcrsity/Lou.is A. Warren/Lincoln Library and 
Museum/Fort Wayne, Indiana/ 1985/ 
Pampbkot. twL~. 9" x 6"', 28 (5) pp.. illu.. 

TEMPLE, WAYNE C. 1985-10 
Uncoln and the Burner/at New Salem/ By Wayne C. 

Temple/ Reprinted rrom Summer Issue. 1964 Lincoln Herald/ 
Revioed 1985/ 
PRmphWt, paper, 10" x 7", 13 pp.. 111\11. Copy 4U\0¥"1pbtd by •uthcw. Requ~ 
foTC)OJ)ietl tohould b:diredt'd to Or. Wa)·n~C. '1\otnplco, 1121 S.•thStr .. (,'L, Sprin.g(..eld, 
IL62701 



Dr. Frank E. Vandiver to Prese nt Ninth R. G<lrald McMurtry Lecture 
Ur. 1-"mnk H .• V!~ndivel', pM~<ident of "!'hil-t A&M Urm·endt)' and (.atiM!d h.illtoribtl of the Conl~ert~cy and of \lkirtd War I. w{]) t~l 

the nieuh •nnuell 1{. f'>«nld McMurtry l.ectun! '" "'«l Wel)'M oo Mil)' 1, 19l!6, "'8:00p.m. 'rhe bllc! ofhu1 klcht~ will be "'n~ Lorta 
l...oo•n of u.~n.'" 

Alth'-"'lith Or. \'wldiv...,. llJ tlOt thu tinot S<.euhcrn.er 1.0 Pl'f'8el\l the *'"""•I Llnwln I«Wro. 1~o~.r l;fl tl~ llnsl hitlwtifiJI to 00 ~ wiW~tC 
previou• l"ttrk dm!\ m•udy wilh lhe Coaft!demcy a.nd whh mi.lhary hbwry. 'nle m.tthot- or «li\Oir of tw~ty ~a I() ~W. Or Vt~.ndJ~r 
h~llll niiJO written o~·t:r 11 hundred artic&e. nnd rnvic\'rlll.. 

Studenl6 of the <lvil \\V perhnpe; know l)r, Vandivtt" ~t for Pl<wllt~ intq .SI~ ./QNh ~IfNi Con/rtko~ Onl1t41•~ 
tUni'i(>r'll$1.1 (J( 1\!lc.l'l.t ~. 1~: &~ ~ 711~t (A,I{i'fl~t~ Com.IM11d S'}6zem (Louian.na Stnll} Univm:ity l>r¢q, 1956): .U/RIIly 
SIOilNYJII (McCraw-BUI, 1967), winn<>r of lhe Cal'l' P. CoUIM Prl:te of' the ~-- ln.Ucuw ol LttUorr. ll.OO ~r 1buffltll ~ Tilt' 
,_..pk t1{ thr. Om/rdt.rGCY (lhtfl!C!r"a MIIJ(adne 1~. 1910), wtr~r~tor of the J~(f.....un Oavla Awa:rd ot tJ\41 Conf«<tmte MetnorlaJ Uterru')' 
Sc.lcill'l,Y nnd of the "~ l>rrau Awrard ollhc Civil Yt'lu- Round Table or New rork. 

Ia f«ltnt yetu& (h. V.Mill'ff'• in~ ""'~ turned WWI)rd 'M>rtd Wu I. ltkldt ,/Qdr.. 1M l.ife GJtd 7iRift" ol Jolin J. l'crt!hitl& ('fuu 
A&M Unlvt'T$ity P~ 1977) W'fl8 ll l'in$1Jb.t In 1he N{lltkll'l•l Rook Aw11rds H• ig ~~ W(IO"le on " biOI'f"'lflh)' fllllnugl"ll 1-fflig Jll'od 11 
hi114ory ohhe \~m ••1\)t'lt. 

Rtr~ booominJC prtGtlmt or Trx114 A&M in 1981, Or. Vandiver h11d been pret~idmt or Nurth ·rn'"' Sttl.te UniVC!I"'Iil)' und pro,"'OIt 
Md vn JN"('Qdent of Rice Univtn:ity lie hold~ 11 Ph, D. cfqp-oo (~ 1bl.n.l'l(l Univtn~ity n.nd un M A. dqrroc fTOm l.bc Vni'lf"fWity 
otThxu. 
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