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At The Lincoln Museum

-

i5 the quarierly bulletin of

Saddles
and Soldiers

Loncluding a vear that began with the acquisition of President Lincoln s
inkwell, The Lincoln Museum recently added to its collections two Civil
War-era artifacts that help to illustrate the story of “Abraham Lincoln
and the American Experiment.” In September, the Museum installed
in the “Civil War” gallery an 1859 Grimsley artillery valise saddle,
generously donated by George and Beverly Griffith of Ann Arbor
Michigan. In December, as part of the annual Victorian Holiday event,
the Museum added to its "Lincoln Family Album” gallery a set of toy

soldiers dating from 1865.

Armies in Lincoln’s era were propelled primarily by muscle power, Although rail-
roails and steamboals were used behind the lines o carry supplies to the fronl, for day
to-day movement Civil War armies depended upon drafl animals to pull or carry eveny
thing that could notl walk for itsell. The Army of the Potomac, for example, had more

than 50,000 horses and mules for its 90,000 men in 1864. Some of these were the

motnts of the dashing tmopers of Sheridan’s cavalry corps, bul most were employed
in the leas glamorous task of pulling things from one place lo another

The Muscum’s 1859 Grimsley artillery valise saddle illustrates the mundane but

vital role of the horse in the Civil War. A single artillery battery of six cannon required
as many as ninety horses to haul its guns, limbers, caissons, wagons, and other equip
ment. Teams of six horses, hilched in three pairs, pulled each cannon. The right-hand
horse of each pair often carried a soldier on its back as well, while the left-hand or “off
horses carried valises containing the men’s belongings. The Grimsley valise saddle was
designed to hold s cargo firmly in place, while the horse wearing it trudged along
pulling a 2(00-pound artillery piece through the muddy fanes of Virginia or Tennessee
It was an important but thoroughly unromantic piece of equipment

Whien the saddle reachs: d the Mirsewm, il was in fair to good condition for a 130-vear

old leather artifact. Director of |:i:|'-_-":-|'|n. rn:’--:.-:"; .EI':\_:F". i & conservislor Lo repair

existing damage and prevenl further delerioration. A pair of stirmups, in poor condition

WETE ;n.l::'l'I! and removed from Lhe saddie. 10 which they had been ait; {0 W & pnor
owner, The stirmups do nol appear in the presen) display, as they were clearly not par
the origingl valise sadil
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The saddle now appears in the “Civil
War” gallery, next to a Union artillerist’s
jacket and officer’s sword. The blue jacket,
decorated with elaborate red piping, and
the sword with its echoes of medieval
hand-to-hand combat, reflect the romantic
view of warfare that moved so many young
men to enlist in 1861. The pack saddle is a
reminder of the dreary reality that logistics
were more important than heroism in
deciding the outcome of the war.

Ths Caldises
ne as0iiers

The Museum's second recent artifact
acquisition is a Union army in miniature; a
complete boxed set of toy soldiers, manu-
factured during the Civil War. The figures
are 30mm tall, made in the style of the firm
of Heinrichsen by a German manufacturer
{possibly Heinrichsen itself). Like all toy
soldiers of the mid-19th century, they are
flat, two-dimensional figures, made of a
lead-tin alloy. Although they are flal, they
are beautifully detailed and colorfully paint-
ed, so that viewed from the front they cre-
ate the illusion of being fully round, three-
dimensional figures.

Union artillerymen dragging guns through the mountains of Tennesseaa.

The set includes over 150 pieces,
including infantry, cavalry, cannon, horses,
tents, trees, and other camp scenery. The
figures are displayed with their original
box, featuring a painting of a Union army
camp. Two inscriptions on the box and lid
reveal that the set was originally given to
“Freddie” by his aunt in 1865. Based on
the soldiers’ pristine condition, “Freddie”
apparently was made to take very good care
of them, if he got to play with them at all.

The figures are particularly interesting

e
(Harpers Weekly, November 21, 1863) (TLm #2525

liked to dress as soldiers, and to play army
with their soldier doll “Jack,” they probably
would have loved this miniature army. OFf
course, when Tad wanted to play with
soldiers, he could always pul the president’s
military escort through their drill for his
amusement. Had he owned this sel of toys
to distract him from that activity, the men
might have been as well pleased as Tad.

because the German manufacturer
designed them in traditional European style.
Although the soldiers wear blue uniforms,
and some carry American flags, the style of
the cap and the cut of the uniform is more
German than American. One even carries
an imperial standard more suited 1o a
procession down the Potsdammer Platz
than Pennsylvania Avenue.

The soldiers and their box are dis-
played in the “Lincoln Family Album™
gallery, sharing a case with other 19th
century toys and games typical of those Tad
and Willie enjoyed in the White House.

Considering how much the Lincoln boys
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How Si Klegg and His Pard Shorty
Gave a Hand to The Lincoln Museum

Asked o name the greatest novel to
come out of the Civil War, most people
would list The Red Bodve of Couroge,
Gone With the Wind, or perhaps even
Michael Shaara's The Killer Angels.
Many of the veterans of Lincoln'’s armies,
il asked the same question, would have
chosen a book published in 1887 that few
penple loday have read or even heard of,
Corporal Si Klegy and His “Pard”, by
Wilbur F. Hinman, Hinman, a captain in
the 65th Ohio during the war and the
author of a history of the Sherman
Brigade, touched a chord in his readers
with his thinly fictionalized history of
the adventures of a typical Midwestern
soldier. The book's sublitle, How They
Lived and Talked. and What They Did and
Suffered, While Fighting for the Flag,
summed up its appeal for the former boys
in blue. It told their story, in a simple,
amusing narrative.

The central character of the book,
Josiah Klegg. initially appeared in a series
of sketches of army life in the Matfomal
Tribune, a popular Union velerans'
publication, and a number of collections of
“Si Klegg and Shorly” stories were
published in the afermath of Hinman's
success, Both in Hinman's novel and
the short story collections, Si experiences
the wsual incidents of army life, and
grows from raw recruit to hardened
veleran withoul losing his essential
innocent goodness. He participates in the
Perryville, Stones River, and
campaigns {as did Hinman), in the course
of which he eams a promotion to
corporal, shows heroism under fire,
suffers a serious wound, gets captured and
escapes, and finally loses his best friend
and "pard” in his regiment’s last battle.

The most interesting aspect of
Hinman's novel is its treatment of the
relationship between Klegg, the naive
country boy seeing the world for the first
time, and Shorty, his more worldly
tentmate, Unlike Klegg, who lives on
a farm with his family, Shorty has no
family or friends and is a stranger to
the boys of Klegg's regimenl. Having
served as a three-maonth volunteer at the
beginning of the war, he is a relatively
experienced soldier who becomes Si's
“pard” by teaching him the mysteries of
putting on an army knapsack. Hinman
repeatedly compares the relationship
between soldier “pards”™ o marriage, in
which the couples march, cook, eat, and
sleep together. Si and Shorty come to
depend on one another completely; one
cold night, trying to share body heat in a
snowslorm, they literally become one
when their clothes freeze together. When
the regiment goes on veteran furdough
near the end of the war, 5i brings Shorty
home with him, and proposes to do the
same when the war is over, but it is clear
to the reader (if not to the ingenuous
Klegg) that Shorly has no place in 8i's
domestic workd.

Rather than address the painful issue
of the dissolution of Si and Shorty’s
relationship in a civilian word where the
dass differences between the two would
inevilably reassert themselves, Hinman
takes the easy way oul by having Shorty get
killed in a meaningless skirmish just
before the end of the war. Postwar
American culture romanticized the
wartime “pard” refationship, expressed in
the popular song “We Have Drunk From the
Same Canteen.” Hinman enthusiastically
shares in the idealization of the warriors'
bond; the dying Shorty's last act is to lake a
drink from Si's canteen. Yet in a book that
looks unsparingly al the harsher aspects
of the soldier's life, including fear,
hunger, lice, bad food, disease, official
corruption, incompetent officers, and
finally the bumbling bureavcracy that
denies Si his veleran’s pension, Hinman
backs away from acknowledging that the
bonds forged between soldiers at war
canniol survive in any other environment.

Although Si Kiege has lately been
made available through a 1985 reprinting,
it remains a treasure not neary as

well known as it deserves among those
interested in the fives of Lincoln's soldiers.
As a resull, those of us who have had the
good fortune of finding it rarely get the
chanee o discuss it with others. You can
imagine my reaction when, as | was
accompanying a tour group through the
Museum, | heard collector and history
enthusiast George Griffith mention that
he had never met anyone who had read
his favorite Civil War book, Corporal Si
Kiegg and His “Pard "

Griffith and | speni the next half
hour absorbed in our recollections of the
“haps and mishaps™ of Si and Shorty, As
we prepared lo leave the “Civil War®
gallery, one of the tour guests asked
Museum director Joan Flinspach if there
were any specific artifacts the Museum
was seeking for thal exhibit. “Well, we
had designed a space to display a saddie,”
she answered, “but we haven't found one
vet. If you know of anyone with a spare
saddle or two lying arcund ..."

“You're standing three feet from
one!” Griffith interrupted. "'ve got two.”
That moment marked the beginning
of several months of patient negotiation
between Griffith and the Museum,
facilitated greatly by Lincoln Lore reader
Mimi Rolland, without whose gentle
but persisient persuasion the donation
might never have been completed. |t
would be an exaggeration to say that
because of Si Klegg, the Griffith saddle is
now part of The Lincoln Museum, but |
like to believe that the camaraderie of
& shared interest in an obscure Civil
War novel had something to do with
selting the process in motion. — GIP




The Ratings Game

By Gerald J. Prokopowies

In the Fall of 1996, The Lincoln Museum presented “Making Their
Marks: Signatures of the Presidents,"” the first staff-designed temporary
exhibit since the Museum's re-opening in its new facility,

he exhibit was built around the display

of the Museum's complete collection of
presidential signatures, which includes at
least one original signed document from each
of America’s first forty-one presidents. To add
context and interest to the documents, they
were displayed in categories based on
how Americans best remembered the various
presidents; “War Leaders™ in one exhibit case,
“The Legends™ in another, “The Failures™ in
#till another, and s0 on. The exhibil also includ-
id & time line along the walls thal graphically
displayed how well the presidents had performed
in office, hased on the results of several polls of
historians taken between 1947 and |962.

The primary purpose of both the catego-
rization of the presidents and the display of
presidential ratings was to bring to life what
witild otherwise be a nearly random collection
of signed documents, ranging from personal
lelters to officers’ commissions o grocery
orders. A the same time, the juxtaposition of
different ways of remembering the presidents
was intended to remind the visitor that there
are many ways to view the pasl. To reinforce
this point, the presidential time line did
nol include ratings for the four most recent
presidents, bul instead fealured minialure
portrails thal visitors could move up or down
at will, thus creating their own exhibit of how
history will remember the presidents of the
last two decades. By encouraging visitors o
expreas their views of recent Chiel Executives,
the: exhibit challenged them to think critically
about the ratings of past presidents as well,

The Ratings

The practice of evaluating the perfor-
mance of presidents doublless began the day
after George Washington's first inauguration,
The technique of the modem public opinion

poll was first applied to the process in 1948,
when Harvard history professor Arthur M.
Schiesinger, Sr. asked fifty-five “experts,” most
of them professional historians, to rate each of
America’s presidents as “Great,” “Near Great,”
“Average,” “Below Average,” or “Failure.™ The
results were published in Life magazine,
In 1962, Schiesinger polled a larger sample
of seventy-five historians, political scientists,
and journalists for their views on the this time
publishing the resulis in The New York Times
Magazine. Owver the next twenty years hislori-
ans, political scientists, and journalists con-
ducted numerous other palls, the most detailed
of which was done in 1982 by historians Robert
K Murray and Tim H. Blessing. Murray and
Blessing used compulers te compile 970
responses received from a survey of 1997
professors of American history working in the
United States. They published their findings
in a 1988 book, revised in 1994,

Not all historlans agree that the idea of
rating presidents is legitimate. Many have
complained that rating polls Irivialize both
history and the presidency. President Kennedy
expressed a similar obpection, when he refused
to take part in the 1962 Schiesinger poll on the
basis that no one was qualified to judge
the decisions made by a president without firs
standing in his shoes and knowing all
the alternatives open to him at the time.
Kennedy's standard would permanently
disqualify just about every historian, political
scientist, or media pundit in the country, but
fortunately for those who make their livings
from judging the actions of public figures, his
standard has never been enforced,

Other historians have argued thal ratings
polls are invalid because of the biases of the
respondents. In 1966, Stanford historian

Thomas A Balley made the case thal the
participants in the Schlesinger polls were too

liberal, 100 Democralic, loo Northern, too elite,
and too connected to Harvard for their opinions
to be considered objective. Bailey's own ranking
of the presidents, however, tumed out to be very
close o thal of the Schiesinger polls. More
recently, the authors of the Murray-Blessing
presidential poll asked their respondents numer.
ous questions about their age, sex. regional
background, political preferences, and other
personal data, 1o see whether any conneclions
existed between these factors and the
respandents” historical views.  Murray and
Blessing failed o delec! any dear systematic
bias in their study. Although many historians
shill reject the idea of presidential rankings as
overly simplistic, the practice will likely continue
as long as other historians find the idea of being
asked for their opinions on the past irmesistible.

The results of the three polls displayed in
the “Making Their Marks" exhibil (Schlesigner
1947, Schiesinger 1962, and Murray-Blessing
1982) show remarkable consistency. One of the
fitial ideas behind the use of multiple ratings
from different decades was to encourage
visitors to think critically abouwt “exper”
opinions by showing that they are nol writlen in
stone, and thal historians have colleclively
changed their minds over time. When displayed
side by side, however, the changes were minor,
In spite of the much-discussed “revisionism™
supposedly practiced by academic historians,
their views of the presidents have altered litthe
in the past forty years,

Une aspect which has remained com-
pletely unchanged is the position of Abraham
Lincoln as the most highly regarded president
Lincoln remains a unique figure, combining
the popularity of a cultural icon whose bearded
face and slovepipe hat are familiar to every
second-grader with the hard-won regand of a
skeptical, muckraking scholarly community.
That Lincoln continues to dominate current
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surveys among historians as the figure they
mosi admire in American history is particular-
Iy remarkable, given the almost complete frag-
mentation of the modern historical profession.
In response o a survey by the Organization of
American Historians in 1993 that asked histo-
rians to name their three or four most admired
works of American history, a thousand respon-
dents named | 237 different titles; 832 of the
books were each named by only one reader.
Yel in the same survey, the historians by a large
margin agreed that Abraham Lincoln was the
figure in American history they mast admired.

Of the presidents whose ratings changed
in the three polls, Andrew Johnson's reputation
went down the furthest, propelled by the rejec-
tion of the traditional view of Reconstruction.
Since 1948, when Johnson was still seen as a
bulwark agains! (he excesses of Radical
Republicanism, modem historians have Jost
sympathy for his complicity in the white South’s
restaration of its political and sorial supremacy,
al the expense of African-Americans whose
slavery Lincoln had deplored.

The most noticeable favorable changes
have occurred o more recent presidents, with
Dwight Eisenhower receiving the largest boost
from one poll to the next of any president. Like
Truman before him, Eisenhower was generally
regarded in his day as an average president
al best, bul also like Truman's his record
has come fo appear more substantial with the
passage of Ume, Whether subsequent presi-
dents will similarly benefit from historical
hindsight is nol eerlain, Kennedy's relatively
modes! rating (lower than thal of either
Eisenhower or Lyndon Johnson in the Murray-
Blessing poll) surprised many Museum
visitors, whose judgments of the accomplish-
ments of his briel administration were likely
inflpenced by their memories of his charis-
matic personality and violen! death. Nixon's
low rating, which has nowhere to go but up,
could conceivably rise with the gradual eooling
of the passionale emotions that “Tricky Dick™
inspired in his enemies and [riends alike. The
ratings of Ford and Carter also leave room for
a potential mellowing of historical epinion.

The Categories

The title of the exhibil, “Making Their
Marks" refers both to the metaphorical marks
presidents have lefl on history, and the literal
marks they have made on paper in the form of
their signatures. The heart of the exhibit con-
sisted of ten display cases filled with examples
of signatures from each of the forty-one men,
and one woman, wha have bed the nation from
the White House, These cases were labeled to
reflect a shorthand view of how those presidents
are commonly remembsered,

The Caretakers

These leaders were never elected presi-
dent, but filled in when the incumbent could
not serve. Historians have described these and
other “caretakers,” including Andrew Johnson,
Chester Arthur, and Calvin Coolidge as average
al best, bul other “fill-in™ presidents such as
Theodore Roosevell, Harry 5. Truman, and
Lyndon B. Johnsan have received high matings.

John Tyler 1841-1845
Millard Fillmore 1850-1853
Edith Wilson 1919-1921
Gerald R. Ford 1974-1976

John Tyler s best remembered as the
vice-presidential hall of the campaign slogan
“Tippecanog, and Tvler Too." When "Old
Tippecanoe™ (Willlam Henry Harrison) died
within a month of his inauguration, Tyler
served the rest of his term. The first president
to take office withoul being elected, critics
called him “His Accidency.”

Millard Fillmore's controversial presi-
dency is today kargely forgotten. Fillmore sup-
ported the Compromise of 1850, which was
intended to resolve tension between the North
and South, and introduced the first stove to the
White House, but he could not win his Whig
Party’s nomination for a second term in 1852,
In 1836 he ran (and lost) as the candidate of
the “Know-Nothing” Party.

Although Edith Wilson was never for-
mally inaugurated, she served as unofficial act-
ing president afier her husband Woodrow sul-
fered & series of debilitating sirokes in 1919,
By screening all visitors, Mrs. Wilson and the
president’s doctor concealed (he seriousness of
the president’s illness from the public.

The resignations of Spiro Agnew as vice-
president and Richard Nixon as president
brought Gerald R. Fard 1o the nation’s highest
office. His reputalion for honesty helped to
restore the image of the presidency in the after-
math of the Watergate scandal, but his pardon of
former president Nixon damaged his popularity.

The Forgotten Men

Historians consider the presidents who
served in the late 19th Century generally to
have been average or better, but they served in
an era when Congress held the balance of
power in the federal government. Rutherford
B. Hayes, James A. Garfield, Chester A.
Arthur, Grover Cleveland, Benjamin
Harrison, and Willlam McKinley were
compelent leaders who lacked the personal
charisma to overcome the lack of stature
accorded Lo the presidency in their day. Today,

the marks these leaders made on history have
been forgotten by most Americans

Rutherford B, Hayes I1877-1881
James A Garfield 1851
Chester A Arthur 188]-1885
Grover Cleveland |B35- 1889,
1893-1897
Benjamin Harrison I889-1893
William McKinley 1897- 1901

The Generals

By making the president Commander.in-
Chief, the Constitution firmly establishes the
suprémacy of civil government over the armed
forces. Bul o lead tha! government,
Americans have regularly called on former
military leaders. These generals, as well as
George Washington, Ruthedford B. Hayes, and
James A Garfield, include some of the most
(and least) sucoessful of all presidents.

Andrew Jackson 1%29.1837
William H. Harrison 1841

Zachary Taylor 18491850
Ulysses S. Grant 1869-1877
Dwight D, Elsenhower 19531961

Andrew Jacksem, hero of the War
of 1812, used his forceful personality to make
the presidency a more powerful office. He
abolished the national bank, removed much of
the Native American population from east of
the Mississippi, and rebufled South Carolina’s
assertion of sfales’ rights. Although still con-
sidered a successiul president, his hislorical
stock has fallen as historians have come (o
question the value of a powerful presidency.

William H. Harrisom, victor in the batile
of Tippecanoe, was promoted as the “Log Cabin
and Hard Cider™ candidate, although he had been
bom in a mansion. Because he died within a
month of taking office, his name does not even
appear on most historians’ polls of the presidents,

Although the Whig Parly opposed the
Mexican War, they capitalized on its popularity
by nominating victorious General Zachary
Taylor in 1848. Called “0ld Rough and
Ready,” Taylor's blunt and informal style made
him a better general than president.

Historians almos! universally regand
Ulysses S. Grand a3 ane of the grealest gen-
erals of the Civil War, and one of the country’s
least successiul presidents.  He remained so
popular for his military triumphs that he was
elected to a second term in spite of the scandals
and inefficiency of his first administration.

As one of the leading generals of World
War [l, Dwight D. Eisenhower remained 2o
aloof from domestic politics that both parties
hoped to nominate him alter his military




career ended. Once considered a “do nothing”™
president, his historical reputation has conlin-
ved 1o climb over the past forty years

The Legends

Historians have consistenily regarded
Abraham Lincoln as the greatest of presidents,
with George Washington not far behind.
Thomas Jellerson and Franklin . Roosevelt
are also widely considered (o have been among
the most successful of Chief Executives.

Gieorge Washingtlon 1789-1797
Abraham Lincoln 1861-1865
Juohin F. Kennedy 1961-1963
As Ihe  firsl  president, George

Washington plaved perfectly the role of
“Father of His Country.” Although he was
neither a greal political thinker nor a brilliant
military strategist, he understood the art
of leadership. His statesmanlike behavior
established the presidency as an office of both
symbolic and real power.

Unlike Washington, Abraham Linceln
was nol universally admired in his fifetime.
After his assassination, however, Americans
recognized that Lincoln's eloquent leadership
had been critical to the restoration of national
unity and the end of slavery.

John F. Kenmedy's accomplishments
were not comparable 1o those of Washington or
Lincedn, but his vouth, his charisma, and his
tragic death helped creale the “Camelot™ leg-
end thal surrounds his memory and resists
objective historical evaluation.

The Intellectuals

Only a handful of presidents have made
their reputations as thinkers as well as doers.

Thomas Jelferson 1801-1809
James Madison 1809-1817
John Quincy Adams 1825-1829
Woaodrow Wilson 1913-1921

As president, Thomas Jefferson nearly
doubled the size of the United States by
completing the Louisiana Purchase,  Widely
regarded as one of he greatest presidents, he
prefereed thal his epitaph deseribe him as the
author of the Declaration of Independence and
founder of the University of Virginia.

The Constitution reflects much of the
palitical thinking of James Madison. More
successful as a theorist than a president, he
had to flee Washington when it was burned by
the British during the War of 1312,

The only president to hold a PhD. was
historian and political scientist Woodrow
Wilson, who served as president of Princeton
University before becoming Chiel Execulive.

His fellow historians have regarded him
highly, although his reputation has fallen
somewhal in recent years.

John Adams was a visionary in
the Whité House. Modern historians have
praised his proposals for federally funded rmads,
canals, observatories, scientific expeditions, and
a university, as well as his opposition to slavery,
but his ideas proved to be ahead of their time.
Adams enjoyed little support in Congress, and
was nol re-elected,

What Will History Say?

In the year 2525, how will historians look
back at the presidencies of Jimmy Carter,
Ronald Reagan, George Bush, and Bill
Clinton? Lincoln Museum visitors freely
offered their predictions of the long-range
reputation of the presidents of the late 20th
century by sefting the movable portrails of these
leaders higher or lower. The exhibit included
two pictures of each recent president, to accom-
modate the sometimes sharp disagreements
that emerged among groups of visitors.

Jimmy Carler 1977-1981
Ronald Reagan 1981-1989
George Bush 1989-19493
Bill Clinton 1953-

War Leaders

The reputations of these presidents were
defined by their wartime leadership. Other
presidents who led the nation in lime of war
include James Madison (War of 1812),
Abraham Lincoln (Civil War), William
McKinley (Spanish-American War), Woodrow
Wilson (Workd War One), Harry S. Truman and
Dwight D, Eisenhower (Korean War), Richard
M. Nixon (Vietnam War), and George Bush
{ Persian Gulf War).

James K. Polk 18451845
Theodor: Roosevell 1901-1909
Franklin D). Roosevelt  1933-1945
Lyndon B, Iohpson 1963-14969

Under James K. Polk. the United
States acquired Oregon from Britain, secured
the annexation of Texas, and seized California
and New Mexico as parl of the setilement
of the Mexican War. Polk's historical reputa-
tion, buill on these aggressive actions, has
fNuctuated widely,

Theadore Roosevell was the “War
Leader™ without a war. Although the nation
was formally al peace during his presidency,
his reputation as a soldier in the Spanish-
American War, love of big-game hunting,
aggressive foreign policy, and bellicose person-
al style gave him a more warlike image than
mast presidents.

Franklin D. Roosevell led the country
through the Depression vears and the Second
World War. Long considered one of the
greatest of presidents, recent historians” polis
have placed him above George Washinglon
and second only to Abraham Lincoln.

When he became president, Lymdon B,
Johmson focused his efforts on creating a
“Greal Society” through an extensive system of
social programs. His presidency was defined,
however, by Ihe divisive and unpapular

The Latest Poll

As this issue of Lincoln Lore was going to
press, a new presidential ratings poll appeared
in the December 15, 1996 issue of The New
Yark Times Magazine. The poll, conducted by
the magazine and historian Arthur M.
Schiesinger, Ir., followed the format of the polls
taken by the senior Schiesinger in 1948 and
1962. The most notable aspect of this katest
poll, the resolts of which are included in
the chart on pages 67, is that it shows the
continuing strength of the historical consensus
that emerged from the earier polls. Abraham
Lincoln remains firmly at the top, with a
unanimous “Greal” rating, and Warren G.
Harding is still dead last,

In between, there are a few changes, While
George Washington and Franklin Roosevelt tied
for second place as “Greal” presidents, Thomas
Jefferson slipped into the ranks of the “Near
Greal." Eisenhowers reputation continued to
climb, as did Truman's, while James Buchanan
and Andrew Johnson (el

Statistical note: The chart on pages 6-7
gives the modal results for each president in
each poll, not the average results; in other
wonds, presidents appear in the cafegories whene




Vietnam War, which caused him io leave office

after seeving only one full term.

The Failures
James RBuchanan 1B57-1861
Andrew Johnson 1865-1863
Warren . Harding 1921-1923
Richard M. Nixon 1969-1974

James Buchanan walched helplessly
as lensions between North and South grew to
the point that war could not be avoided. To
Abraham Lincoln, who followed him in office,
he wrole that he hoped “you may be more
happy in your exalted station than was your
immediate predecessor.”

Andrew Johnson. the only president to
be impeached by Congress, presided over the
reconstruction of the South after the Civil War.
Historians once praised him for resisting
“Radical Reconstruction™; more recent scholars
have condemned his opposition to civil rights
for former slaves.

Warren G. Harding is generally
considered the least suceessful president of all
He accomplished little, and appointed his
cormupl friends to high offices, where they
exploited their powers for personal gain.
Harding's scandal-ridden administration was
eut ghior by his dieath two years into his term.

Richard M. Nixon was one of the most
controversial of all presidents. He enjoyed
many foreign policy triumphs, including his
visit 1o China, detente with the Soviet Union,
and the gradual end of the Vielnam War
These were overshadowed, however, by his
coverup of the Watergate scandal, which forced
him to rexign rather than {ace impeachment.

In Giants' Foolsteps

When great presidents leave office, their
vice presidents are often elected o try to carry
on their work. Other former vice presidents
who have been overshadowed by their
predecessors include James Madison (who

followed JefTerson), Andrew  Johnson
{Lincoln), Lmdon B. Johnson (Kennedy), and
George Bush (Reagan).
John Adams 1797-1801
Martin Van Buren 1837-1841
Harry S. Truman 1945-1953

Johm Adams [ollowed (worge Washinglon
a3 the country’s second president. Like Washing-
ton, he helped to establish the presidency as an
office of dignity and authority. He was, however,
more partisan and less majestic than his prede-
cessor, and was nol re-elected after his first term.

Martin Van Buren was vice president
during Andrew Jackson's second term. He rode
Jackson's popularity into office, bul voters
then (and historians now) considered him far
less able,

Harry 5. Truman succeeded Franklin
Roosevelt in 1945, and won re-election in 1948,
His administration saw the beginning of the
Cold War with the Soviet Union; with the
successful end of that war in the 1990s,
historians will likely begin to re-evaluate the
effects of Truman's presidency.

Don’t Rock the Boat

Some presidents have held office during
periods of relative tranquility. Although their
records include few extraordinary achieve-
ments or failures, they sometimes sowed the

seeds for future disasters,
James Monroe 1817-1825
Franklin Fierce 1853-1857
William H. Tah 1509-1913
Calvin Coolidge 1923-1929
Herberi Hoover 1929.1933
Political harmony was so greal during the

first four years of James Momroe's presidency
that he ran unopposed for A second term.  His
timee in ollice became known as the “era of good
feelings.” He is remembered primarily for the
Monroe Doctrine, which wamed European
nalions to stay oul of the Western Hemisphere.

The Compromise of 1850 seemed to
resolve the issue of slavery to the satisfaction of
North and South, until Franklin Plerce signed
the Kansas-Nebraska Act of 1854 The Ad
caused increasing sectional tensions; four years
after Pierce left office, the Civil War began.

William H. Taft worked to fight monop-
olies and extend L.5. influence in Latin
America, but his presidential administration
was 50 low key that he is remembered more for
the enormous bathtub he had installed in the
White House, and [or his later role as Chief
Justice of the Supreme Courd,

The prosperity of the Roaring Twenties
allowed Calvin Coolidge the luxury of
governing passively, By refusing to impose
reforms on the financial industry, “Silent Cal"
helped to fuel a booming economy. Months
after he left office, however, the stock market
crash of 1929 marked the beginning of the
Great Depression.

Herbert Hoover iried 1o practice the
policy of not “rocking the boat,” but to many
Americans it seemed he was captain of a sink-
ing ship. Historians have noted that he was
nat to blame for the onsel of the Great
Depression, which began early in his presiden-
tial term, but the public soundly rejected his
policy of limited action by electing Franklin
Roosevelt in 1932

Bibliography

Wasfhington to the Present (1966) eriticizes the
Schlesinger polls. William D. Pederson and
Ann M. McLlaurin, eds., The Rating Game in
American Politics (1987), presents the results
of other polls.




L]
Letters to Lincoln, 1996 . i,
, e ]
By Jan Shupert-Arick :';"_é? Tt Alen ben
H hﬂd% r
- _ ] iy ooy P i P
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a selection of letters written by children to Abraham Lincoln, after they had / R -
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visited the Museum. Tuwenty-five years later, the children still write. TN i e
1 = -

“Dear Mr. Lincoln” is a favorite section of the permanent exhibit
gallery at The Lincoln Museum. Designed as an interactive exhibit for
children, it serves to inspire visitors, volunteers and staff alike, Children
Lake a seat at the table, pick up a pencil and paper, and contemplate what
they would like to say to the 16th Presidenl. The eagerness with which
they {and sometimes their parents!) take advantage of this opportunity
reveals the continuing importance of Lincoln's message to today's world.
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