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LETTER OF SUBMITTAL.

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION,
Washington, D. C., January 10, 1911.
" To the Congress of the United States:

In accordance with the act of incorporation of the American His-
torical Association, approved January 4, 1889, I have the honor to
submit to Congress the annual report of the association for the year
1909. T have the honor to be,

Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
CuarLes D. WaLcorT,
Secretary.
3
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ACT OF INCORPORATION.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the
United States of America in Congress assembled, That Andrew D.
White, of Ithaca, in the State of New York; George Bancroft, of
Washington, in the District of Columbia; Justin Winsor, of Cam-
bridge, in the State of Massachusetts; William F. Poole, of Chicago,
in the State of Illinois; Herbert B. Adams, of Baltimore, in the State
of Maryland ; Clarence W. Bowen, of Brooklyn, in the State of New
York, their associates and successors, are hereby created, in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, a body corporate and politic by the name of the
American Historical Association for the promotion of historical
studies, the collection and preservation of historical manuscripts, and
for kindred purposes in the interest of American history and of
history in America. Said association is authorized to hold real and
personal estate in the District of Columbia so far only as may be
necessary to its lawful ends to an amount not exceeding five hundred
thousand dollars, to adopt a constitution, and make by-laws not
inconsistent with law. Said association shall have its principal office
at Washington, in the District of Columbia, and may hold its annual
meetings in such places as the said incorporators shall determine.
Said association shall report annually to the Secretary of the Smith-
sonian Institution concerning its proceedings and the condition of
historical study in America. Said secretary shall communicate to
Congress the whole of such reports, or such portions thereof as he
shall see fit. The Regents of the Smithsonian Institution are author-
ized to permit said association to deposit its collections, manuscripts,
books, pamphlets, and other material for history in the Smithsonian
Institution or in the National Museum at their discretion, upon such
conditions and under such rules as they shall prescribe.

[Approved, January 4, 1889.]
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LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL.

AmmchN HI1STORICAL ASSOCIATION,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
Washington, D. C., October 8, 1910.

Smr: In accordance with the act of mcorporatlon of the American
Historical Association, approved January 4, 1889, I have the honor
to transmit herewith the annual report of the association for the year
1909. On September 10, 1909, the association completed the first
25 years of its existence, and in its annual meeting of December of
the same year it celebrated the anniversary of its foundation. The
proceedings of that celebration are included in the accompanying
report. The officers and members of the association justly feel
that its record during the quarter century that has elapsed is reason-
able cause for congratulation. So closely has the association become
identified with all the historical interests of the Nation that its his-
tory forms one of the most important chapters in the history of
historical work and studies in America. Year by year its activities
have widened in scope and increased in importance. During the
year 1909 a committee of the association published a report on the
teaching of history in the elementary schools, while another com-
mittee carried on a revision of the report on the teaching of history
in the secondary schools, which was first published over 10 years
ago, and which has had so profound an influence upon that branch
of education. The public archives commission has continued its use-
ful and important work in making known the contents of the various
State archives, and in December, 1909, it organized a conference of
American archivists, which will be hereafter held annually and
which will undoubtedly have a most important influence upon the
development of archival science in America. The association has
assumed the duty of presenting annually a complete bibliography of
the year’s product of books and articles relating to American history,
which will hereafter form a constant feature of its annual reports.
A committee has been appointed to consider the advisability of
establishing a commission on historic sites and monuments, while
another committee has, in conjunction with an English committee,
been actively engaged in planning a bibliography of modern Eng-

1



8 - . LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL,

lish history, a work which will be of the greatest service to American
students.

Thus it is evident that the association is not failing in the fulfill-
ment of the purpose set forth in the charter of incorporation granted
to it by Congress—the promotion of the interests of American history
and of history in America. )

Very respectfully,
Wawbo G. LeLanp, Secretary.

The SECRETARY OF THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION,

Washkington, D. C.



CONSTITUTION.

L

The name of this society shall be The American Historical Asso-
ciation.
II.

Its object shall be the promotion of historical studies.

II1.

Any person approved by the executive council may become a mem-
ber by paying $3, and after the first year may continue a member by
paying an annual fee of $3. On payment of $50, any person may
become a life member, exempt from fees. Persons not resident in the
United States may be elected as honorary or corresponding members
and be exempt from the payment of fees.

Iv.

The officers shall be a president, two vice presidents, a secretary, a
secretary of the council, a curator, a treasurer, and an executive coun-
cil consisting of the foregoing officers and six other members elected
by the association, with the ex-presidents of the association. These
officers shall be elected by ballot at each regular annual meeting of

the association.
V.

The executive council shall have charge of the general interests of
the association, including the election of members, the calling of
meetings, the selection of papers to be read, and the determination
of what papers shall be published.

VL

This constitution may be amended at any annual meeting, notice
of such amendment having been given at the previous annual meet-
ing, or the proposed amendment having received the approval of the

executive council.
)
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AMERICAN HISTORICAL ASSOCIATION.

ORGANIZRD AT SARATOGA, N. Y., S2PTEMBER 10, 1884, INCORPORATED BY CONGRESS
JANUARY 4, 1889.

OFFICERS ELECTED DECEMBER 30, 1909.

PRESIDENT :
FREDERICK JACKSON TURNER, Pu. D., LL. D., .
Harvaerd University.
VICE PRESIDENTS:
WILLIAM MILLIGAN SLOANE, Pg. D, L. H. D, LL. D.,
Columbia University.

THEODORE ROOSEVELT,, LL. D,
Oyster Bay, New York.

SECRETARY :

WALDO GIFFORD LELAND, A. M,,
Carnegie Institution of Washington.

TREASURER

CLARENCE WINTHROP BOWEN, Ps. D,
180 Fulton Street, New York.

SECRETARY OF THE COUNCIL:

CHARLES HOMER HASKINS, PH. D,,
Harvard Undversity.

CURATOR :
A. HOWARD CLARK, A. M,,
Smithsonian Institution.
EXECUTIVE COUNCIL:

(In addition to the above-named officers.)
(Ex-Presidents.)

ANDREW DICKSON WHITE, L. H. D, LL. D,,
Ithaca, N. Y.

JAMES BURRILL ANGELL, LL. D,,
Unéversity of Michigan,
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HENRY ADAMS, LL. D,,
Washington, D. O,

JAMES SCHOULER, LL. D,
Boston, Mass.
JAMES FORD RHODES, LL. D,
Boston, Mass.

CHARLES FRANCIS ADAMS, LL. D,
Boston, Mass.

ALFRED THAYER MAHAN, D. C. L, LL. D,,
Quogue, N. Y.

GOLDWIN SMITH, D. C. L., LL. D,,
Toronto, Canada.

JOHN BACH McMASTER, Pa. D, Litt. D, LL. D,,
University of Pennsylvania.

SIMEON E. BALDWIN, LL. D,,
Yale University, Associate Judge of Supreme Court of Errors of Connecticut.

JOHN FRANKLIN JAMESON, PH. D, LL. D,
Carnegie Institution of Washington.

GEORGE BURTON ADAMS, PH. D, Litt. D,
Yale University.

ALBERT BUSHNELL HART, Pu. D.,, LL. D, Litt, D,,
Harvard Unidversity.

(Elected Councilors.)

MAX FARRAND, PH. D,,
Yale University.

FRANK HEYWOOD HODDER, PH. M.,
University of Kansas..

EVARTS BOUTELL GREENE, Pa. D.,
University of Illinots.

CHARLES HENRY HULL, PH. D,
Comell Undversity.

FRANKLIN L. RILEY, P=. D,
University of Mississippi.

HEDWIN ERLE SPARKE, Pu. D, LL. D,
Pennsylvania State College.



PACIFIC COAST BRANCH.

OFFICERS ELECTED NOVEMBER 20, 1909.

PRESIDENT :

EPHRAIM D. ADAMS, Pa. D,
Leland Stanford Junfor University.

VICE PRESIDENT :

EDMOND 8. MBANY, Lirt. M,
University of Washington.

BECRETARY-TREASURER :

JAOOB N. BOWMAN, PH. D,,
Undversity of California.

EXECUTIVE OOMMITTEE :
(In addition to the above-named officers.)

HERBERT E. BOL'TON, P=. D.,
Leland Stanford Junior University.

MISS AGNES E. HOWBE,
State Normal School, S8an Jose, Cal.

EUGENE 1. McCORMAG, PH. D.,
University of California.

'MISS JEANNE B. WIER,
Undversity of Nevada.
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TERMS OF OFFICE.

(Deceased officers are marked thus: t.)

EX-PRESIDENTS :

ANDREW DICKS8ON WHITE, L. H. D., LL, D., 1884-1885.
tGEORGE BANCROFT, LL. D., 1885-1886.

{JUSTIN WINSOR, LL. D., 1886-1887.

tWILLIAM FREDERICK POOLE, LL. D., 1887-1888. -
tCHARLES KENDALL ADAMS, LL. D., 1888-1889.
+JOHN JAY, LL. D., 1889-1890.

tWILLIAM WIRT HENRY, LL. D, 1890-1891.

JAMES BURRILL ANGELL, LL. D., 1891-1803.

HENRY ADAMS, LL. D., 1893-1804.
{GEORGE FRISBIE HOAR, LL. D., 1895.
tRICHARD SALTER STORRS, D. D., LL. D., 1896.
JAMES SCHOULER, LL. D., 1897.
tGEORGE PARK FISHER, D. D., LL, D., 1898.

JAMES FORD RHODES, LL. D., 1890.

tEDWARD EGGLESTON, L. H. D., 1900.

CHARLES FRANCIS ADAMS, LL. D, 1901.

ALFRED THAYER MAHAN, D. C. L, LL. D., 1802.
t{HENRY CHARLES LEA, LL. D, 1903.

tGOLDWIN SMITH, D. C. L., LL. D., 1904.

JOHN BACH MCcMASTER, Pu. D, Litr. D., LL. D., 1905.
SIMEON E. BALDWIN, LL. D., 1806.

J. FRANKLIN JAMESON, PH. D., LL. D,, 1807.
GEORGE BURTON ADAMS, Pu. D., Lirz. D., 1908.
ALBERT BUSHNELL HART, Pu. D,, LL. D, LiTr. D., 1909.

NX-VICE-PRESIDENTS :

{JUSTIN WINSOR, LL. D., 1884-1886.

tCHARLES KENDALL ADAMS, LL. D., 1884-1888.
t{WILLIAM FREDERICK POOLE, LL. D., 1888-1887.

tJOHN JAY, LL. D., 1887-1889.

tWILLIAM WIRT HENRY, LL. D., 1888-1890.

JAMES BURRILL ANGELL, LL. D., 1889-1891.

HENRY ADAMS, LL. D, 1890-1893.

tEDWARD GAY MASON, A. M, 1891-1894.

{GEORGE FRISBIE HOAR, LL. D., 1894.

{RICHARD SALTER STORRS, D. D, LL. D, 1895.

JAMES SCHOULER, LL. D., 1895, 1896,

{GEORGE PARK FISHER, D. D., LL. D., 1896, 1897.

JAMES FORD RHODES, LL. D., 1897, 1808.

t{EDWARD EGGLESTON, L. H. D., 1898, 1899.
{MOSES COIT TYLER, L. H. D, LL. D., 1899, 1900.
CHARLES FRANCIS ADAMS, LL. D., 1900.

{HERBERT BAXTER ADAMS, Pa. D, LL. D., 1901.

ALFRED THAYER MAHAN, D. C. L, LL. D., 1901.
tHENRY CHARLES LEA, LL. D, 1902.
{GOLDWIN S8MITH, D. C. L., LL. D,, 1902, 1908.

tEDWARD McCRADY, LL. D., 1903.

JOHN BACH McMASTER, P=. D., Litr. D, LL. D., 1804.
SIMEON E. BALDWIN, LL. D., 1904, 1905.

J. FRANKLIN JAMESON, Pu. D,, LL. D., 1905, 1906.
GEORGE BURTON ADAMS, PH. D, LIiTT. D., 1906, 1907.
ALBERT BUSHNELL HART, Psu. D, LL. D., Lirr. D., 1907, 1808.
FREDERICK JACKSON TURNER, PH. D., LL. D., 1908, 1909.
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SECRETARIES :

tHERBERT BAXTER ADAMS, Ph. D, LL. D., 1884-1899,
A. HOWARD CLARK, A. M., 1880-1908.

CHARLES HOMER HASKINS, PH. D., 1900—

WALDO GIFFORD LELAND, A. M., 1908—

TREASURER :
CLARENCE WINTHROP BOWEN, Pa. D., 1884—
CURATOR :
A. HOWARD CLARK, A. M., 1889—
EXECUTIVE COUNCIL:

WILLIAM BABCOCK WEEDEN, A. M., 1884-1886.
{CHARLES DEANE, LL. D., 1884-1887.
tMOSES COIT TYLER, L. H. D,, LL. D., 1884-1885.

EPHRAIM EMERTON, PH. D., 1884-1885.

FRANKLIN BOWDITCH DRXTER, A. M., 1885-1887.
t+WILLIAM FRANCIS ALLEN, A. M., 1885-1887.
{WILLIAM WIRT HENRY, LL. D., 1886-1888.
tRUTHERFORD BIRCHARD HAYES, LL. D., 1887-1888.

JOHN W. BURGESS, Pu. D, LL. D., 1887-1891.

ARTHUR MARTIN WHEELER, A. M., 1887-1889.
t{GEORGE PARK FISHER, D. D.,, LL. D.,, 1888-1891.
tGEORGE BROWN GOODE, LL. D., 1889-1898.

JOHN GEORGE BOURINOT, C. M. G, D. C. L., LL. D., 1889-1894.

JOHN BACH McMASTER, Litr. D, LL. D., 1891-1894.

GEORGE BURTON ADAMS, PH. D., LiTT. D., 1891-1897 ; 1898-1901.

THEODORE ROOSEVELT, A. B, LL. D.,, 1894-1895.
{JABEZ LAMAR MONROE CURRY, LL. D, 1894-1895.

HENRY MORSE STEPHENS, A. M., 1895-1899.

FREDERICK JACKSON TURNER, PH. D, 1895-1899 ; 1901-1904.

EDWARD MINER GALLAUDET, PH. D,, LL. D., 1896-1897.
{MELVILLE WESTON FULLER, LL. D,, 1897-1900.

ALBERT BUSHNELL HART, PH. D., 1897-1900.

ANDREW C. McLAUGHLIN, LL. B., 1898-1901; 1903-1906.

WILLIAM A. DUNNING, PH. D.,, 1899-1802.

{PETER WHITE, A. M., 1899-1902.

J. FRANKLIN JAMESON, Ps. D, LL. D., 1900-1903.

A. LAWRENCE LOWELL, LL. B., 1800-1908.

HERBERT PUTNAM, LitT. D, LL. D, 1801-1904.

GEORGE L. BURR, LL. D.,, 1902-1905.

EDWARD P. CHEYNEY, A. M., 1902-1905.
t{EDWARD G. BOURNE, PH. D., 1903-1906.
tGEORGE P. GARRISON, PH. D., 1804-1907.

REUBEN G. THWAITES, LL. D., 1904-1907.

CHARLES M. ANDREWS, Pa. D., 1905-1908.

JAMES H. ROBINSON, PH. D,, 1905-1908. °

WORTHINGTON CHAUNCEY FORD, A. M., 1808-1909.,

WILLIAM MaucDONALD, PH. D, LL. D., 1906-1909.



COMMITTEES—I1910.

Committee on Program for the Twenty-sicth Annual Meeting.—Prof. Evarts
B. Greene, Urbana, Ill., chairman; Wilbur C. Abbott, Archibald C. Coolidge,
Earle W. Dow, Willlam L. Westermann, James A. Woodburn.

Local Commitiee of Arrangemenis for that Meeting.—Calvin N. Kendall,
Esq., Indianapolis, Ind., chairman; Christopher B. Coleman, Jacob P. Dunn,
Evarts B. Greene, T. C. Howe, Meredith Nicholson, Charles R. Williams,

Editors of the American Historical Review.—Prof. George B. Adams, Yale
University, chairman; George L. Burr, J. Franklin Jameson, Andrew C.
McLaughlin, Willlam M. Sloane, Frederick J. Turner.

Historical Manuscripts Commission.—Worthington C. Ford, Esq., Massachu-
setts Historical Society, chairman; Herbert D. Foster, Galllard Hunt, Thomas
M. Owen, Ulrich B. Phillips, Frederick G. Young.

Commitiee on the Justin Winsor Prize.—Prof. Charles H. Hull, Cornell Uni-
versity, chairman; Carl Becker, Francis A. Christie, John H. Latané, Claude
H. Van Tyne.

Public Archives Commission.—Prof. Herman V. Ames, University of Pennsyl-
vania, chairman; Charles M. Andrews, Clarence 8. Brigham, Robert D. W.
Connor, Carl R. Fish, Victor H. Paltsits, Dunbar Rowland.

Commsitise on Bibliography.—Prof. Ernest C. Richardson, Princeton Uni-
versity, chairman; Appleton P. C. Grifin, W. Dawson Johnston, Wilbur H.
Siebert, George P. Winship.

Committee on Publications.—Prof. Willlam A. Dunning, Columbia University,
chairman; and (ex officio) Herman V. Ames, George L. Burr, Worthington C.
Ford, Charles H. Hasgkins, Charles H. Hull, J. Franklin Jameson, Waldo G.
Leland, Ernest C. Richardson.

Committece on the Herbert Boater Adams Prize.—Prof. George L. Burr,
Cornell University, chairman; Guy 8. Ford, Bdwin F. Gay, James W. Thomp-
son, John M. Vincent.

General Committce—Prof. 8t. George L. Sioussat, University of the South,
chairman; Jacob N. Bowman (ex officio), Walter L. Fleming, Waldo G. Leland
(ex officio), Albert C. Myers, Frederic L. Paxson, Miss Lucy M. Salmon.

Committee on History in Secondary Schools.—Prof. Andrew C. McLaughlin,
University of Chicago, chairman; Charles H. Haskins, James H. Robinson,
James Sullivan. .

Commitiee on a Bibllography of Modern English History.—Prof. Edward P.
Cheyney, University of Pennsylvania, chairman; Arthur L. Cross, Roger B.
Merriman, Ernest C. Rithardson, Williston Walker, :

Conference of State and Local Historical Societies.—Clarence M. Burton,
Esq., Detroit, Mich., chairman; Waldo G. Leland, secretary.

Commitiee to Report on Historical Bites and Monuments.—President Edwin
E. Sparks, Pennsylvania State College, chairman; Henry BE. Bourne, Bdmond S.
Meany, Frank H. Severance, Reuben G. Thwaites.
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ORGANIZATION AND ACTIVITIES.

Organization.—The American Historical Association was organized at Sara-
toga, N. Y., on September 10, 1884, with an enrollment of 40 members. In
1889 the association was incorporated by act of Congress, its principal office
was fixed at Washington, and it was required to make an annual report to the
Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution. The object of the association is the
“ promotion of historical studies,” and the activities of the association have
steadily increased in number and widened in scope.

Membership.—Any person approved by the executive council may become a
member of the American Historical Assoclation by paying $3, the amount of
the annual dues. On payment of $50 any person may become a life member,
exempt from dues. Any member may nominate for membership such persons
as he or she believes to be properly qualified, but their willingness to accept
election should in all cases be ascertained before presenting their names.
Nominations should be made to the secretary, who will furnish blanks upon
request. Persons desiring to join the association may make application to the
secretary to have their names presented to the council.

Dues.—There i8 no entrance fee. The annual dues are $3, payable on Sep-
tember 1 for the ensuing fiscal year. The publications of the association are
not sent to members whose dues remain unpaid after December 1.

Pacific coast branch.—The Pacific coast branch was established in 1903 as an
integral part of the American Historical Association. Those members of the
association who reside west of the Rocky Mountains may be members of the
Pacific coast branch, and all members of the Pacific coast branch are members
of the association. The members of the Pacific coast branch pay their annual
dues to the treasurer of the association and receive all publications that are
distributed. The Pacific coast branch has its own officers and committees and
holds its own annual meetings. The proceedings of these meetings, and cer-
tain papers presented at them, are published in the annual reports of the asso-
ciation. A delegate is sent to attend the annual meetings of the association.

Publications.—The annual report of the American Historical Association is
published by authority of Congress, and contains the proceedings and pro-
gram of the annual meeting, the proceedings of the Pacific coast branch,
such papers read at the meetings as are selected for inclusion by the committee
on publications, together with other material, such as documents, bibliographies,
reports of commissions, etc.

The Papers of the American Historical Association, its earliest publications,
are contained in five volumes, which were issued from 1886 to 1891 and then
discontinued. These contain the reports of the first seven annual meetings
(1884-1890), abstracts and texts of papers read at the meetings, lists of mem-
bers, and a certain number of monographs.

: The American Historical Review is, by special arrangement with the board of

editors, sent to all members in good standing. It is published quarterly, on

the 1st of October, January, April, and July, each number being made up of
19
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articles, documents, book reviews, and notes and news, and containing 200 or
more pages. Volume I begins with the number for October, 1895.

The Handbook, containing the lists of officers and committees, with the names
and addresses of members, is published in ‘the spring of each odd year by the
office of the secretary and distributed to all members.

The series of Prize Essays of the American Historical Association is composed
of those monographs for which the Justin Winsor and Herbert Baxter Adams
prizes are alternately awarded. Each monograph constitutes one volume of the
series and is supplied to members, upon subscriptions sent to the treasurer, for $1.

Writings on American History, an annual bibliography having 8,000 to 4,000
entries, i8 supported, in part, by a subsidy from the American Historical Asso-
ciation. The issues covering the years 1908, 1907, and 1908 are published by the
Macmilllan Company; those covering subsequent years are incorporated in the
annual reports of the association.

Original Narratives of Early American History is the title of a series of
reprints, edited under the auspices of the American Historical Association, and
designed to provide a comprehensive and well-rounded collection of those narra-
tives which hold the most important place as sources of American history
anterior to 1700. The series is published by Charles Scribner’s Sons.

The Study of History in Secondary Schools, being the report of the com-
mittee of seven of the American Historical Association, was published by the
Macmillan Company in 1809. A committee of five has been engaged in a revi-
sion of this report, and this has been published by the same publishers in 1911.

The Study of History in Elementary Schools, being the report of the com-
mittee of eight of the American Historical Association, was published in 1909
by Charles Scribner’s Sons, .

Acts of the Privy Council of England, Colonial Series, of which the first three
volumes have been published, will be complete to 1783 in six volumes (London,
Wyman and Sons). The series 18 edited by W. L. Grant and James Munro, the
expense of transcribing and editing being met by International cooperation.
The American Historical Association is one of the financial supporters of this
important work.

The Papers of the American Society of Church History were published in
eight volumes from 1889 to 1897, and were discontinued upon the union of that
gociety with the American Historical Association.

Annual meetings.—Annual meetings have thus far been held in Boston, Provi-
dence, New Haven, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Washington, Richmond,
New Orleans, Cleveland, Detroit, Indianapolis, Chicago, and Madison. The
meeting of 1911 is to be in Buffalo. The meetings are held during a period of
three or four days within the dates of December 27-81. The program is made
up of formal sessions with set papers and of more informal round-table con-
ferences, of the annual business meeting, and of various social features. The
public is cordially invited to all sessions and conferences. Preliminary editions
of the program, with detailed information respecting railroad rates, hotel accom-
modations, etc., are sent to all members some weeks in advance of the meetings.

Conference of historical societies.—In connection with the annual meetings
there is held each year a conference of representatives of the various State and
local historical societies, for the discussion of matters of interest to such organi-
zations, and the planning of cooperative activities. The reports of the confer-
ence are printed in the annual report of the associatlon. All historical societies
are urged to send representatives, whether members of the association or not, to
this conference.

Conference of archivists.—A conference of archivists is also held, attended
by representatives of national and state archives. Topics relating to European
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and American archives, their organization, the collection, storage, and classi-
fication of material, and its use for historical purposes, are discussed in formal
papers and informally at these conferences.

Historical manuscripts commission.—The historical manuscripts commission

" was established in 1895. It has engaged itself in securing information respect-
ing the manuscript sources of American history and in publishing calendars and
texts. Thus it has printed, in the annual reports, the letters of John C. Cal-
houn, the letters of Salmon P. Chase, the correspondence of the French minis-
ters to the United States, 1791-1797, and the diplomatic archives of the Republic
of Texas, as well as smaller collections of documents. The commission en-
deavors to stimulate an interest in the proper preservation and making acces-
sible of manuscript materials and has prepared a leafiet of suggestions for the
printing of documents relating to American history. This leaflet may be ob-
tained upon application to the secretary.

Public archives commission.—The public archives commission was established
in 1899 for the purpose of examining into the condition and character of the
public records of the United States, of the several States, and of local com-
munities, with a view to obtaining and publishing such information concerning
them as will make the records more generally known and more easily available
for students. The commission has been instrumental in securing legislation for
the better administration of the public records in many States, and has printed,
in the annual reports, reports of varying scope on the archives of about 30
States, as well as reports on the records of certain cities and counties, together
with & summary of state legislation relating to the custody and supervision of
the public records, and a bibliography of the printed public archives of the thir-
teen original States to 1789.

Committee on bdidliography.—The committee on bibliograpby considers such
bibliographical projects as come before it, and has caused to be prepared various
bibliographies which have been printed in the annual reports. Among these
have been a bibliography of the publications of American historical societies, a
list of the public documents of the first fourteen Congresses, notes on the col-
lections of works on European history in American libraries, bibliographies of
Alabama and of Mississippi, etc.

Commitiee on a bidliography of modern English history.—This committee was
appointed by the council in December, 1908, at the request of the conference on
English history, for the purpose of securing the preparation of a bibliographical
introduction to modern English history. It cooperates with an English com-
mittee having the same purpose.
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HISTORICAL PRIZES.

For the encouragement of historical research the American Historical Asso-
clation offers two prizes, each of $200—the Justin Winsor prize in American
history and the Herbert Baxter Adams prize in European history. Each is
awarded biennially (the Winsor prize in the even years and the Adams prize
in the odd years) for the best unpublished monograph submitted to the com-
mittee of awards on or before October 1 [hereafter July 1] of the given year—
e. g, by October 1, 1911, for the Adams prize in European history, and by
July 1, 1912, for the Winsor prize in American history. The conditions of
award are as follows:

I. The prize 18 intended for writers who have not yet published any con-
siderable work or obtained an established reputation.

II. A. For the Justin Winsor prize.—The monograph must be based upon
independent and original investigation in American history, by which is meant
the history of any of the British colonies in America to 1783, of other terri-
tories, continental or Insular, which have since been acquired by the United
States, of the United States, and of independent Latin America. It may deal
with any aspect of that history—social, political, constitutional, religious, eco-
nomiec, ethnological, military, or biographical, though in the last three instances
a treatment exclusively ethnological, military, or biographical would be unfa-
vorably received.

B. For the Herbert Bazter Adams prize.—The monograph must be based upon
independent and original investigation in European history, by which is meant
the history of Europe, continental, insular, or colonial, excluding continental
French America and British America before 1783. It may deal with any aspect
of that history—social, political, constitutional, religious, economie, ethnolog-
fcal, military, or biographical, though in the last three instances a treatment
exclusively ethnological, military, or biographical would be unfavorably received.

III. The monograph must present subject matter of more than personal or
local interest, and must, as regards its conclusions, be a distinct contribution to
knowledge. Its statements must be accurate, and the author in his treatment of
the facts collected must show originality and power of interpretation.

IV. The monograph must conform to the accepted canons of historical re-
search and criticism.

It must be presented in scientific form.

It must contain references to all authorities.

It must be accompanied by a critical bibliography. Should the bibliography
be omitted or should it consist only of a list of titles without critical comments
and valuations, the monograph will not be admitted to the competition.

V. The monograph should not exceed 100,000 words in length. The manu-
script should be typewritten, and must be neat, correct, and in form ready for
the printer.

VI. In addition to text, footnotes, and bibliography, the monograph must
contain nothing except the name and address of the author and a short intro-
duction setting forth the character of the material and the purpose of the
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work. After the award has been made the successful competitor may add such
personal allusions as are customary in a printed work.

VII. In making the award the committee will comsider not oniy research,
accuracy, and originality, but also clearness of expression, logical arrangement,
and especially literary form. The successful monograph must be written in
good English. The prize will not be awarded unless the work submitted shall
be of a high degree of excellence.

VIII. The successful monograph will be published by the American Historical
Association. Galley and page proofs will be sent to the author for revision;
but, should changes be made by him exceeding in cost an aggregate of 10 cents
per page of the completed book, such excess shall be borne by him, and the

“amount will be deducted from the prize.

IX. The prize, together with 10 bound copies of the printed volume, will be
sent to the author after the publication of the book. Further coples, not to
exceed 25, he shall be entitled to purchase at the reduced price ($1) at whicha
copy is furnished to each subscribing member of the Association. Should he
further desire unbound copies, not for sale, the committee will endeavor to
furnish them to him at cost.

Address all correspondence relative to the Justin Winsor prize (after Jan. 1,
1911) to Prof. Claude H. Van Tyne, Ann Arbor, Mich., and all correspondence
relative to the Herbert Baxter Adams prize to Prof. George Lincoln Burr,
Ithaca, N. Y.

The Justin Winsor Prize (which until 1908 was offered annually) has been
awarded to the following:

1806. Herman V. Ames, The Proposed Amendments to the Constitution of the
United States, ’

1900. William A. Schaper, Sectionalism and Representation in South Caro-
lina ; with honorable mention of Mary 8. Locke, Anti-Slavery Sentiment before
1808. :

1901. Ulrich B. Phillips, Georgia and State Rights; with honorable rmention
of M. Louise Greene, The Struggle for Religious Liberty in Connecticut.

1902. Charles McCarthy, The Anti-Masonic Party; with honorable mention of
W. Roy Smith, South Carolina as a Royal Province.

1803. Louise Phelps Kellogg, The American Colonial Charter: A Study of Its
Relation to English Administration, chiefly after 1688,

1904. William R. Manning, The Nootka Sound Controversy; with honorable
mention of C. O. Paullin, The Navy of the American Revolution.

1906, Annie Heloise Abel, The History of Events Resulting in Indian Consoli-
dation West of the Mississippi River.

1908. Clarence Edwin Carter, Great Britain and the Illinois Country, 1765-
1774; with honorable mention of Charles Henry Ambler, Sectionalism in
Virginia, 1776-1861. : ’

1910. Edward Raymond Turner, The Negro of Pennsylvania—S8lavery, Servi-
tude, and Freedom, 1609-1861.

From 1897 to 1899 and in 1905 the Justin Winsor Prize was not awarded.

The Herbert Baxter Adams Prize has been awarded to:

1905. David 8. Muzzey, The Spiritual Franciscans; with honorable mention
of Eloise Ellery, Jean Plerre Brissot.

1907. In equal division, Edward B. Krehbiel, The Interdict, its History and
its Operation, with Especial Attention to the Time of Pope Innocent III, and
William 8. Robertson, Francisco de Miranda and the Revolutionizing of Spanish
America.

1909. Wallace Notestein, A History of English Witcheraft from 1558 to 1718.
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE TWENTY-FIFTH ANNUAL MEETING OF THE
AMERICAN HISTORICAL ASSOCIATION,' NEW YORK CITY, DECEMBER
27-31, 1909.

By WALDO G. LELAND.

The American Historical Association was founded at Saratoga in
September, 1884, and had, therefore, in December, 1909, completed a
trifie more than a quarter century of existence.? The American
Economic Association was founded a year later and had completed
a trifle less than a quarter of a century. An anniversary celebration
was felt to be an appropriate exercise for both associations, in which
joined the host of younger and more specialized societies which have
grown up out of and about the two larger associations. Thus there
met in New York the two older associations, together with the Ameri-
can Political Science Association, the American Sociological Society,
the American Association for Labor Legislation, the American Sta-
tistical Association, the American Social Science Association, the
American Society of Church History, and the Bibliographical So-
ciety of America; an agglomeration which rivaled the American
Association for the Advancement of Science, which was meeting at
the same time in Boston. The total registration of all the societies
in attendance at the New York meeting was about 1,100, of which
565 should be credited to the historical association. If size is to be
taken as a criterion the twenty-fifth meeting of the American His-
torical Association was nearly twice as successful as the most success-
ful preceding meeting. Contributing to this success in no small
measure was the long list of foreign names figuring upon the consoli-
dated program. Thus there were the Right Hon. James Bryce ; Henry
Higgs, of the Royal Economic Society; Prof. H. A. L. Fisher, of
Oxford ; Prof. George W. Prothero, of London ; Sir Horace Plunkett,
of Ireland; Camille Enlart, director of the Musée de Sculpture com-
parée, of Paris; Prof. Eduard Meyer, of the University of Berlin;

1 For other accounts of the New York meeting see American Historical Review, XV,
475 f. ; the Survey, January 15, 1910 ; the Independent, January 6, 1910; and the Boston
Transcript, January 1, 1910. In the present account free use has been made of these
other reports.

2 For a most interesting historical sketch of the association see the article by Dr. J. F.
Jameson in the American Historical Review, XV, 1 ff, (October, 1909).
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Prof. Rafael Altamira, of Oviedo; Dr. H. T. Colenbrander, of The
Hague; Maffeo Pantaleoni, of Rome; Prof. Wrong, of Toronto;
Francisco J. Yénes, of the Bureau of American Republics, represent-
ing Latin America; M. Zumoto, of Tokyo; Dr. J. Takamine and Dr.
K. Asakawa, Japanese residents of America; and T. L. Chao and
Chang Lau Chi, of China. Internationalism was perhaps the domi-
nating characteristic of the meeting. An entire session was devoted
to the activities of the historical societies of England, France, Ger-
many, Holland, and Spain; another to the Gladstone centenary; a
third to the contributions of the Romance nations to the history of
America ; a fourth to the Scandinavian, Dutch, and German elements
in America; the conference of archivists considered mainly the les-
sons to be learned from European archival practice; the conference
of historical societies listened to a paper on the publications of French
and German societies; and at the conference on history teaching were
presented papers on German and French methods,

Another element of the meeting was the social entertainments pro-
vided by the citizens of New York through a committee of one
hundred.

Monday afternoon, December 27, was occupied in committee and
council meetings. In the evening there was held the citizens’ meet-
ing of welcome presided over by Mr. Joseph H. Choate, at which
arrangements had been made for addresses of welcome by the Presi-
dent of the United States, the governor of New York, the mayor of
New York City, and the president of Columbia University. The
storm had made impossible the participation of the President, but
the meeting was nevertheless a brilliant opening of the exercises of the
week. On Tuesday morning the historical and economic associations
met to listen to the annual addresses of their presidents. The address
by President Hart, of the historical association, on “ Imagination in
History ”! was an arraignment of inaccuracy in which, while de-
fending the proper use of imagination as necessary to infuse vitality
and a sense of reality into historical writings, he scored severely its
improper use, ranging from a careless examination of the “ sources ”
to the deliberate manufacture of “ facts.” President Dewey’s ad-
dress on “ Obeervations in Economics ”? dwelt especially upon the
necessity for accurate facts as a basis for better economic theory and a
clearer understanding of economic life.

A luncheon at Columbia University was followed by informal
speaking by Mr. Bryce, Prof. Fisher, and President Lowell. In the
afternoon a reception was given for the associations in Earl Hall
by the Academy of Political Science in the city of New York.

1 Printed in full in the American Historical Review, XV, 227 ff. (January, 1910).
s Printed in the American Economic Association Quarterly, April, 1910,
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In the evening the historical association met in the new building of
the New York Historical Society to listen to various accounts of the
work of foreign historical societies. Prof. Prothero spoke of the
work of English societies,! Prof. Meyer of that of the German
societies, Monsieur Enlart of the French societies,? Dr. Colenbrander
of the Dutch societies,® and Prof. Altamira of those of Spain¢ A
striking difference between the foreign societies and those of America
is the greater part played by the national Governments in their
direction. In wealth and membership the American societies are
perhaps rather better off than those of Europe, but in the produc-
tion of useful historical material systematically planned and edited
with a high degree of scholarship they are undoubtedly far behind.
Following this session was a smoker at the City Club.

On Wednesday morning there was a joint session of the historical
and political science associations with the general topic, “ British
constitutional and political development with especial reference to
the centenary of Gladstone.” Prof. Dennis in his paper on “ Tenden-
cies in British Foreign Policy since Disraeli ” ® surveyed the advances
within 30 years which have been made in the problems connected
with Egypt, South Africa, and Afghanistan and in relations with
France, Germany, and Russia. Prof. Wrong, of Toronto, followed
with a paper on “ Canadian Nationalism and the Imperial Tie.”®
Mr. Porritt’s paper on the “ Paradoxes of Gladstone’s Popularity ” ¢
was from the point of view of a former Parliamentary reporter.
Mr. Fisher, of New College, Oxford, spoke of the South African
Union. He described the difficulties in the way of such a union—
difficulties brought about by the fact of recent war and by differ-
ences in nationality, language, and race; and dwelt upon the various
compromises of the constitution—the dual seat of government, the
suffrage, and official use of two languages. The final paper by Mr.
Bryce dealt with “ Recent English History in its Constitutional
Aspects,” with especial reference to the centenary of the birth of
Gladstone. Speaking as one who had been a personal friend of the
English statesman, Mr. Bryce was able to make his paper of unusual
and vital interest. He spoke of Gladstone’s trust of the people, which
was the basis of his desire to extend the franchise, and of his large
conception of the Empire and of England’s relation to her colonies.

Following this session there was a breakfast, presided over by
Prof. Sloane. The speaking which followed was participated in by
Prof. Hart, who welcomed the foreign delegates; by Mr. Henry
Higgs, of the Royal Economic Society, responding on behalf of these
latter; and by Prof. Van Dyke, Prof. Dewey, and President Hadley.

1 Printed below, pp. 229 fI. ¢ Printed in American Political Science
2 Printed below, pp. 257 ff. Association Proceedings, VI.
3 Printed below, pp. 243 fI. ¢ Printed below, pp. 115 ff.

¢ Printed below, pp. 267 fI.
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In the evening there was a reception given by the ladies’ reception
committee, preceded by representations of the work of the City
History Club and by historical tableaux, in which the characters
were in large part personated by their actual descendants.

On Thursday morning the historical association held four simul-
taneous conferences.! That on ancient history, of which W. L.
Westermann of the University of Wisconsin was chairman, opened
with a paper by Dr. A. T. Olmstead on “ Western Asia in the days
of Sennacherib of Assyria,” which is printed in full in the present
volume.? Next followed a paper by Prof. W. S. Ferguson, of Har-
vard, on Athens and Hellenism,® in which he sketched the attitude of
the Hellenistic powers toward Athens and described the reaction of
Athens to the innovations of Hellenism in politics, government, and
social and religious life. A third paper, by Prof. Nathaniel Schmidt,
of Cornell, related to the “ Hellenistic Influence on the Origin of
Christianity.” Prof. Eduard Meyer, of the University of Berlin,
described some of the papyri of the Jewish colony at Elephantine,
of which a large number exist dating from the fifth century B. C.
Many of these papyri are in small fragments, but they have been put
together with great skill, and in some cases nearly cemplete docu-
ments have thus been restored. Most of them are in the Aramaic
dialect, which was used as an official language of the Persian Empire.
Important among the documents are applications for personal safety
which contain illustrations of a pre-Deuteronomic form of Jewish
cult. Such an application on the occasion of a conspiracy was made
to the high priest of Jerusalem in 411, but remained unanswered,
the Jews making it being regarded as heretics. An interesting docu-
ment is the Story of the Wise Ahikar, a sort of Persian chronicle,
in which the Assyrian kings are turned into conventional heroes.
This book was read by the Jews from the fifth century, and some of
the Hebrew writings show a close relationship to it. Ahikar was
introduced into Greek story as Democritus and the traditions of his
wisdom can be traced in Hellenistic writings. The story of Ahikar
is the first oriental book outside of Egypt and Babylon that has
come down to us and it shows the universal background of the spe-
cific development in the various countries.

The conference on medieval history, of which Prof. Emerton was
chairman, was a joint session with the American Society of Church
History. In the first paper Prof. E. B. Krehbiel, of Leland Stan-
ford University, dealt with the degree to which the great interdict
laid upon England by Innocent III in the reign of King John was
observed. A close examination of the records had satisfied the

1 The account that follows is taken in part from the American Historical Review,
2 See below, pp. 91 fI.
$ Printed in the American Historical Review XVI, 1 ff. (October, 1910),
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writer that the rewards which John bestowed on those who violated
the interdict and the punishments he inflicted on those who observed
it caused a considerable amount of disobedience among the clergy.
The second paper, by the Rev. Edward W. Miller, of the Auburn
Theological Seminary, treated of the origin and historical importance
of the medieeval trade guilds and of the religious character and fra-
ternal spirit of the craft guilds. These had their patron saints and
usually one or more chaplains, and performed various religious or
philanthropic acts, undertaking important charities even outside
the circles of their members. Prof. Sidney B. Fay, of Dartmouth,
treating of the “ Roman Law and the German Peasant,”® argued
that there is no contemporary evidence for the commonly accepted
views that the introduction of the Roman law tended to depress the
German peasant of Luther’s time into the condition of a Roman
slave, that there was a popular opposition to the Roman law, or that
its introduction was a cause of the Peasants’ Revolt of 1525. Mon-
sieur Camille Enlart made a plea for the study in America of the
history of medieval art, tracing the development of that study in
France during the last 30 years.? Prof. A. C. Howland, of the Uni-
versity of Pennsylvania, illustrated the special tendencies of the
reform movement of the eleventh century in southern Germany—the
fostering of an active intellectual life and the inculcation of prac-
tical morality—from the life of Othloh, a monk of St. Emmeram,
in Regensburg, whose writings contain much autobiographical
material.

The conference on American history dealt with the westward move-
ment. It was presided over by Prof. Paxson, of the University of
Michigan. Papers were read by Prof. Hodder on the “Attitude
of Missouri toward the Compromise of 1820,” * by Mrs. Mathews on
“The Erie Canal and the Settlement of the West,” ¢ by Prof. Bretz on
“Some Aspects of Postal Extension into the West,” ® and by Prof.
Meany on “ Morton Matthew McCarver, Frontier City Builder,”®
three of which are printed in full in the present volume.

A full report of the proceedings of the conference of archivists is
contained in another part of this volume.” The importance of this
conference should not be lost sight of. It marks one more effort on
the part of the association to secure practical results, which should
be of the greatest value to the future of American historical studies.

18ee American Historical Review, XVI, 234 ff. (January, 1911).

2 M. Enlart’s paper is printed below, pp. 103 ff.

3 8ee below, pp. 151 fI.

¢ Printed in a volume entitled The Holland Land Company and Canal Construction in
Western New York, Publications of the Buffalo Historical Society, XIV, 187-203.

§ S8ee below, pp. 141 ff.

¢ See below, pp. 173 fI.

78ee below, pp. —.
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It is to be hoped that the conference may become a permanent
feature of the meetings of the association and that it may be the
means of securing proper provision for the care and administration
of- American archives.

During the afternoon four conferences were held. That on modern
European history was presided over by Prof. Robinson, of Columbia
University. The first paper, by Prof. Ferdinand Schevill, on the
political situation in Bosnia and Herzegovina, was designed not
so much as a historical study as to represent the political impres-
sions of a traveler. Bosnia, he said, is the Orient, and in considering
it one must abandon western standards. Three principal issues hold
the foreground in the public interest. The first of these is the
agrarian question; the second is that of the Bosnian constitution ; and
the third is that of the incorporation of the Bosnians in the Hun-
garian half of the dual monarchy. Prof. Ford’s paper on “ Bismarck
as Historiographer ” is printed in full in the present volume.!

Under the title “ Recent Progress in Modern European History,”
Prof. Lingelbach showed, by means of comparative statistics, the
growth in the study of modern history, both in undergraduate and
graduate courses. This progress is particularly noticeable in Paris,
as evidenced especially by the activities of the Société d’Histoire
Moderne. As regards the sources of modern history, he pointed out
that there is actually a plethora of them, both manuscript and printed,
and he emphasized the need of organization for their effective ex-
ploitation. There is also need of means of orientation as to condi-
tions and work being done by others in this field.

Speaking on “A College Course in Contemporary History,” Dr.
Carlton H. Hayes described a method practised in one of the courses
presented at Columbia.? This course, he said, had been regarded as
an experiment, but it had had a remarkable success—a success
attributable in the first place to the inherent interest and importance
that attach to the contemporary period and its problems, and in
the second place to certain departures in the method of instruction.
While the general history of the British Empire and the Continent
in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries is covered, emphasis is
laid on European affairs since 1870 with the purposé of providing a
useful training for college men and of supplying a unifying force in
the heterogeneous curriculum. Instruction is given in two distinct
parts—lectures and “laboratory ” work. The laboratory is the most
important factor in the success of the course. Each member of the
class clips articles relating to foreign affairs from American news-
papers and once a week classifies them. Twice a month he prepares

1 See below, pp. 125 fI.
3 Dr. Hayes's article is printed very nearly in full in the History Teacher’'s Magazine
for February, 1910, pp. 127, 128.
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a review of current events in a given country based on the clippings
and on his reading in works of reference and in the foreign news-
papers kept in the laboratory. By means of personal consultations
and discussions of special topics the course becomes an organic whole,
the historical setting of European problems is explained, and a sound
critical habit of mind in newspaper reading is inculcated. An inter-
esting discussion followed the reading of the last paper. Upon the
question being raised as to whether such a course interfered with
other college work, Prof. Robinson expressed the opinion that depart-
ments of history had always been too modest in their demands for a
due proportion of the student’s tithe, and in particular too modest in
their demands for equipment. Prof. Ford questioned the use ot
newspapers as g primary basis for the study of modern history, and
suggested that while New York had unusual facilities in this respect,
it was possible for too much newspaper reading to result in a certain
degeneracy of work. As to the trustworthiness of newspapers, Prof.
Robinson thought that, as compared with the medieval annals, the
advantage was rather with the former. Prof. Anderson, speaking of
the limits of a course in modern European history, said that he had
found difficulty, starting with 1789, in bringing the course down to
the present. He was planning, therefore, to give an additional course
from 1878 to date.

The conference on ethnic elements in the history of the United
States, of which Prof. Greene was chairman, considered the Ger-
man, Dutch, and Scandinavian elements, papers being read by Profs.
Goebel and Faust, Mr. Dieserud, and Dr. Colenbrander. The papers
by Prof. Goebel and Dr. Colenbrander, together with one by Miss
Putnam, which there was not time to hear, are printed in the present
volume.! President Babcock was not present but sent his paper,
which was not read in the conference, but which will be found in the
American Historical Review.?

The conference of historical societies, of which Prof. Sioussat was
chairman, considered the general subject of publications.- A full re-
port of the proceedings of the conference is included in this volume.?

A conference on the work of history and civics clubs, presided over
by Mr. Frank B. Kelley, naturally centered about the work of the
City History Club of New York. There were papers by Miss M.
Elizabeth Crouse on the “Aim and Methods of the City History
Clubs,” by Mr. A. L. Pugh on “A Practical Program in Municipal
Civics for Clubs,” and by Mr. Howard C. Green on “Actual Work
Done in Civic Clubs.”

1 For these three papers see below, pp. 181 ff.

2 8ee American Historical Review, XVI, 300 f£. (January, 1911).
3 See below, pp. 279 fI.
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At the close of the afternoon came the annual business meeting of
the association, the minutes of which follow the present account.!

In the evening was held the last general session of the association,
the subject for consideration being southern history. Papers were
read by Mr. Thomas on “ The South’s Problem—Some of its Difficul-
ties,” by Prof. Dunning on “ Legislation and the Race Problem,” and
by Mr. Jervey on “ The Negro Problem as Affected by Sentiment.”
Prof. Kelly Miller, who was to have spoken on legislation and prac-
tice, was absent. A paper by Dr. Dubois, which will be found in the
American Historical Review,?> was on “ Some Actual Benefits of Re-
construction.” He held that there was much danger that the tradition
declaring the negro in politics the prime cause of the misfortunes of
the period of Reconstruction will come to pass for fact in the history
of that period. He wished to show first, that there were certain in-
evitable bad results of war which no method of reconstruction and no
possible human agencies could have changed ; secondly, that when there
has been charged against Reconstruction all that has been alleged
there still remains the fact that many possibilities of far greater evil
and of much greater turmoil were prevented ; thirdly, that the actual
harm of Reconstruction has been in many cases grossly exaggerated ;
and finally, that actual concrete benefits of Reconstruction are being
enjoyed by the South to-day in the form of universal manhood suf-
frage, free public schools, and new social legislation. In the discus-
sion which followed Col. Chisolm, of Birmingham, spoke on the
effects of Reconstruction in the Southern States® He discussed in
particular three aspects of his subject: The effect on the southern
whites, the effect on the negro, and the effect on the nation.

Prof. U. B. Phillips, called upon by President Hart to speak
extemporaneously, dwelt upon the great opportunity for service to
the country and to the cause of scholarship in the thorough-going,
scientific, detached, and dispassionate investigation of southern de-
velopment since the war. The most striking theme, of course, is the
radical readjustment of race relations with their endless ramifica-
tions. Writers have made little of the important tendency of pres-
ent-day negroes and whites to draw aloof economically and to
establish each race so far as practicable upon a self-sufficing basis.
Again, little inquiry has been made into the relative average efficiency
of negro labor in slavery and in freedom. In the Carolinas and
Georgia the cotton industry has been revolutionized since the war
by the use of commercial fertilizers, and in Texas the development
has been predominantly in the hands of white laborers. But in the

1 See below, pp. 40 fI.

s American Historical Review, XV, 781 ff. (July, 1910).

3 Mr. Chisolm’s paper has been printed in the Birmingham, Ala., Age-Herald of January
12, 1910.
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middle Gulf States, on the other hand, negro labor has constantly
been the main reliance, and the chief change in industrial conditions
has been the change in negro status from slavery to freedom. In
these latter States and in typical black-belt counties in each of them
census returns of the two main products, cotton and corn, show the per
capita production in 1900 to have been at least 40 per cent smaller than
that in 1860. How far are these indications borne out by other tests,
and to what extent, if any, can the change be attributed to the
difference in the status of labor? In studying the recent South cer-
tain truisms must be borne in mind. The post bellum conditions
have proceeded directly and problems have been inherited from the
ante bellum régime. The people involved have not differed in any
fundamental way from the general run of people of similar stocks
and similar circumstances throughout the world. The Afro-Ameri-
can population is too varied in qualities to be described by any ex-
pression which will exclude all other peoples. Coming from the
most diverse African races, still further varied by intermixture
with white blood, it is necessary in studying this people to recognize
at once its diversity as well as the degree of unity which it possesses.
Following Prof. Phillips, Mr. Warfield expressed the opinion that
the negro problem should be studied from an attached or sympathetic
point of view. The loss of so many men in the South had been, he
held, a great disadvantage in the solution of its problems. Prof.
Riley, of the University of Mississippi, spoke more especially of the
necessity of a new point of view in studying the history of Recon-
struction. These studies have thus far, he said, been conducted
mainly from the standpoint of the state government. This seemed
to him a mistake. It was working at the wrong end of the subject.
The most pressing and important need at this time is a thorough,
discriminating, and impartial treatment of the local history of
Reconstruction. Prof. Riley then described the work of investigat-
ing local conditions and history that was being done by advanced
students at the University of Mississippi.

On Friday morning two conferences were held. That on the con-
tribution of the Romance nations to the history of America is fully
reported in another part of this volume.! The conference on history
in the secondary schools, of which Miss Salmon was chairman, was
a joint session with the New York State Teachers’ Association.?
A paper was read by Miss E. S. Davison, of Bradford Academy, on
“ History in German Secondary Schools.”? She visited a number
of schools in Munich, Frankfort-on-the-Main, and Berlin. She

1 See below, pp. 219 ff,

2 An excellent report of this conference will be found in the History Teacher’'s Magazine
for February, 1910, pp. 128, 129.

2 Printed in the Educational Review for November, 1910.
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observed that in the gymnasia the main purpose is to prepare for
citizenship and to inculcate patriotism. Two types of history course
are offered ; one beginning with the history of Germany and working
backward, the other beginning with antiquity and working forward
to the development of Germany. The latter type seems to be dis-
placing the former. In it all work in medieval and modern history
centers about Germany. The pupils are expected to acquire a defi-
nite knowledge of the leading facts of history. The teaching is
somewhat biased and is evidently adapted to certain political exi-
gencies. In the popular schools no text-book is used, but in the
gymnasia a sort of brief text-book or syllabus is employed. Prof.
Johnson, of the Teachers’ College, who was to have presented a
paper on “ History in the French Secondary Schools,” was unable
to be present at the conference on account of serious illness. Mr.
James Sullivan spoke shortly on the same subject that Prof. Johnson
was to have treated.! Prof. Andrew C. McLaughlin, chairman of
the committee of five, presented a preliminary report. The com-
mittee was appointed two years ago at the Madison meeting to
consider the report of the committee of seven and to make recom-
mendations for alterations in that report, if any should be needed.
Prof. McLaughlin said that the committee was not as yet ready to
make a formal report, although it had reached very definite conclu-
sions on the main subject under consideration. It was early deter-
mined by the committee that radical and far-reaching alterations of
the report of the committee of seven were unnecessary. One pressing
subject which demanded attention concerned the extent of the field
of ancient history. The committee of five accepted the reasons given
in the earlier report for continuing the field of ancient history down
to the time of Charlemagne. It was apparent, however, that there
was some difficulty in determining how much time and energy should
be devoted to the last four or five centuries of that period. The
committee, therefore, had decided to state with considerable explicit-
ness the topics that should be covered. The relation of civil gov-
ernment to American history presented another problem. Teachers
of government are asking for more time for the separate study of
that subject; the committee was therefore preparing to report that
in case colonial history could be given partly in connection with
English history, two-fifths of the year might be devoted to the
separate study of American history and government; and it was
also suggested that it might be found very desirable to have the
courses in the two subjects run side by side throughout the whole
year. The most difficult problem of all was how to have more
opportunity for the study of modern European history. A de-

1 Mr. Sullivan’s remarks were not, as has been stated in one or two reports of the
conference, an abstract of Prof. Johnson's paper.
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mand for emphasis on modern European history appears to be very
widespread. The subject has been fully discussed by the committee,
as it has been by various teachers’ associations during the last two or
three years. The preliminary report suggested that the courses rec-
ommended by the committee of seven might be so conducted as to
provide for emphasis on the latter period, or there might be an estab-
lishment of new courses on some such plan as this:

First. Ancient history to 800 A. D. '

Second. English history, with its Continental relations, to 1760,
or thereabouts.

Third. Modern E opean history, introduced by a rapid summary
of mediwval history nd conditions.

Fourth. American :istory and government.

The report of the committee was variously discussed by Prof.
James, Prof. Foster, Prof. Haskins, Prof. Sill, Mr. Howe, Prof.
Robinson, and Mr. Sullivan. Miss Salmon closed the conference by a
few remarks, expressing the hope that some time soon teachers could
give up the discussion of the curriculum and devote a session of the
association to a consideration of methods, to a discussion of how his-
tory should be taught.

With Friday noon the formal sessions of the annual meeting came
to a close. .

An account of the meeting would be incomplete without some men-
tion of the various exhibitions which had been prepared by Profs.
Johnson and Shotwell and Librarian Johnston, of Columbia. One of
these was a collection of aids to the visualization of history® consist-
ing of lay figures, models, casts, utensils, weapons, coats of arms, and
other objects of various kinds, as well as pictures, maps, stereoscopic
views, lantern slides, etc., classified as bearing on ancient, European,
English, and American history.

The other exhibition was designed to represent the development of
historical writing and was undoubtedly the finest collection of its sort
that has been brought together in America.? Many of the treasures
on exhibition came from the library of Mr. J. P. Morgan, who gener-
ously loaned them for the occasion. From three baked clay tablets
containing Babylonian temple records of about 2700 B. C. to pam-
phlets issued during the recent Russian revolutionary disturbances,
the whole range of historical writing was covered.

1 Described in detail in the History Teacher’s Magazine for February, 1910,
2 For descriptive accounts of this exhibition see the Boston Transcript for December 29,
1909, and January 5, 1910.
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MINUTES OF BUSINESS MEETING.

The annual meeting of the American Historical Association for the election
of officers and the transaction of other business was held at Columbia Uni-
versity in New York City, on Thursday, December 30, 1909, at 4 p. m., with the
president of the association, Albert Bushnell Hart, presiding. After the meet-
ing had been called to order the association proceeded to listen to the reports
of officers and committees.

The first report to be read was that of the Pacific coast branch, which was
presented by Prof. Bernard Moses, the delegate of the branch. Prof. Moses
gave in substance what is hereafter printed in full as the report of the secre-
tary of the branch.

Prof. Charles H. Haskins, secretary of the executive council, reported that
that body had held three meetings during the year and had voted the usual
appropriations for carrying on the work of the association. The council had
arranged for the participation of the association in the International Congress -
of Archivists to be held in Brussels in August, 1910, appointing a special com-
mission for that purpose. A special committee had also been appointed to con-
sider the advisability of maintaining a commission on historic sites and monu-
ments, and another special committee to consider the subject of a general index
to the volumes of papers and annual reports thus far issued by the association.
The council had decided that the twenty-sixth annual meeting of the associa-
tion should be held in Indianapolis on December 27-31, 1910.

The secretary of the council then read the committee appointments for the
year 1910, which are printed hereafter.

The secretary of the association, Mr. Waldo G. Leland, reported that the
membership of the association stood at 2,743, representing a net gain during
the year of 425. The total number of new members added had been 493.
Thirty-eight members had died, of whom two were former presidents of the
association, Dr. Henry C. Lea and Prof. George Park Fisher. The secretary's
office had printed and distributed during the year the biennial list of members
which had been somewhat enlarged in scope and given the title of Handbook.
The annual report for 1907, in two volumes, had also been distributed, and the
annual report for 1908, also in two volumes, would be issued during the coming
year.

The report of the treasurer, Dr. Clarence W. Bowen, printed in full hereafter,
showed that the net receipts of the year had been $9,5621.24, the net disburse-
ments, $8,648.68. The total assets of the association stood at $26,903.11, an
increase during the year of $818.81.

The committee appointed by the president to audit the treasurer’s report,
Messrs. Edwin E. Sparks and Andrew McF. Davis, reported that they had found
the report to be correctly given.

The report of the historical manuscripts commission was presented by its
chairman, Mr. Worthington C. Ford. The commission did not plan to present
any body of material for inclusion in the annual report for 1909 as the second
volume of the Diplomatic Correspondence of the Republic of Texas, composing
the second volume of the annual report for 1908, would be in press during the
greater part of the coming year. The commission had before it certain sug-
gestions which it was hoped would bear fruit in the near future and respecting
which a definite report might be expected at the next meeting.

For the public archives commission the chairman, Prof. Herman V. Ames,
reported that the commission hoped to present for inclusion in the annual report
for 1909 a preliminary report on the archives of California by C. A. Duniway,
a report on the public archives of Illinois by Messrs. Clarence W, Alvord and
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Theodore C. Pease, and a report on the archives of the Territory of New Mexico
by Prof. John H. Vaughan. Reports were in progress in other States and would
be printed subsequently. Upon the initiative of the commission and by authority
of the council arrangements had been made to participate in the International
Congress of Archivists, to be held in Brussels in August, 1910. As in previous
years the work of transcribing documents relating to American history in the
British Archives for the Library of Congress bad been continued under the
supervision of Prof. Charles M. Andrews on behalf of the commission. A new
activity had been undertaken by the commission in the organization of a
conference of archivists, which had been held in connection with the present
meeting of the association, and the success of which had been such as to warrant
planning for a similar conference next year.

Prof. Charles H. Hull, chairman of the Justin Winsor prize committee, stated
that as the Justin Winsor prize was not awarded in the odd years the com-
mittee had no report to make.

For the Herbert Baxter Adams prize committee, its chairman, Prof. George
L. Burr, reported that three essays had been submitted to the committee in
competition for the Herbert Baxter Adams prize, which the committee had
awarded to Dr. Wallace Notestein, of the University of Nebraska, for his
essay entitled “A History of English Witchcraft from 15658 to 1718.”

For the board of editors of the American Historical Review Prof. George B.
Adams, chairman, reported the resignation of Prof. Albert Bushnell Hart from
the board after a service dating from the founding of the Review in 1895. The
council had elected as his successor, for six years from January 1, 1911, Prof.
Frederick J. Turner, of Harvard University.

Dr. E. C. Richardson, chairman of the committee on bibliography, reported
that the routine work of the committee had been confined to the unfortunate
but necessary rejection of special bibliographies offered for printing, space for
such contributions not being at present available in the annual reports. The
special work of the committee had been in connection with the proposed joint
list of collections relating to European history, which had been compiled and
was in process of being edited. An experimental test of the need and value
of such a list had been made by sending the first 23 titles of the alphabetic
list to 10 of the typical libraries in 3 sections of the East. Of these 23
sets 5 were lacking in all the libraries, and only 5 were found in as many as
half the libraries. A majority of the titles were found in only 2 libraries.
Harvard with 15 sets and the Library of Congress with 14 easily led, but
even these libraries lacked each one-third, and only one other library had as
many as one-third, which showed the general need of such a list. A grouping
by regions showed that out of the 23 titles 17 could be consulted at Harvard,
Boston Public, or Yale, 12 at the New York Public, Cornell, Princeton, and the
University of Pennsylvania, and 13 at Johns Hopkins and the Library of Con-
gress. The object of preparing the list, Dr. Richardson said, was not only to
secure knowledge as to where copies might be found for purposes of consulta-
tion or of interlibrary loans, but also to secure cooperation on the part of
librarians in the making of purchases so that there might be one copy of each
set in every geographical center or locality instead of a haphazard duplication.
Its chief value would be as an object lesson showing what might be done on a
larger scale. The most important part of the committee’s work had been,
therefore, the enlisting of interest on the part of librarians and the encourage-
ment of plans pointing in the direction indicated.

The report of the general committee was presented by the chairman, Prof.
8t. George L. Sioussat. The committee bad as in past years devoted its activi-
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ties to increasing the membership of the assoclation, and 493 new members had
been added during the year. In most of the Southern States lists have been se-
cured of persons who would probably be interested in the work of the associa-
tion, and to those were sent pamphlets of Information respecting the work and ac-
tivities of the association and invitations to become members. Lists have also
been prepared of persons residing within 800 miles of New York City to whom the
apnual meeting of 1909 would be of interest, and to these had been sent invi-
tations to membership and programs of the sessions. A speclal canvass had
also been conducted in the Rocky Mountain and Pacific States by the secre-
tary of the Pacific coast branch. It was felt by the committee that the results
of its work had been as gratifying as could be expected, especially in the South-
ern States where the relative increase in membership had been marked.

The report of Dr. J. Franklin Jameson as general editor of the series of
Original Narratives of American History follows in full:

‘“ Since the last annual meeting one volume of this series has been published,
entitled ‘ Narratives of New Netherland.’ The volume comprising Capt. Edward
Johnson’s ‘ Wonder-working Providence of Sion’s Saviour in New England,” ed-
ited by the general editor of this serles, {8 now in the printer’s hands. The vol-
ume of ‘ Narratives of Early Maryland,’ edited by Mr. Clayton C. Hall, is finished
in manuscript and will within a few days be in the hands of the general editor.
The next volume will be one entitled ‘ Narratives of Early Pennsylvania, Dela-
ware, and West Jersey.” It will be edited by Dr. Albert Cook Myers, and will
be composed as follows: Extracts from David de Vries's ‘ Korte Historiael
ende Journals-Aenteyckeninge’; Capt. Thomas Yong’s letter to Secretary
Windebank, 1634 ; extracts from Acrelius’s ¢ History of New Sweden’; an un-
published afidavit of four men from the Calmar Nyckel, 1638; Gov. Printz’s re-
ports of June 20, 1644, and of 1647; Gov. Rising’s reports of 1654 and 1655;
the epistle of Penn, Lawrie, and@ Lucas respecting West Jersey, September,
1676; ‘ The Present State of the Colony of West Jersey in America,” September
1681; Penn, ‘Some Account of the Province of Pennsylvania,’ 1681; *Letter
of Willlam Penn to the Committee of the Free Society of Traders,’ 1683; ‘ Let-
ter of Thomas Paschall to J. J. of Chippenham,” February 10, 1683; Penn,
‘A Further Account of the Province of Pennsylvania,’ 1685; ¢ Letter from Doc-
tor More,” 1686; Richard Frame, ‘A S8hort Description of Pennsylvania,’ 1692;
Gabriel Thomas's * Historical Descriptions of Pennsylvania and West New Jer-
sey,” 1698; a translation of Pastorius’s ‘ Umstiindige Geographische Beschrei-
bung,’ 1700; and a translation from the Welsh of a letter of John Jones, 1708
(?). After this will follow a volume of ‘ Narratives of Early Carolina,’ edited
by Mr. A. S. Salley, jr., secretary of the Historical Commission of South
Carolina.”

Dr. E. C. Richardson reported for the committee on a bibliography of modern
English history, the chairman of the committee, Prof. E. P. Cheyney, being
absent. The work of the committee during the year had consisted in going
over the subject in its general aspects with the English committee and in dis-
cussing the scope and method of compilation of the proposed bibliography. The
prospect of determining upon a basis acceptable to both the English and Ameri-
can committees in the near future was good.

In the absence of the chairman, Prof. Willlam A. Dunning, Mr. W. G. Leland
reported for the committee on publications that, in addition to selecting the
contents of the annual report for 1908, the committee had inaugurated the new
serles of prize essays of the American Historical Association by publishing. the
essay by E. B. Krehbiel on *“ The Interdict,” to which (in equal parts with W. S.
Robertson's “ Miranda ") the Herbert Baxter Adams prize had been awarded
iu 1907. The number of copies of “ The Interdict” thus far sold (234) had
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been suflicient barely to pay the expense of publication. The second volume of
the series, Clarence E. Carter’s “ Great Britain and the Illinois Country,” to
which had been awarded the Justin Winsor prize in 1908, was about to go to
press and could be expected in the spring. Up to the present time 216 coples
bhad been subscribed for. The attention of the association was called to the
necessity of supporting the series and to the fact that continuous subscriptions
could be made to the series at $1 per year, the amount to be added to the
annual dues, thus avolding the trouble of ordering and paying separately for
the volumes.

For the committee of five on history in the secondary schools, Prof. Charles H.
Haskins reported, the chairman, Prof. A. C. McLaughlin, being absent, that a
plan of a report had been prepared, adhering in general to the recommendations
of the committee of seven. This plan was to be discussed at a conference to
be held on the following day, and would be submitted to the association during
the coming year.

The nominating committee then presented its report as follows:

DECEMBER 30, 1909.
The committee on nominations respectfully report the following nominations
of officers of the American Historical Assoclation for the ensuing year:
President: Frederick J. Turner.
First vice president: Willlam M. Sloane.
Second vice president: Theodore Roosevelt.
Secretary: Waldo G. Leland.
Treasurer: Clarence W. Bowen.
Secretary of the council: Charles H. Haskins,
Curator: A. Howard Clark.
Members of the executive council: Evarts B. Greene, Charles H. Hull, Max
Farrand, Frank H, Hodder, Edwin Erle Sparks, Franklin L. Riley.
WiLLIAM MAaAcDONALD,
WiLLiam E. Dobp,
GEORGE M. WRoONG,
Nominating Committee.

Upon the report being read it was moved and unanimously voted that the
secretary of the association be directed to cast the ballot of the association as
a whole for the candidates as nominated by the committee. The secretary being
thus instructed, cast the ballot as directed, and the candidates as nominated
were declared elected.

The retiring president expressed the feeling of gratitude felt by the entire
association for the untiring efforts of those who had worked to make the
twenty-fifth annual meeting so notable a success, especial thanks being due to
the chairmen and members of the committee on program and of the committee on
arrangements. It was explained that, instead of the usual resolutions of thanks
to the individuals and others whose hospitality had been extended to the asso-
clation, the council had decided that its secretary should write individual letters
of acknowledgment and appreciatipn.

The meeting was then declared adjourned.

OFFICERS AND COMMITTEES OF THE AMERICAN HISTORICAL ABSSOCIATION.

President.—Prof. Frederick J. Turner, University of Wisconsin, Madison, Wis.
(After October 1, Harvard University, Cambridge, Mass.)

First vice president.—Prof. Willlam M. Sloane, Columbia University, New
York City.
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Becond vice president.—Theodore Roosevelt, Esq., Oyster Bay, Long Isl-
and, N. Y.

Becretary.—Waldo G. Leland, Esq., Carnegie Institution, Washington, D. C.

Treasurer.—Clarence W. Bowen, Esq., 130 Fulton Street, New York City.

Secretary of the council.—Prof. Charles H. Haskins, 15 Prescott Hall, Cam-
bridge, Mass.

Curator.—A. Howard Clark, Esq., Smithsonian Institution, Washington, D. C.

Ewoecutive council.—E.-presidents: Hon. Andrew D. White, Preslclent James
B. Angell, Henry Adams, Esq., James Schouler, Esq., James Ford Rhodes, Esq.,
Charles Francis Adams, Esq.,, Rear Admiral Alfred T. Mahan, Prof. Goldwin
Smith, Prof. John B. McMaster, Hon. Simeon E. Baldwin, J. Franklin Jameson,
Esq., Prof. George B. Adams, Prof. Albert Bushnell Hart. Elected: Prof. Max
Farrand, Prof. Frank H. Hodder, Prof. Evarts B. Greene, Prof. Charles H. Hull,
Prof. Franklin L. Riley, Prof. Edwin Erle Sparks.

.

COMMITTEES.

Committee on Program for the Twenty-sizth Annual Meeting.—Prof, Evarts B.
Greene, Urbana, Ill., chairman; Wilbur C. Abbott, Archibald C. Coolidge, Earle
W. Dow, William L. Westermann, James A. Woodburn,

Local Committee of Arrangements for that Meeting.—Calvin N. Kendall, Esq.,
Indianapolis, Ind., chairman; Christopher B. Coleman, Jacob P. Dunn, Evarts B.
Greene, T. C. Howe, Meredith Nicholson, Charles R. Williams.

Editors of the American Historical Rcview.—Prof., George B. Adams, Yale
University, chairman; George L. Burr, J. Franklin Jameson, Andrew C. Mc-
Laughlin, William M. Sloane, Frederick J. Turner.

General Committee.—Prof. St. George L. Sioussat, University of the South,
chairman; Jacob N. Bowman (ex officio), Walter L. Fleming, Waldo G. Leland
(ex officio), Albert C. Myers, Frederic L. Paxson, Miss Lucy M. Salmon.

Committee on Publications.—Prof. William A. Dunning, Columbia University,
chairman; and (ex officiis) Herman V. Ames, George L. Burr, Worthington C.
Ford, Charles H. Haskins, Charles H. Hull, J. Franklin Jameson, Waldo G.
Leland, Ernest C. Richardson.

Historical Manuscripts Commission.—Worthington C. Ford, Esq., Massachu-
setts Historical Society, chairman; Herbert D. Foster, Gaillard Hunt, Thomas
M. Owen, Ulrich B. Phillips, Frederick G. Young.

Public Archives Commission.—Prof. Herman V. Ames, University of Pennsyl-
vania, chairman; Charles M. Andrews, Clarence 8. Brigham, Robert D. W.
Connor, Carl R. Fish, Victor H. Paltsits, Dunbar Rowland.

Commiittee on the Justin Winsor Prize.—Prof. Charles H. Hull, Cornell Uni-
versity, chairman; Carl Becker, Francis A, Christie, John H. Latané, Claude
H. Van Tyne.

Committee on the Herbert Bazter Adams Prize.—Prof. George L. Burr, Cor-
nell University, chairman; Guy S. Ford, Edwin F. Gay, James W. Thompson,
John M. Vincent.

Committee on Bibliography.—Prof. Ernest C. Richardson, Princeton Uni-
versity, chairman; Appleton P. C. Grifin, W. Dawson Johnston, Wilbur H.
Siebert, George P. Winship.

Committee on a Bibliography of Modern English History.—Prof. Edward P,
Cheyney, University of Pennsylvania, chairman; Arthur L. Cross, Roger B.
Merriman, Ernest C. Richardson, Williston Walker.

Committee on History in Secondary Schools.—Prof. Andrew C. McLaughlin,
University of Chicago, chairman; Charles H. Haskins, James H. Robinson,
James Sullivan.
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Committee to Report on Historical Sites and Monuments.—President Edwin
E. Sparks, Pennsylvania State College, chairman; Henry E. Bourne, Edmond S.
Meany, Frank H. Severance, Reuben G. Thwaites.

Conference of Historical Societies.—Clarence M. Burton, Esq., Detroit, Mich.,
chairman; Waldo G. Leland, secretary.

Commission to participate in the Brussels Congress of Archivists.—The Public
Archives Commission as above, and, in addition, Ralph D. W. Connor, Worth-
ington C. Ford, Gaillard Hunt, Waldo G. Leland, Henry E. Woods.

Report of Clarence W. Bowen, treasurer American Historical Assoofation,
December 17, 1908-December 15, 1909.

RECBIPTS.
Balance cash on hand $5, 908. 74
Recelpts as follows:

2,554 3 annual dues, at $3 $7, 663. 00
2 annual dues, at $3.25 6. 50
1 annual dues 3.20
5 annual dues, at $3.15 15. 75
14 annual dues, at $3.10 43. 40
4 annual dufk, at $3.05 12. 20
1 annual dues 8.03
1 annual dues 8.02
1 annual dues 2.98
1 annual dues 2. 95
1 annual dues 2.85
2 annual dues, at $2.50 5. 00
1 annual dues 2. 00
4 life memberships 200. 00
Sales of publications 607.01
Royalty on “ The Study of Hlstory In Schools” . _._.____ 23. 35
Interest on bond and mortgage. 825. 00
Dividends. 100. 00

—_— 9,521.24

15, 429. 98

=== —————1

DISBURSEMENTS.

Treasurer’s clerk hire, etc., vouchers 8, 63, 87, 120, 131, 145, 148,

185. — $342, 28
Secretary's clerk hire, etc., vouchers 22, 24, 26, 40, 41, 55, 56, 57,

61, 62, 68, 69, 70, 84, 85, §9, 90, 100, 102, 103, 114, 125, 135,

150, 171, 172 649. 38
Postage and stationary, treasurer and secretary, vouchers 3, 21,

25, 32, 37, 42, 43, 47, 50, 58, 71, 79, 81, 82, 92, 104, 111, 113,

124, 126, 129, 132, 133, 138, 146, 147, 149, 154, 155, 163, 168,

178, 179 436. 99
Secretary of the council, vouchers 2, 30, 34, 53, 54, 158, 160, 161,

162 17.00
Pacific coast branch, voucher 9. 34. 05

American Historical Review, vouchers 1, 17, 44, 48, 51, 52, 60, 64,
72, 13, 76, 11, 80, 86, 106, 108, 109, 112, 115, 116, 117, 121, 127,

153, 168 4, 041, 20
Public archives commission, vouchers 12, 13, 28, 36, 94, 95, 96,

139, 182, 183, 184 192. 60
Historical manuscripts commission, vouchers 122, 130, 174 ... . 439. 00
Justin Winsor prize committee, vouchers 10, 46, 98_ . _____ 219. 30
Herbert B. Adams prize committee, voucher 98_ . o ___ 8.75
General committee, vouchers 16, 99, 110, 181 _____ 151. 76
Committee of five onn history in secondary schools, vouchers 4, 156,

157 150. 60
Colonial entries of the records of the British privy councll,

voucher 74 108. 60

Annual bibliography, voucher 89. 200. 00
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Annual report, 1907, vouchers 142, 143, 144___________________ $79. 97
Annual report, 1908, vouchers 91, 184, 136 20. 50
Handbook, 1909, vouchers 88, 97 878.97
Expenses twenty-fourth annual meetlng, vouchers 5, 8, 7, 11, 18,
19, 20, 23, 27 131. 85
Expenses twenty-fifth annual meeting, vouchers 173, 177 ____ 34. 27
Expenses executive council, vouchers 31, 164, 165, 167, 170,
175, 176, 180 _________ ——— 263. 04
Editorial work, vouchers 49, 59, 67, 83, 88, 107, 123, 169_______ 275. 00
Publication committee, vouchers 29, 35, 65, 66, 118, 140, 152____ 864. 15
Bngraving certificates, vouchers 14, 45, 105, 151 _______________ 3.75
Collection charges, vouchers 88, 101, 119, 187, 186 ______ 10. 58
Bank stocks, vouchers 83, 159__ 2, 799. 00
Miscellaneous expenses, vouchers 15, 75, 78, 128, 141 ___________ 35. 25
’ : . $11, 447. 68
Balance cash on hand in National Park Bank 8, 982. 80
15, 429. 98
=—————————o——=
Net recelpts, 1909 9, 521. 24
Net disbursements, 1909. - 8, 648. 68
Excess of recelpts over disbursements 872. 58
The assets of the association are:
Bond and mortgage on real estate at No. 24 East Ninety- L 3
fifth Street, New York $20, 000. 00
Accrued interest from Sept. 29, 1909, to date. - ____ 181.81
11 shares American Exchange National Bank stock at 249._ 2, 739. 00
Cash on hand in National Park Bank 3, 982. 30
——  26,908.11
An increase during the year of. 818. 81

Respectfully submitted.
CLARENCE W. BOWKN,

Treasurer.
New Yorx, December 15, 1909.

REPORT OF AUDITING COMMITTEE.

NEw YoORK, December 30, 1909.
The undersigned, appointed as an auditing committee, have examined the
above report and certify that there has been submitted to them a certificate of
the Audit Company of New York, showing that the accounts of the treasurer
have been examined by the company and that the securities have been exhibited
and that the same are correct. .
A. McF. Davis,
EpwiIN E. SPARKS.

Report of the Audit Company of New York.
[The Audit Company of New York, 165 Broadway.]

Mr. CLARENCB W. BOWEN,
Treasurer, The American Historioal Association,
130 Fulton Street, New York City.

DEar SIr: Agreeably to your request, we have examined the cash records of the
American Historical Association for the year ended December 16, 1809,

The results of this examination are presented, attached hereto, in an exhibit termed:
“Statement of cash receipts and disbursements for the year ended December 16, 1909.”

We found that all recelpts and disbursements as shown by the books had been
accounted for, and that the flles were complete.

A mortgage for $20,000, drawn to the American Historical Association, on property
situated at 24 East Ninety-fifth Street, New York City, was examined, together with
the bond and property deeds, and an extension agreement extending the mortgage for
five years to March 29, 1914. The mortgage and accompanying papers were found in

order,
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Two certificates of stock of the American Exchange National Bank, aggregating
11 shares, were examined and found to be in accordance with the requirements.

Very truly, yours,

THE AUDIT COMPANY OF NEW YORK.
C. RICHARDSON, Secretary.
Gro. H. BowEss, New York Menager.

Nzw York, December 23, 1909.

Statement of ocash receipts and disdursements for the year ended Decembder

16, 1909.
RECEIPTS.

Dues :

2,5543 at §3 $7, 663. 00

2 at $3.25 6. 50

1at $3.20_____ 3.20

5 at $3.15 15. 75

14 at $3.10_____ 43. 40

4 at $3.05_ . ____ 12. 20

1at $3.03______ 3.03

1 at $3.02_.____ 3.02

lat $2.98 _________ 2.98

1 at 82,95 e 2.95

1at $2.85_______ —— 2.85

2 at $2.50__ 5. 00

1 at $2___ 2. 00

7, 765. 88
Life memberships, 4 at $50 200. 00
7, 965. 88

Royalty on *“ The Study of History in 8chool8 " v oo 23. 35
8ale of publications 607.01 .
Interest on bond and mortgage of $20,000:

6 months at 4 per cent to Mar. 29, 1909 ___.____ $400. 00

6 months at 43 per cent to Sept. 29, 1909__________ 425. 00 825. 00
Dividend on 10 shares American Exchange National Bank stock.. 100. 00

Total receipts for year. $9, 521. 24

balance on hand Dec. 17, 1908, as per our statement dated Dec. 24, 1908__

DISBURSEMENTS,
Treasurer's clerks' hire for year.

5, 808. 74
15, 429. 98

$342. 23

849. 33

Secretary’s clerks’ hire for year.

17.00

Secretary of the council, expense
Twenty-fourth annual meeting.
Less refund of overpayment

Twenty-fifth annual meeting.

$162. 60

80. 76
131. 85
84. 27

American Historical Review

4, 041. 20

84. 05

Pacific Coast branch, exp

79.97

1907 annual report
1908 annual report.

20. 50

1909 handbook._..

378. 97

Audit fee, account examination of treasurer's records

25. 00

Postage and stationery—treasurer and secretary._. oo
Less amount paid by joint committee.

Bank collection and exchange.

442,

&R

436. 99
10. 53

Engraving certificates

3.75

Refund of amount overpaid on prize essays

1.00

Refund of annual dues

3.00

Colonial entries of the records of the British pr_lvy council______
Less amount subscribed by the Soclety of Colonial Wars In
Rhode Island

158. 60

50. 00
108. 60
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American Exchange National Bank stock:
10 shares at $255 $2, 550. 00
1 share at $249 - 249. 00

Guide to the manuscript materials for the history of the United States to
1783 in the British Museum, etc

Editorial services

Disbursements on extension of Henry Romberg mortgage _________________

Committee expenses:

Annual bibliographies committee. N 200. 00
Executive council 263. 04
Public archives commission S U, 192. 60
Historical manuscripts commission ——-— 439. 00
Justin Winsor prize committee____ 219. 30
Herbert B. Adams prize committee______ . __________ 8.75
General committee_ . _______..__ 151.75
Committee of five on history in secondary schools 150. 60
Publication committee e ___
Less amount paid by E. B. Krehbiel___________ 50. 40

— 364. 15
Total committee expenses_________________

Total disbursements for year___________
Balance cash in bank represented by certified check on the National Park
Bank of New York, dated Dec. 16, 1909

$2, 799. 00
2.00

275. 00
425

1,989. 19

11, 447. 68

3, 982. 30

15, 429. 98



PROGRAM OF THE TWENTY-FIFTH ANNUAL MEETING OF THE AMERICAN
HISTORICAL ASSOCIATION, HELD IN NEW YORK CITY DECMEBER 27-
31, 1909.

The twenty-fifth annual meeting of the American Historical Assoclation
will be held in New York on December 27-31, 1909, jointly with the American
Economic Association. The American Political Science Assoclation, the Ameri-
can Statistical Association, the American Sociological Society, the American
Assoclation for Labor Legislation, the American Social Science Association, the
Bibliographical Soclety of America, the American Society of Church History, and
the New York State Teachers’ Assoclation will all hold meetings at the same
time and place.

The usual arrangements have been made with the railways for reduced
fare upon presentation of a convention certificate. Full detalls concerning
transportation and hotels are given in the circular issued by the joint anniver-
sary committee, Earl Hall, Columbia University, New York. Reservation of
rooms in the dormitories of Columbia University or in the Waldorf-Astoria
Hotel should be made at once. .

During the entire week there will be a specially arranged exhibition in
Teachers' College of aids in the teaching of history, with special reference to
source work and visualization. This exhibition will contain many devices in use
in the schools in France and Germany—imported especially for it—which are
accessible for teachers of history in America, and other illustrative material.

There will be an exhibition in the library of Columbia University of material
illustrating the development of historiography. This exhibit will include early
manuscripts of historical writers, first editions of Greek and Roman historians,
mediseval chronicles in manuscript and In print, autograph manuscripts of
American historians, and valuable and rare works and documents relating to
European and American history. The collection of manuscripts, printed works,
antiques, paintings, etc., of the Hispanic Museum, One hundred and fifty-sixth
Street and Broadway, will be on exhibition daily from 10 to 5. The New York
Historical Society, 170 Central Park west, and the New York Genealogical
and Biographical Society, 226 West Fifty-eighth Street, extend to the members
of the American Historical Association a cordial invitation to visit their rooms
and libraries. Both these societles possess rare and interesting historical
material.

Places of historical interest in New York may also be visited on Tuesday,
Wednesday, and Friday afternoons by small partes under the special direction
of the City History Club of New York. A representative of the City History
Club will be at headquarters to receive applications.

Papers are limited to 20 minutes, and discussions to 10 minutes for each
speaker. Those who read papers or take part in the conferences are requested
to furnish the secretary with abstracts of their papers or remarks.

Persons not members of the association will be cordially welcome to the
regular sessions. For details see the other circular.

73885°—11—4 49
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MONDAY, DECEMBER 27.

1 p. m—Luncheon as the guests of the Metropolitan Life Insurance Co.
" Guests will assemble promptly in the Assembly Hall of the Metropolitan
Building, corner of Twenty-third Street, Fourth and Madison Avenues.

8 p. m.—Meeting of the executive council and the various commissions and
boards of the association (at the call of the chairmen).

8 p. m—Carnegie Hall : Citizens’ Meeting and Official Welcome to the Ameri-
can Historical Association and the American Economic Association, and to
the allied societies holding meetings in connection with this anniversary. The
Carnegie Hall meeting is arranged by a general committee of the citizens of
New York. Mr. Joseph H. Choate will be permanent chairman of the meeting.
President Willlam Howard Taft, Gov. Chirles Evans Hughes, Mayor George
B. McCleilan, and Dr. Nicholas Murray Butler have consented to make
addresses.

TUEsSDAY, DECEMBER 28,

10 a. m.—Horace Mann Auditorium, Columbia University. Presidential ad-
dresses:

(1) Imagination in History. President Albert Bushnell Hart, American
Historical Association.

(2) Observation in Economics. President Davis R. Dewey, American Eco-
nomic Association.

12.30 p. m.—Luncheon in University Hall, Columbia University, tendered
by the university. .

2 p. m—Horace Mann Auditorium, Columbia University. Presidential ad-
dresses:

(1) The Physlology of Politics. President A. Lawrence Lowell, American
Political Science Association.

(2) Labor Legislation and Economic Progress. President Henry W. Farnam,
American Assoclation for Labor Legislation.

4.30 p. m.—Earl Hall, Columbia University.

Reception to officers, members, and guests of the American Historical Asso-
ciation, American Economic Assoclation, and the other socleties meeting with
them, given by the Academy of Political Science in the city of New York.

6.80 p. m—A club dinner will be served in the university commons, at $1
per person for all who wish to take dinner ¢n the university grounds.

8 p. m.—New York Historical Soclety Bullding, 170 Central Park West, corner
of Seventy-sixth Street. General Session on the Work of Historical Socleties
in Europe.

(1) The Work of Historical Societies in Great Britain. G. W. Prothero,
London, England.

(2) The Work of Historical Socleties in Germany. Eduard Meyer, Berlin,
Germany.

(3) The Work of Historical Soclieties in France. Camille Enlart, Paris,
France.

(4) The Work of Historical Socleties in Holland. H. T. Colenbrander,
Voorburg, Holland.

(5) The Work of Historical Socleties in Spain. R. Altamira, Oviedo, Spain,

10 p. m.—Smoker at the City Club, 56 West Forty-fourth Street.

WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 29.

“10 a. m.—Hotel Waldorf-Astoria (Astor Gallery). Joint session of the
American Historical Association and the American Political Science Associa-
tion.
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General Topic: British Constitutional and Political Development, with special
reference to the Centenary of Gladstone.

Tendencies in British Foreign Policy since Disraeli. A. L. P. Dennis, Uni-
versity of Wisconsin.

Canadian Nationalism and the Imperial Tie. G. M. Wrong, University of
Toronto.

- The Paradoxes of Gladstone’s Career. Edward Porritt, Harvard University.

The Political Union of South Africa. Herbert A. L. Fisher, New College,
Oxford. ’

Recent English History in its Constitutional Aspects, with special reference
to the Centenary of the Birth of Gladstone. Rt. Hon. James Bryce, British
Ambassador to the United States. ;

12.80 p. m.—Hotel Waldorf-Astoria. Breakfast, with reception to foreign
guests and brief addresses. A charge of $2 will be made for this breakfast.
Ladies, who are members, or guests of members, are invited to lunch at the
Colony Club, Madison Avenue and Thirtieth Street, at the same hour, and
seats will be reserved for them -at 2 o'clock in the boxes of the Banquet Hall
at the Waldorf-Astoria for the speeches following the breakfast.

4-6 p. m.—Tea, at the residence of Mrs. Clarence W. Bowen, 5 East Sixty-
third Street. .

9 p. m.—Hotel Waldorf-Astoria. Reception and entertainment, with his-
torical tableaux, by the ladies’ reception committee of New York; Mrs. Robert
Abbe, chairman. Refreshments will be served at 11 o'clock.

THURSDAY, DECEMBER 30.

10 a. m.—Columbia University. Historical Conferences.

(1) Ancient History (Hamilton Hall, Room 214). Chairman, W. L. Wes-
termann, University of Wisconsin.

Sennacherib. A. T. Olmstead, University of Missouri.

Hellenistic Athens. W. S. Ferguson, Harvard University.

The Hellenistic Influence on the Origin of Christianity. Nathaniel Schmidt,
Cornell University.

Some Remarks on the Papyri of the Jewish Colony at Elephantine (Fifth
Century B. C.). Eduard Meyer, University of Berlin.

Discussion ® led by Henry A. 8ill, Cornell University, H. B. Wright, Yale Uni-
versity, and R. F. Scholz, University of California.

(2) Medimval History (Joint session with the American Soclety of Church
History, Hamilton Hall, Room 502). Chairman, Ephraim Emerton, Harvard
University. .

The Great Interdict of England. E. B. Krehbiel, Stanford University.

The Church and the Mediseval Trade Unions. Edward W. Miller, Auburn
Theological Seminary.

The Roman Law and the German Peasant. S8idney B. Fay, Dartmouth

College.
Some Aspects of the Reform Movement in the Eleventh Century. A. €.
Howland, University of Pennsylvania. -

Medisgeval Archeology. Camille Enlart, Paris, France.

(3) American History: The Westward Movement (Hamilton Hall, Room
302). Chairman, Frederic L. Paxson, University of Michigan.

The Attitude of Missouri toward the Compromise of 1820. Frank Heywood
Hodder, University of Kansas.

1 The discussion was omitted, owing to lack of time.
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The Erie Canal and the Settlement of the West. Lois Kimball Mathews,
Vassar College.

Some Aspects of Postal Extension into the West. Julian P. Bretz, Cornell
University.

Morton Matthew McCarver, Frontier City Builder. Edmond S. Meany, Uni-
versity of Washington.

Discussion.

(4) Conference of Archivists (Hamilton Hall, Room 202). Chairman, Her-
man V. Ames, University of Pennsylvania.

(a) Some Lessons to be Learned from European Practice-in the Administra-
tion of Archives. Waldo G. Leland, Carnegie Institution, Washington.

Discussion: With especial reference to British Archives, Charles M. Andrews,
Johns Hopkins University; with especial reference to German Archives, Marion
D. Learned, University of Pennsylvania; with especial reference to Italian
Archives, Carl R. Fish, University of Wisconsin: with especial reference to
Dutch Archives, Willlam I. Hull, Swarthmore College; with especial reference
to Spanish Archives, William R. Shepherd, Columbia University; with especial
reference to Swedish Archives, Amandus Johnson.

(b) Tragedies in New York’s Public Records. Victor H. Paltsits, State His-
torian of New York.

12.30 p. m.—Luncheon tendered by Teachers’ College, Columbia University, to
the members of the American Historical Association.

2 p. m.—Columbia University. Historical Conferences.

(1) Modern European History Conference (Schermerhorn Hall, Room 301).
Chairman, James Harvey Robinson, Columbla University.

The Political Situation in Bosnia and Herzegovina. Ferdinand Schevill,
University of Chicago.

Bismarck as Historiographer. Guy Stanton Ford, University of Illinois.

Recent Progress in European History. W. E. Lingelbach, University of Penn-
sylvania.

A College Course in Contemporaneous History. Carlton H. Hayes, Columbia
Unlversity.

(2) American History: Ethnic Elements in the History of the United States
(Havemeyer Hall, Room 309). Chairman, Evarts B. Greene, University of
Illinois.

The German Element. Julius Goebel, University of Illinois; A. B. Faust,
Cornell University.

The Scandinavian Element. Kendric C. Babcock,' University of Arizona;
Juul Dieserud, Library of Congress.

The Dutch Element. H. T. Colenbrander, Holland; Ruth Putnam, Washing-
ton, D. C.

Discussion led by A. J. H. Kern, Jamaica, N. Y.}

(3) Conference of State and Local Historical Societies (Havemeyer Hall,
Room 301). Chairman, St. G. L. Sioussat, University of the South.

Review of Five Years’ Work of the Conference.

Progress of Societies during the Year.

Repolt of the Committee on Cooperation among Historical Socleties. Hon.
Dunbar Rowland, LL. D.

What we can learn from the Publishing Activities of European Societies.
H. E. Bourne, Western Reserve University.

Some Defects in the Publications of American Historical Socleties. Worth-
ington C. Ford, Boston, Mass.

1 President Babcock was not present nor was his paper read.
2 The discussion was omitted, owing to lack of time.
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Discussion of Problems of Publication.

(4) Conference on the Work of History and Civics Clubs (Teachers College,
Room 200). Chairman, Frank B. Kelley, City History Club of New York.

The Aim and Methods of the City History Clubs. Miss M. Elizabeth Crouse,
New York.

A Practical Program in Municipal Civies for Clubs. A. L. Pugh, High School
of Commerce, New York.

Actual Work done in Civics Clubs. Howard C. Green, College of the City of
New York.

Discussion.

§ p. m.—Columbia Unjversity (Havemeyer Hall, Room 809). Business meet-
ing.

8 p. m.—Hotel Waldorf-Astoria (Astor Gallery). General session on South-
ern History.

The South’s Problem; Some of its Difficulties. Willlam H. Thomas, Mont-
gomery, Ala.

Legislation and Practice. Kelley Miller, Howard University.!

A Few of the Controversies. William A. Dunning, Columbia University.

Actual Benefits of Reconstruction. W. E. B. Du Bois, Atlanta University.

The Negro Problem as Affected by Sentiment. Theodore D. Jervey, Charles-
ton, 8. C.

Discussion: Robert Chisolm, Birmingham, Ala.; Willlam Garrott Brown,
New York City; Hon. S. W. McCall,' Winchester, Mass.

10 p. m.—Reception by Mr. and Mrs. William K. Vanderbilt at their residence,
660 Fifth Avenue, corner Fifty-second Street.*

Fripay, DEcoMBER 81.

10 a. m.—Columbia University.

(1) Conference on the Contribution of the Romance Nations to the History
of America (Chapel, Teachers College). Chairman, W. R. Shepherd, Columbia
Tniversity.

The Contribution of Spain. R. Altamira, Oviedo, Spain.

The Contribution of France. R. G. Thwaites, Madison, Wis.

The Contribution of Portugal. Hiram Bingham, Yale University.

The Contribution of the Latin-American Republics. Francisco J.  Yfines,
Washington, D. C.

(2) Horace Mann Auditorium. History in Secondary Schools in France and
Germany, and Proposals of the Committee of Five. (Joint session with the
New York State Teachers’ Association.) Chairman, Miss L. M. Salmon, Vassar
College.

History in German Secondary Schools. Miss E. S. Davison, Bradford Acad-
emy, Mass.

History in French Secondary Schools. Henry Johnson, Teachers College,
Columbia University.*

Preliminary report of the Committee of Five.

Discussion.

Inspection of the exhibits at Teachers College and Columbia Unliversity
Library.

1 Prof. Miller being absent, his paper was not read.

2The title should read, ‘ Legislation and the Race Problem.”

3Not present.

¢Omitted on account of illness.

* Prof. Johnson being absent on account of iliness, his place was taken by Dr James
Sallivan,
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A speclal train will leave for West Point at 1 p. m. provided a sufficlent
number desire to make this trip.. The party will be received by the com-
mandant and given the privilege of inspecting the things of interest. The total
cost will be $2 per person, including round-trip railroad fare and box luncheon
served on the train. Returning, the party will reach the city about 6 p. m.

Joint anniversary committiee of American Historical and Economic Associa-
tions.—William M. Sloane, Clarence W. Bowen, Edwin R. A. Seligman, Samuel
McCune Lindsay.

Finance committee—Frank A. Vanderlip, chairman; Henry P. Davison, treas-
urer; A. Barton Hepburn, Darwin P. Kingsley, Edwin 8. Marston, Paul Morton,
Moses Taylor Pyne, Paul M. Warburg.

Citizens’ committee of one hundred.—Rev. Dr. Lyman Abbott, John Bigelow,
Rev. Dr. Hugh Birckhead, Clarence W. Bowen, Henry C. Brewster, Nicholas
Murray Butler, Rev. Dr. Samuel Parkes Cadman, John Lambert Cadwalader,
Andrew Carnegie, Joseph Hodges Choate, John Claflin, Henry Clews, Rev. Dr.
Edward Benton Coe, Alfred Ronald Conkling, Henry P. Davison, Robert W. de
Forest, Dr. Francis Delafleld, Chauncey M. Depew, James B. Dill, Alexander
Wilson Drake, Loyall Farragut, Stuyvesant Fish, Austin B. Fletcher, Dr. Austin
Flint, jr., Frederick Gallatin, Asa Bird Gardiner, James J. Goodwin, Rt. Rev.
Dr. David Hummel Greer, Rev. Dr. Percy Stickney Grant, Rev. Dr. W. M.
Grosvenor, Parker D. Handy, A. Barton Hepburn, Rev. Dr. Newell Dwight
Hillis, Samuel Verplanck Hoffman, Henry Holt, George P. Hopkins, Willlam
Dean Howells, Thomas H. Hubbard, Archer Milton Huntington, Dr. Abraham
Jacobi, Dr. Walter Belknap James, Rev. Dr. Charles Edward Jefferson, Rev.
Dr. Rufus P. Johnston, Darwin R. Kingsley, Dr. Samuel Waldron Lambert, Sam-
uel McCune Lindsay, Philip L. Livingston, George Brinton McClellan, Patrick
F. McGowan, Rev. Dr. Wallace MacMullen, Hamilton Wright Mabie, V. Everit
Macy, Edwin S. Marston, Brander Matthews, Herman A. Metz, Levi P. Morton,
Paul Morton, Victor Morawetz, Thomas M. Mulry, Stephen Henry Olin, Edward
Patterson, Henry Parish, George Foster Peabody, Howland Pell, George Wal-
bridge Perkins, Dr. Willlam Mecklenburg Polk, John Jay Pierrepont, Gen.
Horace Porter, Dr. William H. Porter, George Haven Putnam, Harrington
Putnam, M. Taylor Pyne, Rev. Dr. Willilam Rogers Richards, George Lockhart
Rives, Elihu Root, Charles H. Russell, jr., Willlam J. Schieffelin, Edwin R. A.
Seligman, Isaac N. Seligman, Jacob H. Schiff, James Thomson Shotwell, James
R. Sheffield, Rev. Dr. Joseph Silverman, Joseph Edward Simmons, William
M. Sloane, James Speyer, Myles Standish, Francis Lynde Stetson, Lispenard
Stewart, William Rhinelander Stewart, Charles E. Sprague, Walter L. Suydam,
Henry W. Taft, Willlam Haynes Truesdale, Frederick Douglas Underwood,
Willlam Kissam Vanderbilt, Frank Arthur Vanderlip, Paul M. Warburg, James
Grant Wilson, Egerton Leigh Winthrop, jr., Alexander Stewart Webb, Edwin
H. Weatherbee, Edmund Wetmore, Clarence S. Whitman.

Reception Committee for Carnegie Hall Meeting, Monday evening, December
27.—James R. Sheffield, chairman; Willlam J. Schieffelin, vice chairman;
Nicholas Murray Butler, Andrew Carnegie, Alfred R. Conkling, Robert W. de
Forest, Loyall Farragut, Stuyvesant Fish, Austin B. Fletcher, Frederick Gal-
latin, Samuel Verplanck Hoffman, Thomas H. Hubbard, Archer M. Huntington,
Philip L. Livingston, Howland Pell, Horace Porter, Jacob H. Schiff, Isaac N.
Seligman, Rev, Dr. Joseph Silverman, James Speyer, Myles Standish, Lispenard
Stewart, Walter L. Suydam, Henry W. Taft, Edwin H. Weatherbee, James
Grant Wilson, Egerton Leigh Winthrop, jr.

Ladies’ Auziliary Reception Committee—Mrs. Robert Abbe, Mrs. Harriet C.
Abbe, Mrs. William Loring Andrews, Mrs. Anson P. Atterbury, Mrs. Joseph 8.
Auerbach, Mrs. George W. Bacon, Miss Cora F. Barnes, Mrs, William H. Bliss,
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Miss Eleanor Blodgett, Mrs. W. B. Beekman, Mrs, Frederick H. Betts, Mrs.
Sanford Bissell, Mrs. E. H. Blashfield, Mrs. R. F. Bloodgood, Mrs. Emil L. Boas,
Mrs, Clarence W. Bowen, Miss Elizabeth Briggs, Mrs. Willilam Adams Brown,
Mrs. Nicholas Murray Butler, Mrs. Elihu Chauncey, Mrs. John Bates Clark,
Mrs. John Caldwell Coleman, Miss Florence Colgate, Mrs. Edward Curtis, Mrs.
R. Fulton Cutting, Mrs. Lewis L. Delafleld,-Mrs. Horace E. Deming, Mrs, Robert
W. de Forest, Mrs. Charles H. Eaton, Mrs. Charles 8. Fairchild, Mrs. Ham-
iiton R. Fairfax, Mrs. John H. Finley, Mrs. Harry Harkness Flagler, Mrs,
Austin Flint, Mrs. Benjamin W. Franklin, Miss Frelinghuysen, Mrs. James
T. Gardiner, Mrs. Almon Goodwin, Mrs. B. R. L. Gould, Mrs. Chester Griswold,
Mrs, A. Barton Hepburn, Miss Elsie Hill, Mrs. George B. Hopkins, Mrs. Archer
M. Huntington, Mrs. J. Borden Harriman, Mrs. Brayton Ives, Mrs. Edward
G. Janeway, Mrs. Robert Underwood Johnson, Mrs. Adrian H. Joline, Mrs.
Cadwalader Jones, Miss Eleanor I. Keller, Mrs. de Witt Knox, Mrs. George
F. Kunz, Mrs. Charles R. Lamb, Mrs, Grant La Farge, Mrs. Janvier Le Duec,
Mrs. Daniel 8. Lamont, Mrs. Samuel McCune Lindsay, Mrs. Frederick W.
Longfellow, Mrs, Henry P. Loomis, Mrs. Joseph T. Low, Mrs. Seth Low, Mrs.
Charlotte Russell Lowell, Mrs. George A. Lung, Miss Julia G. McAllister, Mrs.
John W. McBurney, Mrs. V. Everit Macy, Mrs. Howard Mansfleld, Mrs. Walter
Maynard, Mrs. J. W. Miller, Mrs. F. D. Millet, Mrs. J. Plerpont Morgan, Mrs,
John G. Milburn, Mrs. J. R. MacArthur, Mrs. Leonard E. Opdycke, Mrs. H. Fair-
fleld Osborn, Mrs. Herbert L. Osgood, Mrs. Henry Phipps, Mrs. John Dyneley
Prince, Miss Lucia Purdy, Miss Ruth Putnam, Mrs. Willlam B. Rice, Mrs.
James Harvey Robinson, ‘Mrs. Harold Raasloff, Miss Florence Rhett, Mrs.
Hilborne Roosevelt, Mrs. William H. Schieffelin, Miss Emma G. Sebring, Mrs.
Edwin R. A. Seligman, Mrs. William M. Sloane, Mrs, Datus C. Smith, Miss
Clara B. Spence, Mrs. James Speyer, Mrs. L. L. Stanton, Mrs. W. R. Shepherd,
Miss Ida Tarbell, Mrs. Frederick F. Thompson, Miss Amy Townsend, Mrs.
George Montgomery Tuttle, Miss Anne 8. Van Cortlandt, Miss Mary Van Buren
Yanderpoel, Mrs, Schuyler Van Rensselaer, Mrs. George Henry Warren, Mrs.
Schuyler N. Warren, Mrs. Edmund Wetmore.

The Ezecutive Committee of the Ladies’ Auxiliary Reception Committee.—
Mrs. Robert Abbe, chairman; Mrs. Nicholas Murray Butler, Mrs. H. Falrflield
Osborn, Mrs. Schuyler Van Rensselaer, Mrs. Edward G. Janeway, Miss Eleanor
Blodgett, Mrs, J. Borden Harriman, Mrs. Hilborne Roosevelt, Miss Florence
Rhett, Mrs. Emil L. Boas, Mrs. A. Barton Hepburn, Mrs. J. R. MacArthur.

Columbia University Reception Committee.—Frank J. Goodnow, chairman;
Carlton H. Hayes, vice chairman; Henry R. Mussey, vice chairman; Eugene
B. Agger, Charles A. Beard, Miss Lillian Brandt, Willlam H. Carpenter, John
B. Clark, Willlam A. Dunning, Edward Thomas Devine, Livingston Farrand,
Franklin H. Giddfings, Carl F. L. Huth, Henry Johnson, O. F. Lewis, Roswell
C. McCrea, Edward McChesney, H. C. Pearson, Miss Juliet S. Points, James
Harvey Robinson, Edward McC. Sait, George Winfleld Scott, William Robert
Shepherd, Henry Rogers Seager, James T. Shotwell, Mrs. Mary K. Simkhovitch,
Vliadimir G. Simkhovitch, Munroe Smith, Alvan A. Tenney.

Program Committee of American Historical Association.—James T. Shotwell,
chairman; Max Farrand, Charles H. Haskins, Thomas W. Page, Frederic L.
Paxson, :







A REPORT OF THE ACTIVITY OF THE PACIFIC COAST BRANCH OF THE
AMERICAN HISTORICAL ASSOCIATION FROM NOVEMBER 19, 1908, TO
NOVEMBER 20, 1909.

By JacoB N. BowMAN, Secretary.

The officers during this year were the following: President, Benjamin Ide
‘Wheeler, president, University of California; vice president, Mr. George H.
Himes, Portland, Oreg.; secretary-treasurer, Prof. J. N. Bowman, University of
California ; the council, the above and Prof. B. D. Adams, Stanford University;
Mr. George E. Crothers, San Francisco; Mrs, Mary Prag, San Francisco; and
Prof. H. W. Edwards, Berkeley.

The council held a meeting in San Francisco, February 18, 1909. It volun-
teered to hold a first session in Seattle in connection with the Alaska-Pacific-
Yukon Exposition. The offer was not accepted. The paper of Mr. D. E.
Smith, “ The Viceroy in New Spain,” read at the Berkeley meeting, 1908, was
recommended for publication in the annual report of the association. A pre-
gram committee for the Stanford meeting, set for November 19-20, 1909, was
appointed in March: Profs. E. D. Adams and P. E. Martin, of Stanford Uni-
versity; Prof. H. W. Edwards, of Berkeley; Mr. F. J. Teggart and Prof. J. N.
Bowman, of the University of California. Prof. H. Morse Stephens was elected
to represent the branch at the meeting of the council of the association in
New York in November, 1909. The program committee reported on October
20, 1909, the program for the Stanford meeting, which was approved by the
council.

From the records and archives of the branch it is impossible to ascertain the
exact membership in November, 1908. During the year the names and ad-
dresses of the high school and college teachers in the Coast States—except
Arizona and Colorado—were secured with a view to making wider and better
known the nature and work of the branch and the association. An accident
in the mail service prevented the full use of this mailing list, but 500 circulars
were sent out, principally to high-school and college teachers in California, Ore-
gon, and Washington.

One member of the branch, Mr. J. J. Ryan, of San Jose, died during the
year, as also one member of the association residing on the coast, Mr. J. J.
Hagerman, of Colorado Springs.

The statistics of membership as reported at the Stanford meeting are as
follows: Members of the branch, 208; members of the association residing on
the coast, 15; nominees for branch membership, 17; new members during the
year, 27; members of the association residing on the coast becoming members
of the branch, 20; branch loss by removal to the East, 3; resignations from
the branch during the year, 4; net increase or decrease in membership during
the year, unknown.
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The expenses for the year were $70.92, as compared with $17 in 1904, $51.54
in 1905, $28.30 in 1906, $55.80 in 1907, and $34.80 in 1908. The increase is
due to the efforts to secure a mailing list of the high-school and college teachers
on the coast. :

The officers elected for the ensuing year at the Stanford meeting are: Presi-
dent, Prof. B. D. Adams, of Stanford University; vice president, Prof. E. 8.
Meany, of the University of Washington; secretary-treasurer, Prof. J. N.
Bowman, of the University of California; the council, in addition to the above,
Prof. H. E. Bolton, of Stanford University; Miss Agnes E. Howe, of the San
Jose State Normal School; Dr. E. I. McCormac, of the University of California;
and Miss Jeanne E. Wier, of the University of Nevada.

The committees now in existence are: Committee on making available library
resources, Geo. E. Crothers (chairman), J. C. Rowell, G. T. Clark, and J. L.
Gillis; committee on public archives, C. A. Duniway (chairman), C. C. Plehn,
Col. H. Weinstock, Judge P.'J. Shields, and A. Holman; committee on annual
meetings of coast learned societies at the same time and place, J. N. Bowman
(chairman), and E. D, Adams.

The spirit and interest in the branch has greatly increased during the year,
and after correspondence with the secretary of the association the routine work
has been systematized. The active interest of the university men has been
roused, and a consclous effort is being made to interest the high-school teachers
of the coast in the branch and to bring them into close touch with its work.
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE TWENTY-FIFTH ANNIVERSARY CELEBRATION OF
THE AMERICAN HISTORICAL ASSOCIATION AND AMERICAN ECONOMIC
ASSOCIATION. HELD AT CARNEGIE HALL, IN NEW YORK CITY, ON
MONDAY EVENING, DECEMBER 27, 1909, AT 8 P. M.

Mr. SvoaNE. Ladies and gentlemen: When the two associations of
scholars chose to celebrate their jubilee in the city of New York the
response from this city was most hearty and spontaneous, and you
have before you on the program the names of the ladies and gentle-
men of New York who have united to make this a jubilee not only in
name, but in fact. This meeting is the work of the men’s reception
committee, but the ladies of New York have been in no way inferior,
as later in the program will be seen, for with their lunches and re-
ceptions and all that goes to make merriment at this holiday season,
they have been not only coadjutors, but leaders in the great cause.
We are very grateful—I speak for the joint committee of managers—
we are very grateful indeed for your presence here. Our gratitude
takes somewhat the form so well known in the old dictionary, of a
lively sense of favors to come. And we bespeak your further hearty
cooperation with us throughout the scientific sessions that are to
follow this meeting, in particular those at which the presidential
addresses are to be delivered. If you will come on the subway to
One hundred and sixteenth Street, there you will find a commodious
and delightful auditorium prepared for your reception, and the ad-
dresses will keep you fully informed of the latest work which has
been done in the fields of history and of economics. We therefore
trust that you will find your way in considerable numbers to our
meeting at Columbia to-morrow, it being especially and peculiarly
the Columbia day, and later on to our meetings at the Waldorf.

The present severe storm has prevented the attendance of the Presi-
dent of the United States, who heartily desired, as he informed me
but one short week ago, to be present and address the audience that
would gather here. But we have the Chief Magistrate of our own
Commonwealth, who lays aside the gravest affairs of state, to grace
this occasion with his presence. And it is only fitting that we should
express our hearty gratitude to him for the sacrifice which he has
made to be present. In the name of the men’s committee I therefore
formally call this meeting to order and ask you to accept as its chair-

. 61



62 AMERICAN HISTORICAL ASSOCIATION.

man one of the most distinguished citizens of New York, in whose re-
nown we all rejoice, the Hon. Joseph H. Choate.

Hon. Josepr H. CHoate. Ladies and gentlemen: I never feel
worse than for the fifteen minutes before I am called upon to speak,
and never better than when I find myself in the presence of such
an audience as this.

I regard it as a very great honor to be called upon to act as chair-
man of this meeting and to welcome this great congress of learned
men who have gathered from all parts of the United States—some
of whom have crossed the ocean—to take part in these discussions
that are to take place this week.

The guests of honor, as we may call them—the American Historical
Association and the American Economic Association—I may perhaps
say a word about without wounding their feelings.

The American Historical Association is celebrating its twenty-fifth
anniversary. In that short period of time it has grown from a little
handful to a vast body of members, represented in all the States and
all the Territories, each interesting his own community and bringing
from it to the collective body comfort, aid, and wisdom. And to
show you how choice their membership is, how choice their honorsare,
it has but one honorary member, and that isa great historian, the Hon.
James Bryce, ambassador from Great Britain.

It has done its true work in developing the study of history. It
has contributed very largely to historical research, and to knowledge
in this country among the people and in the schools; and its annual
publications, sent forth by the Government as public documents, are
of immense value.

As to the American Economic Association, I do not profess to be
quite as familiar with all of its objects, but I understand that its”
studies in the main relate to the production, distribution, and use
of wealth; and certainly nothing could be better for New York, and
nothing could be better for the economists than that they should come
here and instruct us upon that very subject.

I do not mean to say much about our guests, but I think I ought to
say something about New York to these distinguished gentlemen
who have come all the way from the Pacific coast, or all the way
across the Atlantic, and perhaps I ought to correct some current
errors in respect to the city of New York.

One would think from reading some of the newspapers and maga-
zines that come to us from a distance, that the people of the city of
New York are entirely engaged in the production, the distribution,
and the use of wealth. One would suppose that we are a sordid,
selfish, mercenary community, bent upon nothing but pleasure and
money ; that the men spend their nights and days in piling up dol-
lars, and the women their days and nights in spending them.
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Well, nothing could be more imperfect, to say the least, as a descrip-
tion of New York, than that.

It is true that as in all other communities that I know anything
about, the world is too much with us; late and soon, getting and
spending we lay waste our powers. It is true that the pursuit of
wealth is an almost universal malady here as everywhere else; but
the tables are written on both sides. There is another side to the
picture of New York which I wish for a few moments to dwell upon
for the consideration—not for the entertainment—of these honored
guests of ours. In that great American renaissance, which set in after
our Civil War, and which Lincoln prophesied at Gettysburg, when he
said that this Nation under God was to have a new birth of free-
dom—little dreaming what tremendous results were to follow, and
how a thousand times more than he anticipated his prophecy was to
be fulfilled; because, when the Union was finally and actually and
forever rastored, and slavery was forever laid away, when that cancer
that had gnawed upon the vitals of the Republic for 100 years was
killed, a8 new America sprang up, exhibiting an energy, an enter-
prise, an imagination, a daring, and a hope such as had never been
dreamed of before; and the whole country awoke to new action, to
new endeavor, to new achievements, in which more has been accom-
plished than, I believe, by any other nation known to history, in the
same space of time—in this American renaissance, New York has
been the recipient, New York has had the benefit of all the great
triumphs, of all the great successes and achievements that have taken
place all over the land. New York has grown great because the
country has grown so great to feed and to support it, so that I think

' 1ow, without hesitation, we may say it is the center of the civilization

of the continent.

See what wonderful things have been achieved here in this city
under our very eyes! Look at our universities, happily led by
Columbia, itself taking the lead in some respects of all the universi-
ties in the land, coming, as I believe, in closer contact with the peo-
ple,a more truly democratic university than you can find in any other
Place, allying itself with the great institutions it finds about it, open-
ing its doors every day to the public to valuable lectures on many
branches of learning. Never was there a more democratic institu-
tion in the shape of a university than that. And then there are the
College of the City of New York and the Normal College for
Women—and I am told we are the only city that supports at its own
public expense, without a dollar of cost to the pupils, two great insti-
tutions like those for men and for women—which redound not only to
the great advantage of the city, but to that of the whole country
itself.
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And then take our common-school system with its 650,000 pupils.
No wonder, when the city grows so fast, that we are unable every
autumn to house them! No wonder that they have to take half days
instead of whole days! No wonder that it is almost impossible, even
for this great city, with all of its resources, to keep pace with its own
increase in the production of children!

And again, take our great museums: I remember that only 40
years ago we went, cap in hand, to the legislature in Albany for
charters for the Museum of Art and the Museum of Natural History.
They were granted willingly, but without any thought on the part
of anyone in the legislature which granted them or on our part who
received them, that after 40 years they would grow to be institutions
that would attract from many distant countries experts to view their
treasures and to see what New York and America could accomplish.

Now, all this has been done, and I claim not for New York the
credit, but for the whole country I claim the credit, because New
York has been only the recipient, after all, of the results of the efforts
and achievements of the rest of the country. We give freely, because
it is freely given to us; and I think I may fairly say that no other
community proportionally is doing or has done as much for the de-
velopment of education, of energy, of art, and science throughout
the country as this sometimes much-abused city of New York. All
the great universities acknowledge their obligations to the benefi-
cence, to the public spirit, to the sympathy of the citizens of the city
of New York. Harvard itself, somewhat distant and somewhat dif-
fering from others in its immense original endowments, Columbia,
Yale, Princeton, Chicago, all owe their strength in very large measure
to the sympathy and support which they have received from here.
And I think I should not be wrong in saying that there is hardly an
institution of learning, hardly any institution established for the
promotion of the general welfare of mankind throughout the land,
that directly or indirectly has not felt the beneficence, the generosity,
and sympathy of the high-minded citizens of this community.

Well, then, the whole thing is reciprocal—it all acts and reacts;
New York is the heart of the life of the Nation, and it sends its blood
and strength through all the arteries of communication throughout
the land for the encouragement and for the benefit of all. And this
lifeblood finds its way back through all veins of traffic and trans-
portation to be constantly renewed and restored ; so when these many
learned societies make their visit once in 25 years—I hope it will be
much oftener—when they come here from every State in the Union
to enjoy the discussions and the illumination that will proceed from
the-exercises of the present week, they are but coming home, they are
but bringing back to us the sympathy and the interest which we have
manifested for them. And I believe it will not only be a very
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interesting week for these visitors, but it will redound in double
measure to the benefit and the advancement of this great city of
New York.

Truly, this is a great national occasion. I am sorry the President
of the United States, whom you all so much admire, is not here to be
the typical representative of the United States in receiving all these
guests. It is really a national affair, not confined to one society
or to five or to twenty societies, nor confined to one city, but
it speaks whole volumes for the intelligence and the interest of the
people of this country and of this city in the questions in which
these societies are interested, that such a gathering can take place in
this city, and that such an audience can come together as is-here
to-night.

Gentlemen, there is not one of your societies, however numerous
they may be, however abstruse or difficult the subjects with which it
has to deal, that does not find in this city of New York a large num-
ber of educated people fully in sympathy, fully interested in what
you may have to deal with. I observed in London that no man
could come from whatever quarter of the world to lecture upon any
subject, however obscure, however obsolete, or however new, without
finding amr audience in the city of London, made up of people who
were interested in his particular subject, and who welcomed his ap-

proach. New York, I believe, stands in -the same relation to the

United States and to the whole of this continent of America. It is
interested ; it is ready to furnish listeners for any man who. comes
from any quarter of the globe to discuss the subjects that are laid
down on your program; and I prophesy for this conference a very
great success and very great benefits, not only to those who attend
but to all the citizens of the United States.

But I know time is flying—it never flies so fast as when a man is

on his feet and other people are sitting. You will have the privilege’

of listening to three very interesting and important speakers, and
foremost among them I have the great pleasure of presenting to you
the mayor of New York, and I am very glad that you thus welcome
his coming, because, in a certain way, it is a kind of farewell address,
for he has but four or five days more of public service, which he has
performed so well.

I have the great pleasure of presenting to you his honor, the mayor,
George B. McClellan.

Hon. Georee B. McCrLeLLAN. Mr. Chairman and governor; ladies
and gentlemen: I have come before you this evening with a great
deal of hesitation, for I am a layman and a dabbler, and you profess
the two kindred sciences of life—economics, the science of the how,
and history, the science of the why—economics, the science of to-day,
and history, the science of yesterday.

73885°—11—b5
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I am sure you will understand why it is that I, who am officially
in extremis, who in less than 100 hours will have officially passed
away and ceased to be, why it is that for the moment, at least, I take
more interest in history than in economics.

I think that we are all agreed, those of us who dabble and those
of us who profess alike, that history is a science; that its function
18, therefore, in the words of Speaker Reed, to add to and not to sub-
tract from the sum of human knowledge ; that the purpose of teaching
us history is the benefit of the taught rather than the glory of the
teacher.

It is true that the tons of books upon historical subjects that are
annually cast upon the waters and that return to their authors after
many days, unsold, and the multitude of earnest and worthy but
hopelessly dull people whose occupation is the instruction in history
of those who are so intellectually imprisoned that they are power-
less to escape, would seem to disprove the rule. And yet, the rule
remains, even though sometimes more honored in the breach than in
the observance.

The field of historical study is so vast; the time, in the rush and
worry of modern civilization, which we are able to give to education
is so pitifully short, that the very best that we can hope to accomplish
is merely to scratch the surface. When I was an undergraduate the
total time given to the study of history in our curriculum was two
hours a week during the junior year. In 74 hours our professor
was expected to give us a complete knowledge of the history of every
people and every country throughout all times. We were fortunate
in sitting under one of the most brilliant intellects and the greatest
teacher I have ever had the honor to come in contact with. Yet, even
Prof. William M. Sloane could not accomplish the impossible. But
he succeeded in giving to us two precious gifts that have endured
always—a desire to read history and the knowledge how to read it.
When we left him every intelligent boy among us did so with the
conviction that while truth may sometimes be stranger than fiction,
the reading of history is always a more absorbing and more fascinat-
ing pursuit than the reading of all the novels that were ever published.

Prof. Sloane solved for us the whole problem of education, the
purpose of which is not the cultivation of intellectual specialists or of
omniscience, but the purpose of which is to instruct the pupil, to
inspire the pupil with a desire to learn,and to teach him how to study.

It has become the fashion to sneer at Dumas and at Prescott and
to shrug the shoulders interrogatively at Ferrero. It may be that
Dumas and Prescott are atrociously incorrect; it may be that Fer-
rero, instead of carrying us back into the past, brings the past down
to us; that he lacks the sense of proportion and perspective, that his
work is out of drawing, his values wrong, and that his high lights are



TWENTY-FIFTH ANNIVERSARY CELEBRATION. 67

too intense. All this may be true, and yet the fact remains that
Dumas and Prescott and Ferrero make all the past for us an actual
living present ; make of the Bourbons, and of Richelieu, and Mazarin,
of Ferdinand and Isabella, and Torquemada, of Sulla, Caesar, and
Cicero human beings like ourselves, with flesh on their bones and
blood in their veins, with hearts that beat and brains that think,
with our likes and dislikes, our virtues and vices, our passions and
prejudices, instead of paragons of excellence, or monsters of evil.

Not merely human automata, dressed in the costumes of the fore-
going periods, the men of the past have been made live again for
us, so that we make of them our friends, the companions of our
reveries, sharers of our sorrows and our joys. In other words, we
learned to like the reading of history for its own sake, so that ulti-
mately—ultimately, mind you—even Hallam’s Middle Ages becomes
a joy, and the Chronicles of John the Deacon in the original hog-
Latin a pastime for a summer’s afternoon.

There is a general impression that there is nothing easier than to
write a book or to teach, provided one only tries hard enough. As
the result of this, thousands of statistical abstracts masquerade in
solemn and smug pomposity as history, and hundreds of incompe-
tents cause their wretched little pupils to loathe and curse the very
sound of history’s name.

‘We can not all be Sloanes or Dumas or Prescotts or Ferreros, but
we can most earnestly resolve that we shall not burden the world
with an additional book unless we have a message to convey, and we
shall not try to teach unless we feel the responsibility of the task.
This negative duty of refraining from writing and teaching history
ic more and more observed, certainly in this community, and the
reason for it is that there is a constant development in the cultivation
of the people of this town. As our chairman has told you, there is
a false idea that New York is so occupied in the pursuit of wealth,
so busy in the struggle for existence, that her people have no time
for anything else, that her men are only money grabbers, her women
butterflies. Nothing could be more false. There is an intellectual
side in this city. New York draws nearer and nearer, as the years
go by, to that goal that all thinking New- Yorkers hope she may one
day attain—of becoming not only the world’s center of wealth, but
its center of thought as well.

We have museums, libraries, and collections, which through the
munificence of individuals and the generosity of our taxpayers are
the most important in the country. Thanks to Mr. Carnegie, our
branch library system is unequalled. Thanks to the knowledge and
the generosity of Mr. Morgan, New York is rapidly earning her place
among the art centers of the world. We have men and women who
think as well as men and women whodo. We havescholars, scientists,
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artists, philosophers, and, with its museums and collections, the center
of our world of intellect and of thought, our great University of
Columbia.

I am not a Columbia man, for Princeton is my alma mater, but I
should be lacking in common fairness if I did not do simple justice
to that great institution of research and of thought. From Columbia
emanates the impulse which has forced our people upward and on-
ward in the direction of higher thoughts and nobler aspirations than
the pursuit of the dross and of the sordid; which has forced them
to adhere to the ideal that there is something in this world more
worthy of striving for and 'more worth having than wealth; that the
cultivation of mind and the development of character and of soul
depend upon our own exercise, and can not be bought with money.
And Columbia derives her inspiration partly from the man who has
made her what she is; the man who has raised her from a secondary
position to one of eminence among the great universities of the
world. The public of letters, the public of science, the public of
New York owe a debt of gratitude, difficult to pay, to that eminent
New Yorker, Nicholas Murray Butler.

Ladies and gentlemen, let me assure you of the appreciation of the
people of our city that you should have selected New York as your
place of meeting. We are very proud that you should hold your
silver jubilee here. I congratulate you most heartily upon the work
that you have accomplished in the past, that you are accomplishing
in the present, and that, God willing, you will continue to accomplish
in the years to come. When you hold your golden jubilee may you
do so with the consciousness that the second quarter century of your
life has been even more useful to mankind than was the first.

In the name of the people of the city of New York, I, the mayor,
bid you a sincere and hearty welcome. May the proceedings of your
associations be most successful, and may you so enjoy yourself that
when the time comes to select the place for your next meeting, you -
will unanimously choose our city. But should that be impossible—
if at the close of your meetings you find that you must leave us—I
earnestly trust that you will do so with the firm resolve that at least
as individuals, some day, you will return.

Chairman Cuoate. Ladies and gentlemen, I am delighted to see
by your applause how thoroughly you appreciate the encomiums that
are lavished, and so justly lavished, upon Columbia University. It
is truly the crown of our city; the center of our municipal civiliza-
tion. And if these guests who are gathered here to-night had no
other result of their sight-seeing than to-visit Columbia, to visit its
noble and unmatched library and its contents, the splendid group of
buildings by which it is surrounded, and to study for themselves the °
courses of instruction that are there laid out, it would be a sufficient
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reward. There is one very rare collection there this week, such as
has never before been found, I think, in any one place, and perhaps
may never be found again, and that is a collection of historical docu-
ments, manuscripts, and other choice treasures, brought together to
illustrate the progress of historical writing. And I now have very
great pride and pleasure in presenting to you the president of Colum-
bia University, Nicholas Murray Butler.

President Nicmoras Murray BurrLer. Mr. Chairman, governor,
ladies and gentlemen: Truly a noteworthy and significant welcome
has been prepared for this company of American scholars. It is
significant and it is noteworthy that in our democracy the President
of the United States, the governor of the State of New York, and the
mayor of the city are willing and glad to take time from their labori-
ous duties to greet and to mingle with a thousand of the Nation’s
scholars. We must all regret the enforced absence of the President
of the United States. How suitable it is that the President, the gov-
ernor, and the mayor, should welcome the body of men drawn from
all parts of oir Nation, who are students of history, economics, and
political science! These three great public officers are in personal
direction and supervision of the three, or three of the greatest ex-
perimental laboratories of history, economics, and political science
that the world has to offer.

In your associations, in your studies, and in your libraries you his-
lorians and economists and political scientists study and analyze the
waste, the velocity, and the traction powers of the wheels of govern-
ment. But those wheels actually revolve in the presence of these
public officers and under their direction, and perform the practical
work of government with their guidance. Is it not appropriate that
the men whose offices bring them in closest contact with the results
of your studies as applied to the daily practical problems of govern-
ment and of administration should endeavor to appraise for us all
the value and significance of the studies to which you are devoted?
There was once a governor of this State whose heart was thought by
some to be just a little cold toward projects presented to him under the
label of reform, who used to receive and consider the requests of citi-
zens who waited upon him to secure his aid for certain legislative
proposals with a formula something like this:

“T am very glad, gentlemen, to have had the pleasure of seeing you.
I think I understand what it is you have in mind. Won’t you draw
a bill and send it up to me to look at ?”

And it is related that his petitioners rarely came back. That
particular divorce between theory and practice we are rapidly learn-
ing how to overcome. And, thanks to the activity, the teaching, and
the publications of your associations, the public opinion of the
United States and of every State is being educated up to a point



70 AMERICAN HISTORICAL ASSOCIATION.

where it is beginning to demand expert service and expert knowledge
in dealing with daily problems of legislation and of administration.

A democracy grows in power, grows in weight, grows in signifi-
cance, grows in its very democracy as it learns to combine and unite
theory and practice, and as it learns to call upon the men who
know, to tell it how to act in the presence of a problem, a dilemma,
of legislative or executive relief. But there is one difficult thing in
this endeavoring to relate theory and practice, one difficulty in the
way of bringing the man who knows into the position where the great
mass of the population will turn to him with trust and confidence, and
that is the absence so often from our studies and our speculations of
allowance for the human element in life and in government.

If any one thing seems, just now as you meet in your twenty-fifth
annual meeting, to be more clearly indicated than another, it is that
all of the studies that you represent are focusing themselves upon
what we call, in America, in England, in France, in Germany, in
Russia, the social problem. We are not now studying history so much
for entertainment as for light upon to-day. We are not now studying
economics and political science so much to secure display for our
originality, our inventiveness, as to throw light upon the problem of
to-day. And the great problem of to-day, whether you approach it
from history, or approach it from economics, or approach it from
public law, is the great problem of the mass of democratic popu-
lation. What are you going to do? What policies are you going to
recommend? What legislative acts are you going to suggest?! What
lesson from history and economics are you going to draw that will
guide this great population of four or five millions of people, and
other great populations the world over, and increase the average
comfort and happiness and opportunity of the mass? How are we
going to bring into our studies enough of the human element to let us
see the sociological, the ethical implications of what we are trying to
do? Just now, our sociological friends are meeting with the natural
scientists in another part of the country. They ought to be here.
There is no set of subjects, no line of inquiry or no type of reflection
more necessary as complementary to our studies of history, economics,
and public law than these sociological studies which let us see the
other man’s point of view.

We owe an enormous debt to those men, primarily Frenchmen and
Italians, who have led the way in the study of the mind of the mass,
the movement of opinion, the expression of emotion and feeling, the
blind struggle of the deepest human instinct for expression, that come
out in the great life of a community and a conmonwealth on occasion.
It is simply blindness in this twentieth century to study history and
economics and public law and to lose sight of all that. These
great societies have passed out of the class of theoretical studies,



TWENTY-FIFTH ANNIVERSARY CELEBRATION. 71

if there are any such. I doubt it. But if there are, your societies
have carried these studies outside the limits of theoretical considera-
tion, and you are dealing to-day with the most practical, the most
pressing, the most immediate questions in human life. You may be,
as the mayor has eloquently said, reading again the history of Rome,
or the pages of Ferrero, you may be studying the intricacies of the
civilization of the middle age, or you may be discussing philosophic
theories of value, but always and everywhere you are focusing on this
human twentieth-century problem.

You will remember that when the fall of the Bastille was an-
nounced Fox was reported to have said, “ How much the greatest
event in history, and how much the best! ” I wonder whether Fox
did not mistake the sign and symbol of an event for an event itself.
I wonder whether what his eye seized upon as the most significant
happening in history was not just one more of the visible evidences
of the onward movement of that great democratic tendency which
gives form and shape and guidance and interpretation to our modern
life, beginning as the dumb expression of instinct, finding here the
articulate voice and there a battle cry, coming out into the open to
follow an eloquent and persuasive leader, seizing upon a constructive
mind to teach it how to write itself upon the statute book, making
counstitutions, laws, governmental systems, but always and everywhere
seeking human expression, to get out into the open, out beyond the
grasp of privilege, and out beyond the limitation of artificial oppres-
sion, out where the human soul and mind and feeling can express
themselves as free agents and render some kind of service to their
own personal ideals, and to the race to which they belong. I wonder
whether that is not the greatest thing in our modern history. And
I wonder whether the relation of these societies and their studies to
it, is not most intimate and direct. Judged as history judges, not
quite with the measure of the geologist or the physicist, but still
judged as history judges, democracy is yet very young. Enormous
human issues, psychological, ethical, social, hang in the balance of
its ultimate success or failure. And those of us who are so fortunate
and who ought to be so happy that the lot of our lives is cast in these
delightful, stimulating, and practical studies, ought to feel from the
contact with this great city, ought to feel from association with our
colleagues and friends, that we, through our studies and the interpre-
tation of them, are contributing what we can to the perfection, the
development, and the upbuilding of our modern American democracy,
to the end that every human being that owes it allegiance may find the
chance for self-expression, for growth, for development, and for
usefulness.

I should like to say a word in appreciation of the presence here
of a distinguished group of scholars from the OQld World. In one
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of our newspapers yesterday I read a somewhat animated discus-
sion as to whether there was any culture in America. Into
that dark and disputed field I shall not enter. But I do eay,
whether we have in America any share of culture or not, we have a
scholarly and a gentlemanly courtesy and a feeling of appreciation
and regard for the distinguished men who have come from other posts
of duty in Great Britain and France and Holland, in Germany, in
Ttaly, and Spain, and elsewhere across the ocean, to assist at these
important conferences. On behalf of my colleagues I bid our col-
leagues across the sea a sincere and hearty welcome to New York
and to the meetings of the societies which they are to honor by their
presence.

I have said enough to indicate that, in my thinking, this occasion
is one of high seriousness. This is no mere holiday expression,
although it will be made as pleasant as it can possibly be made for
each and every guest. It is a high and serious gathering to deal with
high and serious things, remembering that the welcome offered you
by Nation, by State, by municipality, and by your own immediate
colleagues is so warm and so sincere, not only because of your dis-
tinguished personality—although it would be so for that alone—but
because of the significance of the gathering of a thousand men who
are giving their lives, their fortunes, and their sacred honor, that
great studies may be pursued and kept alive in our American life,
and that their practical lessons may be drawn for the good of the
whole people.

Chairman CHoATE. I may now refer to a message from the Presi-
dent of the United States, whose absence we all deplore. This is
directed to Mr. Clarence W. Bowen, chairman of the executive
committee:

WHITE HoUSE, December 27.

In view of the fact that the railroad people can give no assurance of my
reaching New York in time for your meeting this evening, and as I must be
here the first thing in the morning, I do not feel warranted to make the trip.
Please, therefore, express my excuse and regret.

N WiLLiaM H. TAFT,

And now, ladies and gentlemen, the chief magistrate of the State
of New York realizes in his own person for the time being the entire
history of the State. He is engaged during his more or less pro-
tracted term or terms of service in studying these very questions of
economics that you have all come here to assist in deciding. I
have sometimes thought, looking at our State, looking at our city,
under other administrations, that it would be well if the whole thing
could be put in the charge of an executive committee of the Economic
Association. But I am perfectly satisfied with things as they are
at Albany, and hope I shall be so with things as they are to be in
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the city of New York, and I have the great pleasure of presenting to
you the governor of New York, the Hon. Charles E. Hughes.

Hon. Cuarces E. Huenes. Ladies and gentlemen: When I was
invited to be present upon this occasion I reminded a spokesman of
the committee that for the governor the week before the convening
of the legislature was one of fasting and prayer. It was a week
in which every citizen of the State who had evolved some plan for
improvement by legislation, or in administration—and there are
some millions of them, to my personal knowledge—had an inde-
feasible right to see the chief executive. It was a time for in-
spection, introspection, examination, and explication just prior
to formal communication. I told him it was absolutely impossible
at such a time, despite my great desire to join in extending this
welcome, for me to be here. He answered that the President of the
United States was going to give a welcome on behalf of the Nation,
and that the governor should be present to give a welcome on behalf
of the State. Now, you know the activity of Presidents is the
despair of governors. I answered that if the President were to
be here to extend a welcome for the Nation, it certainly was my duty
as well as my privilege to endeavor to represent the gratification of
the people of the State of New York that this meeting was to be held
within our borders.

We greatly regret that the President can not be with us; not
alone because he could speak to you the welcome which should be
national in its breadth—as this is an occasion of national signifi-
cance—but because in his own personal work and achievements he
has so largely represented the ideals of these associations in his
labors of administration and in the difficult work of our courts.

We regret very much that we can not welcome him as he would
welcome you. But the people of the State of New York do most
heartily greet you and express their pleasure that you have reached
this time of commemoration, when in the case of the Historical
Association and of the Economic Association you can celebrate
25 years of honorable and productive effort.

But it is not simply by way of commemoration of what you have
accomplished that I would speak, but rather extend to you the wel-
come which is in all our hearts because of what you represent in
motive and purpose.

The past 25 years have been years of unexampled opportunity.
The rewards of honorable endeavor have never been larger, and
the inducements to work in the familiar callings of enterprise and
profession have never been greater. I am addressing many who vol-
untarily turned aside fromthose paths which seemed so sure to
lead to affluence, to comfort, to positions of distinction in the com-
mercial and professional world, that you might sacrifice your all to
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truth and to the pursuit of what you believe to be the highest aim
of man—the ascertainment of knowledge and its application to the
problems of a free society.

With respect to this aim you represent what has been so happily
called “the writing on the other side of the table.” In this com-
munity, as in the communities from which you come, will be
found, to the credit of America, many of the brightest and the most
favored intellectually and morally of the students of our universities,
to whom there is no goal comparable with that of truth and no stimu-
lus so great as that which is supplied by the modern scientific method
of pursuing it.

I would hail it as a fottunate thing for the people of this State and
of this city if they gave to this meeting the significance which it
deserves, not simply by reason of the achievements of the past, but
because of the presence of so many representatives of this fine body
of men and women throughout our country, whose labors are in
truth our best assurance that the opportunities of democracy are not
corrupting and that we are still idealistic despite the practical advan-
tages which are at our door.

We have perhaps great difficulty in obtaining a true historical per-
spective. It is very easy to magnify the importance of the days in
which we live; to treat that which is really ephemeral as of perma-
nent value; to find in the tendency of the day, or of a decade, an indi-
cation of a permanent movement. We can not estimate truly the
value of the events of which we are a part, yet we must feel that we
are living at a time, the problems of which give us a prophecy of
the great difficulties which free society is to meet, and impress upon
us the necessity of bringing to their solution the best that honest pur-
pose and intelligence and skilled training can afford. We need to
understand better than we have yet understood that in the work of
the student and in the careful research of the historian and the
studies of the economist are the natural and necessary aids of the
practical administrator. Those charged with executive affairs must
be—certainly should first be—students, that they may meet the de-
mands of the moment by the endeavor to apply a principle of action
which is the result of profound thought. Now I know that this is
far removed from the purpose of those who would twist government
and administration to some selfish purpose and make it serve the
ends simply of ambition or of greed. But I thank Heaven that in
this country those charged with administration are more and more
realizing that the people are content with honest interpretation of
facts according to the light of the interpreter, but will not put up
with any attempt to cover improper designs by any sort of parade of
either conservative learning or radical proposal.
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The Executives of our day may make mistakes. They may be ex-
posed to just criticism because of a lack of merit in their recommen-
dations or policies, but the American people, true to their instinct,
will pardon if they believe that there is a sincere endeavor to ascer-
tain the facts; to deal with problems in the light of the facts, with
the sole object to be of service to the community ; and that must be
the test to be applied in all our difficult essays of administration.

We need in our lawmaking bodies study. The legislator should
be a student of the legislation of the past; of the laws of other
countries and other States; a practical man, because he is dealing
with the application of theory to actual affairs, but a student with
practical duties. And T rejoice that we are drawing more and more
to legislative service men who have had special training in our schools
and men who look at the problems of the day in the light of the
experience of the past; men who can take the long view as well as
the short view.

We need men trained in history and in economics in our courts.
Nothing is a greater mistake than to suppose that the judicial work
is removed, as dealing with some exact science, from economic prob-
lems and historical reflection. As a distinguished judge said in my
hearing the other evening, in the construction of statutes it is a very
attenuated line frequently between judicial construction and judicial
legislation in matters of constitutional interpretation. In matters
of constitutional interpretation the economic view, the extent of
research, the acquaintance with the past, with great enterprises, and
with formal efforts to solve problems, the general view as to future
tendencies and desirable ends will have a most important bearing
upon the conclusion that may be reached. What we need more than
anything tlse at this time, it seems to me, is a general understanding
that in administrative places, in our legislative halls, and upon
the bench a knowledge of history and of economics and a close
relation to the work'that is being done in societies such as your own
are not only not to be regarded with derision but should be treated
as matters of first and invaluable importance.

Now, I am very glad that we are so impressed with the difficulties
of our situation that we are far more hospitable to the suggestions
which come from universities and economic and scientific societies
than we have been in the past. The crowding of business in our
Federal concerns and in our State concerns, the tremendous scope of
governmental activities force themselves upon the attention of those
charged with responsibility to such a degree that inevitably they
turn for light to those who in the more quiet hour are able carefully
to work, to plan, to study, and to reflect. We see evidences of this
on every hand. I think the time will come when we shall actually
have a tariff framed in accordance with expert study and in the
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light of facts ascertained and known and read of all men, so that
they may duly prepare the same in accordance with the just in-
terests of the people and of those who may benefit by tariff legis-
lation. In every department, wherever you may look, you find the
necessity of getting the man who can tell you what is, who has a
genius for getting at the real facts of the case, and who can come
with a report upon those facts showing not only the skill of the
master of research, but the common sense and poise and adjustment
of the man acquainted with the difficulties of administrative work.
There is no one in any position—chairman of a committee in the legis-
lature, head of a department, executive of a State or of a nation—
who does not count himself happy if he can come into close contact
with the man who has had the rare opportunity to learn by pains-
taking investigation the facts of our social condition, all that per-
tains to these delicate human relations, so that remedies that may be
needed may be devised in the light of experience and with a gen-
eral acquaintance which must lie outside of the range of the busy
administrator. -It is very gratifying that at the time of our most
pressing necessity there should be this greater cooperation between
the man of thought and the man of action. And the men of thought
are becoming more and more the men of action. We have less of
doctrines to be maintained at all hazards, fewer schools with creeds,
fewer political and economic dogmas which must be accepted as a
test of fellowship, and we have more and more the caution of the
trained investigator, who is unwilling to hazard a final generaliza-
tion, knowing that there is yet so much he must learn before the
last word can be spoken. And so the man of thought is anxious to
have a chance to work; to see how the machinery moves; to get close
to the actual affairs of public life, of social enterprise, of the various
industrial occupations, and to the relations which give rise to those
manifold questions; and the man of action on the other hand is
becoming more and more the student. He is consorting more and
more with those who have had the opportunity which the pressure
of his own work has denied to him.

Once in a while a distinguished representative of the schools will
go over into another field and talk of things of which he knows
nothing, and again some man fresh from the field of action will
-attempt to give lectures which would really be suitable from one of
academic past. But these illustrations are exceptional, and go to
show the rule. They go to show this happy relation of the sense of
mutual need and desire to cooperate, which is so helpful a sign at
this hour.

You have in your various associations the opportunities to study
many phases of the same question. There are, I do not doubt, many
of you who rejoice in knowledge for its own sake; who love to
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ascertain something apparently unrelated because of the joy of acqui-
sition. And there is no finer joy than that of the scholar alone in
his library, rejoicing over a. point that is all his own—that up to
date no one else, he thinks, may have apprehended. But after all
your work is practical. It.is to be decided by practical advantages.
You are simply bringing together many data from many laboratories,
giving the result of an extended experimentation, not for the pur-
pose of piling up the grave of foolish speculations, in an immense
mausoleum of annual reports, but in order that you may have
something worth while to give to busy men, to administrators, to
men who have the responsibilities of the work of government, in
order that they may be helped. And I would say not to the scholars,
but to the men of affairs, study history, even if it is superficially
studied. We need its information; we need the poise that it gives.
‘We can not be firm and secure and well poised in the turmoil of the
hour unless we have reviewed the activities and fought the battles
of the olden times, and known of the ups and downs of former
critical hours. But the best of all is the encouragement, the
consciousness that we have as we lift our eyes from the page of
history, that difficult as have been the problems of other days,
and of our own day, humanity is moving on; step by step a gain is
made. We are the favored of all kinds. We to-day have the best
inheritance in our generation that the children of men have ever
enjoyed. And however doubtful may be the future, we can not sur-
vey the past, with its awful scenes of human cruelty, with its black-
ness of despair at times, without realizing the capacity that the
human race has for the onward movement, without being satisfied
that the advantages of this hour will never be lost. And by the co-
operation which you offer, and by the intense desire of the people
at large that all should be done to conserve honorable conditions,
widen opportunity, lessen misery, and enlarge happiness, we are
destined—not losing, but increasing the advantages that we now
enjoy—still to continue on the upward path until we get somewhere
near the goal which has been the dream of the poets, and the his-
torians, and the scholars of the bygone days.

Chairman CroaTE. By vittue of the power vested in me as chair-
man of this meeting, I now declare the meeting closed.
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE SIXTH ANNUAL MEETING OF THE PACIFIC COAST
BRANCH OF THE AMERICAN HISTORICAL ASSOCIATION.

By JacoB N. BowMAN.

The sixth annual meeting of the Pacific coast branch of the Ameri-
can Historical Association was held at Stanford University on Friday
and Saturday, November 1920, 1909. The meeting was one of the
most successful and most interesting that the branch has yet held,
and this success is largely due to the committee on local arrangements
and to Prof. E. D. Adams, head of the history department in Stan-
ford University.

The first session was held on Friday afternoon in room 231 of the
History Building. The vice president of the branch, Mr. George H.
Himes, of Portland, Oreg., presided in the absence of the president,
Benjamin Ide Wheeler, in Berlin. After a few remarks Mr. Himes
called to the chair Prof. Adams, of Stanford University, who pre-
sided during the remainder of the session.

The first paper was read by Prof. S. L. Ware, of Stanford Uni-
versity, on “The Self-government of the Elizabethan Parish.” He
explained the offices of the parish, their duties and their jurisdictions.
In both church and state the parish was the center of all govern-
ment ; its responsibility was to the Crown, as the parish government
was considered the Queen’s business. The duties were burdensome
and often invidious. Offices were never solicited and seldom did a
person serve a second term. Freedom from service was often granted
as a privilege; sometimes men paid for their release from parish
offices, and cases are also noted where men have gone to court to
evade office. Women could serve in some of the offices; a widow
served out the unexpired term of her deceased husband. All in all,
the holding of offices was felt to be a duty rather than a right. In
matters of taxation the parish assessed itself; in case of the parish-
ioners failing to do this, the constables, justices, etc., arranged it
for them. Because of these conditions the select vestry, a closed
body, rose in the late Elizabethan times and continued its life and
work to the end of the nineteenth century. The parish was much
more of a reality then than now ; it was more democratic; seldom were
persons asked to perform the duties of others. Justices of the peace
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were chosen by the parish, and the parish did its own policing in
the absence of the royal police and army. The jury system imposed
self-government. This system was in great contrast to the conditions
on the Continent, where France, for instance, was ruled from the
desks of Paris. These ideas of parish life and government were in
time taken over the seas to America.

The second paper was read by Dr. E. I. McCormac, of the Uni-
versity of California, on the “ Colonial Opposition to Imperial Au-
thority during the French and Indian War.” He held that the
period of the French and Indian War deserves more attention than is
given it by constitutional writers. In this war the colonies upheld
the protests, demands, ideas, and contentions that they later main-
tained in the Revolution. The tendency to resist government was
seen in different degrees in all the colonies. This resistance to ex-
ternal authority and this restriction of outside government was
roused in the French and Indian War, and the later action of Parlia-
ment only roused it still further. All the colonies hated the common
enemy and all felt loyalty to their own England; yet they felt that
there was a limit to the action of the mother country and of Parlia-
ment. Dr. McCormac then cited instances from different colonies.
When aid was granted in Virginia in 1753 they demanded * proof to
their own satisfaction ” as to the need of aid and as to the expenditure.
Maryland refused for a long time to vote aid to send troops to west-
ern parts. The rejection of the Albany plan indicated the attitude
of the colonies with respect to self-government. Pennsylvania stated
the general feeling that no plan of union could be both effective and
satisfactory. The wars carried on by England and France were felt
by the colonies to be wars for empire, and both countries should there-
fore pay for them. Troops were used only for local needs; the
colonies were to decide when and where the troops were to serve, and
sometimes refused to allow them to pass beyond their own borders;
the troops were only for defense, and even then the control was hamp-
ered. Pennsylvania especially retained command of her troops, and
refused money for the troops to serve under a Virginia general. The
colonies insisted on the right to contribute, the right to make free
gifts to the Crown, but felt as an infringement any pressure from
England as well as any assertion of right on the part of England to
tax them. This levying of the taxation was held to be the right of
the colonial representatives. Riders and conditions were imposed on
money acts, thus forcing the governors to sign or do without money.
Pennsylvania was especially adept in this form of legislation. The
recruiting of troops also indicated the colonial opposition. Deser-
tions, often in the progress of a battle, were open and frequent. Col-
onial officers were unable to enforce order and system among the
troops; the law was ineffective and public opinion was on the side of
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the troops. During the French and Indian War the colonies kept in
close touch with each other; they claimed exclusive control in mat-
ters of taxation, basing this claim on old rights and on their non-
representation in Parliament. Practically all the colonial arguments
of the Revolutionary War were already developed in the French and
Indian War.

Prof. E. B. Krehbiel, of Stanford University, then read a paper on
“ The Immigration of the Russian Mennonites in the Seventies.” He
pointed out that in doctrine they were of Quaker and Anabaptist
origin. They sprang up in Switzerland and Holland simultaneously
in the sixteenth century and spread through northwestern Germany.
They came to the Palatinate, but suffered greatly there at the end of
the seventeenth century from the forces of Louis XIV. Catharine IT
found them suitable immigrants for southern Russia in 1788. She
granted them concessions in religious freedom, local government, and
freedom from military duties. Under these conditions they flourished
and became wealthy, but held aloof from Russian life. They did not
intermarry nor become Russian citizens nor learn the Russian language.
Consequently they aroused the dislike of the Russians. In 1870 the
Russian Government determined to revoke the old concessions and
provided that after 1874 the Mennonites were to be ruled as Russian
citizens, and that they should accept the Russian religion and lan-
guage. The Mennonites, therefore, determined to emigrate. They
sent a committee of 12 to America to choose a suitable location.
Manitoba, Minnesota, Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, and Texas were
visited. The Santa Fe Company became interested in them as set-
tlers on the plains. An agent was sent to Russia, who aided them in
deciding to migrate to America instead of to Siberia, and much assist-
ance was furnished by the American Mennonites. The migration
began in 1874. They left Odessa and Lemberg and came via Liver-
pool and New York to the United States. The majority settled in
Kansas. Some settled in Nebraska, Illinois, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and
Manitoba. In all these places they became very prosperous and
wealthy.

The last paper of the session was read by Prof. R. S. Scholz, of
the University of California—* Notes on Roman Imperialism.” He
directed attention to the fact that the Roman imperialism was not an
inheritance from the Roman Republic. The keynote of imperialism
was development, consolidation, and socialization This social process
was a natural one,but the political process was due to a conscious policy.
Sometimes, as in Gaul, both of these processes went hand in hand,
the language, society, and life and the towns and imperial authority
all developing together. The policies of the various emperors were
not consistent, differing in many ways, yet all led in the end to the
edict of Caracalla granting citizenship throughout the Empire. The
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imperial citizenship thus developed was more important and advan-
tageous than the earlier form. The army, with its requirement of
Roman citizenship or 25 years of service in the provincials, was of
great service in bringing about this imperial unity. Through the
army the different parts of the Empire and of the provinces were
brought into close contact with each other and thus prepared for
the imperial citizenship. Traces of decline were already marked in
Trajan’s day. Especially felt was the dearth of men to recruit the
army. Steps were taken to meet this danger by admitting to the
army illegitimate men, sons of Romans and free mothers, etc.

The Empire was not an aggregate of civitates. In the development
of imperial unity there was no buffer to save the municipal from the
imperial authority. The municipality and municipal freedom were
therefore doomed.

On Friday evening at the Faculty Field Club a reception and the
annual dinner were held, Prof. E. D. Adams presiding. The presi-
dential address was delivered by Mr. George H. Himes, of Portland,
Oreg., on “ The Historical Unity of the American States West of the
Rocky Mountains.” Mr. Himes pointed out the relatively unknown
character of western history, the interrelation of the Western States
and their relation to the Eastern States and to the parts of the Orient
on the Pacific. The Oregon country was the birthplace of American
institutions on the coast, and Oregon men played great parts in coast
history. Marshall, who discovered gold at Sutter’s Fort, and Bennett,
who identified the find, had both worked in Oregon gold fields. His
paper, Mr. Himes stated, was the result of 20 years of fact gathering.
He had questioned, in person and by letter, some 20,000 persons who
came to the Oregon Territory between the earliest date, 1832, and 1859.
He had worked through 7,444 of the answers with the following re-
sults regarding the places of origin: From New England, 6 per cent;
from the Middle States (i. e., those on both sides of the Mississippi),
50 per cent; from the South, 33 per cent; and from foreign parts
(Canada, England, Germany, etc.), 11 per cent. Of this number 95
per cent came West prior to 1856. New England was the most im-
portant factor on account of its spirit. He concluded with a plea
for the consideration of the coast in our American histories; they are
still dominated by the men from the East. The mass of details on
the Eastern States is not commensurate with their historical im-
portance and our own pride in the West should urge us to a study
of its history.

Dr. J. C. Branner, vice president of Stanford University, after
bidding the branch a hearty welcome to Stanford, spoke, at the re-
quest of Prof. Adams, on his Brazilian collection. He began the
collection in 1871, it growing out of his work in Brazilian geology.
It contains the laws of Brazil from 1808 to 1906 complete, as well as
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some 6,000 books and pamphlets on Brazilian life, history, and travel.
He very kindly offered its use to any member of the branch or the
association interested in Brazilian history.

Prof. Bernard Moses, of the University of California, then spoke
on “ The Historical Field in South America.” He pointed out many
differences in life and culture between the northern and southern
continents. He also told of the scientific congress held at Santiago
de Chile, last year, and pointed out the extent to which a gathering of
this kind, without political or diplomatic interests, can bring the
different parts of the Western Hemisphere into a better understanding
of each other.

Mr. George E. Crothers, of San Francisco, spoke on the “Library
Value of Public Documents.” He urged libraries to secure public
documents as they are published, when they can be had for the ask-
ing; within a few years they are out of print and often exceedingly
expensive. He also spoke on the advisability of honors and of fellow-
ships for graduate students to aid in the stimulation of graduate work
and interest.

Mr. F. J. Teggart, curator of the Academy of Pacific Coast
History, spoke of the work of the academy, which, he said, is a pub-
lishing body, printing original material and secondary works bearing
on Pacific coast history.

Prof. E. S. Meany, of the University of Washington ; Miss Agnes
E. Howe, of the San Jose State Normal School ; Miss Jeanne E. Wier,
of the University of Nevada; Prof. T. C. Knoles, of the University of
Southern California; and the secretary of the branch, also spoke.

The secretary was instructed by a unanimous vote to send a letter
to President Benjamin Ide Wheeler and a telegram to Prof. H. Morse
Stephens expressing the regrets of the branch at their absence and its
best wishes for their year in Europe.

On Saturday morning the second session was opened by Vice
President Himes, who later called Prof. Adams to the chair.

Prof. P. J. Treat, of Stanford University, read the opening paper
on “Captain Arthur Phillip, First Governor of New South Wales.”
After referring to the conditions of Australia and its acquisition by
England, Prof. Treat spoke of the work of Capt. Phillip. His in-
structions directed him with his shipload of convicts to establish a
settlement at Botany Bay; but after an investigation of actual condi-
tions he selected, on his own authority, Sydney Harbor instead.
Phillip saw the value of Australia and of New South Wales; and
through the term of his governorship there he spent his best energy
in laying a firm foundation for a permanent settlement, which has
grown into the present Sydney. His courage, common sense, and
tenacity overcame all obstacles. For six years he presided there as a
little king with no appeal from his decisions except to the secretary
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of state, eight months away. He left in 1792 and died at Bath
in 1814. ’

The second paper was read by Prof. D. E. Smith, of the University
of California, on “The Intendant System in New Spain.” The
word “intendant,” he pointed out, was of French origin and used
to designate a provincial governor; the institution was taken to
Spain early in the eighteenth century and to New Spain in 1786.
One of the most notable reforms brought about by Spain in the
government of her colonies in America was the institution of the
intendant system. In the viceroyalty of New Spain this meant the
setting up of 12 provincial governors endowed with extensive powers
in place of the old governors and corregidores. The decree author-
izing this change was promulgated in Madrid at the close of 1786,
and was put into effect in Mexico in the course of the year 1787.
Hitherto historians have paid very little attention to the changes
involved in this legislation and have apparently made no effort to
analyze and understand the text of the decree itself, to say nothing
of the contemporary accounts of the actual workings of the new law.
Very recently there has been brought to light in Mexico the corre-
spondence of the viceroys with the home government bearing on this
subject and, what is of special value, the long report of the younger
Revilla Gigedo. In the light of this new material it is now possible
to understand the full scope of the intendant’s office and its relation
to the general administrativeareforms of Charles ITI.

Prof. H. E. Bolton, of Stanford University, then read a paper on
“ The Discovery of the Lost History by Father Kino.” Father Kino
was a German, born about 1640; from a mathematical professorship
in Ingolstadt he entered a Jesuit residence. In 1680 he came to
Mexico and began his missionary work on the northern frontier.
He founded a cloister near Tucson, Ariz., and for 25 years made it
his headquarters for exploring trips. He was interested in the in-
sular or continental condition of California, and wrote a book to
prove that California was part of the continent. He wrote many
other books, some of which were left unpublished. The earliest
reference to the unknown work is 1767 it is again referred to in 1816,
and still later by Bancroft in his works. Only a short time ago Prof.
Bolton found in Mexico City the original MS. of the frequently cited
history written in Kino’s own hand and signed by him three different
times. It has 403 folio pages of text and a 14-page table of contents.
The title is quite long and may be reduced to the “ Celestial Favor-
ites.” It was divided at first into four parts; but another part was
added later as a conclusion, urging further conquest of lands. The
book was ordered by the Father General in Rome and it is therefore
an official history. It was written about 1699-1710. The MS. is
identified beyond doubt as the * Lost History by Father Kino.”
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The next paper was by Prof. Edmond S. Meany, of the University
of Washington, and had for title, “ The Towns of the Pacific North-
west were not Founded on the Fur Trade.”* Citing Prof. Turner as
to the development of the trading posts of the central part of the
continent into towns, Prof. Meany stated that for the country west
of the Rocky Mountains that thesis could not be applied. Tracing
the course of international relations which terminated in the Ameri-
can occupation of the Pacific Northwest, he pointed out that it
was agricultural settlement rather than the fur trade which counted,
and that the nuclei of the towns were usually a sawmill, water
power, a mine, or a convenient crossroads in the farming districts.

The session was closed with a paper by Mr. F. J. Teggart, of the
University of California, on “The Early Missouri Fur Trade.”
The speaker took up the early fur trade of the Mississippi Valley
and the policies of the Spanish authorities relative to this activity.
In the eighteenth century the Spanish Government was accustomed
to grant exclusive privileges of the trade of an Indian tribe to a com-
pany or to an individual. The trade was also sometimes opened to
all; especially was this true for the trade in the more distant parts.
It was offered as a reward for penetration into those remote parts or
granted as an encouragement to further exploration. The Missouri
played its part in leading the traders among the many Indian tribes
interested in the fur trade, and in guiding the exploring traders
to the base of the mountains. It eventually became the great high-
way from the Mississippi to the West.

The teachers’ session on Saturday afternoon had as its general sub-
ject “Ancient History in the First Year of the High School.” Prof.
H. W. Edwards, of the Berkeley High School, read the first paper on
“ Methods of Teaching Ancient History to Beginners.” He pointed
out that the distance of the subject from the present and the begin-
ner’s intense interest in the present often result in the destruction of
the latter and engender a hatred for history. He suggested that this
be corrected by taking advantage of the pupil’s interest and his
environment.

Prof. W. C. Westergaard, of the Alameda High School, followed
with a paper on “ Points of Contact between Ancient History and
the Present.” He directed attention to the many things in common
between ancient history and the present; citizenship, the rich and
poor, the limits of franchise, taxation questions, democracy, the
judicial system, the colonial system, the expansion of peoples and
empires, social customs, women’s suffrage, architecture, etc.

Prof. R. F. Scholz, of the University of California, in opening the
discussion spoke rather of the subject matter of ancient history than

1This paper i8 printed in full below, pp. 165 fI.
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of its presentation in the high school, and pointed out many possible
eliminations and points of new emphasis. Prof. S. P. McCrea, of
the Redwood City High School, discussed the high school in com-
parison with the German gymnasium. He hoped for a systematic
scheme of history work from the grades to the high school in order
to avoid the present waste and repetition. Prof. H. W. Rolfe, of
Stanford University, then pointed out that America has no type edu-
cation such as England has and Greece had. To be taught efficiently
in the high school ancient history must be placed in terms of the
life of which it is the expression.

The business session was held at 4 o’clock Saturday afternoon.
The secretary read a short report of the finances and also a report of
the activity.of the council during the year. Communications were
read and referred to the council for action.

The committee on resolutions, Prof. E. S. Meany, chairman, Prof.
D. E. Smith, and Miss Antoinette Knowles, reported the following
resolutions: :

Whereas the Pacific coast branch of the American Historical Association is
about to close its sixth annual meeting after a most successful interchange of
helpful thought and suggestion, and

Whereas our attentlon has been called to the struggles of historical societies
of the Pacific coast States; therefore, be it

Resolved, That we hereby express our hearty Interest in the work of the
various State and local societies within this territory and pledge to these organi-
zations our earnest support in all possible ways; and be it further

Resolved, That the Pacific coast branch urge upon the legislatures, executives,
and other officers of the several States a liberal policy in the giving of public
support to these organizations which are endeavoring to collect and preserve
the materials of local history and in other ways to advance the cause of his-
torical research and study; and be it further

Resolved, That the secretary of this branch be instructed to correspond with
the representatives of the historical societies in question with a view to ascer-
taining the ways in which we can cooperate with them 1n their work and that
he be requested to make a report with recommendations to the next annual
meeting ; and be it further

Resolved, That we hereby acknowledge with gratitude our indebtedness to
the authorities of Stanford University, the Faculty Club, the local committee
of arrangements, the members of the faculty who extended the hospitality of
their homes, and to our own officers who have combined their efforts to achieve
what has certainly been one of the most successful meetings in the history of
our organization.

The resolutions were adopted.

The auditing committee, Mr. George E. Crothers, chairman, and
Prof. H. W. Edwards, then reported as follows:

The undersigned have examined the accounts of J. N. Bowman, treasurer of

the Pacific coast branch, American Historical Association, and have found the
same to be correct and in good form.

The report was adopted.
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The committee on nominations, Prof. A. B. Show, chairman, Prof.
Bernard Moses, and Prof. E. 1. Miller, recommended the following
as officers for the ensuing year:

For president, Prof. E. D. Adams, Stanford University;

For vice president, Prof. E. S. Meany, University of Washington;

For secretary-treasurer, Prof. J. N. Bowman, University of California;

For members of the council, together with the above, Prof. H. E. Bolton,
Stanford University ; Miss Agnes E. Howe, San Jose State Normal School; Dr.
E. 1. McCormac, University of California; and Miss Jeanne E. Wier, University
of Nevada.

The secretary was instructed to cast a ballot for the above officers.

A resolution was passed authorizing the council to appoint a com-
mittee of two, one from Stanford University and one from the Uni-
versity of California, to meet with similar committees from similar
societies to discuss the feasibility of annual meetings at the same
time and place. :

Prof. Bernard Moses, of the University of California, was elected
delegate to the twenty-fifth annual meeting of the American His-
torical Association, and Prof. E. B. Krehbiel, of Stanford University,
was elected alternate.

The meeting adjourned.
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(WESTERN ASIA IN THE REIGN OF SENNACHERIB OF ASSYRIA 705-681.)

By ALBERT T. OLMSTEAD.

In any attempt to study critically the history of Western Asia in
the period of Assyrian supremacy, it is most natural to group the
events around the person of the monarch who was, for the time
being, the most important individual in the civilized world. This
we do, not so much on account of the dominant personality of these
rulers, though most of them were, indeed, strong men, as because
we must take, however reluctantly and with however much suspicion
as to the personal equation, the royal annals for the backbone of"
our narrative. This seeming isolation of the events of each reign
is further intensified by the fact that none of these royal records
extends to the end of its reign, and we accordingly have here a marked
break, after which we often find an entirely new set of conditions.
It has therefore seemed wise, in dealing with this history in detail,
to follow the Germans in their Jahrbiicher system of presenting
reign by reign the rulers of that German Empire which formed in
medizeval times so similar a center for the general history of Europe.
This has already been done with the necessary detail for the reign of
Sargon,' and it is as an advance study for a similar discussion of the
reign of his son and successor, Sennacherib, that the present sketch
is submitted.?

As regards our sources, we are by no means so well situated as
in the case of his father’s reign, and we are far less so as compared
with those of his son and grandson, Esarhaddon and Ashur bani
apal® Aside from a few doubtful and much discussed fragments

10lmstead, Western Asia in the Days of Sargon of Assyria (Cornell Studies in Hist.
and Pol. Sci, Vol. II). Referred to as Sargon. It is intended to deal with the history of
the other Assyrian reigns in the same fashion. :

2 The best general account of the reign is that given by G. Maspero, Histoire ancienne
de I'Orient classique, III, 273 ff. The sketch of Sennacherib given by Weber in Das Alte
Orient i8 brief but good. In the present article only the most important references
are given,

3 A full bibliography of the various editions and translations of the texts is given by
Maspero, op. cit, 273, note 1. The majority are now badly antiquated. We need only
refer to the text editions in Rawlinson's Cuneiform Inscriptions and in Smith and
Sayce’s History of Sennacherib. The most up-to-date translation is that of C. Bezold,
accompanied by a transliterated text based on the recensions, in the Keilinschriftliche
Bibliothek, II, 80 fr., but this is already antiquated and an adequate philological pub-
lication is much to be desired.
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which seem to belong to the end of the reign, all our official records
are simply more or less complete editions of one document, which
was added to with each year, thus furnishing a good example of the
manner in which these were built up.! In this the events are
arranged in order, but it is the order of campaigns, not of years,
and we must look elsewhere for an exact chronology. Some help
may be secured in fixing a minimum date by noting the year in
which any one recension was compiled. For the first few years
something may be gained by my reconstruction of the last
fragment of the so-called “Assyrian Chronicle,”? while the
Babylonian Chronicle gives exact dates for those events connected
with the native country of the author and is confirmed by the king
lists.®* Yet we must admit that much of our chronology is merely
relative.

For all this later period the Assyrian letters from the royal ar-
chives are of the utmost value,* but here, again, we have few which
can as yet be attributed to this particular reign. In the case of Sar-
gon it was possible to write a whole chapter, that dealing with the
Armenian wars at the close of his reign, from the absolutely authentic
data of these letters,” and later, as, for example, in the case of the
Esarhaddon succession,® they amplify and correct the scanty and
prejudiced official sources. A few of no great importance have
already been identified  and more will certainly be, but this can be
secured only by a long and painful study of documents noted for
their difficulty of interpretation and still largely untouched by the
philologist. For no reign have we more dated commercial docu-
ments,® but their evidence is of value mainly for geography or for
the commercial life, and their main interest for us at present must lie
in the fact that we date by them the careers of the great officials,
and thus identify the writers of the letters. Of the greatest possible
value are the sculptures,® but the fire which destroyed the palace

1Twenty-five inscriptions or fragments were utilized by Bezold, loc. cit., in the prepa-
ration of his composite text, but it is to be desired that a fuller description of these
and of what portions they contain should be given. The Cornell Expedition has a large
prism fragment which seems to belong here. The three rock inscriptions at Bavian
have not been mentioned in the text. The Cornell Expedition secured squeezes of these
while in Assyria.

2 Sargon, 15 ff.

3 All the chronological data are most conveniently studied in the Chronologische Beiga-
ben to the Keflinschr. Bibl., II, 286 fI.

4R. H. Harper, Assyrian and Babylonian Letters.

® Sargon, 148 fr.

¢ Godbey, American Journal of Semitic Languages, XXII, 63 ff.

TE. g., K. 4740, discussed by Winckler, Altorientalische Forschungen, II, 24 ff., dating
from 693. It is a letter dealing with the privileges of Babylon and i8 sent by two
Assyrian partisans in that city.

8C. H. W. Johns, Assyrian Deeds and Documents.

® The sculptures are figured in A. H. Layard, Monuments of Nineveh, and discussed in
his Nineveh and its Remains and in Nineveh and Babylon. The results secured by a
renewed study and attempt to place those without labels are interesting, but too special-
ized to be given here.
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has also destroyed most of the labels, and only a minute study will
permit us to use them. And even then we can never rid ourselves
of the uneasy suspicion that the particular slab before us may, after
all, be one of the many we know to have been stolen by his son from
the palace of the half-finished city to which Sargon gave his name.

Since the overshadowing question of his reign was the relation to
be assumed toward Babylon, the Babylonian Chronicle is in many
respects the most important of our documents, and this is justified by
its almost complete impartiality, for we must remember that to its
author Assyrian and Chaldean were alike in being barbarians who
were destroying his native country between them.? The Haldians or
early Armenians now entirely fail us for records, and for the peoples
on the northwest frontier we have only an Armenian translation of
a Greek work, which very indirectly goes back to the Babylonian
Berossus, and even that was preserved only because it was supposed
to refer to the Greeks.®

In some respects our most interesting sources are those preserved
in our own sacred writings. But here again all is uncertainty. One
small fragment,* added to the main document in Kings after it had
been copied from that common source whose text is more accu-
rately given in the historical portion of Isaiah, is certainly contem-
porary, or nearly so, and may be part of the royal annals of Judah, or
may even go back to a cuneiform original. The remainder of the
account in Kings, save for a few easily removed glosses, is undoubt-
edly preexilic, but seems to be based on tradition rather than on
written sources; at least it is strongly influenced by folklore. Some
references—for example, the story of Merodach Baladan’s embassy
and the allusions of the speeches—belong rather to the reign of
Sargon.® As for the prophecies of Isaiah, their attribution to definite
historical events is one of the most difficult problems of Biblical
criticism.

Yet in spite of the comparative paucity of sources, we may secure
a fairly full account of the events of the period. Sennacherib’s
father, Sargon, was an usurper whose vigor made up for his unknown
ancestry. There is no likelihood that our monarch was born to the
purple, for he early appears in one of the letters as crown prince.
‘While his father was conquering Babylonia he was left in Kalhu as
regent of Assyria, and it is from here that we find him conducting
the Armenian wars. The Cimmerian invasion and the defeat of the

1 Place, Nindve, 11, 92.

2 Text best given by Delitzsch, Assyrische Lesest{icke ¢, 137 ff. Translation by A. Barta,
Assyrian and Babylonian Literature, 200 fr.

3 Euseblus, Chronicle, ed. S8choene, 27, 35. One passage is referred to Polyhistor, the
other to Abydenus, but both are based on one original, and that can only be Berossus.

¢ 11 Kings, XVIII, 14-16.

s Sargon, 23.
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Haldians led to the advance of the old king in person and his death
in battle in Cappadocia.l

‘When, therefore, Sennacherib ascended the throne, in August, 705,
he was already a seasoned soldier who had become accustomed to
rule independently. He needed all his courage and ability, for
affairs were once more at a crisis. All along the frontiers the news
that an Assyrian king had. fallen in battle caused immediate revolt.
Egypt at once began intrigues and won over Hezekiah of Judah in
spite of the protests of Isaiah. All Palestine followed suit, and so
did Pheenicia under the hegemony of Tyre. Those who still clung
to Assyria suffered like Padi, king of Ekron, who was handed over
to Hezekiah by his people and thrown into chains.® The Cappa-
docian province so laboriously formed by Sargon* at once slipped
away and one or two raids by succeeding monarchs secured merely
the shadow of rule in this portion of the border. Already the first
forerunners of the Indo-European tribes were pouring in—Cim-
merians, Scythians, Cilicians—while farther east these same tribes
were destroying, bit by bit, the old Haldian kingdom and bringing
in the real Armenians. On the northeast frontier other Indo-
European tribes, the Medes and their allies, were now pressing
directly on the Assyrians, and were already within dangerously close
striking distance of the capital itself. Babylon was only half con-
quered and throughout the whole region, and even extending north
well into Assyrian lands, were settlements of half-nomadic Ara-
means, fresh from the Arabian desert and driving out the settled
population before them.

The first duty of the new king was to secure the body of his father
and to give it proper burial.® Then he turned his attention to Baby-
lon. Sargon, after his conquest, took upon himself the direct rule
of the city, hoping thus to win over the hearts of the patriots. This
meant that he could not properly attend to the control of the remain-
der of the empire, and his son was therefore given Assyria. Sen-
nacherib followed a somewhat different policy, for he retained As-
syria for himself and, anticipating the policy of Esarhaddon, placed
a younger brother on the throne.® He himself, no doubt, kept all
real power in his own hands, so that the king lists could actually speak
of him as the ruling monarch.”

18argon, 155 ff.

2 The 12th of Ab, according to the chronological document in 11 Rawlnison, 69.

8 Prism, II, 70 fI.

¢ Sargon, 01 fI.

s Sargon, 157, on the basis of K. 4730 and the letter 81-2—4, 65. II, 473.

¢ We know this only from Berossus; cf. Schrader, Keilinschr. Bibl, II, 291. It is
possible to argue that this 18 only an anticipation of the reign of the son of Sennacherib,
but it is better to accept Berossus until proved wrong. The name is not given and this
i8, it is true, a little suspicious.

7 Schrader, op. cit,, 11, 287.
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This condition of affairs lasted for two years, during which time
we hear nothing of the course of events. Then, how we do not know,
* Assyrian rule came to an end, and a certain Marduk zakir shum, per-
haps a native Babylonian, succeeded in holding the throne for a
month. Merodach Baladan saw his opportunity in this, and once
more regained control by the aid of Elam (703).! But Assyria seems
to have held some parts of North Babylonia,? and Sennacherib at once
invaded the country. After six months of rule, Merodach Baladan
was driven out of the city and pursued far into the swamp lands.®

The attempt to hold Babylonia as a separate dependency under the
rule of a member of the Assyrian royal family had proved a failure,
Sennacherib now made a further concession by handing over the
kingdom to a Chaldzan named Bel ibni, who had been a hostage the
greater part of his life in Assyria and might therefore be supposed
to have become pro-Assyrian.* This lasted a little longer (702-699).
But this establishment of a subject prince in Babylonia did not mean
the end of campaigning in the south. The next year the reduction
of the Elamitish capital Susa, always one of the main points of
Assyrian war policy, was brought a step nearer by a campaign whose
purpose was the extension of the province of Gambulu, while another,
the next year, against the Kashshites and Ellip, gave a similar exten-
sion to the Harhar province and the two now furnished a good base
for advance on Elam itself.®

Affairs of Babylonia now seemed sufficiently settled to allow, after
four years, an attempt to win back the lost countries on the Egyptian
frontier. But the king’s absence in the west gave the Chaldzans
another opportunity. Bel ibni was led to recognize the claims of
race and united with the ever hostile Merodach Baladan and Nergal
usheshib, already intriguing for the throne he was later to fill. Sen-
nacherib deposed Bel ibni and returned to his earlier policy of placing
an Assyrian prince on the throne. This was none other than Ashur
nadin shum, his eldest son, who retained control until 693.6

1 Marduk zakir shum is only known definitely from the king list, Schrader, loc. cit.
But it is probable that we should not restore in Bab. Chron., 11, 17, Marduk (zakir shum),
as Delitssch in his edition of the inscription, but Marduk (apal iddin) or Merodach
Baladan. This is made a little more probable by the occurrence in the next line of
itta (* with '), which then should be continued by the name of Ishtar hundu, the king
of Elam. Unfortunately, the document is badly mutflated just here. The official Annals,
1, 19 ., are more detailed, but add little more of value.

3 This seems proved by the absence of the North Babylonian cities in the list of those
captured.

3 8ix months according to Berossus, nine according to the king list; cf. H. Winckler,
TUntersuch. z. altor. Gesch.,, 12. A full account in the Annals, I, 19 ff. Bab. Chron., II,
19 fr,, is still much mutilated.

¢ The greater part of this comes from the recension known as the Bellino Cylinder ;
Bab. Chron., II, 23.

& Bab. Chron., II, 24; Annals, I, 52-II, 83. The ina metig girria of 1, 52, seems to
mark a new campaign.

¢ Bab. Chron., II, 26 fr.; Annals, II, 63 fI.

73885°—11—7
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It was clear that Babylonia would not remain content with Assyr-
ian rule so long as Merodach Baladan wasalive. An expedition there-
fore invaded his home land, Bit Iakin, but he fled to Elam by sea.
This was the cause of Sennacherib’s undertaking a proceeding unique
in the Assyrian annals. The whole history of Assyria is a constant
reminder of the fact that an empire may grow great in spite of*a
complete neglect of sea power. Sennacherib alone had a faint glim-
mering of its importance, as was to be shown in his later victory in
Cilician waters, and he now took the bold step of following up the
fugitives by sea. Strange as it may seem, there was no fleet in the
Persian Gulf, for even the more commercial Babylonians had long
ago forgotten its importance. Like the Persians after them, they
were forced to rely on the Phenicians, who were ordered to build
ships at the head of navigation of the Euphrates and Tigris Rivers.
They were then taken to the seacoast, where a great camp was es-
tablished. We can understand how the Pheenicians from the tide-
less Mediterranean should not have known of the effects of the tides,
but it seems difficult to believe that the camp should have been put
in such danger by this means that the king was forced to take refuge
on board the fleet, yet this is what the Assyrians themselves confess.
This appears to have alarmed the king, for he did not take charge
of the expedition in person. After elaborate sacrifices to the gods
of the deep, a raid was made on the coast of Elam, but the main ob-
ject of the attempt was not accomplished, and, in spite of the pic-
turesque accounts with which the scribes adorned it, it had no per-
manent results, unless we count as one the fact that it was never
repeated.!

But it did have one serious immediate consequence. While Sen-
nacherib was engaged in the extreme south, Hallusu of Elam took
the opportunity to march into north Babylonia, took prisoner the
Assyrian crown prince, Ashur nadin shum, placed on the throne
Nergal usheshib, and even invaded Assyria itself. The situation
was most perilous for the main army of defense and, as it would
seem, the king himself was still in south Babylonia and cut off even
from retreat. It was not until late in the next year that the Assy-
rians could advance to the north. At Nippur, on the boundary of
north and south Babylonia, Nergal usheshib was defeated and taken;
but this only secured a safe retreat for the king, for another Chal-
dean, Mushezib Marduk, secured the throne of Babylon.?

1 Annals, 111, 42 f£.; IV, 21 ff. The fullest account in the recension published by Smith
and Sayce, Sennacherib, 88 ff.; Bab. Chron,, II, 36 ff. A remarkably good discussion of
the expedition from the topographical standpoint by J. de Morgan, Délégation en Perse, I,
17 . The sculptures are here especially valuable.

2 The return journey and capture of Nergal usheshib is briefly referred to in the Annals,
IV, 35, where it is stated that it took place ‘ on my return.” We learn of the capture of
the crown prince and the accession of Mushesib Marduk only from Bab. Chron., 39 fI,
which allows us to reconstruct the actual course of events. The fact that we first hear of
the Assyrians in Uruk and then in Nippur shows that they were marching north, while the
date of first of Teshrit proves how iong they were in the south,
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Nor was it easily won back. The Elamites continued their policy
of defending their own country by keeping the Assyrians engaged
in Babylonia and a direct attack on Elam was beaten off in spite of
internal wars. Then came the great battle of Haluli by the Tigris,
and, most significantly, well within the Assyrian borders. The
scribes relate in detail the Assyrian victory, but these details are
vague and, without further statement of results, they turn abruptly
to an account of the building operations. Thus, even without the
statement of the Babylonian Chronicle that the Assyrians were really
defeated, we might be sure that it was not a victory for Sennacherib.!

Two years of preparation were followed by another capture of
Babylonia. At last, Sennacherib decided to adopt a new policy, one
of despair. Nearly the whole of his reign and much treasure and
blood which could be ill spared had been wasted in the vain attempt to
conciliate the fanatic patriotism of the people. It was now clear that
Babylonia would never accept Assyrian rule so long as the city of
Babylon existed. Furthermore, he had been embittered by the loss
of his eldest son, betrayed by his subjects to the enemy. It is no
wonder, then, that he determined to solve the problem in the only
way still remaining, by the destruction of Babylon. Cruel as it
seemed to destroy the city which was the center of the cult and of
civilization, it was justified by practical expediency, and, had not
his more amiable but far weaker son Esarhaddon reversed his policy
and rebuilt the city, the fall of Assyria and the rise of the Chaldean
Empire might have been indefinitely postponed. Under similar cir-
cumstances the Romans were less sentimental, and the fact that
Carthage and Corinth lay waste for over a century resulted in the
rapid extension and safe holding of territory, which might have been
the lot of Assyria.?

We have thus dealt with the Babylonian question in detail because
it dominates the whole reign and because it best allows us to under-
stand the tangle of relations which is again reflected in our sources.
With one exception, the other wars are of little importance, save for
a minute study of the frontier which we may not here enter upon.
It is enough here to mention the fact that there were wars with the
Medes® and in Asia Minor,* and that there was a naval battle off
Cilicia in which the Phrygians were defeated and surrendered the
leadership in the Mediterranean to the Cypriote allies of the Assy-
rians.®

The only other operations worthy of study are those on the
Egyptian frontier whose causes we have already noted. These are of

1 Annals, V, 5 ff.; Bab. Chron,, III, 16 ff. The classical discussion of the battle is that
of P. Haupt, Andover Review, V, 542 ff.

2 Bavian, 34 ff.; Bab. Chron., III, 22.

8 Annals, 11, 30.

¢ Annals, 1I1, 66 fI.

€ Berossus, cf. note 3, p. 95,
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interest rather because of the fact that they are mentioned in our
sacred writings than for their intrinsic importance. The campaign
of 701 was only a hurried march. Luli of Tyre was driven to take
refuge in Cyprus and a pro-Assyrian monarch placed on the throne.
A flying detachment besieged Jerusalem and brought Hezekiah to
terms, but the very fact that he was allowed to retain his king-
dom is proof enough that he was not so seriously conquered. An
Egyptian ! army was met at Altaqu, and we may accept the word of
the scribes when they tell us that the Assyrians were victorious, but
. the result could hardly have been decisive and it remained for his
son Esarhaddon to begin the invasion of Egypt itself.?

For the later years of Sennacherib’s reign we have practically no
data. We do, indeed, hear of a campaign against the Arabs?® and
with this we may connect the fragments which seem to indicate a sec-
ond expedition to Syria.* Finally, we know that he was assassinated
by one or more of his sons, but as to the cause we are entirely in the
dark. We might suspect that religious reasons were at the bottom
of this did we not know that the son, Esarhaddon, who reversed his
policy in this respect, was also the one who posed as the avenger.®

The character of Sennacherib, so far as we are able to make it out,
is not much different from that of his father. In both we see the
same warlike ability and the same political foresight. The one point
in which their policy differs is rather due to changed conditions
than to essential difference of character. Sargon gained his throne
by the aid of the priesthood and was always their ally. In the time
of his son they had gained too much power, and the danger of their
constant leaning to the old cult city, Babylon, was clear. Indeed,
it was largely as a result of his destruction of Babylon that his
memory was so blackened by the priests.®

1The Beke-Winckler-Cheyne theory which would find an independent and highly im-
portant kingdom in the Negeb to which to attribute the bulk of the references in this
period belonging to Egypt has been discussed in detail in Sargon 56 ff. It was there
shown that the theory was untenable in every respect. No attempt has been made by
its advocates to explain away the insuperable objections raised by a consideration of the
topographical, archeological, and historical facts whose reality can not be denled. There
is therefore no need of reiterating and amplifying these arguments. The only defense
has been the statement that the writer has misrepresented Winckler and the others and
that Musri was not located in the Negeb; Cheyne, Decline and Fall of the Kingdom
of Judah, xiv; PraBek, Orientalistische Literaturzeitung, 1909, 116 ff. It is sufficient
to quote the statement of Winckler, Hibbert Journal, II, 576, *“ the ‘Negeb’ (1. e., to
the region of our Musri),” to show what he thought. Cheyne has quoted my letters
of protest in extenso in the Hibbert Journal, VII, 674, and has somewhat modified his
theory. For this courtesy of the veteran scholar, I can not be too appreciative, though
I belleve that he has modified it in the direction of its least defense. I have heard noth-
ing from PraSek. I presume I shall be forced to discuss this again at a later time
though I can not but feel it a waste of good time and paper.

2 Annals, 11, 34 ff. The oracle of Isalah, XXIII, 1-14, refers to this flight of Luli to
Cyprus (Chittim). I hope to study this more fully later.

2 Esarhaddon, Prism, II, 56.

¢ Smith and Sayce, Sennacherib, 137 ff.

& Esarhaddon, Black Stone, passim.

¢ For literature, cf. Sargon, 173.
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For the reign of Sargon we can give much as regards the culture
history. There must have been similar development in that of his
successor, but our sources give little idea of it. In only one respect
do we know of an important change. Nineveh was now made the
capital for the first time and elaborate buildings were erected.! To
this is due the position which it holds in both Biblical and classical
literature. But, indeed, we ought not to expect much culture develop-
ment for his reign. It was the business of Sennacherib to make
Assyria dominant politically, not culturally, and if his successors
did more to make succeeding nations the debtor of Assyria, from
the standpoint of civilization, it is also probable that in so doing
they neglected a policy which would have longer preserved Assyrian
nationality.

1 The various sections of the inscriptions dealing with building affairs are sufficiently
given by Smith and Sayce, Sennacherib, 140 ff., as little of importance can be gleaned
from those later discovered. The buildings of Nineveh are described by A. H. Layard,
Nineveh and its Remains, and Nineveh and Babylon.



Digitized by GOOS[Q



V. THE TEACHING OF MEDIEVAL ARCHZEOLOGY.

By CAMILLE ENLART,
Director of the Musée de Sculpture Comparée du Trocadéro, Paris.

103



Digitized by GOOS[Q



THE TEACHING OF MEDIEVAL ARCH/ZEOLOGY.

By CAMILLE ENLART,

It is with reason that classical education in America has adopted
the same program as in Europe. The people of the United States
is made up of descendants of Europeans, and its civilization is much
more the result of European experience since the earliest times than
the result of the experience of the two centuries passed on this side
of the Atlantic. Thus it is that when American students are taught
the ancient and mediweval history of Europe it is really their own
history to which they are introduced. As to art, when it wishes to
clarify itself with a tradition it should choose that which is appropri-
ate to the environment in which the art must develop. The experi-
ence of European art can not, therefore, fail to be of value for
American artists. The ethnic types and the aspects of the landscape
are here wholly analogous to those of Europe, and the European
masters of painting and sculpture can thus furnish an instruction at
once practical and easily intelligible. The same is true for architec-
ture; the climatic conditions and the materials with which it must
deal in Europe are found repeated in America. From these premises
I conclude that it is perfectly reasonable that the history of European
art should be taught in America.

But if, as in Europe we have agreed to believe, education in the
history of art is worth while, it should, over here, be even more
developed than in France, in England, in Italy, in Spain, or in
Germany. The reason for this is quite simple. In the countries
which I mention the student of art or of history can, and necessarily
must, give himself a large part of his education, for he is surrounded
with ancient works, and when his instructor refers to these he speaks
of things with which the student has been familiar since infancy.
Of these original works of art—the veritable titles of nobility of the
European races and of their American descendants—America, do
what she may, will never have more than specimens, for the best
of the transportable objects are permanently located in European
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museums and the works of architecture are, in the nature of things
itself, fixed to their places of origin. America should, therefore, more
than has as yet been done, compensate for this inferiority by good
collections of reproductions and by a serious and adequate program
of education in the history of art.

In the organization of this program America will be able to avoid
the error which in France has long vitiated all classical instruction.
The blind hatred of the Middle Ages, which, since the Renaissance,
has held us in its power, has in truth been responsible for many
absurdities on our part—absurdities which a progressive return to
good sense during the last few years has as yet only partially eradi-
cated. The pupil in the lycée learns the Latin of Livy and Cicero,
and then the French of the period since Louis XIV. In my time we
were taught that the one came directly from the other; to-day one
is indeed told that there has been an intermediate evolution, but one
is still left in the dark. When, upon leaving the lycée, the student
enters one of the higher schools he finds the same historic system. At
the Ecole de Droit I was taught the Roman law and then the Code
Napoléon, being given to understand that the one was produced by
the other. I understood nothing of it until, at the Ecole des Chartes,
I discovered the canon law, feudal law, and the law coutumier, as well
as the entire transition from the Latin of Cicero to the French of
to-day.

As regards the history of art the situation was still worse; at the
Ecole des Beaux Arts not only did they deliberately skip over 12
centuries, but the students were warned against everything that had
been done during those 12 centuries. . The instruction was based
upon the study of the ancient period and of the Renaissance; a course
in the history of art was given to satisfy the curious,.and it was only
in that course that French art was taught, receiving the same atten-
tion as Assyrian art, but treated rather more summarily than Egyp-
tian art. Even to-day at the Ecole des Beaux Arts one must not
present for competition a subject developed in Gothic, but the instruc-
tion has been remarkably broadened by reason of the circumstances
which I am about to relate.

In 1879 Viollet le Duc, who fought all his life to rehabilitate the
art of the Middle Ages, succeeded in having established at the Tro-
cadéro the Musée de Sculpture Comparée, composed entirely of casts.
The Ecole des Beaux Arts had had, it is true, since 1838 a very fine
museum of this sort, but it was made up almost exclusively of models
of Greek and Roman art and of the Italian Renaissance. The idea
of Viollet le Duc was to present to the public a selection of works
of statuary and of architectural motifs from the finest period of the
Middle Ages, together with works from the best period of antiquity,
representing evolutions which were parallel although many cen-
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turies apart. He wished to secure thus a double demonstration,
historie and esthetic, to show that Greek statuary and Gothic statuary
had followed the same development, presenting phases of striking
similarity, and that in each of these phases French art could stand
comparison with that of Greece. The demonstration was so evident
that it was needless to carry it further; the Musée de Sculpture Com-
parée contents itself now with the collection of works of the Middle
Ages and of the Renaissance, and it is unnecessary henceforth to
place antiquities by their side. The prejudice grounded in us since
the Renaissance has been extinct since 1882.

The lesson given by Viollet le Duc, dying at the very moment when
his idea was about to triumph, was a revelation for the artists.
These were in somewhat the situation of the young girl, encountered
in various stories, to whom has been forbidden the sight of young
men, she having been persuaded that they were all ugly and bad. As
soon as she sees one she falls in love with him.

It seemed to the director of the Beaux Arts and to the Commission
des Monuments Historiques, which had organized the museum, that
the museum should be complemented by the giving of instruction,
and in 1889 a chair of history of the architecture of the Middle
Ages and of the Renaissance was established, its first and present
occupant being the most fervent disciple of Viollet le Duc, M. de
Baudot. He has undertaken the task of showing that the architec-
ture of the Middle Ages is fertile in practical lessons, and he demon-
strates at the same time the advantages in modern construction of
the employment of reinforced cement. This second part of the in-
struction being the more practical seems to him the more useful, and
so to-day it constitutes almost the entire course; as to history it has
never occupied more than an almost negligible place.

The creation of this course was of great service in that it caused
the Ecole des Beaux Arts to realize that, as the representative of art
education in France, it was guilty of a singular aberration in ex-
cluding French art from its instruction. In the following year the
school called an eminent architect, M. Paul Boeswillwald, to teach the
history of French art and the art of restoring historic monuments.
Soon afterwards M. Lucien Magne, also an architect, was called to
a second historical chair where he developed extensively the study of
the models of the Middle Ages. The Ecole Spéciale d’Architecture,
established by M. Emile Trélat, inaugurated at the same time a chair
in the history of art in which I have succeeded M. André Michel.
Thus art education in France has been obliged during the last quar-
ter of a century to make room everywhere for historical instruction
and for the study of the Middle Ages. The promoter of this move-
ment was the illustrious Viollet le Duc.
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As to historical and literary instruction it is more and more pene-
trated by the same ideas under the salutary influence of Jules Quiche-
rat and of the Ecole des Chartes.

Let us cast a glance over the past of the instruction in the history
of French art in France; briefly, for it dates only from yesterday,
but it will soon be an integral and necessary part of the instruction
in all our higher schools.

The history of the art of the Middle Ages, regarded as barbaric
but curious, tempted in the seventeenth century the Benedictine Dom
Bernard de Montfaucon who published his Monuments de la Mon-
archie Frangoise, a work very imperfect and without any influence.
At the same time two antiquaries, Peiresc and Gaigniéres, collected
drawings of worksof Artof the Middle Ages—statues, tombs, stained
glass—which interested them as documents of feudal history. The
eighteenth century was as disdainful of the Middle Ages as the‘seven-
teenth, but at its decline, at the moment when the fury of the Revolu-
tion was causing the disappearence of so many of the ancient master-
pieces, the painter Doyen, whose place was soon after taken by his
pupil, Le Noir, established the Musée des Monuments Francais for
the purpose of gathering together the works of art coming from
abandoned and pillaged edifices. Le Noir rescued, notably, the royal
tombs of St. Denis. The collections were dispersed at the Restora-
tion, but a historical museum had become a necessity and those of
Versailles and of the Hétel de Cluny were soon afterwards created.
In addition to this Musée des Monuments Frangais and its catalogue,
prepared by Alexandre Le Noir, the end of the eighteenth century
saw the work brought out by Millin, Antiquités Nationales. It is
the work of an amateur antiquary, very ignorant, like his contem-
poraries, as regards the Middle Ages, but attracted by them.

An excellent work, astonishing for its time, was written in 1816
* by a member of the Institute, Emeric David, whose grandnephew I
have the honor to be. It is a Histoire de la Sculpture Francaise,
which has hardly yet become antiquated, but which did not find a
publisher until the death of the author in 1850. The first, at Caen
in 1830, to give a course in the history of the architecture of the
Middle Ages, soon afterwards published under the title of Abécédaire
d’ Archéologie, was M. Arcisse de Caumont. His work, very clear
and convenient by reason of its simplicity, had a marked and con-
tinuous success in spite of the double error to which it gave currency
in designating the pointed arch as the distinguishing feature of the
Gothic style and in applying to this arch the name Ogive, which
means quite another thing. At the same time M. de Caumont founded
the Société Francaise d’Archéologie, which still flourishes under the
direction of M. Eugéne Lefévre-Pontalis, and which has done more
than any other institution to develop in the public an appreciation
of our art of the Middle Ages.
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The introduction in education of a veritable historical method dates
in France from the establishment of the Ecole des Chartes. It was
founded in 1836 and its first director, Jules Quicherat, gave a mas-
terly course in French archeology. In 1880 he was followed by his
worthy pupil, the Comte Robert de Lasteyrie, who was my teacher
and whose substitute I had the honor to be for five years. To-day
the chair is worthily filled by my friend, E. Lefévre-Pontalis, he, too,
a pupil of M. de Lasteyrie. This instruction has produced many
excellent pupils, and among the theses of the Ecole des Chartes an
entire series is devoted to archsology, drawing its subjects from the
history of romance art in our provinces, or from the monographic
history of various notable monuments. It was to follow out the
movement started at the Ecole des Chartes that the Ecole du Louvre
has maintained since 1880 a course in the history of sculpture and a
course in the history of the industrial arts. The chair of the history
of sculpture, adorned in the beginning by the lamented Courajod, is
to-day occupied by a scholar of no less learning and of greater poise,
André Michel. The course in the history of the minor arts was long
conducted by the regretted Emile Molinier, and now benefits from
the stores of critical learning of MM. Migeon and Marquet de Vas-
selot. Several good theses have been produced at the Ecole du
Louvre, among which may be mentioned those of M. Vitry on Michel
Colombe, of Mlle. Pillion on the doorways of Rouen, of M. Boinet on
those of Bourges, and of M. Laran on the anthropometry of statuary.!

The Sorbonne in its turn provided for instruction in the history of
art, in which that of France has its large part. The courses were
organized by a pupil of the Ecole des Chartes, M. Lemonnier, who
still carries them on, together with M. Mile, whose Sorbonne thesis
on L’Art religieux en France became from the moment of its publi-
cation a classic work. The provincial universities have for 15 years
added the history of art to their curricula. I may mention the
course of M. Brutails, pupil of Quicherat, at Bordeaux; at Lyon the
course of M. Bertaux, pupil of Courajod; at Rennes that of M. Jor-
dan; at Nantes, the course of M. Lécureux; at Clermont that of M.
du Ranquet on art in Auvergne; and at Grenoble the course of
M. Marcel Raymond.

The American universities should keep in touch with this progress, .

as with progress in other lines, and it would seem that the courses
in the history of art that are taught here should be made more
general and regular and equipped with the material for documenta-
tion capable of taking the place of the visits to the monuments them-

1The curriculum of the Bcole des Chartes provides a nine-months’ course of two lessons
a week confined exclusively to the history of architecture and of costume in France from
the sixth to the sixteenth centuries. At the Louvre the instruction in the history of
sculpture extends through a period of several years with one lesson a week, and covers
France, Italy, and Germany. At the Kcole des Beaux Arts the course of M. Boeswillwald
is confined to France; that of M. Magne Includes the architecture of all countries.
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selves which are the most valuable resource of instruction in the his-
tory of art in the courses which I have enumerated.

A course in medieval archeology is in danger of being incom-
plete and unintelligible if it is not conducted from an international
point of view. In the Middle Ages, as in ancient times, many of the
finest monuments were religious and the Church was international
and knew no boundaries, whereas in the governments that favored the
Reformation the protectionist spirit was strong. As to the civil
wonuments, the finest belonged to feudal families, which, by bequest,
by inheritance, or by marriage, found themselves in possession of ter-
ritories widely separated. Under a single sovereign were Champagne,
Navarre, and Jerusalem; Anjou, Provence, and the two Sicilies;
Boulogne and Portugal, later Boulogne and Auvergne; Burgundy
and Flanders; Austria and Spain. Inevitably the artists in the
employ of the clergy or of the feudal families took long and frequent
travels and appropriated the style of the country where art was most
advanced.

Let us glance at the outline of the development in France between
the sixth and the sixteenth centuries. At the fall of the Roman
Empire all civilization took refuge at Byzantium, where a new art
developed out of the mingled Roman and Persian traditions. It was
thence that our artists were to draw many of their inspirations, pil-
grimages and trade having opened the way. The capitals of the
crypt of Jouarre, near Paris, are of Proconesian marble imported,
already carved, from the Orient. In the ninth century the Byzantine
influence increased, and the churches of Charlemagne at Aix and of
Theodulph at Germigny, near Orleans, are only imitations of Byzan-
tine monuments. By the eleventh century a highly homogeneous
Roman art had been developed out of the combination of these Byzan-
tine elements with, on the one hand, a minority of purely decorative
elements brought in by the barbaric Franks, and on the other a renais-
sance of the old art. From this new Roman art several schools were
formed. Under a single one of these schools may be grouped Ger-
many, the countries of the North, and Italy; but in France the
Auvergnian, the Burgundian, the Provengal, the Poitevin, and the
Norman art are clearly distinct. The Norman art passed into Eng-
land and thence into Norway ; the art of Languedoc, combining Au-
vergnian and Poitevin elements, passed into Spain and at times into
Italy, thanks to the monks of Cluny. The French-Roman art estab-
lished itself in Palestine.

At the end of the twelfth century Gothic art showed itself in
France, where it was purely original. It had well-defined Burgun-
dian, Provencal, Poitevin, and Norman schools. From France it
spread throughout Europe and to the European settlements in Asia,
the monks of Citeaux and the masterpieces of French secular art
being the agents of this marvelous expansion. At the end of the
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fourteenth century the order of Citeaux was in decadence, France
itself ruined by the Hundred Years War, and foreigners—as in our
own times in industrial matters—knew how to assimilate our methods
and to create their own types, following out our instruction and our
models. Thus there were a Venetian Gothic, a Tuscan Gothic, a
Gothic of Aragon, a Portuguese and a German Gothic, and in statu-
ary a Flemish Gothic, where appeared that style, naturalistic and
familiar almost to triviality, which remained peculiar to the country.
In England originality became apparent during the course of the
thirteenth century.

A consequence of this movement was that France, exhausted, re-
newed her art by the infusion of foreign elements. The flamboyant
style was created, not, as the first Gothic, out of original elements,
but by combining architectural elements, borrowed from England,
with Flemish sculpture. At the end of the fifteenth century France,
wearying of this art, monotonous in its extreme complexity, began to
look in the direction of the opposite frontier; Italy, earlier than
France, wearied of the Gothic style which she had never really un-
derstood and, returning to her ancient traditions, produced the
Renaissance. France abandoned the English and Flemish imitation
for the Italian, and the Renaissance, introduced among us at the end
of the fifteenth century, triumphed in the sixteenth. In the other
European countries, under English, Flemish, and French influences,
the flamboyant style was extended, taking various special forms,
notably in Germany and in Portugal. In England a new form of
Gothic, the perpendicular style, had developed since the end of the
fourteenth century, but did not produce a school. The Renaissance
was to spread in the other countries as in France, dethroning the
styles it met with, but the Gothic was never completely overthrown
in Germany or in England

Such is, in broad outline, the history of the art of the Middle Ages,
and this exposé is sufficient to demonstrate how necessary it is for its
comprehension to regard it from the international point of view.

It is in America that instruction from this point of view should
encounter the least difficulty. America is not enfeoffed to any
European country, and its citizens claim their ancestry in all of
Europe. It can not therefore make any mistake in studying the
ancient art of all Europe, and it will naturally hold itself aloof from
the factions that are met with in the Old World.

1To draw only from my personal experience—when I demonstrated the Burgundian
origin of the Gothic style in Italy, the French origin of certain English Gothic monuments,
and the English origin of the flamboyant architecture, I encountered, along with the
unanimous assent of independent and enlightened minds, certain contradictions, of little
consequence, but all the more tenacious because based upon sentiment rather than upon
reason. In the same way, although the proof of the Italian origin of the French Renais-
sance has long been demonstrated, there still remains at least one person who obstinately
contests it.
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I would arrange as follows a program for instruction in the history
of the art of the Middle Ages in American universities:

Sixth to eleventh centuries: History of art in the Byzantine Empire and in
Italy; notes on the less important and more mutilated monuments of the
other countries of Europe.

Eleventh and twelfth centuries: A word upon Byzantine art, henceforth
stationary, and upon Italian art which will progress no further; study of
Germanic and French art and of their exterior influence.

Thirteenth and fourteenth centuries: Formation and evolution of Gothic art
in France; its spread into the other countries.

Fourteenth and fifteenth centuries: Succinct study of the various schools
which formed in Europe, especially in England and Flanders; study of the
flamboyant style growing out of the art of these two regions; its flourishing in
France, Germany, and Spain.

Fifteenth and sixteenth centuries: The last phase of the Gothic; the perpen-
dicular style in England; the flamboyant in France, Spain, Portugal, Rhodes,
and Germany; the Italian origins of the Renaissance and its diffusion in the
various countries of Europe.

For the documentation of such a course it would be necessary to
accompany it with lantern views and to place at the disposal of the
pupils such books, photographs, and casts as should be selected by a
commission of competent professors, aided possibly by two or three
foreigners. The essential books are already in the libraries of many
institutions. They should probably include the following works:

Viollet le Duec, Dictionnaire d’Architecture.

Dehio and von Bezold, Kirchliche Baukunst des Abendlandes.
André Michel, Histoire de I'Art.

Ventruri, Storia dell’ Arte.

Enlart, Manuel d@’Archéologie francaise.

Bond, Gothic Architecture in England.

Street, Gothic Architecture in Spain.

Moore, Gothic Architecture.

As to photographs, a selection made in France from among the
negatives of the Monuments Historiques, in Italy from the collection of
Alinari, in England from the collections of Frith and Valentine, and
in Germany from similar collections would furnish from 1,000 to
1,200 prints of typical monuments.

When it comes to casts, I do not hesitate to say that nearly all
should come from France, where are to be found most of the fine
works of statuary and of ornament of the Middle Ages. Not enough
of these are to be found in American museums, and the collections
which one sees in the Metropolitan Museum in New York or in the
Carnegie Institute of Pittsburg are in part very badly exhibited.
While the institutions of learning in America have good libraries, I
doubt if they have enough photographs, and their plaster models are
inadequate as regards the Middle Ages. In general, they possess
beautiful and excellent series of Greek casts and of casts from the
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Italian Renaissance, but the lack which I pointed out in the French
instruction of former days still exists in America and is regrettable.

The result of this is evident in modern constructions the ideas
of which have been taken from the Middle Ages. The bad propor-
tions of some of these show that the artist was not familiar with the
monuments from which he drew his inspiration; in a very large
number of others the structure itself is good, but the ornamentation
is badly conceived or-taken from models not well chosen. At Mount
Holyoke College there is a new library, charming in its Gothic archi-
tecture and in its Renaissance woodwork, but the sculptured consoles
are taken from poor models and have no elegance. The institution
has a museum of casts containing fine copies of all the important
Greek classics, but only a single Gothic statue, the Christ of Amiens,
while there are no models of ornamentation. At Yale there are
numerous casts from ancient times and from the Italian Renaissance,
but the Gothic is hardly represented. At Harvard it is represented
by two fine statues of the twelfth century from the great door of
Chartres, but if one wishes to see specimens from. later periods one
finds only the collection, very rich and beautiful it is true, of casts
of German sculpture. Inasmuch as from the twelfth to the sixteenth
centuries the finest Germanic works are only more or less fortunate
imitations of French statuary the true models are lacking; it is like
a museum of ancient art which should contain only Roman works
to the exclusion of Greek art.

It would appear important, then, that in every university there
should be several notable specimens of the best statuary of the Middle
A ges, such, for example, as are noted in the following list:

Twelfth century: Statues from the western doorways of Chartres; statues of
Corbeil at Saint Denis; tympanum of Moissac.

Thirteenth century: The Beau Dieu of Amiens; the St. Firmin; bas-reliefs
from Notre Dame de Paris; statues from the Cathedral of Rheims.

Fourteenth century: Statues from Strasbourg.

Examples of the flamboyant style: The well of Moses at Dijon; details from
the tombs of the Dukes of Burgundy; the head of St. Maurice of Orleans;
the Virgin of Nuremberg.

Examples of ornamentation: Twelfth century—models from Avallon, Moissac,
Toulouse, Chilons, Laon, Dommartin (museum of Amiens), etc. Thirteenth
century—models from Notre Dame de Paris. Fourteenth century—models
from Saint Urbain de Troyes, from Rheims, etc. Fifteenth century—models
from the Cathedral of Troyes, etc.

Finally, a series of architectural models, dismountable reductions in
plaster, would certainly be a great aid in instruction. Harvard Uni-
versity has just had such a model made of the Cathedral of Rheims.
The Musée du Trocadéro has a series of 10 models which are of the
greatest service, but which cost 70,000 francs. It can not be denied

73885°—11——8
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that this sort of apparatus is expensive. I estimate that to secure
the educational equipment corresponding to the program that I have
outlined it would be necessary to spend, exclusive of transportation
charges and customs duties, a minimum amount of 3,000 francs for
books and photographs, and for casts of statues and ornamentation
about 6,000 francs. The sum of $2,000, then, would assure to a course
in the history of medisval art an adequate primary equipment; the
addition of architectural models would cost half as much again, or
about $3,000. : '
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PARADOXES OF GLADSTONE'S POPULARITY.

By EDWARD PORRITT.

It is from two distinct points of view that I approach the para-
doxes of Gladstone’s popularity. One is the standpoint of a parlia-
mentary reporter, looking from the press gallery of the House of
Commons at Gladstone’s attitude toward the rank and file of his
supporters of the Liberal Party. The other is the standpoint of an
English Nonconformist, concerned here exclusively with Gladstone’s
attitude toward English Free Churchmen—toward that section of
the people of England on whom the Whig and Liberal parties were
largely dependent for parliamentary support in the enfranchised
boroughs from the reform act of 1832 to the disruption of the
old Whig and Liberal parties by Gladstone’s home rule bill of
1886. I'rom each of these standpoints, it seems to me that there is
something in Gladstone’s great popularity that calls for a little
explanation.

I will touch first on Gladstone’s attitude toward the rank and
file of the Liberal Party as I observed it from a reporter’s box in the
House of Commons. It was in 1885 that I first went into the gal-
lery, and I was connected with the gallery from then until 1892.
Before I went into the gallery I had had the good fortune to serve
for a year on the staff of one of the St. Louis daily newspapers; and
that year, fortunately for me, happened to be the year of the Blaine-
Cleveland presidential election. I had had a full share in the ac-
tivities of the presidential campaign of 1884. It was not my fortune
to be brought in contact with Cleveland, but I traveled in the train
of Blaine and Logan, and with the candidates for the governorships
of Missouri and Illinois. Since 1892 I have seen much more of
American party activity and of various candidates for the Presi-
dency, and also much of political life at Ottawa.

Looking back on these experiences of American and Canadian
politics, and contrasting them with my observations of Gladstone
from the reporters’ gallery in the House of Commons, it seems
to me that Gladstone in his attitude toward the rank and file
of his party in the House was poles asunder from the leaders of
political parties in this country, or from such leaders in Canadian

17
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politics as Macdonald and Laurier. No one who has had oppor-
tunities of observing political life and political and social conditions
at Washington and Ottawa, and who is also familiar with English
political history, and with class lines and social conditions in Eng-
land, would expect that what is known on this side of the Atlantic
as a “jollier” could be developed in political life at Westminster.
Certainly he would never dream that a “ jollier ” could become the
leader of a great English political party. Life in England, and the
pursuit of politics, are taken much too seriously to admit of a
“jollier ” ever succeeding in getting to the front in English political
life. All the traditions and all the existing conditions are against
him; and with the seriousness that attaches to political life in Eng-
land it would seem impossible for a “ jollier ” ever to secure the con-
fidence of the electorate or thé support of any considerable following
in the House of Commons. !

It is probable that there has been some change in the attitude of

- Parliamentary leaders toward the rank and file of their parties
since my connection with the gallery came to an end 17 years ago.
From the newspapers and from an occasional revisit to the press
gallery, it is possible to see some little change in this respect in the
Parliament that has just come to an end. But Gladstone was of
the older era. He was of the era when the Whigs of the great
governing families dominated all Liberal administrations, no matter
from what class in the constituencies the administration might
derive its strength. Like the Whig leaders from Grey to Russell,
he seemed to me, looking on from the gallery, to stand aloof
from the rank and file of his supporters, to regard many of these
men as not of his order, much in the same way as the Whig leaders
who had preceded him between 1829 and 1868 had done.

One little attention Gladstone did at times pay to members of the
rank and file of his party. My seat in the gallery was on the Gov-
ernment side, and in the years when Gladstone was out of power I
faced the front Opposition bench. I often noted the ostentatious
attention with which at times he listened to some back-bench mem-
ber of the Liberal Party who was trying for the ear of the House.
At such moments Gladstone would turn around on the bench, and,
with his back to the Speaker or the chairman of committees and
his hand to his ear, would give the impression to the gallery, and
perhaps to the House itself, that every word that was coming from
the back-bench member was of the greatest interest to him, and of
value as a contribution to the discussion.

In the press gallery in my time, opinion concerning Gladstone and
his policies was divided much as it was on the floor of the House.
He had his admirers; and there were in the gallery men who, while
they held his intellect and his achievements high, had little sympathy
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with Gladstone as a statesman. These men sometimes suggested
that such attention on Gladstone’s part was a pose, and although
I was among the men who admired Gladstone—with those who at
election times supported him with their votes—it was at times a
little difficult to maintain that there was no posing whén Gladstone
thus turned around on the front Opposition bench and gave notice
to the House and the gallery that he was settling down tg pay the
closest attention to the contribution to the debate that was coming
from the back benches.

Whether or not Gladstone was sincere in this compliment of
ostentatious attention, it was, so far as one could see from the press
gallery, about the only personal attention that Gladstone bestowed on
those of his political supporters who were not in the immediate
neighborhood of the bench on which he happened for the time to be
established. My understanding in those days was that the smoke
room knew him not; and although my visits to the lobby were only
occasibnal, from what I saw when I did go there I think that there
was little social contact between Gladstone and the rank and file
of his party, in what, to borrow a phrase from the old Parliament
House at Edinburgh, may be described as the “ Quter House.”

The change from the political England of 1832 to 1867—from
the England of the £10 householder voter in boroughs to the
political England of to-day when nearly every man with a settled
abode may be of the Parliamentary electorate—was only just begin-
ning to show itself when I took my farewell of the reporters’ gallery.
The extension of the franchise of 1884-85 was then a fact of not
more than six or seven years’ standing. Gladstone in his attitude
to the rank and file of his party, so it seemed to me from the gallery,
belonged to the era of Whiggism and Liberalism that lay between
1832 and 1867. In his personal relations with his supporters he
apparently came no nearer the men who were not of his order than
Melbourne, Palmerston, and Russell had done; for it must be remem-
bered that while Gladstone was born into a family that by its tra-
ditions of trade and business was akin to the men whence the rank
and file of his supporters were drawn, he himself, early in his politi-
cal life, had been merged in the governing classes.

It was the school in which he had been trained while, during the
period between 1832 and 1865, he was still of the Tory party. All
his associations, until after the disruption of the Whig and Liberal
parties in 1886, were with the governing classes; and it seemed to me
from the distance of the press gallery that his attitude toward the
successful manufacturers, merchants, and business men, who were
of the rank and file of the Liberal Party, was that of a member of the
governing classes who regarded it as natural and as consistent with
social usage in England that these men who were not of the govern-
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ing classes should give a continuous and loyal support to a leader
who was of the old order, with no expectation that adherence to the
same political party and devotion to the same causes should carry
with them anything in the nature of social contact or interchange.

Not all of Gladstone’s followers accepted this view. On the con-
trary, there is the memorable case of Joseph Cowen, who as a
newspaper owner and editor, and also as a platform speaker, between
the reform act of 1832 and the third extension of the franchise in
1884, did so much for Liberalism on Tyneside, and in the northern
counties of England. The story of the alienation of Cowen has re-
cently been told by Mr. Lucy, in his Sixty Years in the Wilderness—
one of the best autobiographies that ever came from the pen of a
man long at Westminster, whether of the gallery or of the House of
Commons.

Cowen, after his neglect by Gladstone, betook himself in 1884 to a
lonely furrow; and the Liberals were left without a morning paper
o uphold their cause in the region between York and Berwick-on-
Tweed. Political corruption in England survives to-day chiefly at
the top. It has almost disappeared from those places in which it
got so deep-seated a hold between the Restoration and the corrupt
practices act of 1883 ; and it cost the Liberal Party first a baronetcy
and finally a peerage to make good the loss which was entailed when
the Newcastle Daily Chronicle could no longer be counted upon to
give its old magnificent support to Liberal candidates in Durham
and Northumberland.

Why more Liberals did not follow Cowen’s example is one of the
contributions that I should like to make to this morning’s discussion.
There are, as I view them, two reasons why Mr. Gladstone’s aloof-
ness did not affect the Liberal Party more adversely than it did
between 1868 and 1893. The first was the old attitude of Liberals in
the constituencies and in the House of Commons toward the leaders
of the Whig Party and generally toward the Whig governing classes.
Social cleavage and traditions of long standing kept the Whigs and
Liberals apart. The Whigs at no time in their history sought to
add to their numbers. They were always zealous to add to the num-
ber of electors—Liberal or Radical—who could be relied on to sup-
port Whig candidates at Parliamentary elections; but this was quite
a different matter from adding to their order or impairing their
exclusiveness. From 1832 to 1867—in some cases until as late as
1884—Liberals in many constituencies had no option but to support
Whig candidates, who had no social sympathy with them, and
who regarded them as of another clay. Such aloofness Liberals had
been accustomed to between the leadership of Grey and that of Rus-
sell ; and when Gladstone succeeded Russell as the leader of the Whig
and Radical parties aloofness on the part of the leaders had come
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to be regarded by the Liberals and Radicals as the natural order of
things.

The second reason for Gladstone’s hold on the rank and file of the
Liberal Party in the House of Commons was, I think, his towering
intellectual eminence; his gradual but certain progress to a liberal-
ism much in advance of the liberalism of Melbourne, Palmerston,
and Russell; his mastery of parliamentary usages, traditions, and
business; his increasing reputation for statesmanship; his sincerity,
and, perhaps more than all, the loftiness of his ideals in personal,
social, and political life.

" Looking now at Gladstone and his great political career from the
standpoint of an English Nonconformist I feel that no student of
parliamentary history of the nineteenth century will deny that Glad-
stone, as a leader of the Liberal Party, at times sorely tried the
Free Churchmen who formed the majority of the Liberal and
Radical parties in the constituencies. His type of churchmanship
was not one that could evoke much sympathy from the Free Church-
men who at election after election, from 1832 to 1885, went to the
polls to support Whig and Radical candidates. The Whig Party,
between the revolution of 1688 and the end of the long Tory régime
in 1829, had had the consistent support of the Nonconformists. In
matters which affected religious freedom and religious equality the
Nonconformists had more to expect from the Whigs than from the
Tories. They got little from the Whigs until the test and corpora-
tion acts were repealed in 1828; but that Nonconformist sympathies
were on the right side in the eighteenth century is shown by the
opposition of the Tories to Lord John Russell’s successful movement
for the repeal of the test act which culminated in 1828.

In the days of the unreformed House of Commons, when there
were not more than 150,000 electors in England and Wales, it is diffi-
cult to estimate what was the value of the Nonconformist support to
the Whig Party. But whatever it was worth it went to the Whigs;
and it went increasingly to the Whigs from 1832 to 1867; in many
constituencies until as late as 1885. Nonconformists in the struggle
for religious equality had nothing to hope from the Tories; and it
goes without saying that Free Churchmen who were then and are still
struggling for religious equality, were disposed to support the party
which had carried the reform act of 1832, and three years later had
swept away the corrupt municipalities which for two centuries had
buttressed the corrupt system of parliamentary representation.

Keen appreciation of these reforms of the thirties, and an expec-
tation of more help in the struggle for religious equality tied the
Nonconformists—Congregationalists, Baptists, Quakers, and Uni-
tarians—to the Whig party from 1832 to 1866, when Gladstone
succeeded Russell as the leader of the Whigs and Liberals. It is
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scarcely too much to say that without this support and without the
aid of the Liberal daily press, which at this time was largely if not
exclusively controlled by Free Churchmen, Gladstone could not have
been premier in 1868 or again in 1881,

Free Churchmen were conscious of what their support meant for
the Liberal Party at election times, and it was this consciousness that
made Gladstone’s halting support of measures for the repeal of uni-
versity tests, introduced after 1868, and his attitude on the education
question in 1870 the more trying to the Free Church electorate. The
greatest trial of Free Church loyalty to Gladstoné came in 1870.
Then the education question could have been settled and an end made
to the interweaving of the Established Church and popular educa-
tion which had been in progress since 1833. But Gladstone’s devo-
tion to his church outrivaled his liberalism. A splendid opportunity
was lost; and the elementary education question is to-day one of the
most contentious questions in English politics. Forster paid a heavy
penalty for his part in this failure of liberalism in 1870. It led to
his being thrust aside as leader of the Liberal Party when Gladstone
temporarily withdrew in 1875 from the lead of the opposition in the
House of Commons after the defeat of his party at the general elec-
tion of 1874.

Gladstone’s attitude toward the question of religious equality was
the greatest strain he put on the loyalty of the rank and file of the
Liberal party in the House of Commons and in the constituencies
until he committed himself to Home Rule in 1886. For a time there
was some sagging in the loyalty of Free Churchmen. But the recov-
ery began in 1875. It was fully complete by the general election of
1880; and it may be said that no Liberal leader in the nineteenth
century enjoyed a more loyal or continuous support from Free
Churchmen than Gladstone. Gladstone, in spite of his imperfect
sympathy with the cause of religious equality, appealed to Free
Churchmen much more than Grey, Melbourne, Palmerston, or even
Russell had done. His liberalism. as it developed was more robust
than the liberalism of any other Whig leader of the nineteenth
century. His private life made an appeal to Free Churchmen. His
eloquence put him far above his contemporaries in both parties, and
in all that goes to statesmanship in a country with representative
institutions, Peel alone can be compared with Gladstone.

Conditions which are disappearing helped Gladstone to surmount
the disadvantages which arose from his aloofness from the rank and
file of his party in the House of Commons and from his lack of full
sympathy with the liberalism of which religious equality is an essen-
tial element. His great qualities and above all his sincerity and his
idealism drew men of liberal convictions to him, in spite of those
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characteristics which Mr. Lucy describes, and those of which Free
Churchmen were wont to complain between 1870 and 1880. But
the conditions that favored Gladstone—the veneration in which
leaders of the governing classes were popularly regarded, and the
eagerness of Free Churchmen to think the best of the Liberal leader—
are not continuing; and if any conclusion can be drawn from political
tendencies and developments in England since the new century began,
it is that no Liberal leader in the future will be able to hold aloof
from the rank and file of his party as Gladstone did, or to continue
to offer only compromises which settle nothing in matters in which
the issue of religious freedom and religious equality is concerned.
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BISMARCK AS HISTORIOGRAPHER.

By Guy STANTON FORD.

At the threshold of his diplomatic career, in June, 1850, Bismarck
wrote to an intimate friend:

I can not deny that I possess some of the inclinations of Caliph Omar, not
only to destroy all books except the Christian Koran, but to annihilate the
means for producing new ones; the art of printing is, more than powder, the
chosen instrument of the anti-Christ.!

There is in this passage just that element of the exaggeration of a
passing mood that makes it truly Bismarckian, for no statesman of
any time more fully appreciated the power of the press, either when
he tried to throttle it or when he forged it into a weapon with which
to strike down his enemies or break a way for his own views. One
of his earliest acts was to use the press to defend his views on the
position of his class and to join with others of the conservatives of
1848 to found an organ for their party. One of his latest was from
his retirement at Friedrichsruh from 1890 to 1897, to make the press
of Hamburg the mouthpiece of his views of his own and his suc-
cessor’s policy. Throughout the long career that intervenes between
these dates he made the press of Germany and of foreign countries
the medium through which he paralyzed opposition at its very in-
ception. Sometimes he wrote the articles himself which were pub-
lished as the editorials of his organs; more frequently he used such
agents as Busch and Bucher to draft the expression of the views he
outlined to them, or as frequently he trusted to a faithful and sub-
sidized press to defend his cause.

Nor was it the journalist alone to whom Blsmarck supplied mate-
rial. He appreciated fully the value of more sober and substantial
presentations of his policy and personality. From his letters and
papers and from the records of his office he generously allowed men
like Hahn, Kohl, and Poschinger to supply the press and the public
with such a mass of material that it is safe to say that no great man
ever did his destined work in the daylight of such full publicity as

1Politische Briefe, I, 8,
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did Bismarck. He it was who opened the Prussian archives to
Sybel * to a degree never known before or since, and he probably read
the proof of this work which was to record officially the great
achievements of Prussia between 1850 and 1870. As has been well
said, he surrounded himself with a publicity staff, and to each was
assigned a class of the people to whom he was fitted to appeal as the
exponent of Bismarckianism. As chief of the staff the great task
was reserved to Bismarck himself to marshal the future around his
work under general orders transmitted in an autobiography. Such
a work would seemingly be a fitting conclusion to the story of Bis-
marck’s career and complete the full measure of the historian’s debt.

When after his retirement in 1890 rumors spread that the creator
of modern united Germany was at work on his memoirs, the political
and scholarly world awaited with intense interest the story of a
career without parallel in the history of Germany since Frederick
the Great. It was an event of more than literary importance when
at 8 o’clock on the 28th of November, 1898, the gates of the great
house of Cotta at Stuttgart swung open and the task began of ship-
ping 100,000 copies of the Gedanken und Erinnerungen of Prince
Bismarck, orders for which at the end of the week were reported at
318,000—a number triple that recorded for the memoirs of our own
Grant. Layman and scholar told stories of devouring them at a
single sitting. The chorus of praise was broken only by the feeble
voices of those whom the princely hater had not spared even as he
stood at the threshold of the tomb.

Gradually as the first strong impression of standing in the pres-
ence of a man, not a book, died away, the German critical spirit as-
serted itself. The discriminating scholarship which ranks with Bis-
marck himself among the gifts of the gods to the Germans roused
itself to the measuring and weighing of Bismarck as a writer of
history. Once at the work it proceeded with the same sanity, pene-
tration, and objectiveness that its great master, Ranke, had set it
as a model in his discussion of the memoirs of Richelieu.? Chief
among those who have contributed to the growing possibility of
estimating our debt to Bismarck as an historiographer are the names
of Schmoller, Schiemann, Ulmann, Fester, Heigel, Kaemmel, and
above all his two biographers, Max Lenz and Erich Marcks.* The

1 Cf. Busch, Bismarck: Some Secret Pages, etc., II, 291.

3 Ranke, Simmtliche Werke, XII, 166 ff.

2 E. Marcks, Fiirst Bismarcks Erinnerungen und Gedanken: Versuch einer kritlschen
Wirdigung, Berlin, 1899. The substance of these illuminating studies is contained in
Deutsche Rundschau, April and May, 1899. Max Lenz, Zur Kritik der Ged. u. Er. d.
F. Bismarck, Berlin, 1899. Lenz's pamphlet is a critical study of the material on the
Crimean War and the negotiations at Nikolsburg. The studies first appeared in the
Deutsche Rundschau, June and July, 1809. Schiemann in Hist. Zeit., 1899, took
exception to some of his colleague’s strictures on the trustworthiness of the Ged. u. Er.

Lenz defends his position In Hist. Zeit., 1800. The main Issue between them is the dating
of the interview of Bismarck with the Prince of Prussia, cf. Ged. u. Er.,, I, 118. The
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control material consists in the many volumes of Bismarck’s speeches
and his correspondence official and private, similar material for many
of his contemporaries such as the Gerlachs, Manteuffel, Roon, Moltke,
and William I, the personal reminiscences of those who knew him in-
timately as did Busch and Abeken and the Keudells, or who were wit-
nesses or coadjutors in some of his greatest acts, as Charles, King
“of Roumania, and the Crown Prince, later Emperor Frederick IIT.
In addition there are the volumes in which the Frenchmen con-
nected with the events leading up to 1870, men like Benedetti, Chau-
dordy, Grammont, Rothan, Ollivier, and Lebrun, have revealed with
amazing fre- kness their part in the great catastrophe of the Second
Empire.
It may be vell to recall briefly how the “ Recollections and Remi-
niscences ” were written. The story may be pieced together from the

judgment of Otto Hintze on the matter seems to me sound; cf. Forschungen zur Brand.-
Preuss. Gesch., XIII, 271. Further material in criticism or appreciation of the Ged. u. Er.
may be found in Otto Kaemmel, Kritische Studien zu Fiirst Bismarcks Ged. u. Er.,
Leipzig, 1899 (reprinted from the Grenzboten) ; Schiemann, in Tiirmer, January, 1899,
and Deutsche Rundschau, August, 1899 ; R. Fester, in Hist. Zeit.,, 1900, 460-465; For-
schungen zur Brand.-Preuss. Gesch., XV, 551-567 ; Allgemeine Zeitung, Bellage, December
30, 1899, and 1903 ; Hist. Vierteljahrachrift, 1902, 232 ff.; Meinecke, Hist. Zeit., 1899
and 1901 (on Fester's view of the Olmfitz speech cf. Hist. Zeit.,, 1902, 240) ; O. Lorenz,
in Preuss. Jahrb., 1902, 286 ff.; Heigel, Neue Gesch. Essays, Munich, 1902 ; H. Ulmann in
Hist. Vierteljahrschrift, 1902, 49 ff.; Thimme in Hist. Zeit.,, vol. 89; W. Busch in Hist.
Zeit., vol. 92 (Busch, Die Berliner M#rztage, 1848, Munich, 1898, may well be compared
with the account given by Bismarck) ; Delbriick in Preuss. Jahrb., vol. 96, June, 1899 ;
Majunke in Hist.-Pol. Bliitter fir das katholische Deutschland, 1899, 123, 284, 651;
Schmoller, Lens, Marcks, Zu Bismarcks Gedlchtnis, Leipzig, 1899 (a very stimulating
collection of letters and addresses on Bismarck and his work dnd memoirs) ; L. Bam-
berger, Bismarck Posthumus, Berlin, 1899 (also in Die Nation) ; Gen. Blume, Die Beschies-
sung von Paris, Berlin, 1899 ; E. Berner, Der Regierungsanfang des Prinzregenten, etc.,
Berlin, 1902, and Ouncken's review of it in Forsch. z. Brand-Preuss. Gesch., XV, 299 ff.;
Koser, in Hist. Zeit., vol. 83, pp. 43 ff.; Nippold in Deutsche Revue, XXXI, 222-235;
Lindau in Deutsche Revue, August, 1899 ; Petersdorff in Bismarck Jahrb., VI, 71; F. von
Bodelschwingh, Betrachtungen eines Patrioten ilber Bismarck und seine Zeit, Berlin, 1899 ;
Diest-Daber, Berichtigung von Unwahrheiten in den Erinnerungen des Fiirsten Bismarcks,
Zurich, 1899 (not accessible to me) ; B. Gebhardt, in Sonntagsbeilage zur Vossischen Zef-
tung, March 4 and 11, 1900 (a popular summary, chapter by chapter, of some of the
results of the criticism of the Ged. u. Er.) ; Kohl, Wegweiser durch Bismarcks Ged. u. Er.,
Leipzig, 1889 (practically nothing but a summary of the Ged. u. Er.,, wholly uncritical ;
on pp. 13 to 16 he gives what he considers an uncontrovertible example of the accuracy of
Bismarck’s memory) ; Kohl, Regesten zu einer wissenschaftlichen Biographie des ersten
deutschen Reichskanzlers (to 1890), Leipzig, 1891, 1892 (useful in fixing dates in Bis-

marck’s movements; needs supplementing with Bismarck’'s Briefe an seine Braut und .

Gattin, Stuttgart, 1899 ; cf. H. Grimm in Deutsche Rundschau, April, 1901, for an appre-
ciation of these letters which contains suggestive references to the Ged. u. Er.) ; S8chwenin-
ger, Dem Andenken Bismarcks, Lelpzig, 1899 ; Busch, Bismarck : Some Secret Pages of his
History, London, 1898 (for critical estimates of Busch's work cf. Kaufmann in Litt.
Centralblatt, 1898, no. 46; Lenz in Deutsche Litteraturzeitung, 1900, p. 1513 ; Branden-
burg in Hist. Vierteljahrschrift, III, 573; Grunow, Busch’s Tagebuchblitter und die
deutsche Presse, Leipzig, 1899 ; and Marcks, Meinecke, Kaemmel, and Delbrfick, sup. cit.).
Among the many entries in Dahlmann-Waitz, Quellenkunde zur deutschen Geschichte
(7th edition) the following deserve especial mention in this connection: Nos. 9122
(Studt), 93568-9376, 9438, 9442, 9443, 9476, 9505, 9506. Lenz, Geschichte Bismarcks,
Lelpsig, 1902, and Marcks, Kaiser Wilhelm I. (4th edition), Lelpzig, 1900, are both
written in such a way as to constitute a critical appreciation of the Ged. u. Er. The first
volume of Marcks's biography of Bismarck has appeared (1909), but had not come into my
hands at the time this paper was written (December, 1909).
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diary of Busch, who aspired to be the Boswell of Bismarck and from
the all too brief memorial of the Prince’s physician, Dr. Schweninger.!

Bismarck first spoke of writing his memoirs in 1877 when he was
thinking of retiring. Despite the fact that the matter was several
times brought to his attention by Busch and by Lothar Bucher,
who was his right-hand man from 1864 to 1886, no effort was made
to gather the necessary material. It was not until Bismarck as a
fallen minister was leaving the house in the Wilhelmstrasse in March,
1890, that he called Busch to him and instructed him to select and
copy such papers as might be useful in the preparation of his memoirs.
Later Busch and then Bucher were asked to come to him at Fried-
richsruh for the purpose of maturing the project. A competent
stenographer was engaged and in the same summer, i. e., of 1890,
a contract was signed with the publishing house of Cotta, in Stutt-
gart. Despite the best efforts of his coadjutors, the work made little
substantial progress. Masses of manuscript were accumulated and
typewritten from the shorthand notes of Bucher. The publishing
house even set up in galley a considerable part of what had been
prepared. Despite all this, it was difficult to get the veteran states-
man to revise the copy and complete the treatment of any particular
topic. Bucher died in 1892, a real loss to the work, for he was the
man best qualified to direct and correct Bismarck’s dimmed recollec-
tion of the events in which they had been associated. In the years
just before his death, Bismarck gained some interest and the work
proceeded more satisfactorily. More copyists were engaged, and
Prof. Horst Kohl was called in to revise and correct the work.
Despite all this effort there were, when Bismarck died in July, 1898,
but the fragments of the great work which Bucher had hoped would
tell to future generations the creator’s own story of the making of
united Germany.

It is evident from this sketch of their origin that in the Gedanken
und Erinnerungen we are not dealing with any serious attempt
at history writing. One may go further and say that the two
volumes hold in solution but the scattered particles of that which

. constitute true memoirs. They are what their title indicates—Re-
flections and Reminiscences—and the reflections are by far the pre-
ponderant element.

Bismarck neither attempted nor was he qualified to write history.
His lifelong training had expunged from his mind, even if it ever
existed for him, that line which separates vigorous partisanship from
the search for historical truth. Regardless of his career and its

1 Cf. Busch, Bismarck: Some Secret Pages of His History, II, 175, 363, 439, 443, 513,
546-548, 550, 552, 561-568; Schweninger, op. cit.,, 8-14. Accounts of the composition
of the Ged. u. Er. on the basis of the above material In Kaemmel, Kritische Studien,
5-22, and Marcks, Fiirst Bismarcks Ged. u. Er., etc., 27 fI,
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effect on his view of his period, he was temperamentally a man who
put himself so thoroughly into the cause he espoused that he had
no explanation for opposition but blindness and baseness. From
such a temperament whose intensity in all things partially explains
Bismarck’s success, there could come no adequate or objective account
of men and measures. Indeed, it may be pointed out in passing that
of the scores of men whose pen portraits he has drawn in the
Gedanken und Erinnerungen one may count on the fingers of one
hand those whom Bismarck has sketched with the lingering touch of
loving remembrance. The men who had opposed him grew in his
memory to the stature of parties and are preserved to an un-
earned immortality by a pen which feared and spared none. In the
Reflections and Reminiscences, the tame house cat of Sybel’s his-
tory (the phrase is Hans Delbriick’s) becomes the royal Bengal
tiger.

Had training and temperament and purpose inclined Bismarck
toward a serious effort at writing history, the difficulties which he
once stated to Busch would have been enough to deter him from the
attempt. “I have,” he said, “ no documents; and even if I remember .
the main points quite clearly, one can not, after all, carry in one’s
head every detail of what has happened in the course of thirty
years.”?

The most and the best that Bismarck could give his public was a
disquisition on politics as illustrated in his own career, and this,
fundamentally, is what the Reflections and Reminiscences are. They
are at bottom interested in two great phases of his activity—foreign
relations and his relations with his sovereign. Things that are past
and gone have no vital interest for him except as they relate to
these two great questions or others more or less connected with them.
Controlled by the interests that had dominated his thought for a
lifetime, he discoursed to Bucher that his own country and future
generations might understand his career and policies as he saw them
in the retrospect of old age. The pragmatic and the personal are
the hallmark of the Recollections and Reminiscences.

I need not take the time before this audience to estimate the
privilege it is to have such a work from such a master of politics.
Neither do I need to remind you how much that the historian would
gladly know about is passed over in silence in a book composed in
the haphazard manner described above and controlled by principles
of selection which were far from covering all Bismarck’s activity
cither before or after 1879. It is enough to point out how little
logical sequence the parts of many chapters have; the Schleswig-
Holstein matter, for example, is scattered through the paragraphs

1 Busch, op. cit., 11, 566.
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of several chapters.! Seemingly the material has been put together
with scissors and paste from the notes Bismarck left. Less logical
is the arrangement of the chapters. Most regrettable is the omission
of such important topics as the relations with France between 1866
and 1870, and the total neglect of all social and economic matters >
and of that important period in his life between his retirement from
the bureaucracy in 1839 and his appearance in the United Diet of
1847. But omissions and inclusions are matters of a writer’s own
choice, and in an autobiography may have as great a subjective
value as long chapters.

Of new raw material in the way of documents and information
the book contains surprisingly little. Indeed, it may be said to have
contributed principally problems to the difficulties of the historian
and biographer. At most points it takes for granted Sybel’s account
or the Bismarck material already published. I say at most points;
for, as readers of the work will recall, the book reprints correspond-
ence and documents known to us before its publication, though some
of the letters, such as the Gerlach correspondence, were not printed
at the time the book was being prepared. One inclusion, and that
a disturbing one (cf. Ged. u. Er., I, 191-195), is the account of the
interview between Bismarck and Napoleon III in 1857. The sub-
stance of the interview had long been known through a summary in
Bulle’s Geschichte des Zweiten Kaiserreichs (p. 144). Bulle cites
as his authority a popular illustrated biography of the Prince by
Koéppen. The latter’s account, he tells us, was based upon informa-
tion furnished him by an intimate of Bismarck’s, undoubtedly Bucher,
to whom Bismarck had related the interview in 1870—that is, thir-
teen years after it occurred. When the account of the interview of
1857 in Koppen is put in parallel columns ® beside that given in the
Reflections and Reminiscences, it is clear that the latter is but a
reproduction of the former with minor stylistic changes. Naturally
the earlier version is to be preferred, and the historian is left to
wonder at what other points he must guard himself against Bucher’s
editing.

To the most profoundly interesting question with which the his-
torical biographer approaches the memoirs, namely, when did Bis-
marck the Prussian become Bismarck the German, the Reflections

1 Kaemmel, Kritische Studien, 23 ff., discusses Bismarck’s account of the Schleswig-
Holstein developments with results favorable to the Chancellor’s accuracy. Kaemmel's
methods do not, it seems to me, show enough penetration to make his discussion final
in this matter. To the literature he cites should be added, for purposes of orienta-
tion, Fr. Jessen, Manuel historique de la Question du Slesvig, Paris, 1906. This is a
translation from a Danish work by a dozen excellent scholars. See also the essay by A.
Wahl in Hist. Zeit., volume 95, on Bismarck’'s interview with the Duke of Augustenburg.

30n the almost total omission of social and economic matters cf. Schmoller in Schmoller,
Leng, Marcks, Zu Bismarck’s Gedlichtnis. The four lines at the top of page 198 in volume
2 of the Ged. u. Er. are practically the only allusion to this phase of his activity.

8 Fester, in Allgemeine Zeitung, Bellage no. 298, December 30, 1899.
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and Reminiscences have no answer. Indeed through the haze of
later years, Bismarck, who was no more conscious than are most of
us of the stages by which we become what we are, seems to himself
to have been if not a German, at least something more than a Prus-
sian much earlier than 1866. The triology with which the student
of personality is forever interested, “ das Ererbte, das Erlebte, das
Erlernte,” have here all fused in the white heat of “ das Erstrebte.”

Despite the master touch of the few sentences with which Bismarck
sketches his youth and in the succeeding chapters displays the in-
imitable power of the born raconteur, it is fortunate for us that our
knowledge of his early political views rests upon the more substan-
tial grounds of contemporary material. The Bismarck of the Re-
flections and Reminiscences is a Bismarck free from the prejudices
of the landed nobility from which he sprang, even touched in his
youth with liberalism to the point of a theoretic belief in republican-
ism. It is a Bismarck whose last word is not the Prussian monarchy
in its absolutism. It is a Bismarck so different from his class and
age that he stands above parties. The Bismarck revealed in his
speeches and letters to the newspapers between 1847 and 1850 is a
Bismarck fresh from eight years as a Pomeranian country noble, full
of faith in his class as the true conservers of political and social order,
a champion of the monarchy by the grace of God, looking askance at
parliaments and free press, anxious to revive the guild system, con-
tending for the exclusion of the Jews from high office in a Christian
state and firmly opposing civil marriage.! It is a Bismarck so true
to the heritage of his class, so close to the soil he tills, so filled with
the religious spirit of the group with whom he has neighbored that
he seems more medisval than the Romanticism whose language some-
times echoes in the early speeches of this greatest of modern “ Real-
politiker.” 2

It would take me too far afield to indicate those views expressed
in his earlier speeches which pertained only to the Bismarck of
1847 to 1850, and were later to be sloughed off. It would be inter-
esting but beyond the province of this paper to push the analysis
of speeches and autobiography to that point where the same man
appeared in hoth and the subjective truth of the memoirs would
appear despite the errors of positive statement. My intention is
simply to point out that Bismarck’s reminiscences, like all others,

1Cf. B5hm und Dove, Fiirst Bismarck als Redner, v. I, passim, or Kohl's edition, Die
politischen Reden des Fiirsten Bismarck, v. I, passim.

2Cf. an essay by Max Lenz, “ Bismarck’s Religion,” in Deutsche Biicherei, vol. 18 (re-
printed from Die Woche, April 6, 13, and 27, 1901). Most suggestive material on this
point i8 to be found in Reuss, Adolph von Thadden-Trieglaff, Berlin, 1894. Meinecke has
an interesting essay on Bismarck's relations to the religious group represented by Thadden
in Hist. Zeit., vol. 90. Baumgarten, Bismarck’s Stellung zur Religion, Tibingen, 1800, is
a little work of merit, but needs to be supplemented by Bismarck’s Briefe an seine Braut
und Gattin.
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tend to read later views into earlier ones, and they are therefore to
be used with the same caution that we apply to all works of this
type. Time and strife against the prejudices of his own class had
changed his views of the Prussian nobility and his feelings toward
monarchy were modified by the years of troubled service during
which, as he said, he had seen three emperors naked and found him-
self now pushed aside in his old age. Naturally enough, the Bis-
marck of 1891 was unable to reconstruct the outworn shell of his
beliefs before 1850.! '

What has thus far been presented makes evident, it seems to me,
at least four limitations on the direct use of the Reflections and Rem-
iniscences as an historical source. To recapitulate, they are its point
of view which is political and personal and often polemic, and not
at all historical. In brief, it is subjective and not objective in its
treatment of men and movements. Second, its arrangement is con-
fused and bears, with the exception of a few sweeping chapters sur-
veying German politics since 1795 and the virility of the dynastic
element in German history, the impress of its origin in scattered .
monologues later arranged as best the editors might. Third, its
omissions of important matters are as striking as its inclusion of the
trivial and anecdotal. Lastly, it is the work of an aged and world-
weary statesman little interested in the past and his own development
out of its limitations.?

It remains to consider more directly some of the specific results
of the critical study to which the Reflections and Reminiscences have
been subjected. These results may be considered under three head-
ings: Errors of fact, errors of confusion in the general surveys of a

" period or policy, and errors of presentation and interpretation in
important matters where our sources are adequate to control the
Bismarckian account. These groups mutually overlap and some of
the material included in them might serve as readily to illustrate
the limitations suggested above.

, In the matter of errors of statement considered apart from the
. presentation of larger matters the results are not noteworthy. It is

a minor matter to point out that Bismarck did not, as he states,

travel 2,000 miles in 1854. The account he gives of his letter to

King Louis of Bavaria on the matter of the imperial title makes

Bismarck allude to the relations of vassal and suzerain, which his

family had sustained to the Wittelsbachs when they ruled in the

Mark. No such allusion occurs in the concept of the letter which
Bismarck himself gives in another chapter (Ged. u. Er., I, 353), nor
1 As a brief but pertinent illustration of this point the passage in the Ged. u. Er, I,
42, on the weakness of Frederick Willlam IV in 1848 should be compared with the
opinion expressed in a letter to hls brother, December 9, 1848. See Marcks, pp. 60-61.

2 The proper evaluation of many of the views expressed in the memolrs would be

much furthered by a careful comparison of thelr content with the speeches and inter-
views of Bismarck after his retirement.
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is it in the full text which is given by Madame Kobell in her Konig
Ludwig II und Fiirst Bismarck.! In the chapter on the Kultur-
kampf, Bismarck states that Falk, the minister of worship, was not
forced out of office, but resigned in 1879 largely because of the diffi-
culties which arose from his attitude in matters relating to the
Lutheran Church.? Bismarck concludes this statement with an ex-
pression of surprise that Falk had never come to his rescue and made
public the true situation. Two months after the publication of the
Reflections and Reminiscences, Falk, who was still living, published
a: copy of his letter of resignation and a copy of a letter he placed
in Bismarck’s hands at that time, which Bismarck and not Falk
was to make public at such a time as Bismarck thought proper.?
From these communications it appears that policies at the basis of the
May laws to which Falk rigidly adhered were at the bottom. of his
resignation, although differences with the superior consistory of the
Lutheran Church are made unduly prominent. It further appears
that though his resignation was not technically a forced one, it was
not unwelcome to Bismarck.

This is only one point from the chapters of which Bucher said
when he was receiving them from Bismarck’s dictation: “ It is not
alone that his memory is defective * * * but he begins also
intentionally to misrepresent even plain and well-established facts
and occurrences. He will not admit his own share in anything that
has failed. * * * He insists that he is in no way responsible
for the Kulturkampf, that he did nothing to oppose Pio Nono’s
views respecting the infallibility * * * although everybody
knows the contrary to be the fact.”*

Of the errors arising from confusion in an attempt to survey a gen-
eral situation, the chapter on the Crimean War and the parties at the
court of Frederick William IV may be taken as an example.®* The
chapter represents Bismarck, then at Frankfort as Prussia’s repre-
sentative to the Diet of the Confederation, standing above the parties
at court. One of these parties was favorable to an alliance with the
western powers against Russia and the second wanted neutrality and
in a general way favored Russia. Bismarck, according to his ac-
count, is frequently sumimoned by the King as a referee between the
contending factions. He dates and locates several interviews with
the King and the Prince of Prussia who was inclined toward the
western powers. Lenz has subjected the chapter to a thorough exami-
nation.® He is able to show that Bismarck was not above parties, but

1 Page 45; cf. Kaemmel, Kritische Studien, 97 fr.

2 Ged. u. Er,, IT, 131-132.

3 Deutsche Revue, January, 1869. Reprinted by Kohl in his Wegweiser durch die Ged.
u. Er., 133 f.

4 Busch, 11, 566.

tQ@ed. u. Er, I, ch. V, and last pages of ch. VI.

¢ Leng, Zur Kritik d. Ged. u. Er., ch. I.
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a member of the group headed by Gerlach, the King’s adjutant gen-
eral, who favored neutrality; that he was not summoned to Berlin,
but brought about his own visits through Gerlach that he might lay
his views before the King, not as an arbitrator but as an advocate.*
The conversations he details may have as a basis the general
views of those participating. They could not have taken place, how-
ever, at the date Bismarck sets, or if they did they are not only
incorrectly located, but we must reject their substance, for they con-
tain views upon events before the events had happened.?

Of the third class of errors to be found in the incorrect presenta-
tion of large matters of policy subjected at that time and since to
the. fierce attacks of partisanship, the illustrations are numerous and
striking. They increase, as might be expected from the limitations
of Bismarck’s intense nature and his point of view as a politician
and a diplomat, as we approach the latter part of his career—that is,
in the chapters dealing with events since 1864.

I shall pass over the chapter on Versailles which, as it involves a
military question, namely, the bombardment of Paris, has given rise
in Germany to a lively controversy. Bismarck’s assumption that
the women at the court held back the King and Crown Prince from
approving the bombardment which he and Roon were advocating is
without proof and as an explanation is hardly consistent with the
readiness shown by these soldiers to act from military considerations
alone.®

The chapter on the Ems telegram treats the Hohenzollern candi-
dature as a minor matter relating principally to the interests of Spain
and the House of Hohenzollern which might have ‘economic advan-
tages for Germany. His own part in the affair is suppressed and the
more authentic material in the memoirs of the King of Roumania is
flatly contradicted. It was of this chapter that Bucher said in his
complaint to Busch already quoted : “ Even in cases where his policy
was brilliantly successful he will not hear of acknowledging anything,
as, for instance, the trap which he set for Napoleon in the Spanish
affair* He denied the letter to Prim until I reminded him that I

1Cf. Meinecke’'s discriminating discussion of the relations between Bismarck and
Leopold von Gerlach in Hist. Zeit., vol. 72, pp. 44 ff. A careful reading of the excerpts
from thelr correspondence given in the Ged. u. Er., I, ch. VIII, will reveal not only
how much they differed in method and point of view, but also the profounder fact that
in these letters we have the contrast and conflict between two epochs in Prusslan history.

2 Cf. note 3, p. 128, for material on the Lenz-Schiemann controversy over ome of the
interviews in ch. V.

3 Cf. Delbriick In Preuss. Jahrb., June, 1899, on basis of Gen. Blume, Die Beschiessung
von Paris, and of conversations with Gen. Blumenthal. See also Delbriick, Erinnerungen,
Aufslitze und Reden, Berlin, 1905, pp. 159-166, 619-621.

¢ Besides Sybel and the general literature on Bismarck and the period which deal also
with the Hohenzollern candidature and Bucher's mission to Madrid, see the entries in
Dahlmann-Waitz, Nos. 9442 and 9443. To these should be added Ollivier, L’Empire lib-
éral, Paris, 1895. The writer does not mean by this citation to approve all that is
implied in the designation of the Hohenszollern candidature as ‘ a trap.”
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myself handed it to the general in Madrid and that the world is now
well aware of it through Rothan (Grammont). * * * The whole
candidature of the Prince of Hohenzollern is now represented by
Bismarck as having been purely a private affair of the court, a mere
family matter, although he was obliged to confess that it was dis-
cussed at a sitting of the ministry.”* In the Reflections and Remi-
niscences Bismarck does, however, deny the ministerial session and
doubts whether he really drew up the letter to Prim. This is, of
course, simply taking advantage of technicalities and maintaining
the fiction set up by Bismarck at the time, namely, that the whole
matter as far as the Prussian Government was concerned had no
official character.

Passing over these chapters and others on the period after 1870
with similar limitations, I want, in conclusion, to summarize briefly
the results of the criticism of the chapter on Nikolsburg (Chapter
XX), to which Lenz, Marcks, Thimme, Busch, and Fester have de-
voted their attention.* Omitting the errors in dating interviews and
conferences and other minor matter, we have in this chapter Bis-
marck’s own account, sketchy and very incomplete, of the negotia-
tions with Austria in 1866. In its large outlines it represents Bis-
marck clear in his mind as to the future combinations by which
Germany, including even Austria, might be (as it was, in fact, later)
rallied around Prussia in union or alliance. From this German-
national standpoint he is more interested in the possibilities of a
north German confederation than in annexations. In formulating
the program of annexations he is obliged to restrain the King’s
cupidity and the enthusiasm of the military staff. Benedetti, the
envoy of Napoleon, is represented as immediately approving the
extensive series of annexations which Bismarck outlined to him in
their first interview at midnight, July 11-12. Later, when he is
negotiating with Karolyi, the Austrian envoy, Benedetti is repre-
sented as a factor, and a disturbing one, though Bismarck gives
us to understand that he is simply playing with Napoleon. It
is in this situation that he places the dramatic account of the
interview of July 23 on the question of concluding peace as Bis-
marck advocated it, or of pushing on to Vienna and dictating the
harsher terms which the King and military are represented as

1Busch, II, 568. After Bucher’s death Busch, who was fearful that his aged chiet
would persist in denying the Prim letter, took occasion to let him know that Bucher had
told him the whole story. Cf. Busch, 1I, 568. A bolder denial of the ministerial sitting
was made by Bismarck in the Hamburger Nachrichten, Feb. 20, 1895. See Penzler, Bis-
marck nach seiner Entlassung, Leipzig, 1897, VI, 22, and Bismarck Jahrb., II, 638.

3 Bismarck's account of the Ems telegram nullifies Sybel's apologetic account com-
pletely. For discussion of the Ems telegram cf. Rahlef, in Bismarck Jahrb., VI, 343 ; also
Kaemmel, op. cit.,, 47-70, and Marcks, 92-94.

3 Lenz, Zur Kritik, etc.,, 58 ff.; Marcks, 89-91; Fester, in Hist .Zeit., 1900, 45 fI;
Thimme, ibid., 89, 401 fI.; Busch, lbid., 92, 401 fI.
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advocating. Driven beyond his powers of control by this opposi-
. tion, Bismarck retires from the room and breaks into a paroxysm of
weeping. Mastering himself, he reduces his views to writing and
presents them. to the King, who is still firm. The crown prince
mediates and the King scribbles on the margin of the memorandum
submitted by Bismarck the famous note which, in the version in the
Reflections and Reminiscences, refers in bitterness to his minister’s
desertion of him in a crisis, adding that as his son, the Crown Prince,
supports Bismarck and he can not in the situation find another
minister, he is compelled to accept “ so disgraceful a peace.” *

Taking in hand Benedetti’s dispatches 2 written at that time (1866)
and Bismarck’s own correspondence with the Prussian envoy in
Paris, von der Goltz, which Sybel has transcribed with considerable
fullness, and other contemporary material, such as Moltke’s and
Roon’s letters, Lenz, more efficiently and fully than any other critic,
has pieced together an account of these days which effectively
undermines the chapter just outlined.®

Stated briefly, the contemporary sources show that Bismarck wanted
as the result of the war everything possible that would strengthen
Prussia and yet find no opposition in France. The annexation plans
were more distinctly Bismarckian than Hohenzollern,* and he held
the hope of obtaining Saxony, up at least to the beginning of the
conferences with Karolyi, July 22 and following. True, he had no
fixed plan for the annexations, but that was largely because he did
not know just how palatable extensive plans would be to Napoleon.
When, on the night of July 12, he outlined the Prussian demands
to Benedetti, the latter did not approve them. How could he, when
he had arrived on the battlefield without plans and without instruc-
tions? On the contrary, the French ambassador reminded Bismarck
that they were not living in the age of Frederick the Great. Bis-
marck, who was then under a very potent misapprehension as to the
vigor and plans of Napoleon, scarcely dared authorize Goltz to reveal
the full extent of the Prussian demands. But by the 22d of July
he knew from Goltz that Napoleon was giving him a free hand even
“to the inclusion of parts of Saxony and of Thuringia in the Prussian
territorial acquisitions,® although he may not have known that it was

1Ged. u. Er, II, 47.

* Benedett!, Ma mission en Prusse, Paris, 1871. Lens makes use also of Rothan, La
Politique francaise en 1866, Paris, 1879, and material in Lettow-Vorbeck, Geschichte
des Krieges von 1866 in Deutschland, Berlin, 1896 ff.

3 Lengz, Zur Kritik, etc.,, 58 ff.

¢ Marcks in this connection says, “ Ich habe den Eilndruck, dass Bismarck die nord-
deutschen Annexionen doch nicht nur widerstrebend, sondern Husserst activ aufgefasst
und durchgesetzt habe.” See his Bismarck's Ged. u. Erinn.: ein Versuch, ete., p. 90.
See also his Kaiser Wilhelm I. An opinion as to which one, the King or Bismarck, had
the more extensive program of annexation depends upon the cholce between a large
number of territorial accessions made up of parts of various German states (the King's
idea) and the total absorption of a selected list of these states (Bismarck’s plan).

¢ Cf. Sybel, Begriindung, etc. (Volksausgabe), V, 220-221.
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from weakness rather than as a cover for more extensive readjust-
ments in favor of France.! Further, Benedetti was at this time under
instructions from Paris to refrain from all active participation in
the negotiations.* It was under these conditions, then, that Bismarck
must have entered the conference which he dates in the Reflections
and Reminiscences as of July 28—the conference in which the King
and the rapacious military overbore him and drove him to a break-
down in weeping. The situation, as Lenz points out, does not corre-
spond at all with such a dramatic conflict. This is further evident
when it is added that we have on this very same date, July 23, letters
from Moltke and Roon to their wives, letters which reveal the most
pacific inclinations and hopes. We know also that the Crown Prince
was at no time in favor of a policy of ruthless aggression. Of Bis-
marck’s memorandum to the King, prepared on the 24th and sup-
posedly the one referred to by Bismarck in his account of the con-
ference, which he dates on the 23d, Sybel prints most if not all.® It
contains no allusion to any intention to desert the King in any crisis
then existing. Of the King’s marginal comment we have two other
versions—one from Sybel,* who saw the original in the archives
and may have discreetly softened his version, and another from Bis-
marck’s own lips.® Both differ essentially from the wording in the
Reflections and Reminiscences, and may be held fully as trustworthy
until the archives are opened and we know the truth.®

In concluding the first section of this paper, devoted to certain
general limitations on the historical value of Bismarck’s Reflections
and Reminiscences, I said that they were to be used with the same
caution which is applicable to this class of literature as a whole. In
concluding this survey of certain of the critical studies of specific
chapters, I think I may go further and say that they are to be used
with more caution than most memoir literature. We may well agree,
it seems to me, with Busch’s remark to Bucher when the latter was
uttering the complaints quoted above as to Bismarck’s methods in
preparing his memoirs: “ He was not qualified to be a historian. He
was to such a large extent the author of the history of the past
decades that it might be called his history, but he did not under-
stand how to relate it.”?

18ybel, op. cit., V, 208-209.

*Ibld, V, 216-217.

s1bid., V, 223-226.

+Ibid., V, 226.

8 Poschinger, Bismarck und die Parlamentarier, Vol. I, 282. Cited by Lenz, p. 123.

¢*In two frequently expressed wishes of those who have dealt with the topic of this
paper I most heartily concur, namely, that the Prussian Government may soon see its
way clear to open archives now closed to scholars and that we may soon have a critical
edition of Bismarck’'s Gedanken und Erinnerungen which will show us its genesis more

clearly by giving the various versions upon which the final readings are based.
7 Busch, II, 566.
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SOME ASPECTS OF POSTAL EXTENSION INTO THE WEST.

By JULIAN P. BRETZ.

Tt is not easy to overemphasize the difficulty of transmitting news
and information throughout the United States in the years im-
mediately following the adoption of the Constitution. The necessity
of providing means of communication in the older districts, east of
the Allegheny Mountains, for purposes of business and social con-
venience, was but one phase of the problem. Thousands had mi-
grated to the interior, far from the customary route of trade and
travel through the seaboard cities, and to bring these interior districts
into communication with the older areas of settlement was a political
as well as a social and economic necessity. This was especially true
of the region west of the mountains, where the people were thought
to be wavering in their loyalty to the new Government. It was under-
stood that without public and regular means of conveyance news-
papers could not penetrate that distant region nor could a local
press develop there. Without this aid in bringing about a better
understanding of the purposes of the National Government it was
feared that the people of the West would be influenced by intriguers
and demagogues and that tendencies toward separation might be in-
creased rather than diminished.?

It is the purpose of this paper to point out the political services
of the posts in the early years of the constitutional period with
special reference to the assistance rendered in the circulation of
newspapers and in the development of a local press in the western
States and Territories.

Prior to the Revolution the post roads were limited in extent and
importance. The post office was regarded as a source of revenue to
the Crown, and in accordance with this theory post roads had been
established only where they were profitable.? At the close of the
colonial period, therefore, they extended from Maine to Georgia,
connecting the principal commercial centers on the Atlantic sea-

1 Memoirs of Rufus Putnam, 394. Putnam’s letter to Pickering, Aug. 30, 1794, illus-
trates the point.

2 Autobiography of Benjamin Franklin, in Works, ed. Bigelow, I, 241-242; A. M.
Ogllvie, * The rise of the English post office,”” in Economic Journal, III, 443. The net
revenues of the British post office from 1754 to 1773 amounted to about £250,000. Of
this sum about £3,000 a year was contributed by the American posts.
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board.* Little had been done toward establishing cross posts to the
interior, and until 1788 no cross post was extended beyond the moun-
tains for the accommodation of the settlers in the western country.?

With the inauguration of the new Government, in 1789, the post
office almost immediately assumed a larger importance. It was
understood that the success of the Union would depend in some meas-
ure upon the spread of information throughout the land. An inter-
est in the new Government was to be created and maintained, and to
this end there was a desire to encourage newspapers and to facilitate
correspondence in every direction. The situation is well described
by Postmaster General Pickering in his observations on the post
office, in 1798, when he states:

Our fellow citizens in the remote parts of the Union seem entitled to some
indulgence. Their great distances from the seats of government and principal
commercial towns subject them to peculiar difficulties in their correspondence.
They have also few or no printing presses among them. Hence without the
aid of public post roads they will not only be embarrassed in their correspond-
ence, but remain destitute of every necessary information.

The National Government entered immediately upon the solution
of this problem with the only means at hand, the post office. The
day of turnpikes, stages, canals, and railways had not yet come,* but
an effort was made at once to establish regular lines of postal com-
munication with the West, and thus to do whatever was possible to
awaken an interest in the affairs of the Nation. Washington had
realized, at a much earlier time, the advantages of communication
between the seaboard States and the interior,® and in his first annual
address, January 8, 1790, he urged the expediency of “facilitating
the intercourse between the distant parts of our country by a due
attention to the post office and post roads.® In his opening address
to the first session of the Second Congress, October 25, 1791, he again
referred to the posts, pointing out “ their instrumentality in diffusing
a knowledge of the laws and proceedings of the Government” and
urging the establishment of additional cross posts, “especially to
some of the important points in the western and northern parts of
the Union.””

The opinion of Washington as to the political usefulness of the
posts was shared by the early Postmasters General. Samuel Osgood,
the first incumbent under the Constitution, favored a reduction in the

1 Hugh Finlay's Journal . . . 1778-1774, 16 fI.

2 Journal and letters of Col. John May, of Boston, 141, note. A post road from Phila-
delphia to Pittsburg was authorized in 1786, but a contractor was not found until 1788.

3 Archives of United States Post Office Department, Letter books of the Postmaster
General, Book “C" (1793), 54 fr.

¢ Exception should be made of certaln State enterprises, but the act authorizing the
National Road was approved Mar. 29, 1806, U. 8. Statutes at Large, II, 357-359.

s Marshall, Life of Washington, V, 9-17; also J. H. U. Studies, series I1I, pp. 79-91,
‘ Washington's Interest in the Potomac Company.”

¢ Richardson, Messages and Papers of the Presidents, I, 66.

71bid., 107.
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rates of postage to facilitate correspondence between “ the extremes ”
and the National Capital. Although not entirely converted from the
notion that the post office should yield a surplus for the benefit of
the Treasury, Osgood realized that the accommodation of 3,000,000
people settled over so great an extent of territory would necessitate
giving up a large proportion of the revenue.! His successor, Picker-
ing, urged, with still less respect for a surplus, that all measures
possible should be taken to promote the circulation of “useful in-
formation concerning the great interests of the Union.”

Of similar import were the utterances in Congress. It was stated,
in 1791, that “ the establishment of the post office is agreed to be for
no other purpose than the conveyance of information into every part
of the Union.” It was maintained that information conveyed by
newspapers sent by members of the House had proved highly serv-
iceable to the Government; that wherever the newspapers had ex-
tended, or even the correspondence of the members, no opposition
had been made to the laws; and that the contrary was experienced
in those parts to which information had not penetrated, and even
there the opposition ceased as soon as the principles on which the
laws had been passed were made known to the people So, in 1797,
on the suggestion of the Postmaster General that it might have “ a
happy tendency to counteract prejudices and inspire confidence in
the Government,” in the region recently affected by the Whisky
Rebellion, Congress extended a post road to the back country of
Virginia.* Again, in 1797, it was said that “ no estimate could be
formed of the produce and advantage of roads in some situations;”
that it was much to the credit of the United States that information
was sent by newspapers into obscure parts. It was maintained that
while the receipts of the post office met the expenses every post road
in existence should be continued and as many new ones established as
the receipts would support, “ as it was not proper that any money,
on such a laudable establishment, should be put into the Treasury.”
Instead, therefore, of abolishing unproductive post roads in the
western country, Congress adopted the suggestion of Postmaster
General Habersham, who, in reporting the deficits on certain roads,
remarked as follows: '

The unproductive routes in distant parts of the Union are not noticed, as

those who are remotely situated appedar to have a just claim to that liberal
establishment of post roads which has been extended in every direction through

1 American State Papers, Post Office, 5-7.

2 Letter books of the Postmaster General, Book “ C " (1793), 54 fI.

% Annals of Congress, 18t sess. 2d Cong., December 16, 1791, pp. 263-354.

¢ This was recommended in 1796. The road was extended to Clarksburg, Harrison
County, Va. TU. S. Statutes at Large, I, 509 ff.

& Annals of Congress. House, 2d sess. 4th Cong., February 1, 1797, pp. 2058-2059.
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this great and flourishing countrsi. It has been a wise policy to open this
useful source of information to the settlers of a new country, and the expense
will not be considered where the object is so important.!

These facts indicate the attitude adopted by the new Government
toward the posts, and they show how completely the production of
revenue had been abandoned in favor of the political services which
the posts were now called upon to render.

The necessity of providing public means for the transmission of
newspapers was obvious at the opening of the constitutional period.
The newspapers were not regarded as postal matter, but the post
riders were permitted to carry them under private arrangements
with publisher or subscriber.? Their circulation was thus largely
confined to their immediate localities, and news of one district with
difficulty reached another.* So keen, moreover, was the desire for
news that a newspaper was frequently delayed by being read and
reread in transit, and too often it was appropriated outright.* These
were some of the limitations upon the circulation of news and infor-
mation in the older and better settled districts, and west of the Alle-
gheny Mountains, where there were no post riders, the limitations
were obviously greater. Another consideration was the desirability
of bringing about the development of a local press in the interior.
It was believed that the newspapers of the interior would exert a
patriotic nationalizing influence and that they would be less likely
to be affected by political error than those of the larger cities in the
Eastern States.® These were some of the considerations which urged
upon Congress the necessity of providing postal facilities for the
West ¢ and of assuming the carriage of the newspapers under such
conditions as would secure the most extensive circulation of news
and promote, as far as possible, the growth of a local press in every
part of the Union.”

The provisions of the postal legislation affecting newspapers be-
tween 1792 and 1836 had to do, therefore, with the admission of news-

1 Letter books of the Postmaster General, Habersham to Thatcher, February 10, 1796.
See also American State Papers, Post Office, p. 48, showing that in 1815 the entire
revenue from the posts in the Western States and Territories did not exceed two-fifths
of the cost of transporting the malls in that region.

3 Letterbooks of the Postmaster General, Plckering to Thomas Hamilton, October 20,
1791 ; Hugh Finlay's Journal, xix; Journals of Hugh Gaine, Printer, I, 38-39.

3 McMaster, History of the People of the United States, II, 59.

¢ This Is evident from the legislation in respect to theft and delay of newspapers. It
was a source of frequent complaint at all times before and after the newspgpers were ad-
mitted to the mails.

& This is frequently indicated In the discussions in regard to franking and to other mat-
ters in which the newspapers were discussed. See also American State Papers, Post Office,
347, showing solicitude for the press of the Interior.

¢ Without post roads the publishers relled on private riders. See Ramsey, Annals of
Tennessee, 687 ; Kentucky Palladium, Frankfort, Ky., December 25, 1798, and October 8,
1799 ; Lexington Reporter, Lexington, Ky., September 18, 1813.

7It was thought at first that the newspapers would yield a considerable revenue,
American State Papers, Post Office, 6, but this does not appear to have had much weight

with Congress. The postage from newspapers was always less than the cost of carriage,
ibid., 547, and the collection of it was imperfect, ibid., 118-119.
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papers to the mails, fixing a reasonable rate of postage, providing for
the security of the papers during transmission, authorizing free ex-
change of papers among all editors or publishers, and, lastly, provid-
ing an “ express service ” between the eastern cities and the principal
place in the West.!

The most notable feature of this legislation, aside from the admis-
sion of the newspapers to the mails, was the provision for free car-
riage of exchanges between publishers. This provision applied, as
did the others, to the entire country, but in no other part of the Union
were the results more interesting and noteworthy than in the Western
States and Territories. Free exchanges were to the publishers of the
interior what the various news services are to the press of to-day.
From the exchanges were clipped the items which filled the columns
of the local publications. If the exchanges failed to arrive the editor
was forced to glean those already clipped for a previous issue, or re-
sort was had to other expedients for filling the columns of his paper.
Thus the editor of the Palladium (Frankfort, Ky.), March 13, 1800,
states that as the mail of yesterday brought nothing of importance he
has decided to publish George Washington’s will. For similar rea-
sons the editor of the Alabama Republican, December 6, 1822, fills his
columns with an article from the Edinburgh Review on the African
slave trade.

But this is not all; it is difficult to see how the western papers,
above all others, could have existed without free exchanges. Not
only were they more dependent on them, owing to their distance from
the sources of information in the older districts, but the slender re-
sources of most western papers would have been seriously taxed had
the exchanges been subjected to postage. It was proposed in 1822 to
subject all newspapers to postage, exchanges included, but the measure
was opposed with great vigor, and it was stoutly maintained that
such a measure would crush one-half of the newspapers of the coun-
try. Congress was advised by the editors not to resort to “ unconsti-
tutional means of stopping in any degree the sources of that informa-
tion which distinguishes Americans from the people of all other coun-
tries.” 2 A proposal to reduce the number of free exchanges for each
publisher to 50 met with an equally unfavorable reception, being
denounced as absurd, preposterous, and unlucky, and as aiming a
“ direct blow at the strongest bulwark of free government.” ®

It may be worth while to mention briefly the influence, although
indirect, of the system of exchanges upon problems of transportation
in the early West. Almost immediately after the passage of the act

1The first important measure was the act of Feb. 20, 1792, U .S. Stat. L., I. 232 fI.
The last mentioned was that of July 2, 1836, establishing, among other things, an express
service mentioned above, V, 80. .

3 See, for example, the Detroit Gazette, Apr. 5, 1822 ; Arkansas Gazette, May 7, 1822.

$The National Republican and Ohio Political Register, Cincinnati, Ohio, Feb. 25, 1825.
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of 1792, admitting newspapers to the mails, large numbers of eastern
papers were offered for carriage to the West. Horseback service soon
became inadequate on the principal routes across the mountains,
and the newspapers, exchanges included, were frequently left behind.
It was to this point that the complaints of the western editors were
almost always directed, and a demand arose for stage carriage which
would accommodate all the papers, and eventually for improved
highways to accommodate the stages.* Postmaster General Granger
referred, in 1803, to the “ constantly increasing and enormous size
of many of the mails on the great post roads, owing to an extended
and extending circulation of newspapers,” and on this ground, and
others, he recommended the establishment of mail stages on the
principal post roads through Ohio, Kentucky, and Tennessee.? Such
a service was established in the years 1806 and 1807, with financial
aid from the post office, and in this way a valuable service was ren-
dered in the development of the western country.

Reference has been made to the “ express service ” which was au-
thorized by Congress in the year 1836.¢ This service, which was to
be introduced on the principal post roads at the discretion of the
Postmaster General, was due to the desire to reduce the volume of
free exchange matter, as well as to expedite news to the more distant
parts of the Union.® It was hoped also that by this means unfair
speculation based upon previous knowledge of a change in the market,
especially in that of cotton, might be prevented. The express mails
were to consist of newspaper slips in place of exchanges, stock quo-
tations, ship news, letters at triple rates of postage, and public dis-
patches. The carriage was by horseback, at the rate of 11 or 12
miles an hour, night and day, with the briefest possible pauses, in the
manner of the pony express of later days. It was hoped that the
mails might be carried in this way from the seaboard to St. Louis in
from seven to nine days, and from New York to New Orleans in six
days.® The service was installed to St. Louis, New Orleans, and
Nashville during 1836 and 1837, and constituted the last notable
change in the postal service to the interior before the coming of the
railway.

.1The Western American, Bardstown, Ky., Mar. 8, 1805, points out that only one-half
of the papers can be carried on horseback, while stages would not only afford a safer
conveyance, but the hardships of travel would be reduced in the West and intercourse
greatly facilitated between East and West.

2 American State Papers, Post Office, 29.

3 Letter book of the Postmaster Genmeral, Feb. 6, 1806, Aug. 15, 1806, Mar. 11, 1807.
The practice was to grant a largely increased allowance to the contractor on condition
that stage service be employed.

¢ U. 8. Statutes at Large, V, 80 fI.

& Letter books of the Postmaster General, Amos Kendall to H. W. Connor, House, and
Felix Grundy, Senate, Mar. 16, 1836.

¢ Cincinnati Mirror and C., Aug. 6, 1836. The usual time from New York to New
Orleans was 13 days. :

7 Wisconsin Territorial Gazette and Burlington Advertiser, Sept. 7, 1837, quoting the
St. Louis Republican. See also the same paper, Oct. 19, 1837.
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It has been suggested that the encouragement of a local press in
the interior was one of the objects sought by the legislation of 1792
and subsequent years. It remains, therefore, to discuss briefly the
development of a western press, since by this the political services
rendered by the posts may, in part, be estimated. There were few
papers west of the mountains before the year 1800,* and in this re-
spect the growth of the western press corresponds closely to the
growth of the postal service in the same area. Several acts had
been passed affecting the posts in the West, but they dealt more par-
ticularly with the preblem of finding available routes across the
mountains to Ohio, Kentucky, and western Tennessee.? At the open-
ing of the year 1800 the postal establishment in the West consisted,
therefore, of but two important post roads: one from Wheeling,
passing over Zane’s Road to Limestone or Maysville, Ky., and thence
to the more important places in the northern and central part of the
State. The other descended the Shenandoah Valley, in Virginia, and
passing through Knoxville extended as far as Nashville, Tenn® A
variety of causes had operated to prevent the sending off of any con-
siderable number of cross posts,* and the entire postal establishment
fell far short of accommodating the settled portions of the West.®

In 1800 large additions were made to the mileage of the post roads
in the West and many important postal connections were established,
especially between the National Capital at Washington and the seats
of government for the States and organized Territories in the West.
Numerous local cross posts were created connecting the county towns
with the State capitals,® while connections were also established
between Kentucky, Tennessee, and the districts north of the Ohio
River. So extensive were these additions that in 1801 the Post-
master General described the situation in these words: “ The cross-
roads are now established so extensively that there is scarcely a vil-
lage courthouse or public place of any consequence but is accommo-
dated with the mail.” ? From this time postal extensions in the West
were more frequent and maintained a more nearly even pace with the
extension of the frontier.

Corresponding to this increase in postal facilities, the growth of
the western press was more rapid from the opening of the nineteenth
century. The additional cross posts greatly facilitated circulation
while the improved service with the Eastern States rendered the

1 8ee a good account of the early press in the Ohio Valley, by Reuben Gold Thwaltes, In
Proceedings of the American Antiquaridn Soclety, Apr., 1909.

3U. 8. Statutes at Large, 1, 232 f., 354 ff., 509 fr.,, 733 fI.

8 Based upon a map prepared from a number of sources. There I8 no official map of
the post roads for the early constitutional perfod.

¢ The principal reason was the decline in the receipts of the post office, owing chiefly
to the unsettled condition of foreign affairs. The prospect of a readjustment of the post
roads following the remhoval of the capital to Washington was also a cause of delay.

5 See Statistical Atlas, Twelfth Census, Plate 3.

¢. 8. Statutes at Large, II, 42.

7 Letter book of the Postmaster General, Habersham to Col. John Holmes, Apr. 17, 1801.
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supply of news less uncertain. Thus the Palladium, of Frankfort,
Ky., of August 4, 1801, announces that it is issued “ from a press
erected at the seat of government where the post roads make (as
it were) a common centre,” and has, therefore, as many sources of
information as any newspaper in the State. Everywhere the posts
went newspapers sprang into existence, and by the time of the second
war with Great Britain 33 had appeared in Kentucky and 31 in Ohio,!
while elsewhere the development was proportionate to the extent of
settlement.2 After the war the increase is still more noteworthy,
while the area of publication was rapidly enlarged.® By the end of
the period under consideration, 1836, the whole number of news-
papers in the West is supposed to have been more than 300, with a
circulation which has been estimated at nearly 13,000,000 copies
annually.*

It is not necessary to discuss here the extent of the influence actu-
ally exerted by the press. It may be safely assumed, however, that
this influence was on the side of the Union and that it contributed
to the growth of the national sentiment which presently appeared
in the West. The loyalty of the western press to the interests of
the Union has frequently been praised, and certainly the absence of
separatist teachings is worthy of notice.

From the foregoing account it will be seen that a policy for the
conduct of a popular and important department of the National
Government was laid down at an early date and has been consistently
followed. The policy, as suggested in this paper, goes far to explain
all of our postal history, since it reveals the reasons for the well-
known postal deficits as well as the readiness with which the posts
have at all times been made to respond to the needs of the people.

In the second place, we see that in the first years of the new
Government the problem of transportation, even the transportation
of news, was appreciated ; and we see that efforts were made at once
by means of the posts to bind together the different parts of the
Nation. No apology can be necessary for emphasizing the working
of any force, however small, in those days of small beginnings, that
contributed to the development of a sense of unity and assisted in
founding the State.

1 Thwaites, loc. cit.,, 48-62; Frederick Hudson, History of Journalism in the United
States, 195 ff. The receipts of newspaper postage in the Western States and Territories
increased 43 per cent from 1801 to 1803. Elsewhere the increase was 8 per cent.

2The Arkansas Gaszette, Sept. 19, 1826, gives the whole number of newspapers in
the United States at that time as 350 or more. Of these one-fourth were in the West.

3 A weekly paper was begun In Arkansas in 1819; the first daily was established at
Cincinnati in 1826; and In 18381 was recorded the appearance of the seventeenth news-
paper at that place alone (see Cincinnati Mirror and Ladies Parterre, Oct. 29, 1831). In
1833 the Chicago Democrat was established (see Chicago Democrat, Apr. 13, 1842), and
in 1835 Illinois was said to have 17 newspapers. There were two papers in Wisconsin
Territory by 1836 (see the Green Bay Intelligencer and Democrat, Jan. 20, 1836).

¢ Hudson, Journalism in the United States, 770. The actual figures given are 321
papers, Jan. 1, 1835, with an annual circulation of 12,787,200 copies. No basis for this
estimate is given.
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SIDE LIGHTS ON THE MISSOURI COMPROMISES.

By FRaANK HEYwoobp HODDER.

The Missouri compromises have been fully exploited on the Fed-
eral side, but from the standpoint of the Territory little or nothing
has been written respecting them. Missouri newspapers drew their
reports of the progress of events from their eastern exchanges and
from occasional private letters. The mails required from four to
five weeks in transmission, and when they failed, as they frequently
did, the Missouri editor filled his columns with “elegant extracts”
from British classics. Proceedings in Congress were reprinted from
the National Intelligencer, but on one occasion “ Mr. Gales was indis-
posed ” and the debates were unreported for a week.! There was
great disappointment in the Territory when the Fifteenth Congress
adjourned without agreeing upon an enabling act, and indignation
meetings were held in several counties. A meeting in Montgomery
County, April 28, 1819,

Resolved, That the restriction éttempted to be imposed upon the people of
this Territory as a condition of their admission into the Union is a daring
stretch of power, an usurpation of our sacred rights, unprecedented, unconsti-

tutional, and in open violation of the third. article of the treaty of cession en-
tered into with France.?

Similar resolutions were passed in Boone’s Lick County in June,
in Washington County in July, and on September 14 the inhabitants
of New Madrid County declared that they would be admitted to
the Union on an equal footing with the original States or not at
all® Later in the month a petition was gotten up, which proposed
to solve the difficulty by dividing the Territory by the line of the
Missouri River and erecting the northern part into a free and the
southern part into a slave State, but the suggestion found little
favor.

Editorial comment varied with the point of view. The Missouri
Intelligencer, published at Boone’s Lick, attributed the failure of

1 Missourli Enquirer. Feb. 26, 1820.
2 Missouri Gazette. May 19, 1819.
3 8t. Louls Enquirer. Oct. 6, 1819. 153
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the Missouri bill to eastern jealousy of western development, as
follows:

The restriction attempted to be imposed upon us by the eighty-seven members
of the House of Representatives who voted for it, were those exclusively of the
eastern states. They view with a jealous eye the march of power westward,
and are well aware the preponderance will soon be against them; therefore
they have combined against us; but let them pause before they proceed fur-
ther, or the grave they are preparing for us, may be their own sepulchre. As
well might they arrest the course of the ocean that washes their barren shores,
as to check our future growth. Emigration will continue with a jiant stride
until the wilderness shall be a wilderness no more; but in its stead will arise
flourishing towns, cultivated farms, & peace, plenty and happiness smile on
the land. Let those who are raised by the voice of the people to watch over
and protect their rights and liberties, beware how they abuse so sacred a trust,
lest they find in every injured freeman the spirit of a Hampden rise and hurl
them from their posts.!

The editor of the St. Louis Enquirer emphasized the element of
sectional rivalry and State rights. - He said:

No people ever understood a political question better than the people of
Missouri understand this. They know that, as it affects the Slaves, it 18 only
a question of the place in which they shall live and can neither diminish their
numbers nor better their condition; as it affects the Republic, it is a question
of political power between the Northern and Southern interests; and as it af-
fects the State of Missourl, it is simply and nakedly a question of state sover-
eignty, an experiment on the part of Congress to commence the business of
making constitutions for the states, after having selzed upon the power of
making Presidents for the people.?

As the struggle was more and more protracted, public opinion
became more and more excited. January 26, 1820, the St. Louis
Enquirer charged that the postponement of the Missouri question
until after the holidays was a “trick to delay the decision until the
Northern States could ¢ lash into the ranks ’ such of their members as
would not vote with them last year,” particularly Holmes and Shaw,
of Massachusetts; Storrs, of New York; Baldwin, of Pennsylvania;
McLane, of Delaware; and Bloomfield, of New Jersey. When by the
25th of March no report of the passage of the Missouri bill was re-
ceived, the editor of the Enquirer became hysterical. He said:

If Missouri is conquered by the people of the North, no matter whether it be
done by votes at Washington or by intrigues at home . . . the result will be
the same and the consequences equally calamitous to the territory and the
Union. The balance of power will be overturned; all check to the criminal
designs of these men will be removed; and their desperate designs will be as
readily executed as they are now openly avowed. The Louisiana treaty will
be a nullity and its territory sold out to some foreign bidder or held and gov-

erned at will as a conquered dominion. The liberty of the blacks will be pro-
claimed : lighted torches will be put into the hands of slaves to rouse their sleep-

1 Missouri Intelligencer. May 17, 1819.
2 8t. Louis Enquirer. Nov. 10, 1819.
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ing masters from their beds amid the flames of their houses and the cries of
their slaughtered children.

It was darkest before the dawn. Four days later the news came
that the Missouri bill had passed without restriction as to slavery
nearly a month before. The transition from despair to ecstacy was
instant. The Southern members had stood “united as a Spartan
band, forty days in the pass of Thermopyle, defending the People of
Missouri, the Treaty of Cession, and the Constitution of the Repub-
lic.” To the Northern members, who had voted against restriction,
there should, in the language of Barbour, “ be erected an imperish-
able monument of everlasting fame.”* April 30 the town of St.
Louis was illuminated and transparencies displayed the names of
the Northern men who had voted against restriction. The name of
Senator Lanman, of Connecticut, who had been burned in effigy at
Hartford, was most conspicuous. Some proposed to burn an effigy
of Senator King, of New York, by way of retaliation, but better
counsels prevalled 2

In the ensuing constitutional election slavery was the paramount
issue. In St. Louis Judge John B. C. Lucas, whose son Benton had
killed in a duel, headed an independent ticket “opposed to the
further introduction of slaves into Missouri.” Rector, Sullivan,
Pratte, Barton, McNair, Bates, Pierre Chouteau, jr., and Riddick,
nominated by the “lawyer junto,” made up the opposing ticket.
Benton aspired to an election, but, failing of a regular nomination,
withdrew from the contest.®* The Missouri Gazette and the St. Louis
Enquirer were the respective organs of the two factions. Among
the workers on the antislavery side was Benjamin Lundy. The elec-
tion was held from the 1st to the 3d of May. In St. Louis the pro-
slavery vote was double that of the restrictionists. Of the 39 dele-
gates elected to the convention in the whole Territory, only one was
opposed to slavery. The result seems to have been due not so much
to any very strong sentiment in favor of slavery as to a fierce resent-
ment bred by the congressional attempt at dictation.

The constitutional convention met in St. Louis June 12, the day
prescribed by the enabling act, and organized by the election of David
Barton as president. It “ has passed into history ” that the consti-
tution was chiefly the work of Barton. Darby says that “ the most

1 8ix Senators and 14 Representatives from Northern States voted against restriction.
The Senators were Hunter, of Rhode Island; Lanman, of Connecticut; Parrott, of New
Hampshire ; Palmer, of Vermont ; and Edwards and Thomas, of Illinois. The Representa-
tives were Hill, Holmes, Mason, and Shaw, of Massachusetts ; Eddy, of Rhode Island ; Foot
and Stevens, of Connecticut; Meigs and Storrs, of New York; Bloomfleld, Kinsey, and
Smith, of New Jersey; and Baldwin and Fullerton, of Pennsylvania. Adding the two
Senators and one Representative from Delaware, increases the number to 8 and 15,
respectively.

* Missouri Enquirer, Mar. 29, Apr. 1, 1820.

3 Missourl Enquirer, Apr. 26, 1820.

4 Benjamin Emmons, of St. Charles, who bad come to Missouri from Vermont.
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important provisions were framed by him, and from that day to the
present it has been known as the Barton constitution,”! and this
statement is repeated in nearly every history of Missouri. The
meager record of the Journal 2 furnishes no support for it. It would
seem to be the result of confusing the authorship of the constitution
with the name given to the convention by reason of Barton’s having
been its presiding officer. As far as one can judge from the Journal,
Edward Bates, afterwards Attorney General in Lincoln’s Cabinet,
was the leading spirit in the convention. He took the first step
toward framing a constitution by moving the appointment of a
committee for the purpose. It was decided to divide the work be-
tween four committees, which reported to a central one, and the re-
sulting document was referred for final revision to a committee of
which Mr. Bates was chairman, so that Mr. Bates occupies, with ref-
erence to the first constitution of Missouri, the position which Gou-
verneur Morris occupies with reference to the Constitution of the
United States.

There can be little pride of authorship in the first constitution
of Missouri. Although Hildreth?® noted that it was *copied in
most respects from the constitution of Kentucky,” the extent to
which that was the case has been lost sight of. Its most original pro-
vision was a defiant preamble, which declared that—

We, the people of Missouri, * * * by our representatives in convention
assembled, * * * do mutually agree to form and establish a free and
independent republic, by the name of the “State of Missouri,” and for the
government thereof do ordain and establish this constitution.

The exclusion of the clergy from the general assembly, although
favored by local conditions, was taken from the constitution of
Kentucky. The article respecting the power of the general assembly
over slavery was the same as Article VII of the constitution of Ken-
tucky, except for the addition: 4

It shall be their duty to prevent free negroes and mulattoes from coming to
and settling in the State on any pretext whatever.
~ With the exception of an enlargement of the judiciary by the

addition of a court of chancery, the constitution of Missouri was
practically the same as that of Kentucky.*

In his speech at Jefferson City 29 years afterwards, in his Thirty
Years View, and repeatedly in private letters- during his later life,
Benton claimed to have secured, although not a member of the con-

1 Personal Recollections, p. 28.

32 Journal of the Missouri State Convention. 8t. Louis, 1820. Photo-facsimile reprint,
by Theodore L. Cole. Washington, D. C., 1905. Only three copies of the original edition are
extant.

3 History of the United States, VI, 703.

¢ Sixteen members of the convention were Virginians and eight, the next largest number
from a single State, were born in Kentucky, Missourl Enquirer. June 17, 1820.
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vention, the adoption of the clause which prohibited the legislative
emancipation of slaves without the consent of their owners and
without compensation. It was Benton’s greatest foible that he came
to think that he had originated nearly every important measure of
American history. Bagehot remarks that Gibbon was unable to
tell the difference between himself and the Roman Empire. Still
less was Benton able to distinguish between himself and the United
States.! Inasmuch as the constitutional limitation upon legislative
emancipation was a part of Article VII of the Kentucky constitu-
tion, which the Missouri convenéion borrowed en bloc, it is scarcely
possible that Benton could have had anything to do with its adoption.

The Missouri constitution was enacted without being referred to
a popular vote, a State Government and a Representative in Con-
gress were elected and the legislature chose Barton and Benton
United States Senators, the former unanimously and the latter
after a violent contest. Both Senators-elect repaired to Washington
and, in frequent letters to the Missouri newspapers, set forth their
view of the animus of the renewed opposition to the admission of
the State. These letters are perhaps a safer guide to the course of
events than the speeches reported in the Annals of Congress, inas-
much as Niles’s Register complains at this time that it is “ notorious
that many speeches are made only for the newspapers and are hardly
listened to by half a dozen in either House.”

November 22 Benton wrote to the editor of the Missouri Intelli-
gencer :

The committees appointed to examine the Missouri constitution will report
to-morrow. Both committees will report in favor of admitting the State. In
the Senate we apprehend no difficulty. In the House of Representatives the
struggle of last winter will be renewed, and it is apprehended that the restric-
tionists will predominate. The vote was very close last winter, and since then
we have lost several friends from the North, who have been constrained by
their constituents to abandon their seats. They make a pretext of that part
of our constitution which provided for keeping out free negroes and mulattoes,

when almost every State in the Union, even the free States themselves, have
the same provision, as will be fully shewn in the course of the debates here.?

December 12 the Senate resolution for the admission of Missouri
was passed, and on the next day the House resolution for the same
purpose was rejected. December 25 one of the Missouri Senators,

1]In a remarkable passage in the autobiographical sketch, prefixed to some editions
of his Thirty Years View, Benton said of himself:

“The bare enumeration of the measures of which he was the author and the prime
mover would be almost a history of Congress. legislation—the enumeration is unneces-
sary; the long list is known throughout the length and breadth of the land—repeated
with the familiarity of household words from the great citles on the seaboard to the
lonely .cabins on the frontier—and studied by the little boys who feel an honorable
ambition beginning to stir within their bosoms and a laudable desire to learn something
of the history of their country.”

2 Niles's Register. Oct. 21, 1820.

3 Missouri Intelligencer. Jan, 1, 1821.
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apparently Barton, wrote the following analysis of the situation “ to
a gentleman ” at home:

When we arrived here a copy of our Constitution was presented in each
House of Congress, and their committees made separate reports, both in favor
of our admission as a State. The resolution of the Senate passed, ayes 26,
noes 18. The resolution of the House of Representatives was rejected, ayes
79, noes 93—14 majority against us. At this vote Clay, of Kentucky, and §
other southern friends were absent, so that the Nation seems to be almost
equally divided on this question. Some of the Northern States have instructed
their members to vote against us; in these instructions they go back to their
old ground of restriction, and some even take the ground of universal emancipa-
tion. They also make a pretext of the clause of our constitution to prevent
free negroes and mulattoes from coming and settling among us, although every
State in the Union has taken the same precaution to keep out the refuse and
dangerous population of their neighboring States. This, however, is pretty
clearly only a disguise for the iniquity of their real motives. * * * The
truth is that the Northern States have a small majority in the National
Councils, and they wish to preserve it by crippling the growth of the West
and preventing the increase of new States, unless like Ohio, Indiana, and Illi-
nois, they will become mere appendages to the North; and by their institutions
virtually exclude the immigration of their brethren and friends from the
Southern and Western States.

I think, however, their cdurage will not equal their villainy, and that we
shall yet be admitted; probably not until another object I8 effected by getting
the treaty of Mr. Adams with Spain ratified by our Senate. This treaty pro-
poses to give off of our southern border country enough to form several new
States at a future day, by thus curtailing the outlet of the South and West
and by excluding them from the countries west and north of Missouri by the
odious restriction of last session, the preponderance of the North is to be
perpetuated. This may be considered a twin brother to the opposition to
Missouri, both having the same object. A few votes in such a case might
turn a natlonal scale.!

The Senate resolution was not taken up in the House until Jan-
uary 12, 1821. On the 16th Clay returned to Congress and essayed
the role of peacemaker. February 2 he secured the reference of
the Senate resolution to a committee of 13, which on the 10th re-
ported a compromise resolution for the admission of Missouri on the
condition that the State should never pass any law preventing any
persons who were citizens of other States from settling within her
Jimits and that the State legislature by a solemn public act should
give its assent to this condition. On the following day, February 11,
Senator Barton wrote to his constituents:

On the last discussion of this subject Mr. Sergeant, of Philadelphia, who has
attempted to be a leader of the anti-Missourians, drew aside the veil and gave
us a glimpse of “ Hartford Convention,” revised and corrected. He declared
that he would vote against the resolution, however it might be amended; that

he thought nothing ought to be done on the subject at this session, but left to
a new Congress to determine how far they were bound by the act of the last ses-

1 Missouri Intelligencer. Jan. 20, 1821. The letter i1s erroneously dated January in-
stead of December.



MISSOURI COMPROMISES, 159

rion, and whether Missouri should be admitted at all without & prohibition of
slavery in her constitution. He suggested as a new reason for such a course
that Florida would probably soon apply for admission under infinitely stronger
claims for admitting slave-holding population than Missouri can urge, and
that a just “balance of power” ought to be preserved.

These free-negro apostles indulge the delusive hope that a revolution of sen-
timent can be effected in Missouri. They are led to the belief (probably by one
of those foreigners, both by birth and principle, or one of those political preach-
ers who have done so much to injure our character and State) that large
minorities in favor of restriction exist in each county. Encouraged by such
hopes, and being wholly free from the embarrassments of political honesty and
public faith, the leaders in the House of Representatives are endeavoring to
secure themselves the benefits of an open question and a new struggle in the suc-
ceeding Congress. It is not believed, however, that the honest Republicans of
the North, thus advised of their ultimate objects, will go with them through
their criminal course.!

The compromise resolutions were, however, defeated in the House
on February 12 by a vote of 80 to 83 and upon reconsideration on
the next day thereafter by a vote of 82 to 88.2 The defeat of the
resolutions was due to the opposition of John Randolph and his
adherents, who refused to assent to the imposition of any condition,
however meaningless, upon the admission of a State. February 21
the situation was brought to a crisis by the motion of Brown, of
Kentucky, to repeal the first compromise—a motion which he con-
sented to postpone at the request of Baldwin, of Pennsylvania. On
the next day the President announced the exchange of ratifications
of the Florida treaty, whereupon Clay judged that the moment was
opportune for a motion for a joint committee of the two Houses to
consider whether or not it was expedient to make provision for the
admission of Missouri. February 26 the joint committee reported a
resolution substantially equivalent to the resolution of the House
committee of thirteen, and the resolution was immediately agreed to
by a vote of 86 to 82. Every southern Member voted in the affirma-
tive, with the exception of Randolph, who voted “no” to the last,
and of the Members from Delaware, who refrained from voting at all.
Eighteen northern votes made up the majority.®

The result was accomplished by the change of 4 votes, those of Ed-
wards, of North Carolina, and of Samuel Moore, Rogers, and Udree,
of Pennsylvania. Edwards deserted Randolph, doubtless convinced
that the substance was more important than the form, although he

1 Missouri Intelligencer. Apr. 16, 1821.

2 In the vote upon reconsideration 4 new names were recorded in the affirmative and 5
new ones in the negative, one Member upon each side did not vote, and Garnett, of Virginia,
changed from the afirmative to the negative.

3 The northern votes were those of Hill and Shaw, of Massachusetts; Eddy, of Rhode
Island ; Stevens, of Connecticut; Clark, Ford, Guyon, Hackley, Meigs, and Storrs, of New
York ; Bateman, Bloomfleld, Smith, #nd Southard, of New Jersey; Baldwin, Samuel
Moore, Rogers, and Udree, of Pennsylvania. McLane, of Delaware, did not vote. The
vote upon final passage stood 87 to 81. Garnett, of Virginia, refrained from voting in
the negative, and the vote of Hall, of North Carolina, was added to the afirmative.
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had declared in the House that he would never consent to establish
the principle of imposing a condition upon the admission of a State.
Moore, Rogers, and Baldwin were all members of the joint committee.
Circumstances point to Baldwin as having secured the Pennsylvania
votes. He was immediately thereafter appointed a Justice of the
United States Supreme Court, possibly as a reward for having “ saved
the country.”* How far the ratification of the Florida treaty con-
tributed to the result must be a matter of conjecture, but it is rather
remarkable that the turn in the tide, as predicted by Barton, came
with its announcement.

A special session of the Missouri Legislature was called at St.
Charles to consider “ great and weighty matters,” and this session
passed an extraordinary act, which declared that the act was itself
unnecessary, that Congress had no right to require it, but that, as it
would not be binding, they would nevertheless declare that the clause
of the State constitution, designated by Congress, would never be
construed to authorize the passage of any law by which any citizen
of any of the United States would ever be excluded from the enjoy-
ment of any of the privileges and immunities to which he was entitled
under the Constitution of the United States. Immediately upon
the receipt of this act the President proclaimed the admission of
Missouri.

But slight attention has been directed to the fact that the resolution
of the joint committee, which Congress had adopted, did not cor-
rectly designate the clause in the constitution of Missouri to which ex-
ception had been taken, which, instead of being the fourth clause of
the twenty-sixth section of the third article, was properly the first
clause of the third subdivision of the section. This erroneous
designation was the result of the fact that, in the peculiar form in
which the constitution was printed for the use of Congress,? the
objectionable clause was marked by the fourth indentation in the.
margin of this section. The discrepancy would be of no importance
had there not grown up in Missouri a tradition that it was noticed
in the State legislature and that the declaratory act was passed as a
result of it. The only evidence in support of this tradition is a letter
written in 1892 by Judge Samuel Treat, in which he said that the
declaratory act was drawn by Henry S. Geyer, who stated to him
‘“that the strange misrecital was observed by the general assembly
and that it materially aided in securing the passage of the act.”®
The supposition that the act was intended to be an evasion of this
sort is unsupported by any contemporary evidence and is distinctly

1The possibllity of his appointment to succeed Gallatin in Paris was discussed in the
newspapers. .

2 8. Doc. 1 and H. Doc. 2, 24 sess. 60th Cong.

3 Proceedings Massachusetts Historical Soclety for Feb., 1900.. 2d series, XIII, 454.
Geyer in 1851 succeeded Benton in the United States Senate.
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negatived by the report® that accompanied the act, which speaks of
“the fourth clause of the twenty-sixth section of the third arti-
cle * * * upon the subject of prohibiting the emigration of
free negroes and mulattoes into the State.” It must therefore be con-
cluded either that the Missouri Legislature, in common with nearly
all writers on the subject of the Missouri Compromise ever since,
failed to notice the inaccuracy in the act of Congress, or that, if they
noticed it, they took no account of it.

It remains only to be said that Missouri accomplished her pur-
pose in spite of the act of Congress. A State act of 18252 “ con-
cerning negroes and mulattoes” excluded such persons from the
State, unless citizens of another State, in which case they were re-
quired to prove their citizenship by presenting naturalization papers.
While such persons were regarded as citizens in some States, they
were never naturalized, and therefore could not present naturaliza-
tion papers. In 1847 it was more positively provided that “ No free
negro nor mulatto shall under any pretext emigrate into this State
from any State or Territory,” ® and this act remained upon the statute
book until the Civil War drew to a close.*

1 Printed in Missouri Intelligencer, June 18, 1821.
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