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e Presidential election of 2000 triggered innumer-
able questions about other contested presidential elec-
tions in American history. Of those disputed elections,
the 2000 election seemed to many pundits, and oth-
ers, to be an almost mirror image of the Hayes-Tilden
clianger in 1876. Because of the seeming similarities
among the anonymous, whiskered, presidents in the late
nineteenth century, few Americans had heard of Presi-
dent Rutherford B. Hayes. Of those who had heard of the
President, many tied him to, or blamed him for, the aban-
donment of Radical Reconstruction and its promise for a
new egalitarian democracy in the United States. He has
been accused by many of having deserted the idealism of
Radical Reconstruction for the spoils of the Presidency,
its patronage, and the gaudy materialism of the Gilded
Age.

Based almost exclusively on secondary sources, this
work adds lile to our understanding of the compromise.
Rehnquist believes the results were salutary for the na-
tion, but he fails to recognize that the basic result of the
deal was the exclusion of African-American participation
in American politics. He sees nothing wrong in allowing
the increasing curtailment of their rights and participa-
tion in southern politics. His approval of what is now
considered wrongheaded–acceptance of “Home Rule”–

causes him to fail to delve into those southern misdeeds
that led to the closeness of the election. He does not fault
southern leaders for their ruthless efforts to keep thou-
sands of black voters, and their Republican friends, from
the polls.

Rehnquist’s analysis of the election and the resulting
compromise demonstrates lile understanding of mod-
ern research concerning Radical Reconstruction, or the
politics of the North and the South. He still believes
that had Andrew Johnson’s Reconstruction policies pre-
vailed, the “tragic mistakes” of the period would have
been avoided and the resulting postwar strife prevented.
e realization that such a plan would have excluded
the loyal population of the South, and probably delayed
for generations the protections that led eventually to the
“Second Reconstruction,” does not inform his work.

is book will tell readers more about Rehnquist’s
philosophy and legal reasoning for the modern Supreme
Court’s participation in the recent Bush-Gore election
than it does about the Hayes-Tilden election. While
it provides interesting biographical vignees of partici-
pants in the Compromise of 1877, the work provides no
new insights or a modern understanding of the compro-
mise.

If there is additional discussion of this review, you may access it through the list discussion logs at:
hp://h-net.msu.edu/cgi-bin/logbrowse.pl.
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