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political environment in which the exchange
regime could not be resumed.
In conclusion, Gillispie freely concedes that
Union POW camps were generally dirty, over‐
crowded, and by and large unhealthy places to be;
however, his final judgment is that: “Confederate
suffering and death in Union prisons were truly
tragic aspects of America’s Civil War, but the
wartime evidence strongly points to the conclu‐
sion that they were far more attributable to the
misfortunes of war than to systematic Yankee cru‐
elty or neglect” (p. 246). While this reviewer
would have liked a more thorough examination of
the actual physical treatment of the prisoners by
camp personnel, such as punishments and work
requirements, as well as further evidence of dis‐
cussion and debates among Union officials re‐
garding the treatment of prisoners, this is still an
excellent study. Overall, this book is a well-ar‐
gued, convincing corrective to the existing histori‐
ography and should prove to be an important and
enduring work on the topic of Civil War POWs.
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