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navy, and state, foreign ministers, and heads of rel‐
evant congressional committees—giving them a
strong hold on the levers of foreign affairs. Karp
argues that these officials (and the class to which
they belonged) envisioned a global struggle be‐
tween slavery and abolitionism, and used their
sway over the nation’s foreign policy to protect
and expand slavery in the Western Hemisphere.
The “vast southern empire” that Karp describes,
then, is the United States itself—a rising imperial
power under the careful influence of southern
slaveowners.
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dates how they complicated southern-led foreign
policy (p. 35).
Despite these omissions, however, Karp con‐
vincingly articulates the vision and impact of this
important cadre of southerners. This Vast South‐
ern Empire is a much-needed redirection of focus
away from the eccentric filibusters who dominat‐
ed memory of antebellum proslavery expansion
toward the actual policymakers who were more di‐
rectly influential in shaping the government’s rela‐
tions with slavery, expansion, and America's neigh‐
bors to the south. The irony inherent in their story
is that these southern policymakers were the lead‐
ing proponents of the military and diplomatic
power that contributed to their own destruction.
Nevertheless, as Karp points out, “slaveholders can
be seen as a vanguard for the coercive, state-pow‐
ered racism that characterized the international
relations of the late nineteenth century” (p. 254).
Ultimately, although the Civil War officially ended
slavery, the key elements of the foreign policy
crafted by slaveholders lived on.
Note
[1]. See Edward Baptist, The Half Has Never
Been Told: Slavery and the Making of American
Capitalism (New York :Basic Books, 2014); Walter
Johnson, River of Dark Dreams: Slavery and Em‐
pire in the Cotton Kingdom (Cambridge, MA: Belk‐
nap Press, 2013).
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