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Woodward claimed that Southern Democrats in the 1880s ¢
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Although Origins was pl gely \ i
Woodward, according to Gilmore, must have feared that mentioning women n thye
book would doom his later appeal to miscegenation-obsessed Southern whites
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dismantle segregarion in his 1955 Str

ge Career of Jim Crow. As she crisply puts

226). But Gilmore's

ir, “No women, no

reduction of women to Sex objects and J.I. racec rc ns o sexual phobias 1s sim

ph_\nh and she presents no evidence whartsoever for her speculation abour Wood
ward’s motives and actions, a speculation thar implicitly brands Woodward as
intellectually dishonest.

Hackney’s brilhantly written, closely

Of the other essays, three stand out. St

observed rumination on Origins's twentieth anmiversary is part celebration, part his-
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o

14

f'f"r!f"‘_fl'.l!"‘l".'-'. part furure research

James Cobb’s chronicle of the writing ot Tom
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Watson and Origins, based on a wide range of unpublished letters and interviews, is
dramatic, often surprising, and consistently insightful abour the emergence of the field
of Southern history from the 1930s through the 1950s. Finally, Barbara Fields reminds

us how unusual Woodward’s treatment of African Americans in Origins was, inte;

- them throughout his rext—refusing, in her words, “to jim-crow Jim Crow?
= ] adhere to the cultural turn in history, Woodward focused
= squarely on power, Fields emphasizes, considering blacks as one group n a str
e for power that also involved bitterly competing classes of whites, and never confus®

ing voluntarily chosen group separation with the much more significant politically

: nposed racial segregation.
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racism in the 1930s, spotlighting clashing economic interests at a nme w
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change where others saw continuity and (as many in this book fail to notej conunw
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| gublic affairs or the history profession, the preferred explanation of many of the essay
1 Jxs. He would have almost certainly been more vexed than ams
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u11‘_,5[[,,(1dcr::.“ as one of the essays approvingly denominates him (235}.

b california Institute of Techn J. Morgan Kousser
) o



