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Upon hearing several Lexington-centric
Papers during a panel on Civil War Kentu
national conference a few years back, o
audience member asked (good-humore
there any Kentucky history outside of the Bl
Berry Craig's Kentucky Confederates: Sec

resounding answer — yes, Although the bt .
state’s institutional resources (and thus its
scholarship) reside elsewhere, Kentucky _‘
Confederates makes a convincing case thai
though far western Kentucky was a wartin
and political outlier, its story is far from mar

Consisting of eight counties wedged
the Ohio, Mississippi, and Tennessee Rivers,
Kentucky's Jackson Purchase was the
Confederate portion of a mostly Unionist staté
Termed “the South Carolina of Kentucky,™
boasted a growing antebellum slave tra
the rest of Kentucky) and elected the stat
outspoken secessionist politicians (p. 1). Craig
claims that Kentucky's early neutrality le
strengthening of secessionist feeling in th
Because of their strong Confederate Ssymp
residents of the Jackson Purchase organ
Mayfield convention in May 1861, which



recursor to the state's Confederate government
ned at the Russellville convention. Although

jigis interested primarily in political matters, he
mpetently addresses the region's military and
tegic significance. When Confederates

eatened to violate Kentucky's neutrality in early
plember 1861, Union troops quickly seized the
jion's metropolis, Paducah, thwarting any

ssibility of secession. The “Charleston of Kentucky,
ducah was also the site of a small battle in March
64, in which Confederates under General Nathan
edford Forrest failed to retake the city (p. 133).

iing against an old but common Lost Cause
Sioriography (propagated by state historians like E.
on Coulter) that demonized Union “occupiers”
th as General Eleazer A. Paine more for

islavery attitudes than for actual war crimes,

Uig cites continued guerrilla activity as evidence
Ynwavering support for the Confederacy in the
Ckson Purchase (p. 183).

Craig insists “most of the rest of the state

Ved toward the Purchase perspective following
EmGncipoTion Proclamation and the enlistment
fican American soldiers” (p. 293). Indeed,
““I€as the Jackson Purchase, the “stepchild of
*Nlucky politics,” had been incongruous with

‘ Of the state during the war, the region’s

tr:C'h secessionism and white supremacy blazed
Oml for Kentucky's postwar ear — one dominated
- 'mer Confederate polificians and business
o1 Tebel monuments, and Lost Cause

. nghs-m (p.1). In a border region rife with
“Qdiction, the supreme irony was that
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Confederates, so ostracized during the war,
ultimately won a considerable portion of t

Kentucky Confederates relies heavily
deeply partisan period newspapers, yet C
this material with care, using competing p
to highlight ideological divisions within the
Although he consults election returns and
the number of military volunteers (Confed
outnumbered white Union volunteers in the 1
sharper quantitative analysis might have b
his argument about the Jackson Purchase
and-out” secessionism (p. 3). Similarly, whi
addresses why the Purchas diverged from
the state, his explanation of geography, m
and a growing slave trade could be streng
by census data and more secondary scholars
cultural geography. Nevertheless, Kentucky
Confederates is scholastically significant ar [e}
proficiently executed Kentucky and Civil War
history.
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