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~received 80 many letters as Mr, Barton,

that we shall socon have to begin tp classify them. l'he
and the most important to the future, will be those written
men who knew him, like Nimolay and Hay, Herndon, Lamen, Inm i
Arnold. There will be a second class by those who knew those
knew him; and a third by those who, pondering the more or le:
materials produced by the other two, will give us 1!1'0#23’)?}#1}:‘:"
oriticisms, and that which has not yé.t been done, ummdm
thorough etudies of the political and social Inﬂumqiv,_@;_-*‘ d»
Lincoln came at various periods and which verutnmmh&ﬁ}
shaping him, i{n making him the man he was. To date $m"-‘f:"un
factory work in this third class is far and n’w'm:. 1 th&lﬁc.l«und
Charnwood's study, though Jndg&ng by what Albert: ermidgt m £ :

| got frem him the. 11te: ar
Linooln he is writing aamething of ‘bh&a ﬂm view.

in his Life of Marshall we may hope'

The Life of Abryaham Lincoln by wuliam B. nmnn fﬂlt
into the second class. It is, he elalnl.(, the result of ‘aomﬂhm;‘
like sixty years of interest and twenty or more years of .inde=
fatigable industry in gathering up fresh items, oorraotmghrwa,
interviewing those who knew Lincoln, examining collaotiona of
Lincolniana. I doubt if anybody who has written a 1ife of Lﬁnapmw'_ ,

has traveled o many miles, talked .80 many hours and written m@

At various times he has published pamphlete, giving t

resultso? special findinge, suoch ae his disdovery of &

: o
by Lipcoln in Chicago in 1850 on the death of Fresi
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something that had been overlooked by collectors.

He has also published two fat volumes = ons "Thé e
of Abraham Lincoln® in which he has collected a graatm ‘
material on Mr  Lincoln's religious life - and a m@nt of
compilation it is. In the second of these volugnia : ca&d

gt
Paternity of Abraham lLincoln Mr. Barton hasy in

such a variety of publications, should be somewhat unb
To give fifty pages emykurg Speech out a’f‘ te
and £ifty on the Civil War and only twenty to imancipat
Emancipation Proclamation is certainly out of proportion,
indeed, you are going to make the Gettysburg Spnchré

from which to work back and forth, whioh iy, barton doe qz;gufi{;*@g:.@ 0y,
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The chapter of tho work which ippauu mow u td ,
of Abraham Linooln's life, keen for tuie impressions and ﬂnanzona:
of interested minds as well as for all sorts of uew items, is tfmﬁ

in which he deals with ths Kentuoky periode le gives, I th&nk. tur

and away the best pioture that has been written of the }ife that -,
Tom and Nancy Linocoln lived both before and after tie »b =‘;.In:t'mt' thﬂlr /
son, and this he was bettor prepared tg do than anybody nln for he

was familiar from boyhood with the scenes and the 1ife of the olass

to which the Lincolns belonged, knew their cabins, their ways ‘of
living, their churches, their schools. He gives more reality to

their lives and he adds not a feow new iteus

o
pe

meagre knowledge of Tom Lincoln's household - the faot that !

went to auctions and brought home household articles for lancy as

well as a horse or cow to add to his stock, adde no little ﬁn the

pioture that we are able to build up from the scant d
Barton has done much to overthrow the old tradition of Tum lLiacoln

as a shiftless and noeaccount man. From one wiho, like thin@wiaw-

er,has, insisted for twenty-five or more years ﬁﬂﬁtﬁ the, fﬂﬁh‘lﬁi of’
Abraham Lincoln was a better man than he has been ﬁﬁiﬁttﬁ

early biographers, there is real gratitude for these new'fuam.
dug out so patiently fron thg neste of racordse, hidden away in .
Kentuaoky courthouses.

No other period of idncoln's life 1s treated with enything
like the authority or the freshness o!" the Kentucky perioed, umugh .

his dealing with the life in Springfleld, and parﬂ-eu}aﬂy with Hna
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Lincoln's place in aooioty//thero’ie a genuine and trnahwoqntrtbuﬁiﬁn;

Here again he is attacking old prejudices, deeply rooted soniﬁ, and ’

with success, ’
A period to which Y¥r, Barton seems to have contributed little
is the important fourteen years that Lincoln lived in Indiéng-. The
recent researches of the Historical Society of Southwestern Indidna
seem to show conclusively 'that the young Lincoln came under a higher
grade of intellectual, political and social influences than former
descriptions of his life in Gentryville would lead us to believe,
These descriptions, generally speaking, have concerned themselves with
the hardships, the commonplace, the vulgarities of his existence; but
that that part ¢f the country was active 1ntellectua11y and that the
boy, being what he was, inevitably responded to these influences, has
not, I think, been properly brought out,
¥r. Barton's piece de resistance - the point on which he
has long hammered hardest - is the grandmothers of Abraham lLincoln.
We have never had satisfactory documentary proof of the naméa of the
families from which they came. Mr*® Barton gives us none. He haa set-
tled the matter for himself, but not for the student, who claims
that tradition frow whatever the source, must yield to dooumenfs
if genuine, and that a case is not settled until documents have been
found which confirm traditions.

The earliest cocredited story of the origin of the paternal

grandmotuer of Abraham Lincoln came from her great-grandson, & man of
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parts, who remembered her as having lived in his grandmother’s
house when he was a boy, and according to him she was a Mary 8hipley.
But Mary will have to yleld to dooumeptt for Mr: Barton

has proved in his diligent researches that Hkéygﬁ:o was Basheba,
though, so far as his doouments, or anybodyola:'a go, she may have
been a Shipley - Basheba Shipley. I do not myself, however, believe
thie, for there is a tradition, coming from respectable sources,
that Abraham Lincoln's grandfather married a Basheba Herring. A
document has been unearthed which proves that his wife's name in
1780 was Basheba, though it does not prove that she was & Herring.

At the time this document was executed he had been married ten
years. The record of that marriage exists though it does not give
the name of his bride. So far as we know he may have had « as has
been conjectured and was at one time generally accepted « two wives,
one a Shipley and the other a Herring. Grant this and you satisfy
both family traditions, but so far we cannot prove this is true.

Mr Barton saye deocidedly "There was no Mary Shipley Lincoln", though
there may have %%23%1 . thgggo%eerzx_t'a % %190 %bels 130 & vepr%ao? that his
marriage in 1770 was not to Baahebaf' That is true. It is also true
that}so 5%9tigo of proof has been feund that his marriage in 1770 was
to Baahebaﬁ That is, Mr. Sarton does not dispose in his Yook of the
Shipley tradition and in a genealogioal case in which the documents
are incomplete no family tradition, coming from a respectable source,

can be summarily wiped out except by documents. ur Barton, in spite

of his discoveries, the value of which I heartily conceda'fhﬁaﬁﬁﬁ§" ;
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settled finally the case of ho name\'of Abr aham Lincoln's paternal

grandmother.

Now, as to the case of the maternal grandmother. There
is no doubt that Mr, Barton adds interesting documents 4n this book
on the problem of who was the mother of Nanocy Hanks, the mother of
Abraham Lincoln; but here again he has not closed the matter to the
satisfaction of the student. Moreover, the presentation of his
discoveries is so confused that the general reader will, I fear,
have a difficult time in unravelling his mixture of traditions,
conviotions and doouments.jT;hat has Mr bBarton proved to help us

in this matter which has so long vexed the Lincoln biographer?

He hae pr°v°d; 1) That in November of 1789 a woman by the name
of Lucy Hanks was indicted by the grand jury of liercer County, Ky.,

for misbehaviour, and the following May the suit was ordered dise

continued. 7;) He has proved that :I.m April

1790, a license was taken out by a Lucy Hanks to marry a Henry
Sparrow, and that a year later (1791) the rriage took place. But

Lo die Lo

1 do not see that hé proves that the Lucy who was such a bad lot was
the %;zy who chame Mrs, Splrrow. And in any case, what has his Lucy
to do wit%@ﬁancy Hanks, the mother of Abraham Lincoln? How does he
fit her into the tradition and documents we have concerning that
grandnother? There is nothing, so far as I know, of documentary

character from Mr° Lincoln himaelf excepting his statement that hia

mother was a Hanka and that branches of her family lived at the ‘time

he made this statement in different parts of Illinois. No other
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‘0L (¢ related to Abraham Lincoln's mother. We know thatg?n wua acouse 1
A

information about his mother's family was given to thqvpuﬁiiégﬁﬁféltf!
1866. Wiliam Herndon then declared that fifteen years bﬂtorothst
time Mr. Lincoln had told him, in a fit of depression, tha m. grmdn"
mother's name was lLucy Hanks, that his mother was borg/but’o?zwndn
lock, her father being a Virginian planter.

Of course a story of this character, first rcpu'togl fifteen A
years after it was said to have been told, and coming from a man more
or less confused by alcoholism, could not stand alone. nr: Hnrgdon'
iﬂ;;&l;;rroboration from a member of the Hanks family, onc'”énntl'» ?

Lingoln's mother,

Hanks, at that time sixtye-seven years of age. _/h@‘ told Mr Herndon,
was not a Hanks at all but a Sparrow. Out of what he could gét~£rom
Dennis Hanks, Herndon pieced out a story which has been ganerqikrg
accepted, to the effect thnat tnere were four‘ anks'aiat:?a - Luey,
Betsy, Polly and Nancy; that Nancy Hanks was tvo“dauchinr of anxﬂﬂﬁx}
and_btioet some years after her birth dhe marriee\ﬂonry Sparrow.

The case rested on this foundation until about twentye

five years ago a will was found - the will °,f one Joseph Hankb,

recognizing eight children, three of them daughters « Betsy

and Nancy e but no Lucy. In this will of Joseph Hanku were/men &/
e Lagug ]
tomed to vist one of these men and that he called him' ﬂnq&a Jaa‘ , 3

The descendante of this Uncle Joe have declared in wriﬁgqgwﬁhat ‘thet

grandfather spoke of Nancy Hanke as his sister.

Now, what has this to do with the huoyfﬂﬂggg‘:;‘

Barton proves to have married a Sparrow in 17919 The will nu
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be accepted. She does not appear in the will. Mr, Barton states,
however, that ehe was a daughter of Joseph Hanks as the tradition
declared |, that Joseph Hanks did not recognize her-because of her
M v i e omed A
misbehaviour f Joseph Hanks, 'however after enumerating eight
[

cnildren, speaks Of WhehBa "all ? his children. That is, My ton
makes the will fit the tradition, not the tradition the will@vﬂﬂl
gives us no proof whatever tnat the Lucy Hanks he has unearthed had

a daughter born in Virginia. He gives no documentary proof that the
daughter Nancy recognised in Joseph sdanks' will‘d&d~not-ma&my‘Thomas
Lincoln, as certain descendants have contended? 0f course all that Mr.
Barton claims may be true, but he does not prove satisfactorily that it
is true. He bases much on the fact tuat he discovered in Mercer
County, Ky., a sidestracked community of Sparrows, never before known
to Lincoln biographers - the descendants of the Sparrow family into
which his Lucy Hanks married; and these people, he says, claim re-

lationship with Abraham Lincoln. That is not the kind of proof that

we must have for our case. So do the Berrys, the Shipleye and the

W L
in Kentucky claim relationship wi’j,i Abraham Lincoln. ﬁﬁ%

L .
Ly Barton diggﬁﬁgi_nr_nons_ef thesg claims. he name and story of

A

the /grandmother/& of Abraham Lincoln is still unsettled, still based
\

on tradition, not on doouments. Mr HSarton has acoepted as final
one set of traditions « those of Herndon and Lennis Hanks - and
materially strengthened them; but ne has not disposed of various
other traditions which unquestionably have some relation to the
matter énd which must all be explained and adjusted before the

question is finally closed. No one of common sense is going to
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if she was. The only point is that it has not'baiﬁvﬁiov n
| What 18 needed on this matter is a pa&iintg t#ﬁi@i@iqu;hfxz
genealogist - somebody free from predileotions, who dounotnt
out to prove anything but takes all that has been th‘dafﬁiiﬁ;thhi:
voluminous and oontradictory traditions, the meagre « ohs,;_-.;-‘iq; mnmc,
doouments = goes carefully through the scattered nourthounl. th. |
church records, examines the headstones of grarqward-, lnoka lﬁ

family Bibles, and piecee together what he unaarthn,ln a purqu

scientific fashion. The matter cannot be settled at thiu dsto hm@
affirmation, even as convinced and as interesting as tha& ot M.
Barton in this real contribution which he has made to the Life bf'ﬁ

Abraham Lincoln. ' .




