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German Immigrants, the Revolution 01848,
and the Politics ofLiberalism in Antebellum Richmond

In 1857, the German community in Richmond organized a festival in honor
of Major General Friedrich Wilhelm von Steuben, a German hero of the Ameri-
can Revolution. The festival should have served a dual purpose for the German
community in Richmond: in a time when many native-born Americans in the
United States, associated with the nativist American Party, doubted the loyalty
and reliability of the foreign newcomers, Richmond Germans sought to link
the heritage of their country to the American Revolution.* In addition the orga-
nizers used the festival to strengthen the links of the city’s German community
with the traditions ofJacksonian Democracy.

The keynote speaker for the first von Steuben festival was Oswald Heinrich,
a refugee from the 1848 uprisings in Germany. In his speech he extolled both
patriotism and industry of the German element in the city. He admonished his
American listeners that “the industry of the Germans . .. transformed the dis-
tricts of our new fatherland into blooming fields. And do not the Germans
gather around the floating banners of that party, which makes the principles of
the founders of the republic our own, and protects freedom and equality against
attacks and monopolies?”On the surface, it should not come as a surprise that
a refugee of a revolution fought for, among other things, individual liberties,
should throw his lot in with the Democratic Party in the United States. How-
ever, since the Democratic Party not only claimed the heritage ofJacksonian
Democracy but also provided the major platform for the defense of slavery and
Southern nationalism at the time, the faa that Heinrich was a Forty-Eighter
merits more attention. Aswe will see, Heinrich’s career is not entirely untypical
for many German Richmonders who dabbled in radical politics in Germany
and subsequently found a new political home in the Jacksonian wing of the
Democratic Party
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Traditionally historians explain the alliance between antebellum German
immigrants and the Democratic Party with the latter’s active opposition to the
nativism of the Whig and later American Party. This, however, was not the case
in Richmond. Both parties had openly supported and encouraged immigration,
and consequently, nativism played only a minor role in the city’s politics.* For
example, mayorJoseph P. Mayo, a Know Nothing of Irish lineage, campaigned
before Irish immigrants for reelection in 1855 by castigating the Know-Noth-
ings. In the same way Irishmen elected Thomas Wynne, who ran on the Know-
Nothing ticket, as superintendent of the gasworks in the .same year.” Clearly, in
the case of Richmond an alternative explanatory framework needs to be found
to explain the alliance between the city’s Democrats and its German immigrant
allies.

This essay will argue that the positions and respect these Germans gained
and enjoyed in Richmond’s social and civic life suggest a higher level of toler-
ance towards political liberals exhibited by Southern authorities during the sec-
tional crisis than previously assumed. The existence, however brief, of a radical
democratic political organization in the city and the enduring presence of the
socialist Tumverein throughout the antebellum and Civil War period indicates
that a Southern political culture, which became more and more autocratic in
terms of its defense of slavery, could provide a hospitable climate for liberals
and democrats as long as the latter refrained from questioning the legitimacy of
the peculiar institution.*

Indeed, it seemed that the political establishment in Richmond had come to
terms with German immigrants steeped in the liberal tradition of the revolu-
tionary events of 1848. Vice versa, German immigrants must have found (or
forced themselves to find) a referential framework in the republican ideology of
the antebellum. Southern wing of the Democratic Party which made the insti-
tution of slavery less offensive to or even compatible with their own liberal
tradition.’

Throughout the antebellum period, Richmond Democrats appealed to as-
pects of republicanism that would not challenge the legitimacy of the institu-
tion of slavery, and yet correspond to and promise amelioration of the Ger-
mans’ experience of tyrannical subjugation in their homeland. The Democrats’
anti-tariff policies and their firm opposition to financial monopolies reverber-
ated among Germans who had emigrated before 1848, and whose countrymen
struggled for tariff-free zones and a more liberal economy at home. Having their
own quest for an independent and unified Germany in mind, many German
immigrants could identify with the rising sentiments of Southern nationalism
that stressed such rights as national sovereignty and self-determination.®

The political philosophy of the Democratic Party in Richmond intersected
with those other Forty-Eighters who also considered themselves “liberals” and
“radicals,” but who tried to erect a p>olitical system “between the anachronisms
of autocracy and the horrors of revolution.” They aspired to political participa-
tion through which they could “exercise a salutary restraint on the ruler with-
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out becoming subservient to the lower classes.” These liberals did not want to
substitute the tyranny of princes with what they considered an unchecked tyr-
anny of the masses, a political outlook eminendy compatible with the ideology
of Southern Democrats.

Germans who would constitute the core of Richmond’s antebellum Ger-
man community came to the city in the late 1830s and complemented a small
number of German merchants associated with one of the large tobacco whole-
sale houses in northern Germany.'® In 1835, the James River and Kanawha Ca-
nal Company contracted for German and Irish workers to work on a canal
project to connect theJames with the Ohio River, a project that never came to
full fruition. The work conditions on the canal were so hazardous, however,
that most imported laborers departed the project soon after it started. After a
strike for higher wages and a devastating death toll among mostly Irish hands,
the majority of Germans among the canal work force panicked and left the
canal site, many of them seeking their fortune in Richmond."

Over the next twenty-five years German immigrants created a cohesive eth-
nic community. Richmond remained a popular location to setde down for Ger-
man immigrants as the German-bom population in the city rose proportionally
faster than the native white population. By 1860 almost 25 percent of the white
population in Richmond was foreign bom, half of them German.'~

Veterans of canal construction were instmmental in creating the first reli-
gious and relieforganizations for Germans in Richmond. Johann Lange founded
the Deutsche Krankengesellschaft (German Scxaety for the Relief of the Sick) in
1841, a relief scxriety which disbursed more than $23,000 in benefits between
1841 and 1891 to its members. Canal workers were also instrumental in organiz-
ing the first German Lutheran church in 1843. A second Lutheran church, a
Jewish Synagogue and a Catholic church soon followed."*

Germans did everything to create their own ethnic enclave in the city. By
1853, the German neighborhcxxls were sprinkled with beer halls and beer gar-
dens, so much so that Samuel Mordecai, an astute observer of Richmond affairs
in the early 1850s, estimated that “the number of Saloons ... is barely exceeded
by that of clothing shops, kept also by Germans.”Johann Lange was so taken
by the business prosp>ects of opening a saloon that he tore down the walls of his
shoe shop, put up some tables and chairs, and opened his beer hall “Harmo-
nia.”"»

Beer halls and saloons also provided the infrastructure for stKial, and later,
political organizations.” The Socialer Tumverein, a gymnastics club with overtly
left wing political sympathies, and the singing society “Gesang-Verein Virginia”
found their homes in Steinlein’s Monticello Hall and August Schad’s beer hall.
Louis Rueger, August Schad, and Johann Lange, all saloon owners at the time,
were also instmmental in organizing a German militia unit, the German Rifles,
in March 1850.'® By forming an ethnic militia company for the defense of the
city, Germans showed both pride in their heritage and loyalty to the larger
Richmond community.
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Finally the successftil publication of a German language newspaper rounded
off community building by Richmond Germans. After some fmidess attempts
to publish a German-language newspaper in the city, Burghardt Hassel, a printer
and immigrant from Hesse, set up shop in Richmond and on 1June 1853, the
Richmond Anzeigerzppezxed for the first time. The Anzeigerstrongly leaned
towards the local Democratic Party, and, in alliance with the Democratic Rich-
mond Enquirer, would be instrumental in veering the German community to-
wards support of secession in 1861.'*

By the late 1840s and early 1850s, German immigrants constituted a visible
presence in Richmond’s cityscape. City chronicler Mordecai told of neighbor-
hoods where “more German names than any other appear over the doors ...
and to judge by the conversations heard in the streets, one might be at a loss to
know whether German or English is the language of the country.””®Thus, by
the time word came of the spring uprisings in Germany in 1848, Richmond
Germans were well underw'ay to build a socially stratified ethnic community
which kept a delicate balance between the preservation of their inherited cul-
ture and the building of bridges to Richmond’s social and political establish-
ment.

The events of March 1848 in France provoked an exuberant reaction among
native Germans and Democrats in Richmond. The editors of the Richmond
Enquirerzdmired the “calm, but decisive Revolution in France,” that is “des-
tined to w'ork mighty moral effects up>on the whole world .... They are a reflex
of the genial influences of our own liberal institutions.”” Thus the editors were
quick to establish a causal link between the American revolutionary heritage
and the events transpiring in Europe.

Establishing the principles of the American Revolution as a defining influ-
ence on revolutionary movements abroad is nothing new in American history.
From the American Revolution on, many Americans were “imbued with an
unqualified faith in the doctrine of progress”and assumed that “the American
example w'ould automatically and imperceptibly conquer Europe. Indeed, as
early as 1842, another Richmond publication, the Southern Literary Messenger,
foresaw a republican uprising in Europe based on the American model. The
editors asserted that the European monarchies have been undermined ‘by the
influence and example of self-government exhibited by the United States,” and
itwould be only a matter of time until these old institutions would receive the
“coming shock to crumble into min.’”®

Yet, the Democratic editors, when addressing matters concerning the revo-
lutions in Europe, shrewdly singled out the issues of free trade and individual
opportunity as the comer stones of their and the Europeans’ republican vision;
and the party that advocated free trade and by implication economic opportu-
nity was the Southern Democratic Party. Since a Democrat was in the White
House at the time, the editors of the Enquirer argaed that the revolution in
Europe might have occurred a century later “than would have been the case if
Mr. Clay had been elected over Mr. Polk.” They then went on to quote Schiller
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who once wrote that “where the ship sails, the wide world’s goods sails with
her.”Commerce and political freedom are handmaidens, ever vigilant to seeking
and administering to suffering humanity.” It also helped that the revolution in
France started on 22 February, the birthday of another revered Virginian na-
tive, George Washington.®

For Democrats, mentioning Schiller and Polk in one paragraph was not as
absurd as it might seem to us today. The opening of borders and tariff-free
exchange of goods also meant exchange of ideas, in this case republican ideas.
Thus, according to the editors of the Enquirer, Polk’s expansionist and free
trade policies served as an inspiration for European revolutionaries. At the heart
of this entrepreneurial republicanism was the unconditional protection of {per-
sonal prop>erty and freedom of movement. For Southerners, however, talk of
proteaion of {personal proprerty always served as a thinly veiled euphemism for
the protection of slavery. Therefore, Southern Democrats regarded the expan-
sion of slavery into new territories as a natural right well within the American
traditions of republicanism and Manifest Destiny.

The Europpean uprisings came on the heels of the Treaty of Guadaluppe
Hidalgo which formally ended America’s war with Mexico and resulted in the
acquisition of California and New Mexico. For President Polk as well as such
literary figures as Walt Whitman and James Fenimore Cooper, America’s war
with Mexico seemed part of a worldwide mission to epctend democratic ideals
beyond her borders, and her triumph confirmation of the superiority of demo-
cratic institutions.” Polk’s dispatch to the delegates of Germany’s first parlia-
ment in Frankfurt, and his decision, as the world’s sole government, to erriend
diplomatic recognition to the short-lived German republic, illustrates his belief
that the revolutions in Europe were part of a global process of democratiza-
tion.N*

Southerners in general, and Virginians in particular, were just as enthusias-
tic about German liberalism’s impending triumph as Northerners; and none
more so than Ambrose Dudley Mann. A native of Hanover County and a West
Point graduate, Mann was the United States agent to Bremen from 1842 to
1846, when he was given sppecial {powers by the Polk administration to negotiate
commercial treaties with all German states except Prussia. When the German
parliament assembled in Frankfurt, he became a special agent for the Polk ad-
ministration to keep a “vigilant eye ... on our interest during the formation of
this union.” While in Frankfurt, Mann tried to advise the Frankfurt assembly
on the American system of government, and, at one point, had a draft of a
{potential German constitution printed and presented to the German parliament.”

The German community in Richmond held views similar to Mann’s and
greeted news ofthe revolution with enthusiasm. To celebrate the occasion, Ger-
mans planned an international parade in honor of the events in Europe. Del-
egates of each nationality carried their national standards, and s{Peeches were
given in several languages during a mass meeting at the First African Baptist
church. Every German was exppected to procure a rosette of the national colors
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of black, red, and gold. The procession’s main themes were national German
unity and international solidarity with the revolutions in Europe. There pre-
vailed a sense among Richmond Germans that Germans now had achieved in
their homeland what Americans did seventy years earlier, namely to forge a
nation and state based on republican principles.*

Support for the revolutions in Europe was not consigned to Democrats and
Germans in Richmond alone. On 15 April, leading citizens, including the mayor,
and the publisher of the Whiggish Richmond Dispatch called a public meeting in
honor of the events of the spring of 1848. The purpose of the meeting was to
organize a mass meeting and pass resolutions of sympathy for the republicans in
France and Germany.”™ Although the committee to plan the mass meeting was
selected, nothing ever came of it. Probably by the time the mass meeting was to
take place the revolution in Europe had taken a turn with which the organizers
of the meeting could hardly have sympathized.

By July 1848, the coverage of the revolution in the Richmond press had
changed considerably. The Enquirernow reported on “serious outrages by the
peasantry, six thousand ofwhom have formed a band and commenced the work
of conflagration, pillage, and assassination.” The provisional government in
France was now ‘“tyrannical.”™ As late as 1852 the Dispatch would bemoan a
revolution entirely gone sour, blaming the failure on the “pretended Republi-
cans of France .... Neverwas a glorious cause ruined so completely, by a set of
babbling idiots and impractical scoundrels.” Real republicans would have “es-
tablished a Republican government, which should protect life and liberty.”
Richmonders felt that little was left of the “calm and decisive” revolution of
March 1848, and for them, the “refreshing breeze of liberty from the banks of
the Seine” had turned into a mobocratic stench.*

For Southerners developments in Europe were proof that mass democracy
without constitutional guarantees was fatal to any republic. Additionally, the
image of bands of peasants roaming through Europe was a reminder of a class of
people living amongst them which periodically rose in violent upheavals. Un-
doubtedly, incipient fear of slave rebellions at home induced sympathy for a
beleaguered aristocracy whose political demise many Richmonders had celebrated
only a few months earlier. The republicanism advocated by Southern Demo-
crats was one that linked the free movement of property and ideas with repub-
lican virtue, not unrestricted access to the body politic without constitutional
guarantees of protection from abuses.

Richmonders reflected this attitude in their reception and treatment of p)o-
litical refugees of different political convictions. Refugees like Oswald Heinrich
or Wilhelm Flegenheimer were warmly received in Richmond and inhabited
prominent positions in the city’ civic and social life. Heinrich, who came to
Richmond in the early 1850s after brief stints in Tennessee and the Carolinas,
was a veteran from the uprisings in his native Dresden. Once in Richmond he
mainly supported himselfas a teacher. One of the recent historians of Virginia’s
German community makes only fleeting comment that Heinrich, although a
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Forty-Eighter, did not “indulge in radical politics.” During the Civil War Heinrich
held a position in the Confederate Mining Office. In postwar Virginia he held
the position of superintendent of the lead works of Austinville and the Midlothian
Coal Mines in Chesterfield County.*

Wilhelm Flegenheimer from Leutershausen in Baden came to Richmond in
November 1851 as a twenty-year-old. Asayouth Flegenheimer rebelled against
his father, an ultra-orthodox Jew, who wanted Wilhelm to become a rabbi.
Wilhelm took up a clerkship instead and later started an apprenticeship with a
grocer. When the revolution came he served briefly under Franz Sigel and was
eventually taken prisoner by the Thirty-Eighth Prussian Regiment after the
Battle of GroSsachsen. Following an intervention by one of his old lycee teach-
ers, the Prussian army released him and he returned home. Shortly thereafter he
left Baden for the United States.*

Although he was not persecuted thereafter Flegenheimer apparently de-
cided to leave Baden for p>olitical reasons. When a friend asked him to come to
France with him to open a business of their own he rejected the offer. Accord-
ing to his autobiographical reflections, he was “bent on the idea of going to a
free country, which accorded with my notions of democracy and government
by the people instead of monarchs.” Once in Richmond, he traveled through-
out the South, making a living teaching penmanship and writing cards before
returning to Richmond in 1859. In 1861 he was hired to transcribe Virginia’s
Ordinance of Secession. The admirable performance of the task brought him
accolades from Richmond’s secessionist press and was considered proof for his
Southern patriotism.**

FlegenheimeFs career and standing in Richmond’s community stood in sharp
contrast to that of Karl Steinmetz, a fellow Badener and refugee from the revo-
lution. He came to Richmond in 1850 and founded the “Freie Gemeinde,” a
radical social democratic association advocating universal suffrage, the abolition
of the presidency, the abolition of the death penalty, and the eight-hour day.
Most threatening, however, was the organization’s support of the abolitionist
writings of Kentuckian Cassius Clay.**

The size of the organization’s membership is not entirely clear as the num-
bers cited by Richmond’s newspapers were notoriously unreliable and influ-
enced by each paper’s political agenda. In an attempt to diminish the impor-
tance ofthe group, the editors ofthe Richmond Enquirer the member-
ship to be around twenty-five. By contrast, the nativist press in Richmond, led
by the Whigand the Penny Press, in their attempt to discredit the political stand-
ing of the entire German community in Richmond, gave the impression that a
majority of Germans belonged to the association.** In any case, the Richmond
Freie Gemeinde never appealed to a majority of Germans and never played
more than a brief and marginal role in Richmond? political life. More tradi-
tional elements of the city’s German community eventually chased Steinmetz
out of town. Steinmetz moved on to Cincinnati where he died in 1852.**
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However brief and marginal the existence of the Freie Gemeinde may ap-
p>ear, there are some indications that the Gemeinde had ties to the established
German community in the city as well as to the Democratic Party. The Gemeinde
held their meetings in Steinlein’s Monticello Hall, and there is some evidence
that Simon Steinlein, the proprietor of Richmond’s Monticello Hotel, as well as
some brewers in the city were affiliated with the organization™ For a brief
period of time, the Gemeinde was also associated with the German Democratic
Association, an organization made up of German Democrats to drum up Ger-
man support for the Democratic Party before elections. Joseph Hierholzer, a
German-bom grocer and head of the Association, claimed that the abolitionist
members of the Freie Gemeinde were exp>elled from the association in 1850.*

Moreover, the socialist Richmond Tumverein, which shared at least some
of the Freie Gemeinde’s political goals, continued to be a respeaed organization
in the social fabric of Richmond’s German community. When one of the more
conservative German organizations in the city attempted to ostracize the
Tumverein because of its radical politics, the members of the Gesangverein stood
firmly behind the inclusion of the gymnastics society. The minutes taken at the
Gesangsverein meeting made clear that it was especially the older members of
the organization who showed solidarity with the Turners.* This suggests that
there existed a lingering sympathy within both the German community and the
Democratic Party for the ideals of 1848, even if it stopped short of embracing
the most radical demands of that generation.

In its basic tenets. Southern DemocTats shared the classic liberalism of many
radicals of 1848. The men of the extreme left in and outside of Frankfurt’s
Paulskirche considered themselves to be classical liberal individualists. Men like
Julius Froebel or Gustav Struve assumed that the individual possessed inherent
natural rights which the state was obliged to protect and guarantee. This re-
quired a state with limited powers. The institution of federalism, the separation
of prawers as well as judicial review were deemed necessary instmments to se-
cure a limited government. In the long run, these men believed that universal
suffrage and a representative government were the best guarantors of liberty.*

According to these men, laws and constitutions should protect individuals,
political minorities, and above all, private property. In addition, members of
the left adhered to a theory of hi.story which made progress contingent on the
free movement of people. Above all, however, the political thought of these
men was permeated with the theme of individual rights and their protection."*’

Intellectually these men were far from the politics and methods of the
Jacobins. Their idea of egalitarianism was not that of Robespierre but of the
early days of the French Revolution. As Heinrich Ahrens elaborated in St. Paul’s
Church,

we are dealing here only with civic equality, not with that
crude, materialistic, communistic, equality which seeks to do
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away with all natural differences in intellectual and

physical endowment and to neutralize their consequences in
employment and in the acquisition of wealth. Civic equality is
founded on rights and justice__Hence the proposition that
all men are equal before the law does not imply that a consis-
tently uniform system of legislation levelling all differences
ought to be introduced. It means rather that to all persons and
things established in the same position the same laws must
apply.™

Thus, itwas unthinkable for these radicals to endorse peasants striving to redis-
tribute land from extortionary land owners or artisans who called for the aboli-
tion of the budding factory system.”” Aconstitutionalism extolling the progres-
sive virtues of a free economy and the sanctity of private property seemed in-
compatible with redistributionist efforts of peasants or the medieval corporate
ideals of the artisan class.*"

Richmonders who observed the constitutional debates in Europe would
have detected similarities in the political controversy revolving around consti-
tutional reform in Virginia and the extension of slavery to new territories and
states. Proponents of Southern states’rights and later secessionists, suspicious of
Northern intentions in regard to the peculiar institution, made every effort to
debate the question of slavery’s extension within a constitutional framework,
stressing freedom of movement and goods and the protection of private prop-
erty. Both South Carolina’s ordinance of secession and Jefferson Davis’s inaugu-
ral address try to make a Southern audience believe that Southern thinking was
steeped in the western tradition of a liberal republicanism, a republicanLsm cham-
pioned the last time in open rebellion in 1776 and 1848. Both documents skill-
fully play down the importance of slavery in their reasoning to sever the ties of
union.™’

There is, of course, good reason to hide the issue of slavery behind a mask
of constitutional debate on limited government, private property, and free trade.
Southern Democrats needed to shore up support for their cause among white
non-slaveholders, artisans and yeomen farmers. To that extent a constitutional
convention held in Richmond in 1851 introduced universal white male suffrage
in Virginia, thus giving all white men a stake in the political fortunes of the
Commonwealth."*

How, then, should one evaluate the political passivism of a silent majority
of refugees, a number of whom, like Flegenheimer and Heinrich, chose to settle
in the slave South? The examination of both German radical and Southern states’
rights politics suggests that Forty-Eighters in Richmond saw no need for politi-
cal action since they regarded the republican vision for which they fought in
Germany already a reality in the United States. In addition, there is strong evi-
dence that many Germans in Richmond came to share the racial perceptions
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and values of native bom Richmonders.”” Moreover Southern racial preroga-
tives were not always at odds with those of German revolutionaries. Indeed, in
revolutionary circles racism, nationalism, and political liberalism sometimes went
hand in hand.™* One may only think of Julius Froebel’s definition of the
“Kulturfdhigkeif* of different races or WilhelmJordan’s exhortation in Frank-
furt on the superior qualities of the German race compared to its Slavic neigh-
bors.'® Thus, having mostly internalized Southern racial prerogatives, and being
depiendent on the institution of slavery in their day-to-day dealings, Forty-Fighters
and other Germans in Richmond saw no need to oppose a regime that granted
them all the republican rights they had fought for in their homeland.

As the comparison of republican visions of 1848 with Southern states’ rights
doctrines has indicated, Richmond’s Germans could side with the South during
the sectional debates ofthe 1850s because they tended to view the South’s struggle
against Northern domination as a constitutional struggle against abusive and
arbitrary federal legislation. Forty-Fighters who would volunteer for the Union
army made no sense to patriotic Southerners of German birth. Lange remarked
with bitterness during the war that “Germans who had fought at home for their
freedom in 1848 helped here to suppress our freedom and our states’ rights.”™

In this context, Hermann Schuricht, the editor of the Virginnische Zeitung,
could justify the pro-Southem attitude of Richmond’s Germans post-factum by
arguing that “they [the Germans] never embraced the Southern cause in order
to protect the interests of slave holders, but they were ready to defend the po-
litical and commercial independence of the States.”” In similar spirit, the New
YorkerStaats-Zeitung reprinted letters by Germans living in the South, admon-
ishing fanaticism in the North, and pointing out that even Southerners of Ger-
man birth “who disapproved of slavery would fight to defend states’ rights and
the guarantees of the constitution.””

This is not to say that an overwhelming number of Germans, both Forty-
Fighters and older immigrants, did not fight valiantly for the principles of the
Union during the Civil War. In addition, the alliance of Richmond Germans
with the Confederate cause was short lived. While two German companies en-
tered the fray for the South they only served the first year of the war. And, as
the economy in the city worsened, and civil liberties increasingly became victim
of an ever more authoritarian Confederate government, many Germans decided
to leave Richmond for the North, or to simply sit out the war and wait for
better times.”

Yet, the evidence presented here .sugge.sts that the ideology that divided the
nation along sectional lines also ran through the German communities across
the 5>outhem states. While a considerable number of Richmond Germans were
and remained loyal to the Union during the Civil War, many of them, and not
only in Richmond, voluntarily joined Confederate army units. While Richmond
supplied two all-German companies to the Southern cause, entire Texas and
Louisiana battalions were made up of German immigrants.”
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Additionally, the defense of slavery seemed not necessarily incompatible
with liberal republican politics in the mid-nineteenth century. Indeed, Ambrose
Dudley Mann, champion of German revolutionaries and, later, unreconstmcted
secessionist, preferred to live out his days in European exile rather than to come
back to a defeated postwar Virginia under Reconstruction.”
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