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PREFACE 


THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN THIS BOOK and a miscellany is the difference between knowledge and trivia. The appeal of a miscellany lies in its variety; but in achieving breadth, miscellanies often lack depth and fail to promote understanding. The Bedside Baccalaureate is more than a miscellany because it presents detailed, focused overviews of subjects with which any well-educated person would want to be familiar.


The goal of The Bedside Baccalaureate is not the simple accumulation of facts (some of which you may already know), but the placement of those facts within a framework of knowledge. The twenty courses that make up the book have been created by experts in their respective fields with the intention of making the subjects accessible to nonexpert readers. The interplay among these subjects is intended not merely to inform (and entertain!) but also to encourage the cross-pollination of ideas and to broaden the mind.


No doubt there will be occasions when you have questions that the text, given its brevity, doesn’t answer. For this reason, the contributors have provided suggestions for further reading (beginning on further reading), which you can consult. That you’ll want to read more should be expected, because learning is contagious; and once you get started, it can be difficult to stop.














HOW TO USE THIS BOOK 


The twenty courses are grouped, five at a time, into four sections, or “syllabi.” These sections are easily viewed in the table of contents that follows.


Each course consists of eighteen single-page lectures that maximize clarity without comprising the integrity of the ideas. The lectures are rotated, rather than clumped together, to add some variety to the reading experience and also to mimic the heady mix of subjects that one encounters in the world of the intellect.


You’ll find the lectures for each course on every fifth page, and roman numerals next to the lecture titles keep track of the sequence for you. In the table of contents you will find a link to each lecture, if you prefer to skip around.
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SYLLABUS 
 I 




American History 


General Grant’s Civil War 


DAVID RUBEL
 An overview of the American Civil War from the point of view of Ulysses S. Grant, describing the major battles in which Grant fought as well as the North’s command structure and military strategy.


I. THE UNION ARMY IN 1861 


II. THE UNION COMMAND STRUCTURE 


III. GRANT IN 1861 


IV. GRANT IN COMMAND 


V. GRANT IN THE WEST 


VI. SHILOH 


VII. THE SIEGE OF VICKSBURG 


VIII. THE MILITARY DIVISION OF THE MISSISSIPPI 


IX. MEANWHILE IN THE EAST 


X. LEE’S SUCCESS 


XI. A MAN WHO WILL FIGHT 


XII. THREE STARS 


XIII. PRISONER EXCHANGES 


XIV. THE WILDERNESS CAMPAIGN 


XV. COLD HARBOR 


XVI. THE PSYCHOLOGICAL BURDEN 


XVII. THE SIEGE OF PETERSBURG 


XVIII. APPOMATTOX 




Economics 


Globalization 


CAN ERBIL
 Examines the major social and economic issues raised by the ever-closer integration of countries around the world, including international trade agreements, winners and losers, and the so-called race to the bottom.


I. DEFINING GLOBALIZATION 


II. WHEN DID GLOBALIZATION BEGIN?


III. THE BARRIERS TO INTERNATIONAL TRADE 


IV. MEASURING GLOBALIZATION 


V. THE BENEFITS OF TRADE 


VI. THE FLOW OF GOODS AND SERVICE 


VII. THE FLOW OF CAPITAL 


VIII. THE FLOW OF PEOPLE 


IX. OUTSOURCING 


X. WINNERS AND LOSERS 


XI. THE WORLD TRADE ORGANIZATION 


XII. THE WORLD BANK AND THE IMF 


XIII. THE WASHINGTON CONSENSUS 


XIV. ENVIRONMENTAL CHALLENGES 


XV. CHILD LABOR 


XVI. CORRUPTION 


XVII. THE RACE TO THE BOTTOM 


XVIII. CURSE OR CURE?




Art History 


The Hudson River School 


KIRSTEN JENSEN
 An analysis of the aesthetic, artistic, and cultural commonalities that defined the Hudson River School, the first truly native school of American art.


I. PRECURSORS 


II. EUROPEAN ROOTS 


III. THOMAS COLE 


IV. THE COURSE OF EMPIRE 


V. KINDRED SPIRITS 


VI. ASHER B. DURAND 


VII. COMMONALITIES 


VIII. NATURE VS. PROGRESS 


IX. FREDERIC CHURCH 


X. THE HEART OF THE ANDES 


XI. ALBERT BIERSTADT 


XII. LUMINISM 


XIII. KENSETT AND GIFFORD 


XIV. FITZ HENRY LANE AND MARTIN JOHNSON HEADE 


XV. THOMAS MORAN 


XVI. NEW INFLUENCES FROM EUROPE 


XVII. GEORGE INNESS 


XVIII. THE HUDSON RIVER SCHOOL LEGACY 




Physical Sciences 


The Astronomical Universe 


SUSAN DIFRANZO 
 An introduction to the science of astronomy. In addition to our solar system and stellar life cycles, topics discussed include black holes, neutron stars, quasars, and extraterrestrial life.


I. THE FIRST ASTRONOMERS 


II. ASTRONOMERS OF THE RENAISSANCE 


III. GALILEO AND NEWTON 


IV. OBSERVING THE UNIVERSE: LIGHT 


V. OBSERVING THE UNIVERSE: TELESCOPES 


VI. PLANETS 


VII. DWARF PLANETS, ASTEROIDS, AND COMETS 


VIII. STARS 


IX. STELLAR BIRTH 


X. STELLAR EVOLUTION 


XI. STELLAR DEATH 


XII. BLACK HOLES 


XIII. GALAXIES 


XIV. QUASARS 


XV. COSMOLOGY: THE BEGINNING 


XVI. COSMOLOGY: THE END 


XVII. LIFE IN THE UNIVERSE 


XVIII. THE FUTURE OF ASTRONOMY 




Classics 


Myths of Ancient Greece and Rome 


DANIEL GREMMLER
 This survey of the mythology created by the ancient Greeks and later adopted by the ancient Romans answers the question What is myth?, pointing out that the Greeks considered their myths neither true nor false while the Romans viewed myth more as literature.


I. SOME GREEK AND ROMAN HISTORY 


II. WHAT IS MYTH?


III. THE MUSES 


IV. THE FORMATION OF THE WORLD 


V. THE TITANS 


VI. THE THREE WIVES OF ZEUS 


VII. ZEUS’S PROGENY 


VIII. THE FIVE AGES OF MANKIND 


IX. PANDORA 


X. THE HOUSE OF TANTALUS 


XI. THE RAPE OF PERSEPHONE 


XII. THE SANCTUARIES OF APOLLO 


XIII. HERMES BECOMES THE HERALD OF ZEUS 


XIV. APHRODITE LEARNS A LESSON IN LOVE 


XV. DIONYSUS GROWS UP OUTSIDE CIVILIZATION 


XVI. THE LABORS OF HERAKLES 


XVII. ROMAN MYTHOLOGY 


XVIII. ROMULUS AND REMUS 
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SYLLABUS 
 II 




English and Comparative Literature 


Emerson and Transcendentalism 


DELANO GREENIDGE-COPPRUE 
 Among the most important intellectual movements in American history, transcendentalism was personified by Ralph Waldo Emerson. Here we follow Emerson on his 1832 trip to Europe, when he began combining his reformist Christian views with British romanticism and German idealism—resulting in a way of thinking that shaped America’s image of itself for generations.


I. AMERICAN UNITARIANISM 


II. BRITISH ROMANTICISM 


III. GERMAN IDEALISM 


IV. NATURE 


V. CERTAIN LIKEMINDED PERSONS 


VI. THE AMERICAN SCHOLAR 


VII. THE DIVINITY SCHOOL ADDRESS 


VIII. THE DIAL 


IX. BROOK FARM 


X. SELF-RELIANCE 


XI. THE POET 


XII. THE EMERSONIAN POET: WALT WHITMAN 


XIII. THE EMERSONIAN POET: EMILY DICKINSON 


XIV. THE DISCIPLE: HENRY DAVID THOREAU 


XV. WALDEN 


XVI. EMERSON AND SLAVERY 


XVII. SUN AND SHADOW: EMERSON AND MELVILLE 


XVIII. THE TRANSCENDENTALIST LEGACY 




Environmental Science 


The History of the Earth 


BILL DANIELSON
 From the formation of the planet out of supernova debris to the emergence of humanity 4.5 billion years later, this course covers the long run of geological time. Emphasis is placed on the linkages between geological occurrences and the impacts they have had on Earth’s biology.


I. BEFORE EARTH 


II. THE DATING GAME 


III. EARTH IS BORN 


IV. THE IRON CATASTROPHE 


V.  EARTH’S MAGNETIC SHIELD 


VI. THE BIG SPLASH 


VII. THE SEASONS 


VIII. PLATE TECTONICS 


IX. THE OCEANS 


X. THE FIRST LIFE 


XI. CHEMOSYNTHESIS AND PHOTOSYNTHESIS 


XII. THE OXYGEN CATASTROPHE 


XIII. ICE AGES 


XIV. THE CAMBRIAN EXPLOSION 


XV. MASS EXTINCTION 


XVI. THE FOSSIL RECORD 


XVII. RADIOCARBON DATING 


XVIII. HUMAN TIME AND GEOLOGICAL TIME 




World History 


Revolutionary France 


NIRA KAPLAN
 Follow the French Revolution from its roots in the ancien régime and the Enlightenment through the Napoleonic period, and learn how the Revolution introduced, in the name of human freedom, some of the worst forms of human oppression.


I. THE PARADOX OF THE FRENCH REVOLUTION 


II. THE ANCIEN RÉGIME 


III. THE LIMITS OF PATRONAGE 


IV. THE IMPACT OF THE ENLIGHTENMENT 


V. THE REVOLUTION BEGINS 


VI. THE DECLARATION OF RIGHTS 


VII. THE CONSTITUTION OF 1791 


VIII. THE WAR WITH AUSTRIA AND PRUSSIA 


IX. REGICIDE AND RADICALIZATION 


X. THE TERROR 


XI. THE SANSCULOTTES 


XII. WOMEN AND THE REVOLUTION 


XIII. SLAVERY AND THE REVOLUTION 


XIV. RELIGION AND THE REVOLUTION 


XV. THE DIRECTORY 


XVI. THE NAPOLEONIC ERA 


XVII. THE SPREAD OF REVOLUTIONARY VALUES 


XVIII. THE LEGACY OF THE FRENCH REVOLUTION 




Math and Engineering 


The Search for Alternative Energies 


MARK HOFF
 This course focuses on the development of alternative energy sources such as solar, wind, biomass, biofuels, geothermal, tidal energy, and fuel cells. Short and long-terms strategies for replacing fossil fuels are discussed—especially in light of the global warming phenomenon, which has made these alternative technologies relevant in a new way.


I. THE ECONOMICS OF ENERGY 


II. CONVENTIONAL ENERGY 


III. ALTERNATIVE TECHNOLOGIES 


IV. ENERGY IN THE TWENTIETH CENTURY 


V. THE OIL SHOCK 


VI. THE CRISIS PASSES 


VII. THE CHANGING CLIMATE 


VIII. THE SECOND ALTERNATIVE ENERGY BOOM 


IX. SOLAR ENERGY 


X. WIND ENERGY 


XI. BIOMASS ENERGY 


XII. BIOFUELS 


XIII. GEOTHERMAL ENERGY 


XIV. TIDAL ENERGY 


XV. FUEL CELLS 


XVI. THE LIMITS OF ALTERNATIVE ENERGY 


XVII. SHORT-TERM STRATEGIES 


XVIII. THE GLOBAL ENERGY FUTURE 




Religion 


Schools of Buddhist Thought 


PAUL G. HACKETT
 Beginning with an historical overview of the first five hundred years of Buddhist history and continuing with the basic principles of the Buddhist worldview, the focus here is on the development of Buddhism from its origins in India as practical teachings on the relief of suffering to its current state as a worldwide religious and philosophical system.


I. BUDDHISM AND THE VEDIC WORLDVIEW 


II. THE BUDDHA 


III. THE DHARMA 


IV. THE SA[image: a3]GHA 


V. THE RELIEF OF IGNORANCE 


VI. BUDDHISM’S FIRST FIVE HUNDRED YEARS 


VII. THE SPREAD OF BUDDHISM 


VIII. THE BUDDHIST CANONS


IX. SELFLESSNESSS 


X. THE FOUR FOUNDATIONS OF MINDFULNESS 


XI. BODHISATTVAS 


XII. BUDDHIST EPISTEMOLOGY 


XIII. MIND-ONLY PHILOSOPHY 


XIV. MIDDLE WAY PHILOSOPHY 


XV. THE PATH OF RAPID PROGRESS 


XVI. BUDDHISM IN SRI LANKA AND SOUTH ASIA 


XVII. BUDDHISM IN CHINA, KOREA, AND JAPAN 


XVIII. BUDDHISM IN TIBET 
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SYLLABUS 
 III 




Math and Engineering 


Rocket Science 


CHARLES JUSTIZ
 Learn what it takes to design and build rockets, from the basic physical principles involved in rocket-propelled flight to the engineering issues involved, concluding with a discussion of advanced rocket technologies currently in development and the possibilities of interstellar spaceflight.


I. WHAT IS ROCKET SCIENCE?


II. SOME FUNDAMENTAL PHYSICAL CONCEPTS 


III. NEWTONIAN MOTION 


IV. ORBITAL MOTION 


V. WHAT IS A ROCKET?


VI. THE EARLIEST ROCKETS 


VII. THE FOUNDING FATHERS OF ROCKETRY 


VIII. SPECIFIC IMPULSE 


IX. THE IDEAL ROCKET EQUATION 


X. THE PARTS OF A ROCKET ENGINE 


XI. ROCKET STAGING 


XII. SOLID-FUELED ROCKET MOTORS 


XIII. LIQUID-FUELED ROCKET MOTORS 


XIV. EXOTIC ROCKET MOTORS 


XV. THE SPACE ENVIRONMENT 


XVI. DESIGNING FOR THE SPACE ENVIRONMENT 


XVII. INTRAGALACTIC SPACE TRAVEL 


XVIII. THE REACTIONLESS DRIVE 




Social Sciences 


The Worldview of Karl Marx 


KIRK DOMBROWSKI
 Karl Marx wrote thousands of pages of social, economic, and political analysis describing a path to social change that revolutionized the world. This course helps students understand what Marx had to say by dividing his work into four periods, loosely defined in time but strongly defined in theme.


I. THE PERIODIZATION OF MARX’S LIFE AND WORKS 


II. THE HEGELIAN DIALECTIC 


III. THE YOUNG HEGELIANS 


IV. HISTORICAL MATERIALISM 


V. FRIEDRICH ENGELS AND THE WORKING CLASS 


VI. MARX AND SOCIALISM 


VII. THE COMMUNIST MANIFESTO 


VIII. THE EVENTS OF 1848 


IX. POLITICAL ECONOMY 


X. THE LABOR THEORY OF VALUE 


XI. SURPLUS VALUE 


XII. COMMODITY FETISHISM 


XIII. MODES OF PRODUCTION 


XIV. FROM FEUDALISM TO CAPITALISM 


XV. THE FIRST INTERNATIONAL 


XVI. THE ROLE OF THE STATE 


XVII. THE CONTRADICTIONS OF CAPITALISM 


XVIII. MARX’S INFLUENCE 




Art History 


The Impressionists 


KIRSTEN JENSEN


In 1874, a group of Parisian painters, in defiance of the official Salon, organized their own exhibition. Their shared rejection of the rigid standards of the French Académie caused them to be grouped together as impressionists—so called because they painted not what the mind knows, but what the eye sees. Here we trace the roots and evolution of the impressionist movement and its key artists.


I. THE PARISIAN ART WORLD 


II. THE RISE OF LANDSCAPE PAINTING 


III. THE SEEDS OF ARTISTIC REVOLUTION 


IV. THE PAINTER OF MODERN LIFE 


V. THE SALON DES REFUSÉS 


VI. WHAT IS IMPRESSIONISM?


VII. HIGH IMPRESSIONISM 


VIII. LEISURE AND THE MODERN CITY 


IX. PIERRE-AUGUSTE RENOIR 


X. CLAUDE MONET 


XI. CAMILLE PISSARRO 


XII. ALFRED SISLEY 


XIII. BERTHE MORISOT 


XIV. EDGAR DEGAS 


XV. MARY CASSATT 


XVI. PAUL CÉZANNE 


XVII. THE CRISIS OF IMPRESSIONISM 


XVIII. POST-IMPRESSIONISM 




Social Sciences 


Human Origins 


THOMAS R. REIN
 This course surveys human evolution from the emergence of the first hominins seven million years ago to the appearance of Homo sapiens between 100,000–200,000 years ago. Descriptions of the relevant fossil, archaeological, and genetic evidence underlie a discussion of current classifications and why new fossils tend to spark controversies within the academic community.


I. WHAT MAKES US HUMAN?


II. METHODS FOR STUDYING HUMAN ORIGINS 


III. THE THEORY OF EVOLUTION 


IV. OUR CLOSEST RELATIVES 


V. THE EVOLUTIONARY TIME SCALE 


VI. THE HOMININ LINEAGE 


VII. EARLY HOMININS 


VIII. NEW DISCOVERIES 


IX. EARLY HOMO 


X. THE MUDDLE IN THE MIDDLE 


XI. WHO WERE THE NEANDERTALS?


XII. HOMO SAPIENS 


XIII. THE DEBATE OVER MODERN HUMAN ORIGINS 


XIV. THE MIGRATION OF MODERN HUMANS 


XV. TOOLS 


XVI. SYMBOLIC REPRESENTATION 


XVII. THE ORIGIN OF LANGUAGE 


XVIII. THE AGRICULTURAL REVOLUTION 




World History 


The Holocaust in Europe 


BARRY TRACHTENBERG
 During its twelve years in power, the Nazi government in Germany, acting in the name of racial purity, attempted to round up and eliminate the Jews of Europe. The Holocaust carried out by the Nazis remains the most significant effort ever made by a national entity to destroy an entire people. This course describes the situation of the Jews in prewar Europe, how the Nazis came to power, and what they did with that power once obtained.


I. DEFINING THE HOLOCAUST 


II. A BRIEF HISTORY OF ANTI-SEMITISM IN EUROPE 


III. JEWISH LIFE ON THE EVE OF DESTRUCTION 


IV. WORLD WAR I AND THE COLLAPSE OF GERMANY 


V. THE MAKING OF A MASS MURDERER 


VI. THE RISE OF THE NAZI PARTY 


VII. THE NAZI SEIZURE OF POWER 


VIII. LIFE UNWORTHY OF LIFE 


IX. WORLD WAR II 


X. THE GHETTOIZATION OF POLAND 


XI. THE EINSATZGRUPPEN 


XII. THE DEATH CAMPS 


XIII. AUSCHWITZ 


XIV. THE JEWISH REACTION 


XV. OTHER VICTIMS OF NAZISM 


XVI. ANNE FRANK 


XVII. THE WORLD REACTS 


XVIII. THE HOLOCAUST LEGACY 
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SYLLABUS 
 IV 




American History 


The Civil Rights Movement 


DAVID RUBEL 
 This course traces the roots of the modern civil rights movement all the way back to Reconstruction to show how the dramatic events of 1954–65 were merely the crescendo of a struggle long in development. Close attention is paid to not only the leadership of Martin Luther King Jr., but also to the role played by the student movement, especially in Mississippi.


I. THE MOVEMENT BEFORE BROWN 


II. THE NAACP’S LEGAL STRATEGY 


III. THE BROWN DECISION 


IV. THE MURDER OF EMMETT TILL 


V. THE MONTGOMERY BUS BOYCOTT 


VI. MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR.


VII. INTEGRATING LITTLE ROCK 


VIII. MALCOLM X AND THE NATION OF ISLAM 


IX. THE SIT-INS 


X. THE FREEDOM RIDE 


XI. THE INTEGRATION OF OLE MISS 


XII. PROJECT C 


XIII. THE MARCH ON WASHINGTON 


XIV. THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964 


XV. FREEDOM SUMMER 


XVI. THE SELMA-TO-MONTGOMERY MARCH 


XVII. BLACK POWER 


XVIII. THE DISINTEGRATION OF THE MOVEMENT 




Philosophy 


Empiricism 


TAYLOR CARMAN
 An introduction to the basic concepts of empiricism as developed by the three great British empiricists of the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries: John Locke, George Berkeley, and David Hume. These British theoreticians began with the premise that all knowledge is based on experience (rather than reason, as the rationalists believed).


I. WHAT IS EMPIRICISM?


II. ARISTOTLE, THE FIRST EMPIRICIST 


III. THE RISE OF RATIONALISM 


IV. LOCKE’S CRITIQUE OF INNATE IDEAS 


V. PRIMARY AND SECONDARY QUALITIES 


VI. LOCKE ON ESSENCE AND SUBSTANCE 


VII. BERKELEY’S CRITIQUE OF ABSTRACT IDEAS 


VIII. IMMATERIALISM 


IX. BERKELEY’S THEORY OF VISION 


X. HUME, THE NEWTON OF THE MIND 


XI. IMPRESSIONS AND IDEAS 


XII. CAUSAL NECESSITY 


XIII. HUME’S SKEPTICISM 


XIV. MORAL SENTIMENT 


XV. THE ENLIGHTENMENT 


XVI. KANT’S CRITIQUE OF REASON 


XVII. LOGICAL POSITIVISM 


XVIII. THE COGNITIVE REVOLUTION 




Physical Sciences 


Einstein and Relativity 


SUSAN DIFRANZO
 This course takes relativity, one of the most complicated concepts in physics, and explains it in terms that anyone can understand. Beginning with basic Galilean and Newtonian principles, the lectures trace the development of Einstein’s ideas. Topics include simultaneity, time dilation, length contraction, and the curvature of space–time.


I. EINSTEIN’S EARLY YEARS 


II. THE MIRACLE YEAR 


III. NEWTONIAN MECHANICS 


IV. GALILEAN RELATIVITY 


V. THE LIMITS OF GALILEAN RELATIVITY 


VI. EINSTEIN’S POSTULATES OF RELATIVITY 


VII. SIMULTANEITY 


VIII. TIME DILATION 


IX. LENGTH CONTRACTION 


X. THE IMPLICATIONS FOR SPACE AND TIME TRAVEL 


XI. THE LORENTZ TRANSFORMATIONS 


XII. MASS-ENERGY EQUIVALENCE 


XIII. THE ATOMIC BOMB 


XIV. GENERAL RELATIVITY 


XV. GRAVITATIONAL LENSING 


XVI. GRAVITATIONAL COLLAPSE 


XVII. GRAVITY WAVES 


XVIII. THE SEARCH FOR A GRAND UNIFIED THEORY 




Religion 


The Sects of Islam 


MICHAEL PREGILL
 Unlike Christian sects, which are distinguished primarily by doctrine, the main sects of Islam vary little in doctrine and practice. Instead, the Sunnis and the Shi’a are separated primarily by a political divide that reaches all the way back to 632. This course examines the differences between Sunni and Shi’ite Islam by investigating the roots of both sects in Islamic history and then considering their roles in contemporary Iran, Lebanon, and Iraq.


I. THE NATURE OF THE SUNNI–SHI’ITE SPLIT 


II. THE FOUNDING OF THE MUSLIM COMMUNITY 


III. A CRISIS OF LEADERSHIP 


IV. THE RIGHTLY GUIDED CALIPHS 


V. THE CALIPHATE OF ALI AND THE FIRST CIVIL WAR 


VI. THE BATTLE OF KARBALA 


VII. THE ABBASID REVOLUTION 


VIII. THE CONSOLIDATION OF THE SHI’A 


IX. ZAYDIS, ISMA’ILIS, AND IMAMIS 


X. THE ASCENDANCE OF THE ISMA’ILIS 


XI. THE MATURATION OF SUNNI IDENTITY 


XII. RELIGIOUS MINORITIES AND THE SUNNI MAJORITY 


XIII. SUNNIS AND SHI’ITES IN THE EARLY MODERN ERA 


XIV. SUNNI AND SHI’ITE DOCTRINE 


XV. SUNNI AND SHI’ITE PRACTICE 


XVI. SHI’ISM IN CONTEMPORARY IRAN 


XVII. THE EMERGENCE OF HEZBOLLAH 


XVIII. SUNNIS AND SHI’ITES IN CONTEMPORARY IRAQ 




English and Comparative Literature 


Masterworks of Imperial Russia 


MARK PETTUS
 This course looks at the major works of the nineteenth century— the golden age of Russian literature—by the great writers Pushkin, Gogol, Turgenev, Dostoevsky, Tolstoy, Chekhov, both as literature and as social documents expressing the deep social divisions that existed under tsarist rule.


I. THE TWO RUSSIAS 


II. THE GOLDEN AGE BEGINS 


III. THE BRONZE HORSEMAN 


IV. THE SUPERFLUOUS MAN 


V. A HERO OF OUR TIME 


VI. THE PETERSBURG TALES 


VII. DEAD SOULS 


VIII. NIHILISM 


IX. THE EMERGENCE OF DOSTOEVSKY 


X. NOTES FROM THE UNDERGROUND 


XI. CRIME AND PUNISHMENT 


XII. THE BROTHERS KARAMAZOV 


XIII. THE LEGEND OF THE GRAND INQUISITOR 


XIV. WAR AND PEACE 


XV. ANNA KARENINA 


XVI. TOLSTOY AND THE END OF LIFE 


XVII. THE CHERRY ORCHARD 


XVIII. THE EVE OF REVOLUTION 




Further Reading 


About the Contributors 
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SYLLABUS 
 I 














GENERAL GRANT’S CIVIL WAR


I. THE UNION ARMY IN 1861 


THE UNITED STATES usually prepares for its wars only after getting into them, and the Civil War was no exception. In early 1861, as Pres. James Buchanan struggled to keep the war from beginning on his watch, the US Army numbered just sixteen thousand professional soldiers, nearly all of whom (179 out of 197 companies) were stationed far away on remote outposts in the West. Commanding these men were fewer than one thousand officers, nearly a third of whom resigned to join the Confederacy once states began seceding. As a result, by the time Abraham Lincoln took office in early March, the new president faced dangerous shortages of military manpower and command expertise.


The US Army’s general in chief at the time was Winfield Scott, a septuagenarian known in the ranks as Old Fuss and Feathers. Scott had commanded the regular army since 1841. During the Mexican War of 1846–48, he and his colonel (brevet) of engineers, Robert E. Lee, had forced Veracruz to capitulate after a three-week siege and then captured Mexico City. Two decades later, however, Scott was not the same man; he suffered now from dropsy and was known to fall asleep during meetings.


[image: 9781402792175_0017_001]


A special December 1860 edition of the Charleston Mercury.


At first, Lincoln avoided any action that might provide the South with an excuse for war. On April 15, however, two days after the fall of Fort Sumter, the president issued a proclamation calling for the states to raise seventy-five thousand militia troops for ninety days’ federal service.


Lincoln asked for just ninety days because he, like most other Northerners, expected the war to be short. After all, the South had merely a third of the North’s military-age population and perhaps only a tenth of its manufacturing capacity.


By July 1861, thirty-five thousand troops had assembled in and around Washington, DC Organized into the Army of Northeastern Virginia under Brig. Gen. Irvin McDowell, this force represented the largest field command yet gathered on the North American continent. It was also quite green, however, and when McDowell, pressured by impatient politicians, took it out for its first spin around Virginia, this inexperience proved decisive. On July 21, at the first battle of Bull Run, Confederate troops guarding the important rail junction at Manassas routed the Union force—making it clear that, after all, the war would not be a short one. 


In early 1861, the United States had a tiny professional army. By July, however, Irvin McDowell was commanding the largest troop formation ever seen in North America. 














II. THE UNION COMMAND STRUCTURE 


NOT SURPRISINGLY, the Union and the Confederacy organized their armed forces in the same basic manner. The smallest tactical unit was the company, which consisted of one hundred recruits, usually from the same town or county. Ten companies formed a regiment.


Because these companies often came from neighboring towns, Civil War regiments enjoyed strong unit cohesion, which helped maintain good morale. For similar reasons, recruiters in large cities often organized regiments along ethnic lines. The Sixty-ninth New York Volunteer Infantry, for instance, consisted almost entirely of Irish immigrants. (The number of a regiment referred to the chronological order of its organization.)


Four infantry regiments made up a brigade, commanded by a brigadier general. Three or four brigades made up a division, commanded by a brigadier or a major general. Two or more divisions (typically three) made up a corps, commanded by a major general. A single corps might act in the field as a small army, but most Union armies had at least two corps.


Unlike the infantry, cavalry regiments tended to have twelve companies and were attached to divisions, corps, or armies as the tactical situation required. Artillery batteries, consisting of four to six guns, were attached to brigades, divisions, or corps. 


Some regimental officers were appointed by the governor of the state that raised the regiment; others were elected by the citizen-soldiers themselves. As a result, political influence had much to do with who received a command, and many officers thus commissioned proved highly incompetent. The same proved true on the federal level, where generals commissioned by President Lincoln nevertheless had to be confirmed by the Senate. “It seems but little better than murder to give important commands to such men as Banks, Butler, McClernand, Sigel, and Lew Wallace, yet it seems impossible to prevent it,” one West Point professional wrote.


Because so few Union officers were professional soldiers, the training given recruits was largely superficial. It consisted mainly of company and regimental drill in basic maneuvers, along with some instruction in skirmishing tactics. But there was little target practice and even less mock combat. The results were predictable, and the day after the first battle of Bull Run, Congress established military examining boards to weed out the worst of the new officers.
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The Fifth Vermont Volunteer Infantry Regiment at Camp Griffin, Virginia. 


The Union suffered from the poor leadership of “political” officers, who lacked military knowledge and thus were unfit to train inexperienced volunteers.














III. GRANT IN 1861 


AFTER HIS GRADUATION from West Point in 1843, Lt. Ulysses S. Grant served with distinction in the Mexican War, earning a commendation from Robert E. Lee. He was subsequently promoted to captain and posted to Fort Humboldt, a remote frontier outpost in northern California. In 1854, however, Grant left the army. During the next six years, he tried his hand at a number of business ventures, all of which failed. By 1860, he was forced to accept a job offer from his prosperous father: working as a clerk in a general store the family owned in Galena, Illinois.


Grant had resigned his commission under murky circumstances. Certainly, he had been unhappy at Fort Humboldt. In addition to disliking the post commander and finding the duty extremely boring, he was homesick, separated from his family and lacking the financial resources to bring his wife and children out west. As a result, he often drank heavily, and there were stories (which Grant could never shake) that the post commander had forced the resignation because of Grant’s growing alcoholism.
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Grant fighting in Mexico City during the Mexican War.


Following President Lincoln’s April 15 call for seventy-five thousand troops, Grant began organizing a company of Galena volunteers, which soon offered him the captaincy. But Grant declined, feeling that he would be humiliated if returned to military service at the same rank that he had held when he left. What Grant most wanted were a colonelcy and command of a regiment.


While a local congressman made Grant’s case to Illinois governor Richard Yates, Grant himself wrote to the adjutant general in Washington, applying for a new regular-army commission, adding that he felt “competent to command a regiment.” Although Grant never heard back from Washington, Yates soon offered him the job of mustering in new regiments around the state.


A month passed, and with no regiment of his own forthcoming, Grant began to lose hope. In fact, he was preparing to return home to Galena when the junior officers of a regiment he had mustered in, the Twenty-first Illinois, complained to Governor Yates that their colonel was an incompetent drunkard. Recalling with favor the man who had mustered them in several weeks previously, they asked Yates for Grant, and the governor complied, making the necessary appointment on June 15, 1861. Years later, Grant often took pleasure in citing the adage that the man doesn’t seek the office, the office seeks the man.


At the time the war broke out, Ulysses S. Grant was considered a failure in both his military and his civilian careers.














IV. GRANT IN COMMAND 


GRANT’S FIRST TASK as commanding officer of the Twenty-first Illinois Volunteer Infantry was to transform its 1,250 men from an armed gang into a disciplined military force. His strategy was to be quiet but firm. He began by removing the armed guards that his predecessor had stationed around the perimeter of the camp to keep the men from coming and going as they pleased. Then he issued orders for thrice-daily drills, at which every man in the regiment would have to be present. During the first few days of this new regime, truants filled the guardhouse, but quickly the men got Grant’s message: The new colonel meant business.
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Grant as a newly promoted brigadier general.


After just three weeks of drill under Grant, the regiment was sent on its first mission: to subdue a band of secessionists across the Mississippi River in northern Missouri. These irregular home guards, under the command of Col. Thomas Harris, were reportedly encamped outside the town of Florida.


Despite the extensive combat experience he had gained during the Mexican War, Grant was apprehensive. He had never served as top commander during a battle before and thus felt unsure about his capabilities. “As we approached the brow of the hill,” he wrote in his memoirs, 


my heart kept getting higher and higher until it felt to me as though it was in my throat. I would have given anything then to have been back in Illinois, but I had not the moral courage to halt and consider what to do; I kept right on. When we reached a point from which the valley below was in full view I halted. The place where Harris had been encamped a few days before was still there and the marks of a recent encampment were plainly visible, but the troops were gone. My heart resumed its place. It occurred to me at once that Harris had been as much afraid of me as I had been of him. This was a view of the question I had never taken before; but it was one I never forgot afterwards. From that event until the close of the war, I never experienced trepidation upon confronting an enemy, though I always felt more or less anxiety. I never forgot that he had as much reason to fear my forces as I had his. The lesson was valuable.


Grant was a quiet but firm commander who understood that the enemy feared him as much as he might fear the enemy.














V. GRANT IN THE WEST 


REPORTS OF GRANT’S effectiveness at maintaining discipline spread quickly, and in August 1861 he was promoted unexpectedly to brigadier general. The appointment came directly from President Lincoln, who knew nothing of Grant but had asked several Illinois congressmen for a recommendation.


Given command of southeastern Missouri, Grant made his headquarters at Cape Girardeau. At first, the assignment seemed inconsequential, but on September 3, Brig. Gen. Gideon Pillow led a Rebel force into neutral Kentucky, seizing the Mississippi River towns of Hickman and Columbus. While Kentucky governor Beriah Magoffin protested the invasion and demanded Pillow’s withdrawal, Grant entered Kentucky himself, crossing the Ohio River and occupying Paducah.
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A Currier & Ives lithograph of Grant storming Fort Donelson.


This display of initiative caught the attention of Grant’s superiors, who put him in charge of a large river expedition being planned for the spring. Its immediate purpose was to reduce two troublesome forts, Henry and Donelson, which guarded the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers, respectively. The two forts sat across from each other on a well-defended peninsula just south of the rivers’ convergence on the Kentucky-Tennessee border. Their capture would open up a path for Union troops straight into the heart of Tennessee.


Fort Henry succumbed easily on February 6, but Donelson—with a garrison of fifteen thousand men under Pillow, John B. Floyd, and Simon Bolivar Buckner— proved much more resistant. Grant had used four ironclads to overwhelm Henry, and on February 14 he sent the same gunboats against Donelson. This time, they were driven off, and the next day a Rebel counterattack punched a hole in the Union lines, opening an escape route. This hard-won window closed, however, when Grant filled the gap before the Southern commanders took advantage of it.


That night, Floyd and Pillow fled. In the morning, Buckner, hoping for some leniency from his West Point classmate, asked Grant for a truce. Grant’s reply was so unbending that it begat a famous nickname. “Sir: Yours of this date, proposing armistice and appointment of Commissioners to settle terms of capitulation, is just received. No terms except an unconditional and immediate surrender can be accepted. I propose to move immediately upon your works. Your obedient servant, U. S. Grant.” Henceforth, the general was known as “Unconditional Surrender” Grant.


Early successes in Kentucky and Tennessee earned Grant a reputation as one of the most aggressive commanders in the western theater.














VI. SHILOH 


DURING THE FEBRUARY 1862 CAMPAIGN against Forts Henry and Donelson, the Federals took nearly 3,000 casualties, but this figure was dwarfed by the 16,500 Confederates killed or captured. “Unconditional Surrender” Grant became an overnight sensation as newspaper accounts extolled his leadership. Some described how he had directed his brigade to victory not with a sword but with a cigar, so heartened Northerners began showering him with boxes of cigars. Meanwhile, he was promoted to major general, but the applause would be short-lived.


In early April, Grant and approximately forty thousand men waited for thirty-five thousand more Federals under Don Carlos Buell to join them at Pittsburg Landing, a tiny hamlet on the Tennessee River just north of the Mississippi-Tennessee border. Maj. Gen. Henry W. Halleck, commander of all Union forces west of the Appalachians, had devised a plan that called for Halleck himself to lead this combined force against Corinth, a crucial Rebel road and rail hub in northeastern Mississippi.
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Grant leads a charge at Shiloh.


Grant knew that, at some point, Confederate generals Albert Sidney Johnston and P. G. T. Beauregard would have to make a stand against this invasion force, but he discounted the notion that Johnston and Beauregard would attack before Buell’s men arrived. Thus he took few precautions and so was completely surprised when forty-four thousand Confederates indeed attacked on Sunday morning, April 6. The two-day battle of Shiloh (named for the church around which most of Grant’s men were encamped) turned out to be the war’s bloodiest fighting yet. Eventually, the Union commander rallied his troops and fought the Confederates to a standstill, but Grant’s strategic victory was lost in the horror of the grisly aftermath.


Because Shiloh was the first of the large-scale battles that would soon become commonplace, few were prepared for the accumulation of death. The vast number of casualties—more than twenty thousand, rivaling the war’s total number to date— shocked the Northern public. A scapegoat was needed, and Grant was the obvious choice. Washington politicians condemned him for his lack of preparedness, and Grant’s enemies within the army, aware of his alcoholic past, spread rumors that he had been surprised at Shiloh because he had been drunk. Groundless though these rumors were, the bad publicity prompted Halleck to relieve Grant of his battlefield command and put him on the shelf for a time.


The Confederate attack at Shiloh, which took Grant by surprise, resulted in the Civil War’s bloodiest battle yet.














VII. THE SIEGE OF VICKSBURG 


AFTER SHILOH, several months passed before Grant was given another command. During that time, he meditated on the battle and concluded that even a sharp blow to the South wouldn’t collapse the resilient Confederacy. “I gave up the idea of saving the Union except by complete conquest,” he wrote later.


At the war’s outset, the North’s military planners had identified three primary goals: the destruction of the Southern economy, against which a naval blockade had been deployed; the capture of Richmond; and the seizure of the Mississippi River, which would cut off Louisiana, Texas, and Arkansas from the rest of the Confederacy. During the fall of 1862, the first two goals still seemed distant, but not so the third. The chief remaining obstacle was Vicksburg, which sat high on a bluff above the river’s eastern bank.


In October 1862, Grant took command of the Army of the Tennessee and three months later moved his forty-five thousand men to Young’s Point, a location twenty miles above Vicksburg on the opposite bank. There, he rendezvoused with a corps of thirty-two thousand men under Maj. Gen. William Tecumseh Sherman. For the next ten weeks, Grant struggled to find a way across the river that wouldn’t expose his men to Vicksburg’s powerful guns. He tried digging a canal and navigating the jungle-like Yazoo River delta, but both attempts failed, the latter ending with the nervous breakdown of the naval commander involved.


Finally, with newspapers accusing him of sloth and stupidity, Grant developed a risky new plan: He would march downriver, cross below Vicksburg, and approach the city from the south. The risks were that, in order to ferry the troops, the Union flotilla would first have to run the Vicksburg guns, and, once Grant’s troops crossed the river, they’d be cut off from their supply lines.


The main crossing took place on April 30, and three weeks of hard fighting later Grant reached the outskirts of Vicksburg, The first direct assault took place on May 19, followed by another on May 22. When the Rebel lines held, Grant dug in for a siege. Over the next forty-seven days, the steady barrage of Union artillery forced Vicksburg’s residents to abandon their homes and occupy temporary shelters newly dug into the hillside. Some of these “caves” held two hundred people, but they were hardly adequate, and on July 4, 1863, the starving, disheartened populace finally capitulated.
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Union troops raise the US flag outside the Vicksburg courthouse on July 4, 1863.


Many historians cite Grant’s capture of Vicksburg as the military turning point of the war, rather than the concurrent Union victory at Gettysburg.














VIII. THE MILITARY DIVISION OF THE MISSISSIPPI 


AFTER THE FALL OF VICKSBURG, the North pressed its advantage in the western theater, organizing an offensive in central Tennessee. Maj. Gen. William S. Rosecrans’s Army of the Cumberland led the push, opposed by Gen. Braxton Bragg’s Army of Tennessee. (Northern armies were typically named for rivers; Southern armies, for states.)


Bragg, whose primary mission was to protect the Rebel rail hub at Chattanooga, spent most of August 1863 pleading with Confederate president Jefferson Davis for more troops. Yet only those belonging to the Union general Rosecrans came, albeit slowly. When Rosecrans’s army finally neared Chattanooga in early September, Bragg abandoned the city, which Rosecrans occupied on September 9. That same day, Davis finally decided to send help, detaching Lt. Gen. James Longstreet’s corps from Gen. Robert E. Lee’s Army of Northern Virginia and speeding it west.
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The flag of the Thirty-eighth Alabama Infantry, which fought at Chickamauga.


Meanwhile, Rosecrans sent one of his own corps under Maj. Gen. George H. Thomas to probe for Bragg’s army south of Chattanooga. On September 19, Thomas encountered the dismounted cavalry of Maj. Gen. Nathan Bedford Forrest along a stretch of Chickamauga Creek. Unaware that Longstreet’s corps had just arrived, Thomas decided to attack.


In the Cherokee language, chickamauga means “river of death,” and the two-day battle of Chickamauga turned out to be one of the war’s deadliest, with casualties totaling thirty-five thousand. In the end, the Confederates routed the Federals, but Bragg’s reluctance to press his advantage permitted the Federals to withdraw and regroup behind Chattanooga’s fortifications. Bragg then laid siege to the city, establishing strong lines atop Lookout Mountain and along Missionary Ridge.


On October 16, President Lincoln chose Grant to command the new Military Division of the Mississippi, which included the Armies of the Cumberland, the Ohio, and the Tennessee. The next day, Grant put Thomas in charge of the Army of the Cumberland and made arrangements to travel to Chattanooga himself.


Grant arrived on October 23 and, within a week, opened up a badly needed supply line. Meanwhile, he ordered Sherman (now commanding the Army of the Tennessee) to join him. With the might of two armies behind him, Grant attacked on November 23, the key assault coming two days later along Missionary Ridge. Weakened by the November 4 transfer of Longstreet’s corps to Tennessee, Bragg couldn’t hold out. Instead, he gave up the siege and retreated into Georgia.


With the Army of the Cumberland trapped in Chattanooga, Lincoln put Grant in charge of the new Military Division of the Mississippi.














IX. MEANWHILE IN THE EAST 


LESS THAN A WEEK after the July 1861 disaster at Bull Run, President Lincoln made the first of several command changes that would mark his early conduct of the war. He fired Brig. Gen. Irvin McDowell and replaced him with George B. McClellan. Promoted to major general just two months earlier, the thirty-four-year-old McClellan had already made a name for himself as an administrator, and he eagerly set to work equipping and training the new Army of the Potomac (formed out of what had been the Army of Northeastern Virginia).
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Maj. Gen. George B. McClellan 


While this organizational work continued, McClellan developed an elaborate plan for the capture of Richmond. It called for the transfer of ninety thousand troops by ship to Fortress Monroe, a Union toehold on the Virginia peninsula formed by the York and James Rivers. From there, the Army of the Potomac was to march up the James to Richmond. On March 17, 1862, McClellan began loading his troops onto transports. Meanwhile, anticipating the Union offensive, Gen. Joseph E. Johnston began withdrawing Confederate forces from Manassas and transferring them to Richmond.


McClellan’s Peninsular Campaign made some overall sense, but it neglected to take into account the marshy conditions, exacerbated by spring rains, that made travel on the peninsula time-consuming and difficult. In addition, as a field commander, McClellan left much to be desired. Despite an enormous advantage in numbers, he advanced so cautiously that it seemed he believed his army was the weaker force. On April 9, an already frustrated Lincoln urged the general to attack, but McClellan merely plodded along, taking two more months to move his leading forces within six miles of Richmond. As a result, it wasn’t until the end of May that the Union and Confederate armies became fully engaged.


During the first major battle, fought on May 31 at Seven Pines (also known as Fair Oaks), Johnston was severely wounded, necessitating his replacement as the top Confederate field commander in Virginia. To fill this crucial vacancy, Jefferson Davis chose Robert E. Lee.


On June 25, Lee launched what became known as the Seven Days’ Campaign. He pushed this offensive hard because, having already committed sixty thousand troops to the attack, he couldn’t allow McClellan the opportunity to mount a counterattack against Richmond’s dangerously depleted defenses. Nevertheless, such an opportunity did present itself, but McClellan quailed and instead ordered a general retreat down the peninsula. It would be another two years before a Union army again came so close to Richmond.


While Bull Run showed the Union that winning the war wouldn’t be easy, the Seven Days’ Campaign brought into question whether the Union would win at all.














X. LEE’S SUCCESS 


AFTER RECUPERATING for six weeks under the protection of the Union navy’s powerful guns, the Army of the Potomac (now reinforced to 120,000 men) evacuated the peninsula to join forces with Maj. Gen. John Pope’s 63,000-man Army of Virginia near Alexandria. Lee, meanwhile, had begun planning an invasion of the North that he and Jefferson Davis hoped would force the Union into peace talks. Such an invasion could not succeed, however, if the Army of the Potomac was permitted to reinforce Pope.
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Gen. Robert E. Lee 


Lee’s accelerated plan called for Maj. Gen. Thomas J. “Stonewall” Jackson to lead the left wing of the Army of Northern Virginia around Pope’s camp on the Rappahannock River for an August 26, 1862, strike on the Orange & Alexandria Railroad, Pope’s main supply line. Next, on August 27, Jackson would attack the huge Union supply depot at Manassas Junction.


Both operations went according to plan, and, just as Lee had anticipated, these jabs flushed out Pope, who attacked Jackson without realizing that Lee had quietly sent his army’s right wing (under Longstreet) to attack Pope’s flank. Longstreet’s surprise appearance on August 30 sparked yet another Federal flight across Bull Run. This time, however, the Confederates kept marching north, crossing into Maryland on September 4.


On September 9, Lee issued orders sending two-thirds of his army (under Jackson) to capture Harpers Ferry. Although dividing one’s forces is always risky, Lee judged that, because of McClellan’s proven reluctance to attack, the risk was acceptable. Likely this would have been the case had not Union soldiers discovered by chance a mislaid copy of Lee’s orders. “Now I know what to do!” McClellan reportedly exclaimed, and though he continued to move slowly, he proceeded much faster than he would have otherwise (and much faster than Lee had expected).


On September 15, after capturing Harpers Ferry, Jackson headed back to Lee’s position near Sharpsburg. Had McClellan struck while Jackson was still on the move, Lee’s army might have been divided and destroyed. Instead, McClellan waited until September 17 to send his Federals against the Rebels deployed along Antietam Creek. This delay made all the difference. The fighting that followed was fierce, and more than six thousand soldiers died; but Lee’s army survived, and when McClellan failed to renew his attack the next day, Lee limped back into Virginia.


As a military commander, Robert E. Lee was known for his ability to judge an opponent’s qualities and his willingness to take risks.














XI. A MAN WHO WILL FIGHT 


ON OCTOBER 25, 1862, five weeks after Antietam, Major General McClellan sent President Lincoln a request for more horses. The president replied with this acid note: “I have just read your despatch about sore-tongued and fatigued horses. Will you pardon me for asking what the horses of your army have done since the battle of Antietam that fatigue anything?” Two weeks later, Lincoln relieved McClellan of command, replacing him with Maj. Gen. Ambrose Burnside.
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Lincoln meets with McClellan at Antietam after the battle.


Although a competent general, Burnside was far from ambitious, and it was only with reluctance that he accepted leadership of the Army of the Potomac. His plan was to cross the Rappahannock River at Fredericksburg with 120,000 men and continue south to Richmond. But when Burnside reached Fredericksburg on December 12, he found Lee and 78,000 Confederates waiting for him. The ensuing battle produced a resounding Rebel victory, and a month later Lincoln relieved Burnside of command.


The president next turned to one of Burnside’s division commanders, Maj. Gen. Joseph Hooker. In April 1863, “Fighting Joe” Hooker led the Army of the Potomac again across the Rappahannock, but this time well above and below Lee’s position in Fredericksburg. Hooker’s plan was to outflank Lee, but he wasn’t quick enough. After learning of the threat on April 30 (two days after Union troops began crossing the river), Lee sent forty-five thousand men to block Hooker’s exit from a densely wooded area west of Fredericksburg known as the Wilderness. Four days later, a bloodied Hooker began pulling back across the Rappahannock, and Lincoln began looking for another general. Unfortunately, Lee was already preparing another invasion of the North, and by June 28, when Lincoln finally settled on Maj. Gen. George G. Meade as Hooker’s replacement, Lee’s army was already marching into southern Pennsylvania.


The climactic battle of this campaign was fought at Gettysburg on July 1–3, with Meade arranging his forces in a defensive line that took advantage of the available high ground. Costly Confederate assaults on July 2 failed to dislodge him, and more failures on July 3, including the famously unsuccessful attack known as Pickett’s Charge, sealed the outcome. (In all, Federal casualties topped twenty-three thousand, with the Confederate number uncertain but similarly high.) Meade performed well enough, but his reluctance to pursue Lee back into Virginia and his subsequent unwillingness to attack entrenched positions during two fall 1863 campaigns persuaded Lincoln that he still hadn’t found the man who would fight.


When McClellan failed to pursue Lee after Antietam, Lincoln’s patience ran out, and the president began his long search for a commander who would fight.














XII. THREE STARS 


DURING THE WINTER OF 1863–64, political considerations dominated the war councils in Washington and Richmond. The North would be holding a presidential election in the fall, and Lincoln’s chances didn’t seem very good because of the stalemate that prevailed in the East. Despite all the recent carnage, the Army of the Potomac and the Army of Northern Virginia occupied essentially the same positions they had a year earlier, and this suited the South fine. The Confederate strategy was simple: Hold out until November, when war-weary Northerners would surely throw out the Republicans and elect Peace Democrats inclined to negotiate Southern independence.


Meanwhile, in February 1864, Congress passed a bill reinstating the rank of lieutenant general, last held by George Washington. The popular choice for the new top job was Grant, the Hero of Chattanooga, but Lincoln delayed the appointment because of widespread rumors that Grant was planning to run for president himself. After receiving assurances through intermediaries that Grant had no political aspirations, Lincoln presented the general with his third star at a White House ceremony on March 9. As a fellow guest at Willard’s Hotel described Grant, “His face has three expressions: deep thought; extreme determination; and great simplicity and calmness.”
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Grant photographed while visiting Washington to receive his third star.


Determined to command from the field rather than from a desk, the new general in chief traveled the very next day to Brandy Station, Virginia, where the Army of the Potomac had made its winter camp. After meeting with Major General Meade, Grant made two key decisions. First, he would remain in the East rather than return to the West, as he had previously intended. Second, he would make his headquarters with the Army of the Potomac while retaining Meade as its commander—subject, of course, to Grant’s orders.


Aware of the South’s waiting game, Grant decided that the best way to thwart the Confederacy’s political strategy would be to crush the Rebel armies and thus win the war before November. In the past, he observed, the Union armies in the East and West had “acted independently and without concert, like a balky team, no two ever pulling together.” Now they would follow a coordinated strategy designed to prevent Rebel armies from reinforcing one another. Sherman, whom Grant named as his successor in the West, would drive from Chattanooga toward Atlanta, while Grant himself took on Lee.


When Lincoln gave Grant control of all Union armies in March 1864, the general had to broaden his view to include the eastern theater as well as the western.














XIII. PRISONER EXCHANGES 


EARLY IN THE WAR, prisoners weren’t much of an issue. The few who were taken were easily held in county jails and converted warehouses until informally exchanged. During the winter of 1861–62, however, Confederate officials began pressing for a formal exchange cartel because, already beginning to run low on food, they didn’t want the responsibility of feeding Union prisoners. At first, the Lincoln administration resisted because it didn’t want to confer any sort of diplomatic recognition on the Confederacy, but the Seven Days’ Campaign forced a change in this policy. With thousands of prisoners pouring into new, highly inadequate POW camps, Lincoln came under a great deal of public pressure to hasten repatriation. In July 1862, therefore, he agreed to formal exchanges on a man-for-man basis with rank weighting. (A general, for example, was worth sixty privates.) Excess prisoners on one side were paroled after promising not to take up arms again until “exchanged” for prisoners taken later by the other side.
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An emaciated Andersonville prisoner.


This situation prevailed until Lincoln issued the Emancipation Proclamation in January 1863, prompting a large number of runaway slaves and free blacks to join the Union ranks. The Confederate government responded in May 1863 with an announcement that, henceforth, all captured black soldiers would be either reenslaved or executed. The North’s next move was to halt all prisoner exchanges so that it could hold Southern prisoners hostage to this threat.


By the time Grant took command in March 1864, the prisoner-of-war issue had turned critical. As Northern newspapers reported daily, tens of thousands of Union soldiers were suffering horribly in abominable prisoner-of-war camps such as the notorious Andersonville in southern Georgia. Nevertheless, on April 17, Grant formalized the exchange ban. His decision was immediately attacked as inhumane, but its subsequent impact on the war was undeniable.


Unlike the North, the South faced a severe manpower shortage. It couldn’t afford to have any of its pieces taken off the game board, and Grant’s aggressiveness in the field—more dead, more wounded, more prisoners—only intensified the pressure. Many thousands of Union POWs would die terrible deaths in places like Andersonville, but withholding an equal number of Southern soldiers from the battlefield unquestionably shortened the war. “It is hard on our men held in Southern prisons not to exchange them,” Grant wrote a few months later, “but it is humanity to those left in our ranks to fight our battles.”


By refusing to exchange prisoners, Grant condemned many thousands of men to death in abominable camps. However, his policy undoubtedly shortened the war.














XIV. THE WILDERNESS CAMPAIGN 


AS GRANT WAITED for the spring rains to subside, he and Lincoln agreed on a new target for the Army of the Potomac. Previous Union commanders had set their sights on the capture of Richmond. Each time they pushed south, however, Lee bloodied their noses, and they pulled back across the nearest river, usually the Rappahannock. But Grant wasn’t much interested in the Confederate capital. He wanted to destroy Lee’s army, and his pursuit of this goal was brutally single-minded.


Grant’s first Virginia offensive began in early May 1864, with Lee still encamped at Orange Court House on the Rapidan, a tributary of the Rappahannock. On May 3, Grant directed Meade to take the Army of the Potomac across the Rapidan and march it around Lee’s right flank. Grant had 122,000 men; Lee, just 66,000. But as Fighting Joe Hooker had learned exactly one year earlier, the densely forested area known as the Wilderness, through which Meade had to pass, was a powerful force equalizer.


The second Battle of the Wilderness began on May 5, with some fierce but inconclusive fighting on the Orange Turnpike and Orange Plank Road. The next morning, the battle was rejoined, with much the same result. Over those two days in the Wilderness—which began a long, hard tug-of-war between Grant and Lee—the Union lost 17,000 men (compared with 11,000 for the Confederacy), but Grant refused to “skedaddle,” as his predecessors had. Instead, apparently indifferent to the conditions and the terrain, he pushed ahead, confronting Lee again and again. “That man will fight us every day and every hour till the end of the war,” James Longstreet said.
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One of the Confederate entrenchments at Spotsylvania.


Unable to best Lee in the Wilderness, Grant next sought to capture the strategic crossroads at Spotsylvania Court House. To block him, Lee marched the Army of Northern Virginia through the night of May 7–8, beating Grant to the spot. During the next two weeks, the slugfest continued, with the two great armies striking each other repeatedly in the general area of Spotsylvania. As in the Wilderness, Union casualties were gruesome (and about 50 percent higher than Confederate casualties), but Grant kept fighting.


Although badly bloodied in his first confrontation with Lee, Grant pushed forward— demonstrating that, unlike previous Union commanders, he would not retreat.














XV. COLD HARBOR 


DESPITE THE HIGH CASUALTIES, the fighting around Spotsylvania went rather well for the Union. According to one soldier, although there was “constant marching and fighting, such as the Army of the Potomac [had] never experienced before,” the troops remained “spirited and confident of success.” During the last week of May, Grant began probing for an opening on the Confederate right flank. With Lee sidestepping to block him, the two armies hopscotched south toward Richmond. In early June, they found themselves facing each other at the dusty crossroads of Cold Harbor, near the battlefields of the Seven Days’ Campaign.
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Grant at Cold Harbor.


With 109,000 Federals confronting 59,000 Rebels along a seven-mile front, Grant made plans for a full-scale assault on the morning of June 2, but supply problems, poor communication, and a great deal of fatigue (from all the marching) forced a twenty-four-hour delay. By dawn on June 3, Grant was confident, his men would be ready and properly positioned, but even with this extra time, Union preparations were highly inadequate.


Bickering among the corps commanders had gotten Grant and Meade to fighting as well. As a gesture of reconciliation, Grant allowed Meade to issue the orders for the attack, but these inexplicably contained no overall plan. Instead, Meade let the corps commanders plan their advances independently. Coordination suffered, as did reconnaissance. Apparently, the corps commanders spent most of June 2 squabbling among themselves rather than scouting the Rebel works. Meanwhile, Lee took advantage of the extra day to dig in even deeper. According to one Northern reporter, the Rebels had “lines within lines” and “works within works.”


Unlike their commanders, many Union foot soldiers took the time to inspect the Rebel fortifications and knew what they would be up against. On the night of June 2–3, Sixth Corps commander Horatio Wright observed his men “calmly writing their names and home addresses on slips of paper, and pinning them in the backs of their coats, so that their dead bodies might be recognized on the field.”


The attack began at 4:30 AM and lasted eight hours until a disgusted Grant, realizing that his command structure had broken down, called it off. Another day passed before reports reached headquarters detailing the extent of the disaster. The Union army lost seven thousand men, or fives times the number of Confederate casualties. There was no doubt now that Lee had won a major victory. No one realized, however, that it would be his last.


At Cold Harbor, a breakdown in the Union command structure led to a shocking defeat, with Union casualties outnumbering Rebel losses by a factor of five.














XVI. THE PSYCHOLOGICAL BURDEN 


THE BATTLE OF COLD HARBOR ended a seven-week campaign of unprecedented carnage. Before Grant took over in 1864, the Army of the Potomac had fought a few set pieces with no follow-up, retreating when it lost and eschewing pursuit when it won. Now Grant kept it in close contact with Lee’s army, fighting a relentless style of warfare that produced sixty-five thousand Union casualties between May 4 and June 4. “For thirty days now, it has been one funeral procession past me,” Fifth Corps commander Gouverneur K. Warren exclaimed after Cold Harbor, “and it is too much!”
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A pencil sketch of Grant whittling during the Battle of the Wilderness.


Through all the bloodshed, Grant remained stoic. An officer who served with him in the Wilderness described Grant’s disposition as a field commander this way: “He keeps his own counsel, padlocks his mouth, while his countenance…indicates nothing—that is, gives no expression of his feelings and no evidence of his intentions. He smokes almost constantly, and…has a habit of whittling with a small knife. He cuts a small stick into small chips, making nothing.”


The general’s apparent indifference to suffering led some reporters to conclude that he was a “butcher,” whose lack of feeling (not to mention ill-conceived battle plans) freely wasted the lives of his men. For many years, Grant had a difficult time shaking this charge, but history has since shown it to be baseless. In the West, for example, with the exception of Shiloh, Grant was quite frugal when it came to the lives of his men, losing fewer during the entire Vicksburg and Chattanooga campaigns than Lee lost in three days at Gettysburg. More to the point, Grant was a realist. “It is at all times a sad and cruel business,” he once remarked. “I hate war with all my heart, and nothing but imperative duty could induce me to engage in its work or witness its horrors.”


These horrors affected the general much more than he let on. For instance, his son Fred often told of how his father’s eyes “filled with tears” when he looked on wounded men during the Vicksburg campaign. Grant also suffered from piercing “sick-headaches” that regularly incapacitated him. No one at the time knew what brought them on, but they are now believed to have been produced by a mixture of grief and stress. According to one aide, the headaches caused Grant “fearful pain such as almost overcomes even his iron stoicism.”


Faced with the terrible carnage in Virginia, Grant barely tolerated the burden of command, suffering often from debilitating “sick-headaches.”














XVII. THE SIEGE OF PETERSBURG 


ON JUNE 12, 1864, nine days after Cold Harbor, Grant began moving his troops quietly across the James River for an attack on Petersburg, which guarded the southern approach to Richmond. In all likelihood, the city (and thus Richmond) would have fallen quickly had it not been for the timidity of several Union field commanders. What these generals saw at Petersburg was a line of defenses much more imposing than anything they had seen at Cold Harbor; what they didn’t see was that the earthworks were guarded by a garrison of just twenty-five hundred men. According to Confederate commander P. G. T. Beauregard, “Petersburg at that hour was clearly at [their] mercy.” The Union delay, however, gave Lee time to move his own army down to Petersburg, and by June 18, the two sides were settling into trenches each would occupy for the next nine months.


In the short run, meaning the first three or four months, the siege worked to Lee’s advantage, blunting Grant’s superiority in men and munitions while stoking public dissension in the North. Lee and Confederate president Jefferson Davis knew that their only real hope was a Democratic victory in the 1864 presidential election, which would remove Lincoln from office and lead to a negotiated peace. However, with Sherman’s capture of Atlanta in September 1864, Lincoln’s reelection was assured, and the complete defeat of the Confederacy became merely a matter of time.


The final Union push began on March 29, when Maj. Gen. Philip Sheridan led nine thousand cavalrymen and two corps of infantry to Five Forks, a strategically vital crossroads through which Lee’s most important supply line passed. “Hold Five Forks at all hazards,” Lee ordered Maj. Gen. George Pickett on the morning of April 1, but that afternoon Pickett’s defenses collapsed under Sheridan’s assault. With this defeat, Lee recognized the inevitable and began making plans for the evacuation of Petersburg and Richmond.
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A dead Confederate soldier in a Petersburg trench.


At the same time, capitalizing on Sheridan’s victory at Five Forks, Grant ordered an all-out offensive along the entire Petersburg front. The attack, which began at 4:40 AM on April 2, was everywhere successful, and forced Lee to accelerate his departure plans. “This is a sad business, colonel,” Lee told one of his subordinates. “It has happened as I told them in Richmond it would happen. The line has been stretched until it is broken.”


For nearly a year, the Army of the Potomac camped in front of Petersburg. Then, in April 1865, Grant began the offensive that finally ended the Civil War.














XVIII. APPOMATTOX 


LATE IN THE AFTERNOON ON APRIL 2, 1865, the Army of Northern Virginia escaped Petersburg and Richmond, heading southwest along the Richmond & Danville Railroad. After securing the Confederate capital, the Army of the Potomac followed in pursuit. On April 6, when the Rebels became dangerously strung out along Sailor’s Creek, Sheridan’s cavalry attacked the stragglers, capturing an entire corps. The defeat cost Lee nearly a quarter of his strength.


On the evening of April 7, Grant and Lee began exchanging notes. “The results of the last week must convince you of the hopelessness of further resistance on the part of the Army of Northern Virginia in this struggle,” Grant wrote. “I feel that it is so, and regard it as my duty to shift from myself the responsibility of any further effusion of blood by asking of you the surrender of that portion of the Confederate States army known as the Army of Northern Virginia.”


“I have received your note of this date,” Lee replied. “Though not entertaining the opinion you express of the hopelessness of further resistance on the part of the Army of Northern Virginia, I reciprocate your desire to avoid useless effusion of blood, and therefore, before considering your proposition, ask the terms you will offer on condition of its surrender.”


The exchange of notes continued throughout the day on April 8. Meanwhile, elements of the Army of the Potomac leapfrogged ahead of Lee and cut off what remained of his army near Appomattox Court House. At dawn on April 9, Lee tried unsuccessfully to break through the Federal lines to the west. When that effort failed, he had no choice but to surrender.


The decisive message reached Grant shortly before noon. For the past several days, he had been suffering from one of his debilitating headaches, but reading Lee’s note made the headache disappear. Dismounting, Grant sat down in the road to compose a reply. A few hours later, he and Lee met at the nearby home of retired grocer Wilmer McLean.
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The surrender ceremony in the parlor of the McLean house in Appomattox Court House.


In Grant, Lincoln had found a general both able to conceive of “total war” and willing to carry it out. This had made all the difference. But in the end, Grant also showed himself to be a man of peace. The terms that he offered Lee were uncommonly generous. For instance, he allowed Lee’s officers to keep their sidearms, and with those sidearms, also their dignity. Thus began the long road to reconciliation.


The generous surrender terms that Grant offered Lee at Appomattox began the long process of national reconciliation.














GLOBALIZATION


I. DEFINING GLOBALIZATION 


AMONG THE PROMINENT buzzwords of the new millennium, globalization is surely the most hotly contested. It seems that every new economic development, favorable or unfavorable, is attributable to this process, and people are quick to take sides for or against it. World leaders hold international meetings to promote globalization, while antiglobalizers protest the effect it is having on the world. Few people, however, whether for or against the process, are able to define specifically what globalization means.


Some politicians have defined globalization simply as an increase in world trade, but this definition fails to take into account the many other possible causes for increased trade among nations. If an inventor were to make a technological breakthrough that raised worker productivity, for example, the world supply of goods would also rise. This, in turn, would increase world trade, but not because of globalization.


Others, mainly antiglobalizers, have tried to define globalization by the frictions it creates in the global economy. They make use of politically weighted phrases such as fair trade and race to the bottom, but these describe their critical opinion of globalization rather than the process itself.


Scholars generally define globalization as an increase in world integration. The emphasis is typically placed on economic integration, because most scholars believe that globalization is triggered by the removal of trade barriers and works primarily through economic channels. Yet they also recognize that the process affects cultural, social, and political systems as well.


As an example of this integration, consider the world market in milk and milk products (such as powdered milk, cheese, and butter). A recent drought in Australia reduced the amount of grass on which Australian dairy cows could feed, thus limiting the amount of milk these cows produced for export. At the same time, a new tax levied by the government of Argentina raised the price of the milk the country exported, thereby decreasing Argentine milk sales worldwide. These two developments produced a supply shortage in the world market, which dairy farmers in Europe couldn’t fill because of strict production quotas set by the European Union. In China, meanwhile, demand for milk and milk products increased as rising income levels drove higher per-capita consumption. All these occurrences may have seemed isolated and unimportant to the average consumer, but they were actually closely connected through globalization and resulted in a strong upward pressure on the price of milk everywhere.


Globalization is best defined as an increase in world integration. It relates most directly to national economies but also affects cultural, social, and political systems.














II. WHEN DID GLOBALIZATION BEGIN?


THERE ARE AS MANY different starting dates for globalization as there are definitions of the term, in part because different definitions suggest different starting points. According to Nayan Chanda of the Yale Center for the Study of Globalization, globalization began eight thousand years ago, because by that time all the forces that would push the process forward were already in place. “Essentially,” Chanda wrote in his 2007 book Bound Together, “the basic motivations that propelled humans to connect with others—the urge to profit by trading, the drive to spread religious belief, the desire to exploit new lands, and the ambition to dominate others by armed might—all had been assembled by 6000 BCE to start the process we now call globalization.”


Other proposed starting dates include Christopher Columbus’s discovery of the New World in 1492; the first circumnavigation of the globe, completed in 1522; the Industrial Revolution, which began during the late eighteenth century; the adoption of the prime meridian and the international date line in 1884; and the fall of the Berlin Wall in 1989.


According to the World Bank, there have been three “waves” of globalization. The first began in 1870 and lasted until the start of World War I in 1914. Brought about by reductions in trade barriers and advances in transportation technology, it resulted in vast migrations of people amounting to 10 percent of the world’s population. The second wave, which lasted from 1950 to 1980, was characterized by multilateral trade agreements among developed nations that essentially left out the developing world. In contrast, the third (and current) wave of globalization, which began in 1980, has been characterized by the willingness of large developing countries to adopt trade liberalization in order to attract foreign capital.


In a 2002 European Review of Economic History article, economists Kevin H. O’Rourke and Jeffrey G. Williamson attempted to calculate a starting date for globalization by analyzing four centuries of historical data. Their premise was that in a globalized world, the prices of goods and services would be determined solely by global supply and demand. Therefore, as globalization progressed, price levels in different countries should converge. Using data from 1565 to 1936, O’Rourke and Williamson found that price convergence began around 1820.


This starting date of 1820 is as reasonable as any, and it fits the current academic consensus that globalization—narrowly defined as world economic integration—began sometime between 1820 and 1870.


The starting date given to globalization depends on one’s definition of the term, but most scholars agree that the process began between 1820 and 1870.














III. THE BARRIERS TO INTERNATIONAL TRADE 


THE MOST COMMON barriers to international trade are tariffs. These are taxes imposed by a country on imported goods (and sometimes exported goods as well). The two main reasons for imposing tariffs are to protect a sector of the domestic economy from foreign competition and to generate revenue for the government.


Import tariffs shield domestic producers from foreign competition by artificially raising the cost of cheaper imported goods. This type of protectionism is often justified by the “infant industry” argument, which holds that new industries need to be sheltered until they reach maturity and only then become able to compete in the ruthless international marketplace.


The revenue-raising aspect of tariffs is negligible in most developed countries, but in the developing world, tariffs are a crucial source of government income. Unlike other taxes, which can be easily avoided, tariffs are collected at the border and thus are much more difficult to evade. In some African countries, tariff revenues account for as much as 30 percent of all government income.


Within a particular country, tariffs redistribute wealth from domestic consumers, who pay higher prices for protected goods, to domestic producers and the government. Overall, however, they shrink a nation’s wealth, because they cost consumers more than they benefit producers and the government.


The most common nontariff barriers are import quotas, which cap the quantity of goods that can be imported into a particular country. Sometimes, the threat of an import quota is enough to cause the adoption of “voluntary” restrictions by exporters, which achieve the same result. During the early 1980s, for example, Japan voluntarily limited its automobile exports to the United States in order to forestall threatened US trade sanctions.


Other nontariff barriers work, as tariffs do, to increase the cost of bringing imported goods to market. Local content requirements may specify that domestically sold goods have to contain a certain amount of domestic raw materials and/or domestic labor. In Canada, radio and television stations are required to air a minimum amount of Canadian-made programming. Technical and product standards can also favor domestic goods over foreign imports. The European Union prohibits the importation of any beef produced using growth hormones. The rationale for this standard is the health of the human consumer, but sanitation, product safety, and the health of the environment are also commonly used justifications.


Protectionism can take many forms. Tariffs are the most common, but numerous non-tariff barriers exist as well, such as import quotas and local content requirements.














IV. MEASURING GLOBALIZATION 


GLOBALIZATION STATISTICS are usually grouped into four categories: the flow of goods and services, the flow of capital, the flow of people, and the flow of knowledge. Typically, these statistics are kept by national governments and therefore relate to a particular country rather than to the global economy as a whole. For example, the flow of goods and services is usually measured by adding together the value of a country’s imports and exports and then expressing the sum as a percentage of national income. The flows of capital and people are measured in a similar but slightly different way: These reflect net migration (inflows minus outflows), expressed as percentages of total national income and total national population, respectively. The flow of knowledge is much more difficult to measure, which is why proxies such as patent registrations are often used.


Two well-known indices use these statistics to compile annual globalization rankings. The index compiled by the Swiss think tank KOF measures three economic, social, and political factors. The economic component incorporates data not only on trade and capital flow but also on trade and capital restrictions, such as tariffs and banking regulations. The social component reflects data on personal contacts (such as international telephone traffic), information flow (such as the amount of Internet access in a particular country), and cultural proximity, which measures the extent to which the residents of different countries feel that they share a common identity. (This sense of affinity can be measured, for example, in the proliferation of McDonald’s restaurants.) The political component makes use of diplomatic data, such as the number of embassies in a particular country and its participation in UN Security Council missions. According to the 2007 KOF index, the five most globalized countries were Belgium, Austria, Sweden, the United Kingdom, and the Netherlands. The five least globalized were Burundi, the Central African Republic, Myanmar, Haiti, and Rwanda.


The second major globalization index, published jointly by management consultants A. T. Kearney and Foreign Policy magazine, tracks four factors: political engagement, technological connectivity, personal contact, and economic integration. Making use of somewhat different data, the 2007 ATK/FP index ranked Singapore, Hong Kong, the Netherlands, Switzerland, and Ireland as the five most globalized countries. The five least globalized were Iran, India, Algeria, Indonesia, and Venezuela. It doesn’t take much effort to recognize that there is almost no overlap at the top and bottom of the two indices. Therefore, although such rankings may be handy, their reliability is open to question.


Because most statistics are kept by national governments, they relate primarily to the country keeping them, and thus their applicability to the global economy is limited.














V. THE BENEFITS OF TRADE 


INTERNATIONAL TRADE offers each participating country the opportunity to specialize in goods and services that it can produce at a relative cost advantage compared with other countries. For example, with regard to wine production, a country with a grape-friendly climate, such as France, has a comparative advantage over an arid country, such as Israel. On the other hand, Israel’s hot climate gives it a comparative advantage over France in citrus fruit production.


Without international trade, each country would have to meet all of its needs domestically. In other words, France would have to grow its own oranges, and Israel would have to make its own Beaujolais. Even if this were possible, it would clearly be inefficient. Instead, it makes much more sense for France to specialize in wine, for Israel to specialize in citrus, and for the two countries to trade. In this way, productivity is maximized, and the standards of living in both countries rise.


With specialization, of course, comes greater efficiency, allowing countries that specialize to produce more goods at a lower cost. At the same time, access to foreign markets helps smaller countries achieve economies of scale that domestic markets could not support. The market for cocoa in Ghana, for example, is relatively small, but the fact that Ghanaian cocoa producers have access to foreign markets enables them to benefit from the reduced costs that mass production brings.


Trade between the developed and the developing world is usually based on the comparative advantages that developed countries have in technology and developing countries have in raw materials and labor. Developed countries tend to import from developing countries natural resources (such as oil), agricultural staples, and simple manufactured goods (such as textiles). In exchange, they export a lot of high-tech machinery (such as manufacturing equipment) and consumer goods (such as cell phones). These exchanges are indispensable for the economies involved, rich and poor alike.


Other benefits of trade include a wider range of choices for consumers. Were it not for international trade, North Americans wouldn’t be able to purchase bananas during the winter or chocolate at any time. Yet there is more to the global economy than simply the international market in goods and services. Global trade is also a marketplace in which ideas, technologies, and lifestyles are exchanged. Some argue that, while influencing taste and broadening cultural boundaries, global interchange also encourages peace—because openness to trade promotes economic development, which promotes prosperity, which promotes peace.


International trade allows nations to specialize in particular industries by relieving them of the need to meet all of their domestic requirements with domestic goods.














VI. THE FLOW OF GOODS AND SERVICE 


CENTURIES AGO, when communication and transportation technologies were still primitive, trade among nations was mostly limited to commodities that could endure long journeys (either aboard ships or in caravans), that were relatively valuable with respect to their size, and that were rarities in the markets where they were finally sold. Exotic spices, expensive textiles (such as silk), and precious metals were among the first commodities traded across national boundaries.


The Silk Road, which linked East Asia to Western Europe, was one of the world’s first major trade routes. Another was the Spice Road, along which spices traveled from India to the West. Both the silks and the spices were paid for mainly in gold and silver. With the onset of the transportation and communications improvements that marked the beginning of the modern era (ca. 1500), new trade routes developed, and the system expanded.


With the Industrial Revolution, however, the pattern of international trade changed dramatically. Agriculture declined sharply as a percentage of the Western economy, and manufactured goods became the new engine of growth, flowing from the West to the rest of the world in exchange for natural resources. European colonialism supported this new exchange pattern, providing the industrialized West with cheap (or even free) land, natural resources, and unskilled labor.


As time passed, however, the technology associated with mass production began to spread around the world. Once developing nations acquired this technology, they gained a comparative advantage over developed nations because of their cheap labor, and the flow of trade in simple manufactured goods changed direction. Under the new pattern of trade, which continues today, developed nations exchange high-tech products and services, produced by skilled labor, for textiles and other cheap manufactures that were once produced by the West but are now produced by the unskilled labor of developing countries.


Underlying this basic pattern, however, are a multitude of complicating factors that have made international trade increasingly difficult to model. For instance, as the populations of large developing nations such as China and India have become more highly educated, they’ve begun to compete with similarly trained workers in Europe and the United States. Also, manufactured goods can often contain component parts produced in several different countries, and labeling regulations usually fail to identify adequately who made what. One thing is certain, however: The world economy is not becoming simpler.


Exchange patterns have shifted over time, with flows sometimes changing direction, but there has nevertheless been a steady increase in the complexity of trade.














VII. THE FLOW OF CAPITAL 


THE MOVEMENT OF CAPITAL across national borders has a profound effect on economic growth. Without foreign capital, investment in a particular country would depend solely on that nation’s ability to save. Whatever resources are not consumed in a country are saved and made available for investment through the country’s financial system. In developing countries, however, where the margin between available resources and subsistence is often thin, saving is nearly impossible.


The availability of foreign capital enables poor countries to develop much faster than they could on their own. The motivation of foreign investors is, of course, not altruistic. Their incentive is the higher rate of return that investing in a developing country can bring (because of the higher growth rates that one finds in the developing world).


The flow of money from rich to poor countries can take one of several forms. By far the most common are foreign direct investment, portfolio investment, foreign aid, and foreign loans. Foreign direct investment (FDI) refers to the purchase of physical assets in another country, either to start a new business or to gain an ownership interest in an existing foreign company. For statistical purposes, the United Nations defines FDI as an ownership interest of at least 10 percent. Interests that fall below this threshold are considered portfolio investment. For the most part, portfolio investment takes the form of short-term investment in foreign stocks and bonds rather than a long-term investment in foreign economic development.


Because the poorest countries have few assets and tend to be financially (and often politically) unstable, they attract almost no portfolio investment and little FDI. Instead, the capital they receive comes in the form of foreign aid or through foreign loans. Sometimes these loans are made by private-sector banks, but the primary lenders are international financial institutions (such as the World Bank) and wealthier governments.


The conventional wisdom is that the flow of international capital improves global economic efficiency. Lately, however, some economists have called into question the benefit of short-term capital inflows. This “hot money” flows into developing nations in search of high rates of return; but, unlike investments in factories and other illiquid long-term assets, it’s much more mobile and fickle. At the first sign of instability (or the prospect of a better deal elsewhere), it will take flight, sometimes destabilizing the financial market in which it was invested.


The flow of international capital makes it possible for poor countries to invest in long-term economic development. Short-term capital inflows, however, can be problematic.














VIII. THE FLOW OF PEOPLE 


JUST AS CAPITAL FLOWS to markets that offer a greater rate of return, so does labor. The mass international migration of 1846–1939 is a historical case in point. During that period, fifty-one million people left Europe for the New World, especially the United States, because they judged the employment prospects to be better there. After World War II, a similar migration took place within Europe, as southern Europeans left their homes to take jobs in the reindustrialized north. West Germany, the United Kingdom, and France were the primary host countries, with Italy, Greece, Spain, Yugoslavia, Poland, Albania, and Turkey providing most of the guest workers.


The experience of Turks in West Germany was rather typical. In 1961, the West German government, facing an acute labor shortage, formally invited Turkish workers to relocate to Germany. Most of those who responded were unskilled and unemployed in their home country, where a labor surplus existed. In West Germany, however, the Turkish workers received relatively high wages and even sent home a portion of their earnings. These transfers, known as remittances, became important sources of income for the guest workers’ families in Turkey— covering day-to-day living expenses, providing a cushion against emergencies, and even funding small investments. Today, more than 2.7 million people of Turkish origin live and work in Germany.


Yet labor doesn’t always flow quite so easily. Immigration laws can severely restrict the free movement of labor, especially when that labor is unskilled. Current European Union laws, for example, block the flow of unskilled labor from developing countries. On the other hand, equally strict US laws have proven largely ineffective because, faced with below-subsistence wages at home, workers from poor countries simply ignore the laws and immigrate illegally.


Skilled labor, in contrast, is treated preferentially because it is almost universally in demand. When skilled workers in developing countries take advantage of their mobility and migrate to richer countries where they can enjoy higher standards of living, they contribute to a phenomenon known as brain drain. Because developed nations object to illegal immigration and developing nations object just as strongly to brain drain, labor mobility continues to be one of the most sensitive topics in international trade talks.


Like capital, labor wants to flow across national boundaries toward opportunities for greater return. Its mobility is limited, however, by immigration laws.














IX. OUTSOURCING 


IN THE PAST, surplus labor flowed to where the jobs were. Recently, however, a new trend has emerged: jobs flowing to where the surplus labor is. This trend is part of a broader practice known as outsourcing. Economists define outsourcing as the purchasing of goods or the subcontracting of services that would otherwise be produced in-house.


Outsourcing needn’t be international. It can refer to a Michigan automobile company purchasing leather seats from a vendor in Colorado or a New York magazine publisher subcontracting its customer service to a call center in Illinois. The benefits of such outsourcing, both domestic and international, are obvious: Purchasing a product made efficiently by another company will result in greater wealth for everyone.


As economist Gregory Mankiw explained in 2004 while serving as chairman of the Council of Economic Advisors, outsourcing “is probably a plus for the economy in the long run. We’re very used to goods being produced abroad and being shipped here on ships or planes. What we are not used to is services being produced abroad and being sent here over the Internet or telephone wires. But does it matter from an economic standpoint whether values of items produced abroad come on planes and ships or over fiber-optic cables? Well, no, the economics is basically the same.”


A good example of services more efficiently subcontracted than provided oneself are those offered by call centers in India. The declining cost of international telephone traffic and the availability of high-speed Internet access has made it possible for some workers, such as customer service personnel, to export their services around the world. India has become an obvious choice for American outsourcing because its workers are relatively well educated, speak fluent English, and earn much less than comparable American workers.


Yet many Americans, especially those who have lost their jobs to outsourcing, dispute Mankiw’s favorable opinion of the practice. Economically, there can be no debate: Outsourcing clearly benefits the companies involved and the global economy as a whole. But it does raise important questions of social justice that have yet to be answered. For example, are any of the profits made through outsourcing being used to compensate and retrain the outsourced workers, and are these profits being shared equitably with the workers who remain employed?


Outsourcing has clear economic advantages that help domestic companies remain competitive , but it also raises questions of social justice that have yet to be answered.














X. WINNERS AND LOSERS 


AS DESCRIBED EARLIER, when a country specializes in a particular good or service and then exchanges that good or service with other countries, all of the participants benefit. Yet these gains from trade are never distributed evenly across an entire national economy. Always, there are winners and losers.


When identifying winners and losers, it’s useful to distinguish between the short-term and long-term effects of international trade. Short-term winners include companies that produce exportable goods and consumers who purchase imports. For example, American producers benefit to the extent that they can expand their markets overseas, while American consumers benefit to the extent that they pay less for imports than they would for domestic manufactures.


Short-term losers include domestic producers of importable goods, whose products must now compete with foreign imports, and domestic consumers of exportable goods, who end up paying more than they would otherwise because of the additional international demand. When Chinese textiles are sold in the United States, for example, the losers are American textile manufacturers and Chinese textile consumers—the former because the Chinese imports are cheaper than American manufactures, and the latter because strong US demand drives up the price of textiles in China.


In the long term, however, there are different winners and losers. For example, let’s say that, in exchange for the textiles it exports to the United States, China begins importing a large amount of cheap American wheat. In the short term, the winners are US wheat producers and Chinese wheat consumers and the losers are Chinese wheat producers and US wheat consumers. The long-term winners and losers, however, will depend on what economists call the factors of production— primarily capital, land, and labor.


The key to understanding the long-term effects of a textile–wheat exchange is that textile production requires a great deal of labor and little land, while wheat production requires a great deal of land and little labor. The long-term winners in this example will be American landowners and Chinese workers, while the long-term losers will be Chinese landowners and American workers. Here’s why: In the United States, where wheat production will grow and textile production will shrink, many textile workers will be laid off, driving down wages. At the same time, much more land will be placed into wheat cultivation, driving up rents. This process will work in reverse in China, where farmers will take land out of wheat production and textile manufacturers will hire more workers.


The short-term winners and losers of international trade are not necessarily the same parties that experience its long-term gains and losses.














XI. THE WORLD TRADE ORGANIZATION 


THE 151-MEMBER World Trade Organization (WTO) was established in 1995 specifically to resolve issues arising out of global trade. At its heart is a set of negotiated agreements, signed and ratified by nearly all of the world’s trading nations, which the WTO bureaucracy uses to define and interpret the rules of international trade. The organization’s self-stated goal is “to improve the welfare of the peoples of its member countries [by] ensuring that trade flows as smoothly, predictably and freely as possible.”


The WTO evolved out of the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT), an international treaty negotiated at the end of World War II with the goal of limiting barriers to trade in the postwar world. Initially, the GATT was merely one aspect of a larger economic reconstruction and recovery plan, but it developed a life of its own. With subsequent rounds of trade negotiation, it became the basis of the multilateral trading system currently in effect.


During the first few rounds of GATT talks, negotiators focused their attention on lowering import tariffs. As a result, the average tariff rate fell from about 40 percent in 1947, when the GATT took effect, to about 4 percent during the mid-1990s. (The main exception to this remarkable reduction, agriculture, continues to be protected.) In the mid-1980s, however—during the eighth, or Uruguay, round of talks—the emphasis of the negotiations shifted to nontariff barriers (such as import quotas) and issues unrelated to goods (such as services and intellectual property). Out of these negotiations came the WTO.


According to the WTO, the organization “is a place where member governments [can] go to try to sort out the trade problems they face with each other.” Antiglobalizers, however, routinely condemn the WTO because it symbolizes to them the social inequities wrought by globalization. Because the WTO strongly supports trade liberalization, antiglobalizers consider it a cause of job losses in developed countries and of labor and natural resource exploitation in developing ones. Large disruptive protests outside the organization’s November 1999 meetings in Seattle produced little policy change but did result in much greater public awareness of these controversial issues.


After Seattle, the WTO launched a public relations campaign to explain that its mandate was not exclusively the liberalization of trade. Under some circumstances, for instance, such as the protection of consumers or the prevention of the spread of disease, WTO rules support the imposition or maintenance of artificial trade barriers.


The World Trade Organization, which evolved out of the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade, defines and interprets the rules of international trade.
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