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as suggestions for further research. Riodan includes illustrations and a map
to help readers to understand his text. Editors Stievermann and Scheiding
identify the authors’ qualifications and provide a detailed index.
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Jennifer Graber. The Furnace of Affliction: Prisons and Religion in Antebellum
America (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2011). ISBN
978-0-8078-3457-2. Cloth. $42.00.

The Furnace of Affliction examines the role of religion in the first decades of
the nation’s penitentiaries. Specifically, Jennifer Graber sets out to determine
whether or not religion was at the heart of reformative incarceration in the
early prisons of New York State. Close connections between New York and
Philadelphia reformers is immediately apparent, beginning with Quaker
Thomas Eddy, who lead efforts at New York’s Newgate Prison. Eddy took
great inspiration from his Philadelphia friends who advocated nonviolence,
spacious gardens, and a paternalistic philosophy. Eddy’s efforts in New York
failed and his influence had peaked and waned by 1804.

This time signified a transition in both the form and philosophy of reli-
gion’s influence—perhaps the most dramatic turning point in the book.
Graber shifts her focus from religious reformers (chiefly Quaker in the early
decades) to Protestant chaplains who become more important as the years
unfold. In this new era, the narrative of reformative incarceration shifts from
one of quiet and peaceful reflection to a “furnace of affliction” in the words
of the influential Baptist chaplain Reverend John Stanford, who led religious
work at Newgate. Reverend Stanford’s philosophy and approach to prison-
ers was crucial to the larger shift in expectations for punishment. Stanford
promoted “a theology of redemptive suffering” that basically endorsed the
increasing use of violent means to discipline and punish inmates (58).

The penitentiary system never worked as it was intended; inmates
refused to be silent and obedient; guards violated rules; reformers fought
with inspectors over what was right. This dynamic was repeated again and
again as Auburn Penitentiary was to be built upstate with more modern
design to accommodate the growing number of inmates subject to reforma-
tive incarceration. This time Boston’s Reverend Louis Dwight became

7 0 2

This content downloaded from
98.235.163.68 on Sat, 05 Sep 2020 18:51:08 UTC
All use subject to https://about.jstor.org/terms


https://about.jstor.org/terms
https://98.235.163.68

BOOK REVIEWS

the driving force in shaping the institution’s approach to religious—and
penal—redemption. The state used Reverend Dwight (as it had Reverend
Stanford) in this marriage of convenience that helped gain public approval
for an increasingly expensive, ineffective, and violent institution made more
humane by the presence of religious leaders charged with eliciting weeping
confessions from inmates.

The book’s thesis might best be illustrated in chapter 4 on Sing-Sing,
where the relationship between religion and the state falls apart. Sing-Sing
was thought by many at the time to contain the most dangerous, unreformable
criminals. This was in no small part due to its New York City location and
diverse population of immigrants, free blacks, and other unwanted, despised
groups. The keepers at Sing-Sing—{first Elam Lynds, later Robert Wilste—
embraced violent tactics for disciplining this allegedly unruly crowd. They
believed religious men and reform narratives undermined their authority and
were not rooted in reality. This attitude was put on trial as a great scandal
involving prisoner abuse, excessive force, and unauthorized use of violence drew
statewide and even national attention. While the governor fired Wilste and
called for major changes, including mandatory Sunday school and an expanded
library, religious leaders celebrated but never regained significant authority.

Readers of this journal in particular will wonder how this account of
New York differs from accounts of punishment in Pennsylvania. I can say
with confidence: very little. This fact is exacerbated by the book’s lack of
concern about penal labor—the chief distinction between penitentiaries in
Pennsylvania and New York in the first place. Insights of interest include the
tremendous influence of Boston’s Reverend Dwight over New York’s prisons,
the tireless if idealistic and futile efforts of Thomas Eddy—truly a brother to
many in Pennsylvania’s Philadelphia Society for Alleviating the Miseries of
Public Prisons (PSAMPP), as well as the numerous voices of former inmates
captured in publications throughout the antebellum period.

Graber’s analysis of the central issue at hand—religion—is careful and
nuanced. But after Eddy, the idealism was lost. The Furnace of Affliction shows
how central the Christian teachings of suffering and redemption were in shap-
ing penal code, state by state, in the young nation. Religious men were not
only complicit in the creation and expansion of punishment but their work
served as crucial justification, providing a moral basis to physical and mental
abuse. No matter how devout or sincere in their teachings about redemption,
in their work with inmates, or in their advocacy for more humane treatment
of inmates, religious men were part of the problem—mnot the solution.
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By exposing the religious mission of American punishment and the
widespread embrace of suffering as a constitutive part of punishment in pub-
lic opinion, The Furnace of Affliction is a call to action for those concerned with
the state of prisons and rate of incarceration in contemporary American life.
As long as reformers, chaplains, inspectors, and others believed that prisoners
should suffer for their crimes, there was little hope in affecting a dramatic
transformation away from penal violence (181). Only by rejecting the belief
that those convicted of crimes must suffer will the chain of ineffective, exces-
sive, and expensive punishment ever be broken—and the hope for a more-just
justice system be restored.
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Robert J. Gangewere. Palace of Culture: Andrew Carnegie’s Museums and Library
in Pittshurgh (Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh Press, 2011). Pp. 320.
Illustrations, notes, bibliography, index. Cloth, $35.00.

Palace of Culture chronicles Andrew Carnegie’s vision of educating the people
of Pittsburgh through a library and institute. Increasing in importance since
its inception in 1896, Carnegie’s vision grew to becoming a major resource
for more than just the people of Pittsburgh. Robert Gangewere, editor of
Carnegie Magazine for thirty-one years, presents an in-depth history of the
Carnegie Institute from inception to present day. Sprouting from just a
library, music hall, and science museum, the Institute now includes a natural
history museum, art museum, science center, the Andy Warhol Museum, and
the Carnegie International Art Exhibition. From political turmoil to budget
cuts, the Institute’s over-100-year history of ups and downs is covered in an
easy-to-read manner. Careers of directors, trustees, and administrators from
each collection are laid out by the author in detail. Also, the history and
importance to the Institute’s educational and research goals of each division
(library, museums, music hall, and so on) are told.

The book begins with an introduction to Andrew Carnegie. For someone
not very familiar with the Pittsburgh philanthropist’s story, it provides not
only an introduction to the man himself, but works to explain why he saw a
need to create the Carnegie Institute and Library for the people of Allegheny
City, Pittsburgh’s North Side. As a young boy Carnegie borrowed books
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