


The Lincoln Log Cabin Question 

The Advisory Board, at its November 1950 meeting, considered the 
following points in analyzing the argwnents of Bays, Davis and 
Warren concerning the authenticity of the Cabin: 

1. The greater part of Hays' arti.cle (pp.130-163), deals with the travels 
of the Cabin while it was owned by Dennett. This later history of the 
Cabin can have no bearing on its authenticity as Lincoln's birthplace, 
and is irrelevant for the purpose of the main discussion. It does, 
however, reveal the shady character of Dennett and Bigham. 

2-. Hays cites Jacob Brothers as saying Lf9037 that the Lincoln Cabin wu 
razed and the logs burned before 1840. fhis evidence from an 84-year 
old man trying to recall events that happened in amther state 76 7ears 
before, when he was 8 or 10 years old, is practically worthless. 
Significantly, t he Lincoln Farm was in the possession of the Brothers 
family tor only five years, 183.5-40. 

J. Hays cites. the fact that Rowbotham Tisi ted the Lincoln Farm in 1865 
and found no cabin there. Wintersmith' s letter of October 21 1860 
to McKeeham from Elizabethtown, Kentucky, is evidence that the cabin 
had been renr,ved by 186o. This tact could readily be admitted by those 
vho 1:elieve the cabin authentic because the traditional story has it 
that the cabin was remved to the Davenport Farm in 1860 or 1861. 
However, what .is extremely dif'ficult ·to explain is that neither Row­
botham nor Wintersmith seems to have been told that the cabin had 
surv:L ved 1n whole or in part on another s1 te. It 1s hard to believe 
that they llt>uld. not have been told this interesting fact it any of the 
logs had 1n tact survived. 

4. After reading H~s• argu.Ent, Dr. Warren in a rebuttal in Lincoln Lore, 
October 181 19h8, cited three sources to prove the cabin mq have been 
on the Lincoln Falbl in 186<>-61, visu Missouri Telegraph of November 23, 
l,860, quoting tta young la~ of La Rue County"; Dr. R.H. Brown, who 
visited the Farm on Nolin Creek., 1862 or 1863, and Robert Haney, 
Colllp&lq D, 74th Regt., who claimed in 190, that he sav the birthplace 
cabin of Lincoln in October 1862, after the Battle of Perryville. How­
ever, we cannot be sure that these vi tnesses were all thinking of the 
same Lincoln Farm, as the site had not then been definitely identified 
and a number of farms were associated with Lincoln in the public mind. 

$. Lafayette Wilson deposed in 1906 at the age of 63 that in the DDnth of 
March, 186o, he Jlk>ved the cabin from the Lincoln Farm to the Davenport 
Farm. Aa I see it, the entire case for the authenticity of the cabin 
now rests on this and supporting affidavits. Such affidavits can 
usually be obtained to· prove anything you may wish to prove. They are 
a very unreliable type or historical evidence. 

6. The tradition that the cabin was nnved by Dr. Rodman in 186o or 1861 
to the Davenport Farm is one of the vital questions at issue. Davis• 
report, wh11e not completely destroying this tradition, shows that 
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available court records do not substantiate it. Indeed, they make the tradi­
tion appear improbable by destroying the mtive !or the alleged rerooval of 
the cabin. However, the real clue to the Rodman wership ot or residence 
at the Davenport p1ace might exist in the torm of an unrecorded deed or 
lease, among the loose papers of the County Oourt (like the Chancery apers 
that prove Thomas Lincoln once owned the Lincoln Farm). 

7. To summa.rize, there simply isn't any trustworthy recorded evidence tor the 
authenticity of the cabin. In view of the Mountebank character of Dennett · 
and Bigham, the traditions springing from them are certainly not to be 
trusted. It is an open question whether the affadivits (our only evidence) 
reflect the influence of these charlatans. 

8. The Advisory Board recommended that the Davis article, entitled "Report of 
Research on the Traditional Abraham Lincoln Birthplace Cabin ·•,be offered 
for publication. It also pass d the following resolution - nThe Advisory 
Board recommends thatf the National Park Service make clear that 1 t considers 
the authenticity of the cabin debatable." 
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to prove . They a r e a very unreliable type of h i s t or ica l evidence . 
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Lincoln Log Cabin estion 

Analys i s of t he rgument s of Rays and Davi s 

1. The greater part of Hays ' a rticle (p . 130-163) deal s with the travel s 
of t he Cabin vh ile it w~s owned by Dennetto Thi s l ater his t ory of 
t he Cab i n can have no bear i ng on it'"' authenticity a s Lincoln ' s birt h­
place , a nd is i r relevant for t he ... urpose of the a. in di scus sion. It 
does, however, r eveal the shady char--- cter of Dennett and Bigham. 

2. Hays cites J a cob Brothers a s saying 1190J7tnat the Lincol n 6abin 
was r a zed and t he logs burned before 1 46. Th:s evidence f r om an 
84 yea r old man trying to r ecall events t hat happened in ano t her 
st te 76 ye~rs before , when he .ras 8 or 10 years old, i s practical ly 
worthless . Si gnif i cantly, the Lincoln Fa rm wa s i n t he possession of 
the Brothers f amily for onl y five ye r s, 1335-40 . 

3. Hays c i tes the f act t hat Rowbotha.m visi t ed the Linco n Farm in 1 65 
an found no cabin t here . Hnt ersmi t h ' s letter of Oct ober 2, 1860 
to , cKeeham fro m Eli zabet htown , Kentucky, i s evi en ce t hat the ca in 
had been r emoved by 1860. This f act could readily be admit ted by 
those who believe t he cabin aut hent i c because the traditional story 
has it that t he cabin was removed to the Davenport Farm in ~S60 or 
1861. However , what i s ext remely difficult to expl a i n is t hat ne i t er 
Rot bot ham nor ·~int er smith see s to have been t ol d t ha t t he cab in had 
survived in whol e or in par t on anot _er site. It is hard to believe 
t __ a t t hey ould_ no t have been told this interesting f act if an, of t he 
logs h d i n fact survived! 

4. After reading Hays' argument, Dr. a r r en in a r ebuttal i n Lincoln 
Lore, October 13, 1948 , cited 3 sources to prove the cab in ay have 
been on the Li ncoln Farm in 1860- 61, viz. 1issouri Tel egr aph of 

ov emo er 23 , 1860 , quoting 11 a young l a dy of La Rue County"; Dr. R. 
H. :Brom, who visited the Fa r m on Fol in Creek , 1862 or 1863, ana. 
Robert Harvey , Oom~any D, 74th Regt., who cl~i ed in 1905 t ha t he 
saw t he bi r t hpl ace cab in of Lincoln i n October 1862, after t he 
Battle of Perryville. Ho ever, e cannot be sure t 1at t ese ,it­
nes ses ere all thinking of the same Lincoln Fa r , ~s t he site had 
not t hen been definitely i dentified and a num er of f a r ms rere a sso­
cia ted with Lincoln in the public mind. 

5. Laf ayette Wilson deposed in 1906 at the age of 63 tha t he moved 
the cab in from the Lincoln Farm to the Davenport Farm in the Month 
of March, 1860. As I see it, the entire case for the authenticity 
of the cabin now res ts on t his and supporting affidavits_ Such 
affidavits can usually be obt a ined to prove anyth i ng you may wish 
to prove . They a re a very unreliable type of hi s tor ical evidence. 
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