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The Shield of Segregtion 8

! acy. Americans have liked to pretend that Jim Crow was a
|| aberration, an exception to our history. But segregation was not
that happened only in the South—boundary lines were estab-
here in the early twentieth-century United Sraes. And segrega-
ot happen only to African-Americans: the boundary lines also set |
Americans, immigrants, and workers.?
wusives seldom contested the increasing division of Americans into \
eniclaves, In fact, middle-class activists and their political representa- |
Jed some of the campaigns to draw new social boundary lines {
dlifferent groups. The progressives’ support for segregation is, at \
, surprising. Believing in “association,” progressives so often tried
sy diverse people together. Believing in their power to manipulate the
| il smaterial environment, progressives so often refused to accept dif-
46 s @ fundamental fact of national life: people could be changed and
Jacle more alike, Bur there were Limits o the progressives’ optimistic
I 1 transforming other penple. Segregation revealed both a sense of real-
an underlying pessimism in the middle class. Even as they labored
y 1o end the differences between classes, the progressives felt some
differences would not be erased for many years, And some differences,
helieved, could not be erased at all
Negregation was a complicated social phenomenon, and it served a com-
ed purpose for the progressives. Superficially a deviation from progres-
i, segregation acrually drew on basic progressive values and aims. True
it mission to create a safe socicty for themselves and their children, the
ssives turned o segregation as a way to halt dangerous social conflict
could not otherwise be stopped. True to their sense of compassion, the
Jugressives turned to segregation as a way to preserve weaker groups, such as
n-Americans and Narive Americans, facing brutality and even annihila-
. Unlike some other Americans, progressives did not support segregation
Ji of anger, hatred, and a desire to unify whites; but they certainly displayed
i . y of condescension and indifference, as well as compassion, Segregarion
::I:;F:ﬁ::;bcgﬁz ;’:: f:;‘:‘:ch;l ® Alnc:m_‘aln saciety, .'I Ihcfm‘l)’ never the separation of equals; one party abways ended up with less—Iess
oF soforced publions r'gac;ons g“m segregation i f‘-he United Esmres,. | v, less wealth, less opportunity, less schaoling, less health care, less
G ik ﬁmffe‘ P e word sigregation itself took on its mod ¢, Progressives fairly readily accepred the inequitable arrangement of
the Taws and I el e sgregation meant “Jim Ci yegation, They did so because usually there were worse alternatives. Most
practices that separated white from black in the states of { the progressives told themselves that separation allowed reform to con-

CHAPTER SIX

THE SHIELD OF
SEGREGATION

Ugh' Theodore Roosevelt exclaimed. “I have got to wash my han

s often during his presidency, he had just shaken hands with hundred

thousands, of visitors to the White House. Now, on this day early

he hurried upstirs to find a washbasin, It had been a gilded afi
d_rese reception for army and navy officers, replete with cabinet m
diplomats, and Supreme Court justices. Bur Roosevelt felr so
threatened, by his contact with these people. “Ugh!” he ex
“Shaking hands with a thousand people! What a lot of bugs I have o
hands, and how dirty, filthy T am!” The President washed his hands iy
ately. “Now I am clean,” he said with relief!
In chis diverse, industrializing narion, Americans had to put up v .

ple different from themselves. Even presidents had to mingleP
stituents, But when and where they could, many Americans pulled ba
people who seemed different. Frightened, wary, or, like Roosevelr,
by contact with others, people drew boundary lines around thernsell

182




) The Shield of Segregation 1hy

A FIERCE DISCONTENT

tinue, Protected by the shield of segregation, the

. i sergeant and a corporal. As hundreds and then thousands
n-ansform:'ng people could £6 on in safety, But the cost wil 0}

Jundled and fired into the building. Charles killed three more
snded nineteen. When the mob accidentally sec fire to the

attempt to smoke him out, Chatles emerged, wmmaied :[
cocked defiantly on his head. Somehow he made it across the
1 room, where a policeman shot him dead.

B

On Monday, July 23, 1900, 2 steamy day in the city of New
thing gave inside Robert Charles. Thirty-four, unmarried, g
relad, and black, Charles was upset over the viol not the end, howsver, The mob shot Charles's body over :-mcl
PRI Qo s i Wik South; cherll illed it into the street, where the son of one of the dead police-
slaves, he doubted that blacks had any furure in the Unitg ks . Thes o Hacmen ity
night he was waiting o 2 doorstep with his s 3 : 4 a black school was set ablaze. Finally, some weeks
two black women when a whire poli e e ol it 7 S R e
Charles, dark brown, six feet tall e e Bon ot Aﬁ:lm- : I

harles , : , anid o, ted on Robert Charles, i
him with a billy club and pulled a gun, Chas bert Charles riot reminded peaple of what they knew decp down:

both les took out his : '
e et S bl - social differences at the start of the twentieth century, those
{ Islack and white were the most volatile, the most difficult to control.

ment on Fourth Street, where the poli ; J
i : ? t palice confronted him later | -. I
Pointing his Winchester rifle, Charles shot police captain John D o el m'“ hum#ed
thousand African-Americans, oo percent of blacks in America,

the heart. “You " Charles yelled, “T will gire yousii ' |
e South; blacks made up 32 percent of the region’s pml)pula;n'r
Civil War, the abolition of slavery and the reconstruction o e

w puteatnii sl the eye, and escaped again.*
The next day policemen and white mobs looked for Robert y :
These white citizens of New Orleans had their frustrations, too, i .- B Ao — R e b?udmm_
7 in the 1870s and 1880s, blacks had seemingly been ml‘la.mEthﬂ’:c
edeemers had thrust Afican-Americans decisively back into their

lil‘cc_Charles ft‘e:mtd to threaten white jobs and white women.
willing o mix with African-Americans at all, many whites had al
5 ; et}
¥ Violence, intimidation, and fraud R;Pt ﬁ?ﬁiﬂﬁ“ﬂ“
ite lan

“"alf.hed the state legislature defeat a bill thar would have seg
city's streetcars, Now whites noticed tha blacks wete obviously ; i s Basi d
the Charles riot made plain, race selations had ot been controlle

:har;s's “war on whites”” So the police arrested Africam i
ay, but no one could find Charles, this * o " i ; i s ey s
monster” and unreasoning il passions anc BV ¢

this “ruthless black butcher” and “bloodthirst i \ nineteenth century. i
supremacy.” On Wednesday, the owenty-fifth, ﬁ.u;r::im:;iﬁ 0 ] r'::‘llc Ked;;izoie of its booster?: the “New South” of r!xe il
monument to Robert E. Lee and resolyed to Iynich Robert Charles, T4 siily and carly twentieth centuries was an unsettling place. The uneven,
sat.zds marched to the parish prison and to the Storyville 4
vain: no Charles, That nighe, whites killed three Aﬁ:ican—ﬁmmicam 1
about fifty to the hospital. For good measure, the mobs killed
accidentally and, when refused rides on the streetcars, beat three white
car workers. On Thursday, whites killed three blacks and hurt ar least f
more—but still ne Charles, Then, on Friday, an African-American re
Chales’s hideout on Saratoga Street. When the police turned up

got up, the

)

gful processes of urhanization and industrialization were rrgn.s'l'::m'.ngtg
jegion and creating a new cereain for race relations. In the gruwbilng cmscsl
| towns of the New South, in Birmingham, ﬂt]a.ntaq Spartanburg, an

sham, white and black were thrown together in sltreﬂ:s, mt;ul:!nts‘;
s, and other public places. At the gates of s:tm_m].i_s, iron mh ,ha:d
ton mills, the races jostled each other in the search for jobs. On the land,
oy scemed mote stable, even stagnant, but Southern agriculture was

vice district, by
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f;l:ngl:!'-llmugh iFs own difficult eransformation: hard times on thy
x n:h tive decline of the countryside made the races il
:hzﬂha;dlcr. The New South created new people, too. ' ol
- dnot grown up with the paternalist example of:h: "
pN =t clas, pere less tolerant of blacks, Equally, there e
h:{gmis, young black men like Robert Charles, less de{ri:mntial :
not grown up in slavery, There was also ; -
Pt 3 A new Aﬁ‘i =1 i
:*:;:j t;:ll-drcs.scd landholders and business owners c\::ose
o e "f_al:]Iurcs of poorer whites, Upper-class whites had i
e ngd . ew Nr’gmﬁ "—the African-Americans of
i L:n e People’s Party who made common cause with E
lfamsr ; !.)cmocrﬂtic Party, the railroads, the merd:ants.m d
a“dpm;:r. The New South was unstable, not only because ?:‘ ivide
Jndte but because it still might unite them.* '
mﬂtme;r the Tmmm.nces. many Southern whites, out of un
;v cool caleulation, had new reason to turn on blacks ;
c‘_\;;m: brand of racism, hysterical and harsh, pmclai.mo::l in’Ie
o :i stores, and newspaper columns. The titles of
medp the essential racisc message—The Nepro a Beas I}Po ol
::h tim[{'ﬂl’;ﬂ Civilization. African-Americans, no longer :a dN'gm
E . : i
: :c; o stw:::y, were said to be headed back inre primitsize r:nn
mﬁ ¥ Ramnf ing rh.}-ough all this was an irrational fear of b!al;k -‘
f]f o.:! of the bestial *“New Negro” who preyed on whir b
r;ir'\:’:c;d]-ahc testified to the tensions between white me:m
s g"-‘mmn.Soulﬂ-n.. produced torrents of lurid rhetoric [n th
;j = Senate in 1907, Democrat Ben Tillman of South C:n'olma b
m::i v pt:lsmng with the desire to sate their passions upon whi :
s sk he described the white Southern victim, "hefo body 3
iy Em”:gic;md ++ + robbed of the jewel of her womanhood by
oy h;m[ ,,r;mf under the staggering blow and hot blood -
il railed. “We revert to the origi ’L’)T :
wc?c:ne -:}_lhjte Southerners did just that, &mﬁng;;fa]:::;%;md
1S i -
Mabmam : .bIadG' these people turned (o violence, They went, f
— minister and progressive Edgar Gardner Murphy o}:c?.n'ed b
o h:ntmn that no negro shall vote to the contention that ncgm,
» that no negro shall labor, and . . . that no n mshalll'm v
v e, Io row

4 across the region, there were fights and race riots. As in New
4 i 190, so in Wilmington, North Carolina, in 18g8. In rural areas
lly; there was che lynching party. Rebecea Latimer Felton of Georgia,
:. silist layleader and journalist, urged white men to do their ducy. “[1f]
s lynching to protect woman's dearest possession from drunken, raven-
w11 beasts.” Felton exclaimed in 1897, “then 1 say lynch a thousand a
| it becomes necessary. They never did manage thar thousand a week,
s of Southern whites answered Feltons call. What had been mainly
for white Americans to whip and discipline other whites became an
\ingly vicious means for Southern whites to exterminate blacks.
_ pwide, lynchings escalated in the 1880s and peaked at 230 in 18g2. The
i fell off somewhat because black men took pains to avoid trouble.
s, there were 115 reported Iynchings in America in 19oo; 106 of the vic-
were black, Essentially unchecked by Jocal, state, or national govern-
At white Southerners usually invoked some imaginary assault on a white
in order to murder a black man. There were hangings, shootings,
s, castrations. Afterward, interested whites might claim an ear, a to¢,
§ linger as a keepsike, pethaps souvenir watch fob. “You don't under-
| how we feel down here” a Mississippian told a Northern visitor in
lj “when there is a row, we fecl like killing a nigger whether he has done
thing or not” A Mississippi African-American summed up the vulnera-
 of his race. “They had to have a license to kill anything but a nigger,
pecalled. “We was always in season.™
iy more-moderate whites, including progressives and the wealthy, it
ol as if the South had gone out of control, These men and women were
usted by the lynch mobs. The lyncher, wrote Andrew Sledd, professor of
i and Greek at Adanta's Emory College, in 1902, acted “to gratify the
uite in his own soul, which the thin veneer of his elemental civilization has
been able effecrually to conceal.” Whites like Sledd preferred the ante-
slaveholders’ paternalist judgment of African-Americans: the black
was a submissive child, not an uncontrollable beast, Moreover, the
serates understood some basic realities: blacks were too munerous, their
¢ too important, for them to be driven from the Sourh; corrupt elec-
s, extralegal lynching parties, and race riots threatened the social ordet,
aged the region's reputation, and put econonic development at risk.
there had to be some new means of stabilizing race relations.”

WiOLS
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11 Crow reached into the economy as well. In the tobacco business, the
1 jobs went to whites, the unskilled jobs, to blacks. African-Americans
get manual work in the iton mines and foundries of northern
and in the bituminous coal mines of Tennessee and Kentucky. But
sotton mills of the Piedmont were for whites only. In general, blacks
i condemned to the dirtiest, least skilled, lowest paying, most demeaning
b the “nigger work” of gang labor and domestic service.
Negregation also drew boundary lines through politics. For years since
snstruction, whites had resorted to violence and fraud to keep down
lack vote. Now, powerful whites turned to the law, to legalized dis-
\hisement, to keep blacks away from the ballot box withour violence.
ing with a constitutional convention in Mississippi in 18go, disfran-
nt swept across the states of the old Confederacy in the next two
es. The effect of legal change on black voter turnout was harsh and
bigusous; there was about a 6o percent drop in black voting after suf-
restriction. By the end of the first decade of the twentiech century,
uthern African-Americans were almost as far from the levers of power as
oy had been in slavery."
though Jim Crow exacted countless costs, it was not the worst possi-
y for Aftican-Americans, as progressives and other moderate whites
Wonalized. An ongoing race war or expulsion from the South could have
wn far worse, Were it not for segregation, wrote one of Mississippi’s white
paper editors in 1910, the state would have had “"more race clashes and
| niggers than have been heard of since reconstruction” Tr was a self-
g remark, but truthful too. The boundaries of Jim Crow seemed to
4 a measure of stability to the South: lynchings fell off from 115 nation-
¢ in 1900 to 57 in 1gos. For whites, there was no reason to doubt that seg-
ton had indeed become “the elementary working hypothesis of
Wilization in our Southern States!” And there was no reason to doubt that
i Crow was there to stay.?
~ Certainly the North was unlikely to intervene, in part because the
don had its own difficulties with race relations. As the African-American
ot W, E. B. Du Bois observed in 1go1, “The Negro Problem is not the
ol property of the South!” At the turn of the century, there were only
oo African-Americans outside the Southern states, Living mainly in
ern cities and towns, these blacks made up less than 1 percent of the

The solution, crafted in the 18g0s and the 1goos, was a dramatic inf
carion and codification of segregation. White and black had been divi
many ways since the end of the Civil War, but now separation of thy
became the regional creed, a way of life—"the elementary working
sis of civilization in our Southern States,” as Edgar Gardner M
“Ours is a world of inexorable divisions,” he explained, “[Glood fences.
good neighbors.” Those divisions were achieved through an intricate p
of accommodation and challenge that proceeded unevenly but i
across the South. Everywhere, what had been de facto in the late
century became de jure by the twentieth; new segregation laws
racial boundaries clearer, more rigid, Through differing mixtures of Ia
custom, every Southern town, city, county, and state tried to achiew
goals: first, to send an unmistakable message of racial incquality that w
intimidate blacks and reassure whites; second, to deprive blacks of so
econamic and political opportunity that they could never threaten W
Pow:t'l‘l

So whites arranged to pur African-Americans in their “place”
again, More than ever before, that "place” was a literal, physical &
well as a marter of psychology and behavior. By statute and unwri
whites denied blacks equal access to public facilities. African-A
could not get into many hotels, restaurants, theaters, saloons, pool |
bathhouses, swimming ponls, and hospimls at all. They could get into af
public places only by accepting segregated, inferior accommodations—B
pews in churches, back seats in streetcars, balcony “nigger heavens”
aters, “nigger cars” on railroad trains, And of course, black children
artend separate schools—and of course, these schools were grossly
funded. There was also a trend toward residential segregation in the e
twentieth-century South, Traditionally, in rowns and cities, blacks had of
lived close to whites in servants” quarters or back alleys, in unimpos
buildings across a street or a vacant lor. Now, even in such older
ties as New Orleans, Charleston, and Savannah, white prejudice and
nomic forces were increasingly consigning blacks to their own sections
town. No Southern community had a true ghetto sealing off virtually a
the black population, but many towns and cities had one or more pre
nantly African-American sections, known predictably enough as “dar
town” and "nigerrmvn-"
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non-Southern population. Bur chey posed a problem to many w
nonetheless. The passage of civil rights laws after the Civil War had
wiped away old antagonisms in the Northern states. Most whites hel
enduring stereotype of backward “darkies” and “coons,” expressed b .
songs as “All Coons Look Alike to Me” and such vaudeville §
Doolittle Black and Julius Crow. White Northerners also heard
about the alleged brutality of the African-American; like white South
they could think of the black man as a beast and a competit;r. As
Soutlhcme:s began to flee Jim Crow and rural poverty, the prospect i
siing competition loomed. By 1906, an observer cauld already
prevailing dread of an overwhelming influx from the South!”
Northern race relations had their own volatility. In New York
August 1900, one month after the Charles riot in New Orleans, a
broke out in the Tenderloin, the black section on the West Side of Manls
tan. As in New Orleans, it began with an altercation between a
and a white policeman; as in New Orleans, a policernan died; as in
Orleans, white mobs, aided and abetted by the police, staged a “n
chase” through the streers.” !
IAccotdi.ngiy, the North drew its own boundaries between black a
1.tr!'ut¢ The Northern version of segregation was generally milder l
Southern Jim Crow, not because Northern whites Wete more virtuous
because blacks were less numerous and therefore less dangerous, Whi
the North did not insist so much on writing Jim Crow into stare and
law, and they did not segregate their communities quite as thoroughl
Northern segregation resembled Southern segregation in im F
fespects. As in the South, communities kept Aftican-Americans out
hotels, restaurants, theaters, and parks or condemned them to inferior
accommodations. Such cities as Boston and New Haven retained inte I
schools, but many other communities made sure black and white i
d.id not learn in the same classrooms. Northern churches became less re
tive to black warshipers; the Young Men's Christian Association did not
want black members. Occasionally the Northern segregators did their
with almost Southern flair, In Cincinnati, the white members of the YMCA, |
to make sure that there was no implication of racial equality, even colnpelladl

local African-Americans [0 renam Organization iz BO}’!—
e their own anizition the “Youn,
Chist s

I'he trend roward residential segregation was at least as strong in the
I as in the South. Northern cities did not yet have the kind of black

¢ that would develop later in the twentieth century. African-
sericans often shared neighborhoods with predominantly working-class
(iite immigranes who could not afford to live elsewhere. But especially as
_' sration friom the South increased, Northetn communities were quickly
loping predominantly bladk districts, New York had the Tenderlom and
it Juan Hill; Cleveland had Central Avenug; other towns and cities had their
n “Niggertown,” “Buzzard's Alley,” “Bronzeville;” “Nigger Row” “Chinch
o, ot “Black Bottom.” Typically, these neighborhoods had poor housing
il poor sanitation. The police usually allowed vice districes, with gambling
| prostitution, to develop there too. In all, these were dangerous places to
. San Juan Hill got its name because the sharp incline up West Sixtieth

¢t and the numerous racial battles reminded New Yorkers of Theodore
Joosevelt's famous charge up a Cuban hill of the same name during the war
\with Spain; “Death Avenue" the district’s western boundary, got its name
lecause so many black children died on the open railroad tracks of Eleventh
Avenue, Afvican-Americans lived in such places, of course, because limited
\comes and white prejudice made it difficult to go anywhere else in town.
Members of the small black middle class had the wherewithal to move into
better white neighborhoods, but these men and women ran into hostile white
lomeowners and realtors. In some areas, whites were already resorting to
Jestrictive covenants to make sure blacks would stay out™
Economic segregation was 2 reality in the North as well as in the South.
Clustered in low-status occupations, Northern African-Americans had trou-
ble getting manufacturing jobs, joining unions, and keeping positions as
waiters and barbers. Blacks' reputations as strikebreakers made relations with
white workers even more tense. In politics, at least, Northern blacks did not
face disfranchisement in the twentieth century. But their political power was
eroding. African-Americans held fewer state and local offices and played a
smaller role in political parties. “The plain fact is)" progressive journalist
Ray Stannard Baker confirmed in 1gog, “most of us in the north do not
believe in any real democracy as between white and colored men.” !

Baker was guilty of understacement, Even white progressives, North as

well as South, did not believe in any sort of equality between the races at
the turn of the century, A time of environmentalist thinking, the Progres-
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rs and has developed the qualitics of rr;somteﬂ:lzeﬁ r -1 bsjlf(-:
of the gifts of freedom, the power of p:rsom.l a;dlsom -
e e SRR S e S
and therefore quite possibly unalterable. Influenced by these | to some like a policy of .op'gessmn hi:::lmg the ranks of the black
progtessives held a range of opinions about race. Some, like So livelopment.” Furthelrrrllurt, I]m« {oww‘::l and educational separation of
leader Josiah Strong, were equally ardent believers in the supe lle class. Murphy rejoiced that o and the vocation of the negro
Anglo-Saxons—"all-conquering,” “more vigotous, more spiritug races has mﬁd .thc uppommlry the negro leadet of whatever
Christian"—¢o all other races in the United States and around. her, the negro physician, the negro . ww'Mu h}%-mknew. if the South
“Is there room for doubt,” Strong demanded, “that this race . . . is. s i tuch developments wuid;om:jmc':duca?m for blacks as well as
to dispossess many weaker races, assimilate others, and mold the re snded to his urgent c"“_sadc i ;:n hy concluded that government
until, in a very true and important semse, it has A glo s In typically 5. e :?:ﬁ-.jmn-d\mﬂicans and therefore
mankind?” A few reformers, like the Illinois factory inspector, New Wvism could d“":gc the mml:n o is 2 negro, the State may not
settlement house resident, socialist, and journalist William English | ave the race. “The f“[ thaat 1:;. 5 ;f;ﬁ negro—quite as much at the
ing, were ardent supporters of black rights, Condemning “race hat flibe scknonledged; “but e 1:; adequately accorded the economic
Walling insisted that “we must come 1o treat the negro on a plane of i wth as at the South—has '_’°th = . s]mnir‘y' opportunity, and hope,
lute political and social equality” The majority of progressives, cli ipport of the mecundﬂ: S.DCI:L.l \r;e.; it do?" Murphy and other progres-
a firm belief in African-American inferiority, fit somewhere in State may largely aleer if it will & 2 "__as long as the boundary lines of
Most Northern progressives said notably lietle about their racial views s believed the answer should be ,?)m >
and large, it was an awarencess of class differences, not racial diferences t tegation remained ﬁ"_ﬂ,l}"_dmwn' St ai essive support repeated
animated middle-class reform. Firm believers in white superiority, Those Southern ll_mlmuarls depc;u:ld;nlfmm]”f;’f 1got, Governor Charles
progressives were nevertheless more interested in making the world midd urphy’s argument in scm?whaf the case for Jim Crow bluntly to a
class than in making it Anglo-Saxon,'s i A pesck of o h Carolina pos t:vc and upright Southerner has
White progressives in the South did not have the luxury of slence aba fichnct T el + oelings, and we ase willing s arrious
race. Perhaps the best known Southern reformer, Edgar Gardner Mu your race aug}_'d. but the kmdm 3 E‘ of which you are capable,” he
spoke out frequently on the subject; in the process, he made very clear ho b see you grow into the highest citizenship
well segregation fit with progressive values. Murphy approached the aplained:
tion of African-Americans’ status from both the imistic perspecti il race should remain
race thinking and the optimistic perspective of emli::smﬂ:mtalism. I'::‘!'I'h But to do this it is abso_mtdy:ccmy[:?;:?ymr own race you
a distinct assumption of the negro’s inferiority,” he said; “but there is ; distinct, and have 2 society o lf:l:.w:“ God permits. . .. But all of
distinet assumption of the negro’s improvability. It is upon the basis of thi can grow as large mc! bfua.d a:;‘ ® u shall accomplish this high end
double assumption that the South finds its obligation” That obligation wa ghem n che South will insist that 7o
to abandon antiblack violence and instirure segregation. In addition to halp without social intermingling,
ing racial strife, Jim Crow would, Murphy believed, allow the process of
reform to continue among Aftican-Americans as it did elsewhere among
whites. Safe behind the racial boundsary line, Southern blacks were becomi
new people. “The segregation of the race has thrown its members upon
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sive Era was equally a time of race thinking, As the nineteenth
ended, science increasingly endorsed many Americans’ belief th
races were better than others and that racial characteristics were

yeock alternatives. Segrega-
for A d other Southern leaders, there wt‘te no ; -
l s i 1a:.:n:’ the governor bluntly warned his black audience, “would be

Hons vio,
. g
o your destruction. . ..
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~ As Jim Crow took hold with progressive SUppOrt or acquiescent
hlghgr levels of the federal government did virtually nomin;l:o h
Americans, I‘.Jot surprisingly, the conservative United States Supy
gave scgtegation its imprimatur. In 1896, a majority of the justices
Plessy v Ferguson that segregation was legal on Louisiana trains as [
b[acj'ls were provided “separate but equal” accommodations, i
3 I'he progressive presidents were not going to contest the ascendan
separate but equal” no marer how truly unequal the state of affai
bl:ldc_s in the South and in the Norch. Theodore Roosevelt shared
gressives” cf)ndescending view of African-Americans, For the Pres
i r:ruual, though often vague, category. In private, racial epithe
easily to his lips—his was a world of “micks,” “dagos,” "chinks,fand
Race Ihad multiple meanings for him: it referred to the distincrions of &
t!'u-: ﬁzmrmc.es amang white, red, black, and yellow; it conjured up 2 rogy
ni Fdion of a superior white Anglo-Saxon and Teutonic ]':cr!'t:lgc‘}: i
a "bio-social” theory that acquired characteristics could be mhe':nu:d. .
was perhaps the most hopeful aspect of the President’s thinki abouts
A neo-Lamarckian, Roosevelt believed that environment md"cét{:]mm o
modify heredity. Although races could go wrong and decline over I:im:,
sumabl?r_nhey ccﬂ.ald also improve. Yet, Roosevelt held ouc lietle hope
blacks. The President carefully avoided calling African-Ameticans “nj
but he had no doubrs about their merits. He confided to a friend in

Jielieving he needed the support of black Southern Republicans, the so-
| Black-and-Tans, in order to assure his nomination in 1904, Roosevelt
| appoint some “colored men of good repute and standing” to federal
u. In the process, he consulted Booker T. Washington on patronage mat-
4 and invited him to the White House for dinner in October 1901, But
( ivitation angered Southern whites, The Washington dinner was,
sonding to a Memphis paper, “the most damnable outrage that has ever
perpetrated by a citizen of the United States.” Whashington never dined
White House again. Although Roosevelt relished standing his ground
W) some disputed appointments, he remained the careful politician. Safely
jininated and reelecred i 1gog, Roosevelt leaned away from the Black-and-
i toward cheir white Republican rivals, the Southern “Lily Whites”
wiring the South in 1gos, the President reassured whites by stressing his
thern background and his admiration for the South, the Confederacy,
il Robert E, Lee; he even sent roses to Stonewall Jackson's widow. It was,
| 2 black leader, “national treachery to the Negro™
Roosevele condemned lynching during his second term, bur he also
vealed his profound reservations about African-Americans.* In an infa-
s episode in 1906, Roosevelt dishonorably discharged 170 black soldiers
the US. Army who had declined to tell what they knew, if anything,
it a nighttime rampage through streets of the inhospitable town of
that “as a i : S ; ownsville, Texas. Angered that the town’s white-owned saloons cither
always widr:‘ goi:jv:;t,d:a::a;ici ?;é:f t.her inferior to the whitesfl§ iefussed to serve blacks ogr forced them to drink in back rooms, ten or twenty
middle-class blacks. Bur African-Americans :}illilaf va;d % i f the soldiers had shot and killed a bartender and wounded a police lieu-
the national “Race”; there could be no intermarria :’"‘ih ::Sm?}ated (epant. The raid was, Rooosevele fumed, “unparalleled for infamy in the
These ideas pushed Roosevelt toward a positi oy e 1 annals of the United States Army”; the guilty soldiers were “bloody butch-
the progresives. Like them, he had 1 paternalis vie rather similar to that g urs” who should have been hanged. “If the colored men elect to stand by
them, he deplored violence and :'n:tzr:!;:'l' Ijs::[cw o Had{. race, Lil \timinals of their own race because they are of their own race” the President
Crow preferable to turmoil as a solutionlf’ ty.‘fth [hfmj he considered Ji warned, “they assuredly lay up for themselves the most dreadful day of reck-
the presence of the negro on this mnn:mt,,est;mbj; Pr:]blcm offered b pning” Tt was a sorry performance, The administration eventually agreed to
power to mirigate segregation, he preferred m' et d:;”: " ;m b et the soldiers appeal 1o an army panel for the right to reenlist—but only
race problems. “The white mat who can be of andle its ot fourteen of them made it back into the service. Roosevelt Ieft the whole
is that coloted mans neighbor,” Roosevel 3 3-'11081:‘1-.!3:.1:3 the colored mmatter out of his memoirs, as well he might have.”
ple themselves who rnf i :j sew; rﬂphm.ed' It is the southern peas Roosevelt’s successors did not do much more for African-Americans.
South” ¢ and can. solve the difficulties that exist in ch President William Howard Taft sought the support of white Southern
Republicans and made clear he would not interfere with the region’s social
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artangements, Woodrow Wilson, a son of Virginia elected to the
House in Ia.rgc part by the votes of white Southerners, did more thy
ate segregation, As President, he allowed a number of federal departm
segregate their black employees in Washington and demote or fire b
eral workers in the South. In an angry White House encounter
black ﬁdﬂ William Monroe Trotter in 1914, Wilson finally admi
= . . - ]
A:;ﬂ::: that he believed segregation was the best policy for Af
A few progressives knew better. More than almost any other refi
Jan:: Addams managed to get past racist culture and acknowledge th
of “separate but equal.” Contradicting the cherished creed of Edgar Ga
Murphy and other progressives, Jane Addams wrote in 1g1: that s
made it harder, not easier, to improve the welfare of Afiican-Ame:
creation of “a colony of colored people” i iti
broke down the black family and wi:k«:mi ::: i:ie i
amid urban temptation. The leader of Hull-House worked with nats
black leaders, but Hull-House did not, as her friend and associate i
Kodven Bowen conceded, make much of an effort to cross racial bo
and promote assaciation among different races. Ad i for
Frederick Douglass Center, one of the very few sd:t]“er:::i:tmc'k I-
blacks and whites. But Aftican-Americans, Bowen noted, “wm&:::s w
welcomed My” at Hull-House. Years later, Addams herself summe
the p.rogresswes’ failare—with a persisting, telling note of condescen
Despite the predicament of African-Americans, she admitted in =
are no longer stirred as the Abolitionists were, to remove fetters, to
crua|l:y. to lead the humblest to the banquet of civilization."*
. In these circumstances, “the humblest” had only a few, difficult altern
tives: _acwmmoda:c segregation; resist; or leave the country, Some A
Americans were indeed interested in going. Robert Charles belonged o th
rn_tcrml:ionzi Migration Sociery, which pledge
Liberia. He was also a follower of Henry M. Turner, bishop of the A
Methedist Episcopal Church, who called on blacks to go back ro Africa. By
Charles did not leave America; instead, he stood his ground and fought
Then and afterward, many blacks, workers in particular, admired his
tance and embroidered his story, “[ There never has been anything auth
thac Robert Charles was eaptured,” the pioneering New Orleans jazz pi:
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odate segregarion, m
v, Like the slaves, rwentieth-century blacks had to learn
they did not have to believe in white supremacy and black

jority, but outwardly, they had to offer deference and submissiveness.

p nafery’s sake, this feat of self-control had to be mastered early in life.””
: born on a farm ten miles outside the town of Ninety Six
1894 or 1895, was the child of for-
mob of white men on horseback
him salute, made him take

(ireenwood County, South Carolina, n
jier slaves. His first memory was of the
s “cursed my father, drew their guns and made
A1 his hat and bow down to them several times!” Young Benjamin saw
man; he watched a black man, on the run from
.. hide in a swamp, In the process, Benjamin began to understand the
ture of white power. “Negroes always got the worst of it,” Mays
“Guilt and innocence were mezningless words: the Negro was
also began to understand the limited
Negroes talked much about these
to do anything about them.” Ben-
to blacks who talked back to whites or, worse,
child, he learned mutualistic lessons similar
the farm and Rahel Golub in the
ed more on some very different
not to get too dose © white
mention the black boxer Jack Johnson, who whipped a
in 1908, “In this perilous
live a halfway normal life
¢ art of how to get along with
meek, and subservient

tyl:obn'ngup its chill

sodhounds hunting a black

lways blamed, always punished.” Mays
of black power. “Among themselves,
pngedies” he noted. “They
Jamin saw what happened
struck back ar them. And so, as &
1 those Tearned by Hamlin Garland on
\eniement and the sweatshop; but The focus
Jessons: not to talk about racial matters,
d to gee African-Americans & Women, Not even to
e white man to win the heavyweight championship
world?” Mays observed, “if a black boy wan
and dic a natural death he had to learn early th
white folks. . . . [T]t behooved Negroes ra be humble,
in the presence of white folks” Even that might not be enough: “No matter
ey acted, it was not always possible for Negroes to ‘stay out of trou-

5T

suer, and bandleader Jelly Roll Morton insisted years lacer. Blacks even
up a song about Charles. But they
e his choice, to risk white violence.
" Jelly Roll Morton admitted, “but 1 found out it was best for me to
it it and that T did in order to go along with the world on the peaceful
. . . [T]c was a trouble breeder."*
I the short run, at least, the choice for most African-Americans was 10
uch as earlier generations had accommodated
{a] I.['VC a double

also understood what it meant to
“T once knew the Robert Charles

S
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o And Washingron himself lived the double life. Pr}::‘.clﬂ, he g:im;:l

e assertive policy. At various times, he worked 1.)c]"ll id; sci]mads

disfranchisement legislation and Jim Crow practices on od:';mn 3

Q= e i T Vikiogo i ot

inning of the new century, 7 s

! - ﬂ;uescti:f:m‘}:ie black middle class—African-Americans wh:d h]:_d
e | ; and income and hoped for more—generally acccpt‘ is
" th[rﬂ} working-class blacks, at least in the South, pmbab}y did to;:
! t;we w:f already signs that some hﬁicm‘—mnelricam d.\;ht;luzei :; z:_\:m_
smmodation. Beginning in the late 8gos, blacks in many P
Ainities refused to ride on segregated streercars. By shmnmgd snd o
\winers and hurting their profits, these black boycotters hope t:k:d g
Bhent of Jim Crow in the South. The boyeott movf:entz;ﬁ i
o6, with actions in more than mm:?;:r:: fzum::n ough.w e

ble’; the many who cringed and kowtowed to white people the most w
just as much danger as the few who did not. How could a Negro avoidl
ble when his ‘place’ was whatever any white man's whim dictared at any
time?” Benjamin recognized the toll that this life took on his people, |
tainly ‘put the rabbit’ in many Negroes,” he wrote, “Negroes Live
constant pressures and tensions all the time in my community, . .
ease, to be relaxed, to be free were huxuries unknown to Negroes in €
wood County and in most sections of the South” Some frustrated A
Americans fought among themselves. “Ir was difficule” Mays co
“virtually impossible, to combine manhood and blackness under one sk
the days of my youth."
The principles that Benjamin Mays learned as a boy guided some b
leaders as well. At the turn of the century, prominent African-
Narth and South, pursued a strategy of accommodation, The most
of them was Booker T, Washington, a slave at his birth in Virginia
1850s, founder of Alabama’s ‘T uskegee Institure for blacks in the 1880s
adviser to Republican politicians and Northern philanthropists by the 1dg
In a speech ac the Aclanta Cotron States and International Exposi
1895, Washingron offered what became known as the “Adanca
mise” With an eye on moderate whites, Washingron urged blacks to
segregarion and disfranchisement and concentrate instead on e
progress through self-help, thrift, and hard work, “In the long run it is i}
race ot individual that exercised the most patience, forbearance, and el
control in the midst of trying conditions that wins . . . the respect of il
world,” he insisted. “An inch of progress is worth more than a yard of ¢
plaint” To make that progress, Washington favared the kind of indus
education offered at the Tuskegee Institute rather than higher educari
the liberal ares. A politician at heart, Washington knew how ta say di
things ro different people: whites could hear the promise of acquiesces
blacks, the promise of upward mobility and eventual equalicy, “Tt is nof
within the province of human nature,” Washington declared, “that the 1 n
who is intelligent and virtuous, and owns and cultivates the best farm in
county, shall very long be denied the proper respect and considerati
Washington’s optimism—"look always wpon the bright side of life” he
would say—must have been hard to take sometimes. Bu he also offered a
vision of black solidarity, strength, and separateness: “We are a nation withi

0 o 1o
silts were disappointing, The loss of black
whi ive up Jim Crow on the cars.™ , :
. ';‘;:i‘n"“ :hpele years, Booker T. Washington also began to face dut::t iu:]
es toiis leadership. Prominent African-Americans resented Was 13—
influence over black educational institutions and newspapers ajd.d 5
s to white philanthropists and peliticians. Some l:ols.dc.sil:e_'lm-»;1 m;:
Wishmgmnk strategy of accommodation was ML WI am -
Yyotter, the Harvard-educated editor of the Afncmvﬁmc‘:'lcan :iapg lid
Jhoston Guardian, labeled Washington a “self-seeker ‘and a' ‘coward, s
.bhcks uestioned Washington's fundamental strategic choice to emp!
T 1 E

nom.u:ic development and acquiesce in d]sﬁmdusmnem.l -—

The strongest, most comprehensive challenge © Washington i o
W. E. B. Du Bois, a professor at Atlanta University. Bmi:hght up mgszOis

L E.B. ; i - B s

: educated at Fisk, Harvard, and Berlin in the 1 . '
Mﬁ:rdc:lds;tf:his thirties, a powerful intellectual and an accmnE::hcd soci-
. : ; i i me to
i i f Washington, Du Bois o

slogist. Once essentially a follower © . Dal =
:;L:itiun the trade-offs of the “Atlanta Compromise. That bc;:m; iqﬁ“wm
clear in 1903 when Du Bois published The Souls of E£ud| ff:lk, fomp B: i
esr:a criticizing Washington for advocating “submission.” Du Bois ;a. 1
deecommic progress would be impossible unless blacks had po tlc.‘ln

t k ’
ights. Emphasizing the importance of educared blacks, I’.hel lalcttl:ez,um 4
Eagr l;hx progress of the race, Du Bois also rejected Washingtons focus o
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mdusmja[ raher than higher education, Joining the Socialist Party
Du BDIS seemned willing to range far beyond Washington’s co
Republicanism and individualism,
Du Bois offered more than a rejoinder to Washington. In his work
Bois explored the duality of African-American identity: “One ever .
twoness—an American, 2 Negro; twa souls, two thoughts, two
SHVINgs; two warring ideals in one dark body, whose dogged strength af
keepls it from being torn asunder” Du Bois envisioned a pluralise o
one in which blacks could be themselves rather than appear as whites
them to appear. The nation had to be black a5 well as whire, “He wo .
bleach his Negro soul in a flood of whice Americanism, fa.r he kn
f‘{egm blood has a message for the world,” Du Bois :vml:e "H
w'fshcstn mike it possible for a man to be both a Negro and.an e
without being cursed and spit upon by his fellows, without havin the di
of‘jPPOmmity closed roughly in his face"? e
[o help create a pluralisc America, Du Bois arranged for a small
on the Canadian side of Niagara Falls in July 1905, What came to be
as Irhe Niagara Movement firmly rejected accommodation of So
wh:tes,_ protested disfranchisement, praised collegiate as well as indust
et‘Iulc:ltlon, and demanded protest as well as economic self-help, “We do
.hcs,lme to comphin,” the meeting declared, "and to oomplail.-l loud}y--.
mszsmlndy.“ By 1909, the Niagara Movement had helped give rise to »
organization that became the National Assaciation for the Advancen ol
Colored People a year later. The association included white suy _l
benefactors—Lillian Wald and William English Walling, for Emn ot
well as African-Americans, Du Bois became its director of publici
research and began to edit its journal, aptly named The Crisis* ’
Th.m e other African-American protests, including a fonat
campaign against Iynching. Georgia African-Americans held P::m -
ngh:s Convention ar Macon in 1906, “We must encourage Ne ‘I'vus'
men,” the convention’s president, William Jefferson White decgrljmd
at d'ee same time we must agitate, complain, protest, and -kec- rotes
agairisc the invasion of our manhood rights . . . and above all : E:izc
million brothers of ours into one great fist which shall never c::f:m |
ac the gates of opportunity uncil they shall fly open” Bishon H b
Turner was still bolder. “To the Negro in the country the Anmgcmt;:;

and contemptible rag . . . he declaimed. “I wish to say that hell is an
ement upon the United States when the Negro is involved.” Few
Jrican-Americans were ready to go that far. Many may have liked what Du
had to say—but they also heeded Washington's message. North and
th, the realities of white power tempered black emotion. The streetcar
otts faded away; the NAACP struggled. A true African-American mass
ent against segregation was a long way off.*
The differences between Du Bois and Washingron are abvious, and
ten remarked. The iceas they shared, including an uneven relationship to
spressivism, are less plain but nonctheless revealing about the prospects
lir & “middle-class paradise” in America. Du Bois and Washington, along
with other black middle-class leaders, shared the often condescending atti-
fe of white progressives toward a working class supposedly in need of
nprovement. The African-American elite spoke of “uplifting the race.” To
ieve that goal, they emphasized the same kind of programs, especially
slucational and recreational reform, thar progressivism emphasized. And
employed the same kinds of organization: women's clubs, religious
gioups, and such scttlements as the Robert Gould Shaw House in Boston,
the Lincoln House in Manhattan, the Neighborhood Union in Atlanta,
| ocust Streer Settlement in Hampton, Virginia, Flanner House in Indi-
anapolis, and Plymouth Settlement House in Louisville. As in progres-
sivism, women played a prominent role, With black men cut off from the
ballot and political participation, black women artfully capitalized on male
(leference to their roles as mothers and guardians of the home in order to
the African-American cause. It was, for instance, women such as Mary
Church Terrell and the outspoken journalist Ida B. Wells-Barnett who led
the black protest against lynching.*

Still, the necessities of life in Greenwood County and New Orleans, in
San Juan Hill and the Tenderloin, also moved African-American activism
away from progressivism. Unlike Edward Bellamy and so many ather white
progressives, black Americans had little reason to place their faith in state
power and little to reason to believe they could gain it. Skepticism about the
state in turn helps explain African-Americans’ rather Victorian emphasis on
self-help and self-development. At a time when the white middle class
seressed the importance of association, of the individual’s adjustment to the
group, the black middle class necessarily invoked a more old-fashioned indi-

e ———————ee

|
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nciual:sm_ of “patience, forbearance, and self-control” And
when white progressives stressed soeial unity, and worked m o
groups more alike, African-Americans were determined to i
sense m‘ difference in the United States, Whether it was Du - ;
blac_k l:wonu-s" or Washington talking of “a nation within.
Aﬁ-:cm—ﬁmm:an activism, for all its similarities to progressivis
pmnte:? away from white reform and its notion of human identi I
&mi\.ﬁ-s:m-mlngﬁcm had good reason to chart an indepes - 2
- progressivism. Segregation, the progressive solution, not only.
eavy toll from blacks in lost freedom, power, and opportuni
did not even make the United States a safe place. J\S:::s thc":y;
?}mchmg of blacks actually increased from fifty-seven in 1905 to ;
in r?oB. Atlanta saw four days of white mob violence I.: ';c : ’
mspired by the usual rumors of black attacks on whir; mpt B
Atlantans fled the city's center in terrors the riotin d i
black middle-class section of Brownsville, home of fvspét;
?;}:Js[ t:v;nryﬁve I?lnck po?Pk'. as well as one white, died. Dlm'.ng ;
Incum;' nunstratnlon, rac?al_vuolence struck the North as well. E
= , Was thc slltE of tioting in 190y, In August 1908, there
p@gﬁc[d. Ilinois, the home of Abraham Lincoln. "[: bl o :
vvtrh;tai died; the homes of blacks were burned, "Linml‘:o ﬁ'c;ldm
riol H ?
. :;t: ;I;:;:i.mnow we'll ?how you where you belong!” “['lhe]y:;
plield are not peculiar to that city” a reporter wrote. “Almost eve
;manmf:nmnry in the cuu::try is face to face with the same possibilities, A- . -.
bh;; : in an hfmr' Despite segregation, it scemed, differences betwes
and white might not be safely contained after all* 1

Joles in Florida to the Luisenos and Cahuillas in Southern California to
hs and Puyallups in Washingron. The largest numbers of Native
{eans lived in the states and territories west of the Mississippi River.
than 64,000 lived in Indian Territory and Oklahoma Territory, which
Il be joined to form the state of Oklahoma in 19o7. Given these mum-
. Indians did not pose the sort of social, economic, and political challenge
i whites felt from blacks, Ane Native Americans had seemingly been put
{lieir “place” even more decisively than African-Americans had been put in
i during the Redemption. Defeated in the Indian Wars, largely confined
vations, and denied citizenship rights, the Indians were effectively
from the mainstream of white America.™”
- Nevertheless, Native Americans had become 2 problem by the wn of
century. Their “place” had become uncertain, not because of their
but because of the machinations of whites. The Native Americans
ane resource that white sociery did cover—land, Throughout the late
etcenth century, whites wanted furcher access to the lands controlled by
tribes. At the same time, other whites, mainly the sort of genteel New
d Republicans who had once backed Reconstruction, wanted to draw
ive Americans into white society. The confluence of these desires was the
[ policy of assimilation, which emerged in che 18708 and 1880s, and
\which received its fullest legislative expression in the Dawes Severalty Act of
i, The white assimilacionists intended to dismantle Native American cul-
e, dissolve the tribes, and educate Native American children in schools—
4l to turn the Indians into individualistic, hard-working citizens of the
|Inited States. The Dawes Act, also known as the General Allotment Act,
served this goal by providing for the gradual distribution of collectively held
wibal lands to individual Native Americans—and to whites. Given the
{notives of its white supporters, this was at once a cynical and an optimistic
policy: Indians would be exploited, but they would be transformed. It also
underscored the exceptional status of Native Americans in the United
Giates. At a time when workers, immigrants, and blacks were suspect, when
Jsoundaries were being drawn across America, the line between Indians and
whites would be obliterated.
Assimilation had disappointed its advocates by 1goo. For land-hungry
whites, the implementation of the Dawes Act was too slow; they wanted
et access to Indian land. For whites sympathetic to Narive Americans,

HIR

Differences between red and whi
ite were much easier to :
’ ; . manage. At the st
I; the twentieth cengury, Native Americans posed little l‘hm.‘ltg'l::o whir;.
FE; n:immus than African-Americans, the Indizns scemed (o be decli
hmc-rm ;:11:;13 takers cnunfemwd 248,253 Native Americans in 18g0; ten.
mun,t (S ough the ].!rdlan Wars had come to an end in 181, the ce
; t;:u only 237,196, The Indians were more diverse and marc.‘
: kol . : aomente
a ::s ﬂ-'f\ﬁ'ttan-ﬁmencm population. At least 170 tribal groups were spy
s the country, from the Penobscor and Passamaquody in Maine to
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::ssh.nilan'on did not seem to be working; it even appeared to be h
I[nd:.ms. Of some three thousand Cheyenne and Arapaho on allotred
in western Oklahoma, fess than 20 percent were raisin t.ht:it'a »
1900. The rest depended on food rations handed our lir the f:c‘l:n'ral i
f[gj:-nt. Between rations, the agent reported, “gaunt hunger stalks them, ,
The al.l_ol::mmt of land at the Fort Hall Reservation in Idah "
1ﬁl.lrn.9hsl: Ray Stannard Baker noted in 1905, had left the ;:,1 ¢
exactly as before, locking on imperturbably, eating, sleeping, idling, wi
Texniane thought of the fusture than 2 white man's d-uld_’?:pmg b
g Whnes were a]slc having selcond thoughts abour oblicerating Nat
\merican culture, With the frontier apparently gone, the Indians now seem
like artifacts of a vanished, romantic past. Pethaps those artifaces "
pre_serlveq. Fin?ﬂy. the development of racial thought raised questions
assimilation. Some science suggested that racial differences were b o
and hard to overcome. Even neo-Lamarckians, who believed thar i
and eulture could affect racial characteristics, doubted that In::'v
;m?gc very much. Influenced by Darwinism, some observers suggesred
Native Ameticans, although pethaps superior to blacks, faced 3 bleak
in the struggle for survival, After “a hundred years of vain st;'uggl :
with the pathetic present,” predicred William Henry Holmes, h :1
Bureau of American Ethnology, early in the new century, the 'ln:;m

“fading out to total oblivion in the very near future, All that will remain t8

:he. world of the fated race will be a few decaying monuments, the "
telics preserved in museums, and something of what has been written"®
All l:hc.‘fe developments produced a new view of assimilation i

among whites who cared deeply abour Native Americans, If d'_.e”l

couId not change, if their survival was in doubt, then perha‘\s FuJIe ; ;
tion into the white world was a mistake. It might be better tollr.ee .-
arate—not wholly excluded, as in the years before the Dawes A!::t but

vated by Native American life, exemplified the new thinking. Between 18g5
: 189

and 1900, the writer made five Erips to visit reservations from Oklahoma and

the Dakotas west to Arizona and Washington. Inspired by these trips, Gar-

land i i
d wrote romantic short stories, novels, and essays centered on Native

e"fmeriiam and the old West. Saddened and angered by the Indians’ condi-
tion, Garland also became a vocal eritic of the assimilation policy, “The

The Shicld of Segregation i

llotment of lands in severalty” he wrote in a magazine article in 1go2,

“which began in land-lust and is being carried to che bitter end by those who

yelieve a Stone Age man can be developed into a citizen of the United States

i1 a single generation, is in violent antagenism to every wish and innate

desire of the red man, and has failed of expected results. . . " In a telling

measure of his conversion to middle-class progressive culture, Garland
deplored the attempt to turn the Native American into an individualist
inaking his or her way in the world like a Victorian son out to earn his for-
tune. Individualism, Garland believed, was antithetical to the Native Ameri-
can's way of life. “All his duties—even his hunting—have always been
performed in company with his fellows," Garland noted. “He is a villager,
jiever a solicary. He dreads solitude. . . . Naturally, those who were resolute
1 make the Indian a solitary took litcle thought of this deep-seated mental
characteristic, being confident that resolute whacking would jar his brain-
cells into conformity with those of a white man of the same age”

The “resolute whacking” could not go on. "As a nation, we can't afford

to rest under the stigma of inhuman cruelty,” Garland insisted, “These red
nen are on our conscience” Since they were “like children,” he reasoned,
"We are answerable for them, just as we are answerable for the black man's
future” Garland's solution was to keep Indians away from whites. In most
cases, he wanted to maintain Native Americans on the reservation, the “isle

of safety” Native Americans who had already received allotments should be
allowed to pool their lands together to form villages away from white settle-
ments, OF course, thete could be no intermarriage of white and red. In this
way, Native Americans would be preserved. With his paternal concern for
the childlike race, with his fear for the good mame of whites, Garland
sounded like Edgar Gardner Murphy and the white progressives who advo-
cated Jim Crow. And like many Southerners, he saw the triumph of an
enlightened segregation as proof of white supremacy. “[Only] when we give
our best to these red brethren of ours,” Garland maintained, "do we justify
ourselves as the dominant race of the Western continent.”"

Garland’s voice was heard in the White House. He became one of the
members of the “Cowboy Cabinet,” the progressive white men from the West
and Midwest whom Theodore Roosevelt consulted when he made Indian
policy for his administration. The President had calimed down since his

wounger days in the 1880s, when he had declared, “I don't go so far as to think
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that the only good Indians are dead Indians, but I believe nine out of
ten are, and I shouldn't like to inquire too closely into the case of
Now, he too was nostalgic abour the passing of the frontier and
Indian cultures. With his racial views, he too was dubious abg
prospects for assimilation. To be sure, Roosevelt believed thar In
blacks, had some respectable individual representatives. Similarly, so
such as the Cherokee, were better than others. And naturally, the
Roosevelt admired Indians for being such good fighters, He even b
thar Indians, unlike blacks, should be allowed to marry whites. But tl
majority of Native Americans had, he knew, only limited prospects.
Indians may be able to turn themselves into ordinary citizens in a
years,” Roosevelt said after leaving the presidency. "Give to these e
Indians every chance; but remember that the majority must change
and that it will take generations to make the change complete, ..,
ans can hardly be moved forward at all?#!

Accordingly, Roosevelt wanted to modify the federal government’s e
mitment to assimilacion along typically progressive lines. “In dealing
the Indians our aim should be their ultimare absorption into the b

ding schools that took young Indians away from reservations, the
11 instead stressed vocational training on the reservations. Leupp alm
ed the bureau’s policy of placing Native American children in white
lic schools. During Leupp's tenure in office, the public schools got away
iih rejecting Indians or putting them in segregated classrooms.”
As to citizenship rights for Native Americans, one of the ﬁmdam?ntal
114 of the assimilationists, eupp was blunt. “Citizenship has beena dxsa‘d—
utage to many Indians,” he announced. “They are not fitred for igs dutl.es
able to take advantage of its benefits” Under the Dawes Act, citizenship
t automatically o Native Americans receiving an individual allotment of
bhal land. But in 1906 the Roosevelt administration secured passage of l_j':le
Wike Act, which broke the automatic linkage between allotment ancll citi-
: ip. Now an Indian receiving allotred lands could not become a citizen
the United States for twenty-five years or until determined competent by
¢ secretary of the interior. Since so few Native Americans were c:'tize?n‘.-s, it
hardly necessary to disfranchise them, Sull, a string of court %mswns
yidl state laws made Indian voting unlikely. In some places, for instance,
Mative Americans had to prove they were assimilated in order to cast a bal-
our people;” he wrote carefully in his annual message to Congress in lit. The notable exception would prove to be the state of Okl_ahofnglge
“But in many cases this absorption must and should be very slow” _ indians were both numerous and, 1ronlcallly. wﬂimg to join whites mAﬁi -
wanted the federal government to become less invalved in Indians’ lives. lranchisement of blacks. But most Native Americans, hkc.mOSL “;:n;;
was the case with Jim Crow in the South, he believed local whites s Americans, had no access to political power. At best, the Indians were A
have more of a say in determining relations with the other race, Allotment the federal government, dependent on Leupp, Roosevelt, and Congress.
Indian lands would continue—but assimilation would be slow indeed. ~ It was a dangerous dependency. Under peessiee from whlzte Wtst?m?rs.
Roosevelt’s Indian policy rook its clearest form with his appointment {he federal government opened up more mb_a.l lands to white ﬂﬁhlm";";n
Francis Leupp as commissioner of Indian Affairs in 1905 A graduate wnd made it easier for Indians to sell their ‘.ll..lotnlel'llts o wh tc:icd g
Williams College, a journalist, and an advocate of civil service refon Supreme Court, with its ruling in an Walf v, Hitcheock m 1903, ;lgn U‘lts
Leupp was Roasevelt’s kind of man. “The commonest mistake made gpproval. So the Roosevelr administration allotted the Rosebud Sioux, Uin-
dealing with the Indian,” Leupp declared, “is the assumption that he is s iah, Crow, Flathead, and Wind River Reservations to Native Americans,
ply a white man with red skin." Whites should rot imagine that educati ith the surplus available to whites. Under Leupp, the land cessions mumr;
individual landholdings, and citizenship would make Native Americans i ied, Western whites called for this or that reservation to be openchd up :
whites. The aim of federal Indian policy, therefore, should be “in - Llongress would oblige. The Burke Act l:'y slowing Indlm'{ citizens ;Eiia ;
ment, not transformation” Under Leupp, the Bureau of Indian A it even easier. Tn May 1908 alone, 2.9 million actes of the Standing 111Ei an, ;
changed the education of Native American children, Like blacks in Cheyenne River Reservations were &?pmzd up. All told, many millioos. o
South, Indian pupils supposedly did not need higher learning so much a etes passed out of Indian hands durms the Roosevelt adn-umsu-a::ln .
practical preparation for low-skilled jobs, Deemphasizing the ambition There was lictle that Native Americans could do about federal policy.
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Few in number, scattered across the country, the Indians lacked even the
ited resources of blacks: a fairly significant middle class, a cadre of edugy
and officeholders, and metropolitan newspapers. And over the yeat
Indians had been far more savagely subdued, Still, Native Americans
the authority of the federal agents where they could. :
Roosevelr and Leupp would have none of that. If Native Ameri
would not willingly accept federal policy, if there was a conflict be
and white, then the government would end it by force and coercion.
Roosevelt's administration, thete were numerous illegal arrests of
notable instance involved the Aneth Navajo of southern Utah, who had m
aged to avoid the reservation and government schooling, But in 1g03.
Bureau of Indian Affairs set up a new agency at Shiprock, New Mexico, fo
miles from Aneth. The agent, William T Shelton, wanted Navajo chil
attend the government boarding school at Shiprock. The Aneth hea
Bai-a-lil-le, and a group of followers would not send their children to
boarding school; Bai-a-lil-le, an impressive medicine man in his early
would not even go to Shiprock for talks in 1907, Furthermore, if Shelton
foolish enough to come to Ancth, the agent had better be “prepared to
because Bai-a-lil-le “wanted to fight” and “was not aftaid to die” Sl
went 1o Aneth nevertheless, He got no fight, but no satisfaction either.
lil-le, refusing federal authority, threatened witcheraft. By then, Francis Le
had been drawn into the affair; in October, two troops of the Fifth Cay
were sent to deal with the Aneth Navajo. In a surprise dawn raid on th
hogans of Bai-a-lil-le and his people, the cavalry tried to make arrests 1
wound up killing two Navajo and wounding one. Bai-a-lil-le and nine
followers were sent summarily to Arizona for hard labor without term. Tlhe
Indian Rights Association, a group of white assimilarionists, protested chis
draconian and illegal treatment. In reply, Leupp offered a testy and seartling
defense of his actions: ... . there comes a time in the experience of every man
who has authority when he has got to make his own laws.”"
Now Roosevelt had to defend his commissioner, The Navajo were, thy
President insisted, "a group of notorious outlaws, led by a medicine man
an Indian of the type of Geronimo in earlier days.” Roosevelt, like Le
was impatient with the constraints of the law: “Devoutly as all of us
look forward to the day when the most backward Indian shall have been
brought to the point whete he can be governed just as the ignorant

is governed in one of our civilized communities, thm:_dayl has not :t

ived." Arguing the case in court, the government evert nm.ml::u.llod f:; : ;
Mivajo were “prisoners of wat” As with the Btow:lns“l[e case, r-wm; Mu:].‘
\lie Roosevele government into an excess of arbitrary aul:’nfm:).-. b
Jyne, the Arizona Supreme Court ordered the release ofBau-a—llil— an ’
swers, There were limits to federal power, but there was su]_l no doul

the government’s capacity to compel obedience. Ba.i—‘a-lhl—le had o
smise peacefial behavior and an end to wiud'!craﬁ:: the medicine man cw_r:
¢ ta Shiprock to speak to the Native An{wr:m pupils at the governmen
whool about the importance ofeducati_nn.‘- : : o
As the story of Bai-a-il-le made plain, Native Americans were m;:b ee .
seject the United States. But they were not free to _ber.orm: full me mdjd
the nation, cither, The Taft administration left things as they wete; 60 .
the Wilson administration. The Indians were caught ben.:r:en exclusion an
{itegration; like African-Americans, they were segregated.

3R

Far from the emptiness of southern Utah, in crowded cities, o‘rher bou:clzr}r
lines were being drawn between Americans. Urban ms{dents. thrown
together with strangers on city streets, felt the need for security and p:-;;'acy
T hey wanted to know that other pedestrians would not presume to auldre?s
them or bother them. Already by the late nineteenth clentu.ry, one could, u}
effect, be alone in a crowd on the street. “The crowd is the embodiment o
isolation,” a European visitor to Chicago had noted in L}lcl |87‘m "rl"he urb:rt
planner Frederick Law Olmsted observed the same.quzll:lty in city peuh[; e:
“Every day of their lives they have scen thousands of their fellow-men, have
et them face to face, have brushed against tht.m' and yet have h?,d not expe-
vience of anything in common with them.” This sense of sfpa::f]{ was, r:u}::
quspects, a particularly middle- and upper-class concern. Certainly ftwas y
middle class that most self-consciously elaborated rules for -':ﬂ_nducc B it
lic. A well-bred person did not stare at others. A ge"‘%‘“’.“ p;.ud aﬂmu?km-m
a ladly without drawing too much attention to her—tipping his %\at.. e aﬁ
only if she spoke first, “All rights, and the essence qu true polltz:ss. re
the book Sorial Eriguette of New York, “are contained in the homely maxim,
MIND YOUR OWN BUSINESS; which means by a pretty evident

gy

implication, that you are to Let your neighbor’s business alone.
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These rules of public behavior were not the only urban boundary ling
the turn of the eentury, American cities were becoming increasingly
by more than race: the different classes and ethnic groups were also
away from each other. This residential segregation was a prosaic pro
out the sad spectacle of allotment or the brazen drama of disfran
rather, it was the sum of millions of individual decisions, the product
nomic inequality and technological change. Well into the nineteenth
American cities had been “walking cities," in which different social
mixed together in neighborhoods because workers needed ro Tive within
ing distance of their jobs. By 1900, the omnibus, the street railway, the sub
and the elevated train had made it possible for many people to live som
tance from work; different groups did not necessarily have to share nei
hoods. The transformation of class relations, the profound sense of dif
berween groups, made such separation seem desirable, The upper ten, ¢
have seen, lived apart in urban fortresses, exclusive subutbs, private
boarding schools. The middle class was also moving away from downea
areas to newer neighborhoods at the city’s edges and to developing suburl
But many workers, native-born and immigrant, could not afford to comm
or to pay for better housing. As a result, the poorest city residents, the lea
skilled, the lowest paid, were becoming concentrated in their own ;
hoods, These people were not as isolaced as blacks, but they were seg
nonetheless. The degree of residential segregarion varied from one

group to another; in general, the new immigrants from Eastern and Southers
Europe were more concentrated in enclaves than, say, the Germans and thy
Irish. And immigrants from different countries ofien shared neighborhood
But by and large, New York, Chicago, Detroit, San Francisco, and other
were becoming segregated urban worlds in which the different classes and
nic groups were less likely to bump against one another in streets and s
and schools, and in which Rahel Golub could live for five years without
glimpse of " America. Like Native Americans and Southern blacks, immi
grants paid a political cost. Around the country, state legislatures, usually wi ;
support from progressives, deprived aliens of their longtime right to vote,#

AR

Even as the different boundary lines were drawn across the United States in
the 19005, Americans explored alternatives. For some people, segregation

2n

The Shizld of Segregation
ot enough; they wanted the complete exclusion of people different from

{hemselves. Not content to let immigrants live apart in urban enclaves, these

ericans, including some progressives, advocated immigration restriction,
wall built around the United States. And some Americans, advocates of the
science” of eugenics, advocated another kind of wall—selective breeding,

which would make sure the wrong sort of people never got born in the
| nited States in the first place.

Immigration restriction was difficult to achieve, however.” The United

States had a long history of ambivalence toward immigrants, but it had an
qually long history of their acceptance. Naturally, immigrants and their
thildren wanted immigration to continue. So did businessmen eager for
cheap and plentiful labor. Many narive-born Americans had long been con-
fident that immigrants could be assimilated into the national life. Progres-
sive activists, excited by the power of environmental reform, tended to
imaintain that confidence. In 1902, Jacob Riis wondered whether the immi-
granss streaming through Ellis Island, the successor to Castle Garden, would
lecome good Americans. “While the flag flies over the public school, keep it
aloft over Ellis Island and have no misgivings,” he told his readers. “The

\chool has the answer to your riddle” He might have added the setdement

liouse, the playground, the model tenement, the institutional church, and a
fjost of other progressive devices. But many Americans’ confidence in assim-

llation was breaking down amid the myriad social divisions of the early
pwentieth cencury. McKinley's assassin, Leon Czolgosz, was a native-born
Aumerican, but his Eastern European name and anarchist views stirred fears
of the new immigration. The New England patricians of the old Immigra-
tion Restriction League, among them Roosevelt's close friend Senator Henry
Cabot Lodge of Massachusetts, were active again. So were the members of
the American Federarion of Labor, mostly men of English, Irish, and Ger-
inan stock, who feared that new immigrants would break strikes and accept
low wages. There was clearly no national consensus in favor of immigration
restriction.®

As a result, presidents were caught in a polirical tangle. Sensitive to busi-
nessments need for workers, Theodore Roosevelt was also concerned about
social conflict in a polyglot America. Although the President had favored
some sort of immigration restriction before, he clearly had to be carcful now
in the White House, In his first annual message to Congress at the end of
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sinber jumped to 19,068, Most of the Japanese liveld in California, wh_cr'e
ites discriminared against them. Soon the state lcgl.‘ilaturc was dm
sanese exclusion, Had it been a matter only of white public opinion, the
eral government would have readily obliged. But Roosevelt also had to takc
it account diplomatic relations with the Japanese government. Evo:‘:c;s E;nl
slifornia soon forced his hand. In October 1906, the San Francisco o
Joard ordered segregation of Asian students. Responding to pmte-sls :
Jupan, Roosevelt sent an emissary t© California to reason with San Tran?s;o
ulficials. When the emissary was rebuffed, Roosevele c:ln!led.thf- action of the
sehool board “a wicked absurdity . . . a confession of inferiority in our civi-
lization” The President made clear his intention to protect ]apan'w: mf::;
grants, but  that angered white Westerners and even worried :md
Southerners about the fate of Jim Crow. So Roosevelt !hllflbd groun
worked out what was called the Gentlemens Agreement with Jap_an. 'lézipia-l
cate the Japanese government, Roosevelt inch::a;d Fhe San Francisco f:ron
Jioard to give up segregation and the (..ahfomm Ieg!siaturt o i:ta&c awa}:& :
anti-Japanese legislation; the price was a provision mlr]w"hmmgmd:;:.l; Z{
1407 authorizing the President to stop any immigration “to the . :
labor conditions.” Then, in 1908, after rrmc!lt dqccl:y. Roosevelt secured Japan's
ict migration to the United States.™
"F"‘D“:::: t:wm:}:;ﬂan:;g::nmy, sentiment to restrict white rmmigration
made slmfhndjscemiblnpmgmﬁ. One reason was the gradual spread nfth?:
newer scientific racism, which drew distinctions not only berween people o
different colors but between different white er.hm'? groups, I.n .m Ra:ftqf
Furope, published in 18, economist Wxilmn Z E.hpley had dmﬁ ;a:,::,
into three groups: the tall, blond, northern Tc_utomcs; the shorrer R
central Alpines; and the darker southern Med{tcrr:means. This kin }::
ing made it easier for some Americans to see .Som.hem and East-«i:a _umpr:;.t:
jmmigrants as representatives of a different and inferior race—"beaten n;cm
bers of beaten breeds,” sociologist E. A. Ross called the‘rr!. As the rise of Jim
Crow, the demise of Indian assimilation, and TJ'If: exduston of the ].apane;:
suggested, a perception of racial difference could ]usufy all sorts aF:ct:o‘f:. :
Washinge 1906 and 1907, there was renewed agitation for a ].}tmcy rest, {:eden-:::gz
Evichan B Rt dhsfe it B Chinol immigration from Japan tion Restriction League and the American chmi:tm;i;ﬂ,:b;th e raual
became an issue. One or two thousand Japanese a year had entered the coun- teo, did white Southerners .md Wesitrners mind 1; - e St o
try in the 18g0s. But in 1900, 12,635 migrated to the United Seates; b 1903, the ' rrangements, Senator Furnifold M. Simmons of North Carolina brougl

1901, Roosevelt called for new legislation, “Qur present immigration la
unsatisfactory.” he wrote. “We need every honest and efficient immige
ted to become an American citizen, every immigrant who comes here o
who brings here a strong body, a stout heart, a good head, and a res
purpose to do his duty well in every way and to bring up his children
abiding and God-fearing members of the community” Bur Ro s
wanted “to exclude absolutely not only all persons who are known:
believers in anarchistic principles or members of anarchistic societies
also all persons who are of a low moral tendency or of unsavory re
He did not endorse the favored device of the Immigration Rest
League, a literacy test for immigrants. But he did ask for “a careful a ¥
merely perfunctory educational test” in order “to decrease the sum of ig 1
rance, so potent in producing the envy, suspicion, malignant passi
hatred of order, out of which anarchistic sentiment inevitably
Finally, bowing to organized labor, Roosevelt demanded the exclusion
persons . . . who are below a certain standard of economic fitness.”
step, the President concluded, “would stop the influx of cheap labor, and |
resulting competition which gives rise to so much of bitterness in A
industrial life; and . . . would dry up the springs of the pestilential
conditions in our great cities. ., %!
Despite Roosevelt's support, comprehensive immigration restriction
not come quickly or easily. The Immigration Act of tgo3 gave the g
ment the power to keep out alleged anarchists but omitted a literacy ore
cational test. Restrictionists made more progress when they concentrated o
nonwhite immigrants. Relatively few in number, Asian immigrants v
clearly vulnerable in the land of Jim Crow. In 190z, the Chinese Fxclus
Act of 1882, which made Chinese immigration and citizenship difficult, was
up for renewal in Congress, White Westerners had long resented the Chi-
nese and discriminated against them. Roosevelr, looking ahead to the p
dential campaign in 1904, favored the continued exclusion of Chinese of the
wrong sort. The House and Senate obliged. “Congress has done its work so
well” Secretary of State John Hay told Roosevelt, “that even Conficius
could not become an American.'®
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?::?ue;?nol;:co;ya::thﬂm cause. The new immigration, he dere
A e ;1 degenerate progeny of the Asiatic hordes
. : e shures of the Mediterranean . . . ¢the sp
-tan curse,” But the literacy test still had too
sevelt did not risk endorsing it publicly. In the end, the Immigration A
1907 doullaled the entrance fee for fmimigranrs me two to fo ol
Setup an mwestigative commission an immigration, Agitation f:l;

luntary sterilization, In any event, they much preferred segregation,
ich proved to be easier to implement and more compatible with their
in transforming people. Yet, the progressive support for the different
bins of Jim Crow was a critical motal blunder. Segregation certainly
flected the power of progressives and other privileged whites, but it also
aled their weakness. The boundary lines of early twentieth-century
test continued after Roosevelt [eft office. Still, the me ; ica were a confession of frailty, an admission that the powerful could
troversial for any president. Tafe vetoed a versio: U{“:;:'!‘mmgd y gt creare a harmonious, let alone homogeneous, nation anytime soon. Seg-
Wilson did the same in 1915, But the drive fl:) : ‘h“?:}’m : Jogation was also a failure of imagination and nerve, The rise of progres-
r.l'lruughﬂ'lclitcracy test and other devices, would ’ UWgr:nm: g wism represented a remarkable reworking of middle-class ideology, a
Meanwhile, some Americans admcarc;l mommﬁm- ? tive deployment of a host of devices for reform, and a bold determina-
1900s, the nation was learning abour ey i of m““' | on to take on some of the most basic and intractable issues of human exis-
Gireat Britain and inspired by new di gﬁ.j::?na m{?ued science: bagy {ence. Willing to believe that a kind of “patadise” might really be attainable
eugenics started with the Darwinian principle d_latg:}nwm“ The o some day, progressives showed little fear in dealing with problems of gender,
generation were not inherited by the next. Th acquired aits [amily, class, and economy—but not of racc.
i - I'he only way, then, to im By agreeing to segregation, the progressives contradicted their own basic
wisdom, their belief in the necessity of association. “It is precisely in the
sundering of our society into classes, that have lictle in common, that are no
ltgger nejghbors, that our peril lives,” Jacob Riis eypically abserved. “A people
¢annot work together for the good of the state if they are not on speaking
terms.” Instead of making African-Americans, Native Américans, and immi-
grants the liceral and figurative neighbors of other Americans, the progres-
sives too often worked to keep these groups apart. In the process,
progressivism ensured that a greater sense of social distance would grow over
time. This was true not only for Native Americans, African-American share-
eroppers, and immigrant workers, who obviously began the age of segrega-
tion already some distance from middle-class culture. It was true even for the
African-American elite that otherwise shared so much wich the white middle
class, Segregation ensured that the “ralented tenth” would never feel fully
comfortable with progressivism and the forms of New Deal and Great Soci-
ety liberalism that succeeded it. Progressives did much to ameliorate class
conflict over the course of the twentieth century; in exchange for the short-
term stabilization of racial conflict in the 1goos and 1g10s, they may well have
made race relations worse over the long term.*
The progressives paid a further price for segregation. In its batcles with
the upper ten and entrenched political power, the middle class obviously

ple with desirable traits and discouragi

i . : aging che reproduction of .
:indeisu;?id :ra:ts.;:mwgmg the well-to-do o reproduce and amir:’; :f::e
il -d::: We.lt drew on a crude form of eugenics. By 1919,
Eugmisznla::d s Cnh% ?;fc;ng;hc new movement his suppore. But Amerig
sts, arles Benedict Davenport, the di f the pi
Eugmcs.Record Pfﬁw at Cold Spring Harbor, Ln::;cfslma;; ::up
::xou_ragudlf the right sort of people to become parents and} much more .
S e ey e e i
) e ultimate exclusion: ; i
movement was obsessed with the danger to che Anmr;:nmts. L;JlahF ol
e_lntiy posed by the “fecbleminded” and the insane Eugm:'st:‘::;n hm:i

Ea paign
terilization of the inmates g

el W In 1go7, and
states followed this “Indiana idea” Narionwide, some two hundamr;ﬁ'w

tions occurred i I inly 1
in the Progressive Fra, mainly in Indiana and California. s
9%

B g

v:m:?flﬁ]:1tg:;' = progressives did not support exchusion; it was too contro-
* them to insist on the literacy test, too disturbing to conte pla

mplate
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progressives to
sive . “the people;” that couldy
II?O]JIII.‘ZC diverse Americans, The crusades for zrtg:tio:t d
plmfhed, natrow, and self-defeating the Progtessives’ definition of '
P F;r 3::: be. A: Himes, progressivism seemed to be, s one his
i only” The progressives were all too willing 1o segreg
ot b, 0 eep blcks,Indians, and Asiansaway from oo

TCOVEL, segregation was never solely about race, importang ax <

tity so clear) for il
i ¥ Was for progressives and other Americans, Re

wHasb!angnfnct.rhmwasaccnzinmcialwmh :
progressives’ view of the lower orders, Reformers 's:;\dcm
my ;1!:}« o have thoughe much of blacks, but th d:‘:!; -
. ites either. Murphy certainly considered Ag ‘“
;w‘mnwhms——bur not all that inferior, “Whag o m:?n g
asees; he wrote, “is largely true of the whire masses”
~ This ourlook helps explain the fundamencal paradox of progressive

CIICAIS

- of the

pre” and & ms in
{J;;r::;p;;nn. The initiative, teferendum, and r[:::lIEdLi:i :E:‘::':I; . !
e tes senator..g and direcr primaries were supposed to make j
. of_f;c:::;;i?;m p:liu'c% and attack privilege. But o 1‘1:41'1‘::%«t .
3 ctated antipartici;
::Ives supported di&ﬁanchisemmtparli;ciaf;:z;eﬂ - “"?_'150
! atllvf Americans in the West, and immigrants 4] a\:rcj:?l:!z .
:_:!u::g po;m!rl@ mlm enroll days or even weeks before :!:ecu'on Iy
mmplmt: their :ficnuty, voter registration laws made jr more i
e :;:fﬂ mrc:.“'l he. Progressives” palitical strength was their abili 4
o People” against the powerful; their political -
willingniess to segregate the ballor box and thcrebpo ot
out of the battle against privilege,®
More than this,
clearly highlighted

advantage in the s

o

the progressives’ condescension toward other
by segregation, frittered away much of the n-ui:lle—
truggle for power in America, A¢ a time when the upper

The Shield of Segregation 7
3 culturally isolated, in part because of progressive artacks, the mid-
lass made its reservations about the mass of American peaple all too
Progressives often spoke of their commitment to democracy. But many
iers, so critical of individualism and individual rights, were not very
woeratic at all “The idea of the liberty of the individual is not a sound
for a democratic government,” Washington Gladden msisted. The
phasis on individual righm, such as sufﬁ'age, was "a radical defect in the
hitual thinking of the average American.” For the Social Gospel leader,
rage was a "duty” rather than a “right,” and so presumably it could be
shenn away. Workers and farmers, suspicious of upper-class individualism,
il good reason to wonder about the attitudes and intentions that lay
hind segregation, disfranchisement, and other progressive reforms. Segre-

yation in all its forms was convenient, but costly, for the progressives.”

It might have been different. However convenient, segregation and dis-

liunchisement were not foreordained. The progressives themselves advanced

alternative, Progressivism emerged in part from the destre to release mid-

\lle-class women from a form of segregation. Even as the middle class
ccepted and urged the segregation of other races and ethnic groups in the
ate nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, it was increasingly willing to
ek down the segregation of the sexes by allowing women to cross social
boundary lines into public spaces. In the cities, department stores became a

legitimate place for women. Some streets became respectable female public
space, too, There was, for instance, New York City's famous Ladies’ Mile,
up Broadway from Fourteenth to Twenty-third Streets, where women could
stroll and windew-shop with no question about their morals,

At the start of the twentieth century, women also intensified their quest
to cross the boundary line that separated them from the ballot box. With
the vote won only in Colorade, Idaho, Utah, and Wyoming, suffragists
began to reconsider their traditional tactic of quietly lobbying male politi-
cians. By 1gog, the National American Woman Suffrage Associarion and
other suffragist groups were holding public rallies, And some women, influ-
enced by the English suffragettes, were taking to the streets to demand the
vote. In October 1908, Anna Howard Shaw, p:‘esidem of the Mational
American Woman Suffrage Association, led a parade of the lowa Equal

Suffrage Association at Boone, Iowa. “After much urging from her and the
president, and wich great trepidation and many misgivings on the part of
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the members, a procession was formed and marched through the
streets,” the suffrage movement’s official history noted. “[It] requir
courage to take part in it.” Unfortunately for the country and
gressives themselves, they did not have much more courage to
age of segregation,”

PART THREE

DISTURBANCE
AND DEFEAT




