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27 years $2'7.58, while the whites receive $5,089.39. These are both sides of the
Grady picture of Negro wealth which was intended to deceive the North, Gaze
upon it.

4. Booker T. Washington Accommodates to Segregation (1895)

Noted black leader Booker T. Washington saw Hitle hope for progress in the bitter
debate over suffrage and racial equality. n a landmark address before a predomi-
nantly white Atlania avidience, Washington urged Southerners of both races to set
aside their deep-seated resentments and forge ties across the color line through eco-
nomic cooperation. Appealing to the sentiments of Southern whites while uphold-
ing the dignity of bis vace was a daunting task, one be approached “as @ man... on
his way to the galiows.” What elements of Washington's message would white Southerners
bave found most attractive? How might African Americans bave reacted to bis advice?

[Atdanta, Ga., Sept. 18, 1895]

Mr. President and Gentlemen of the Board of Directors and Citizens: One-third
of the population of the South is of the Negro race. No enterprise seeking the mate-
rial, civil, or moral welfare of this section can disregard this element of our popula-
tion and reach the highest success. . ..

A ship lost at sea for many days suddenly sighted a friendly vessel. From the
mast of the unfortunate vessel was seen a signal, “Water, water; we dic of thirse”
The answer from the friendly vessel at once came back, “Cast down your bucket
where you are.” A second time the signal, “Water, water, send us water” ran up
from the distressed vessel, and was answered, “Cast down your bucket where you
are.” And a third and fourth signal for water was answered, “Cast down your bucket
where you are.” The captain of the distressed vessel, at last heeding the injunction,
cast down his bucket, and it came up full of fresh, sparkiing water from the mouth
of the Amazon River. To those of my race who depend on bettering their condition
in a foreign land or who underestimate the importance of cultivating friendly rela-
tions with the Southern white man, who is their next-door neighbour, 1 would say:
“Cast down your bucket where you are”—cast it down in making friends in every
manly way of the people of all races by whom we are surrounded.

Cast it down in agriculture, mechanics, in commerce, in domestic service, and
in the professions. And in this connection it is well to bear in mind that whatever
other sins the South may be called to bear, when it comes to business, pure and
simple, it is in the South that the Negro is given a man’s chance in the commercial
world, and in nothing is this Exposition more eloquent than in emphasizing this
chance, Our greatest danger is that in the great leap from slavery to freedom we
may overlook the fact that the masses of us are to live by the productions of our
hands, and fail to keep in mind that we shall prosper in proportion as we learn
to dignify and glorify common labour, and put brains and skill into the common

“Louis R. Harlan, ed., The Booker T. Washington Peapers (Urbana: University of [llincis Press, 1975), vol. 3,
pp. 583-587.
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occupations of life; shall prosper in proportion as we learn to draw the line betwee,
the superficial and the substantial, the ornamental gewgaws of life and the usefy;
No race can prosper till it learns that there is as much dignity in tilling a field as i,
writing a poem. It is at the boitom of life we must begin, and not at the top. Ng,
should we permit our grievances to overshadow our opportunities.

To those of the white race who look to the incoming of those of foreign biny,
and strange tongue and habits for the prosperity of the South, were I permitteq
I would repeat whart I say to my own race,. “Cast down your bucket where you are »
Cast it down among the eight millions of Negroes whose habits you know, whose
fidelity and love you have tested in days when to have proved treacherous meant the
ruin of your firesides. Cast down your bucket among these people who have, withou
strikes and labour wars, tilled your fields, cleared your forests, builded your railroads
and cities, and brought forth treasures from the bowels of the earth, and helped make
possible this magnificent representation of the progress of the South, Casting down
your bucket among my people, helping and encouraging them as you are doing on
these grounds, and to education of head, hand, and heart, you will find that they will
buy your surplus land, make blossom the waste places in your fields, and run your
factories. While doing this, you can be sure in the future, as in the past, that you and
vour families will be surrounded by the most patient, faithful, law-abiding, and unre-
sentful people that the world has seen. As we have proved our loyalty to you in the
past, in nursing your children, watching by the sicle-bed of your mothers and fathers,
and often following them with tear-dimmed eyes to their graves, so in the future,
in our humble way, we shall stand by vou with a devotion that no foreigner can
approach, ready to lay down ocur lives, if need be, in defense of yours, interlacing our
industrial, comnercial, civil, and religious life with yours in a way that shall make the
interests of both races one. In all things that are purely social we can be as separate as
the fingers, vet one as the hand in all things essential to mutual progress. ...

We shall constitute one-third and more of the ignorance and crime of the South,
or one-third its intelligence and progress; we shall contribute one-third o the busi-
ness and industrial prosperity of the South, or we shall prove a veritable body of
death, stagnating, depressing, retarding every effort to advance the body politic. . ..

The wisest among my race understand that the agitation of questions of social
equality is the extremest folly, and that progress in the enjoyment of all the privi-
leges that will come to us must be the result of severe and constant struggle rather
than of artificial forcing. No race that has anything to contribute to the markets of
the world is long in any degree ostracized. It is important and right that all privi-
leges of the iaw be ours, but it is vastly more important that we be prepared for the
exercise of these privileges. The opportunity to earn a dollar in a factory just now is
worth infinitely more than the opportunity to spend a dollar in an opera-house. ...

...I pledge that in your effort to work out the great and intricate probiem which
God has laid at the doors of the South, you shall have at all times the patient,
sympathetic help of my race; only let this be constantly in mind, that, while from
representations in these buildings of the product of field, of forest, of mine, of
factory, letters, and art, much good will come, vet far above and beyond material
benefits will be that higher good, that, iet us pray God, will come, in a blotting cut
of sectional differences and racial animosities and suspicions, in a detertnination to
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administer absolute justice, in a willing obedience among all classes to the maa-
dates of law. This, coupled with our material prosperity, will bring into our beloved
South a new heaven and a new earth.

5. A Southern Black Woman Reflects on the fim Crow System (! 902)"

Political disfranchisement and economic impoverishment were not the only penal-
tes endhured by Southern blacks after Reconstruction ended. Blacks felt the stigma of
discrimination and vestriction in all aspects of social life. How did Fim Crow” affect
the life of this Southern black woman? How—or why—did she put up with the condi-
tions she describes?

T am a colored woman, wife and mother, T have lived all my life in the South,
and have often thought what a peculiar fact it is that the more ignorant the Southern
whites are of us the more vehement they are in their denunciation of us. They boast
that they have little intercourse with us, never see us in our homes, churches or
places of amusement, but stiil they know us thoroughly.

They also’ admit that they know us in no capacity except as servants, yet
they say we are at our best in that single capacity. What philosophers they are!
The Southerners say we Negroes are a happy, laughing set of people, with no
thought of tomorrow. How mistaken they are! The educated, thinking Negro is just
the opposite. There is a feeling of unrest, insecurity, almost panic among the best
class of Negroes in the South. In our homes, in our churches, wherever two or three
are gathered together, there is a discussion of what is best to do. Must we remain
in the South or go elsewhere? Where can we go to feel that security which other
people feel? Is it best to go in great numbers or only in several families? These and
many other things are discussed over and over....

I know of houses occupied by poor Negroes in which a respectable farmer
would not keep his cattle. Tt is impossible for them to rent elsewhere. All Southern
real estate agents have “white property” and “colored property.” In one of the larg-
est Southern cities there is a colored minister, a graduate of Harvard, whose wile
is an educated, Christian woman, who lived for weeks in a tumble-down rookery
because he could neither rent nor buy in a respectable locality.

Many colored women who wash, iron, scrub, cook or sew all the week to help
pay the rent for these miserable hovels and help fill the many small mouths, would
deny themseives some of the necessaries of life if they could take their little children
and teething babies on the cars to the parks of a Sunday afternoon and sit under trees,
enjoy the cool breezes and breathe God'’s pure air for only two or three hours; but this
is denied them. Some of the parks have signs, “No Negroes allowed on these grounds
except as servants.” Pitiful, pitiful customns and laws that make war on womern and
babes! There is no wonder that we die; the wonder is that we persist in living.

Fourteen years ago I had just married. My husband had saved sufficient money
to buy a small home. On account of our limited means we went to the suburbs, on

1902).

*"The Negro Problem: How It Appears to a Southern Colored Woman,” The Independent 54 (September 18, ;
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is endowed.” Legisiation is powerless to eradicate racial instincts or to abolish dis-
tinctions based upon physical differences, and the attempt to do so can only result
in accentuating the difficulties of the present situation. If the civil and political rights
of both races be equal cne cannot be inferior to the other civilly or politically. If one
race be inferior to the other socially, the Constitution of the United States cannot put
them upon the same plane.

2. A Justice of the Peace Denies Justice (1939)"

The Jim Crow system that emerged in the South at the end of the nineteenth century
 denied black Southerners the right to vote. For more than balf a century, various idc-
tics were employed to ensure thai blacks could not exercise political power at the bal-
lot bogx. In the selection that follows, a justice of the peace in Norib Carolina describes
how be foiled black attempts to vegister 1o vote. What weve bis principal methods?
How does be justify bis actions? ’

In 1900 I was a Red Shist; that was what they called us, though we didn’t actu-
ally wear red shirts as they did in some sections. But the legislature had fixed it so
we could disfranchise the nigger, and we aimed to tote our part in gettin’ it done.
Judge Farmer organized the county; they was about thirty-five of us around here
that called ourselves Red Shirts. Up to 1900 the niggers had rushed in to register
whether or no, and with control of the vote they had put in nigger officeholders
all over the county. They wa'n’t but one white family in the county that could get
a office under the nigger rule of the time, and that was Dr. Hughes's, Dr, Hughes
was so good to all the pore folks, goin’ when they sent for him and not chargin’
'em a cent, that they'd give him anything he asked for, When the registration book
was opened in 1900, the Red Shirts was ordered to get their rifles and shotguns and
protect the registration from the niggers. When the word come to me, I remember [
was in the field plowin’. T got my gun and hurried out to where the rest of the Red
Shirts was assembled with shotguns.

Word come that the federal authorities was comin’ to protect the nigger vote; if
they had, it would o" meant war, We wa'n't totin’ shotguns just for show. Well, the
upshct was not a nigger come nigh the registration book that day, from sunrise o
sunset, Nigger rule was over!

Two years after, when 1 first took hold o' registerin’ voters, a right smart o’
niggers come to register at first, claimin’ they could meet the requirements. Some
wrote the Constitution, I reckon, as good as a lot o’ white men, but I'd find some-
thin’ unsatisfactory, maybe an 7 not dotted or a ¢ not crossed, enough for me to
disqualify "em. The law said “satisfactory to the registrar.” A few could get by the
grandfather clause,* for they was some free niggers before the Civil War, but they
couldn’t get by an undotted 7 or a uncrossed £. They wa’n’t no Republicans in the

‘From Such As Us: Southern Voices of the Thirtles edited by Tom E. Terrill and Jerrold Hirsch. Copyright
© 1978 by the University of North Carolina Press.

fA vigilante group that intimidated blacks.

qf a man’s father or grandfather could have voted on January 1, 1867, he did not have to meet other
voting requirements.
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‘South before the Civil War; the free niggers always voted like their ofd masterg
told "em to—and *twa'n't Republican! That’s what the war was fought over, poy;.
tics; they didn’t care so much abour freein’ the slaves as they did the Republicap
party....

Politics is the rotrenest thing in the world, I ought to know, for I've been in
it thirty years and over, Not meanin’ to brag, I can say I've been honest and my
hands is clean, T wouldn’t twist a principle for no man. That's how come | 2ot the
influence I have in the county. The candidates come to me for advice and want
me to get out and work for ’em, because they know I know practicaily everybody
in the county—they ain’t a man over forty I don’t know—and can’t nobody bring
nothin’ against my integrity. Not meanin’ to brag now, my life counts much as ny
word; folks'll listen to a honest man., My methods ain't like some; T don’t get our
in the final heat of the campaign and hurrah and shout. By that time my work’s al]
done. It’s durin’ the off season like this, when nobody’s thinkin’ pelitics much, that
I do my workin’, in a quiet homely way. T get votes pledged to my candidare—.
a man that won't stand by his pledge ain’t worth his salt—and when the campaign
gets hot I stay out'n the fight, knowin’ the precinets is alreddy lined up for MYy nan,

1. United States Balance of Trade and Share of World Exports (1870~191 0)*

Fueled by rapid innovarion, sovernment incentives, and a seemingly endless supply
of cheap labor, American tndustry flourished in the decades after the Civil War. By
the 1890s, the United States had surpassed Great Britain in total industrial outpur,

population bungrily consumed the vast majority of goods
Jarms and factories, increased exports and a shrinking
demand for foreign manufactures tilted the U.S. balance of trade. The following table

shows the development of US. trade between 1870 and 1910, What paiterns emerge
Jrom the figures below?

Total Toral Balance of Exports as US. a5 %
Exports Tmports Trade % GNP of World
(Millions $) {Millions §) {Millions §) Exports
1870 393 436 —43 4.7% 7.9%
1880 836 668 168 7.6% 13.2%
1890 858 789 69 6.4% —
1900 1,394 850 544 7.5% 15.0%
1910 1,745 1,557 188 5.6% 12.3%

‘From Stanley 1. Engerman and Ro

pert E. Gallman, ads., Cambridge Fconomic History of the United
States, vol. 2, 2000, p. 688.
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corporations, he won the
in 1892 (see p. 485). His book A Call to Action, published durin

the testimony of railroad Dresident Dilfon, whose article, presented in the Drevious
selection, be sharply attack

57 What is Weaver's view of the citizens’ “impertinence”?

In their delirfum of greed the managers of our transportation systems disregard

both private right and the public welfare. Today they will combine and bankrupt
~ their weak rivals, and by the ex

people to pay dividends upon the fraud,

Take for example the Kansas Midland. It cost $10,200 per mile, It is capital-
ized at $53,024 per mile. How are the plain plodding people to defend themselves
against such flagrant injustice?

Mr. Sidney Dillon, president of the Union Pacific, .. . is many tmes a million-
aire, and the road over which he presides was built wholl '
appropriations of the public domain. The road never cost
ates a single penny. It is now capitalized at $106,000 per

mile! This company owes
the government $50,000,000 with accruing interest which

is destined to accumulate

its claim. ...
It is pretty clear that it would not be

either Mr. Dillon or Mr, Gould [a ra:

with the transportation problem,

safe for the public to take the advice of
ilroad promoter] as to the best method of dealing

The Trust and Monopoly
-—

I. John D. Rockefeller Justifies Rebates (1 909)*

Jobw D. Rockefeller, who amassed a jforiune of nearly $1 billion doilars, lived io
&ive away more than baif of bis “vil-gotten gains” in philanthropy. A Dbrominent Ly
Baptist, be yearly donated one-ternth of bis income to charities and, in 1859, belped

T. D. Rockefeller, Random Reminiscences of Men and Fve
1909, Doubleday & Company, Inc.

wis (1909), pp. 107-109, 111112, Copyright
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a Cincinnati black man to buy bis slave wife. As a founding father of the mighty,
Standard Oil Company, be bere puis the best possible face on ratlroad rebates, which
were finally banned by the Interstate Comimerce Act, He tactfully neglects to cidgl
that at one time his company also extorted secret payments (“drawbacks”) Jrom the
railways on shipments by bis competitors. What were the advantages to the railroads
of the rebate system? To what extent did they, rather than Standard Oil, profit from
these under-the-counter deals?

Of all the subjects that seem to have attracted the attention of the public o
the affairs of the Standard Oil Company, the matter of rebates from railroads hgs
perhaps been uppermost. The Standard Qil Company of Ohio, of which T was presi-
dent, did receive rebates from the railroads prior to 1880, but received no advan-
tages for which it did not give full compensation,

The reason for rebates was that such was the railroads’ method of business. A
public rate was made and collected by the railroad companies, but, so far as my
knowledge extends, was seldom retained in full; a portion of it was repaid to the
shippers as a rebate. -

By this method the real rate of freight which any shipper paid was not known
by his competitors nor by other railroad companies, the amount being a matter of
bargain with the carrying company. Each shipper made the best bargain that he
could, but whether he was doing better than his competitor was only a matter of
conjecture. Much depended upon whether the shipper bad the advantage of com-
petition of carriers.

The Standard Oil Company of Ohio, being situated at Cleveland, had the
advantage of different carrying lines, as well as of water transportation in the sum-
mer. Taking advantage of those facilities, it made the best bargains possible for its
freights. Other companies sought to do the same.

The Standard gave advantages to the railroads for the purpose of reducing the
cost of transportation of freight. It offered freights in large quantity, carloads and
trainloads. It furnished loading facilities and discharging facilities at great cost. It
provided regular traffic, so that a railroad could conduct its transportation to the
best advantage and use its equipment to the full extent of its hauling capacity
without waiting for the refiner’s convenience. It exempted railroads from liability
for fire and carried its own insurance. It provided at its own expense terminal
facilities which permitted economies in handling, For these services it obtained
contracts for special allowances on freights. But notwithstanding these special
allowances, this traffic from the Standard Oil Company was far more profitable
to the railroad companies than the smaller and irregular traffic, which might have
paid a higher rate,

To understand the sitwation which affected the giving and taking of rebates, it must
be remembered that the railroads were all eager to enlarge their freight traffic. They
were competing with the facilities and rates offered by the boats on lake and canal
and by the pipe lines. All these means of tansporting oil cut into the business of the
railroads, and they were desperately anxious to successfully meet this compefition. ...

The profits of the Standard Oil Company did not come from advantages given
by railroads. The railroads, rather, were the ones who profited by the traffic of the
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Standard Oil Company, and whatever advantage it received in its constant efforts
to reduce rates of freight was only one of the many elements of lessening cost to
the consumer which enabled us to increase our volume of business the world over
because we could reduce the selling price.

How general was the complicated bargaining for rates can hardly be imagined;
everyone got the best rate that he could. After the passage of the Interstate Com-
merce Act, it was learned that many small companies which shipped limited quanti-
ties had received lower rates than we had been able to secure, notwithstanding the
fact that we had made large investments to provide for terminal facilities, regular
shipments, and other economies. ' _

I well remember a bright man from Boston who had much to say about rebates
and drawbacks. He was an old and experienced merchant, and looked after his
affairs with a cautious and watchful eye. He feared that some of his competitors
were doing better than he in bargaining for-rates, and he delivered himself of
this conviction:

‘T am opposed on principle to the whole system of rebates and drawbacks—
unless I am in it.”

2. An Oil Man Goes Bankrupt (1899)"

Rockefeller’s great passion was not so much a love of power or money as a dislike of
waste and inefficiency. Having begun as a §3.50-a-week employee, be ultimately
moved into the chaotically competitive oil business with a vision that enabled bim
to see far abead and then “around the corner.” Ouerlooking no detail, be insisted
that every drop of solder used on bis 0il cans be counted, By acquiring or controlling
warebouses, pipelines, tarkers, ratlroads, oil fields, and refineries, be belped forge
the United States’ first great trust in 1882. He broduced a superior product ar a lower
price but, in line with existing ethics, resorted to such “réfined robbery” as ruibless

Drice-cutting, dictation to dealers, deception, espionage, and rebates. George Rice,

one of his ill-starred competitors, bere complains to the U.S. ndustrial Commission.

What ave bis principal grievances?

['am a citizen of the United States, born in the state of Vermont. Producer
of petroleum for more than thirty years, and a refiner of same for twenty years.
But my refinery has been shut down during the past three years, owing to the
powerful and all-prevailing machinations of the Standzrd Ol Trust, in critinal
collusion and conspiracy with the railroads to destroy my business of twenty vears
of patient industry, toil, and money in building up, wholly by and through unlaw-
ful freight discriminations.

I have been driven from piliar to post, from one railway line to another, for
twenty years, in the absolutely vain endeavor to get equal and just freight rates with
the Standard Oil Trust, so as to be able to run my refinery at anything approaching a

“Report of the U1S, Industrial Commission (Washington, DC: Government Printing Office, 1899), vol. 1,
pp. 687, 704, .
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profit, but which I have been utterly unable to do. 1 have had to consequently shuyt
down, with my business absolutely ruined and my refinery idle.

This has been a very sad, bitter, and ruinous experience for me to endure, by
I have endeavored to the best of my circumstances and ability to combat it the
utmost I could for many a long waiting year, expecting relief through the honest
and proper execution of our laws, which have [has| as yet, however, never come,
But I am still living in hopes, though T may die in despair. ..,

Outside of rebates or freight discriminations, 1 had no show with the
Standard Oil Trust, because of their unlawfully acquired monopoly, by which
they could temporarily cut only my custotners’ prices, and below cost, leaving
the balance of the town, nine-tenths, uncut. This they can easily do without
any appreciable harm to their general trade, and thus effectually wipe out alf
competition, as fully set forth. Standard Oil prices generally were so high
that I could sell my goods 2 to 3 cents a gailon below their prices and make
a nice profit, but these savage attacks and [price] cuts upon my customers’
goods. .. plainly showed ... their power for evil, and the uselessness to contend
against such odds. '

C. The New Philosophy of Materialism

I. Andrew Carnegie’s Gospel of Wealth (1889)"

Andrew Carnegie, the ambitious Scottish steel magnate, spent the first part of bis
life in the United States making a half-biltion or so dollars and the rest of it giving
his fortune away. Not a gambler or speculator at heart, he gambled everything on
the future prosperity of the United States. His social conscience led bim to preach
“the gospel of wealth,” notably in the Jollowing magazine article. Why does be
believe that the millionaire is a trustee Jor the poor and that direct charity is
arn evil?

This, then, is held to be the duty of the man of wealth: first, to set an exam-
ple of modest, unostentatious living, shunning display or extravagance; to provide
moderately for the legitimate wants of those dependent upon him; and after doing
so to consider all surplus revenues which come to him simply as trust funds, which
he is called upon to administer, and strictly bound as a matter of duty to administer
in the manner which, in his judgment, is best calculated to produce the most ben-
eficial results for the community—the man of wealth thus becoming the mere agent
and trustee for his poorer brethren, bringing to their service his superior wisdom,
experience, and ability to administer, doing for them better than they would or
could do for themselves. . .,

Those who would administer wisely must, indeed, be wise, for one of the seri-
ous obstacles to the improvement of our race is indiscriminate charity, It were better
for mankind that the millions of the rich were thrown into the sea than so spent as

“Andrew Carnegie, “Wealth,” North American Review 148 (June 1889): 661-G64.
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to encourage the slothful, the drunken, the unworthy, Of every thousand dollars
spent in so-called charity today, it is probable that $950 is unwisely spent; so spent,
indeed, as to produce the very evils which it proposes to mitigate or cure.

A well-known writer of philosophic bocks admitted the other day that he had
given a quarter of a dollar to a man who approached him as he was coming to visit
the house of his friend. He knew nothing of the habits of this beggar; knew not the
use that would be made of this money, although he had every reason to suspect
that it would be spent improperly. This man professed to be a disciple of [conserva-
tive English social theorist] Herbert Spencer; yet the quarter-dollar given that night
will probably work more injury than all the meney which its thoughtless donor will
ever be able to give in true charity will do good. He only gratified his own feelings,
saved himself from annoyance—and this was probably one of the most selfish and
very worst actions of his life, for in all respects he is most worthy.

In bestowing charity, the main consideration should be to help those who
will help themselves; to provide part of the means by which those who desire to
improve may do so; to give those who desire to rise the aids by which they may
rise; to assist, but rarely or never to do all. Neither the individual nor the race is
improved by almsgiving. Those worthy of assistance, except in rare cases, seldom
require assistance. The really valuable men of the race never do, except in cases of
accident or sudden change. Everyone has, of course, cases of individuals brought
te his own knowledge where temporary assistance can do genuine good, and these
he will not overlook.

But the amount which can be wisely given by the individual for individuals is
necessarily limited by his lack of knowledge of the circumstances connected with
each. He is the only true reformer who is as careful and as anxious not to aid the
unworthy as he is to aid the worthy, and, perhaps, even more so, for in almsgiving
more injury is probably done by rewarding vice than by relieving virtue.

The rich man is thus almost restricted to foliowing the examples of Peter
Cooper, Enoch Pratt of Baltimore, Mr. Pratt of Brooklyn, Senator Stanford,” and
others, who know that the best means of benefiting the community is to place
within its reach the ladders upon which the aspiring can rise—parks, and means
of recreation, by which men are helped in body and mind; works of art, certain to
give pleasure and improve the public iaste; and public institutions of various kinds,
which will improve the general condition of the people;—in this manner returning
their surphus wealth to the mass of their fellows in the forms best calculated to do
them lasting good. . ..

The man who dies leaving behind him millions of available wealth, which
was his to administer during life, will pass away “unwept, unhonored, and
unsung,” no matter to what uses he leaves the dross which he cannot take with
him. Of such as these the public verdict wil! then be: “The man who dies thus
rich dies disgraced.”

‘Cooper founded an institute in New York City for educating the working classes; Enoch Pratt established
a fiee library in Baitimore; Charles Pratt created an institute in Brooklyn for training skilled workers; and
Leland Stanford endowed Stanford University,
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Such, in my opinion, is the true Gospel concerning Wealth, obedience to whig,
is destined some day to solve the problem of the Rich and the Poor, and to bring
“Peace on earth, among men good will.”

2. Rusself Conwell Deifies the Dollar (c. 1900)*

1be Reverend Russell H. Conwell was a remarkable Baprist preacher from Philade].
DPhia who founded Temple University amd bad a large band in establishing three hog.
Dilals. He delivered bis famous lecture, “Acres of Diamonds,” more than six thousan
times. The proceeds went toward the education of some ten thousand Joung mey,
His basic theme was thai in seeking riches, people were likely o overlook the opporty-
nities (the “acres of diamonds”) in their own backyards. Critics charged that Conwel
was merely ihrowing the cloak of religion about the materialistic ideals of his time,
especially since be combined Dhilanthropy with doliar chasing. I the Jollowing
excerpt from bis famous lecture, what is bis attitude toward the Door? How might
one reconcile this brand of Christianity with the teachings of Christ, who said to the
young man, “Go and sell that thou bast, and give to the Dboor” (Matthew 719:.21)?

You have no right to be poor. It is your duty to be rich.

Oh, I know well that there are some things higher, sublimer than money! Ah,
yes, there are some things sweeter, holier than gold! Yet I also know that there is
not one of those things but is greatly enhanced by the use of money.

“Oh,” you will say, “Mr, Conwell, can you, as a Christian teacher, tell the young
people to spend their lives making money?”

Yes, I do. Three times I say, I do, 1 do, I do. You ought to make money. Money is
power. Think how much good you could do if you had money now. Money is power,
and it ought to be in the hands of good men. It would be in the hands of good men
if we comply with the Scripture teachings, where God promises prosperity to the
righteous man. That means more than being a goody-good—it means the ali-round
righteous man, You should be a righteous man, If you were, you would be rich.

I'need to guard myself right here. Because one of my theological students came to
me once to labor with me, for heresy, inasmuch as I had said that MONEY Was power,

- He said: “Mr. Conwell, T feel it my duty to tell you that the Scriptures say that
money ‘is the root of all evil” ..,

So he read: “The love of money is the root of all evil.” Indeed it is. The love of
money is the root of all evil. The love of money, rather than the Jove of the good it
secures, is a dangerous evil in the community. The desire to get hold of money, and
to hold on to it, “hugging the doliar until the eagle squeals,” is the root of all evil
But it is a grand ambition for men to have the desire to gain money, that they may
use it for the benefit of their feliow men. _

Young man! you may never have the opportunity to charge at the head of your
nation’s troops on some Santiago's heights! Young woman! you may never be

'R. H. Conwell, “Acres of Diamonds” in Thomas B. Reed, ed., Modern Eloquence (Philadelphia: John D.
Morris & Co., 1900), vol. 4, pp, 314-320. "

TSantiage de Cuba was the site of a decisive U.S. victory over Spanish forces in the Spanish-American
War of 1898,
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E. Labor in Industrial America

I In Praise of Mechanization (1897)"

As capitalists competed for markets and rofits, they pushed their workers ever barder,
Factory laborers came to dread the “speedup—the order to produce more goods in Jags
time. The already screeching din of the shop floor then whined 1o an even bigher pitch
as machines were made to run fasier—and more dangerously, Some observers clezimed
that the peculiarly profi-bungry and competitive U.S. business environmeni rendered
the conditions of labor in the United Siates Darticularly intolerable. Yet new workers
by the millions fled the farms of both America and Lurope 10 seek work tending the
rathing industrial machines. In the Jollowing comments by a French COnOmist who
visited the United States near the end of the nineteenth century, how does be apprise
the overall impact of mechanization? Is be convincing? What differences does be sep
between work conditions in Europe and those in the United States? What does be iden-
Hfy as the principal complainis of U.S. workers? Does he consider them Justified?

“The pay here is good, but the labor is hard,” said an Alsatian blacksmith
employed in a large factory, I could verify nearly everywhere the truth of this
remark, for I have seen such activity both in the small industry, where the tailors
in the sweating-shops in New York worked with feverish rapidity, and in the great
industry, where the butchers of the Armour packing house prepared 5800 hogs a
day, where the cotton weavers tended as many as eight looms, or where the rolling-
mill in Chicago turned out 1000 tons of rails in 4 day. Everywhere the machine goes
very rapidly, and it commands; the workman has to follow. .

In the Senate inquiry of 1883, upon education and labor, a weaver of Fall River,
who had been a member of the Massachusetts Legislature, and who was then sec-
retary of the Weavers’ Union, said that he had worked seventeen years in England,
and that conditions were much better than in Ametica. The manufacturers there
were not so desirous as they are here of working their men like horses or slaves;
they do not work with the extraordinary rapidity which is customary at Fall River.
In England, one man manages a pair of looms with two assistants; one berween
the looms and the other behind, In America, the manufacturer, with one or two
exceptions, will not hear of that, and whatever the number of spindles they do nat

wish that a man shall have more than one assistant. The spindle is turned more rap-
idly; the laborers have more to do and for each loom Fall River produces more. ...

The manufacturers judge that the movement [to mechanize] has been advanta-
geous to workmen, as sellers of labor, because the level of salaries has been raised,as
consumets of products, because they purchase more with the same sum, and as labor-
ers, because their task has become less anerous, the machine doing nearly everything
which requires great strength: the workman, instead of bringing his muscles into play,
has become an inspector, using his intelligence. He is told that his specialized labor
is degrading because monotonous, Is it more monotonous to overlook with the eye

'E. Levassenr, “The Concentration of Industry, and Machinery in the United States," Annals of the Ameri-
can Academy of Political and Social Science ©, no, 2 (March 1897): 12-14, 18-19, 21-24.
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for ten hours several automatic looms, and to attach, from time to time, one thread to
another with the finger, than to push for fourteen hours against the breast the arm of
a hand-loom, pressing at the same time the pedals with the feet?

In proportion as the machines require more room, the ceilings become
higher, the workshops larger, the hygienic conditions better. From a sanitary stand-
point, there is no comparison between the large factory to-day and the hut of the
peasant, or the tenement of the sweating system. The improvement of machinery
and the growing power of industrial éstablishments, have diminished the price of a

" great number of goods, and this is one of the most laudable forward movements of

industry whose object is to satisfy, as well as possible, the needs of man.

The laboring classes do not share this optimism. They reproach the machine
with exhausting the physical powers of the laborer; but this can only apply to a
very small number of cases, to those where the workman is at the same time the
motive power, as in cerfain sewing-machines. They reproach it with demanding
such continued attention that it enervates, and of leaving no respite to the laborer,
through the coatinuity of its movement. This second complaint may be applicable
in a much larger number of cases, particularly in the spinning industries and in
weaving, where the workman manages more than four looms. They reproach the
machine with degrading man by transforming him into a machine, which knows
how to make but one movement, and that always the same. They reproach it with
diminishing the number of skilled laborers, permitting in many cases the substitu-
tion of unskilled workers and lowering the average level of wages. They reproach
it with depriving, momentarily at least, every time that an invention modifies the
work of the factory, a certain number of workmen of their means of subsistence,
thus rendering the condition of all uncertain. They reproach it, finally, with reduc-
ing absolutely and permanently the number of persons employed for wages, and
thus being indirectly injurious to all wage-earners who make among themselves a
more disastrous competition, the more the opportunities for labor are restricted. ...

The chief of the Labor Bureau of New York has made a suggestive comparison:
the United States and Great Britain, he says, are the countries which own and use the
most machines. Compare the general condition of laborers in those countries with
that of any country whatever in the wotld, where machines are unknown, except in
the most primitive forms. Where is the superiority? It is almost a paradox, and vet it
is a truth that machines bring about a much larger employment and improvement,
not only because they increase production, but because they multiply the chances of
employment, and incidentally the consumption of products, In fact, the census of the
United States shows that the proportion of laborers to the total number of inhabitants
has increased in the same period that the machine has taken most complete posses-
sion of manufactures. From 1860 to 1890, while the population of the United States
doubled, the number of persons employed in indusiry increased neatly threefold
(increase of 172 per cent), and at the same time the mechanical power, measured
by horse-power, increased fourfold. Inventions have created new industties, such as’
photography, electricity, telegraphy, electrotyping, railroading, manufacture of bicy-
cles, etc., and have thus given to labor much more employment than they have with-
drawn from it. Thus, even in old industries, transformed by machinery, the progressr
of consumption has generally maintained a demand for hands. A

Yo
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There is no social evolution which does not produce friction. That which Urpes
industry toward machinery and large factories appears to me to-day irresistible,
because it leads to cheapness, which the consumer seeks first of all, and which i
one of the objects of economic civilization. It is Utopia to believe that the wog
could come back by some modification of the social order, or of mechanical motjye
powers to the system of the little family workshop. Such a workshop is far frop
being an ideal, as the sweating system proves.

2. A Tailor Testifies (1883)*

In 1883 a Senate investigating committee heard the testimony of several workers
about the conditions of labor in the United States’ burgeoning industries. The wir.
ness who gave the following account bad been a tailor Jor some thirty years. Whe;
changes in work conditions bad be seen in bis lifetime? Were they for good or ijf?
What did they imply for bis family life?

Senator Pugh, Please give us any information that you may have as to the relation
existing between the employers and the employees in the tailoring business in
this city, as to wages, as to treatment of the one by the other class, as to the
feeling that exists between the employers and the employed generally, and ail
that you know in regard to the subject that we are authorized to inquiré inro?

A. During the time I have been here the tailoring business is altered in three dif-
ferent ways. Before we had sewing machines we worked piecework with our
wives, and very often our children. We had no trouble then with our neighbors,
nor with the landlord, because it was a very still business, very quiet; but in
1854 or 1855, and later, the sewing machine was invented and introduced, and
it stitched very nicely, nicer than the tailor could do; and the bosses said: “We
want you to use the sewing machine; you have to buy one,” Many of the tailors
had a few dollars in the bank, and they took the money and bought machines.
Many others had no money, but must help themselves; so they brought their
stitching, the coat or vest, to the other tailors who had sewing machines, and
paid them a few cents for the stitching. later, when the money was given out
for the work, we found out that we could earn no more than we could without
the machine; but the money for the machine was gore now, and we found
that the machine was only for the profit of the hosses; that they got their worl
quicker, and it was done nicer.... The machine makes too much noise in the
place, and the neighbors want to sleep, and we have to stop sewing earlier; so

we have to work faster. We worl now in excitement—in 3 hurry. It is hunting;
it is not work art all; it is a hunt.

£ You turn out two or three times as much work per day now as you did in prior
times before the war? '

A. Yes, sir; two or three times as much; and we have to do it, because the wages are
two-thirds lower than they were five or ten years back. ..,

“U.S. Congress, Senate Committee on Bducation and Labor, Report of the Commitiee of the Senate upon

the Relations Between Labor and Capited (Washington, DC: Government Printing Office, 1885), vol. 1,
pp. 413-421.
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F. The Environmental Impact of Industrialization

Chapter 24 Industry Comes of Age, 1865-1900

1. Upton Sinclair Describes the Chicago Stockyards (1 906)*

In The Jungle, one of the most provocative novels ever written about social CoOndi-
tions in the United States, the muckraking writer Ubton Stnclair penned a devasiar.
ing description of Chicago’s meatpacking industry at the opening of the twentieth
century. In the passage below, the novel’s protagonist, Lithuanian imamigrant Jurgis

" Rudkus, first encounters Chicago. The city’s landscape and its very atmosphere

have been transformed by the huge slaughterbouse complex around the city’s
sprawling, fetid stockyards. What were the most noxious environmental effects of
the meaipacking industry? Why did the city of Chicago tolerate them? How did the
particular technologies of the era contribute to this environmental catastrophe?

A full hour before the party [Rudkus and his traveling companions| reached
the city they had begun to note the petplexing changes in the atmosphere, It
grew darker all the time, and upon the earth the grass seemed to grow legs
green. Bvery minute, as the train sped on, the colours of things became dingier;
the fields were grown parched and yellow, the landscape hideous and bare. And
along with the thickening smoke they began to notice another circumstance, a
strange, pungent odour. They were not sure that it was unpleasant, this odour;
some might have called it sickening, but their taste in odours was not devel-
oped, and they were only sure that it was curious. Now, sitting in the trolley
car, they realized that they were on their way to the home of it—that they had
travelied all the way from Lithuania to it. It was now no longer something far off
and faint, that you caught in whiffs; you could literally taste it, as well as smeil
it—you could take hold of it, almost, and examine it at your leisure. They were
divided in their opinions about it. It was an elemental odour, raw and crude; it
was rich, almost rancid, sensual and strong. There were some who drank it in as
if it were an intoxicant; there were others who put their handkerchiefs to their
faces. The new emigrants were still tasting it, iost in wonder, when suddenly
the car came to a halt, and the door was flung open, and a voice shouted—
“Stockyards!”

They were left standing upon the corner, staring; down a side street there were
two rows of brick houses, and between them 2 vista: half a dozen chimneys, tall as
the tallest of buildings, touching the very sky, and leaping from them half a dozen
columns of smoke, thick, oily, and black as night. It might have come from the
centre of the world, this smoke, where the fires of the ages still smoulder. It came
as if self-imperilled, driving all before it, a perpetual explosion. It was inexhaustible;
one stared, waiting to see it stop, but still the great streams rolled out, They spread
in vast clouds overhead, writhing, curling; then, uniting in one giant river, they
streamed away down the sky, stretching a black pall as far as the eye could reach.

Then the party became aware of another strange thing. This, too, like the odour,
was a thing elemental; it was a sound—a sound made up of ten thousand little sounds.

‘From Upton Sinclair, The Jungle (New York: Doubleday, Page & Company, 1906), pp. 31-33, 42.
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You scarcely noticed it at first—it sunk into your consciousness, a vague disturbance,
a troubie. It was like the murmuring of the bees in the spring, the whispering of the
forest; it suggested endless activity, the rumblings of a wotld in motion, It was only
by an effort that one could realize that it was made by animals, that it was the distant
lowing of ten thousand cattle, the distant grunting of ten thousand swine. . .,

There were two hundred and fifty miles of track within the yards, their guide
went on to tell them. They brought about ten thousand head of cattle every day,
and as many hogs, and half as many sheep—which meant some eight or ten mil-
lion live creatures tumed into food every year. One stood and watched, and little
by little caught the drift of the tide, as it set in the direction of the packing houses.
There were groups of cattle being driven to the chutes, which were roadways about
fifteen feet wide, raised high above the pens, In these chutes the stream of animals
was continuous; it was quite uncanny to watch them, pressing on to their fate, all
unsuspicious—a very river of death,

2. An Engineer Describes Smoke Pofhution (191 | )

Herbert Wilson, chief engineer Jor the US. Geological Survey, undertook a compre-
bensive survey of air quality in major American cities in the Jirst yecrs of the tweniieth
century. In the following report, be describes the effects of smoke pollution, mostly from
coal-burning furnaces. What are the worst kinds of damage inflicied by burning coal?
What would it have been like to live in a city perpetually enshrouded by coal smoke
and dust? What problems associated with burning fossil fitels persist today?

The smoke nuisance is one of the greatest dangers of modern times, insidiously
attacking the heaith of the individual, lowering his vitality, increasing the death rate,
and causing untold loss and injury to property. The damage which this evil inflicts
can hardly be estimated in money; it is equaily impossible to estimate the amount
of suffering, disease and death and the general effect of lowered vitality caused by
this nuisance. . ..

The Smoke Committee of Cleveland, discussing the losses occasioned by
smoke, reported;

There are approximately 400 retai dry goods stores in Cleveland doing business of from
$10,000 to $3,000,000 or $4,000,000 a yvear, The owners of some of these stores estimate,
and the same estimate is given in other cities, that on all white goods a clear loss of
10 per cent must be figured. Taking the single items of underwear, shirt waists, linens
and white dress goods for the eleven department stores, the proprietors conservatively
estimate their combined loss at $25,000,. .

But a greater cost than all of these must be considered in the loss to the 100,000
homes in Cleveland. The constant need of cleaning walls, ceilings, windows, carpets,
rugs and draperies, for redecorating and renewing, can be realized only by the house
owner or housekeeper. To this should be added the increasec laundry bills for house-
hold linen, the dry cleaning for clothing, and the great additional wear resulting from
this constant renovation, necessitating frequent renewal, Consider also the permanent
injury to books, pictures and similar articles, Though impossible of computation, it will
be seen that the total of these items aggregates millions of dollars.

"Herbert M. Wilson, The American City 4 (May 1911): 210-212.
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I do most solemnly promise and swear that T will always, to the utmost o
my ability, labor, plead, and wage a continuous warfare against ignorance apq
fanaticism; that T will use my utmost power to strike the shackles and chaing of
blind obedience to the Roman Catholic Church from the hampered and boupg
consciences of a priest-ridden and church-oppressed people; that 1 will never alloy,
anyone, a member of the Roman Catholic Church, to become a member of thg
order, I knowing him to be such; and T will use my influence to promate the iner.
est of all Protestants everywhere in the world that T may be; that I will not employ 5
Roman Catholic in any capacity, if T can procure the services of a Protestant,

I furthermore promise and swear that I will not aid in building or maintainjng,
by my resources, any Roman Catholic church or institution of their sect or creed
whatsoever, but will do all in my power to retard and break down the power of the
Pope, in this country or any other; that 1 will not enter into any controversy with
a Roman Catholic upon the subject of this order, nor will T enter into any agree-
ment with 2 Roman Catholic to strike or create a disturbance whereby the Catholic
employees may undermine and substitute their Protestant co-warkers; that in all
grievances [ will seek only Protestants, and counsel with them to the exclusion of ali
Roman Catholics, and will not make known to them anything of any nature matured
at such conferences.

I furthermore promise and swear that I will not countenance the nomination,
in any caucus or convention, of a Roman Catholic for any office in the gift of the
American people, and that 1 wiil not vote for, or counsel others to vote for, any
Roman Catholic, but will vote only for a Protestant, so far as may lie in my power
{(should there be two Roman Catholics in opposite tickets, I will erase the name
on the ticket T vote); that I will at all times endeavor to place the political posi-
tions of this government in the hands of Protestants, to the entire exclusion of the
Roman Catholic Church, of the members thereof, and the mandate of the Pope.

To all of which I do most solemnly promise and swear, s¢ help me God. Amen.

3. President Cleveland Vetoes a Literacy Test (1897)"

In 1897 Congress passed a bill excluding all prospective immigrants who could not
read or write twenty-five words of the Constitution of the United States in some lan-
guage. One of the several goals of the exclusionists was to bar anarchists and other
radical labor agitators. Cleveland, ever ruggedly independent, vetoed the bill. What
is bis most effective argument against it?

It is not claimed, I believe, that the time has come for the further restriction of
immigration on the ground that an excess of population overcrowds our land.

It is said, however, that the quality of recent immigration is undesirable. The
time is quite within recent memory when the same thing was said of immigrants
who, with their descendants, are now numbered among our best citizens.

7J. D. Richardson, ed., Messages and Papers of the Presidents (New York: Bureau of National Literature,
1857), vol. 9, pp. 758-759.
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It is said that too many immigrants settle in our cities, thus dangerously increas-
ing their idle and vicious population. This is certainly a disadvantage. It cannot be
shown, however, that it affects all our cities, nor that it is permanent; nor does it
appear that this condition, where it exists, demands as its remedy the reversal of our
present imumnigration policy,

The claimn is also made that the influx of foreign laborers deprives of the Oppor-
tunity to work those who are better entitled than they to the privilege of earning
their livelihood by daily toil. An unfortunate condition is certainly presented when
any who are willing to labor are unemployed, but so far as this condition now
exists among our people, it must be conceded to be a result of phenomenal busi-
ness depression and the stagnation of ajl enterprises in which labor is a factor,
With the advent of settled and wholesome financial and economic governmentaf
policies, and consequent encouragement to the activity of capital, the misfortunes
of unemployed labor should, to a great extent at I€ast, be remedied, If it cortinues,
its natural consequences must be to check the further immigration to our cities of
foreign laborers and to deplete the ranks of those already there, In the meantime
those most willing and best entitled ought to be able to secure the advantages of
such work as there is to do. ... ’

The 'best reason that could be given for this radical restriction of immigration
is the necessity of protecting our population against degeneration and saving our
national peace and quiet from imported turbulence and disorder.

I cannot believe that we would be protected against these evils by limiting
immigration to those who can read and write in any language twenty-five words
of our Constitution. In my opinion, it is infinitely more safe to admit a hundred
thousand immigrants who, though unable to read and write, seek among us only
a home and opportunity to work than to admi one of those unruly agitators and
enemies of governmental control who can not only read and write, but delight in
arousing by inflammatory speech the ifliterate and peacefully inclined to discontent
and tumult,

Violence and disorder do not orginate with illiterate {aborers, They are, rather,
the victims of the educated agitator. The ability to read and write, as required in this
Bill, in and of itself affords, in my opinion, a mislezding test of contented industry
and supplies unsatisfactory evidence of desirable citizenship or a proper apprehen-
sion of the benefits of our institutions. '

If any particular element of our illiterate immigration is to be feared for other
causes than illiteracy, these causes should be dealt with directly, instead of making
illiteracy the pretext for exclusion, to the detriment of other illiterate immigrants
against whom the real cause of complaint cannot be alleged.

[President Taft, following Cleveland’s example in 1897, successfully vetoed
a literacy test in 1913, as did President Wilson in 1915, Finally, in 1917, such
a resiriction was passed over Wilson’s veto. Wilson bad declared that the probi-
bition was “not a test of character, of quality, or of personal fitness.” In fact, a
literacy test denied further opportunity to those who bead already been denied
opporiunity.]
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have simply waited for the inevitable settler who bought cheaply a small “patchy and
proceeded to cultivate it. When he had prospered so that he needed more land, he
found that his own labor had increased tremendously the value of the adjacent lap, .
Closely connected with the land abuse are the money grievances. As his pecy-
niary condition grew mote serious, the farmer could not make payments con hjs
land. Or he found that, with the ruling prices, he could not sell his produce at 4
profit. In either case he needed money, to make the payment or maintain himsalf
" until prices should rise. When he went to the moneylenders, these men, often djs-
honest usurers, told him that money was very scarce, that the rate of interest Was
rapidly rising, etc., so that in the end the farmer paid as much interest a month 4
the moneylender was paying a year for the same money. In this transaction, the
farmer obtained his first glimpse of the idea of “the contraction of the currency at
the hands of Bastern money sharks,”
Disaster always follows the exaction of such exorbitant rates of interest, ang
want or eviction quickly came. Consequently, when demagogues went among the
farmers to utter their calamitous cries, the scales seemed to drop from the farmers
eyes, and he saw gold bugs, Shylocks, conspiracies, and criminal legislation g4 infi-
nitum. Like 2 lightning flash, the idea of political action ran through the Alliances,
A few farmers’ victories in county campaigns the previous year became a promise

of broader conquest, and with one bound the Farmers’ Alliance went into politics
all over the West.

3. Mrs. Mary Lease Raises More Hell (c. 1890)*

As the plains seethed with protest, the Populist party emerged from the Farmers’ Allj-
ance. Kansas spawned the most picturesque and vocal groupr of orators. A flaming
Speaker in great demand was the Trish-born Mrs, Mary E. Lease, a lall, magnetic
lawyer known as “Patrich Henry in petticoats.” Noting that corn was so cheap thai
it was being burned as fuel, she demanded the raising of less corn and “more bell.”
Noting also the disparity between the wealthy families and the pecple allegedly -
ng out of garbage cans, she insisted on drastic measiures. In the following selection,

which are substantial grievances and which are demagogic outpourings? Which of
ber complainits seem to be the most serious?

This is 2 nation of inconsistencies, The Puritans fleeing from oppression became
oppressors. We fought England for our liberty and put chains on four million of
blacks. We wiped out slavery and by our tariff laws and national banks began a
systém of white wage slavery worse than the first.

Wall Street owns the country. It is no longer a government of the people, by
the people, and for the people, but a government of Wall Street, by Wall Street, and
for Wall Street.

The great common people of this country are slaves, and monopoly is the
master. The West and South are bound and prostrate before the manufacturing East.

‘Elizabeth N. Barr, “The Populist Uprising,” in W, E. Connelley, ed., History of Kansas, State and People

(New York: The American Historical Society, 1928), vol. 2, p. 1167,
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Money rules, and our Vice-President is a London banker. Our laws are the out-
put of a system which clothes rascals in robes and honesty in rags.

The parties lie to us and the political speakers mislead us. We were told two
years ago to go to work and raise a big crop, that was all we needed. We went ©
work and plowed and planted; the rains fell, the sun shone, nature smiled, and we
raised the big crop that they told us to; and what came of it? Eight-cent corn, ten-cent
oats, two-cent beef, and no price at all for butter and eggs—that’s what came of it.

Then the politicians said we suffered from overproduction. Overproduction,
when 10,000 little children, so statistics tell us, starve to death every year in the
~* United States, and over 10,000 shopgirls in New-York are forced to sell their virtue
for the bread their niggardly wages deny them.

Tariff is not the paramount question. The main question is the money ques-
ton....Kansas suffers from two great robbers, the Santa Fe Railroad and the loan
companies. The common people are robbed to enrich their masters. ...

We want money, land, and transportation. We want the abolition of the national
banks, and we want the power to make loans direct from the government. We want
the accursed foreclosure system wiped out. Land equal to a tract thirty miles wide
and ninety miles long has been foreclosed and bought in by loan companies of
Kansas in a year. '

We will stand by our homes and stay by our fireside by force if necessary, and
we will not pay our debts to the loan-shark companies until the governtnent pays its
debts to us. The people are at bay; let the bloodhounds of money who have dogged
us thus far beware.

4. William Allen White Attacks the Populists (1896)"

The embittered farmers and laborites, organized into the People’s (Popudist) party, met
in a frenzied convention tn Omaba, Nebraska, in July 1892, They nominated General
James B. Weaver for president and adopted a scorching plaiform. In addition to other
grievances, they pilloried corruption among politicians and fudges, the subsidized and
“muzzled” press, the impoverishment of labor, the shooting of strikers, and the bypoc-
risy of the two major parties. Move specifically, the platform demanded distribution of
monapolized land to actual settlers; government ownership of the telegraphs, telepbones,
and ratlroads (“The railroad corporations will either oumn the people or the people muist
own the railroads”); reduction of bloated fortunes by a graduated income tax; and
inflation of the currency by issuing move paper money and coining all silver produced.

Four years later, the Populists nominated William Jennings Bryan and tempo-
rarily fused with the Democratic party, which also nominated Bryan, in a bid for
naiional power. In Emporia, Kansas, newspaperman William Allen White bad long
been critical of the Populists and now wrote a_famous editorial denouncing them:
“What's the Maiter with Kansas?” White’s piece was reprinted and widely distrib-
uted by Republicans backing William McKinley for president against Bryan. The
editorial vaulied White to national prominence, and he later became a friend and
aduviser to presidents from Theodore Roosevelt to Franklin D. Roosevelt. As White saw

‘Emporia Gazette, August 15, 1896,
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denounced bim as one of the “Intellectual Copperbeads” (a reference to the northern
Demacrats who opposed the Civil War). McKinley bad recommended war in the
interest of civilization; Norton bere urges an opposite course. Who had the sounder
arguments? Was it more patriotic to protest than to acquiesce?

And now of a sudden, without cool deliberation, without prudent preparation,
the nation is hurtied into war, and America, she who more than any other land was
pledged to peace and good will an earth, unsheathes her sword, compels a weak
and unwilling nation to a fight, rejecting without due consideration her [Spain’s] ear-
nest and repeated offers to meet every legitimate demand of the United States. Tt is
a bitter disappointment to the lover of his country; it is a turning back from the path
of civilization to that of barbarism.

“There never was a good war,” said [Benjamin] Franklin. There have indeed
been many wars in which a good man must take part....But if a war be undertaken
for the most righteous end, before the resources of peace have been tried and
proved vain to secure it, that war has no defense. It is a national crime. The plea
that the better government of Cuba, and the relief of the reconcentrados, could only
be secured by war is the plea either of ignorance or of hypocrisy, -

But the war is declared; and on alil hands we hear the cry that he is no patriot
who fails to shout for it, and to urge the youth of the country to enlist, and to rejoice
that they are called to the service of their native land. The sober counsels that were
appropriate before the war was entered upon must give way to blind enthusiastn,
and the voice of condemmnation must be silenced by the thunders of the guns and
the hurrahs of the crowd.

Stop! A declaration of war does not change the moral law, “The Ten Command-
ments will not budge” at a joint resolve of Congress.... No! the voice of protest, of
warning, of appeal is never more needed than when the clamor of fife and drum,
echoed by the press and too often by the pulpit, is bidding all men fail in and keep
step and obey in silence the tyrannous word of command. Then, more than ever, it
is the duty of the good citizen not to be silent, and spite of obliquity, misrepresen-
tation, and abuse, to insist on being heard, and with sober counsel to maintain the
everlasting validity of the principles of the moral law.

. Albert Beveridge Trumpets Imperialism (| 898)"

Albert . Beveridge delivered this famous speech, “The March of the Flag,” at Indianapolis
on September 16, 1898, before McKinley bad decided to kegp the Philippines. Bown to an
impoverished family, Beveridge bad spent bis youth at bard manual labor but ultimately
secured a college education with prizes won in oratorical contests. The cadences of bis
spellbinding oratory were such that “My. Dooley” (F. P, Dunne) said you could wali= to

'C. M. Depew, ed., The Library of Gratory (New Yorl; The Globe Publishing Company, 1902), vol, 14,
pp. 438-440.
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them. The year after making this address, Beveridge was elected to the U1S. Senate from
Indiana at the remarkably youthful age of thirty-six. How convincing is bis reply to g,,
anti-imperialists’ warnings against the annexation of NONCONTGUOUS Territory ang o
thetr argument that no more lavd was needed? What were his powers das d prophei?

Distance and oceans are no arguments. The fact that afl the territory our fathey
bought and seized is contiguous is no argument. In 1819 Florida was further from
New York than Porto Rico is from Chicago today; Texas, further from Washington iy,
1845 than Hawaii is from Boston in 1898; California, more inaccessible in 1847 thap
the Philippines are now....The ocean does not separate us from lands of our duty ap
desire—the oceans join s, a river never to be dredged, a canal never to be repaireq.

Steam joins us; electricity joins us—the very elements are in league with oyr
destiny. Cuba not contiguous! Porte Rito not contiguous! Hawaii and the Philip-
pines not contiguous! Our navy will make them contiguous. [Admirals] Dewey and
Sampson and Schley have made them contiguous, and American speed, Arnerican
guns, American heart and brain and nerve will keep them contigucus forever,

But the Oppeosition is right—there is a difference. We did not need the westery
Mississippi Valley when we acquired it, nor Florida, nor Texas, nor California, nor
the royal provinces of the far Northwest. We had no emigrants to people this impe-
rial wilderness, no money to develop it, even no highways to cover it. No trade
awaited us in its savage fastnesses. Our productions were not greater than our trade.
There was not one reason for the land-fust of our statesmen from Jefferson to Grant,
other than the prophet and the Saxon within them.,

But today we are raising more than we can consume, Today we are making
more than we can use. Today our industrial society is congested; there are more
workers than there is work; there is more capital than there is investment. We do
not need more money—we need more circulation, more employment. Therefore
we must find new markets for our produce, new occupation for our capital, new
work for our labor. And so, while we did not need the territory taken during the
past century at the time it was acquired, we do need what we have taken in 1898,
and we need it now,

Think of the thousands of Americans who will pour inte Hawaii and Porto Rico
when the republic’s laws cover those islands with justice and safety! Think of the
tens of thousands of Americans who will invade mine and field and forest in the
Philippines when a liberal government, protected and controlled by this republic,
if not the government of the republic itself, shall establish order and equity there!
Think of the hundreds of thousands of Americans who will build a soap-and-water,
common-school civilization of energy and industry in Cuba, when a government
of law replaces the double reign of anarchy and tyranny'—think of the prosperous
millions that Empress of Islands will support when, obedient to the law of politi-
cal gravitation, her people ask for the highest honor liberty can bestow, the sacred
Order of the Stars and Stripes, the citizenship of the Great Republic!

What does all this mean for every one of us? It means opportunity for all the
glorious young manhood of the republic—the most virile, ambitious, impatient,
militant manhood the world has ever seen. It means that the resources and the com-
merce of these immensely rich dominions will be increased as much as American
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panish sloth; for Americang henceforth

will monopolize
comumerce,

those resources and that

[The Treary of Paris, by which the United States acquired the Philippines, recejved
Senate approval by a close pote on February 6, 1899, The imperialisis bad litle 1o
add to the materialistic-bumanitarian argurnents presented by McKinley and Bey-
eridge. The anti-imperialists stressed ¢ ;

be folly of ANNEXING Noncontiguous areas in the
‘wropics thickly populated by alien peop

fes. They also barped on the Solly of departing
Srom the brinciples of freedom and nong

unsel of Washington and the Co
States bave grown sty and musty. They are  for

There is no moral law Jor strong nations. Am
(Congressional Record, 5515 Cong., 3d sess., 1

nsiftution of the United
little countries and not for great ones.

erica bas ouigrown Americarrism.
899, p. 495.)]

2. Mark Twain Denounces Imperialism (c. 1900)*

10 the most fervent oppornents of empire, more bung in the balance than stmply the fate
of the Philinpines—their Struggle was to protect the very essence of the American republic,
Harvard philosophy Drofessor William James fitmed that tetnplation for empire bad caused
America o puke up its ancien Soul,” while industrialist Andrer Carnegie questioned
whether the United Stares world “remain as we are, sold. .. republican, American,” or
wantonly grasp at “the phantom of Imperialism.” Noted satirist Mark Twain, who served
as vice president of the American Anti-lmperialist Society, capiured these sentiments when
bhe revised u bopular Civil War era antbem inio a searing critique of America’s imperial
verture. His updeated “Raple Hymn of the Republic” 1was never published but was found
in. bis papers after bis dearh. What does it reveal about the tenor of the imperialisi debgre

What are his chief objections to acquitring ibe Philippines?

Battle Hymn of the Repuhlic
(Brought Down to Date)
Mine eyes have seen the orgy of the launching of the Sword;

He is searching out the hoardings where the stranger’s wealth is
stored;

He hath loosed his fateful 1
has scored;
His Iust is marching on,

ghtnings, and with woe and death

Frederick Anderson, ed., 4 Pen Warmed tp in Hell: Mark Twain in Protest (New York: Harper & Row,
1972), p. 4.
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2. Child Labor in the Coal Mines (1906)*

Another significant contribution to the muckraking movement was Jobn Sparg,
book The Bitier Cry of the Children, An English-born socialist, Spargo bad com, ,;
America in 1901 at the age of twenty-five. He wets especially stirved by the rickety chjy.
dren of the New York tenement districts. Their mothers bad no time to prepare prope,
meals; needlework labor in the sweatshops ran Jrom twelve 1o fwenty hours g day, g
¢ wage ranging from ten cents to a cent and o balf an bour. In Spargo’s descriptio,)
of work in the coal mines, what were the various kinds of bazards involved?

Work in the coal breakers is exceedingly hard and dangerous. Crouched over
the chutes, the boys sit hour after hour, picking out the pieces of slate and ope,
refuse from the coal as it rushes past to the washers. From the cramped DOsition
they have to assume, most of them become more or less deformed and bent-backeq
tike old men. When a boy has been working for some time and begins to get tound.
shouldered, his fellows say that “He’s got his boy to carry round whenever he goes.”

The coal is hard, and accidents to the hands, such as cut, broken, or crushe
fingers, are common among the boys. Sometimes there is a worse accident: a terri-
fied shriek is heard, and a boy is mangled and torn in the machinery, or disappears
in the chute to be picked out later smothered and dead. Clouds of dust fill the
breakers and are inhaled by the boys, laying the foundations for asthma and miners
consumption,

I once stood in a breaker for half an hour and tried to do the work a twelve-
year-old boy was doing day after day, for ten hours at a stretch, for sixty cents a
day. The gloom of the breaker appalled me. Outside the sun shone brightly, the air
was pellucid, and the birds sang in chorus with the trees and the rivers, Within the
breaker there was blackness, clouds of deadly dust enfolded everything, the haysh,
grinding roar of the machinery and the ceaseless rushing of coal through the chutes
filled the ears. I tried to pick out the pieces of slate from the hurrying stream of coal,
often missing them; my hands were bruised and cut in a few minutes; I was covered
from head to foot with coal dust, and for many hours afterwards I was expectorat-
ing some of the small particies of anthracite T had swallowed.

I could not do that work and live, but there were boys of ten and twelve years of
age doing it for fifty and sixty cents a day. Some of them had never been. inside of a
school; few of them could read a child’s primer, True, some of them attended the night
schools, but after working ten hours in the breaker the educational results from attend-
ing school were practically nil. “We goes fer a good time, an’ we keeps de guys wot's
dere hoppin’ all de time,” said little Owen Jones, whose work I had been trying to do....

As T stood in that breaker I thought of the reply of the small boy to Robert
Owen [British social reformer]. Visiting an English coal mine one day, Owen asked
a twelve-year-old lad if he knew God. The boy stared vacantly at his questioner:
“God?” he said, “God? No, 1 don’t. He must work in some other mine.” It was hard
to realize amid the danger and din and blackness of that Pennsylvania breaker that
such a thing as belief in a great All-good God existed.

John Spargo, The Bitter Cry of ihe Children (New York: Macmillan, 1908), pp. 163-165.
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From the breakers the boys graduate to the mine depths, where they become
door tenders, switch boys, or mule drivers. Here, far below the surface, work is still
more dangerous. At fourteen or fifteen the boys assume the same risks as the men,
and are surrounded by the same perils, Nor is it in Pennsylvania only that these
conditions exist. In the bituminous mines of West Virginia, boys of nine or ten are
frequently employed. T met one little fellow ten years old in Mt, Carbon, W. Va., last
year, who was employed as a “trap boy.” Think of what it means to be a trap boy
at ten years of age. If means to sit alone in a dark mine passage hour after hour,
with no human soul near; to see no living creature except the mules as they pass
with their loads, or a rat or two seeking to share one’s meal; to stand in water or
mud that covers the ankles, chilled to the marrow by the cold draughts that rush in
when you open the trap door for the mules to pass through; to work for fourteen
hours—waiting—opening and shutting a door—then waiting again—for sixty cents;
to reach the surface when all is wrapped in the mantle of night, and to fall to the
earth exhausted and have to be carried away to the nearest “shack” to be revived
before it is possible to walk to the farther shack called “home.”

Boys twelve years of age may be legally employed in the mines of West Vir-
ginia, by day or by night, and for as many hours as the employers care to make
them toil or their bodies will stand the strain. Where the disregard of child life is
such that this may be done openly and with legal sanction, it is easy to believe what
miners have again and again told me-—that there are hundreds of little boys of nine
and ten years of age employed in the coal mines of this state.

3. Sweatshop Hours for Bakers (1905)*

The abuse of labor in dangerous or unhealthfil occupations prompted an increas-
tng nuumber of state legislatures, exercising so-called police powers, to pass regula-
tory laws. In 1898 the Supreme Court upheld a Utah statute probibiting miners from
working more than eight bours a day, except in emergencies. In 1905, however, the
Court, by a five-tofour decision in the case of Lochner v. New York, overthrew a
state law forbidding bakers to work more than ten bowrs a day. The majority beld
that the right of both employers and employees to make labor contracts was pro-
tected by the Fourteenth Amendment. How might one describe the social conscience
of the majority of the Supreme Court in the light of this memorable decision written
&y Justice Rufits W. Peckbam?

The question whether this act is valid as a labor law, pure and simple, may be
dismissed in a few words. There is no reasonable ground for interfering with the lib-
erty of person or the right of free contract, by determining the hours of labor, in the
occupation of a baker. There is no contention that bakers as a class are not equal in
intelligence and capacity to men in other trades or manual occupations, or that they
are not able to assert their rights and care for themselves without the protecting arm
of the state interfering with their independence of judgment and of action. They are
in no sense wards of the state.

“Lochner v. New York, 198 U.S. 45 (1905), 57, 59, 61.
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in 1908 unanimously approved an Oregon statute
women in factories and othey establisbments moye

Probibiting the employment of _ i
1917 the Court upheld an Oregon ten-bour law for

than ten bours in one day. In
both men gnd women. ]

4. The Triangle Shirtwaist Company Fire Claims |46 Lives (1911)*

One of the most 8risly catastrophes eper Y0 befall American workers occurred gt the

rthwest corner of Washington Place and Greene Street, the first of
three floors occupied as a fac

tory of the Triangle Shirtwaist Company.
At 11:30 o'clock Chief Croker made this statement;
“Everybody has been removed. The number takep out, which includes those
who jumped from windows, is 141 .~
At 2 o'clock this morning Chief Croker estimated the total dead a¢ one hundred
and fifty-four. He said further,

so-called fire-proof buildings,
€scapes are concerned.”

the morgue —bodies
dened to a sickly h

flame-eaten clothing, Men and women, bo

charred to unrecognizable blackness or red.
Ue—as was 1o be seen by shoulders or limhs

New York World, March 26, 1911,
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The estimate of the number of employees at work is made by Chief Croker g ahoy,
1,000. The proprietors of the company say 700 men and girls were in their place N

Before smoke or flame gave signs from the windows, the loss of life wag fl;|[x'
under way. The first signs that persons in the street knew that these three top st
ries had tumned into red furnaces in which human creatures were being caugly and
incinerated was when screaming men and women and boys and girls crowdeq oul
on the many window ledges and threw themselves into the streets far below.

They jumped with their clothing ablaze, The hair of some of the girls streameg
up aflame as they leaped, Thud after thud sounded on the pavements. It is a ghygy

fact that on both the Greene Street and Washington Place sides of the building th
grew mounds of the dead and dying.

And the worst horror of all was that in this heap of the dead now and
there stirred a limb or sounded a moan.

Within the three flaming floozs it was as frightful. There flames enveloped many
80 that they died instantly. When Fire Chief Croker could make his way into theg.
three floors, he found sights that utterly staggered him, that sent him, a man useq i
viewing hotrors, back and down into the street with quivering lips.

The floors were black with smoke. And then he saw as the smoke drifted awgy
bodies burned to batre bones. There were skeletons bending over sewing machines,

The elevator boys saved hundreds. They each made twenty trips from the time
of the alarm until twenty minutes later when they could do no more. Fire was
streaming into the shaft, flames biting at the cables. They fled for their own lives.

Some, about seventy, chose a successful avenue of escape. They clambered up
a ladder to the r00of. A few remembered the fire escape. Many may have thougit of
it but only as they uttered cries of dismay.

Wretchedly inadequate was this fire cscape—a lone ladder running down o a
rear namrow court, which was smoke filled as the fire raged, one narrow door giving
access to the ladder. By the score they fought and struggled and breathed fire and
died trying to make that needle-eye road to self-preservation, . ..

Shivering at the chasm below them, scorched by the fire behind, there were some
that still held positions on the window sills when the first squad of firemen artived.

The nets were spread below with all promptness, Citizens were commandeered
into service, as the firemen necessarily gave their atention to the ane engine and
hose of the force that first arrived.

The catapult force that the bodies gathered in the long plunges made the nets
uttetly without avail. Screaming girls and men, as they fell, tore the nets ftom the
grasp of the holders, and the bodies struck the sidewalks and lay just as they fell.
Some of the bodies ripped big holes through the life-nets. . ..

Concentrated, the fire burned within, The flames caught all the flimsy lace stull
and linens that go into the making of spring and summer shirtwaists and fed eagerly
upon the rolls of silk,

The cutting rooin was laden with the stuff on long tables. The employees were
toiling over such material at the rows and rows of machines. Sinisterly the spring
day gave aid to the fire. Many of the window panes facing south and east were
drawn down. Draughts had full play. o

The experts say that the three floors must each have become a whirlpocl of fire.
Whichever way the entrapped creatures fled they met a curving sweep of flame.

!
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Many swooned and died. Others fought their way to the windows or the elevator or |
feil fighting for a chance at the fire escape, the single fire escape leading into the blind '
court that was to be reached from the upper floors by dlambering over a window silll
On all of the three floors, at a narrow window, a crowd met death trying to get
out to that one slender fire escape iadder.
It was z fireproof building in which this enormous tragedy occurred. Save for
the three stories of blackened windows at the top, you would scarcely have been
able to tell where the fire had happened. The walls stood firmly. A thin tongue of
flame now and then licked around a window sash.

Battling over Conservation

. Rooseveft Defends the Forests (1903)"

Greedy or shorisighted Americans bad long plundered the nation’s Jforests with beed-
less rapacity. President Roosevelt, a onetime Dakota cattle ranicher and an accom-
plished naturalist, provided the lagging conservation movement with dynamic
leadership. Using the Forest Reserve Act of 1891, he set aside some 150 million dcres
of government-owned timberland as national forest reserves—imaore than three times
as much as bis three immediate predecessors bad preserved. The large timber com-
pamnies complained bisterly, though in fact the worst predators on the forests were the
small-fry lumbermen who bad neither the incentive nor the resources fo adopt long-
term, sustained-yield logging practices. In this speech at Stawford University, Roosevelt
explained the basts of bis forest policy. Ilis argument clearly demonstrates that be was
not a preservationist, pure and simple. What are the implications of the distinction be
draws between “beauty” and “use’? What does he mean when he says that “the whole
object of forest protection” is “the making and maintaining af prosperous bomes™?

I want today, here in California, to make a special appeai o all of you, and to
California as a whole, for work along a certain line—the line of preserving your
great natusal advantages alike from the standpoint of use and from the standpoint of
beauty. If the students of this mstitution have not by the mere fact of their surround-
ings learned to appreciate beauty, then the fault is in you and not in the surround-
ings. Here in California you have some of the great wonders of the world. You have
a singularly beautiful landscape, singularly beautiful and singularly majestic scenery,
and it should certainly be your aim to try to preserve for those who are to come
after you that beauty, to try to keep unmarred that majesty.

Closely entwined with keeping unmarred the beauty of your scenery, your
great natural attractions, is the question of making use of, not for the moment
merely, but for future time, of your great natural products. Yesterday I saw for the
first time a grove of your great trees, a grove which it has taken the ages several
thousands of years to build up; and I feel most emphaticalty that we should not turn

*From Theodore Roosevelt at Leland Stanford Junior University, Palo Alto, California, May 12, 1903,
in Theodore Roosevelt, Presidential Addresses and State Papers of Theodore Roosevelt (New York: P. F.

Collier, 1905), vol. 1, pp. 383-390. .
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Lconsciousness that she had no vote and could not change matters opetated iy,
this direction. After all, we see only those things to which our attention has been
drawn, we feel responsibility for those things which are brought to us as matterg
of responsibility. If conscientious women were convinced that it was a civic duty
to be informed in regard to these grave industrial affairs, and then to express the
conclusions which they had reached by depositing a piece of paper in a ballot.
box, one cannot imagine that they would shirk simply because the action ran
counter to old traditions. . ..

In a complex comimunity like the modern city all points of view need to be
represented; the resultants of diverse experiences need to be pooled if the com.
munity would make for sane and balanced progress. If it would meet fairly each
problem as it arises, whether it be connected with a freight tunnel having to dg
largely with business men, or with the increasing death rate among children under
five years of age, a problem in which women are vitally concerned, or with the
question of more adequate street-car transfers, in which both men and women
might be said to be equally interested, it must not ignore the judgments of its entire
adult population,

To tum the administration of our civic affairs wholly"over to men may mean
that the American city will continue to push forward in its commercial and indus-
trial development, and continue to lag behind in those things which make a city
healthful and beautiful. After all, woman’s traditional function has been to make hey
dwelling-place both clean and fair. Is that dreariness in city life, that lack of domes-
ticity which the humblest farm dwelling presents, due to a withdrawal of one of the
naturally cooperating forces? If women have in any sense been responsible for the
gentler side of life which softens and blurs some of its harsher conditions, may they
not have a duty to perform in our American cities?

In closing, may I recapitulate that if woman would fulfill her traditional respon-
sibility to her own children; if she would educate and protect from danger factory
children who must find their recreation on the street; if she would bring the cultural
forces to bear upon our materialistic civilization: and if she would do it all with the
dignity and directness fitting one who'carries on her immemorial duties, then she
must bring herself to the use of the ballot—that latest implement for self-govern-

ment. May we not fairly say that American women need this implement in order to
preserve the home?

3. A Woman Assails Woman Suffrage (1910)*

As late as 1910 many women Dlainly did not want to shoulder the heavy civic
responsibilities that would come with the ballot, One argumernt was that each sex
was superior in {is own sphere—women in the home, men in the outside world—and
that a separation was best for all concerned, Agitators for woman suffrage feared
that if their cause were submitted to a vote by all women, it would be defeated. The
suffragists argued that the women who wanted the vote ought to bave it. Mys, Gilbert

“Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science 35, Supplement (May 1910 16-21,
passim. N




D, The Crusade for Woman Suffrage 537

E. Jones, an opponent of voles for women, bere pleads her case before a scholarly
group. How do ber views differ from those of Senator Owen, just given? Which of
them esteemed women more highly? How do Jones’s views compare with those of Jane
Addams (see p. 533)7

The anti-suffragists are not organizing or rushing into committees, societies, or
associations, and their doings are not being cried out from the house-tops. Yet they
show by undeniable facts, easily verified, that woman suffrage bills and proposals
have been defeated and turned down at the rate of once in every twenty-seven days
in thestate legislatures for the last twelve years. ...

A great many states have granted to women school suffrage, but only a par-
tisan or sectarian issue will bring out the woman’s vote. In Massachusetts women
have voted on school boards, and after thirty years' training, only 2 or 3 percent
of the women register to vote. This hardly can be pronounced “success,” or worth
while.... -

Taxation without representation is tyranny, but we must be very carefu! to
define what we mean by the phrase. If we adopt the suffrage attitude, “I pay
taxes, therefore I should vote,” the natural conclusion is that everybody who pays
taxes should vote, or we have a tyrannical form of government. 'Remember that
this argument is used in an unqualified way. We have a “tyranny” here, we are
told, because some women pay taxes, yet do not vote. If this is true without any
qualification, it must be true not only of women, but of everybody. Accordingly,
this government is tyrannical if’ corporations pay taxes, but do not vote; if aliens
pay taxes, but do not vote; if minors pay taxes, but do not vote; if anybody pays
taxes, but does not vote. The only correct conclusion is, not that women should
vote because some of them pay taxes, but that every taxpayer should be given the
privilege of the ballat.. ..

A very conscientious investigation by this League* cannot find that the bal-
lot will help the wage-earning woman, Women must resort to organization, asso-
ciation, and trade unions, and then they can command and maintain a standard
wage. Supply and demand will do the rest. Women are not well trained and often
very deficient and unskilled in most of their occupations. They are generally only
supplementary workers and drop their work when they marry. When married, and
home and children are to be cared for, they are handicapped way beyond their
strength. Mastied women should be kept out of industry, rather than urged into it,
as scientists, physicians, and sociologists all state that as women enter into competi-
tive industrial tife with men, just so does the death rate of little children increase and
the birth rate decrease.

Anti-suffragists deplore the fact that women are found in unsuitable occupa-

tions. But the suffragists glory in the fact that there are women blacksmiths, baggage
masters, brakemen, undertakers, and women political “hosses” in Colorado.

The suffragists call this progress, independence, and emancipation of
women. “Anti's” ask for more discrimination and better selection of industrial
occupations for wage-earning women. Knowing that the average woman has

*The National League for the Civic Education of Women, an anti-suffrage group.
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haif of the physical strength of the average man,
when in competition with him is too great for her ultimate health and her e,
of motherhood, the “Anti’s” ask for caution and e

new activities are entered upon....

The suffrage leaders say that a2 woman without the vote has NO self-respe,,
We must then look to the suffrage states to find the fulfillment of the WOmAR's 1y,
position, complete—worthy, exalted, and respected. But what do we find whep, we
look at Utah! Women have voted there for forty years. Mormonism and Womar g,
frage were coincident. By the very nature of its teachings, as indicated by Brighap,
Young, the basis of the Mormon Church is woman—and the Mormon Chuych is the
greatest political machine in the four suffrage States. . ..

The question of woman suffra

and the price she must pg.

xtreme consideration before

ge should be summed up in this way; p,,
granting the ballot to women in the two suffrage states where they have had |
for forty years brought about any great reforms or great resultsy No—ﬂWyoming
has many more men than women, so the results cannot be measured. The Mgy
mon women of Utah are not free American citizens. They are under the Elders
supreme power, and vote accordingly, and polygamy has been maintaineq hy
the woman’s vote, and is stil] to be found, although forbidden, becaus :
have political power.

Have the saloons been abolished in any of the suffrage states? No.

Do men still drink and gamble? Yes, without a douht,

Have the slums been done away with? Indeed no.

Are the streets better cleaned in the states where women vote? No, they are
quite as bad as in New York City and elsewhere.

Have the red-light districts been cleared away? Decidedly not, and they can be
reckoned upon as a political factor, when they are really needed.

Have women purified politics? No, not in the least,

Have women voted voluntarily? Some do; but thousands are carried to the polls

in autos and cartriages; otherwise they would not vote.

Has pure food and pure milk been established by the woman’s vote? Nor
at all.

Have women’s wages been increased because women vote? No, indeed.

Have women equal pay for equal work? Not any more than in New York City.
Are there laws on the statute books

that would give women equal pay for equal
worl? No, and never will be.

Are women treated with more respect in the four suffrage states than else-
where? Not at all—certainly not in Utah.

€ Women

quelely represented by their men-
JOIk: thar women already exercised a stro

ng influence indirectly (“harem govern-
ment”); that suffrage would end chivalry; that women were already overburdened in
the bome; that family quarrels over partisan issues would tncrease the divorce rate;
that females were too emotional, and that women, if allowed to vote, would soon be

serving on juries and forced to bear “indecen; festimony.” Despite such objections,

some of them frivolous, nationwide woman suffrage finally triumphed with the pas-
sage of the Nineteenth Amendment in 1 9207
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More than all, the citizen and his representative in Congress in time of war nyyg,
maintain his right of free speech. More than in times of peace, it is necessary iy,
the channels for free public discussion of governmental policies shall be open a5
unclogged.

1 believe, Mr. President, that T am now touching upon the most important ques-
tion in this country today—and that is the right of the citizens of this country ang
their representatives in Congress to discuss in an orderly way, frankly and publig);,
and without fear, from the platform and through the press, every important pha.{e
of this war; its causes, the manner in which it should be conducted, and the tepy,
upen which peace should be made. ...

I am coatending for this right, because the exercise of it is necessary to the
welfare, to the existence, of this Government, to the successful conduct of this
war, and to a peace which shall-be enduring and for the best interest of
this country. ...

Mr. President, our Government, above all others, is founded on the right of the
people freely to discuss all matters pertaining to their Government, in war not less
than in peace....How can that popular will express itself between elections except
by meetings, by speeches, by publications, by petitions, and by addresses to the
representatives of the people?

Any man who seeks to set a limit upon those rights, whether in war or peace,
aims a blow at the most vital part of our Government. And then as the time for
election approaches, znd the official is called to account for his stewardship—not
a day, not a week, not a month, before the election, but a year or more before
it, if the people chocse—they must have the right to the freest possible discus-
sion of every question upon which their representative has acted, of the merits of
every measure he has supported or opposed, of every vote he has cast and every
speech that he has made. And before this great fundamental right every other
must, if necessary, give way, for in no other manner can representative govern-
ment be preserved.

3. The Supreme Court Throttles Free Speech (1919)"

The 1917 Espionage Act gave the federal government broad powers to curtail anti-
war activism by banning ail ¢fforis to interfere with the draft or with the conduct of
war. Arrested and tried for distributing leaflets urging conscripis to vesist the drafl,
Socialist party leader Charles Schenck appealed bis conviction to the Supreme Couit.
n a unanimous decision delivered by Chigf Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes, Jr., the
Court upheld the Espionage Act, bolding that the right fo free speech wmuist be bai-
anced against the countervailing interests of the state to protect itself in times of war.
The case also established the “clear and present danger” test for limiting speech. Ho
does Holmes justify the Court’s decision to uphold the conviction? Does bis reasoning
leave room for political dissent in times of war?

“Schenck v. Uniled States, 249 1.8, 47 (1919), p. 52.
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We admit that in man
ing all that was said in the circul

it is done.... The most stringe
man in falsely shouting fire in
protect a man from an injuncti
effect of force. .., The question
in such circumstances and are
danger that they will bring abo

On against uttering words that may have all the
in every case is whether the words used are used !
of such a nature as to create a clear and present "~‘

ion of the recryiting service were proved, liability :
for words that produced that effect might be enforced. .. If the act, (speaking, L
or circulating a paper,) i i i '

hich it is done are the
same, we perceive no ground for saying that success alone warrants making the
act a crime. -

: .Woodrow Wilson Versus Theodore Roosevelt

on the Fourteen Points (19/8)*
. —_

eert anti-Wilson, pro-tariff,
anti-German, pro-Ally, and z‘nterncztz‘onalz’sl—mmded, what are the most important
inconsistencies in bis Dposition?

“Congressional Record, G5th Cong., 2d sess. (January 8, 1918), P. 691, and Kansas City Star, October 30,
1918, The full text can also be found in Ralph Stout, ed., &

cosevelt in the Kansas City “Star” (1921,
Pp. 241-242, 243-246.
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... That pbysical racial characteristics persist, most of us, I think, are ready to recog-
nize even without the confirmation of biology and ethnology. But that mental and moral
racial characteristics persist with equal tenacity most of us have yet to learn.

By mental and moral racial characteristics I mean those qualities, good and bad, those
particular traits and mental and moral points of view which differentiate, and naturally
divide off humanity into large groupings or nations or peoples who think and feel very
much alike within the group. They are the result, partly of environmental forces operat-
ing for long periods, and largely of heredity, habits and special historical experience. It is
such mental and moral “bent” which profoundly affects and differentiates political thought,
moral and religious outlook, and the social and spiritual ideals of the various racial or
national groupings. In other words, it is the mental and moral outlook which very largely
shapes the various forms of government, the various social systems and the various reli-
gious beliefs, Stated in the simplest form: It is mind and will which make history. ..,

For a good many reasons, industrial, constitutional and political, the viewpoint
set forth by Mr. Speranza is worthy of consideration and should be pondered by
every American who has a desire for the perpetuation of American institutions. , ..

...However much Americans may wish well for peoples in other lands and
however much they may be and are willing to contribute to assist downtrodden
and despoiled peoples in other lands, they are unwilling that the United States
should be made a dumping ground for the despairing hordes of ruined and bank-
rupt countries throughout the world. It is better far that if necessity forces matters
to such an undesirable climax that there be at feast one country in the world where
decent standards prevail than that there be no such country....

There is no reason in the wotld why the United States should not, if it desires,
exercise a controlling and determining voice in regard to immigrants. There is no
reason why there should not be 2 selection as to nationality, if the United States
wished to make such a selection, nor would such a selection, if made, imply any
unfriendly discrimination against those nationalities not invited. It would imply that
the United States wished to maintain certain characteristics and that in the event of
certain racial mixtures those characteristics could not be maintained,

What the United States desires in.the present instance is a carefully selected
immigration of small numbers of persons most likely to become citizens and most
likely to join intelligently and willingly in the effort to maintain standards of work-
ing conditions, standards of life and living and standards of citizenship, which have
been built up through decades of hard and persistent effort. The labor movement
would, if it could, prevent all immigration for five years, This it can not do, but it
does support with all of its strength the effort to restrict as much as possible the
immigration of the immediate future.

4. Two Views of Immigration Restriction (1921, 1924)

The following cartoons capture the conflicting perspectives that fueled the bistori-
cal debate over fnumigration—and that continue to color the national conversation
today. Those who favored restriction considered the United States perfectly justified in
refiusing to become the bottomless sink into which other countries might cast off their
least productive inbabitants. Those who criticized restriction saw profound irony, if
not outright bypocrisy, in a nation of immigrants that closed its doors to those who
simply sought a betier life in the New World. To what extent are these cartoons, and
the sentiments they represent, guilty of oversimplifying a complex problem?
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Peaswe In Newark News

Pease/Newark News; courtesy National Park Service: Statue of Liberty Monument

That immigration problem again®

Hendrik Willen) van Loon. courtesy National Park Service: Statue of Liberty Monument,

You can't come in. The quota for 1620 is full.
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The wonderful advances in mechanics in the application of electricity and in
transportation demand brains free from the fumes of alcohol, hence law enforce-
ment and law observance contribute to this progress. ...

Your attention has been called to the failures. We claim these have been the
result of lax enforcement. The machinery of enforcement should be strengthened,

[The federal enforcement machinery Jinally broke down, and the Eighteenth
Amencment was repealed in 1933, Probibition bad done much 8ood but at a stag-
,» ering cost. In daddition to the evils already noted, gangsterism weas flourishing, and

‘the courts and jatls were clogged. Wiih repeal, the control of liquor went back to siate
and local governments.}

). New Goals for Women

I. Margaret Sanger Campaigns for Birth Control (1920)*

Few feminists could rival Margaret Sanger in energy, daring, and genius for orga-
nization and publicity. Prosecuted in 1914 for bublishing a radical journal, The
Woman Rebel, she fled to England, where she made the acquaintance of the noted
sexual theorist Havelock Ellis. She returned to the United States in 1915 and launched
berself on a lifelong crusade for birnth control. Despite being arvested several move
times in subsequent years, she persevered in Jounding the American Birth Control
League (later Planned Parenthood) in 1921. For the next decade and more, Sanger
tivelessly championed ber cause. What arguments does she emphasize here in _favor
of contraception? What was ber view of women? Of men? Of the relation between the
sexes? Critics sometimes accused ber of drinking too deeply from the well of racism

and nativism that seemed to overflow in the 1920s. Do the remarks that JSollow offer
any evidence in support of such a charge?

What effect will the practice of birth control have upon woman's moral devel-
opment?... It will break her bonds. It will free her to understand the cravings and
soul needs of herself and other women. It will enable her to develop her love
nature separate from and independent of her maternal nature,

It goes without saying that the woman whose children are desired and are
of such mumber that she can not only give them adequate care but keep herself
mentally and spiritually alive, as well as physically fit, can discharge her duties to
her children much better than the overworked, broken and querulous mother of a
large, unwanted family. . ..

To achieve this she must have a knowledge of birth control. She must also

assert and maintain her right to refuse the marital embrace except when urged by
her inner nature. . ..

‘Margaret Sanger, Woman and the New Race {New York: Brentano’s, 1920, passim,
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What can we expect of offspring that are the result of “accidents”—whq ate
brought into being undesired and in fear? What can we hope for from a moralipy
that surrounds each physical union, for the woman, with an atmosphere of subrnis.
sion and shame? What can we say for a morality that leaves the husband af liberty
to comnunicate to his wife a venereal disease?

Subversion of the sex urge to ulterior purposes has dragged it to the leve] of
the gutter. Recognition of its true nature and purpose must lift the race to Spiritual
freedom. Out of our growing knowledge we are evolving new and saner ideas of
life in general. Out of our increasing sex knowledge we shall evolve new ideals of
sex. These ideals will spring from the innermost needs of women. They will serve
these needs and express them. They will be the foundation of 2 moral code that wilj
tend to make fruitful the impulse which is the source, the soul and the Crowning
glory of our sexual natures. -

When mothers have raised the standards of sex ideals and purged the humap
mind of its unclean conception of sex, the fountain of the race will have been
cleansed. Mothers will bring forth, in purity and in joy, a race that is morally and
spiritually free. . .. iy

Birth control itself, often denounced as a violation of natural law, is nothing
more or less than the facilitation of the process of weeding out the unfir, of preven-
ing the birth of defectives or of those wha will become defectives. So, in compli-
ance with nature’s working plan, we must permit womanhood its full development
before we can expect of it efficient mothethood. If we are to make racial progress,
this development of womanhood must precede motherhood in every individual
woman. Then and then only can the mother cease to be an incubator and be 2
mother indeed. Then only can she transmit to her sons and daughters the qualities
which make strong individuals and, collectively, a strong race. .

2. The Supreme Court Declares That Women Are
Different from Men (1908)"

When a Portland, Oregon, laundry violated an Oregon statute liniting the rimber
of bours that women could work in a day, the laundry owner was convicted and
fined ten dollars. The owner, Curt Muller, appealed bis conviction all the wey fo the
U.S. Supreme Cowri, which affirmed his guilt in the case of Muller v, Oregon in 1908. E
On what grounds did the Court rest ifs decision? Could feminists in the early twenti- .
eth century support the Court's reasoning i this case?

On February 19, 1903, the legislature of the State of Oregon passed an act
(Session Laws, 1903, p. 148), the first section of which is in these words:

“Sec. 1. That no female (shail) be employed in any mechanical establishment,
or factory, or laundry in this State more than ten hours during any one day. The
hours of work may be so arranged as to permit the employment of females at any
time so that they shall not work more than ten hours during the twenty-four hours
of any one day.”

“Mueller v. Oregon (208 U.S, 412), pp. 416423,
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The New Deal Administration has fafled America. .

It has failed by seducing our people to become continuously dependent upgp,
government, thus weakening their morale and quenching the traditional Ameticay,
spirit.

3. Assessing the New Deal (1935, 1936)

~i That most newspaper publishers in the 1930s were critical of the New Deal may hefp
explain why many newspaper cartoonists look a dim view of Roosevelt and bis reform
program. The print below, by Herbert Jobnson of the Saturday Evening Post, is a typical
example of traditional conservative criticism of the New Deal. It is worth noting tha;
¢ D. Batchelor, the carioonist who produced the image below, refused to support the
anti-New Deal views of bis publisher al-the New York Daily News, Would the “for-
gotten man” in the second print be likely to see bimself as the “taxpayer” in the first
image? Why or why not? Which image bad a greater political appeal in the 193057
How did Franklin Roosevelt work o counter the oppasition of the press ords of bis day?

o

Gt ea

® The Saturday Evening Post Mapgazne, Sc° o+day Evening Past Society. Herbart Johinsen. Used with permission
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Mz, President, I believe this debate symbolically involves the most momentous
decision, in the eyes of America and of the World, that the United States Senate has
confronted in 4 generation.

In the midst of foreign war and the alarms of other wars, we are asked to depart
basically from the neutrality which the American Congress has twice told the world,
since 1935, would be our rule of conduct in such an event. We are particularly
asked to depart from it through the repeal of existing neutrality law establishing
an embargo on arms, ammunition, and implements of war, We are asked to depart
from it in violation of cur own officially asserted doctrine, during the [first] World
 War, that the rules of a neutral cannot be prejudicially altered in the midst of a war.

We are asked to depart from international law itself, as we ourselves have officially
declared it to exist. Consciously or otherwise, but mostly consciously, we are asked
to depart from it in behalf of one belligerent whom our personal sympathies Jargely
favor, and against another belligerent whom our personal feelings largely condernn. In
my opinion, this is the road that may lead us to war, and T will not voluntarily take it....

The proponents of the change vehemently insist that their steadfast purpose, like
ours, is to keep America out of the war, and their sincere assurances are presented to
our people. But the motive is obvious, and the inevitable interpretation of the change,
inevitably invited by the circumstances, will be that we have officially taken sides.

Somebody will be fooled—either the America which is assured that the change is
wholly pacific, or the foreigners who believe it is the casting of our die, Either of these
disillusionments would be intolerable. Each is ominous. Yet someone will be fooled-
either those at home who expect too much, or those abroad who will get too little,

There is no such hazard, at least to our own America, in preserving neutrality
in the existing law precisely as we almost unanimously notified the world was our
intention as recently as 1935 and 1937, There is no such jeopardy, at least to our
own America, in maintaining the arms embargo as it is. No menace, no jeopardy, 10
us can thus be persuasively conjured.

Therefore millions of Americans and many members of the Congress can sce
no reason for the change, but infinite reason to the contrary, if neutral detachment

is our sole objective. I am one who deeply holds this view. If T err, T want to err on
America’s side,

[Despite such pleas, the arms embargo was repealed early in November 1939, The
vote was 55 to 24 in the Senate, 243 to 172 in the House ]

4. Charles Lindbergh Argues for Isolation (1941)*

After France fell to Hitler in 1940, the embattled British stood alone. US. interven-
tonists called for a belping band to Britain; the isolationists called Jor bands off.
The isolationist America First group proclaimed, “We have nothing to fear from a
Nazi-European victory.” Boyish-faced, curly-baired Colonel Charles A. Lindbergh,
who bad narrowed the Atlantic with bis historic solo Jlight in 1927, stressed the
widith of the ocean in bis new role as a leading isolationist orator. After inspecting

*Source; http://Www.charles}indbergh.com/americanﬁrst/speechZ.asp.
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Germany's aircraft facilities in 1938, he stoutly maintained that Hitler (1who
decorated bim) could never be conquered in the air. If Lindbergh proved so wWrop
n an area in which be was a specialist, form some judgment abowt the assessmen;
of the U.S. strategic position ihat be made in this speech before a New York Mass
meeting in April 1041, To what extent is interventionism undemocratic, assumin
thar Lindbergh'’s figures were correct? Is bis analysis of public opinion trustorthys

. We have weakened ourselves for many months, and still worse, we have divided

- our own people, by this dabbling in Europe’s wars. While we should have been
concentrating on American defense, we have been forced to argue over forejgn
quarrels, We must turn our eyes and our faith back to our own country before jt jg
too late. And when we do this, a different vista opens before us,

Practically every difficulty we would face in invading Furope becomes an asset
to us in defending America. Qur enemy, and not we, would then have the problem
of transporting millions of troops across the ocean and landing them on a hostile
shore. They, and not we, would have to furnish the convoys to transport guns ang
trucks and munitions and fuel across three thousand miles of water. OQur battleships
and our submarines would then be fighting close to their home bases. We would
then do the bombing from the air and the torpedoing at sea. And if any part of an
enemy convoy should ever pass our navy and our air force, they would stiil be faced
with the guns of our coast artillery, and behind them the divisions of our Army,

The United States is better situated from a military standpoint than any other
nation in the world. Even in our present condition of unpreparedness no foreign
power is in a position (o invade us today. If we concentrate on our own defenses
and build the strength that this nation should maintain, no foreign army will ever
attempt to land on American shores,

War is not ineviable for this country. Such a claim is defeatism in the true
sense. No one can make us fight abroad unless we ourselves are willing to do so.
No one will attempt to fight us here if we arm ourselves as a great nation should be
armed. Over a hundred million people in this nation are opposed to entering the
war. If the principles of demaocracy mean anything at all, that is reason enough for
us to stay out, If we are forced into a war against the wishes of an overwhelming
majority of our people, we will have proved democracy such a failure at home that
there will be little use fighting for it abroad.

The time has come when those of us who believe in an independent American
destiny must band together and organize for strength, We have been led toward
war by a minority of our people. This minority has power, It has influence. It has a
loud voice. But it does not represent the American people. During the last several
years I have traveled over this country from one end to the other. I have talked

to many hundreds of men and women, and I have letters from tens of thousands
more, who feel the same way as you and I.

[Public opinion polls during these months showed contradictory desives. A strong
magority of the American people wanted to Stay out of war, but a strong majority favored
helping Britain even at the risk of war. The Lend-Lease Act of 1941 received about tun- -
to-ome support in the public opinion polls and more than that in congressional voting.]
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is strictly conderned alike by the principles of international law and of morality,
For this American outrage against the fundamental moral sense of mankind, Japan

must proclaim to the world its protest against the United States, which has made
itself the archenemy of humanity,

2, Why Did the United States Drop the Atomic Bombs? (| 946)"

Almost immediately after the atomic bombfngs of Hiroshima and Nagasaki, critics
- ‘began challenging both the moral and strategic rationales for the attacks. In an espe-
cially influential article published in the Saturday Review of Literature 7 June 1946,

the magazine’s editor, Norman Cousins, and veteran diplomat (and later Secretary

of the Air Force) Thomas K. Finletter raised some unsetiling questions about what :

they called the "mountainous blunder” of nuclear warfare. They accused the 'Try-
man administration of not stmply wanting to end the war with Japan, but of using .
atomic arms primarily to intimidate the Soviet Unfon and freeze it out of the postvar
Ppeace settlement in Asia. How Dbersuasive is their view? Were “power politics” regard.-
ing the Soviets and the desire to end the Japanese war as suifily as possible necessar-
by incompatible aims? Was one more morally justifiable than the other? .

Why, then, did we drop it? Or, assuming that the use of the bomb was justified,
why did we not demonstrate its power in a test under the auspices of the UN, on
the basis of which an ultimatum would be issued (o Japan—transferring the burden
of responsibility to the Japanese themselves?

In speculating upon possible answers to these questions, some facts available
since the bombing may be helpful. We now know, for example, that Russia was
scheduled to come into the war against Japan by August 8, 1945. Russia had
agreed at Yalta to join the fight against Japan ninety days after V-E day {Victory
in Europe Day, May 8, 1945, the date of Germany’s official surrender], Going after
the knockout punch, we bombed Hiroshima on August 5 [U.S, time, August 6 in

Jepan|, Nagasaki on August 7 [actually August 8 1.8, time, August 9 in Japan]
Russia came into the war on

terms the same day.

Can it be that we were more anxious to prevent Russia from establishing a claim
for full participation in the occupation against Japan than we were to think through
the implications of unleashing atomic warfare? Whatever the answer, one gthing
seems likely: There was not enough time between July 16, when we knew at New
Mexico that the bomb would work, and August 8, the Russian deadline date, for us
to have set up the very complicated machinery of a test atomic bombing involving
time-consuming problems of area preparations; invitations and arrangements for
observers (the probability being that the transportation to the South Pacific would in
itself exceed the time limit); issuance of an ultimatum and the conditions of fulfll-

ment, even if a reply limit was set at only forty-eight hours or less—ijust to mention
a few,

August 8, as specified. Japan asked for surrender

‘Norman Cousins and Thomas K, Finletier, "A Beginning for Sanity,” review of A Report on the Inter- ¥~

national Control of Atomic Energy, by a Board of Consultants for the Secretary of State’s Committee on
Atomic Energy, The Saturday Review of. Literature, June 15, 1946, pp. 7-8.
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No; any test would have been impossible if the purpose was to knock Japan
out before Russia came in-—or at least before Russia could make anything ophe,
than a token of participation prior to a Japanese collapse.

It may be argued that this decision was justified, that it was a legitimate exercige
of power politics in a rough-and-tumble world, that we thereby avoided a struggle
for authority in Japan similar to what we have experienced in Germany and Italy,
that unless we came out of the war with a decisive balance of power over Russiy_
we would be in no position to checkmate Russian expansion.

3. Harry Truman Justifies the Bombing (1945)"

German sclentists were known to be working on an atomic bomb, and Roosevelt wes
persuaded to push forward with an ultrasecret competing project that ultimately cost
some $2.5 billion. The charge was made—without progf—that Truman bad to use
the new weapon or face an investigation of squandered money. More probable was
bis desive to end the Far Eastern war speedily, before the bothersome Russians came
in. The evidence is strong that they hurried up their six-day participation following
the dropping of the first bomb. At all events, President Truman accepted full resporsi-
bility for bis decision and later defended it in bis Memoirs, as excerpted bere. Did he
make the decision by bimself? Did be try to use the bomb as a lawfil weapon? [n the
light of conditions at the time, rather than bindsight, was be justified in bis action?

My own knowledge of these [atomic] developmenis had come about only after
I became President, when Secretary [of War] Stimson had given me the full story. He
had told me at that time that the project was nearing completion; and that a bomb
could be expected within another four months. It was at his suggestion, too, that
1 had then set up a committee of top men and had asked them to study with great
care the implications the new weapon might have for us....

It was their recommendation that the bomb be used against the enemy us
soon as it could be done. They recommended further that it should be used with-
out specific warning, and against a target that would clearly show its devastating
strength. I had realized, of course, that an atomic bomb explosion would inflict dam-
age and casualties beyond imagination, On the other hand, the scientific advisers of
the comumittee reported, “We can propose no technical demonstration likely to bring
an end to the war; we see no acceptable alternative to direct military use.” It was
their conclusion that no technical demonstration they might propose, such as over a
deserted island, would be likely to bring the war to an end. It had to be used against
an enemy target.

The final decision of where and when to use the atomic bomb was up K
me. Let there be no mistake about it. T regarded the bomb as a military weapon.
and never had any doubt that it should be used. The top military advisers to the
President recommended its use, and when 1 talked to Churchill, he unhesitatingly
told me that he favored the use of the atomic bomb if it might aid to end the war.

“Memoirs of Harry S, Truman: Vol. 1. Years of Decisions. Doubleday & Co., Inc. Copyright © 1953 by
Time Inc., renewed 1983 by Margaret Truman Daniel. S
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In deciding to use this bomb I wanted to make sure that it would be used as a
weapon of war in the manner prescribed by the laws of war, That meant that [ wanted
it dropped on a military target. I had told Stimson thar the bomb should be dropped
as nearly as possibly upon a war production center of prime military impertance. . .,

Four cities were finally recommended as targets: Hiroshima, Kokura, Niigata,
and Nagasaki. They were listed in that order as targets for the first attack. The order
of selection was in accordance with the military importance of these cities, but
allowance would be given for weather conditions at the time of the bombing.

[The devastating impact of the atomic bomb, together with the Soviet Untion’s
sudden entry into the war against Japan, undoubtedly forced the Japanese surrender
sooner than would otherwise bave been possible. Even so, the fanatical military men
in Tokyo almost won out for a last-ditch stand, -

In 1959, during interchanges with the students of Columbia University, former
Dresident Triman vigorously justified bis action. He noted that “when we asked them
1o surrender at Potsdam, they gave us a very snotty answer. That is what Igot. . .. They
told me to go to hell, words to that effect.” Mr. Truman insisted that the dropping
of the bomb was “just a military maneuver, that is all,” because “we were destroying
the factories that were making more munitions.” He then concluded: “All this uproar
about what we did and whar could bave been stopped—should we take these worn-
derful Monday morning quarterbacks, the experts who are supposed io be right? They
don't know what they are talking about. I was there. I did it. T would do it again.”
( Traman Speaks /New York: Columbia University Press, 1960], pp. 73—74.)]

Thought Provokers

+ It has been said that the four years of World War II did more to transform U.S, society
than twelve years of the Great Depression and eight years of the New Deal, Comment,

- How did the courts justify restricting the civil liberties of Japanese Americans during
Wortld War I How did Japanese Americans respond & internment?

. If the situation had been reversed, would Stalin have been more willing than the other
Allies to open 2 second front? Explzin. How did the Soviet experience in World War I
shape Stalin’s desire for a second front?

. Should the Allied powers have done more to intervene against the Holocaust? What
options did they have at their disposal? What practical and psychological factors shaped
the actions of Aliied leaders? Why wete 50 many people refuctant to believe the stories
of Nazi atrocities?

. How did new technologies and battle tactics shape the experience of soldiers in Worid
War IT? What elements of war did soldiers find most difficuls to adjust to?

. Daes the probability that the Germans or the Japanese would have used the atomic
bomb against the United States, if they had developed it first, strengthen the moral posi-
tion of the United States? if Truman had announced at Potsdam that the United States
had the atomic bomb, would the Japanese have been likely to surrender at once? Was
the United States shortsighted in establishing a precedent that might one day be used
against {7 Comment on Secretary of War Henry Stimson’s view that the dropping of the
bomb would prove war to be so horrible that there could never be another.,




