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TO THE READER

The story of transplanting millions of Africans to the new world,

and of their bondage for four centuries, is a fascinating one. Particu-

larly interesting for students of human culture is the sudden freeing of

these black folk in the Nineteenth Century and the attempt, through

them, to reconstruct the basis of American democracy from 1860-1880.

This book seeks to tell and interpret these twenty years of fateful

history with especial reference to the efforts and experiences of the

Negroes themselves.

For the opportunity of making this study, I have to thank the

Trustees of the Rosenwald Fund, who made me a grant covering two

years; the Directors of the National Association for the Advancement

of Colored People, who allowed me time for the writing; the President

of Atlanta University, who gave me help and asylum during the com-

pletion of the work ; and the Trustees of the Carnegie Fund who
contributed toward the finishing of the manuscript. I need hardly add

that none of these persons are in any way responsible for the views

herein expressed.

It would be only fair to the reader to say frankly in advance that

the attitude of any person toward this story will be distinctly influ-

enced by his theories of the Negro race. If he believes that the Negro
in America and in general is an average and ordinary human being,

who under given environment develops like other human beings, then

he will read this story and judge it by the facts adduced. If, however,

he regards the Negro as a distinctly inferior creation, who can never

successfully take part in modern civilization and whose emancipation

and enfranchisement were gestures against nature, then he will need

something more than the sort of facts that I have set down. But this

latter person, I am not trying to convince. I am simply pointing out

these two points of view, so obvious to Americans, and then without

further ado, I am assuming the truth of the first. In fine, I am going

to tell this story as though Negroes were ordinary human beings, re-

alizing that this attitude will from the first seriously curtail my
audience.

W. E. BURGHARDT DU BOIS

Atlanta, December, 1934
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BLACK RECONSTRUCTION
IN AMERICA



I. THE BLACK WORKER

How black men, coming to America in the sixteenth, seventeenth,

eighteenth and nineteenth centuries, became a central thread in

the history of the United States, at once a challenge to its democ-

racy and always an important part of its economic history and

social development

Easily the most dramatic episode in American history was the sud-

den move to free four million black slaves in an effort to stop a great

civil war, to end forty years of bitter controversy, and to appease the

moral sense of civilization.

From the day of its birth, the anomaly of slavery plagued a nation

which asserted the equality of all men, and sought to derive powers

of government from the consent of the governed. Within sound of

the voices of those who said this lived more than half a million black

slaves, forming nearly one-fifth of the population of a new nation.

The black population at the time of the first census had risen to

three-quarters of a million, and there were over a million at the begin-

ning of the nineteenth century. Before 1830, the blacks had passed the

two million mark, helped by the increased importations just before

1808, and the illicit smuggling up until 1820. By their own repro-

duction, the Negroes reached 3,638,808 in 1850, and before the Civil

War, stood at 4,441,830. They were 10% of the whole population of

the nation in 1700, 22% in 1750, 18.9% in 1800 and 1.1.6% in 1900.

These workers were not all black and not all Africans and not all

slaves. In i860, at least 90% were born in the United States, 13% were

visibly of white as well as Negro descent and actually more than one-

fourth were probably of white, Indian and Negro blood. In i860, 11%
of these dark folk were free workers.

In origin, the slaves represented everything African, although most
of them originated on or near the West Coast. Yet among them ap-

peared the great Bantu tribes from Sierra Leone to South Africa; the

Sudanese, straight across the center of the continent, from the Atlantic

to the Valley of the Nile; the Nilotic Negroes and the black and
brown Hamites, allied with Egypt; the tribes of the great lakes; the

Pygmies and the Hottentots; and in addition to these, distinct traces

of both Berber and Arab blood. There is no doubt of the presence of

all these various elements in the mass of 10,000,000 or more Negroes
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4 BLACK RECONSTRUCTION
transported from Africa to the various Americas, from the fifteenth

to the nineteenth centuries.

Most of them that came to the continent went through West Indian

tutelage, and thus finally appeared in the United States. They brought

with them their religion and rhythmic song, and some traces of their

art and tribal customs. And after a lapse of two and one-half centuries,

the Negroes became a settled working population, speaking English

or French, professing Christianity, and used principally in agricultural

toil. Moreover, they so mingled their blood with white and red Amer-
ica that today less than 25% of the Negro Americans are of unmixed
African descent.

So long as slavery was a matter of race and color, it made the con-

science of the nation uneasy and continually affronted its ideals. The
men who wrote the Constitution sought by every evasion, and almost

by subterfuge, to keep recognition of slavery out of the basic form of

the new government. They founded their hopes on the prohibition of

the slave trade, being sure that without continual additions from

abroad, this tropical people would not long survive, and thus the prob-

lem of slavery would disappear in death. They miscalculated, or did

not foresee the changing economic world. It might be more profitable

in the West Indies to kill the slaves by overwork and import cheap

Africans; but in America without a slave trade, it paid to conserve

the slave and let him multiply. When, therefore, manifestly the Ne-
groes were not dying out, there came quite naturally new excuses and
explanations. It was a matter of social condition. Gradually these peo-

ple would be free; but freedom could only come to the bulk as the

freed were transplanted to their own land and country, since the liv-

ing together of black and white in America was unthinkable. So again

the nation waited, and its conscience sank to sleep.

But in a rich and eager land, wealth and work multiplied. They
twisted new and intricate patterns around the earth. Slowly but

mightily these black workers were integrated into modern industry.

On free and fertile land Americans raised, not simply sugar as a cheap

sweetening, rice for food and tobacco as a new and tickling luxury;

but they began to grow a fiber that clothed the masses of a ragged

world. Cotton grew so swiftly that the 9,000 bales of cotton which the

new nation scarcely noticed in 1791 became 79,000 in 1800; and with
this increase, walked economic revolution in a dozen different lines.

The cotton crop reached one-half million bales in 1822, a million bales

in 1831, two million in 1840, three million in 1852, and in the year of

secession, stood at the then enormous total of five million bales.

Such facts and others, coupled with the increase of the slaves to

which they were related as both cause and effect, meant a new



THE BLACK WORKER 5

world; and all the more so because with increase in American cotton

and Negro slaves, came both by chance and ingenuity new miracles

for manufacturing, and particularly for the spinning and weaving of

cloth.

The giant forces of water and of steam were harnessed to do the

world's work, and the black workers of America bent at the bottom

of a growing pyramid of commerce and industry; and they not only

could not be spared, if this new economic organization was to expand,

but rather they became the cause of new political demands and align-

ments, of new dreams of power and visions of empire.

First of all, their work called for widening stretches of new, rich,

black soil—in Florida, in Louisiana, in Mexico; even in Kansas. This

land, added to cheap labor, and labor easily regulated and distributed,

made profits so high that a whole system of culture arose in the South,

with a new leisure and social philosophy. Black labor became the

foundation stone not only of the Southern social structure, but of

Northern manufacture and commerce, of the English factory system,

of European commerce, of buying and selling on a world-wide scale;

new cities were built on the results of black labor, and a new labor

problem, involving all white labor, arose both in Europe and America.

Thus, the old difficulties and paradoxes appeared in new dress. It

became easy to say and easier to prove that these black men were not

men in the sense that white men were, and could never be, in the

same sense, free. Their slavery was a matter of both race and social

condition, but the condition was limited and determined by race. They
were congenital wards and children, to be well-treated and cared for,

but far happier and safer here than in their own land. As the Rich-

mond, Virginia, Examiner put it in 1854:

"Let us not bother our brains about what Providence intends to do

with our Negroes in the distant future, but glory in and profit to the

utmost by what He has done for them in transplanting them here,

and setting them to work on our plantations. . . . True philanthropy

to the Negro, begins, like charity, at home; and if Southern men
would act as if the canopy of heaven were inscribed with a covenant,

in letters of fire, that the Negro is here, and here forever; is our prop-

erty, and ours forever; . . . they would accomplish more good for the

race in five years than they boast the institution itself to have accom-

plished in two centuries. . .
."

On the other hand, the growing exploitation of white labor in

Europe, the rise of the factory system, the increased monopoly of land,

and the problem of the distribution of political power, began to send

wave after wave of immigrants to America, looking for new freedom,

new opportunity and new democracy.
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The opportunity for real and new democracy in America was broad.

Political power at first was, as usual, confined to property holders and

an aristocracy of birth and learning. But it was never securely based

on land. Land was free and both land and property were possible to

nearly every thrifty worker. Schools began early to multiply and open

their doors even to the poor laborer. Birth began to count for less and
less and America became to the world a land of economic opportu-

nity. So the world came to America, even before the Revolution, and
afterwards during the nineteenth century, nineteen million immi-
grants entered the United States.

When we compare these figures with the cotton crop and the in-

crease of black workers, we see how the economic problem increased

in intricacy. This intricacy is shown by the persons in the drama and
their differing and opposing interests. There were the native-born

Americans, largely of English descent, who were the property holders

and employers; and even so far as they were poor, they looked for-

ward to the time when they would accumulate capital and become, as

they put it, economically "independent." Then there were the new
immigrants, torn with a certain violence from their older social and
economic surroundings; strangers in a new land, with visions of rising

in the social and economic world by means of labor. They differed in

language and social status, varying from the half-starved Irish peasant

to the educated German and English artisan. There were the free

Negroes: those of the North free in some cases for many generations,

and voters; and in other cases, fugitives, new come from the South,

with little skill and small knowledge of life and labor in their new
environment. There were the free Negroes of the South, an unstable,

harried class, living on sufferance of the law, and the good will of

white patrons, and yet rising to be workers and sometimes owners of

property and even of slaves, and cultured citizens. There was the great

mass of poor whites, disinherited of their economic portion by com-

petition with the slave system, and land monopoly.

In the earlier history of the South, free Negroes had the right to

vote. Indeed, so far as the letter of the law was concerned, there was

not a single Southern colony in which a black man who owned the

requisite amount of property, and complied with other conditions, did

not at some period have the legal right to vote.

Negroes voted in Virginia as late as 1723, when the assembly

enacted that no free Negro, mulatto or Indian "shall hereafter have

any vote at the elections of burgesses or any election whatsoever." In

North Carolina, by the Act of 1734, a former discrimination against

Negro voters was laid aside and not reenacted until 1835.

A complaint in South Carolina, in 1701, said:
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"Several free Negroes were receiv'd, & taken for as good Electors as

the best Freeholders in the Province. So that we leave it with Your

Lordships to judge whether admitting Aliens, Strangers, Servants,

Negroes, &c, as good and qualified Voters, can be thought any ways

agreeable to King Charles' Patent to Your Lordships, or the English

Constitution of Government." Again in 1716, Jews and Negroes, who
had been voting, were expressly excluded. In Georgia, there was at

first no color discrimination, although only owners of fifty acres of

land could vote. In 1761, voting was expressly confined to white men.1

In the states carved out of the Southwest, they were disfranchised

as soon as the state came into the Union, although in Kentucky they

voted between 1792 and 1799, and Tennessee allowed free Negroes to

vote in her constitution of 1796.

In North Carolina, where even disfranchisement, in 1835, did not

apply to Negroes who already had the right to vote, it was said that

the several hundred Negroes who had been voting before then usu-

ally voted prudently and judiciously.

In Delaware and Maryland they voted in the latter part of the

eighteenth century. In Louisiana, Negroes who had had the right to

vote during territorial status were not disfranchised.

To sum up, in colonial times, the free Negro was excluded from the

suffrage only in Georgia, South Carolina and Virginia. In the Border

States, Delaware disfranchised the Negro in 1792; Maryland in 1783

and 1810.

In the Southeast, Florida disfranchised Negroes in 1845; and in the

Southwest, Louisiana disfranchised them in 1812; Mississippi in 1817;

Alabama in 1819; Missouri, 1821; Arkansas in 1836; Texas, 1845.

Georgia in her constitution of 1777 confined voters to white males;

but this was omitted in the constitutions of 1789 and 1798.

As slavery grew to a system and the Cotton Kingdom began to

expand into imperial white domination, a free Negro was a contra-

diction, a threat and a menace. As a thief and a vagabond, he threat-

ened society; but as an educated property holder, a successful mechanic

or even professional man, he more than threatened slavery. He con-

tradicted and undermined it. He must not be. He must be suppressed,

enslaved, colonized. And nothing so bad could be said about him that

did not easily appear as true to slaveholders.

In the North, Negroes, for the most part, received political en-

franchisement with the white laboring classes. In 1778, the Congress

of the Confederation twice refused to insert the word "white" in the

Articles of Confederation in asserting that free inhabitants in each

state should be entitled to all the privileges and immunities of free

citizens of the several states. In the law of 1783, free Negroes were
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recognized as a basis of taxation, and in 1784, they were recognized as

voters in the territories. In the Northwest Ordinance of 1787, "free

male inhabitants of full age" were recognized as voters.

The few Negroes that were in Maine, New Hampshire and Ver-

mont could vote if they had the property qualifications. In Connecti-

cut they were disfranchised in 1814; in 1865 this restriction was re-

tained, and Negroes did not regain the right until after the Civil War.
In New Jersey, they were disfranchised in 1807, but regained the right

in 1820 and lost it again in 1847. Negroes voted in New York in the

eighteenth century, then were disfranchised, but in 1821 were permit-

ted to vote with a discriminatory property qualification of $250. No
property qualification was required of whites. Attempts were made at

various times to remove this qualification but it was not removed

until 1870. In Rhode Island they were disfranchised in the constitution

which followed Dorr's Rebellion, but finally allowed to vote in

1842. In Pennsylvania, they were allowed to vote until 1838 when the

"reform" convention restricted the suffrage to whites.

The Western States as territories did not usually restrict the suffrage,

but as they were admitted to the Union they disfranchised the Ne-

groes: Ohio in 1803; Indiana in 1816; Illinois in 1818; Michigan in

1837; Iowa in 1846; Wisconsin in 1848; Minnesota in 1858; and Kansas

in 1861.

The Northwest Ordinance and even the Louisiana Purchase had
made no color discrimination in legal and political rights. But the

states admitted from this territory, specifically and from the first, de-

nied free black men the right to vote and passed codes of black laws

in Ohio, Indiana and elsewhere, instigated largely by the attitude and
fears of the immigrant poor whites from the South. Thus, at first, in

Kansas and the West, the problem of the black worker was narrow

and specific. Neither the North nor the West asked that black labor

in the United States be free and enfranchised. On the contrary, they

accepted slave labor as a fact; but they were determined that it should

be territorially restricted, and should not compete with free white

labor.

What was this industrial system for which the South fought and
risked life, reputation and wealth and which a growing element in

the North viewed first with hesitating tolerance, then with distaste

and finally with economic fear and moral horror? What did it mean
to be a slave? It is hard to imagine it today. We think of oppression

beyond all conception: cruelty, degradation, whipping and starvation,

the absolute negation of human rights; or on the contrary, we may
think of the ordinary worker the world over today, slaving ten,

twelve, or fourteen hours a day, with not enough to eat, compelled by
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his physical necessities to do this and not to do that, curtailed in his

movements and his possibilities; and we say, here, too, is a slave

called a "free worker," and slavery is merely a matter of name.

But there was in 1863 a real meaning to slavery different from that

we may apply to the laborer today. It was in part psychological, the

enforced personal feeling of inferiority, the calling of another Master;

the standing with hat in hand. It was the helplessness. It was the de-

fenselessness of family life. It was the submergence below the arbitrary

will of any sort of individual. It was without doubt worse in these

vital respects than that which exists today in Europe or America. Its

analogue today is the yellow, brown and black laborer in China and

India, in Africa, in the forests of the Amazon; and it was this slavery

that fell in America.

The slavery of Negroes in the South was not usually a deliberately

cruel and oppressive system. It did not mean systematic starvation or

murder. On the other hand, it is just as difficult to conceive as quite

true the idyllic picture of a patriarchal state with cultured and humane
masters under whom slaves were as children, guided and trained in

work and play, given even such mental training as was for their good,

and for the well-being of the surrounding world.

The victims of Southern slavery were often happy; had usually ade-

quate food for their health, and shelter sufficient for a mild climate.

The Southerners could say with some justification that when the mass

of their field hands were compared with the worst class of laborers in

the slums of New York and Philadelphia, and the factory towns of

New England, the black slaves were as well off and in some particu-

lars better off. Slaves lived largely in the country where health condi-

tions were better; they worked in the open air, and their hours were
about the current hours for peasants throughout Europe. They re-

ceived no formal education, and neither did the Irish peasant, the

English factory-laborer, nor the German Bauer; and in contrast with

these free white laborers, the Negroes were protected by a certain

primitive sort of old-age pension, job insurance, and sickness insur-

ance; that is, they must be supported in some fashion, when they were
too old to work; they must have attention in sickness, for they repre-

sented invested capital; and they could never be among the unem-
ployed.

On the other hand, it is just as true that Negro slaves in America
represented the worst and lowest conditions among modern laborers.

One estimate is that the maintenance of a slave in the South cost the

master about $19 a year, which means that they were among the poor-

est paid laborers in the modern world. They represented in a very real

sense the ultimate degradation of man. Indeed, the system was so re-

^e
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actionary, so utterly inconsistent with modern progress, that we simply

cannot grasp it today. No matter how degraded the factory hand, he

is not real estate. The tragedy of the black slave's position was pre-

cisely this; his absolute subjection to the individual will of an owner
and to "the cruelty and injustice which are the invariable consequences

of the exercise of irresponsible power, especially where authority must
be sometimes delegated by the planter to agents of inferior education

and coarser feelings."

The proof of this lies clearly written in the slave codes. Slaves were
not considered men. They had no right of petition. They were "de-

visable like any other chattel." They could own nothing; they could

make no contracts; they could hold no property, nor traffic in prop-

erty; they could not hire out; they could not legally marry nor con-

stitute families; they could not control their children; they could not

appeal from their master; they could be punished at will. They could

not testify in court; they could be imprisoned by their owners, and
the criminal offense of assault and battery could not be committed on
the person of a slave. The "willful, malicious and deliberate murder"

of a slave was punishable by death, but such a crime was practically

impossible of proof. The slave owed to his master and all his family

a respect "without bounds, and an absolute obedience." This author-

ity could be transmitted to others. A slave could not sue his master;

had no right of redemption; no right to education or religion; a

promise made to a slave by his master had no force nor validity. Chil-

dren followed the condition of the slave mother. The slave could have

no access to the judiciary. A slave might be condemned to death for

striking any white person.

Looking at these accounts, "it is safe to say that the law regards a

Negro slave, so far as his civil status is concerned, purely and abso-

lutely property, to be bought and sold and pass and descend as a tract

of land, a horse, or an ox."
2

The whole legal status of slavery was enunciated in the extraordi-

nary statement of a Chief Justice of the United States that Negroes

had always been regarded in America "as having no rights which a

white man was bound to respect."

It may be said with truth that the law was often harsher than the

practice. Nevertheless, these laws and decisions represent the legally

permissible possibilities, and the only curb upon the power of the

master was his sense of humanity and decency, on the one hand,

and the conserving of his investment on the other. Of the humanity

of large numbers of Southern masters there can be no doubt. In some

cases, they gave their slaves a fatherly care. And yet even in such cases

the strain upon their ability to care for large numbers of people and
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the necessity of entrusting the care of the slaves to other hands than

their own, led to much suffering and cruelty.

The matter of his investment in land and slaves greatly curtailed

the owner's freedom of action. Under the competition of growing in-

dustrial organization, the slave system was indeed the source of im-

mense profits. But for the slave owner and landlord to keep a

large or even reasonable share of these profits was increasingly dif-

ficult. The price of the slave produce in the open market could be

hammered down by merchants and traders acting with knowledge

and collusion. And the slave owner was, therefore, continually forced

to find his profit not in the high price of cotton and sugar, but in

beating even further down the cost of his slave labor. This made the

slave owners in early days kill the slave by overwork and renew their

working stock; it led to the widely organized interstate slave trade

between the Border States and the Cotton Kingdom of the Southern

South; it led to neglect and the breaking up of families, and it could

not protect the slave against the cruelty, lust and neglect of certain

owners.

Thus human slavery in the South pointed and led in two singu-

larly contradictory and paradoxical directions—toward the deliberate

commercial breeding and sale of human labor for profit and toward

the intermingling of black and white blood. The slaveholders shrank

from acknowledging either set of facts but they were clear and un-

deniable.

In this vital respect, the slave laborer differed from all others of his

day: he could be sold; he could, at the will of a single individual, be

transferred for life a thousand miles or more. His family, wife and

children could be legally and absolutely taken from him. Free labor-

ers today are compelled to wander in search for work and food; their

families are deserted for want of wages; but in all this there is no such

direct barter in human flesh. It was a sharp accentuation of control

over men beyond the modern labor reserve or the contract coolie sys-

tem.

Negroes could be sold—actually sold as we sell cattle with no refer-

ence to calves or bulls, or recognition of family. It was a nasty busi-

ness. The white South was properly ashamed of it and continually

belittled and almost denied it. But it was a stark and bitter fact. South-

ern papers of the Border States were filled with advertisements:
—

"I

wish to purchase fifty Negroes of both sexes from 6 to 30 years of age

for which I will give the highest cash prices."

"Wanted to purchase—Negroes of every description, age and sex."

The consequent disruption of families is proven beyond doubt:

"Fifty Dollars reward.—Ran away from the subscriber, a Negro
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girl, named Maria. She is of a copper color, between 13 and 14 years

of age—bareheaded and barefooted. She is small for her age—very

sprightly and very likely. She stated she was going to see her mother

at Maysville. Sanford Tomson."
"Committed to jail of Madison County, a Negro woman, who calls

her name Fanny, and says she belongs to William Miller, of Mobile.

She formerly belonged to John Givins, of this county, who now owns
several of her children. David Shropshire, Jailer."

"Fifty Dollar reward.—Ran away from the subscriber, his Negro
man Pauladore, commonly called Paul. I understand Gen. R. Y.

Hayne has purchased his wife and children from H. L. Pinckney,

Esq., and has them on his plantation at Goosecreek, where, no doubt,

the fellow is frequently lurking. T. Davis." One can see Pauladore

"lurking" about his wife and children.
3

The system of slavery demanded a special police force and such a

force was made possible and unusually effective by the presence of

the poor whites. This explains the difference between the slave revolts

in the West Indies, and the lack of effective revolt in the Southern

United States. In the West Indies, the power over the slave was held

by the whites and carried out by them and such Negroes as they could

trust. In the South, on the other hand, the great planters formed pro-

portionately quite as small a class but they had singularly enough at

their command some five million poor whites; that is, there were

actually more white people to police the slaves than there were slaves.

Considering the economic rivalry of the black and white worker in

the North, it would have seemed natural that the poor white would
have refused to police the slaves. But two considerations led him in

the opposite direction. First of all, it gave him work and some au-

thority as overseer, slave driver, and member of the patrol system. But

above and beyond this, it fed his vanity because it associated him with

the masters. Slavery bred in the poor white a dislike of Negro toil of

all sorts. He never regarded himself as a laborer, or as part of any

labor movement. If he had any ambition at all it was to become a

planter and to own "niggers." To these Negroes he transferred all the

dislike and hatred which he had for the whole slave system. The re-

sult was that the system was held stable and intact by the poor white.

Even with the late ruin of Haiti before their eyes, the planters, stirred

as they were, were nevertheless able to stamp out slave revolt. The
dozen revolts of the eighteenth century had dwindled to the plot of

Gabriel in 1800, Vesey in 1822, of Nat Turner in 1831 and crews of

the Amistad and Creole in 1839 and 1841. Gradually the whole white

South became an armed and commissioned camp to keep Negroes in

slavery and to kill the black rebel.
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But even the poor white, led by the planter, would not have kept

the black slave in nearly so complete control had it not been for what

may be called the Safety Valve of Slavery; and that was the chance

which a vigorous and determined slave had to run away to freedom.

Under the situation as it developed between 1830 and i860 there

were grave losses to the capital invested in black workers. Encouraged

by the idealism of those Northern thinkers who insisted that Negroes

were human, the black worker sought freedom by running away from

slavery. The physical geography of America with its paths north, by

swamp, river and mountain range; the daring of black revolutionists

like Henson and Tubman; and the extra-legal efforts of abolitionists

made this more and more easy.

One cannot know the real facts concerning the number of fugitives,

but despite the fear of advertising the losses, the emphasis put upon
fugitive slaves by the South shows that it was an important economic

item. It is certain from the bitter effort to increase the efficiency of

the fugitive slave law that the losses from runaways were widespread

and continuous; and the increase in the interstate slave trade from

Border States to the deep South, together with the increase in the price

of slaves, showed a growing pressure. At the beginning of the nine-

teenth century, one bought an average slave for $200; while in i860

the price ranged from $1,400 to $2,000.

Not only was the fugitive slave important because of the actual loss

involved, but for potentialities in the future. These free Negroes were

furnishing a leadership for the mass of the black workers, and espe-

cially they were furnishing a text for the abolition idealists. Fugitive

slaves, like Frederick Douglass and others humbler and less gifted,

increased the number of abolitionists by thousands and spelled the

doom of slavery.

The true significance of slavery in the United States to the whole
social development of America lay in the ultimate relation of slaves

to democracy. What were to be the limits of democratic control in

the United States? If all labor, black as well as white, became free

—

were given schools and the right to vote—what control could or should

be set to the power and action of these laborers? Was the rule of the

mass of Americans to be unlimited, and the right to rule extended to

all men regardless of race and color, or if not, what power of dictator-

ship and control; and how would property and privilege be protected?

This was the great and primary question which was in the minds of

the men who wrote the Constitution of the United States and contin-

ued in the minds of thinkers down through the slavery controversy.

It still remains with the world as the problem of democracy expands

and touches all races and nations.
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And of all human development, ancient and modern, not the least

singular and significant is the philosophy of life and action which
slavery bred in the souls of black folk. In most respects its expression

was stilted and confused; the rolling periods of Hebrew prophecy and
biblical legend furnished inaccurate but splendid words. The subtle

folk-lore of Africa, with whimsy and parable, veiled wish and wisdom;
and above all fell the anointing chrism of the slave music, the only gift

of pure art in America.

Beneath the Veil lay right and wrong, vengeance and love, and

sometimes throwing aside the veil, a soul of sweet Beauty and Truth

stood revealed. Nothing else of art or religion did the slave South give

to the world, except the Negro song and story. And even after slavery,

down to our day, it has added but little to this gift. One has but to

remember as symbol of it all, still unspoiled by petty artisans, the

legend of John Henry, the mighty black, who broke his heart working

against the machine, and died "with his Hammer in His Hand."

Up from this slavery gradually climbed the Free Negro with clearer,

modern expression and more definite aim long before the emancipa-

tion of 1863. His greatest effort lay in his cooperation with the Aboli-

tion movement. He knew he was not free until all Negroes were free.

Individual Negroes became exhibits of the possibilities of the Negro
race, if once it was raised above the status of slavery. Even when, as

so often, the Negro became Court Jester to the ignorant American

mob, he made his plea in his songs and antics.

Thus spoke "the noblest slave that ever God set free," Frederick

Douglass in 1852, in his 4th of July oration at Rochester, voicing the

frank and fearless criticism of the black worker:

"What, to the American slave, is your 4th of July? I answer: a day

that reveals to him, more than all other days in the year, the gross

injustice and cruelty to which he is the constant victim. To him your

celebration is a sham; your boasted liberty, an unholy license; your

national greatness, swelling vanity; your sounds of rejoicing are empty

and heartless; your denunciation of tyrants, brass-fronted impudence;

your shouts of liberty and equality, hollow mockery; your prayers and

hymns, your sermons and thanksgivings, with all your religious

parade and solemnity, are, to him, mere bombast, fraud, deception,

impiety and hypocrisy—a thin veil to cover up crimes which would

disgrace a nation of savages. . . .

"You boast of your love of liberty, your superior civilization, and

your pure Christianity, while the whole political power of the nation

(as embodied in the two great political parties) is solemnly pledged

to support and perpetuate the enslavement of three millions of your

countrymen. You hurl your anathemas at the crown-headed tyrants
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of Russia and Austria and pride yourselves on your democratic insti-

tutions, while you yourselves consent to be the mere tools and body-

guards of the tyrants of Virginia and Carolina. You invite to your

shores fugitives of oppression from abroad, honor them with banquets,

greet them with ovations, cheer them, toast them, salute them, protect

them, and pour out your money to them like water; but the fugitives

from your own land you advertise, hunt, arrest, shoot, and kill. You
glory in your refinement and your universal education; yet you main-

tain a system as barbarous and dreadful as ever stained the character

of a nation—a system begun in avarice, supported in pride, and per-

petuated in cruelty. You shed tears over fallen Hungary, and make
the sad story of her wrongs the theme of your poets, statesmen, and

orators, till your gallant sons are ready to fly to arms to vindicate her

cause against the oppressor; but, in regard to the ten thousand wrongs

of the American slave, you would enforce the strictest silence, and

would hail him as an enemy of the nation who dares to make those

wrongs the subject of public discourse!"
4

Above all, we must remember the black worker was the ultimate

exploited; that he formed that mass of labor which had neither wish

nor power to escape from the labor status, in order to directly exploit

other laborers, or indirectly, by alliance with capital, to share in their

exploitation. To be sure, the black mass, developed again and again,

here and there, capitalistic groups in New Orleans, in Charleston and

in Philadelphia; groups willing to join white capital in exploiting

labor; but they were driven back into the mass by racial prejudice

before they had reached a permanent foothold; and thus became all

the more bitter against all organization which by means of race preju-

dice, or the monopoly of wealth, sought to exclude men from mak-
ing a living.

It was thus the black worker, as founding stone of a new economic

system in the nineteenth century and for the modern world, who
brought civil war in America. He was its underlying cause, in spite

of every effort to base the strife upon union and national power.

That dark and vast sea of human labor in China and India, the

South Seas and all Africa; in the West Indies and Central America
and in the United States—that great majority of mankind, on whose
bent and broken backs rest today the founding stones of modern
industry—shares a common destiny; it is despised and rejected by
race and color; paid a wage below the level of decent living; driven,

beaten, prisoned and enslaved in all but name; spawning the world's

raw material and luxury—cotton, wool, coffee, tea, cocoa, palm oil,

fibers, spices, rubber, silks, lumber, copper, gold, diamonds, leather

—

how shall we end the list and where? All these are gathered up at
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prices lowest of the low, manufactured, transformed and transported

at fabulous gain; and the resultant wealth is distributed and displayed

and made the basis of world power and universal dominion and

armed arrogance in London and Paris, Berlin and Rome, New York
and Rio de Janeiro.

Here is the real modern labor problem. Here is the kernel of the

problem of Religion and Democracy, of Humanity. Words and futile

gestures avail nothing. Out of the exploitation of the dark proletariat

comes the Surplus Value filched from human beasts which, in cultured

lands, the Machine and harnessed Power veil and conceal. The eman-

cipation of man is the emancipation of labor and the emancipation of

labor is the freeing of that basic majority of workers who are yellow,

brown and black.

Dark, shackled knights of labor, clinging still

Amidst a universal wreck of faith

To cheerfulness, and foreigners to hate.

These know ye not, these have ye not received,

But these shall speak to you Beatitudes.

Around them surge the tides of all your strife,

Above them rise the august monuments
Of all your outward splendor, but they stand

Unenvious in thought, and bide their time.

Leslie P. Hill

i. Compare A. E. McKinley, The Suffrage Franchise in the Thirteen English Colonies

in America, p. 137.

2. A Picture of Slavery Drawn from the Decisions of Southern Courts, p. 5.

3. Compare Bancroft, Slave-Trading in the Old South; Weld, American Slavery as It Is.

4. Woodson, Negro Orators and Their Orations, pp. 218-19.



II. THE WHITE WORKER

How America became the laborer's Promised Land; and flocking

here from all the world the white workers competed with black

slaves, with new floods of foreigners, and with growing exploita-

tion, until they fought slavery to save democracy and then lost

democracy in a new and vaster slavery

The opportunity for real and new democracy in America was broad.

Political power was at first as usual confined to property holders and

an aristocracy of birth and learning. But it was never securely based

on land. Land was free and both land and property were possible to

nearly every thrifty worker. Schools began early to multiply and open

their doors even to the poor laborer. Birth began to count for less and

less and America became to the world a land of opportunity. So the

world came to America, even before the Revolution, and afterward

during the nineteenth century, nineteen million immigrants entered

the United States.

The new labor that came to the United States, while it was poor,

used to oppression and accustomed to a low standard of living, was
not willing, after it reached America, to regard itself as a permanent

laboring class and it is in the light of this fact that the labor move-
ment among white Americans must be studied. The successful, well-

paid American laboring class formed, because of its property and
ideals, a petty bourgeoisie ready always to join capital in exploiting

common labor, white and black, foreign and native. The more ener-

getic and thrifty among the immigrants caught the prevalent Ameri-

can idea that here labor could become emancipated from the necessity

of continuous toil and that an increasing proportion could join the

class of exploiters, that is of those who made their income chiefly by

profit derived through the hiring of labor.

Abraham Lincoln expressed this idea frankly at Hartford, in March,

i860. He said:

"I am not ashamed to confess that twenty-five years ago I was a

hired laborer, mauling rails, at work on a flat boat—just what might
happen to any poor man's son." Then followed the characteristic phi-

losophy of the time: "I want every man to have his chance—and I be-

lieve a black man is entitled to it—in which he can better his condi-

tion—when he may look forward and hope to be a hired laborer this

17
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year and the next, work for himself afterward, and finally to hire

men to work for him. That is the true system."

He was enunciating the widespread American idea of the son rising

to a higher economic level than the father; of the chance for the poor

man to accumulate wealth and power, which made the European
doctrine of a working class fighting for the elevation of all workers

seem not only less desirable but even less possible for average workers

than they had formerly considered it.

These workers came to oppose slavery not so much from moral as

from the economic fear of being reduced by competition to the level

of slaves. They wanted a chance to become capitalists; and they found

that chance threatened by the competition of a working class whose
status at the bottom of the economic structure seemed permanent and

inescapable. At first, black slavery jarred upon them, and as early as the

seventeenth century German immigrants to Pennsylvania asked the

Quakers innocently if slavery was in accord with the Golden Rule.

Then, gradually, as succeeding immigrants were thrown in difficult

and exasperating competition with black workers, their attitude

changed. These were the very years when the white worker was begin-

ning to understand the early American doctrine of wealth and prop-

erty; to escape the liability of imprisonment for debt, and even to gain

the right of universal suffrage. He found pouring into cities like New
York and Philadelphia emancipated Negroes with low standards of

living, competing for the jobs which the lower class of unskilled white

laborers wanted.

For the immediate available jobs, the Irish particularly competed

and the employers because of race antipathy and sympathy with the

South did not wish to increase the number of Negro workers, so long

as the foreigners worked just as cheaply. The foreigners in turn

blamed blacks for the cheap price of labor. The result was race war;

riots took place which were at first simply the flaming hostility of

groups of laborers fighting for bread and butter; then they turned

into race riots. For three days in Cincinnati in 1829, a mob of whites

wounded and killed free Negroes and fugitive slaves and destroyed

property. Most of the black population, numbering over two thousand,

left the city and trekked to Canada. In Philadelphia, 1 828-1 840, a series

of riots took place which thereafter extended until after the Civil War.

The riot of 1834 took the dimensions of a pitched battle and lasted

for three days. Thirty-one houses and two churches were destroyed.

Other riots took place in 1835 and 1838 and a two days' riot in 1842

caused the calling out of the militia with artillery.

In the forties came quite a different class, the English and German
workers, who had tried by organization to fight the machine and in
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the end had to some degree envisaged the Marxian reorganization of

industry through trade unions and class struggle. The attitude of these

people toward the Negro was varied and contradictory. At first they

blurted out their disapprobation of slavery on principle. It was a phase

of all wage slavery. Then they began to see a way out for the worker

in America through the free land of the West. Here was a solution

such as was impossible in Europe : plenty of land, rich land, land com-

ing daily nearer its own markets, to which the worker could retreat

and restore the industrial balance ruined in Europe by the expropria-

tion of the worker from the soil. Or in other words, the worker in

America saw a chance to increase his wage and regulate his conditions

of employment much greater than in Europe. The trade unions could

have a material backing that they could not have in Germany, France

or England. This thought, curiously enough, instead of increasing the

sympathy for the slave turned it directly into rivalry and enmity.

The wisest of the leaders could not clearly envisage just how slave

labor in conjunction and competition with free labor tended to reduce

all labor toward slavery. For this reason, the union and labor leaders

gravitated toward the political party which opposed tariff bounties

and welcomed immigrants, quite forgetting that this same Democratic

party had as its backbone the planter oligarchy of the South with its

slave labor.

The new immigrants in their competition with this group reflected

not simply the general attitude of America toward colored people, but

particularly they felt a threat of slave competition which these Ne-
groes foreshadowed. The Negroes worked cheaply, partly from cus-

tom, partly as their only defense against competition. The white la-

borers realized that Negroes were part of a group of millions of work-

ers who were slaves by law, and whose competition kept white labor

out of the work of the South and threatened its wages and stability

in the North. When now the labor question moved West, and became
a part of the land question, the competition of black men became of

increased importance. Foreign laborers saw more clearly than most
Americans the tremendous significance of free land in abundance,

such as America possessed, in open contrast to the land monopoly of

Europe. But here on this free land, they met not only a few free Ne-
gro workers, but the threat of a mass of slaves. The attitude of the

West toward Negroes, therefore, became sterner than that of the East.

Here was the possibility of direct competition with slaves, and the

absorption of Western land into the slave system. This must be re-

sisted at all costs, but beyond this, even free Negroes must be discour-

aged. On this the Southern poor white immigrants insisted.

In the meantime, the problem of the black worker had not ceased
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to trouble the conscience and the economic philosophy of America.

That the worker should be a bond slave was fundamentally at variance

with the American doctrine, and the demand for the abolition of

slavery had been continuous since the Revolution. In the North, it had

resulted in freeing gradually all of the Negroes. But the comparatively

small number of those thus freed was being augmented now by

fugitive slaves from the South, and manifestly the ultimate plight

of the black worker depended upon the course of Southern slavery.

There arose, then, in the thirties, and among thinkers and workers,

a demand that slavery in the United States be immediately abolished.

This demand became epitomized in the crusade of William Lloyd

Garrison, himself a poor printer, but a man of education, thought and

indomitable courage. This movement was not primarily a labor move-

ment or a matter of profit and wage. It simply said that under any

condition of life, the reduction of a human being to real estate was a

crime against humanity of such enormity that its existence must be

immediately ended. After emancipation there would come questions

of labor, wage and political power. But now, first, must be demanded
that ordinary human freedom and recognition of essential manhood
which slavery blasphemously denied. This philosophy of freedom was

a logical continuation of the freedom philosophy of the eighteenth

century which insisted that Freedom was not an End but an indis-

pensable means to the beginning of human progress and that democ-

racy could function only after the dropping of feudal privileges,

monopoly and chains.

The propaganda which made the abolition movement terribly real

was the Fugitive Slave—the piece of intelligent humanity who could

say: I have been owned like an ox. I stole my own body and now I

am hunted by law and lash to be made an ox again. By no conception

of justice could such logic be answered. Nevertheless, at the same time

white labor, while it attempted no denial but even expressed faint

sympathy, saw in this fugitive slave and in the millions of slaves be-

hind him, willing and eager to work for less than current wage, com-

petition for their own jobs. What they failed to comprehend was that

the black man enslaved was an even more formidable and fatal com-

petitor than the black man free.

Here, then, were two labor movements: the movement to give the

black worker a minimum legal status which would enable him to sell

his own labor, and another movement which proposed to increase

the wage and better the condition of the working class in America,

now largely composed of foreign immigrants, and dispute with the

new American capitalism the basis upon which the new wealth was

to be divided. Broad philanthropy and a wide knowledge of the ele-
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ments of human progress would have led these two movements to

unite and in their union to become irresistible. It was difficult, almost

impossible, for this to be clear to the white labor leaders of the

thirties. They had their particularistic grievances and one of these

was the competition of free Negro labor. Beyond this they could easily

vision a new and tremendous competition of black workers after all

the slaves became free. What they did not see nor understand was

that this competition was present and would continue and would be

emphasized if the Negro continued as a slave worker. On the other

hand, the Abolitionists did not realize the plight of the white laborer,

especially the semi-skilled and unskilled worker.

While the Evans brothers, who came as labor agitators in 1825, had

among their twelve demands "the abolition of chattel slavery," never-

theless, George was soon convinced that freedom without land was

of no importance. He wrote to Gerrit Smith, who was giving land to

Negroes, and said:

"I was formerly, like yourself, sir, a very warm advocate of the

abolition of slavery. This was before I saw that there was white slav-

ery. Since I saw this, I have materially changed my views as to the

means of abolishing Negro slavery. I now see, clearly, I think, that

to give the landless black the privilege of changing masters now pos-

sessed by the landless white would hardly be a benefit to him in ex-

change for his surety of support in sickness and old age, although he

is in a favorable climate. If the Southern form of slavery existed at the

North, I should say the black would be a great loser by such a

change." 1

At the convention of the New England anti-slavery society in 1845,

Robert Owen, the great champion of cooperation, said he was opposed
to Negro slavery, but that he had seen worse slavery in England than

among the Negroes. Horace Greeley said the same year: "If I am less

troubled concerning the slavery prevalent in Charleston or New
Orleans, it is because I see so much slavery in New York which
appears to claim my first efforts."

Thus despite all influences, reform and social uplift veered away
from the Negro. Brisbane, Channing, Owen and other leaders called

a National Reform Association to meet in New York in May, 1845.

In October, Owen's "World Conference" met. But they hardly men-
tioned slavery. The Abolitionists did join a National Industrial Con-
gress which met around 1845-1 846. Other labor leaders were openly
hostile toward the abolitionist movement, while the movement for

free land increased.

Thus two movements—Labor-Free Soil, and Abolition, exhibited

fundamental divergence instead of becoming one great party of free
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labor and free land. The Free Soilers stressed the difficulties of even

the free laborer getting hold of the land and getting work in the great

congestion which immigration had brought; and the abolitionists

stressed the moral wrong of slavery. These two movements might
easily have cooperated and differed only in matters of emphasis; but

the trouble was that black and white laborers were competing for

the same jobs just of course as all laborers always are. The immediate

competition became open and visible because of racial lines and racial

philosophy and particularly in Northern states where free Negroes

and fugitive slaves had established themselves as workers, while the

ultimate and overshadowing competition of free and slave labor was
obscured and pushed into the background. This situation, too, made
extraordinary reaction, led by the ignorant mob and fomented by

authority and privilege; abolitionists were attacked and their meeting

places burned; women suffragists were hooted; laws were proposed

making the kidnaping of Negroes easier and disfranchising Negro
voters in conventions called for purposes of "reform."

The humanitarian reform movement reached its height in 1847-

1849 amid falling prices, and trade unionism was at a low ebb. The
strikes from 1 849-1 852 won the support of Horace Greeley, and in-

creased the labor organizations. Labor in eastern cities refused to touch

the slavery controversy, and the control which the Democrats had

over the labor vote in New York and elsewhere increased this tend-

ency to ignore the Negro, and increased the division between white

and colored labor. In 1850, a Congress of Trade Unions was held

with no delegates. They stressed land reform but said nothing about

slavery and the organization eventually was captured by Tammany
Hall. After 1850 unions composed of skilled laborers began to separate

from common laborers and adopt a policy of closed shops and a mini-

mum wage and excluded farmers and Negroes. Although this move-

ment was killed by the panic of 1857, it eventually became triumphant

in the eighties and culminated in the American Federation of Labor

which today allows any local or national union to exclude Negroes

on any pretext.

Other labor leaders became more explicit and emphasized race

rather than class. John Campbell said in 1851: "Will the white race

ever agree that blacks shall stand beside us on election day, upon the

rostrum, in the ranks of the army, in our places of amusement, in

places of public worship, ride in the same coaches, railway cars, or

steamships? Never! Never! or is it natural, or just, that this kind of

equality should exist? God never intended it; had he so willed it, he

would have made all one color."
2

New labor leaders arrived in the fifties. Hermann Kriege and Wil-
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helm Weitling left their work in Germany, and their friends Marx
and Engels, and came to America, and at the same time came tens

of thousands of revolutionary Germans. The Socialist and Com-
munist papers increased. Trade unions increased in power and num-
bers and held public meetings. Immediately, the question of slavery

injected itself, and that of abolition.

Kriege began to preach land reform and free soil in 1846, and by

1850 six hundred American papers were supporting his program. But

Kriege went beyond Evans and former leaders and openly repudiated

abolition. He declared in 1846:

"That we see in the slavery question a property question which

cannot be settled by itself alone. That we should declare ourselves

in favor of the abolitionist movement if it were our intention to throw

the Republic into a state of anarchy, to extend the competition of

'free workingmen' beyond all measure, and to depress labor itself

to the last extremity. That we could not improve the lot of our 'black

brothers' by abolition under the conditions prevailing in modern
society, but make infinitely worse the lot of our 'white brothers.' That

we believe in the peaceable development of society in the United

States and do not, therefore, here at least see our only hope in condi-

tion of the extremest degradation. That we feel constrained, there-

fore, to oppose Abolition with all our might, despite all the impor-

tunities of sentimental philistines and despite all the poetical effusions

of liberty-intoxicated ladies."
3

Wilhelm Weitling, who came to America the following year, 1847,

started much agitation but gave little attention to slavery. He did

not openly side with the slaveholder, as Kriege did; nevertheless, there

was no condemnation of slavery in his paper. In the first German
labor conference in Philadelphia, under Weitling in 1850, a series of

resolutions were passed which did not mention slavery. Both Kriege

and Weitling joined the Democratic party and numbers of other im-

migrant Germans did the same thing, and these workers, therefore,

became practical defenders of slavery. Doubtless, the "Know-Nothing"
movement against the foreign-born forced many workers into the

Democratic party, despite slavery.

The year 1853 saw the formation of the Arbeiterbund, under Joseph

Weydemeyer, a friend of Karl Marx. This organization advocated

Marxian socialism but never got a clear attitude toward slavery. In

1854, it opposed the Kansas-Nebraska bill because "Capitalism and
land speculation have again been favored at the expense of the mass
of the people," and "This bill withdraws from or makes unavailable

in a future homestead bill vast tracts of territory," and "authorizes

the further extension of slavery; but we have, do now, and shall con-
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tinue to protest most emphatically against both white and black

slavery."

Nevertheless, when the Arbeiterbund was reorganized in December,

1857, slavery was not mentioned. When its new organ appeared in

April, 1858, it said that the question of the present moment was
not the abolition of slavery, but the prevention of its further extension

iand that Negro slavery was firmly rooted in America. One small

division of this organization in 1857 called for abolition of the slave

trade and colonization of Negroes, but defended the Southern slave-

holders.

In 1859, however, a conference of the Arbeiterbund condemned all

slavery in whatever form it might appear, and demanded the repeal

of the Fugitive Slave Law. The Democratic and pro-slavery New
York Staats-Zeitung counseled the people to abstain from agitation

against the extension of slavery, but all of the German population did

not agree.

As the Chartist movement increased in England, the press was filled

with attacks against the United States and its institutions, and the

Chartists were clear on the matter of slavery. Their chief organ in

1844 said: "That damning stain upon the American escutcheon is one

that has caused the Republicans of Europe to weep for very shame
and mortification; and the people of the United States have much
to answer for at the bar of humanity for this indecent, cruel, revolting

and fiendish violation of their boasted principle—that 'All men are

born free and equal.'

"

The labor movement in England continued to emphasize the

importance of attacking slavery ; and the agitation, started by the

work of Frederick Douglass and others, increased in importance and

activity. In 1857, George I. Holyoake sent an anti-slavery address to

America, signed by 1,800 English workingmen, whom Karl Marx
himself was guiding in England, and this made the black American
worker a central text. They pointed out the fact that the black worker

was furnishing the raw material which the English capitalist was ex-

ploiting together with the English worker. This same year, the United

States Supreme Court sent down the Dred Scott decision that Negroes

were not citizens.

This English initiative had at first but limited influence in America.

The trade unions were willing to admit that the Negroes ought to

be free sometime; but at the present, self-preservation called for their

slavery; and after all, whites were a different grade of workers from
blacks. Even when the Marxian ideas arrived, there was a split; the

earlier representatives of the Marxian philosophy in America agreed

with the older Union movement in deprecating any entanglement
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with the abolition controversy. After all, abolition represented capital.

The whole movement was based on mawkish sentimentality, and

not on the demands of the workers, at least of the white workers.

And so the early American Marxists simply gave up the idea of intrud-

ing the black worker into the socialist commonwealth at that time.

To this logic the abolitionists were increasingly opposed. It seemed

to them that the crucial point was the matter of freedom; that a free

laborer in America had an even chance to make his fortune as a worker

or a farmer; but, on the other hand, if the laborer was not free, as

in the case of the Negro, he had no opportunity, and he inevitably

degraded white labor. The abolitionist did not sense the new sub-

ordination into which the worker was being forced by organized capi-

tal, while the laborers did not realize that the exclusion of four million

workers from the labor program was a fatal omission. Wendell

Phillips alone suggested a boycott on Southern goods, and said that

the great cause of labor was paramount and included mill operatives

in New England, peasants in Ireland, and laborers in South America

who ought not to be lost sight of in sympathy for the Southern slave.

In the United States shortly before the outbreak of the Civil War
there were twenty-six trades with national organizations, including

the iron and steel workers, machinists, blacksmiths, etc. The employ-

ers formed a national league and planned to import more workmen
from foreign countries. The iron molders started a national strike

July 5, 1859, and said: "Wealth is power, and practical experience

teaches us that it is a power but too often used to oppress and degrade

the daily laborer. Year after year the capital of the country becomes

more and more concentrated in the hands of a few, and, in proportion

as the wealth of the country becomes centralized, its power increases,

and the laboring classes are impoverished. It therefore becomes us, as

men who have to battle with the stern realities of life, to look this

matter fair in the face; there is no dodging the question; let every

man give it a fair, full and candid consideration, and then act accord-

ing to his honest convictions. What position are we, the mechanics of

America, to hold in Society?"

There was not a word in this address about slavery and one would
not dream that the United States was on the verge of the greatest

labor revolution it had seen. Other conferences of the molders, machin-

ists and blacksmiths and others were held in the sixties, and a labor

mass meeting at Faneuil Hall in Boston in 1861 said: "The truth is

that the workingmen care little for the strife of political parties and
the intrigues of office-seekers. We regard them with the contempt

they deserve. We are weary of this question of slavery; it is a matter

which does not concern us; and we wish only to attend to our business,
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and leave the South to attend to their own affairs, without any inter-

ference from the North." 4

In all this consideration, we have so far ignored the white workers

of the South and we have done this because the labor movement
ignored them and the abolitionists ignored them; and above all, they

were ignored by Northern capitalists and Southern planters. They
were in many respects almost a forgotten mass of men. Cairnes de-

scribes the slave South, the period just before the war:

"It resolves itself into three classes, broadly distinguished from each

other, and connected by no common interest—the slaves on whom
devolves all the regular industry, the slaveholders who reap all its

fruits, and an idle and lawless rabble who live dispersed over vast

plains in a condition little removed from absolute barbarism."

From all that has been written and said about the ante-bellum South,

one almost loses sight of about 5,000,000 white people in i860 who lived

in the South and held no slaves. Even among the two million slave-

holders, an oligarchy of 8,000 really ruled the South, while as an ob-

server said: "For twenty years, I do not recollect ever to have seen or

heard these non-slaveholding whites referred to by the Southern gen-

tleman as constituting any part of what they called the South." 5 They
were largely ignorant and degraded; only 25% could read and write.

The condition of the poor whites has been many times described:

"A wretched log hut or two are the only habitations in sight. Here
reside, or rather take shelter, the miserable cultivators of the ground,

or a still more destitute class who make a precarious living by ped-

dling 'lightwood' in the city. . . .

"These cabins . . . are dens of filth. The bed if there be a bed is a

layer of something in the corner that defies scenting. If the bed is

nasty, what of the floor ? What of the whole enclosed space ? What of

the creatures themselves? Pough! Water in use as a purifier is un-

known. Their faces are bedaubed with the muddy accumulation of

weeks. They just give them a wipe when they see a stranger to take

off the blackest dirt. . . . The poor wretches seem startled when you

address them, and answer your questions cowering like culprits."
6

Olmsted said: "I saw as much close packing, filth and squalor, in

certain blocks inhabited by laboring whites in Charleston, as I have

witnessed in any Northern town of its size; and greater evidences of

brutality and ruffianly character, than I have ever happened to see,

among an equal population of this class, before."
7

Two classes of poor whites have been differentiated: the mountain
whites and the poor whites of the lowlands. "Below a dirty and ill-

favored house, down under the bank on the shingle near the river, sits

a family of five people, all ill-clothed and unclean; a blear-eyed old
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woman, a younger woman with a mass of tangled red hair hanging

about her shoulders, indubitably suckling a baby; a little girl with

the same auburn evidence of Scotch ancestry; a boy, and a younger

child all gathered about a fire made among some bricks, surrounding

a couple of iron saucepans, in which is a dirty mixture looking like

mud, but probably warmed-up sorghum syrup, which with a few

pieces of corn pone, makes their breakfast.

"Most of them are illiterate and more than correspondingly igno-

rant. Some of them had Indian ancestors and a few bear evidences

of Negro blood. The so-called 'mountain boomer,' says an observer,

'has little self-respect and no self-reliance. ... So long as his corn

pile lasts the "cracker" lives in contentment, feasting on a sort of hoe

cake made of grated corn meal mixed with salt and water and baked

before the hot coals, with addition of what game the forest furnishes

him when he can get up the energy to go out and shoot or trap it. . . .

The irregularities of their moral lives cause them no sense of

shame. . . . But, notwithstanding these low moral conceptions, they

are of an intense religious excitability.'

"

8

Above this lowest mass rose a middle class of poor whites in the

making. There were some small farmers who had more than a mere

sustenance and yet were not large planters. There were overseers.

There was a growing class of merchants who traded with the slaves

and free Negroes and became in many cases larger traders, dealing

with the planters for the staple crops. Some poor whites rose to the

professional class, so that the rift between the planters and the mass

of the whites was partially bridged by this smaller intermediate class.

While revolt against the domination of the planters over the poor

whites was voiced by men like Helper, who called for a class struggle

to destroy the planters, this was nullified by deep-rooted antagonism

to the Negro, whether slave or free. If black labor could be expelled

from the United States or eventually exterminated, then the fight

against the planter could take place. But the poor whites and their

leaders could not for a moment contemplate a fight of united white

and black labor against the exploiters. Indeed, the natural leaders of

the poor whites, the small farmer, the merchant, the professional man,

the white mechanic and slave overseer, were bound to the planters

and repelled from the slaves and even from the mass of the white

laborers in two ways: first, they constituted the police patrol who
could ride with planters and now and then exercise unlimited force

upon recalcitrant or runaway slaves; and then, too, there was always

a chance that they themselves might also become planters by saving

money, by investment, by the power of good luck; and the only heaven

that attracted them was the life of the great Southern planter.
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There were a few weak associations of white mechanics, such as

printers and shipwrights and iron molders, in 1850-1 860, but practically

no labor movement in the South.

Charles Nordhoff states that he was told by a wealthy Alabaman,

in i860, that the planters in his region were determined to discontinue

altogether the employment of free mechanics. "On my own place," he

said, "I have slave carpenters, slave blacksmiths, and slave wheel-

wrights, and thus I am independent of free mechanics." And a certain

Alfred E. Mathews remarks: "I have seen free white mechanics

obliged to stand aside while their families were suffering for the neces-

saries of life, when the slave mechanics, owned by rich and influential

men, could get plenty of work; and I have heard these same white

mechanics breathe the most bitter curses against the institution of

slavery and the slave aristocracy."

The resultant revolt of the poor whites, just as the revolt of the

slaves, came through migration. And their migration, instead of being

restricted, was freely encouraged. As a result, the poor whites left the

South in large numbers. In i860, 399,700 Virginians were living out

of their native state. From Tennessee, 344,765 emigrated; from North
Carolina, 272,606, and from South Carolina, 256,868. The majority of

these had come to the Middle West and it is quite possible that the

Southern states sent as many settlers to the West as the Northeastern

states, and while the Northeast demanded free soil, the Southerners

demanded not only free soil but the exclusion of Negroes from work
and the franchise. They had a very vivid fear of the Negro as a com-

petitor in labor, whether slave or free.

It was thus the presence of the poor white Southerner in the West
that complicated the whole Free Soil movement in its relation to the

labor movement. While the Western pioneer was an advocate of ex-

treme democracy and equalitarianism in his political and economic

philosophy, his vote and influence did not go to strengthen the aboli-

tion-democracy, before, during, or even after the war. On the con-

trary, it was stopped and inhibited by the doctrine of race, and the

West, therefore, long stood against that democracy in industry which
might have emancipated labor in the United States, because it did not

admit to that democracy the American citizen of Negro descent.

Thus Northern workers were organizing and fighting industrial

integration in order to gain higher wage and shorter hours, and more
and more they saw economic salvation in the rich land of the West.

A Western movement of white workers and pioneers began and was
paralleled by a Western movement of planters and black workers in

the South. Land and more land became the cry of the Southern politi-

cal leader, with finally a growing demand for reopening of the African



THE WHITE WORKER 29

slave trade. Land, more land, became the cry of the peasant farmer in

the North. The two forces met in Kansas, and in Kansas civil war

began.

The South was fighting for the protection and expansion of its

agrarian feudalism. For the sheer existence of slavery, there must be a

continual supply of fertile land, cheaper slaves, and such political

power as would give the slave status full legal recognition and pro-

tection, and annihilate the free Negro. The Louisiana Purchase had

furnished slaves and land, but most of the land was in the Northwest.

The foray into Mexico had opened an empire, but the availability of

this land was partly spoiled by the loss of California to free labor.

This suggested a proposed expansion of slavery toward Kansas, where

it involved the South in competition with white labor: a competition

which endangered the slave status, encouraged slave revolt, and in-

creased the possibility of fugitive slaves.

It was a war to determine how far industry in the United States

should be carried on under a system where the capitalist owns not

only the nation's raw material, not only the land, but also the laborer

himself; or whether the laborer was going to maintain his personal

freedom, and enforce it by growing political and economic inde-

pendence based on widespread ownership of land.

This brings us down to the period of the Civil War. Up to the time

that the war actually broke out, American labor simply refused, in

the main, to envisage black labor as a part of its problem. Right up
to the edge of the war, it was talking about the emancipation of white

labor and the organization of stronger unions without saying a word,

or apparently giving a thought, to four million black slaves. During
the war, labor was resentful. Workers were forced to fight in a

strife between capitalists in which they had no interest and they

showed their resentment in the peculiarly human way of beating and
murdering the innocent victims of it all, the black free Negroes of

New York and other Northern cities; while in the South, five million

non-slaveholding poor white farmers and laborers sent their man-
hood by the thousands to fight and die for a system that had degraded

them equally with the black slave. Could one imagine anything more
paradoxical than this whole situation?

America thus stepped forward in the first blossoming of the modern
age and added to the Art of Beauty, gift of the Renaissance, and to

Freedom of Belief, gift of Martin Luther and Leo X, a vision of

democratic self-government: the domination of political life by the

intelligent decision of free and self-sustaining men. What an idea

and what an area for its realization—endless land of richest fertility,

natural resources such as Earth seldom exhibited before, a population
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infinite in variety, of universal gift, burned in the fires of poverty

and caste, yearning toward the Unknown God; and self-reliant pi-

oneers, unafraid of man or devil. It was the Supreme Adventure, in

the last Great Batde of the West, for that human freedom which
would release the human spirit from lower lust for mere meat, and

set it free to dream and sing.

And then some unjust God leaned, laughing, over the ramparts

of heaven and dropped a black man in the midst.

It transformed the world. It turned democracy back to Roman Im-

perialism and Fascism; it restored caste and oligarchy; it replaced

freedom with slavery and withdrew the name of humanity from the

vast majority of human beings.

But not without struggle. Not without writhing and rending of

spirit and pitiable wail of lost souls. They said: Slavery was wrong
but not all wrong; slavery must perish and not simply move; God
made black men; God made slavery; the will of God be done; slavery

to the glory of God and black men as his servants and ours; slavery

as a way to freedom—the freedom of blacks, the freedom of whites;

white freedom as the goal of the world and black slavery as the

path thereto. Up with the white world, down with the black!

Then came this battle called Civil War, beginning in Kansas in

1854, and ending in the presidential election of 1876—twenty awful

years. The slave went free; stood a brief moment in the sun; then

moved back again toward slavery. The whole weight of America was

thrown to color caste. The colored world went down before England,

France, Germany, Russia, Italy and America. A new slavery arose.

The upward moving of white labor was betrayed into wars for profit

based on color caste. Democracy died save in the hearts of black folk.

Indeed, the plight of the white working class throughout the world

today is directly traceable to Negro slavery in America, on which mod-

ern commerce and industry was founded, and which persisted to

threaten free labor until it was partially overthrown in 1863. The
resulting color caste founded and retained by capitalism was adopted,

forwarded and approved by white labor, and resulted in subordina-

tion of colored labor to white profits the world over. Thus the major-

ity of the world's laborers, by the insistence of white labor, became the

basis of a system of industry which ruined democracy and showed its

perfect fruit in World War and Depression. And this book seeks to

tell that story.

Have ye leisure, comfort, calm,

Shelter, food, love's gentle balm?
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Or what is it ye buy so dear

With your pain and with your fear?

The seed ye sow, another reaps;

The wealth ye find, another keeps;

The robes ye weave, another wears;

The arms ye forge, another bears.

Percy Bysshe Shelley

1. Schliiter, Lincoln, Labor and Slavery, p. 66.
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5. Schliiter, Lincoln, Labor and Slavery, p. 86.
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XVII. THE PROPAGANDA OF HISTORY

How the facts of American history have in the last half century

been falsified because the nation was ashamed. The South was

ashamed because it fought to perpetuate human slavery. The North

was ashamed because it had to call in the black men to save the

Union, abolish slavery and establish democracy

What are American children taught today about Reconstruction?

Helen Boardman has made a study of current textbooks and notes

these three dominant theses:

i. All Negroes were ignorant.

"All were ignorant of public business." (Woodburn and Moran,

"Elementary American History and Government," p. 397.)

"Although the Negroes were now free, they were also ignorant and

unfit to govern themselves." (Everett Barnes, "American History for

Grammar Grades," p. 334.)

'"The Negroes got control of these states. They had been slaves all

their lives, and were so ignorant they did not even know the letters

of the alphabet. Yet they now sat in the state legislatures and made
the laws." (D. H. Montgomery, "The Leading Facts of American His-

tory," p. 332.)

"In the South, the Negroes who had so suddenly gained their free-

dom did not know what to do with it." (Hubert Cornish and Thomas
Hughes, "History of the United States for Schools," p. 345.)

«"In the legislatures, the Negroes were so ignorant that they could

only watch their white leaders—carpetbaggers, and vote aye or no

as they were told." (S. E. Forman, "Advanced American History,"

Revised Edition, p. 452.)

"Some legislatures were made up of a few dishonest white men
and several Negroes, many too ignorant to know anything about

law-making." (Hubert Cornish and Thomas Hughes, "History of the

United States for Schools," p. 349.)

2. All Negroes were lazy, dishonest and extravagant.

"These men knew not only nothing about the government, but also

cared for nothing except what they could gain for themselves." (Helen

F. Giles, "How the United States Became a World Power," p. 7.)

"Legislatures were often at the mercy of Negroes, childishly igno-

rant, who sold their votes openly, and whose 'loyalty' was gained by
711
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allowing them to eat, drink and clothe themselves at the state's ex-

pense." (William J. Long, "America—A History of Our Country,"

P-392-)

"Some Negroes spent their money foolishly, and were worse off than

they had been before." (Carl Russell Fish, "History of America,"

p. 385-)

"This assistance led many freed men to believe that they need no

longer work. They also ignorantly believed that the lands of their

former masters were to be turned over by Congress to them, and that

every Negro was to have as his allotment 'forty acres and a mule.'

'

(W. F. Gordy, "History of the United States," Part II, p. 336.)

"Thinking that slavery meant toil and that freedom meant only

idleness, the slave after he was set free was disposed to try out his

freedom by refusing to work." (S. E. Forman, "Advanced American

History," Revised Edition.)

"They began to wander about, stealing and plundering. In one

week, in a Georgia town, 150 Negroes were arrested for thieving."

(Helen F. Giles, "How the United States Became a World Power,"

p. 6.)

3. Negroes were responsible for bad government during Reconstruc-

tion:

"Foolish laws were passed by the black law-makers, the public

money was wasted terribly and thousands of dollars were stolen

straight. Self-respecting Southerners chafed under the horrible regime."

(Emerson David Fite, "These United States," p. 37.)

"In the exhausted states already amply 'punished' by the desolation

of war, the rule of the Negro and his unscrupulous carpetbagger and

scalawag patrons, was an orgy of extravagance, fraud and disgusting

incompetency." (David Saville Muzzey, "History of the American

People," p. 408.)

"The picture of Reconstruction which the average pupil in these

sixteen States receives is limited to the South. The South found it

necessary to pass Black Codes for the control of the shiftless and some-

times vicious freedmen. The Freedmen's Bureau caused the Negroes

to look to the North rather than to the South for support and by

giving them a false sense of equality did more harm than good. With
the scalawags, the ignorant and non-propertyholding Negroes under

the leadership of the carpetbaggers, engaged in a wild orgy of spend-

ing in the legislatures. The humiliation and distress of the Southern

whites was in part relieved by the Ku Klux Klan, a secret organiza-

tion which frightened the superstitious blacks."
1

Grounded in such elementary and high school teaching, an Ameri-

can youth attending college today would learn from current textbooks
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of history that the Constitution recognized slavery; that the chance

of getting rid of slavery by peaceful methods was ruined by the

Abolitionists; that after the period of Andrew Jackson, the two sec-

tions of the United States "had become fully conscious of their con-

flicting interests. Two irreconcilable forms of civilization ... in the

North, the democratic ... in the South, a more stationary and aristo-

cratic civilization." He would read that Harriet Beecher Stowe

brought on the Civil War; that the assault on Charles Sumner was

due to his "coarse invective" against a South Carolina Senator; and

that Negroes were the only people to achieve emancipation with no

effort on their part. That Reconstruction was a disgraceful attempt to

subject white people to ignorant Negro rule; and that, according to a

Harvard professor of history (the italics are ours), "Legislative ex-

penses were grotesquely extravagant; the colored members in some
states engaging in a saturnalia of corrupt expenditure" (Encyclopaedia

Britannica, 14th Edition, Volume 22, p. 815, by Frederick Jackson

Turner)

.

*In other words, he would in all probability complete his education

without any idea of the part which the black race has played in

America; of the tremendous moral problem of abolition; of the cause

and meaning of the Civil War and the relation which Reconstruction

had to democratic government and the labor movement today.

Herein lies more than mere omission and difference of emphasis.

The treatment of the period of Reconstruction reflects small credit

upon American historians as scientists. We have too often a deliberate

attempt so to change the facts of history that the story will make
pleasant reading for Americans. The editors of the fourteenth edition

of the Encyclopaedia Britannica asked me for an article on the history

of the American Negro. From my manuscript they cut out all my
references to Reconstruction. I insisted on including the following

statement

:

"White historians have ascribed the faults and failures of Recon-

struction to Negro ignorance and corruption. But the Negro insists

that it was Negro loyalty and the Negro vote alone that restored the

South to the Union; established the new democracy, both for white

and black, and instituted the public schools."

This the editor refused to print, although he said that the article

otherwise was "in my judgment, and in the judgment of others in

the office, an excellent one, and one with which it seems to me we
may all be well satisfied." I was not satisfied and refused to allow the

article to appear.

War and especially civil strife leave terrible wounds. It is the duty

of humanity to heal them. It was therefore soon conceived as neither
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wise nor patriotic to speak of all the causes of strife and the terrible

results to which sectional differences in the United States had led.

And so, first of all, we minimized the slavery controversy which con-

vulsed the nation from the Missouri Compromise down to the Civil

War. On top of that, we passed by Reconstruction with a phrase of

regret or disgust.

But are these reasons of courtesy and philanthropy sufficient for

denying Truth? If history is going to be scientific, if the record of

human action is going to be set down with that accuracy and faithful-

ness of detail which will allow its use as a measuring rod and guide-

post for the future of nations, there must be set some standards of

ethics in research and interpretation.

If, on the other hand, we are going to use history for our pleasure

and amusement, for inflating our national ego, and giving us a false

but pleasurable sense of accomplishment, then we must give up the

idea of history either as a science or as an art using the results of

science, and admit frankly that we are using a version of historic fact

in order to influence and educate the new generation along the way
we wish.

It is propaganda like this that has led men in the past to insist that

history is "lies agreed upon"; and to point out the danger in such

misinformation. It is indeed extremely doubtful if any permanent

benefit comes to the world through such action. Nations reel and stag-

ger on their way; they make hideous mistakes; they commit fright-

ful wrongs; they do great and beautiful things. And shall we not best

guide humanity by telling the truth about all this, so far as the truth

is ascertainable?

Here in the United States we have a clear example. It was morally

wrong and economically retrogressive to build human slavery in the

United States in the eighteenth century. We know that now, per-

fectly well; and there were many Americans North and South who
knew this and said it in the eighteenth century. Today, in the face of

new slavery established elsewhere in the world under other names and

guises, we ought to emphasize this lesson of the past. Moreover, it is

not well to be reticent in describing that past. Our histories tend to

discuss American slavery so impartially, that in the end nobody seems

to have done wrong and everybody was right. Slavery appears to have

been thrust upon unwilling helpless America, while the South was

blameless in becoming its center. The difference of development,

North and South, is explained as a sort of working out of cosmic

social and economic law.

One reads, for instance, Charles and Mary Beard's "Rise of Ameri-

can Civilization," with a comfortable feeling that nothing right or
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wrong is involved. Manufacturing and industry develop in the North;

agrarian feudalism develops in the South. They clash, as winds and

waters strive, and the stronger forces develop the tremendous in-

dustrial machine that governs us so magnificently and selfishly today.

Yet in this sweeping mechanistic interpretation, there is no room
for the real plot of the story, for the clear mistake and guilt of re-

building a new slavery of the working class in the midst of a fateful

experiment in democracy; for the triumph of sheer moral courage

and sacrifice in the abolition crusade; and for the hurt and struggle

of degraded black millions in their fight for freedom and their attempt

to enter democracy. Can all this be omitted or half suppressed in a

treatise that calls itself scientific?

Or, to come nearer the center and climax of this fascinating history:

What was slavery in the United States? Just what did it mean to the

owner and the owned? Shall we accept the conventional story of the

old slave plantation and its owner's fine, aristocratic life of cultured

leisure? Or shall we note slave biographies, like those of Charles Ball,

Sojourner Truth, Harriet Tubman and Frederick Douglass; the care-

ful observations of Olmsted and the indictment of Hinton Helper?

No one can read that first thin autobiography of Frederick Douglass

and have left many illusions about slavery. And if truth is our object,

no amount of flowery romance and the personal reminiscences of its

protected beneficiaries can keep the world from knowing that slavery

was a cruel, dirty, cosdy and inexcusable anachronism, which nearly

ruined the world's greatest experiment in democracy. No serious and

unbiased student can be deceived by the fairy tale of a beautiful

Southern slave civilization. If those who really had opportunity to

know the South before the war wrote the truth, it was a center of

widespread ignorance, undeveloped resources, suppressed humanity

and unrestrained passions, with whatever veneer of manners and cul-

ture that could lie above these depths.

Coming now to the Civil War, how for a moment can anyone who
reads the Congressional Globe from 1850 to i860, the lives of con-

temporary statesmen and public characters, North and South, the dis-

courses in the newspapers and accounts of meetings and speeches,

doubt that Negro slavery was the cause of the Civil War? What do

we gain by evading this clear fact, and talking in vague ways about

"Union" and "State Rights" and differences in civilization as the

cause of that catastrophe?

Of all historic facts there can be none clearer than that for four

long and fearful years the South fought to perpetuate human slavery;

and that the nation which "rose so bright and fair and died so pure

of stain" was one that had a perfect right to be ashamed of its birth
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and glad of its death. Yet one monument in North Carolina achieves

the impossible by recording of Confederate soldiers: "They died fight-

ing for liberty!"

On the other hand, consider the North and the Civil War. Why
should we be deliberately false, like Woodward, in "Meet General

Grant," and represent the North as magnanimously freeing the slave

without any effort on his part?

"The American Negroes are the only people in the history of the

world, so far as I know, that ever became free without any effort of

their own. . . .

"They had not started the war nor ended it. They twanged banjos

around the railroad stations, sang melodious spirituals, and believed

that some Yankee would soon come along and give each of them
forty acres of land and a mule." la

The North went to war without the slightest idea of freeing the

slave. The great majority of Northerners from Lincoln down pledged

themselves to protect slavery, and they hated and harried Abolitionists.

But on the other hand, the thesis which Beale tends to support that

the whole North during and after the war was chiefly interested in

making money, is only half true; it was abolition and belief in democ-

racy that gained for a time the upper hand after the war and led the

North in Reconstruction; business followed abolition in order to main-

tain the tariff, pay the bonds and defend the banks. To call this busi-

ness program "the program of the North" and ignore abolition is

unhistorical. In growing ascendancy for a calculable time was a great

moral movement which turned the North from its economic defense

of slavery and led it to Emancipation. Abolitionists attacked slavery

because it was wrong and their moral battle cannot be truthfully mini-

mized or forgotten. Nor does this fact deny that the majority of North-

erners before the war were not abolitionists, that they attacked slavery

only in order to win the war and enfranchised the Negro to secure

this result.

One has but to read the debates in Congress and state papers from

Abraham Lincoln down to know that the decisive action which ended

the Civil War was the emancipation and arming of the black slave;

that, as Lincoln said: "Without the military help of black freedmen,

the war against the South could not have been won." The freedmen,

far from being the inert recipients of freedom at the hands of philan-

thropists, furnished 200,000 soldiers in the Civil War who took part

in nearly 200 battles and skirmishes, and in addition perhaps 300,000

others as effective laborers and helpers. In proportion to population,

more Negroes than whites fought in the Civil War. These people,

withdrawn from the support of the Confederacy, with threat of the
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withdrawal of millions more, made the opposition of the slaveholder

useless, unless they themselves freed and armed their own slaves. This

was exactly what they started to do; they were only restrained by

realizing that such action removed the very cause for which they

began righting. Yet one would search current American histories

almost in vain to find a clear statement or even faint recognition of

these perfectly well-authenticated facts.

All this is but preliminary to the kernel of the historic problem with

which this book deals, and that is Reconstruction. The chorus of agree-

ment concerning the attempt to reconstruct and organize the South

after the Civil War and emancipation is overwhelming. There is

scarce a child in the street that cannot tell you that the whole effort

was a hideous mistake and an unfortunate incident, based on igno-

rance, revenge and the perverse determination to attempt the impos-

sible; that the history of the United States from 1866 to 1876 is some-

thing of which the nation ought to be ashamed and which did more

to retard and set back the American Negro than anything that has

happened to him; while at the same time it grievously and wantonly

wounded again a part of the nation already hurt to death.

True it is that the Northern historians writing just after the war
had scant sympathy for the South, and wrote ruthlessly of "rebels"

and "slave-drivers." They had at least the excuse of a war psychosis.

As a young labor leader, Will Herberg, writes : "The great traditions

of this period and especially of Reconstruction are shamelessly repu-

diated by the official heirs of Stevens and Sumner. In the last quarter

of a century hardly a single book has appeared consistently cham-

pioning or sympathetically interpreting the great ideals of the cru-

sade against slavery, whereas scores and hundreds have dropped from

the presses in ignoble 'extenuation' of the North, in open apology

for the Confederacy, in measureless abuse of the Radical figures of

Reconstruction. The Reconstruction period as the logical culmination

of decades of previous development, has borne the brunt of the

reaction."
2

First of all, we have James Ford Rhodes' history of the United

States. Rhodes was trained not as an historian but as an Ohio business

man. He had no broad formal education. When he had accumulated

a fortune, he surrounded himself with a retinue of clerks and pro-

ceeded to manufacture a history of the United States by mass produc-

tion. His method was simple. He gathered a vast number of authori-

ties; he selected from these authorities those whose testimony sup-

ported his thesis, and he discarded the others. The majority report of

the great Ku Klux investigation, for instance, he laid aside in favor

of the minority report, simply because the latter supported his sincere
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belief. In the report and testimony of the Reconstruction Committee of

Fifteen, he did practically the same thing.

Above all, he begins his inquiry convinced, without admitting any

necessity of investigation, that Negroes are an inferior race:

"No large policy in our country has ever been so conspicuous a

failure as that of forcing universal Negro suffrage upon the South.

The Negroes who simply acted out their nature, were not to blame.

How indeed could they acquire political honesty? What idea could

barbarism thrust into slavery obtain of the rights of property? . . .

"From the Republican policy came no real good to the Negroes.

Most of them developed no political capacity, and the few who raised

themselves above the mass, did not reach a high order of intelli-

gence.

Rhodes was primarily the historian of property; of economic history

and the labor movement, he knew nothing; of democratic govern-

ment, he was contemptuous. He was trained to make profits. He
used his profits to write history. He speaks again and again of the

rulership of "intelligence and property" and he makes a plea that

intelligent use of the ballot for the benefit of property is the only

real foundation of democracy.

The real frontal attack on Reconstruction, as interpreted by the

leaders of national thought in 1870 and for some time thereafter,

came from the universities and particularly from Columbia and Johns

Hopkins.

The movement began with Columbia University and with the ad-

vent of John W. Burgess of Tennessee and William A. Dunning of

New Jersey as professors of political science and history.

Burgess was an ex-Confederate soldier who started to a little South-

ern college with a box of books, a box of tallow candles and a Negro

boy; and his attitude toward the Negro race in after years was subtly

colored by this early conception of Negroes as essentially property like

books and candles. Dunning was a kindly and impressive professor

who was deeply influenced by a growing group of young Southern

students and began with them to re-write the history of the nation

from i860 to 1880, in more or less conscious opposition to the classic

interpretations of New England.

Burgess was frank and determined in his anti-Negro thought. He
expounded his theory of Nordic supremacy which colored all his

political theories:

"The claim that there is nothing in the color of the skin from the

point of view of political ethics is a great sophism. A black skin

means membership in a race of men which has never of itself suc-

ceeded in subjecting passion to reason, has never, therefore, created any
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civilization of any kind. To put such a race of men in possession of

a 'state' government in a system of federal government is to trust them
with the development of political and legal civilization upon the most

important subjects of human life, and to do this in communities with

a large white population is simply to establish barbarism in power
over civilization."

Burgess is a Tory and open apostle of reaction. He tells us that the

nation now believes "that it is the white man's mission, his duty and
his right, to hold the reins of political power in his own hands for

the civilization of the world and the welfare of mankind." 4

For this reason America is following "the European idea of the

duty of civilized races to impose their political sovereignty upon civil-

ized, or half civilized, or not fully civilized, races anywhere and

everywhere in the world."
5

He complacently believes that "There is something natural in the

subordination of an inferior race to a superior race, even to the point of

the enslavement of the inferior race, but there is nothing natural in

the opposite."
6 He therefore denominates Reconstruction as the rule

"of the uncivilized Negroes over the whites of the South."
7 This has

been the teaching of one of our greatest universities for nearly fifty

years.

Dunning was less dogmatic as a writer, and his own statements are

often judicious. But even Dunning can declare that "all the forces [in

the South] that made for civilization were dominated by a mass of bar-

barous freedmen"; and that "the antithesis and antipathy of race and

color were crucial and ineradicable."
7a The work of most of the students

whom he taught and encouraged has been one-sided and partisan to

the last degree. Johns Hopkins University has issued a series of studies

similar to Columbia's; Southern teachers have been welcomed to many
Northern universities, where often Negro students have been system-

atically discouraged, and thus a nation-wide university attitude has

arisen by which propaganda against the Negro has been carried on un-

questioned.

The Columbia school of historians and social investigators have is-

sued between 1895 and the present time sixteen studies of Recon-

struction in the Southern States, all based on the same thesis and all

done according to the same method: first, endless sympathy with the

white South; second, ridicule, contempt or silence for the Negro;

third, a judicial attitude towards the North, which concludes that the

North under great misapprehension did a grievous wrong, but even-

tually saw its mistake and retreated.

These studies vary, of course, in their methods. Dunning's own
work is usually silent so far as the Negro is concerned. Burgess is
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more than fair in law but reactionary in matters of race and property,

regarding the treatment of a Negro as a man as nothing less than a

crime, and admitting that "the mainstay of property is the courts."

In the books on Reconstruction written by graduates of these uni-

versities and others, the studies of Texas, North Carolina, Florida,

Virginia and Louisiana are thoroughly bad, giving no complete pic-

ture of what happened during Reconstruction, written for the most

part by men and women without broad historical or social back-

ground, and all designed not to seek the truth but to prove a the-

sis. Hamilton reaches the climax of this school when he characterizes

the black codes, which even Burgess condemned, as "not only ... on
the whole reasonable, temperate and kindly, but, in the main, neces-

sary."
8

Thompson's "Georgia" is another case in point. It seeks to be fair,

but silly stories about Negroes indicating utter lack of even common
sense are included, and every noble sentiment from white people.

When two Negro workers, William and Jim, put a straightforward

advertisement in a local paper, the author says that it was "evidently

written by a white friend." There is not the slightest historical evi-

dence to prove this, and there were plenty of educated Negroes in

Augusta at the time who might have written this. Lonn's "Louisiana"

puts Sheridan's words in Sherman's mouth to prove a petty point.

There are certain of these studies which, though influenced by the

same general attitude, nevertheless have more of scientific poise and

cultural background. Garner's "Reconstruction in Mississippi" con-

ceives the Negro as an integral part of the scene and treats him as a

human being. With this should be bracketed the recent study of

"Reconstruction in South Carolina" by Simkins and Woody. This is not

as fair as Garner's, but in the midst of conventional judgment and

conclusion, and reproductions of all available caricatures of Negroes,

it does not hesitate to give a fair account of the Negroes and of some

of their work. It gives the impression of combining in one book two
antagonistic points of view, but in the clash much truth emerges.

Ficklen's "Louisiana" and the works of Fleming are anti-Negro in

spirit, but, nevertheless, they have a certain fairness and sense of

historic honesty. Fleming's "Documentary History of Reconstruc-

tion" is done by a man who has a thesis to support, and his selection

of documents supports the thesis. His study of Alabama is pure propa-

ganda.

Next come a number of books which are openly and blatantly prop-

aganda, like Herbert's "Solid South," and the books by Pike and Rey-

nolds on South Carolina, the works by Pollard and Carpenter, and

especially those by Ulrich Phillips. One of the latest and most pop-
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ular of this series is "The Tragic Era" by Claude Bowers, which is

an excellent and readable piece of current newspaper reporting, abso-

lutely devoid of historical judgment or sociological knowledge. It is

a classic example of historical propaganda of the cheaper sort.

We have books like Milton's "Age of Hate" and Winston's "An-

drew Johnson" which attempt to re-write the character of Andrew
Johnson. They certainly add to our knowledge of the man and our

sympathy for his weakness. But they cannot, for students, change the

calm testimony of unshaken historical facts. Fuess' "Carl Schurz"

paints the picture of this fine liberal, and yet goes out of its way to

show that he was quite wrong in what he said he saw in the South.

The chief witness in Reconstruction, the emancipated slave himself,

has been almost barred from court. His written Reconstruction record

has been largely destroyed and nearly always neglected. Only three or

four states have preserved the debates in the Reconstruction conven-

tions; there are few biographies of black leaders. The Negro is re-

fused a hearing because he was poor and ignorant. It is therefore

assumed that all Negroes in Reconstruction were ignorant and silly

and that therefore a history of Reconstruction in any state can quite

ignore him. The result is that most unfair caricatures of Negroes have

been carefully preserved; but serious speeches, successful administra-

tion and upright character are almost universally ignored and forgot-

ten. Wherever a black head rises to historic view, it is promptly slain

by an adjective
—

"shrewd," "notorious," "cunning"—or pilloried by a

sneer; or put out of view by some quite unproven charge of bad moral

character. In other words, every effort has been made to treat the

Negro's part in Reconstruction with silence and contempt.

When recently a student tried to write on education in Florida, he

found that the official records of the excellent administration of the

colored Superintendent of Education, Gibbs, who virtually established

the Florida public school, had been destroyed. Alabama has tried to

obliterate all printed records of Reconstruction.

Especially noticeable is the fact that little attempt has been made
to trace carefully the rise and economic development of the poor

whites and their relation to the planters and to Negro labor after

the war. There were five million or more non-slaveholding whites in

the South in i860 and less than two million in the families of all

slaveholders. Yet one might almost gather from contemporary history

that the five million left no history and had no descendants. The
extraordinary history of the rise and triumph of the poor whites has

been largely neglected, even by Southern white students.
9

The whole development of Reconstruction was primarily an eco-

nomic development, but no economic history or proper material for
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it has been written. It has been regarded as a purely political matter,

and of politics most naturally divorced from industry.
10

All this is reflected in the textbooks of the day and in the encyclo-

pedias, until we have got to the place where we cannot use our

experiences during and after the Civil War for the uplift and enlight-

enment of mankind. We have spoiled and misconceived the position

of the historian. If we are going, in the future, not simply with regard

to this one question, but with regard to all social problems, to be

able to use human experience for the guidance of mankind, we have

got clearly to distinguish between fact and desire.

In the first place, somebody in each era must make clear the facts

with utter disregard to his own wish and desire and belief. What we
have got to know, so far as possible, are the things that actually hap-

pened in the world. Then with that much clear and open to every

reader, the philosopher and prophet has a chance to interpret these

facts; but the historian has no right, posing as scientist, to conceal or

distort facts; and until we distinguish between these two functions of

the chronicler of human action, we are going to render it easy for a

muddled world out of sheer ignorance to make the same mistake ten

times over.

One is astonished in the study of history at the recurrence of the

idea that evil must be forgotten, distorted, skimmed over. We must

not remember that Daniel Webster got drunk but only remember that

he was a splendid constitutional lawyer. We must forget that George

Washington was a slave owner, or that Thomas Jefferson had mulatto

children, or that Alexander Hamilton had Negro blood, and simply

remember the things we regard as creditable and inspiring. The dif-

ficulty, of course, with this philosophy is that history loses its value

as an incentive and example; it paints perfect men and noble nations,

but it does not tell the truth.

No one reading the history of the United States during 1850-1860

can have the slightest doubt left in his mind that Negro slavery was
the cause of the Civil War, and yet during and since we learn that a

great nation murdered thousands and destroyed millions on account

of abstract doctrines concerning the nature of the Federal Union.

Since the attitude of the nation concerning state rights has been revo-

lutionized by the development of the central government since the

war, the whole argument becomes an astonishing reductio ad absur-

dum, leaving us apparently with no cause for the Civil War except the

recent reiteration of statements which make the great public men on

one side narrow, hypocritical fanatics and liars, while the leaders on
the other side were extraordinary and unexampled for their beauty,

unselfishness and fairness.
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Not a single great leader of the nation during the Civil War and
Reconstruction has escaped attack and libel. The magnificent figures

of Charles Sumner and Thaddeus Stevens have been besmirched al-

most beyond recognition. We have been cajoling and flattering the

South and slurring the North, because the South is determined to

re-write the history of slavery and the North is not interested in his-

tory but in wealth.

This, then, is the book basis upon which today we judge Recon-

struction. In order to paint the South as a martyr to inescapable fate,

to make the North the magnanimous emancipator, and to ridicule the

Negro as the impossible joke in the whole development, we have in

fifty years, by libel, innuendo and silence, so completely misstated and

obliterated the history of the Negro in America and his relation to its

work and government that today it is almost unknown. This may be

fine romance, but it is not science. It may be inspiring, but it is cer-

tainly not the truth. And beyond this it is dangerous. It is not only

part foundation of our present lawlessness and loss of democratic

ideals; it has, more than that, led the world to embrace and worship

the color bar as social salvation and it is helping to range mankind in

ranks of mutual hatred and contempt, at the summons of a cheap

and false myth.

Nearly all recent books on Reconstruction agree with each other in

discarding the government reports and substituting selected diaries,

letters, and gossip. Yet it happens that the government records are an

historic source of wide and unrivaled authenticity. There is the report

of the select Committee of Fifteen, which delved painstakingly into

the situation all over the South and called all kinds and conditions of

men to testify; there are the report of Carl Schurz and the twelve vol-

umes of reports made on the Ku Klux conspiracy; and above all, the

Congressional Globe. None who has not read page by page the

Congressional Globe, especially the sessions of the 39th Congress, can

possibly have any idea of what the problems of Reconstruction facing

the United States were in 1865-1 866. Then there were the reports of the

Freedmen's Bureau and the executive and other documentary reports

of government officials, especially in the war and treasury departments,

which give the historian the only groundwork upon which he can

build a real and truthful picture. There are certain historians who
have not tried deliberately to falsify the picture: Southern whites like

Frances Butler Leigh and Susan Smedes; Northern historians, like

McPherson, Oberholtzer, and Nicolay and Hay. There are foreign

travelers like Sir George Campbell, Georges Clemenceau and Rob-

ert Somers. There are the personal reminiscences of Augustus Beard,

George Julian, George F. Hoar, Carl Schurz and John Sher-
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man. There are the invaluable work of Edward McPherson and the

more recent studies by Paul Haworth, A. A. Taylor, and Charles

Wesley. Beale simply does not take Negroes into account in the critical

year of 1866.

Certain monographs deserve all praise, like those of Hendricks and

Pierce. The work of Flack is prejudiced but built on study. The de-

fense of the carpetbag regime by Tourgee and Allen, Powell Clayton,

Holden and Warmoth are worthy antidotes to the certain writers.

The lives of Stevens and Sumner are revealing even when slightly

apologetic because of the Negro; while Andrew Johnson is beginning

to suffer from writers who are trying to prove how seldom he got

drunk, and think that important.

It will be noted that for my authority in this work I have depended

very largely upon secondary material; upon state histories of Recon-

struction, written in the main by those who were convinced before

they began to write that the Negro was incapable of government, or

of becoming a constituent part of a civilized state. The fairest of these

histories have not tried to conceal facts; in other cases, the black man
has been largely ignored; while in still others, he has been traduced

and ridiculed. If I had had time and money and opportunity to go

back to the original sources in all cases, there can be no doubt that

the weight of this work would have been vastly strengthened, and as

I firmly believe, the case of the Negro more convincingly set forth.

Various volumes of papers in the great libraries like the Johnson

papers in the Library of Congress, the Sumner manuscripts at Har-

vard, the Schurz correspondence, the Wells papers, the Chase papers,

the Fessenden and Greeley collections, the McCulloch, McPherson,

Sherman, Stevens and Trumbull papers, all must have much of great

interest to the historians of the American Negro. I have not had time

nor opportunity to examine these, and most of those who have

examined them had little interest in black folk.

Negroes have done some excellent work on their own history and

defense. It suffers of course from natural partisanship and a desire to

prove a case in the face of a chorus of unfair attacks. Its best work
also suffers from the fact that Negroes with difficulty reach an audi-

ence. But this is also true of such white writers as Skaggs and Ban-

croft who could not get first-class publishers because they were saying

something that the nation did not like.

The Negro historians began with autobiographies and reminis-

cences. The older historians were George W. Williams and Joseph T.

Wilson; the new school of historians is led by Carter G. Woodson;
and I have been greatly helped by the unpublished theses of four of

the youngest Negro students. It is most unfortunate that while many
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young white Southerners can get funds to attack and ridicule the

Negro and his friends, it is almost impossible for first-class Negro

students to get a chance for research or to get finished work in print.

I write then in a field devastated by passion and belief. Naturally,

as a Negro, I cannot do this writing without believing in the essential

humanity of Negroes, in their ability to be educated, to do the work

of the modern world, to take their place as equal citizens with others.

I cannot for a moment subscribe to that bizarre doctrine of race that

makes most men inferior to the few. But, too, as a student of science,

I want to be fair, objective and judicial; to let no searing of the mem-
ory by intolerable insult and cruelty make me fail to sympathize with

human frailties and contradiction, in the eternal paradox of good and

evil. But armed and warned by all this, and fortified by long study of

the facts, I stand at the end of this writing, literally aghast at what
American historians have done to this field.

What is the object of writing the history of Reconstruction? Is it

to wipe out the disgrace of a people which fought to make slaves of

Negroes ? Is it to show that the North had higher motives than freeing

black men? Is it to prove that Negroes were black angels? No, it is

simply to establish the Truth, on which Right in the future may be

built. We shall never have a science of history until we have in our

colleges men who regard the truth as more important than the de-

fense of the white race, and who will not deliberately encourage stu-

dents to gather thesis material in order to support a prejudice or but-

tress a lie.

Three-fourths of the testimony against the Negro in Reconstruc-

tion is on the unsupported evidence of men who hated and despised

Negroes and regarded it as loyalty to blood, patriotism to country, and

filial tribute to the fathers to lie, steal or kill in order to discredit these

black folk. This may be a natural result when a people have been

humbled and impoverished and degraded in their own life; but what
is inconceivable is that another generation and another group should

regard this testimony as scientific truth, when it is contradicted by

logic and by fact. This chapter, therefore, which in logic should be a

survey of books and sources, becomes of sheer necessity an arraign-

ment of American historians and an indictment of their ideals. With
a determination unparalleled in science, the mass of American writers

have started out so to distort the facts of the greatest critical period of

American history as to prove right wrong and wrong right. I am not

familiar enough with the vast field of human history to pronounce

on the relative guilt of these and historians of other times and fields;

but I do say that if the history of the past has been written in the

same fashion, it is useless as science and misleading as ethics. It sim-
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ply shows that with sufficient general agreement and determination

among the dominant classes, the truth of history may be utterly dis-

torted and contradicted and changed to any convenient fairy tale that

the masters of men wish.

I cannot believe that any unbiased mind, with an ideal of truth and
of scientific judgment, can read the plain, authentic facts of our his-

tory, during 1 860-1 880, and come to conclusions essentially different

from mine; and yet I stand virtually alone in this interpretation. So
much so that the very cogency of my facts would make me hesitate,

did I not seem to see plain reasons. Subtract from Burgess his belief

that only white people can rule, and he is in essential agreement with

me. Remember that Rhodes was an uneducated money-maker who
hired clerks to find the facts which he needed to support his thesis,

and one is convinced that the same labor and expense could easily

produce quite opposite results.

One fact and one alone explains the attitude of most recent writers

toward Reconstruction; they cannot conceive Negroes as men; in

their minds the word "Negro" connotes "inferiority" and "stupidity"

lightened only by unreasoning gayety and humor. Suppose the slaves

of i860 had been white folk. Stevens would have been a great states-

man, Sumner a great democrat, and Schurz a keen prophet, in a

mighty revolution of rising humanity. Ignorance and poverty would
easily have been explained by history, and the demand for land and the

franchise would have been justified as the birthright of natural free-

men.

But Burgess was a slaveholder, Dunning a Copperhead and Rhodes

an exploiter of wage labor. Not one of them apparently ever met an

educated Negro of force and ability. Around such impressive thinkers

gathered the young post-war students from the South. They had been

born and reared in the bitterest period of Southern race hatred, fear

and contempt. Their instinctive reactions were confirmed and en-

couraged in the best of American universities. Their scholarship, when
it regarded black men, became deaf, dumb and blind. The clearest

evidence of Negro ability, work, honesty, patience, learning and effi-

ciency became distorted into cunning, brute toil, shrewd evasion,

cowardice and imitation—a stupid effort to transcend nature's law.

For those seven mystic years between Johnson's "swing 'round the

circle" and the panic of 1873, a majority of thinking Americans in

the North believed in the equal manhood of black folk. They acted

accordingly with a clear-cut decisiveness and thorough logic, utterly

incomprehensible to a day like ours which does not share this human
faith; and to Southern whites this period can only be explained by

deliberate vengeance and hate.
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The panic of 1873 brought sudden disillusion in business enter-

prise, economic organization, religious belief and political standards.

A flood of appeal from the white South reenforced this reaction

—

appeal with no longer the arrogant bluster of slave oligarchy, but the

simple moving annals of the plight of a conquered people. The result-

ing emotional and intellectual rebound of the nation made it nearly

inconceivable in 1876 that ten years earlier most men had believed in

human equality.

Assuming, therefore, as axiomatic the endless inferiority of the Negro
race, these newer historians, mostly Southerners, some Northern-

ers who deeply sympathized with the South, misinterpreted, distorted,

even deliberately ignored any fact that challenged or contradicted this

assumption. If the Negro was admittedly sub-human, what need to

waste time delving into his Reconstruction history? Consequently

historians of Reconstruction with a few exceptions ignore the Negro
as completely as possible, leaving the reader wondering why an ele-

ment apparently so insignificant filled the whole Southern picture at

the time. The only real excuse for this attitude is loyalty to a lost cause,

reverence for brave fathers and suffering mothers and sisters, and

fidelity to the ideals of a clan and class. But in propaganda against

the Negro since emancipation in this land, we face one of the most

stupendous efforts the world ever saw to discredit human beings, an

effort involving universities, history, science, social life and religion.

The most magnificent drama in the last thousand years of human
history is the transportation of ten million human beings out of the

dark beauty of their mother continent into the new-found Eldorado of

the West. They descended into Hell; and in the third century they

arose from the dead, in the finest effort to achieve democracy for the

working millions which this world had ever seen. It was a tragedy that

beggared the Greek; it was an upheaval of humanity like the Refor-

mation and the French Revolution. Yet we are blind and led by the

blind. We discern in it no part of our labor movement; no part of our

industrial triumph; no part of our religious experience. Before the

dumb eyes of ten generations of ten million children, it is made mock-

ery of and spit upon; a degradation of the eternal mother; a sneer at

human effort; with aspiration and art deliberately and elaborately dis-

torted. And why ? Because in a day when the human mind aspired to

a science of human action, a history and psychology of the mighty

effort of the mightiest century, we fell under the leadership of those

who would compromise with truth in the past in order to make peace

in the present and guide policy in the future.
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One reads the truer deeper facts of Reconstruction with a great

despair. It is at once so simple and human, and yet so futile. There is

no villain, no idiot, no saint. There are just men; men who crave ease

and power, men who know want and hunger, men who have

crawled. They all dream and strive with ecstasy of fear and strain of

effort, balked of hope and hate. Yet the rich world is wide enough for

all, wants all, needs all. So slight a gesture, a word, might set the strife

in order, not with full content, but with growing dawn of fulfillment.

Instead roars the crash of hell; and after its whirlwind a teacher sits

in academic halls, learned in the tradition of its elms and its elders.

He looks into the upturned face of youth and in him youth sees the

gowned shape of wisdom and hears the voice of God. Cynically he

sneers at "chinks" and "niggers." He says that the nation "has changed

its views in regard to the political relation of races and has at last

virtually accepted the ideas of the South upon that subject. The
white men of the South need now have no further fear that the

Republican party, or Republican Administrations, will ever again give

themselves over to the vain imagination of the political equality of

man." u

Immediately in Africa, a black back runs red with the blood of the

lash; in India, a brown girl is raped; in China, a coolie starves; in

Alabama, seven darkies are more than lynched; while in London, the

white limbs of a prostitute are hung with jewels and silk. Flames of

jealous murder sweep the earth, while brains of little children smear

the hills.

This is education in the Nineteen Hundred and Thirty-fifth year

of the Christ; this is modern and exact social science; this is the uni-

versity course in "History 12" set down by the Senatus academicus;

ad quos hae literae pervenerint: Salutem in Domino, sempeternam!

In Babylon, dark Babylon

Who take the wage of Shame?
The scribe and singer, one by one,

That toil for gold and fame.

They grovel to their masters' mood;
The blood upon the pen

Assigns their souls to servitude

—

Yea! and the souls of men.

George Sterling

"In the Market Place" from Selected

Poems. Used by permission of Harry

Robertson, Redwood City, California.
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