CHAPTER 13

THE FREEDOM STRUGGLE:

STATES' RIGHTS VERSUS FEDERAL
INTERVENTION

HISTORICAL CONTEXT

In 1954, the U.S. Supreme Court decided unanimously in the landmark case Brown v. the
Board of Education of Topeka, Kansas, that the segregationist doctrine of “separate but equal”
public schools for blacks and whites inherently violated constitutional guarantees because
segregated black schools were underfunded and inferior. The decision implicitly ques-
tioned the entire southern Jim Crow legal system that formally kept blacks and whites
apart in schools, hotels, trains, public swimming pools, restrooms, and a variety of other

locations.

It takes a leap of historical imagination to feel what it must have been like for a black
person to confront two drinking fountains—one labeled “White” and the other, probably
an inferior facility, labeled “Colored.” Every time a white man called a black man “boy,”
every time that same black man stepped off the sidewalk to let whites pass, and every time
he was forced 1o sit at the back of the bus, the contradiction of his indelibly unequal status

in a land that boasted of equal opportunity emerged. The million commonplace gestures
and customs of segregation and the enforced poverty added up to a single message for

African Americans: You are inferior.

Most of the time, for survival’s sake, black people did not complain, but that doesn't
mean they didn't notice, and by the mid-1950s, increasing numbers of them stopped look-
ing the other way. It was impossible not to be heartened by the Brown decision and other
court cases in which African American rights were upheld; it was equally impossible not to
be let down when the federal government hesitated to come through with enforcement of
its own laws and judicial decisions. The raising of hopes on the one hand and the failure
of fulfillment on the other energized many African Americans to mobilize themselves.
Their underlying assumption was that, as Americans, they deserved all the rights and
privileges of other citizens.

It wasn't as if what has come to be known as the civil rights movement began with the
Brown decision. Reconstruction itself was part of the quest for civil liberties, citizenship,
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The pace ol events picked up in the 1 >
el had  Dblack m:lj()rilie; wilhougtSO: Is?;zfjmr’;]i,sstz:e;al ;(;U.mieSinthe.Mississippi
Mass meetings o organize for voting rights began, tghous:nds orflcan‘-Almerlcan oo
H'W,‘,‘.l.‘,,)pcr~l}nnilics, showed up as the struggle took wing Parenlzseop ?j’,mostly from
lepration of their local schools so their children could attenc.i longer sezzitmonethor -
eachers, There was fierce push-back. The “Citizens Councils” orgagnized az'rc])S wtlli ;’etter
o resist the dismantling of Jim Crow. Blacks who ‘got out of line” and threS:te edo"u;lh
southern way ol life” by organizing or petitioning lost their jobs, homes anrc;efa ns
some were lynched. But the movement continued, and nonviolent ’direct ac,tion bec;Tnse;
(he preferred technique from the Montgomery bus boycott beginning in 1955 through
(he passage of the Voting Rights Act of 1965. The freedom struggle was led by a remarkasle
corps of mostly southern black leaders with roots in the Church, some with union ties.
Sit-ins, demonstrations, boycotts, civil disobedience, breaking the law, and filling the
jails—all this was done without committing violence or retaliating against the aggression
of others. This was the essence of nonviolent direct action.

The first dramatic example of such techniques came in Montgomery, Alabama, in De-
cember 1955, Mrs. Rosa Parks, a seamstress who had been involved in civil rights organi-
zations, rode the bus home after a long day’s work. A white man got on, but she refused to
give up her seat to him as law and tradition required. When she was arrested, blacks began
a mass hoycott of Montgomery’s bus system. Local residents like E. D. Nixon, who had
heen active in the labor movement as a railroad porter, and the new minister in town,

twenty-seven-year-old Martin Luther King Jr., freshly graduated from divinity school at
Boston University, helped organize and inspire the year-long boycott. The protesters won
their point when the Supreme Court ruled that laws forcing blacks to sit at the back of the
bus or to give up their seats to whites were illegal. Once again, however, enforcement was
slow, In 1957 the push for integrating the schools led to confrontation in Little Rock,

Arkansas, where President Dwight D. Eisenhower was forced to use federal troops to

enforce the law.
In 1960, the movement took a new turn when four black students from North Carolina

Agricultural and Technical College simply sat down at a segregated lunch counter and
waited to be served. Whites berated, abused, beat, and then arrested them. For the next few
years, sit-ins occurred at public accommodations throughout the South. Protesters re-

quested their rights as citizens and maintained their Gandhian mode of nonviolence;
whites responded with increasing levels of bloodshed. Demonstrators were killed and
ated universities, rode previously segre-

wounded as they registered at previously segreg
gated buses, and checked into all-white hotels. Boycotts brought local economies to a
standstill, massive sit-ins tied up criminal justice systems by filling the jails with.prc?test-
ers, and, above all, evening news images of people protesting peacefully for their rights
and being met by police dogs, water cannons, and billy clubs evokefi bo.th sympathy and
shame. President Kennedy cautiously supported new civil rights legislation before his a.si-
sassination in late 1963, and the Civil Rights Act of 1964 brought the power of the federa
government to bear on the states, dissolving much of the old Jim Crow order.
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mer of 1964 approached, the civil rights movement was coming tq
Yet, as the su be served a cup of coffee, to swim in public pools, or evep ¢,

ight to .
(ten years after the Brown decision, southern and northern schoglq

ly segregated) were important, but increas?n.gly,. the movement iy
« issues of politics and power. The 1964 Civil nghts ACt guaranteed
the right to vote, but there was not @uch enforcement pOWQI'.llll tlhe law. Africap
icans in the southern states constituted ar? enorm’ous pote.n.tla e e.ctorate, yet old
;t;n;r;)arriers kept them from voting. This ultimate right of citizenship was next op
's agenda.
thepr?;\(rieonrfg:rugggle leadership had been evolving as well. The NAACP led the way ip
bringing civil rights cases to courts, especially in the 1950s, but as the movement turned
‘oward nonviolent direct action, other groups with new leaders such as the Southern
Christian Leadership Conference (SCLC), led by Martin Luther King Jr., and James
Farmer'’s Congress on Racial Equality (CORE) took center stage. Equally important, in
the early 1960s the Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee (SNCC), emerged, led
by John Lewis. SNCC was the most militant of these organizations. Its membership
drew heavily on young black southerners, many of whom had grown up poor, had seen
the rising tide of white resistance, and were skeptical that integration was the answer.
These young activists have been called the Emmett Till Generation, named for the
fourteen-year-old Chicago boy who, while visiting relatives in Mississippi in 1955,
whistled at a white woman at a crossroads grocery store and was beaten and murdered
a few days later by her kin. Till’s open-coffin funeral in Chicago attracted tens of thou-
sands of mourners and newspapers around the world covered the trial of his murderers,
who were found innocent but later confessed to the crime. In the summer of 1964,
alded by northern white college students, the young activists of SNCC began a massive
voter registration drive.

The results of those early years were mixed. Local governments were intransigent, acts
of violence against African Americans went unpunished, and those sworn to uphold the

lahW Ofte.?n t.OOk the side of whites who attacked blacks. On the other hand, Congress passed
the Civil Rights Act of 1964, which banned discrimination in public accommodations. The

bain and indignity of legal apartheid had ended. One year later, President Lyndon Johnson

Si - -
gne t},le Voting Rights Act of 1965, a law that in not too many years turned Freedom
Summer’s goal of broad-

forced to confron

eral | ¢ came slowly, and not because leaders suddenly grew
a L
. aws that emerged out of this era were the result of grass roots de-

change. V1 thousands of people organizing over decades to demand
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By 1949, Jackie Robinson was a successful major league athlete, th
£ans and players made his path a difficult one. As Chapter 12 d tioug the crude racism of many
out America’s deepest anxieties about communismp Ar .Ocuments, these years a'so brough!
"+ the country, no aspect o & oot . . As anti-communist investigations spread
aC merican life seemed unaffected. Robi :
ring House Committee on Un-Amer: & 5¢ . Robinson agreed to testify
. merican Activities hearings regardin i ‘
ity groups; and this testimony is excerpted i . g communism and minor-
i yd D mination made Afr rptt? in Document 1. Anti-communists worried that bigotry
and dis m———_ czll e African Americans susceptible to communist appeals, and indeed, the
C.orilmunt in ch Se l\]fefy advance?d. \ilews on civil rights. Fears of radical subversion were espe-
cfgq y .acu e . o.ut , where politicians and social elites believed that both labor unions and
civil rights organizations sought to overturn white rule.

Years a(f)ter ]lackle Robinson'’s testimony, in defiance of the Brown v. Board of Education decision,
.Gover.nor rva 'Faubus sent. the Arkansas State Guard to prevent the entry of nine black students
into thtle. Rock’s Central High School. This prompted President Dwight Eisenhower reluctantly
to federallz.e .those troops and enforce the students’ right to enroll. Earlier, Eisenhower backed a
moderate civil rights bill, which was weakened further as it worked its way through Congress,
especially by southern Democratic senators. A bill finally passed, and Eisenhower signed it, but
its anemic enforcement powers brought much criticism. Eisenhower responded by counseling pa-
tience, a word black activists had heard from well-meaning whites for decades. Jackie Robinson’s

irritation with President Eisenhower 1s evident in Document 2.

lored person with sense enough to

Mr. Chairman, when the House Committee on Un-
look around him and understand what he sees, | know

American Activities invited me to appear here today
' that life in these United States can be mighty tough for
tle different from the majority—in

he way they worship their God, or

like any other co

people who are a lit

Isn't exactly pleasant to get involved in a political dispute their skin color, ort
the way they spell their names. . . .
ior league clubs with

When my field of earning a living is as far removed from
There are only three majo

politics as anybody can possibly imagine. . . -
... Soyou'll naturally ask, why did I stick my neck

out by agreeing to be present, and why did I stand by 400 major league p
e, and progress goes on,

My agreement in spite of advice to the contrary? . .. start has been mad :
nd southern fans as well as northern fans are show-
. . . 1§ﬂd

only seven colored play
layers on 16 clubs.



. g A y —
e b L o Ao 4

is going to U
has to stop 1t.
with what Commull

This has got abso
ists may or may no

le must realize that t
.em because it OppOSE€S democ

he is going to hate any other influence

that kills off democracy in this country—and that
. 1 discrimination in the ATmy, and seg-
and job discrimination

beliefs or color or place of birth.

racy, the more

to understand,
matter: The fact that it 1s a Communist who de-

nounces injustice in the courts, police brutality, and
lynching when it happens doesn't change the truth
of his charges. Just because Communists kick up a

big fuss over racial discrimination w

purposes, a lot of people try to pretend that the whole

issue is a creation of Communist imagination.

2 LETTER FROM JACKIE ROBINSON

y are not fooling anyone with thijs king
and talk about "Communists stirrp,
8

up Negroes 10 protest,” only makes present migyj,
derstanding WOTS€ than ever. Negroes were Stirre(i
up long before there was a Communist Party, anq
they'll stay stirred up long after the party hyq
disappeared-——unless Jim Crow has disappeared .

then as well. . .-
[ cant speak for any 15,000,000 people apy

more than any other one person can, but I know
that 1've got toO much invested for my wife and child
and myself in the future of this country, and I and
other Americans of many races and faiths have too

much invested 1n ourl country’s welfare, for any of
us to throw it away. . . . [ am a religious man. There-

fore 1 cherish America where I am free to worship as
[ please, a privilege which some countries do not give.
And I suspect that 999 out of almost any thousand
colored Americans you meet will tell you the same
thing.
But that doesn't mean that we're going to stop
fighting race discrimination in this country until
we've got it licked. It means that we're going to fight
.+ all the harder because our stake in the future is so
big. We can win our fight without the Communists

and we don’t want their help.’

But the
of pretense,

TO PRESIDENT EISENHOWER

MAY 13, 1958

My dear Mr. President:

I was sitting in the audience at the Summit Meetin
;)lf Negro. Leaders yesterday when you said we musgt
ave patience. On hearing you say this, I felt lik
standing up and saying, “Oh no! Not agai’n ’ o

[ respectfully remind you sir, that we l;ave been

must h
have se]afve self-respect, | wondered how we could
-respect and remaj :
IN patient c ' :
tr onside
eatment accorded us through the years rine the

| we are entitled t0 a5

ss we pursue ag
hieved

enjoy now the rights that we fee
Americans. This we cannot do unle
gressively goals which all other Americans ac
over 150 years ago.

As the chief executive of our nation, I T€
fully suggest that you unwittingly crush the spirit ©
freedom in Negroes by constantly urging
a.nce and give hope to those pro-scgregatio
like Governor Faubus who would take fron
th.ose freedoms we now enjoy. Your own
with Governor Faubus is proof enough tl
ance and not eventual integration is the §
segregation leaders seek. %
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Image 13.2: Rally at state capitol, Little Rock, 1959,
al Tigh School in Little Rock provoked an intense haclkdash, as seenin this rally at

Federal intervention to integrate Centr

the Arkansas state capitol,
Source: John'l Bledsoe, 118, News & Waonld Repaort Photopgraph Collection, Library of Congreas,

In my view, an uncquivocal statement backed

up by action such as you demonstrated you could constitution.

lake last fall in dealing with Governor Faubus 1f 1t
?)ecame necessary, would let it be known that America
IS determined 1o provide—in the near future—Ifor

Respectiully yours,
Jackie Robinson’

INTRODUCTION TO DOCUMENTS 3 AND 4
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| over civil rights. When King was arrested at a
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In one of the closest elections in Americ
forced in 1960 1o navigate an clectorate divide
sit-in in Atlanta, candidate Kennedy phoned Coretta
John Kennedy's younger hrother, Robert Kennedy, interceded and A
though grateful, declined to endorse cither candidate, surely recognizing

- - r s . ; : civil 1 .’,lll
that might have (ucled Kennedy's actions. I<¢ ly of ; |
ory in 1901 (caution and pressed

an history, both Richard Nixon

nnedy was a cautions
Jackie RoDINSON noticed the

Negroes— the freedoms we are entitled to under the

i

and after his razor-thin election Vicl
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My dear MT. President:
[ believe | now understand an
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change more openly (Document 3). Robinson, a Repub.
dorsed Nixon, as did many African Americans who still identified with the
along with many other Democrats, became far more

however, Kennedy,
on. Document 4 is taken from the President’s specia]
| rights legislation to end racial discrimination.

ident to back social

lican, had publicly en

_discrimination legislati

asking for ambitious Ccivi

rty of Lincoln. B

a
v f antl

supportive O
message to Congress:

cases where moral issues are involved. You have re.
iterated your stand, and we are very happy. Still, we
are going to use whatever voice we have to awaken

he continuing struggle to fulfill the American  Our people. With the new emerging African nations,
Negro Americans must assert themselves more, not

for what we can get as individuals, but for the good of

d appreciate better your

promise of equal opportunity for all.
While I am very happy over youl obviously fine start

1s our President, my concerns over Civil Rights and my  the Negro masses.
I thank you for what you have done so far, but it

vigorous opposition to your election is one of sincerity.

The direction you seem to be going . dicates America is not how much has been done but how much more

is in for great leadership, and 1 will be most happy if thereisto do.  would like to be patient Mr. President,
tience has caused us years in our struggle for

keeping a wondering eye on what will happen,
while any opposition or criticism may not be the most

popular thing when you are leading so well, you must
know that as an individual I am interested because what

you do or do not do in the next 4 years could have a ser1-

ous effect upon my children’s future.
In your letter to me of July 1, 1960, you indicated Respectfully yours,

you would use the influence of the White House in Jackie Robinson’

your aggressive leadership but will not refuse to criti-
cize if the feeling persist that Civil Rights is not on

the agenda for months to come.
May God give you the strength and the energy to

accomplish your most difficult task.

4. THE WHITE HOUSE SPECIAL MESSAGE
ON CIVIL RIGHTS TO THE CONGRESS
OF THE UNITED STATES (FEBRUARY 28, 1963)

PRESIDENT JOHN F. KENNEDY

I he Negro baby born i .

0

of the sectio r); I ftxmenc.:a today—regardless school as a white baby born in the same pla
or state in which he is born—has same day—one-third as much chanc

e of comple

ce on the
ting
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onal man—twice as much chance of becom-
s

mployed——about one-seventh as much chance
.oun€ : :
ingU"™" 10,000 per year—a life expectancy which

vears less—and the prospects of earning only

half a8 much. . . .
No American who believes in the basic truth that

en are created equal, that they are endowed by
'all-mcreator with certain unalienable Rights,” can
1he]lf oxcuse, explain or defend the picture these sta-
fu:[i)CS portray. Race discrimination hampers our
nic growth by preventing the maximum devel-
opment and utilizat.lon of our Manpower. It hampers
0T world leadership by contradicting at home the
essage We preach abroad. It mars the atmosphere of a
inited and classless society in which this Nation rose
to greatness. It increases the costs of public welfare,
ime, delinquency and disorder. Above all, it is wrong.

Therefore, let it be clear, in our own hearts and
ninds, that it is not merely because of the Cold War, and
“ot merely because of the economic waste of discrimina-
tion, that we are committed to achieving true equality of
opportunity. The basic reason is because it is right.

The cruel disease of discrimination knows no
sectional or state boundaries. The continuing attack
on this problem must be equally broad. It must be
both private and public—it must be conducted at
national, state and local levels—and it must include
both legislative and executive action.

In the last two years, more progress has been made
in securing the civil rights of all Americans than in
any comparable period in our history. Progress has
been made—through executive action, litigation, per-
suasion and private initiative—in achieving and pro-
tecting equality of opportunity in education, voting,
transportation, employment, housing, government,
and the enjoyment of public accommodations.

But pride in our progress must not give way to re-
la?(ation of our effort. Nor does progress in the Exec-
.unve Branch enable the Legislative Branch to escape
1s O\Afn obligations. On the contrary, it is in the light
of this nationwide progress, and in the belief that
E'O.ﬂgress will wish once again to meet its responsi-

llities in this matter, that I stress in the following
age'nda of existing and prospective action important
le81813tive as well as administrative measures.

The right to vote in a free American election Is
the Most powerful and precious right in the world—

ti
econo

a B
nd it must not be denied on the ground of race or

color. It is a potent key to achieving other rights of
citizenship. For American history—both recent and
past—clearly reveals that the power of the ballot has
enabled those who achieve it to win other achieve-

ments as well, to gain a full voice in the affairs of their
state and nations and to see their interests represented
in the governmental bodies which affect their future.
In a free society, those with the power to govern are
necessarily responsive to those with the right to vote.
In enacting the 1957 and 1960 Civil Rights Acts,
Congress provided the Department of Justice with
basic tools for protecting the right to vote—and this
Administration has not hesitated to use those tools.
Legal action is brought only after voluntary efforts
fail—and, in scores of instances, local officials, at the
request of the Department of Justice, have voluntarily
made voting records available or abandoned discrimi-
natory registration, discriminatory voting practices
or segregated balloting. Where voluntary local com-
pliance has not been forthcoming, the Department
of Justice has approximately quadrupled the previ-
ous level of its legal effort—investigating coercion,
inspecting records, initiating lawsuits, enjoining in-
timidation, and taking whatever follow-up action 1s
necessary to forbid further interference or discrimina-
tion. As a result, thousands of Negro citizens are reg-
istering and voting for the first time—many of them
in counties where no Negro had ever voted before. The
Department of Justice will continue to take whatever action
is required to secure the right to vote for all Americans.
Experience has shown, however, that these highly
useful Acts . . . suffer from two major defects. One is the
usual long and difficult delay which occurs between
the filing of a lawsuit and its ultimate conclusion. In
one recent case, for example, nineteen months elapsed
between the filing of the suit and the judgment of the
court. In another, an action brought in July 1961 has
not yet come to trial. The legal maxim “Justice delayed 1s
Justice denied” is dramatically applicable In these cases.
Too often those who attempt to assert their Consti-
tutional rights are intimidated. Prospective registrants
are fired. Registration workers are arrested. In some
instances, churches in which registration meetings
are held have been burned. In one case where Negro
tenant farmers chose to exercise their right to vote, it
was necessary for the Justice Department 10 seek 1n-
junctions to halt their eviction and for the Department
of Agriculture to help feed them from surplus stocks.
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1atter a longstanding defender of southern segregation and states’ rights. Senators Humphrey and
. n

and other southern politicians walked out and formed the States Rights Party. Th d

the top of the "Dixiecrat” ticket that year, and won thirty-nine electoral Vote: | frolrlr:r':lhoenst rtan a:’
Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, and South Carolina. Document 5 IS excerpte’d from a frar?ses'o
of the 1964 debate. Though both men were Democrats now, the prospect of federal 'urisclicctrilpt
over civil rights divided them. Southern senators sympathetic to Thurmond'’s pOSitiOI]l attem t(:c?l
1 filibuster to halt the bill’s progress. This division over civil rights led southern politicianspand
many white voters to end their allegiance to the Democratic Party, which stretched back to the
American Civil War.

The civil rights bill became law when supportive Democrats were aided by sympathetic
Republicans in ending the southern Democratic filibuster. Just before the Senate voted on the
legislation, Georgia Democrat Senator Richard Russell—a close confidant of Lyndon Johnson but
ardent opponent of the legislation—reiterated southern concerns about the bill (Document 6).
When Russell spoke, the filibuster had gone on for fifty-seven days. Finally, with a few key changes
in the legislation, Senate Minority Leader Everett Dirksen and two other Republicans threw their

support behind the civil rights bill, ending the two-month talking marathon. Document 7 is
Dirksen’s address to the Senate.

—— — —

5. TELEVISED DEBATE BETWEEN HUBERT
HUMPHREY (D-MN) AND STROM THURMOND
(D-SC), MARCH 18, 1964

ERIC Sevareid [moderator]: The U.S. Senate has been 2 bill to death the resulting filibuster can go on
debating a motion to take up the civil rights bill for days, weeks, or even months. For decades
and . . . when it does, debate on the merits of Southerners have used the filibuster success-

fully to defeat or at least to water down civil

rights bills. Tonight 19 Southern Sen.ators are
n. One of them is Senator

South Carolina. Leading

the bill developing into a filibuster will begin.

Now, Senate rules allow a Senator to talk as long

4s he wants to, or he’s able to, on any question ready to try that agal
Strom Thurmond, of

dtissue, And when several Senators try to talk
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SENATOR Humphrey: .

: < . CTWO
CONSTRUCTING THE AM ERICAN PAST: VOLUME TW

the opposition to them is Senator [{ubert H.

Humphrey, of Minnesota. . .. |
~ We know that fellow Americans

who happen to be Negro have been denied equzfl
access to places of public accom modation—denied
i1 their travels the chance for a place to rest, and
to eat, and to relax. We know that one-decade
after the Supreme Court’s decision declaring
school segregation to be unconstitutional that less
than 2 percent of the southern school districts are
desegregated. And we know that Negroes do not
enjoy equal employment opportunities. . . . The
time has come for us to correct these evils—and

the civil rights bill before the Senate 1s designed for
the purpose. It is moderate—it 1s reasonable—it 1s
well-designed. It was passed by the House 230 to

130. It is bipartisan.

SENATOR Thurmond: . . . This bill, in order to bestow

preferential rights on a favored few who vote en
bloc, would sacrifice the constitutional rights of
every citizen and would concentrate in the National
Government arbitrary powers, unchained by
laws, to suppress the liberty of all. This bill
makes a shambles of constitutional guarantees
and the Bill of Rights. . . . [t empowers the
National Government to tell each citizen who
must be allowed to enter upon and use his property
without any compensation or due process of

law as guaranteed by the Constitution. This bill
would take away the rights of individuals and
give to government the power to decide who is

to be hired, fired and promoted in private busi-
nesses. . . . It is because of these and other radical
departures from our constitutional system that
the attempt is being made to railroad this bill
through Congress without following normal pro-
cedures. It was only after lawless riots and dem-
onstrations sprang up all over the country that
the administration, after 2 years in office, sent
this bill to Congress, where it has been made
even worse. This bill is intended to increase—to

hz?ve already stated that the passage of the bill
will not stop the mobs. Submitting to intimida-

tion will only encourage further mob violence
and to gain preferential treatment. . . . The
choice is between law and anarchy. . . .

MR. Sevareid [moderator] |

.. Let's
. S [talL
public accommod talk

ations Section qf
rights bill. . . . This Yo
- SeC“On, lfpaSSe

forbid racial discriminatjop in hot
motels, restaurants, theaters and s
all over the country. . ..

SENATOR Thurmond: This title s entirely 5
[t's not public accommodations, iy’ ianTlsn

private property. This wil] lead tq i
private life. . .. Under our Cong;js

d,

IMila; Place,

Omey
nteg :

PTOPQHY as he

sees fit. The mayor of Salisbury, Mg said g
) at if

they had had a law on the books, 45 We'e tro
to pass here now, they would not have beeny?
to have desegregated their business. Now h: e
says they were able to get the busipess People
do it voluntarily. You can’t do some things by 0
law. Some things have got to come in the heartg
and minds of people. And we musn't thip} that
we can regiment and control and regulate the
lives of people. After all we have a Constjtyjo
that guarantees freedom, and we must obserye
that Constitution, and we don't want to require
people to live in involuntary servitude. And |
think it is involuntary servitude for a woman of
one race to have to give a massage to a woman of
another race if she doesn’t want to do it.

SENATOR Humphrey: May I say, my friend, most
respectfully, that many people that have private
property do not have full rights to do what they
want to do. If you operate . . . a bar, you don'
have the right to have juveniles in it. I[f you oper
ate a restaurant, you don't have a right to have
unsanitary conditions . . . I would add this: How
is it that this Nation can call upon our colored
people . . . to help win us the Olympic contests,
to help win our wars, to pay taxes, t0 do e.vefY'
thing that a citizen of this country is required d
to do, but when he wants to come 10 d },‘Otel -
have a night’s rest, he’s told that he can't COM®
because he’s colored.

SENATOR Thurmond: To persons In such a ot i
Minnesota, 1t may seem feasible to accomp
total integration of the races. In Minnesom‘, n
there are only 7 Negroes per 1,000 pchO':;W
1s an entirely different matter, howevel Y
there are 250 to 400 Negroes pel 1,000
.. We have not even mentioned the P

pe pson

web of

B . s . s e M e L i

i
1



The Freedom Struggle: States’ Rights versus Federal Intervention 277

Attorney General to bring suits in the field
- -ation. President Johnson led a successful
Ofed‘-ln the Senate in 1957 and in 1960 to reject
(his provision because 1t was so e.xtreme and
unwarranted. Nor have we had time to men-
;ion the section which atte.mpts to override the
-onstitutionally reserved right of each State to
Jetermine the qualifications of voters. No bill
< 3 civil rights bill if it takes away basic liber-
ies and constitutional rights and guarantees,
and replaces them with arbitrary Government

far too long. America has been weakened because
we haven't given full opportunity to all of our
people and the purpose of this bill is to try to lay
down a legal framework within which we can
work out our problems peacefully and honorably
through law, through courts, rather than through
violence and through demonstrations. I happen
to believe that the issue before us is the great
moral issue of our time and I don't think we can
avoid it. . . . I cannot believe that 290 Members of
the House of Representatives, 152 Democrats and
138 Republicans, would have voted for this bill if

it was as evil as it has been described by my op-
ponent here tonight. . . .

DOWeTS. . - -
SENATOR Humphrey: . . . The purpose of this bill is to
close a citizen gap in this country that has existed

6. SPEECH AGAINST THE CIVIL RIGHTS BILL,
(JUNE 18, 1964)

SENATOR RICHARD RUSSELL (D-GA)

Mr. President, the moving finger is writing the final = March has given the last particle of ability and the last

act of the longest debate and the greatest tragedy ever iota of physical strength in the effort to hold back the
played out in the Senate of the United States. Within

a short time, the battle that began on this floor on
March 9 will be concluded with the passage of H.R.
7152-a bill bearing the attractive but false title of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964.

... History may well record this as the last sus-
lained fight to keep inviolate the federal system

overwhelming combination of forces supporting this
bill until its manifold evils could be laid bare before
the people of the country. The depth of our convic-
tion is evidenced by the intensity of our opposition.
There is little room for honorable men to compromise
where the inalienable rights of future generations are

at stake. No group of men could have worked harder
with its division of powers between the States and in a nobler cause. Undismayed and unintimidated by

the Central Government, and the delicate system of forces marshaling incomparably greater strength than
checks and balances between the three branches of  available to us, we have fought the good fight until we
our National Government that have been dependent ~ were overwhelmed and gagged.

UPon respect shown by each branch for the doctrine __The fact that the great metropolitan press, the
of the separation of powers between the three equal radio and television, and other media of communi-
but Coordinate branches. All of the eloquence that cating news and formulating public opinion strongly
has been poured out here in this Chamber this after- support the bill made it all but impossible ff)r us to
000 in behalf of the bill will apply to any piece of get our case before the country. They magnified all
PIoposed legislation that may be brought forward to  that was said or done in the en.lo.tlo.nal appeal§ for
3¢ the Federal power to enforce absolute conformity ~ support of the legislation and minimized or omitted
*f thought and action by every one of our citizens. the arguments as to its dangers. . . .

--.1am proud to have been a member of that small It opens up an area of political perm?cut.ior.l that
BTOUD of determined Senators that since the 9th of is wider than has ever existed before. This bill is not
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only the greatest delegation of power and authority
by the legislative branch to the executive ever seen,
it represents an admission of inadequacy and an ab-
dication of responsibility by the national legislature
which to all intents and purposes amounts to sur-
render of any claim to equality with the other two
branches of the Government. It is an abandonment
by the legislative branch of any defense whatever of
the principal doctrine of separation of powers.

This bill would empower the executive branch to
reach the long arm of regulation and intimidation
into labor unions, business, commerce and industry
in many areas into which the Federal power has not
heretofore been permitted to intrude.

[t places onerous requirements upon all people
undertaking to earn a living in the way of reports and
recordkeeping, and requires almost weekly obeisance
to some bureaucrat in Washington. All of this falls
upon the once free enterprise system that is the gen-

esis of our greatness.
It bestows greater powers upon the Attorney

General to invade and control the private lives of the

7. SPEECH IN SUPPORT OF CLOTURE

American people than has ever been exercised by 3
other individual in our free system. "y
It so greatly enlarges the powers of the Feder}
Government over affairs that, under our consjg,.
tional concept, have been the sole concern of Sty
and local governments as to make those governmen;,
mere puppets of the gigantic bureaucracy which thj;

legislation strengthens and enlarges.
The bill is a drastic infringement by the Feder,]

Covernment upon the basic human rights of every
American citizen of every race 10 own and control
property honestly gained as well as to be selective ip
choosing those with whom he wishes to associate.
~In all of the sanctimony about protecting the
rights of minorities, let us understand fully that the
bill is aimed at what has become the most despised
and mistreated minority in the country—namely, the

white people of the Southern States.
~ Until we were gagged, we made no secret of

the fact that we were undertaking to speak in detail
and at length in an effort to get the message across 1o

the American people.

AND THE CIVIL RIGHTS BILL (JUNE 1964)

SENATOR EVERETT DIRKSEN (R-IL)

 Since the act of 1875 on public accommodations
and the Supreme Court decision of 1883 which struck
it down, America has changed. The population then
was 45 million. Today it is 190 million. In the Pledge
of Allegiance to the Flag we intone, “One nation,
under God.” And so it is. It is an integrated nation.
Air, rail, and highway transportation make it so. A
common language makes it so. A tax pattern which
applies equally to white and nonwhite makes it so.

Literacy makes it so. The mobility provided by eighty
million autos makes it so. The accommodations laws
in thirty-four states and the District of Columbia

makes it so. The fair employment practice laws In

thirty states make it so. Yes, our land has changed

since the Supreme Court decision of 1883.

... For many years, each political party has
major consideration to a civil rights plank in its plat-
form. Go back and reexamine our pledges 1O the
country as we sought the suffrage of the people and
for a grant of authority to manage and direct their af
fairs. Were these pledges so much campaign stuff or
did we mean it? Were these promises on civil rights
but idle words for vote-getting purposes or Were they

a covenant meant to be kept?
... When the New York legislature placed 2

of ten hours per day and six days per week upo

given

limit
n the
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Kery workers in that State, this act was struck down
by the U.S. Supreme Court. But in due time came
e eight-hour day a.nd the forty-hour week and how
wroadly accepted this concept is today. Its time had
ome. More than sixty years ago, [Senator Robert]}
[ Follette thundered against the election of U.S. senators
by the state legislatures. The cry was to get back to the
people and to first principles. On this Senate floor, sen-
stors sneered at his etforts and even left the chamber to
<how their contempt. But fifty years ago, the Constjtu-
tion was amended to provide for the direct election of
senators. Its time had come. Ninety-five years ago came
the first endeavor to remove the limitation on sex in the
exercise of the franchise. The comments made in those
early days sound unbelievably ludicrous. But on and
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On went the effort and became the N ineteenth Amend-
ment to the Constitution. Its time had come.

... These are but some of the things touching
cl?sely the affairs of the people which were met
with stout resistance, with shrill and strident cries of
radicalism, with strained legalisms, with anguished
enFreaties that the foundations of the Republic were
being rocked. But an inexorable moral force which
Operates in the domain of human affairs swept these
efforts aside and today they are accepted as parts of
the social, economic and political fabric of America.

... 1 appeal to all senators. We are confronted
with a moral issue. Today let us not be found want-
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Image 13.4: Leaders of the March on Washington, August 1963

One year after the March on Washington, Congress passed the Civil Rights Act, a direct result of the
decades of pressure brought to bear on the federal government. Note how the placards call not just for

voting rights and desegregation of schools, but for jobs.
Source: |].S. Information Agency, Record Group 306, National Archives, Identifier 542002.



The Senate passed the Ci

the bill into law on July 2.
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ever to pass CONgress. Document 8 P

excerpted from president Lyndon

s by far the most compre
[t was DY des highlights from the new law, and Document .

Johnson’s address to the nation.
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e 19, 1964, and President Johnsonp Signed

hensive and forceful civil rights legislation

8 THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT OF 1964

n Act To enforce the constitutional right to vote,
to confer jurisdiction upon the district courts of

the United States to provide injunctive relief against
discrimination in public accommodations, to au-
thorize the Attorney General to institute suits to
protect constitutional rights in public facilities and
public education, to extend the Commission on Civil
Rights, to prevent discrimination in federally as-
sisted programs, to establish a Commission on Equal
Employment Opportunity, and for other purposes.

TITLE I—VOTING RIGHTS

... No person acting under color of law shall

other individuals
parish, or similar political
n found by State officjals to

within the same county,
subdivision who have bee
be qualified to vote, . . .

without discrimination or segregation on the ground
of race, color, religion, or national origin. . .

TITLE IIl—DESEGREGATION
OF PUBLIC FACILITIES

... Whenever the Attorney General receives a com-
plaint in writing signed by an individual to the
effect that he is being deprived of or threatened
with the loss of his right to the equal protection of
the laws, on account of his race, color, religion, or
national origin, by being denied equal utilization
of any public facility which is owned, operated, or
managed by or on behalf of any State or subdivision
thereof . . . the Attorney General is authorized to m
stitute for or in the name of the United States a civi
action in any appropriate district court of the United
States against such parties and for such relief as md)
be appropriate, and such court shall have and shal
exercise jurisdiction of proceedings instituted pust
ant to this section. . . .

TITLE IV—DESEGREGATION
OF PUBLIC EDUCATION

Desegregation” means the assignment of S[.l
to public schools and within such schools Wl[nvin.
regard to their race, color, religion, or n‘uiona.l t‘“f‘m
but “desegregation” shall not mean the assts

\’nn“
At
of students to public schools in order © (I




-

- alance. - - “Public school” means any el-
jal 1 or secondary educational institution, and
mnt‘“mry " means any institution of higher edu-
technical or vocational school above

g V—COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS
1)

The Commission shall—
) investigate allegations in writing under oath or

ffirmation that certain citizens of the United States
| .ved of their right to vote and have that
ote counted by reason of their color, race, religion,
or national origin; which writing, under oath or af-
frmation, shall set forth the facts upon which such
belief Of beliefs are based; (2) study and collect in-
formation concerning legal developments constitut-
ing a denial of equal protection of the laws under
‘he Constitution because of race, color, religion or
national origin or in the administration of justice;
(3) appraise the laws and policies of the Federal Gov-

ernment with respect to denials of equal protection
of the laws under the Constitution because of race,

color, religion or national origin or in the administra-

(

tion of justice. . . .
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TITLE VI—NONDISCRIMINATION
IN FEDERALLY ASSISTED PROGRAMS

... No person in the United States shall, on the
ground of race, color, or national origin, be excluded
from participation in, be denied the benefits of, or
be subjected to discrimination under any program or
activity receiving Federal financial assistance. . . .

TITLE VII—mEQUAL EMPLOYMENT
OPPORTUNITY

... It shall be an unlawful employment practice for

an employer—

(1) to fail or refuse to hire or to discharge any indi-

vidual, or otherwise to discriminate against any in-

dividual with respect to his compensation, terms,

conditions, or privileges of employment, because
of such individual’s race, color, religion, sex, or na-
tional origin; or (2) to limit, segregate, o1 classify his
employees in any way which would deprive or tend
to deprive any individual of employment opportu-
nities or otherwise adversely affect his status as an
employee, because of such individual’s race, color,

religion, sex, or national origin. . . A

9. PRESIDENT LYNDON B. JOHNSON ADDRESSES
THE NATION (JULY 2, 1964)

.. This is a proud triumph. Yet those who founded
f)ur country knew that freedom would be secure only
It each generation fought to renew and enlarge its
Meaning, From the minutemen at Concord to the
“Oldiers in Viet-Nam, each generation has been equal
'0 that trust.

Americans of every race and color have died 1n
Datil lo protect our freedom. Americans of every race
22?);0]0[‘}].3"3 worked to build a nation of \.Nidening

flunities. Now our generation of Americans has

been called on to continue the unending search for

justice within our own borders. | |
deeply imbedded in his-

of man. We can

happened. o
But it cannot continue. Our Constitution, the

foundation of our Republic, forbids 1t. The principles
of our freedom forbid it. Morality forbids it. And the

law I will sign tonight forbids 1t.
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That law is the product of months of the most
careful debate and discussion. It was proposed more
than one year ago by our late and beloved President
John F. Kennedy. It received the bipartisan support
of more than two-thirds of the Members of both the
House and the Senate. An overwhelming majority of
Republicans as well as Democrats voted for it.

It has received the thoughtful support of tens of
thousands of civic and religious leaders in all parts of

this Nation. And it is supported by the great majority
of the American people.

The purpose of the law is simple.

It does not restrict the freedom of any American,
so long as he respects the rights of others. It does not
give special treatment to any citizen.

It does say the only limit to a man’s hope for hap-
piness, and for the future of his children, shall be his
own ability.

It does say that there are those who are equal
before God shall now also be equal in the polling
booths, in the classrooms, in the factories, and in

hotels, restaurants, movie theaters, and other places
that provide service to the public. . ..

We must not approach the observance and en-
forcement of this law in a vengeful spirit. Its PUrpose
is not to punish. Its purpose is not to divide, byt to
end divisions—divisions which have all lasted t¢q
long. Its purpose 1s national, not regional.

[ts purpose is to promote a more abiding commjt.
ment to freedom, a more constant pursuit of justice
and a deeper respect for human dignity:.

We will achieve these goals because most Americans
are law-abiding citizens who want to do what is right.

This is why the Civil Rights Act relies first on vol-
untary compliance, then on the efforts of local com-
munities and States to secure the rights of citizens.
[t provides for the national authority to step in only
when others cannot or will not do the job.

This Civil Rights Act is a challenge to all of us to
go to work in our communities and our States, in our

homes and in our hearts, to eliminate the last ves-
tiges of injustice in our beloved country.’

INTRODUCTION TO DOCUMENTS 10, 11, AND 12

—— —

The Civil Rights Act forbade many of the practices that kept African Americans from voting in
the South such as poll taxes that made it prohibitive to cast a ballot and literacy tests that often

contained arcane or bizarre questions. But the new law was light on enforcement mechanisms,

prompting southern blacks to continue organizing for the ballot. Mississippi Freedom Summer,
1964, was designed to educate black citizens about politics and help them register to vote. Mis-

sissippi was long considered the most recalcitrant southern state, with the ugliest history of

lynching. The following documents explain the strategy and rationale for Freedom Summer.
Document 10 is from a pamphlet distributed

SR AT 2T A | 2N



For the first time in. [.Jnited States history colored
citizens are Organizing across an entire state to
overthrow white supremacy. In Mississippi national
and local civil rights, civic and church organizations,
hrough the Council of Federated Organizations, are
pulling together for the right to demand changes in
the Mississippi Way of Life.

At the same time there are whites throughout the
tate 0rganizing to crush the movement for change. The
Jominant white supremacy group 1s known as the White
Citizens’ Councils, organized by Mississippi’s “leading”
citizens in 1954 tO combat colored voting rights and
osist the Supreme Court school decision that same year.

The Citizens’ Councils now maintain a firm stran-
glehold on the governorship, the state legislature and
the federal and state courts. They control local and state
education throughout most of the state, and dominate
the economic base and activity in the state. . ...

In 1890 there were many more colored citizens
than white citizens who were eligible to become
qualified electors 1n Mississippi. Therefore, in that
year a Mississipp! Constitutional Convention was
held to adopt a new State Constitution.

Section 244 of the new Constitution required a
new registration of voters starting January 1, 1892.
This section also established a new requirement for
qualification as a registered voter: person had to be
able to read any section of the Mississippl Constitu-
tion, or understand any section when read to him,
or give a reasonable interpretation of any section. . . .

Under the new registration the balance of voting
power shifted. By 1892 approximately 122,000
(82 percent) of the white males of voting age were
registered. But only 18,000 (9 percent) of the col-
ored males qualified. Since 1899 a substantial ma-
jority of whites of voting age have become registered
voters. But the percentage of colored registered VOters

declined. . ..

On April 22, 1954, the State Legislature again
passed a resolution to amend Section 244. This time
however, several new qualifications were included 1n
the proposal.

FIRST, that a person must be able to read and
write any section of the Mississipp! Constitution; and
give a reasonable interpretation of the Constitution
to the county registrar.

SECOND, a person must be able to demonstrate
to the county registrar a reasonable understanding of

the duties and obligations of citizenship under a con-

stitutional form of government.
THIRD, that a person must make a sworn writ-

ten application for registration on a form which
would be prescribed by the State Board of Election
Commaissioners.

FOURTH, that all persons who were registered
before January 1, 1954, were expressly exempted

from the new requirements. . . .
The burden of the new requirements had to fall

on colored citizens because a substantial major-
ity of whites were already registered and therefore
exempted from the amendment. Most would still
have to apply for registration and therefore have
to fulfill the new requirements. In 1954 at least
450,000 (63 percent) of the voting-age whites were
registered.

Approximately 22,000 (five percent) of the
voting-age colored citizens were registered. With
95 percent of the 472,000 eligible voters white, the
proposed amendment to Section 244 was adopted on
November 2, 1954. . ..

without the right to register and vote we cannot

take part in any phases of Mississippi’s form of repub-

lican government.
What recourse do the white supremacists leave

Mississippi colored citizens, if they cannot voice their
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11. PROSPECTUS FOR THE MISSISSIPPI FREEDOM
SUMMER (c. 1964)

SNCC

... Since 1964 is an election year, the clear-cut issue
of voting rights should be brought out in the open.
Many SNCC and CORE workers in Mississippi hold
the view that Negroes will never vote in large num-
bers until Federal marshals intervene. At any rate,
many Americans must be made to realize that the
voting rights they so often take for granted involve
considerable risk for Negroes in the South. In the
larger context of the national civil rights movement,
enough progress has been made during the last year
that there can be no turning back. Major victories in
Mississippi, recognized as the stronghold of racial in-
tolerance in the South, would speed Immeasurably
the breaking down of legal and social discrimination
in both North and South. . . .

This summer’s work in Mississippi is sponsored
by COFO, the Council of Federated Organizations,
which includes the Student Nonviolent Coordinating
Committee (SNCC), the Southern Christian Leadership
Conference (SCLC), the Congress of Racial Equal-
ity (CORE), and the NAACP, as well as Mississippi

community groups. Within the state COFO has made

extensive preparations since mid-January to develop
structured programs which will put to creative use
the talents and energies of the hundreds of expected

summer volunteers. . . .

Voter registration workers will be involved ip
an intensive summer drive to encourage as many
Negroes as possible to register. They will participate
in COFO’s Freedom Registration, launched in early
February, to register over 400,000 Negroes on Free-
dom Registration books. These books will be set upin
local Negro establishments and will have simplified
standards of registration (the literacy test and the re-
quirement demanding an interpretation of a section
of the Mississippi Constitution will be eliminated).
Freedom Registration books will serve as the basis
of a challenge of the official books of the state and
the validity of “official” elections this fall. Finally,
registration workers will assist in the campaigns of
Freedom candidates who are expected to run for seats
In all five of the State’s congressional districts and

tor the seat of Senator John Stennis, who is up for
re-election. . . .1

ganizationsg (COFO).

of the summer program
Mississippi this SUIMINET.
tWo thousand workers in

1 Pre
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cpecdom schools, community centers, voter registra-
jon drives ol e z.md Projects in selected
Lhite communities. We anticipate up to one thou-
.and volunteers trom across the country to join ys i

‘his program. including ministers, teachers, lawyers
1ﬂd S[udents.

we have learned through bitter experience in
he past three years that the judicial. legislative and
executive bodies of Mississippi form a wal] of abso-

. our conviction that only a massive effort by the
country backed by the full power of the President
can offer some hope for even minimal change in
MissisSipp1.

We have already been accused of launching this
project to incite violence and chaos in Mississippi
this summer. We have two answers to this charge.
For one, violence 1s prevalent throughout the state:
at least six Negroes have been killed by whites in the
past three months. And, more important, the respon-
sibility for maintaining law and guaranteeing, at the
same time, the right to peaceful protest, must rest, in
the final analysis, in the case of Mississippi, with the
President of the United States.

The President must be made to understand that
this responsibility rests with him, and him alone, and
that neither he nor the American people can atford
to jeopardize the lives of the people who will be

1 Statec’ B
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working in Mississippi this summer by failing to take
the Necessary precautions before the

We are writing this
gether as the “

summer begins.

letter now to you, to join to-
Friends of Freedom in Mississippi” to
seek a meeting with President Johnson to ask him to

do. tl?e tollowing things to insure peaceful change in
Mississippi this summer.

President Johnson should:

1. Meet in early May with Governor Johnson of
Mississippi and extract from Governor Johnson

the pledge that he will call together all state and
local law enforcement leaders and lay down cer-
tain ground rules for the summer. Under these
rules the following activities will not only be
permitted, but will be protected: peaceful orderly
picketing; voter registration; orderly distribution
of leaflets; peaceful assembly; freedom of inter-
racial groups to live in the Negro communities and
to move around the state without molestation.

2. President Johnson will inform the governor that
these are clearly established constitutional rights
which the federal government has the responsi-
bility to protect, and that if the governor will not
do this, the federal government will. . . .

3. President Johnson should pledge to the commit-

tee in advance that he will take these actions if
the governor refuses. . . .">

INTRODUCTION TO DOCUMENTS 13-16

———

e~

Nonviolent direct action meant peaceful protest, but everyone involved kne.w t.hat demonstrations
were likely to provoke strong reactions from local authorities. Peaceful, dignified marchers con-

fronting a wall of heavily armed police was dramatic enough. But repeatedly, peace ofﬁce.rs rs-
sorted to clubs, tear gas, water cannons, and mass arrests. One of the most dramatic moments in the

civil rights movement came in Selma, Alabama, March 7, 1965. Over 500 people be(gian a maéc-hdm
support of voting rights from Selma to Montgomery: When they crossed the Edmund Pettus Briage

into Dallas County, a phalanx of state troopel

s and deputy sheriffs began an attack, first shov-

ing demonstrators and then knocking them down and beating them with mghtst}llcks..Nelst[()iaPer
headlines and television footage stirred public outrage. Seventeen peopfle we(r:e os.plt[a) ized, 1‘n--t
cluding SNCC leader John Lewis, who years later became a congressman Irom e(t)rzgi:: to?ﬁ?‘l‘::d
13 is Lewis's statement to the FBI. Document 14 1s an angry letter from a private citiz¢ ‘
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of the FBI, J. Edgar Hoover. Another private citize

voting rights bill to Congressman Emmanual Celler o
Committee (Document 15). Document 16 is excerpte

n was inspired to describe his opposition to the

f New YorKk, Chairman of the House Judiciary

d from the Voting Rights Act of 1965.

Selma, Ala.

March 8, 1965
I, John Robert Lewis, furnish the following signed

statement to John H. Lupton and Daniel D. Doyle
who have identified themselves as Special Agents
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation. I understand
that this statement is being taken in connection
with an official investigation and might be used in

court.
I am twenty-five years of age and reside at

8 1» Raymond St., Atlanta, Ga. I am National Chair-
man of Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee.
On the afternoon of March 7, 1965, 1 was a
leader in a march which was intended to proceed
from Selma, Ala. Brown ___ Chapel Church to
Montgomery, Ala. I was at the head of the march
together with Hosea Williams, an S.C.L.C. Official.
As we approached a point on Highway 80E near the
Glass House Restaurant, we were stopped by a row of
Alabama State Troopers who were across the highway.
A trooper with a megaphone ordered the marchers to
disperse or go back to the church. When we stood fast,

the troopers moved towards us with night sticks, first
pushing us and immediately thereafter charging into

the crowd of marchers swinging the night sticks.
[ was hit with a night stick and fell to my knees.

When I attempted to get up 1 was struck a second time
‘1 the head with a night stick by the same trooper.

At that point, I was engulfed in tear gas which
was exploded by the troopers, and I vomited.

To escape the gas I ran to the east of the highway
toward the woods. I then proceeded on foot back to
Brown Chapel Church.

Shortly, thereafter, while addressing a group of
marchers at the church, I began to feel severe pain
in my head. I therefore, went next door to the church
parsonage where [ awaited an ambulance which sub-

sequently took me to the Good Samaritan Hospital
in Selma.
At no time during the above described incident

did I assault or in any way interfere with a law en-
forcement officer.

[ have read the four page statement [sic], and it 1$
true and correct. 4

14. LETTER FROM ASSONET, MASSACHUSETTS.
TO J. EDGAR HOOVER (MARCH 13, 1965)

lwould like to hear from you by public press as to
whether or not you agree with your F.B.1. agent, Mr.
James M. Barbo of Mobile, Ala. that you think the
State Troopers acted in the interest of public safety by
tear gassing Negro marchers last Sunday at Selma, Ala.

I saw a pj
Picture on TV of a scene last Sunday

N . . :

ght in which men In the uniform of
Cers mounted and de
trampled,

Prostrate Negroes and their frie

PC.\(C Ofﬁ’
clubb butized officers of sheritis that
ed, bullwhipped and gas hombed

nds, and including
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omen and children because they were trying to
ercise their constitutional rights.
t was the most monstrous, brutal thing I've ever seen

please also give us some data on Mr. Barbo . .
( think he should be fired immediately.

I think that as a citizen of the U.S. [ have a rightto

ask this. For the record, | am white, Anglo-Saxon and
Christian and old. . .

Yours truly, (Mrs.) A.P.G."’

15. LETTER FROM REGO PARK, NEW YORK,
TO CONGRESSMAN EMMANUEL CELLER

(JULY 9, 1965)

Why do you advocate no literacy tests as a quali-
fication for voting? Is your district so saturated

with illiterates that you fear the loss of your seat in
Congress at voting time?

Literacy and good knowledge of English is required
of foreigners immigrating to the United States and
seeking their citizenship papers. What's the difference?
Why discriminate against this group?

Besides this, how can anyone be sure that un-
scrupulous politicians won't direct illiterates how to

vote—for their own [sake?] by advising them which
line to pull the indicators on voting machines or

which name to make an “X” alongside on paper bal-
lots of they have no knowledge.

You are taking this too far—I'd appreciate an
answer to my questions.

Mr. C.E.G.16

16. THE VOTING RIGHTS ACT OF 1965

AN ACT TO ENFORCE THE FIFTEENTH Federal examiners by the United States Civil Service

AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION
OF THE UNITED STATES....

Commission. . . .
If in a proceeding instituted by the Attorney

Ceneral under any statute to enforce the guarantees

No voting qualification or prerequisite to voting, Or of the fifteenth amendment in any State or political

Sandard, practice, or procedure shall be imposed or
Ipplied by any State or political subdivision to deny
Orabridge the right of any citizen of the United States
0 vote on account of race or color. . . .

Wherever the Attorney General Institutes a pro-
“eeding under any statute to enforce the guarantees
Of the fifteenth amendment in any State oOr politi-
Cal Subdivision the court shall authorize appoint of

subdivision the court finds that a test or device has
been used for the purpose or the effect of denying
or abridging the right of any citizen of the United
States to vote on account of race or color, it shall
suspend the use of tests and devices in such State
or political subdivisions as the court shall deter-
mine is appropriate and for such period as it deems

necessary. . . .
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es persons of limited means from voting |

" The Civil Service may assign, at the request | .
bear a reasonable relationship to any Je.

of the attorney General, one or moiec persons, who | T ekt i eliect 1
may be officers of the United States, (1) to enter and  gitimate State interest 1n the elections, ang |

attend at any place holding an election . . . and (2) to (iii) in some z.lreas has thE PUTPOS;OT effect olf denying
enter and attend at any place for tabulating the votes persons the right to VZFe ec(a:use racde olr color. Upon
cast at any election . .. for the purpose of observing s of these findings, LONGIESS CeCIAIEsS that the

. itizens to vote 1s '
whether votes cast by persons entitled to vote are ¢ _ denied or -
abridged in some areas by the requirement of the pay. ! |

being properly tabulated. . . . jobe A
The Congress finds that the requirement of the ment of a poll taxas a precondition of voting. . ...

17
payment of a poll tax as a precondition to voting Approved June 6, 1965

POSTSCRIPT

e high-water marks of the Freedom

franchised the freed slaves, the Voting Rights Act

gave the ballot back to African Americans. Yet such gains were fragile. In 2013, the U.S. Supreme

Court struck down an essential element of the Act, federal oversight O
the law. In Shelby County v. Holder, the majority ruled that given the progress made In the southern

states in the half century since the Voting Rights Act passed 1n 1965, this section of the law was no
ed the way for new franchise restrictions, such as voter iden-

d gerrymandering in lexas that diluted the ballot box power

tification laws in South Carolina an
- found Texas to be in violation of the Voting

of Latino and black citizens. A federal court in 201
Rights Act, which still retained some of its power to limit voter disfranchisement.
(

QUESTIONS

1. Why did the issue of civil rights divide Democrats such as Hubert Humphrey from Strom
Thurmond and Richard Russell? Why did Thurmond and Russell characterize the civil rights [
bill as coercive for white southerners?

2. What techniques were used to keep African Americans from voting?

3 What was nonviolent direct action, and how effective was it in advancing civil rights? Was it

necessary, in your view, to achieve the gains made in the 1950s and 1960s? Can you envision g

other techniques that might have also worked to encourage change?
4. Do you consider the civil rights movement a success? Where did it fall short? 5
Why do you think federal intervention in desegregation prompted such .resistance in the
southern states? Why did civil rights advocates depend so heavily on the federal government?

6. In evaluating the gains made in civil righ '
ghts, how important was gr T ;
: Ty . asSIo
to federal legislation and action? 5 ots organizing relative

A
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ADDITIONAL READING

One of the best general introductions to the civil ri
. rights movement is H ;
for Black Equality, 1954-1980 (1981). Also see Juan Williams and ]ulizrrlvgi)dnfiltl;()fﬁ e ;S oo
, Eyes on the Prize

(1988). Other important titles include Clayb
yborne Carson, In Strueele:
' 8gle: SNCC and the Black A
wak

of the 1960s (1981); Doug McAdam, Freedom Summer ening

19 .
(1988); Charles Marsh, God’s Long Sumimer
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(1997); Charles Payne, ['ye Qot the Light of Freedom (1995): and John Dittmer’s excellent Local I{eople
(1995). For good case s.tudles of the movement, see William H. Chafe, Civilities and Civil ngﬁ“:
Greensb.oro,.North Carolma, and the Black Struggle for Freedom (1980); Robert J. Norrell, Reaping

King, Jr., and the Voting Rights Act of 1986 (2015). For a moving oral history by those who partici-
pated, see Howell RalH?S, My Soul Is Rested (1977). On the movement after 1964, '
Van De Berg, New Day in Babylon (1993). For a dramatic account of a key moment,
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