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| 1ese were foreigners, and as such they were ostracized and segre-

s sted and herded about.

I they attempted to organize they were deported or arrested, and
|aving no advocates they were never able to get a hearing for their
problems, But in recent years the foreign migrants have begun to
Jipanize, and at this danger signal they have been deported in great

imbers, for there was a nEw reservoir from which a great quantity

Jf cheap labor could be obtained.
The drought in the middle west has driven the agricultural popu-

|1tions of Oklahoma, Nebraska and parts of Kansas and Texas west-
ward. Their lands are destroyed and they can never go back to them.
Ihousands of them are crossing the borders in ancient rattling auto-
(1obiles, destitute and hungry nd homeless, ready to accept any pay
\0 that they may eat and feed their children. And this is a new thing
\n migrant labor, for the foreign workers were usually imported with-
out their children and everything that remains of their old life with
{hem.
They arrive in California usually having used up every resource
{0 get here, even to the selling of the poor plankets and utensils and

o buy gasoline. They arrive bewildered and beaten

{ools on the way t
and usually in a state of semi-starvation, with only one necessity to

face immediately, and that is to find work at any wage in order that

the family may eat.
And there is only one fie

140. g ohn Steinbeck, The Harvest
Gypsies (1936)

Source: [
John Steinbeck: Excerpt from The Harvest Gypsies by John Steinbeck

Copyright © r
936 by The San Francisco N i
Heyday Books, Berkeley, California. ews: Reprinted by permisegiy
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Umwwwmwwwwwm M ﬂmMmmﬂ.wﬂwsm impact on American agriculture. The Great

e wmmamm £ sma M prolonged %ome and dust stormsin the

to the promised Hmsw of M&HMMQH%M Mwmﬂﬂnmw i

Wrath (1939) and a popular film g.mmm on %wbc kil @.@& ’

i : . ook captured their pli

! MMMWWMHM Mmmwm m family’s .DFW_A from Oklahoma WO QES%MN_W%”W the

o) s&r EH:M% had written a series of newspaper articles based on
grants, later gathered in a book, The Harvest Gypsies.

THUS
e B mHMmmn M swu Mo m.zrw we find a curious attitude toward a group
e rmﬁmamwns. .ﬁmam.m:nn,.wmm?_. The migrants are needed,
iy Hm“mw MMHHHMH mm MG%:Q ﬂrw find the dislike always
i _ reigner, the outlander. This hatr
. HMOMHMMNM%R&W in the whole range of human history, mowm
i HHw vi ) age form to our own highly organized indus-
i mﬂm.m SMHEMmHmEm .mHm hated for the following reasons,
i Em.% : MM; and dirty wmo.Em_ that they are carriers of
KT mﬂmmmm Fo :mnmmﬂ.&\. for police and the tax bill
e MEEJ\, w:m that if they are allowed to orga-
b e mﬁw sgw v %.Hmms.mEm to work, wipe out the season’s
i LT T Hmnﬁwmm into a community nor into the life of
v. Wanderers in fact, they are never allowed to feel at

1d in California that can receive them.
[neligible for relief, they must become migratory field WOTKeTs. . -«
The earlier foreign migrants have invariably been drawn from
a peon class. This is not the case with the new migrants. They are
small farmers who have Jost their farms, or farm hands who have
lived with the family in the old American way. They are men who
home in the communities that demand their servi have worked hard on their own farms and have felt the pride of pos-
L e e e habessin vices. sessing and living in close touch with the land. They are resource-
and the Toutes of their wanderings. In the t ) Mﬁ they come from, ful and intelligent Americans who have gone through the hell of
eral races, encouraged to come mb.m fi H“_.w st they have been of sev- the drought, have seen their lands wither and die and the top soil
oltenimportediasicheaniahog _, blow away; and this, io a man who has owned his land, is a curious

Chinese in the e i
arly period, then Filipi
; pinos, Japanese and Mexicans
! and terrible pain....
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And i i
i r.ﬁwﬁm is another difference between their old life and t
it M Hm%m no.Bm from the little farm districts where democy
M,._ y possible butinevitable, where popular moﬂwgamar _
racticed i i
MH i ced Erﬁwm Grange, in church organization or in woom. _._w
i , was the responsibility of every man. And they have
c
55 SEMEN where, because of the movement necessary t )
ing, they are not allowed 1
: any vote whatever, but
sidered a properly unprivileged class .
.. As i i .
i nm:obm ?.”zm boy ina squatters’ camp said, “When they
us migrants, and when we've pi : _
3 ve i .
and we got to get out.” B

Questions

1. How do the mi
grants of the 1930s differ f L
! rom previous wav
laborers who emigrated to California? aves ol

2. What d i i
oes Steinbeck see as the impact of the farm miprati
can democracy? e

141. Labor’s Great Upheaval (1937)

.WQ_NH cé: u_u MH ¥ wu W ONnL. I.e
_m:u .H: HNEmh. QQNMM»W Qﬁhﬂ or's H.W@Nmu .W_ENNH Em. wn .H H. ‘
. k.

September 15, 1 ;
, 1937, Reprinted tect !
America, printed by permission of the United Mineworkery

The most striki q

e i SOMMMMM“ elopment of :._.m mid-1930s was the mobilization ul
BT S .Mmmm muaomsnzoz industries that had successfull
came as a great sur n.mm w Dl great upheaval,” as this era was called ;
Astiuh 3 Gﬁ:whs 9. revious depressions had devastated the _mwh:.
seemed to be on the side Mwﬂm“o%ﬂqwﬁ the Hﬂ.m%amﬂ government now
which granted workers the Hmmmmim“ %Mﬂﬂ“ﬂﬂm“ T

J— —

e Ll
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with the American Federation of

(115, labor leaders dissatisfied
Capolicy of organizing workers along traditional craftlines called for

at united all workers ina specific industry. They
al oﬂmmbﬁm.&od, which set out to cre-
rican economy. In September

\ation of unions th
| the Commitiee for Industri

ons in the main bastions of the Ame
head of the United Mine Workers, delivered a

at the labor movement was contrclled by
anguage labor’s vision.

{ilin L. Lewis, the
1l ress refuting charges th
unists and explaining in militant1

e emsamerniaamcrisiined
et T

ber of Commerce, the National Asso-

"y Unirep STATES Cham
iion of Manufacturers and similar groups representing industry

ndering a disservice 1o the American
anization of labor andin
ur economic

sl financial interests are 1€
L ple in their attempts to frustrate the org
ip refusal to accept collective bargaining as one ofo
{1utions. These groups are encouraginga systematic organization
cal interests. They equip these vigilan-
ks and lethal weapons and

et the sham pretext of 1o
. with tin hats, wooden clubs, gas mas
.1 them in the arts of brutality and oppression.

) tin hat brigade of goose-stepping yigilantes or bible-babbling
L of blackguarding and corporation-paid scoundrels will prevent
. onward march of labor, or divert its purpose to play its natural
Ll rational part in the development of the economic, political and

11l life of our nation.

I /nionization, as oppos
Lo of employment; it s based upon t
Wiges fully and unreservedly the instit
{e right to investment profit. It is up

Jlective bargaining, the wider expansion of the 1
\ncreased influence of labor in our national councils, that th
ratic institutions must largely depend.
[hie organized workers of America, free in their industrial life, col
uction, secure in their homes and enjoyir
ove the finest bulwark again

ed to communism, presupposes the rela
he wage system and it recog
ution of private property an
on the fuller development O
abor movemen

the
Loppetuity of our democ

|{ous partners in prod
| Jecent standard of living, will pr
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employed as domestics, Which men want to take their places? There
are about 920,000 salesgirls, whose replacement by men in mosl
cases would be ludicrous. . . .

m:”ﬁ even outside the economic sphere, arguments against the
éoﬂw_wm wife reveal weakness. There is much talk about the mother’s
Place in the home, very little about the fact that the home has
%mzmma. Housekeeping for the average family today is no longer a
full-time job. We are no longer living in the days when families
s@a@mwmm a dozen or more, and, what with cooking, baking, can-
nmg, washing, spinning, sewing and mending, woman’s work was
:mwﬁ done. The average American family today numbers three
How:&mb nﬂ less, who are away from home at least five hours a day.
rﬂ”ﬁﬂﬁwwﬁ. modern gadgets simplify what were once long, tedious

seho ﬂmwm. In short, the home has changed from a producing
0 a consuming unit.

d.;m changeisreflected not only in employment of married women
but in the growth of social and church work, and in the spread of
adult education, of culture and entertainment groups. In these cir-
cumstances, it is difficult to blame the married woman who is not
content to remain a semi-idle dependent, but who seeks in business
an outlet for her talents and energies. Dr. Richard Cabot, of Boston
_Hmomz% noted that many of his nervous patients were women mcmmuw
ing moH. want of serious occupational interest,

Zmﬁ Germany thought it could casually disregard these important
mcmwﬂowm when it decided to oust its 900,000 women workers from
industrial and governmental life. For years Germany had beenlooked
upon as the foremost example of a nation in which, to the benefit of
:S.MSH equal rights for women were scrupulously upheld. The Nazi
regime waved the women out of their jobs and herded them back to
the home, where they were told to bear children.

However as Clifford Kirkpatrick revealed in Nazi Germany: Its
.«SE% and Family Life, the Nazi conception of woman as a biological
MMMHMMMMM Mwmmwwmjmmm when it was realized that no such large

e displaced—or even replaced—without severely

|
_
_
#
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upsetting the national economy. “The ‘sacred’ mothers went back
{0 the machine,” observed Dr. Kirkpatrick, “and the employment of

women even increased.” ...
...[In the final analysis this question of women and jobs will be

fought out on the issue of equal rights and opportunities for men

and women alike.

Questions

1. Why does Cousins consider the effort to replace employed women with

men “the greatest assault on women’s rights in two decades™?

2. Why does he consider the proposal impractical?

145. Frank H. Hill on the Indian New Deal
(1935)

Source: Frank Hill: “A New Pattern of Life for the Indian,” New York Times
Magazine, July 14, 1935, from The Depression and New Deal: A History
in Documents by Robert S. McElvaine, pp. 118-20. Copyright © 2000 by
Robert S. McElvaine. Reprinted by permission of Oxford University Press, Inc.

The New Deal marked the most radical shift in Indian policy in the
nation’s history. Under Commissioner of Indian Affairs John Collier, the
administration launched an “Indian New Deal,” which ended the policy of
forced assimilation and allowed Indians unprecedented cultural auton-
omy. It replaced boarding schools meant to eradicate the tribal heritage of
Indian children with schools on reservations and dramatically increased
spending on Indian health. Federal authorities once again recognized
Indians’ right to govern their own affairs.

In 1935, the journalist Frank E. Hill presented a glowing description of
the Indian New Deal among the Navajo, the nation’s largest tribe. He
stressed the benefits of the new policy for Indians but did not mention that
the Navajo strongly protested againsta federal soil conservation program
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that required th
- s em to reduce their herds of livestock—an indicati
ereignty was far from absolute ication that

MORE THAN i
LS i M mile above the sea level, on a plateau of the Ameri-
st, two hundred and fifty men are building a new nmﬁw

tol. It is not th i
e capitol of a State. Tts
. Its stone walls rise i
are stran ; 7 rise in shapes :
g€ to most Americans; its name—Nee Alneeng Eﬂ &ﬂ
—TIalls wit

a strange
ge accent. Nee Alneeng belongs to a world far from Manhat

tan and Mai ; ;
i Zm<mu.om”owﬂmmﬁ.~: 1s an Indian world, and the capitol belongsto
e :E.m Sl w argest o.m the North American tribes,
A moHMHm”WsMworn of a new way of life among the Navajo;
A year ago the /M&mmw y MH the 340,000 Indians of the United Stateg,
W e EmH.H oward %n.ﬁ gave to the tribes the right to
self-determination Mw% Mmmwoﬁ”w” “mportant privlleges i odu
the essenti i ﬁ_. nment. A popular vote was asked;
Thus ::w %ﬂm%ﬂﬁﬁém@ oseuenlilidye %oﬁmmzmmmwww__
A i o%m& Act embodies an Indian policy far dif
T rtdaril e nns edin the past. The Federal Government coul
B e gl mmcﬁgam.% upon the American Indian with
one must take a ciﬁwﬂ“ﬂmm :.. ,_,o. sumﬂﬂmsm why he was asked,
Swwvmm M has affected the memHMHHEREW glance at American his
e thir ; e
g o NEM Mmmm% HH%%M said to w.m:,m begun with the growing con
R ghtful Americans that Indian life had latent
s owwonﬂ : M.E cultural values and that the Indian if given
R muh,w les could do what the government had failed
modern America Hﬂmmm ; v.wmno for himself and his customs in this
of Indian >m&a.§ >m@.m92§m§ of John Collier as Commissionet
trend of opinion. ... PTIL, 1933, brought into power a leader of thiy
Mr. Colli i
Smeb%oMMHwa atmost scholarly in appearance, at his desk [
the Indian and wh % Sr.ﬁ the administration is trying to do
why he believes the new policy to be enlightened )

“In the past,” he says, “the government tried to encourage eco-
nomic independence and initiative by the allotment systera, giving
f1land and the right to dispose of it. As a

cach Indian a portion 0
result, of the 138,000,000 aCT€S which Indians possessed in 1887

they have lost all but 47,000,000 acres, and the lost area includes the
land that was the most valuable. Further, the government sought to
pive the Indian the schooling of the whites, teaching him to despise
habits as barbaric. Through this experiment
standing of his own culture and
ch efforts to change

his old customs and
{he Indian lost much of his under
(eceived no usable substitute. In many areas su

{he Indian have broken him economically and spiritually.

“We have proposed in opposition to such a policy to recognize

and respect the Indian as he is. We think he must be s0 accepted
hefore he can be assisted to become something else, if that 1s desir-
able. It is objected that we are proposing to make a ‘blanket Indian’
of him again. That is nONsense. But if he happens to be a blanket
(ndian we think he should not be sshamed of it. We believe further
Ihat while he needs protection and assistance in important ways,
hese aids should be extended with the idea of enabling him to help
Iiimself. We are sure that he can and will do this. But he must have
| opportunity to do {tin his own way. This is what we have been
lrying to extend to him. It is an opportunity that he has not had
\ince he entered the reservations, where he has been discouraged
(1pm thinking and acting for himself.
« . Our design is to plow up the Indian soul, to make the Indian
apain the master of his own mind. If this fails, everything fails;if it
1cceeds, we believe the [ndian will do the Yotk
The people whorm +he commissioner is trying to reanimate, and
1 self-survival, are in one sense heteroge-

| incite to this crusade fo
\vous. There is no typical Indian but rather a hundred different

ypes. These are scattered. The 230 tribes that comprise the race are
i1 be found here and there in twenty-two States. They are of many
|i{ferent stocks physically and they speak dozens of different lan-

piages.
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Their cultures var i

adopted the white BWH_H,MH%%M. muu.mw i
G.ﬁ.gmubmmﬁr all their differences lie identical, unifying instine
:Mw:m, mﬁ.igamm and spiritual feelings. Fine nﬁmzzmmm are 6.,_
MoMMM<mQ mu B.Eoﬂ any Indian group: artistic cleverness, tena !
ge, dignity, and a decent pride. Under the parochial con
of Q.m .@mmr with its effort to make the Indian a white U
@:m.::mm have shown but little. They have come out _ummws mw. ¥ _
Indian, as in the Southwest, has lived his own life i
%oMWM HMMM MM:Q me.mﬁ.mmﬁq started a renaissance in Indian afl
e S are @.mﬁ.ﬁbm murals on the walls of school hous
7 gmﬂ .chmmwﬁ buildings. They are studying the ancient potien
shoeae MH museums, and devising new designs and textuie
B orks .owm. The .%osﬁm people are flocking to the cerems

mw_nmm.. which for a time they had avoided. This cultural reviy
goes .Uwzm in hand with an interest in self-government and |
uo...zwwu Hbmmwmu“mmmnm. In Mr. Collier’s opinion, it is equally <mEmn~M. :
4.} M M&%P .wm says, ;nmﬁ.s use white technologies and remain 4
. Modernity and white Americanism are not identical. If |

Indian life is a good life, then we should be proud and glad to haye:

this different and native culture going on by the side of ours. An

thi i
ing less than to let Indian culture live on would be a crime againg

! ; ;
%n mm.ﬂ& itself. The destruction of a pueblo is a barbarous thing
H.H._. . . .
o M..HM..,U_ 1s coming to understand this, and to know that in helping
! :
.ﬁ ian to save himself we are helping to save something thal |
precious to us as well as to him.” y -

Questions
1. How does Hill describe the motivations for the Indian New Deal?

2. What benefits does he beli
elieve t ) .
Indians? e the new federal policy brings to the

-—
146, W. E. B. DU Bois, "A Negro Nation within

| Nalion” (1935)

i ¢ W, E. B. Du Bois: “A Negro Nation Within
lssion from Current History magazine (June,

Witory, Ine.

t}ie "last hired an.
L Lepression. Half of th

The New Deal, 1932-1940 187

a Nation,” Reprinted with
1935). © 2010 Current

d first fired,” African-Americans were hit hardest by
e families in Harlem received public assistance

al programs either were administered
or, like Social Security, excluded

hite supremacist southern

Lt the T930s. But many New De
. 111 oxtremely discriminatory manner
lacks from benefits at the insistence of w
ontrolled key committees in Congress.

4 Bois abandoned his earlier goal of racial
seeable future. He now concluded

1141 blacks must recognize themselves as “a nation within a nation.” He
on blacks to organize for economic survival by building an inde-
omy within their segregated communities, and
ate schools. Du Bois's shifting position
elled economic survival to the top
hanges of the 19308, the

L prosentatives who ¢
{huring the 19308, W.E.B.D

Lilepration as unrealistic for the fore

Lo pilent, cooperative econ
4uln control of their own scpat
it rated how the Depression had prop

1 110 black agenda and how, despite the social ¢

goal of racial integration remnained as remote as ever.

TS SIS
[

more intelligent democracy we can hope for
jopressive softening of the asperities and anomalies of race preju-
Ajr¢, but we cannot hope for its early and complete disappearance.
Above all, the doubt, deep-planted in the American mind, as to the
r0’s ability and efficiency as worker, artisan and administrator
Thus, with increased democratic control of
Industry and capital, the place of the Negro will be increasingly a

[atter of human choice, of willingness t0 recognize ability across
ting fit Negroes in places of power and
nt, on the railroads, in mant-
ness, and in the

{4 TH1S BROADER and

Ney

w1l fade but slowly.

|l1e barriers of race, of put

uthority by public opinion. At prese

{cluring, in the telephone, telegraph and radio busi
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larger divisions of trade, it is only under exceptional circumsta
that any Negro no matter what his ability, gets an opportunity §
position and power. Only in those lines where individual enterji
still counts, as in some of the professions, in a few of the trades, I
few branches of retail business and in artistic careers, can the Nep
€Xpect anarrow opening,

Negroes and other colored folk nevertheless, exist in larger i
growing numbers, Slavery, prostitution to white men, theft of e
labor and goods have not killed them and cannot kill them, e
are growing in intelligence and dissatisfaction. They occupy stk
gic positions, within nations and beside nations, amid valuable
material and on the highways of future expansion. They will s

vive, but on what terms and conditions? On this point a new sl

of Negro thought is arising. It believes in the ultimate uniting &

mankind and in a unified American nation, with economic ¢lau
and racial barriers leveled, but it believes this is an ideal and is (o b
realized only by such intensified class and race consciousness
will bring irresistible force rather than mere humanitarian app
to bear on the motives and actions of men.

The peculiar position of Negroes in America offers an oppur
tunity. Negroes today cast probably 2,000,000 votes in a total i
40,000,000, and their vote will increase. This gives them, particy
larly in northern cities, and at critical times, a chance to hold a ver :
considerable balance of power, and the mere threat of this bely
used intelligently and with determination may often mean mugh
The consuming power of 2,800,000 Negro families has recently Lo
estimated at $166,000,000 a month—a tremendous power when inlel
ligently directed. Their manpower as laborers probably equals
of Mexico or Yugoslavia, Their illiteracy is much lower than (]

of Spain or Italy. Their estimated per ca

pita wealth about equa
that of Japan.

For a nation with this start in culture and efficiency to sit down
and await the salvation of a white God is idiotic. With the use of {ljulf
political power, their power as consumers, and their brainpowe
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- % &.HH HH.
—__. 0 _m:Q ( Tm eQ0 ersonala ea fﬂ_f _ roximi a e

i i founditso
(lirough inner cooperation, to

i :
ol v tred, to keep in helpful t ;
“ d___amwmﬂwb This has happened more often than most people rea

ol the :

B C i our c l
P —d ; m _ H H . .
._:,—.G “.—m no WHO mum CT the W@HO m AInerica.

Ale even many ; .
lncause the Negro problem is notin

1o meHOm

can develop in the

wninstitutions, to educate

(G wi vi or extremes
renius, and at the same time, without mob violence
] > ?

ouch and cooperate with the mass

i i by the
Any movement toward such a program is today hindered by

| 0 w ¥ (_.< ._. ﬁm._umw- HWWH@
B

of our educated young leaders who think that
evidence where there are few ow
s, this indicates a way out! They 95% that gw ﬁmﬂwﬁ“ M.
e dm_mmama by ignoring it and suppressing allre mH. Vi
____. ,. nwmgw that we have only to wait in silence for the .EFHM@ ] WQ
___.,_;M:_m the problem for us; and msw:m and ?&o“ﬁmﬂw MM i
{hink that the problem of twelve million Negro nmow wmﬁ e
\imorant workers, is going to be settled by wma.Sm Lo
__ d wealthy classes gradually and continual < escap i
,_.,__ ,_w Mﬂm Mﬁo the mass of the American people, leaving the res
ey

ink, suffer and die. )
'roponents of this program :
il ___ ;Mw of the masses is not the fault of the emergin i
_ I _HQQ and exploitation that reduced Negroes .ﬁw gmﬁww e
.,__. at any rate hindered them from rising, the ﬁme Mow ol 0
“ince the agelong process of raisinga mHo.;w Hm. t Ho. g ah
| lass into welcome fellowship Aﬁ.r Emmq._ P iy
_,_ _ :EHWB.. M: entsia would submerge itself if it bent _.S back to i
_.‘__,_.__M_MMHMEM the mass of people. There is logic in this answer,

laim, with much reason, that the
g classes. For the

ile logic. gt
______m r:ﬂmmﬂmm&ﬂm Negro classes cannot assume and bear the up

i is not a case
{ {heir own proletariat, they are doomed for all time. 1t 1
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of ethics; it is a plain case of necessity. The method by which this
may be done is, first, for the American Negro to achieve a new eco-
nomic solidarity.

There exists today a chance for the Negroes to organize a coopera-
tive state within their own group. By letting Negro farmers feed
Negro artisans, and Negro technicians guide Negro home indus-
tries, and Negro thinkers plan this integration of cooperation, while
Negro artists dramatize and beautify the struggle, economic inde-
pendence can be achieved. To doubt that this is possible is to doubt
the essential humanity and the quality of brains of the American
Negro.

No sooner is this proposed than a great fear sweeps over older
Negroes. They cry “No segregation”—no further yielding to preju-
dice and race separation. Yet any planning for the benefit of Ameri-
can Negroes on the part of a Negro intelligentsia is going to involve
organized and deliberate self-segregation. There are plenty of people
in the United States who would be only too willing to use such a
plan as a way to increase existing legal and customary segregation
between the races. This threat which many Negroes see is no mere
mirage. What of it? It must be faced.

If the economic and cultural salvation of the American N egro
calls for an increase in segregation and prejudice, then that must
come. American Negroes must plan for their economic future and
the social survival of their fellows in the firm belief that this
means in a real sense the survival of colored folk in the world and
the building of a full humanity instead of a petty white tyranny.
Control of their own education, which is the logical and inevitable
end of separate schools, would not be an unmixed ill; it might prove
a supreme good. Negro schools once meant poor schools, They
need not today; they must not tomorrow. Separate Negro sections
will increase race antagonism, but they will also increase eco-
nomic cooperation, organized self-defense and necessary self-
confidence.
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Questions

. Why does Du Bois believe that the situation of American blacks was s
i . . ' " atd
“critical” in the 1930s as at any previous pointin the nation’s past

2 ” X/ \ Vils
2. Why does he feel that economic “self-segregation” offers a more Vi
strategy for blacks than continued pressure for racial integration



