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ABSTRACT

The following dissertation discusses race, idenéityd white violence in relation to
African American military service during the Spdni&merican War, the Philippine-American
War, and World War I. It examines the conditionsha&t turn of the century that African
Americans faced, including military service as wadldiscrimination, racism, violence, and legal
problems common among African American militarygmmel throughout this time period.
More specifically, it argues that the creationtad National Association for the Advancement of
Colored People (NAACP) in 1909 created a catalystrfcreased activism on behalf of black
soldiers serving in the American military. The NAR®ecame such an prominent organization
by the time World War | began that African Ameriaailitary personnel utilized its influence to
their advantage when advocating for increasingitimber of African American officers, the
end of discrimination and segregation in the nmjitdhe end of lynching civilians and soldiers,
and legal justice in civilian and military courtsaargue that an important shift occurs for African
American military personnel in 1909, particularkyedto the pressure the NAACP placed upon
the United States War Department to end discrinanah the military and its activism on behalf
of black soldiers and veterans. As noted throughmitlissertation, African American military
activism existed for many years prior to World W&o resist white violence and Jim Crow, but
the formation of the NAACP created a catalyst foproved activism both by and on behalf of
African American soldiers in subsequent decadesieSaf the issues undertaken by the NAACP
on behalf of African American military personnetinded challenging discriminatory treatment

on military bases, combat versus labor assignmprisyotions during their careers in the



military, lynchings that targeted black soldierslaterans throughout the American South, and
petitions for retrials by men accused of partidigain the Houston riot of 1917.

Utilizing soldiers’ personal letters, newspaper lmations throughout the United States,
NAACP archival material, and various newspapermaadazine publications and regimental
histories authored by veterans have yielded thd mdsnsive and comprehensive history of the
NAACP’s influence in regard to African American rtaky service in the United States at the
beginning of the twentieth century. Prior to the A@P’s interest and impact upon African
American military service during the First World YWafrican American military personnel
lacked the financial, legal, and moral support framational organization to aid in challenging
the United States military’s discriminatory polisiand mistreatment of American soldiers. This
work, then, traces the history of African Americarlitary personnel from the Spanish-
American War, the Philippine-American War, and VddNar | and discusses the vital role the
NAACP performed in advocating for equal treatmemtAfrican American soldiers and
veterans. It highlights the activism undertakemliryjcan American soldiers in all three
conflicts, and how the NAACP became a catalysaftivism on behalf of black military
personnel.

This dissertation enhances the current scholamthipfrican American military
personnel at the turn of the twentieth centuryllogtrating the connections between African
American military service in the Spanish-Americaat\the Philippine-American War, and
World War I, a correlation overlooked by scholarsifsing solely upon World War | as the
catalyst for activism within the African Americanramunity. Instead, this work enhances the

connections and similarities experienced by bladkary personnel at the turn of the twentieth



century, highlighting the importance of a natioogjanization’s influence and political power in

advocating for the favorable treatment of Africaméyican soldiers and veterans.
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INTRODUCTION

Since the American Revolution, African America@sé repeatedly fought in volunteer
and regular army regiments of what would eventuadigome the United States Armed Forces.
Until the Korean War, African American military gennel found themselves placed in all-black
regiments, save the majority of the high commartth vemained white. Despite discriminatory
treatment, segregation, and degradation at theshainitie United States Armed Forces and
various white officers, African Americans enlistedaid the country in its various struggles both
at home and abroad.

African Americans joined the United States Armeddes for numerous reasons,
including a shared belief with other Americans @amicracy, freedom from tyranny and slavery,
an expression of and claim to manhood, and theic duty as American citizens. Since 1776,
these motivations, among others, influenced Afridamerican men to enlist in military service.
Most black volunteers interpreted the ideals ofAhgerican Revolution as universal, believing
that their involvement in the conflict might leaaditizenship, equality, and freedom regardless
of race or previous enslavement. Others, thoudisted for more pragmatic reasons, like free
papers in return for military service. Only onelatick regiment, the First Rhode Island, existed
in the American Revolution as part of the ContiaéArmy. Other African American soldiers,
typically free blacks, participated in local miéif. These soldiers, like their white counterparts,
believed it was their duty, as men and as Americanight the British. Many also hoped that

their aid in the struggle against British tyrannguid result in the end of American slavery,



especially because of the ideals laid forth byDleelaration of Independence, and later the
United States Constitution.

After the American Revolution, African Americareslittle change in their situation
and the enslavement of their brethren throughattuntry until the American Civil War, yet
many still remained motivated to enlist in the @ditStates military, often for the same reasons
African Americans did in the Revolution. African Asmican participation in the Civil War
included free blacks from the North forming all-tkaregiments, combined with enslaved men
joining the Union Army after fleeing plantationsrass the American South. These men went
forth as a liberating force, intending to free th@ethren enslaved throughout the South. These
soldiers also hoped that their service and exedfananhood would ensure that after the Civil
War, African Americans would gain the equality amtzenship rights they felt the U.S.
Constitution guaranteed them.

By the end of the Civil War, African American parfiation in the United States military
remained an important part of the black freedomgsfie. Once the war ended, four all-black
regiments remained as a permanent part of the d)Bitates military: the Ninth and Tenth
Cavalries, and the Twenty-Fourth and Twenty-Fiftfahtry Regiments. These regiments gained
military experience in the Indian Wars throughdwd western part of the United States. Only a
few of these soldiers witnessed some success Witers' promotions. One of the few who
earned one of the highest ranks achievable by &irmerican soldiers at this time was Charles
Young, who eventually rose to the rank of colorefbbe retirement. The United States military
rarely promoted African American soldiers to higb#rcers’ ranks because some among the
military brass feared black officers might one daynmand white soldiers, a situation that white

supremacy could not permit. African American saislienowever, desired more black officers



commanding their regiments instead of white oficesome of whom exhibited contempt and
discrimination during interactions with soldiers@sed to them. African American soldiers also
faced violence and intimidation aside from compatticularly in the form of lynchings and
racially motivated violence. Some black soldiereeraently vocalized their opposition to such
treatment, particularly during the Spanish-Ameriéar and Philippine-American War,

implying that manhood, military service as a rast®ecoming a race man, knowledge of self-
defense methods, and the freedom struggle allfedtioto enlistment and success in the
military as well as resistance to racial violence.

These sentiments were also common during World Mherefore, we cannot continue
to examine World War | and its participants asasad from previous military conflicts as
historians have done thus far. Instead, we mushaathe Spanish-American War, the
Philippine-American War, and the First World Walleatively. During all three conflicts,
African American soldiers advocated the end ofrilisimatory and segregationist policies within
the United States military, opposed white Americaating them as second-class citizens and
soldiers, resisted racial violence and protestadhings, and supported equality in the military
and American society.

These wars differed, though, in the effectivendgsfacan American soldiers’ advocacy
for at least two reasons. First, during the SpaAisterican War and the Philippine-American
War, the upper class portion of African Americagisty tended to perceive soldiers as debased
beings, immoral, and flawedThis perception made soldiers, at least in sonmeaxi
Americans’ eyes, seem unfit to become race leamteagl the community in racial and social

uplift. Therefore, the few national African Americarganizations in existence rarely became

! See W. E. B. Du Boighe Souls of Black FoffNew York: Dover Publications, Inc., 1994) and Mfitl B.
Gatewood, Jr., ed.Smoked Yankees” and the Struggle for Empire: Lefrem Negro Soldiers, 1898-1902
(Fayetteville, AR: University of Arkansas Press81§ 30.



invested in advocating military service or posseésseugh influence to aid black soldiers in
their struggle. Instead, these organizations fatasmost solely on racial uplift and anti-
lynching campaigns.

Secondly, African American soldiers’ struggle agaidiscrimination, segregation, and
violence changed significantly with the creatiorttté NAACP in 1909. The organization,
formed from the remnants of the Niagara Movemedtlad by W. E. B. Du Bois, undertook the
same issues that previous national organizatiahdliaddition to the anti-lynching campaign
and racial uplift, the NAACP focused on the treattna African American soldiers when the
First World War began. The NAACP’s increasing iefiice throughout America between 1909
and the end of World War I significantly contribdte® African American soldiers’ advocacy
and activism during the war years. African Americaititary personnel turned to the NAACP
more than any other organization in existence diglcrimination and inequities experienced
while in service. Black soldiers also found thaa MWAACP provided legal assistance and held
far more pull with the federal government than prgvious organization focused on racial
uplift. African American servicemen increasinglynwmunicated with the NAACP concerning
discriminatory incidents, and the organization @agingly supported and advocated integrating
the military, ending violence and degradation, praviding more support for African American
soldiers than any previous organization. The ogion also investigated numerous lynchings
of African American soldiers and veterans in thenediate aftermath of World War I. With the
NAACP'’s aid, African American soldiers participagim the freedom struggle found new
avenues for challenging the United States milipggregationist and discriminatory practices
as well as the racial violence so prevalent withinerican society at the turn of the twentieth

century.



African Americans at the Start of the Twentieth Cenury

A thorough examination of interpretations concegralemocracy, manhood, military
service, and race throughout the United Statesiggevthe context necessary to understand the
black freedom struggle African American soldiersgued between 1898 and 1920. Benedict
Anderson’simagined Communities: Reflections on the Origin &pdead of Nationalism
originally published in 1983 provides a beneficial framework for understandimgAfrican
American community at the turn of the century, bheck freedom struggle, and interpretations
of various concepts that affected African Amerigaititary personnel daily. Anderson postulates
that nationalism, nation-ness, and nationalityardpss of terminology, emerged as a cultural
artifact in the late eighteenth century. Once ieagad, nationalism across various borders
evolved and experienced increased influence ones,tio “merge and be merged with a
correspondingly wide variety of political and idegical constellations™

A nation, then, develops as an imagined politic@hmunity since most members of the
nation will never interact with their fellow memiseret they share certain commonalities that
tie them together. The nation will connect indivatkiacross space and time, creating shared
experiences, history, and culture. Nations, howeweagined, remain limited. Anderson argues
that nations, as imagined, remain finite due taisigadboundaries with other nations, and citizens
of the largest nations throughout the world rarélgyer, imagine themselves combining all of
humanity as one nation. Nations are also imagisesbgereign since the concept of “nation”
emerged during the Enlightenment and Revolutiokaag. These eras effectively destroyed the

legitimacy associated with divinely-ordained moimées, and in turn, espoused direct freedom.

2 Benedict Andersorimagined Communities: Reflections on the Origin 8&pdead of NationalisrtLondon: Verso,
20086).
* Ibid, 1-4.



This freedom, whether divinely inspired or secutaeates the sovereign state, tying people
together through their desire for direct freedonmg@mocracy. Lastly, a nation also represents an
imagined community since each nation is conceigea shared experience, or camaraderie.
Regardless of inequalities and potential explatathat might occur within the nation, that
camaraderie ensures that millions of people througthe world remain loyal to their nation,
and in some cases, willing to die fof it.

Of particular relevance to this research are Aralésschapters entitled Cultural Roots
and Patriotism and Racism. Anderson begins Culiioalts with a discussion of the Tomb of the
Unknown Soldier, a phenomenon associated withaéhgious and cultural beginnings of
nationalism. He argues that religion, or religitlusught, attempts to explain fatalities and
imitations of morality, i.e. casualties of war amndnuments erected in their memory found in
every nation. This shift in cultural perceptionmaded with Enlightenment thought as a way to
provide continuity and meaning as religious bejjafe way to rationality associated with the
eighteenth century. The concept of a nation artiee taree fundamental notions lost their
influence among the populace: specific languagjes Llatin, no longer remained the perceived
gateway to knowledge, the increased distrust ahdiwule and monarchies, and adherence to a
new timeline of history and the world that encoedgonnections over time and space.
Examining the cultural roots of nationalism is Vitathe research presented in this dissertation.
Nationalism and citizenship are inherently interted. The imagined community that creates
nationalism will, at times, exclude certain pedjpten that community, considering them
unworthy of citizenship or membership within theioa. The various intricacies that create

nationalism and opposition to certain people as @fahat nation directly inform my research

*1bid, 5-7.
® Ibid, 9-36.



because African Americans have historically beasiugled by white Americans from
citizenship and as members of the nation.

Anderson’s chapter on patriotism and racism wdliai understanding the exclusion of
African Americans from American nationalism andzahship. Anderson argues that the
impetus behind patriotism, or the willingness te fiir a nation and its cause, lay with common
language among the nation, particularly items filenational anthem. Language allows
members of the same nation to connect with oneéhanatver time and space, as well as
connecting members to others who have precededithdeath for the country. Certain words
or phrases regarding death effectively provideréqdarly reminiscent or ghostly allusion
among the living, providing a link between thoseowgerished in service to their nation to their
contemporaries. Language, while affording tiesabam-members past and present, also
provides the means for those members to createe¢pintending to insult and reduce people to
physical characteristics. Efforts to do so comprésast intent and racism, an eternal
contamination of which people, by birth, cannotrceene, even if they may belong to the same
nation as another race. Anderson’s subsequentsdiscuof colonial racism and its pseudo-
aristocratic originsproves highly reminiscent of the attempts by wBitenocrats and
Redeemers throughout the South convincing poorestid support them politically. Poor white
support for Democrats and Redeemers was againpbtités best interests. Influential Southern
politicians succeeded by dividing the poor popolatby reminding poor whites that while both
they and African Americans were impoverished, thdiiteness provided them status, placing
them above their non-white peers. This attitudeoareged whites throughout the United States,
not just the South, to view African Americans as thther” rather than a part of the nationhood

already in existence.

% bid, 141-154.



The classification of “other” also led some whiteéricans to include race as a crucial
factor in defining masculinity and femininity, meag that factor determined whether or not a
person met the criteria of a “man” or “woman.” Bsponse, African Americans throughout the
United States engaged in efforts to redefine mastuhnd femininity rather than accept white
social definitions of manhood and womanhood. Onth@®imost complete discussions of African
American masculinity and femininity at the turntbé century can be found in Glenda Gilmore’s
Gender and Jim Crow: Women and the Politics of @/8iipremacy in North Carolina, 1809-
192Q According to Gilmore, African American concepfaasculinity at the turn of the century
transformed to reflect white perceptions of manhavdhe “Best Man.” The white “Best Man”
held office, exhibited benevolence, was fair-mindat refined. Since this definition
automatically excluded blacks, particularly in ®euth, African American men created the
theory of the “Black Best Man.” The “Black Best Mdreld some of the same responsibilities as
the white “Best Man.” The former policed interrdailations, sought economic success,
adhered to white ideals of manhood, fought in wansl, provided for their families among
countless other dutiésThe notion of the “Best Man” remained importanttany men,
regardless of race, through the first two decadéseotwentieth century. African American men
argued that if they could sufficiently prove theiasculinity though exhibiting characteristics
associated with the “Black Best Man,” then they ldaexperience equality in American society.

While an important part of white manhood was paditiparticipation, African American

men found themselves almost wholly shut out oftmslithroughout the United States at the turn

" Glenda E. GilmoreGender and Jim Crow: Women and the Politics of @/8itpremacy in North Carolina, 1896-
1920(Chapel Hill, NC: University of North Carolina B 1996), 61-90. Gilmore discusses many of the
components of manhood as listed above in greail deth also names a number of other definitionsnahhood

and how men could achieve sufficient manhood basegublic perception. Martin Summers’ wdvkanliness and
Its Discontents: The Black Middle Class and thenBfarmation of Masculinity, 1900-193@owever, disagrees
with Gilmore’s conclusion that manhood and militaarticipation are tied. He instead believes thiagoforms of
physical activity are more important than militdighting to blacks at this time. Throughout othesriss based on
this time period, however, manhood is tied eitfiterdlly or figuratively to physical activity or titiary service.



of the century. The “Black Best Man” ideology ind&d political participation, but the
implementation of Jim Crow segregation after Retroicson left African American men with
no active role in Southern politics. Once that egidn occurred, African American women,
mostly from the middle class, stepped into thetjwali arena despite the limitations that existed
to keep women out of politics. Gilmore posits thizick women used social reform to effectively
influence politics. Black men encouraged this attisince it was the only political influence
African American communities could exert throughthg South. While exclusion from politics
could be interpreted as a limitation on masculindtfrican American men found other ways to
assert their masculinity through activism, protegtineir families, and protecting the African
American community. Black men also influenced thenwen who participated in social reform
movements. Black middle class women imagined themasas examples for the lower classes,
proponents of the race, and the only ones who cspgak to or for uneducated black worfien.
Because of this attitude, many middle and uppescidrican American women became social
activists after disenfranchisement that targetaacah American men. These men realized that
women'’s involvement in politics would be the onlgtimod for improvements after mass
disenfranchisemeritRacial uplift, then, focused not only on increasihe education and
economic status among African Americans throughioeitUnited States, but also upon white
perceptions of those actions and characteristiogshwvould result in democracy and racial
equality.

At the same time, some African Americans saw seriidhe United States military as a
route to racial uplift as well as claims to maseiyi. Unlike Gilmore, historian Martin Summers

rejects the notion that African Americans incluaeititary service in their definition of

® |bid, 101-02.
° Ibid, 119-46. Gilmore addresses these groups ¢fmout the fifth chapter of her work, detailing theiotivations
and goals for activism, including racial uplift aaquality.



masculinity, or manhood. Iklanliness and Its DiscontentSummers argues that physical
prowess was part of middle class African Americafirgdtions of manhood, but he fails to
include a discussion on military servitéwithout a proper discussion of masculinity durihg
late nineteenth to early twentieth centuries, carenot fully understand the exact influences
leading men to enlist in the military at this timmegardless of ethnicity. The varying definitions
of masculinity and manhood among African Americanthe turn of the twentieth century
exemplifies the conflict within the African Americ@ommunity between lower, or working,
class and middle and upper class blacks. The dinedgefinitions that remained in flux
throughout the time period lent credence to thesibdgy that the latter perceived soldiers as
debased and immoral beings rather than potentidkls of the race.

A discussion of race men, then, is inherently teedarious descriptions and
characteristics of black masculinifgace Men: The W. E. B. Du Bois LectutasHazel V.
Carby, examines the emergence of the concept efman and its ties to masculinity,
citizenship, and racial uplift Carby utilizes arguments from St. Clair Drake &fmiace Cayton
presented iBlack Metropolign 1945 in her examination of the terms race mehrane leaders.
Drake and Cayton insist that “black people havetbguove, actively and consistently, that they
were not the inferior beings that their statusex®ad-class citizens declared them to be.” These
factors led to what could only be described asdggressive demonstration of their superiority
in some field of achievement, either individuallyoollectively, [to ascertain] race pride.”

Success for the individual, then, became undersasazh achievement for the African American

19 Martin SummersManliness and Its Discontents: The Black MiddlesSland the Transformation of Masculinity,
1900-1930Q(Chapel Hill, NC: University of North Carolina B 2004), 1-15.
" Hazel V. CarbyRace Men: The W. E. B. Du Bois Lectuf@ambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1998).

10



community as a whole. For Drake and Cayton, ttsslted in specific social types, among them
the Race Mar’

In her examination, Carby includes a genderedpné¢ation of race men and race
leaders, as the terms themselves refer to only @ary argues that W. E. B. Du Bois’s
discussion of race men irhe Souls of Black Follemained highly gendered, including his
assertions that black women served as the prineason for black male subjugation, and
intellectual men who overcame challenges and olestassociated with racism became the
pinnacle of masculinity. Black women, then, wereleded from the sphere of intellectual
equality, considered a non-viable symbol of hopeals as the political, social, and intellectual
future of the African American community, and thremary reason for black men’s patriarchal
subordination in the United StatEsThe elite African American community’s focus on
intellectualism, then, explained the reluctancerioourage educated black men to serve in the
military as an avenue for racial advancement.

Simultaneously, the African American community rémea conflicted when defining
masculinity. Du Bois tied it to intellectual ach@went, challenging and overcoming racial
incidents, controlling black female sexuality, @ahtbwing off patriarchal subordination that
racism attempts to hold black men in. In other wpidu Bois relied upon what he deemed the
Talented Tenth. Accordingly, Du Bois questioned Bazrol. Washington’s manhood because
Washington’s Atlanta Exposition Address exemplifigldlat Du Bois considered as a betrayal of
black men, one who surrendered “to the lust of @hten” economically, and promoted national
reconciliation rather than insisting upon equahtggfor black men. In Du Bois’s middle-class

view, only he and men like him represented truelblaanhood, whereas men like Washington

21pid, 4.
13 bid, 5-41.

11



and lower class black men had not fully achievedtlimanhood? Carby’s examination of race
men and race leaders is highly illuminating, patady due to the limitations within the
concepts and how black men viewed manhood, whathpart of the intellectual race leaders or
those among the masses in the African American aamityn The underlying conflicts over
defining manhood Carby highlights throughout henoszript play out at the turn of the
twentieth century within the United States militaffrican American soldiers called upon Du
Bois’s Talented Tenth to enlist and become commingsi officers, arguing a commission was a
viable path to become a race man. This dissertattempts to combine the definitions of
masculinity presented by Carby, Gilmore, and Sumsitaghlighting the conflicts that arose
through defining masculinity, the constant fluxpairceptions concerning manhood, and how

that change over time led to an expanded desaniptievhat it meant to become a race man.

Historiography of African American Participation in the Spanish-American War and the
Philippine-American War

Few manuscripts and articles discuss African Aaagriparticipation in the Spanish-
American War. One of the earliest was Marvin Fletth1974 manuscripf,he Black Soldier
and Officer in the United States Army, 1891-1&1Fletcher’s argument centered on the
excellent service of African American military pensiel during the time period indicated and
the way American attitudes concerning race sequedhe United States military through
various discriminatory practicé8 His treatment of the Spanish-American War waslgigh

limited, focusing almost entirely on combat whigmoring potentially informative material

14 (i
Ibid.
15 Marvin FletcherThe Black Soldier and Officer in the United Staesiy, 1891-1917Columbia, MO: University
of Missouri Press, 1974).
‘% Ibid, 21-31.
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concerning black soldiers’ experiences both pocarid after Cub&. Fletcher's discussion of
the Philippine-American War mirrors that of the Biga-American War, choosing instead to
spend much more time discussing the Brownsvillaifihan anything else. He also failed to
link the increased success of black soldiers’ artiwvith the rise of the NAACP, which was
integral in encouraging the War Department to prienmeore African American officers and
limit discriminatory practices within the Unitedas¢s military.

Willard B. Gatewood, Jr.’8lack Americans and the White Man’s Burden, 1898319
published in 1975, moves the historiography forwfamdh Fletcher’'s work by examining how
“conflict between the desire to promote their [8&n Americans’] self-interest and their
sympathy for the aspirations of their colored consgiverseas resulted in a potpourri of
ambivalent, often contradictory, attitudéS.His nuanced approach to African American
perspectives during the Spanish-American War arlgopime-American War provided a much-
needed interpretation of what many historians heshted a unanimous perspective within the
African American community. Gatewood also discugbedfrustrations and complications
associated with discrimination and segregatioménUnited States military as well as proposed
emigration of African Americans to Cuba and thelippines. Gatewood’s limited approach,
though, left a void in the historiography as héef@ito connect African American experiences
with the two conflicts at the turn of the twentiettntury with other conflicts, namely World
War |, as well as the importance of a national nizition to petition on behalf of black military

personnel.

17 ki
Ibid, 32-47.
8 willard B. Gatewood, JrBlack Americans and the White Man’s Burden, 18983{®@rbana, IL: University of
lllinois Press, 1975).
9 bid, x.

13



Brian McAllister Linn’s The Philippine War, 1899-19&%provides a thorough
investigation of the military operations that tqalce in the Philippines during what he chooses
to refer to as the Philippine War. Linn uses thisninology because “Philippine War is the most
neutral and has the added advantage of being ysleath contemporary and current authors. It
avoids both the diminution of Filipino resistance’iasurrection’ and the implication that the
conflict was a conventional war between nationest&t" Linn’s approach focuses almost
entirely upon the United States military effort attempts to include the variations of the war
itself, the mix between conventional and non-cotieeal war tactics, and the varying Filipino
interpretations of the conflict itself. He also dmpizes “campaigns that have been largely
overlooked” in traditional scholarship concernihg tonflict?” More than anything, Linn’s
monograph represents traditional military hist@pyecializing in examinations of battles,
strategies, and foreign policy decisions that evalht led to an American victory. As such, Linn
mentions African American soldiers by regiment gmiyerlooking interactions with native
peoples and how that might affect the soldiers sedwes or their willingness to fight to suppress
the Filipino people. Linn’s work is crucial to théstoriography of the Philippine-American War
but his particular focus leaves questions unansyémeluding why this war differed for
participants themselves from both the Spanish-AcaerWar and World War 1.

Differing from Linn’s exhaustive military study,.NV. Brands’s monograpBound to
Empire: The United States and the Philippfiiexamines the interactions between the two
countries during and after colonization from 1881991. Brands posits that the United States’

participation in empire remained fraught with cawliction. The United States and its leaders
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sought to extend self-determination and democta@ughout the world yet other American
experiences including westward expansion and wabhsByvitain and Mexico contradicted that
anti-imperialist rhetoric. Brands also links thg@aments inherent in manifest destiny to those
that eventually came from Social Darwinists, whiomtributed to the American imperialist
endeavor. Finally, Brands claims that imperialisnthe Philippines relied almost entirely on the
participation of the Filipino elite as well as rtaliy, economic, and social ventures intended to
improve the livelihood of all Filipino$® For the purposes of this dissertation, the fosir f
chapters of Brands’ manuscript are the most rekevidre first chapter chronicles the time period
prior to the Spanish-American War and how varioaic@ptions and ideologies within the
United States affected support for imperialism @ at the turn of the twentieth centdry.
Brands then focuses on the policy decisions tlthtdeéAmerican involvement in Cuba, the
Philippines, war, and the debates over annexaéthrer than military participation by American
soldiers. While Brands includes a discussion oé raad racial turmoil at the turn of the
twentieth century, his emphasis on governmentatpeixcludes a thorough examination of
participants on the ground, how their interactianth native peoples altered their perceptions, or
how patrticipation in the Spanish-American War amel Philippine-American War compared to
that of World War I. Brands affords African Amenrcaoldiers or civilians little to no coverage
due to his scope, yet these citizens were highpomant to the imperialist cause.

Aside from a few monographs, the majority of othistoriography focuses on particular
regiments, volunteers, or aspects of the time debat not necessarily African American
participation in the Spanish-American War and thaipine-American War. The existing

historiography seems to be separated by about yweuatrs, with Gatewood and Fletcher in the
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1970s and picking back up again in the late 198@s=atly 2000s with historians like Roger D.
Cunningham, Ann Field Alexander, and Russell K.vraontributing to the study of black
volunteers at the turn of the twentieth centurye§éregimental studies are vital to the field but
the larger picture is also important. Linking th&iégan American participation in the Spanish-
American War to that of the Philippine-American Waad World War | alters interpretations of
the time period, and lays bare the similaritiesegignced throughout the time period regardless

of fighting for empire or the spread of democrabyoad.

Historiography of the NAACP

Minnie Finch and Patricia Sullivan provide the estensive and informative
examinations of the NAACP’s history, from the orgation’s inception through the climax of
the Civil Rights Movement. FinchBhe NAACP: Its Fight for Justi€&provides an overview of
the NAACP’s history through sources including tligamization’s annual reports, board
minutes,The Crisis court decisions, and interviews with members, @mgnathers. She examines
multiple topics, including how the organizationesgp throughout the United States in the 1910s,
with members actively traveling and speaking tgeéagroups, encouraging more and more local
branches to materialiZ8.

The most relevant chapters to this project inclingeefforts in World War | and
immediately after to integrate the military andceompaign against lynching. Finch succinctly
investigates the NAACP’s involvement in the campaig ensure black officers in the United
States military, as well as its activities in sugimd the men arrested and sentenced for the

Houston riot. She also chronicles the frustratianBdis expressed upon the end of the war, the
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frustration shared by many returning soldiers aaeral tensions and conditions in the United
States after the waf.Finch’s next chapter focuses on the lynching,ernek, and race riots
occurring throughout the 1910s. She chroniclestheggle the organization faced to introduce
anti-lynching legislation and decrease racial @msito avoid race riots. Finch briefly examines
the NAACP’s role in researching these incidents tied attempts to bring charges upon some
citizens for their participation in the destructimnd death associated with the incidéntso be
sure, Finch’s study provides insight into the NAAERctions at this time, but her analysis falls
short because her focus is instead on a glancsigrigiof the organization and their role in
fighting segregation and lynching in the World Wara. She also fails to do more than simply
mention the African American soldiers who wrotélte NAACP for assistance and ignores the
roughly 19 black veterans and soldiers who werehgd immediately after the war. This study
aims to fill in these gaps with greater detail andlysis.

Patricia Sullivan’d.ift Every Voice: The NAACP and the Making of tial@®ights
Movement provides a more complex study of the NAACP asmgamization and its influence
throughout the many years of its existence. Sullvaanuscript was “not an institutional
history . . . but one that captured the pulse #adf the association®* Sullivan’s exhaustive
work chronicles the initial beginnings of the NAA@#ough the first few years of the
traditional Civil Rights Movement in the United &is. Just like Finch’s manuscript, only a few
chapters ot.ift Every Voiceprovide historiographical basis for examining N@ACP and their
efforts during World War | to support African Amean soldiers protesting discrimination, Jim

Crow, and subjugation within the United Statestamyi. Sullivan’s examination of the
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tumultuous creation of the NAACP underscores jast lumultuous race relations in the United
States were at the beginning of the twentieth egniistrust, conflict over ideology, strong
personalities, and little financial aid almost tedhe collapse of the organization before it even
began. Moreover, the conflict in ideology betweeoBer T. Washington, W. E. B. Du Bois,
and William Monroe Trotter threatened to end thetuee swiftly, as Du Bois became a
prominent influence on the organization with Waghom and Trotter criticizing the organization
and its efforts at social agitation and activi¥m.

As World War | approached, the NAACP continuedttengthen, particularly when it
came to political influence in Washington, D.C. Tgwitical connections that members like
Oswald Garrison Villard, famed abolitionist Williabtoyd Garrison’s grandson, ensured
members of Congress and even President WoodrovwolVdisuld not avoid the NAACP and its
advocacy for securing citizenship rights to all Aioans regardless of ethnicity. Within a few
years of its inception, the NAACP created an im@iresnetwork to protest potential legislation
designed to discriminate. The nation’s capital ‘dae a strategic outpost in the NAACP’s fight
against a tide of segregationist legislation. Smadlips from the D.C. branch were prepared to
lobby Congress and organize opposition to hostteslation,” even if the organization did not
win every battle with Congress concerning discrimany legislation. As the war drew near in
Europe, Du Bois and Joel Spingarn, chairman oNAACP, traveled the country to foster an
increase in membership and encourage self-defe@esa white violencé®

After a campaign to end the distribution of D. 8fiffith’s racist epicThe Birth of a
Nation, the NAACP shifted slightly to concentrate on theusands of African American men

and women volunteering for service in the Unitealt&t military as well as those already in
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uniform before American entry into World War 1. Theervice “further advanced claims to full
citizenship rights, while exposing how America’sied caste system undermined that nation’s
most fundamental value$”Even before the United States declared war on &eyrin April
1917, Spingarn and the NAACP proposed a sepagitentg camp for black officers, arguing
that the United States military was entirely segted and a separate camp might be the only
way to ensure more black officers within the miltawWhile the NAACP remained devoted to
other issues during World War | like lynchings dhd East St. Louis race riot, their advocacy of
African American soldiers, those involved in theudton riot as well as other draftees and
volunteers, continued unabated. The organizatiem la@came concerned when these soldiers
returned home to a hostile climate, particularlyhwithe revival of the Ku Klux Klan as but one
indication of how white southerners planned to ntkeetreturn of Negro soldiers™

Sullivan’s examination of the NAACP's role in aidi\frican American soldiers during
World War | was certainly more thorough than FirscliEven so, Sullivan’s research provides a
detailed sketch of a time period far more signiiiclor African American soldiers due to the
NAACP’s work on their behalf. The organization’svadacy and influence created in the years
just prior to the war allowed the NAACP to aid Afin American soldiers in their individual and
collective resistance to Jim Crow, subjugation, disdrimination in the United States military.
Sullivan hints at the importance of this advocadyewdiscussing World War |, but since her
project focused solely on the constant growth amdvation of the organization, she has little
time to spend on exploring just how vital the NAAGRBS to black military personnel’s

resistance to institutionalized racism and subjogat
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Historiography of African American Participation in World War |

The historiography associated with African Americaititary participation in World
War | has become fairly extensive in recent yelar$he Hellfighters of HarlegBill Harris
argues that African American soldiers in the 3@8tantry Regiment of the American
Expeditionary Forces proved their bravery througtilb, demonstrating their competence and
potential for military success, contrary to corenststereotypes of African Americans as child-
like and incompetent. Their combat training andwiealge abroad led these men to experience
more hardship, racism, and fear upon returningédtnited States after the First World War.
Partially influenced by their time overseas andwiaéence of lynching at home, African
American veterans became more militant in regayasting inequality within the United
States™ Harris’s interest resides solely with black solgljéut recognizes the possibility of
outside influence on soldiers’ decisions and astieven if he neglects to examine it fully.

The history of the 369th lasted long after WorldrWaut Harris argues that as these
men returned home from battle in France, they fawerk adversity because of racism and fear.
This was especially due to their combat trainind ather African Americans fleeing the South
for better job opportunities in Northern factorié$arris then examines the social issues that the
United States experienced with the Great Migraéind the consequences for both the North and
the South because of the movement. The emergendel@fce in the postwar era, resulting in
the lynching of numerous veterans in the Southidpnb African Americans to a more militant
position concerning changing attitudes and racisthé United States, realizing that if changes

would occur, they would have to be made by Afriéamericans rather than whité$African
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Americans’ lack of patience with social changepldiged some of the issues that came up
during the war, including segregation and inequalithin the military, that became sparks for
what became known as the Double V Campaign duringd\Var Il: victory at home and
abroad in favor of freedom and democracy.

Stephen L. Harris also studies regiments of thet Miforld War. Harris writes his work
on the 369th Infantry as well, which is much mofe marrative history than Bill Harris’.
Stephen L. Harris begins with an anecdote aboutthev@69th formed in the few years prior to
World War | after a benefit concert at Carnegiel itaNew York City>° The story describes
how the formation of this regiment affected theiédn American community to such a great
extent in the prewar years, especially considetiegmportance of a benefit concert held in
their honor. Harris mentions that the men who wadaohpose this unit watched the concert that
evening, and rose at the last song to recognizaritg and strength that the final song
symbolized to them and the formation of the 369thespite the narrative of the regiment’s
history as compared to Bill Harris’ argument, Stph. Harris concludes his discussion of the
369th with the end of World War | rather than coatng into the interwar years.

Harris details the regiment’s formation prior te tivar, their training, military experience
in Mexico prior to the First World War, the raciend segregation they experienced throughout
their time in the military, battle experiences mafce, and their return to the United States after
the war. One incident Harris chronicled showed gean the initial postwar period in terms of
American reception toward African American soldid?sior to deployment, the regiment that
the 369th participated in, known as the RainbowiRegt, paraded through the New York City

streets. The Rainbow Regiment excluded the 368th the march because the unit consisted of
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African Americans. After the war, though, the 36p#rticipated in the victory parade through
the city streets, seen as heroes if only for atshme by the citizens of New Yofk.Harris’s

work concludes that in some cases racial relatimpsoved, at least for a time, in some areas of
the United States. Harris’s conclusions, thougp)yap a small portion of African American
soldiers rather than a broad application to theynma@n serving in the Regular Army and the
American Expeditionary Forces during World War |.

Frank E. Roberts expands upon these focused stogieisronicling a narrative of the
93d Division, which included the 369th Infantrydamow this part of the Foreign Legion
displayed “courage and heroism...both black and wimtdhe American Foreign Legion: Black
Soldiers of the 93d in World Waf4 Roberts also displays the changing attitudes towee
division in France but animosity by General JohRershing to using these soldiers in bdftle.
While this history includes the 369th Infantry tlo#ther historians discuss, Roberts instead
chronicles a wider view of African American soldievithin World War |, and particularly the
changes that came within the military as well @&sr#strictions after the war. Roberts first
discusses the formation of the units that madda®8d Division, the problems they faced, and
the training they received. In doing so, Robertgecs information such as the Houston riot and
how this affected other encampments, including eghib the area and their actions toward
African American soldier§’ Roberts also discusses transport to France aswether units in
the United States that continued to train prigotning the 93d Division overseas. One such
regiment was the 370th Infantry Regiment. The 3T@timed in France in 1918, waiting to be

incorporated into combat divisions. This seemed sdwte most training took place prior to the
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war, but incorporating the terrain and environmad foreign country became important to
their succes& This look at multiple regiments creates a moregete view of the 93d as well
as the soldiers themselves, providing a differeak lat the war than some of the previous
historians. Roberts concentrates on events ondttletield more than social aspects, but both
are a component of the work. His work exemplifiea@e global perspective in regards to
African American military service during World Whthan previous works, but fails to connect
the wartime experience with other military conflaftthe late nineteenth and early twentieth
centuries, which greatly influenced service anduateés during World War I.

The majority of studies of African American soldien World War | concern the soldiers
and officers who participated in the war. While goracount regimental histories, others focus
on African American soldiers’ participation in ther as a whole. Some of the first authors in
the latter part of the twentieth century who watsout African American soldiers include Arthur
E. Barbeau and Florette Henri. Barbeau and Hegtieathat African American soldiers were the
“unknown soldiers” and the history of their panpiation in World War | must be told to fully
understand the war itself and dispel misconceptadrmit said war, especially concerning
military and United States government polféBome of these misconceptions involve African
American participation on the battlefield, competeias soldiers, and racial issues within the
United States military. Barbeau and Henri’'s navatistory paves the way for other historians
writing about African American soldiers in World Wla showing the importance of these
soldiers and chronicling the racism and stereotyipesg experienced while attempting to fight in
the United States military. Barbeau and Henri stdtene point that the war ended differently for

both black and white soldiers: while white soldisubstituted excess pleasure for hope and faith,
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African American soldiers substituted self-reliarfioefaith in whites!’ Their argument and
subsequent conclusions concerning African Amersmdiers essentially set the stage for other
historians to continue investigating African Amaincsoldiers and their experiences during the
First World War. Barbeau and Henri’'s work becanspangboard for subsequent study and
interpretation.

Gerald W. Patton’s history of military officers élgd War and Race: The Black Officer
in the American Military, 1915-194rmakes a case for the importance of officer trgramps
to the African American community and their roleishn the military. Patton examines the
social aspects of the military, particularly thaiting of African American officers and how the
military tried to ensure the officers’ failuf&While the work emphasizes a larger time period
than just the First World War, Patton studies Adndmerican officers, their training schools,
and their roles in combat overseas. When discugsingan American officers overseas, Patton
argues that the American government and militatyhsese officers up for failure based on
“innate racial characteristics” such as lazinesslaok of intelligencé® Some African American
leaders disagreed, stating the African Americanmomity sent its “finest representatives” as
officers. They disapproved of the military attempgtio take credit away from these officers,
arguing that this represented yet another formsdromination. The American military’s
rejection of African American achievement causepdsoof racial progress to decrease greatly.
Patton’s argument provides a chronological loothatmilitary events, combining the social and
military aspects of history in a simple but detditeethod. The structure proves problematic

based on the rough transitions and lack of citation evidence. Histories written about African
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American soldiers in these years remain scantasioi’s work in the early 1980s becomes an
important stepping-stone for other historians testigate these events and interactions further.

As some historians focus on African American saglion the battlefield, others analyze
social interactions of soldiers. Jennifer D. Keenparticular argues that American society
changed because of the First World War. World Waolided a pivotal experience in
American history because of how it shaped the mmodelitary and produced social changes
such as the GI Bill. Therefore, the soldiers whdipigpated played a crucial role changing ideas
about conscription and mass military servit@n the surface, Keene’s arguments appear to
concern only white soldiers, since the military dmel United States government prevented most
African American veterans from receiving the betsafif the Gl Bill. African Americans faced
great discrimination with minimal change in the (e era.

Keene devotes one chapter to the racial tensiothpeoblems faced by the military as
well as the soldiers in World War 1, though, pramgla study of racial relations within the
military. She discusses the issue of the militatlyeaing and bending to the whim of Southern
Jim Crow and racism, leading to some units’ androamders’ transfers to appease a select
few.>? Keene argues that the government and military edAfrican American soldiers to
ignore racial equality for the time being and plutleeir energy into supporting the war effort
and battle?® This position differs greatly from earlier histamis, who posited adherence to
segregation and social constructs when associdateddvican American soldiers in the military

and race relations. Her conclusion states thatdatial issues faced in the First World War
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continued in World War It? This leaves room for unanswered and contradictaements.
Keene argues that all soldiers aided in the ch#mgfecame about during and after World War |,
but she fails to link African American soldiersttos social change. Instead, she points out that
their issues remain stagnant. Did African Americhage a part in this change after the war? If
they did, Keene ignores this possibility and focusstead on the social changes created by
white soldiers.

Nancy K. Bristow, like Keene, focuses on Africaméricans’ interactions others,
particularly military groups like the Commission ®raining Camp Activities (CTCA). In
Making Men Moral: Social Engineering During the @GtéVar, Bristow argues that the CTCA
attempted to create a more moral atmosphere itrdlmeng camps within the United States that
would spread the morality of the white middle clHs®ugh the military and potentially to the
surrounding neighborhoods, primarily concerningereal diseases. Bristow explains that this
program aims to provide a moral education to mtrewiand the poor rather than allow these
people to corrupt the upstanding soldiers fromedéht social classes.

Bristow’s attention to African Americans and hove t6TCA affected them provides a
distinct look at part of the African American mélrly experience during World War |. She
explains that African American soldiers experienddterent activities and events than white
soldiers, mainly to appease the South and maistgnegation. Soon racial segregation led to
inequalities in services and activities for thedseis on training bases, displaying the military’s
adherence to social norms rather than making duseldiers received equal treatméhit.

Segregation and stereotypes affected the actiotied?rogressives and CTCA so much so that
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their policies and actions reflected these stepstyincluding the belief that policy makers and
reformers “emphasized repression and control rdttzer the positive remaking of men and
women in their work with the African American comnity.”>’ Because of these actions by the
CTCA, African Americans found the group and theitawi{y adherence to similar policies
offensive and resisted the implications of the @es as much as possible, especially due to its
belief that African American women possessed anonaifity that suffused African American
men. Progressives and CTCA argued that this causggle effect, making other men in the
military immoral through influence. This issue obrality continued to puzzle and annoy policy
makers through the interwar years as well as sgtivism against the CTC2® Bristow’s
extensive study displays the consistent battle éetvihe poor or working class and the middle
to upper classes, particularly when addressingdfiécs of respectability and morality. That
disconnect between the classes existed prior tddVdar |, especially in regard to military
service within the African American community.

Freedom Struggles: African Americans and World Wéay Adriane Lentz-Smith, is one
of the most recent works investigating the linkwen African American soldiers in World War
| and the larger black freedom struggle throughbetUnited States in the twentieth centity.
Lentz-Smith posits that the African American expede during World War | altered the
struggle for civil rights through people, strateggiand structures. Simultaneously, African
Americans faced the solidification, or perfectioh,Jim Crow as a means of segregation and
oppression as Southern whites intended to expersyhtem throughout the United States and

abroad. Lentz-Smith also argues that World Warsuegd that “soldiers became emblems and
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agents” in the civil rights struggle for their fdias, church groups, newspaper editors, and
organizations like the NAACP.

Lentz-Smith presents World War | and African Amanexperiences throughout the
wartime as unique, yet World War | experiencestéid those of African American soldiers
and civilians during recent conflicts at the tufrite twentieth century. There is scant discussion
of the Spanish-American War and the Philippine-Aicaar War, their implications for African
Americans in the United States and as military gemgl, and their role in the surge for empire at
the turn of the twentieth century. For Lentz-Smitéorld War | led white Americans and the
United States military to export Jim Crow with seld’ deployment for the first time, yet Jim
Crow existed as part of the wartime experiencédfack soldiers in the Spanish-American and
Philippine-American Wars, shaping their encoungard struggles against segregation and
subjugatiorf* Additionally, Lentz-Smith asserts that while mieldind upper class African
Americans’ “most dignified self-assertions contairaeplea for white folks’ recognition,” black
members of the Regular Army “pled for nothing.” $kemen held a sense of entitlement in some
sense, regarding themselves as part of the atitetheereby their actions were without reproach.
As such, their actions already ensured white reitiogrfor their prodigious skill and ability
within the military, and that recognition would teg more equitable treatment within the
United States military. Lentz-Smith’s assertiorgubh, that these men’s action in the West
meant “they wanted their due as men and as citizemalidates her contention that black
military personnel in the Regular Army “pled forthimg.”®? Despite African American soldiers’

belief in their elite status as part of the Regélany, they still sought full citizenship and
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equality, challenging institutionalized Jim Crowtire military and in transit during deployment

both at home and abroad.

The following will fill these gaps, providing thedtoriography with a more complete
understanding of African American military servetethe turn of the twentieth century. Up to
this point, the existing historiography is incontplen regards to linking African American
military service in the Spanish-American War, thelippine-American War, and World War |
through servicemen'’s active resistance to Jim Gyegregation, their constant crusade to gain
equality within the United States military, and opjtion to racial violence. The historiography
also neglects to associate the creation of the NRA@h how African American soldiers’
activism became more public, better organized withbroad strategy, and in some ways more
successful. This work demonstrates the associagbmeen the three conflicts at the end of the
nineteenth and beginning of the twentieth centuagewell as the creation and influence of the
NAACP in the organization’s advocacy for African Arican soldiers during the early years of
Jim Crow. African American soldiers throughouttallee conflicts strove to end segregation and
inequality within the United States military, eratial violence and lynching, and see their gains
mirrored throughout American civilian life. Duririge Spanish-American War and the
Philippine-American War, black soldiers remainethaut much aid from national organizations
with major political influence, so their advocaaydastruggle against segregation and racial
violence remained, for the most part, disregardethe United States military. After the creation
of the NAACP, though, African American soldiersea@d a groundswell of support from the
organization through activism, publications likee Crisis and legal defense. By examining the

connections between black soldiers in the Spanistei#fcan War, the Philippine-American War,
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and World War | as well as the NAACP’s influencel aupport for these soldiers, this study will
go further than basic studies on African Americaldiers in these individual conflicts and the
NAACP itself that currently exist. Its importance @ study is to connect these people and
organizations, providing a greater understandintpefturn of the twentieth century in America,

as well as the conflicts regarding masculinityjsag Jim Crow, racial violence, and citizenship.
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CHAPTER 1: ‘FREEMAN AND YET A SLAVE’: RACE, IDENTIT Y,
AND THE SPANISH-AMERICAN WAR

On May 16, 1898, members of the Tenth Cavalryatatl in Lakeland, Florida opted to
enter town after completing their duties at canipeske soldiers headed to a local drug store for
refreshments, but the store owner refused tocéfidse soldiers and told them “. . . to go where
they sold black drinks®® The soldiers then expressed their frustration wighdrug store owner.
A white barber named Abe Collins, who, accordingabn E. Lewis of the Tenth Cavalry
consistently created problems for African Americankakeland, came upon the discussion
between members of the Tenth and the drug storemnwollins entered the drug store and
stated, “You d—niggers better get out of here and that d—euiek or | will kick you B——
S—B—— out.”® The enraged barber exited the drugstore for hisirddg shop to retrieve
his pistols and returned once again to the drugsiidhe soldiers witnessing Collins’ actions
were prepared: “There were five shots fired andhehot took effect® Collins lay dead, and
information about the incident became twisted, tongeaan even more turbulent atmosphere in
Lakeland. Rumors spread via local newspapers tihdiite officer refused to allow a black
soldier to go to town, so the black soldier in dqissbecame violent and killed the white officer.

Because of these misconceptions, “. . . the wiolkdiexrs of the first cavalry were so incented

8 williard B. Gatewood, Jr‘Smoked Yankees” and the Struggle for Empire: lretfeom Negro Soldiers, 1898-
1902 (Fayetteville, AR: University of Arkansas Pres38T), 32. Gatewood’s collection of letters providee of
the most complete collections of African Americaidgers’ experiences in the Spanish-American Wamfia
variety of young men who wrote to hometown newspap#iscussing the war, race relations in the amifitand
discrimination.
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[sic] at the Negro soldier for shooting at an dadfithat they threatened to shoot any Negro
soldier who was found upon the streéfs.”

Misinformation during the Collins incident encouealgwhite soldiers also stationed in
Lakeland to reinforce white supremacy and the Souatkocial structure rather than allow
African American soldiers either the benefit of thmubt or the chance to defend themselves
against a violent aggressor. Many white Americddisos did not consider African American
soldiers their brothers in arms or afford themghme respect they gave to fellow white soldiers,
so emphasis on the color line and maintaining thinithe military remained. Divisions within
the military and the United States itself remaidedpite high hopes that the Spanish-American
War united the country nearly forty years after @ieil War's end®” Elite white Southerners
considered black soldiers as outsiders who intetalstr up trouble by encouraging African
Americans to resist Jim Crow segregation, discration, and violence in the South. These elite
Southern whites feared any resistance to segregaliscrimination, and violence since that
challenge to the social, economic, and politicaltire threatened their control over the
majority of the Southern population. When the @allincident occurred in May 1898, members
of the Tenth Cavalry challenged Jim Crow, discriation, and racial hatred simultaneously
when they chose to defend their lives against @®Hather than allow him to intimidate and
attack them. Their assertion of self-defense amgetete soldiers, who chose to threaten any
African American solider they encountered on theedt of Lakeland even if he was not
involved in the initial incident. Intimidation andolence were primary tools used to maintain the
status quo and discourage African American soldiagscivilians from trying to challenge the

Southern social order.
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Intimidation and the threat of violence aimed atmbers of the Tenth Cavalry were not
the last event related to Collins’s death. The hé&wrvalry’s John E. Lewis wrote a letter the
next month to théllinois Record an African American newspaper from Springfieltindis,
about the aftermath of the Collins shooting. Leresalled how the racial climate in Lakeland
changed after Collins’s death. He stated, “. er¢thas been a marked change in the disposition
of the people, and many believe that it was thraighprovidence of God that he was killed.
People who were known to refuse to sell colorepfgewhat they wished now ask you to their
place of business and intimate that they are gidwve you call on every occasidfi.Despite
this change in disposition, the Tenth Cavalry.“were virtually disarmed, our side arms having
been turned in . . . after the trouble and killafgAbe Collins.®® The repercussions for African
American soldiers after the Collins incident weighly complex and contradictory. White
business owners stopped turning away African Araerimilitary personnel, which those
soldiers viewed as a victory against segregatidterAollins’s death, black soldiers and
civilians could patronize any business they desiaed business owners encouraged their
patronage at local stores rather than reinforcimgGrow segregation by refusing service. Local
business owners most likely experienced a differeattion to Collins’ death, though. Seeing
what happened to Collins and knowing the disputs@apbver keeping blacks out of their
businesses, local store owners started allowing#frAmerican soldiers and civilians into their
establishments if only to avoid another such cartation. In some sense, these whites feared the
fact that African American soldiers not only kneamhto utilize weaponry, but also that they
would violently defend themselves in the case pbintial attack rather than placidly accept

such treatment.
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White fears of armed black soldiers heightenedatdensions more than eased them, as
elite whites sought new ways to retaliate for timsakdown of the established social order in
Lakeland, Florida. The heightened tension andifdarenced the military’s disarmament of the
Tenth Cavalry after the incident. To at least onknown member of the Tenth Cavalry,
disarmament seemed too harsh a punishment becHuke,black regiment is to be disarmed
for their side arms, then let the white regimentreated likewise. . . . the whites [soldiers] have
caused more trouble and killed more men in disduhead uncalled for fights than the members
of the 10th.”® To African American soldiers, for the military teat white and black soldiers
differently for the same sort of behavior was nalydypocritical but was also unnecessary.
Subsequently, the variations in treatment left bksmdiers nearly defenseless in the case of an
attack. When the military held one set of rulesvibite soldiers and another for black soldiers,
the hierarchy created left African American soldieithout many avenues for advancement or
even assistance in correcting this mistreatmemntcé American soldiers in Lewis’s regiment
desired equal treatment, but also equal punishfoeiattions taken by soldiers when interacting
with civilian populations near military bases. Ttheeat of violent retaliation for any perceived
slight worried African American soldiers due to yiag perceptions of white and black soldiers
by white Southerners residing close to militarydsad?ossible violent retaliation for resistance to
Jim Crow and discrimination did not keep African Amcan soldiers from consistently

challenging these methods of subjugation and opfmes

The Collins incident reinforced the varying defiaits of citizenship, masculinity, white

violence, and self-defense for African Americand amite Americans as well as limitations
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associated with these ideélsAfrican American civilians and military personralthe turn of

the twentieth century faced numerous obstacles fliscrimination and the racism of white
citizens in various localities to discriminationdgpaternalism inherent within the military
system and society that intended to limit theimewoic, social, and political mobility. African
American military personnel challenged the restiitg placed upon their lives daily, yet the
struggle continued unabated since the United Staiigary did not change its tactics and an
influential national organization specifically cted to aid African Americans did not exist.
Scant records exist for the Spanish-American Wdrtha subsequent Philippine-American War.
It is for this reason that | rely heavily in thisapter and the next on the exhaustive and
comprehensive collection of letters published byidkl Gatewood, Jr. ilSmoked Yankees”

and the Struggle for Empire: Letters from Negrodgot, 1898-1902Gatewood scoured
primarily African American newspapers at the tufth@ century to create this collection of
letters written by soldiers to publications and iigrat home concerning their treatment and
military life. His compilation provides a wealth sburces for examining African American
soldiers’ interpretations of the Spanish-Americaar\&nd Philippine-American War as well as
race relations at the turn of the century. For@sn American soldiers, citizenship, masculinity,
white violence, and self-defense affected thegdidaily. Disputes with both whites and military
leaders over commissions and African American effidn control of all-black regiments,
interactions with white business owners and whiigems near bases, and violent encounters

both on the battlefield and off combined to inflaerAfrican American soldiers during the
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Spanish-American WdF, and represented the larger conflicts and strugifiésan Americans
faced in the United States. While these soldiessted discrimination, subjugation, and violence
any way they could, the absence of a national azg#ion intent upon resisting these influences
on African American military and civilian life mimized, however slightly, their effectiveness in
enacting change within the United States militargt American society.

Once the United States entered war with Spain Gudia in late April 1898, the United
States military and government called on the ctmtanding army to serve, including the
country’s four segregated units, the Twenty-fowanmid Twenty-fifth Infantry Regiments, and the
Ninth and Tenth Cavalry, comprised of African Ancan soldiers and mostly white officers.
Since the United States only maintained a smailidstg army after the Civil War, the military
sought volunteers to supplement the existing regimé/olunteers came from all over the
country, including various African American commitigs. The large number of African
American volunteers eventually formed multiple sggted volunteer regiments who started
training in preparation for Cuba. After asking numes young men to volunteer, military leaders
sought to avoid placing too many volunteer unitsambat situations. Military leaders justified
their actions by arguing that volunteer units waoeas highly trained and disciplined as regular
army regiments. Due to these reservations, asasalthers concerning African American

volunteers and their capabilities, few segregat#ddnteer regiments, including the Ninth
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Volunteer Infantry (U.S.), the Eighth lllinois Vailteer Regiment, and the Twenty-third Kansas

Volunteer Regiment, experienced combat in Cliba.

Before the United States declared war in April 1,888vspaper articles discussed the
eagerness of some African American soldiers antlasig to participate in a war with Spain,
gueuing up to enlist even before the United Statditary called upon civilian volunteers for
support. The First Independent Colored CompanyyMad National Guard expressed their
desire to fight Spain during a celebration of tagiment’s sixteenth anniversary. For these black
soldiers, war with Spain meant the chance to dysiblair patriotism and join Cubans of African
descent in their fight for “freedom from oppressi’* The men also responded to those who
guestioned their preparedness for war by statiagtteir regiment just required time to put on
their uniforms before setting out for CubaBlack Marylanders sought out assignments in Cuba
to show solidarity with Cubans of African descdrdttfaced similar oppression and
discrimination that they themselves experiencetiiwithe United States. Their desire to
participate as potential liberators of Cuba indidathey experienced frustration with American
segregation and subjugation. These soldiers wdrdedom from oppression in the United
States as much as the Cuban people, and chossitipade in that liberation rather than stand
idly by.

The article also included a quote from the comman@iéhe First Independent Colored
Company, Capt. William R. Spencer, who discussey daick soldiers had to be ready to march
in case of war. Captain Spencer mentioned thaitgpiatn came first, but fighting with Cubans of

African descent for their freedom came second,geizing that the United States denied this
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freedom to men under his commdfidcor Spencer and his soldiers, the denial of freedbased
upon race or ethnicity remained an important redspAfrican Americans to participate in the
forthcoming war with Spain. Spencer and the mereuhds command hoped that if they
eradicated oppression abroad in Cuba, they migimt tbturn and rid America of it as well. Their
experiences in Cuba, in turn, would encourage tteebecome leaders within the African
American community in the battle against segregadiod discrimination in the United States. At
the turn of the century, some African Americansticared to rely upon military service as a
pathway to equality, but without a national orgaian, their service remained mired in the Jim
Crow system adopted by the United States military.

As was the case with accounts of African Ameridangaryland, young black men in
Georgia eagerly entered military service once th#dd States declared war with Spain. Young
black Georgians understood that as part of the @s@astate militia that included more than five
hundred men in four companies, the United Statdéisanyiwould only enlist their services after
all regular army regiments received assignmente. €@mmander of a Georgia militia company,
Capt. Jackson McHenry, argued that Cuba . . . /e a good country for the colored man,
and when the time comes for a fight the country fivitl the negro ready.” Captain McHenry
noted that African American troops were bettereshiib Cuba’s climate than white soldiers, and
they would be useful either in Cuba or guardingiBitoin case of a Spanish invasidn.

McHenry implied that African Americans should netrrain within the United States since they
would be better off somewhere else, namely Cubapibethe utilization of prevailing
stereotypes concerning African Americans, includhmgr supposed tolerance to certain

climates, in McHenry’s assessment, his positiorceamng African American migration to Cuba
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after war implied his concern for his soldiers,itfi@milies, and their future in the Jim Crow
South. He understood the limitations that Jim Croywosed on African Americans, and
recognized that their futures would be brighteswlé the confines of America’s racial and

social structure. McHenry recognized that restitsi created concerning citizenship,
masculinity, and self-defense would continue tgp&athe soldiers under his command as well
as their families if they remained in the Unitedt8s. He suggested that instead of attempting to
change the American system, African Americans shodtead find a more hospitable home
elsewhere, possibly Cuba after the Spanish depavtany African American soldiers did not
share McHenry’s support for relocation, and sonséeiad sought to work toward eliminating Jim
Crow and its restrictions.

The same article that quoted Captain McHenry aistuded a story about a black man
from Cuba traveling in the United States who spohly Spanish and the problems that arose
from the language barrier. The article’s author iogred an encounter that this man had with a
black Atlantan, and how that confrontation neagly to violence due to the differences in
language. White Atlantans and their perceptionh®fproper social structure throughout the
south created problems for the Cuban because e wouaddress white Atlantans’ questions or
remarks in English, nearly resulting in his deatle tb miscommunicatioff. This story
exemplified various encounters faced by blacksmmefica, but more particularly the American
South, where one slight misstep, even one outesf tontrol, could result in violence and death.

The fact that this young Cuban did not speak Ehg@isd therefore could not respond in a
satisfactory manner to either black or white Atéars meant trouble. A misinterpretation of
encounters like the one documented in the articbeiowed all too often, especially in the

American South, and sometimes ended tragically witlte violence and lynchings. African
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Americans understood that if a lynching or somé sbviolence against them occurred, they had
no legal recourse, as most local law enforcemehéeparticipated in the violence or looked the
other way. This story symbolized why Captain McHeelieved that African Americans might
have brighter futures in Cuba: they would not heviear daily violence over the slightest
grievance by a white American and might obtain éguatection under the law. Escape to Cuba
also provided the possibility of escaping a socretgvily influenced by white supremacy and
Social Darwinism. The perpetuation of white supreyn@nd Social Darwinism within American
society contributed to the conditions that CapMaHenry hoped his soldiers could escape by
migrating to Cuba after defeating Spain. African &ioan soldiers challenged Jim Crow,
subjugation, and white violence at all possiblesunut their efforts fell on deaf ears in the
United States military. Without a national orgami@a with political and social influence
supporting them, African American soldiers somesrfaind their challenges to Jim Crow
unheeded.

As war with Spain became likely, a debate amongamyl and government officials
arose concerning African Americans and their peaéas soldiers in battle, documented in
various newspapers with high circulation among &/Bimericans. Part of that discussion
focused on whether to use African Americans orfribretlines: “Though colored soldiers have
rendered conspicuous service in all of our wargpithe Mexican war, the employment of
colored men as soldiers has always been more ®ofesproblem. . . . The fact is that the negro
as a soldier is no longer an experiméfitThe unidentified journalist writing for the
conservativeChicago Daily Tribuneeferred specifically to previous wars, where the

government hesitated in both enlisting African Arcans as soldiers as well as recognizing their
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capabilities on the battlefield. In these previoasflicts, African American soldiers displayed
all the characteristics that any military typicadlgsired within its ranks. Black soldiers
succeeded beyond the low expectations set for thewhite commanders, and continued to
volunteer for military service despite the treattéey received within the military. African
American men associated military service with eitizhip, contending that their service to the
country that subjugated and segregated them wealditb further equality and respect as
citizens and men.

At the start of the Spanish-American War, the goreent and military were not hesitant
to turn to the United States Army’s four segregatgiments. African American soldiers had
already distinguished themselves in the Indian Wwarsediately following the Civil War, and
one officer named Charles Young had received a dssiom as a lieutenafit.The debate as to
whether or not African Americans could competestdye in the military was already settled for
the unidentified journalist. Based upon historjoadcedent, it made sense for the federal
government and military to employ the four all-tHaegiments already formed and serving in
the United States military for the impending cactflvith Spain. The article mentioned that “The
principal reason assigned for sending the coloegdnents to Cuba is that they can better endure
the heat and resist the fevers than the whitea@diThis seems to be more of a supposition or
sentiment than an established féétAccording to the journalist from tH@hicago Daily
Tribung segregated troops possessed no more immunitieartoer climates because most of
them resided in the North rather than the Soutt vamen Northern blacks tried to colonize

Liberia, they were unsuited to the climate and dawdt survive ther&®
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While this unidentified journalist appeared to peaAfrican Americans for their bravery
and abilities as soldiers and men, the writer fedusn why members of the United States
military leadership chose to employ African Americaoldiers for their supposed tolerance of
Cuba’s climate. The theory that African Americagshealogical origins in Africa, regardless of
how many generations removed, encouraged the bletiefAfrican Americans possessed more
tolerance to Cuba’s climate. Even though their feemihad resided in the United States for
generations or that the Cuban climate was even oppeessive and hot than the American
South’s climate, this theory persisted. The auiteo hinted at one of the main conflicts arising
over the start of the Spanish-American War: onlg black commissioned officer existed in four
regiments. African American men would lay down thiies for service to a country denying
them basic rights, but they also had to endure@ 6n how far their military career could go.
The fact that Lieutenant Young achieved a commisdiat did so alone, was completely
ignored by the article praising African Americandsers in the regular army. The author may
have meant the praise of having at least one ldacknissioned officer as progress, but instead
it highlighted the fact that a glass ceiling existe the military for African Americans, and they
could not rise past a certain rank as career ssldide United States military structure required
African American soldiers to petition for bettemciitions within a system that not only adopted
Jim Crow, but also exported it overseas and ofjanred any efforts to end discriminatory
policies. African American soldiers also could furn to the few national organizations in
existence at the turn of the twentieth centuryesithese groups did not have the political clout
necessary to affect change on behalf of African Acae soldiers.

As war with Spain continued to draw closer in A@898, African American civilians

and military personnel experienced frustration disthay at their limited role in American
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society. Limitations upon citizenship, masculingyd self-defense all led some African
American men to refuse to serve in the militarg &itme of wa®* Their dissent represented far
more than mere objection to military service or ¢beaflict arising in Cuba. It characterized their
resistance to the oppressive restrictions upoperiship and freedom institutionalized through
Jim Crow segregation throughout the South and cle feegregation imposed throughout the rest
of the United States. Resisting military servicelied that African American men did not

believe that they should participate in the possdpread of the same oppressive system they
experienced on a daily basis.

African Americans who empathized with the refuded ¢ew men to enlist, though,
thought that support for the war and service inrtlgary was vital. Military service equated to
weapons training and gaining valuable militaryiastion for self-defense, asserting their
masculinity, displaying their worth as citizens dhdir bravery in the face of certain danger, and
the receipt of praise for their exemplary serVite.

It seems fair and right to both our soldiers arelréce that the American people should

know how willing we stand to do our part in upholgliand defending the strong right

arm of our country. It is easy to talk and shodbag range, but as a race we can
congratulate ourselves upon having men who havét smeepowder, faced danger, and,
in view of all, are ready to present themselves+sekliers®®
In short, military service provided a means to ad ®r African Americans. By serving their
country in a time of war, they could dispel steypets about African American intelligence and
capabilities, encourage and fight for equalitylirapects of life, and ensure a positive future fo

forthcoming generations, including freedom from fib@ of violence and intimidation. This

knowledge and training would remain with veteraftsraservice, ensuring that veterans could
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not only protect their families, but also their acoomity during peacetime from the racial
violence that remained a constant throughout théedrstates at the turn of the century. These
men could also use the skills, including managenieatiership, and self-defense, honed in the
military to become race men, or leaders withinAfirecan American community.

Numerous articles run in nationally circulated npaers at the start of the Spanish-
American War emphasized the perceptions African Acaas held concerning military service
and its ties to citizenship and equality. An aetion The Washington Post April 1898
discussed the four segregated regular army regsnstatting that, “. . . [black soldiers] do not
lack courage has been proved again and adaifhie unidentified journalist addressed white
perceptions of African Americans, essentially afiéng to dispel these stereotypes since so few
white Americans considered African American men petant soldiers, loyal, and truly
“American.”

No better Americans are born than these same Afnericans, and it will pay the

government not to overlook their value. They knawtlto take care of themselves,

despite all the talk about their improvidence. Aratter of fact, a much less number in
proportion of colored people are depending upoerstto take care of them than of any
other class of the populatif.
The journalist, most likely a white male, challedgeevailing white notions of African
Americans with his statements, implying that wipiegceptions and stereotypes were not only
incorrect, but so far from the truth that Americamgst stop labeling all African Americans as
lazy, dependent, and un-American. This journalsuttaneously implied that due to their
“American-ness,” laws inhibiting African Americaitizenship should be overturned. If African

Americans were truly “American,” it suggested ttta journalist supported the uninhibited

extension of civil rights to African American merhe author concluded the article by stating,

87“Uncle Sam’s Colored SoldiersThe Washington Past0 Apr. 1898.
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“A huge army of colored men would give a splendidaunt of itself in case of a war with
Spain, although in such an event it is probabléttie American spirit would soon rise high
enough in the army to obliterate all invidious ding lines, and there would be but one soldiery,
as there is now but one form of American in theyd2V

The unidentified author’s implications here wengparent. Arguing that African
American soldiers would perform admirably in a poig war with Spain, the author asserted
that their service combined with the rising patsiot within America at a time of war would
eliminate the color line in the military. Conseqtlgnwhen these barriers in the military fell,
they would then fall in American society. With tharriers removed, African Americans could
exercise their rights as American citizens withfeatr of reprisal or violence. While not
mentioning commissions in the article, the unidedijournalist most likely supported African
American commissions and that black officers, nbitevofficers, should command the
segregated regiments in the United States Army.r@igsions for African American soldiers
remained a complicated issue within the militarylitsky leadership still argued that African
Americans should not and could not command their ;egiments. Military personnel also cited
lack of intelligence, discipline, and leadershipaailities as reasons to maintain white officers
in segregated regiments. This journalist undoulgtditlagreed with the established military
leadership at the turn of the century, particuldihe to the heavy emphasis upon masculinity,
leadership qualities, and loyalty inherent in AfincAmerican soldiers within the United States
military prior to the Spanish-American War. Africamerican soldiers frustrated with the
limited upward mobility in the ranks had no altdma organizations to turn to for assistance to

petitions for more black officers in the ranks.
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Just days before the United States declared w&paim in late April 1898, a clash
between African American soldiers and civilian lamforcement in Key West, Florida amplified
racial tension and the frustration white civilidelt toward African American soldiers stationed
at bases nearby. Sergeant Williams of G Compangntfifth Infantry examined his weapon
while accompanied by a fellow soldier on a Key Watgtet corner and subsequently agitated
white residents in the area. At this point, “a.policeman ordered him to put the weapon away.
Williams refused, and the policeman drew his weapaiit missed fire* Sergeant Williams
then “. . . blazed away. He was overpowered bedageone was hurt. During the struggle to
overcome the negro several white men struck hithérface.?® Local law enforcement
imprisoned the sergeant at Key West City Hall, imttlong after his arrest, some of his fellow
African American soldiers, “. . . fully armed witliles and fixed bayonets surrounded the house
of Sheriff Knight and demanded that he releasetls®ner. The Sheriff was alone and ill. The
negro troops gave him five minutes to comply witkit demands. He gave up his man.”

This incident provided yet another glimpse into $withern social order and its attempt
to exercise control over all aspects of African Airen life. When the policeman asked
Sergeant Williams to stow his weapon, the law exdorent official attempted to control the
actions of a black soldier in public, an act thaeed keeping the Southern social order intact.
Most likely the officer would not have asked a ehsbldier to holster his weapon and would
instead have respected the white soldier’'s alihtsesponsibly handle his weapon and not
instigate any tense or problematic situations. Titagrent trust was indicative of white fears

concerning armed African Americans and the neeavfotes to assert control over their actions
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no matter the situation. The anxiety over a traiaed armed black soldier and the possible
implications meant that white civilian law enforcemt officials would go to any lengths to
ensure white citizens’ safety, even if it led teatimination, unfounded accusations, and the
persecution of innocent African American soldiers.

The attempt to free Sergeant Williams showed tblke ¢d control white society in the
South had over African American soldiers. Thesdisod defied white attempts at authority and
control over their actions and bodies regardlesb@potentially violent consequences of this
defiance to discrimination. Black soldiers armihgrhselves and confronting a biased legal
system blatantly challenged white supremacy, thetwon form of “justice,” and control over
African American soldiers through Jim Crow segregatAn armed retaliation against such a
degrading social, political, legal, and economia&ure scared white citizens and law
enforcement officials, as that opposition meantc&in Americans were not as satisfied with the
Southern social structure and segregation asvetitees convinced themselves that blacks were.
For African American citizens, seeing black soldgidefy Jim Crow segregation and white
attempts to control them encouraged further chgélerio the biased legal, political, and
economic system. Black soldiers already servingnrerica’s four all-black regiments were race
men because of their constant push for equalitlgivihe military and American society, and
their status as race men did not require a formiatation as W. E. B. Du Bois positedTlihe
Souls of Black FolR®

Despite confrontations like Williams’ with local #orities in the South, by June 1898
white Civil War veterans encouraged African Amenicaldiers in their service, including
Richard J. Hinton of the First Kansas Colored IifaRRegiment. Hinton, an abolitionist and

advocate of John Brown, wrote an editorial'lmee Washington Posupporting an increase in
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African American officers in the United States maity. Hinton opened his letter with a
rhetorical question: “Is it possible that the riglhtcommand will be denied to competency,
because the color of the fighter is darker thandhéhe man who commissions and direct$?”
Hinton answered an emphatic no. Instead, Hintoneddhat African American soldiers
intended to fight in Cuba to help Cubans throwtb# tyrannical Spanish rule. Due to their
willingness to sacrifice, African American soldiestsould not be denied a commission in the
United States military because of their race. Hirttought that equal skill and sacrifice on the
battlefield should yield equal results for whiteddsack soldiers when it came to commissions
or promotions.

As a veteran of the Civil War, Hinton believed Afin Americans should experience
equal treatment as well as take leadership positathin the military hierarchy, rather than
remain in supplemental roles. Hinton recountedettistence of multiple black military leaders
from Haiti including Toussaint L’'Overture, Jean-jaes Dessalines, and General Fabre
Geffrard, asking, “. . . [have we] so degradedrtbgroes among us that there are none fit to
command?® If people of African descent rose to leadershipttrer parts of the world, why
could not do so in the United States? Hinton’saheél question directly challenged white
supremacist stereotypes describing the ineptnessabhility of African Americans not only to
become world leaders, but also to competently perfany duty or obligation the job required. It
was clear that Hinton believed Social Darwinism ainike supremacy combined to provide
white Americans a way to encourage segregatiordaudimination and ensure no African
Americans surpassed arbitrary and ill-defined n@tonomically, politically, and socially in the

United States.
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Hinton’s assessment then reminded readers of teraus successful black soldiers
during the Civil War, arguing that they were cajatl leading soldiers into battle then and
current black soldiers should also be given theodpipity to lead their regiments into combat at
the turn of the century. “Why not take the competean-coms’ of the four colored regiments of
regulars, and give them rank in colored voluntegiments? Why not?® Hinton’s assertion
made sense based upon the precedent of concludedoam military conflicts as well as the
service of black “non-coms” who experienced thadndVars of the west throughout the latter
part of the nineteenth century. If these men peeskthe ability, discipline, and leadership
gualities necessary to command, they should eaomanission and command African
American volunteer regiments. Their skin color ddmot have been the barrier that prevented
them from achieving a commission.

Finally, Hinton asserted that war between the Wh8tates and Spain had three
significant consequences for Americans: it begamtdyublic opinion in the United States
fueled by yellow journalism, it was the only waetbnited States fought expressly for the
purposes of the freedom and relief of a neighbocmgntry, and it eradicated the sectional
divide that had existed since before the Civil WHinton argued that, on account of these three
consequences, the United States should aim to thekeal goal of the Spanish-American War
“. .. wip[ing] out our public race hatred and agdbobia][.] If it does all these it will be wortrsit
cost... That they [African Americans] have done tlaity cannot be denied. That they are
competent soldiers, | myself, as the first whitengm@mmissioned and mustered in to recruit and
command colored soldiers during the civil war, aith& competent, if unimportant witness.”

Race should not hinder African Americans’ accedsddership roles in the military, especially
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after so many had shown that if given the oppotyutiney would succeed. African American
soldiers must have the same opportunities to sdcagevhite soldiers, and that included
commissions and commands over regiments, evewiduld only be black soldiers. Their career
trajectory in the armed forces was determined gakil or competency, but by the color of
their skin. Hinton reasoned that the United Statégary needed to stop discrimination and
instead embrace its current soldiers and theintsJeewarding success and positive leadership
with commissions rather than keeping African Amanisoldiers in limited positions with no
possibility of advancing their careers. While suppmm a Civil War veteran like Hinton was
encouraging, African American soldiers remaineged in a discriminatory system that
ensured their careers peaked quickly. Their indi@ichdvocacy on behalf of themselves and
their fellow soldiers remained unsuccessful withitvgt necessary political and social influence
necessary to influence great change within theddrntates military.

African American soldiers remained aware of thatiwtions within the United States
military for career advancement during the Spadiaterican War, and some including John E.
Lewis of Troop C, Tenth Cavalry asserted that teager was enlisting educated African
American men to become officers and race men. Lemt®uraged young African American
men to enlist in the military, especially educabe@s, because of the advantageous possibilities
service would provide. “If some of our best peopteuld encourage their sons to enlist instead
of looking down upon a soldier as a debased bémgregular army would be more of an honor
to the race. . . . The colored race must ventudesaek every avocation of life and it is to the
race’s interest that they should become skillegdianfare.® Lewis posited that young, educated
black men could be successful in the military, ipatarly because the more education a young

man received prior to entering the service, theeniéely he would become an officer. At the
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same time, Lewis challenged upper class African #gaa attitudes concerning military service.
He implied that upper class African Americans attilrn of the century associated military
service with characteristics including violencemorality, and lack of education, characteristics
that elite African Americans sought to separatereinbers of the race from. Instead, Lewis
proposed enlisting educated African American meensure more black officers in the military
as well as creating a new form of race leaders gmeterans.

At the start of the Spanish-American War, very faficers in segregated regiments were
black, and Lewis wanted that to change. Lewis afguestill maintain that if our best people
will encourage their sons to enlist in the armegytwvill be, when the war is over, an honor to
themselves and the race. We must have intelligasd®ute force and ignorance are not the
requisites upon which our great men won succ&sseiis tied success in the military to
education, and he asserted that the lack of higthicated black men who received more than a
public education within the military meant feweatk officers. Highly educated black men
enlisting in the military also guaranteed the etise of more capable and trained race men. The
training and knowledge they obtained while in thated States military could easily translate to
civilian life through leadership in social upliftganizations or employment as well as assertions
of citizenship, masculinity, and self-defense agawhite violence. Military service guaranteed
another way to resist white supremacy and SociaviDém throughout the United States aside
from political and social activism. Lewis hopedtthaiting to local African American
newspapers would encourage more educated Africagridan men to enlist and become race
men, but these local newspapers did not have a@vidagh circulation for Lewis’s efforts to
make much of an impact. Without a national orgaionawith political and social influence,

Lewis’s petition most likely reached only readefshe lllinois Record
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Along with encouraging educated African Americamne enlist in the military, Lewis
expressed his appreciation for “good” white offszéwho did not care about your color as long
as you was a good soldie’® He stated that other white officers “look down opwu if you
happen to be a dark skif’* White officers represented the multiple facetéoferican culture
and tolerance, or lack thereof. African Americald®os like Lewis navigated this confusing and
contradictory environment daily. Some white offesupported African American soldiers, even
defended their intelligence, capabilities, and trighenter military service, while others actively
worked to prevent African American soldiers frontseeding while in uniform. That
intolerance led to an increased desire to challeig@imination and inequality in the military
and in civilian life once African Americans leftdlservice. Even though Lewis respected white
officers who looked beyond race when considerimgstinccess and recognizing their troops, he
hoped, “that what colored troops are raised willheolored officers. It will not be long before
they are calling heavily upon the colored race, maahy colored regiments will be raised to hold
what the U.S. has taken in conque$t.Lewis implied that African American officers were
needed, especially if the war lasted more tham&rths since the United States Army would
turn to volunteers to fill regiments. He also reated that more young, educated black men
needed to enlist and become those strong leadérscammanders of segregated regiments.
Regiments required commanders, and educated AfAoagrican men should be more than
willing to enlist and serve their country and papate in racial uplift through their service.
Lewis continually defied middle and upper classiédn American attitudes concerning military
service by contending that race men could indeegecoom the military if educated black men

became officers. They would not be immoral, debased without any sense of decency or
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intelligence. These men would become role modelblck men just entering the military as
privates, seeing how far others like them manageattomplish within the military structure,
and potentially attempting to go down the sameeargpath.

Aside from encountering discrimination within thditary and a glass ceiling in terms of
promotions, African American soldiers also fought £row segregation in businesses when
they were stationed throughout the Southern Ursitaties while awaiting transport to Cuba.
Some challenged Jim Crow before even arriving @it fimal destination in Florida. The Tenth
Cavalry's John Lewis told thidlinois Recordthat on the way to Florida, black soldiers from
various regiments challenged Jim Crow on the trages to transport military personnel. Lewis
reported that prior to his regiment’s arrival ata@hnooga, TN, “. . . [some African American
soldiers of the Ninth Cavalry] broke up the Jim @rcar and took several shots at some whites
who insulted them, and the officers were afraid fesious trouble would arisé® Lewis
implied that officers in his regiment feared rettion by local law enforcement against the
Tenth Cavalry as they passed through for actionf®qeed by the Ninth Cavalry. Retaliation
would most likely come in the form of white violemor lynching, even if the men who
attempted to desegregate the transportation wilgemilitary personnel had already departed.
Soldiers from other regiments, including the Te@#valry, would become the targets for that
violent revenge as a way to warn other African Aicgar soldiers not to challenge segregation
and discrimination throughout the South.

For African American soldiers like Lewis, citizemghrace, and subjugation were part of
their everyday lives, but they refused to acceetstiatus quo and confronted Jim Crow and the
color line as often as possible. The incident Ledgscribed occurred just two years after the

Supreme Court case Bfessy v. Fergusgrand African American soldiers’ challenge to that
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ruling displayed the dismay that the African Amaris suffered concerning the legalization of
discrimination. Also inherent in Lewis’s statemevas the pride that he possessed for his
brethren in the Ninth Cavalry and their bravergtand up to discriminatory policies, especially
in a time of war. Lewis noted that, “Many a reduatd to close on account of refusing them
[black soldiers] certain privileges. The Jim Croav that ran from Lytle, Ga. to Chattanooga was
discontinued. The 25th Infantry broke that up, yitlife was a pleasure at Chickamauga Park
[GA].” 1°* Segregation and discrimination were likely reashas Lewis documented businesses
closing rather than facing an integration effospe&cially when these soldiers succeeded in
integrating a train operating within the South.

When African American soldiers finally departed foe war zone in Cuba, they
experienced far more violence than they did inAheerican South, yet they continued to
emphasize African American soldiers’ capabilitiesounter white supremacist stereotypes. H.
B. Bivens, a member of the Tenth Cavalry, recatlisdcombat experience in the Battle of
Santiago de Cuba, intending to reinforce the swcard bravery of African American soldiers in
battle. Bivens mentioned taking heavy fire for gilkburs and even being hit by an enemy bullet:
“| was stunned for five minutes, but soon forgatthhad been hit*° Bivens then said, “I need
not tell you how my regiment fought. Bravery waspiiayed by all of the colored regiments. The
officers and reporters of other powers said thaed/treard of the colored man’s fighting qualities,
but did not think they could do such work as thay witnessed in the sixty hours’ battf8
Bivens mentioned his regiment’s bravery in batdexa almost reflexive response since
numerous white Americans suspected African Amesaaere incapable of heroism and bravery

in combat. At times, Americans possessed a linhtstbrical memory, so some overlooked all
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of the accomplishments and successes African Arresoldiers experienced in previous
engagements when this new conflict with Spain arggen though virtually no difference
existed between white and black soldiers, white Acaas did not consider questioning the
abilities of white soldiers in combat, yet consharixamined that of black soldiers. Questioning
the abilities and commitment of black soldiers édkSocial Darwinism and white supremacy,
because some white Americans thought that AfricameAcan men were incapable of becoming
competent, loyal, and courageous soldiers. Bivensing to a friend who then published his
letter in theSouthern Workmara magazine printed by the famed Hampton Institiszussed
the praise that officers and reporters heaped amoregiment. Bivens did so to ensure a record
of these events existed. He believed that AfricameAcan soldiers performed admirably, but
that this information might be left out of the matal news stories or even the history of the
Spanish-American War due to the race of the paditis. Bivens understood that other factors,
particularly race prejudice, influenced the jourstaland historians who would eventually write
about the Spanish-American War.

Bivens’s concerns were confirmed not long aftentlae when President Theodore
Roosevelt aided in rewriting history. Rooseveltuaed the American public that his Rough
Riders alone affected the outcome of the battlésette Hill and San Juan Hill, completely
ignoring the participation of the Ninth and Tentav@lries as well as the Twenty-fourth and
Twenty-fifth Infantries in winning these victorieRoosevelt's regiment became the heroes,
while he depicted the black regiments involvedi@ same battles as cowardly and incompetent.
Bivens’s desire to record his regiment’'s accomptishts in combat challenged white supremacy
and stereotypes held about African Americans atithe, proving that these men were not only

capable, but also that they were willing to fighike other challenges to white supremacy in the
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United States, African American success on thddfietid most likely frightened many whites
because it meant that when these soldiers retutineyglwould not be submissive or complacent
to Jim Crow or racism. Instead, they would chalkedgn Crow and racial violence targeting
African Americans by utilizing the knowledge anditing provided to them by the United
States military.

Other soldiers, including M. W. Saddler, a memldgahe Twenty-fifth Infantry, shared
Bivens’s anxiety that African American soldiershaavements would be excluded from the
press and the historical record. Saddler wrotbedndianapolis Freematamenting that, “We
have no reporter in the division and it appearsheaare coming up unrepresentéf.'Saddler
wanted to make sure that someone documented thetyfvigth Infantry’s participation in the
surrender of Santiago. He mentioned that his regimeived at the battleground of El Caney on
July 1, 1898, where other regiments retreated alddthe Twenty-fifth that another charge was
useless and they were sure to'dfnce in position, Saddler’s regiment managed tiicoe
advancing despite heavy fire from artillery andrpshooters, taking the enemy by surprise at
the steadiness of their advance. Saddler asséded'When they saw we were ‘colored soldiers’
they knew their doom was sealed. They were afjult their heads above the brink of their
intrenchments [sic] for every time a head was rhibere was one Spaniard le$¥ 'Saddler
concluded the letter by stating, “If any one douhtsfitness of a colored soldier for active field
service, when the cry of musketry, the boomingasfrion and bursting of shells, seem to make
the earth tremble, ask the regimental [sic] Comraandf the Twenty-fourth and Twenty-fifth

infantries and Ninth and Tenth Cavalrfy®
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The fact that other regiments retreated while Satidadvanced, that the enemy feared
African American troops, and that African Americaoidiers helped take the city all were
important and should be recorded for posteritySaadler's estimation, his regiment bravely and
boldly attacked the enemy, effectively frightenthg enemy with their capabilities as soldiers
and men. He believed this information was vitalimalerstanding the end result of the war.
Saddler recognized that even in the face of athefviolence and death associated with combat,
African American military success on the battlefialould be ignored in the United States by
whites who shaped the national memory of eventddi®g Bivens, and other soldiers like them
refused to deny their accomplishments on the ligttleand be written out of histories regarding
the Spanish-American War and instead sought tordeatitheir accomplishments themselves if
necessary. Saddler, like other African Americadigos who faced the violence of the
battlefield, challenged the white social order bgking sure that at least some Americans
realized the sacrifices and heroism of his reginnatiiter than allowing their deeds to fade into
obscurity in favor of an incomplete narrative.

When some African American regiments returned ¢éoUhited States in the first few
weeks of August 1898, they found themselves ona@ag precarious situations while stationed
in the South. An unsigned letter to thiaois Recordrecounted one such incident. According to
this letter, as the Ninth Cavalry passed througkeland, Florida on their way back to New
York, they had to retrieve a fellow soldier fronTampa jail.

This trooper was arrested for carrying concealedpeas and [for] drawing his pistol on

a little boy, about ten years old. He was triedywcted, and sentenced to six months in

the county jail at Tampa. No member of his reginveold believe that he drew his

pistol upon a little boy, and from responsible ge&rtve learned that the charge was false.

They arrested him and threw him in jail. He waachl| that was enough to convict
him.'*
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The soldier’s tale was reminiscent of other encexsAfrican American soldiers had with law
enforcement throughout the United States. Whetheas through confrontations with military
or civilian law enforcement, African Americans erpaced a biased system that rarely provided
a fair trial and usually resulted in excessive paments for various alleged crimes. A similar
incident to the one described in tiianois Recordoccurred before the Tenth Cavalry departed to
Cuba, resulting in heightened racial tensions enafea. Some white Americans, especially in
the South, encouraged this sort of behavior amawgehforcement officers because it was a
way to intimidate African American civilians and miin the social order already in existence.

Regardless of whether or not the accused soldieeavhais gun in the face of a child, the
incident implied that Southern whites refused tertte a black man carrying a concealed
weapon in the South irrespective of his statussddier. All it took was a false charge to jail a
black soldier since fair trials were not possilde African Americans in the South. Incidents like
this might discourage educated African Americansifenlisting in the military and potentially
becoming officers, as they would become targetshisrsort of action by whites as a way to
suppress their attempts to succeed and continagvi@nce their careers. Potential race men
among elite African Americans throughout the Unigdtes might have shunned military
service to avoid becoming entangled in legal pnoisland what they viewed as a dead-end
career due to the limitations of rank advancemetité military. Without advocacy from a
national organization aimed to ensure citizenssaff;defense, and masculinity for African
Americans, individual protests against discrimioatdid little to bring change to the United
States military or American society.

Another instance recorded in the same unsigneer liettolved an incident where an

African American civilian accidentally stepped owhite woman’s toes in a crowded store. The
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result: “. . . one of the noble sons of this southmuntry shot this man down for insulting a
white lady.”™*? The soldier stated that he could recount, “. anyninstances of this kind that
makes any man who has any degree of manhood Kealdsenting some of the crimes which are
committed against the colored people and the sslaigo are soldiering in the South*For
African American civilians and soldiers, one sligiation or reaction in any given situation
meant the difference between returning home saiedlythe possibility of jail time, violence, or
death. A simple error, like stepping on someonei br accidentally bumping into someone on
the street, could result in death. Like Jim Crows@nd segregation in public places, if the
offending party was black and the “victim” was vejiain overly excited white male believed it
was his duty to reinforce white supremacy by intiating the African American community
through violently attacking someone for a simpl®erThe unidentified soldier who wrote to the
lllinois Recordexpressed outrage at both instances and implaadtt only were these incidents
uncalled for, but that they could have been preagtot even avoided if African Americans were
treated as equals by whites in the South. Limitetion citizenship, masculinity, and self-defense
through Jim Crow left African American soldierstgiaed in the South frustrated, and many
endeavored to challenge these limitations as @f$goossible. Their individual efforts were
commendable, yet had an influential organizatiasted that African American soldiers could
rely upon for legal or political assistance whegaine to situations like ones described by black
soldiers at the turn of the twentieth century,¢lieumstances most likely would have been
different.

While the Tenth Cavalry had been sent back to thieed States in early August 1898,

the Twenty-fourth Infantry remained in Cuba, wh€m@. John R. Conn wrote home to his sister
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about combat in Santiago de Cuba, regaling thetanthgiolence and devastation faced by Conn
and his fellow soldiers. Corporal Conn’s sistersdo send the letter to thiéashington

Evening Staso that Conn’s combat experience reached a latgience. The lengthy letter
detailed what Conn and his fellow soldiers witndss&here were wounded and dead men lying
all along, beside and in the road, and the air seleative with bullets and shells of all
descriptions and caliber. You could not tell frorhatvdirection they were coming; all that we
could understand was that we were needed furthfeormt, and we could not shoot, for we could
not see anything to shoot at:* Corporal Conn recounted his regiment’s advanc8amJuan

Hill, where the Twenty-fourth Infantry had to destbarbed wire in their way. After doing so,

they advanced, forcing the enemy back into Santagbtaking the hilt*°

A long and gruesome
battle for the Twenty-fourth, they continued advagand fighting amidst the dread of certain
death. The constant barrage of enemy fire coul@ havken the regiment, but instead they
continued to fight until they seized San Juan Hill.

Corporal Conn’s letter depicted the determinatind strength of soldiers who fought
alongside him, thereby presenting a challenge titevelupremacy and negative racial stereotypes
of African American men that described them as unatéd, weak, and emasculated. Instead,
their combat experience asserted their masculamtyability to fight against oppression.
Corporal Conn presented his regiment as excephobedve and disciplined who did not retreat
in the midst of battle, but charged forward withedmination. What the corporal described as
positive traits in his fellow soldiers exemplifiga@its that whites in the United States feared in

African Americans. These characteristics could nteahupon return, these men would oppose

Jim Crow and white supremacy, upsetting the sugpbbatnce of life in the South and the
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assertion of masculinity and citizenship by blackies. Their challenge to the current oppressive
system and potential positions as race leaderstrtligh encourage other African American
citizens to fight oppression and degradation thhowg the United States. Corporal Conn’s
activism resembled that of his fellow soldiers, et other soldiers, he challenged white
supremacist stereotypes and Jim Crow alone. lirganization existed to provide the unity and
influence necessary to challenge Jim Crow, soldileesConn might have experienced more
equitable treatment within the military and upotureing to the United States.

By September 1898, most African American soldretarned from Cuba to face a
restrictive social and cultural structure whenratténg to participate in everyday life throughout
the South and continue to challenge it. Chaplaiar@=W. Prioleau of the Ninth Cavalry wrote
to theCleveland Gazetteoncerning an incident involving the chaplain &and other soldiers
attempting to attend church in Tuskegee, Alabamandwa recruitment trip. The white
congregation of the local Methodist Episcopal Chugave the soldiers the options to “. . . take
the extreme back seat, go up in the gallery orugd'd® Prioleau asserted that they were not
“back seat or gallery Christian[s],” so they preéetto leave and “. . . inform[ed] them on the
next day that the act was heinous, uncivilizedchristian, [and] un-American-*’ An exchange
between the chaplain and local whites, who stdtat“t . . niggers have been lynched in
Alabama for saying less than that. We [Prioleauthedwo soldiers] replied that only cowards
and assassins would overpower a man at midnightakedhim from his bed and lynch him, but
the night you dirty cowards come to my quartersthtat purpose there will be a hot time in
Tuskegee that hour; that we were only three wholavdie but not alone’*® Prioleau and his

companions left the area not long after this, bdl€au expressed disdain for their destination
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since in Charleston, South Carolina “The prejudsceot so much against the ignorant Negro,
the riff-raffs, as it is against the intelligentueated, tax-paying Negro; the Negro who is trying
to be aman . .*°

Based on Prioleau’s experience, white citizensobhf Fuskegee and Charleston intended
to keep African Americans from interacting with wds and from improving their position
economically, politically, or socially. In Alabama,church, which should have been a refuge for
all people from the hatred and vitriol of the woriceated African American soldiers as second-
class citizens and sub-human after the men commhentevhite worshippers’ un-Christian
behavior. These soldiers believed that a placeassp should not discriminate against those
who desired entry and participation in a religisasvice. Prioleau asserted that places of
worship should not segregate their patrons, asatl and women attended for the same purpose.
Prioleau and his fellow soldiers responded to wbitegregation members who threatened to
lynch them with a violent warning in return. Theg do in case any white men in the crowd
formed a mob to lynch these soldiers for their d&ses of citizenship, masculinity, and self-
defense. The white men they challenged believediese soldiers crossed an invisible line, and
wanted to restore what they believed was the sgbial order in the South, with African
American civilians and soldiers kept in a subortirend submissive role.

The men in Alabama seemed akin to those in Soutbli@a, as Prioleau and his
companions faced a potential confrontation forardy speaking out against mistreatment, but
for also doing so in an intelligent, educated, eggponsible fashion, thereby upsetting the
balance of whom in the South could lay claim testhtraits. Experience and testimonials from
other African American soldiers and civilians ledioleau to the conclusion that white

Southerners feared educated and successful AfAn@ricans far more than poor, uneducated
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African Americans. An education combined with sescmeant that African Americans could
challenge white economic and political control tighout the South. White Southerners feared
any loss of control, and believed that if they kigygt African American population uneducated
and poor as well as intimidated through the thoéa&iolence, they could maintain that control
easily. These soldiers were not complacent, artdadscontinually asserted their citizenship,
masculinity, and right to self-defense.

Chaplain Prioleau discussed other confrontatidriseosocial and cultural structure of
the South elsewhere in his letter, particularly whe examined the treatment of African
Americans citizens and soldiers by the chief ofq@bf Charleston, South Carolina. Prioleau
asked the chief of police “. . . why it is that tNegro of the South is so badly treated . . .” sinc
African Americans were “. . . the protectors of yéamilies from '61 to '65 while you were
fighting to keep them in bondag&® The officer replied, “The Negroes of the Soutk ar
perfectly happy, satisfied with their treatment @ngbu Northern Negroes would stay away
from them, and your Northern newspapers would dttertheir own section, we would have no
trouble with our Negroes**! Prioleau, a native of South Carolina, respondeteliing the
chief where he was born, which family from the dnad owned his before the Civil War, and
how he spent his childhood in bonddge.

This exchange provided an impeccable model of thelfs social and political
structure. The chief of police wanted to keep oatthern newspapers and citizens at the turn of
the century because Northern newspapers and atagrposedly influenced African Americans
to adopt expectations of equality and economicpeddence rather than accept the violence,

economic intimidation, and second-class citizenghgp existed in the South. Southern blacks
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opposed Jim Crow segregation and discriminatiohptany had few options when attempting to
express that opposition due to the constant tlmfeablence or economic intimidation. African
American soldiers traveling through the South tocemage black enlistment in the military
consistently encountered these attitudes concethmg@row and desired to do all they could to
challenge it. The Charleston police chief impliadhis assertion that Southern blacks remained
content with the fact that most African Americanghie area were uneducated or easily
intimidated, and he intended to keep them compladdre chief of police blamed all of the
“trouble” in the South on Northerners rather thakrewledging that white Southerners might
bear some responsibility for any “trouble” in tlegion, including exaggerated charges that
resulted in violence perpetrated against Africaneficans. He also ignored the fact that African
Americans were subjugated, but that many attenpteléfy Jim Crow segregation,
discrimination, and violence regardless of educatioeconomic standing. The Charleston
police chief preferred to imagine that all Southielacks accepted their mistreatment
complacently, and Northern civilians and soldieav¢led South just to create controversy by
encouraging black Southerners to challenge Jim Cvdlaen Prioleau and other soldiers like
him confronted Jim Crow and the treatment of Afnidemericans throughout the United States
rather than accepting these impositions on Afrigarericans’ freedom and potential for success
through assertions of citizenship, masculinity, aalf-defense, they shattered notions of a
peaceful, complacent, and accepting black populatio

Chaplain Prioleau continued his correspondence thiCleveland Gazettdrough
October of 1898, when the Ninth Cavalry departedhfiMontauk Point, New York to Fort Grant
in the Arizona Territory. Prioleau recounted therjeey west, noting that their arrival in Kansas

City, Missouri, “the gateway to America’s hell,”afed hostility among white citizens, even
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though the United States First Cavalry, a whitemegt, arrived just before the Ninth
Cavalry?® Both regiments fought in Cuba, and both were sssfoéin combat “. . . yet these
black boys, heroes of our country, were not alloveestand at the counters of restaurants and
eat a sandwich and drink a cup of coffee, whilewhée soldiers were welcomed and invited to
sit down at the tables and eat free of cost. Ydiulua American ‘prejudice.’ | call it American
‘hatred’ conceived only in hellish mind$?*

Prioleau thought the injustices of discriminatiodaegregation experienced by African
American soldiers were far too common, especiallgmthe sacrifices paid by the men of the
Ninth Cavalry. The chaplain believed that no vateshould be treated in this manner, let alone a
man still wearing a United States military uniforde felt that veterans of a recent military
conflict, regardless of race, should be treateti vaspect and not denied access to public
facilities throughout the United States after thergices they made for their country. Instead,
African American soldiers and veterans continuakperienced segregation and degradation
throughout the United States that intended to ehgh their masculinity and limit their
citizenship. Prioleau then asserted, “There arddwifplaces in this country, if any, where this
hatred of the Negro is not. . . .. Some say thatnot in the army. . . . But whether it's here o
not, and he is fortunate enough to wear the inaighhis rank upon his shoulder instead of his
arm, let him behave himself and no man can takelaise.”?* Prioleau’s letter dripped with
disdain, and emphasized that even in the militafs§sican Americans must ascribe to white
definitions of identity, citizenship, and mascuiyni

The United States military created an environméirt & the Jim Crow South through

various means. These included separate regimanédrioan Americans, restrictions upon
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commissions, and harsher punishments meted osirfolar crimes to white soldiers. The
chaplain also mentioned that few regions of thetéthBStates were exempt from racial hatred,
implying a shift in how he interpreted the spre&dacism and discrimination. Prioleau no
longer saw racism and discrimination as a Southsshlem but instead as an American
problem. Chaplain Prioleau implied that the chajkshhe and his fellow soldiers continued to
employ against Jim Crow, white violence, and dmeanation needed to become a national
objective. This shift in perception exposed hisrugding within the peculiar institution, and the
misconception that prior to the Civil War most vasiin the North fully embraced the free black
population rather than embraced segregation anal sidfe. Racial hatred had always been an
American problem, not just a Southern problem,itowtas far more prevalent in the South than
any other region of the country. Chaplain Priolsaassertions displayed the complexities of
race, discrimination, and segregation within thététhStates military and society. The inherent
discrimination African American soldiers experiedae the military reflected a larger problem
existing throughout the rest of American societtgerapting to subjugate African American
assertions of masculinity, citizenship, and sucoesgecially if it might situate that black soldier
in a position of power over a white soldier. Thalain’'s desire to challenge segregation,
discrimination, and white violence on the natiosedle would come to fruition in the
intervening years, but without a national organaatlready in existence at the turn of the
twentieth century, Prioleau’s continued activismudoremain on the individual level rather than
a unified effort among African Americans.

Due to the problems that African American soldiaed with white citizens and Jim
Crow segregation in the South, some of these ssldieaded heading to the region before their

assignments overseas. While stationed in Montauktfdew York, an unidentified member of
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the Tenth Cavalry wrote in early October 1898 tikat every side you will hear Cuba in
preference to the South, as the boys all dreads#dion of Uncle Sam’s domains; yet they will
have to treat us right if we go theré>The fact that African American soldiers feared dfre
Crow South more than military combat in Cuba wéste Even though black soldiers dreaded
these assignments, they vowed to continually figit Crow segregation and second-class
citizenship even though they feared the discrinnomeand potential violent encounters. To
emphasize the fight against segregation, this uiitksd soldier stated, “It is not the desire of
any man to have trouble with the Southerner buttmgitions will be the same as when we
went South last April, an insult and a blov”

In short, while African American soldiers wishedaeoid Southern bases and the
conflicts that might arise at these locations, tweyld not hesitate to contest the “conditions”
rather than accept segregation, discrimination,ranigm. African American soldiers were in a
prime position to fight segregation and discrimioatecause of their roles as members of the
United States military and defenders of the courRgsisting this system remained difficult
since, “Too many believe that if you are insultedttit is the proper thing to turn and go away
because a white man insulted you and that you reastmber that you atdack This don’t go
in the 10th, and | am glad that we have men whe legnugh manhood to resent any insult cast
upon them.*?® African American soldiers either ignored or ditgcthallenged the assertion that
African Americans must maintain the status quoiof Grow and white supremacy since it was
not only a matter of principle, but also one oifzeihship, masculinity, equality, and the right to
self-defense against white violence. By doing Bes¢ soldiers became, at least in their eyes,

race men. While their efforts to resist discrimioatand subjugation continued unabated,
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without support from a larger and more influentedanization white military personnel and the
War Department itself overlooked the conditionsigen American soldiers faced in the military
and in local areas where they were stationed.

By the time all African American combat regimergturned to the United States from
Cuba in October 1898, their first stop was typicallbase in the South where they continually
encountered violence that should have been lefth@mattlefield. Chaplain Prioleau addressed
African American soldiers’ anxieties linked to \eolce in the South when it came to interaction
with white civilians after they returned from fighg for Cuban freedom. The chaplain cited
South Carolina Senator Benjamin R. Tillman, a sthumhite supremacy advocate, to describe
white perceptions of African Americans: “Down withe niggers, but if we must tolerate them,
give us those of mixed blood™® Prioleau responded to such remarks by declarifwd ‘yet if
a Negro man marries, or even looks at a white woai&outh Carolina, he is swung to the limb
of a tree and his body riddled with bullets. Itreseas if there is no redress in earth or
Heaven.**° The chaplain recognized the hypocrisy of Senaiitma@n’s assertion that if African
Americans must be tolerated, they should be paitewhillman referred to white men crossing
the color line, probably in the form of rape, topiragnate black women. Prioleau and his fellow
soldiers knew that the concept did not work ind¢hse of black men crossing the color line to
have a relationship with a white woman. Many Afridamerican soldiers knew that once their
tenure in the United States military ended, théyrreed home to viewpoints similar to Tillman’s
that sought to control them in all possible ways.

Chaplain Prioleau’s acknowledgement of Tillman’'pbgrisy implied understanding

Tillman’s position concerning African American e#inship, masculinity, and right to self-
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defense regardless of military versus civilianwgatillman’s position concerning African
Americans was quite skewed, and suggested thaielferged contact with African Americans
produced from interracial sexual relations, butyamhen white men crossed the color line.
When white men crossed the color line, they betidverotected white women’s femininity and
chastity and represented white men’s masculinfitgny black man crossed the same line, it
meant white men failed in their protection of whitemen'’s virtue. The threat of violence for
any such act even perceived as threatening in sayehe purity or virtue of a white woman
meant death, even for an African American soldigick soldiers knew neither the uniform nor
the military would protect them, even in the caba talse accusation. Tillman encouraged the
sexual exploitation of African American women, getught to deny African American
citizenship, masculinity, and right to self-defens#lman supported denying African
Americans, regardless of status as civilian orisoldiue process if charged with a crime like
rape, and instead preferred lynch law to manageetbguations. Black men could not protect
black women from rape or crossing the color linkick challenged their masculinity. Finally,
local governments and lynch mobs overlooked Afridamericans’ right to self-defense if
African American men attempted to defend themsedhgasnst accusations of rape or against
white violence. African American soldiers continuedesist limitations imposed upon their
citizenship, masculinity, and right to self-defenget their efforts did little to end this
persecution that would continue for multiple decade

While some African American soldiers avoided candlj other black soldiers stationed in
the South after the war could not avoid the vioéeperpetrated against them. One such case
occurred in Huntsville, Alabama involving the Te@hvalry. According to an article in the

Lafayette Gazetfe weekly Democratic paper published in Lafaydttejisiana, an unidentified
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soldier of the Tenth Cavalry “. . . attempted tketéghe town and was arrested by a detail of the
provost guard. The negro cavalrymen attemptedsouesthe prisoner and a riot was
precipitated. . . . The white soldiers are veryebiagainst the negro troopers and they have been
separated in order to prevent trouble which wittaialy occur if the races meet® The article
continued with a commentary on African Americandseals, stating that as soon as they became
soldiers, they believed themselves to be invincsiol®nly a bit of alcohol “. . . is all that is
required to make him insulting and intolerable tuite people.**? The article emphasized the
necessity of control, and violent control, overddl&odies and the subservience of black men,
even in uniform. African American soldiers’ contediresistance to Jim Crow and white
supremacy frustrated and terrified white Southeytieat an armed rebellion would occur to
overthrow this repressive system. Tladayette Gazette'giece exaggerated the details of the
incident, especially since another article in @tepley Bannera weekly publication out of
Chipley, Florida, reported that the soldier “was arrested in a house which is open exclusively
to white men. He had tried to whip out the plat&.The black soldier in question attempted to
integrate a segregated business by assertingghisas a citizen to frequent any business, and
was arrested for his challenge to Jim Crow. Instdaah accurate account of the incident,
newspapers in the South exaggerated the situatithretpoint of absurdity, claiming the
unidentified soldier contested the limitations ioh Zrow and needed to be taught proper black
identity and station in society.

Other members of the Tenth Cavalry fought the reatibns of these types of incidents

as best they could, including writing letters toioas African American newspapers throughout
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the United States about the incident and the ilgistone to them. One unidentified soldier sent
a letter to thdllinois Recordstating that the Tenth Cavalry were eventuallyachiged in early
December 1898 and left “. . . at the mercy of agtyo$ thugs” after the October incident. That
disarmament resulted in the deaths of Pvt. JolBréoks and Cpl. Daniel Garrett, both of Troop
H, Tenth Cavalry>* As Brooks and Garrett returned to camp, they waéeked and killed,

while local police captured another member of tkath and accused him of brandishing a
pistol}*®> According to a second unidentified soldier, whgnsd his letter to the African
American publicatiomhe Richmond PlanéEqual Rights,” the welcome the Tenth received
was “. . . a volley of bullets. . . . Our troublachbegun.**° Both soldiers’ letters addressed the
bounty that local whites had engaged on any mewitie Tenth Cavalry, and that “Ignorant
colored citizens were enlisted into the confideotcthe faint hearted and cowardly whites to lay
in wait at night and murder members of the 13t Both cavalrymen also called for returning
weapons to the Tenth Cavalry or a transfer fronbAtaa, under the guise that “. . . our rights as
U.S. soldiers and citizens are not protected byRepublican form of Government . 1*®* The
unidentified cavalryman writing tdhe Richmond Plan&tven argued that African American
soldiers were just as despised by white Alabamarensalaved peoples were prior to the Civil
War*® The other cavalryman took a vastly different ajpioto the situation and how it played
out. He argued that, “I do not blame the whitethef South for killing off so many blacks in this

and other sections of the South. They will neverdspected as a race until they work for the
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interest of their own race. . . . [instead of] gitocey money to murder those who have aided
largely to bring the race up to its present stathdind] who fought so bravely in Cub&®

These two cavalrymen addressed the problems AfAcaerican soldiers confronted
daily while in military service, but what they asipated facing upon leaving the military. These
soldiers were expected, at least when in the Stmtpt defend themselves to any sort of extent,
but instead allow white supremacy and Jim Crowit¢tate their lives and the lives of their
fellow servicemen. The entire incident began oveorstested space and identity. A whites only
establishment that one soldier tried to integratketd a violent confrontation involving
citizenship, masculinity, and the right to self-ele$e. White Alabamans wanted to reassert their
authority over African American soldiers, whom tHalgeled as “uppity,” by utilizing the local
black civilian population to attack the Tenth CayaAfrican American citizens in the area were
enticed by the offer because of the massive poveety lived in with little access to decent
wages or employment. Commanding officers requisétbAfrican American soldiers’ weapons,
leaving them undefended and open to attack frorh White civilians and white soldiers
Huntsville. White violence and at least two deatf®uilted from this policy, leading soldiers to
beg for their return of their weapons or a transigrof the South to escape this violence.
African American soldiers confronted these injussiand continued the fight against them,
asserting citizenship, masculinity, and the righself-defense. African American soldiers
wanted to defend themselves against attackerghardmilitary training was front and center in
the debate over African American soldiers’ rightlefend themselves and whether to re-arm
them in Huntsville. Some white Southerners regattesdmilitary training as a threat and
believed trained soldiers would lead other Afridganericans in an armed rebellion to overthrow

Jim Crow and white supremacy for good, destroyireggdtatus quo and ensuring that whites
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could not continue to subordinate African Americétizens. African American soldiers saw this
as necessary and their right as an American citegpecially considering the brutality and
violence they faced daily in the South.

By the end of the Spanish-American War, repeatsplutes over the extension of
commissions to African Americans in segregatedmegits, clashes over segregation and
discrimination in areas near military bases, amdevice both on and off the battlefield affected
African American soldiers throughout the end oftitentieth century. These disputes
represented a larger conflict within the Unitedt&aover citizenship, masculinity, and self-
defense as well as limitations placed upon theseequs through the institution of Jim Crow.
While African American soldiers continually strugdlfor civil rights, equality, and respect,
their efforts were mostly individual rather tharnified across all African American soldiers
serving in the United States military. The Spamsherican War was the first war to occur after
most African American men lost the potential toezothus, their influence in making demands
upon the United States government faced significhallenges. Historians have discussed the
growing goal of orderly, bureaucratic, highly regpeld authority as one of the most important
developments in American business and politicsratdbe turn of the centuty* The question
of how African Americans fit into this developmewnthether as part of the process of organizing
or as objects to be organized, was unclear. C. Wdoadward’s old argument, supported by
numerous historians since the 1950s, that the Soufirogressive movement was with a few
exceptions “for whites only” left African Americam®t only out of politics but also out of all

sorts of discussions about authority. As a regdtican American soldiers wrote to African
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American newspapers to petition for change andwage further enlistment despite the
struggles faced in the military rather than moffec@l avenues. Their critiques and challenges to
Jim Crow and white violence most likely did notcka large audience due to the limited
circulation of black newspapers. The lack of aoral organization with the political and social
power to influence the United States military aeddral government or provide legal or

financial aid to African American soldiers in disss inhibited the soldiers’ ability to affect

change in the United States military and in Amerisaciety.
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CHAPTER 2: “THIS IS A WHITE MAN’'S COUNTRY":
AFRICAN AMERICAN SOLDIERS AS
OCCUPYING FORCES IN THE PHILIPPINE-AMERICAN WAR
When the Philippine-American War began in Febrd&899;*% African American
soldiers in the Ninth and Tenth Cavalries and thvefity-fourth and Twenty-fifth Infantry
Regiments arrived in the Philippines unaware oftw&raerican intervention on the islands
would eventually mean for the Filipino people. Sdméeved their experiences in the
Philippines would resemble that of Cuba, fightingax for liberation and citizenship. By May
1900 though, African American soldiers learned gy how brutal American intervention in
the Philippines would be and how it differed fromlf@. An unidentified soldier, most likely
with the Twenty-fourth or Twenty-fifth Infantry, peed a letter to thhew York Agevhich the
Wisconsin Weekly Advocatn African American newspaper based in Milwauk#esconsin
lamenting American intervention on the islandsthia letter, the soldier stated that Spanish
occupation was harsh in terms of laws, but Spamififstials, “. . . were polite and treated them
[Filipinos] with some consideration. *** White American military personnel,

... as soon as they saw that the native troops desirous of sharing in the glories as
well as the hardships of the hard-won battles wighAmericans, began to apply home
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treatment for colored peoples: cursed them as damiggers, steal [from] and ravish

them, rob them on the street of their small chatajes from the fruit vendors whatever

suited their fancy, and kick the poor unfortundteei complained, desecrate their church

property, and after fighting began, looted evenghn sight, burning, robbing the

graves:**
The Filipino people opposed Spanish rule, butagtlender the Spaniards they experienced at
least some modicum of respect, cooperation, andrgtahding, not to mention as human beings.
Under American rule, Filipinos instead experienttegloppressive and discriminatory policies
typically seen in the American South meant to sgéje roughly half of the Southern population.
Filipinos also suffered violence, theft, and miatmeent at the hands of white American soldiers
who denied their humanity and ability to governniselves.

The unidentified soldier reported that white salgliftom other regiments boasted of their
behavior to African American soldiers, thinking ¢kasoldiers would not only support their
actions, but also participate in them. White soklasserted that they were entitled to confiscate
property from Filipinos to compensate for their pate of $13 a month, and treated Filipinos
with the same contempt many white Americans, bathary and civilian, reserved for
minorities within the United States. “One fellowgmber of the 13th Minnesota, told me how
some fellows he knew had cut off a native womams i order to get a fine inlaid bracelét”
When white American soldiers asserted their peezkprivilege through their violent treatment
of Filipinos and violence when robbing a Filipin@man of a bracelet, they revealed the
complexities of defining citizenship, masculinignd self-defense. These white soldiers believed
they had every right to take this bracelet, andaso violently if necessary since the United

States military encouraged the establishment afidisnation, violence, and subjugation in the

Philippines. Their actions were just one way tof@ice this sort of behavior and treatment of
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the native population. They thought that violeneepptrated against the Filipino people
reinforced their masculinity, while simultaneoudlnying that people of color deserved better
treatment than disdain and subjugation.

When the unidentified African American soldier qu@sed his brothers in arms further,
he discovered that they believed theft and violeagaanst the native population was an assertion
of their right as soldiers. These white militagrgonnel also asserted that white men could not
live off of what they called starvation wages frtime United States militar}*® These white
soldiers failed to take into account the dispantyilitary pay rates between white and black
American soldiers. White soldiers’ pay consistentijnained above black soldiers even if men
of both ethnicities were equal in every respechefr rank and accomplishments while in the
military. White American soldiers in the Philippgdisplayed arrogance and implied they held a
privilege that non-white Americans did not becatlnssy thought they were entitled to what they
defined as a living wage. The unidentified soldieowed his contempt for the actions taken by
his fellow white soldiers, condemning them andrtlagtitudes in regard to robbing defenseless
Filipinos and asserting they remained sorely uradrguring their service overseas. He found
these outrages problematic and sought to bringtaiteto such atrocities and incorrect
perceptions of military life. The unidentified Aéan American soldier implied that the violence
incurred upon the Filipino people was unnecessadythat innocent people should not
encounter violence perpetuated in their countratypccupying force that attempted to
subjugate them in almost every aspect of theisliVdne soldier acknowledged the contradiction
inherent in the actions of white American militgrgrsonnel claiming to be a force for

civilization then acting as uncivilized as possible
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More intense violence combined with harsher languagd insults to influence African
American soldiers. According to the unidentifiettiéan American soldier writing to thidew
York Age white American soldiers “. . . talked with imptynof ‘niggers’ [Filipinos] to our
soldiers, never once thinking that they were tgkmhome ‘niggers’ and should they be brought
to remember that at home this is the same vildnepihey hurl at us, they beg pardon and make
some effeminate excuse about what the Filipinaited.”*” For this unidentified soldier, the
actions of white soldiers were a glaring remindethe United States and the treatment African
American soldiers received within their own countidg sympathized with the intimidation and
racial subjugation of Filipinos, desiring a diffateéype of occupation forces, ones who would
treat Filipinos as humans rather than as sub-huwmnaren animals. The unidentified soldier’s
portrayal of white American soldiers as brutal amakcivilized” in their actions provided an
interesting contradiction to the official policyaththe United States military and government
sought to “civilize” Filipinos. The soldier conclad that “if it were not for the sake of the
10,000,000 black people in the United States, Gagesknows on whish side of the subject |
would be.**®

The writings of this unidentified African Americaoldier highlighted the complexities
inherent in defining citizenship, masculinity, aself-defense as well as limitations restricting
them. His sympathy for the Filipino people arosedwse their situation mirrored his own,
characterizing what awaited him when the militaigcarged him. The United States military
intended to not only secure the islands as a giap®ssession, but also to subjugate the
resistive Filipinos. The military also exported JBrow to the islands, attempting to recreate

social patterns and structures from the UnitedeStat new areas that aimed to control the native
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population. African American soldiers experiencddtesdefinitions of citizenship, masculinity,
and self-defense in the Philippines in a more wibénd turbulent manner than in Cuba because
the occupation put them in close proximity to thigpfo people for a very long time and the
onset of total war ensured a more violent militiimge to subdue a rebellion.

White officers and the military attempted to makelear to African American soldiers
that their American citizenship situated them sugerior position to the Filipino people, even if
the military treated both African Americans andgiiios in the same manner. African American
soldiers stationed in the Philippines continuedrioounter paternalism, Social Darwinism, and
white supremacy, but also experienced a complicaietionship with the native population due
to military policies that resembled Jim Crow andsen in the United States. These men faced
numerous obstacles while in the Philippines, inclgdjuestioning whether or not their race was
capable of fighting in the Philippines against auyr of people potentially similar to them. Some
African American soldiers also contemplated mign@gtinere permanently to rid themselves of
the problems and frustrations associated with ngtgrhome to Jim Crow. Others continued to
petition the increase in African American officarsd acknowledgement of their status and
report violent encounters with both Filipino foraasd white soldiers stationed on the islands.
African American soldiers determinedly maintainkd struggle against Jim Crow,
discrimination, white violence, and subjugation best that they could, but did so almost
entirely alone. Writing to newspapers about atresiand mistreatment only got them so far, and
without a national organization to turn to for ledgamancial, and moral support, these soldiers
were left to attempt petitioning the United StataBtary to minimal avail.

By late 1898, the United States had concluded ganiSh-American War and now

looked to the Philippines for expansion once tharfsgh Empire collapsed. The Filipino people
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wanted independence rather than yet one more goasgerting its control over them. American
politicians, military personnel, and leaders igmbties, and plans for annexing the Philippines
appeared as early as December of 1898, arguinguinaixation would “. . . be profitable both to
the interests of American white labor and alsdhtwsé of Southern black labor, as well as to the
great advancement of the American negro, to adhappolicy of making those islands and others
of like character that we may yet acquire in theifRraOcean an outlet for the surplus negro
population of our Southern Staté$*Some white American citizens believed that African
Americans would never succeed in the United St#tesefore annexing the Philippines and
transporting all black Americans there was a viaggon. African Americans sometimes
undercut union, or white, workers’ wages due tasariminatory wage system, so some white
Americans believed it would be far more benefitbalvhite working class Americans for
African Americans to leave the country entirely. ligrating to the Philippines, African
Americans would no longer compete with white Amanis for employment. Since competition
for employment was a factor in racial conflict, amdite Americans faced competition from
immigrants as well, migration would eliminate agpdhat competed for the best jobs and
ensure white supremacy in the United States thrgalykecurity and success for white
Americans.

If the United States annexed the Philippines, sAmericans, including Rev. W. B.
Gallaher of Danwville, lllinois, believed that whifenmerica could rid itself of African Americans
once and for all, ending racial violence and deanation in the South, albeit in an indirect and
insolent way. Writing to the editor of tlighicago Daily TribungeReverend Gallaher argued that
white Americans should send over “American negftes] are vastly superior to the natives” to

colonize the islands, then followed by Southermchisoldiers. The United States would maintain
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80



white supervision over both the migrants and tlkgenous populatiofr’ Reverend Gallaher's
argument exuded white supremacy and limitationsittrenship, masculinity, and the right to
self-defense. Reverend Gallaher believed wholebéigrthat educated African Americans
would be the first to aide in the colonization mss, creating some sort of rapport with the
native population. The next migrants were to betlsenm African American soldiers, most likely
due to their attempts to resist Jim Crow, discration, and subjugation within the United
States. The remainder of the African American pafoih could theoretically follow these
educated black Americans from the United Stateturim labor conflicts would decrease as job
competition lessened for white Americans.

Reverend Gallaher’s argument ignored the realdfdabor in the United States.
Reverend Gallaher and others like him ignored #ae that African Americans typically earned
far less than white Americans who worked the egaate jobs. Instead, men like Gallaher
allowed ethnicity and discrimination to factor irtteeir belief that labor competition with white
Americans was the main problem within the Ameritzbor system, not the oppressive,
demanding, and exploitative nature of the Ameriednor system. Black migration to the
Philippines also meant that white Americans reis@me sort of control over the African
American population, even though they were halioaldvaway. While white Americans wanted
all African Americans out of the country, theyIstitemed African Americans incapable of
independence or self-rule, so white America musiimecontrol over not only the governmental
system, but also over these potential migrants dmegreached their new homeland. Reverend
Gallaher sought colonization as a solution to labasions as well as the anxiety over African

American soldiers.
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By the following year, the United States militatgtsoned African American soldiers in
the Philippines, where the ever-present remindead#l tensions in newspapers arriving from
the United States and the military hierarchy theyegienced plagued their lives daily. Rienzi B.
Lemus, a member of Company K, Twenty-fifth Infantgcalled an incident that occurred in
September 1899 at La Lanio. According to LemusC@poral and a private of the 16th
Infantry are sentenced to be shot for robbery @sdw@t on a sixty year old native woman. He
was caught in the act and tried by military couhich passed the above-mentioned verditt.”
Lemus mentioned the regiment that the soldiers wa#ileated with to ensure that people back
home did not blame African American soldiers fag tnime, since only six regiments, the
Twenty-fourth and Twenty-fifth Infantry, the Nintind Tenth Cavalry, and the volunteers of the
Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Infantry, were alltitaed in the Philippine$? The fact that these
men did not belong to any of the six African Amanaunits was important to Lemus, and
important to his audience reading his letter inRithmond PlanetMentioning which regiment
the men who committed the violence belonged tdoeted efforts by black soldiers to distance
themselves from negative stereotypes that bothevamt black Americans considered factual.
Elite African Americans and most whites believedtthlack soldiers in the regular army were
some combination of violent, immoral, and incapaiflbecoming race leaders.

Lemus ensured that African Americans back in theddnStates understood that white
soldiers, not African American soldiers, commitszme of the most violent and disturbing

crimes in the Philippines. Lemus said, “Every time get a paper from there [United States], we

51 Gatewood, 247.

152«Negro Soldiers for Otis: War Department Orders Enlistment of Two RegimentsThe Baltimore Surl1
Sep. 1899. The War Department issued an order ph $€1899 to organize two new all-black regimentish only
black officers. The officers appointed were all méro served in Cuba during the Spanish-American. Whis was
the first time the War Department chose to formmegnts with black officers, something African Anwamns had
fought for throughout the Spanish-American War afl as the Indian Wars and the Civil War.

82



read where some poor Negro is lynched for suppregsal In this case there was no Negro in the
vicinity to charge with the crime and the law hasl fits course®® Lemus stressed that white
soldiers were tried and sentenced to death irctdge because no African American soldiers
could be blamed for the crime. Lemus’s accuraterties described conditions that led to
numerous lynchings of African Americans in the @diStates in the late 1800s and early 1900s.
He and other African American soldiers were welbasvof the violence and intimidation aimed
at African Americans throughout the United States] consistently expressed dissatisfaction
over the lack of protection for African Americanizens. Lemus’s cynicism about the situation
most African American men found themselves in shibthat these men were not complacent
and wanted a better environment not only for théwese but also for future generations. Lemus
and his fellow soldiers felt that as citizens o thnited States, African Americans should be
protected from violence and intimidation by law@weckment and the legal system rather than
pushed off as second-class citizens with no righfsrotection from fear, violence, economic
intimidation, or discrimination. Lemus was left tvitew options when incidents like this
occurred, and while he condemned discriminatorgtinent, he did not have enough influence
either in the military or the federal governmenetesure these situations changed for the better.

The frustration apparent in Lemus’s letter to fhehmond Planeappeared in other
aspects of African American soldiers’ service ia Bhilippines, including how to comprehend
fighting against an enemy that physically resemlitthean far more than their comrades in arms.
Sgt. M. W. Saddler of the Twenty-fifth Infantry camented on this confusion and the
complexity of service in the Philippines. Saddlated,

We are now arrayed to meet what we consider a canfoe men of our own hue and
color. Whether it is right to reduce these peoplsubmission is not a question for the
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soldier to decide. Our oath of allegiance knowshagirace, color nor nation, and if such
a question should arise, it would be disposed @inasof a political nature by a soldféf.

Sergeant Saddler expressed that he would continfight because of his oath to the United
States, but revealed that he considered his gaation in the Philippines as a conflict of interest
Saddler’s perception revealed how he understooitanyilaction in the Philippines as a man, not
as a soldier. While Saddler asserted that soldlersld not decide such matters, he implied that
he did not necessarily support fighting againspkibs and just followed the orders given to him
by superior officers.

Sergeant Saddler suggested that some African Aarescldiers disagreed with their
assignments in the Philippines requiring them tggyate a people who resembled them
physically in the same manner African Americanzeitis were subjugated within the United
States. These soldiers then struggled with theigaments and what subjugating another group
of people signified. The sergeant gave away hisgsyimes when he said, “I am thoroughly
convinced that if these people are given homeuntier American protection it will finally
result in absolute independencé>In Sergeant’s Saddler’s estimation, the Filipieople were
capable of self-rule, and if Filipinos could rukeiselves, African Americans should also be
provided with self-determination and equal oppaitiuim the United States rather than remain
second-class citizens. In short, Saddler beliekatall people, no matter their origins, had the
right to determine their own destiny and goverrtiogy rather than remain impeded by
discriminatory and oppressive rule by either oefgn or domestic governments.

In a subsequent letter from Sergeant Saddler ttnthanapolis Freemanan African
American newspaper in lllinois, he continued toorett the possible difficulties African

American soldiers might face when engaging in camith the Filipino people. Saddler
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wondered what would happen when “Military maneuwvgiand fighting between civilized
colored men...” occurretf® Sergeant Saddler’s assertion that the Philippime#can War
would experience two civilized non-white forcestigmg one another demonstrated an
alternative perspective to American military andgmment perceptions concerning whether
Filipinos were “civilized” or not. Saddler describ€ilipino forces as “civilized,” an
interpretation that challenged white American dslteat Americans needed to “civilize” the
native population of the islands.

Some black soldiers, including Sergeant Saddlso, mcognized that Filipino forces
would be tougher opponents than Cubans were dthism&panish-American War. If captured,
Filipinos would not immediately kill American forsen the same manner Spanish military
personnel were by Cuban forceé§Saddler worried about what would happen in cabgitd
forces seized him, but believed that Filipino naiiit forces would show more restraint than
Cuban forces did. Soldiers feared the violence¢hatd be unleashed upon them as the invading
force, but some like Saddler made special notelhdtiaer or not the enemy was “civilized.”
African American soldiers who fought in Cuba priortheir stint in the Philippines appreciated
just how violent one could be to an enemy, butdveld that they would not see the same level of
violence from Filipino soldiers because of how th&sces presented themselves during combat.

African American soldiers soon found out what figgtFilipino military forces would be
like, and described it thoroughly when writing hotoenewspapers and family members. When
the Twenty-fifth Infantry Regiment first encountdrEilipino soldiers in October of 1899, the
violence was intense. C. W. Cordin of the Twentihflnfantry described the action as rough,

stating, “We worked like demons. . . . Company Bieabut to our outpost on the left, volley
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firing. . . . there is lots of difference in lookjra man in the face when you are shaving him and
looking him in the face when he is throwing leag@u.”*® Cordin asserted that battle meant
facing almost certain death and a capable foetimteictory, with potentially disastrous
consequences for American regiments. What AfricareAcan soldiers withessed on the
battlefields stayed with them, and they knew tmgtlaing could happen to them instantaneously.
When confronting this violence, African Americariders did not evade their duties or
responsibilities, documenting their experiencesmivating home, ensuring that American
audiences understood just how African Americanieaddvould react in the face of danger.
Reasons for African American soldiers to write homaes twofold. Writing to newspapers and
family members in the United States provided anmod actual events that many black soldiers
thought might be overlooked once the Philippine-Acan War ended. African American
soldiers also sought to dispel negative stereotgpesmonly held by white Americans
concerning them and their abilities. White soldfacsed this same violence when in combat, but
they did not have to reconcile the fact that Afnidemerican soldiers and Filipino forces
experienced similar treatment by whites and intagieid so easily off the battlefield due to
mutual experiences with discrimination, violenaeg aacism at the hands of white Americans.
African American soldiers stationed in the Philipgs not only recognized the potential
similarities between themselves and Filipinos,dlsb recognized when white military personnel
attempted to implement a Jim Crow-type culturenmislands. To implement Jim Crow in the
Philippines, white military personnel “establish[éldeir diabolical race hatred in all its home
rancor in Manila, even endeavoring to propagatetiabia among the Spaniards and Filipinos

So as to be sure of the foundation of their supogmdnen the civil rule that must necessarily
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follow the present military regime, is establisiét. White soldiers and officers safeguarded
white supremacy and paternalism in the Philippthesugh reestablishing the same system of
oppression and subjugation that African Americarg @her minorities experienced daily in the
United States. White American military personnejdoethis process by imparting a fear of
African American soldiers to the native populattbrough threats and violence and treating
Filipinos as if they were incapable of taking café¢hemselves. White American military
personnel believed that by these methods, subprgatould equate to a peaceful occupation
with white officials in control, teaching the “uwvdized” Filipinos how to become more
“civilized” like white Americans. These methods@klowed white military officials to divide
the population even further, ensuring a wide partibetween Filipinos and African American
soldiers. Dividing the population was a direct urgihce from elite whites in the American South
who introduced Jim Crow segregation and white supey to that region, but white American
military personnel could not keep the populationsrely divided.

In defiance of the separation of populations, 8@t}. John W. Galloway of the Twenty-
fourth Infantry interviewed multiple well-educat&dipinos to understand how at least a small
group of the native population felt about Amerid¢arces regardless of ethnicity. Galloway’s
interviewees provided a glimpse into Filipino viesumts and observations, and specifically
about how differently they regarded white and blAckerican military personnel. Initially,
white soldiers and officers,

... began to tell us [Filipinos] of the inferityriof the American blacks—of your brutal

natures, your cannibal tendencies—how you woulé @p senioritas, etc. Of course, at

first we were a little shy of you, after being tafithe difference between you and them;

but we studied you. . . . Between you and him,@ak lupon you as the angel and him as
the devil'®
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Galloway discovered through these interviews somgtthe United States government and
military hierarchy predicted as a possibility ofdractions between Filipinos and African
American soldiers. His investigation revealed holtevmilitary personnel intended to drive a
wedge between Filipinos and black soldiers byaitifj negative racial stereotypes commonly
held in the United States concerning African Amami, as well as to discourage African
American desertion and subsequent aid to Filiparods.

Despite the American military’s best efforts, Fitips discerned through interactions
with both white and black American soldiers thaiteAmerican soldiers tended to be far more
brutal and violent than African American soldi€fbat realization resulted in better relations
between African American soldiers and the Filippeople, as well as Filipino military forces
encouraging black soldiers to desert an unjustreggve military system to join the efforts to
remove American military and political control fraime Philippines. The McKinley
administration considered a policy regarding intecam between black soldiers and Filipinos
that was “. . . urged on the theory that certaaialaaffiliations may be utilized in a way to defea
rebellious acts on the part of [Emilio] Aguinaldadghis party and to bring peace to the newly
acquired possessions of the United States in tee"E4In short, the policy meant that the use
of African American soldiers had the potential embfit attempts at colonization on the basis of
racial similarities. Even so, military officialsdeed mass desertion if black soldiers and Filipinos
joined forces to fight the white oppressive mijtand political regime on the islands. In part,
this led to white American military personnel sgheg rumors concerning the potential
behavior of African American soldiers toward thégdtno people, as elite and educated Filipinos

reported to Galloway.
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But for the people Galloway interviewed, the relaghip between Filipinos and African
American soldiers after United States military Es@rrived in the Philippines was more than
mere ethnic similarities. African American soldiesgoressed far more hospitality and kindness
to Filipino citizens, while white American soldi€ts. . push them off the streets, spit at them,
call them damned ‘niggers,’ abuse them in all mah&vays, and connect race hatred with
duty, for the colored soldier has none such fomtli€? What these Filipinos described included
the same sort of incidents that transpired in theédd States targeting African Americans,
specifically in the South. The Filipinos’ descrgntiaddressed the concept of identity indirectly,
as some white Southerners used these types of dsetbaiscourage African Americans in the
United States from challenging Jim Crow and secdads citizenship. Intimidation and
discrimination affected not only how African Amaait soldiers regarded themselves as part of
the conquering force, but also how Filipinos viewddte and African American soldiers.

Galloway'’s interviews with wealthy Filipinos alsent credence to Filipino desires for
interaction with only African American soldiers mat than white American soldiers. One
wealthy Filipino landowner interviewed by Sergelfajor Galloway proclaimed that if the
United States claimed sovereignty and turned thigopimes into a colony, they would prefer
that the United States government send African Agaas to run the islands since Filipinos
feared annihilation at white hands. “I wish you Wbsay to your young men that we want
occidental ideas but we want them taught to usobgred people. In reconstruction of our
country new ideas will obtain. . . . We ask youneated, practical men to come and teach us
them. . . . Unless an unselfish people come tassistance we are doomé&This Filipino

landowner, and others like him, resisted white w@rdver the Philippines because of how white
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American military personnel treated the native pafion, denigrating them based upon their
ethnicity and assuming them incapable of self-rideed, the Filipinos’ plight and frustrations
reminded many African American soldiers of life k@t the United States, so they appreciated
why a Filipino landowner wanted educated Africanekioans to take over American
occupation. Filipinos preferred to have people wiated them with kindness, respect, and
decency in control of their government rather thaople who treated them the way white
American military personnel and officials did.

The fact that African American soldiers often enmgsgd with the Filipino people’s
condition was not lost on Filipinos. Due to thisgathy, Filipinos wanted African Americans to
settle and become leaders in the islands, teatharg “American political and industrial
ideas.*®* After including part of the interviews in his lettto theRichmond PlanetSergeant
Major Galloway asked “. . . our [African Americaygung men who are practical scientific
agriculturists, architects . . . engineers, busmasn, professors and students of the sciences and
who know how to establish and manage banks, meleanisinesses, large plantations, sugar
growing, developing and refining . . . [and] miswmades and teachers . . .” to migrate to the
Philippines and take up influential positions oa islands?® Galloway requested that successful
and intelligent African Americans migrate to thalippines to aid Filipino adoption of the
American system of government. He suggested tkence in the Philippines would allow
African American soldiers and civilians to escape Grow, discrimination, and intimidation
within the United States. African Americans couldtead live in a welcoming environment,
thriving there without the fear of intimidation adscrimination by whites. This would ensure

African American participation at all levels of amly formed government, influential roles in
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education, and important influences in the Filipggmnomy. African American migration to the
Philippines signified far more than escape from Qiraw and the racial violence they
experienced in the United States. It indicated Afatan American soldiers and civilians had
the chance to excel in any given profession withbethindrance white supremacy and Jim
Crow. The proposed migration never came to frujttmurt due to no alternatives, including a
national organization meant to eradicate segregatiegradation, white violence, and
subjugation from the United States, the option szkquite enticing.

For African American soldiers in the Philippindse transplanted discriminatory
environment also entailed enduring racial epitlaets slurs hurled in their direction by white
soldiers and officers. Sometimes, these raciahefstand slurs accompanied the discriminatory
atmosphere that Filipinos and African American soakldisliked so much and actively resisted.
Some black military personnel heard this languagessantly since

The first thing in the morning is the ‘Nigger’ attte last thing at night is the ‘Nigger.’

You have no idea the way these people are tregtdiebAmericans here. | know their

feeling toward them [Filipinos], as they speak tloginion in my presence thinking | am

white.... The poor whites don’t believe that anyoas hny right to live but the white

American, or enjoy any rights or privileges tha thhite man enjoy¥?°
When writing this in a letter to théleveland Gazettean African American newspaper based out
of Cleveland, Ohio, Sgt. Patrick Mason of the Twefoiurth Infantry suggested that paternalism,
Social Darwinism, and discrimination influenced itaily operations in the Philippines. White
American soldiers believed that no other groupedge should have the same rights as them.
Due to this conviction, whites in the Philippines@oyed a paternalist attitude during
interactions with certain groups, including AfricAmericans and Filipinos. White military

personnel argued that both African Americans athgdifos were incapable of taking care of

themselves and should not obtain equal rights titewhen. Social Darwinism appeared in the
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language aimed at Filipino citizens and African Aiten soldiers as well when Sergeant Mason
indicated that white soldiers thought that no osid@afrom white American men had certain
rights or privileges. This perception implied thdtite American military personnel believed
they were held in some sort of higher esteem thgman-white man, even if that person was
more educated than they were.

Sergeant Mason also linked discrimination to hovitevAmerican soldiers utilized
stereotypes when he mentioned white soldiers’ Geeonvord “nigger” to refer to both African
Americans and Filipinos. The cavalier usage ofténm suggested that widely held negative
stereotypes about African Americans were also aegblée to Filipinos. To white American
military personnel, all non-white people could Weuped under these stereotypes, and these
people needed to be “civilized” by the most “cixdd” people in the world, white Americans.
Delusions like these allowed white American solglier overlook their brutality and
disrespectful treatment of African American soldiand Filipinos. Under the guise of white
supremacy, paternalism, and Social Darwinism, thesewhite peoples could never match or
exceed feats completed by white Americans. Soldiie@sSergeant Mason wrote home about
these sorts of incidents to inform American citgaout the discrimination and racism rampant
in the Philippines and oppose these behaviors avgooints, yet could not do something as
simple as petition the military to change the adtihecause he did not have the political or
social clout to influence military or governmendgcisions.

By January 1900, the Twenty-fifth Infantry Regiméted extensive violence in combat
with Filipino military forces alongside the discimation and subjugation experienced daily in
the camps. The regiment was ambushed by indigeswders and C. W. Cordin, a member of

the regiment, stated, “Never did bullets rain tleicknd faster...our officers and men not only

92



stood the fire from the right, front and left of, b&it charged a hill of 250 feet high, thick with
prickly briars and underbrush.... We crawled on oaedhand knees with the gun in the other
hand. How we got up that hill so quick under hefirg;...1 can never tell.**’ Cordin portrayed

the Filipino attack upon the Twenty-fifth as brutabnstant, and exhausting. Cordin asserted that
the intensity of the attack emboldened Cordin asdcbmrades to retaliate with all the energy
and bravery they could muster. Cordin’s descrippbnombat reinforced Sergeant Saddler’s
assertions that Filipino forces were far supeimothie Cuban forces American soldiers fought
alongside against the Spanish, thereby increaem@tensity, length and casualties from
combat. As the fighting continued, the Twenty-fifdund an enemy encampment, and the
regiment soon discovered the camp held five Amargrasoners of war who faced a firing
squad as the Twenty-fifth attacked the locatione @ed after the firing squad released a volley,
but the Twenty-fifth then surrounded Filipino s@di, allowing the regiment to carry out the
wounded prisoners on stretchers after settingditbe encampment. The next day, a company
of the Twenty-fifth attacked a small town, and eially drove out Filipino force¥?

Cordin’s description of the battle was intense simnénuous, particularly when he
described engaging the enemy. He mentioned thetyand strength of the men fighting,
guaranteeing that tHéleveland Gazette'seaders in the United States would know the streng
capability, and heroism of the Twenty-fifth InfaptCordin intended to dispel negative
stereotypes of African American soldiers, assertirag the United States government and
military should rely upon African American soldidrecause of their accomplishments in battle.
Cordin’s descriptions of life and combat in thelRipines lacked a discussion of the conflicting

emotions multiple African American soldiers had atokghting Filipinos. Many black soldiers
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writing back to newspapers or family members intinged States addressed the complicated
nature of serving in a military that intended tbjsigate and control Filipinos, denying the native
population self-determination or complete and uefed independence. It seems highly unlikely
that Cordin did not see the similarities in how t@hAmerican military personnel treated
Filipinos, but it was possible he found that facbe unimportant in comparison to recording the
actions and accomplishments of the Twenty-fifttaimfy Regiment. Even so, Cordin and his
comrades suffered such treatment daily, along eotistant reminders from white soldiers of
their assigned roles by whites within the militaryd American society. He most likely
witnessed the attempt to establish a system likeClow segregation in the Philippines.

Other African American soldiers, including Capt.eblphilius G. Steward, a chaplain in
the Twenty-fifth Infantry, encountered attemptsinait his citizenship, masculinity, and right to
self-defense when white American soldiers resibtegbosition of authority within the military
chain of command. When a white American soldieusetl to salute Captain Steward one
afternoon near a hospital on the islands, the emafdllowed the white soldier into the hospital,
asked to speak to the officer in charge at thditiacand had the soldier who refused to salute
summoned. Steward received the proper salute dadrbm the soldier, and the chaplain
proceeded to teach the soldier proper militaryugtite when encountering an officer of higher
rank®® Another incident Chaplain Steward documented wewlthree members of the Forty-
third Volunteers who

.. . passed me as | was riding in the other waliadulged in some vile cursing at my

expense. . .. | ordered my driver to turn andfwlthem, and soon overtaking them, |

ordered their driver sternly to halt, a commandclitie obeyed instantly. | then got out

of my carriage and read them a lecture, they dgnyiay had said anything disrespectful
and begging me to let them pass‘6h.
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Chaplain Steward’s actions challenged white peroaptof how African Americans
should react in the company of whites, even ifrthemk was higher than a white soldier’s in the
military. The chaplain did not let slights and iliswgo unnoticed or unanswered, whereas white
military personnel, even those of a lower rankpyaesd they could treat Steward and other black
officers with disrespect because the military exgddim Crow to the Philippines. White
military personnel constantly asserted their peigd as white American men over African
American soldiers, and attempted to remind bladkerfs of that privilege. These white soldiers
ascribed to white supremacy, believing that no endtow high an African American rose in the
military or in society, because they were whiteythemained in a superior position. Chaplain
Steward refused to allow this behavior and alwagsl@nsure these sorts of disrespectful soldiers
received reprimands for their insubordination. Thaplain challenged white privilege and
adherence to Jim Crow segregation within the nnylitay asserting his authority as an officer
over white soldiers of a lower rank. Chaplain Stelhand other black officers stationed in the
Philippines during the extended conflict did akyicould to contest white supremacy and white
privilege through their actions and approacheséolim Crow system that white military
personnel clung to. Their commendable actions didjnarantee that future incidents would be
avoided, though. Without much influence in the E©diStates military or the federal
government, little hope existed that the systenratdifications necessary to ensure equality to
all soldiers would occur without a unified forceiag on behalf of African American soldiers.

Like Sergeant Saddler, C. W. Cordin, and Chaplénw&rd, Michael H. Robinson, Jr. of
the Twenty-fifth Infantry also discussed facing #ikpinos in battle as well as Filipino
guestions to African American soldiers about tipairticipation in the subjugation of the Filipino

people under the guise of expansion, freedom, iaedy when he wrote to theolored
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American based out of Washington, D.C. Robinson state@i thie fact that we are American
soldiers instills within us the feeling and resolaeperform our duty, no matter what the
consequence may be as to public sentimEntltst like Saddler, Robinson believed that first
and foremost, his role as a soldier was far mopomant than his personal feelings about
fighting Filipinos. Similarly, Robinson implied thduty to country and to the military gave him
pause. He struggled with the implications of subfiurgy another people and how the African
American community back in the United States migétv their actions. Robinson also felt
obligated to perform the duties assigned by supefiaers, but struggled with the morality of
his actions.
Unlike Sergeant Saddler, Robinson mentioned hoipiRd military forces addressed
African American soldiers on the islands in an atrinviting manner. Robinson stated,
We have been warned several times by insurgene¢itsaa the shape of placards, some
being placed on trees, others left mysteriouslyanses we have occupied, saying to the
colored soldier that while he is contending onftalkel of battle against people who are
struggling for recognition and freedom, your pedpldmerica are being lynched and
disfranchised by the same who are trying to corapeb believe that their government
will deal justly and fairly by us’?
Robinson wrestled with the same confusion Serg8adtler did over whether or not to fight
Filipino forces due to their similar circumstanedsen it came to whites’ treatment of African
American soldiers and civilians. He addressedrtherent contradiction in American control
over the Philippines through enforced rule rathantself-determination. Robinson and other
African American soldiers recognized the contradictepicted in the signs and posters
displayed strategically throughout the countrydgd-ilipino military forces. Filipino fighters

did not understand why African American soldierglbd to uphold a system of government and

society that excluded them and treated them asidedass citizens due to their race. Robinson
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implied that even though he was a soldier first mmdmost, he did understand the contradiction
and did not support this treatment, especiallyesearlier in his letter to théolored American

he included the praises his regiment received fioers and their success on the battlefield.
Robinson sympathized with Filipinos’ treatment biyite soldiers and officers because of his
own situation and experiences, just as SaddlerTdidy both understood how not only African
American citizens but also Filipino citizens viewtbeir actions on the islands. African
American soldiers dealt with these contradictiond struggles daily over the morality and
legitimacy of their actions as soldiers for a railit and country that viewed them as sub-human,
incompetent, and incapable of any sort of success.

By July 1900, the United States military had staid the Forty-eighth Infantry in the
Philippines, one of the two newly created regimeotssisting solely of African American
officers and soldiers, even though the appointroéntore black officers remained
controversial. African American officers imbued seeegiments with not only pride in their
officers, but also the desire to show that therdigoatory nature of Jim Crow. Cpl. Walter E.
Merchant of the Forty-eighth Infantry recognizetstinfluence, writing to th&®ichmond Planet
about the success and capabilities of black offiic€orporal Merchant argued that,

... itis well known that the white officers..are deadly opposed to Negro men wearing

the bars. It matters not how soon the war will ésfccourse after the war is over the

commissions will be taken from the noble blacksvas done after the close of the

Spanish-American War) the Negro captains and lreutes of the 48th are by their

bravery and daring vindicating the race and stamphe lie to those rumors that the

Negro makes poor officers and for Negroes to acdisinpnything in battle must be

commanded by white officerg
Corporal Merchant recognized that regiments witicblofficers would not last, but he also

realized that what his officers accomplished shaplelak for itself rather than the military

continuing to ascribe to white supremacy when aeréng promotions. The corporal recognized
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that the military hierarchy would deny black soldieommissions after the Philippine-American
War even if they qualified for promotions while wésoldiers who qualified for these same
promotions would gain a promotion. Corporal Merdhatong with many of his fellow black
soldiers, argued that the notion of white suprentaxyno place in the military, as black men
eligible for promotions could lead their men intattle without the white supervision numerous
white officers believed necessary. The militarit ptiedicted complications with promoting
black soldiers due to white supremacy, worrying #tvancing African Americans to higher
ranks meant that they might command white miligeysonnel, something the American social
order, white supremacists, and Social Darwinistsigint completely impossible.

Other black officers occasionally hid their sentmseabout the military’s efforts to instill
the American social order and white supremacy énRhilippines rather than criticized it so
openly as Corporal Merchant did. Capt. David Jnfeil of the Forty-ninth Infantry, the other
newly created regiment of solely black soldiers efiiters, addressed a circular to the people of
Linao when the military removed him from his postcammander in the area. Captain Gilmer
claimed,

... I would be the last man on earth to try toadee you or to sanction the cause of your

oppressors. The United States Government of Ameyioha true democracy and the

majority of our national legislative representasiae Christian men, opposed to the
oppression of human and religious rights, and forea their protectorate policy to all
peoples under the shadow of the country’s flagydgdhe soldiers of the noble republic,
ready and willing to obey the command to marchragjahe iron gateways of infamy in
the face of the most destructive fortificationslegfense of their country’s subjects.
Captain Gilmer implied throughout the circular thatopposed United States actions in the

Philippines, but could not openly say so becaudesoposition within the military as a

commander and one of the military’s few black d@f& Gilmer asserted that the Christians
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running America recognized the inherent contradingiin their opposition to oppression while
the country simultaneously sought to oppress anttaiathe Philippines.

Captain Gilmer displayed his opposition to Amerieations through the use of the word
“oppressors,” implying he did not consider the @diStates to be wholly innocent of the actions
taken by the military in the Philippines. He obshhow white American military personnel and
federal government officials transported Jim Cregregation and white supremacy to the
Philippines, subjugating the native populationhia same manner that white Americans
oppressed African Americans throughout the UnitedeS. Captain Gilmer continued his almost
half-hearted defense of white Americans by sayi¥gu [Filipinos] need not have any fear of
that class of Americans, for they cannot reach pegause of that mob | beg of you not to
believe all white men of my country are its symaeghs, for there are American white men by
the thousands who would die for your rights, withdesire for compensation other than the
blessing of heaven-* Gilmer acknowledged that not all white Americanmueould participate
in such oppression and discrimination and thatehwsds of people remained in the United
States, yet Filipinos still feared white Americalitary personnel based upon discriminatory
and violent treatment as well as the governingesyghe United States established in the
Philippines.

Captain Gilmer concluded his letter by saying b&hericans and Filipinos completely
misunderstood that the conflict arose due to Fibpilesires for sovereignty, asserting that both
sides would eventually fully comprehend the conflicdue time. Gilmer expressed his hope for
the future and that Filipinos would “. . . judge meccording to the deeds of the individual and

not by the color of his skint*® His unenthusiastic defense of white men who syhiped with
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the Filipino struggle and his statement that viblehites who participated in riots and lynch
mobs cannot attack Filipinos probably did littlectmvince Filipinos to trust white American
military personnel. While some white Americans sythyized with the Filipino and African
American struggle, not enough protested the ocaupand subjugation of the Filipino people
nor the discrimination and segregation that wasmonplace in the United States military by
the start of the Philippine-American War. Withowtteong, unified resistance to Jim Crow and
its expansion, little occurred to prevent the sghjion of both Filipinos and African American
soldiers in the Philippines.

As the Philippine-American War continued, the clpsaximity to a population for an
extended period of time led to multiple social mattions between the native population and
occupying forces. After the United States Philigp@ommission returned from its investigation
of American-Philippine interactions, they reportkdt “The social scale of morality under
American military rule, while considerably superiorthat under the Spanish regime, is very far
below what would be tolerated in any American tohawever remote. It is the commonest of
sights to see the negro soldier of the Ninth Cavwahilking the street with his straight-haired
native girl.”’” The Commission proclaimed that African Americatdiss had stepped beyond
what the Commission defined the normal rules ofedaaorality through their interactions with
Filipino women. The Commission asserted that Afriéanerican soldiers challenged their roles
as part of the occupying forces through theseactans as well as flaunting those relationships
in front of white American soldiers and officers.

The Commission claimed that social interactionthaPhilippines should mirror that of

the United States in terms of what was considerechimno interracial sexual relations between

17 «philippine Governments: Results of the Commissidrour in Southern Provinces. Native Women Induce
Negro Cavalrymen to Desert—Schools in South CarearilNew York Timegsl3 Jun. 1901.
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races. Exceptions to this ruling existed, thoudie Tommission excluded white American
soldiers, similar to the exemption of white Amenaatizens when it came to rape or consensual
sexual relations with non-white women, no matterrtoral implications. The Commission
maintained that, “Their [African American soldigramours go far beyond what Americans
would call propriety, with little or no heed of wihhe local public may say or think. Nine
desertions which have occurred from the ranks @Nimth Cavalry are attributed to the
influence of the native women. Some of the desedsz now serving with the ragged remnant
of the insurgents™® To the Commission, African American soldiers skitkheir duties as
soldiers and instead joined the rebellion agaimstinited States, for no other reason than a
“woman’s charms.” They failed to even consider thiican American soldiers might desert in
resistance to American segregation and discrimonaind the United States military’s policy of
transferring Jim Crow to the Philippines.

The Commission ignored any possible cultural oraatfferences between white and
black Americans, which might account for the vasita¢haviors documented in their official
report. Instead, they only believed that African éman soldiers rejected their assigned identity
within the United States military and American sbgiby deserting and conducting such an
open relationship with Filipino women. They opeahallenged white American notions of
propriety and morality by walking hand in hand wiitipino women down the street, showing
more affection than white American military persehthought appropriate. Also, the
Commission utilized existing stereotypes about@sin American women, particularly that of
the Jezebel, to describe the influence Filipino womossessed over supposedly impressionable
young black men, leading to desertion. Most Filjpimomen did not fit this description at all,

and instead treated black American soldiers wispeet and kindness, leading to increased
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communication and familiarity between African Angam soldiers and Filipino civilians. The
Commission completely overlooked the fact thatlinged States military transplanted Jim

Crow and discriminatory practices to the Philipgingnd black soldiers’ commonalities with
Filipino forces might actually be the cause foretésn, not women tempting them to do so.

As with the United States Philippine Commissiom, tdebate over whether African
Americans were capable of becoming officers inlinéed States Army and if their
appointments as officers would create tension betwehite and black servicemen continued
into late 1901 despite the existence of two regisistaffed with solely African American
officers. Some white military personnel, includioficers, believed that, “Upon the whole, the
negro is considered to be better fitted for theosdimation of the modern soldier than is his
white brother.*”® These white officers asserted African Americamligns were suited to follow,
not lead, making their position in the military alys below that of whites. African American
soldiers and officers disagreed with this assesswofaheir performance and capabilities, as well
as the discriminatory treatment encouraged by JiowCAfrican American soldiers stressed that
more African American officers were necessary #ullsegregated regiments rather than
continuing to appoint white officers, sometimesirthe South, to command these regiments.
The military’s unofficial policy of appointing whetofficers to segregated regiments continued to
reinforce the commonly held perception within thaitdd States that white men must remain in
a position of power over African American men.

After the United States Philippine Commission re&sghtheir report and the debate over
the advantage of African American officers contilhu€apt. Theophilius G. Steward, chaplain

with the Twenty-fifth Infantry, sent a letter toetNew York Suthat was subsequently published

19The Negro Volunteer: Better Fitted Than White fbe Subordination of the Modern SoldieFfie Washington
Post 10 Oct. 1901.
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in theLos Angeles Timepresenting a vastly different interpretation oggible desertions.
Steward argued that African American soldiers eigmeed “. . . a degree of freedom here [the
Philippines] that he cannot feel in many partshef tUnited States'*® Some soldiers told
Steward that they did not care to ever return éoUhited States due to disfranchisement and that
they felt freer in the Philippines than they eviel @ home. Steward contended that these
sentiments were not representative of disloyalth&United States. Instead, these sentiments
symbolized individual experiences with discriminati segregation, and white violence in the
United States®* What Steward and the soldiers he spoke to desaisesomething the
Commission could not understand. In the Philippitdacan American soldiers could more
readily assert their citizenship, masculinity, aigtht to self-defense without the fear of violent
intimidation and discrimination at the hands of libeal population intent upon maintaining a
white supremacist and paternalist social order.

With everything African American soldiers went thgh prior to their service in the
Philippines, it was quite surprising they entered/ge to a country that assigned them the
bottom rung in every way possible. Instead, Afridéanerican men continued to enter military
service from the end of the Civil War through thentof the twentieth century for a variety of
reasons, including serving the country they wem lamd raised in. Many of these men took
pride in their service, and hoped their talengliigence, and assertions of manhood would
change white American perceptions of African Amamnienen, and promote equality and
interracial cooperation. Most African American seld desired to return home and continue

aiding in the fight against discrimination, racisand oppression. For some soldiers, enough was

180 Theophilius G. Steward, “Chance for Negroes inRhéippines: Chaplain Steward Looks for a Migratio
Thither. Colored Soldiers Who Like the Islands. Aiven Negroes Prized as Husbands by Filipino Women—
Opportunities for the Negrol’os Angeles Time&9 Mar. 1902.
181 i

Ibid.

103



enough and they chose to remain in the Philippiateer than return to a life of subjugation and

discrimination at the hands of white Americans. yftecided to disregard their assigned identity
and chose to live in a freer, more respectful emrmrent where they did not have to fear making

the slightest perceived error, resulting in intiatidn, violence, and sometimes death.

As the war continued, numerous reports of the micdeand brutality aimed at Filipinos
forced President Theodore Roosevelt to defend Araempolicies and military presence in the
Philippines. In an address to the attendees difigraorial Day celebration at Arlington National
Cemetery in 1902, President Roosevelt argued, ‘@lgeanger comrades of yours have fought
under terrible difficulties and have received tagiprovocation from a cruel and treacherous
enemy. Under the strain of these provocations plgesteplore to say that some among them
have so far forgotten themselves as to counsetamuhit, in retaliation, acts of cruelty® The
president implied that Filipino military forces maked the American soldiers who committed
atrocities against them, and that provocation wealid excuse for what American soldiers did
to the native population. Roosevelt told the atéssdof his speech that Filipino victims deserved
the violence aimed at them for some slight or catgly imagined provocation.

The president failed to acknowledge the fact thastmeports from American soldiers
about atrocities committed in the Philippines weme-sided, enacted almost entirely by white
American soldiers upon the native population rathan by Filipino forces upon American
military forces. President Roosevelt fundamentakgused the atrocities committed by
American soldiers upon the Filipino people, mdstlly due to embellished reports concerning
incidents of Filipino violence perpetrated agasterican military personnel, incidents that

might not have occurred at all. Roosevelt said @ingt . . unswerving effort must be made, and

182«pefends Policy in Philippines: President RooseRelplies to Army Critics in Memorial Day Addre€ruelty
is not Upheld. Soldiers Fighting a War for Civilimmn Against SavageryChicago Daily Tribune31 May 1902.
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is being made, to find out every instance of batpan the part of our troops, to punish those
guilty of it, and to take, if possible, even strengneasures than have already been taken to
minimize or prevent the occurrence of all suchanses in the future'® Even though Roosevelt
declared such investigations would occur, therelitdesto no evidence of a crackdown on
atrocities in letters and writings by African Amean soldiers during their time in the
Philippines. Instead, incidents continued to oaitin regularity throughout the Philippine-
American War, seeing white American soldiers perging violence and subjugation upon the
Filipino people.

In his speech at Arlington, President Roosevelttroaad not only atrocities in the
Philippines committed by American soldiers, bubalsscussed those perpetrated at home by
American citizens in the form of lynchings. The gdent stated, “From time to time there occur
in our country, to the deep and lasting shame opeople, lynchings carried on under
circumstances of inhuman cruelty and barbarity—uelty infinitely worse than any that has
ever been committed by our troops in the Philippimeorse to the victims, and far more
brutalizing to those guilty of it*®* The inhumane act of lynching, as Roosevelt desdrih was
far worse than anything that occurred in the Ppifips, meaning that atrocities committed by
American military personnel on the islands showtaeoncern the American public nearly as
much as the violence that transpired at home.

Roosevelt’'s assertions were highly simplistic, dence in the form of lynching was
detrimental to American society, but Rooseveltndid to use lynching as a way to justify the
violence and subjugation transpiring in the Philigs at the hands of American soldiers. The

president then said that every effort was beingentadtop the atrocities in the Philippines, but

%3 |pid.
# |bid.

105



argued that these atrocities were “. . . whollyeptional, and have been shamelessly
exaggerated,” and that Americans must not conddhsoldiers for these actions, only the few
who rarely committed ther¥> Roosevelt continued, “The fact really is that warfare in the
Philippines has been carried on with singular hutgaRor every act of cruelty by our men there
have been innumerable acts of forbearance, magignand generous kindness. These are the
qualities which have characterized the war as devide cruelties have been wholly
exceptional, on our part® The president believed that not all reports oferice and cruelty
were true, and, in reality, was far better thanvioéence perpetrated on African Americans
within United States borders, claiming that anyarctaken against Filipino military forces was
something they instigated through their own actions

President Roosevelt told attendees of Memorial @dgbration that these rare incidents
in the Philippines remained isolated, the perpetsatvould be punished severely, and what
occurred in the Philippines was far different thia@ violence and cruelty that Americans read
about in newspapers. Roosevelt presented a kigdetler occupation that sought to improve the
lives of the Filipino people through “civilizinghem, when reality resembled something much
worse. Instead, Filipinos experienced Americamagiis to introduce Jim Crow segregation,
discrimination, and white violence to their islandB while denying Filipinos self-government
and independence. Roosevelt's explanation of imt&de the Philippines did not clarify that
reports stated that American soldiers perpetrat@edities against Filipino civilians, not soldiers.
Also, the president ignored the fact that white Aigan military personnel transplanted the
American ideal of social order, or white supremamythe islands, which excused some of these

actions in the name of “civilizing” the native pdation.
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President Roosevelt’'s discussion of lynching inMemorial Day speech directly
addressed the fears of many African American siddipon their return to the United States,
particularly in light of the increased number afithings occurring between 1888 and 14¥8.
African American soldiers saw reports like veteFaad Alexander’s lynching, and feared what
might happen to them upon their return to the Uh8eates. In early January 1901, Alexander, a
veteran of the Ninth Cavalry who fought in the SparAmerican War, faced charges for an
attempted assault on one Eva Roth, a white womdrgavenworth, Kansas as well as the
assault and murder of Pearl Forbes, another whateam, in November 1900. Roth,

who is employed at one of the large stores, wasggoome and when opposite the

residence of Professor Evans, of the high schao§auth Broadway, she was met by

Alexander, who seized her around the throat areltlmer to the ground. . . . A crowd

gathered quickly, among them a young colored ginlo told who the assailant was, and

Alexander was soon captured and taken to the psiat®on®®®

Once police took Alexander into custody, a mob fednto take him. “Eight thousand persons
witnessed the burning, many of them being womenchiidren, as well as business men, whose
offices and stores were closed so that they caddmhat they believed to be a just retribution
for the crime. He [Alexander] was taken from thiégad paraded through the city at the head of
a procession’®®

White citizens of Leavenworth were not necessaolycerned with Alexander’s guilt or
innocence. They believed someone had to be punfshéldese assaults and a murder
perpetrated against white women. As with other tymgs throughout the United States,

unfounded accusations or hearsay convicted a mi#@nowtithe due process he had the right to as

187 See NAACP'sThirty Years of Lynching in the United States, 28898 (New York: Arno Press, 1969) for
further information on documented lynchings throamgththe United States at the time of the Philippdmeerican
War.

18%| ynched Negro Served in Spanish Wakgw York Timesl8 Jan. 1901. Also “Mob Stormed a Kansas Jail,”
Keowee CouriefPickens Court House, SC), 16 Jan. 1901. And “Ali®Term. Goes to the Penitentiary Only 13
Years, Though a Many Times Thief. An Imitator Atexk Negro Suspect Burned at the Stake in KansBseisence
of Thousands Yesterday. More Trouble Brewing infatiiPaducah SuifPaducah, KY), 17 Jan. 1901.
189«Burned at the StakeAlexandria GazettéAlexandria, VA), 16 Jan. 1901.

107



a citizen. Alexander instead faced a lynch mob beeavhites throughout the city sought some
sort of retribution for the attacks on two whitemen, regardless of Alexander’s guilt or
innocence. This event was possibly even more fighg to African American soldiers and
veterans because it occurred outside the Southesitted in the death of a Spanish-American
War veteran. Most lynchings during this time peramturred in the South, where most African
American soldiers and civilians expected to expegesome sort of racial violence and
oppression. When Alexander’s lynching occurredias far more troublesome because events
leading to his lynching transpired outside the 8pahd his status as a veteran did not matter to
the mob in the least, even though Americans tylyicedated veterans with great reverence and
respect.

Once the lynch mob took control of Alexander, tisbgined him up, doused him fully
clothed with oil, and allowed John Forbes, thedathf the murdered woman, to set Alexander
afire. According to numerous reports, a mob overgred Sheriff Everhardy who feared for his
own safety. Also, reports stated Alexander contihtoeproclaim his innocence until his
gruesome death, despite his supposed confessmmtpthe lynchind® TheAlexandria
Gazetteeven testified that, “Crowds of people gloatedrdire horrible spectacle and grabbed
relics.”! Sheriff Everhardy failed to call in the state’ditid to stop the mob, and believed that
if he had called the militia in, they would have oaly been ineffective but that innocent people,
including members of the militia, would have di&dtially, local law enforcement made no
arrests even though officials could identify mukipnembers of the mob. Kansas Governor

William E. Stanley expressed his disappointmentfamstration over the lynching, arguing that

199 bid. Also “Are Preparing a Defense: Officialsiénsas Will Try to Justify Failure to Protect Alexter.
Legislature Takes up the Matter: Passes Joint RésnlCondemning the Deed and Demanding that Paitpes be
Punished to Full Extent of the Lawgymaha Daily Begl7 Jan. 1901. And “Along the Kansas Nilg/ichita Daily
Eagle 17 Jan. 1901.
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it would lead to the death penalty in Kansas affierefl a reward for the arrest of anyone
involved in Alexander’s death. The Kansas stateslaire also issued a joint resolution
condemning the lynching and requested an invesgtigatto the events leading up to
Alexander’s death, arguing that the people respdmshould be punished for their crime. A
mob once again approached the jail the day aftexakider’s lynching in search of Charles
Letcher, another African American accused of bg@ag of the assault and murder of Pearl
Forbes, to lynch him for the same crime, but tllejand other officers were able to maintain
control of the jail and Letchér?

African American soldiers heard stories like Aledaris lynching constantly. Without
much evidence or forethought, a mob grabbed Alesiaadd violently took his life by burning
him alive, in spite of his continued claims of imeoce up until the moment of his death. The
mob denied Alexander, a veteran of the Spanish-AaeMWar who served with the Ninth
Cavalry, due process when accused of killing Peantbes and attacking Eva Roth. He was not
treated like a citizen or a man. Instead, the nmisiclered him sub-human, not caring whether
or not guilt for his accused crimes could be prowas Alexander guilty? No one will ever
know for sure, but he was subjected to a massivaiatrof violence and intimidation prior to his
death, possibly because someone needed to take Bdatmese crimes and whites found it
easier to blame an African American. What concdivépped the scales and made the lynch
mob choose Alexander was the fact he was a vetataxander grew up in Leavenworth, so at
least a few members of the lynch mob not only khew, but also knew of his military service,

making him a potential threat to white supremaasalbise he could defend himself with violent

192«pAre Preparing a Defense: Officials of Kansas Wity to Justify Failure to Protect Alexander. Léaiare Takes
up the Matter: Passes Joint Resolution Condemhiadted and Demanding that Perpetrators be Punigtadl
Extent of the Law,’'Omaha Daily Begl7 Jan. 1901. Also “Burned at the Staklgxandria Gazettel6 Jan. 1901.
And “Along the Kansas Nile,Wichita Daily Eagle 17 Jan. 1901.
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force due to his military training. While this wasommonplace attitude in the South, the fact
that Alexander’s lynching occurred in Kansas wdwwe increased fears among African
American soldiers for their return home after figgtin the Philippines. The lynching in Kansas
showed that this sort of violence remained prevdlamoughout the United States, so African
American soldiers recognized what they returnedhen their service ended. It really was no
wonder why so many decided to stay in the Philippiand remain free rather than subject
themselves or their families to the limitations omatizenship, masculinity, and self-defense.
While some attention shifted to the violence anatddity faced by Filipinos and African
American soldiers both at home and abroad, som&amyibfficials focused on why sending
African Americans to the Philippines would fail,like initial proposals suggesting they would
not only succeed, but also their departure fromthged States would solve the “race problem.”
Gen. George W. Davis, a commander in the Philippiasgued that African American soldiers
and civilians would fail in their attempts to miggaand permanently live in the islands. General
Davis believed that permanent settlement in thédpimes would fail just as it did in Liberia
because, at least according to him, African Amesazould not successfully grow crops
typically found in the Philippines (rice, maize naaas, sweet potatoes, cotton, etc.) since small
farms and limited growing capacity existed througfhibe islands. The general also argued that
unsupervised or uncontrolled African Americans wioubt be nearly as industrious, particularly
if they were soldiers because a soldier’s life wlomlake a black man so dependent upon white
aid and supervision that he could never be indussror self-reliant agaiti® General Davis
described negative stereotypes influenced by vauipgemacy and attempts to keep African

Americans complacent and subjugated in deferenadnii®@ Americans. The general fixated on

193 Joseph Ohl, “Not for Blacks, The Philippines: Gah®avis on Scheme to Send Them to the Islanttse”
Atlanta Constitution5 Jan. 1903.
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widely held beliefs throughout the United Statest #hfrican Americans lacked the capability or
intelligence to succeed economically, politicaind socially, therefore they must be taken care
of and controlled by white Americans. General Daigsd certain language to emphasize this,
including the desire to control the African Amengaopulation. The general argued that, if
uncontrolled by white Americans, African Americamguld not work, would not become self-
sufficient, and would not survive.

General Davis also surprisingly asserted that anyliservice essentially “ruined” African
Americans, making them dependent and lazy ratlaar desirous for hard work and success, the
opposite of what many military officials witnessedh white Americans who enlisted. General
Davis found it easier to deal with the “race protflend what he and other whites deemed the
“overpopulated South” in the United States rathantsend African Americans abroad to
experience freedom from oppression. General Daansgived African Americans as helpless,
lazy, dependent, and unable to learn anything ne@rims of how to farm, therefore they needed
white guidance to accomplish anything worthwhilesatiety. Without whites, General Davis
implied that African Americans would never succee@ven be forced to fend for themselves.

General Davis’s assertions concerning the necesdgntrol over African Americans
supported other white Americans’ positions conacegrithe race question, yet some white
Americans still supported black colonization in Bialippines, if only to rid the country of
African American citizens, as defined by the Foanth Amendment. While acknowledging
African American citizenship existed because offbarteenth Amendment, whites still argued
that a “higher law” existed, ensuring whites analckk in the United States would remain
unequal. “What is generally understood as the Africace never attained to a high civilization.

In African forests and jungles the negroes do eatily take on the habits of civilized life. It is
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only where by slavery they have been compelle@iteesthe whites that they have copied to an
extent the ways of the superior rac&¥.White Americans argued that people of African éesc
were incapable of self-rule and “civilization” wabt white supervision or influence, and the
only reason African Americans had succeeded as msithey did in the United States was due
to white Americans’ guidance.

White Americans contended that without them, Afnidanericans would devolve and
become even less “civilized” and intelligent, ast@®mericans assumed native Africans were.
Many whites at the turn of the century agreed \wénbert Spencer and his theory of Social
Darwinism, and used that theory to reinforce whiipremacy within the United States as well as
in the Philippines. These white Americans alsodweld that

The negroes have been made useful up to a cegdaodpn the Southern States, and

under proper tutelage attained to the highest multéiwhich their natures are capable....

There can be no disputing the fact that this isxdenman’s country, and if the white and

black people of the South cannot be left to arrahge own affairs, then some other plan

should be devised to save the country from peragdigpasmodic embroilments.
White Americans believed that Southerners shoul@fbéo their own devices and govern
themselves, but the only white Southerners shoold positions of power. African Americans
residing in the South would then remain under waitpervision and control, as white
Southerners believed these methods were the onfyavaroperly handle race and interracial
relations within the region. That control and sw@on meant the constant enforcement of Jim
Crow segregation throughout the South, policingdbler line, and ensuring poor white
Southerners would remain separated from poor Afrisaericans. Most elite white Southerners

believed that this separation was essential to taiaing their political and economic supremacy

in the region. Some white Southerners argued tlilag¢ifederal government removed itself from

94 A J. E., “Negroes and the Philippinebléw York Times3 May 1903.
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meddling with Jim Crow and the Southern social grdérican American migration to the
Philippines was unnecessary. Continued interventigit mean that Jim Crow and that
structure white Southerners depended upon wouldleading to equality and the end of
economic and social subjugation.

Throughout the Philippine-American War, African Amecan soldiers daily challenged
limitations placed upon citizenship, masculinitgdahe right to self-defense, amid a more
turbulent conflict than in Cuba just one year pridilitary involvement in the Philippines
stationed African American soldiers close to thgkio people, leading some African American
soldiers to sympathize with Filipinos and the pesbh$ created by the United States exporting
Jim Crow to the islands. All the while, a more cdexpand violent version of war meant African
American soldiers witnessed new and disturbingc#ties that white American military
personnel either condoned or overlooked entirelyinding these soldiers of the problems they
would return home to after the war. African Amenaldiers advocated for better treatment
and the end to certain conditions, including dieanation in the military, through writing to
newspapers throughout the country. African Amersaldiers continually wrote letters to local
newspapers because no national organization extsé¢dould lobby on behalf of all African
Americans. Many elite African Americans believedtthilitary service was not the way to
properly benefit the African American community iiafter the turn of the twentieth century, so
these soldiers remained on their own. Without sarclhdvocacy organization to aid them,
African American soldiers encouraged newspaperdlaidreaders to challenge these problems
both at home and abroad. Also, without an orgalmaaimed at helping African Americans and
veterans, these men who served their country bravete left nearly defenseless when they

returned to the United States. There was no telimg many African American veterans were
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lynched after the Spanish-American War since mgngHings were not reported or documented
fully. These men advocated for themselves to tts¢ dfetheir ability, but the lack of a national
organization and its connections to politicianglgstthropists, and other leaders in the country
left these soldiers and veterans without the adeelemdership that they needed to influence
change in America. That change would come in 180, the creation of the National
Association for the Advancement of Colored Peoptdf| AACP. Once created, the NAACP
passionately advocated for all military servicentregardless of color. They sought better
conditions, an end to discrimination, and an enddtence perpetrated against African
Americans, and once World War | began in Europagbbto ensure that the War for
Democracy would require democracy at home as wealbaoad. While victories remained
limited in its endeavors against discrimination avidte violence, the NAACP never wavered.
The NAACP’s constant advocacy for African Americaidiers became a catalyst for increased
activism among soldiers, eventually leading to whstorians now refer to as the Long Civil

Rights movement.
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CHAPTER 3: ‘LET OURS BE THE CIVILIZATION
OF NO MAN, BUT OF ALL MEN":
DEMOCRACY, WAR, AND THE CREATION OF THE NAACP
On May 8, 1916, local authorities accused JesséhiWgten, a seventeen-year-old
African American resident of Robinson, Texas, artgust six short miles from Waco, of
attacking, raping, and killing Mrs. Fry&t® the wife of his employer. Washington, described as
“big, well-developed,” illiterate, and “perhaps nalty deficient, with a strong, and even daring
temper,” had earlier argued with a neighboring winitan, who threatened to kill Washington on
May 6°" Two days later, an incident between WashingtontaadFryar family transpired, and
Mrs. Fryar was found dead soon after. On that @&gshington worked for the Fryar family near
their house, plowing and sowing cotton seed white fyar, his son, and his daughter all hoed
cotton in another location on the farm. Washingtmout of seed, requiring him to enter the
Fryar family home, where the matriarch remainec Stooped up more seed, while
simultaneously scolding the seventeen-year-oldb&ating the mules pulling the plow.
Washington’s “daring temper” allegedly explodedd dre struck down Mrs. Fryar with a
hammer, raped her, and finally killed her with teaime hammer. Washington returned to the

field, finished working for the day, and returnediis home.

1% Reports conflict as to the name of the murdeiimicThe Crisisreported the last name as Fryar and excluded a
first name, while th&cott County Kickem Socialist publication out of Benton, Missoueported the victim’s

name as Lucy Pryor. For the sake of continuitgférto her as Fryar. “The Waco Horroffie Crisis12, no. 3
(Supplement to July 1916): 1-8. And “What is Cizdltion?,”Scott County KickeBenton, MO), 27 May 1916.
197«The Waco Horror,"The Crisis12, no. 3 (Supplement to July 1916): 2.
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Upon the discovery of Mrs. Fryar’s body, Washingitmmediately became the first and
only suspect. Officials arrested Washington and tum to the Waco city jail. There, local
officials procured a confession from Washingtonwadl as a promise from white residents not
to lynch the young man for his crime. The confessaitained under duress, was not sufficient
for local politicians. Political candidates pustieda lynching to earn votes from their potential
constituents who visited the jail not long after 8Negton’s arrest looking to exact extralegal
justice. To their dismay, Washington had alreadsnb@moved to a neighboring county jail. The
mob searched for him there, but local officials md¥im to Dallas until white residents of
Robinson pledged not to lynch Washington, onlyé law acted quickly and he waived any
legal rights. Subsequently, Washington waived igists, and Dallas authorities coerced a
confession from the young man, with a grand judiating him based upon this confession and
setting the trial for May 15, 1916. Both confessigiven by Washington were suspicious, as the
language used in them resembled that of a moreagetliperson than Washington, an illiterate,
and possibly intellectually challenged, young nfan.May 15, residents from towns near Waco
continually arrived, packing the courtroom to wgaehe quick trial. By 11:30 A.M. that same
morning, a jury found Washington guilty, and thdge sentenced him to death.

Immediately following the ruling, a mob attacked $engton in the courtroom. The
sheriff did nothing to intervene, as he claimed tiefulfilled the only responsibility given to
him: to get Washington to court. The sheriff ansl deeputies all stood aside as the mob swept
through the courtroom to capture the young man.nibk took Washington into the street after
placing a chain around him. Initially, mob membaitaiched the chain to a vehicle, but the chain
broke. Someone then wrapped the chain around msagt, allowing the crowd, which

included women and children, to pull at the chamlevWashington struggled. The crowd
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proceeded to remove Washington'’s clothing by fosaaultaneously mutilating him by cutting
off various body parts, including an ear and gésit@inally, the mob dragged Washington for at
least a half mile away from the courthouse towa@c@s city hall, beating and stabbing him
repeatedly®®

After an unidentified crowd member started a fines mob rested another chain around
Washington’s neck and threw the other end oveee tntending to hang him high over the
flames. Washington attempted to run and struggh@ihat the chain, so the mob cut off his
fingers to eliminate his attempt to cling to lif@nce the fire was burning to the crowd’s
satisfaction, an unidentified crowd member roudbilyered Washington repeatedly into the
flames, using the chain wrapped around the youngsmeeck to aid the process. After
Washington expired, an unidentified crowd membeapped a rope around Washington’s
charred corpse and dragged him through the stoé&taco on horseback. A few people
followed the horse, and collected various bodygantd pieces of the chain as souvenirs to
either keep or sell to others. After Washingtorrstal death, local politicians, including the
mayor, attempted to keep Washington’s lynching tfipized by banning photographers from
selling the images outside of the Waco area. Loewalspapers also contributed to this silence,
including Washington’s lynching as a line item, lwito other information provided to their
readers. At least one prominent individual in Wataded that if the races of the murder victim
and the accused were reversed, or if both were#&drAmerican, “We would not have stopped

the niggers doing anything they wanted t5°"That individual then insisted upon how

198 «The Waco Horror,"The Crisis12, no. 3 (Supplement to July 1916): 6-7.
199 |
Ibid.
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Northerners failed to understand how to intera¢hwifrican Americans, while Southerners like
himself knew exactly how to “handle” the black ptaion 2

Washington’s swift arrest, conviction, and lynchecanvincingly displayed that full
participation in democracy was not possible forigegn Americans in the United States,
regardless of status as military personnel oriaivilWashington’s lynching also illustrated the
continual struggle African American men faced ia tnited States to assert their citizenship,
masculinity, and ability to defend themselves framolent attack. Washington’s death occurred
at the same time African American soldiers foughtliexico with Gen. John J. Pershing against
Francisco “Pancho” Villa. Texans called on the fatigovernment to eliminate Villa’s
incursions onto American soil and attacks on tteims, yet engaged in similar actions when
lynching Washington, according to tBdicago Evening Posts reprinted iThe Appeala
conservative African American publication based @fut. Paul, Minnesot®* A few American
journalists did not overlook this hypocrisy, andsnlkely African American soldiers serving
with Pershing in Mexico and stationed at basesutinout the United States noticed the
discrepancy as well. Justice was guaranteed #nadlrican citizens under the auspices of
democracy, but denied to Washington and many otlker&im, including African American
military personnel. Lynchings like the one thatkdashington'’s life occurred throughout the
United States between the Spanish-American Wakémdid War |, claiming the lives of
African American civilians and veterans alike. Véhiolence associated with lynchings
provided a constant reminder to African Americaldigos and veterans that despite their
continued service and exemplary records, citizgnshasculinity, and self-defense remained

elusive for African American males, both civiliandamilitary.

29 pid, 1-8.
2lynaco and Americanism,The Appea(St. Paul, MN), 1 July 1916.
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The NAACP, created in 1909, tirelessly publishedks exposing lynching and
sometimes its perpetrators, as well as ensuriegard of these events existed to protést.
These articles provided detailed accounts of unadeatic actions against blacks, giving the
NAACP more evidence to prove the lack of democmmtted to blacks, both civilian and
military, in the United State> African American veterans, just like civilians,gas turning to
the NAACP for legal and political aid. Prior to African American soldiers and veterans
petitioned the United States military on their owuith little to no aid since very few national
African American organizations at the turn of tleatuiry held much influence with the United
States government and initially focused on edunatbher than advocacy as the only path to
become a race man. After 1909, though, the NAACRation and subsequent activism was a
catalyst for change, providing African Americansttbcivilian and military, a more influential
voice within American politics and creating a meftective system to challenge the American
legal system’s inherent bias against African Amaarg: For African American soldiers, the
creation of the NAACP provided a new approach forming the American public of
discriminatory military practices, encouraging ldawgen to enlist in the United States Army, and
modifying the military structure from within by et@ating discrimination and segregation in the

service.

22 gee Crystal N. FeimsteBputhern Horrors: Women and the Politics of Rape laynching(Cambridge, MA:
Harvard University Press, 2009), Minnie Fingine NAACP: Its Fight for Justidgdetuchen, NJ: The Scarecrow
Press, Inc., 1981), Paula Giddintga, A Sword Among Lions: Ida B. Wells and the Caigip Against Lynching
(New York: Amistad, 2008), Patricia Sullivalift Every Voice: The NAACP and the Making of thel®ights
Movemen{New York: The New Press, 2009), and Robert L.gtando,The NAACP Crusade Against Lynching,
1909-195Q(Philadelphia: Temple University Press, 1980).

203 patricia SullivanLift Every Voice: The NAACP and the Making of ttiel®ights MovementNew York: The
New Press, 2009). Sullivan provides the most cohmmsive history of the NAACP from its inceptiontbe 1960s,
including the NAACP’s support for African Americaoldiers during World War | and the competing ideps
within the African American community during the mexa that nearly ended the organization befoceutd make
an impact on American politics, society, and the. la
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At the time of the NAACP'’s establishment, the Uditgtates was experiencing a period
of relative peace, while tensions in Europe and ibtegontinued to escalate. In Europe, the
tension began around the turn of the century, wetiiflicts and secret treaties arising throughout
the region as the most powerful European countiess for territorial expansion throughout the
world as a way to expand their empires. Old riegllamong European nations and the
competition over territorial and colonial expansiespecially throughout Africa, exacerbated the
hostility. Tensions finally erupted with the assaason of Archduke Franz Ferdinand of
Austria-Hungary in Sarajevo, Serbia. Within a fdwaid months, the entire European continent
was embroiled in a costly and destructive war. xMo, internal turmoil and civil unrest led to
four changeovers in leadership in less than foarsjevith continued rebellion against the fourth
government, led by Emiliano Zapata and Francis@ntiho” Villa. Both of these conflicts
threatened American neutrality in world affairsriédn American soldiers, composed of four
segregated regular army regiments in the UnitetéStailitary, remained ready to meet the
challenge of combat if necessary, just as theysivatk these regiments formed after the Civil
War. These men also sought to defy Jim Crow segagaliscrimination, racial violence, and
subjugation that typically accompanied militaryvsee, hoping their assertions of masculinity,
citizenship, and self-defense would prove enoughltey American society significantly.

Democracy remained central to African Americanipgoation in and perceptions of
American involvement in both the conflict with \alin Mexico and World War |, particularly
since World War | became known as the war that douhke the world safe for democracy.
Some prominent African Americans described demgcasca gateway to complete equality
within the United States, but democracy meant sbimgtelse to white Americans. Despite the

enactment of the Fourteenth Amendment that redgfitezenship to include all native-born
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people, some white Americans argued that AfricareAcans and poor whites should not fully
participate in a democratic society due to thduement inferiority. These white American
citizens, especially in the South, utilized Jim @rgegregation, discrimination, subjugation,
violence, and efforts to disfranchise men as a twagnsure an elite white power structure and
white supremacy. The limitations created in redarditizenship and self-defense under the ruse
of Jim Crow and white supremacy created numerostaoles for African American military
personnel, yet ensured their determination to ehgh the discriminatory system, going to the
NAACP for aid when necessary.

Since a number of white Americans continued tomeddimited view of democracy,
African Americans pushed for equal participatiortha American democratic system. African
American soldiers and civilians fought in every wmssible to overthrow Jim Crow
segregation, discrimination, and the threat ofangk imposed upon them by white Americans
since after the end of Reconstruction. These mdmamen, aided in part by the NAACP,
challenged existing structures in a number of wattempting to create a more equal society in
the process. In some ways, the conflicting conceptiemocracy that existed before American
entry into World War | centered on the Fourteenthedment and its legitimacy reflected a
shared memory of the American Civil WAf.That shared memory affected the experience of
democracy in America, particularly how freedoms agtts were either supported or denied to
African American soldiers and citizens based ugbnie and economic factors. When some
Americans adhered to the Fourteenth Amendment wltlilers denied its legality, the legacy

Civil War and its initial causes continued evenutjo the war itself had ended nearly fifty years

24 pavid Blight,Race and Reunion: The Civil War in American Men{@gmbridge, MA: The Belknap Press of
Harvard University Press, 2001). Blight providesrateresting and well-researched interpretatiopaxft-Civil War
and post-Reconstruction America, the rise of Lastige ideology, and attempted reconciliation betvirerNorth
and the South. Part of his analysis includes aud&on of the Fourteenth Amendment and how justice,
enforcement of the Fourteenth Amendment, was thrasigle for reconciliation between the North andSbeth.
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before. As historian David Blight rightly statesRace and Reunion: The Civil War in American
Memory the Fourteenth Amendment and citizenship right§reedmen and women were tossed
aside so that white Americans from the North ardSbuth could reconcile, united by ignoring
the emancipationist legacy of the Civil War andeasl focusing on the rise of the Lost Cause.

White American perceptions of democracy, Jim Cregregation, white supremacy, and
visions of a white-only America were evident tharbefore World War | began at the fiftieth
anniversary of the Battle of Gettysburg. Presid&nbdrow Wilson’s speech at the battlefield on
July 4, 1913, commemorating the three-day batdéndd white concepts of citizenship and
democracy at the turn of the century. Presidens®ildescribed the peace resulting from the
end of the Civil War as “wholesome and healingg tbrmer sections united now as friends, and
the conflict forgotten except for the valor of timen who fought on their respective sides. The
rest of the president’s speech focused on recatioit, sacrifices made by both sides, lives
saved with the war’s resolution, and the valorlb$aldiers involved. Wilson mentioned that all
American citizens, regardless of ethnicity or coyf origin, were ensured peace and freedom
from civil strife 2%°

While President Wilson’s speech mentioned the eipationist perspective associated
with Civil War memory, he clearly concentrated morereconciliation and peace than on the
freedom and citizenship of a formerly enslaved paiman. Mentioning unity among all
Americans regardless of ethnicity was a minor pordf the speech. Instead, valor, brotherhood,
and unity between white Americans from the Nortt #re South took precedent. Indeed,
Northern and Southern unity remained far more figant to white Americans than did unity of

all American citizens regardless of ethnicity. Taistude ensured that white supremacy would

205 \Woodrow Wilson,The Messages and Papers of Woodrow Wilson, yalith an introduction by Albert Shaw
(New York: The Review of Reviews Corporation, 192)-17.
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reign throughout the United States since even tésigeent himself lauded the progress made in
reconciliation between whites in the North and 8ater the fifty years since the war.

For Wilson to say the conflict was to some extengdtten was key to what unfolded
between 1914 and 1918 throughout the United Sgatésnto the Civil Rights movement. The
Civil War was fought to end slavery, and collecyvi®rgetting the conflict itself meant
forgetting why the conflict arose initially. By phisg slavery and African Americans to the side
and embracing reconciliation between whites inNlbeth and the South, many white Americans
neglected to acknowledge the meaning of the walf.itReconciliation ignored the free black
men and escaped slaves who joined the Union féocesancipate their brethren still in
bondage. Forgetting the reasons that the Civil ¥¢aurred also meant overlooking amendments
to the Constitution that ended slavery, ended aadhe basis for citizenship according to the
law, and ended abridging rights, including votirghts, based on race. By disregarding the
cause for sectional strife, protecting rights aeeding democracy to the descendants of former
slaves remained unimportant when reconciliationlznatherhood between whites from the
North and the South took center stage. White sugcgnthen, became even more engrained in
the United States, ensuring de facto and de jugeegation throughout the country to restrict
African American rights and freedoms as well asadin American resistance to these
institutions wherever present, including in the tddiStates military.

When it came to the possibility, however remoteAwferican entry into World War 1 in
late 1914, actions taken by United States milifg@gsonnel and civilians, including in the
Philippines and lynching, came under criticism frioreign political officials including the
Turkish Ambassador, Rustem Bey. Ambassador Beytasgsthat Turkish cruelty and barbarism,

provoked by the expanding war in Europe, could newenpare to American lynching incidents
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and actions in the Philippines during the Philigpikmerican Waf°® Responses of American
newspapers from across the country appear@&tienCrisis biting back at Ambassador Bey as
well as a German ambassador who declared that Ggrwauld not utilize colonized peoples to
fight the war. An unidentified journalist writingif theChicago Examinestated that
“occasional” lynchings could not compare to Turlgegtuelty, while journalists fronihe
Independenand theBoston Traveler and Evening Her&ldacknowledged the barbarism of
lynchings in the United States and requested thealeof segregation as well as
disfranchisement. A contributor to tbes Moines Register and Leadeent so far as to
condemn all white Southerners for their actionmasbers of lynch mobs, Southern whites who
overlooked the seriousness of lynching and radiémce, and segregatiéff

The responses to actions in the United Statesattért of World War | acknowledged
the travesties of lynching and segregation, anal r@sognized the effort to gain equality and
democracy for all Americans, regardless of econamiethnic factors. Some journalists
throughout the country argued that no reason ekistexclude close to twelve million people
from due process and the legal rights guaranteéteta in the Constitution. Instead,
discrimination and violence against non-white Aroans needed to end according to these
journalists, and through organizations like the NZ¥Athat might become a reality. Journalists
and African Americans overtly expressed oppositmaxclusion from American society,

politics, and the econonfy? meaning democracy remained part of the argumerfts/or of

208«The World War,"The Crisis9, no. 1 (Nov. 1914): 15.
27 The Independentas a popular publication during the Progressinaerguch likeMcClure’sandCollier's
Weekly while theBoston Traveler and Evening Heralhs one of the numerous incarnations ofBbhston Herald
after it absorbed a number of other Boston areaspapers at the start of the twentieth century.
igz “The World War,”The Crisis9, no. 1 (Nov. 1914): 15-16.
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changing the laws of the United States, particulatien enemies could point to these conditions
and claim hypocrisy.

Criticism did not only come from foreign countriglsout American atrocities and
brutality in the form of lynching and interactiow#h the Filipino people during the Philippine-
American War. Journalists, the African American coumity, and organizations including the
NAACP guestioned American intent and goals if therdry did enter World War I. Questions
arose concerning the treatment of African Amerigalitary personnel and civilians by white
Americans, alluding to the possibility that AfricAmerican men would not enlist in the United
States military if the country declared war. Drc@l@es Loeb, a contributor Tdhe New York
Reviewwhose article for that publication also appearetha Crisisin December 1914, argued
that the current generation of Germans grew umiarevironment suited to categorize whites as
the superior race and as the single proper ciwilimaover all others. Dr. Loeb connected the
actions and attitudes seen in Germany to thosengéwmerican Southerners at the start of the
First World War. Loeb contended that while Southghites may have held different stances
concerning racial superiority than Germans did,ptoblem was that both groups of people
believed that they were racially superior to alletpeoples throughout the world. According to
Dr. Loeb, the United States was guilty of racidi@athy. Due to racial hatred and white
America’s devotion to maintaining white supremdayeb predicted racial tensions would only
increase in the United Statgs.

To proponents of equality in the United Statesudoig the NAACP, acknowledging
racial problems at home and abroad provided opgenigite justification for why the United
States continued to tolerate racism, segregatiwhjreequality. Activists understood that this

hypocrisy threatened American democracy at homeelisas the belief that American

#19«The World War,”The Crisis9, no. 2 (Dec. 1914): 69.
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democracy must spread abroad. They also knewtisahypocrisy would only lead to racial
tensions throughout the United States, with viodgmatimidation, discrimination, and
segregation spreading unchecked. Hypocrisy conogiagmocracy at home versus democracy
abroad found its way into the United States myitas well, affecting African American men
who sacrificed their livelihoods for a country thiegated them as second-class citizens.

African Americans in the United States Army and fNawnderstood the hypocrisy all too
well. One former United States Navy sailor wroletéer toThe Crisis published in September
1914, discussing the treatment he and his fell@gkbtailors faced within that branch of the
military. The former sailor claimed, like many agtborethren in the United States Army in
previous conflicts, that the United States Navy lygd discrimination in the same manner the
Army did. This unnamed former sailor claimed he arsifellow soldiers had no way to redress
discrimination, as they reportedly could not conmpta higher ranking officials about their
treatment. The former sailor also mentioned that feany, African American sailors rose past
the rank of petty officer simply because the Ndikg the Army, refused to assign African
Americans a leadership position above white saddierd sailors and actively discouraged blacks
from enlisting in the Nav§™* Despite his eight years of service, this formépsaxperienced
discrimination, subjugation, and segregation atiidweds of the United States Navy, and by
extension, the American government. It soured kpgegence so much that he openly
discouraged other African Americans from followithgit same path, as he believed their service
would remain relegated to support positions witlelipossibility for advancement in the service.
For this sailor, race remained central to the aagiety operations of the United States military,

implying that race would play a factor in World War

?11*The Navy,” The Crisis8, no. 5 (Sept. 1914): 250.
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The unnamed sailor’s experiences reflected a vattempt by certain white politicians
and military leaders to limit the number of bladkae®rs within various branches. Just months
prior to The Crisis’spublication, theAfro-American a weekly newspaper for the African
American community in Baltimore, printed an articlencerning proposed legislation intending
to criminalize appointing black soldiers as eitbemmissioned or non-commissioned officérs.
Congressman Frank Park of Georgia offered theadlloth the Senate and House of
Representatives. The proposed bill would have wettbappointing African Americans as
commissioned and non-commissioned officers in BoghUnited States Army and Navy, as well
as repeal any law in contradiction with the Bifl.The bill intended to reinforce identity by
ensuring African American soldiers could never achicareer advancement, nor take on
leadership roles that might have implications al&sf their military service, including roles as
civil rights activists. The Georgian politician nidigely anticipated that his bill would also limit
the number of African American veterans returningie with extensive military training that
they could feasibly use to defend themselves agid tommunities from white violence.
Congressman Park’s proposed legislation soughirto advancements African Americans had
made since the Spanish-American and Philippine-Agari\Wars, limiting the number of race
men, and ensuring African American servicemen ktiesy remained wholly and
unconditionally subservient to white control. ThedBgia representative clearly envisioned a
future in which the color line mattered little tdite Americans aside from retaining paternalist

and discriminatory practices meant to subjugatewbite peoples both at home and abroad.

#2«pgainst Negro Officers in the U.S. Army: Georgiangressman Would Bar Colored Soldiers From Being
Commissioned or Non-Commissioned Officer. Negraes&d in the Army: A Fair Sample of Just How Far
Southern Bourbons Will Go To Show Their Regardtfer Golden Rule,Afro-American(Baltimore, MD), 4 July
1914.
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As the war escalated in Europe, African Americanthe United States, including those
who staffed the NAACP’3he Crisis examined how the color line factored into theaésting
conflict. World War I's persistent expansion meta inclusion of various peoples outside of
Europe within the war, particularly from areas coted by European powers. W. E. B. Du Bois
expressed his concerns with how the war in Europédvaffect non-white peoples throughout
the world in an editorial column published in Nou#n 1914. He argued that African
Americans should support Great Britain and Fraasde believed that these countries’
treatment of non-white peoples far surpassed th@eomany and other Central Powers. Du Bois
most assuredly pointed out that none of the maimeees comprising the Central and Allied
Powers remained wholly innocent in their treatn@non-white peoples throughout the world,
but asserted that if the Central Powers succeélledould mean triumphant militarism,
autocratic and centralized government and a studexsy of contempt for everything except
Germany.?

Du Bois recognized the flaws inherent within alitgapating countries yet maintained
that at least some countries managed to learn tihempast mistakes and deplorable treatment
of non-white peoples. Du Bois understood what gooirtant role the color line would play in
the war itself, particularly when it came to sotdien the ground and territory these powers
fought over. Through their actions on and off tla¢lefield, these soldiers would assert their
masculinity and desire for recognition as menzeitss, and potential leaders against
discrimination and subjugation. Indeed, ethnicésnained central to World War | for African
Americans, from how the militaries of participatioguntries including the United States utilized

non-white soldiers to how most participating coigsttolerated white supremacy by covertly

24\, E. B. Du Bois, “World War and the Color Liné&he Crisis9, no. 1 (Nov. 1914): 28-30.
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encouraging racial tensions to maintain order aablilgy rather than equality and interracial
cooperation.

Segregation became a central target in the NAAERsts to ensure equality to all
Americans during World War | due to its prevalent@dmerican society and the United States
military. Many of the NAACP’s members spoke outrgmsingly at the start of 1915, targeting
segregation in the public sector and governmenadey@nts. According to some white
Americans, including President Woodrow Wilson, sggtion was a necessary evil. When
legalized, segregation provided the preservaticdh®fwvhite race, gave African Americans a
“definite position in the city and government, eatl of leaving him entirely to the mercy of the
white man who wants to get rid of him altogethemnd decreased racial tensions. Therefore,
some elite whites argued segregation remainedesesblution for the county> These
statements displayed an attitude typically founthinithe white American educated elite.
Educated white Americans asserted that they aloeeskvhat was best for all African
Americans, ignoring the paternalist implicationsiipe these arguments. If segregation was, as

216 then African Americans should

President Wilson described, “not humiliating bugemefit,
accept their restricted roles within society fog tietterment of the United States as a whole
rather than consider segregation an insult andadéy.

African Americans understood that segregation msepéarate, and in many cases
unequal, a view that conflicted with the white Aman paternalist interpretation of race
relations that asserted separate but equal ex\atkdn the federal government sanctioned

segregation for its employees with the approvd&m@sident Wilson, it set the precedent that

white workers and black workers were different aaglsuch, were to be treated as two separate

215 Mary White Ovington, “SegregationThe Crisis9, no. 3 (Jan. 1915): 142. And “Mr. Trotter and. M¢ilson,”
The Crisis9, no. 3 (Jan. 1915): 119-127.
#0“Mr. Trotter and Mr. Wilson,” 119.
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groups?'’ The separation caused inequality and a limitadiomights, leaving the varying
definitions of equality and citizenship ascribedtoboth white and black Americans central to
any national discussion on segregation. Some prmand influential white Americans
maintained at least a partial adherence to whipeesnacy, encouraged segregation either by law
or by custom, and argued that only white men calddn full citizenship rights. Many black
Americans alternatively asserted that segregatibibited equality, or even the chance for
equality, and that upon birth, they also becamiecftizens and should be afforded all of the
rights in accordance with the Fourteenth Amendment.

The varying definitions of equality and citizenslkimong white and black Americans
routinely complicated hiring and business practicegrivate organizations and the federal
government. Both chose to differentiate employnt@sted upon ethnicity, thereby segregating
the workforce. Once segregation occurred withinvibekforce, the door opened for many other
inequalities, including salary discrimination, fawebs available to minorities, and less chance
for upward mobility within a company or organizatidVith inequality already existing through
employment, discrimination then invaded the priyates of African Americans, limiting
housing markets available both through segregageghhorhoods and by what blacks could
afford due to inequitable salarig$.President Wilson claimed America to be a bastion o
democracy, a haven for freedom and rights, andttieatnited States might enter World War |
to allow democracy to flourish abroad. But that demacy, freedom, and citizenship associated
with the United States remained restricted to ngastite Americans, leaving most African

Americans unrepresented, segregated, and unedqueatohstraints associated with segregation

27 Ovington, 142. And “Mr. Trotter and Mr. Wilson,19.
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found their way into numerous aspects of Africaneitan life, following men into the military
before American entry into World War |.

While segregationists argued that African Americsimsuld stop placing themselves in
positions that whites deemed unacceptable, blatkists asserted that ambition led men to
achieve power, therefore African Americans musta®nmotivated for upward mobility in
society. If African Americans maintained the pasitin society mandated by white
segregationists rather than aiming for social tighiis would allow the ruling class, mainly
white men, to continue to use the lower classélariJnited States to their advantage. The labor
industry exemplified the interactions between ugget lower class Americans: many underpaid
and overworked employees, supposedly not motiviatélaeir work, remained in poor conditions
while their employers reaped the rewards of thediot. The poor labor conditions could only be
described as exploitatidn® Because the American labor structure represergpression, it also
represented an undemocratic system that explateeérthan equalized. The American labor
structure, then, tied directly to segregation aegrddation aimed at African Americans
throughout the United States. Whether employeddnipus businesses, the federal government,
or in the military, African Americans remained eoarically disadvantaged through
discrimination and labor exploitation in the workde.

Frustrations over labor and economic exploitationld not compare to the battle over
racial violence, with lynching as the most prominefithis type of hostility*° Concerns over

lynching became an important part of resistancegyegation, discrimination, and subjugation

19 |bid, 143-44.

220 Multiple manuscripts exist concerning lynching, drigins, and the violent consequences of lynah it one of
the most recent and compelling is Crystal N. FedmsSouthern Horrors: Women and the Politics of Rapé an
Lynching(Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 2009).f@npointing the origins of lynching with
womanhood, masculinity, race, and sexuality, Feémgtovides a persuasive analysis of lynch law tiS&m white
male adherence to such violence as an assertwhitef supremacy, masculinity, and dominance ovaclfemale
sexuality. Simultaneously, Feimster shows how Senmtlhite and black women viewed interracial relagi
whether consensual or forced, and how that affettteid citizenship, femininity, and identity.
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for African Americans. In some sense, lynchingpsed questions of black service in various
militaries fighting during World War | for the Atan American community and the NAACP.
African Americans believed racial violence and ldmek of due process in the United States
violated their civil rights and forced them to lireconstant fear of brutal reactions to slight
misinterpretations of their actions by white Amans. The violation of legal rights and
protection under the law, in turn, limited freedand citizenship for African Americans. African
Americans could not participate fully in democraictheir rights were infringed upon, so the
NAACP opposed lynching due to its violent naturd éa restriction on rights, encouraging the
United States federal government to pass anti-iyigclegislation. Racial violence was a
problem long before the World War | era and remais@ long after due to the lack of federal
protection from mob violence. African American deld during the World War | era continually
heard reports of lynchings, just as soldiers in&aibd the Philippines did two decades before. In
many cases, their awareness of racial violencdyauthiing ensured their continued desire to
combat discrimination and racial violence withie tinited States military and American
society, even if the extent of that action wasiagpke as walking on a sidewalk or defending
oneself in a physical confrontation.

Numerous publications prior to World War | emphasithe problems racial violence
caused within the black community, the horrorsiofant attacks, the injustice of lynching, and
the lack of equality when it came to punishmentssfimngdoers. In February of 1915, one such
article inThe Crisisestimated the number of lynchings in 1914 as éthe unnamed author
claimed that the numbers could be much higher sooge lynchings may have not been
reported. The author then discussed the fact yhahlng violence was not limited to only

African American men. Numerous American males bétidnicities faced lynch mobs, as well
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as women, children, and veterans. People were &hfihr minor offenses and when little to no
evidence existed to support accusations levelemstghem. The unnamed author of the report
then argued that the United States was unfit foratleadership throughout the world because
the country allowed Iynchings to occur unchecked ampunished, contrary to some white
Americans’ assessment of the United States as insrgderior to other countriés®

Indeed, lynchings verified that undemocratic seatita existed throughout white
America, particularly in the South. The region’sgivity for mob violence as a way to mete out
justice and avoid the legal system displayed a ¢etaisregard for democracy. The methods
used to lynch meant it was a rare possibility fonia through the local, state, or federal legal
system. Even if a trial occurred, the jury typigaticluded only white American men who would
automatically find the defendant, if African Ameaig guilty rather than weigh the evidence
properly to decide innocence or guilt. These meshatsured injustice, even though the United
States Constitution guaranteed equal representatidfjudicial review of criminal charges.
African Americans throughout the United Statesludimg military personnel and veterans,
guestioned America’s adherence to democracy at ltuado local, state, and federal
governments either condoning or ignoring lynchitigesughout the country. Many, including
members of the NAACP, wondered whether the UnitadeS could legitimately claim to be a
model for democratic systems throughout the wdrkhierican citizens were denied rights and
protections guaranteed them as citizens.

The outcry over lynching spread throughout the tguand even found its way into the
South, a region far more prone to that type ofenck than any other. In June 191Be Crisis
published a letter found in a Memphis, Tennesseespaper written by a Bishop Gailor, a

clergyman of the state. Bishop Gailor recounteghahing local Memphis newspapers reported
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on the day before. An African American male idaatifas “Brooks” was lynched, his crime
undocumented by Bishop Gailor. The lynching becampablic spectacle, with hundreds of
people taking photographs, vehicles traveling frailes around to see Brooks’ body hanging
from the Nashville, Chattanooga, & St. Louis Rayw&xidge, photographers setting up mobile
printing stations to sell postcards, and schodésiag their schedules so students could witness
the scene. Brooks’s “body dangled over the pubighway, and was suspended low enough for
travelers along the road to-day to reach up anuthgi corpse around®® The description

guoted by Bishop Gailor from a local newspaper weasiniscent of many other documented
lynchings throughout the United States. The lynghiself was a public event, with schools
delaying their start so young children could takét jn the social spectacle of circumventing the
legal system. Portable postcard printings of imatggscting Brooks’ lynched corpse most likely
found their way across the country as purchaséeregiept the postcards as souvenirs or sent
them off to family or friends residing elsewhenedéed, Bishop Gailor’s letter showcased the
public exhibition and social event that resultecewhwvhite violence claimed the lives of black
men and women throughout the South, a public etxbibthe NAACP sought to end.

Bishop Gailor’s letter did not simply chronicle Bics’ lynching but instead criticized the
act as un-Christian, savage, and undemocratigtafédy calling upon citizens to end lynching
rather than stand idly by. He asked, “Where isréspect for law, the refinement of feeling, the
decent humanity, which differentiates us from bswaad savages?® Lynchings typically
occurred by circumventing the legal system, anth@isGailor most certainly believed that by
participating in a lynch mob or in the social gaihgs that usually accompanied these acts of

violence, those participants cared little for tietual law. Lynchings, then, were undemocratic
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and should not be permitted in a “civilized” andriStian society. Bishop Gailor even mentioned
the right to self-defense, declaring that when Bsob..defended himself, without appeal to law
... the Negro is put to death without the formasf.”?** This statement was quite telling for a
number of reasons. It emphasized Gailor's convictiamt African American males, including
Brooks, possessed the natural right to defend tbles from any aggressor. That assertion of
masculinity directly challenged white definitionsrmanhood, which claimed that only white
men had the right to self-deferfé@ White Americans considered African American males
incapable of “white” masculinity, and therefore ¢kanales must remain subservient and
submissive to white male assertions of perceivesculaity. Bishop Gailor’s position also
implies defining lynching and other mob violendeelit as white violence, placing the onus on
white Americans who perpetuate this brutal andwhlhsystem against an African American
population denied protection under the law fromhsoniscarriages of justice.

The second portion dfhe Crisisarticle containing Bishop Gailor’s letter contadren
editorial concerning miscarriages of justice in st&te of Georgia, lending credence to Gailor’s
assertions. The editorial reported that an Afridamerican male was lynched after robbing a
smokehouse. The unknown editor, probably a whitke nsaiddenly shifted from the unnamed
lynching victim to the widely publicized and contassial lynching of Leo M. Frank, convicted
in Atlanta, Georgia for the 1913 murder of Mary Baa. Frank, a Jewish-American
businessman, reportedly one of the last peopled¢d®hagan alive, became the center of the

investigation into Phagan’s murd@f.Frank was lynched in 1915, and the unnamed edittire
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ColumbiaState published in South Carolina, asserted that ewaeyof Frank’s lynchers
deserved death just as much as Frank did. Theredliddso stated that after Frank’s continued
appeals, the Supreme Court ruled that the Geoogigshad not mistreated Frank, mishandled
evidence, or improperly conducted his trial. Thismpted the unnamed editor to ask, “But if the
commonwealth of Georgia is incapable of punishiggag of men who take from jail a
defenseless prisoner who stole a side of bacorhamaand murdered him, what, after all, is
Georgia justice worth3?’

The commonwealth was not “incapable” of pursuingd eoanvicting lynchers but in fact
typically chose not to pursue them. The editordignation at the consistency of lynching in the
United States was quite clear, labeling that sbviaence akin to atrocities committed in
Europe at the start of World War I. The unnamedoedvas most likely aware that due to the
culture and social entertainment that arose sudiogrpublic lynchings, the fact that some
lynchings went unreported, and victims of lynchusyally coming from the African American
community, rarely would the legal system pursue smy of redress for the victims. In some
cases, members of law enforcement took part inhiyigs, or had friends or relatives who did so.
Finally, if lynchers ever faced charges, an alltefall-male jury would most likely acquit them,
as women and African Americans were not allowesitton juries in numerous states. In the
end, then, “Georgia justice” was worth very litides African Americans were continually
depicted as criminals, degenerates, and incapalleything more in life. Even if the evidence
did not point to the accused, the legal systenocallauthorities would tamper with evidence
until it indicated the accused, usually an Afridemerican male. The accused might make it to
trial but, in some cases, did not even receiveftratality because a mob would set out against

the accused to mete out “justice.”
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While the debate over lynching and its unlawful &mdent nature raged within certain
communities in the United States, World War | conéid around the world, leading imperialism
and racial superiority to become the focus of AfndAmerican leaders when discussing the
conflict. In June 1915, almost a year after the besgan, Booker T. Washington and W. E. B.
Du Bois both addressed white supremacy and imp@riakith competing philosophieshe
Crisis chose to run two newspaper articles publishedhbgd distinguished men together, almost
certainly to highlight their vastly different ap@aches when it came to discussing the color line.
Washington asserted that “inferior peoples” thraughhe world sought to rise above those in a
superior position while seeing actions of the “sigré peoples as insulting, resulting in “inferior
peoples” throwing “off the protection which themtger races have imposed upon théfiThe
president of the Tuskegee Institute then proce&alsdy that the general approach of “rebellion”
to overthrow this system, while attractive, shooédavoided due to the methods to repressing
that rebellious approach. Instead, Washington wegdhat more than one way existed to gain
superiority within society. He claimed that one lcbtlbecome superior by learning to do some
one thing better than any one else in the worldd #iis may be a very simple thing; it may be
raising cotton or it may be writing a boo¥®

Washington’s approach in 1915 remained quite simhaldnis approach in 1895 when he
presented the Atlanta Compromise. Rather than biegpam agitator as defined by white
Southerners, African Americans must make a livind become a productive member of
society, and that would lead to superiority. Has@ning in both instances considered racial
hatred and discrimination apparent within Amerigar@ection for African Americans, implying

that Jim Crow was necessary to ensure stabilityoaddr in society. Washington’s assertions
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also implied that colonization around the world was$ only necessary, but ensured protection
for these peoples and would be better for therherdng run. In reality, though, Jim Crow,
discrimination, and racial hatred contributed torenand more unrest and frustration in America,
because those who followed Washington’s modeledrting to do some one thing better than
any one else” found they could not improve theoreanic or social situations. Rather, many
African Americans remained trapped economically smclally due to Jim Crow and restrictions
upon their citizenship, leaving them little recaulsit to become the agitators Washington
deplored. The same could be said for tensions ¢fraut the world, as many people residing in
European colonies sought self-determination arferske as opposed to restrictions that
imperialism and empire employed upon them.

W. E. B. Du Bois’s take on the same topic generatsthrk contrast to Washington'’s,
encouraging activism and attempting to understaoddXVar I's wider implications for non-
white peoples throughout the world when it camirtperialism, white supremacy, and
discrimination. Du Bois asserted that the main afroountries involved in the First World War
was not to gain more territory in Europe, but ratherease their economic empires through
expansion in Asia and Africa. To ensure successfpérialism, Du Bois contended that capital
and labor must have a close relationship at horf@dspreading that same system abroad. That
system encountered complications when white laBdyegan demanding not just an increase in
wages, but also to limit the hiring of non-whiteopées for open positions. “By threatening to
send English capital to China and Mexico, by trerstg to hire Negro laborers in America, as
well as by old-age pensions and accident insuramegjain industrial peace at home at the
mightier cost of war abroad® Du Bois maintained that the result meant contineasions

between white and non-white laborers, leading waberers to do all they could to subjugate
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non-white laborers under the guise of protectingpleyment and maintaining white supremacy.
For Du Bois, it was clear to non-white workers ttaatvhite man is privileged to go to any land
where advantage beckons and behave as he pldasbsadk or colored man is being more and
more confined to those parts of the world whereflor climatic, historical, economic, and
political reasons is most difficult to live and nhegsily dominated by Europe for Europe’s
gain.”3!

Du Bois’s interpretation of imperialism and whitgpsemacy was far more accurate than
Washington’s, especially in regard to the desireogean countries expressed at the turn of the
twentieth century to continue expanding their eegifThe Great Game” captured imaginations
throughout Europe, and even the United Statespseaite peoples throughout the world
experienced colonization, subjugation, and diseranon at the turn of the century and beyond.
When Du Bois linked economic factors to imperialigra aptly described the typical way a
country attempted to conquer and subjugate andtleealso recognized that the battle within the
conguering country between white and non-white Hatsowould have far greater implications
than just some laborers being refused positionsstilled, at least in the United States, a feglin
of nativism, fear of the “other,” and desire to gexit all non-white laborers from both
employment and unions. Here, the question of ¢ish@ remained essential. Were non-white
laborers, born in the United States, consideregecis by white laborers also born in the
country? The answer was, unequivocally, no. Nontevpeoples, regardless of their place of
birth, were not considered citizens, and therefasald steal “American” jobs, undermining the
labor system and union victories. It also safegedndhite supremacy within the United States,
dividing the labor force by ethnicity rather thdlowing them to completely unite against the

businesses they sought to challenge. Finally, amhthat when expansion abroad occurred,
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white privilege and white supremacy combined, gugdivhite American politicians, military
personnel, and various officers in their policidsew addressing non-white populations, and
allowed the United States to export Jim Crow arotiedworld.

Constant appeals to end white supremacy and Jinv @nd to guarantee all natural-born
American citizens equality under the law fell oratlears. Moorfield Storey, a white lawyer and
civil rights activist who eventually became presitef the NAACP in 1909, penned an editorial
in The Crisis imploring Americans with influence, privilege, ladership positions to turn their
attentions to equality and justice in the Unitedt&. Storey asked that Americans no longer
continue turning a blind eye toward the South thitimed that they understand better than any
one else what they call the ‘Negro problem,” andgehiasisted that they must be allowed to deal
with the colored people in their communities ag/ttenk best.?*? Rather, Storey suggested that
the early twentieth century’s apathy toward Jimwemd racial violence in the South was akin
to the antebellum era’s indifference toward theitason of slavery. The latter resulted in a five-
year struggle to ensure freedom to an enslavedandgated population. Storey argued that
after the Civil War, Americans slammed shut “thedof opportunity,” failed to educate the
populace, and “ignore[d] our responsibility foritheondition and put every obstacle in their
way, permitting men whose views are warped by ithditions and prejudices of slavery to
dictate our policy.**?

Storey’s assessment of racial tension and discatioin at the turn of the century was
harsh, yet apt. The abolition movement gained gianrthe antebellum era, but neither moral
opposition to the institution of slavery nor advogéor black equality were popular causes until

the few years preceding the Civil War. Apathy eadsthroughout many areas of the United
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States concerning the moral implications of theupacinstitution, an indifference that returned
during Reconstruction with the desire of most NermthAmericans to leave what Storey termed
the “Negro problem” to the South. By doing so, Mern Americans cemented the South’s
ability to create the institution of Jim Crow, aradher than removing obstacles before the newly
freed population, paved the way for more and mestrictions and obstacles that maintained
white supremacy and a particular social order.

Storey’s examination of what he called the “Negrobtem” in the South and limitations
continued, just as scathing as before, with a dsiom of the representation, economic
advancement, and education denied to African Araag¢hroughout the region. Instead of
exercising their right to vote, African Americarmihd themselves largely excluded from the
polls, thereby misrepresented by people who woatdicue a social structure intent upon their
subjugation. At the same time, these representatind other Southern leaders claimed that
African Americans were “ignorant and degradét yet denied segregated schools funding and
trained teachers. These leaders intended to keepftitan American population throughout the
region as thoroughly uneducated as possible, mapatiy chance they might have of economic
advancement. If any African Americans managed taiolan education or advance themselves
economically, obstacles would be immediately puhgir way to prevent this sort of progress.
Finally, any “man in whose veins flows only a tradeNegro blood, who inherits from his white
ancestors their ambitions and their tastes, isedeas if he were hopelessly degraded, and all
over the country the attempt is made to hold themrdas an inferior class, denied those equal

rights and equal opportunities which are the hiigtitrof every American citizer?®
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While some of Storey’s assessment included asasrtypically associated with
paternalism and reinforcing stereotypes, he undedsthe limitations Jim Crow and the South’s
social order created for African Americans. Effddsvoter registration failed in many regions
of the South, with economic pressure and threatsoténce keeping African Americans from
the polls. Also, laws based upon literacy or tee@dedded within Jim Crow kept not only
African Americans but also poor whites from votifidns population could do nothing
politically to change their situation because th&tam itself remained completely and utterly
controlled by a minority of white Southerners detered to maintain their positions of power.
This same population lacked access to educationetong that might not only help them in
their endeavors to vote, but also improve theineoaic situation. Limited to no funding for
schools and the commonly held belief that shargmgpand tenant farmers did not need an
education to pick cotton left a large section & 8outhern population without the possibility of
an education. This ensured that Southern econ@adels would retain a poorly educated
workforce that, for the most part, could not eMenb out of the debt and despair they lived in
daily.

If, by chance, some managed to obtain an educatiany employers found ways to
exclude them from the workforce, guaranteeing tbeitinual societal position beneath white
Southerners. The “one drop rule” that determinedréitial and social position of Southerners
remained in effect. Storey’s assessment that angakf American who “inherits from his white
ancestors their ambitions and their tast€$¢ould improve his economic and social condition
was, in part, intended to emphasize the ridiculmatsire of the “one drop rule.” Storey’s
statement also reinforced stereotypes held airtteethat African Americans were incapable of

ambition or success. His position as presiderti®@NAACP notwithstanding, Storey still
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implied paternalism and assimilation remained #ofa@nd that white ancestors assured that an
African American would hold claim to ambition andhite culture. Rather than acknowledging a
different culture might be just as successful asfele, Storey believed that the best culture and
society to adhere to was still white American sgciBespite these opinions, Storey’s criticism
of the Southern social and economic structure wgtdyhaccurate and necessary prior to the war
that would “make the world safe for democracy.”

Making “the world safe for democracy” certainly siiabhave included the creation of a
federal anti-lynching law rather than continuingdoore the lawlessness and violence
associated with lynching. By September of 1915 Tihgkegee Institute anhe Crisishad both
published their reports concerning lynchings thatuored in America between January and June
of 1915. Tuskegee reported thirty-four lynchingshat time, with twenty-four African
American victims and ten white victif¥’ The Crisisdid not report their exact numbers, but
specified that they counted thirty-five African Arrean victims of lynching as opposed to the
Tuskegee Institute’s count of twenty-four in thestiisix months of 1915° Outrage over the
frequency and brutality of lynching began to ineeaignificantly during the latter half of 1915,
particularly after a gruesome double lynching irofgga. The Crisisreprinted an article initially
penned by Horace Traubel for the Altoona, Pennsy&vBimes Traubel’s work directly
referenced the frustration activists experiences dnequent lynchings and the extenuating
circumstances leading to these incidents. Traubaienn response to a telegraph received
concerning a double lynching in Georgia, done ‘fhigtake.” He reported that after the mob

discovered that they had lynched the wrong mety, sleé€ off to find the actual culprits, or as
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Traubel described it, “to murder some more Neghyesome more mistake$® Traubel’s

anger and dissatisfaction with lynch law and isvatence in America were more than self-
evident in his first paragraph. His outrage, exgrared and sometimes internalized by members
of the NAACP and the African American communityiaage, was part of a larger movement
encouraging the enactment of a federal anti-lyrgchifi. As the spearhead of that movement,
the NAACP, as an influential organization withinlypa few years of its inception, constantly
encouraged the federal government to act, drawtbegtzgon from African American

communities and future soldiers alike.

Traubel’s indignation was evident throughout thmaender of the article when he
mentioned white supremacy, white violence, andsra@nd their influence upon lynch law.
Traubel documented a conversation with a Danishaiams who clarified why some Europeans
considered Germany’s actions against Belgium arciggrwhile ignoring actions taken against
Egypt or India. In short, the musician claimed tBatgium was a civilized nation, while the
colonized peoples were uncivilized, therefore “gam do as you please with a man if he is your
inferior.”?*° Traubel argued that Americans held the same pasiti regard to the “Negro
problem” and white supremacy. The horrors of lynghivould be considered atrocious and
unlawful if they happened to citizens in “civiliZecountries, but in the United States, “If he has
a black skin he must be made to suffer for it. Heymave a white heart. But no matter. It's the
skin that counts®* Indeed, white supremacy was the de facto lawefahd. The Southern
elite held on to that custom most vigorously, anchany cases utilized white violence to
enforce it, maintaining order, an adherence toQrow, and retaining poor white support.

Southern leadership found that poor whites coulldm separated from poor blacks, ensuring
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their control over the region and from the majotayoverturn their complex and elite power
structure.

Traubel concluded his article with a personal stmmycerning white violence in the
South and how incredibly brutal and unjust lynch faally was. The journalist had at one point
known a Tennessee man who once resided on theyfarffmimer plantation. One evening, word
of a potential rape came to the plantation andtaecroppers working the land. A white mob
arrived on that same farm, and grabbed a youndk llag, hanging him and mutilating his body
for the crime. That unnamed man from Tennesseenb@gaarching the supposed crime because
he believed in the young lynching victim’s innocenAfter he proved the boy’s innocence,
members of the mob stated that even though theyraald a mistake, it was of no consequence:
“He was only a nigger.?¥? Often the attitude in regard to lynching and whitgence, the
mob’s reaction indicated that they viewed the wicis sub-human, and his death, however
unwarranted, was not a tragedy or a problem whaéso&raubel’s outrage concerning these
deaths, and many others, suggested that at leastwbite local newspapers supported NAACP
efforts to enact a federal anti-lynching 1&%WHe thought that these deaths could have been
avoided, and should have been. Traubel would happated meting out legitimate, lawful
justice to those he saw as murderers. The onlyi@molvas that in areas like Georgia, black
lynching victims would most likely never see trustjce because the legal system and all-white
all-male juries would never convict a white man l§grching a black man, regardless of the

black man’s innocence.
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Some Americans, including Frank St. Claire, linkgtthing and discrimination within
the United States directly to the reported eveh&aorld War I. Published in th€hicago
Defendey St. Claire took William Randolph Hearst’s brarfdsellow journalism to task after
reading an article in th@hicago American-Examingone of Hearst's many publicatiofi$.St.
Claire believed that an editorial printed on O¢t1315 intended to create racial antagonism,
because that editorial discussed supposed carsribaliacticed by European soldiers of Asian
and African descent. The story itself concerneddidesoldiers selling human ears as souvenirs
to the people of Pari€* St. Claire asserted that the French would notatéesuch behavior and
then wondered why a paper such asGheeago American-Examin@ould see such atrocities
abroad, but failed to see ones committed in theddristates, including the lynching of a 12-
year-old mere weeks before Hearst's editorial CHire also took exception to Hearst's
opposition to European nations utilizing non-wipgeoples as soldiers, especially since the
United States had done so since the American RéenRf° St. Claire’s critiques of yellow
journalism implicated publications across the Uhi&ates, not just HearstGhicago American-
Examiner Many newspapers either glossed over the atreaifievhite violence and lynching or
covered these events in such a manner that wostidyjthis sort of activity. St. Claire found the
acknowledgement of atrocities abroad while failiagven mention or recognize them within
one’s own country ridiculous. Instead of focusimgEurope’s armies and their inclusion of non-
white soldiers, St. Claire firmly believed that Hetss efforts would be better-served examining
lynching, white violence, and racial tensions in éma.

The United States experienced many of the samescamidor African Americans in the

country the following year, with NAACP journalisasid investigators continually writing about
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concerns over lynching, the escalating war in Eey@md black soldiers, with lynching taking
center stage as the United States had not yeteeni@o the global conflict. By April 1916, W.

E. B. Du Bois penned an editorial fohe Crisisconcerning a mass lynching in January of that
year. Local whites took five young black men in @ga from the county jail to a neighboring
county and gruesomely lynched them. Photographmrgrdented the scene and distributed the
images afterward. The mob violence transpired exthese five young men defended
themselves from a pending arrest for unknown clsamgsulting in a county sheriff's dedtt.

The initial charges themselves should not havetttated so much aggression in apprehending
these five young men, yet, at least according titeshn the area, they had the audacity to
defend themselves. That assertion of masculinitysaff-preservation marked these young men
for the noose because their actions to protect dven lives challenged white supremacy and the
social order white Southerners so desperately wantenaintain. Rather than allowing the legal
system to determine the young men’s guilt or inmgeen the sheriff's death, white violence
became the judge, jury, and executioner.

Du Bois asserted that a simple answer existed whyahese young men and many
others like them faced lynch mobs: the peonagesydtlore than anything else, the peonage
system in the South safeguarded white supremauoyCdow, and economic exploitation,
reducing African Americans and poor whites to neaxery conditions. Du Bois utilized
statistics from Worth, Lee, and Early Counties go@ia to assert his point. The non-white
population was nearly double that of the white gapon in the three counties, most of those
whites resided in towns rather than rural areastlie non-white population, and the main
business in the area was to raise cotton. In masgs; white landowners employed white

overseers who would sometimes employ harsh taatickiding violence, to keep workers,
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mostly African Americans, working hard and in lif@me incidents, like the beating of a young
boy in Georgia “for some impudent reply made todkierseer” resulted in a race riot. After the
beating, African American workers attacked the wloerseer and killed him for his actions,
causing white mobs to form and attack African Aro@nis in the vicinity with impunity and
culminating in the destruction of one church, numuercabins, and various buildinffs.

The African American community expressed their @ns and criticisms over the
incident in Georgia because the young boy had caurse whatsoever due to the legal and
social structures of the South, intent on retaidiimg Crow and white supremacy at all costs. The
economic and social structures in the region almegtinly maintained the ambiance and threat
of force associated with the antebellum era angesjaitself, particularly when wealth resided
within the hands of so few and the poor consistetbst entirely of enslaved peoples’
descendants. While some white Southerners beligwednethod would keep the African
American population complacent, docile, and agriegdtinstead left them frustrated, angry,
and willing to violently defend themselves if nesay. The NAACP encouraged these actions,
and became part of the method for fighting whitdemce and encouraging black men to
participate in military service to gain knowleddeself-defense techniques.

While the NAACP encouraged self-defense and mylisarvice, obstacles remained to
African American participation in the military eventh the impending conflict in Mexico.

Newly appointed NAACP Secretary Royal Nash wrottesident Wilson and a variety of other
politicians and military officials concerning theatment of African Americans within the
United States Armed Forces. Nash professed hisregtdisappointment in the Wilson
administration’s lack of action on behalf of thesen and the possibility of expanding the

African American presence within the regular arngyshggesting the addition of four new all-
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black regiments out of the already proposed expandiash argued that the military would not
face resistance to black enlistment and couldyeéBithese regiments if the military designated
their creation. He reminded his audience that thiédd States Army reported fewer desertions
from all-black regiments, and while in combat, thesen served with honor, dignity, and
bravery befitting the uniform. Nash also noted #&black regiments experienced fewer
disciplinary issues, with fewer court martials,iseance to unorthodox methods like
waterboarding, and remaining dedicated to theiitioosas defenders of the United Stat&s.
The NAACP did not succeed in its endeavor to creaiee all-black regiments prior to
World War 1, but the support the organization pded to soldiers and their welfare proved far
more significant. Before the turn of the centurygddhte and upper class African Americans
sometimes argued against military service, refgriinsoldiers as debased beiffsand instead
insisted that the more desirable route to masdyland becoming a race leader remained an
academic educatiodfi® After its creation, though, the NAACP took a diffat stance, changing
how at least part of the African American communwigwed military service. As Nash implied,
military service provided men not only with emplogm, but also with training in self-defense,
discipline, and confidence, all combining to cre@ee men and civil rights leaders. Nash, and
many in the NAACP, asserted that while the Uniteates still participated in segregation and
degradation of African Americans, the community Vdostill take part in military service

because they were in fact citizens, something madniies in the South did their best to deny.
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forth his ideal of the Talented Tenth, implyingtthaademic pursuits provided the most advantagenus to
becoming a race man rather than military servicec8ss in academics, not military prowess, woldd fihe race to
greatness.
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By the first few months of 1916 the war in Europatinued to escalate, and the United
States found itself involved in a potential border with Mexico, with African American
soldiers in the midst of the action despite sentino@posing their participation in the military.
Amidst racial tension, violence, and turmoil in tbeited States, the Tenth Cavalry, commanded
by Major Charles Young, and a few battalions of Timenty-fourth Infantry Regiment were part
of Gen. John J. Pershing’s forces that entered ddexetween late March and early April 1916
in pursuit of Francisco “Pancho” Villa. According & journalist for thé\fro-American the
black soldiers stationed at the border prior tsRi@g’s drive into Mexico hoped to cross the
border soon, so they threw up the most temporacawips. These men threw down little piles of
hay and created a makeshift tent out of their l#&Krhe unnamed journalist even noted that
the Twenty-fourth Infantry Regiment usually saweatst seventy-five percent reenlist once their
original contract was up’?

Members of the Twenty-fourth actively sought thaltdnge of finding Villa and wanted
to be prepared for a quick departure in the cadersrarrived from General Pershing to move
out. These regiments consisted almost entirelyacder soldiers who were used to these sorts of
temporary conditions, or what the unnamed jourhdlibed a “hardship.” The retention rates
for just the Twenty-fourth alone spoke to the opyoities available to African Americans
through their military service: steady employmegmgper compensation for their labor, and the
chance to better themselves as individuals and Méitary service certainly provided African
Americans all of these opportunities as well asynmathers, ensuring race men and civil rights
activists upon their return home, something the Ki&RAcontinually supported. The

organization’s encouragement for black soldiers avasarked change from the late nineteenth to

#24Colored Troops Enter Mexico After Villa. They Cstitute One Of the Best Fighting Units In The Uditates
Army. Have Made Good Records. Major Charles Youmgj laieut. Henry O. Flipper Are With 10th Cavalry.,”
Afro-American(Baltimore, MD), 1 Apr., 1916.
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early twentieth century, specifically due to thabe in attitude of elite African Americans
toward soldiers. No longer were they consideredaded” or “uncivilized,” but now seen as
activists, race men, and examples of black mastulin

The NAACP’s support included publishing article®abAfrican American soldiers, but
it also went much farther than that, like insistthgt when the United States Army created new
regiments, a few be set aside for African Amerisaldiers. A debate ensued over this topic,
though, because some Southern politicians, inctuttirmer Mississippi governor and U.S.
Senator James K. Vardamarippposed the training and use of African Americaldisrs.
Vardaman, who made his name and career throughdliscacy of white supremacy,
segregation, and lynching, addressed CongresslinAgaril 1916 concerning the proposed
National Defense Act up for debate in the Senaeittiended to expand the size of the standing
army prior to entry in World War I. The Mississipg@nator opposed more African American
regiments in the United States Army because henassithat they would then “be recruited in
the South which, in the hands of a ‘hostile Prasidenay be used to oppress the whit&$.”
Senator Vardaman then asserted,

| understand that under the leadership of white neggroes make fairly good soldiers. A

negro may become an obedient, effective piece ahimary, but he is devoid of the

initiative and therefore could not be relied uporan emergency. It is a peculiarity of the

negro character that he can be taught to take @rifemmitate, to obey, but he can not be
trusted to “carry a message to [Cuban General @dlXarcia.” If | could have my way

23 Eor more information concerning James K. Vardaaraoh his conceptions of race and white superiostwell
as his use of those conceptions during campaighefice-holding, see Archibald Coody IV, “The Race
Question,” fromThe White Chief: A Story of the Life and Timesamhds K. VardamagVicksburg, MS: Mississippi
Printing Company, 1944), 35-94. Coody’s sentenagtire and word choice indicate his agreement with
Vardaman'’s positions concerning race and whiteesupcy, but also provides a comprehensive discus$iao
Vardaman was and how he interpreted race in théhSaiso see William F. Holme3he White Chief: James
Kimble Vardamar{Baton Rouge, LA: Louisiana State University Prd€9¥0), x-xii, 118-122, 129-146, 182-189,
193-195, 197-199, 235-237, 251, 270-271, 285-2688,397-320. Holmes conducted a comprehensive stiidy
Vardaman's political career and covered Vardamasésof race as a political tactic for years, inglgdestrictions
on African Americans from military service and armiag concerning the return of African Americanerains from
World War 1.

H4ugoldiers,” The Crisis12, no. 2 (June 1916): 77. And Senator Vardangealking on HR 12766, on April 4,
1916, 64th Cong., 1st SesSgngressional Recorfi3, pt. 6: 5417-5418.
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about it, | should prohibit the use of negroeshiem Army in any way except in positions
of menials, but | am not going to discuss the arstow?*°

As the debates concerning the National Defensedatinued, a fellow Mississippi
senator, John Sharp Williams, provided a refutatibardaman’s position. The senator began
his refutation by reminding “gentlemen from my osgction of the country” that service under
the National Defense Act was purely voluntary. Vditis claimed that assertions that a
“President who had no sense of the race issud,adiits vital importance in the preservation of
white civilization [in the South] . . . could usecsion 56 of this bill to organize ‘nigger’
regiments, and mobilize them for military trainintiftoughout the South were utterly fafs&.

The senator reasserted his belief in political smalal white supremacy and that the fear
mongering his fellow Mississippi senator, Vardantaaged on was nothing more than that. He
contended that any man who volunteered for milissmwvice not only chose to be there, but
could financially afford to provide their serviaethe country in a time of war. Senator Williams
concluded that African American soldiers were “dbat] strong, courageous and satisfied,”
their regiments always filled to near capacity, saely deserted. Williams believed that the
NAACP’s request that if Congress approved the Mali®efense Act of 1916, the United States
Army should reserve two regiments of those to leaterd for African Americans due to their
exemplary service in the p&st.

It was most intriguing that senators on each sfdbis debate came from the state of
Mississippi. Vardaman’s assertion that black setdweould be used to oppress white

Southerners oozed with fear and hysteria, usingdpelarity and fanfare surroundiBgrth of a

%5 genator Vardaman, speaking on HR 12766, on Apfib46, 64th Cong., 1st seg8gngressional Recorfi3, pt.
6: 5418.

26 genator Williams, speaking on HR 12755, on April816, 64th Cong., 1st ses8gngressional Recor83, pt.
6: 5536-5538.

%7 |bid. And “Soldiers, The Crisis12, no. 2 (June 1916): 77.
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Nationto sell his proposed bill to the public. The fibath crudely and inaccurately depicted
what Vardaman claimed would happen if the Uniteat€dt Army expanded to include even two
more black regiments. Vardaman’s anxiety expreassshcern over the possibility that the
majority population in the South might unite toisé$he impositions and restrictions that a
minority of elite, white men insisted upon enfogiisenator Williams'’s response could only be
described as surprising because he typically adedaahite supremacy. Williams’s backing of
the NAACP'’s efforts to gain more all-black regimedisplayed his understanding of historical
precedent with previous conflicts as well as thed#®r more soldiers like them in the United
States Army. Williams at least chose not to igrtbeshistory of every military conflict in the
United States since the American Revolution nor waudicipated in these conflicts, while all
Vardaman saw was the possibility of a trained antkd subjugated population, intent upon
reigning down terror and violence upon white Soutbes who instituted and reinforced Jim
Crow segregation and white supremacy.

As the debate in Congress continued over blackteméints and regiments, Secretary of
State Robert Lansing penned a scathing respongernostiano Carranza, President of Mexico,
in June of 1916 after Carranza expressed concearsfanerican action in his country. Lansing
proclaimed that if American lives continued to laerdficed in either the United States or
Mexico, the United States had the right to protéizens if the Mexican government failed to do
so. Du Bois published part of this letterTihe Crisis and used it as a basis for what he said
President Wilson should have written to the std@eprgia in the wake of sixteen lynchings in
that state alone before July 1916. By changingcselerases and sentences throughout, Du Bois
sought to showcase the hypocrisy inherent withdefal policy in regard to protecting American

lives. Du Bois asserted that, “The United StatesgBament cannot and will not allow bands of
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lawless men to establish themselwethin its borders with libertyo kill, burn and plunder
American citizensvith impunity, and whelaccusedo seek safetwithin state linesrelying
upon the plea of their government tiaate Rightsnust not be violatec?®® Du Bois implied
throughout his editorial that a federal governmeitiing to utilize African American soldiers to
defend its citizens should also protect African Alcemn civilians within its own borders.
Instead, white violence reigned with Georgia aswbest state, where white violence continually
led to the lynchings of multiple black men everaywithout any attempts to restrain mob
cruelty. Rather than protect these citizens or eteampt to apprehend their killers, most states,
including Georgia, blatantly overlooked racial @ote. To these officials, African Americans
were not considered citizens, therefore the solwlessness and violence that occurred was not
objectionable, unless it happened to white Amesasin the case of Villa and his supporters.
Even with the NAACP’s advocacy in favor of Africdmerican soldiers, the question of
whether or not more African Americans could be d¢ooed to enlist in the military if the
country entered into World War | remained. Yes,avstipport existed for African American
military service in the war, but citizens wondevedether some black men would truly assist the
United States in a war to ensure democracy abrdehthey were denied it at home. W. Ashbie
Hawkins, a citizen of Maryland, wrote an editot@althe BaltimoreAmerican which was
republished inThe Crisis Hawkins asserted that “When respectable colored imthis city
have difficulty purchasing or renting homes forrtiselves and families simply because they are
colored, they cannot easily be persuaded to fightaintain such a conditio® Hawkins'’s
proclamation plagued multiple African American coomities, predominantly ones in the South,

because racial discrimination and segregation coally relegated black Americans to

258\V. E. B. Du Bois, “Editorial: Two Letters. The Omdich was Written to Mexico, The One Which was not
Written to Georgia,The Crisisl2, no. 4 (Aug. 1916): 163-164.
9 «Black Soldiers, The Crisis(12, no. 4 (Aug. 1916): 184.
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subordinate positions within the economy, sociahg politics, treating them as second-class
citizens at best. Why should these men fight fooantry that refused to acknowledge or even
defend their citizenship and safety against whitéemce? Hawkins concluded that, “no man,
white or black, can love a city, a state or a matlmat restrains and hampers his activities on
every hand, and that indorses and perpetuatedriaioen by class legislation®®®

Hawkins’s conclusions were not unfounded, as samumglists and politicians
throughout the United States asserted that onlic&frAmericans should become soldiers, not
because of their competence or abilities, but dube lessened impact upon the economy and
society. An editor for the Watertown, New YdFknesproclaimed that “good white men”
should not be “wasted” on military service. Thai ghould instead fall to African Americans, as
they could be easily recruited “without drawing mudmm its industrial strength or commercial
life. . .. If it comes to a real war we will becsificing white blood where Negro blood would,
under the conditions, be a more fitting sacrifeved drawing our skilled labor when unskilled

labor was available?!

Rather than presenting a position akin to th&erfator Vardaman of
Mississippi, this unnamed editor chose insteachtmerage genocide. Rather than sacrifice
“good white men,” black men, consisting of the upéoged, unskilled, and vagrant population
throughout the United States, should be sacrifioethe good of a country that denied them
basic civil rights and citizenship. The unidentifiBEmeseditor certainly believed that having an
army consisting of only black soldiers would seaveimportant purpose for the United States by
retaining white men, as well as ridding the coumtran unwanted portion of the population.

The Crisisundoubtedly presented a different position thawlkias of Maryland by

continuing to encourage black men to enlist inrthitary. Their September 1916 publication

29 pid.
1 bid.
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examined the praise and encouragement found inugnewspapers across the United States,
contending that, “If the Negro makes such a magari soldier, by all means urge him to the
defence [sic] of his hearth and honf€”The NAACP’s publication continually encouraged
black military service, but rarely failed to pomit the hypocrisy involved as a way to guarantee
that men understood what they signed up for if #feyse to enlist. The article took a sharp turn,
though, by including writings from an unnamed eddbthe Macon, Georgi@elegraph The
unidentified editor, just like his counterpart inat®rtown, New York, argued that military
service for African Americans would “rid the Sowththe vicious and loafing Negré®® The
Telegrapheditor believed that African Americans were mongcally suited for the rigors of
military life and the climate in Mexico where therent possibility of war existed. He asserted
that, “The white people of our republic are essdlyta north temperate zone race of people . . .
But we have a breed within our borders, a breediphlfy constituted to out-Mex the Mexicans
in the sort of fighting down there—that breed beiimg Negro of the Souttf®*

Once again, white Americans used physicality, stgpes, and white supremacy to
conclude that only black men should fight in a harslimate like Mexico. This way, the South
could rid itself of what white elite Southerneredesd a “useless” and “worthless” population.
Some white Americans would support African Amerganthe military, but only because it
meant a reduction in the civilian population thrbdmattle and a means of ridding themselves of
an unwanted populatioithe Crisisjournalist compiling the article that includedsinformation
concluded, “Too proud to fight Germans and too gmofight Mexicans! Will some one choose

an antagonist worthy of the super-white Americafr2Again, the NAACP encouraged black

224 Discrepancy, The Crisis12, no. 5 (Sept. 1916): 237-238.
283 |pid, 238.

24 pid.

25 pid.
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enlistment, but never failed to point out hypociisyegard to that enlistment or service,
particularly when it came to civil rights and céizship.

By the end of 1916, it had become clear that theeldrStates would soon enter the Great
War. The debates over lynching, black enlistmelat;koofficers, and citizenship would continue
throughout the remainder of the war and beyond.NARACP’s assistance to black soldiers,
encouraging their enlistment, the anti-lynching paign, and self-defense was highly
significant. The organization’s efforts failed todethe military’s discriminatory policies or
segregationist methods, but it did manage to ditsani@on to the problems and frustrations
African American soldiers faced on a daily basssywall as encourage the protection and safety
of all African Americans. Undoubtedly, African Anieain soldiers came across reports
concerning white violence and lynching, and thaglting against Villa in Mexico almost
certainly knew that they fought to protect citizénat cared very little for their safety or rights.
There is no doubt many saw the contradiction irsping Villa into a foreign country for his
violence while local, state, and federal governmémthe United States failed to prosecute lynch
mobs. The criticism and opposition that arose éopbssibility of even more black military
personnel by 1916 undeniably also reached blaskceenen, which might have very well
served as an impetus for African American soldiersecome civil rights activists and race men
to ensure citizenship, democracy, and equalityéironly themselves as servicemen, but for
African American citizens as well. In this pursaitfreedom, justice, and equality, the NAACP

became crucial to their efforts through publicasiolegal representation, and political influence.
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CHAPTER 4: ‘HE THINKS HE IS A SOLDIER’:
MANHOOD, IDENTITY, AND DEMOCRACY IN WORLD WAR |

Less than a month after Congress approved a deotacd war against Germany,
Antoinette Rappal, a sixteen-year-old white residgMemphis, Tennessee, went missing while
riding her bicycle to school. Initially, Rappal’sother believed she ran away from home to
become a nurse for the Red Cross, as the young whathexpressed that desire not long after
war was declared. On May 2, 1917, Rappal’s bodyfaaisd near the Wolf River bottoms,
approximately fifteen miles from the heart of Mengplider killer severed her head with an ax,
and, according to a doctor employed by the citilefnphis, performed sexual acts upon the
young woman after her murder. Even though cityaetes working on the case initially
suspected the culprits to be two white males basdtie necrophilia that occurred after
Rappal’s beheading, the handkerchief and clotrongd at the scene, fresh automobile tracks,
and the position of the body, popular suspiciorhimithe country sheriff's office immediately
fell upon black male woodchoppers working in thesain fact, the first arrests by the county
sheriff’s office consisted entirely of black woodgipers, the first of whom was released upon
his white employer’s testimony that he had beemnak the entire day and could not have had
time to kill Rappal. When Dewitt Ford, described‘asleaf and dumb Negro,” was arrested, he

testified to witnessing the murder, and subsequettused Dan Armstrong, a black timber
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cutter. Armstrong was cleared of the crime uponatige employer’s testimony that Armstrong
remained at work the entire day, not offering himetto commit the murdéf?®

Throughout these arrests and accusations, theeigctives continued to disagree with
the county sheriff's office, claiming that the cerwas that of a white man or men, not that of a
black man. The evidence collected indicated thgipRbwas not physically pulled from her
bicycle since it was found “leaning against a wab/ a hundred feet or so from the bridge and
the public road.” The city detectives deduced thRappal were physically attacked while
riding, everything in the bicycle’s basket, incladiher schoolbooks, an apron, and lunch, would
have been scattered and the bicycle hidden from.viee detectives also alleged that due to a
white handkerchief and coat found near the sc&sembling the style a barber or waiter would
wear, with no bloodstains on them, the attackerstrhave been white males. Investigators came
to this conclusion because they assumed no blatkwaauld possess such a coat or a white
handkerchief. City detectives thought that Rapetilthe road under her own volition, indicating
she knew or trusted the person or persons who maddweer. Investigators argued that,
“Certainly no white girl would permit a Negro tar&uher into such a place . . . A white man,
known to her, would excite no such suspicion inrherd.” Due to these interpretations, the
detectives secured permission to exhume Rappatlg fow physical evidence, including any
particles of skin or dirt under her fingernailsveasll as the highly controversial procedure of

photographing the victim’s eyes in the hopes thatlast image she saw was imprinted ti&fe.

26 «National Association for the Advancement of CeldiPeople: The Lynching at Memphigfie Crisis13, no. 4
(Aug. 1917): 185-186.
7 |bid.
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Then, on May 6, 1917, local authorities arrestddPBtson$™ and George Knox, both
black male woodchoppers. TMemphis Scimitapublished evidence against them the next day,
which included mentioning an ax with “suspiciousis$” outside Persons’ home. Two days
later, newspapers throughout Memphis reportedRbetons confessed to Rappal’s murder
during his third time in the county sheriff's cudyo even though his previous visits resulted in
no new information on the case. Rappal’s uncleligvil Wilfong, along with another man
turned Persons over to the sheriff's office for tihied time because they both remained
unconvinced of Persons’ innocence after the fiwst interrogations. A previous employer
initially accused Persons, and Persons’ interastwith said employer combined with planted
evidence discovered at Persons’ house convinceiWgilof Persons’ guilt. Local authorities
forced Persons’ confession through the use of me@eintimidation, threats, and deception. The
sheriff's office, along with the two city detectsjeused these unlawful methods to convince
Persons that the city chemist had found blood oesland pants discovered at his home, when
in fact tests detected no blood on the ax, shagsams entered into evidence. During their
interrogation, local authorities convinced Perstbrad the shoes he wore were now covered in
blood, most likely from the utilization of violen@gainst Persons during said interrogation. It
was enough to persuade Persons to confess toirme’Er

A Shelby County grand jury then indicted Persarsriurder, but not for the assault that
occurred after Rappal’s dedtff After his trial and a guilty verdict, local autliies transferred
Persons back to Shelby County from Nashville whieeetrial occurred. Due to the transfer,

armed whites, hoping to find Persons on boardchedrevery passenger train entering the

28 Accounts have the last name listed as both Peesmh®erson. | have chosen to use the former fwisency,
following Patricia Sullivan’s reference to this Bhiing and Persons’ nameliift Every Voice: The NAACP and the
Making of the Civil Rights MovemefNew York: The New Press, 2009), 65-66.

2% |hid, 186-187.

% pid, 187.
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county. Newspapers published announcements ohtéetito lynch Persons upon his return to
Memphis, complete with specifying the bridge wheeppal went missing as the location for the
violent act. Schools reported numerous childrereabsn that day, and parents requesting their
children be excused for that absence to witnesk/ttohing. Thousands of men, women, and
children were on hand when the men who had capt®eesbns arrived, with several vendors in
attendance to sell food and refreshments to theapp&’s mother gave a statement, thanking
those who presented Persons for the lynching apeeeging her desire that he suffer for what he
had doné/*

According to multiple accounts, Persons then gitethto make a statement, but could
not be heard over the crowd. Instead, one of thewmvestigators responsible for finding
evidence that linked Persons to the crime spokaifar claiming that both Dewitt Ford and Dan
Armstrong, also arrested at one point, colludeth Wiersons to commit the crime. Members of
the mob then doused Persons with ten gallons afligasand set him on fird? As the flames
spread, white men in the crowd set a ten-year-dtit@n American boy who withessed the
murder close to the fire, with members of the cr®agling to this young man, “Take a good
look, boy’ . . . ‘We want you to remember this thagest day you live. This is what happens to
niggers who molest white women.” Members of thebnpooceeded to cut off Persons’ ears and
attempted to obtain pieces of clothing or bitshaf tope as souvenit§’

Once his body was sufficiently burned, a membeahefcrowd cut out Persons’ heart and

another removed his head from his corpse. Aftesdtes’ decapitation, white men transported

2L “Memphis: May 22, A. D., 1917. An account taketesypfrom the Memphis white daily papers, save that
have added explanatory heading3he Crisisl4, no. 3 (Supplement to Jul. 1917): 1-2.

272 |bid, 2-3. And “National Association for the Adweement of Colored People: The Lynching at Memphigg
Crisis 13, no. 4 (Aug. 1917): 188.

23 «“Memphis: May 22, A. D., 1917. An account takefefypfrom the Memphis white daily papers, save that
have added explanatory heading$he Crisisl4, no. 3 (Supplement to Jul. 1917): 3.
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his head to Memphis, and at the intersection ofoRayBoulevard and Beale Avenue, threw it
out of a vehicle at the feet of African Americ&h$lInitially, members of the mob pursued Ford
and Armstrong, but “the saneness and forbearanteohob” led to their release rather than a
triple lynching. To mark the location where Persdyisching occurred, the mob left an
American flag?”® Some reports in the aftermath of Persons’ lynckimgmented on the
lawlessness of what happened, including the pos&mnkss of law enforcement in protecting
Persons from a violent mob. Indeed, an editor@hfthe Memphi$¥resseven argued that the
silence of any citizens opposed to this sort oferioe and lawlessness equated to consent for
such actions, meaning lynchings would never end timatt consent was revoké®f

Persons’ arrest, trial, and subsequent lynchimerstored the hypocrisy of America’s
entry into World War | as a way to “make the washife for democracy.” Americans remained
segregated, subjugated, and experienced secorglediaenship in their homeland. Once
President Wilson and Congress enacted the Selegtimace Act in May 1917, those same
Americans were expected to enter combat oversga®mtect and spread democracy abroad,
while being denied it at home.

Persons’ case exemplified the contradiction betwksnocracy and Jim Crow. Persons’
three arrests and interrogations that involved wieatspapers called “third degree” techniques
led to his coerced confession, effectively denyegsons’ rights as a citizen. Once local
authorities received a confession, a Shelby Cogragd jury only indicted Persons for murder,
not the sexual assault and mutilation of Rappal@ytthat occurred after her death. The lack of

attention to all components of the crime indicéateat the Shelby County sheriff’s office cared

2 pid.

275 «National Association for the Advancement of CeldiPeople: The Lynching at Memphi3fie Crisis13, no. 4
(Aug. 1917): 188.

2 «“Memphis: May 22, A. D., 1917. An account takefefypfrom the Memphis white daily papers, save that
have added explanatory heading$he Crisisl4, no. 3 (Supplement to Jul. 1917): 4.
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solely for punishing someone for her death, evendfindividual was innocent of all

wrongdoing. When local authorities assigned sadenel upon Persons, it represented yet another
way in which Persons’ citizenship remained limigadl his ability to defend himself eliminated.
After a trial that almost undoubtedly utilized féilsd evidence, Persons was found guilty of
Rappal’s murder, only to face a lynch mob rathantthe life sentence the judge ordered. Rather
than allowing the justice system to take its couvgh Persons’ imprisonment, white men,
women, and children sought extralegal justice tgholynching Persons. Persons’ encounter

with white violence at the beginning of Americaratvement in World War | accentuated the
restrictions on African American men through Jino@y subjugation, and discrimination, which
were all components of the United States militarthe start of the war.

Throughout the entire episode, Persons was treatedsecond-class citizen and denied
proper due process that any white citizen in Hisaion would have received at a time when the
United States called upon all of its citizens teetpart in World War . The NAACP took
particular interest in this case, sending an ingasir to Memphis to interview eyewitnesses and
examine material and information regarding Perstymehing as well as publishing multiple
articles inThe Crisisconcerning Persons’ demise. Their attentivenefisst®ersons case and
similar incidents underscored the organizationfsd@&xpansion and influence. The same sort of
attentiveness had been, and would continue todmied to African American military service
as well as the consequences of World War | for fgeopcolor throughout the world, continually
addressing the hypocrisy of a war to “make the eedfe for democracy” while denying
democracy for some citizens at home. Due to itgipal influence as well as its ability to
continue expanding to new audiences, the NAACP eateal an end to racial violence and

discrimination on behalf of African American milisgpersonnel and civilians, black soldiers
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continued their personal struggles against segomegahd degradation on their own, and they
began voicing their concerns to the NAACP itsetbtigh direct correspondence from their
military posts.

In the same month that Congress approved Presidisan’s declaration of war against
Germany, the NAACP and its chairman, Joel Spingadpcated the creation of a segregated
training camp to produce black officers. Spingaattempts to create a separate officer’s
training camp created tension within the African é&rman community at large since people
perceived these actions as the NAACP and Spinghocating segregation rather than
endeavoring to end it. While separate camps meanforcing segregation, the separate camps
also guaranteed that black men might lead segrgeggments in both training and batt/é By
the start of World War I, very few black officereme commissioned in the United States Army,
and Spingarn and the NAACP aspired to change thatdoeasing opportunities for educated
black men in military service. Criticism arose wigpingarn lobbied for a segregated training
camp, mainly due to its reinforcement of segregasiod second-class citizenship. The NAACP
argued instead that, “We continually submit to eggted schools, ‘Jim Crow’ cars, and
isolation, because it would be suicide to go unatkd; stay at home, and live in the
‘tenderloin.”?"®

Spingarn’s attempts to create a segregated tragang only occurred because the
United States military refused to accept African&iman men into existing officer training
camps, thereby leaving Spingarn and the NAACP whiat they considered to be no other
alternative. According td he Crisis African Americans “must choose then between tisalt of

a separate camp and the irreparable injury of gtheming the present custom of putting no

2"«The Perpetual Dilemma;The Crisis13, no. 4 (Apr. 1917): 270-271.
%8 |bid, 270.
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black men in positions of authority” The separate training camp endeavored to stremgjtiee
fight against discrimination within the militarytheer than encourage it because many African
Americans wanted black officers in charge of segted regiments. The NAACP and many men
in uniform encouraged more promotions for Africaméyicans because, in some cases, it
guaranteed that fewer white officers commandedcAfriAmerican soldiers. The change of
command would potentially lessen discriminationhivita regiment as well as encourage black
military personnel to achieve a higher militarykahan the one they currently held because they
could see themselves in their black officers’ posg. The Crisisthen mentioned that Southern
whites feared trained black men returning homer e war’>° a concern continually apparent

in Southern publications before World War | beghime NAACP'’s periodical made one final
point concerning how the United States military Woiind enough manpower to successfully
enter combat. Multiple newspapers, including@ecago Defendeand the Baltimorérfro-
American asserted that when the United States enteradahehe military would take

volunteers rather than issue a drafte Crisisand the NAACP disagreed, stating, “They assume
a choice between volunteering and not volunteefiing. choice will be between conscription

and rebellion.*®*

For the NAACP, the choice between no officer traghcamp and a segregated one was
simple. Without a training camp, no new black afgwould be promoted, leaving current
African American military personnel under the cohtsf white officers, some of whom had
shown proclivities toward racial discriminationthre past. A segregated officer training camp
also ensured that military service remained an aweéoward leadership in the African American

community and the development of more race menir Bleceomplishments and experience

219 |bid.
20 hid, 271.
281 hid.

165



allowed African American veterans to establish teelves as race men and leaders once their
military service ended, and also guaranteeingwaabus communities included black men
trained to defend themselves physically. Militaigining and self-defense was vital before,
during, and after World War | due to racial violendiscrimination, and segregation practices
throughout the United States. Undeniably, the NAADRBouraged African American men to
enlist in military service to obtain this type odihing, assert their masculinity through that
training, and remain fighting for equality and faitizenship after the war.

Intentions to retain military training, self-defensnd claims to full citizenship created
tension in some regions of the United States, dinlythe South, where white men dreaded the
return of African American veterans for these wegsons. White Southerners rightly believed
that veterans would challenge Jim Crow, racialanck, and intimidation in any way possible,
which was exactly what some veterans did uponmetgrhome. The NAACP also
acknowledged that these young men experiencinggation, degradation, and discrimination
would be forced to fight in a war for democracyadit rather than choose to do so, courtesy of a
selective draft. If these men were forced to pgudiie and made aware of the hypocrisy of the
war to “make the world safe for democracy,” theachl officers should command segregated
regiments.

As Spingarn and the NAACP advocated a separatarigpcamp for African American
officers to hopefully lead black soldiers in comi&@&buthern congressmen continued their
attempts to exclude all African Americans from maily service as a way to maintain Jim Crow
and the subjugation of a large portion of theirydapon. Just days after the United States
declared war on Germany, a universal trainingtbdk resembled legislation enacted in the state

of New York in May 1916 came before Congress, sstjgg nationwide universal training. The
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initial New York legislation, referred to as thea®r Bill, the Slater-Walsh Bill, and the Stivers
Bill, required “compulsory physical and militaryatning in the public schools” and allowed the
sitting New York governor to “draft for military dyat any time all able-bodied male citizens of
the State between the ages of 18 and®®5The legislation authorized the creation of phylsica
training courses for all students eight years dddrocompulsory military training for young
men between the ages of sixteen and nineteensatteol hours provided these young men were
unemployed, and the ability of the sitting govertwmorder a draft at any time from men ages
eighteen to forty-five. New York’s governor signge bills into law despite opposition from
pacifist organizations concerned with compulsonryise 2% As the possibility of nationwide
military training for all young American men betwethe ages of sixteen and nineteen was
debated in the halls of Congress, Southern rept@sess opposed the proposed legislation.
Representative Richard Whaley of South Carolina estated,

We of the South cannot stand for inclusion of Negrim the universal service plan. It

would bring down upon districts where Negroes fareed the whites in number a danger

far greater than any foreign foe. . . . The uniakservice plan . . . would accomplish the

very thing which the South has always fought agathe placing of arms in the hands of

a large number of Negroes and the training of ttemiork together in organized

units 284

The possibility of universal military training fall young male citizens regardless of race
created tension within Congress over defining eitghip and whom the government should
consider as citizens of the United States. The stilNew York, most likely influenced by
Progressive era ideals of citizenship equatingity dnd responsibility to the state and country,

clearly articulated through legislation that in tteese of a military conflict, New York would be
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ready to provide trained men. Advocates of this dagued that this training was necessary not
only to improve military readiness in the case @came imminent, but also because these
young men would benefit greatly from compulsoryszs. Citizenship, then, extended to all
young men, regardless of race in New York.

The subsequent battle in Congress over the sammefypgislation arose due to racial
prejudice, Jim Crow, and the belief that African @émsans were not citizens of the United
States. Representative Whaley’s concerns aboueérsaltraining for all American men,
including African Americans, symbolized white Scerth elite attitudes toward any military or
self-defense training for black men in the Souirstland foremost, Southern white elites did not
consider African Americans to be full citizens bétUnited States, and therefore not subject to
military service. Consequently, that lack of citizfip also indicated that Jim Crow segregation
was necessary to maintain control over such a lpogelation. Yet, while Southern white elites
denied the legitimacy of African American citizenslthey still understood the frustrations
black Southerners experienced with Jim Crow andl thesires to remove segregation,
disfranchisement, and racial violence form theitydases. The apprehension concerning armed,
military-trained and minded black men residinghe South, and sometimes in areas where
black residents outnumbered white residents, remdagver-present in the Southern white
consciousness. African American involvement inrthiktary suggested the possibility of
resistance to racial violence, lynching, economiomidation, and disfranchisement, a situation
Southern white elites could not fathom or process.

Organizations including the NAACP encouraged tasise to racial violence,
intimidation, and disfranchisement through militasrvice, most likely to the chagrin of white

Southern elites and their desires to maintain gggi@n and exclude African American men
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from the military. By June 1917, the NAACP assettet the “fierce rivalry among European
nations in their effort to use darker and backwaadple for purposes of selfish gain regardless
of the ultimate good of the oppressed” was onéefarimary causes of the w&P.The NAACP
believed that the war’s end should then resulixiereding self-determination to nations not just
in “Europe but among the natives of Asia and Afritee Western Indies and the Negroes of the
United States?®*® Consequently, the organization recognized thelpnod inherent in supporting
the Allied Powers over the Central Powers, yetdweld that the Allies gave non-white peoples
the best possible chance at self-determinatioreanduraged African Americans to aid the war
effort in any way, including enlistment. Understangd“the reasonable and deep-seated feeling
of revolt among Negroes at the persistent insudtdiscrimination to which they are subject and
will be subject even when they do their patriotityg” the NAACP still encouraged any possible
aid to the war effort. The organization asserted the frustrations and “complaints” had not
dissipated, but concerns and anger over discrimmatould not stop African Americans from
doing what was necessary to defend the countrytimeof war because their participation
equated to an assertion of citizensHip.

Debates over citizenship remained at the heattsaussions of black military service in
the United States, and issues surrounding exegcibmrights guaranteed to citizens by the
Constitution as well as the consideration of selfedmination for colonies after World War |
influenced those debates. Clearly, African Amerscand the NAACP envisioned American
citizenship as defined in the Fourteenth Amendmahtitizens born in the United States,
regardless of race, religion, creed, or previousddmn of servitude were in fact citizens and

possessed all of the rights bestowed upon citiasrset forth by the Constitution. Their
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definition of citizenship also meant that any datyresponsibility of a citizen accompanied those
rights, so the NAACP continually advocated Africamerican military participation despite de
facto and de jure segregation, racial violence,iatihidation®® The NAACP also encouraged
the United States to fulfill its promise to “makeetworld safe for democracy” by persuading
European countries to support the end of empiresatiedetermination for all nations, not just
European ones controlled during the war. Simultaslp African American military service
would promote an end to problematic economic, eiitueal, political, social, and cultural
inequities in the United States, further solidifyiAfrican American citizenship and the possible
end to racially discriminatory practices.

As the year continued and the NAACP conductedstigations of the East St. Louis
race riot, various lynchings, and the forced retieat of Colonel Charles Young, the
organization began receiving correspondence froric@d American soldiers, including those
eventually stationed in Houston, Texas at Camp haog#h the Twenty-fourth Infantry
Regiment. The NAACP published some of that corredpace inThe Crisisa few months after
first receiving the communications, indicating thrganization’s attention through their July and
August 1917 editions remained almost entirely whth East St. Louis race riot investigations.
Chaplain George A. Singleton penned four lettethéoNAACP andrhe Crisis with only one
of those letters signed by two fellow soldiers.gh#ton’s first letter, dated July 17, 1917, stated
that he along with Thomas E. Davis and Vida Hemayted a collection of funds among

members of their company to aid victims of the Eztstouis riot that occurred earlier that
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month?®° The riot, one of the worst in American historygha in early July 1917 due to racial
tension tied to economic conflicts and an incidemblving shots fired indiscriminately in an
African American community by white males drivifgaugh the neighborhood. The violent and
destructive race riot left over 100 dead and thodsalisplaced due to property damage. It was
not surprising that these soldiers wanted to addisplaced peoples of East St. Louis, even in
the smallest way. Singleton, Davis, and Henry ctdlé as many donations as they could, asking
The Crisisstaff to distribute the funds for thefif.

Singleton’s letter included not only the promigeontinuing to collect funds to aid
Americans displaced by the recent race riot, bad alcommitment to enroll their fellow soldiers
as members of the NAACP. He stated th@hée Crisisis held in very high esteem by the men of
the 24th Infantry and we are always glad whenines.?®* Singleton even expressed hope that
the “noble fight for manhood rights for our peopleduld be highly successful, especially due to
the NAACP’s continued efforts to create a blackaeff's training camp. Singleton asserted, “We
desire more publicity in these trying times whenheéeve that the hour has truly come when
the Son of man is to be glorified. We stand up@ghme platform as you and fight for the same
principles.”®? Singleton’s other letters all continued to empbagiis commitment to enrolling
his fellow soldiers as members of the NAACP, rajdunds for East St. Louis victims, and
praising the organization’s commitment to the peofs facing African Americans in the United
States. Singleton’s last two letters came from Caogan in Houston, Texas, the first of which
included information concerning the encampmentetiagrd the regiment’s interactions with

locals. Chaplain Singleton insisted that the Twdotyth Infantry “has made good and all
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doubts as to the conduct of the Negro soldier lsissipated. The people of color of Houston are
proud of their brother soldiers . . . and have weled us with a generous hospitality which
portrays the high respect which our people have@rgovernment?®

Singleton’s unrelenting support of the NAACP argdatforts to aid African American
civilians and military personnel was fairly chaex@stic of African American soldiers’ attitudes
during the First World War. As in the Spanish-Angan War and the Philippine-American War,
African American soldiers participating in World Wlaeemphasized masculinity, racial uplift,
and the constant battle against discriminationatatolence, and degradation within the
military. Men like Singleton hoped their effortscaguccess in the military led directly to
improved racial relations and the decline of segtieg, discrimination, and violence in the
United States. Singleton’s desire to secure “madhaghts” for black men was highly
significant. With the second rise of the Ku Kluxaldl Jim Crow, and white definitions of
masculinity, black men remained wholly and entirexgluded from fully expressing their own
masculinity’®* Rather, African American men remained emasculaye8imerican society’s
standards. Singleton’s assertion that the NAAQR)Bbto secure “manhood rights” for all black
men displayed his aspiration that one day, youagkbinen’s masculinity and citizenship rights
would be beyond reproach. The Twenty-fourth’s waeaeption by black Houstonians lent
credence to Singleton’s belief that not only theAG®, but also continued service in the
military by African Americans would ensure “manhaaghts.”

What happened two days after Singleton’s lastriéti&he Crisis though, proved

disastrous for African American soldiers’ deterntioa to end segregation and discrimination
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within the United States military and American sbgi On August 23, 1917, a race riot erupted
in Houston involving the Twenty-fourth Infantry Retent stationed at Camp Lodd@nafter a
violent clash between two white police officers awd African American soldiers. Initial
reports, including one published in tNew York Timesclaimed the riot “originated in a
difficulty which two negro soldiers had with polio#ficers, who arrested them for disturbing the
peace . .. The firing began when an ambulanceedt#itrough the section occupied by the negro
soldiers. They stopped the ambulance and firedleyaiddling it with bullets.?*° TheAtlanta
Constitutionprovided a more thorough examination of the evirdsoccurred in Houston,
albeit with some gaps. Editors of the Atlanta neaysy put the death toll at twelve whites and
over twenty injured while noting that, “It is unkwa how many negroes are de&d’The
publication reiterated thidew York Timésxplanation for the cause of the race riot, ciagn
that white civilians aided police officers by figrat members of the Twenty-fourtf. Houston
was placed under martial law after “eighty negrivesy the Twenty-fourth United States
Infantry stationed at Camp Logan for guard dutyrahad down Washington avenue toward the
center of the city, shooting out lights in the heaialong the way and leaving dead and injured
behind them 2*°

As the soldiers marched down Washington Avenug, tinened south on Sandman Road

and continued toward San Filipe Road, when théVicdim, a white teenage girl, was fatally
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wounded. The number of injured and dead continaets¢ as the soldiers maintained their
march through town. A coalition of Houston polieemed civilians, the Texas National Guard,
and lllinois troops in town for training combinedder the command of Captain W. P. Rothrock,
the quartermaster at Camp Logan to suppress mermbirs Twenty-fourth marching through
the city. Tension mounted as the coalition fornweith some men expressing their desire to
lynch these soldiers. The hostility continued toadgte when a black soldier “who had been in
Houston all evening and had had nothing to do Wghtrouble, stepped off a street car. Two
civilians armed with shotguns followed him halfladk as he went toward the camp and forced
him to surrender®° The incident drew a crowd “bent on vengeance, hembers of the Texas
National Guard secured the soldier’'s safety. Atterincident ended, a guard member from
Camp Logan stated “that he had known it [the meds coming. Members of the negro troops,
who were placed on guard duty at the camp havevioior three days, it is said, been insulting
the white soldiers™*

By August 25, 1917, newspapers includingfteav York Timegeported as many as
seventeen deaths and orders received to remoxdrighn American soldiers from Houston.
TheNew York Timealso reported as many as 125 soldiers involvedanncident, all but eight
of whom had been accounted for, while the remaipmigions of the regiments were to be
transferred to a Columbus, New Mexico base. Orteetlead listed in the publication was Vida
Henry, the same soldier who signed his name to l@magingleton’s letter tdhe Crisisin July

1917. TheNew York Timeksted Henry as the “leader of the riotous solsligf? After the men
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seized rifles and ammunition, they left Camp Logaarching toward the city shooting
indiscriminately. Eventually, the coalition of podi and National Guard forced the men to flee,
with “some returning to camp, where they were paseder guard. Others hid in buildings and
ditches in nearby road$® After reinforcements arrived, including a portioithe Nineteenth
Infantry, to provide extra guard at Camp Logan winilembers of the Twenty-fourth were
disarmed and Captain K. S. Snow began the courtiahprocess

The incident in Houston prompted the federal goremnt once again to examine the role
of African American soldiers in the United Stateditary. It encouraged Southern
representatives in Congress to reiterate theimddhat the United States military should not
include African American soldiers, nor should #tgin them at bases in the South. Neav
York Timeseported that newspapers across the United Stafegsined from printing anything
about it [stationing black soldiers near African &mgcan communities in the South] out of
consideration for the Government, which felt thatas entitled to be spared the embarrassment
of having the matter agitated, particularly in viefithe feeling that had developed in parts of the
South.®® The publication argued that the military shoulgéatationed African American
soldiers elsewhere, “as to avoid the likelihoodligkatisfaction on the part of white soldiers
quartered in the same places, and the people ofdigaborhood of the camp®®

TheNew York Timesontinued along this line of discussion, mentigrimat the South
did not oppose African American National Guard megmts training in the South, only Regular

Army regiments. The publication asserted “negralieo$ from these sections [National Guard
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regiments] are not objectionable to the white papah because they understand conditions and
are reconciled to thent™ Soldiers who came of age within the constraindimf Crow
segregation were not “objectionable” because whogulations believed they could still exert
authority over these soldiers, thereby effectiveljucing the chance they would resist and
attempt to overthrow Jim Crow. That control guaeaxtthe survival of the status quo, and
reinforced white superiority and black inferioritihite Southern elites opposed African
American soldiers from Regular Army regiments, sititese men “are from all parts of the
country and some of them are inclined at timessed themselves in a way that is bound to
bring a clash with whites**® These white Southern elites, then, effectivelylad black Regular
Army regiments as “outsiders,” determined to createble where none had supposedly existed
previously. Refusal to adhere to Jim Crow, butdadtresisting it, required segregated Regular
Army regiments to become the enemy, one who migbberage other African Americans in the
region to challenge Jim Crow more than they culyemére.

The NAACP took immediate interest in the eventslileg up to and including the
Houston riot, and just like the East St. Louis raog first published articles from various
newspapers discussing the Twenty-fourth InfantrgiRent inThe Crisis Some newspapers,
like theBuffalo Expressclaimed the Twenty-fourth included some of the natisciplined and
capable soldiers in the military, while tBéreveport JournglLouisiana) stated, “The
swaggering of a Negro trooper in uniform is nohiagd to be desired or to be suffered
silently.”% TheBrooklyn Daily Eaglea relatively conservative newspaper, even synigedh
however slightly, with the Twenty-fourth Infantrgsserting, “Race prejudice, race hatred, show

their ripened fruits when strong men of the rae thas been looked down upon, armed with
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modern weapons and filled with deep resentmenthipast, face what they regard as the
wrongs and what they know are insults from mensootvell armed of the race that regards itself
as the superior oné™ TheEaglealso condemned the Twenty-fourth’s actions, and
acknowledged swift punishment must be meted outalso indicated that lynch mobs should
face the same justice and punishment for theipasft* While not all of these newspapers
reacted similarly to the Houston riot, the variataf interpretation, even from traditionally
conservative papers, was telling. In many casgsymal prejudices influenced perception of the
incident and African American soldiers in geneBaliefs concerning African American soldiers
were solidified in some regions, encouraging cargthresistance to their inclusion in the United
States military, while their actions evoked sympathd understanding when racial
discrimination and subjugation was taken into aotou

The NAACP continued their efforts to gather infotimaa concerning the Houston riot,
sending an investigative reporter to Houston inaftermath to gain information regarding what
prompted these men to march through a neighborhoddire indiscriminately. The
organization’s investigator, Martha Greuning, coileld that the riot occurred primarily due to
“the habitual brutality of the white police officeof Houston in their treatment of colored
people.®*? Greuning asserted that two causes also contriiatdt riot: “(1) the mistake made
in not arming members of the colored provost gueainahilitary police, (2) lax discipline at Camp
Logan which permitted promiscuous visiting at thenp and made drinking and immorality

possible among the soldiers?
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The combination of the two subsequent factors digicrimination, segregation, and
mistreatment by law enforcement inevitably instgha conflict between members of the
Twenty-fourth and white Houstonians, something thast likely had been brewing for years
despite claims that white Houstonians exercisedhfzarative restraint and self-control” after the
riot and the “greater degree of freedom with lemsgeér than in many parts of the Sodthfor
black Houstonians. The NAACP’s conclusions appearedths after the initial riot, most likely
still due to the organization’s concerns over tlastESt. Louis riot, Even so, the NAACP’s
efforts to investigate the true causes of theindicated that the organization, and probably a
majority of its audience, considered the initiaisa of the riot as reported by thew York
Timesa fallacy. Greuning’'s examination revealed thé toadoe far more complex than initially
reported, and reinforced the NAACP'’s efforts to laligick soldiers as much as possible. The
results of Gruening’s investigation also allowegtleredence to the NAACP’s arguments
concerning the serious problems that emerged fionCdow, discrimination, subjugation, and
racial violence, all components of what led to ldwiston riot to begin with.

Houston proved similar to other Southern citiesutyh, in regard to racial tension and
the attempt to maintain a certain amount of corgv@r African Americans by the white
populace. Greuning continually received degradmgments from white Houstonians during
her interviews regarding the Twenty-fourth beingtisned nearby. Many were “willing to
endure the colored soldiers if they could be ‘colied.” White Houstonians interviewed also
told Greuning, “Negroes in uniform were inevitailysolent’ and members of the military
police in particular were frequently ‘insolent’ ioe white police of Houstor?*® Regardless of

labels like “controlled” and “insolent” in referem@frican American soldiers, the white
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Houstonians Greuning interviewed acknowledged, tthée police force habitually cursed,
struck, and otherwise maltreated colored prisotiePaiVhite citizens comprehended the
inequities in how their white police force treatflican Americans, but that recognition only
went so far. Under no circumstance were African Aoaas, soldiers or civilians, to disregard
Jim Crow and the societal controls it establisime8authern life, nor should any black soldier be
“insolent” regardless of what type of treatmentytheceived. White Houstonians considered
many of the actions advocated by the NAACP to tesigregation, violence, and discrimination
as unwarranted. The message was clear: the wHite fjorce and their brutal tactics were not
the problem, African American soldiers and resisgato Jim Crow, discrimination, violence,
and subjugation were.

White Houstonians’ attitude toward African Americswidiers compelled the United
States military to defer to their preferences, soners of the Twenty-fourth assigned to guard
duty would not be armed with anything more tharbsllDue to their lack of weaponry, the
Twenty-fourth “were supposed to call on white pelafficers to make arrests. The feeling is
strong among the colored people of Houston thatwiais the real cause of the ridt”One of
Gruening’s black interviewees claimed that whit@itBerners preferred to retain their
superiority through nefarious methods like keepMigcan Americans from fighting them “on
equal terms. . . . If Corporal [Charles] Baltim$oee of the two men assaulted by Houston
police] had been armed, they would never have daredt upon him and we should not have
had a riot.”*'® African American soldiers, then, faced seemingBurmountable discrimination
and subjugation in Houston, and remained at theynara brutal white police force and white

citizens who preferred them to remain “controlleal)’while disarmed. If an incident were to
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occur, like the one that caused the Houston rlagkbsoldiers had no recourse to protect
themselves against police officers firing wildlythem for simply asking for explanations
concerning an arrest. The disarmament of the Twknisth while on guard duty influenced the
NAACP'’s interest in the Houston riot since the amgation continually encouraged African
Americans to practice self-defense, yet the mehefTwenty-fourth were denied that ability
despite the United States Army requirements that omeguard duty be armed. The NAACP
sought, through investigation of the Houston tiotieiterate restrictions on African American
citizenship and masculinity due to Jim Crow, distnation, violence, and subjugation
experienced throughout the United States.

Tension in Houston had been continually buildingpto the riot, shattering illusions
that Houston was any safer than other Southerrfaitfrican Americans. Before the riot, the
Houston police chief “issued an order calling o fimen to co-operate with the military police,
to give them full assistance, and to refer to tkencolored’ and not as ‘nigger’ officers™® The
most likely reason behind these efforts includedlibating of a citizen and by a police detective
a few days prior as well as a separate incidentevbiéy detectives assaulted two soldiers. The
police chief's attempt to resolve hostilities bednwavhite police officers and black soldiers
proved useless, as police officers ignored therpatdeast in the case of the incident that slarte
the riot. Two police officers, Lee Sparks and RD&mniels, entered Sara Travers’ home on
August 23, 1917 allegedly in pursuit of “a colofeditive accused of crap-shooting. Failing to
find him, they arrested the woman, striking andstg her and forcing her out into the street
only partly clad.??° As the group waited for a patrol vehicle to pibkrn up, Private Alonso

Edwards approached and attempted to ascertaimttla¢ien and inquired as to why the officers
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were arresting Travers. Immediately, Sparks andddafbeat him [Edwards] to the ground with
the butts of their six-shooters, continuing to k&l kick him while he was on the ground, and
arrested him** Not long after, military policeman Corporal CharRaltimore “approached the
officers and inquired for Edwards, as it was hisyda do. Sparks immediately opened fire, and
Baltimore, being unarmed, fled with the two poli@mn pursuit shooting as they ran. . . .
[Sparks and Daniels] followed, dragged him outttém up, and arrested himi** The orders
that barred African American soldiers from carrymgapons while on patrol significantly
contributed to the destruction and severity ofHtoeiston riot. These soldiers were left utterly
defenseless against a police force known for threitality and racism, something that would
have never happened to white soldiers stationéueisame location.

Sparks’ and Daniels’ brutality and racism were ewtdwhen Greuning interviewed
Travers, who spoke candidly about her experienaefgteful day. After illegally entering
Travers’ home, Sparks remarked, “You all God damgyer bitches. Since these God damn
sons of bitches of nigger soldiers came here yeurging to take the town 33 When Travers
guestioned Sparks’ and Daniels’ reason for entdrarghome, Sparks retorted that Travers
should never ask why an officer entered her honae‘an. ‘we don't allow niggers to talk back
to us. We generally whip them down there [Fort B@udinty, Texas].” Then he hauled off and
slapped me®* The two officers then dragged Travers from henégartially clothed, and
waited for the patrol wagon. At this point, Priv&edwards arrived, and more violence and

insults ensued. Travers witnessed Sparks and Bameelt Edwards, but did not observe the
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incident with Corporal Baltimor&> Sparks and Daniels undoubtedly held multiple pneetved
notions concerning African American soldiers andlieins, specifically their interactions with
one another. The conversation with Travers in loendrstrongly implied that the officers
thought the Twenty-fourth’s presence at Camp Lagarupted the surrounding community,
threatening their perceived control over the Afnidemerican population. These men preferred
African Americans to remain complacent and contrittheir interactions with any whites, and
responded violently to ensure that complacency.

One of the most intriguing facts Greuning uncovereker interviews with Travers,
though, was that both the United States Army arddbal prosecutor’s office, which filed its
own charges against roughly thirty soldiers, fatledjuestion her in regard to how the riot itself
began. Travers asserted that “no one [militaryqansl] been out to see me or ask anything. |
don’t know why they don’t come to me. They beemiust everyone else around here, and |
could tell them the truth®®® Travers then declared that she did not fear coroingard with
information concerning her arrest, “even if Spatkscome back afterwards and do some more to
me, but you're the only one yet that's come torask™?’ The lack of investigation extended
from the United States military to the local lawi@mement. When Travers returned to the local
prosecutor’s office, the prosecutor in charge astexdf she knew anything about the riot
beforehand. As soon as she began telling him wdgagpdéned when Sparks and Daniels entered
her home, the prosecutor cut her off, saying “lmdiwant to hear anything more about that and
he sent me home?® Neither the United States Army nor the local pooser’s office could

conduct a proper investigation into the riot withtalking to Travers, yet both avoided
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interviewing the primary witness to the entire demt. Without her statement, their
investigations would be incomplete, particularly@gard to the necessary action to be taken on
the part of local law enforcement to ensure thatizens received fair treatment from the
police force. The NAACP took note of this anomalgd Greuning’s examination provided
ample evidence to the organization and its menthaighe United States military mishandled
their initial investigation.

One possible reason for both investigations torgioavers’ testimony was to shift
blame from white police officers to African Americaoldiers, a more palatable scapegoat to the
American public. Once Sparks and Daniels were diethe incident that began the violence, “a
systematic attempt was made to shift the blaméhisralso on to the colored peopf&®
Greuning reported that strange stories frequemtigeain local newspapers, pinning the blame
solely on “the insolence of the Negro soldiers whitthis case took the form of ignoring the
‘Jim Crow’ regulations of Houston, particularly @me Houston Street card*® Greuning even
noted that white citizens lied under oath, claintingt their cars were “boarded by a number of
negro soldiers (unarmed) who threw the ‘Jim Crogvegn out of the car window, over ran the
car, forcing white passengers to get up and gigmttheir seats, and who escaped unscathed to
tell the tale.®*! When interrogated further, these people couldemen name specific witnesses
to these incidents. Some newspapers conducteti@estaus campaign against Travers, claiming
she was a dubious character and asserted heraa®gsiue to her drunkenness and resistance to
complying with officers’? It remained far easier to blame African Americatdirs than admit

white police officers’ abhorrent behavior and urfiavgearches caused such a destructive and
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costly race riot. White Houstonians most likelydad these white policemen for their efforts to
exert some form of control over black soldiers egiterate the role of Jim Crow in daily life
throughout Houston through violence. African Amarnicoldiers provided the perfect scapegoat
for a city that refused to acknowledge its own paeje and conflicts.

The NAACP'’s persistent interest and concern forfthventy-fourth’s fate proved crucial
for the men tried and convicted of participatiorthe Houston riot. The organization’s
investigator, Martha Greuning, continually impligdough her publication that the constant
discrimination and degradation experienced by blokstonians and members of the Twenty-
fourth created conditions ripe for a violent cottfliThese same circumstances existed
throughout the United States, and the NAACP wotkegliminate the continual discrimination
and degradation infecting all areas of life foriéém Americans, including members of the
Twenty-fourth. Gruening also implicitly stated tliae issue of self-defense remained central to
what happened and how it might have been avoidgdhdisting the Twenty-fourth Infantry
remain disarmed during their assignments on guatylahd patrols through the city, white
Houstonians produced an unprecedented situaticthéddnited States Army and the soldiers
themselves. In the case that tension might ariseylmers of the Twenty-fourth did not have the
ability to physically, and sometimes violently, defl themselves against potential aggression,
particularly when the aggressor possesses a deadlyon and the soldier has nothing more than
a club. Additionally, Houston’s white police forbequently challenged the authority and
legitimacy of military patrols by members of the @nty-fourth rather than working in tandem,
ensuring a constant barrage of degradation andigatopn. While the NAACP remained
immersed in the aftereffects of the East St. Loac® riot during the trials and convictions of the

accused members of the Twenty-fourth, the orgamizaemained devoted to investigating and

184



aiding the convicted soldiers whenever possibld,tars aid would prove crucial after World
War | ended.

In the meantime, the NAACP continued to utilizee Crisisto emphasize the blatant
hypocrisy of the United States military, governmemtd society in handling incidents like the
Houston riot as well as fighting a war to “make therld safe for democracy.” In November
1917, the first of three trials began, with sixtyde defendants of the Twenty-fourth Infantry
“charged with mutiny, murder and rioting*® The courts martial resulted in convictions for the
majority of the men, while thirteen received desghtences. The United States Army carried out
the executions quickly in December 1917: “Thirtgenng, strong men; soldiers who have
fought for a country which was never wholly themsen born to suffer ridicule, injustice, and, at
last, death itself*** The Crisisacknowledged that their protest arose not fronctreviction and
punishment of these men, as they disobeyed ordéerbrake the law, but the NAACP and its
publication objected to the hypocrisy of the ensiteiation:

But we can protest and we do protest against thmeful treatment which these men and

which we, their brothers, receive all our livesg avhich our fathers received, and our

children await; and above all we raise our clendhaads against the hundreds of
thousands of white murderers, rapists, and scolshdte have oppressed, killed, ruined,
robbed, and debased their black fellow men andeltomen, and yet, today, walk scot-
free, unwhipped of justice, uncondemned by milliohtheir white fellow citizens, and
unrebuked by the President of the United Sttes.
The NAACP andrhe Crisisunmistakably wondered how one group received sutarsh
punishment for their crimes, yet another group riesthfree and clear for their actions, which

were just as unlawful and destructive. Their |@ggie critique of the justice system prevalent in

the United States civilian and military courts ursd®red yet again the second-class citizenship
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suffered by African Americans. No matter their an8i versus that of whites, the justice system,
both civilian and military, considered the AfricAmerican criminal much more problematic

than the white criminal, who in many cases, rafatgd charges for their violent rapes and
murders. Denying citizens democracy within the BahiStates then asking those same citizens to
enter a draft that would inevitably force themigght in a war to “make the world safe for
democracy” was the height of hypocrisy, one thatNMACP continually exposed in the hopes
that the federal government would take notice drahge tactics to correct the imbalance.

In the aftermath of the first thirteen executiomswspapers across the country reacted in
vastly different ways to the results of the fireuds martial and subsequent mass trial, Bmel
Crisis constantly published these varying respongks.Crisiseven noted that at times the press
throughout the United States remained quite sderthe matter, but a few publications
continued to discuss the results of the Houstadn inoluding thelLittle Rock Daily NewsThe
newspaper, based in Arkansas, asserted its astogmsithat any of the men tried in the first
round of courts martial received anything othenthadeath sentence. Thitle Rock Daily
Newsargued, “The southern white man is the only man whderstands the Negro, and he alone
can control him. The Negro must be ruled with agbaon and never once be allowed to lose
sight of his proper place. . . . It is a truth adtbry that the Negro was a more valuable and a
more loyal citizen in the old antebellum conditiafrinvoluntary servitude*® According to this
local Little Rock, Arkansas paper, without someelesf white Southern control like Jim Crow,
African Americans would resist their assigned idgnh American society, bringing Southern
white elite fears to life by asserting their maguty, rights as citizens, and independence.
Instead, slavery remained the preferred condiaon, should have been retained as it exerted the

most accurate and efficient control over African étmoans.
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Not all publications applied the same tone ad ttike Rock Daily Newsas some
considered the secrecy and swiftness of the exa®isuspiciouslhe Crisisnoted that thé&lew
York Evening Posgmpathized with the African American communityt@sk over the quick
executions. More specifically, the publication sththat the convictions and executions occurred
so rapidly and covertly that the men convicted happortunity to appeal the decision or
petition for clemency to forestall their executiomeNew York Evening Postven
acknowledged that clemency should be considerade Sthe provocation suffered by the Negro
criminals was great; the white police of Houstod haaltreated the women of the Negro portion
of the city, the men themselves had been brutahdted, their officers had been insultéd.”
Some newspapers, including tBeffalo Expres®f New York, went even farther, sarcastically
addressing the hypocrisy inherent in Jim Crow sggjien existing in a country that promoted
democracy for all: “Being soldiers, the dead meousth have learned to keep their tempers.
Being Negroes in a Southern State, they should leareed this, anyway, for their own personal
safety. Then they might have saved their livesyginothey lost their self-respect® TheBuffalo
Expresghen asserted that the War Department must besgatirig African American soldiers
with respect and equality accorded to white Amerisaldiers, claiming that if the military could
not adequately protect black soldiers from whitdemce in the South, then it should not assign
them to such dangerous positions to begin With.

Both theNew York Evening Poand theBuffalo Expresexpressed sentiments
continually articulated by the NAACP afithe Crisisfor the entirety of World War I. The public
perception of the swift trials, convictions, anaentions or life imprisonment of members of the

Twenty-fourth reflected the continual miscarriadggustice experienced by African American
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civilians and military personnel. Journalists witie New York Evening PggheBuffalo
ExpressandThe Crisis among other publications, considered the quickmaain which the
military tried and convicted these men, despiteelgvidence to conclusively prove that they
participated in the riot, unjust and deplorabletifg same time, failing to acknowledge that
racism and Jim Crow lay at the heart of the rioamehat only African American soldiers faced
trial, many of whom most likely did not participatallingly in the incident to begin with. The
basis of Jim Crow remained control over minds, bsdand souls, intent on retaining a society
with white supremacy at its center. Any challengéhiat supposed supremacy and white
privilege represented a threat to traditional velaed a way of life that had existed since the
antebellum era. Maintaining this society insinudtest African Americans must remain
subjugated and complacent after they “learned ép ktkeir tempers” when experiencing
segregation and degradation. In a society thatreelvand praised white soldiers for their
sacrifices and loyalty to their country, any blackn in uniform only experienced disrespect,
discrimination, subjugation, violence, and insbiksause he dared assert his masculinity,
citizenship, and equality through his service aactifice for his country.

As the war continued through 1918, the NAACP curgd its activism and support for
African American soldiers and their rights, insigtithat their citizenship not be denied by the
War Department or their commanding officers. Irsalimed at African American soldiers
continued, though, and in some cases became fa pnevalent in 1918 than ever before. W. E.
B. Du Bois even asserted, “As Negroes, we propo$glt for the right, no matter what our
treatment may be; but we submit to the public thi@ntional injustice toward colored soldiers is
the poorest investment that this nation can magerjow.”*° The continued injustices included

the forced retirement of Colonel Charles Young,l#uk of artillery training for black officers
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despite their clear advantage as educated mergftsal by some white officers to protect the
rights of black soldiers under their command, d&ihsistence that only white doctors examine
white men selected in the draft. The forced retertof Colonel Young was acutely
troublesome to Du Bois, as the War Department’'snimang Board recommended that Young
remain on active service, a recommendation inytiafiproved by the Secretary of War, who then
assigned Young to active duty. Active service artiva duty described two different military
designations, and the Adjutant General, “knowirgdifference between ‘active service’ and
‘active duty’ immediately retired Colonel Young fnoactiveserviceand placed him on active
dutywith nothing to do.*** Young’s retirement, forced upon him for unknowagens, appeared
highly suspicious to Du Bois. The forced retiremaisb seemed in line with previous War
Department policies, though, especially in regarthe possibility that an African American
soldier might obtain a high enough rank to be aesiggommand of white soldiers, a situation
Jim Crow attempted to prevent in society, and thilgary sought to emulate.

Forcing a man into retirement created tense camditbetween the War Department and
the NAACP, similar to the tension that arose ower\War Department’s oversight in securing
the 92nd Division “necessary persons of technreahing” for various assignments. By 1918,
few African American soldiers received trainingamillery despite the necessity of artillery
regiments in combat throughout Europe. Militaryisiions typically included at least a few
regiments devoted entirely to artillery, yet then@Division included no artillery regiments. The
division’s highly educated and skilled officers werot trained in artillery, while “Farmers from
the South, largely illiterate and without mechahstall or education, were assigned to the

artillery in the first draft.>** Du Bois argued a simple solution existed: transtened and
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educated black men to new divisions. The War Depamt denied these transfers, though,
leaving the 92nd Division in a precarious positibat might lead to complete and utter
failure 3*3 Without presenting the 92nd Division with the peograining for all possible positions
to ensure a successful division, Du Bois ultimatagcluded that the War Department attempted
to ensure the 92nd’s failure due to racial tensioritee United States during the war years.
Simultaneously, African American soldiers under¢benmand of General Charles C.
Ballou experienced restrictions upon their movemae&viien stationed in certain areas due to Jim
Crow, discrimination, and subjugation. These restms suggested soldiers “refrain from going
where their presence will be resented” after albtatdier “entered a theatre, as he undoubtedly
had a legal right to do, and precipitated troulylertaking it possible to allege race
discrimination in the seat he was givéfi*General Ballou accepted that the theatre restricie
soldier’s legal rights, yet stated, “the sergearguilty of the greater wrong in doigythingno
matter howlegally correct that will provoke race animosit}*®Ballou’s intentions were clear:
prevent another Houston riot at all costs and mardrder among the troops, even if that meant
restricting the rights of his own soldiers. Du Bdisagreed, and declared, “We are aware how
careful colored men have to be everywhere in theedrStates in ‘stirring up’ race antagonism,
but the greatest danger is not that they will @sgly bring on race antagonism, but rather that
they will invite it by submitting to intolerable salt.”**° The language in Ballou’s order to
restrict the movement of African American soldiengler his command allocated blame solely
upon the soldier choosing to enter a theatre tlaadticed discrimination in its seating

arrangements rather than upon the theatre anditsers. Instead of sympathizing with the
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victim of discrimination, Ballou asserted that theident “should never have occurred and
would not have occurred had the sergeant placegetheral good above his personal pleasure

and convenience®’

Blatantly referring to the soldier’s motivations selfish created an
atmosphere of tension, frustration, and a reinfok& of Jim Crow segregation. Black soldiers
understood that complicit acceptance of Jim Crod/@iecrimination only ensured further
degradation at the hands of white Americans, lgatbrworsening tensions and more incidents
like the recent one in Houston.

Just as commanding officers did everything in tpbewver to defer to racism and Jim
Crow laws and customs at bases throughout the dUSitates, the War Department itself
changed policies and reassigned personnel to cowitllycomplaints concerning the ethnicity of
doctors examining recent draftees. At an officBetroit, Michigan, roughly twenty-three
African American doctors, “graduates of some offthremost medical schools of the country
and that they have long practised [sic] among lbotbred and white people,” performed
examinations on white draftees. The local ExempHoard, appointed to examine potential
soldiers in the region by the War Department, nesi letter from the Adjutant General’s
Office, ordering the practice of African Americaoatiors conducting the physical examinations
of white draftees to end immediatéf. Regardless of their education or experience, the
Adjutant General refused to allow African Ameriagdoctors to perform examinations on white
draftees, even if most of the draftees had not ¢amgd about the experience. The removal of
African American doctors from their positions reggated yet another method in which the
United States military attempted to reinforce JinoWZ segregation, discrimination, and white

supremacy. No matter how experienced or educatédraman American doctor was, he was
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still deemed incapable of accurately examiningtdchfvhite men, whose education usually
paled in comparison.

As the war came to a close, the NAACP ahe Crisismodified their interactions with
and coverage of African American soldiers. Instebdoncentrating solely on a journalistic
interpretation of the black military experienceidgrWorld War | by publishing articles ifihe
Crisis, the organization’s main chapter shifted to adt@aaore thoroughly on behalf of African
American soldiers. The NAACP’s main headquartefdeénw York began creating files in their
extensive record collection labeled “Military” thedntained any and all documents related to
African American soldiers. That documentation imigd letters arriving directly from African
American soldiers, stationed overseas and at vabases in the United States. Depending upon
the content of the letters, the NAACP either fitedm without taking further action, sent copies
to local branches where the events or soldiers Wene, or forwarded the information to various
military personnel, including the War Departmentek without direct documentation in all
cases, the NAACP clearly frequently advocated dralief African American soldiers,
encouraging not only their enlistment in the Unigtdtes military, but also their activism
through the organization’s publications, petitioasg archival records. Instead of documenting
the information solely iThe Crisis the NAACP began asserting their influence with Wdar
Department and in other various political circlesassist African American soldiers in their
struggle to end Jim Crow, discrimination, subjugatiand racial violence in the United States
military.

By the end of World War |, various letters arriieaim soldiers and their family
members at NAACP headquarters in New York, New YamRkcerning the treatment of African

American soldiers. In one case, Joseph C. Andrensqd a letter to W. E. B. Du Bois
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concerning Andrews’ brother, Arthur I. Andrews, ahd potential discriminatory practices at an
officer training school in Taylor, Kentucky. Josephdrews requested that the NAACP
investigate that particular camp since, “Out obt@altnumber of 86 men who started 33 | believe
have been commissioned. My information is thargdanumber should have been graduated
according to the records they mad& Andrews stated that, according to information itz
from his brother, the commander “virtually admittedt pressure was brought to bear upon him
not to graduate any moré>® Instead, the commander, whom Andrews identifieGastain Carl
M. Fauto, noted that his military commanders enagad him to prevent as many commissions
among African American soldiers as possible. Andragked Du Bois to send a representative
of the NAACP to investigate the incident, offeria@50 donation in exchange. His interest in
the possible discrimination at the Kentucky cangsarbecause his brother, Arthur, failed to
obtain a commission despite his high marks thalifteéahim for one. Finally, Andrews
requested that Du Bois “treat this letter as caftdhlas its publication would cause trouble for
my brother who is subject to all the rules and fatipns of the Army.®>*

The NAACP filed follow-up paperwork with this letteso it is unclear whether Du Bois
and the NAACP sent an investigator, but based dlpein past actions, publications, and other
documentation concerning discrimination in the taily, it seems likely that the organization did
investigate the situation. In any case, the actusatncluded in Andrews’s letter provided a
glimpse into the conditions experienced in offizarning camps and military policy concerning
increasing the quantity of African American offisetf Captain Fauto received pressure to limit

the number of commissions rather than graduateyeastet that earned qualifying marks, the
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repercussions of such actions would be felt fory@athin segregated regiments in the United
States military as well as African American comntiesi. When the NAACP encouraged
communities to send their young, educated black tmé¢nese officer training camps before the
War Department limited them to only enlisted mit@ersonnel, the support implied that these
young black men, if they earned the position, wdagdome officers in the United States
military and earn commands over African Americaldigos. Andrews’s letter instead insinuated
that the United States military still dreaded tls$bility of too many black officers who might,
one day, command white soldiers. The alleged imtidethe Taylor, Kentucky training camp
was quite reminiscent of the forced retirement ofo@Gel Charles Young. Rather than
commissioning all men qualified, as would mostlykeccur in white officer training camps,
some men, though highly capable, experienced digtaition and subjugation to ensure white
supremacy reigned in the United States militaryrclodcommand.

After the war ended in November 1918, African Aroan soldiers frequently sought aid
from the NAACP in addressing grievances rather fhasuing redress through official military
channels, indicating their trust in the NAACP ahd brganization’s growing influence in the
United States. Less than a month after the armistitled combat in Europe, an unidentified
black soldier stationed at Camp Grant in Rockfdhthois wrote to the NAACP concerning
experiences with racism, degradation, and subjogati the camp. The soldier claimed that he
and his fellow soldiers were “treated like dogss & shame that after our boys have gone to
France and gave their all for democracy’s triuntpdt the survivals [sic] are treated the way they

are treating us in the organization. We are undeth&rn officers which have no feelings for
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colored men whatsoevet: The unidentified soldier then asserted that heramdellow soldiers
at Camp Grant experienced verbal abuse and thotatslence, among “other humiliating

things we have to swallow with no one to appedftdThe unnamed soldier’s final point
concerned leave and discharges from the militagyréported that in some instances, his fellow
servicemen remained in the military despite thamifies needing them at home, and there
seemed to be no end in sight or any informatioruafaden their regiment might be mustered
out. He also stated that, “They won’t even grant gshort furlough to go home if you receive a
telegram from home that your wife or mother is dyar sick.*>*

The unidentified soldier's complaints concerningatment at Camp Grant appeared quite
similar to other instances throughout the Unitemt&xt during the World War | era. His disdain
for Southern officers was reminiscent of other ctanmps issued by many soldiers for years. The
common misconception in both the military and stycikat only white Southern men knew how
to properly command African American soldiers ceeldiar more tension than it solved. Most
white Southern officers reinforced segregation sulgjugation within their regiments, and the
South’s proclivity to fear educated and trainedidedn American veterans encouraged Southern
white officers to do so. The chance that theseraatemight challenge Jim Crow, subjugation,
and the society elite white Southerners workeduitdlwas too much for some officers, leading
them to verbally abuse and physically threatencafi American soldiers under their command.
If violence and the threat of violence worked thgbout the South as a way to maintain control

over the African American population, white offisdrom the South reasoned it could also be

used to keep black soldiers in their assigned saagentity, as designated by Jim Crow. The
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unnamed soldier’s last complaints implied he migustbod the process of demobilization after
World War 1. In all reality, it would take much Igar than a month to demobilize a military
consisting of over four million personnel, so tgegt a discharge within a month of the
armistice was unreasonable.

Reports from various camps continually arrived AWNCP headquarters throughout the
rest of the year, detailing various grievances witbumstances at military bases throughout the
United States, and the organization continued t@eate for improved conditions for African
American soldiers. In December 1918, the NAACP wnatsied of deplorable conditions at
Camp Alexander in Newport News, Virginia, includitig lack of sufficient shelter from the
weather, discrimination in assignments and treatgnvhite officers, and few promotions
afforded to those qualified for them. Sgt. Bern@:dHenderson, stationed at Camp Alexander,
requested that the NAACP send an investigatord gost because it “is composed of men in
the Stevedore and Labor organizations, and théyfei they are the most neglected soldiers of
color.”*° Sergeant Henderson’s initial complaint with Camipxander’s conditions consisted of
the inadequate shelter provided for members ofdgsnent, claiming numerous deaths occurred
the previous winter due to exposure. Hendersonrtegpohat men in his regiment “were forced
to sleep in tents on the bare ground with a lgttaw for bedding, and with one blanket for
covering. It was a common occurance [sic] to guadoin the morning and drag men out frozen
to death.®*® While Henderson and his fellow soldiers undouhtexipected some harsh
conditions during their enlistment, enduring thestant threat of exposure due to inadequate

shelter was entirely unacceptable. Multiple deathdd have been prevented had the
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commanding officer insisted the military provideegdate shelter and supplies to keep soldiers
alive during a harsh winter.

The military eventually arrested and dischargedcttramanding officer who allowed
these conditions to continue, but when his sucedesé over, not much improved for black
soldiers at Camp Alexander. Many soldiers statidhede believed President Wilson’s ideal of
democracy to be a “farce,” according to Sergeamiddeson, possibly due to the fact that the
camp included a number of skilled laborers andligigducated men working as stevedores.
Henderson noted that the labor battalions encarajpedjside these stevedores were mostly
illiterate and “were sent here for overseas, buevieund unfit for overseas service, and in some
cases are unfit for any branch of the serviceabeitkkept here and forced to work. No provisions
are made here for night schools as in some camgsf there was, after the men toil from morn
till night they would have no desire to atterfd”’Sergeant Henderson’s description of the men
stationed at Camp Alexander implied drastic vaggnemong the soldiers themselves due to
educational opportunities available to them prioemlistment. Simultaneously, Henderson
indirectly asserted that these uneducated blackess| “unfit for overseas service,” remained in
the military as little more than slave labor. Hersd@'s description of the limited educational
opportunities for illiterate black soldiers at Camlgxander was also quite telling. Uneducated
black soldiers had no chance to obtain an educafisorts at Camp Alexander, which
guaranteed that these men would remain uneducdted they finally received honorable
discharges from the military, contributing to trentinued subjugation of African Americans
within Jim Crow. An uneducated populace meant fevaeers, especially in the South, and
secured the continuation of a minority of elite t@lfsoutherners in political and economic

power. The NAACP'’s interest in the events at Canlgxander stemmed from these inequities,
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as the organization continuously encouraged edutatopportunities for African Americans.
The limitations on educational opportunities at @atexander through what appeared to be
deplorable conditions ensured the NAACP would t@é®on to remedy these conditions.

Despite the increase in black commissioned offigetisin the United States military
during World War I, Sergeant Henderson reportetidiafficers at Camp Alexander were
white, as well as the majority of the non-commissi officers, safeguarding a power structure
with white men maintaining control over black seldi in all aspects of their lives. According to
Henderson, the non-commissioned officers at Canepakider “have no interest whatever in the
men. They only seek to get as much work as theyroamthe men to promote their
advancement which is easy for a white face in ez The men are cursed, kicked and often
beaten. They are reported, but the matter is sgoashied *° When white commissioned
officers cursed at black soldiers and black non+oesaioned officers stepped in to reprimand
the former for their inappropriate language, thteld'was arrested and charged with trying to
incite mutiny among the meri>® The incidents Henderson described came as nasaitprthe
NAACP, particularly since the organization had $tsd since the start of the war that the United
States military appoint African American officecsdommand African American soldiers. Had
the United States military done so to begin witlyminstances like those that Henderson
detailed would not have occurred. Henderson's istatgs implied that white commissioned and
non-commissioned officers still viewed command dveck soldiers as a punishment, and they
continually targeted black soldiers due to theserement over their command.

Henderson'’s letter to the NAACP was not completiat mention of Jim Crow

segregation and discrimination in regard to rankaadement among African American soldiers
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stationed at Camp Alexander, something one alnasedo expect when examining the United
States military during the World War | era. Sergdaenderson reported that highly educated
members of his regiment remained at the rank afesgt and could go no higher, because “he
has been told that his color prevents him from dp@iromoted.®*° Jim Crow made its way into
Camp Alexander in other ways as well, with signsigigating different areas for white soldiers
and black soldiers. Henderson declared, “On the tteat run into the camp, are daily
disturbances on account of Jim Crowism. Serioudltseare sure to come to this section for the
men are growing desperate. Guards are placed aratheo see that we are Jim Crow&t.No
matter what African American soldiers accomplisiredniform, the United States military
structure continually reminded them that those ag@dishments meant very little. Instead, white
supremacy and Jim Crow endured to guarantee thi&e adidiers and officers felt some sort of
superiority over African American soldiers and offis. African American soldiers could never
fully escape the constant humiliation and frustragexperienced with Jim Crow, especially
when the United States military insisted upon @icihg those notions within the command
structure and on military bases.

While the First World War came to a close, theggtea for equal rights, integration, and
democracy in the United States continued, bothemtilitary and American society as a whole.
The NAACP'’s activism and advocacy on behalf of édin American soldiers ifhe Crisisand
in interactions with the War Department was siguaifit, repeatedly asserting African American
soldiers’ rights to democracy and equality withie service. Men fighting in the First World
War continued to express many of the same coneenhsrepidations as those who fought in the

Spanish-American War and the Philippine-AmericarrWancerned with the lack of black
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officers as well as the use of Jim Crow within thated States military rather than ensuring
equality, democracy, and assertions of masculamtpng men serving the country in a time of
war. Their frustrations and desire for change some= led these men to write to the NAACP for
aid, as they believed that the organization’s claithiin Washington, D. C. and their continued
advocacy of soldiers’ rights could help them inithiene of need since sometimes going up the
normal chain of command failed to affect changehtnend, though, the NAACP continued to
aid African American soldiers in every way the argation possibly could, and that would
become crucial in the first few years after WorldMW due to white violence when black
veterans returned home in the South and as im@tsorembers of the Twenty-fourth Infantry

Regiment sought pardons for their convictions.
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CHAPTER 5: ‘1 FOUGHT FOR YOU IN FRANCE':
DISCRIMINATION, VIOLENCE, AND THE LAW IN POST-WAR A MERICA

In late November 1919, Joe Johnson, a white Saugheassaulted African American
veteran Rev. George A. Thomas in Dadeville, Alabam®ecember 1919, Reverend Thomas
informed the NAACP of the assault, which occurred\mv. 25, 1919, “for no other reason than
that | wore Uncle Sam’s uniforn?® Reverend Thomas claimed that witnesses to hisiissa
observed Johnson assault at least two other Afdecaarican veterans while in uniform. After
the assault, Thomas wrote to the Inspector Genmek&flashington, D.C., but received no
response by the time he penned his letter to thAGA Thomas then requested advice from the
NAACP on how to address the situati§nThe reverend's letter, initially addressed to
Moorfield Storey, eventually reached Assistant 8ty Walter White’s desk, eliciting an
immediate response from White. Due to the smadl efizhe town where the assault occurred,
White advised Thomas to write to the Inspector @a&ria Washington, D.C. once more, “stating
the facts in your case again, reminding him that lyad already written to him about the matter
and asking for action in your cas&*White also asked Thomas to write to the secraifitlye
NAACP branch in Montgomery, Alabama due to his oty to and knowledge of the area

near Dadevill&®®

%2Rev. George A. Thomas, Montgomery, AL to MoorfiSltbrey, New York, NY, 26 Dec., 1918ational
Association for the Advancement of Colored Peopterds, 1842-199%art | Box C-374 Folder 7, Manuscript
gsading Room, Madison Building, Library of Congreaéshington, D.C.
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It is telling that Reverend Thomas'’s first attertgpbbtain some sort of justice was
through the Inspector General and then througiNth&CP. While not documented in the few
letters still in existence about the incident, Tlasndid not appear to initially approach law
enforcement officials in Dadeville. His attemptsggin redress first from the General Inspector
and then from the NAACP implied a mistrust of lamfa@cement and the belief that he would
not receive justice if he went through the locglllesystem. The NAACP remained the only
recourse available to Thomas for possible legaigetmn or justice for instances of white
violence in the South. Reverend Thomas most likesumed that local authorities would ignore
the case or ensure further humiliation and degrawdlatfter the incident rather than properly
conduct an investigation. The incident challengldrfias’s right to self-defense, masculinity,
and citizenship since he most likely feared retrdoufor physically defending himself, but also
because a minute possibility of legal recoursetediat the local level. Based on the limited
information available, it can be inferred that Tramid not physically defend himself. If he
had, the situation could easily have resulted iarfi&s’s lynching. Instead, he stood on his right
to defend himself when attempting to take legabuese against his attacker.

Other African American veterans experienced farenaolent encounters than Reverend
Thomas, typically resulting in lynchings throughtlue South after the war ended. Black
veterans were targeted for a variety of reasonsirThilitary training meant they could
physically defend themselves, and teach other afridmerican civilians to do the same. Many
black veterans viewed their uniform itself as pdivg them a modicum of respect among their
fellow citizens, both white and black, for theingee to the country. White Americans also
feared African American veterans’ desire for egyakspecially from veterans returning from

France, where most black soldiers experienced ingaroacial relations with the French
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population as compared to what awaited them at hagreehings, then, became the primary
way whites reasserted their perceived authoritysaperiority over African American veterans
considered “uppity” for their claim to basic righas citizens.

Reverend Thomas’s assault and avoidance of losa¢fdorcement for justice
represented one of the least violent encountevgdaet African American soldiers and veterans
with white violence and a problematic legal systédfter World War | ended, most African
American soldiers needed to decide either to I¢la@eservice or reenlist. A few men desired
reenlistment and the chance to become an officératunited States military, while most
returned to private sector employment as a velficlsocial and economic mobility. The
veterans returning to their civilian lives expeded tensions upon arriving home, especially in
the South. White Southerners sought to reinforeestitial, economic, and political structure of
the region when African American veterans resurhed tivilian lives. In numerous cases, the
reinforcement of Jim Crow, discrimination, and suggtion resulted in violence and lynchings.
A small contingent of veterans, like the men agestfter the Houston riot in 1917, sought
release from life sentences after what they beti¢oebe unjust convictions.

Before World War |, African Americans who soughdmess for grievances had no viable
organization to turn to for legal aid in hostileugtions that led to lynchings or wrongful
imprisonment. After the war, African Americans, botilitary and civilian, searching for help
turned to the NAACP as a way to obtain answers) [gmjal assistance, or to petition for a
pardon. Prior to the creation of the NAACP, Africamericans typically did not have enough
political clout to influence the rulings of the malry courts or the United States military. Once
created, the NAACP provided a reliable means ofgstcand petition for African American

soldiers and veterans. The organization also gaterans a way to challenge the decisions of the
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United States military and military courts, andestigated violence against veterans, including
lynching, thoroughly. The NAACP also continuallywestigated multiple incidents involving
African American military personnel after World Wlasending chapter members to various
locations to document these incidents and whattssstrom their aftermath. Citizenship and
military service remained inextricably linked, atheir exemplary service made African
American veterans viable test cases to challergenihtary legal system. War Department
officials and white officers stifled African Ameaa citizenship and masculinity, and African
American veterans became targets for white violemt¢lee aftermath of World War | due to
their military training, intelligence, and serviggrican American veterans continually
experienced discrimination and limitations on @tighip outside the military after World War |
in their encounters within and outside the legataewm. Their manhood, citizenship, and right to
self-defense were challenged on a daily basis btewiblence, whether through the act of
lynching or excessive punishments for alleged pigition in race riots, experiencing little to no
legal protection against violence and recriminagion

After World War I, some cases of discrimination ahallenges to citizenship brought to
the NAACP'’s attention included multiple lynchingsAfrican American veterans. Most, if not
all, cases reflected the failure of the legal syste protect African American veterans or to
persecute their attackers. One of the earliessaasestigated by the NAACP included when
veteran Bud Johnson faced a lynch mob near Miktorjda on March 14, 1919 for supposedly
attacking a white woman in the adjoining town oE&%° Newspapers reported that Johnson
attacked a white woman, resulting in a white mobhaeing him from the sheriff's custody. The

mob took Johnson “back to the scene of his crinte[aas] identified by his victim before being

36 “Negro is Burned By Florida Mob: Accused of Attand a White Woman, Bud Johnson is Tied to Stake and
Cremated Near the Scene of Crim€kie Atlanta Constitutignl5 Mar. 1919. And “9 Ex-Soldiers Lynched in
1919, The Chicago Defendge8 Jan. 1920.
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burned to death®” In response to Johnson'’s lynching, the NAACP’snJBh Shillady sent
Florida Gov. Sidney J. Catts a telegram requestisiice for Johnson’s untimely deafis.
Governor Catts responded, stating that local lafl@reament took actions to protect Johnson,
but the mob overtook the local sheriff and it résadiin Johnson’s death. The governor argued
that Shillady’s request for justice in this caseswapossible, “for when a negro brute, or a white
man, ravishes a white woman in the State of Flotitlere is no use having the people, who see
that this man meets death, brought to trial, ebgou could find who they are; the citizenship
will not stand for it.*®° Finally, Governor Catts chastised Shillady andNI#ACP for saying
lynchings disgraced the United States as a whdle.gbvernor maintained that if Shillady and
the NAACP devoted as much time teaching African Aocans to avoid violently attacking
white women and police officers as they did deagyynchings, fewer lynchings would occur.
The Florida governor also implied that racial tensiwould also decrease if the NAACP shifted
their attention to preventing black men from rapivigte women. Governor Catts asserted, “I
have tried to be fair to your people at all times lbdo not believe in such maudlin sentiment as
this. If any man, white or black, should dishonoe @f my family, he would meet my pistol
square from the shoulder, and every white manisiSbuth, who is a red-blooded American,
feels the same as | dd”°

The Florida governor’s scathing response to Shillademand for justice displayed a
lack of empathy for lynching victims, the circumstas of their deaths, and the rejection of

arresting whites involved in this form of violendealso showed a lack of self-awareness and
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knowledge of the incident itself. His referencéytou people” meant he believed Shillady was
an African American, yet Shillady was one of theneuous white officials in the NAACP.
Governor Catts’s ignorance of actual facts in thgecshowed a blatant disregard for the truth,
ensuring that rumors and stereotypes would dinegtira/estigation into Johnson’s lynching.
Governor Catts’s discussion of self-defense ontgmrded to his white constituents, as he
implied that justice for Johnson, and black sokliargeneral, equated to threatening white
masculinity. Instead, the governor clearly encoadag mob mentality to ensure white
masculinity remained intact. Catts’s assertionsuftemeously suggested that citizenship did not
extend to his African American constituents, therefany legal protection or redress for crimes
including murder would not extend to African Amenns.

Governor Catts’s response to Shillady did not émdNAACP’s interest in justice for
Johnson, and correspondence between the two ménweoh beyond Catts’s furious reply.
Shillady answered Governor Catts’s letter, reitagathe call for justice for Bud Johnson and
calling attention to the lack of law enforcemenstop mob violence from occurring initially.
Shillady argued that Johnson should have beengieateif Sheriff Harvell truly understood “the
mind of the citizenship of whom you speak... and widuhve been prepared... to protect any
prisoner at the hands of the mob, no matter houriated.®”* If Sheriff Harvell knew that
citizens would act in this manner, as Governorasserted they would in such a case, the
sheriff should have anticipated the possibilitywimience and assigned extra security for the
transportation of Johnson. Instead, Sheriff Haraktiwed the mob to take custody of Johnson,
thereby sentencing the man to death. In Shilladgtsnation, the sheriff failed in his duty and

oath as an officer instead of protecting the preson
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Shillady then commented on Governor Catts’s bétiat white Floridians would refuse
Johnson a fair trial instead of a violent deatlijrait “a serious commentary on our law§?
With this assertion, Shillady implied that Gover@atts, and others like him, thought white
violence was above the law, and that the law asticgl system in Florida did not consider
African Americans citizens. If African Americans rgenot considered citizens, then no reason
existed for the state to hunt down their killershit® violence, like that which took Johnson’s
life, implied that the livelihood and expressionne&sculinity for the white men involved far
outweighed the bad press or criticism that arosen fdlenying a black man the assertion of his
own masculinity and a fair trial. Shillady also kae Florida governor to task for essentially
justifying Johnson’s lynching and his assertiort thlaillady commended Johnson’s supposed
crime when he called Governor Catts’s attentiothéoincident’® Shillady argued that no legal
justification existed for lynching Johnson becaheavas accused of shooting a watchman,
something easily within the purview of Florida’gé system. “Laws are made to deal with such
and the question is whether in this crucial timéhefworld’s history American states shall flaunt
their disregard of law in the face of President3afil at Paris while he is endeavoring to promote
the peace of the world® In essence, Shillady implied that numerous Ameristates where
lynch law superseded the legal process challengetime propaganda calling to make the
world safe for democracy during World War |. Wils®assertion that a war African Americans
fought and died in meant to spread democracy al#nadred a hollow victory for African
Americans. When democracy was denied to them athay should African American men

fight for it abroad?
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The clash between Florida Governor Catts and Jot8hRady did not end the
controversy over Bud Johnson’s lynching, as the l&RAcontinued to investigate and add more
information to their files on the incident. In JUl919, Rev. H. A. Bryan’s witness statement to
the state of Florida, filed in the NAACP’s archivatords, provided a vastly different reason for
Johnson’s lynching and the possible source of tmélict between Johnson and white men in
Pace. When Bud Johnson'’s father died, he inhehiéather’s land. Upon Johnson’s return
from Europe via military furlough, he went to thdlmvhere his father used to work. A few poor
whites from the area met Johnson on the edge dathiy property, saying that his father’s
funeral expenses went unpaid and that the landséohinherited would cover the cosfs.
Tensions increased when Johnson asked for the argneatiue of the debt and the white men
refused to give him one, stating that the best toagpay the debt was to leave his father’s land.
Johnson then tried to make arrangements to skélddbt monetarily, and towards dusk, he
reentered the mill. One watchman remained, who @dohnson to not go through the mill and
enter his family’s land. The watchman then shadinson, raised an alarm claiming Johnson
shot at him, and a large mob of about two hundretifidty men formed to go after Johnson.
Rev. Bryan reported that some in the mob shoutgdi fopes, get coal oil and gasoline and let
us burn this Negro up. He is bigoty. He is sauaythinks he is a soldier®*

Once the mob captured Johnson, they tied a ropmdrais neck, raised him off the
ground, choking and beating him, and then tied toira limb while some went to obtain buckets
of kerosené!” Johnson, still dressed in his military uniform,sidoused in kerosene and

gasoline, and set aflame. A member of the mob asked justification would be used for the
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lynching since Johnson had not been discharged thennited States Army yet. Another mob
member responded, “We will say ‘rape’ and make samman say ‘ves.’®® According to
Rev. Bryan, Johnson said just before he died, “Wdbat | had died in Germany rather than
come back here and die by the hand of the peopées Iprotecting.”*’® Someone in the mob
responded, “That is what we sent you over therg"f§° Rev. Bryan concluded his deposition
by stating that a committee formed to investightelynching, which resulted in eleven men
supposedly being sentenced to life in prison ateaworth®* With two separate accounts of
Johnson’s lynching, which one was more accurate?

In the end, the result remained the same: a sdidiehed due to exaggerated charges.
The NAACP both investigated and wrote to promiriiticians in Florida about Johnson’s
violent death, actively attempting to achieve sdame of legal redress or recognition of
problems associated with white violence. The NAACIRterest in Johnson’s lynching stemmed
from the organization’s anti-lynching campaign, blso from their increased advocacy for
African American soldiers during World War |. Ingteof just reporting on the information via
The Crisisjthe NAACP advocated legal repercussions for whakence against African
American soldiers and attempted to aid black veteemd their continued struggle against Jim
Crow, discrimination, and subjugation. After Shijesent a telegraph to Governor Catts asking
for justice in Johnson’s case, the governor respdvdth vehement opposition to any sort of
legal ramifications for the mob’s actions. Gover@atts argued that Johnson'’s terrible crime,
attacking a white woman, vindicated white violeagainst the soldier and justified his inaction

in seeking the identities of Johnson’s attackeh® governor also attacked Shillady for even
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asking for justice, not only accusing him of syniyafior a criminal but also for not reigning in
“wanton, reckless negroes . . . who wander frony @itCity, County to County and State to
State, doing all the devilment that they ca#f.”

For the Florida governor, the only solution to tdoaflict had already occurred:
Johnson’s death by lynch mob, since that was aljuktice Johnson deserved. Johnson’s mob
even asserted similar sentiments when one mendtedstHe thinks he is a soldief®® This
language implied at least a small recognition ¢indon’s continued status as a soldier and the
expectation of citizenship rights among soldierd aeterans. Johnson, on furlough while in
Florida, was still a member of the United Statektany at the time of his lynching. Governor
Catts also asserted that no citizens would sugmutehending any members of the lynch maob,
implying that at least the white citizens of Fl@idot only condoned white violence against
African Americans, but would also participate invitoleheartedly. When Governor Catts
asserted that no citizens opposed the lynch mobiicheot take into account African American
citizens in the area. This implied the governormiid believe African Americans truly qualified
as citizens and therefore would not receive theesamtection from the legal system as white
citizens. The NAACP, then, continually fought arhiligoattle against politicians like the Florida
governor, who remained determined to deny Africamefican military personnel and civilians
citizenship and equal legal protection.

Of the multiple lynchings that occurred in the aftath of World War |, one of the most

brutal occurred in Sylvester, Georgia in early Ap19. Daniel Mack, a recently discharged
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soldier who just returned home from overseas, vehtl@vn the busy streets of Sylvester on
April 5, 1919 and happened to brush against a whéa. A fight ensued, resulting in local
police arresting only Mack, not the white man heglat with. Two days later, Mack was tried
and sentenced to thirty days on a chain gang waitalternative such as a monetary fifie.
During the trial, Mack defended himself, arguingttthe white man he fought with initiated the
incident. He stated, “I fought for you in Francentake the world safe for democracy. | don't
think you treated me right in putting me in jaildakeeping me there, because I've got as much
right as anybody else to walk on a sidewafk.The judge in the case responded, “...this is a
white man’s country and you don’t want to forget®f® The exchange between Mack and the
judge in charge of his case candidly exhibitedcihreflict between whites and African
Americans over citizenship, manhood, and self-dedeMack undoubtedly acted in self-defense,
and as a result, he was tried and jailed becaesgidlge believed that Mack’s assertions of
citizenship and manhood challenged the prevailihgersocial order meant to limit African
American men'’s freedom and liberties.

After Mack’s sentencing, news spread througholiesyer’'s African American
community about the miscarriage of justice. Ontheflocal leaders organized a petition for
Mack’s release. A backlash from the local white camity followed, with threats of violence
aimed at African American leaders. Tensions ina@daand on April 14, 1919, a mob fell on the
detention center where Mack was held. The mob captMack easily and beat him with sticks,

clubs, and the butts of revolvers. Unable to defeintkelf, he was beaten until the mob believed
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him to be dead®’ Somehow Mack survived the savage beating and etaiol safety. He then
went to Atlanta for medical aid, and soon afterN#ACP learned of his lynching and launched
an investigation. As of July 1919, not a single rbenof the mob had been taken into custody,
but the white population began directing their rag@&frican American leaders in the Sylvester
community who initially petitioned for Mack’s relsa®®®

The events in Sylvester, Georgia underscoredlt#sh ®ver freedoms concerning
citizenship and manhood, exemplifying white violenath no ramifications for the attackers.
The fight began over the contested public spacesafiewalk, and over who had the right to
walk on the sidewalk. Mack, through his actionaa®ldier and defender of the United States,
believed he had just as much right to walk on thevgalk as anyone else. White citizens of
Sylvester disagreed, claiming Mack had no riglddoidentally brush against any white person
despite the large crowds and limited space in wtoamavigate. Denying Mack’s right to public
space denied his masculinity and citizenship, aslégsignation public space represented a facet
of Jim Crow and its limitations upon bodies. Matsoaexperienced a biased civilian judicial
system, despite his basic rights as a citizen.NAACP’s interest in this case stemmed not only
from the violence against a citizen, but also fittva blatant disregard for a veteran’s citizenship
and masculinity. The NAACP investigated cases Maek’s to the fullest extent, leading the
organization to contact as many politicians antuaritial people as possible to gain some sort of
redress for these blatant wrongs. In Mack’s cdsrjgh, the NAACP avoided seeking
immediate legal redress or publishing informationa@erning Mack’s lynching iithe Crisis
because his attackers believed him to be deadopéatly acting on the information protected

Mack and his family from further violence or limitans on citizenship.
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Mack’s and Johnson'’s situations were by no meansponal in the two years
following World War |, when the NAACP reported thatleast eighteen other lynchings of
veterans, all successful, transpired between Deeef18 and July 1920. Mack’s case, though,
was one of the few that made it into a civilian @pwhile most other incidents remained outside
the legal system’s purview. Less than a month afi@ek’s lynching, an El Dorado, Arkansas
mob lynched Frank Livingston, a veteran discharfgesh Camp Pike in early May 1919, when
locals accused Livingston of murdering his empldyebinson Clay and Clay’s wif&?
According to a report in thatlanta ConstitutionLivingston killed the Clays after a quarrel in
late May 1919, and then burned their bodies anid lloene. “A mob of about 150 men,
including negroes,” tied Livingston to a tree andried him to deatff’ The newspaper failed to
mention what started the quarrel, but did statelthengston confessed and that no arrests had
been made after the lynchifitf.What was significant to the journalist writing taeicle, though,
was the fact that African Americans participatedh@ lynch mob. The journalist’s assertion
implied that lynch mob mentality was not relegai@anly whites and that, at least in this case,
white violence was not the sole cause Livingstai@mise. In this particular incident, some
Southern journalists attempted to assuage guiltlgmehing Livingston through the
ambiguousness of the mob’s racial composition.

While theAtlanta Constitutiordocumented a fairly tame version of Livingston’s
lynching, theChicago Defendereported far more graphic and violent death ferwateran. The
Defendemreported that Livingston, taken from his home faed to a tree, experienced torture

before he was set afire, with members of the mashshg at him “with butcher knives and glass
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bottles.®®? The conflict between the Clays and Livingston, wias recently hired as their farm
hand, began over the distribution of chickens. Ctagd on Livingston and the latter obtained
an ax and felled the white man. Mrs. Clay ran tothesband’s assistance, wrested the gun from
his hand and turned it on Livingstoft® Livingston’s encounter was a clear case of seféuige,
and his punishment was far more severe than negestatried to protect himself, fearing death
at the hands of his employer, and in his assedignasculinity, killed his employer and his
employer’s wife, who also tried to attack him. logston used what was on hand, namely an
axe, to protect himself against a violent aggresmad his decision cost him his life.

TheDefenderalso reported that the sheriff arrived in timesawe Livingston, but did not
intervene with the mob of “unmasked white métf. This information contradicted that of the
Atlanta Constitutiorwhen discussing the composition of the mob, at ieahe initial report. A
later article in thddefenderstated that it was “a mob claimed to have beenpomed of whites
and blacks *° The language suggested that the reporter fob&ienderdid not entirely believe
reports claiming African Americans participated.imingston’s lynching, implying that the
reports were skewed and attempted to implicatecaniopeople in the mob’s actions. The
Defenderwas the only newspaper to report the lynch modoéedy comprised of white men, as
the Chicago Plaindealeand theNew York Sumeported an interracial mob just as Atkanta
Constitutionhad.

As with the cases of both Daniel Mack and Bud Johnthe NAACP took an interest in
Livingston’s lynching, writing to Charles Brouglinet governor of Arkansas, about the incident.

The NAACP also published a pamphlet in June 191@lesh Burning at Stake in the United
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Stateswhich chronicled six lynchings involving burningen to death during the first six

months of that year, including Livingston’s. Themgahlet included both the letter from NAACP
Secretary John R. Shillady to Governor Brough,dbsth a section of a news article from thew
York Evening PostContrary to a report published in tGhicago DefenderthePostarticle
published in the NAACP pamphlet stated that, “Shéhiaig and a posse, who attempted to
prevent the lynching, arrived just a few minutes late.”®*° The Postjournalist also noted an
interracial mob killed Livingston, and Livingstoorfessed to killing the Clays before his death,
which concurred with most reports of the lynchifigShillady immediately requested
“...information concerning steps being taken or psggbby Arkansas authorities...” to find
Livingston’s lynchers. Shillady told Governor BrdydThis is the second lynching to occur in
your state within thirty days, in both of which eaghe crime charged was murder for which the
laws of Arkansas provide ample punishmefit.He then urged the governor, a liberal leader
who supported resolutions against lynching, “...togeed energetically in defense of the laws of
your state and in condemnation of the barbaritycilis increasingly disgracing Americ&”

As of the publication oBurning at Stake in the United Stat&hillady and the NAACP
had received no response from Governor Brough. ieBpough’s apparent personal views on
lynching, he took no action and failed to respandegjuests for action against the lynch mob
who killed Livingston. The NAACP viewed Governordaigh’s inaction as inexcusable due to
Livingston’s status as a veteran, but Brough’s oesp was reminiscent of other politicians’

reactions to lynching. By not seeing Livingstonptiters like him, as a victim or as a man, the

3% National Association for the Advancement of CotbReopleBurning at Stake in the United States: A record of
the public burning by mobs of six men, during tret §ix months of 1919, in the states of Arkank&sjda,
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governor and other politicians found it far eastejustify a lynching based solely on the
supposed crime that occurred to cause mob violentcaly. Just like the cases of Mack and
Johnson, the NAACP investigated Livingston’s lymghithe result of white violence. The
organization’s continued investigations and advgaacLivingston’s behalf and on the behalf of
other veterans lynched in the United States omgngthened the NAACP’s efforts to guarantee
citizenship rights for African American soldiers, &ell as discovering avenues for them to
assert their masculinity without the constraintgiai Crow.

While the NAACP investigated the roughly eight&grchings of African American
soldiers and veterans in the immediate aftermaWafld War I, the organization also turned its
attention toward the former soldiers imprisoneerative Houston riot in August 1917. Historian
Adriane Lentz-Smith offers a complex and thoroughaliption of the Houston riot in her
manuscripFreedom Struggles: African Americans and World W&P but ends her analysis
with the sentencing of members of the Twenty-folmfiantry Regiment who were supposedly
involved in the incident. Former members of the mtyeourth imprisoned for alleged
participation in the riot continually proclaimedethinnocence for years, many insisting that they
acted in self-defense. These men took it upon thkms to petition the NAACP for aid in the
appeals process, asserting their right as citimetegal protection and to exercise the right to
self-defense. The NAACP supported the veteransealgfor clemency, asserting the
organization’s influential position politically andithin the legal system to aid these veterans to
the fullest extent. The organization used its iafice to petition the War Department on behalf
of the soldiers, making their struggle to receilarency or a pardon one of the NAACP'’s top

priorities.

400 Adriane Lentz-SmithEreedom Struggles: African Americans and World Wg@ambridge, MA: Harvard
University Press, 2009).
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As the previous chapter documented extensivedyirttident that garnered the NAACP’s
attention and subsequent legal aid began in Augfus®17, when violence broke out in Houston,
Texas. Soldiers of the Third Battalion, Twenty-fibuinfantry Regiment clashed with local law
enforcement in a region known for some of the gr&tathreats of violence against African
Americans. Two white police officers had arrestacAfrican American woman after illegally
searching her home, and refused to allow her tssdoeoperly before her arrest. When a mobile
patrol from the Twenty-fourth came upon the scéme soldiers attempted to intervene and the
situation escalated. One of the two white policestenck Private Alonzo Edwards and
subsequently arrested him. Not long after this sthrae white officer struck a corporal in the
head who guestioned him concerning Private Edwai@isest. Racial tensions between the
Twenty-fourth and white Houstonians had been bagdiince July of that year and memories of
the Brownsville Affair of 1906 resonated with whi®ustoniané’* increasing the fear of a
possibly violent event. The Twenty-fourth’s presebcought forth those memories, leading to
increased tensions.

Racial tensions erupted after the beatings andtarod two black soldiers.
Misinformation spread quickly, both on the base enthe streets of Houston, resulting in a
mutiny on the base. Members of the Twenty-fourintmarched on Houston. In the aftermath,
sixty-three soldiers were charged with mutiny antign trial in November 1917. The military
maintained jurisdiction, despite the desire of wltitoustonians to have these men tried in
civilian courts. The Army comforted white Houstomsa though, by asserting their ability to
“mete out ‘justice’ faster than civilian courts. e Houstonians did not have to wait long, as

the Army’s “justice” was as swift as promised. led@mber of 1917, thirteen soldiers were

401l 5ee Ann J. Land he Brownsville Affair: National Crisis and Blacle&tion(Port Washington, NY: Kennikat
Press, 1971) and John D. Weaviéte Senator and the Sharecropper’s Son: Exoneratidhe Brownsville Soldiers
(College Station, TX: Texas A&M University Pres897).

217



sentenced to death, with the Army secretly exegutiem three days after their sentencing.
Forty-one received life in prison and nine receigbdrter sentences, typically fifty years in
prison. The military issued two more courts martdate 1917 and early 1918, which led to the
trials of another ninety-three mé&¥.The soldiers eventually convicted of treason were
imprisoned in Leavenworth, Kansas.

Lentz-Smith’s discussion of the Houston riot endeehbut the story itself continued for
many years. For the imprisoned soldiers, a strotkgexisted between military service and
citizenship, as well as the desire for personalisgc These sentiments combined to situate
African American soldiers at the forefront of civigjhts agitation. Due to this belief, these
veterans wrote to anyone who might aid in the alsg@acess, but most importantly to the
NAACP. Imprisoned members of the Twenty-Fourth Imegating to the NAACP in 1919, but
due to the large number of race riots and lynchthgsoccurred that same year, the organization
could not put much effort toward their situatiii Despite the extensive lynchings and race
riots, NAACP leaders including Walter White, Jariiésldon Johnson, Mary White Ovington,
John R. Shillady, and W.E.B. Du Bois remained iegézd in aiding the imprisoned soldiers.

When soldiers like James R. Hawkins, a membereTfituenty-Fourth, took it upon
himself to write to Johnson on behalf of his fellownates, requesting aid to obtain new trials,
the NAACP listened. Hawkins asserted that, “Our gavas attacked and we fired in self

defence [sic]. | have bullets of three differemidihat were fired into the camp, even witnesses

92 Adriane Lentz-SmithEreedom Struggles: African Americans and World W@Bambridge, MA: Harvard
University Press, 2009), 45-50, 63-67, and 71-73.
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that testified for the prosecution, that saw sfiogsl into the camp?** He argued that, based on
the evidence presented in the trial transcriptsiafadimation he obtained from fellow inmates,
the War Department should have shown more interebe denial of freedoms and lack of a fair
trial.*%> When Hawkins described the actions of the Tweatyth as self-defense, he insinuated
that these men had the right to defend themselyaisst any aggressors. According to Hawkins
and his fellow soldiers, the right to defend thelvsg was a freedom available to all Americans.
That right should never be denied to them baseathi®@color of their skin. The military courts
ignored this evidence, and instead convicted teekbers rather than taking the entire situation
into account.

Hawkins’s assessment of the situation directhytiaahcted Jim Crow, discrimination,
and subjugation, all portions of American life intked to restrict African Americans in society,
politics, and the economy. African Americans weeated as second-class citizens, and some
white Americans supported their imposed subordamagia methods like Jim Crow. African
American soldiers and veterans were regularly dakthie right to self-defense, most particularly
in the South. The NAACP continually received muéifetters from inmates including Hawkins,
detailing their involvement, or lack thereof, irethlouston riot. Sometimes letters reached the
NAACP indirectly. John Haynes Holmes received amehdetter from Isaac A. Deyo, a soldier
who first enlisted in 1899. Holmes forwarded thigeleto James Weldon Johnson, bringing
attention to the soldier’s story.

Deyo’s portrayal of the War Department and whitedres angered over the Houston riot

exemplified conflicting ideas concerning manhood aiizenship. Deyo claimed his innocence,
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405 [ai

Ibid.

219



that he had not received a fair trial, and thatahesxinvolved in the riot should have also faced a
trial. His case showed that the burden of prootighbave rested with his attackers rather than
upon soldiers allegedly involved. Deyo believed,tha

Of course, it was a heinous crime for members ofregiment to fight for their lives.

They had not the right to do that! They were oetbiroops. Therefore, they ought to

have stood there and permitted themselves to letlgonurdered just because the

Texans did not want any colored soldiers withirirtherders*®®

He also asserted that if the Texans involved wd for their crimes and “strongly prosecuted
— then our liberty will be regained® Deyo’s words dripped with both sarcasm and friistna
over the being denied the right to fight for hisrolife. The typical reports regarding deaths and
injuries for the Houston riot encompassed only w/kittims, but not the black Houstonians or
soldiers whose injuries or deaths resulted fronrithteas well. In Deyo’s mind, then, not only
did guilty men remain free, but also innocent mealuding him, remained imprisoned for life.
Deyo revealed his frustration and experiences thighlimitations on his freedom before
imprisonment, and to have that freedom revoked sirantirely during and after the trial. He
believed that, as a citizen, he had the right fert himself, violently if necessary, from any
aggressor. Deyo’s assertion of self-defense alptieohthat both the military courts and Texans
involved in the riot denied his personhood. Sefedse and masculinity were inextricably
intertwined, and the denial of one meant the litiataof the other. Deyo almost certainly
believed that all men, white or black, involvediwe riot should have been arrested and tried, not
just members of the Twenty-fourth. In many ways, itouston riot and its participants
exemplified the struggle African Americans encouvediedaily with second-class citizenship in

the United States and a biased legal system. Afidgaericans sympathized and identified with

“%|saac A. Deyo, Leavenworth, KS to John Haynes Hslew York, NY, 29 Sept., 192Qational Association
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these soldiers. Their cases symbolized daily ilgastthat African Americans faced throughout
the United States, and led the NAACP to lend timfiuence toward the cause.

While Deyo displayed blatant frustration over tmg@risonment of not only himself but
of other soldiers of the Twenty-fourth, other vates including William W. Burnett expressed
their frustrations in a far more tactful mannerriBait wrote to James Weldon Johnson asking
about information concerning a petition sent tosklent Warren G. Harding. Burnett asked
Johnson to inform him as soon as possible aboudiktgis decision. He also asked about any
other actions taken on behalf of the imprisoned.rBemnett mentioned that the War Department
denied clemency in the past despite what Burnattned were cleaner records than any other in

the army*® Burnett added that, “...we are awful tired. | gave aii for this country. | have been

paid in awful poor gratitude®®®

Despite a more subtle tone, Burnett and Deyo brghessed
their frustrations with the United States militanryd the War Department over their treatment in
regards to the incident in Houston. Their militagrvice should have not only meant respect, but
equality to other soldiers in accordance with tharm they donned to protect the United
States. Instead, Burnett’s years of exemplary seneft him with the impression that the
military mistreated him and other members of theeifity-fourth, denying their citizenship and
right to a fair trial.

Throughout the next few years, the NAACP continteececeive letters from inmates at
Leavenworth, taking a great interest in the outcofitbese cases. On their behalf, the

organization maintained contact with Emmett J. Stlo¢ Special Assistant to the Secretary of

War, and John W. Weeks, who succeeded Newton Bek8ecretary of War in 1921. The
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NAACP petitioned these men at the War Departmentedimials and also requested presidential
pardons, repeatedly writing to Woodrow Wilson, War. Harding, and Calvin Coolidge on
behalf of the incarcerated soldiers. The NAACP rneedinterested in the outcome since the
cases became a civil rights cause célebre, chalignijscrimination in the military legal system.
The petitions were unsuccessful until 1922, whenNIAACP learned that the Attorney
General’s Office and the War Department would adeisthe cases individually, not as a whole.
Individual review meant that some men would receieenency, but others would 8 The
policy change almost certainly meant the War Depant wished to avoid negative publicity,
criticism, and the appearance of sympathy for attedi mutineers.

The War Department also stressed that an attoeprgsenting some of the incarcerated
men created problems because of the unwanted fiyllecdrew to the cases. Due to the
attention, the War Department claimed that Souttrsrprotested any “favorable consideration”
for members of the Twenty-fourth, and political rrewvould only impede the situation
further**! Texans in particular protested any possible lenjidar these soldiers, since both the
Brownsville Riot in 1906 and the Houston riot remead at the forefront of Texan collective
memory. Both incidents created rumors and exaggesato exacerbate the punishments for
suspected involvement. White Southerners’ deterfoin@o deny compassion or reduction in
sentences was reminiscent of white attitudes towdnidan American men. If a black man
committed a crime, or was just suspected of domgmany whites argued the punishment meted
out must be harsh to prevent another person franmatiing the same crime in the future. Some

Americans believed this attitude explained an emghan law and order, but in reality it
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exemplified attempts to control black bodies anddrithrough excessive punishment. While the
petitions gained some headway, however minimal\Wae Department’s attempts to avoid any
publicity in regards to the Twenty-fourth’s casewplied that the War Department, dominated by
white military elites, had no interest in openlyratling to reviewing the cases or possibly
granting clemency. They feared a backlash fromevhéxans, and white Southerners in general,
for reinvestigating the cases and possibly altesengtences. Even so, the War Department began
reviewing the cases, and a few of the imprisoned reeeived reduced sentences, making some
of them eligible for parol&*?

After a few veterans received reduced sentences latters continued to arrive from
Leavenworth. John Geter, a former corporal withThenty-fourth, exemplified this resurgence
of correspondence between the NAACP and imprisgoédiers. Geter proclaimed his
innocence and unjust imprisonment five years aiv@wiction, and also commented on insults
concerning the intelligence of soldiers in the Ttyeiourth. Those insults included questioning
the literacy of soldiers, asserting that the latintelligence explained the riot. Geter asserted
that “We have a few college men in the branch,again, the Texas papers frankly stated that
we did not begin the altercatiofi:* When Geter stood trial in the first round of ceurtartial,
his testimony as well as those of “reputable witess resulted in an innocent verdict. He then
returned to his comparfy? Two months later, though, Geter faced trial agairevidence “from
self-confessed participants who, received immuming who perjured at wil**° Geter's

wrongful imprisonment was all the more troublesomteen he failed to receive a reduced
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sentence or a pardon in 1922. He argued that “theMépartment has allowed adverse
sentiment to filter into the investigatioft'® If the War Department failed to remain impartial,
Geter believed that he and his fellow inmates woetdain imprisoned without the possibility of
a reduced sentence or a pardon. Geter also waashsuoldiers who had committed worse
offenses than his, including rape, receive pamwlele he remained wrongfully imprisoned, his
freedoms denied based on the perjury of a fellogiso*'’

Geter’s tactful plea resembled that of William Beftis as opposed to Isaac Deyo’s, but
his frustrations with the legal system and disaniation in the military remained. Geter
expressed subtle disappointment at the insultscaahéhe Twenty-fourth and the men’s
intelligence levels, especially due to the educalsvels that some men achieved prior to their
military service. College educated men enlistethenmilitary prior to World War |, and
consisted of the small number of black commissiasféiders in existence by the end of the war;
therefore insulting the intelligence of an entegiment was unwarranted. The accusations
associated with lack of intelligence allowed whit@ericans to evoke negative stereotypes to
describe the actions of African American soldiershie Houston riot. Geter’s experience with
the military justice system exemplified the probgethat all African Americans, both civilian
and military, encountered on a daily basis. Hedadal twice for the same crime, was acquitted
in the first trial, and subsequently sentencedféarh prison. Despite all of the evidence
exonerating him, Geter’s claims to his most basyal and constitutional rights amounted to
nothing for the military court. His rights to badhfair trial and to defend himself in court were
denied. His conviction even challenged his mastylim that he was found guilty for a

treasonous act he never committed. Instead, the gsed Geter and others like him as an
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example to deny African American men their rightthua the military and suppress their
masculinity and citizenship.

By 1924, the NAACP gained a few more partial vieter No men received pardons, but
many obtained commuted sentences. In April of ykat, the board of officers investigating the
cases of imprisoned military veterans concludetitbteran Ben McDaniel should have his
sentence “reduced from life to nineteen years hreetmonths®*® Due to the sentence
reduction, McDaniel became eligible for parole imayvbf 1924*"° Most veterans imprisoned for
their alleged roles in the Houston riot eventuabyperienced this same reduction in sentence,
rather than a pardon. These veterans were efféctnapped in a biased military justice system,
with their fates tied to an unjust, discriminatprnpcess. On May 13, 1924, the NAACP learned
the fate of another fifty-four of the imprisoneddiers. All fifty-four veterans received sentence
reductions to varying degrees, resulting in eligipfor parole within the next few yeaf8’ In
spite of what appeared to be a victory, Walter W& hitpressed his disappointment over the War
Department’s attitude toward the Twenty-fourth’ses

The War Department, it seems to me, is obviougingrto do as little as possible in

these cases. The remark was made to me a numtieresfthat much more sentiment

against clemency had been exhibited than we hadenedgisup in favor of pardon. 1 told
them quite sharply that it seemed to me the Warmbegent should consider these cases

on their merit instead of allowing itself to bethugr intimidated by hostile and prejudiced
southern sentimeft?
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In essence, White argued that the War Departmentesth its hand: they had little regard for the
imprisoned members of the Twenty-fourth. The mecharge of the investigations would rather
allow outside influence in the form of racism, disgnation, and white supremacy to dictate the
results of their investigations than investigate iticidents impartially.

The disinterest of War Department investigatorkeot¢d the racial polarization of
American culture after World War I. Based on Whatebservations and interactions with
investigators, racism ran deep in the War Departnmewestigators cared little for African
American soldiers, particularly those involved miacident where white citizens perished. For
the War Department, the imprisoned members of thenty-fourth remained second-class
citizens due to their skin color, despite theirrgea loyal service to the United States. War
Department investigators spent little time worryaigput whether they examined these veterans’
cases properly because they did not see these sr@tizans to begin with. Investigators
remained complicit in denying these men the righd fair trial that all citizens received under
the law, but also denied their right to self-detehsth physically and legally. If investigators
showed no interest in discovering what really haygpolen Houston, their minds were already
made up and they believed the veterans supposediived must remain imprisoned. The
imprisoned soldiers’ right to a proper legal detenss irrelevant: their guilt was certain because
they lost their presumption of innocence upon daifenthemselves violently against white
Southerners.

After members of the Twenty-fourth secured commsientences and were released on
parole from Leavenworth, these veterans experiencedtant reminders of their time in prison.
Since none of the men received pardons, only seateaductions, their records still reflected

their convictions. These accusations and theircagon with the Houston riot marred their
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lives, even if they did not participate in the dartf For some, employment might have been
impossible to find if business owners examinedrtbeminal records and discovered their
conviction for mutiny and treason. The stigma aisged with involvement in the Houston riot
followed these men endlessly, a reminder of seabask citizenship and white attempts to limit
African American masculinity and right to self-deée. Amid this struggle, though, these
veterans took part in furthering civil rights agioa in the 1920s. Their cases provided ideal
conditions to challenge the American legal systanhits lack of representation for African
Americans. Their letters to the NAACP oozed witlstration over the military denying them
their basic rights as citizens, but also assehenl tesire to continue fighting this unjust and
discriminatory system. The victory may have apeédollow at the time, but it was a victory
that nonetheless ensured the struggle for civiitagn America would continue.

For African American veterans, the American legatem remained a constant challenge
to their citizenship, masculinity, and self-defea$er World War [, typically resulting in
imprisonment, white violence, and death. These seeved their country bravely and honorably,
but received only discrimination and scorn in retien allegedly involved in the Houston riot
never escaped the stigma associated with that esmethretained that blemish on their criminal
record for decades even if they were not involvethe violence. Their continued insistence of
innocence and self-defense went unheeded by maitg Mmericans and officials in the War
Department. Even the investigators charged witbadiering the truth about the Houston riot
believed them guilty no matter what evidence wasnsiont of them. Their citizenship,
manhood, and right to self-defense remained carddsath while imprisoned and then after
parole. African American veterans, though, facedare troublesome events not long after the

war, with some resulting in assaults and lynchifigese extralegal events challenged
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citizenship, masculinity, and the right to self-elede in a different manner than those imprisoned
for the Houston riot, but the results remain thmsaWwhite Americans did what they could to

limit African American freedom and their desires fall citizenship, personhood, the masculine
prerogative of self-protection, and legal proteasi@gainst violence. These events spurred action
within the NAACP as a means to push for equaligeflom, and integration both in the military

and in American society as a whole.
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CONCLUSION

Throughout this examination of African Americandsers from 1898 to 1924, race,
identity, and violence remained central to theilitary experience. While American culture
typically revered military service, showing soldiend veterans the utmost respect and
admiration for their strength, honor, sacrificed dulfillment of duty as American citizens,
African American soldiers suffered disrespect, eamit, and derision. The constant reminders of
white supremacy, Jim Crow segregation, and violaoo®mpanied African American soldiers
from the United States to Cuba, the Philippines, @ren into Europe. By the First World Warr,
though, an expanding national organization, the l&RAenlisted their political and social
influence to support African American soldiers d@helir struggles against white supremacy, Jim
Crow, and white violence within the United Stata8tary structure. The NAACP’s support
created a catalyst for soldier activism, whereisodd resistance to discrimination, Jim Crow,
white violence, and degradation became strongen@réd successful.

At the start of the Spanish-American War, the eahiStates had already experienced the
end of Reconstruction in 1877, which gave risa@rroQrow segregation, the disfranchisement of
African American voters, and nearly unrestrictedteviiiolence targeting African Americans.
The African American community remained split owgrether to support the country’s
imperialist ventures and encourage young black sralenlist in the military. That divide
occurred along the two of the main schools of tidwgthin African American society: Booker
T. Washington, who encouraged military enlistmerd the overthrow of Spain, and W. E. B.

Du Bois, who encouraged academic enrichment raltiaer military enlistment. Eventually, some
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African American soldiers came to view war with Bpas liberation for the Cuban people, thus
cementing their support.

Throughout the era of the Spanish-American WaricAh American soldiers
encountered challenges associated with race, tgeatid white violence continually. As this
study shows, African American soldiers faced nurmagtorces of discrimination and
intimidation. Some encountered violence from loghite Americans near military bases. Some
had to deal with white Americans resistant to AdricAmerican officers recruiting local blacks
for military service. Many heard and respondediscussions of whether or not African
American soldiers were capable of leadership postiwvithin the military. Rather than allowing
these slights and white violence to go uncheckdd¢can American soldiers during the Spanish-
American War consistently challenged racism, viogerdiscrimination, and degradation. These
men attempted to integrate streetcars and trarosaghout the South, encouraged businesses to
integrate their clientele rather than continue sggtion, and defended themselves against white
violence. Simultaneously, these soldiers encouragfeelr young, educated African American
males to join the military, hoping to create anoineenue toward becoming race leaders. Their
efforts for the freedom struggle would have beemengdfective, however, if a national
organization existed to influence the federal gowggnt and the military hierarchy.

When the Philippine-American War began, African &ioan soldiers faced many of the
same experiences as soldiers in the Spanish-AmeéVita, yet also found the situation far more
complicated than what they left behind in Cubaidsin American soldiers encountered white
violence, Jim Crow, and discrimination daily wheationed in the Philippines, either through
interactions with white soldiers also stationedé¢ha when receiving news from home about

lynchings and white violence targeting African Ameans. Just as in the Spanish-American War,
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African American soldiers in the Philippine-Amenmc®ar resisted discrimination, insults, and
white violence in any way they could. For somel|udig Capt. Theophilius G. Steward, these
challenges encompassed reminding white soldiepsagfer military protocol like saluting a
superior officer regardless of his race. The Rilginsurgents tempted some African American
soldiers to desert because white American soldiieeged the Filipino people in the same
manner white Americans treated African Americanskba the United States. Other black
soldiers even encountered some of the most gruesuvamds, where white American soldiers
assaulted Filipinos and treated them with contefiptoughout the war, African American
soldiers resisted Jim Crow in many ways. Theirre$fdike those during the Spanish-American
War, were commendable and necessary, yet withstitbag national organization to provide
some modicum of support, the United States militargl the federal government paid very little
attention to their concerns and protests.

By the start of World War | in Europe, a nationeganization came to fruition. Even in
its infancy, the NAACP, along with condemning whiielence, segregation, discrimination, and
subjugation within the United States, expresseadeonabout the growing conflict in Europe
and what it would mean for non-white peoples thraug the world. The organization’s interest
in racial uplift, equality, citizenship, and oppii®n to white violence eventually coincided with
African American military service prior to World Wa The NAACP investigated lynchings,
race riots, and issues concerning commissions fiacak American soldiers before the Wilson
administration declared war, intertwining the orngation’s quest for equality, citizenship, and
protection under the law with military service. Sitaneously, the NAACP criticized the Wilson
administration’s claims that participation in WokMdar | meant ensuring the safety of

democracy abroad yet failed to ensure democradymwiiis own borders. White violence, Jim

231



Crow, and white supremacy reigned throughout thiedrStates, and even while African
American soldiers fought Francisco “Pancho” VilleNexico, African American citizens faced
lynch mobs just across the border in Texas. Afrigarerican soldiers hoped that their service
and activism might eventually lead not only theitaiy, but American society at large, to alter
their treatment of African American soldiers andl@ns, resulting in the equality and
citizenship that the Fourteenth Amendment guarantee

Of course, other voices and perspectives existéaeii\frican American community at
the start of World War | that did not choose themeastrategies and use the same language as the
NAACP. The Universal Negro Improvement AssociatioiNIA), led by Marcus Garvey,
encouraged black separatism rather than integrdtieyro nationalism,” complete economic
independence from whites, and a Back to Africa muoet intended to resettle African
Americans in Africa as a “civilizing” force for theative population. Garvey’s grassroots
activism in the United States led the NAACP to dadbpse same grassroots tactics to appeal to a
larger audience and increase membership and antffsSome religious figures, like Charles H.
Mason of the new Church of God in Christ, calleddeace and urged African Americans to
avoid military service for a country that did nret them with respeéf? Other African
American organizations had other points of emph&il, the rise of the NAACP was
significant for its activism associated with AfricAmerican military personnel, choosing to
encourage support for World War | when it beganleviimultaneously criticizing the Wilson
administration’s devotion to spreading democraayath while ignoring the denial of

democracy domestically.

22 5ee Mary G. RolinsorGrassroots Garveyism: The Universal Negro Improvemesociation in the Rural

South, 1920-192{Chapel Hill, NC: University of North Carolina Bg 2007). Rolinson provides an extensive and
complex study of the rise of Garveyism and its inigpace to the immediate post-war era.

2 See Calvin White, JrThe Rise of Respectability: Race, Religion, andtherch of God in ChristFayetteville,
AR: University of Arkansas Press, 2012).
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When the Wilson administration declared war iniAp®17, the NAACP'’s interest in
supporting African American soldiers intensifiedhifé violence, discrimination, and
segregation continued unabated in the United Stagefrican American soldiers discovered
various means to resist, and in many cases exjpedesupport for their actions from the
NAACP. The organization persistently investigataderriots like the one in East St. Louis,
various lynchings throughout the United States, doé to its increasing interest and support of
African American military personnel, the HoustootriTheir investigation demonstrated how
race, identity, and white violence remained certtvafrican American military service. From
the moment the Houston riot began to the imprisariragalleged participants in Leavenworth,
African American soldiers challenged Jim Crow artdtevsupremacy. When violence ensued
after the initial incident, implemented by both tehHoustonians and African American soldiers,
panic spread and resulted in multiple deaths. Tinaskbn riot created tension within the military
hierarchy, and eventually white commanders attedhfatgorevent African American soldiers
from challenging white supremacy and Jim Crow ilapossible. African American soldiers,
though, continued to resist and received suppattpasitive press from the NAACPThe
Crisis.

By the end of World War I, the sustained activisna resistance by African American
soldiers and the NAACP became highly effective. &african American soldiers achieved
promotions and became officers. The NAACP receiaémmation from African American
soldiers about conditions in camps, discriminatem] subjugation. The organization, in turn,
took that information to the War Department andWmied States military, encouraging them to
alter their treatment of African American soldiefie end of the war even led to African

American soldiers imprisoned at Leavenworth fottipgration in the Houston riot to write to the
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NAACP for help. As this study shows, these men edgihat they remained innocent, and sought
the NAACP’s aid in requesting a pardon, or at teyJeast clemency, from the War
Department and the presidential administrationth&tsame time, African American soldiers
returned home with a renewed vigor to fight disaniation, Jim Crow, white supremacy, and
white violence. Their self-determination and frastsn with the lack of democracy and
citizenship in the United States sometimes leddtemt confrontations, and in some cases
ultimately resulted in lynchings. The NAACP remalnevolved in soldiers’ affairs, and
investigated lynchings and other concerns Africamefican soldiers expressed in the
intervening years. A shift in upper class Africamérican perceptions of soldiers and their
inherent potential as race leaders occurred, antl&ACP remained at the forefront of activism
on behalf of African American soldiers.

As this study proves, an inextricable connectixiste between African American
military service in the Spanish-American War, thelippine-American War, and World War |,
with the NAACP serving as a catalyst for changblack soldier activism in this time period.
The NAACP'’s influence, despite being such a nevanization, aided soldiers in important
ways, including encouraging self-defense, resigdasegregation and degradation, and legal
aid. Scholars and a broad public have recognizedtiportance of World War Il as a turning
point in the Civil Rights movement. As this diss¢idn demonstrates, it is important to see the
development of African American activism in respois earlier wars as a continued trend, not a

new phenomenon of the twentieth century.
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