
 

 

 

Voice 1-- Henry Grady Sells the “New South” 

 

The vision of a “New South” was heralded by southern landowners, entrepreneurs, and newspaper editors in the decades 

following the Confederacy’s defeat in 1865 and the abolition of racial slavery across the South. These “New South” boosters 

argued that, with its plantation economy destroyed by the Civil War and Reconstruction, the South would develop a new 

economy more attuned to the industrial capitalism that defined the rest of the American economy. Atlanta Constitution editor 

Henry Grady was the leading exponent of a “New South” based on industrial development, giving speeches throughout the 

country and writing articles and editorials in his newspaper. Both of the following speeches by Grady—one given in Boston in 

1889, the other in New York in 1886—conveyed not only the message of industrialization as a panacea, but also Grady’s 

fierce regional pride and his general moderation on racial issues, which were becoming increasingly contentious in these years. 

To the New England Club in New York, 1886 

We have established thrift in city and country. We have fallen in love with work. We have restored comfort to 

homes from which culture and elegance never departed. We have let economy take root and spread among us as 

rank as the crabgrass which sprung from Sherman’s cavalry camps, until we are ready to lay odds on the Georgia 

Yankee as he manufactures relics of the battlefield in a one-story shanty and squeezes pure olive oil out of his cotton 

seed, against any down-easter that ever swapped wooden nutmegs for flannel sausage in the valleys of Vermont. 

Above all, we know that we have achieved in these “piping times of peace” a fuller independence for the South than 

that which our fathers sought to win in the forum by their eloquence or compel in the field by their swords. 

It is a rare privilege, sir, to have had part, however humble, in this work. Never was nobler duty confided to human 

hands than the uplifting and upbuilding of the prostrate and bleeding South—misguided, perhaps, but beautiful in her 

suffering, and honest, brave and generous always. In the record of her social, industrial and political illustration we 

await with confidence the verdict of the world. 

But what of the negro? Have we solved the problem he presents or progressed in honor and equity toward solution? 

Let the record speak to the point. No section shows a more prosperous laboring population than the negroes of 

the South, none in fuller sympathy with the employing and land-owning class. He shares our school fund, has the 

fullest protection of our laws and the friendship of our people. Self-interest, as well as honor, demand that he should 

have this. Our future, our very existence depend upon our working out this problem in full and exact justice. We 

understand that when Lincoln signed the emancipation proclamation, your victory was assured, for he then 

committed you to the cause of human liberty, against which the arms of man cannot prevail—while those of our 

statesmen who trusted to make slavery the corner-stone of the Confederacy doomed us to defeat as far as they 

could, committing us to a cause that reason could not defend or the sword maintain in sight of advancing civilization. 

Had Mr. Toombs said, which he did not say, “that he would call the roll of his slaves at the foot of Bunker Hill,” he 

would have been foolish, for he might have known that whenever slavery became entangled in war it must perish, 

and that the chattel in human flesh ended forever in New England when your fathers—not to be blamed for parting 

with what didn’t pay—sold their slaves to our fathers—not to be praised for knowing a paying thing when they saw 

it. The relations of the southern people with the negro are close and cordial. We remember with what fidelity for 

four years he guarded our defenseless women and children, whose husbands and fathers were fighting against his 

freedom. To his eternal credit be it said that whenever he struck a blow for his own liberty he fought in open battle, 

and when at last he raised his black and humble hands that the shackles might be struck off, those hands were 

innocent of wrong against his helpless charges, and worthy to be taken in loving grasp by every man who honors 



loyalty and devotion. Ruffians have maltreated him, rascals have misled him, philanthropists established a bank for 

him, but the South, with the North, protests against injustice to this simple and sincere people. To liberty and 

enfranchisement is as far as law can carry the negro. The rest must be left to conscience and common sense. It must 

be left to those among whom his lot is cast, with whom he is indissolubly connected, and whose prosperity depends 

upon their possessing his intelligent sympathy and confidence. Faith has been kept with him, in spite of calumnious 

assertions to the contrary by those who assume to speak for us or by frank opponents. Faith will be kept with him 

in the future, if the South holds her reason and integrity. 

But have we kept faith with you? In the fullest sense, yes. When Lee surrendered—I don’t say when Johnson 

surrendered, because I understand he still alludes to the time when he met General Sherman last as the time when 

he determined to abandon any further prosecution of the struggle—when Lee surrendered, I say, and Johnson quit, 

the South became, and has since been, loyal to this Union. We fought hard enough to know that we were whipped, 

and in perfect frankness accept as final the arbitrament of the sword to which we had appealed. The South found 

her jewel in the toad’s head of defeat. The shackles that had held her in narrow limitations fell forever when the 

shackles of the negro slave were broken. Under the old regime the negroes were slaves to the South; the South was 

a slave to the system. The old plantation, with its simple police regulations and feudal habit, was the only type possible 

under slavery. Thus was gathered in the hands of a splendid and chivalric oligarchy the substance that should have 

been diffused among the people, as the rich blood, under certain artificial conditions, is gathered at the heart, filling 

that with affluent rapture but leaving the body chill and colorless. 

The old South rested everything on slavery and agriculture, unconscious that these could neither give nor maintain 

healthy growth. The new South presents a perfect democracy, the oligarchs leading in the popular movement—a 

social system compact and closely knitted, less splendid on the surface, but stronger at the core—a hundred farms 

for every plantation, fifty homes for every palace—and a diversified industry that meets the complex need of this 

complex age. 

The new South is enamored of her new work. Her soul is stirred with the breath of a new life. The light of a grander 

day is falling fair on her face. She is thrilling with the consciousness of growing power and prosperity. As she stands 

upright, full-statured and equal among the people of the earth, breathing the keen air and looking out upon the 

expanded horizon, she understands that her emancipation came because through the inscrutable wisdom of God 

her honest purpose was crossed, and her brave armies were beaten. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Voice 2-- Reading the Fine Print: The Grandfather Clause in Louisiana 

In the post-Reconstruction era, Southern states mobilized a vast campaign of suffrage restriction—fraud, registration laws, 

and literary tests—in an effort to disempower African Americans and maintain Democratic party dominance. Although these 

restrictions were most often directed at black voters, those that barred voting on the basis of literacy or ownership of property 

also affected poor whites. Many northerners supported suffrage restriction as well. Between 1889 and 1913, nine states 

outside the South added restrictions requiring voters to read English, and ostensible reforms like the secret ballot were often 

directed at pushing out foreign-born and illiterate voters. One form of voting restriction aimed specifically at African Americans 

was the Grandfather clause that allowed men to register to vote only if they could have voted in 1867 (before African Americans 

were allowed to vote in the South) or descended from an 1867 voter. This excerpt from the Louisiana law of 1898 was typical 

of many such restrictions. The cumulative effect of the different restriction efforts was to reduce overall voting levels by more 

than a third and black voting rates by almost two thirds. 

 

[Article 197] Sec. 3. He [the elector] shall be able to read and write, and shall demonstrate his ability to do so when 

he applies for registration, by making, under oath administered by the registration officer or his deputy, written 

application therefor, in the English language, or his mother tongue, which application shall contain the essential facts 

necessary to show that he is entitled to register and vote, and shall be entirely written, dated and signed by him, in 

the presence of the registration officer or his deputy, without assistance or suggestion from any person or any 

memorandum whatever, except the form of application. . . . 

Sec. 4. If he be not able to read and write, as provided by Section three . . . then he shall be entitled to register and 

vote if he shall, at the time he offers to register, be the bona fide owner of property assessed to him in this State at 

a valuation of not less than three hundred dollars . . . and on which, if such property be personal only, all taxes due 

shall have been paid. . . . 

Sec. 5. No male person who was on January 1st, 1867, or at any date prior thereto, entitled to vote under the 

Constitution or statutes of any State of the United States, wherein he then resided, and no son or grandson of any 

such person not less than twenty—one years of age at the date of the adoption of this Constitution, and no male 

person of foreign birth, who was naturalized prior to the first day of January, 1898, shall be denied the right to 

register and vote in this State by reason of his failure to possess the educational or property qualifications prescribed 

by this Constitution; provided, he shall have resided in this State for five years next preceding the date at which he 

shall apply for registration, and shall have registered in accordance with the terms of this article prior to September 

1, 1898, and no person shall be entitled to register under this section after said date. . . . 

A separate registration of voters applying under this section, shall be made by the registration officer of every parish. 

. . . 

The registration of voters under this section [5] shall close on the 31st day of August, 1898, and immediately 

thereafter the registration Officer of every parish shall make a sworn copy, in duplicate, of the list of persons 

registered under this section, showing in detail whether the applicant registered as a voter of 1867, or prior thereto, 

or as the son of such voter, or as the grandson of such voter, and deposit one of said duplicates in the Office of the 

Secretary of State . . . and the other of said duplicates shall be by him filed in the office of the Clerk of the District 

Court of the parish. . . . 

All persons whose names appear on said registration lists shall be admitted to register for all elections in this State 

without possessing the educational or property qualification prescribed by this Constitution, unless otherwise 

disqualified, and all persons who do not by personal application claim exemption from the provisions of sections 3 

and 4 of this article before September 1st, 1898, shall be forever denied the right to do so. . . . 



Source: "Constitution of the State of Louisiana, Adopted May 12, 1898," in Walter L. Fleming, ed., Documentary 

History of Reconstruction, Vol. 2 (Cleveland, Ohio: The Arthur H. Clark Company, 1906), 451–453. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Voice 3-- “Their Own Hotheadedness”: Senator Benjamin R.“Pitchfork Ben” 

Tillman Justifies Violence Against Southern Blacks 

In this March 23, 1900, speech before the U.S. Senate, Senator Benjamin R. “Pitchfork Ben” Tillman of South Carolina 

defended the actions of his white constituents who had murdered several black citizens of his home state. Tillman blamed the 

violence on the “hot-headedness” of Southern blacks and on the misguided efforts of Republicans during the Reconstruction 

era after the Civil War to “put white necks under black heels.” He also defended violence against black men, claiming that 

southern whites “will not submit to [the black man] gratifying his lust on our wives and daughters without lynching him”—an 

evocation of the deeply sexualized racist fantasies of many Southern whites. 

 

. . . And he [Senator John C. Spooner, of Wisconsin] said we had taken their rights away from them. He asked me 

was it right to murder them in order to carry the elections. I never saw one murdered. I never saw one shot at an 

election. It was the riots before the elections precipitated by their own hot-headedness in attempting to hold the 

government, that brought on conflicts between the races and caused the shotgun to be used. That is what I meant 

by saying we used the shotgun. 

I want to call the Senator’s attention to one fact. He said that the Republican party gave the negroes the ballot in 

order to protect themselves against the indignities and wrongs that were attempted to be heaped upon them by the 

enactment of the black code. I say it was because the Republicans of that day, led by Thad Stevens, wanted to put 

white necks under black heels and to get revenge. There is a difference of opinion. You have your opinion about it, 

and I have mine, and we can never agree. 

I want to ask the Senator this proposition in arithmetic: In my State there were 135,000 negro voters, or negroes 

of voting age, and some 90,000 or 95,000 white voters. General Canby set up a carpetbag government there and 

turned our State over to this majority. Now, I want to ask you, with a free vote and a fair count, how are you going 

to beat 135,000 by 95,000? How are you going to do it? You had set us an impossible task. You had handcuffed us 

and thrown away the key, and you propped your carpetbag negro government with bayonets. Whenever it was 

necessary to sustain the government you held it up by the Army. 

Mr. President, I have not the facts and figures here, but I want the country to get the full view of the Southern side 

of this question and the justification for anything we did. We were sorry we had the necessity forced upon us, but 

we could not help it, and as white men we are not sorry for it, and we do not propose to apologize for anything we 

have done in connection with it. We took the government away from them in 1876. We did take it. If no other 

Senator has come here previous to this time who would acknowledge it, more is the pity. We have had no fraud in 

our elections in South Carolina since 1884. There has been no organized Republican party in the State. 

We did not disfranchise the negroes until 1895. Then we had a constitutional convention convened which took the 

matter up calmly, deliberately, and avowedly with the purpose of disfranchising as many of them as we could under 

the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments. We adopted the educational qualification as the only means left to us, and 

the negro is as contented and as prosperous and as well protected in South Carolina to-day as in any State of the 

Union south of the Potomac. He is not meddling with politics, for he found that the more he meddled with them 

the worse off he got. As to his “rights”—I will not discuss them now. We of the South have never recognized the 

right of the negro to govern white men, and we never will. We have never believed him to be equal to the white 

man, and we will not submit to his gratifying his lust on our wives and daughters without lynching him. I would to 

God the last one of them was in Africa and that none of them had ever been brought to our shores. But I will not 

pursue the subject further. 



I want to ask permission in this connection to print a speech which I made in the constitutional convention of South 

Carolina when it convened in 1895, in which the whole carpetbag regime and the indignities and wrongs heaped 

upon our people, the robberies which we suffered, and all the facts and figures there brought out are incorporated, 

and let the whole of the facts go to the country. I am not ashamed to have those facts go to the country. They are 

our justification for the present situation in our State. If I can get it, I should like that permission; otherwise I shall 

be forced to bring that speech here and read it when I can put my hand on it. I will then leave this matter and let the 

dead past bury its dead. 

Source: "Speech of Senator Benjamin R. Tillman, March 23, 1900," Congressional Record, 56th Congress, 1st Session, 

3223–3224. Reprinted in Richard Purday, ed.,Document Sets for the South in U. S. History (Lexington, MA.: D.C. Heath 

and Company, 1991), 147. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

Voice 4-- Burned at the Stake: A Black Man Pays for a Town’s Outrage 

From the eighteenth to the mid-nineteenth centuries, the term “lynching” did not have any racial implications. Targets included 

Tories, horse thieves, gamblers, and abolitionists. But starting in the 1880s, mob violence was increasingly directed at African 

Americans. Between 1882 and 1964, nearly five thousand people died from lynching, the majority African-American. The 

1890s witnessed the worst period of lynching in U.S. history. The grim statistical record almost certainly understates the story. 

Many lynchings were not recorded outside their immediate locality, and pure numbers do not convey the brutality of lynching. 

In early 1893, a white reporter, writing in the New York Sun, offered a grisly account of the burning at the stake in Paris, 

Texas, of a black man accused of molesting a white girl.As press accounts like this make clear, to witness a lynching—or even 

just glimpse its aftermath—could be a searing experience for those who were the most likely victims of the lynch mob—young 

African-American males. That, indeed, was the intention—the threat of lynching was a powerful mechanism for keeping black 

Southerners in line. In response to the rising tide of lynchings of African-Americans across the South during the 1890s, 

Memphis, Tennessee, newspaper editor Ida Wells-Barnett launched a national anti-lynching crusade. 

 

Paris, Texas, Feb. 1, 1893.—Henry Smith, the negro ravisher of 4-year-old Myrtle Vance, has expiated in part his 

awful crime by death at the stake. Ever since the perpetration of his awful crime this city and the entire surrounding 

country has been in a wild frenzy of excitement. When the news came last night that he had been captured at Hope, 

Ark., that he had been identified by B. B. Sturgeon, James T. Hicks, and many other of the Paris searching party, the 

city was wild with joy over the apprehension of the brute. Hundreds of people poured into the city from the adjoining 

country and the word passed from lip to lip that the punishment of the fiend should fit the crime—that death by fire 

was the penalty Smith should pay for the most atrocious murder and terrible outrage in Texas history. Curious and 

sympathizing alike, they came on train and wagons, on horse, and on foot to see if the frail mind of a man could think 

of a way to sufficiently punish the perpetrator of so terrible a crime. Whisky shops were closed, unruly mobs were 

dispersed, schools were dismissed by a proclamation from the mayor, and everything was done in a business-like 

manner. 

About 2 o’clock Friday a mass meeting was called at the courthouse and captains appointed to search for the child. 

She was found mangled beyond recognition, covered with leaves and brush as above mentioned. As soon as it was 

learned upon the recovery of the body that the crime was so atrocious the whole town turned out in the chase. 

The railroads put up bulletins offering free transportation to all who would join in the search. Posses went in every 

direction, and not a stone was left unturned. Smith was tracked to Detroit on foot, where he jumped on a freight 

train and left for his old home in Hempstead County, Arkansas. To this county he was tracked and yesterday captured 

at Clow, a flag station on the Arkansas & Louisiana railway about twenty miles north of Hope. Upon being questioned 

the fiend denied everything, but upon being stripped for examination his undergarments were seen to be spattered 

with blood and a part of his shirt was torn off. He was kept under heavy guard at Hope last night, and later on 

confessed the crime. 

This morning he was brought through Texarkana, where 5,000 people awaited the train. . . . At that place speeches 

were made by prominent Paris citizens, who asked that the prisoner be not molested by Texarkana people, but that 

the guard be allowed to deliver him up to the outraged and indignant citizens of Paris. Along the road the train 

gathered strength from the various towns, the people crowded upon the platforms and tops of coaches anxious to 

see the lynching and the negro who was soon to be delivered to an infuriated mob. 

Arriving here at 12 o’clock the train was met by a surging mass of humanity 10,000 strong. The negro was placed 

upon a carnival float in mockery of a king upon his throne, and, followed by an immense crowd, was escorted through 



the city so that all might see the most inhuman monster known in current history. The line of march was up Main 

street to the square, around the square down Clarksville street to Church street, thence to the open prairies about 

300 yards from the Texas & Pacific depot. Here Smith was placed upon a scaffold, six feet square and ten feet high, 

securely bound, within the view of all beholders. Here the victim was tortured for fifty minutes by red-hot iron 

brands thrust against his quivering body. Commencing at the feet the brands were placed against him inch by inch 

until they were thrust against the face. Then, being apparently dead, kerosene was poured upon him, cottonseed 

hulls placed beneath him and set on fire. In less time than it takes to relate it, the tortured man was wafted beyond 

the grave to another fire, hotter and more terrible than the one just experienced. 

Curiosity seekers have carried away already all that was left of the memorable event, even to pieces of charcoal. The 

cause of the crime was that Henry Vance when a deputy policeman, in the course of his duty was called to arrest 

Henry Smith for being drunk and disorderly. The Negro was unruly, and Vance was forced to use his club. The 

Negro swore vengeance, and several times assaulted Vance. In his greed for revenge, last Thursday, he grabbed up 

the little girl and committed the crime. The father is prostrated with grief and the mother now lies at death’s door, 

but she has lived to see the slayer of her innocent babe suffer the most horrible death that could be conceived. 

Words to describe the awful torture inflicted upon Smith cannot be found. The Negro, for a long time after starting 

on the journey to Paris, did not realize his plight. At last when he was told that he must die by slow torture he 

begged for protection. His agony was awful. He pleaded and writhed in bodily and mental pain. Scarcely had the train 

reached Paris than this torture commenced. His clothes were torn off piecemeal and scattered in the crowd, people 

catching the shreds and putting them away as mementos. The child’s father, her brother, and two uncles then 

gathered about the Negro as he lay fastened to the torture platform and thrust hot irons into his quivering flesh. It 

was horrible—the man dying by slow torture in the midst of smoke from his own burning flesh. Every groan from 

the fiend, every contortion of his body was cheered by the thickly packed crowd of 10,000 persons. The mass of 

beings 600 yards in diameter, the scaffold being the center. After burning the feet and legs, the hot irons—plenty of 

fresh ones being at hand—were rolled up and down Smith’s stomach, back, and arms. Then the eyes were burned 

out and irons were thrust down his throat. 

The men of the Vance family have wreaked vengeance, the crowd piled all kinds of combustible stuff around the 

scaffold, poured oil on it and set it afire. The Negro rolled and tossed out of the mass, only to be pushed back by 

the people nearest him. He tossed out again, and was roped and pulled back. Hundreds of people turned away, but 

the vast crowd still looked calmly on. People were here from every part of this section. They came from Dallas, Fort 

Worth, Sherman, Denison, Bonham, Texarkana, Fort Smith, Ark., and a party of fifteen came from Hempstead 

County, Arkansas, where he was captured. Every train that came in was loaded to its utmost capacity, and there 

were demands at many points for special trains to bring the people here to see the unparalleled punishment for an 

unparalleled crime. When the news of the burning went over the country like wildfire, at every country town anvils 

boomed forth the announcement. 

Source: New York Sun, 2 February 1893. Reprinted in Gilbert Osofsky, The Burden of Race: A Documentary History of 

Negro-White Relations in America (New York: Harper and Row, 1967), 181–184. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Voice 5-- “Digest Of Jim-Crow Laws Affecting Passengers in Interstate Travel” 

The first laws passed in the South to impose statewide segregation in public facilities, instituted in the 1880s and 1890s, 

applied to railroad car seating. During this period, railway lines spread rapidly from cities to rural communities. In 1896, the 

U.S. Supreme Court validated these early “Jim Crow” laws when it ruled in Plessy v. Ferguson that a Louisiana statute requiring 

“separate but equal” accommodations for white and black railroad passengers did not conflict with the Fourteenth Amendment 

clause guaranteeing all citizens equal protection of the laws. (Jim Crow, the colloquial term for segregation, referred to a 

blackface character popular on the minstrel stage.) Jim Crow legislation extended throughout the South to schools, hotels, 

restaurants, streetcars, buses, theaters, hospitals, parks, courthouses, and even cemeteries. Although the Supreme Court ruled 

in 1946 that a Virginia statute requiring segregated seating interfered with interstate commerce and was thus invalid, the 

following Jim Crow travel laws remained in force in 1954. That same year, the Court declared in Brown v. Board of 

Education that separate public schools were “inherently unequal” and thus unconstitutional. In 1955, the black community of 

Montgomery, Alabama, organized a boycott of the city’s segregated bus system. In 1956, the Supreme Court ruled Alabama’s 

laws requiring segregated buses unconstitutional. The specific wording of these Jim Crow laws, crafted to maintain the status 

quo, revealed deep anxieties about race. By allocating to railroad and bus officials “police powers” to enforce segregated 

seating and in the case of Virginia, power to determine the race of passengers, state legislatures sought to ensure segregation. 

By exempting certain categories of persons, specifically nurses, servants, and prisoners, the laws also avoided disrupting ways 

of life that did not threaten tenets of white supremacy. 

 

DIGEST OF JIM-CROW LAWS AFFECTING PASSENGERS IN INTERSTATE TRAVEL 

ALABAMA 

Railroads (title 48, secs. 186, 196, 197, and 464) 

Section 186: Separate but equal waiting rooms. 

Section 196: Separate but equal coaches are listed first. Otherwise, a partition is possible in some instances. 

Section 197: The conductor must tell each passenger where to sit, that is, in the car or section of the car indicated 

for his race. If a passenger does not comply, he will be ejected from the train and the railroad will not be liable to 

damage claims resulting from the ejection. (This law is not operative in the case of passengers of either race who 

enter the State on a trip from another State which has no such law.) 

Section 464: Anyone convicted of violating the above provision will be fined not more than $100. 

Buses (title 48, sec. 301, subsecs. 31a, 31b, and 31c) 

Section 301 (31a): Separate waiting rooms or space, and separate ticket windows but they must be equal; equal but 

separate accommodations on each vehicle. 

Section 301 (31b): Operators of passenger stations and carriers authorized to provide separate but equal 

accommodations. 

Section 301 (31c): Unlawful to willfully refuse or fail to comply with any reasonable rule, regulation or directive; 

penalty is $500 maximum. . . . 

GEORGIA 

Railroads (ch. 18–2, secs. 205 through 210, inclusive) 



Section 205: There shall be equal accommodations for all. 

Section 206: The equal accommodations shall be in separate cars or compartments of single car, the amount of space 

set aside to be reflective of the usual proportion of races in travel at that place. 

Section 207: The conductor will assign separate places (to the extent practicable); the conductor is given the police 

power to carry this out. 

Section 208: When a passenger has been assigned an accommodation, he must stay there. The conductor and others 

of the traincrew have the power to eject passengers. 

Section 209: Nurses and servants are exempted from the provisions of this act. 

Section 210: This separation must be maintained on sleeping cars also. Car officials have the power to require and 

maintain this separation and have the power to punish if the public does not maintain it. 

Buses (title 68, chs. 5 and 6, secs. 513 and 616) 

Section 513: Lines may carry colored or white or both in separate vehicles or on same vehicles under conditions set 

forth by the Georgia Public Service Commission. 

Section 616: Same general provisions as 513. . . . 

 


