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1. Luther Standing Bear, a member of the Lakota Tribe (1879) 
.. At the age of eleven years, ancestral life for me and my people was most abruptly ended 

without regard for our wishes, comforts, or rights in the matter. At once I was thrust into an alien world, 
into an environment as different from the one into which I had been born as it is possible to imagine, to 
remake myself, if I could, into the likeness of the invader.  

By 1879, my people were no longer free, but were subjects confined on reservations under the 
rule of agents. One day there came to the agency a party of white people from the East. Their presence 
aroused considerable excitement when it became known that these people were school teachers who 
wanted some Indian boys and girls to take away with them to train as were white boys and girls.  

I could think of no reason why white people wanted Indian boys and girls except to kill them, 
and not having the remotest idea of what a school was, I thought we were going East to die. But so well 
had courage and bravery been trained into us that it became a part of our unconscious thinking and 
acting…Thus, in giving myself up to go East I was proving to my father that he was honored with a 
brave son…  

At last at Carlisle [an Indian Boarding School]…the "civilizing" process began. It began with 
clothes. Never, no matter what our philosophy or spiritual quality, could we be civilized while wearing 
the moccasin and blanket. The task before us was not only that of accepting new ideas and adopting 
new manners, but actual physical changes and discomfort had to be borne uncomplainingly until the 
body adjusted itself to new tastes and habits. Our accustomed dress was taken and replaced with 
clothing that felt cumbersome and awkward… 

We longed to go barefoot, but were told that dew on the grass would give us colds. That was a 
new warning for us, for our mothers had never told us to beware of colds, and I remember as a child 
coming into the tipi with moccasins full of snow. Unconcernedly I would take them off my feet, pour out 
the snow, and put them on my feet again without any thought of sickness, for in that time colds…[and] 
bronchitis were unknown. But we were soon to know them. 

Then, red flannel undergarments were given us for winter wear, and for me, at least, discomfort 
grew into actual torture. I used to endure it as long as possible, then run upstairs and quickly take off 
the flannel garments and hide them. When inspection time came, I ran and put them on again, for I 
knew that if I were found disobeying the orders of the school I should be punished. My niece once asked 
me what it was that I disliked the most during those first bewildering days, and I said, "red 
flannel."…But that was part of the transformation process and in some mysterious way long hair stood in 
the path of our development. For all the grumbling among the bigger boys, we soon had our heads 
shaven. How strange I felt! Involuntarily, time and time again, my hands went to my head, and that 
night it was a long time before I went to sleep.  

Almost immediately our names were changed to those in common use in the English language. 
Instead of translating our names into English and calling Zinkcaziwin, Yellow Bird, and Wanbli K'leska, 
Spotted Eagle, which in itself would have been educational, we were just John, Henry, or Maggie, as the 
case might be. I was told to take a pointer and select a name for myself from the list written on the 
blackboard. I did, and since one was just as good as another, and as I could not distinguish any 
difference in them, I placed the pointer on the name Luther. I then learned to call myself by that name 
and got used to hearing others call me by it, too.  

Of all the changes we were forced to make, that of diet was doubtless the most injurious, for it 
was immediate and drastic. White bread we had for the first meal and thereafter, as well as coffee and 
sugar. Had we been allowed our own simple diet of meat, either boiled with soup or dried, and fruit, with 
perhaps a few vegetables, we should have thrived. But the change in clothing, housing, food and 
confinement combined with lonesomeness was too much, and in three years nearly one half of the 
children from the Plains were dead and through with all earthly schools. In the graveyard at Carlisle 
most of the graves are those of little ones. . . 
 
2. Thomas J. Morgan, Indian Commissioner (1892) 
 We must either fight the Indians, or feed them, or educate them.  To fight them is cruel; to feed 
them is wasteful; to educate them is humane, economic, and Christian.  We have forced upon them – I 
use the term not in any offensive sense – citizenship, and we are limiting severely the period of 
preparation.  Unless they can be educated for the proper discharge of their duties and for the enjoyment 
of their privileges as citizens, they will fail to be properly benefited by the boon that we are conferring 
upon them…The schools are open, they offer to them every facility for learning English, they offer them 
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free board, free tuition, free clothing, free medical care.  Everything is freely offered, they are urged to 
come, but they refuse; and there is growing up, under the shadow of these institutions of learning, a 
new generation of savages.  We are confronted, then, with this simple proposition: Shall we allow the 
growth of another generation of barbarians, or shall we compel the children to enter these schools to be 
trained to intelligence and industry?... 
 Let me illustrate: At Fort Hall in Idaho, where the Shoshones and the Bannacks are, there is a 
school population of about two hundred and fifty.  The people are degraded.  They wander about in the 
mountains…They live in a beastly way (I use the term thoughtfully, I have seen it); and they are 
refusing to send their children to school… 
 In Fort Yuma the Indians live in the sand, like lizards, and have ‘til recently gone almost naked.  
They send their children to the school ‘til they reach the age of ten or eleven years.  They are out, the 
girls roaming at will in that vicinity, the boys loafing about the miserable village…wearing their hair long 
and going back to the ways of the camp…Now the question for me is, shall I compel those children to 
enter school, to receive a preparation for citizenship? 
 At San Carlos are the Apaches, who are regarded as the most vicious of the Indians with whom 
we have to deal…The conditions on that reservation are simply deplorable…These people decline to send 
their children to school; but I have within the last twelve months taken from that reservation about two 
hundred of them.  They are today well fed and properly clothed, are happy and contended, and making 
good progress.  Did I do right? 
 …We have provided these schools for the benefit of the children, not primarily for our own 
benefit.  We have done it in order that they may be brought into relationship with the civilization of the 
nineteenth century.  It is an expression of the sentiment that is generated here on these mountains.  It 
comes, I believe, from God.  Now, then, the question is simply, shall we say that after having made this 
abundant provision and having offered it to the children, we will allow those who are still savages in 
their instincts, barbarians in their habits, rooted to their conservatism, - that we will allow to keep their 
children out of these institutions of learning, in order that they may be prevented from becoming like 
white men and women? 
 I say, No; and I say it for these reasons: we owe it to these children to see to it that they shall 
have the advantages of these schools.  We owe it to their children that are to come after them that they 
shall be born of educated parents, and not of savages.  We owe it to the old people themselves.  The 
most pitiful things that I have been confronted with on the Indian reservations are the old men and old 
women, wrinkled, blind, and wretched, living on the ash-heap, having no care with no protection, turned 
out to die…We owe it to these people to educate their children, so that they can go back to their homes 
and take care of the fathers and mothers who are no longer able to take care of themselves.  We owe it 
to ourselves.  We have undertaken to do this work: we have laid aside sentiment; we have laid aside 
everything except regard for the welfare of the children, and simply said, this thing ought to be done.  
Now, I say the one step remaining is for us to say that it shall be done. 
 
3. Roosevelt Corollary to the Monroe Doctrine (1904) 

It is not true that the United States feels any land hunger or entertains any projects as regards 
the other nations of the Western Hemisphere save such as are for their welfare. All that this country 
desires is to see the neighboring countries stable, orderly, and prosperous. Any country whose people 
conduct themselves well can count upon our hearty friendship. If a nation shows that it knows how to 
act with reasonable efficiency and decency in social and political matters, if it keeps order and pays its 
obligations, it need fear no interference from the United States.  

Chronic wrongdoing, or an impotence which results in a general loosening of the ties of civilized 
society, may in America, as elsewhere, ultimately require intervention by some civilized nation, and in 
the Western Hemisphere the adherence of the United States to the Monroe Doctrine may force the 
United States, however reluctantly, in flagrant cases of such wrongdoing or impotence, to the exercise 
of an international police power. If every country washed by the Caribbean Sea would show the progress 
in stable and just civilization which with the aid of the Platt amendment Cuba has shown since our 
troops left the island, and which so many of the republics in both Americas are constantly and brilliantly 
showing, all question of interference by this Nation with their affairs would be at an end.  

Our interests and those of our southern neighbors are in reality identical. They have great 
natural riches, and if within their borders the reign of law and justice obtains, prosperity is sure to come 
to them. While they thus obey the primary laws of civilized society they may rest assured that they will 
be treated by us in a spirit of cordial and helpful sympathy. We would interfere with them only in the 
last resort, and then only if it became evident that their inability or unwillingness to do justice at home 
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and abroad had violated the rights of the United States or had invited foreign aggression to the 
detriment of the entire body of American nations. It is a mere truism to say that every nation, whether 
in America or anywhere else, which desires to maintain its freedom, its independence, must ultimately 
realize that the right of such independence can not be separated from the responsibility of making good 
use of it.  
 
4. Latin American Response to Roosevelt Corollary (1943) 

No document has proved more harmful to the prestige of the United States in the Western 
Hemisphere [than the Roosevelt Corollary]. No White House policy could be more distasteful to Latin 
Americans--not even, perhaps, outspoken imperialism. Latin Americans are usually inclined to admire 
strength, force, a nation muy hombre [very manly]. This was imperialism without military 
glamour…Moreover, it was a total distortion of the original message. Monroe's Doctrine was defensive 
and negative: defensive, in that it was essentially an opposition to eventual aggression from Europe; 
negative, in that it simply told Europe what it should not do--not what the United States should do. 

The Monroe Doctrine of later corollaries became aggressive and positive; aggressive, because, 
even without actual European attack, it urged Unites States "protection" of Latin America--and that was 
outright intervention; positive, because instead of telling Europe what not to do, it told the United States 
what it should do in the Western Hemisphere. From a case of America vs. Europe, the corollaries made 
of the Doctrine a case of the United States vs. America.  President Monroe had merely shaken his 
head, brandished his finger, and said to Europe, "Now, now, gentlemen, if you meddle with us, we will 
not love you any more," while Teddy Roosevelt, brandishing a big stick, had shouted, "Listen, you guys, 
don't muscle in--this territory is ours. 

In still another corollary, enunciated to justify United States intervention [in Santo Domingo], the 
same Roosevelt said: “It is far better than this country should put through such an arrangement 
[enforcing fulfillment of financial obligations contracted by Latin American states] rather than to allow 
any foreign country to undertake it.”  To intervene in order to protect: to intervene in order to prevent 
other from so doing.  It is the “Invasion for Protection” corollary, so much in the limelight recently, in 
other parts of the world. 
 
5. Victoria Woodhull on a Woman’s Duty (1871) 

Many are the tales of horror and brutal violence that have been related of negro slavery, where 
the lash of the driver was depicted until their hearers almost felt its stings in their own flesh, and almost 
the red streams flowing down their own backs, and these appealed to the souls of men and women until 
they were ready to do whatever was need to destroy a monster that could cause such suffering to a 
single human being.  But I am fully convinced that all the suffering of all the Negro slaves combined, is 
as nothing in comparison to that which women, as a whole, suffer.  There were several millions of Negro 
slaves.  There are twenty millions of women slaves.  The Negroes were dependent upon their masters 
for all the comforts of life they enjoyed; but it was to the interest of their masters to give them all of 
these that health demanded.  Women are as much dependent upon men for their sustenance as were 
the Negroes upon their masters, lacking the interest that they had in the Negroes as personal property.   
 It is an unpleasant thing to say that women, in many senses, are as much slaves as were the 
Negroes, but if it be true, ought it not to be said?  I say, a thousand times, yes!  And when the slavery 
to which they are subjected is compared to that which the Negro endured, the demands for its 
consideration increases again, still a thousand times more. 
 Perhaps it may be denied that women are slaves, sexually, sold and delivered to man.  But I tell 
you, as a class, that they are, and the conclusion cannot be escaped.  Let me convince all doubters of 
this.  Stand before me, all ye married women, and tell me how many of you would remain mistresses of 
your husbands’ homes if you should refuse to cohabit sexually with them?  Answer ye this, and then tell 
me that ye are free, if ye can!  I tell ye that you are the sexual slaves of your husbands, bound by as 
terrible bonds to serve them sexually as ever a negro was bound to serve his owner, physically; and if 
you don’t quite believe it, go home and endeavor to assert your freedom, and see what it will lead!  You 
may not be made to feel the inevitable lash that followed rebellion on the part of the Negro, but even 
this is not certain; yet lashes of some sort will surely be dealt.  Refuse to yield to the sexual demand of 
your legal master, and ten to one he will turn you into the street, or in lieu of this, perhaps, give you 
personal violence, even to compelling you to submit by force.  Tell me that wives are not slaves!  As well 
might you have done the same of the Negroes, who, as the women do not, did not realize their 
condition! 
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 …For my part I would rather be the labor slave of a master, with his whip cracking continually 
about my ears, my whole life, then the forced sexual slave of any man a single hour; and I know that 
every women who has freedom born in her soul will shout in deepest and earnest response to this – 
Amen!  I know what it is to be both these.  I have traveled the city pavements of New York in mid-
winter, seeking employment, with nothing on my feet except an old pair of…shoes, and a 
common…dress only to cover my body, while the man who called me wife and who made me his sexual 
slave, spent his money upon other women.  I am not speaking whereof I know not.  My case may be 
thought an extreme one, but I know of thousands even worse… 
 Would to Heaven I could thunder these facts forth until women should be moved by a 
comprehension of the low degradation to which they have fallen, to open rebellion; until they should rise 
en masse and declare themselves free, resisting all sexual subjection, and utterly refusing to yield their 
bodies up to man, until they shall grant them perfect freedom.  It was not the slaves themselves who 
obtained their own freedom.  It was their noble white brother of the North, who, seeing their condition, 
and realizing that though they were black, still that they were brothers, sacrificed themselves for the 
time to emancipate them…it must be those who know and appreciate the terrible condition, who must, 
for the time, sacrifice ourselves, that their sisters may come to themselves and to own themselves. 
 Go preach this doctrine, then, ye who have the strength and the moral courage: No more sexual 
intercourse for men who do not fully consent that all women shall be free, and who do not besides this, 
also join the standard of the rebellion… 
 
6. Congressman Frank Clark on Segregation (1908) 
 On last Sunday afternoon an old Negro man living in this city came to my office and spent the 
afternoon with my wife and myself, and I have not spent a more pleasant afternoon for years.  
[Applause] He belonged to my father, and he was the first human being that ever carried me out in the 
yard after my birth.  [Applause]…I love that old Negro man and…in a contest between him and others, in 
a physical contest, I would be found by his side protecting and defending him.  [Renewed applause] 
 Mr. Chairman, the question raised by the amendment [to segregate street cars in Washington, 
D.C.] offered by the gentleman from Alabama [Congressman Heflin] is purely a question of disposing of 
a situation in such manner as will lessen the friction between the races.  The adoption of that 
amendment will not discriminate against the Negro race, nor will it [be] to the advantage of the white 
race alone.  It will…benefit…both races.  It is not intended by the gentleman from Alabama as an attack 
upon the negro, nor is it an attempt by that gentleman, or by any of us who support it, to deprive the 
Negro of a single right which he has under the law of the land.  On its very face it provides equal 
accommodation for both races on the street cars in the Capitol city of this Republic…It is idle to call this 
amendment a discrimination against the Negro.  Where in is the discrimination, yet gentlemen seize 
upon it as an excuse to arraign the people of an entire section of this country for alleged wrongs to the 
Negro race.  Is this fair?... 
 While on this phase of the subject, Mr. Speaker, I desire to refer to the unsupported, bald 
declarations of gentlemen that Negroes are not supplied with accommodations equal to those furnished 
to white people upon railroads in the South.  Why gentlemen will persist in these statements I cannot 
understand.  Let me suggest something here that in all probability these gentlemen have never thought 
of.  On our Florida railroads – and I presume it is the same in other  
southern States – the cars furnished for Negro passengers are just as good as those furnished for white 
passengers.  I am free to admit, however, that they do not long remain as good, as comfortable, and as 
clean as do those set apart for white passengers.  You will not have to search long for the reasons of 
this change.  The average Negro is perfectly happy when he finds himself eating a watermelon or going 
on a railroad excursion.  The railroad companies in the South cater to this weakness of the Negro for 
riding on trains and scarcely a week passes in the summer time that a Negro excursion is not “pulled 
off” in every neighborhood.  They flock to these excursion trains by thousands and of course the cars set 
apart for the Negroes on the regular passenger trains are used for negro excursions.   
 Imagine a nice, new passenger coach, packed with dirty filthy Negroes…in midsummer, and you 
can readily understand why that car does not long remain as good, as clean, and as desirable as a 
similar car occupied exclusively by white travelers.  It is said…that on one occasion a certain Northern 
gentleman asked him if there was very much a difference in the instincts of a “nagger” and a white man.  
Sam replied that he didn’t know as to that, but of one thing he was absolutely sure, and that was that 
there was a vast difference in the “out stinks” of the two… 
 The position which we of the South occupy on this question is not one of hostility to the Negros.  
It is one of patriotic love for our own race.  We would not destroy the Negro, but we would preserve the 
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Caucasian.  We will do the black man no harm, and we will not allow him to harm the white man.  
Members of Congress who are dependent upon a few negro votes in order to retain their seats in this 
body, a few long haired negophilists in various sections of the country, and a lot  of short-haired white 
women who disgrace both their race and sex, may rant of injustice and wrong to the end of time, but 
they had as well realize now as at any other time that no matter what the cost or how great the 
sacrifice, we shall under any and all circumstance maintain the integrity of our race and preserve our 
civilization. 
 If God Almighty had intended these two races to be equal, He would have so created them.  He 
made the Caucasian of handsome figure, straight hair, regular features high brow, and superior intellect.  
He created the Negro, giving him black skin, kinky hair, thick lips, fat nose, low brow, low order of 
intelligence, and repulsive features.  I do not believe that these differences were the result of either 
accident or mistake on the part of the Creator.  I believe He knew what he was doing, and I believe He 
did just what He wanted to do. 
 We believe in God, and we are willing to accept His work for just as it fell from His hands.  But 
these people who profess to believe that a “white man may be as good as a Negro if the Negro man 
behaves himself” are not satisfied with God’s work in the regard.  They are quite sure that they can 
make a better job of it than did the Creator.  I believe He knew what He was doing, and I believe He did 
just what He wanted to do. 
 …This is our country, as it was the country of our fathers.  The country of the white man, not the 
home of the mongrel.  It will always be the white man’s country.  If the black man and the yellow man 
each desire to remain with us, occupying the sphere in life for which God Almighty intended each, let 
them do so.  If not content with that, then let them go elsewhere. 
  
7. Woodrow Wilson’s War Message (1917) 

With a profound sense of the solemn and even tragical character of the step I am taking and of 
the grave responsibilities which it involves, but in unhesitating obedience to what I deem my 
constitutional duty, I advise that the Congress declare the recent course of the Imperial German 
Government to be in fact nothing less than war against the Government and people of the United 
States; that it formally accept the status of belligerent which has thus been thrust upon it, and that it 
take immediate steps not only to put the country in a more thorough state of defense but also to exert 
all its power and employ all its resources to bring the Government of the German Empire to terms and 
end the war… 

We are accepting this challenge of hostile purpose because we know that in such a government, 
following such methods, we can never have a friend; and that in the presence of its organized power, 
always lying in wait to accomplish we know not what purpose, there can be no assured security for the 
democratic governments of the world. We are now about to accept gage of battle with this natural foe to 
liberty and shall, if necessary, spend the whole force of the nation to check and nullify its pretensions 
and its power. We are glad, now that we see the facts with no veil of false pretence about them, to fight 
thus for the ultimate peace of the world and for the liberation of its peoples, the German peoples 
included: for the rights of nations great and small and the privilege of men everywhere to choose their 
way of life and of obedience. The world must be made safe for democracy. Its peace must be planted 
upon the tested foundations of political liberty. We have no selfish ends to serve. We desire no 
conquest, no dominion. We seek no indemnities for ourselves, no material compensation for the 
sacrifices we shall freely make. We are but one of the champions of the rights of mankind. We shall be 
satisfied when those rights have been made as secure as the faith and the freedom of nations can make 
them… 

It is a distressing and oppressive duty, gentlemen of the Congress, which I have performed in 
thus addressing you. There are, it may be, many months of fiery trial and sacrifice ahead of us. It is a 
fearful thing to lead this great peaceful people into war, into the most terrible and disastrous of all wars, 
civilization itself seeming to be in the balance. But the right is more precious than peace, and we shall 
fight for the things which we have always carried nearest our hearts -- for democracy, for the right of 
those who submit to authority to have a voice in their own governments, for the rights and liberties of 
small nations, for a universal dominion of right by such a concert of free peoples as shall bring peace 
and safety to all nations and make the world itself at last free. To such a task we can dedicate our lives 
and our fortunes, everything that we are and everything that we have, with the pride of those who know 
that the day has come when America is privileged to spend her blood and her might for the principles 
that gave her birth and happiness and the peace which she has treasured. God helping her, she can do 
no other. 
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8. Zechariah Chafee on Free Speech 
 Never in the history of our country, since the Alien and Sedition laws of 1798, has the meaning 
of free speech been the subject of such sharp controversy as today.  Over two hundred prosecutions and 
other judicial proceeding during the war, involving speeches, newspaper articles, pamphlets, and books 
have been followed since the armistice by a widespread legislative consideration of bills punishing the 
advocacy of extreme radicalism… 
 The courts have treated opinions as statements of fact, and then condemned them as false 
because they differed from the President’s speech or the resolution of Congress declaring war.  They 
have made it impossible for an opponent of the war to write an article or even a letter in a newspaper of 
general circulation, because it will be read in some training camp where it might cause insubordination, 
or interfere with military success.  He cannot address a large audience, because it is liable to include a 
few men in uniform; and some judges have held him punishable if it contains men between eighteen 
and forty-five…because what is said to mothers, sisters, and sweethearts may lessen their enthusiasm 
for the war, and “our armies in the field and our navies upon the seas can operate and succeed only so 
far as they are supported and maintained by the folks and home.”... 
 It may be questioned, too, how much has actually been gained.  Men have been imprisoned, but 
their words have not ceased to spread.  The poetry in the masses was excluded from the mails only to 
be given a far wider circulation in two issues of the Federal Reporter.  The mere publication of the…, “I 
am for the people and the Government is for the profiteers,” was considered so dangerous to the morale 
of the training camps that she was sentence to ten years in prison, and yet it was repeated by every 
important newspaper in the country during the trial.  There is an unconscious irony in all suppression… 
 Those who gave their lives for freedom would be the last to thank us for throwing aside so lightly 
the great traditions of our race.  Not satisfied to have justice and almost all the people with our cause, 
we insisted on an artificial unanimity of opinion behind the war.  Keen intellectual grasp of the 
President’s aims by the nation at large was very difficult when the opponents of his idealism ranged 
unchecked, while the men who urged greater idealism went to prison.  In our efforts to silence those 
who advocated peace without victory, we prevented at the very start that vigorous threshing out of the 
fundamentals which might today have saved us from a victory without peace.  
 


