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PREFACE

Arthur W, Mitchell, the first black Democrat elected to
‘the House of Representatives, assumed office in the depression
years. Although economic rellef was the paramount goal for
the black community, the Afro-Americans also had hopes of polit-
ical and soclal equality. With the current dispute over "black
power movements," an investigetion of Mitchell as a policymaker
is a more germane study than it would have been before.

This thesis will examine how & black politlcian viewed
racial discrimination during the New Deal Era from 1934 to 1942.
Elected in a bil-raciesl district, Mitchell found himself in a
unique position, but that position also created criticism from
black leaders, black-edited newspapers, his constituents and
NAACP, It is therefore imperative that the writer include in
her thesis the historical background of the kegro prior to the
New Deal as well as an analysis of the Negro's changing polit-
ical thought during the twentlieth century. The focal point of
this essay, however, will be on how Arthur W, Mitchell attempted
to elevate his race 1n American society through legislation.,

Sources to be used in assessing !iltchell's contribution
to his race will be hils private papers, newspapers, Chicago's

voting results, ths Congressional Record and relevant secondary

material.
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CHAPTEZR I
HISTORICAL BACKGROUND OF THE PERIOD
The Negro Prior to the New Deal

The Negro population of Chicago increased progressively
after the Civil War with the greatest influx beginning at the
time of World War I. A growing need for labor, curtailment of
immigrstion end southern crop failure encouwraged the movement
of rural blacks to Chicago.1 Economic deprivation was the
major impetus for the black migratlion to the urban metropolis,
but gradually this motivation became "a flight to freedom from
the post-Reconstruction caste-system."2 Advert isementa, fre-

quently appearing in the black edited Chicago Defender, became

the medla between the sharecropper and the urban world, By

the 1§90's more than 2,000,000 blacks had abandoned the farm

for the Northern ghettos.3
Because the rallroads through Chicago serviced all Southern

states, the clty soon had a rapidly increasing black population.LL

1R1ta Gordon, "Change in the Politlcal Alignmert of
Chicago's Negroes during the New Deal," Journal of American
History, LVI (December, 1969), 585.

2Arnold Sehuchter, White Power, Black Freedom: Plan-
ning the Puture of Urban America (Boston: BDeacon Preas, 1968),
P. 55,

BLerone Bennett, Jr., Confrontation: Black and White
(Chicago: Johnson Publishing Co., 1965), P. 1il.

uThe writer will use the terms black and FNegro inter-
changeably.



2

By 1930 blacks constituted 23 percent of the total population,5
but they were largely confined to the near North, West and South
sidgs of Chicago, although over half of them lived in two wards.6
The solidarity of the ghetto offered political opportunity to the
Negro; it slso afforded the white politiclans a potential bloc
vote. Because of the factionalism in the Republican Party in
1927, William Thompson used the vote of the Hegro Community to
secure his election as Mayor. In return for thelr votes, he as-
sured them jobs and protection.7 A few blacks were elected and
appolnted to city govermment positions during his administration,
but Mayor Thompson and local party politiciens opposed full parti-
cipation of blacks in Chicago politics. Blacks, however, en-
visioned fulllparticipation Including the election of federal
officials. To echieve this, several obstacles had to be over-
come. One obvious obstacle was HMartin Madden, a white Congress-
man from the First District. Elected with bi-racial support,

he had held office for 2, years, during which time he kept most
of his constituents saetisfied by financially asssisting black
busineases.s Discontent among black leaders gradually surfaced
when Williem Dawson, & spokesman for the black Cormmunity, was

the first to challenge Madden. During the 1928 Congressional

SSamual Lubell, Future of American Politics (New York:
Harcourt, Brace and World, 196L), p. 38.

6Jun1ua Wood, Negro in Chicago (Chicago: Chicago News
Publication, 1916), p. 6. See IPPenﬁfx I for a map of the blaok
wards of Chicago.

Tst. Cleir Drake and Horace Clayton, Black Metropolis:
A Study of Negro Life in & Northern City (New York: Harcourt,
Brace and world, 7, pP. 346,

BHenry Lee Moon, Balance of Power: Negro Vote (Garden
City, New York: Doubleday and Go., 1948), p. 78.




Campaign, Dawaon questioned a white man's ability to hendle af-
faira fdr blacks and stated that he was more qualified to meet
his pesople's needs than the incumbent. Dawson was black and e
resident of the Firat District; Msdden was neither. Dawson
received only 29 percent of the votes cast in the primary slec-
‘tion, dut it was enough to concern the Republican Party. Mayor
Thompson tried to project the future meaning of the election
returns to a meeting of several hundred white Chieagoans, "In
a few years," he commented, "a Negro might go to Congress and
after serving twenty years become chairman of & powerful finsan-
clal oomm&tteo."g It created bitterness in the audience.

The Republican Party's concern over the rising populsrity
of black lemders and their inability to provide a candidate was
terporarily solved when Medden suddenly died, Dawson was ex-
pected to £111 the position left dy Madden's deeth, but a more
experienced black politician, Oscar De Priest, came forth,

De Priest, a ward conmitteeman and member of the nominsting
cormittee for Congressmen, expressed his desire to be a candi-
date to both the committes and the Mayor. Due to De Priest’s
support of Martin Madden and racisl factionalism in the previous
Firast District primaries, his request was granted.lo Oscar De
Priest won the liovember slections and became Chicago's first
black Congressman,

De Priest's election encouraged the blacks to again vote
Republican in the 1931 election, The incumbent Mayor Thompson

‘Ipid., p. 79.

loﬁdulrd T+ Clayton, Negro Politician: His Success snd
Failure (Chicago: Johnson ?§§§Ishing To.s 1961L), D, BlI.
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was beling challenged by Democrat iAnton Cermsk. Throughout the
carpalgn, Republicans described Thompson in the black community
as ths public servant; Cermak, the public maater.ll The Repub=~
licans continued to promise jobs while the Democrats remained
silent. The career of Willlism Thompson illustrates the loss of
-the Republican Party's power in Chicago. Democrata labeled
Thompson "The Negro Candidate", and in a cartoon depicted him
driving a train filled with hundreds of Wegroes haeading for
Chicago.la The cartoon created fear within the white community
end therefore assisted in the election of Cermak.

Prior to Cermak'!s electlion a strong political machine
had not developed in Chicago. Because Chlcago had numerous
factions, administrative departments, raclal cross-cwrrents,
and fighting personalities, politiciens declded that a power~
ful machine was necessary to control the complex political
structure.l3 Patronage to all ethnic groups wae to be part of
this system., Even the Hegroes were to be arganized into "sub-
machines", Lt Although Mayor Cermak was assassinated shortly
after taking office, he left & strengthened political organiza-
tion to his successor, Zdward Kelly. It was 1in the latter's
edministration thet Arthuxr W, iitchell became a well~-known
politician,

11Drake, p. 351. 12(:-<:u:'c'ion, p. 588,

13wg elly-Yash Political Machine," Foprtune, XIV (August,
1936), L6- 52.

lhEdward Banfield and James Willson, City Politics
(Cambridge, Massachusetts: Harvard University P%ess, I§5;5
Pp. 304-5, According to these authors, the Negro Machine be-
gan in 1932 with Michael Sheed's election and was completed
when William Dawson replaced Joseph Tittenger.
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_Economic, social and political forces terminated Negro
lbyalty to the Republican Party. The great depression, the de-
clining interest of the Republicans in the Negro, and the growing
awareness of Negroes' potentlal vote by the Demoocratas caused the
shift of black party association.’® A turning of the political
‘tide &cross the nation in 1932 swept Franklin D, Roosevelt into
office. Jobs were scarce during the depression, and Negroes
being in the lowest economic class, were first to be affected.
Milliona of them were jobless and the Republican Party seemed
1ittle oonnornod.16 Roosevelt's programg attracted a large
Negro following with & hope for the future.

F.D.,R, 2aasumed the responsibility for the welfare of all
people. The most significant New Deal Programs to the blacks
weret TVA, WPA, CCC, AAA and public housing. Millions of blacks
recelived tralning and experience in these programs, but they were
often passed over for skilled jobs and many times were paid less
than the minimum wage. These programs assigned vast power to
local officials; therefore, discrimination was sasily introduced
at the 1oo§l govermment level, particularly in the South. EZven
with these deficiencies, most hlstorians agree that the New Deal
policies beneflited Negroes.

The growing relationship between Negroes and Democratic
Party was more visible than the declining Republican interest.
Opposition toward blacks was voleed to the selecting committee

15Elmer Henderson, "Political Changes among Negroes
during the Depression,” Sociel Forces, XIX (May, 1941), 538-46.

16

Clayton, P Sh-



because two Negross had been eleoted to represent Georgias at

the 1928 National Republican Convention. Roscoe Pickett, a
former national committeeman, suggested that another eleotion

be held to replace the blacks with whites. As a result, there
were two sets of elected delegates to the National Convention.

- To relieve local tension, the Georgila Convention decided to send
both sets of delegates to the Convention and let the National
Committee decide which set would represent Georgis.l7 To gain
white southerner's support, the National Committee ignored the
black leaders and seated the white delegates. The Negro news-

papers denounced the scheme snd expressed their aslleglance to

the Demoernta.la

With the proposed appointment. of Justice John J. Parker
to the U.S5, Supreme Court, President Hoover increased Negro
resentment against the Republican Party. Earlier in his career,
Justice Parker was Quoted as saying, "The participation of the
Negro in politics was a source of evil and danger to both
races.“l9 The NAACP asked the President to withdraw Parker's
nomination, The President refused, but the U.S, Senate refused
to confirm the appointment. As the raclal tenslons became more
acute, the Democrats urged their future candidates to cempaign

for & "Promise of no discrimination on the basis of race and

17w1lliam Nowlin, The Negro in American National Politics
(Boston: Stanford, 1931), pp. 64~b5. At the Democratic Conven-
tion the only black delegate had been segregated by a chicken
wire.

leLoule E. Lomax, The Negro Revolt (New York: New American
Library, 1962), p. 240.

19Benjam1n Quarles, Negro in the Making of America (lew
York: Macmillan, 1967), p. §§§ I the southern white Democrats
would vote Republican, Herbert Hoover promised he would terminate
Negro patronage.




creed.” The shifting political affiliation of Negro leaders

on the national soene was reflected on the local level., Black
urban ghettos provided votes to the Republican Party prior to

the depression, but economie, socisl and political factors

caused blacks to transfer their loyslty to the Democratic Party.
But Democrats had to find the right black leader to attract the
black masses. It was within this context that Arthur W. Mitchell

rose to power,

Mitchell's Campaign of 193L

Different epochs in Negro history have produced varied
problems, solutions and types of leedership. The twentieth
century was & period of transition in Negro thought. The older
aristocratlc leaders were declining, but their ideas were still
very much a part of contemporary thought. The Congressional
Campaign in Chicago's First District in 1934 was significant
because it illustrated e changing party alliance for the black
community. The two prineipal candidates for office were Arthur
W. Mitchell and Oscar De Priest. Mitchell advocated the philos-
ophy of Booker T. Washington, while De Priest favored that of
W. E, B. Du Bois. 1In the caﬁpaign both men were vying for
political power and attempting to establish a racial philosophy
for the black community.

Mitchell was born in Roanoke, Alabama, 22 December 1883,
of ex-slave parents, He left home at 1l to reduce the family's
financial debt. He wslked 65 miles to Tuskegee Institute to
attend school, worked as Booker T, Washington's office boy, and
assimilated the master's philosophy. After greduation, he taught

school for seven years, founded an agrlicultural school, and later



studied law at Harvard and Columbia Universitlies. Mitchell
moved to Washington, D.C. in 1919 to practice law and trans-

r ferred his practice to Chicago in 1928, In Chicago he joined

the Republican Party, but followed the black leaders when they
shifted parties in late 1928.20

Mitchell deoided to become & candidate for the Democratic
nomination for Congress in the 1934 primary eleoction., IHarry
Baker, the Democratic machine candidate defeated him, but Baker
dled before the Hovember election. The nominating cormittee
met at the HMorrison Hotel to name A, W. Mitchell as Baker's
successor, Mitchell's supporters were soon vigorously spread-
ing propagenda about his qualificetions for office. John
McDuffle, Ward Commltteeman and enthusiastic endorser of
Mitchell, sent letters to James Farley, Chairman of the Demo-
cratic Convention, and HMayor Edward Xelly of Chicago request-
ing their support of Mitchell. MecDuffile wrote the latter that:

I do not know any colored man in the ecountry
who 18 a more active and loyal Demoorat. . . .
%here 1s 8 probabllity of hls succeedig§

acar De Priest. . . . I endorse him,

Farley and Xelly apparently had not supported Mitchell
in the primaries but with Baker's death Mitchell was the only
possible candidate that could seriously challengs the incumbent,
Cscar De Priest. McDuffie continued to introduce Mitchell to
party leaders, such as Patrick Nash, National Committeeman, who

in turn introduced him to Precinct Captains of the Second Werd.

20R1chard Bardolph, Negro Vanguard (New York: Random
House Publishing Co., 1959), pp. -8,

2lretter, John McDuffle to Edward Kelly, June 29, 1§33,
Chicago Historical Society, Mitchell's Papers, Box 1.



Hash's letter to Precirct Capteins of the Second Ward, reveals
his confidence in Mitchell's ability to attract votes, Nash
wrote:

I believe our choice should be Arthur W, Mitchell
who polled in the last election 6,813 votes, only
424 less than those polled by the late Mr. Baker.
We are certain that if Mitchell is named as candi-
date there will be no split in our ticket; and
there will be enough support from Republicans who
are displeased with the present cgggreasman to
make Mltchell's slection certain.

Mitchell himself appealed to lMayor Edward Kelly for
support. His request was expressed in terms of the advantages
a black politician would afford him as leader of the city as
well as for the Democratic Party. e indicated in a letter
to Xelly that professional black people would wish to visit
Chicago 8imply because that cityt!s leaders recognized minor-
ity leadership. This in turn would bring admiration to him,
the city and the Party that supported a black politician.
With the approval of Patrick Nash, the captains of the Second
Ward wrote Xelly that:

We as Democratic workers are intereated in

building up our vote and know that to reach

the mark set for us we must have the support

of the leaders downtown, l.e., center of poll-

tics in Chicago. We fesl that with the name

of only one colored man on our entire Demo-

cratic ticket, we are at a disadvantage to

the Republican opposition. . . . In filling

the vacancy of Harry Baker, we know that g

colored man of standing should be named. 2
With the endorsement of Patrick Nash, Joseph Tittenger, Second

Ward Cormitteeman, and Joseph Gesry, Fourth Ward Committeeman,

2210ttor, Patrick Nash to Precinct Captains of the
Second Ward, n.d., 1934, lMitchell's Pspers, Box 1.

23Letter, Second Werd Precinct Captalins to Edward felly,
n.d., 193L, Chicago Historical Soclety, Mitchellts Papers, Box 1.
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itchell's name was placed on the Democratic ballot for the
Hovember elsction. Mitchell had convinced the Democratic
machine that a black Congressman would have advantages for
the Party, but he had to persuade the electorate in the First
District that a black Democrat had more to offer them than a
Republican with experience.

The campalgn involved widespread "mudslinging." Both
perties used unscrupulous publicity to ensure thelr candi-
date's victory. The Democrats used both positive and negative
approaches in their campaign which were 1llustrated in their
hendbills. The positive handbllls stressed the necessity of
new leadership which HMitchell could provide.

The best interests of the Negro citlizens require

constructive social leadership of that new or-

der. . . . Mitchell 1s a politician of the new

order, . . « His election would help bring the

New Deal closer home Eﬁ Negroes of Chicago and

the country at large.

The negative approach struck at the wealkness of thse Republican
candidate. "lr., Voter: Is De Priest the same man who was twice
indicted for graft and corruption? Don't let the Republicans
fool you.“25

The Denocratic negative propaganda encouraged Chicagoans
to reevaluate their leader. Although De Priest was interested
in improving the Hegro's lot, he found himself involved in
declsions that even crossed Party lines at the neglect of his

original goal to assist the black commnity. Most voters of

the First District of Chicago were wllling to change Party

ahDemocratic National Handbill, 1934. See Appendixes
VII-X for other exXamples.

25114,
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affiliations. The Chicago World stated:

. « « The majority of colored people of the

First District are ssid to be tired of Oscar

De IFriest and want to see him replaced regard-

less of his party. The Democratic candildste

is in high favor with the people of Chicago.26

A Democratlc victory was predicted because of three
things in their favor:

1. There were three colored men on their ticket.

2. The President favored colored people. There-
fore the colored people would vote Democratic.

3. There 3§1ated dissension within the Republican
Party.

Although a Democratlc victory seemed certain, the Repub-
licans were unwilling to admit defeat. The politlcs of the
1930's was not a game for the timid, At best 1t was for the
skilled; at worst it was cold and ruthless.aa

The Republican candidate, Oscar De Priest, was an
experlenced politician. Shortly after his arrival in
Chicago, he was introduced to the city's machine politiecs.

‘le was elected to the Cook County Cormission In 1904, wes a
delegate to the Natlional Convention in 1908 and held several
local offices. The scene, however, was not the same in 193l.
The Republican politiclans had been replaced by the Democrats
on both natlonal and local levels. De Prilest'a candidacy was
a final attempt by the Republican machine to regain the confi-
dence of the ghetto blacks, A desperate attempt was made by
the black-edited newspapers, magazines and campalgn managers

to retaln blacks' fidellity to the Republican Perty.

26cni0sgo World, April 10, 193h.
271p14,, February 2, 1934.
28c1ayton, pp. 5L4-5.
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The newspapers &nd magazines printed articles stating
his loyalty to the black ecommunity, while the carmpalgn managers
reiterated it through the handbills, 3Similar to the Democrats,
the Republicans used negativism in thelr campaign literature.
They set out to equate the Democratic Party of 1934 with that of
the pre-Civil War days. Oscer De Prliest emphasized the loyelty
of Republicans to the Jegro cause, and denounced the Democrats.

After returning from a tour of the southern states, De Priest

reported that

When I was in Jew Orleans, I saw a sleve block
where they, the Democrats, bought and sold us
ag cattle. . . . Now the smame Democrats are
doing the same thing to the legroes here in
Chicago, The only difference is in the South,
they bought and sold us, while here they buy
and kick you.29

As the campaign sdvanced, the literature became pilercing.
A handbill, in letter form, was distributed freely throughout
the ghetto. It was a "friendly" appeal to the public to notice
the inconsistency in Mitchell's political career in contrast

with De Priest's uninterrupted loyalty to the Republican Party

end his role.

One Republicen who gave the support to our
President in his welfare program waes Oscar

De Prieat. , . . Oscar De Priest gave help
to Democrats as well as Republicans. Arthwr
W, Mitchell was a Republican most of his life
and if it were not for the deal of being
placed on the Democratgﬁ t icket, he would
8t11l be a Republican.

29Harold Gosnell, Negro Politician (Chicago: University

of Chicego Press, 1935), P. 201. De -rlest 1s quoted in this
text.
30

Republican National Handbill, 1934,
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Regerdless of newspapers and magazines' predictions,
both candidates expected victory. De Priest had confidence
in the o0ld power of the Republican Party, while Iiitchell was
confident thet the First District inhabitants were seeking to
join 8 new Party.31 The latter proved to be more correct, and
De Priest reluctantly conceded victory to liitchell on 3 XNovember
1934.32

Hitchell's election was based upon two factors -- the
black community's sdoption of a new affiliation and the schism
within the Republican Party on the local level. A quarrel
between Cscar De Prlest and Rufus i{ing, a black pollticlan,
over a local election contributed greatly to De Friest's de~
feat. De Priest had endorsed William Dawson, hls assistant,
over Xing for the position of Alderman., Rufus King acquired
the office, controlled the Second Ward, and refused to essgist
De Priest because of the previous incident. De Prlest could
not hope to be victorious without the votes of the Second Ward,33

The election indicated both a new trend and Interest on
the part of black citlzens in the First Diastrict. Approximately
30 percent more people voted in 193L than in 1928. Mitchell
secured 53 percent of the votes cast and De Priest received

L7 percent.3u The election returns indicated to the Democrats

31Afro-American, Merch 17, 193L4.

32396 Appendix IV for complete tabulation of the election
returns, ;

33

Gosnell, p. 190.
3L‘Chiea&go Tribune, November 8, 193L. For a complete
tatulation of the electlon returns, see Appendixes IIT and IV,




CHAPTER II
RACTAL THOUGHTS OF A CHANOGING S0OCIETY
Mitchell's Raclsl Thought

The role of the black politiclan in the Amerlcan politi-
cal system has caused confusion. Some people consider him a
spokesman for his race, others consider him just anocther rep-
resentative with no specific recial commitments. Arthur V.
Mitchell was elected to office during the transitlonal stage
of Kegro thought in twentieth century. As & result, he was
one of the most controversisl figures the black cormmunity has
produced. He was never a "popular" Congressman because he did
not display the vigor of his predecessor; yet he did strive
toward eradicating the injustices perpetumsted againat his
race. In analyzing his contributions to the progress of
blacks, one must consider his asttitudes on race relations
and how he appllied them durlng the YNew Deal Lra.

!Mitchell belonged basically to the traditional school
of Booker T. Washington. In a letter to the iayor of Roanocke,
4labama, he stated his views:

I am in thorough accord with his [Washington's]

theory of educetion and race reletions. I

believe that the Negro has a larger opportunity

to work out his problems in the_South thaen he
has anywhere else in the world.

lletter, Arthur W. itchell to Hayor of Roanoke, Alabama,
September L, 1937, Chicago !Hlstorical Soclety, illtchellts
Papers, Box 32.

15



17

under any previous administ.ration.6 According to nore radical
leaders, the lNew Deal only issued false hopes. Equality was not
a reallity when discrimination could be seen on govermment pro-
Jects, in legislation and executive orders. But most Negroes

of the 1930's would accept the leader, party and method that
promised effective progress toward equality.

Mltchell's intention was to be that leader, but his polit-
lcal career was threatened between Oscar De Priest and William
Dawson, who were both nore dynamic and radical leaders than him-
self. Vashington's treditional philosophy of segregation was not
relevant in the 1930's; therefore most black leaders advocated
integration. Mitchell belleved in a gradusl integration of the
Negro into American soclety; De Priest and Dawson advocated
immediate integration., The diverse views on integration created
dissension among the leaders in the black cormunity. The radical
leaders' response was to destroy the traditionel philosophy of
Washington indirectly through !Mitchell. Once this was accomplished
they could indoctrinate the black community with their philosophy
of demanding immediate integrastion. Attacking Mitchell, a closer
follower of Washington thaen themselves, would enable the militants
to repudiate Washington without ever mentioning him. Their plan
was to make lMitchell appear as though he were unconcerned about
black progress, when in reality, his actions only reflected his
moderate approach to politics. His moderate philosophy can be
11lustrated in:

6G11bert Osofsky, Burden of the Race: Documentary lHistory
of the Hegro-wWhite Relations in dmerica [Rew York: Harper and
HOW' I§67): P- ﬁé’
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1) Appointments to U.S. Naval Academy at Annapolis;
2) Segregation in restaurants; |
3) TPFranklin D, Roosevelt's appointment to Supreme Court:

4} Discriminastory factors in New Deal policles.

Appointments to Annapolis

A Congressman can propose appointments to the U,S5, Army
and Naval Academies. DBecause Chicago'!s Fiprst District composi-
tion was bi-racisl, Mitchell made the policy of alternating
recommendations‘accqrding to race. To his critics, this policy
linited the posaible number of "black appointees"” to the Academy
because they believed that a black Congressman would propose only
black candidates, Indifferent to the critics, he rigidly re-
tained the policy,., Whites also criticized his policy. HMitchell
refused to propose a name submitted by isyor Ldward Xelly be-
cause it was not a "white" candidate's turn., In a letter ad-
dresgsed to lMayor ZXelly, he tried to make the appointment policy
clear:

I have tried to make it plain that I have definitely

promised this appointment to a colored boy. . . . I

think you will understand how Important it 1s that

I keep my promise or I will Be embarrassed by my own

people in the fall election.

Other tensions resulted from his appointments. The Naval Academy's
alleged dlsmissal of black students caused racial discord.8 Two
cases demonstrate the point., IMidshipman James Lee Johnson had
been asked to resign from the Naval ‘cademy. Scholastic in-

sufficlency was gilven as the reason for his withdrawal. Belleving

7Lotter. Arthur W, Mitchell to Etdward Xelly, May 5, 1938,
Chicago Historical Soclety, liitchell's Papers, Box 38.

8cadets at West Point had also experienced discrimination,
but not to the extent of Annapolis.
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that the real cause for dismissal was racial, Mitchell took
political action when he was officielly informed of the inci-
dent. Through an agreement with President Roosevelt, Mitchell
directed the midshipman to remain at the Academy until a com-
plete investigation could be carried out.9

The Representative threatened Congreasional action re-
questing the Secretary of the Navy to transmit to the House
all records and papers pertaining to Midshipman J. L, Johnson
from the Academy.lo Mitchell's resolution was ineffective
because i1t did not alter the Academy's decision. After 8 com-
plete inquiry had been concluded, Johnson atill reasigned. It
did illustrate, however, that Mitchelldmade & sincere atterpt
to achieve Justice for Johnson because he belleved that the
Acgdemy had been uhfair, |

A aimilai case occurred six months later with Midship-
man George Trivers. ‘Onils July 1937, Trivers stated to the
Philadelphia Tribune that "1ll héaléh brought about by insults

and punishments at the hands of the white you.th"l1 was the
cause of his resignation from the Aeademy. Captain Todd,
Director of the Academy, and Mitchell considered the accusa-
tion of prejudiee to bs untrus. Todd observed in a report
"sent to Michell:

yashington Tribune, Februsry 20, 1937

lOU.S.. Congress, House, Representative Mitchell Spesk-
ing for the Resolution that the Navy Transmit sll Records of
Midshipmen to the House, 75th Cong., lst aess., February 23,
1937, Congressional Record, LXXXI, n.ps,

11pn1ledelphia Tribune, July 15, 1937.
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No unpleasantness of any kind had been reported

to me by Yidshipman Trivera, He has requested

to be excused from the Academy and stated as

his reason that he had discovered since enter-

ing the Agademy that he was unfit for Naval

service, 1t

. Captain Todd!'s report wes accepted, Mitechell regarded Trivers
a spineless, thoughtless youth who had put the whole race in an
unfavorable 11ght.13 Mitchell noted that there was no place in
America where blacks did not meet some degree of prejudice, but
it was their responeibility to change that by disproving the
existing storeotype.n*

Mitehell's critics, the NAACP and black-edited newspapers,
equated the names Trivers and Johnson with black. Because both
were Negroes, the critics believed Mitchell should have defended
them with equal vehsmenee, Iiitchell, however, saw no similari-
tiea. Johnson was & victim of clircumstances; Trivers took the
line of least resistance. As & result of the Triver's case,
Mitchell was accused of discriminating against the blacks and

therefore lost dblack approval,

Segregation in Restaurants

After Oscar De Priest and his friends had been refused
service in the House restsurant, he introduced a bill to terminate

segregation in publio restawrants, The bill, however, was not

1215tter, Captain Todd to Arthur W, Mitehell, July 6,
1937, Chicago Historical Soclety, Mitchell!'s Papers, Box 31I.

13Eastern Tennessee News, August S, 1937,

thetter, Apthur W, Mitchell to Clifford Dougles, July 29,
1937, Chicago Historical Seoclety, !Mitchell's Papers, Box 32.
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placed on the House Calendar until the 7i4th Congress when
De Priest was no longer a Representative. When the bill
reached the floor, Mitchell stated he viewed the matter too
inaignificant to warrant a Congressional debate., W. E. B,
Du Bois publicly denounced Mitchell as a racist in the
criﬂig.

He 1s not in Congreas to represent the Negro

race and does not intend to do so. As an

oevidence of this, he procesded to condemn

soundly the manly fight made in the last ses-

sion to have Negro Americans served in the

House restaurants, operated under the dome

of the U.,8. Capitol, with funds from all

people. . . . He 1s quoted as saylng thatl5

protest of race only makes matters worse.
Du Bois! statement gave critiocs added evidence to support
thelr theory that Mitohell wes not interested in promoting
social justice, iMitohell's position was one of realism,
He bellieved that there were more critical issues confront-
ing blacks than one individual's experience with prejudice,
such as re-enfranchising the Negroes of the South and im-

proving welfare of the race.

Bupreme Court Appointee

in the fall of 1937, Presmident Roosevelt nominated
Hugo Elack to be Assooiate Justice of the Supreme Court.
After his nomination, Black was accused of once having been
& member of the Xu Xlux Xlan. Roosevelt stated that he was
unaware of Black'!s past Klah affiliations, and he refused to

withdraw his name from nominntion.16 Mitchell heartily en-

ISCri 1s, February, 1935, pp. 48«9, Chicago Historical
Society, Mitchell's Papers, Box L.

léNewport lews, September 18, 1937.
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dorsed Black., Having observed Black several times, he found
h;m to be fair in his dealings with all races. Whatever
Black's past may have been, Mitchell did not think it made

him less qualified.’? He not only supported Black, he sent
him a letter of congratulations upon the acquisition of his
appolntment. Black responded with a astatement pralsing
Mit:chell.l8 For a white southerner in the 1930's to laud =
Negro would seem to indicate racial progress, but to Mitchell's
critics, the Congressman had betrayed his race.

In retrospect one might conclude that Arthur W,
Mitchell's racial philosophy was that of gradual integration,
but many of his actions were regarded as those of an "Uncle
Tam" because he did not always meet immediaste success.

Mitchell considered himself a ﬁbu Dealer, but to his critics
this was not a desirable position because of the discriminating

elements in the New Deal policies.

Disorimination in New Deal Policies
That Negroes shared in all New Deal Programs is an indis-

putable fact,19

but they shared to a lesser degree than whites,
There was dlscrimination against blacks in the New Deal PIro-
gram, such as Social Security, Federal Housing Act, TVA and

CCC. The Bocial 3eocurity Act discriminated indirectly against

1705;ghogg‘3ag;0. October 16, 1937.

18ratter, Justice Black to Arthur W. Mitchell, August 25,
1937, Chicago Historical Society, Mitchell's Papers, Box 21.

19Mabel Morsback, Negro in American Life (New York:
Harcourt, Brace and World, 557, p. 19L.
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thé Negroes because it excluded the Agricultural 1aborers.20
The Federal Housing Act, which insured mortgages for home
buyers, gave the government the power to prolong ghettos.
No Negro family who sought & home outside of & ghetto could
procure an FHA loan.21 On government projects at Norris and
Boulder Cilty, Negroes worked on the project with whites, but
they were not parmitted to reside in the same community.zz
There was considerable protest against the discrimina-
tion in the above projects, but the most vocal critlcism was
made against the CCC.23 Few Negro instructors or advisers
vwere appointed in the camps. Mitchell became cognizant of
this fact from camp officials and interested citizens.
Edward Jochnson of the Ll9th Infantry Reserves of Chicago,
urote him on 25 June that:
We, the Hegro Reserve Officers have not been
selected as official instructors or for ad~
ministrativa Quty. We appeal to you, our
reprasentative, to take action, so thet we
as Negro citizens and Reserve officers will

be selected as instrugbtors and for administra-
tive duty in the CCC,

20pgter M, Bergman, The Chronolozical History of the
Hegro in America (New York: Harper, Row Publlshing go., 1969),
P . ough large numbers of blacks left the South, the
majority of Negro population still resided on famms.

21143116 Fishel and Benjamin Quarles, The Negro American:
A Locumentary History (New Yorl: William Morrow end Co., 1967),
P. 4614,

221p1d., p. L63.

23John Salmond, "Civilian Conservation Corps and the
Negro," Journal of American History, LII (June, 1965), 75-88.

Zuletter, Edward Johnson to Arthur W, Mitechell, June §,
1935, Chicago Historical Soclety, Mitchell!'s Papers, Box 1l.
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The officers were not alone in observing the prejudice.
Citizens in southern states also reacted to the CCC. Willian
Kelso, an Alabama citizen, supplied the followlng information:

A few days ago therse was carried from the city of

Alexandria 250 to 300 white boys and not with-

standing that about 100 more of our boys gade

application, not one was accepted. . . .2
Mitchell'as reply to such reports was that:

« « » A tremendous mistake 1s being made by the

colored people who believe that every complaint

of injustice against them should be filed with
me, simply because I happen to be ecolored. . . .

26

The New Deal's policies were causing some dlscontent
among blacks. hile resentment was growing, Mitchell labored
unyleldingly for a greater appreciation of the President's
administration. To revive the enthusiasm of the Negroes,
Mitchell wrote an article for Omivon on the President's
concern for America's poor.

It seems that & program has been launched by

the government under the leadership of the

President by which the underprivileged, regard-

leas of race or color are to be given some

opportunity of life. . . . The HNew Dez} meant

not only equality but justice. . . .
Mitehell expanded this belief when he spoke bsfore the House on
13 August 1935. In his speech, he requested more communicetion
between all classes of people, The Congressman was fimmly con-

vinced that a lack of cormunication between blacks and whites,

251etter, Willlam Kelso to Arthur W. lMitchell, June 9,
1935, Chicago Historical Soclety, Mitchell's Papers, Box 11.

25l etter, Arthur W. Mitchell to H.S. Shepherd, July 17,
1935, Chicago Historical Soclety, Mitchell's Papers, Box 12.

27Omivon, Ocetober (n.d.), 193S.
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blacks and blacks, and New Dealers and anti-New Dealers was
inhibiting the netion's progress,

| A number of congressmen declared that "The New Dealers
did not design thelr programs spoéirically to improve the

n28 and 1t would be false to suggest that it

Negro's status,
essentially ohanged the Negrot's role in American society.
Mitehell, however, had been entangled in the aura of Roosevelt-
ism and firmly trusted that the Demooretic Party, 1ts leaders

and New Deal legislation would erase the color line. Disorimina-
tory factors were a reality, but so was the Negro'!'s progress
under the New Deal policies. Blacks were comparatively better
off economically and pelitically than they had been the previous
decade. It was for this reason that.Hitcﬁbll believed the
Negro's oppértunity to be through the New Deal, New Deal
legislation was not directly aimed at .improving the Negro.

Even Mitechell initiated only two pleces of legislation that
directly touched the black community, namely, the Anti-lynching
and Industrial Commission dills. The failure of these bllls
‘'were indicative of racism which existed in American nccioty,29
but alao bears witness to & black Congressmant's effort to
alevate the status of his race before that soclety in spite

of heavy ariticism.

28pita Gordon, "Chenge in the Political Alignment of
Chioagots Negro during the New Deal," Journal of American
History, LVI (December, 1969), 58L.

291b1d., p. 585.



CHAPTER ILI
MITCHELL'S ADMINISTRATIVE YBARS: 193L4-42

Despite the oriticism of Mitchell's inmbility to act as
a spokesmen for the black community, he dedicated himself in
Congreses to exposing the injustices perpetuated agalilnst the
Negro and sought to enlist the support of his white solleagues
on both sldes of the Mason«Dixon Line to assist him., In his
public statement as Congressman:

He promised to fight to wipe out racisl discrinme-

Inetion, said he would do 2ll he could to

eliminate idleness, re-enfranchise the Negroes

of the South and generally improve the welfare

of his race. In more specific terms he announced

that his work would concern Anti-lynching

legislation and Civil Service Reform.i

These goals could possibly be achieved in several ways,
but Mitochell shose moderation. Like al1ll Congressmsn, he had to
be a4 representative of his district. Since Mitchell represented
a bi-racial district, he ultimately had to have a racial program
whiech made him conoerned with ¢ivil rights legislation, Mitchell
expressed his position in this way:

I think the best contribution I can make toward

the solutlon of the race problem 1s to be as

good a Congressman as anyone on the floor of

the House,

I am not going to Congresé as a Negro with a

chip on my shoulder, thinking I am an inferlor
race and that every man's hand 1s against me,

1p1rmingham News, November 12, 1934. Also Washington Post,
January 26,*i%§5.‘an3 Chicago News, November 8, 193%.

26
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I'm going as an American citlzen entitled to my

rights, no more, no less., I'm going in as a

Representative of all people of my district.2

I was elected by the people of the First Congres-

sional District, both white and colored and my

first dutz is always to them, In a general wgy,

I expect to protect the interests of my race.

Because of Mitchell's unique position of being a black
Congresaman of a bl-racial district, conflicting images about
his politicel role arose throughout the nation'sz ghettos. Some
citizens considered him a black Representative, while others
consldered him the Representative of all blacks. Some dis-
trusted him, others endorsed him., R. W. Coleman, Pastor of
the Flrst African Baptist Church of New Orleans, E. P. Davis,
President of Howard University, and James Farley, National
Democratioc Committee Chairman, all expressed their hope for his
success, Coleman wrote, "I feel sure that the cause of the race
will be sustained by the full weight of your porsonality."h

Shortly after taking the oath of office, Mitchell made

several comments which caused black Americens to question hils

interest in them, On 5 January 1935, the Chicago Defender re-

ported that Mitchell declined an appointment to the House Dis~-
trict Coomittee. Many Negroes had been elated over the appoint-
ment because of the control the oconmittee had over the District
of Colu:nbia.S Later in the month at an informal meeting in the

2Columbus Advosate, May 18, 1935. See Appendix IX for
complete raclal composition of First District.

BEvanlng,Star, (Washington, D.C.), January 10, 1935,

hLetter, R. W. Coleman to Arthur W, Mitehell, November 30,
1934, Chicago Historical Soclety, Mitehell's Papers, Box 2.

Schicago Tribune, January 5, 1935. The composition of

the cormittee made a ack representative's presence powerless.
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District of Columblia, Mitehell explalined why he refuged the ap-
pointment. For him the committee afforded no opportunity for
racial progress. He therefore thought he could achieve more
for his constituents on a more Influential comnlittee. In his
conversation he ssserted that "He was not a,Negrb Representa-
tive who has to look after the welfare of the Negro population,

nb

nor would he be advised by them, The Chicego Defender re-

acted strongly to his position., "You were sent here [Washington]
by the Hegroes and therefore have an obligation to represent
them.“7 The black Republican leaders argued that the whites
had 434 represontdtives in Congréas, whereas the Hegroes had
only one. | |

Mitehelld held his initial premise thet he wae first a
Congressman &nd secondly a Hegro.a He was & black Representa=
tive, not & Representative of the blacks., He condemned his pred-
ecesaor's extremism and lmmediately became a target of the NA/CP
for hia compromising position on race relations.9 Mitchell
asgerted that the opposition's angry remasrks stemmed from
their having lost the last election. Osear De Priest had been

6Chioa o Defender, January 18, 1934. This newspaper had
a Republ¥can edItorial policy. HMaurice Rochelle, President of

the Democratic League of Delaware. assured Mitchell that it was
not the thinking of a1l blacks. In a letter dated 9 February
1935, he stated, “You are not supposed to represent 13,000,000
people.

7Ch1cago Defender, January 18, 193L.

BLetter, Arthur W. Mitchell to Elum Perkins, January 10,
1935, Chicago Historical Society, Mitchell's Papers, Box L.

921chard Bardolph, Ne o Vanguard (New York: Random
House Publishing Co., 19591 I?g De Priest saw himself

as & representative of 13,000 000 blacks and not of his Pirst
District. Mitechell described his predecessor as "extremiast."
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envisioned as a hero of the black community, and the new
Congressman attempted to expose the failures of his pred-
ecesgor. He wrote his cousin:

I do net agree with the statement thsat he

[De Priestlaccomplished something substantial

for the race. I know he did not. I am not

moved by nor deeply interested in the criti-

cisms that are now being made about me by pere

sons who think I might not do as well as he

did, If I do snything a&t all, 1t will be an

improvement over what he did. . . .

Aside from having no capacity nor special abil-

1ty to work for the race, he had no inclination

to do BO., . . . |

I do expect to dd some substantial work for my

digtrict, for my people and for the nation. . . .

Remember human beings are responsible for effort.

They cannot be held responsible for results.

The confliect over the Negroes' role in politics was a
constant issue throughout Mitehell's political ocareer. Mitchell
was elected on a platform to support President Feenklin D,
Roosevelt's New Deal policy. Affimming the effectiveness of
the program for American society, but particulerly for the
Negro, Mitchell embraced most New Deal policies. He, himself,
initiated only two significaent pieces of black legislation--
an Anti-lynehing bill and an Interracial Industrisl Commission
bill,

Attempted Black legisiation

Anti-lynching
Lynching was adopted primarily with the idea of punishing

and checking criminal assaults upon women. Between 1890 and

loLetter, Arthur W, HMiciell to his cousin, Emily C.

Johnson, December 29, 193k, Chicago Historical Soclety,
Mitcheli's Papers, Box 3.
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1920 hundreds of pecople were lynched, but few were convicted

of the crime. The NAACP proposed several anti-lynching bills
to Congresa. Only one, the Dysr bill, met with any success.

On 26 January 1922, the bill passed the House but was defeated
in the Senate.ll Interest seemed to ebb in anti-lynching legis-
lation until the 1930'a. Moat southern states defined "killing
by a mob" as a statutory crime, but the actusl murder often
took place while the viotim was in the custody of the officials.
The NAACP again drafted an anti-lynching bill in 1933 and
Senators Edward Costigan (D-Colorado) and Robert Wagner

(D-New York) planned to introduce it in the T4hth Congress.
Repreagntative Mitchell also intended to introduce a similar

bill in the House. The Chicago Defender strongly criticized

Mitchell for duplicating the work of the NAACP whdn it stated,
“Hiz work looks to‘be more imitative than constructive. 4
dozen anti-lynching bills before Congress and he has to intro-
duce snother." 2 In the midst of the controversy, Mitchell
introduced his bill on 22 Januery 1935,

To assure persons within the jurisdiction of every
state the equal proteotion of laws and to punish

the crime of lynching. . . . Officers, agents, or
employers who shall without lawful justification

or excuse, suffer or permit such persons to be taken
from his custody . . . shall be punished by a fine
not to exceed $5,000 or by imprisonment not exceei-
ing five years, or by both fine and imprisomment.

11l7es11e Fishel and Benjamin Quarles, The Negro American:
A Doggmentary History (Néu York: William Morrow and Co., 1967,
P, 427,

120h10ggo Defender, March 23, 1935.

l3U S., Congress, House, Lynching: To Punigh the Crime,
H.R., 5457, 74th Cong., lst sess., I§§§, P. 704. See Appendix
XII for complete transcript.
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According to the Washington News Release, the salient

feature of the bill was the clear definition of what consti-
tuted the crime of lynohing.lu

Mitohell's b1ll generated dissension. 3ome blacks
viewed it as an essential plece of legislation, others thought
i1t too weak and the remainder regarded it as a needless ven-
ture. Those who viewed it as a necessary piece of legislation
expressed their approval to Mitchell.

I want to congratulate you in the introduction

of your anti-lynching bill, We in Tennessee

z:zi;:oogggrigﬁ?{ganoo of sush a law after the
Such enthusiasm over Mitchell's proposed legislation did not
prevail throughout the black community. Although lMitchell was
determined to fulfill a promise to fight lyﬁching, he was a
realist., He warned his cohstituents that a strong opposition
existed against such legislation in Congress. One critic even
lied about Mitchell's intent to assist in the passage of anti-
lynchihg legislation, He asked, "Do you know that the sole
Negro member of Congress is'opposed to anti-lynch;ng legisla-
tion?"l6 The crities thought they had a verification for their
charges wheh Mitchell refused to back the NAACP!'s anti-lynching
bill.

Acoording to the NAACP, Mitchell refused to support the

Costigan~-Wagner bill because he wanted to work for passage of

’IHWashinggon News Release, January 2', 1935; Chicago
Historica oclety, Mitene 8 Papers, Box 4.

15Letter; J. Jones, M,D., to Arthur W, Mitchell,

Januﬁry 26,1935, Chicago Historical Society, Mitchell's Papers,
Box i. '

16Chicago Dally News, August 9, 1935.
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his own. Walter Vhite, Secretary for the NAACP, claimed he
visited lMitochell on 1l December 1935, seeking his support.l7
Mitchell denied any such visit took place and stated he would
ald any bill that was able to reach the floor regardless of its
origin.ls Congressman !1itchell, however, did state he believed
the HNAACP's bill to be unzonstitutional.lg

The Senate Judiciery Committee recormmended the passage
of the Costigen<Wagner bill on 28 March l93h.20 The bill,
however, renained in comittes. In 1935 a group of senators
attempted to command a caucus by procuring 25 signatures.Zl
The senators asked both Mitchell and Farley for their signa-
tures, but both considered the issue outside of thelr juris-
dletion and refused to sign.aa Within the allotted aseven day
time period, the senators had secursd only 2l signatures. The
result was the Coatigan-Wagner bill died in comittee.

‘While the advocates of the blll were securing signatures,
a small group of southern senators organized a& filibuster. The

filibuster continued until May, and would have blocked the bill

17%ew York Age, October 19, 1935.

18Transcript of a Radio Program, January (n.d,), 1936,
Chicago Historical Society, Ifitchellts Papers, Box 15,

1914,

2OU.S., Congress, Senate, Judiciary Committee, Costigan~
Wagner, Hearings on H,R., 710, 73rd Cong., lst sess., 1934, n.p.

21W1th twenty~-five signatures, 1t became mandatory for
the Demoeoratic leader to call a caucus.

22§EH!'"3139 Leader, April 11, 1936.
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from a hearing if enough signatures had been obtained to bring
it to the floor.z3

The Chicago Defender diaregarded this fact when it at-

tributed the demise of the Costigan~Wagner bill to Mitchell,
Parley, and F.D.R.

With the exceptlion of one reference to lynchings as
"mass murder"” during a radio broadcast,zu the President re-
mained uncommunicative on anti-lynching laws. Critics pre-
sumed his silence to be out of fear of losing southern Demo-

2

cratlc votes.

Although the President remained reticent, the critiecs
censored him as less responsible for the billt's fallure than

Mitchell's selfishness. According to the Chlcago Defender,
Mitchell refused to asslst in the passage of the Costlgan-
Wagner bill because its fallure would ultimastely make room

for hls milder b111.26 The Chicago Defender stated that

:li1tchell advised the Illinols delegates to vote agalnst the
billl.,  Accusations such as these led black Chicagoans to dils-
trust itehell, whén in reality the Illinols delegates, such
as Congressman Adolph Sabboth, disapproved of both the bill
and techniques of the NAACP.27

2\ashington Daily News, April 26, 1935.
lyasnington Tribune, May 5, 1936.

251 atter, Clayton to Arthur W. Mitchell, October 22
1935, Chicago Historlcal Soclety, :iitchell's Papers, Box 1.

26Atro~American, April 27, 1935,

27Letter, Congressman Sabboth to Congressman Mitchell,
Marcg 5, 1935, Chicago Historical Society, Mitchellts Papers,
Box 6.
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Denying all criticlisma, Mitchell stated:

I have never bheen opposed to the Costigan-Wagner

bill nor to any other bill which had for 1its

purpose the stopping of lynching. On the

contrary, I hopg that the bill will be en~-

acted into law.2B
And he lashed out against his critics:

Ivery statement that Walter White made concerning

my attitude on anti-lynching ls absolutely false

and made for no other purpose except to discredit

me in Congress.? |
i{ltchell, In a senss, was & threat to the NAACP. For 30 years
the NAACP had been the chilef orgenization for obtaining the
rights of their people. It had previously controlled politi-
clans, such &s De Priest, but it was unable to dictate policiles
to Mitchell. His independence challenged theilr power; thus
the organization used the newspapers to oppose him,

Because both the NAACP and Negro press contacted so
many black communities, their opposition to itchell could
prove to be a major cbstacle to his future. His contacts
with his conatituents was limited to a few newspapers, his

privéte correspondence and Congressional speeches.

On 17 May 1935, the St. Louls Argus published an article

that contrasted with the position published by the Chicago

Def'ender:

We see in Congressman !litchellt's bill the hope
of milllons of black folks, of South and liorth,
whose cases never get a hearling before the bar
of public opinion. . . . There was a time when

28Lettar, Arthur W, Mitchell to E. Wallace, April i,
1935, Chicago Historical Society, Mitchell's Papers, Box 8.

29Letter, Arthur W, lMitchell to A, Graver, Citizen of
Chicago, May 6, 1936, Chicago Historical Soclety, Mitchell's
Papers, Box 9.
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some of us thought that government would evolve

and apply & remedy to all citizens alike regard-

less of race or color. . . . We have been trying

remedles fgs the past forty years, and where has

it gotten?
The Argus endeavored to undo the critlcisms of several news-
papers, but its Influence was less extenslve than the Chicago
Defender. As a consequence, lMitchell frequently used his House
addresses to communicate his ldeas to the nation on lynching.
On 13 August 1935 he stated the law was necessary, but he also
aaw hope without 1t,

While I believe it is absolutely necessary and

I shall work for the passage of law, I should

like to call attention to the fact that no major

crime in statute books of this country has been

reduced 1/10 as rapidly as has lynching in the

past forty~five years, It 1s my observation

that year by ygir the conditions in the South

are limproving.
Mitchell pointed out that "as lynching grew in the public's
disfavor, lynching declined."3? At the end of 1935 Mitchell
st1ll retalned a hope that his bill would become law, especially
with the added assistance of Senator James Lewis! (Illinois)
companion bill introduced to the Senate on 10 May.33

The chief distinction between the Costigan-Wagner and
Mitchell-Lewis bllls was where each placed the responsibility

for executing the legislation. The Costigan-Wagner bill made

3054, Louis Argus, May 17, 1935.

31U Ses Congress; House, Representative speakin§ for
Lynching: To Punish the Crime, H,R. 4L87, Thth Cong., st sess,,
August 13, 1935, Congressional Record, LXXIX, 12984

32Thomas Gosset, Race: Histo of an Ideg in America
(Dallas, Texas: Southern Methodist ﬁniverpliy Press, 1963), p. U453

3BSee Appendix XIITI for the complete transcript of the
Lewls billl,
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the Pederal poverrmment responsible for its enforcement; the
ifitchell-Lewls bllls required the states to enforce the law.3t

During the second session of the Thth Congreas, !itchell
vwas less hopeful gbout the passage of his anti-lynching legis-
lation. He tried desperately to foree the issue before the
public, tut with little success. He expressed this feeling in
two speeches delivered to the House on 19 May and 20 June 1936.

In his speech, "Lynching, the Blacklist Crime in America
Today," Mitchell asserted that:

While more than 5,000 victims of the mob have

cried out for justice, 1t 1is reasonable to sur-

mige that at least 200,000 %gnchers have been

permlitted to go unpunished. '
He relterated his plea for the House to enact Federal leglsla-
tion. On 20 June in his "Suppression of the lob Violence"
speech, he said:

It is my fondest hope and expectation that

the horrible crime of lynching will receive

the attentlon of our highest lawmaking body

and like kidnapping, it will soogédisappear

from the records of our country.

Not one of the proposed anti-lynching bills was passed
during the T4th Congress. I{itchell's bill, although considered
plausible by the Judiciary Commlttee, was never placed on the

House calendar for discussion. The Representative left the

Mhyashington Tribune, Jenuary 26, 1935.
| BSU.S., Congress, iouse, Representative Mitchell speak-
ing on Lynching: To Punish the Crime, Thth Cong., 2nd sess.,
Hay 19, 1936, Congressional Record, LXXX, 7557,

36U.S., Congress, House, Representative Mitchell speak-
ing on Suppression of the !ob Violence, T74th Cong., 2nd sess.,
June 1, 1936, Congressional Record, LXXX, 8542,
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74th Congress determined to pursue the issue again in the
75th Congress.

When the 75th Congress opened, Mitchell eagerly reintro-
duced his controverslal Anti-lynching bill. On 8 January the
bill was read and sent to the Judiciary Committee.37

Representative Joseph Gavagan also introduced an anti-
lynching bill on 5§ January 1936. :itchell promised to support
Gavagan's bill in return for the vote on his Civil Service bill,
The Judiclary Committee refused to consider the Gavagan bill and
thus Gavagan filed a discharge petition on 3 March.38 Walter
thite, Secretary of HAACP, informed iiitchell of Gavagan's action
and reminded him of his previous cormitment to ald the bill.39
The Congressman stated he would assist the NAACP's anti-lynch-
ing 111, but this did not mean that he would ebandon his own.
The Judiciary Committee announced hesarings on Mitchell's bill
on 8 March., With a few minor changes, the bill was favorably
reported out of committee. The Iouse nevertheless defeated
the bill by a vote of 257 to 122,

One week after the :lltchell blll was defeated, the
ilouse passed the Gavagan bill, 277 to 119, desplte solid opposi=-
tion from southern Congresamen. Iifuch of the good fortune of

the Gavagan blll could be attributed to Mitchell., He made a

37U.S., Congress, :douse, Industrial Cormission .on
Affalrs and To Punish t Crime o

ong., 1St sess,, LXXXI, N.DP.

Ne

38Wal‘t:er' White, A Man Called Whilte: An Autoblography of
Walter Yhite (Wew York: VIiking Press, 1040}, p. 172. With
210 signatures, a bill could be called out of committes.

391etter, Walter White to Arthur W. Mitchell, March 5,
1937, Chicago Historical Soclety, !{itchell's Papers, Box 28,
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speech to the House revealing hils personal experiences with

lynchings.

I have suffered in the black belt of the South.
In Alabama, one night, I stood with a Winchester
rifle in my hands and my wife with a plstol gs
we waited for a mob to snuff our lives out.u

His public appeal for passage of the Gavegan bill brought
laudable remarks from Hatton Summer, Chalrman of the Judiclary

Committee. He stated:

This man iitchell, who comes from Chicago 1is
a colored man, bué a c¢olored statesman. If
Mitchell holds himself throughout the years
as he did today, he stands a change to be
recognized by historians of the future as
the greatest ﬂiatesman his race has produced
in a century.

The southern senators almost unanimously opposed the
Gavagan bill revealiﬁg g strong sectional raclsm, which still
exists in American society.uz Senator John Rankin (Mississippl)
expreased the typical southern thought on the Gavagan bill

when he‘said:

For my part, I think the bill should be called
an encouragement to rape, since that will prob-
ably be 1its ultimate effect. . . . EBG only
golution 15 to segregate the races,

Senator Allen J. Fllender (Loulsiana) enlarged upon Rankin's

solution by saying, "The quicker the Negro people of this

uoDOtPQit Tribune, April 17, 1937.

ulU.S., Congress, House, Representative Summer speaking
in Praise of Mitchell, 75th Cong., lst seass.,, August 18, 1937,
Congressional Record, LXXXI, n.p.

425t Louis Argus, April 30, 1937.

LLBU.S., Gongreas, Senate, Senator Rankin Speaking in
Opposition to Punish the Crime of Lynching, 75th Cong., lst
sess., n.d., 1938, Congressional Record, LXXXII, n.p.
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nation reallze that the white men are thelr superiors, the
better off they will be."hu These statements were repre-
sentative of southern attitudes towerd race relations while
Mitchell's actions reveal an attempt to alter these beliefs
through legislation. The southern senators filibustered
several weeks, and the Gavagan blll met the same defeat as

the Costigan-Wagner bill., It was defeated 41 to 3.

Interracial Commission

Besides the Anti«lynching bill, Mitochell initiated a
second plece of legislation that would directly affect the
blaocks, Just as the Anti-lynching blll caused antagonism
so did the suggestion of an Industrial Commission for Negroes.
On 22 February 1935 and again on 8 January 1936, Mitchell
introduced the Interracial Industrial Commission bill to the
House., The bill demanded the appointment of a five member
commission, three of which were to be black. The commlssion
Hou;d study the Negroes' labor problems, encourage thrift and
industry among the Negroes and to propose solutions to problems
confronting the Negro race in America.hs The proposed bill
caused polarization among blaok political leaders. John Davis,
Preaident of West Virginia College, F. Barnett, Chicsgo lawyer,
J. E, Mitchell, editor of St. Louls Argus, Alain Locke, Profes-

uhU.S., Congreas, Senate, Senator Ellender Speaking in
Opposition to Anti-lynching, 75th Cong., 2nd sess., n,d.,

1938, Congressional Record, LXXXII, n.p.

ugU.S.,'Congresa, House, Industrial Cemmisslion on Negro
] n.p'

Affairs, H.R, 2250 and 5733, 7S5tk Cong., 1st sess,,
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sor of FPhilosophy at Howard University, and President Franklin
D. Roosevelt supported the bill., Their argument wes that

labor groups had drawn the color line just as sharply as had
been done in socisl circles, and 1f a commission could lnvesti-
gete the specific problems of this minorlity group, industrial
progress would come about,

Although the educated blaocks considered the bill "The
most constructive measure ever proposed for the Negro,"h6 the
NAACP, & black middle class organigation, and black preas
denounced it. David Jenkin expressed their thoughts: "I
prefer to have my privileges and aotivities governed by the
same laws thet regulate the lives of all other Amerilcans."}7
The opposition was really opposing a separate commlssion to
investigate only Hegro problems because they saw it as a deni-
al of integration. Black leaders published thils fact in the

Philadelphia Tribune, and their clientele assumed that the
1ntent}of the bill was "to reduce the liegro to a ward of the
state."ue The NAACP also encouraged the blacks in this as-
sumption and asked them to petition thelir Congressmen to op-
pose its passapge.

Despite the controversy, a hearing was set for 18 June
1935, Some of the most prominent Negro leaders were inter-

thetter, Alain Locke to Arthur W, Mitchell, March 11,
1935, Chilcago Historical Soclety, Mitchell's Papers, Box 7.

h7tetter, David Jenkin to Arthur W. Mitchell, February 26,
1935, Chicago Historical Soclety, Mlitchell's Papers, Box 6.

l"ehet:‘ber, G. A. Perry to Arthur W. Mitchell, March 16,
1935 and Philade%ggia Trib%§g, January 30, 1936, Chicago
Hiastarical Soclety, Mitche s Papers, Boxes T and 16,



h1

viewsd during the hearing. In defense of the bill, Profeasor
R. R. Morton, President of Tuskegee sald, "The Negro is pretty
near the bottom of the economic strata, He has not been in the
line of thinking of the average white pe::-son.""l*9 All others inter-
viewed reported similar conclusions because all saw the necessity
of designing & special commission to assist minority groups but
especially the lower economic class. Because the NAACP sent no
representatives, Mitchell met no opposition in the Judiclary
hearings. The bill, however, wag delayed in committee several
weeks, On 15 July 1935, Mitchell requested an explanation from
H, W. Summers, Chalrman of the Cormittee.

I wish to ask if you will please bring the matter

to the attention of the committee and see that it

1s reported out. . . . It 1s my desire that the

bill be enected into law at the earliest posslible

moment. . . . In my district alone, we have more

than 25,000 colored pecple on relief.50

Summner sent no reply. After almost six weeks without a
word from him, Mitchell seriously doubted the possibility of
hig bill being enacted into law. He revealed to Congressman
J. Leroy Adaii on 31 July 1935:

There has been no opposition to the bill, On

the contrary, 1t has been halled by the best

thinking end best informed colored people. . . .

Whether or not it 1s enacted into law at this

time 13 another matter, but it would be very

heartening agg encouraging to the Negroes of
the country.

h9U.S., Congress, House, Judiclary Committee, Creation
of Industrial Commission for Negro Affains, Hearings, bBelore
e subcommittee ol the Judiclary Committee, House of Representa~
tives on H.R., 5733, 74th Cong., 1lst sess., 1935, pp. 3-4.

50Letter, Arthur W. Mitchell to H. Surmers, July 15, 1935,
Chicago Historical Soclety, Mitchell's Paperse, Box 12.

5lietter, Arthur W. Mitchell to J. Leroy Adali, July 31,
1935, Chicago Historical Soclety, Mitchell's Papers, Box 11,
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The b1l1l, unfortunately, never got out of the Judiclary
Committee. Discouraging as it was, Mitchell was forced to real-
ize that American soclety was not yet ready to accept his "major
black legislation.," I!Mitchell, howsever, achleved more recogni-
tion from his constituents for his politicel influence in the
following three issues than had been accomplished through either
pleces of hils proposed "black legislation.” The issues are
important enough to be cited here:

1. His work on Civil Service Reforms;

2. Hls work toward a penslon for Hatthew Henson; and

3. The Chicago Housing Project.

Extended Political Influence

Civil Service Reforms

Repeatedly litchell stated that he did not simply rep-
resent Negroes, yot being black he could not totally divorce
himself from their needs. Through his efforts in promoting
anti-discriminatory legislation, 1{ltchell manifested his con-
cern for black Americans., Discrimination, hypoocrisy, and un=-
falr policles were in all govermmental agencles, but it was par-
ticularly true of the Civil Service Commisslion. Appointments
to the Clvll Service had often been made on the basis of race
rather than aebility. To correct thias, Mitchell introduced two
related bills. One provided a plan for selecting applicants
through competitive examinations, and the other removed the

requirement. of submitting photographs with application forms.52

52&,3., Congress, House, A Bill to Reform Civil Service,

H,R. 3691, Thth Cong., lst sess., 1936, n.p.
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Chlcago's Public Housing
During the late 1930's housing became an acute problem
for the residents of Chicago!s Firat District. The government
Housing Act of 1935 was intended to provide low-income housing.
Approximately 50 percent of the planned projects were to be
57

constructed in Negro slum areas, The First District of Chicago

wes one of the first selected, but in 1938 the area still had

inadequate housing. On 27 May 1938, Mitchell spoke in behalf
of the Distrioct before the Housae.,.

Among the many things that thils adminlstration
has done to help the most needy of the nation
has been in slum clearance projects. . . . I
have been greatly disappointed because of the
fact that the first goverrment housing project
was located in my district and in a section of
the city greatly congested because of inadequate
housing facllities and in so far as clearance of
grounds began more than two yesrs ago, no con-
struction of bulldings has yet besn started. . . .
Several hundreds of fgpllles were forced to move

out of the bulldings.-
As a result of Mitchell'a appéal, Hathan Stratus, Director of
Natlonal Housing, visited the Chicago slte and surveyed the
érea. Stratus conferred with President Roosevelt in an attempt
to secure funds to continue the bullding project. On 21 October
1938 Stratus sent a telegram to Mitchell that the President had
"approved a loan contract in an amount not to exeeed $8,607,400,000

for low-rent housing and slum clearance in Chicago."59

‘ 5‘TBaJ:'toz). Bernstein and Allen Matusow, eds,, Twentieth
Century America: Recent Interpretations (New York: ¥arcourt,
BI‘&O‘E and world, 1 » ppo wle

58U.8., Congress, House, Representative Mitchell Speak-
ing for low-tcost Housing in Chicago, 75th Cong., 3rd sess.,
May 27, 1938, Congressional Record, LXXXIII, 2201.

59Letter, Nathan Stratus to Arthur W. Mitchell, Oct. 21,
1938, Chicago Historical Society, lMitchell's Papers, Box L4O.
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Neither bill passed the House, The Civil Service Commission
dld not eliminate reclel designation of employees from per-

sonnel forms until 1957.53

Matthew Hensont's Pension

Few contributions of the black community were‘known to
the American public in the 1930's, If white America knew the
accomplishments of outstanding black men, it could improve
communications between races. Mitchell, therefore, sought to
malke the public aware of the contributions of Booker T. Washing-
ton and Matthew Henson to society. Moat Americaﬁa were familiar
with Washington; therefore, an occasional eulogy would be
sufficlent to promote respect for him, This was not the case
with Henson, who had acoompanied Admiral Peary to the XNorth
Pole.”t Mitchell introduced a bill into the House seeking a
pension for him. The bill also had the purpose of linking
Henson's name with a great sxplorer.ss During the Judieciary
Hearing, »Mitchell read Admiral Peary's statement that Henson
"had been an effective member of a serious expedition, snd
proved his fitness."56 Peary's judgment pressured the Judiciary
Commlttee and the Houase Yo support the bill, but not the Senate.

53Ebony ed., ggg?o Handbook (Chicago: Johnson Publish-
1ng CO., 1966)3 Pe. 206.

ShGazette, April 25, 1936.

55U.S., Congress, House, To Provide a Pension for Matthew
Henson, H.R. 12388, 74th Cong., 2nd sess., 1936, 5750.

56U.S.,'Congresa, House, Commlttee on Ways and Means,
To Provide & Penslon for Matthew Henson, Hearing, before a
subcommittee of the Committee on Ways and Heans, House of
Representatives, on H.R, 12388, 74th Cong., 2nd sess., 1936,
n.p. Box 19 of Mitohell's Paperas.
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The residents of the First District were grateful for the
negotiation.

In snalyzing Mitochell's political influence in the last
three cited issues, one could conclude thet the Representative
was more triumphant because none of these situations directly
involved the southern whitea, HMitohell's most significant
victory for Civil Rights, however, d4id not coms from either
his proposed legislations nor his political influence, but
rather through a Supreme Court decision.

Jinm Crow Rallroads

After the long bitter struggle over the anti-lynching
bills, Mitchell decided to take a vacation to Arkansas, The
Representative was riding with a amell group of white friends
when the conductor approached him and ushered him to the colored
cars.60 He had purchased a rirst—class, round trip ticket from
Chicago to Hot Springs, Arkansas, but was not permitted to con-
tinue the journey first-class beyond Memphis, Tennosaee.61 The
second-class passenger cars were in‘poor condition. Being in
111 health, Mitchell suffered not only indignity but also
physically as well,62 |

If Mitchell hed been traveling exclusively within
Tennessee or any other state, he would have been an intrastate
passenger and subjeot to Jim Crow laws. He was an interstate

passenger and considered his trestment & violation of the Inter-

605ournal and Guide, May 15, 1937; Cleveland Eagle,
May L4, 1937; Afro-Awerlcan, May 15, 1937.

61Mitche%§ v, Chicago, Rock Island and Facific Ry.,
229 I.C.C. g,

62c1eveland Zagle, Hay i, 1937.
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state Commerce Act. The penalty for vliolators of this statute
was 45,000 for each offenae.63

| Blacks had previously filed complaints to the Interastste
Commnerce Commission. In most cases the decision favored the

railroads, The declsion from one case, William Counsill v,

Western end Atlantic Raillroads in 1887, encouraged Mitchell to

pursue his case. The brief from the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission read:

The commisslon finds that the car which furnished

complaints was_only second-class in comforts for

travel and he [Councill] was subject to undue
prejudice and unreasonable disadvantagﬁ in viola-
tion of the act to regulate commerce.

On 10 iMay 1937, Mitchell filed a suilt against the
Illinols Rallroad. Perhapas thiz is the most lmportant service
he rendered blacks during his political oareer.65 During the
court sesslion two factors strengthened the Railrosd's case.
The Rock Islend Company had no first-class accommodations for
colored people, and the agents were only complying with Arkansas
law in placing the plaintiff in a Jim Crow compartment,

Albert Jones testiflied for the Rallrocad that:

A colored person who has a first-class ticket is

compelled to ride in the Jim Crow car with all

the other colored persons who have second-class
tickets. . . . I told the gentleman I would make

63Car1 and Louise Hansberry, Jim Crow Cars Abollished:
Acoording to the Decision of the Supreme Court (Chicago:
Hansberry Foundation Publishing Co,, 19L1J, p. L.

6,'"U.S. Brlef for the Interstate Commerce Commisslon,
Councill v, Western and Atlentic Ry., Report l.

6SBardolph, p. 178.
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a notation and give him & refund of one cent

per mile fogéthe difference in services. . . .

He refused.

Although the plaintiff presented & sound argument for
his position, the rallrosd won the case. The decision rested
upon the fact that the train agent was only caerrying out the
laws of the state in assigning the passenger his respective
‘ 67

coach,

Mitchell, discontented with the judgment of the Inter-
state Commerce Cormission, flled a petition in the Federal Dis-
trict Court on 7 June 1937 which sustained the I.C.C. Mitchell
then appealed to the Supreme Court. To reverse the decislon of
the lower court, Mitchell felt 1t necessary to secure additional
plaintiffs. Thias, he thought, would elevate the case from one
of particulars to one of generslities. Mitchell asked Scipio
Jones, Attorney, to

get affidavits from responsible people setting

forth what Jim Crow conditions were like on

22 April and prior to that time. . . . Whatever

exponsgsit incurs I shall be glad to take oare

of 1it.
Jones found the task impossible; people did not want to get 1in-
volved, Evidently "numbers" was not a declisive factor to the
U,5. Supreme Court. Cn 28 April 1941, Chief Justice Cherles

Zvans Hughes announced the Supreme Court's decision to overturn

the lower court's decision.69 Colored pessengers who bought

66Mitchell v. Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Ry.
67 p14.

68Letter, Arthur W, Mitchell to Sciplo Jones, October 17,
1937, Chicago idistorical Society, Mitchell's Papers, Box 33.

%91tchell v. U.S. (313 U.S. 80, L. ed. 577).
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first-class tickets must be furnished with accommodations equal
to the whites, C

The Supreme Court declsion condemned the practice of
denying Pullman sccommodations to Negroes, After three years of
debate in lower courts, Mitchell achleved a partial victory for
blacks. "Separate but equal cars" did not provide the Negro
with full liberty, but it did indicate a changing attitude 1in
imerican soclety. Soclal Darwinism was diminlshing and this
denoted progress.

Regidusl Career

The once powerful Democratic coalitlion of 1936 was
declining. The Antlelynching bllls pointed out the North-South
division within the Democratiec Party. The growling dissetis-
faction with Xew Deal legislation and Roosevelt's near silence
on antl-lynching legislation assisted the Republicans in gain-

ing 80 seats in 1938 alection.71

With party factionalism evi=-

dent, Mitchell foresaw a diflicult 1938 campaign for himself.

He had little competitlion in the Democratic primeries, but met

his real opposition in the gcneral election from Williem Dawson.
The Republican Party was determined to regain the liegro

vote and Mitchell's seat. Their literature emphasized the idea,

"drive Mitchell out," and enumerated all the reasons why blacks

should., For example:

"Opallas Hews, April 29, 1941.

Tlpavid Shannon, The Twenties and Thirtles: Twentieth
Century America, II {Chlcago: nand Mclally, 1969), DPD. 352-3.
See f4ppendix VI for electlon returns.
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He 1is the tool of southern reactionary Congress-

men who opposed legislation that makes the U.S3,

a I'ree country for all men. You cannot run the

horse and hound at the same time. Mitchell runs

with those who lynched, burned, disfranchised

and segregated Negro citizens, 72

Although the Republican Party was gainling popularity, it
was not enough to counteract the factlonallam within the party.
In Chicago, William Dawson had narrowly defeated Louls Anderson,
a member of the Republican "sub-machine," in the primsries.
Because the electlon was close, Anderson's colleagues demanded
a recount.73 An atmosphere of fraud seemed to be part of the
whole campaign. This situation plus the slogan, "Jim Crowlsm
1s soon to be settled in the highest court of the land,"
accounted for much of Mitchell's victory in 1938 and 1940
elections. TFor all effective purposes the llew Deal came to
an end after the Congressional elections of 1938. I!itchell
continued in office two more terms, but because of the nation's
preoccupation with foreign affalrs, no significant legislation
regarding the status of the black community materiaslized. As
a result, he declined to seek renomination in 1942, Upon
retiring from public office, Mitchell moved to Petersburg,
Virginia with his wife, !Here he remained until his death on

9 May 1968. T4

T2hepublican Handbill, 1938.

73Chicago ﬁefender, April 16, 1938. The Chicago Defender
was beginning to lean toward the Democratlc Party.

7)‘*New York Times, 'lay 10, 1968.




CHAPTER IV
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

Prior to the New Deal Era, the black community allied
itself with the Republican rarty. Due to economle, soclal
and political forces most transferred their loyalty to the
Democratic Party. The Negroes' shifting political affilias-
tions ohly reflected a part of the changing Negro thought
of the twentieth century., During this era the blacks began
to move sway from the traditional philosophy of Booker T.
Washington toward one of integration. The methods of
achleving this end created conflict among black leaders.
Some saw integration being achleved through moderation,
while others saw 1t telng accomplished through more radi-
cal methods.

Arthur W, Mitchell, a man of broad vision but tradi-
tionally oriented, found himself part of this era. In an
attempt to evaluate hils contributions to the nation and par-
ticularly his race, one must be cognizant of his unique posi-
tion of belng a Representative for a bil-raclal district.
Early in his career, he stated his goals whioh he saw for
himself and his voters.

I am not going into Congress as a Hegro with a

chilp on my shoulder thinking I am an inferilor

race and that every man's hand 1s against me.
I am goling in as an American citizen entitled

50
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to my rights, no more no less, and I shall
insist on them, I am golng in as a Repre-
sentative of all the people of my district.

fe continued:

I don't plan to spend my time fightlng out

the question of whether & Negro may eat at

the Capitol, what I am interested in is

helping the grand F.D.R. feed the hungry

and clothe the naked and provide ﬁork for

the 1dle of every race and creed,

Throughout his political career, he endeavored to ful-
£111 these goals for all of hls constituents but particularly
for the low economic class blacks. Mitchell introduced two
"major" pieces of black leglslatlon aimed directly at the
improvement of the Negroés' place in society. Both his Anti-
lynching and Industriasl Commission's bills were defeated
because of racism still spparent in American soeciety. The
Representative also used his political influence to improve
the status of the black cormunity. His Civil Service Reform
b1l1ll, his Pension blll for Henson and improved Public Housing
requests met with much less static than d4i1d his Antl-lynching
and Industrial Commission bills, The reason probably was
that none of these issues directly counteracted the thoughts
of southern whites or the NAACP., His most significant vic-
tory for Civil Rigshts, however, did not come in the leglisla-
tive chambers nor through his political position, but through

the Supreme Court. After three years of debating, iltchell

lWalter Townsend, Illinois Democracy : distory of the
Party and Its Representatives ngringfiela, Tilinois, semo-
cratic Historical Association, Inc., 1935), p. 83.

2Yew York Times, May 10, 1968; Bilrmingham News,
November 12, 193L.
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was victorious in overthrowing a decision of the lower courts
which had sustained segregation on the rallroads, This vic-
tory gave the black community hope that future existence would
bring integration and equallity for all men.

The assessment of hils effectliveness in the attalmmemt
of his constituent'!s goals ls difficult to judge because of a
tendsncy to eveluate success or falilure In terms of one's own
values, When values, means of achleving goals and goals dif-
fer within a culture, then conflict becomes visible, Mitchellts
political career witnessed this confliot in the form of criti-
cism from his constitusents, black leaders of Chicago, black-
edited newspaspers throughout the United States, and the NAACP,
The Representative believed in a moderate approach to eschleving
integration and because of this, his attltudes and actions
were sometimes misunderstood by the more redical elements
within the black community.

To each of the various fectlons present in soclety
during the ew Deal Zra, !itchell repressented different degrees
of effectlveness. I'or the poor legro, progress under his leader-
ship was slow; for the southern whites it was foreboding. To
some of the middle-class liegroes, he represented motion; to
others, such as the JAACP?, he represented immobility.3 Future
generations will continue to judge tlitchell's place 1n history
just as his contemporaries did, according to thelr own expecta-
tions of how & black politiclan should function in Americen

soclety.

3Townsend, p. 83.
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Because this study 1s based upon the Hepresentative's
private file, it has certain limitations. The random use of
an Individual's file tends to encourage a blased interpreta-
tion. Heeping this limitetlon in mind, the writer offers the
following conclusions as & result of her research,

Mitchell considered his waric as a member of the House
of Representatives of primary importamce. This is not to say
that he ignored the problems of his race. Zeveral instances
could be cited to verify this point. He initieted an Anti-
lynehing 111, an Interracial Commission bill, & pension for
Henson; a2 Civil Service Reflorm, encouraged the bullding project
for Chicapgo and debated three years in the courts to eradlcate
segregation on the railroads. In many of these insylhces he
was misunderstood. It 1s, nevertheless, safe to sky that he

did strive to achieve jJustice for the black community through

moderate means.
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APPENDIX II

Ethnic Composition of Chicago's First District

Section - Population White Foreign Born Negroes Other
' White
Near South 7, 8Lk L, 737 888 2,13l 85
Side
Armour Sq. 20,629 10,520 L, 895 3,536 1,678
Douglas 45,947 3,529 689 41,643 86
Oakland 12,679 6,891 1,340 1,320 128
Grand Blvd, 20,752 1,163 - 124 19,432 33
Bridgeport 14,385 10,997 - 3,215 5 168
Loop 7,851 5,425 2,21l 98 11y

Louis Wirth, Local Community Fact Book of Chicaszo, 1938.

Wards 1, 2, 4 and 11 are all part of the First District. Bridgeport

was the most powerful area of the district.
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APPENDIX ITII

Primary Election of Illinois Congressmen: April 10, 193L

Democrats Total Votes
A, Mitchell 6,812
s+ H, Baker 7,236
E. B;own ' 1,117
A, Redd ‘ 20l
F. Staufer 781
Republicans _ Total Votes
% 0. De Priest 18,050
C. Owens 1,034

Cook County, Board of Election Cormissioners, 0fficial Returns,

193l Primary Election.
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APPENDIX IV

Election Returns for Illinois Congressmen: November 6, 1934

First Congressional District Votes
#* A, W, Mitchell 27,963
0. De Priest 24,829

Cook County, Board of Election Comﬁissioners, Official Returns,

1934



58

APPENDIX V
Primary Election of Illinois Congressmen

First District: April 1, 1936

Democrats Total Vote Republicans Total Vote
#A, Mitchell 16,322 #C, De Priest 13,095
G. Adams 2,491 L. Anderson 6,496
H. Daly 1,722 R, Ephraim 384

General Election Returns of Illinois!

Second Ward: November 3, 1936

Democrats Total Vote Republicans Total Vote
F. Roosgevelt 19, 716 A, Landon - 21,662 )
A, Mitchell 35,376 0. De Priest 28,640

#% Republican Constituents had shifted party loyalties on
local level,

General Election Returns of the Nation

For President of the United States: November 3, 1936

Democrats Total Vote Republicans Total Vote

F. Roosevelt 27,076,673 A. Landon 16,679,538

Cook County, Board of Election Cormissioners, 0fficial Returns,

1936
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APPENDIX VI

Primary Elections of Illinois' Congressmen

First Distriect: April 12, 1938

Democrats Total Vote Republicans Total Vote
A. Mitehell 6,541 W. Dawson L, 577
A, Williams 1,881 L. Anderson L, 340
J. Durdin 320 0. De Priest L,057
W. Wallace b, 777 R. C. Simmons 1,703
C. Winbish 1,§89 B. Clayton 253

General Elections of Illinois!' Congressmen

Pirst District: November 8, 1938

Democrats Total Vote Republicans Total Vote

A. Mitchell 30,207 W. Dawson 26,396

Cook County, Board of Election Commissions, Official Returns,
1936
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APPENDIX VII
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dian NoCy ARG DALV e

1 —

Yhy 3 you, o 1May 14, 1934, vore agaiust th2 Public
Bighiway Bl which apgropriated $200,000,000 for public
highways, thus cresting more than 5000 jobs for the people
of your state?

-_—2 —

Why did you vete against the Soldier Bouwus Bill and
later say that tha scldiers did no miore thac their duty in
fighting for their country and should znot expect to rob the
goveriment treasucy? ’

—3 —

Do you regard the soldiers who ask for their bonus as
tchisers?

_— —

General Charles Dawss received 390,000,600 for his ban.c
wkhile the poor people of your district were denied aid by
the former administraticn of which you were o part. Do
yeu tnink the rich peonle of your district are better than
the pocr jobless people in your district?

—_5—

Do you stil contend that the splendid ministars of
Chicago are Hungry Beggars and that you can buy tkem
fnd their entire congregations for a Thanksgiving Turkey?2

—_—6 —

Why do you refuse to live among the people of the
First Congressional District, and give all the jobs ts people
wlio do live 11 =ther districts?

szens New Deal

Miickell for Congress

Headqturtnrs
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APPENDIX WIII

TKepris ted feais the Herre N :us)
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Wil Iot Tell The Truin
In his speech last night, Mitd* il gquoted the
following statemen: made by DePriest in his
speech 1n Clevelaad, Omo and pubiished in the
“Pitisburgh Courie:’” Get. 4, 1933, '
DePriest soid ai ihat tine:
“1 want to congratulate the youag man who
has senss enough to be a Democrat. I\wc
until our people vote the Democratic ticket

1
I
more and more will we get any place in l
politics. '

Mr. DePriest went furiher! .
* He stated that he was adwocating that the
Negroes of the Scuth affliate themselves
witl: the Democratic Party ™

Del'riest in Speaking in Newark, New Jersey
and quntm in the “Afro American”™ Cct. 20, 1934
- said:
“Any person vaoting 2 Denocratic Ticket is
a skunk.”

Mitchell further said that Dcpnw* 15 thorouglily

alarmed because he knows he is beaten. Fe is
- attempting to get back into the good graces of the
voters by trying to show that because Mitchell is
well thought of by white people in the South. he
{Mitchell) would not take care of the interest of
tire people. But Mitchell has a record of 25 years
of service to the race. He has shown his race
loyalty and courage. and can be depended upon

to stand for the :f?l:m of his people under ali cit-
cumstances.

The only kind of Congressman that can truly
serve his people is one that has the sbility to make
fuenda. and d ocs tnake fri ends!

et e a ey

Cla.ZF'J‘- HEw Dhe\'

MITCHELL FOR Congress Headquarters
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Lleven Reasows Why Do iriest
Shiould Not Be Flected io € Congrass

e RUR? 'Y [T -y y

£ 1. He has shown his inability to represent
the best interest ofhis District and his people.

B 2. He does not live in the First Congress-
Lional District which he represent: vnd treats
 the voters of this District as puppets, using
them only when he wishes to be elecied to
office. :

3. He bhas shown too little interest in his
 duties in Washi ington, spendmg raost of his
B tme traveling and speaking on matters for
b which he was paid, but which meant noth-
| iug to the interest of his constituents. \
£ He has shown kis incapecity for leader-
ship by destroving the harmony of his own
party in the Second Ward—thns creating,
unnecessarily, warring fictions.

5. Hezis extremely selfish in lusambitiens,
which is shown by his effort to put his son
in office in the Third Ward over the heads

of loyal workers far more able und deserving.

6. His conduct in Congress, in stirring up
race prejadice, has injured the best interest of

it impossible to render service to his people,
7. His opposition to Roosevelt and his Re-

construction program stows his short sight-
edness and complete lack of statesmanshlp

8. He is not entitled to leadership because
he arrays race against ruce. A Congrpserr.:m
repre\‘ent ag such a district as this should
have the faculty of harmonizing the races
rather than sticring up race prejudice and
making nnnecessary trouble. The raceneeds
more friends.

9. His opposition to the Reconstruction
prograin threatens to stop all relief measures
now fostered by the Federal Government.

10.  His party is out of power and he is out
of favor with the party in power; which
makes it impossibie for him to help the
people inany manner;such asjoks, offizes, ete.
11. The District is entitled to the most in-
tellivent, honest and fearless representation
possible which it does not now have.
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the peopic und created eneinies; thus making”

» “aw
.
)-\

' . q‘ ~ -~ 1 ‘IF 4
tleiren Heasens Why Mitchies
IV Ty D, Tlaae s Oonives
SHOULD Do Elected to u;:z'b».

is a gentlemarn of the highes
order, well train cd and has beenun out_\uaud-
inu citizen and leader for twenty years.

2. Decause ne is honest, capable and
absolutely fearless.

3. L;:Luu 2 rhis is a new erz in political
life of America 2nd he understands the pres-
ent needs of the people ﬂnd will work for
ahsolute ]U:th"‘ for all people, regardless of
race or nationality.

4. Because his election to Congres:
would telp bring the New Deal closer home
to the Negro of Chicago and to the country.

5. Beuﬁlz:w of his irzining for leadership
ameng the people and his work as an edu-
cater in the South, he would help the Negro
of the Southin his Snuomle to vote and get
political recognition ia “the Soath.

6. Because he has come up from the
ranks of the common laborer and will figlhs
for the rights of the laboring people.

7. Becatse thebestinterests of the Ne-
gro citizens of our councry require con-
structive social leadership of a new type,
which leadership is most prominent ta the
ability, characcer and constructive life of
Arthur W, Mitchell.

8. Mitchell shounid be elected for C0n~

gress because he is 1007% for Roosevelt and

the ‘NEW DEAL’

9. He is already well known —
in Washington and by the leaders of the
nation, and because of his high standing with
the leaders cf the party could bring recog-
nition and jobs to the workers of the First
Congressicnal District.

10. Becatese the péople want and are en-
titled to better representation than they

now have.

11. Becgiise he is far the better pre-

paced repre,z-'lfatl"e and would accomplnah

much far his District and for his people.



" APPENDIX X.
WHAT THE ROOSEVELT NEW DEAL HAS
DONE FOR THE NEGRO

1. Given employment to hundreds of thousands of Negroes out of
work.

2. Insured bank deposits.

3. Saved many mortgaged homes belonging to Negroes.

4. Fed and clothed destitute families.

5. Given the Negro an equal opportuniiy to regain his economic

standing.

6. Roosevelt advises with a representative cabiner of Negro leadezs
_ holding high positions at Washington.

7. Has freed the Colored laborer from the slavery of starvation
wages. S ‘

VOTE .
X DEMOCRATIC

Under .Roosevelt, the “Race Question,” as Such, Is
Finally Eliminated from Politics

The Negro voter, like the white voter, must deal with the New
Deal as the dominant economic and political principle now shaping
the destiny of the American pecple. There must be no turning back
to the misery, the destitution, the fear that haunted this country
under Herbert Hoover, There is no human likelihood the Republi-
can Party will win this election. The stars never turn backward in
their course. To vote for a Republican candidate at this time is like
throwing your vote away. The erstwhile great and glorious Grand
Old Party has been reduced to a harassing minority without any
firm political principle or reasonable hope.

The loud talk about return to constitutionalism does not inter-
est the Negro: on the other hand, it amuses him.
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The Party, whicbh in the plenitude ot 1ts power, aliowed the
human rights provision of ithe Constitutiun to be irampied down
with impunity, new fill's the air with frantic protesrations of rever-
ence and devotion at the time of its impaticnce and defeat. Nor 1s
that pertion of the Constituiion which is now invoked the part that
appezals especially and particutarly to the Negro. Whatever of dicta-
torship may be necessary to put over the New Deal, has no terrors
for the black voter. Experience shows that he has no terrors for the
black voters. Experience shows that he has gained most {rom a
strong central government at Washington.

Today practically every political job of any consequence held
by a Negro appointece from this district was obptained for him
through the indorsement of the Second Ward Regular [remocratic

Organization under the able and progressive leadership of Joseph

F. Tittinger, democratic ward committeemar.

Today niore than 100 Negro appointees are wotking on
county, city ~nd state payrolls drawing down the haadsorne salaries

.of more than $20,000 per month.

The more Democrats wz elect to office, the more jobs we create
for ourselves. To elect a Reputlican at this time is to give the candi-
date a job and deprive yourself of one.

The clection of a STRAIGHT Dh‘\/IOCRA'l 1IC TICKET
in this district practicaily insurcs more than 100 jobs for deszrving
workers for at least SIX MORE YEARS. This means these workers
alone will circulate $720,000.00 in thizc distrizt.

Can the voters intelligently afford to give up 100 jobs and an
income of three-quarters of a million dollars merely to give jobs to
a few Republican candidates just because they are colored?

The Negre, if he is wise, will not in the fall election vote for a
reactionary and obstructive movement against the New Deal, but
rather for those candidates who will insist that the New Deal shall

be a square deal.
~ VOTE
&) DEMOCRATIC

A REPUBLICAN VOTE FROM THIS DISTRICT ‘PRACTIC-
ALLY ELIMINATES ALL NEGROES FROM POLITICAL
OFFICES FOR THE NEXT SIX YEARS
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IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
H.R. 4457

Me. Mitchell of Illinois introduced the following bill; which was re

ferred to the Comnittee on T34t apyr
- 4

A B I L L

To essure to persons within the jurisdiction of every State the equal
protection of the laws, and to punish ﬁie‘crima of lynching.

1 () Be it enacted dy the Senate and House of Representatives of

2 the United States of Americe in Congress assembled, That if eny

3 officer, egent or employee of any State ar governmentai subdivision
4 thereof ehall have eny individual in his custody by virtue of his

5 | power or authority as such cfficer, egant or employee and ehall,

6 without lawful justificetion or excuse, suffer or permit such_in-

f " dvidual to be taken from his custody end injured or put to death

8 or to be unlawfully injured or put to death while in his custody,

9 the said State shall be deemed to have denied to the seaid persoa
10 the equal protection of its laws.
il (b} Proof thet eny person being in the custody of any such officer,
13 agent or employes was unisafully injured or put to death or un=
14 lawfully taken from such custody end injured or put to death shall
15 "be prima facie evidence that such officer, agent or employes

16 suffered or permitted such person to Ye 5o teken from his custody
17 or injured or put to death therein.
18 SEC. 2. (a) &ny officer, agent or empléyae of any State or govarn-
19 mantal subdivision thereof who ehell have eny person in his custody
20 by virtus of his power or euthority as such officer,dagent or an=-

21 ployes, &nd vho shall, without lawful Jjustificetion or excuse, suffer

22 or permit such rerson to be taken from his custody and injured or

65
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his custody, shall de guilty of a feleny, and upon conviction thereof
shall be punisheé ¥y & fine not exceedinz $5000 or by imprisonment
not exceeding five years, or by both such fine and imprisonmsnt.

(¥) Proof that eny person being in the custody of any such officer,
agent or émployee, was unlawfully injured or put to death or un=-
lawfully teken from such custody and injured or put to death shall
be prima facie evidence that such officer, agent ar employee suf=-
fored or permitted such person to be so teken from his custedy br
injured or put to death therain.‘

SEC, 3. Any officer, agent oi‘ enployee of any Stete ar governmen tsl
subdivision thersof, acting as such officer, agent or employee

uder authorify of law, having in his custody or contrel a prisoner,
vho geall conspire, cambims, ar confederate with any person to ine
Jure or put such prisomsr to death, or who shall conspire, comw
%ine, or confedergte with any person to suffer or permit any psrson
to teke such prisoner fronm his custody or conirol, to bde injured or
put to death, shall be guilty of a felony, and those who 80 COne
spiro,.combineror confederate with eny officer, agent, or employee
shall likewise be gullty of a felony. .On conviction the parties
varticipating therein shall be punished by imprisonment for not less
than one year and not more than ten yoars.

SEC. 4. If any person shall be teken from the hands or custody of

any officer, agent, or employss of eny State or governmental
suddivision thereof and unlawfully injured or put to death, or

ghall be unlewfully injured or put to death while in the hands or
custody of any such officser, agent, or emplyea, the ‘said state
and the said govornmental subdivision of the said sta%e shall ¥s
deemed to have denied to_suoh person the equal protection of iis

laws, and the said governmental subdivision of said state shall

LSO W PN W I o lan dvm e mad onmarce mre memm L oo 0™ L LW e .
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such person for a sum of not less than $2,000 nor more than
$10,000, which sum may de racdvered\'in.a civil action againss
such county or other governmentsl subdivision of a State in the
Unite: States District Court of the Judicial District wherein such
person is p.ut to death or injured., Provided, that when any such
person ghall have bean taken from the hends of any such officer,
agent or employese of any State who is not an officer, agent or eme
ployee of eny governmental subdivision thereof, the county of
other governmentsl subdivision of sai'd State wherein the said per= -
son eshall have been 80 injured or p&f to death shall de liadle to
the injured person as aforesai;l.

SEC. 5. If any provision, sentence, or clause of this Act or the

application thereof to any person or eircumstances is held invalid,

the remainder of this Act, and the epplication of such provision to

other rersocns or cirsumasatancer, ehall not b3 affected tharsbhy.
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APPENDIX XIIT

Lewis Bill on Anti-lynching
S, 2802
Introduced May 10, 1935
by Lewis
The Bill

To assure persons within jurisdiction of
every State the equal protection of law
end to punish the crime of lynching.

That if any officer, agent, or employee of any State
or government subdivision thereof shall have any person in his
custody by virtue of his power or authority as such officer,
agent or employee and shall without lawful justification or
excuse, suffer or permit such a person to be taken from the
custody and injured or put to death or to be unlawfully in-
jured or put to death while in the custody of the State shall -
be deemed to have denied to the person, equal protection of
the laws,

Any officer of the State or govermmental subdivisicn
thereof who shall have any person injured shall be guilty of
a felony and upon conviction thereof shall be punished by a
fine not exceeding ©5,000 or by imprisonment not exceeding 5
years., . . . On conviction the parties participating therein
shall be punished by imprisomment for nobt less than 2 years
and not more than 10 years.

« « In event of a death, to legal representatives
of the deceased the sum of not less than $2,000 nor more than
$10,000, may be recovered in civil action agalnst such county.



MITCHELL BILL

(no definitien)

dDenial of ecual protect
Hoificer of state or goves
dsubdivision thereof, wit}
2 ful justification or e
ffers or permits prisone
dtaken from custody and
fer vut to death, or to be

Prima facic case, proof that
prisoncer unlawfully killed or

injured prima facie covideonce

that officer suffered or permitted
prisoncr to be taken from custody

and injurcd or put to dcath, or to
be unlawfully injured or put to

death whilo in custody. (Sccs, 1b and
2b ~——- deleted by Judiciary
Committec)

Felony, finc not exceceding 85,000
or imprisonment not excecding 5
yecars, or both, if officer with-
‘out lawful justification or oxcuso,
] suffors or perrlits prisonor to be

- tezken from custody and injured or
put to death, er to beo unlawfully
injurcd or put to death while in
custody (Scc, 2)

(ng provisiog)~

April 3, 1937

~LYNCHING BILL, H.R. 2251
m, H.R. 1507

GAVAGAN BILL

wh or riotous assemblage”, three or
wre persons acting in concert, without
suthority of law, to kill er injure any

?parson in the custody of any peace

officer, (Sec,l)

Denial of due process and equal pro-

tection, if a state or goverrmental
subdivision thercof fails, neglects or
refuses to provide and maintain protection
to the life or person of any individual
within its jurisdiction against a mob or
riotous assemblage, whether by way of
preventing or punishing the acts there-
of, (Scc.2)

Prima facic casc (no provision)

Fclony, finc not excceding 85,000 or im-
prisonment not excceding 5 ycars, or
both, if officer fails, ncglects or
refuses to mwake all diligent efforts

to protect prisomner from being injurcd
or put to death by mob or riotous
asscmblago; or

if officor charged with duty of
apprchending or keoeping in custody, or
prosccuting any mcmber of mob fails,
neglects or refuses to make all diligent
efforts to porform his duty in appre—
hending, kooping in custody, or prosc-
cuting to final Jjudzmont under tho
Statc law all mob membders, (Sec,3a)
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MITCE®LYL, BILL

Felony, imprisonment not loss than

2 yecars nsr more than 10, if officer
having prisoner in custody or con-
trol, conspires with any person to
injure or put such prisoncr to
decath, or to suffer such prisoncr

to be taken from custody to be in-
Jured or put to decath, All
conspirators guilty, (Scc.3)

(no provision)

Liability against zoverimental sub~
division, not less than $2,000 nor
more than $10,000 to injured vic-
tim or legal rceprescntatives, against
subdivision whosc officer suffcred
prisoncr to be taken from custody
and unlawfully injured or nut to death,
or unlavfully injurod or put to dcath
while in custody (?) provided, if
victim taken from officer of state who
is not officer o any govermmental
subdivision thercof, the county or
© govermacntal subdivision wherein victim
injured or put to decath liablo as
aeforcsaids

suit in United States District
Court of judicial district wherein
victim injurcd or put to death:

(no provision)

(no provision)

GAVAGAN BILL

Felony, imprisonment not lcss than §
years nor morc than 25, if officcer having
prisoner in custody or control conspircs
with any person to injurc or put such
prisoncr to dcath without suthority of
law, or to suffer such prisoncr to dbe
taken or obtained from custody or control
to bo injurcd or put to decath by mob or
riotous asscmblage, All conspirators
guilty. (Scce 3b) . '

Prosccution of mob memters in U,S,.
District Court of judicial district
viacrein victim injurcd or put to dcath,

in accordancc with laws of State where

injury inflictcd or homicide committed,
provided (1) statc officcors charged with
duty of apprchending, prosccuting, and
punishing mod members have failed,
neglected or refused to do so; or (2)Jju-
Tors obtainablc in statc court having
Jurisdiction aro so strongly opposed to

.such punishment that probability that

guilty partics will not be punished in
such Statc court,

' Failure for morc than 30 days aftor
comaission of offcnse to apprchend or
indict, or failurc diligently to prosc-
cute, prima facic cevidence of the '
failurc, necglect or refusal abovc.
(Soc.4)

Liability against county in which victim
scriously injurcd or put to dcath, not
less than $2,000 nor more than $10,000 ac
liquidated damages, to injurcd victim or
legal representativess

suit in United States District
Court of judicial district wherein victir
injured or put to decathg

suit brought and prosccutcd by
Unitcd Statces attorney for such district:

Judgment enforced, if not paid, by
United Statos District Court levying
oxccution on any property of county, or



~

(SOC.

GAVAGAN BILL

pandarmus or other appropriate process;
any officer of county or other person
who disobeys or fails to comply with
‘any lavful ordcr of the court in the
prenises, liable for contempt and other.
ponalty provided by law thercfor;
procceds of judegment exampt from

(no provision}
‘ claims of crecditors of dcceasecd;

(no provisio : proceeds distributed according to
: lawvs of intecstacy of Stato wherein doath
no abatemen oceurrod. (Sce.5)

injury if victim®
dies, (Scc.4)

Joint and scveral county liability as
sbove provided, wacre victim transported
by mob or rictous assemblage from ono
county to another, on county wherecin
victim scized and county whercin victim
put to death.

United Statcs District Judge of tho
United States District Court wlhiercin
prosccution or suit under this Act insti-
tuted may order prosccution or suit frie
in any place in such district as he may

- designate by order, (Scce 6)

(no provision)

Scverability el Sgverability clause, in case any pro-~

any provision held. vision hecld invalid. (Scce 7)

(It is undorstood that the Mitchell bill was. narroved by
the Housc Judiciary Committce; tke cxact text as reported
by tho Committeoe is not availabdle.)



Mre Hitohell of ing bil1l; which was referred to

the Cor-

TO CFR2:% N O KLGRO AFFAIRS

Ba 1t en: House of Reprecentatives of the United

Stetes of Amerig) ¢, Thet there shall be creeted &n Indus-

triel Comissio ch shell consist of five merbers, at

least throo of . of the ﬂcgrd rcce, to be .eprointed by the

Presicdent of ¢ shell hold office for six yecurs unless

rerioved for'gog o: the fve membors first appointed after

-

the passago of 11 be aprpointed for two yctors, one shall be

eppofmted for ;shall be upnointed for four years, one shall be
appoiﬁted for one shuall be aprointed for eix yesrs, and whoss
position ghall’ olitical; thet they shall bo nonpartisan; that
the salary of shall be fixed at {5,000 per annun, except in the
case of the cng,i shall be designeted by the President of the United

States, and whose shall be fixed ¢t {7,500 per annun; that seld Com=

rissioners ehall’i’;ggtitled to the usucl por diem and necessery expenses
thet are usuali#;a;ipved officers of the Covernment when ebsent from their
official station for the conduct of officiel business,

. SEC; 2.' That seid Commission 1s cuthorized to anpoint such necessary
olorks, egents, or iuvéstigutors, attormeys and assistunts as may be neces=- .
sary for the conduct of the busineca for vhieh seid Commission is created, or
such other work thct may be eseipgned to suid Commission by the Fresident of
the United Siates, or any of the depariccnis of the Govermment of the United
States touching eny problem or matter offeccting the Negro, whose salary shall
bo fixed by the Coumission and approved dby the chaiiman of said Cocraission,

SEC. 3¢ That said Coimission chell be provided by the‘éecretary of
the Treesury with éuit&ble guarters in the city of vacshington, District of

—

Colurbia, for the trunsaction c¢f tho buslnees coning before scid Cozmf{ssion.

L4

SICe 44 That the duties of the Inductricl Co—rdenion on llerro
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mlrr51£;“8§é3223"b§"£h1a Act shall be to study the economie conditions of the

i. Negro; to study the lebor problems in which the Negro is fundementally inter-

ested; to stirmulute end encourage thrift end industry umong the Negroes of
this country; to promote the generel welfurec of the Nezro in industrial pur-
suits, end to encourege his generzl uplift; to work out pluns looking toward
the solution of the different prodblems confronting the licgro roce of the United
States; to consider all questions pertuining to the legro thut m2y be rererféd
to seid Commission by eny depertment of the United States Government, and
report a suggested solution of nny'and all problems that may be presented to
the Commission by aﬁy officer of the United States; the governor or ettorney
generel of any of the States, or lubor depurtmcnt of eny State in the United
States; to recorriend what may be necessury for the stability of labor in the
different Stafes; to diécourage subversive doctrine and propeganda; to work
toéard the forrulation of a policy for rmutuel understanding and confidence
betwgen the ruces; to report to Ccnsfess throuzh the President of the Uni<ied
States 8ll thelr ncts snd doings and to make such recormendations for the solu=
tion of cny problem or problems affecting the Negro that they may-daem advisaeble.
| SECs 5e That for the purposes of the expenses of suid Conmission
there shall be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury of the United
States not otherwize appfopriutcd, for the first yeur, the sun of $300,000, or
80 nuch thereof as may be necessury, to defroy the expenses of this Commission;
and there shall, every year thorcaftor, bo uppropriated by Congress such sum &8

may be necessury to earry out the vork of seid Commission; thut the expenses

- shall be paid out of the roney hereby &ppropriated, and upon proper vouchers

approved by the chairmen of said Commission, including the stalaries of the
Commiscionerse = ' .
SKCe 6, That a1l Aots and parts of acts inconsistent with this Aot
b

aro horeby repeales, and this Act shall tuke effect upon its passage and thae

approvel of the President of the United States,
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1. 1 was cjected from a pullman car in the State of
Arkansas, April 21, 1937 for no reason other than that
1 was a colored passenger.

2. 1 returncd to Chicago, two weeks later and filed
suit in the Circuit Court of Cook Counly against the
Ilinois Central Railroad, Rock Island Railroad and the
Puliman Company for £30,000 damages.

3. August 21, 1937, 1 filed 2 petition with the Tnter-
state Commerce Commission in Washington, sceking to
force the railroads to discontinue their systemn of Jim
Crowing Nearces en trains and busses i the South.

1. Jan. 5. 1938, 1 introduced a bhill in the House ot
Representatives {H. R, {521) which makes it punishahle
by law for any officers of the rsilroad or any railroad
company to discriminate againsl passengers because of
their ra-e. This hill is pending in Congress now. Many
of my colleazues in Congress have shown decp interest
in this bill and have pledied themselves to me to aid in
its passage. -

5. March 7, 1938, the 1. C. C. of Washington held an
examination of the facts and evidence in the case throueh
Fxaminer Disque. at the “Morrison Hotel in Chivago.
where a ~rore or more of witneswes zave testimony as to

the Jimn Crow eonditions in interstate travel in the South.

6. On or ahout May 8, 1937, Examiner Disque made
a report to the I. C. C. in Washington and disrcgarding
all of the evidence given, recommended that the case be
disinissed.

7. On or about May 29. 1933, I, through my attor-
nev. filed exceptions to the Examiner’s report and recom-
mendation and demanded an oral hearing before the full
Commission.

8. On or about June 1, 1938, the Commission author:
ized oral arguments to be made before the full Commis-
sion in Washington, and notified counsels represent
ing all partics to this effect.

9. On July 6, 1938, the arguments before the full
Commission were made and the case is now under con-
sidcration by the Commission. A decision is expected
daily.

10. T have definitely made up my mind to see the case
through the Supreme Court of the United States at my
own cxpense, in order to hreak up this vicious syslem
which has Dheen practiced against the Negro traveling
publie for the last fifty years,

(Signed) AIVTHUR W. MITCHELL

rEErEAT AT YWOrITAIITLEL TO CONGRESS, NOVEMBER 8TH
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