Station 1:  Red Scare
Background

A powerful reaction against "radicalism" in various forms swept the country immediately after the end of WWI. The US watched with alarm as Russia became Communist after the Russian Revolution of 1917.  Americans feared that many of the more recent immigrants from eastern Europe and Russia were bringing similar radical ideas with them to the US.  In 1919 Americans saw evidence all around them to confirm their fears.  There was a wave of disturbances.  Some 400,000 American workers went on strike.  Even the police in Boston went on strike and looters and thieves roamed the city.  
The fears were not totally unjustified.  Many immigrants in the US did hold radical political beliefs.  Anarchists published pamphlets and distributed them widely in American cities calling for the overthrow of the government.  In April 1919 a bomb planted in a church in Milwaukee killed 10 people.  In May, bombs were sent to 36 prominent Americans.  In June more bombs went off in 7 US cities, and one almost killed Mitchell Palmer, the US Attorney General.  All of those known to have radical beliefs were rounded up.  They were generally immigrants and the evidence against them was often flimsy.  The person responsible for his purge was J Edgar Hoover, a young clerk appointed by Palmer.  He built up files on 60,000 suspects and in 1919-1920 around 10,000 individuals were informed that they were to be deported from the US.

As Palmer discovered the purges were popular, he tried to use the fear of revolution to build up his own political support and run for president.  Trade unionists, black people, Jews, Catholics and almost all other minority groups found themselves accused of being Communists.  In the end, however, Palmer caused his own downfall.  He predicted that a Red Revolution would begin in May 1920.  When nothing happened, the papers began to make fun of him and officials in the Justice Department who were sickened by Palmer’s actions undermined him.  Secretary of Labor Louis Post examined all of the case files prepared by Hoover and found that only 556 out of the thousands of cases brought had any basis in fact.
The Case Against the "Reds":   A. Mitchell Palmer (1920)

One of the leading sponsors of the "Red Scare" was the Attorney General of the United States, who summarizes his fears of Bolshevism and his methods of exterminating it.

Like a prairie-fire, the blaze of revolution was sweeping over every American institution of law and order a year ago. It was eating its way into the homes of the American workmen, its sharp tongues of revolutionary heat were licking the altars of the churches, leaping into the belfry of the school bell, crawling into the sacred corners of American homes, seeking to replace marriage vows with libertine laws, burning up the foundations of society. 


It has been impossible in so short a space to review the entire menace of the internal revolution in this country as I know it, but this may serve to arouse the American citizen to its reality, its danger, and the great need of united effort to stamp it out, under our feet, if needs be. It is being done. The Department of Justice will pursue the attack of these "Reds" upon the Government of the United States with vigilance, and no alien, advocating the overthrow of existing law and order in this country, shall escape arrest and prompt deportation. 
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It is my belief that while they have stirred discontent in our midst, while they have caused irritating strikes, and while they have infected our social ideas with the disease of their own minds and their unclean morals we can get rid of them! and not until we have done so shall we have removed the menace of Bolshevism for good.
Station 2:  Race Relations
The following documents concern the Chicago Race Riots in the summer of 1919.

A. From the [white] Property Owner’s Journal for Hyde Park and Kenwood suburbs of Chicago, March 1919.

"The Negro is unwilling to resume his status of other years; he is exalting himself with idiotic ideas about social equality....Keep the Negro in his place, amongst his people, and he is healthy and loyal. Remove him, or allow his ‘newly discovered importance to remove him from his proper environment, and the Negro becomes a nuisance’....Their presence here is intolerable...

"Every colored man who moves into Hyde Park knows that he is damaging his white neighbor’s property. Therefore, he is making war on the white man. Consequently, he is not entitled to any consideration and forfeits his right to be employed by the white man. If employers should adopt a rule of refusing to employ Negroes who reside in Hyde Park to the damage of the white man’s property, it would soon show good results."
B. The Chicago Daily Tribune, July 28, 1919.

"Shortly after 5 o’clock...white bathers at the 29th Street beach saw a colored boy on a raft paddling into what they termed ‘white’ territory. A snarl of protest went up from the whites and soon a volley of rocks and stones was sent in his direction. One rock, said to have been thrown by George Stauber of Cottage Grove Avenue, struck the lad and he toppled into the water. Colored men who were present attempted to go to his rescue, but they were kept back by the whites....Indignant [at the refusal of the police to arrest Stauber], the Negroes...commenced to pummel him. The whites came to his rescue and then the royal battle was on. Fists flew and rocks were hurled....Policeman John O’Brien and three blacks were shot...

"The battling spread…  By nightfall...whites stood at all prominent corners ready to avenge the beatings their brothers had received. Along Halsted and State Streets they were armed with clubs, and every Negro who appeared was pummeled."

C. "Ghastly Deeds of Rioters Told", The Chicago Defender (a black newspaper), Aug. 2, 1919.

"In all parts of the city, white mobs dragged from...cars black passengers wholly ignorant of any trouble [and] set upon them....The homes of blacks isolated in white neighborhoods were burned to the ground and the owners and occupants beaten and thrown unconscious in the smoldering embers. Meanwhile rioters in the ‘black belt’ smashed windows and looted shops of white merchants on State Street.
D. The KKK after WWI

In 1915, political and economical conditions were ideal for the rise of the second KKK. "Jewish bankers" and other foreigners were blamed for the decline in farming and marketing prices. This economic difficulty made the nation susceptible to the Klan's hate messages against all non-whites. Pro-Klan novels and movies, such as The Birth of a Nation, also inspired whites to form a new Klan.

Reaching its peak of over two million members, the Klan of the 1920's thrived on nativism, anti-Catholicism, opposition to the cultural modernism of the Jazz Era and violations of alcohol, smoking, and gambling laws. Directing their hate tactics toward Catholics, Jews, and foreign-born, the Klan used tarring and feathering, branding, mutilating, and lynching to install fear.

Station 3:  Prohibition

Background


In the 19th century, in rural areas of the US there was a very strong temperance movement.  Members of temperance movements agreed not to drink alcohol and also campaigned to get others to give up alcohol.  Most members of these movements were devout Christians who saw what damage alcohol did to family life.  These movements were so strong they convinced some state governments to prohibit the sale of alcohol.  Through the early 20th century the campaign gained speed.  It became a national campaign to ban alcohol.  Leading industrialists backed the movement, believing that workers would be more reliable if they did not drink.  The US entry into WWI in 1917 boosted the “dries”.  Drinkers were accused of being unpatriotic cowards.  Most of the big breweries were run by German immigrants who were portrayed as the enemy.  After the Russian Revolution, the dries claimed that communism thrived on alcohol.  In 1917 the movement had enough states on its side to propose the 18th Amendment to the Constitution.  This “prohibited the manufacture, sale or transportation of intoxicating liquors.”  It became law in January of 1920 and lasted until 1933.  

A. “Bar?  What Bar?” The New York Times, 2009

A speakeasy could be a table, a bottle and two chairs…most were closer to the lower end.  They were dives where you drank bad liquor from a bottle with a counterfeit label and woke up with a headache in the morning.

In the early years of Prohibition, when agents pursued enforcement with some zeal, patrons needed passcards or passwords, but corruption and inertia took over fairly quickly. In “Manhattan Oases,” Al Hirschfeld’s 1932 cartoon survey of New York speakeasies, a fake cigar store called the Dixie is ridiculed as “one of those quaint, old-fashioned places (circa 1925), which still think it needs a false front.”

Everywhere else, the speaking was anything but easy. In cities like New York, San Francisco, Detroit and New Orleans, the game ended almost before it started, and bars operated with the merest pretense of discretion. “The secret aspect in New York was over by 1928 or 1929,” Mr. Okrent said. “To run a speakeasy you just bribed the local cop. There was not a lot of secrecy.”  This ‘speakeasy’ business must be the most independent and prosperous business in the world, especially in New York, for no other industry in the world could afford to kill its customers off like that,” Will Rogers wrote in a letter to The New York Times in 1928. “They must run an undertaking business on the side.”

B. “The Chemist’s War” Slate, 2010
Doctors were accustomed to alcohol poisoning, the routine of life in the Prohibition era. The bootlegged whiskies and so-called gins often made people sick. The liquor produced in hidden stills frequently came tainted with metals and other impurities. But Christmas Eve 1926 was bizarrely different. The deaths came courtesy of the U.S. government.

Frustrated that people continued to consume so much alcohol even after it was banned, federal officials had decided to try a different kind of enforcement. They ordered the poisoning of industrial alcohols manufactured in the United States, products regularly stolen by bootleggers and resold as drinkable spirits. The idea was to scare people into giving up illicit drinking. Instead, by the time Prohibition ended in 1933, the federal poisoning program, by some estimates, had killed at least 10,000 people.

Although mostly forgotten today, the "chemist's war of Prohibition" remains one of the strangest and most deadly decisions in American law-enforcement history. As one of its most outspoken opponents, Charles Norris, the chief medical examiner of New York City during the 1920s, liked to say, it was "our national experiment in extermination." Poisonous alcohol still kills—16 people died just this month after drinking lethal booze in Indonesia, where bootleggers make their own brews to avoid steep taxes—but that's due to unscrupulous businessmen rather than government order.

Station 4:  Immigration--Sacco and Vanzetti
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On April 15, 1920, two Italian immigrants, Nicola Sacco, a shoemaker, and Bartolomeo Vanzetti, a fish peddler were accused of murder.  A prominent left-wing attorney, Fred H. Moore, was brought in to defend Sacco and Vanzetti in the South Braintree murders. The accused had no criminal records, but were known as outspoken anarchists, labor organizers and antiwar activists — activities viewed with great suspicion during the Red Scare era. The Sacco and Vanzetti case became a matter of national public attention.

The accused readily admitted their radical beliefs, but denied any involvement in the crime and conducted themselves with dignity during the proceedings. Despite the presentation of corroborated testimony that Sacco was in Boston trying to arrange for a passport at the time of the murder, the jury rendered guilty verdicts for both.  Presiding Judge Webster Thayer was clearly not impartial and had been heard to utter prejudicial remarks. 
In April 1927, the long-delayed sentencing occurred and both men were given death sentences.  The looming executions prompted huge demonstrations throughout the United States, and in Europe and Latin America. Despite these protests, Sacco and Vanzetti, proclaiming their innocence to the end, were electrocuted in Charlestown State Prison on August 23, 1927.

Station 5:  Scopes Monkey Trial

Most urban people in the 1920’s would have believed in Charles Darwin’s theory of evolution.  Many rural Americans however disagreed.  They were very religious people who believed in biblical teachings of creation.  Six conservative states passed laws that banned the teaching of “evolution”.  A biology teacher named John Scopes deliberately broke the law so he could be arrested and bring his case before the court.

The Scopes Trial of 1925 came at a crossroads in history - as people were choosing to cling to the past or jump into the future. The trial itself was a series of conflicts, the obvious one being evolution vs. religion. But as John Crowe Ransom notes, “there were a series of tensions throughout the trial, including questions of collective vs. individual rights and academic vs. parental concerns, which have persisted in American culture since the birth of the nation.” An issue in both of these conflicts was who had control of the society. Who controlled the schools - the masses or the teachers? Who determined the law - the people or the leaders of the town? The resolution was even more unsettling because there was none. Scopes lost the case, but won the public's favor, and the law remained on the books in Tennessee.  The Scopes Trial was not distinct, however, in terms of its theme if not for its presentation. Other school districts and other towns struggled with this very issue.
This was at the height of the age of . . . media-generated national crazes, as well as controversies over changing mores, jazz, new dances, styles of dress for women, and sexually-suggestive Hollywood movies. Proponents of the new, more lenient culture were already deeply antagonistic toward defenders of the old-style Victorian mores, and so made the most of a drama in which science could be pitted against religion, city against rural, and North against South.

The trial itself proved as eventful as the verdict uneventful. The arguments focused upon the state's right to specify what was taught in public classrooms, not the scientific merits of evolution per se.  At the end, the jury found Scopes guilty and the judge fined him $100. The Tennessee Supreme Court later reversed the judgment against Scopes on a technicality, although it upheld the constitutionality of the Butler Act. Bryan died of a heart attack five days after the trial while napping in a Dayton residence.
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