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ABSTRACT

OBJECTIVE: To determine the predominance of linked fate andiosdemographic
predictors race, class, and gender in the polipeatisanship of African Americans, and
in the political partisanship of comparison raeatl ethnic group populations.
METHODS: Data obtained from the 1996 National Black Elect®tudy panel series
were used to examine the political attitudes, garors, and beliefs of 824 adult African
Americans. In addition, data collected for the 2004tional Politics Study examined
3,087 American adults from comparison racial anghiet population groups. These
groups included 706 African Americans, 868 WhitenMdispanics, 676 Hispanics, 466
Asians, and 371 Black Caribbeans. Multinomial lagisegression models were used to
analyze linked fate and socio-demographic predicioir African American political
partisanship.

RESULTS:In the 1996 sample about 69% of African AmericaresevDemocrats, 20%
Independent, and 4% Republicans. Similarly, in28@4 sample Democratic preferences
were held by 70% African Americans followed by ab66% Black Caribbeans, 44%
Hispanics, 37% Asians, and 36% White Non-Hispanlosthe multinomial logistic
regression models linked fate was less likely thuence African American political
partisanship in 1996. Still, when considering tmeque contribution of linked fate and
social demography—race, class, and gender—usedrddicp political partisanship

among comparison populations in 2004, support fer Democratic Party was more



likely among respondents with perceptions thatdohkate has some affect on them; and among
all racial and ethnic population groups when coregao Non-Hispanic Whites. On the other
hand, as class increased the likelihood of Demiacprtisanship decreased, whereas gender
was not significantly associated with predictinditozal partisanshipg>0.05).
CONCLUSIONS:Race continues to be the predominant predictorigsfificant and distinctive
partisan preference attitudes in the African Amarigacial group. The relationship of race,
class, gender, linked fate, and partisanship sh&mmse reliance on a (black) racial or ethnic
group heuristic for political decision-making. $tifurther investigation is needed to assess
whether such group cues in partisan decisions lctieflect perceptions of a (black) linked

racial fate rather than a sense that one’s fatéinieed to that of the Democratic Party.
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CHAPTER1

INTRODUCTION
Ever since the Civil Rights Act was passed in 198¥re has been considerable
speculation and debate among scholars that as wegbreocial, economic and political
opportunities expanded for African Americans theyuld assimilate into the mainstream
United States population like white ethnics thageded therh. Most importantly, they
were expected to hold more diverse political paprgferences. The subsequent
emergence of a larger black middle class accom@abyethe appearance of greater
economic diversity (Gurin, Hatchett, and Jackso89uring the post-civil rights era
furthered suppositions that African Americans wolbdtome more conservative in their
ideological orientations and partisan predisposgioDespite noticeable improvements in
black economic class standing, African Americaner®ed as a politically distinctive
and cohesive group with a strong Democratic bidacgBand Black 2002; Stanley and
Niemi 1991). Consequently, scholars raised questiabout the extent to which
improved economic standings could compete meaniggfith racial group identities,
and thereby prompt changes in African American slens about the two main political

parties.

1. In Who Governg1963), Robert Dahl developed the political askitian
theory referenced.



To investigate this long-term relationship betwetre African American
electorate and the Democratic Party, the presediysiraws from Michael C. Dawson’s
general theory of African American racial groupenrgsts as advancedBehind the Mule
(1994). Specifically, this dissertation focuses lois study of “African American
Partisanship and the American Party Systénafid the supposed lack of political
diversity within the black community. Dawson’s @ngal research on the importance of
race and class develops a systematic framework-Bilaek Utility Heuristic—that
assumes race has a profound impact on African Amerpolitical decisions. This
includes decisions about which political party eetiddresses issues of most importance
to African Americans. Thus far, no other study bpplied Dawson’s theory of African
American racial group interests and his Black YtiHeuristic paradigm to measure the
relative degree of racial group solidarity and ficdl cohesion beyond his own research
using the 1984 and 1988 National Black Electiondigtsi (Jackson 1984; 1988). |test a
modification of Dawson’s Black Utility Heuristic ugy the 1996 National Black Election
Study (Tate 1997), and extend his model to tese#ttent to which such heuristics apply
to both racial and ethnic groups surveyed in th@42Qational Politics Study (Jackson et
al. 2009).

In keeping with Dawson’s theory, | agree that thiack Utility Heuristic is
applicable and reliable as long as race continaedetermine prospects of life in the
United States. This is true as long as historaslwell as contemporary social and

demographic structures shape perceptions of cirtanmoss within the African American

2. See: Michael C. Dawson, “African American Psatiship and the American
Party System” (Chapter 5) iBehind the Mule(Princeton, New Jersey:. Princeton
University Press, 1994), 96-129.



community, particularly with regard to black liftances. While race is considered the
prime factor explaining African Americans’ overwitehg and consistent political
choices, their Democratic partisanship reflectateonal decision calculus that only one
political party of the limited U.S. two-party systemeets median racial group policy
preferences. Besides, decisions about which galiparty is more responsive to African
American racial group interests denotes a rati@sslessment of how each governing
party fares in promoting the well-being of the eagroup (Fiorina 1981). In this regard
race, rather than class and/or other social derpbgraypically shown to influence
partisanship, is central to judgments about polkkongruence, or the lack thereof,
between each political party and the African Amamigacial group. Hence, the group
rationale for making political choices is easilgirtsmittable to individual members. This
is primarily because of the continuing significanaferace in American society, and
because of the political parties either ignoringweerlooking race-based issues.

Both theoretical and practical political reasonsfaece the basis for this on-
going relationship. For instance, African Amerisgrerceive the Democrats as having
the best over-time record of addressing wrongsnagahe race; of having a better
approach to dealing with issues of most importanddem; and, of elevating their status
in the economic, social, and political order (Biest002; Tate 1994). So, their long-term

assessments of the policies and performance dimbegoverning parties (Fiorina 1989)

3. Originally, Max Weber used the terifife chancesto describe social class
differences. See: Weber, Makrom Max Weber: Essays in Sociolpgd. H.H. Gerth
and C. Wright Mills (New York: Oxford University Bss, 1946). The distinctions in
access to material goods like food and housing misluded differences in access to
services like public education and health care.l oklthese goods and services are
available in the market, according to: A.G. Johndeower, Privilege, and Difference
(New York: McGraw-Hill, 2005).



should point them to the Democratic, not the Rejpahl Party. Moreover, affiliation
with the Democratic Party is important for practipalitical reasons as well. Through
this association African Americans have accessi¢oparty organization, to institutions
of government, and to both appointive and electffeces. In short, the meaningful
long-term political clout realized by African Ameans derives from association with the
Democrats. Hence, this association is efficienthat voting for Democrats allows
African Americans to maintain a sense of group fpmsiwhile engaging the political
system. Correspondingly, Democratic control optoae” of the black vote is a crucial

factor in securing electoral success (Frymer 1999).

This study contributes to the larger body of litara investigating how social
group identifications shape individual politicaiemtations toward the two main political
parties, as well as to studies of African Amerigatitics. Explicitly, the primary focus
of this dissertation is African American politicpartisanship, and the extent to which
race versus class or other social demography exghiair seemingly stable Democratic
Party preferences. In other words: why do Africamekicans think the way they do
politically, and what induces them to change? Teestigate this question | test
Dawson’s Black Utility Heuristic (1994) using datallected for analysis of African
American politics' Secondarily, the research aim is to assess ttemteto which the
African American form of group-based identity pit influences politically emerging
racial and pan-ethnic minority groups. Importantthis examination are individual

perceptions about which party better serves ragialip interests, but is this merely a

4. Specifically, data collected for the 1996 Na#ibBlack Election Study (Tate
1997), and for the 2004 National Politics Studyck3an et al. 2009).



“black” phenomenon or does Dawson’s heuristic ptevia viable (and similar)
explanation for party choice among other racial atithic minority groups as well? To
investigate this question | include comparison pafens of African Americans, White
Non-Hispanics, Hispanics, Asians, and Caribbeanckla Typically, mainstream
research of American party identifications includgy a cursory statement about African
American partisanshipor apply the traditional black-white dichotomyerplanations of
party identifications (Hajnal and Lee 2011). Altgh this standard relationship is
important, understanding how race and ethnicitytensioverall is just as important. This
dissertation fills this gap.

In the 1970s tension between race and class asrdadetermining black life
chances erupted into intense debate primarily ansmogplogists from two competing
theoretical perspectives. The “class” perspectweposed by William J. Wilson ifhe
Declining Significance of Ragd978; 1980), claims that since the mid-1960s enoa
clas$ has become the most important factor determinireg gersonal life styles and
external living conditions of African Americans. nCthe other hand, the *“race”
perspective, articulated by Charles V. Willie (19#A8Ids that integration and affirmative

action programs, implemented after passage of @4 Civil Rights Act, place middle-

5. African Americans are the most loyal suppariafrthe Democratic Party, i.e.
in relation to other socio-demographic constitugrdups. They are, therefore, often
dismissed as highly predictable and virtually negisto partisan change.

6. Wilson’s (1980) thesis, that improved economic class situations within the
African American community account for the declining significance of race, is based on the
notion that money is the principle reason for black-white racial inequities. Hence, the
opportunity to make money increases economic (class) standings and life prospects. Note:
W. J. Wilson,The Declining Significance Of Race: Blacks And @fragn American Institutions,
(Chicago, lllinois: University of Chicago Press8D9.



class blacks in direct contact with whites wherdepgive interactions make the
resurgence of race quite evident. However, Wilsqd980) thesis fueled speculations
about the increasing importance of class intenastsus racial group interests in African
American politics, and raised expectations thatrowipd economic class situations would

create greater political diversity within the rageoup.

Michael C. Dawson (1994) responded explicitly toesty two competing
theoretical arguments and to social scholars’ pemsi query about the single most
important determinant of African-American politics.Furthermore, in response to
Wilson’s declining significance of race hypotheddawson contends that race interests
supersede class interests primarily because ofdahenuing significance of race in the
United States. Moreover, the historical circumstsnof race shape perceptions of
common interests and racial group solidarity améfigcan Americans producing a
sense of common/linked fate. From Dawson’s petsmedAfrican-American politics as
subsumed within cognitive processes, presupposgshtd structure of group perceptions
is on a psychological level where the degree dirdisve actions by individuals depends
on the presence of certain group characteristitile most notable variables are racial
group identification, a black consciousness, grooipesiveness, and the salience of one’s
racial identity. A relatively high degree of sale® means that there is sufficient
information about one’s identity and about “the dit that identity with social reality”
(Dawson 1994, 11). Finally, and perhaps most ingmbhy, the reality is that race
remains a major force in African American lives.

First, with regard to those prominent racial graharacteristics noted above, the

origin of the concept of “linked fate” is closelglated to that of group consciousness



(McClain et al. 2009), and to the idea that thexeam intimate association between
individual and group life chances (Simien 2005)hisTcommon or linked fate results
when members of a racial grouping face common éxpegs such as economic
exploitation, social subordination, and psycholabmppression (Dawson 1994). It is for
this reason that ascriptive characteristics of rlke the identity of “blackness” and the
African phenotype, have a significant influence lifie chance opportunities or the
opportunity to attain meaningful goals in life ratithan one’s knowledge, skills and/or
abilities. Being “black” is a visible stereotypicdifferentiation from those who
determine accessibility to social, political, ancbeomic power in the United States.
Dawson attributes linked fate primarily to perceps when “economic domination of
blacks by whites became inter-twined with a sens@aditical domination as well”
(Dawson, 55).

Second, a resulting group political cohesion besmetional as individual
members follow race-group cues to evaluate andpreethe political world of objects
like parties, issues, candidates, and events. rdogp to Dawson, group political
cohesion is also efficient because individual memtwan rely on their perceptions of
racial group interests to make the appropriatetipali choices. Dawson’s theory of
African-American racial group interests employs dmnomictheory of administrative
decision-making as advanced by Herbert SimonAdministrative Behavior(1947).
Simon argues that multiple factors, including p®jobical influences, can explain
rational human choice or bounded rationality whegrab individual opts for a satisfying
or “satisficing” solution (Simon 1955). In thisg&rd, the African-American outlook, or

black worldview, provides a sense of “community” ex individual members identify



self with the racial group, and with the relative piosit of the race—predominantly
within the bottom tiers of a stratified social l@eshy. As individuals become more
politically aware of their group’s social class pios, they develop a racial group or
“black” consciousness and commit to collective acti(Miller, Gurin, Gurin and
Malanchuk 1981).

Here Dawson agrees with seminal studies of polifeaticipation (Verba and
Nie 1972; Miller, Gurin, Gurin, and Malanchuk 1988%hingles 1981) that what
distinguishes African Americans from their Whiteuoterparts are “the development of
self-conscious awareness of group membership” @ard Nie 1972, 150). There is,
therefore, a sense of “belongingness” or identifbcawith the racial grouping revealed
in such self-identifications, as “I am an AfricaimArican,” “I am a Liberal,” or “l am a
Democrat” (Sherif and Sherif 1961; Verba and Nig2)9 Herein lies the difference
between blacks and whites, a racial group or blamksciousness and a perception of
linked racial fate—asversusghem—that serves as a mechanism for political cohearah
mobilization, and guarantees solidarity in attittid@bout appropriate decisions and
behavior. Linked fate insulates individual membagainst the changing effects of other
structures of attitudes, such as economic clasest Mnportantly, Dawson (1994) finds
that race continues to be the most powerful exptepavariable for predicting African
American politics because of its continued, profbunfluence on black life chances,
particularly within the social and economic areobfe.

According to Miller, Gurin, Gurin, and Malanchuk981) politicization of the
racial group produces a sense of black conscioastied occurs when an individual

becomes aware of the relative position of her siracial group in society. The concepts



of group identification and race consciousness dase perceptions of linked fate
confirm the highly distinctive attitudes and belwasi produced by race (Miller, Gurin,
Gurin, and Malanchuk 1981) as previously reportetiie American Voté(Campbell et
al. 1960). In this regard, identification is a salfactor that, once politicized, determines
individual decisions that adhere to the group maitstandard. For African Americans
that position tends to be disproportionately atltveer end of the socio-economic scale
(Gurin, Hatchett, and Jackson 1989). This, couplél the reality of their struggle for
basic civic inclusion, serves as a catalyst forsemsus and solidarity among individuals
who perceive their similarly situated class stat8sich individuals respond politically by
forming a stable and cohesive bloc to advance Afri@merican racial group interests in
partisan politics and within the electoral arena.

Finally, Dawson’s empirically grounded politicalsearch demonstrates how
linked racial fate and/or the Black Utility Heurtstinfluence contemporary African
American orientations toward the two main politipairties. He employs his theoretical
framework to analyze African American group pohlficohesion on this wise: a (black)
racial group consciousness shapes individual paorepof self-interests and links them
to perceptions of race group interests, both ecamoamd political. Henceforth,
individual perceptions of linked fate stimulateidatity and direct political orientations.
This is important because there are consideralffiereinces in individual perceptions of
the political world; however, it is imperative féhe member to develop a sense of
“‘community” with the racial group. In so doingetie is a greater likelihood that one will

deem significant the attitudes and behaviors exgeby the race, and assume the group

7. Reference: Angus Campbell, et al. “Membershifocial Groupings” (Chapter
12) inThe American VotgiChicago: The University of Chicago Press, 19805-332.



partisan standard. This is wh&@lawson refers to as the Black Utility Heuristic, a
mechanism employed to determine which politicaliglens to make in advancing racial
group goals. It is a reliable shortcut for accerrpolitical preference attitudes, voting

decisions, and public opinions.

Race is most significant in determining party idgdtions. If the Black Utility
Heuristic serves as the primary factor used to pihesi political messages, and as a
strategic causal factor within the African Americaecision calculus, as Dawson
contends, then individuals should correctly idgntihe political party that is most
responsive to [black] racial group interests incadance with the current racial group
political standard, the Democratic Party. Suchndifg for this research study would
support the “race” perspective as articulated byli&/(1979), and further demonstrate
the significance of linked racial fate and Dawso(i19£94) model, the Black Utility
Heuristic.

This dissertation addresses an important and tintepic in contemporary
American politics. The current chapter introdudes hasis for my theoretical framework,
the Black Utility Heuristic as formulated by MicHae. Dawson (1994) in his theory of
African American racial group interests. Additidyalthis chapter establishes the focus
of the present research study, and introduceshpiseholarly debates about the single
most important factor that best explains African &iman life chances: race or class.
Dawson’s response to the race versus class sowmaloglebates is essential to
understanding key variables employed in explairtig theory of African American
racial group interests: racial group identificatioa black consciousness, group

cohesiveness, and the salience of racial idenfityese factors serve to clarify distinctive

10



African American politics, and the rational andi@ént African American decision
calculus.

Chapter 2 provides the principle theoretical goalthis dissertation. | begin with
a discussion of the traditional conceptualizatidnparty identification using classic
literature formulated in the Michigan School. | alpresent literature regarding
alternative explanations of partisanship from radiotheorists and the revisionists. In
addition, later approaches returning to the “Miemg tradition are included in the
discussion, as well as explanations of partisamghdased primarily on Carmines and
Stimson’s (1989) issue evolution. It is, therefoxithin the context of this general body
of literature on American party identifications thiareview explanations of African
American partisan identifications. The value oé tBlack Utility Heuristic model, for
comparison among racial and pan-ethnic minorityugsy is also considered within the
frame of the theoretical goal.

A core theme of this dissertation is the realityperception of policy congruence
between African Americans and the two main politiparties, and how the parties
responded to secure the black vote. This ideansidered in the historical perspective
discussed in Chapter 3, which covers historicalbperfrom the Reconstruction era to the
Post-New Deal era. Additionally, Chapter 3 setmekground discussion leading up to
the 1860 presidential election of Abraham Lincolrhis historical perspective continues
with a discussion of strategies employed by Africamericans to demand that the
political parties provide attention and action ¢eues that address racial group interests.
African American strategies, the emergence of tadde national political agenda, and

responses from the political parties are furthecua$sed in Chapter 4 during historical
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periods representing the Civil Rights and PostiCRights eras. The methodological
approach and model construction used to test r&ségpotheses explored in this study
are covered in Chapter 5, while reports of sta@stanalyses and study findings are
presented in Chapter 6. Finally, Chapter 7 disaubsth study results and conclusions,

and proffers recommendations for future researcleavors.
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CHAPTER 2

TOWARD A THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK FORAFRICAN AMERICAN
PARTISANSHIP

Of extreme importance to this investigation of A#m Americans’ partisanship is the
conceptualization of party identification. Henoeyiews of some major orientations that
have most influenced explanations of citizens'tadiés toward the two main political
parties, and changes thereto, are enumerateddrciigipter. In addition, | attempt to
identify particularly important theoretical issuégat underlie different orientations that
contribute to our understanding of African Amerisadecisions about the Democratic
and Republican parties. Lastly, the theoreticamBaork guiding this dissertation is
formulated.

The relationship between American citizens’ sodagntifications and their
orientations toward the two main political partieas received considerable attention
from political scientists. Key questions guidingstkextensive body of research are: What
is party identification, and what causes partisaange? Some scholars contend that
party identification is a deeply rooted psycholagiattachment (Campbell, Converse,
Miller, and Stokes 1960; Miller and Shanks 1996)ocial identity (Green, Palmquist,
and Schickler 2002) that shapes political prefeeendOthers suggest that partisanship is
largely an informational short cut (Downs 1957) quised of a “running tally” of other
political attitudes and evaluations (Achen 199rifia 1981). This on-going debate,

primarily regarding the conceptualization of patisidentification in keeping with the
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social-psychological prototype and critical chatjea from rational choice theorists and
the revisionists, has spanned half a century anlides a number of pivotal research
studies.

2.1 FROM CLASSIC CONCEPTUALIZATION TO REVISIONISTRITIQUES

The predominant view of party identification in €& voting behavior research
is advanced in the “Michigan” model of electoralcden-making. Formulated by
Angus Campbell, Philip Converse, Warren Miller, abdnald Stokes in their seminal
study ofThe American Votethis social-psychological paradigm emphasizes ftile of
enduring partisan commitments in shaping attitudesard political objects” (Campbell
et al. 1960, 135). According to Campbell, et ad aubsequent scholarship that has
adopted this perspective (Goldberg 1966; Kelley &ficer 1974; Miller and Shanks
1996), party identification is as an “unmoved mdévigohnston 2006); a deeply held
long-term psychological and/or group attachment ikalargely unchanging even as
events and other political objects change. Thimmarily because candidates and issues
are election specific whereas citizens’ orientatitoward the two main political parties
endure since the parties themselves remain relatiseable. Furthermore, party
identification is framed as a conceptual screeautjh which citizens view and interpret
new political information. While shaping policygferences and other political attitudes,
party identification remains largely unchanged Hogm.

On the other hand, revisionist scholars contesingty the concept of Party
identification as formulated in the social-psyclgital perspective. Instead, revisionists
contend that party identification is not unmovedisi shaped by political attitudes and

evaluations. This critique is developed most fullyRetrospective Voting in American
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Elections(1981), in which Morris Fiorina frames party idéication as a “running tally”
of citizen evaluations of other political objectsdaevents. Christopher Achen (1992)
further articulates the revisionist conceptual@atiof partisanship as a Bayesian
updating, or learning process model.

Reuvisionists build their theoretical perspectivetoa rational approach employed
by Anthony Downs inAn Economic Theory of Democra¢$957), and V.O. Key's
treatment of partisan preference,Tine Responsible Electoraf£966), as an information
shortcut based on which political party’s ideol@jiand policy positions are relatively
closer to those held by the citizen. Thus, in tle®isionists’ perception party
identification is not considered a psychological group attachment independent of
citizens’ evaluations of contemporary politics. ti&a, partisanship represents a summary
of the political evaluations individuals have fomnh@ver time. So, while party
identification might be quite stable from one el@ctto the next, it also may change over
time in response to policy preferences, candidat@uations, evaluations of party
performance, and vote decisions (Jackson 1975; RadeJones 1979; Markus and
Converse 1979; Fiorina 1981; Franklin and Jack€838;1Franklin 1984).

The revisionist view clearly supports the idea thdividuals might change their
party loyalties in response to their attitudes ohcy issues, particularly those salient,
emotional, and polarizing issues commonly assatiatiéh periods of partisan change.
Yet, similar to the social-psychological argumamtisionist scholarship acknowledges
the possibility of a long-term component to padsritification stemming from childhood
socialization (Fiorina 1981; Achen 2002). Rewuissts further purport that partisanship

may shape expectations of future party performafierina 1981), or that party
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identification may cause policy preferences as aglbe caused by them (Franklin 1984;
Jackson 1975); Page and Jones 1979; Markus andce@Gen{979). Most importantly, the
general position of revisionists is that partisamse more a summary of other political
attitudes than a shaper of them. Fiorina charaeterthe revisionist view of party
identification as “an evolving indicator of an indlual’s relationship to the parties”
(Fiorina 2002, 98).
2.2 BACK TO THE BASICS? THE DEBATE CONTINUES

Responding to the revisionist case, Warren MillE99(1) initiates defense of the
social-psychological paradigm that he and J. Me8hlanks further articulate ihhe New
American Voter(1996). Suggesting that party identification nmrayt be far from the
theoretical framework constructed the American Vote(1960), Miller and Shanks
indicate that party identification is primarily attitude of preference that provides a
meaningful explanation for candidate and policyfgnences, especially when uncertainty
is present. In addition, Donald Green and hiseagjues fully develop a critique of the
revisionist perspective on party identification. hely show that when random
measurement error is corrected party identificatoalmost entirely exogenous in the
short-run to issues, candidates, and performanai@ions (Green and Palmquist 1990;
1994; Green, Palmquist, and Schickler 2002). feuntlore, Alan Gerber and Donald
Green (1998) reject Christopher Achen’s (1992) epiwalization of party identification
as a Bayesian updating process suggesting indtaad is incompatible with the reality
of partisan stability. Green, et al. argues tlaatypties represent an attachment to a group
similar to religious identification (Green, Palmsgliand Schickler 2002). “People

maintain their partisan identities as long as tlmiage of the partisan groups remains
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intact. But when secular realignment is afoot, plblic image of the partisan groups
shifts, which in turn produces a shift in partyntiécations and perhaps further alters
perceptions of partisan groups” (Green et al. 2@18). In short, the works of Green
and his colleagues reaffirms the view of partisgnsts a deeply rooted social identity
independent of other political evaluations thdtrimly held by most citizens.

In spite of this reaffirmation, Green et al. dep&ddm one very important
component of the traditional American Voter modélhey argue against the idea of
selective perception, and hold instead that Denticcaad Republican identifiers update
their political evaluations in similar ways. Inidg so Green and his colleagues reject the
idea that party identification serves as a peradpareen that shapes the evaluation of
new political information (Gerber and Green 1999eéh, Palmquist and Schickler
2002). Additional scholars contend that partisgnstauses change in other political
evaluations. For example, Zaller (1992) suggdsas partisan predispositions regulate
the flow of information from political elites to éhmass public; thusly, individuals tend to
bring their own policy attitudes into line with th® of their party’s leaders. Bartels
(2002) provides even stronger support for the AcaerivVoter model with his evidence of
the effect of party identification in shaping pm#l evaluations. He argues that Gerber
and Green’s (1999) unbiased updating actually cmsfithat there is a partisan bias.
Both Bartels (2000) and Hetherington (2001) provVigieher support for the role of party
identification as a causal force based on evideotehe strengthening of party
identification and its impact on vote choice.

Finally, while the American Voter model emphasizé® idea that party

identification is a “durable attachment not readiisturbed by passing events and
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personalities” (Campbell et al. 1960, 151), it does$ rule out the possibility of some
issue-based change in party loyalties. Here Calhpbal. acknowledge the possibility
of party realignment, suggesting that when indiglduhold particularly strong feelings
about issues on which they differ with their pafthjs pressure is intense enough, [that]
a stable partisan identification may actually berded” (Campbell et al. 1960, 135).
The political attitudes most likely to create enlbbygessure that individuals may shift
their party loyalties are deeply held attitudestba emotional and polarizing issues
associated with partisan change, such as racialeaodomic issues (Carmines and
Stimson 1989). Therefore, while party identifioatimay be the causal force in its
relationship with most policy preferences, attittideward certain issues that structure
party conflict may lead to shifts in party ties feome citizens. In short, this body of
research revalidates party identification as aqggple mover of other political attitudes;
however, it is not an unmoved mover in every situnat
2.3 SOURCES OF CHANGE IN POLITICAL PARTY IDENTIFICAON

In order for individuals to change either theirtgadentifications or their issue
preferences they must first recognize that thegedédferences in the policy positions of
the two main political parties. Research has déstad the relationship between issues
and party change (Carmines and Stimson 1989; Maaldoand Rabinowitz 1987;
Sundquist 1983) when parties and candidates asslistiact positions on important
issues, and when citizens are aware of the partié&rences. Citizens that do not
recognize partisan conflict based on divergentgyositands should have no cause for
change. On the other hand, for individuals tha aware of party differences on

particularly polarizing and emotion-laden issués® salience of those issues is critical.
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Therefore, when considering the centrality and ibtatof party identification, the only
individuals that should change their political pgoteferences on the basis of their issue
attitudes are those that find the issues to becpéatly salient. Conversely, citizens that
are not aware of polarizing partisan policy starmms particularly powerful easily

understood, emotional, or symbolic issues haveeasan to change their partisanship.

2.4 A BROADER ACCOUNT OF PARTY CHANGE: ISSUE EVOLUDN

A prominent position relegated to issues, espagcladtween the 1964 and 1972
presidential elections, is attributed to the palag policy positions of the two main
political parties and their candidates (Carmined &imson 1989; Black and Black
1987). Carmines and Stimson’s predominant expilamatf partisan change during this
decisive election period is articulatedigsue Evolution: Race and the Transformation of
American Politic§1989) They argue that major changes in the policy stafdise two
main political parties occur in response to theetgpissues that command center stage in
American politics. Certain economic, foreign, edciand social policies that dominate
electoral campaigns evoke powerful emotional respsrirom the parties and candidates,
and cut across traditional party cleavages suchihasNew Deal coalition, causing
conflict. According to their theory of issue evatut race is the prime factor explaining
post-New Deal transformations in the partisan badaof identification in the American
electorate (Pomper 1989); and, changes in the idattstances of the political parties
where the Democratic Party emerges as raciallyrdiband actively pro-civil rights
(Feinstein and Schickler 2008).

Subsequently, defections among white southernera the New Deal coalition

(Petrocik 1987), who were “going Republican,” (Blaand Black 1987) correspond to
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ideological transformations of Democratic, and R#jgan, Party policies with regard to
racial issues (Feinstein and Schickler 2008). Afam white southerners, the most
noticeable shifts to the Republican Party amongerotbocial groupings within the
electorate include whites, self-designated consees and both younger and older
cohorts (Norpoth 1987, Petrocik 1987, Black andcBld989; Gurin, Hatchett, and
Jackson 1989). Social status group factors, esibpecatifferences in educational
background, are also prominent forces explainingreiased preferences for the
Republican Party among white citizens during theioge spanning the 1960s and
extending into the late 1980s (Miller 1992). Cames and Stimson (1989) further
contend that party-based changes reflect attittml@ard race-related policies regarding
integration, black civil rights, and voting rightsr the disenfranchised.

By the mid-1960s African Americans, seemingly inypeus to change, culminate
their realignment that began with the 1936 pregidealection of Franklin D. Roosevelt
(Weiss 1989). This attachment to the DemocratityRamtinues to intensify into the late
1980s. Thereafter, most African Americans perceéinge Democrats as having the best
over-time record of giving attention to, and takiagtion to address issues of most
importance to the African American racial group. orgover, African Americans’
distinctive and enduring Democratic partisanshipeaps to confirm the significance of
race, or of particular issues that focus on ragialip interests, when making decisions
between the two main political parties. Even tifouimportant demographic
differentiations are also present within the AfricAmerican community, variables
commonly associated with predicting political psatiship do not typically provide

meaningful explanations of persistent racial digtireness in political partisanship.
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Because of persistent racial group solidarity Demioc; not Republican
partisanship appears rational, at least from thespeetive of procedural rationality
(Simon 1955). While the Democrats may not be @ bhoice, they may be the “lesser
of two evils.” Still, the extent to which politicadistinctiveness and durable partisan
predispositions persist at any point in time degeadon continued perceptions of the
Democratic Party as best capable of addressinglrgooup interests. Nevertheless,
Bositis (2002) shows evidence of increased consigevadeological preferences among
African Americans in the 1980s Reagan era thathéwed speculation of increased
preferences for the Republican Party. Luks and H2@05) contend that Democratic
attachments have declined since passage of the@i98Rights Act, particularly among
younger cohorts. Correspondingly, Lee and Hajg@07) reveal a discernible pattern of
fluctuations in African American party affiliatiorin spite of such empirical evidence
African Americans continue to prefer the Democrats.

2.5 AFRICAN-AMERICAN PARTISANSHIP: A THEORETICAL PESPECTIVE

Therefore, in formulation of a theoretical perdpecfor studying partisanship
among African Americans the theory of African-Anoam racial group interests provides
a more useful paradigm than the traditional prqiesy This is mainly because “to
understand black politics one needs to draw on nmaathodologies, and one clearly
needs to pay more attention to the boundaries leetwseciety and the individual, with
the group as the intermediary phenomenon” (Dawg84113). Of particular value to
the development of this theoretical framework s Biack Utility Heuristic that provides
a parsimonious explanation for the group-basedsdwticalculus of individual African

Americans. The present model of partisanship ermeato construct a conceptual
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framework based on Michael C. Dawson’s synthesi$pefchological theories of the
social group” with “Simonesque approaches to raifa®cision-making” (Dawson, 12).

In so doing, Dawson “provides a rational choicenfdation for the formation of group
identity [where] rationality is procedural, basedassessments of what works as opposed
to what is best [which is useful] to gain insighta the decision-making processes of
African Americans both as individuals and as pé&d politically active group within the
American polity” (Dawson, 12).

The theoretical background of African American ahgroup interests is a group
process perspective of the relationship betweennthgidual and the group, where the
racial grouping is construed as a psychologicaugroAccording to John C. Turner
(1987) such groups, descriptively speaking, areclpaspgically relevant to individual
members subjectively for social comparison. Psyadiohl groups influence individual
members since it is from the group that the indigidacquires norms, values, and beliefs.
Herein lies the utility of group membership for Bugersons. Individuals can accept
membership in, and identification with the groupiVately) based on a view of
themselves in relation to those persons that datstihe group (Turner 1987, 1-2). This
makes the group relevant to the establishment eir tbwn socio-political reality.
Henceforth, the psychological group becomes an rtapbframe of reference that shapes
the individuals’ own attitudes, orientations andad. In this way, a deference to group
interests as opposed to individual interests iatkxt within the individual. Therefore, the
individual decision is consistent with the notiohpsocedural rationality, an important

component of the Black Utility Heuristic (Dawson94). Moreover, recognition of the
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individual by others as a group member reinforéesperception ofis versusthemand
enhances the importance of identification withghaup.

Instrumental to this theoretical approachg aonsistent with the theory of
African-American racial group interests, is thead#at individuals are social beings
Fundamentally, the influence of individuals on ca®ther, particularly in relation to
change is inherent in the political motives of &fm Americans. Any change among a
substantial proportion of individual members or hmt subgroups is potentially
detrimental to the group as a whole. Movementppasition to the political standard
could threaten the African American racial groupsipon within the polity. As a
psychological group this collectivity of individwalexerts powerful influence on
individual attitudes toward the two main politigadrties in the United States. This is
denoted in the seemingly habitual, stable, and mmglurelationship between the
Democratic Party and the African Americans. Peioegtof interconnectedness explain
the presence of an “interdependence of fate,” @gpual realization that one’s fate
depends on the fate of the group as a whole, aask“interdependence” or the
dependence of individual group members on eachr dtdregoal achievement (Lewin
1946).

Kurt Lewin (1946, 165-166) explains his princigéinterdependence of fate in
relation to the position of Jews in 1939 thusly:

[1]t is not similarity or dissimilarity of individals that constitutes a group, but

rather interdependence of fate. Any normal groung eertainly any developed

and organized one contain and should contain iddals of very different
character.... It is easy enough to see that the canfate of all Jews makes them

a group in reality.... What is more, a person wholbased to see how much his
own fate depends upon the fate of his entire gmwilipready and even eager to

take over a fair share of responsibility for itslfaee.
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The historical case of African Americans is mosplegable to this concept. As a
psychological construct, linked fate measures thgrek to which an individual’'s own
self interests are tied to the interests of there@mfroup. Nonetheless, the perception of
relationship with the group waxes or wanes depaendipon the extent to whickelf
becomes less, amgpfoup becomes more important. Hence,

Hypothesis 1: African Americans with stronger (datnked fates are likely to

support a political party whose policy preferenaesperceived as consistent with

(black) racial group interests.

The case of African American women suggests distihcstorical and
contemporary life situations that make even mogeaicant the role of interdependence
of fate (Gay and Tate 1998; Simien 2005). Thisogpted with making decisions in the
face of multiple identities, such as race and gend8o, to further investigate this
underlying dimension of African American racial g partisanship, the following

proposition is formulated.

Hypothesis 2: African American women are more kkdb support the
Democratic Party than African American men or woroénther ethnicities.

Of further significance to this theoretical perdpexr is the concept of task
interdependence that sheds light on the inducifigence of certain group attributes.
Understandably, individuals choose membership witle group based on their
perceptions of a common purpose, and on theird@sten achieving a common goal.
Bound by perceptions of interconnectedness, indalsl often view group goals as more
important than their own. This is because theyswm®r that their goals are interrelated
with the goals of the individuals that compose greup and with whom they share
ascriptive characteristics, an important comporanthe black utility heuristic. Even

though group strategies and outcomes may not peothe best possible (optimizing)
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solution for the individual, the decision to aligneself with a collectivity of individuals
similarly situated is both procedurally rationaldaafficient. In so doing individuals
satisfactorily assess the pursuit, and accomplisiynoé racial group goals as fulfilling
their own aspirations.

Hypothesis 3:African Americans are more likely to identify withe political
party that they perceive best helps their racialigr

Interdependence plays a significant role in undexing the dynamic processes
of the African American racial group. Using tharfrework of the black utility heuristic,
Dawson demonstrates how linked racial fate affeci#tical attitudes and decisions of
group cohesion. Additionally, the concept of lidkiate guides Dawson’s later work on
the root of contemporary African American politics Black Visions(2002). In this
regard, his interpretations and systematic findiogsfirm the race perspective (Willie
1979). Nonetheless, Dawson also finds “limited ewite” confirming the declining
significance of race hypothesis or class perspediiVilson 1979; 1980) in determining
life chance opportunities (Dawson, 38). Receneuaht research studies that also
employ the concept of linked fate and the blacktiosl model demonstrate its profound
effect on explanations of the political attitudesl dehavior of ethnic minority population
groups representing Latinos (Sanchez & Masuoka 2@hchez 2008; Nicholson,
Pantoja & Segura 2005), Asian Americans (Junn & W&a 2008), Afro-Caribbeans
(Watt 2009), and West Indians (Rogers, 200Cprrespondingly, the concept of linked
fate also provides a meaningful explanation fordmters of pan-ethnic group
consciousness and the use of group identity cuem@msian Americans and Latinos

(Masuoka 2006). Then,
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Hypothesis 4The more a person views that the fate of theiratfethnic group
affects their own fate, the greater the likelihaddsupport for the political party
perceived as addressing racial/ethnic group interes

Explaining the theory of African-American racial ogip interests, Dawson
considers the following variables: Individual peytens of racial group interests,
Individual socioeconomic status, Evaluations of gém®nomy, Liberalism, Local black
economic conditions, Approval of Reagan’s presi@démerformance, and Demographic
characteristics—age, gender, and region (Dawsdh;-11115). Using data from the 1984
and 1988 National Black Election Studies (NBES)gbaseries (Jackson 1984; 1988),
Dawson tests his model to assess the strengthesfetationships. He shows that “a key
to African-American partisanship is the economiatist of the race.” Moreover, “any
party that wants to attract and hold African-Amanaolitical support must be seen as
more effective than its rivals in improving the romic health of the black community”
(Dawson, 116-117).

This research study is a modification of Dawsonl®94) empirical test,
employing data feasible for such analysis: the 1988onal Black Election Stud and the
2004 National Politics Study.The focus is African American partisanship. Ire th
theoretical framework, an influence on decisionsuabwhich political party is most
responsive to racial group interests is largela@dr of race, class, and gender (Figure

2.1 below). In addition, race structures individoakntations and determines the extent

8. Katherine TatelNational Black Election Study, 1996omputer file]. ICPSR
Version. Columbus, Ohio: Ohio State University gwoer] 1997. Ann Arbor, MI: Inter-
university Consortium for Political and Social Rasdh [distributor], 2004).

James S. Jackson, et dlational Politics Study, 2004CPSR24483-V1. Ann
Arbor, MI: Inter-university Consortium for Polititand Social Research [distributor],
2009-03-23. DOI: 10.3886/ICPSR24483.v1.
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to which ideological predispositions influence Eahship, and frames perceptions of
how the parties perform when in control of governtneMoreover, race has a profound
effect on individual perceptions about historicalperiences, and on contemporary
encounters with White, and other Americans thatehesulted in confinement of the
racial group along the perimeter of the social,netonic, and political order. In short,
race matters.

What then is race? It is a vast family of humanngsj generally of

common blood and language, always of common histoagitions and

impulses, who are both voluntarily and involuntastriving together for

the accomplishment of certain more or less vividbnceived ideals of

life.

W.E.B. DuBois

According to DuBois racial classifications tend falow physical traits, but
ascriptive characteristics do not, and cannot,ar@uch group features as cohesiveness
and continuity. In this he sees that differencasdcend race and represent more fully
“spiritual, psychical,” distinctions that bind pdeptogether. The group is therefore
composed of individuals that share *“first, theirceaidentity and common blood;
secondly, and more important, a common strivingetogr for certain ideals of life”
(DuBois 2003, 159). For this purpose African Aroans work for race solidarity in that
they acknowledge their interconnectedness andd@pendency. Then perceptions and
real-life experiences most often lead to the dgualent of a sense of interdependence or

linked fate, identification with one’s social grqugs well as a black consciousness that

results in solidarity and collective action to ade@ racial group goals.

9. W.E.B. DuBois. “The Conservation of Races.” (1897) In Social Theory: Roots and
Branches157-161. Edited by Peter Kivisto. (Los Angelesliféaia: Roxbury
Publishing Company (2003).
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Variables Variable

Figure 2.1 Determinants of African-American Partsap: 1996, 2004

In the diagram above, perceptions of linked fatdu@mce African American (race)
evaluations and affective attitudes, as well asvziddal decisions about which of the two
main political parties works harder to promote aagroup interests. Most importantly,

the model shows three focal effects on partisanshge, class, and gender. As can be
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seen, race has a direct influence on partisansage also influences class and gender
effects on partisanship, where class denotes agstrelationship that influences party
choice in different ways for the racial group.

Race matters for African Americans as a group. etlugiess, what may be a
valid account of the centrality of race to partsaip within the African American racial
group may not necessarily depict the relationstepwben race/ethnicity and political
partisanship for other groups of minority statdsherefore, an important element of this
extension of Dawson’s (1994) study is looking asrother groups to see how the effects
specified above apply particularly to African Aneamns and broadly to other
racial/ethnic groups included in this examinatiBncomparative population of African
Americans, White Non-Hispanics, Hispanics, Asiaasd Black Caribbeans are also
included in the analysis. Even though perceptminknked racial fate tend to be more
explicit among individuals constituting the AfricaAmerican racial group, such
perceptions may also be inferred from the politie#titudes and actions of other
population groups. My position is that a “senstlirked fate is important to individuals
in all groups represented, but in different wayBo this degree the investigation will
further explore that phenomenon.

Additionally, the present research study takes enxoount the integral role of
race, class, and gender in structuring politicattipanship. Race, economic class
position, and gender are sociopolitical constraictg determine individual life chances,
or the opportunity to attain meaningful goals ife.li They form the basis for imposing
inequalities resulting from structures of supesabordinate relationships, that include

white-black or men-women, and signify sociopoliticeonflict and interests that
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differentiate the two main political parties’ platim agendas, and their administrative
agenda when in control of the Executive and Letisadepartments of government. As
such race, class, and gender tend to serve aasiefbr divisions, and for the allocation
of resources (Kendall 1997). For African Americarase, class, and gender are
sociopolitical factors that play an integral partaxplaining their positions relative to

second-class citizenship; denial of the Americaompse of life, liberty, property and of

the protections thereof; and confinement alongoigrghery of the social, economic, and
political order.

Among African Americans | expect to see an intecaicbetween race and class
in which a decreasing effect of race correspondthéoincreasing effect of economic
class, if the importance of race has declined, asdW supposes. This would then
decrease psychological Democratic partisan ideatibns and thereby yield weakened
political preference attitudes, or stronger pdditimdependence. Such a finding would
support the “class” perspective advanced by Wilgb®80), and might also offer a
relevant explanation for the pattern of partisarctilations that began in the post 1960s
(Hajnal and Lee 2007; Luks and Elms 2005). Ondtreer hand, if the Black Utility
Heuristic serves as the principle factor for deeipiy political messages, and as a
strategic causal component within the decision utatc of African Americans, then
individuals should correctly identify the politicphrty that is most responsive to racial
group interests in accordance with the racial grstapdard. This finding would support
the race perspective as articulated by Willie (297&8nd further demonstrate the

significance of linked racial fate as applied byBan (1994) in his study.
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Furthermore, | expect African-American women to destrate a keen sense of
linked fate based on both race and gender that piothem to support the racial group
political standard—the Democratic Party. Becaus$eth@ir unique historical and
contemporary status disadvantages, particularharddgg income, African American
women are expected to more closely affiliate witle political party viewed as best
addressing issues of most importance to the ragc@lp. They are expected to more
closely affiliate with the Democratic Party thanridéan American men and women of
other racial/ethnic groupings within the United t8¢a The distinctive plight of African

American women and men is reviewed in the histbrichapters that follow.
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CHAPTER 3

BACKGROUND AND HISTORICAL OVERVIEW OF AFRICAN AMERICAN
PARTISANSHIP, 1863- 1964

The Democrat won't have us, and the Republican& e@amt us. Is there

anything to do but impotently wring our empty hghds May God write

us down as asses if ever again we are found puttimgrust in either the
Republican or Democratic Parties.

W. E. B. Du Boi¢’
Historically, most African Americans consider thetves Democrats, and anecdotal
evidence further substantiates this claim. Nore#ise their partisan roots lay in the
Republican Party, and from “Emancipation in 1863 wmiil 1912 Negroes voted the
Republican ticket as a matter of religion” (DuBdi822). This chapter bears historical
evidence for the conceptual framework laid outhe previous chapter. While race,
class, and gender are integrated factors explaififigcan American ties to the
Republican Party initially, and then subsequently the Democratic Party,
interdependence of fate and task interdependenkeswace the prime factor explaining
African American partisan preferences. In whatdat | review African American
political partisanship over the course of threddrmisal periods, which | identify as the
Radical Reconstruction Period from 1863 to 187@; Rost-Reconstruction Period from

1877 to 1936; and the New Deal Coalition Period mfrol936 to 1964.

9. W.E.B. DuBaois, “Kicking Us Out,” iThe Crisis: A Record of the Darker
Races24, no. 1 (May 1922): 11. New York: National Assbion for the Advancement
of Colored People.
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3.1 OVERVIEW

In spite of his denunciation of the two main poél parties W.E.B. DuBois,
editor of Crisis from 1910 to 1934—a publication dealing with “Negtde (Rudwick
1958), along with a contingency of other prominblaick leaders urged a mass exodus
from the Republican Party to the Democratic Pafyill, majority of African Americans
continued to identify with the Republicans as B$e1928 (Nowlin 1931; Brisbane 1970).
For others, particularly the northern contingentgt theeded this call, attachment to the
Party of Lincoln began to wane as early as 1920nvthey made a notable shift to the
Democratic Party. This shift was a response td@mocrats’ decision to allow African
Americans to attend their 1924 Democratic Natio@ahvention. African Americans
were also allowed to hold offices at the conventjdackson 2008). In addition, this
partisan shift rejoins various strategies embrabgdthe Republicans to distance
themselves from black constituents. These incluthes “lily-white” movement, a
political faction whose aim was to exclude blacksd &black and tan” societies;
reduction of black patronage; relegation of blatisonly token partisan roles; and
support of policies resulting in political subjuget of the race (Brisbane 1970). By the
mid-1930s the African American racial group begapaatisan realignment from the
Republicans to the Democrats, which culminatedhémid-1960s.

African Americans’ views about the two main poltigarties typically point to
established patterns of racial group solidarityccéyding to Dawson (1994) racial group
solidarity is predicated on perceptions of sharetohical experiences, a linked racial
fate and adversity with respect to black life clemor the likelihood of obtaining
important goals in life. More than perceptions afshared or common history of

oppression and subordination, Shelby (2005) ingdisé$ solidarity relies on a shared
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commitment to resist racism and the negative aspdcuch experiences. In short, group
solidarity is grounded in fundamental principles ledw things should be done by
institutions of government, and by the politicalrtgs when in control of said
government. In what follows African Americans’ comtiment to withstand racial
injustices by appealing to both governmental ankige institutions are examined.

3.2 BACKGROUND: AFRICAN-AMERICAN ANTI-SLAVERY STRATEGIES

Throughout the course of U.S. history African Aroans engaged the polity for
basic civic values—Iliberty, justice, equality, aridil rights. Toward this endeavor they
employed numerous conventional strategies includegal actions; petitions, various
other forms of protest—boycotts, sit-ins, lobbyingarches, and conventions; the
independent Black Church; and, the independentkBfaess. At times they sought
recourse by calling for resistance through the afseanconventional methods as well.
Whether by way of conventional or unconventionabng African Americans looked for
ways to elevate their station in life, to gain piea relief, and to secure full recognition
of their right to American citizenship and the gaitons thereof. Prior to the American
Revolutionary War and subsequent ratification @f thnited States Constitution, African
Americans sought emancipation and full rights andlpges of citizenship. In a number
of court cases individuals challenged the practifeslavery in the colonies. Of
interesting note are three related cases filethénGommonwealth of Massachusetts on
behalf of Quock Walker (1781-1783); the Mum Betf&1)"* case; and, Ned Griffin's

appeal to the North Carolina General Assembly (L.78heQuock Walkercase reached

10. The Massachusetts Constitution, Judicial Review Slastery, The Mum Bett
Case Accessed May 1, 2012. http://www.mass.gov.
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the Supreme Judicial Court of Massachusetts in 1788 initial issue before the court
presented in 1781 was a promise of emancipation vpaching age twenty-five prior to
the death of Walker’'s owner, but violated by hisstmass’ second husband. Judgment
delivered by Chief Justice William Cushing applig@ principle of judicial review to
render the practice of slavery a violation of thé8Q state constitution. Cushing’'s
reasoning held [in part]:

...These sentiments [that are favorable to the nlatiglats of mankind]
led the framers of our constitution of governmehywhich the people of
this commonwealth have solemnly bound themselvesatdh other — to
declare — that all men are born free and equal;thatievery subject is
entitled to liberty, and to have it guarded by ldwes as well as his life and
property. In short, without resorting to implicati in constructing the
constitution, slavery is in my judgment as effeelyvabolished as it can
be by the granting of rights and privileges whoihcompatible and
repugnant to its existence. The court are theedidly of the opinion that
perpetual servitude can no longer be toleratediingovernment, and that
liberty can only be forfeited by some criminal cantlor relinquished by
personal consent or contract. And it is therefamaecessary to consider
whether the promises of freedom to Quako, on thregfehis master and
mistress, amounted to a manumission or not.

Chief Justice William Cushing
Supreme Judicial Court, Massachusetts
The Quock Walker Cast783?
The Massachusetts case Bfom and Bett v. Ashlefl781) also tackled the
practice of slavery within the Commonwealth. Bégtifafter sustaining permanent injury
to her face at the hands of her master’s wife,soldited legal assistance from Attorney

Theodore Sedgwick to file her freedom suit. Thartouled in favor of plaintiffs Bett

and Brom awarding them freedom and a just compemsat 30 shillings in damages.

11. John Cushing, “The Cushing Court and the Aiooli of Slavery in
Massachusetts: More Notes on the ‘Quock Walker CaseThe American Journal of
Legal History118 (1961).
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The Mum Bett(Elizabeth Freeman) arf@duock Walkercases shed light on the injustices
of servitude by testing the Massachusetts Statest@otmion (1780); subsequently as a
result, in part, of these cases the slave tradedemad the Commonwealth in 1788.
Correspondingly, African Americans’ commitment tceddom was shown in their
response to the revolutionary cause. They foughtboth sides in the American
Revolution as each promised freedom for their setviNed Griffin, the slave of William
Kitchen, was promised freedom to fight in his meststead; however, upon Ned’s
return Kitchen refused to honor his pledge. QGrifbetitioned the state legislative body
and was granted his freedoNed Griffin Freedom by the North Carolina General
Assembly, 4 April 178% and the right to voteAn Act for Enfranchising Ned Griffin,
Late the Property of William Kitchef17 April 1784)**

Besides appealing to institutions of governmaifrican Americans demonstrated
their self-determination from the pulpit. With ti816 establishment of the African
Methodist Episcopal (AME) church by Richard AlleAbsalom Jones, and others in
Philadelphia “an autonomous black religious movethémegan®® The independent
Black Church gave African Americans a new forumgofitical expression. Though not
every church allowed the conveying of such thoughg colonial era marked the

beginning of using the pulpit to propagate a messafghope that reminded African

12. NC Archives GASRApril-June 1784 (Box 3, location 3A-464).

13. An Act for Enfranchising Ned Griffin, Late the Pesty of William Kitchen
Colonial Records, Acts of the North Carolina Gemexasembly 1784 (April 19, 1784 -
June 03, 1784; Volume 24), 543-649.

14. Lockard, JoeAntislavery Literature Teaching Guide: Early Africa
American Antislavery Sermoii8rizona State University, December 2006), 4. Asasl
May 1, 2012. http://antislavery.eserver.org/antistg-teaching-guides/early-african-
american-antislavery-sermons.
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Americans of their interconnectedness, whether dooinfree, because of their race.
Pastor Richard Allen actively protested against aenwy form of government that would
not extend that freedom won in the American Revoifuto all. As delegates to the 1787
Constitutional Convention deliberated in PhiladéptAllen, Jones andthers staged a
prayer protest. However, when the framers of thadiitution of the United States failed
to take the more honorable course of freedom asticpi for all, the black religious
movement spread and the independent Black Churcanie a haven for civil rights
protest.

African Americans also utilized the press to ciatal for example, thEreedom
Petition of New Hampshire Slaves appeal for freedom to the New Hampshire state
legislature from Nero Brewster and other nativesAffica forcibly enslaved® In
addition, the press brought attention to racialquadity and provided a means to
articulate grievances and wrongs against the tacgeek redress, and to report news and
information about African Americans’ vital statistsi and achievement&reedom’s
Journal the first African American owned and operated sgaper, challenged editorials
and other attacks against the race published inmamstream press. A weekly New
York publication from 1827 to 1829, thgeedom’s Journalyas “circulated in eleven
states, the District of Columbia, Haiti, Europeddabanada” (Danky and Hady 1996-
2012). The independent Black press, like the Bl@bkirch, grew tremendously calling
on African Americans to work together for reliebfn their common plight. In 1829 the
newspaper published four articles by David Walkefree black activist, to promote his

anti-slavery message in which he urged slavesaaesstance. Pamphlets of his appeal,

16. Printed in th&lew Hampshire Gazette, State JourmaldGeneral Advertiser
24, no. 1233 (15 July 1780).
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often smuggled into Southern ports by black sailmere to be read primarily by slaves;
however, slave owners read them as well. Somesstasponded by enacting legislation
banning both blacks from learning to read, and thstribution of anti-slavery
propaganda. Some states also offered a bounWébker's capture and/or death (Danky
and Hady 1996-2012).

During the 1830s abolitionist organizations alscréased. Though often headed
by white males like the American Anti-Slavery Sagiéounded in 1833 by William
Lloyd Garrison, the Female Anti-Slavery Societyyrided by Lucretia Mott, also joined
the movement in that same year and included Afriarerican and White women.
Since the colonial period women used numerousctdich as protests, boycotts,
meetings, conventions to give voice to anti-slaargl pro-women’s suffrage sentiments.
In 1833 black and white women also joined to fouhe Boston Female Anti-Slavery
Society. Similarly, interracial and mixed (femaled male) associations were established
in New York, Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, and Omterracial women societies
formed to address common experiences, includingrichgnation, disenfranchisement,
and second-class status.

African American women were primarily concernedaithe abolition of slavery
and about the state of the racial group. They eabrthat women’s suffrage was
important; however, black women wanted freedont firen suffrage. Many white

women, on the other hand, just wanted the rightdt® like their male counterparts.

17. Women also joined male-dominated anti-slaasgociations after passage of
the 1850 Fugitive Slave Law to serve and promotrtbommon causeWilbur H.
Siebert, The Underground Railroad in Massachusefi#/orchester, Massachusetts:
American Antiquarian Society, 1935), 50.]
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Some of the suffragists did not know how they &dbut the abolition of slavery, while
others like the Grimke sisters, Sarah and AngelofaSouth Carolina (later Rhode
Island); Lucretia Mott of Pennsylvania; and Elizb€ady Stanton of New York were
both abolitionists and suffragists. Differencesoaésnerged over the order of priority
given to these two issues, abolition and suffradée resulting conflict between black
and white women, and between men and women ortaimolrersus suffrage, included
women'’s rights advocates Elizabeth Cady StantonSarshn B. Anthony with Sojourner
Truth against “former allies like Lucy Stone, Antette Brown Blackwell, Wendell

Phillips, and Frederick Douglas$® who favored abolition first and foremost.
Correspondingly, divergence among white women sadaover which factor held the
greatest significance: race or gender. This confhevitably led African American

women to establish separate associations in thet fagainst racial and gender
discrimination. For instance, in 1913 Ida B. Wdsrnett founded the Alpha Suffrage
Club in Chicago, the first suffrage club for blaslomen'® Nevertheless, women took
tremendous risks on behalf of both the abolitionl anffrage movements, especially
during historical periods when it was socially urggatable for a woman to speak in
public, or to serve on committees, for examplejm@equal status with men. Oftentimes
women, particularly African Americans, were viofagi societal taboos for the sake of

civil liberties and equal rights.

17. Nancy A. Hewitt, “Abolition & Suffrage,Public Broadcasting Service.
Accessed May 17, 2012.
http://www.pbs.org/stantonanthony/resources/index?body=abolitionists.html.

18. “lda B. Wells-Barnett,’U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park
Service Accessed May 4, 2012. http://www.nps.gov.
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Some African Americans claimed independent ledulersn the abolitionist
fraternity as shown in the National Negro ConvamtMovement, which operated from
1830 to 1864. The National Negro Convention Movent®ought attention to issues of
particular importance to the race such as purchasind and securing passage for the
relocation of African Americans. Since all did mi#sire colonization, the movement also
sought improvement of black livelihood in the Unditstate$® While a great number of
local, state, and national conventions were spaviayeitie movement during this period,
of particular note isA National Convention of Colored Citizens in theitgth States
(1843) that convened in Buffalo, New York to comsidssues of civil rights and the
security of American citizenship. Read during tlo@rse of this conferencAn Address
to the Slaves of the United States of Ameagthored by David Walker (cited above)
was rejected by a small majority of delegates twse grounds:

1. That the document was war-like, and encouragedrnesion;

2. That if the Convention should adopt it, that thdséegates who lived near the

borders of the slave states, would not dare tametutheir homes?!

In hisPrefaceto Walker’'s appeal Henry Highland Garnet (1843ted: “and
now in compliance with the earnest request of mahg heard it and in conformity to
the wishes of numerous friends who are anxious&oits the author now gives it to the

public praying God that this little book may be m@ron the four winds of heaven, until

20. Libraries at the University of Nebraska-Lintdtlectronic Texts in
American StudiesAccessed May 4, 2012. http://digitalcommons.uhl.e

21. Garnet, Henry Highland, "An Address to 8taves of the United States of
America, Buffalo, N.Y., 1843Electronic Texts in American Studi€gper 8 (Libraries
at the University of Nebraska-Lincoln, 1843). Acaas 4 May 2012.
http://digitalcommons.unl.edu/etas/8.
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the principles it contains shall be understood amapted by every slave in the UnidA.”
Then in his own 1848 address to the Female Benev@eciety of Troy, New York
entitted The Past and Present Condition, and the Destingh@fColored Racé& Henry
Highland Garnet demonstrated just how well-inforrddgdcan Americans were of their
situation. Garnet reviewed a myriad of contribnsdy Africans to the western world,;
surveyed the origin and expansion of the slaveetrdiscussed the end of slavery in the
British empire, Haiti, Mexico, French and Swedisbsgessions; and, warned of the
expansion of slavery into Texas as a result oMbgican War. Most importantly, Garnet
called for racial solidarity despite differencesepxolonization (Africa or Canada), and
over whether to call themselves: “Africans,” “cadt” “African-American,” or “black.”
Instead, Henry Highland Garnet advocated an altemastrategy to overthrow the

shackles of bondage, education (Garnet 1848).

Subsequently, an immediate reaction to passageeoi850 Fugitive Slave Law
prompted a proliferation of abolitionist societid® the Boston Vigilance Committee of
Massachusetts, composed of blacks and whites, mé&rwamen, whose principle aim
was to provide medical and legal aid, passage toadas transitory housing/hiding,
citizen petitions to government, and/or public cetiof the arrival of slave hunters

(Jackson 1850: 6-32f. The Committee further advocated state laws tratlavprohibit

22. David Walker was found dead in his home in(Q183
23. "The Past and the Present Condition, and tbstiby, of the Colored Race
(1848)." InElectronic Texts in American Studid2aper 13Edited by Henry Highland
Garnet and Paul Royster. (Libraries at the Unitseref Nebraska-Lincoln, 1848).
Accessed May 4, 2012. http://digitalcommons.unlleths/13.

24. Francis Jacksomhe Treasurers Accoun{®oston, Massachusetts: The
Boston Vigilance Committee, 1850, 6-32.)
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public officials from assisting in the recapturiog fugitive slaves. Classified in this
fugitive slave status were prominent abolitionisiederick Douglass and William Wells
Brown?®> who propagated their message of emancipation iothe United States and
abroad. Accordingly, Martin R. Delany advanced migssage of Black Nationalism in
The Condition, Elevation, Emigration, and Destirfiytlee Colored People of the United
States, Politically Considere@l852) He advocated colonization in the Caribbean,
Central or South America, or East Africa; and tadviiris goal, Delany helped organize
the National Emigration Convention of Colored Peofitat convened in August of 1854
in Cleveland, Ohio. Delany, a pre-Civil War abiolitist and the first African American
to reach the rank of Major in the Union Army, ledexpedition to Liberia and the Niger
River Valley in West Africa in 1859 where he negttid treaties with local tribes on
behalf of the emigration moveméfit.
3.3 THE DEMOCRATIC-REPUBLICAN PARTY SCHEME AND SLAERY

On the contrary, the Democratic Party, favoredlpn@inantly in the South, repeatedly
pledged to maintain the social, cultural, econostétus quo, and particularly the perpetuation of
slavery. Democrats supported the Fugitive Slave pasased by the United States Congress in
1850 (9 Stat. 462). This law gave Southern slaveeos the right to recapture escaped slaves,

even if they had relocated to Northern states.Esmppean supporters of William Wells
Brown paid for his freedom before allowing him tturn to the United States fearing

that his former slave owner would reclaim him (Végsl944: 39). Accordingly, after

25. According to Charles H. Weslélhe Participation of Negroes in Anti-
Slavery PartiesJournal of Negro Historg9, no. 1, (January 1944): 39, William Wells
Brown was a member of the Liberty Party that adtext#he abolition of slavery and
equal rights to black citizens.

26. Mark Roth, “Martin Delany, ‘Father of Black fianalism,” Pittsburgh Post-
GazetteFebruary 6, 2011). Accessed May 10, 2012. [pozséite.com]
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publication of his autobiographVhe Narrative of the Life of Frederick Douglass: An
American Slavg1845) Frederick Douglass found sanctuary in Londéngland, and
returned to the United States after friends ratbedpurchase price for his manumission
from Thomas Auld’

Often tracing their roots back to the Democratipidican Party of Thomas
Jefferson and James Madison, the Democratic Pangrged from various factions
united by Andrew Jackson and Martin Van Buren dytive campaign period of the 1828
presidential election (Silbey 2002). Like Jeffersalackson viewed government
interference with citizens’ rights as an encroachinan liberty itself. This is the basis
for the Democrats’ formal statement on chattel estgv

The liberal principles embodied by Jefferson in tbeclaration of
Independence, and sanctioned in the constitutidnghwmakes ours the
land of liberty, and the asylum of the oppressedwary nation, have ever
been cardinal principles in the democratic faithd aevery attempt to
abridge the present privilege of becoming citizearg] the owners of soil
among us, ought to be resisted with the same sifit

The Party’s most cherished values of liberty armpprty form their basis for citizenship
(Locke1689). Yet, because enslaved African Americans wiagsified as human chattel
their official status as a species of property ni¢hey had no legal claim to the liberal

values of “life, liberty, and the pursuit of hapess” (or property). Democrats repeated

27. Frances E. Ruffilkrederick Douglass: Rising Up from Slave(iew York:
Sterling Publishing Co., Inc., 2008), 59.

28. Excerpt taken from the “1840 Democratic P&igtform,” (6 May 1840) in
Gerhard Woolley and John T. PeteFee American Presidency Projgonline], (Santa
Barbara, California, 1999 — 2011. Accessed Ma3032.
http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/

43



their position on slavery [and states’ rights] ack platform from 1840 to 1856 (Woolley
and Peters 1999-2011).

Resolved, That we reiterate with renewed energypuifpose the well
considered declarations of former Conventions uihensectional issue of
Domestic slavery, and concerning the reserved gigiitthe States.That
Congress has no power under the Constitution, texfare with or control
the domestic institutions of the several Statesd, that such States are the
sole and proper judges of everything appertainmtheir own affairs, not
prohibited by the Constitution; that all effortstbe abolitionists, or others,
made to induce Congress to interfere with questanslavery, or to take
incipient steps in relation thereto, are calculdtelbad to the most alarming
and dangerous consequences; and that all sucliseffave an inevitable
tendency to diminish the happiness of the peopteesrtanger the stability
and permanency of the Union, and ought not to hentemanced by any
friend of our political institutions.

Democratic Party Platform of 1856
June 2, 1856

Stephen A. Douglas, Lincoln’s Democratic opponentthe 1860 presidential
election, advocated a philosophy of popular sogetgithat espoused states’ rights, and
the right to own slaves as a natural part of odieaxiety. For Lincoln and Douglas, both
from lllinois, this campaign pit the two in a rerolatafter having faced each other in the
1856 state congressional election, won by Douglagferences over the institution of
Slavery and the powers and duties of Congressspedsi The 1860 Democratic Party
Platform called on the U.S. Supreme Court to settey differences over constitutional

issues. The Party platform further “Resolved, thia¢ enactments of the State
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Legislatures to defeat the faithful execution oé fRugitive Slave Law, are hostile in
character, subversive of the Constituffpand revolutionary in their effect”

Formed in 1854, the Republican Party emerged aBdneocratic Party opponent
in the U.S. two-party political scheme. Republicainginguished themselves from both
Abolitionists that supported immediate freedom amatial equality for the slave
population, and Democrats that supported the indeficontinuation of slavery and its
expansion into newly acquired territory. Even thlodension between separate wings of
the Republican Party emerged over questions abeuissolution of domestic slavery as
an American institution, the Party seemed to pridegradual extinction. Drawing from
natural rights philosophy as espoused by Thomaterdeh in the Declaration of
Independence (177@he 1856 Republican Party doctrine stated:

[W]ith our Republican fathers, we hold it to beedf-®vident truth, that all
men are endowed with the inalienable right to lifgerty, and the pursuit
of happiness, and that the primary object andioltelesign of our Federal
Government were to secure these rights to all persoder its exclusive
jurisdiction; that, as our Republican fathers, whbry had abolished
Slavery in all our National Territory, ordained tha person shall be
deprived of life, liberty, or property, without dugrocess of law, it
becomes our duty to maintain this provision of @anstitution against all
attempts to violate it for the purpose of estaliighSlavery in the

Territories of the United States by positive legjisin, prohibiting its

existence or extension therein. That we deny thieoaitty of Congress, of
a Territorial Legislation, of any individual, association of individuals, to

29. Because the U.S. Constitution was silent an ifilsue, by virtue of the
principle of federalism, the states were left resole for governing their own domestic
affairs, which included decisions about the practtslavery.

30. Excerpt taken from the “1860 Democratic P&tgtform,” in Woolley and
Peters, 1999-2012. Accessed May 3, 2012. http://vevesidency.ucsb.edu/.
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give legal existence to Slavery in any Territorytlog United States, while
the present Constitution shall be maintaifted.

Republican 1856 Party Platform
June 18, 1856

While Republicans used natural rights philosophpdoance an anti-slavery campaign;
they also stated their belief that the “due protesevision of the U.S. Constitution,
Amendment 5 (1789), granted legal protection fbpalsons in the United States. They
further recognized sovereign powers conferred ong@ass to prohibit the territories
from engaging in “those twin relics of barbarism—@amy and Slavery®

In 1860 the Republican Party slated Abraham Lincai their presidential
candidate. A moderate, Lincoln personally oppadadery as wrong morally because he
believed that it was improper for one human beiogotvn another. However, he
supported the notion that slavery had a right tstewhere the U.S. Constitution was
silent, and allowed its existence originally (Basl858). So, he did not have to
compromise his personal beliefs when advancing puBlean Party platform that
favored states’ rights to control “domestic inditas” such as slavery. The 1860
Republican platform further reaffirmed their phidgdical roots, the right and duty of
Congress to thwart the extension of slavery intottgies procured from Mexico during
the war, and opposition to reopening the slaveettatter the flag of the United States of
America (Woolley and Peters 1999-2011).

Despite advancing an anti-slavery platform the Répan Party won the 1860

election. Nonetheless, regional conflicts and mimgntensions over slavery ended in the

31 Woolley and Peter§1856 Republican Party PlatfoyinlJune 18, 1856).
Accessed May 4, 2012. http://www.presidency.ucsb.edul/.

32. Woolley and Peters, “1856 Republican Partyféta,” (June 18, 1856). Ibid.
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American Civil War, fought from 1861 to 1865 (Frénkand Moss 1988). In the midst
of the War Between the States, President Abrahameolm issued Executive Order:
“Proclamation 93 — Declaring the Objective of theaMhcluding Emancipation of Slaves
in Rebellious States on January 1, 1863” on Seper@d, 1862. According to Lincoln,
this Order was rendered in accordance with conisiital powers of the President,
Article 11, Section 1 of the U.S. Constitution aslyinoted*®

And by virtue of the power and for the purpose @dard, | do order and

declare that all persons held as slaves within daglgnated States and

parts of States are, and henceforward shall be; &ed that the Executive

Government of the United States, including the tamyi and naval

authorities thereof, will recognize and maintaire thhreedom of said
persons.

Abraham Lincoln
The Emancipation Proclamation
September 22, 1862
This strategic move by President Lincoln not orlbritied the objective of quelling the
confederate rebellion to preserve the Union, ib astablished slavery as an important
goal connected to the war, provided a legal basisnfanumission, and set the stage for
future abolition of the institution of Slavery.
Now the fate of slaves was directly linked to satvwa of the Union.
Keenly aware of this, Frederick Douglass approatchedadministration to renew

his call for the conscription of black troops irttee Union Army** In January

1863 Massachusetts Governor John Andrew was giwtmoaty to amass a

33. Excerpt from Abraham Lincolithe Emancipation Proclamatian Woolley
and PetergSeptember 22, 1862).

34. Douglass called for the use of “colored” tredp fight against the southern
confederacy as early as 1861; however, they wetergwvuited until after Lincoln’s
executive order, the Emancipation Proclamation, isssed.
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contingency of black soldiers for the war effoRecruiting soldiers for service,
Frederick Douglass enlisted two of his own sonsthte Massachusetts B4
Regiment of Colored Troops. Later that year he Rresident Lincoln beginning
“an unusual friendship” that gave Douglass diraxteas to the President of the
United States. In spite of unequal treatment aicklsoldiers versus white
soldiers regarding pay, promotions, and punishri@itén death or enslavement)
when captured by the Confederates, Douglass ur@echA Americans to enlist.
“Only through black participation in the war, hdibeed, could abolition and full
citizenship for Negroes be established” (Conner§520Upon visiting the White
House in July of 1863 Douglass shared his sentisnaindut the maltreatment of
black troops fighting for the countr§.After this meeting the War Department
drafted an “Order of Retaliation” General Orders. 862 dated July 30, 1863 to
which President Lincoln affixed his signatufeand on which the imprint of
Frederick Douglass is clearly seen.
ORDER OF RETALIATION
It is the duty of every government to give proteatito its citizens, of
whatever class, color, or condition, and especiallyhose who are duly
organized as soldiers in the public service. The d¢d nations and the
usages and customs of war as carried on by cidilp@wvers, permit no
distinction as to color in the treatment of prisenef war as public
enemies. To sell or enslave any captured persoacoount of his color,

and for no offence against the laws of war, islapse into barbarism and
a crime against the civilization of the age.

35. Douglass’ concern stems from the November 1&§#ture of four black
Union troops in South Carolina who were summarilyeaited as approved by
Confederate Secretary of War James A. Seddon asident Jefferson Davis.

36. The Collected Works of Abraham Lincokxlited by Roy P. Basler, et al.
(New Brunswick, New Jersey, 1953-55), 6:357.
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The government of the United States will give thene protection to all
its soldiers, and if the enemy shall sell or enslamyone because of his
color, the offense shall be punished by retaliationpon the enemy's
prisoners in our possession.
It is therefore ordered that for every soldier lvé United States killed in
violation of the laws of war, a rebel soldier shiadl executed; and for
every one enslaved by the enemy or sold into sjawerebel soldier shall
be placed at hard labor on the public works andticoed at such labor
until the other shall be released and receivertrament due to a prisoner
of war.
ABRAHAM LINCOLN
3.4 PERIOD OF RADICAL RECONSTRUCTION, 1863 — 1877

Neither Slavery nor involuntary servitude, except a punishment for
crime, whereof the party shall have been duly mbesl, shall exist
within the United States...

The Thirteenth Amendment

Signed by Abraham Lincoln
February 1, 1865
The period of Radical Reconstruction is distingatshoy conflicting policies
about the proper resolution of emancipated citizenthe United States. On the one
hand, Radical Republicans, dominant in the U.S.gB#ss and sometimes critical of
President Lincoln, advocated policies to abolishvety; establish civil rights and
liberties for emancipated citizens; and effortaigsist them in acclimating to life in a free
society. Frederick Douglass, adviser to the Presjdavored these Radical Republican
policies. On the other hand, Southern Democratéeped their pre-Civil War status
quo. Slavery was viewed as a mechanism for botiralting the “Negro” population,
and maintaining order. Once the bonds were remaovaaly in the South believed that
the states needed to enact legislation with the patpose of keeping blacks in check

(Franklin and Moss 1988). While Abolitionists sopied the immediate manumission of

slaves, others promoted either a gradual terminatfothe institution of Slavery, or its
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continuation indefinitely. These various positidad to conflicting policies during the
period of Radical Reconstruction.

Inasmuch as Lincoln’'s Executive Order — Proclanmti®3 ensured the
emancipation of slaves in the rebellious statethefconfederacy, provided the Union
won the war, but it did not abolish the institutiohSlavery in the United States. Hence,
some eight hundred thousand persons of color reada@mslaved (Franklin and Moss
1988). Moreover, after the American Civil War edd@resident Lincoln faced a myriad
of questions about the legal status of emancipaitiezens, and “Negro” suffrage. He
hoped that once freed the former slave populationldv choose to leave the United
States; however, their substantial presence, edpeni the South, meant that he had to
resolve the “Negro problem” (Franklin and Moss 1P88Even though Lincoln’s
administration and a number of benevolent socigiiesided relief services for fugitive
slaves during the Civil War (DuBois 1901), aftee thar full emancipation came in the
form of legislative and constitutional initiativeeampioned by the Radical Republicans.

In 1865 the Thirteenth Amendment (13 Stat. 744-7at%)lished slavery in the
United States. Following ratification of the Ameneint, Congress created The Bureau of
Refugees, Freedmen, and Abandoned Lands (13 8#&b@). The Freedmen’s Bureau
was tasked with the responsibility of helping Seuthblacks and whites make the
transition from a slave, to a free society. Amatiger things, the Bureau was charged
with providing temporary relief services such asdwations, health care, assistance with
labor contracts, and educational opportunitiesféemal schooling” W.E.B. DuBois,

great-grandson of Elizabeth Freeman (Mum Bett) andspokesman for African

37. “Freedmen's Bureau Act (1865)’S. CongresdJ.S. Statutes at Large, 38th
Congress, Session Il, chapter 90, (1865): 507-509.
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Americans’ rights, wrote an historical account of the Bureau’s effotts assis
emancipated slaves for tiglantic Monthly(1901), a Boston publication of comment:
on major societal issues. In his assessment Du@@&81) noted that the Freedme
Bureau was patternedtaf a Port Royal, South Carolina (sea island) erpart that wa
known for successfully turning slaves into free kimgmen; however, in the Bureat
case it was perhaps, destined for failure fromotiget in view of the times. Nonethele
he creditedhe Bureau with some success in starting “the bpeasant proprietor, and
secured the recognition of black freemen ke courts of law.®* The Bureau’s greate
success camia establishing 4,000 free public black schoolsh@ South including Fis
University in Nashville, Tennessee and Hamptontbist in Hampton, Virgini, with the
assistance of benevolent societies like the Ameriddissionary Association ar
individuals primarily in the Nort. Still, when local agents failed to deliver, Afr
Americans were critical of the Freedmen’s Bureauyeported in the following pre:
article.

The laborer on the plantations is, to a very gex&ent, in the clutches
his employer. If he goes to the Bureau's agentijrius there an office
who rides with his employer, who dines with him and wddnks
champagne with him. He is not likely to receive artfl justice at th
hands of such a prejudiced officer. Most of theragj¢hink their particula
business is to furnish the planters with chhands and to retain at a
cost the laborers on the plantations. They are act the planter'
guards.]] It is therefore perfectly usels for the poor laborer timok at
the Freedmen's Bureau for relief. He knows in adeathat the Burea
will send himback to his unjust or exacting employer. He will he
assisted to get his pay or to get redress buthgiltold to go back to h
master and do his wo
The New Orleans Tribu
October 31, 18¢

38.W. E. B. Du Bois, "The Freedmen's BurecAtlantic Monthly87 (1901):
354-365 Quote found on page 3l
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On April 9, 1866, Congress passed a Civil Rights M@l Stat. 27-30), over
President Andrew Johnson’s veto. It was intenadegrotect citizens from Black Codes.
The first such code passed in Mississippi in 186pdsed restrictions on “all free men,
freed Negroes and mulattos” from voting, sittingjones, testifying against white men,
carrying weapons in public places, and workingertain occupation¥ The 1866 Civil
Rights Act stated that all persons born in the &hiStates were citizens “without regard
to race, color, or previous condition.” Under thet African Americans could:

Make and enforce contracts, sue and be sued, give evidence in court, and
inherit, purchase, lease, sell, hold, and convey real and personal property. Persons
who denied these rights to former slaves were guilty of a misdemeanor and upon
conviction faced a fine not exceeding $1,000, or imprisonment not exceeding one
year, or both.

1866 Civil Rights Act
14 Stat. 27-30

Consequently, the Fourteenth Amendment of 1868 $1&t. 358-359) gave
citizenship to “all persons born or naturalizedtlve United States.” The Amendment
further provided legal protections, and made applie to the states provisions of the
U.S. Constitution, Amendment 5 (1789), that praiedbithe national government from
depriving any person of “life, liberty, and propevtithout due process of law.” Further
protection of citizens’ rights came in the form tbe Fifteenth Amendment, 1870 (16
Stat. 40-41), when all male citizens were therebfyamchised without regard to “race,
color, or previous condition of servitude.” Compesadingly, the Civil Rights Act of 1875

(18 Stat. 336), intended to strengthen the FoutteAmendment, prohibited denial to

any person “the full and equal enjoyment of theoaomodations, advantages, facilities

39. Laws of the State of Mississippi, PassedRe:gular Session of the
Mississippi Legislature, held in Jackson, OctobiEryember and December, (1865): 82-
93; Jackson, (1866): 165-167.
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and privileges of inns, public conveyances on landvater, theatres and other places of
public amusement®® The Act adjudged unconstitutional by the U.S. ®aom Court in
the 1883 Civil Rights Casé&sthat addressed consolidated lawsuits filed on Ibeifa
African Americans. The Court ruled that Congregsrstepped its authority in banning
the practice of racial segregation by individudizeins; Congress had no power to
regulate private rights.

In addition, Radical Republican reconstruction ppliequired confederate states
to create new constitutions that granted equall lpgatections for black and white
citizens alike.  African Americans’ responded tothbhgpassage of the Fifteenth
Amendment, and these new southern reconstructieergments. According to Eric
Foner, “former slaves flocked to the ballot boxed the more ambitious sought political
office. By 1877 about 2,000 black men had won llostate, and federal offices in the
former Confederate states” (1993: xi). Neverthelédrican American politicians were
neither accorded substantive power within the Rkgato Party organization, nor
executive control over any governments despite jantyapopulation in several states of
the former Confederacy. Still the Fifteenth Amemamopened the way for seventeen

African Americans, known as “the Symbolic Genenatido serve in the U.S. Congress

between 1870 and 1887 as shown in Table 3.1 tHatv@*?

40. “Civil Rights Act” (1875) 109 U.S. 3 (1883).

41. Civil Rights Cases (109 U.S. 3; 3 S. Ct. IBJ.2Ed. 835) were consolidated
to challenge the practice of racial segregatidmited States v. Stanley, United States v.
Ryan, United States v. Nichols, and United Stat&ngleton.

42. The symbolic generation of African Amans in the U.S. Congress, 1870—
1887, Accessed May 3, 2012 from: Black American€amgress. http://baic.house.gov.
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Black congressional members experienced racialridistation, a lack of
political power to advance their legislative agendmlation from Republican Party
leadership, and low-ranking committee assignmen®@ften at odds with the South
Carolina state Republican Party, Robert C. De Laageealthy resident from Charleston,
was elected to the 42Congress (1871 — 1873). De Large drew sharpcistiti over
remarks made in response to accusations of coorudgvied against black South
Carolina politicians by Democrat Samuel Cox of Néark. In his response De Large
insisted that the only fault of the black politiegawas trusting white Republicans. “While
there may have been extravagance and corruptioftingsfrom the placing of improper
men in official positions, these evils have beesught about by the men identified with
the race to which the gentleman from New York bg&rand not by our racé® De
Large also raised speculations about advocatingadisan shift among African
Americans because of his affiliation with Martin Belany, a member of the Democratic
Party, and because of an 1870 campaign speechiam \wa stated, “I hold that my race

has always been Republican for necessity dA1cCarthy 1999).

43. Quoted in th€ongressional Globed April 1871, Appendix, 42nd Cong., 1st
session, A230-231.

44 . Williamson, Joel.After Slavery: the Negro in South Carolina During
Reconstruction, 1861-187Zhapel Hill: University of North Carolina Pres€6b, 359).
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Table 3.1 The Symbolic Generation: African Amergamthe U. S. Congress, 1870-1887

MEMBER POSITION STATE TERM
Blanche Kelso Bruce Senator Mississippi 1875-1881
Richard Harvey Cain Representative South Caroling 87341875; 1877-1879
Robert Carlos De Large Representative South Carolin 1871-1873
Robert Brown Elliott Representative South Carolina 1871-1874
Jeremiah Haralson Representative Alabama 1875-1877
John Adams Hyman Representative North Carolinga BTy
Jefferson Franklin Long Representative Georgia 1\m
John Roy Lynch Representative Mississippi 1873-18882-1883
Charles Edmund Nash Representative Louisiana 187%-1
James Edward O’Hara Representative North Carolina 8831885
Joseph Hayne Rainey Representative South Carolina870-1879
Alonzo Jacob Ransier Representative South Carolina873-1875
James Thomas Rapier Representative Alabama 1873-187
Hiram Rhodes Revels Senator Mississippi 1870-1871
Robert Smalls Representative South Carolina 1879:18382-1883;

1884-1887

Source: Black Americans in Congres$fember Profiles. Accessed May 11, 2012.

[http://baic.house.gov/imember-profiles/profile. dnkID=34]
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In the 1874 congressional election Democrats gatoediol of the U.S. House of
Representatives. Their victory was possible pdrdgause of a split in the Republican
Party along racial lines between the Lily Whitedahe Black and Tan Republicans
(Pohimann 2008) regarding the “Negro” question.e Eplit gave rise to a new breed of
Republicans in the late 1870s that were weary efréitial justice agenda of the radical
element of the Party. This new breed of Republicganstly represented the interests of
northern industrialists who promoted national ungyd economic progress (Silbey
2002). Their emergence marked the beginning ofeth@ for Radical Republicans as
southern states were readmitted with full priviegé citizenship for all white citizens
(Brisbane 1970). State constitutions were prompdlyised. Throughout the South
policies known as Jim Crow laws were enacted ip gdrican Americans of all civil and
political rights.

In 1876 Republican candidate, Rutherford B. Hayegd Democratic candidate,
Samuel J. Tilden, governors of Ohio and New Yorgpestively, in one of the most
controversial contests in American electoral histoAfrican Americans feared a win by
Tilden would mean a reversal of their status, dmreturn of domestic slavery. Once
the votes were tallied, Governor Tilden had won plogular vote; however, the final
decision left to the Electoral College resultech@ther candidate winning a majority, so
the House of Representatives did not select thsigeet in accordance with the U.S.
Constitution (Article Il, Section 1). Conflict guted between the Democrats and the
Republicans and a compromise solution, perhapugbrgave Governor Hayes the
presidency (Pohlmann 2008; Franklin and Moss 1888pane 1970). Once inaugurated

President Hayes promptly ended Reconstruction ef @outh, terminated military
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occupation, and returned complete governmentalrabtd the states, thereby fulfilling
the 1876 Republican/Democratic compromise agreen(feranklin and Moss 1988).
After this election the Radical Republicans’ dontioia of Congress ended and white
supremacy resumed.

3.5 PERIOD OF POST-RECONSTRUCTION, 1877 — 1936

“There is no discrimination in the state’s requiests for voters to pass a
literacy test and pay poll taxes, as these werkeapiw all voters.”

Henry Williams v. State of Mississippi
170 U.S. 213 (1898)

The questionable compromise of the 1876 presideetection, settled in favor of
Republican Rutherford B. Hayes appeared, at fitahag, to be a win for African
Americans as well. Unfortunately, return of sedfrgrnance to the South proved to be
most problematic. Democrats in the South immeblisaedressed their focal “Negro”
problem with illegal, extralegal and systemic mekhthat served “to nullify the political
strength of Negroes or to disfranchise them altoget*® Other tactics involved
intimidation, violence, and acts of terrorism. PReconstruction unraveled the civil and
political rights and liberties promised by Radi€dpublican initiatives, and relegated to
the African-American population a status of secolads citizenship. Regrettably, as
Marcus D. Pohlmann (2008) contends, the U.S. Supr@ourt played a substantial role
in legitimizing a number of southern strategiegmted to disenfranchise both black and

poor white citizen&®

45. Franklin, John Hope and Alfred A. Moss, Jitom Slavery to Freedom: A
History of African American@New York: Alfred A. Knopf 1988), 231.

46. The most notable cases included: 8t@ughterhouse Case83 U.S. 36
(1873); United States v. Cruikshan2 U.S. 542 (1875))nited States v. Rees#2 U.S.
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Just prior to the end of the period of Radical Retaction, the Mississippi Plan
(1875) legally recognized intimidation as a means prevent African-American
participation in the political process. In additjidche State created a new constitution,
thereby replacing the Reconstruction document riggiired full rights of citizenship to
freed persons of color. In so doing, Mississigpedfranchised most African Americans
and established its own legal basis for voter tegisns, electoral requirements,
participation in the political process, serving janes, and running for political offices
(Franklin and Moss 1988; Brisbane 1970). Misspisiesident Henry Williams, an
African American, brought suit in the caseH#nry Williams v. State of Mississipfi/0
U.S. 213 (1898) [cited above] to contest both tB@0lstate constitution and state code of
1892 in which passage of a literacy test servethagjualifying condition for voting.
Williams contested on grounds that these state igioms violated his Fourteenth
Amendment rights to equal protection of the laweTl.S. Supreme Court’s ruling
upheld Mississippi's use of the device; discrimimatdid not constitute grounds for
invalidating provisions of the state law.

Other southern states followed Mississippi’s legdckeating new constitutions
and adopting similar strategies like the requirentdrproperty qualifications for voting
eligibility, Louisiana’s Grandfather Clause, thellPbax, the Literacy Test for voter
registrations, and the White Primary system (Bmghd 970). Each was developed with
the express intent of disenfranchising African Aitems. Southern states’ tactics to deny
black political participation further hindered tbetection of African Americans to local,

state, and federal offices. Without federal inteon southern states rolled back the

214 (1875); andUnited States v. Harrjsl06 U.S. 629 (1883). Accessed May 3, 2012.
Black Americans in Congredsttp://baic.house.gov/historical-essays/
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clock on African Americans’ civil rights accomplisients. George W. Murray of South

Carolina, a U.S. Congress Member from 1893-1895 famut 1896-1897, entreated

legislators thusly: “I beg all true men to forgetrfy andpartisanship and right the great
wrongs perpetuated upon humble and unoffending Aaercitizens...l declare that no

class of people has ever been more misrepresesitatjered, and traduced than the
black people of the South'® After 1901 African Americans were systematically
eliminated from the United States Congress.

With the onset of the Twentieth Century African Amans faced the problem of
how to respond to discrimination, disenfranchisetmand disparity. Some migrated
from the South to the North some made the exodusestern states like Kansas and
Nebraska. Still, others remained in the South. ari#igss of their location African
Americans encountered racial oppression. Moreaatroversy emerged in the form of
three ideological perspectives of how to improve likelihood of African Americans.
These included Booker T. Washington's economic -isdince through industrial
education, W.E.B. DuBois’ organized determinatiowl aggressive action, and Marcus
Garvey’s black nationalism. Although they differedapproach, each theory advanced
the importance of African American racial groupidatity. Booker T. Washington
pushed for equality through academic and vocatiathlcation, as provided by his
Tuskegee Institute in Tuskegee, Alabama. While MYagon espoused openly an
accommodationist philosophy of racial separatiothweconciliation as articulated in his

Atlanta Compromise Speech of 18%%e also advocated surreptitiously racial equality

47. Congressional Record October 1893 (House, 53rd Cong., 1st sesHjt.21

48. Booker T. Washington, “Atlanta Exposition Sgige(18 September 1895). In
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and integration by financing litigation challengidigenfranchisement and segregafion.
Controversy erupted when other black leaders liked&rick Douglass and W.E.B.
DuBois, suspicious of Washington’s motives, sugegeshe speech represented instead
his terms to surrender on behalf of the Black rauitical power, civil rights, and a
higher “liberal arts” education for the race.

On the contrary, Jamaican-born Marcus Garvey betiethat the U.S. white
citizenry would never accept African Americans gaa socially. So, Garvey promoted
a kinship with their ancestral homeland—Africa, amdurn of the African diaspora.
Establishing the Universal Negro Improvement Asatian (UNIA), and hosting its first
convention in 1920, Garvey urged blacks to go “btclfrica.” With massive support
within the black community for his separatist moesitn

Garvey established the Black Star Steamship Lin&9ib9 to encourage
trade among black communities in North America, @eribbean, and
Africa, and promote immigration to the West Indi€gntral America, and
Africa. Shares of the Black Star Line were soldstpporters, and three
months after the company was incorporated, Ganaglht the first of
three ships, which were to sail under the commdradlack captain with
an all-black crew. But the Black Star Line turnad ¢ be a disastrous
business venture and closed down in 1922. Althaudid not accomplish
any of its objectives, the steamship company wpstant symbol for the
masses of dispossessed black men and women whanwested their
money, hope, and pride in it. "Oh! ye of little tfai The Eternal has
happened. The Negro incorporated a steamship eisteipy the name of
the Black Star Line; he placed $500,000 of comntookson the market at
$5 a share, and in ten weeks he sold so many stoahés own people that

African American OdysseyBooker T. Washington EraAccessed May 1, 2012.
http://memory.loc.goy/

49. August Meier, "Toward a Reinterpretation obRer T. Washington.The
Journal of Southern Histor3, no. 2 (May 1957): 220-227.
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he was able on the 31st of October to take ovefitbiesteamship ever
owned by the race in modern timé8."

The Negro World
December 6, 1919

On February 12, 1909 Mary White Ovington with Osiv@8arrison Villard and
William English Walling established the National ssiation for the Advancement of
Colored People (NAACP) to promote racial integnaftb W.E.B. Dubois was the only
African American to serve on the NAACP Executiven@oittee when established in
1910. DuBois was named Director of Publicationsl &esearch with the primary
responsibility of editor of the association&isis magazine, and used his position to
condemn lynching, promote racial integration, areimednd equality and justice for
African Americans? It is not surprising then that one of the firsdACP initiatives was
to lobby Congress to pass anti-lynching legislatidine association also employed
various strategies such as lobbying and protestimgessure the polity on behalf of the
racial group; to petition for equal rights for kacin employment, and in the armed
services; and to raise public awareness of thdpbf) African Americans. Like Quock

Walker, Mum Bett and other prior efforts to seelress for wrongs against the race

50. Marcus Garvey, "Negroes of the World, The EternakHHappened.The
Negro World 6 December 1919 [editorial].

51. Originally, Mary White Ovington named the angation The National
Committee for the Advancement of the Negro Peopdmanda Wiesenhofer suggests
that Ovington’s motivation was William English Waly's coverage of the 1908 race riot
in Springfield, lllinois, birthplace of Abraham Lanin, the Great Emancipator. Amanda
Wiesenhofer, "Springfield Race Riot of 1908: Presgr a Memory,"Constructing the
Past2 no. 1 (2001): Article 7. http://digitalcommoneu.edu/constructing/vol2/iss1/7

52. Ida B. Wells-Barnett, an abolitionist and safist who helped develop a
number of African American women and reform orgatians, previously called for
legislative reforms with heBouthern Horrors: Lynch Law in All Its Phas@s892) andA
Red Recorq1895) of lynching statistics.
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through the judiciary, the NAACP accessed the eotattest cases that infringed on the
Fourteenth and Fifteenth Amendments. A numberaafiinark Supreme Court cases
resulted in NAACP victories. They includ&linn v.United State238 U.S. 347 (1915)
in which the Court ruled the Oklahoma grandfatHause a constitutional violation of
the Fifteenth AmendmentBuchanan v. Warley245 U.S. 60 (1917) ruled local
governments’ racial zoning unconstitution&lpore v. Dempse261 U.S. 86 (1923) in
which the Court considered that mob-dominatedstinedld in Arkansas violated the Due
Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment.

The Republican Party prevailed from the end of Retoction until the
beginning of the New Deal coalition era of the 1930hen Democrat Franklin D.
Roosevelt defeated Republican Herbert Hoover i2198otable exceptions during this
period of Republican Party dominance were Republfeesident Theodore Roosevelt’s
(1901-1909) “Square Deal” and Democratic Presidféabdrow Wilson’s (1913-1921)
“New Freedom” administrations. Roosevelt and Wilseere each distinguished, not as
partisans but as Progressive reformers; they udherethe political philosophy of
American Liberalism or Progressivism. They alsedusimilar tactics by befriending and
courting black voters during their election campaigand then by betraying their
loyalties during their terms in office. Neither é&®velt nor Wilson offered genuine
assurances to advance black livelihood like thatvided their white counterparts.
Instead, African Americans either lagged behindanwere excluded from, improved
economic situations, employment opportunities, hmusonditions, and recreational

facilities.
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Moreover, African Americans were also often in jaay of violence and
victimized without the assurance of federal pratec{Franklin and Moss 1988; Brisbane
1970). President Wilson required the re-segregatibfederal facilities and the civil
service after about fifty years of integration (Poainn 2008); segregation of the armed
forces, which according to Wilson was for the saatd security of African Americans;
and systematic exclusion of the African Americarpydation from the benefits and
privileges of full citizenship (Franklin and Mos988; Brisbane 1970). Nonetheless, the
28-year absence of African Americans from the Uhif¢ates Congress ended with the
election of Oscar S. De Priest, a Republican friva $tate of lllinois, whose term
spanned from 1929 to 1935 with the aid of Ida Bll§vBarnett of Chicago. His loss to
Democrat Arthur Mitchell in the 1934 congressioméction® reflected a “larger
political trend occurring in Chicago and many otherthern cities; African Americans
were changing their allegiance from the Republi€arty to the Democratic Party.”
Serving from 1935 to 1943, Arthur Mitchell was tfiest African American Democrat
elected to Congresd. Succeeded by Democrat William L. Dawson (1943970),
Chicago sent the third African American to Congrassthe twentieth century. As
Democrats, Mitchell and Dawson were consideredshaithe New Deal legacy.

3.6 PERIOD OF THE NEW DEAL COALITION, 1936 — 1964

Partisan realignment that began in the 1920s gam@mtdentum during President

Roosevelt's 1936 reelection bid. Notable shiftpaiitical party identifications within

the African-American community emerged as allegeanc the Republican Party of

53. “Negro Opposes De Priesiew York Time£9 October 1934, 2.
54. Black Americans in CongresMember Profiles. Republican Representative

Oscar S. De Priest, and Democratic Representavéisur Mitchell and William
Dawson. Accessed May 4, 2012. http://baic.houséngember-profiles.
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Lincoln began to wane (Weiss 1983). A number aftdes contributed to these
defections. They included: Herbert Hoover's falup address substantive issues of
importance to the rac®, and to grant much needed federal emergency assista
African-American perceptions of policy congruencéghwRoosevelt as a consequence of
his first term in office; Roosevelt's handling o€lief efforts in response to the
devastating economic crisis brought on by the stoakket crash of 1929. Additionally,
the arrival of African Americans migrating from tBeuth to Northern slums necessitated
relief that was provided only since Roosevelt tafkce. Finally, the emergence of a
“new black electorate,” consisting of coming-of-aayed first-time voters in 1936, joined
the ranks of the Democratic coalition to suppo# tielection of President Franklin D.
Roosevelt (Franklin and Moss 1988; Weiss 1983;ame, 1970; Campbell, et al. 1960).
However, not everyone was convinced that leaving Bepublican Party for the
Democratic Party was in the best interest of tloe.raAccording to Nancy Weiss (1983)
the first national survey documenting African Ancan political party identifications
reported that some citizens were still reluctaneérntorace the Democratic Party in 1937.
Moreover, 71 percent of the “Black elite” made uprmarily of professionals, business
and civic leaders still maintained attachmentitoRepublican Party.
Democratic dominance of the presidency prevailednduthe New Deal era.

African Americans increased their support for theridcratic Party and for the Roosevelt

administration, mainly because they paid at leastodicum of attention to racial group

55. In 1929 the NAACP, under the leadership of téfaWhite, successfully
blocked President Herbert Hoover's nomination ofighi John J. Parker to the U.S.
Supreme Court for his “past racist rhetoric andal@pposition to black suffrage.” See:
John Kirk, “The Long Road to Equality for Africanafericans”History Today59, no. 2
(February 2009). Accessed May 4, 2012.
http://www.historytoday.com/john-kirk/long-road-eg}ity-african-americans
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concerns. New Deal programs provided African Anaare the opportunity to escape
their captured status within the Republican Paetyen though Roosevelt sought to
appease the southern wing of the Party by not pgsiongress to move forward with
anti-lynching and other civil rights legislation rgger 1999). Roosevelt also
strategically encouraged black loyalty for the Dermats when he enlisted their advice
and assistance in various departments of the febdereaaucracy. According to Franklin
and Moss (1988) Roosevelt’s “Black Cabinet” coresisdf leaders within the community
who were highly skilled and qualified for federatrgce. These notable leaders
included: Robert L. Vann, Special Assistant to th&. Attorney General; William H.
Hastie, Assistant Solicitor, Department of the ficie Robert C. Weaver, racial advisor,
Department of the Interior; Eugene Kinckle Jonelsjsor on Negro affairs, Department
of Commerce; Mary McLeod Bethune, Director, Negrffaks of the National Youth
Administration; Edgar Brown, advisor on Negro afaiCivilian Conservation Corps;
Frank S. Horne who worked with federal housing paats; and, William J. Trent, Racial
Relations Officer, Federal Works Agent¥yIn addition, a number of other African
Americans served in various capacities within #aefal bureaucracy. This relationship
allowed the administration to entertain issues osnimportance to the race like housing,
employment, trade skills and education, as wellrg®ef assistance and benefits in
exchange for African Americans’ loyal support & folls.

While the NAACP, particularly its Legal Defense Eu(LDF), continued legal
strategies to represent African Americans agamastices during the New Deal era, Asa

Philip Randolph, labor organizer and president leg Brotherhood of Sleeping Car

56. Franklin, John Hope and Alfred A. Moss,Riom Slavery to Freedom: A
History of African American@New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1988, 349-350).
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Porters that he founded in 1925, proposed a netegly to improve African Americans’
conditions, the March on Washington Movement. Rgrtds plan entailed a show of
racial solidarity among African Americans, alongtlwisympathetic whites, as they
converged on the nation’s capitol to demand antendcial discrimination in the armed
forces and in civilian employment, to include tleedral service. However, this proposal
was not well received by President Roosevelt, piignabecause it would draw
international attention to the plight of African Amicans:’ Bowing to the pressure of a
massive march on the District of Columbia, Rooges@licited a meeting with Randolph
to address his demands. In exchange for callifighaf march, President Roosevelt
issued Executive Order 8802 — Prohibition of Disgniation in the Defense Industry on
June 25, 1941. The Order stated, “...I do herebffirmathe policy of the United States
that there shall be no discrimination in the empient of workers in defense industries
or government because of race, creed, color, eomadtorigin,” (Roosevelt 1941). The
Order, in requiring the federal bureaucracy anddafense-related contracting agents to
employ nondiscriminatory hiring practices, providegportunities for employment
within the federal service among African Americaasd a temporary Fair Employment
Practices Committee (FEPC) to enforce the Ottler.

African Americans persisted in their fight for Ifultizenship and the protection

thereof. In 1942 the Congress of Racial Equali®RE) was founded on the campus of

57. The Roosevelt administration solicited suppgdinst Adolph Hitler’'s ethnic
cleansing and mistreatment of the Jews in EuropengluWWII; publicity about
discrimination against African Americans would dduheir cause and bring shame and
embarrassment upon the United States.

58. The FEPC disbanded after the end of WWII dufiresident Truman’s
administration.

66



the University of Chicago by an interracial groupstudents. Initially membership was
mostly northern and white, but eventually becamestiyoAfrican American. Its
inception marked the beginning of a mass moven@ntivil rights in the United States,
and the organization spread throughout the coultistinguished by their use of bold
new strategies and methods, CORE pioneered noentiaivil disobedience to combat
racism and to dismantle Jim Crow racial segregapomarily in the South. They helped
organize the 1956 Montgomery Bus boycott and th@319larch on Washington; they
orchestrated lunch counter sit-ins, served as Bree®iders, and as Foot Soldiers
bearing the brunt of violent opposition againseren’s hoses, police officer's Billy
clubs and attack dogs; violence in response to COR&aceful protests for justice and
equality?®

During the New Deal era the civil rights movement gained momentum with
increased support from white liberals, and a realization among Democrats that they needed
support from the African American electorate, who typically mobilized as a voting bloc, to
win elections. The 1940 Democratic Party Platform only alluded to support for African
Americans (Frymer 1999). Nonetheless, on July 19, 1944 the national Democratic Party
Platform included a plank addressing racial equality. “We believe that racial and religious
minorities have the right to live, develop and vote equally with all citizens and share the
rights that are guaranteed by our Constitution. Congress should exert its full constitutional

powers to protect those rights,” (Woolley and Peters 1999-2011). Accordingly, the 1948

59. Congress of Racial Equality. Accessed May0d 22 http://www.core-
online.org
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Democratic Party Platform spelled out the Party’s civil rights agenda and support of

President Harry S. Truman’s efforts to promote equality for all citizens.5?

The Democratic Party is responsible for the great kghts gains made
in recent years in eliminating unfair and illegasatimination based on
race, creed or color...The Democratic Party comntsisifito continuing

its efforts to eradicate all racial, religious an@&conomic

discrimination...We again state our belief that rhcéand religious

minorities must have the right to live, the rightwork, the right to vote,
the full and equal protection of the laws, on aibad equality with all

citizens as guaranteed by the Constitution...We kighbmmend

President Harry S. Truman for his courageous stanthe issue of civil
rights...We call upon the Congress to support oursiBeat in

guaranteeing these basic and fundamental Americentiles: (1) the

right of full and equal political participation; X2he right to equal
opportunity of employment; (3) the right of secyriff person; (4) and the
right of equal treatment in the service and deferismir nation.

Democratic Party Platform
July 12, 1948

At the 1948 Democratic National Convention heldPimladelphia, Pennsylvania
Hubert Humphrey [D, MN] spoke in favor of the Pastyivil rights plank, sparking
controversy among southerners.

Mr. Chairman, fellow Democrats, fellow Americans:

| realize that in speaking in behalf of the mingriéport on civil rights as
presented by Congressman De Miller of Wisconsin lthadealing with a
charged issue -- with an issue which has been sedfbby emotionalism
on all sides of the fence... Now let me say thishat outset that this
proposal is made for no single region. Our propasahade for no single
class, for no single racial or religious group imd All of the regions of
this country, all of the states have shared in acious heritage of
American freedom. All the states and all the regitiave seen at least
some of the infringements of that freedom -- albgle -- get this -- all
people, white and black, all groups, all racialugr® have been the victims
at time[s] in this nation of -- let me say -- via® discrimination...Oh,
yes, | know, other political parties may have tdlkaore about civil
rights, but the Democratic Party has surely donesnabout civil rights...

60. See: the “1848 Democratic Party Platform”yai, 1948) in Woolley and
Peters (1999-2011). http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/
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This convention must set out more specifically direction in which our
Party efforts are to go... My friends, to those why that we are rushing
this issue of civil rights, | say to them we ar@ Yeéars late. To those who
say that this civil-rights program is an infringemen states’ rights, | say
this: The time has arrived in America for the Denatic Party to get out
of the shadow of states' rights and to walk fodhtlly into the bright
sunshine of human rights...My good friends, | ask Rarty, | ask the
Democratic Party, to march down the high road ofypessive democracy.
| ask this convention to say in unmistakable tetha we proudly hail,
and we courageously support, our President and

leader Harry Truman in his great fight for civighits in Americat*

Herbert Humphrey
July 14, 1948

On July 26, 1948 President Truman issued Execufivgers 9980 and 9981.
Executive Order 9980 Regulations Governing Fair Employment Practicesiwithe
Federal Establishment - prohibited discriminationemployment practices on the basis
of race, color, religion, or national origin in exgive departments. To enforce this
order, Truman required each department to appoiftaia Employment Officer to
implement fair employment policies. In additiore brdered the U.S. Civil Service
Commission to establish a Fair Employment Board, novideadministrative remedies
for persons seeking relief because of discrimimatigsing from employment within the
executive branch of the federal government. Moeeowat the insistence of A. Philip
Randolph, Truman signdekecutive Order 9981 Establishing the President's Committee
on Equality of Treatment and Opportunity in the AanServices (Truman 1948). The
Order stated:“It is hereby declared to be the policy of the Rtest that there shall be

equality of treatment and opportunity for all persan the armed services without regard

61. Herbert Humphrey made this speech at the Deatio®arty Convention
(July 12, 1948), in Woolley and Peters (1999-20hftp://www.presidency.ucsb.edul/.
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to race, color, religion, or national origifi* Harry S. Truman became the first twentieth
century president to effect legislation for blackilcrights, even though he faced strong
congressional opposition. With these actions aelgrgrcentage of African Americans
shifted allegiance from the Republican Party to Bemocratic Party. In the 1948
presidential election 77 percent of African Amencsoters supported Truman; “a
majority of Blacks reported that they thought dénitselves as Democrafs.”

So, when the Republicans won the 1952 election tiaglyan opportunity to make
good on twenty years of pledged commitment to rgntled plight of African Americans.
Dwight D. Eisenhower, retired U.S. Army General alidrld War Il hero, won the bid
for the Republicans in their presidential electiagainst Democrat Adlai Stevenson.
When the Republican Party met for their 1952 nati@onvention in Chicago, lllinois,
they berated the Democrats for using prejudice dase class, race, and religion as
grounds for their argument against discriminatiéor, non-enforcement of Federal
legislation, and for not fulfilling campaign proms especially after having held the
executive for such an extensive period. Denouncidgmocrats as bigots, the
Republicans vowed to make appointments to fedawaltipns without regard to race,

religion, or national origin. They also pledgedibéederal action to abolish lynching,

62. However, according to Marcus D. PohimaBliack Politics in Conservative
America,(New York: Sloan Publishing, 2008) the Order wasauually enforced until
July 26, 1951 when the U.S. Army implemented aqyadif desegregated forces.

63. Brooks Jackson. “Blacks and the Democratity?an FactCheck.OrgA
Project of the Annenberg Public Policy Centgniversity of Pennsylvania. Posted:
Friday, April 18, 2008. Accessed May 29, 2012.
http://www.factcheck.org/2008/04/blacks-and-the-deratic-party/

70



poll taxes, and segregation in the District of Qalbia, and federal legislation to enforce
“just and equitable treatment in the area of distratory employment practice&®”

President Eisenhower, who won 39 percent of theicAfr American vote
(Jackson 2008), executed a number of the 1952 HRepaobplatform planks. For
instancepupon assuming the presiden&isenhower enforced Truman’s Executive Order
9981, which desegregated the U.S. armed fog&d)imann, 2008). Beginning in 1953
the District of Columbia had begun desegregatingphals, hotels, movie theaters and
other entertainment venues, recreational facilitiesstaurants, and public schools.
According to Franklin and Moss, the President hapedl Washington, D.C. would serve
as a “model” for the nation. In addition, high fil@appointments of African Americans
to federal positions included J. Ernest Wilkinssidgant Secretary of Labor, E. Frederic
Morrow, Administrative Assistant, Executive Officef the President, and Scovel
Richardson, Chairman, United States Parole Boasdwall as a number of staff
appointments within the House of Representativestha federal bureaucracy, and the
appointment of Governor of the Virgin Islants.

Then again, when the landmark decision handed doyine Supreme Court in
Brown v. Board of Education of Topeld7 U.S. 483 (1954) held that segregated public
school systems were an unconstitutional violatidntlee Fourteenth Amendment,
Eisenhower, while promising to obey the Court'sgomnt, did not use his executive
authority to enforce a policy of immediate desegtey. Even after the Court’s ruling in

Brown I, 349 U.S. 294 (1955) that desegregation shouldnig@emented with “all

64. Excerpt from the “1952 Republican Party Platfd in Woolley and Peters
1999-2011. http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/.

65. Franklin and Moss 1988, 414, 415.
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deliberate speed,” the President remained somepdsdgive. Nevertheless, in 1957
Eisenhower federalized Arkansas National Guardpsoand deployed additional U.S.
Army soldier§® to ensure the safety of the “Little Rock Nine” ey desegregated
Central High School in Little Rock, Arkansas (Pohhm 2008).

President Eisenhower signed Executive Order 1058@ablishing the President's
Committee on Government Employment Poli®&),bn January 18, 1955. The Order
replaced Truman’s Executive Order 9980 (1951) wdiggrfair employment practices in
the federal service, as amended. Then on Jan@ar§db5 Eisenhower’s cabinet was
presented with &eport of the Attorney General on the AdministragoEfforts in the
Field of Racial Discriminatioi® U.S. Attorney General Herbert Brownell, Jr. sutbeai
this background report of the Eisenhower admiristngs efforts to eliminate
segregation and discrimination in education; transgion; the armed forces; hospitals;
employment practices; facilities operated by orearnthe jurisdiction of the Department

of the Interior; airport facilities; the Districf €olumbia; and, housing. Subsequently, in

66. In accordance with Executive Order 10730 -viding Assistance for the
Removal of an Obstruction of Justice within thet&taf Arkansas, signed by President
Eisenhower on September 24, 1957, and grantingoatyttio the Secretary of Defense
“to order into active military service any and alhits of the national guard.”
Additionally, the Order authorized the Secretarydelegate authority to the Secretary of
the Army or the Secretary of the Air Force, or hathy of the authority conferred on him
by this Order” to enforce the integration of CehHah School in Little Rock, Arkansas.

67. Issued in thé&ederal Registe(20 FR 409, January 19, 1955), and later
amended by Executive Orders: 10772 (August 5, 198¥)73 (July 1, 1958).

68. Memorandum to the Honorable Sherman Adam 4uh957, from E.
Frederic Morrow regarding President Eisenhowerfgssa to meet with African-
American leaders (Woolley & Peters, 1999 — 200He American Presidency Project
The Dwight D. Eisenhower Presidential Library andddum [link]).
http://www.eisenhower.archives.gov/research/onlileeuments/civil_rights_eisenhower
_administration/1957_06_04_Morrow_to_Adams
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personal communiqu&swith the Reverend Billy Graham, Eisenhower multeer the
civil rights issue, as seen below in a portionisfMarch 22, 1956 letter:

| have urgently been thinking about the matters digcussed in our
conversation...l refer particularly to that part ofirotalk that dealt
with...ministers...promoting both tolerance and progreés our race
relations problems...they could discuss the moungrglence toward
elimination of racial difficulties, even all reasisle men appreciate that
eventual and complete success will not be attafoedome years...As |
told you, my mind constantly turns to the ease withch effective steps
might be taken in the adult as compared to theniledield. Of course
the kind of evidence that we should like to see pip is the kind that
would convince Federal District judges in the saldpcalities that
progress is real. All of us realize, | think, tisaiccess through conciliation
will be more lasting and stronger than could baia#d through force and
conflict.

Eisenhower went on to suggest to Graham a gradssggiegation plan in which “a few
well-qualified” African Americans could begin torrdor local elected offices like school
boards, city and county commissioners; and to sa®kance into public university
graduate programs.

Despite the President’s expressions of concerrei@i®nd Graham about how to
address the problems of American race relationsertiiower would not confer with
African American leaders. On June 4, 1957 E. Hied®orrow, Administrative
Assistant in the Executive Office of the Presidesgint a memorandum to L. Sherman

Adams, Chief of Staff, at his request. In this noedorrow notes that African-American

69. President Eisenhower and Reverend Graham egehdeas about how the
problem of race relations could be resolved. Téitels begin on March 22, 1956
following a meeting between the two men, and pre\additional opinions about how to
they might work to gradually settle the issue giv&isenhower’'s impending bid for
reelection. Correspondence from the President &h&@n are dated March 22 and 30,
1956 with Graham responding on March 27 and Jui®%6
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leaders like A. Philip Randolph and Reverend Mattither King, Jr. had come to the
White House to see President Eisenhower; otheetediad sent requests, but all were
denied. Morrow detailed the impact of EisenhoweeTsisal, to talk to the Black leaders,
on African-American citizens.

| can state categorically that the rank and fileNefgroes in the country
feel that the President has deserted them in tuerent fight to achieve
first-class citizenship via Civil Rights legislatip etc. Despite the
unprecedented record of this Administration in fileéd of human rights,
Negroes are so emotionally involved in this stregijat they are unable
to estimate what gains have been made...I can uaderthis feeling, and
it is only because | am a staff member of the Adstiation and have
been an eye witness to its efforts that | can la@bkthese protests
objectively rather than emotionally. There is trexh@us unrest among the
Negro population. Tensions are great, emotionsaatagh pitch...I feel
the time is ripe for the President to see two oe¢hNegro leaders, and to
let them get off their chests the things that séerbe giving them great
concern. | feel...the President seeing these menhaile a great effect
upon the morale, sentiments, and attitudes of Negtiaens. Their
present feeling is that their acknowledged leadpr&h being ignored,
snubbed, and belittled by the President and hit sta

...Even in the predominantly white audience in Mimpaes at the
Republican Workshop three weeks ago, the questions the floor were
on the matter of the President’s refusal to seeNbgro leaders and to
assure them of his interest in their probleff...

Morrow further recommended that President Eisenhogiee audience to A.
Philip Randolph, Martin L. King, Jr., and Roy Witid. If agreed, Morrow would prepare

these leaders on proper protocol for this meetiie proposed meeting with President

70. Memorandum to the Honorable Sherman Adams duh957, from E.
Frederic Morrow regarding President Eisenhowerfgssa to meet with African-
American leaders (Woolley & Peters, 1999 — 2011 Aca@ Presidency Project, The
Dwight D. Eisenhower Presidential Library and Musdlink]). Available from
http://www.eisenhower.archives.gov/research/onlileeuments/civil_rights_eisenhower
_administration/1957_06_04_Morrow_to_Adams
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Eisenhower took place on June 23, 1858n attendance were: Dr. Martin Luther King,
Jr., President of the Southern Christian Leadersbgmference (SCLC); A. Philip

Randolph, International President, Brotherhood lelefing Car Porters; Roy Wilkins,

President, National Association for the Advancenwntolored People (NAACP); and,

Lester B. Granger, Executive Secretary, Nationabddr League. These leaders
acknowledged that the 1957 Civil Rights Act (CRAub. L. 85-315, 71 Stat. 634)
signed by Eisenhower was a positive step to protetihg rights, and the first such
enactment since passage of the 1866 and 1875 Rigihts legislation during the

Reconstruction era (Pohlmann 2008).

However, King, Randolph, Wilkins, and Granger waniige President to actively
enforce the 1957 CRA. They also made a numbendfraghts recommendations to the
President which included: convening of a White Ho@onference on compliance with
the Court’'s decision to end school segregationuesting a Civil Rights law to
strengthen the 1957 CRA and to extend the CivilhRigCommission beyond its
expiration date; instructing the Department of idastio actively protect citizens’ rights to
register for the vote, and against acts of temayrignd, executing a principle prohibiting

use of federal aid to promote segregation in “etlona hospitals, housing, or other

71. Memorandum for the Record, Meeting of Negradegs with the President
on June 23, 1958, Memo dated June 24, 1958 (6Gpage
http://www.eisenhower.archives.gov/research/onliteeuments/civil_rights_eisenhower
_administration/1958 06 23 Meeting_of Negro_ Leaders
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grants-in-aid to state and local governmeritsSubsequently, Eisenhower signed the
Civil Rights Act (Pub. L. 86-449) on May 6, 1960.This legislation penalized
obstructions to citizens’ rights to register anddte; required preservation of registration
and voting records; extended duration of the GRights Commission; and, criminalized
the use of explosivés.

In spite of efforts toward gradual racial concibat, African American
perceptions of President Eisenhower and the RegarblParty were that they did not
offer immediate resolutions to eliminate terroastivities and civil rights violations that
they faced daily. They clamored for: Justice awmgidtity NOW! They could not wait
any longer; they increasingly sought redress farngs against the race. On the eve of
the 1960s novelist and playwright, James Baldwinladed, “To be a Negro in this
country and to be relatively conscious is to bairage all the time’ This is what
President Eisenhower could not understand; he titotlge anger of the African
American population was aimed at him personallypoty meeting with King, Randolph,
Wilkins, and Granger he learned that African Amanie impatiently longed to cast off
the shackles of second-class citizenship. Henitefdfrican Americans continued to
press forward for full rights of citizenship, fanstice and equality, and for redress of

wrongs against the race.

72. Quoted in Memorandum for the Record, Meetihiyegro Leaders with the
President on June 23, 1958, Memo dated June 28,“PFOStatement to President
Dwight D. Eisenhower.”
http://www.eisenhower.archives.gov/research/onliteeuments/civil_rights_eisenhower
_administration/1958 06 23 Meeting_of Negro_ Leaders

73. Reference: Marcus D. Pohlmann (20@8) the Dirksen Congressional
Center. http://www.dirksencenter.org.

74. Quoted in James T. Patters@Gnand Expectations: The United States, 1945-
74 (New York: Oxford University Press, 1996), 468.
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Hereafter race was thrust into the forefront oforal American politics. During
the presidential contest between Senator John Rnédy [D, MA] and Vice President
Richard M. Nixon in 1960 the Democratic Party vowedseek to create an affirmative
new atmosphere in which to deal with racial divisicand inequalities which threaten
both the integrity of our democratic faith and gm@position on which our nation was
founded—that all men are created equal.” Democmésiged to work for full
employment of all citizens, especially those “o%8r minority groups, young people, and
women.” To accomplish this, the Party would work“temove artificial and arbitrary
barriers to employment” as well as to other notapéas, such as housing, education, and
transportation, in which blatant discrimination oced. In addition, the Democratic
Party promised to establish a permanent CommissionCivil Rights, and to use
executive orders, legislation, and legal actiomsnfrthe Attorney General to terminate
racial discrimination. They further promised tof@ce the 1957 and 1960 Civil Rights
laws signed by Eisenhower to secure voting rigegsablish a Fair Employment Practices
Commission; prohibit discrimination based on racaor, creed, or national origin in
every state and locality; and, secure equal actessoting, housing, education,
employment, and public faciliti€s.

Similarly, the Republicans vowed to eliminate discrimination on the basis of race,
color, creed, and national origin. They held that:
This nation was created to give expression, validitd purpose to our

spiritual heritage—the supreme worth of the indisat In such a nation—
a nation dedicated to the proposition that all mencreated equal—racial

75. Found in the “1960 Democratic Party Platform,Woolley and Peters,
1999-2011. http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/.
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discrimination has no place. It can hardly be reded with a

Constitution that guarantees equal protection utayerto all persons. In a

deeper sense, too, it is immoral and unjust. Ashtise matters within

reach of political action and leadership, we pledgeselves unreservedly

to its eradicatiorf®
Republicans focused on the removal of injustices the enforcement of legislation and
Supreme Court rulings, and continued progress wardng civil rights for all. They
further asserted that their platform did not cansfamere promises; instead, they vowed
to resolve problem areas of a practical nature ¢cbatd be accomplished realistically.
These included voting, public schools, employméntysing, as well as public facilities
and services.

Despite Republican Party promises of progress, Béyrdefeated Nixon in the
general election by a slim margin. It was durihg 1960 election that the Democratic
Party began to grasp the importance of both Afridamerican support at the polls, and
solidarity of the racial group in the electoral rsme For instance, African Americans
voted as a bloc; which was reported as the “black&. In addition, the struggle for civil
and economic rights tended to unite disparate eignef the civil rights movement.
Regardless of class, gender, age or region, Afridamericans were determined to
achieve the goals of the movement. Perhaps two desgures may have played a
significant role in the black swing vote for Kengeghther than Nixon during the 1960
general election. First, when Dr. King was sengeinio four months of hard labor in the
Georgia State Penitentiary at Reidsville, a preg@aretta Scott King appealed to both

Vice President Richard Nixon, a proponent of th&7.€ivil Rights Act, and Senator

John Kennedy, an opponent of the Act for any a@y tould provide. Neither Nixon nor

76. Excerpt taken from the 1960 Republican Paldsférm, “Civil Rights,” in
Woolley & Peters, 1999-2011. http://www.presidencgb.edu/.
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Kennedy wanted to estrange Southern whites, ankd was courting Northern blacks.
Nixon was nonresponsive to her plea, while Kenneahgler advice, telephoned to offer
his assistance. At his request Kennedy’s brofRebert F. Kennedy intervened and King
was released. It was this one gesture of condehgrompted African Americans to
support the Democratic Party. Their expectation thias the Democrats/Kennedy would
also support their cause for civil and economibtsg Nixon garnered only 32 percent of
the black vote in 1960 (Jackson 2008).

Initially, President Kennedy and U.S. Attorney Gehdrobert Kennedy seemed
more receptive when African-American leaders bredclthe issue of civil rights;
however, the President’s hesitation to take a stanthe issue early in his administration
drew mixed perceptions. Like Eisenhower, Kenneds @uite cautious about becoming
an activist president, especially with regard teaating a civil rights agenda. On March
6, 1961 President Kennedy issued Executive Ordé23.Qo establish the President’s
Committee on Equal Employment Opportunity; a polioff nondiscrimination in
government employment; and compliance responsdslinf government contractors and
subcontractors, including labor unions and reprases of workers. Most importantly
the Order required sanctions and penalties for oxmptiance. The Order also granted
powers and stipulated duties of the President’'s @tee on Equal Employment
Opportunity as well as federal contracting agen¢ie=nnedy, 1961). It was not until
November 20, 1962, however, that Kennedy issuectiike Order 11063 to establish
equal opportunity in housing. The Order requirgdogitive bureaucratic involvement in
the “provision, rehabilitation, or operation of Ising and related facilities” to prevent

discrimination because of race, color, creed, dional origin, and “to use their good
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offices and to take other appropriate action peeaiby law, including the institution of
appropriate litigation, if required, to promote tlabandonment of discriminatory
practices with respect to residential property asldted facilities heretofore provided
with Federal financial assistance” (Kennedy, 1962).

Consequently as the black civil rights movementtioored to gain momentum,
three events in the early 1960s played a pivotal iroforcing the President’s hand: the
1960 Greensborough, North Carolina lunch countemsj the 1961 Freedom Rides
organized by the Congress for Racial Equality; #rel 1963 protests in Birmingham,
Alabama (McAdam 1982). On June 11, 1963 Presidemniédy finally took a position
and delivered his now historic speech on civil tsghat the insistence of his Attorney
General. In his speech, Kennedy vowed to ask tl& Qongress to enact “necessary
measures.giving all Americans the right to be served in féieis which are open to the
public--hotels, restaurants, theaters, retail stoemd similar establishment§.” Most
importantly, Kennedy broadened the issue of racéntorporate all Americans, and
asked them to grant to African Americans the kih@guality and justice they enjoyed,

and expected for themselves (Pohlmann 2008).

My fellow Americans, this is a problem which faags all--in every city
of the North as well as the South. Today thereNsgroes unemployed,
two or three times as many compared to whites,egadte in education,
moving into the large cities, unable to find worlgpung people
particularly out of work without hope, denied equights, denied the
opportunity to eat at a restaurant or lunch couoteyo to a movie theater,
denied the right to a decent education, denied stirtamlay the right to
attend a State university even though qualifiecsekms to me that these

77. John F. Kennedy Library and Museum, Selecpeb&hes, in Woolley and
Peters. Accessed May 3, 2012]. http://www.jfklilgrarg/Research/Ready-
Reference/JFK-Speeches/Radio-and-Television-Repdte-American-People-on-
Civil-Rights-June-11-1963.aspx
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are matters [that] concern us all, not merely Fersis or Congressmen or
Governors, but every citizen of the United Stafes.

President John F. Kennedy
June 11, 1963

Subsequently, Kennedy sent a proposed Civil Rigt§’ to Congress in the summer of
1963; however, he was assassinated before its gmss®n September 10, 1963,
Kennedy issued his Executive Order 11118 — Progidhssistance for the Unlawful
Obstruction of Justice in the State of Alabama. refte the President authorized the
Secretary of Defense to utilize the armed servicegnforce the laws of the United
States, court orders regarding desegregation digosikhools, and “to suppress unlawful
assemblies, combinations, conspiracies, and dotnastence which oppose, obstruct, or
hinder the execution of the law or impede the c@wfsjustice under the law within that
State” (Kennedy 1963).

As U.S. Attorney General, Robert Kennedy also agectthe authority of his
office to address the problem of racial segregadiod to protect demonstrators. In 1961
Freedom Riders initiated a campaign to test compéawith the Supreme Court ruling in
Sarah Keys v. Carolina Coach Compagy MCC 769 (1955) which banned segregated
interstate travel by bud¥. Dr. King and the Reverend Ralph Abernathy, pasfofirst

Baptist Church in Montgomery, Alabama, supportesl Freedom Riders who defied the

78. President John F. Kennedy, Radio and TelaviBieport to the American
People on Civil Rights, June 11, 1963. Ibid.

79. Portions of this proposal included legislatdrafts prepared by Democratic
Party Representative Adam Clayton Powell of NewkYoAccessed May 3, 2012. Black
Americans in Congress: http://www.baic.house.gov/

80. The NAACP initially tested this Supreme Couwding in 1955 when Rosa

Parks refused to surrender her seat in accordaitcelimn Crow laws. The test resulted
in the Montgomery Bus Boycott of 1956.
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Jim Crow segregated interstate transit system. gKibernathy, the 1500 member
congregation of First Baptist Church, the FreedomleFRs, and other civil rights
demonstrators required protection from angry whtebs. Kennedy was forced to send
federal marshals and troops to quell the mobs oy 21a 1961. Afterward, on May 29,
1961, Robert Kennedy issued a petition for therttéde Commerce Commission (ICC)
to implement and enforce ICC rulings prohibitinqJrow in interstate travét.

On August 28, 1963 the March on Washington for Jai$ Freedom was held.
Organized by A. Philip Randolph and a coalitionsof civil rights organizations, the
event had a massive response with more than 20@;0@@endance. This civil rights
coalition included: the Congress of Racial Equalfliames Farmer), the Southern
Christian Leadership Conference (Martin Luther Kinly.), the Student Nonviolent
Coordinating Committee (John Lewis), A. Philip Ralph (Brotherhood of Sleeping Car
Porters), the National Association for the Advaneatrof Colored People (Roy Wilkins)
and the National Urban League (Whitney Young, JiThey demanded passage of a
meaningful civil rights legislation, unlike the IB%nd 1960 laws enacted during the
Eisenhower administrationthe end of racial discrimination in publigchools, and in
public and private employment. They further deneghd set hourly minimum wage,
protection against police brutality for demonstrato and self-governance for

Washington, D.C.

81. Supreme Court cases and Interstate Commercam@sion rulings
addressed desegregation of interstate travel ablicdacilities. Sarah Keys v. Carolina
Coach Company64 MCC 769 (1955) challenged segregated bus tr&&ACP v. St.
Louis-Santa Fe Railway Compar398 ICC 355 (1955¢onfronted segregated public
transportation via railroads and train terminalsg,aBoynton v. Virginia,364 US 454
(1960) banned segregated terminals, restaurantsrestrooms (See also: Marcus D.
Pohimann 2008).
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While initially opposing the march, President Kedypeelented and voiced his
support for the march when he realized that it Woptoceed over his objection. A
number of labor unions also supported the jobs mdsat the Congress of Industrial
Organization (CIO) was not in support, and whitpremacist groups like the Ku Klux
Klan opposed the march because it promoted ragahlgy. Clearly, the March on
Washington demonstrated massive support from varsmgments of American society
regardless of race, class, gender or region farkbtavil rights, as well as a number of
disparate African American associations. At the dladohn Lewis, much like W.E.B.
Du Bois, warned African Americans against relying &ther of the political parties to
accomplish their goals.

The revolution is at hand, and we must free ouesebf the chains of

political and economic slavery. The nonviolent detion is saying, "We

will not wait for the courts to act, for we haveelne waiting hundreds of

years. We will not wait for the President, nor thestice Department, nor

Congress, but we will take matters into our owndsarand create a great

source of power, outside of any national structiuag could and would

assure us victory." For those who have said, "Bgepand wait!" we

must say, "Patience is a dirty and nasty word." d&enot be patient, we

do not want to be free gradually, we want our foeedand we want it

now. We cannot depend on any political party, fer Democrats and the

Republicans have betrayed the basic principleshef Declaration of
Independenc#

John Lewis

August 28, 1963
Lewis summed up the sentiment of so many lifetimfestruggle; patience was no longer
an option. According to King “The hundreds of teands who marched on Washington

marched to level barriers. They summed up evergtm a word—NOW. What is the

content of NOW? Everything, not some things, i@ Bresident’s civil rights bill is part

82. John Lewis, “Text of Speech to be delivered at bindMemorial.” August
28, 1963.Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee Papétartin Luther King, Jr.
Library and Archives. http://www.thekingcenter.digh-library-archive.
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of NOW.”* Finally, Congress enacted substantive legisiati protect the rights of
citizens in accordance with the Fourteenth Amendroéthe U.S. Constitution. On July
2, 1964, President Lyndon B. Johnson signed thé Rights Act into law.
3.7 CONCLUSION

Throughout the course of U.S. history African Amsaris demonstrated,
regardless of their economic class or social stahsund or free, men or women, a full
awareness of their interconnectedness because®f réhis consciousness was further
reinforced by perceptions of their interdependeoficboth fate and task. At each twist
and turn on the road to justice and equality, alernvever racism raised its ugly head,
African Americans rose to the challenge. They is@stly pressed forward to advance
racial group interests in accordance with the Awg@eri promise of democratic
principles—life, liberty, and property, which thesalued. Their tenacity was seen in
efforts to invoke the executive, legislative, andigial departments of government to act
on their behalf. Likewise, they appealed to linkagstitutions—the press, advocacy
groups, and the political parties—to influence falady public opinions and policies. At
times, when the establishment did not heed their for justice and equality, they
launched their own platforms to advance the Afriéamerican racial group agenda. For
instance, the Black Church, from its inception, wasonsistent haven from which they
advanced political discourse, and frontal attac§airest oppression, subjugation, and

discrimination.

83. King, Martin L. “In a Word—Now,New York Times Magazin8eptember
29, 1963.
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Although historically a majority of African Amerioa identified themselves as
Democrats, this allegiance evolved over time bezanfstheir single-mindedness and
firmness of purpose to remedy both the inequalftysegregation, and injustices they
incurred because of both political parties’ faikréo adequately address African
American racial group interests. Often black pariship signaled a racial group
determination to participate within the polity, atietir partisan identifications reflected a
practical and rational decision to support “theségsof two great evils.” Still, from the
onset African Americans sought recognition from tiwe main political parties, and to
function within them. Originally, African Americanidentified with the Republican
Party, a consequence of Lincoln’s Emancipation [Bmation. However, this party
affiliation began to diminish as Republicans failedact upon the entitlements of the
Civil Rights Act of 1866, and to protect African Amcans’ inalienable rights to life,
liberty, and property in accordance with the Unit&tites Constitution. While
Republicans supported and implemented a numberevices to distance themselves
from their “captured” African American constituen@@emocrats schemed to lure them
into Roosevelt's New Deal coalition. Subsequeritlg, Democratic Party emerged as the
political party that not only discussed civil righthe Party also enacted legislation in a
feeble attempt to reverse some cruelties of raseduality in the United States. Even
though Franklin Roosevelt failed to advance padidie protect against Southern horrors,
like lynching, bureaucratic actions that includetief for the black population during
Roosevelt’'s administration proved detrimental t® Republican Party. This caused some
African Americans to realign with the Democratiatiyawhich was especially apparent

during the 1936 presidential election.
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Over time, realignment of the African American éteate seemed to cause even
the most reluctant Democrats to realize that thie between race and party garnered
electoral victory. Democrats at least considesgfliests and demands made by African
American leaders, and provided at least a modictirel®f. With the emergence of the
civil rights protest movement African Americans ped for immediate legislation to
grant them the basic democratic values to whichcdikens were entitled, and the
protections thereof. As a result, because of bgaar efforts, Congress passed and
Democratic President Lyndon B. Johnson signed lmtothe Civil Rights Act of 1964.
Among those members in Congress striving for sultist civil rights legislation was a
new generation of African Americans that used tpelitical clout to keep civil rights on
the governmental agenda, and to support legislatiat addressed issues of most
importance to the African American racial group.os$¥l of these Congress Members
served in an official capacity within their natibmarty organization, received validation
and support during their campaigns as Democratswaane duly elected on the basis of
their Democratic partisan associations.

As the next chapter makes clear, African Americangiport for the Democratic
Party continued and became more intense duringhigterical periods covered from
1965 to 2008. The impact of major legislation likee 1965 Voting Rights Act also
transformed voter registration and turnout withire tAfrican American community.
Devotion to passage of major civil rights legistatias well as the extension of civil
rights and implementation of voting rights poligiesainly under the Democratic Party
label, added strength to a sense of linked fatevegeato African American racial group

Democratic partisan identifications.
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CHAPTER 4
FROM PROLONGEDPROTEST TOFULL POLITICAL PARTICIPATION, 1964-2008

The principal value of the Civil Rights Act of 1964e value above
all things, is the recognition finally—by the Coegs of the
United States—that the Negro is a constitutiontaten...

Roy Wilkins
June 23, 1964

Ever since passage of the 1964 Civil Rights Actahleas been considerable cohesion and
solidarity among African Americans relative to peahship. The mid-1960s culminated
their realignment, from the Republican Party ofddim to the Democratic Party, a shift
that began during the New Deal coalition era. Tdapter continues the review, begun
previously in Chapter 3, of tactics employed byigdn Americans to secure and enjoy
basic democratic values, and the protections tlier&oreover, this chapter examines
partisan policy outcomes, particularly issues tete of most importance to African, and
other oppressed, Americans such as decent housivij,and voting rights, equal
employment and fair wages; and, how such policiggnately established African
American attachments to the Democratic Party. Mwogtortantly, the present chapter
considers the force of race, or racial group infleee on individual political party
identifications. Here the significance of raced dhe relationship between race, class,
and gender are essential to understanding boths¢hse of attachment to, and the

magnitude of African  Americans’ relationship  with,the = Democratic
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Party. Toward this endeavor two historical periddBneate African Americans’ passage
from prolonged political protest to full politicglarticipation, Civil Rights: 1964—-1980,
and Post-Civil Rights: 1981-2008.
4.1 BACKGROUND

By the 1960s the issue of race had gained natmttehtion. African Americans
garnered that attention primarily by virtue of pstent peaceful opposition to racial
oppression (civil disobedience) using conventiopadtest methods: marches, sit-ins,
lobbying, petitions, and boycotts. Nonetheless, wthey took to the streets they were
often met with violent confrontation, like the 196Bcounter between Dr. Martin Luther
King, Jr., the Freedom Riders, civil rights antgsagation demonstrators, and Eugene
“Bull” Connor, the Commissioner of Public Safety the city of Birmingham, Alabama
(McAdams 1982). Oftentimes televised news repcafstured events as they unfolded,
and commentators styled peaceful protesters asmgict Cameras showed police
brutality, vicious attacks by police dogs or by @oful currents of water from fire hoses.
Still, protesters offered no resistance againsthstitielty as they were handcuffed;
thrown into paddy wagons; and, hauled off to jaiene the abuse continued. Through
this they gained the world’s attention.

While imprisoned in Alabama Martin Luther King, Jrenned his 1968etter

from Birmingham Jailn which he stated his case for the use of cigbdedience thusly:

Oppressed people cannot remain oppressed forelerurfe for freedom
will eventually come. This is what has happenetht® American Negro.
Something within has reminded him of his birthrigbt freedom;
something without has reminded him that he can gain Recognizing
this vital urge that has engulfed the Negro comnyymine should readily
understand public demonstrations. The Negro has ympant-up
resentments and latent frustrations. He has tothgah out. So let him
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march sometime; let him have his prayer pilgrimageshe city hall;
understand why he must have sit-ins and freedoesritf his repressed
emotions do not come out in these nonviolent weyesy will come out in
ominous expressions of violence. This is not aatyigis a fact of history.
So | have not said to my people, "Get rid of yoistdntent.” But | have
tried to say that this normal and healthy disconteam be channeled
through the creative outlet of nonviolent directi@t. Now this approach
is being dismissed as extremist... (83).
Martin Luther King, Jr.
City of Birmingham Jail
Birmingham, Alabama

The subsequent August 1963 March on Washingtoddbs and Freedom (Dowd Hall
2005) demonstrated what King referred to as “theative outlet of nonviolent direct
action” to release “pent-up resentments and ldtastrations” (King 1963).

The March on Washington was a massive politicdy thlat provided a national
platform for people from different social, economiand ethnic backgrounds to
demonstrate their dissatisfaction with the injuediof society, and the unmet promises of
American democracy. In his “| Have a Dream” speddh,King made a clarion call for
equality for every oppressed segment of societyis hcluded inequality based on race,
class, gender and religion regardless of regionroteBters demanded reforms of
governmental policies that helped to perpetuatesmacclassism, and sexism. In “The
Long Civil Rights Movement and the Political Usdstlre Past” Jacquelyn Dowd Hall
(2005) tells the story of how race, class, gended, region were intricately tied together
throughout the movement. Most importantly she “bagizes the gordian knot that ties
race to class and civil rights to workers’ righf4239). Women marched also bearing

placards that demanded decent housing, equal rightts for all, and decent pay,

84. Martin Luther King, Jr. “The Negis Your Brothey’ The AtlanticMonthly
212, no. 2 (August 1963): 78-38

89



“NOW!” According to Hall these women protesters wét..thus asserting both their
racial solidarity and their identities as activistsd workers and thereby as equals of
men” (1252).

By 1964 continued discontent with the status qud anfulfiled demands for
change were ultimately expressed through an uncdiovel method of violent civil
disobedience: the urban race riot. A desperatdiogato repressive political, economic,
and social conditions magnified by urban blightyese poverty, racial discrimination,
injustices, and unmet expectations of the prom$elemocracy erupted into full-fledged
violence. Not quite a year after King’s messaganfijail in the city of Birmingham,
Alabama, inner city rioters also faced police wmle and brutality. Racially charged
mob activity engendered criminal behavior, includiphysical and/or verbal attacks,
pillaging, and destruction. Tragically, inner ciilacks assaulted a number of major U.S.
urban centers like Harlem, Brooklyn, Rochester, N&wrk; and, Philadelphia,
Pennsylvania, (summer, 1964); Los Angeles (WatGglifornia (summer, 1965);
Chicago, lllinois (summer, 1966); Newark, New JgrsBetroit, Michigan (summer,
1967). Accordingly, Doug McAdams (1982) purportedt “the level of open defiance
of the established economic and political order wagyreat during this period [1966-
1968] as during any other in this country’s histagve the Civil War” (182
4.2 PERIOD OF CIVIL RIGHTS: 1964 - 1980

On July 2, 1964 President Lyndon B. Johnson sighedandmark Civil Rights

Act (Public Law, 88-352), and followed with additil measures to eliminate many

85. Doug McAdamsPolitical Process and the Development of Black tgsucy,
1930-197(QChicago, lllinois: University of Chicago Pres88P), 182.
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forms of discrimination based on race, color, creseat, and national origin (Whalen and
Whalen 1985). Additional steps to strengthen aigihts came when the Twenty-Fourth
Amendment to the U.S. Constitution was ratifiedJanuary 23, 1964, which eliminated
the poll tax. One year after the Civil Rights AGIRA) was signed into law, the Equal
Employment Opportunity Commission (EEOC) was crégfelly 2, 1965) in accordance
with provisions of the 1964 CRA. The EEOC was gedrwith enforcing laws against
workplace discrimination and investigating complsiaf discriminatory treatment, filing
suits of employment discrimination, and adjudicgticeases brought by employees of
federal agencie¥.

With this momentous legislation Congress strengterthe Fourteenth
Amendment, thereby recognizing African American®nstitutional right to full
citizenship with the privileges, immunities, andfactions thereof, as stated by Roy
Wilkins (cited above) in his 1964 address to deflego the 58 Annual Convention of
the National Association for the Advancement of&etl People (Whalen and Whalen
1985). During this period African Americapioneers in Congress, namely Adam
Clayton Powell, Jr. of New York, Charles C. Diggs, of Michigan, and Augustus
Hawkins of California participated in the congressil civil rights debates, and helped
shape fundamental laws like the Civil Rights Actl®64. “For the first time, African
Americans made substantive, not merely symbolidnsgavithin the institution.®’

Subsequently, in the November 1964 election in Wwhiee President faced Republican

86. Equal Employment Opportunity Commission. AseesMay 11, 2012.
http://www.eeoc.gov.

87. Keeping the Faith: African Americans Return to Casg, 1929 — 1970,

Black Americans in Congress. Accessed May 11, 2@itp://baic.house.gov/historical-
essays
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opponent Senator Barry Goldwater of Arizona, Johngarnered 94 percent of the
African American vote (Jackson 2008) to win hisffielected term as president.

Ever pressing forward, 600 demonstrators left Sellabama on Sunday, March
7, 1965 to protest voting discrimination throughthe state. However, the march quickly
ceased when protesters confronted Alabama policehenEdmund Pettus Bridge.
Televised broadcasts of police brutality and viockmagainst peaceful participants in the
Selma to Montgomery Voting Rights March shockedAlneerican conscience (Baldwin
2011). About six months thereafter, President dohnreceived from Congress an
extension of Title I, the voting rights provisioof, the 1964 Civil Rights Act, which he
signed into law. The most comprehensive legistaimce the Fifteenth Amendment to
the U.S. Constitution, the 1965 Voting Rights Ad2 (U.S.C. 88 1973-1973aa-6)
outlawed voting discrimination and gave the U.SoAtey General authority to bring suit
on behalf of victims of voting discrimination.

Most importantly, the Voting Rights Act (VRA) “suspded literacy tests,
authorized the appointment of federal voting exarsnand created federal machinery to
supervise voter registration,” which led to an aatdinary increase in the number of
African Americans elected to public offices (Fist2801: 1096). In the Act, Congress
granted broad sweeping powers to the federal gowemh to combat the
disenfranchisement of African Americans. This veasllenged in the case &outh
Carolina v. Katzenbag883 U.S. 301 (1966) on grounds that the VRA vexlahe Fifth
and Fifteenth Amendments of the U.S. Constitutiamg states’ rights. Five southern
states joined South Carolina in opposition to th&ing Rights Act of 1965, and its

prerequisite that changes to state voting lawsiredyrescreening by the U.S. Attorney
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General. In an 8-1 decision the U.S. Supreme Qegdgnized the powers of Congress
to enforce the Fifteenth Amendment, which bannedalef the right to vote based on
race (Fisher 2001). Ever since passage of the Y@#ihg Rights Act no Republican
presidential candidate captured more than 15 percerihe African American vote
(Apple, Jr. 1996).

“Yet race riots in Harlem (1964) and Watts (196&nmded people of the sage
insights of World War Il activists: it was one thito sit at the counter but another to be
able to afford a meal. Racism had excluded bladpleefrom the accumulation of wealth
and resources, a historical reality that could m®taddressed by legal protection in the
present” (Baldwin 2011: 7)Concurrently, in his remarks at the White House f€@nce
on Equal Employment Opportunities regarding thesrim south central Los Angeles
(Watts), California that occurred five days follogipassage of the Voting Rights Act of
1965, President Johnson noted the overwhelmirtpaiebound race, class, and geriter.

If there is one thing | think we have learned frtma civil rights struggle,
it is that the problem of bringing the Negro Amananto an equal role in
our society is more complex, and is more urgerd,iamuch more critical
than any of us have ever known. Who of you couldeharedicted 10
years ago, that in this last, sweltering, Augustkvéhousands upon
thousands of disenfranchised Negro men and womerdveaiddenly take
part in self government, and that thousands motkahsame week would
strike out in an unparalleled act of violence iis tRation?

It is our duty - and it is our desire - to open bearts to humanity's cry for
help. It is our obligation to seek to understancatvtould lie beneath the
flames that scarred that great city. So let us pedbhe poor and the
oppressed - let us equip them for the long marcHdigmity and to

wellbeing. But let us never confuse the need farede work and fair

treatment with an excuse to destroy and to uproot.

88. Lyndon B. Johnson, Remarks at the White HdDeaference on Equal
Employment Opportunities,” August 20, 1965. AccdssMay 16, 2012.
http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid=Z271
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Yet beneath the discord we hear another theme. fhieate speaks of a
day when Americans of every color, and every creed, every religion,

and every region, and every sex can be traineddoent employment, can
find it, can secure it, can have it preserved, @ support their families
in an enriching and a rewarding environment....

President Lyndon B. Johnson
August 20, 1965

Subsequently, on September 24, 1965 Johnson igsxecltive Order 11246 -
Equal Employment Opportunity requiring nondiscriation by federal contractors,
unless otherwise exempted by the Secretary of Limbaccordance with said Order. The
Order further established the policy of Affirmati¥etion or positive steps to remove
discrimination against individuals because of thate, color, creed, or national origin
(Johnson, 1965 With this Executive Order Johnson proposednioral and policy
response to the losses, both material and psydicalpguffered by African Americans
during and after the time of slavér{Chace 2011, 1). Then, on June 13, 1967 the
President nominated Thurgood Marshall to the Uur&mne Court, making him the first
African American and civil rights advocat®to serve in that capacity (Pohimann 2008).

Nevertheless, violent civil disobedience continuedmerican urban centers. In
response, Johnson established Niagional Advisory Commission on Civil Disorders
July 28, 1967 under the direction of Governor tewner of Illinois. He authorized the

Commission to investigate reasons for the urbarfent®, and to recommend steps to

89. “Sex” was added to this list in 1967 with Jetim's Executive Order 11375.

90. Justice Marshall served as Director-CounseéhefNAACP-Legal Defense
Fund from 1940 to 1961. He was a civil rights azite who successfully argued cases
before the U.S. Supreme Court. For exampl&rmith v. Allwright 321 U.S. 649 (1944),
which gained African Americans the right to votearDemocratic primary election, a
Texas law was found in violation of the Fifteentm@ndment. Accessed June 2, 2012.
http://www.naacpldf.org/
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effectively remedy the situation. Also known as Kerner Commission, studies of racial
disorders to American cities showed that 164 disbrders occurred during the first nine
months of 1967, of which there were about 130 sgpaiace riots during the ‘long hot’

summer of 1967, alone (Kerner Report 1967). Them&eCommission Report indicated

that racial disorders to American cities reflectied profound frustrations and bitterness
of living in the ghettd" In its basic conclusion the Report further intéckthat:

Our nation is moving toward two societies, one klame white--separate
and unequal. Reaction to last summer's disordass duickened the
movement and deepened the division. Discriminatol segregation
have long permeated much of American life; they ribkeaten the future
of every American. This deepening racial divisismot inevitable. The
movement apart can be reversed. Choice is stilsiples Our principal
task is to define that choice and to press for #onal resolution. To
pursue our present course will involve the contigupolarization of the
American community and, ultimately, the destructarbasic democratic
values. The alternative is not blind repression capitulation to
lawlessness. It is the realization of common opputies for all within a
single society. This alternative will require anwoitment to national
action--compassionate, massive and sustained, thdxkéhe resources of
the most powerful and the richest nation on thistheaFrom every
American it will require new attitudes, new undarsting, and, above all,
new will. The vital needs of the nation must be;rhard choices must be
made, and, if necessary, new taxes enacted. \¢eleannot build a better
society. Disruption and disorder nourish repressioot justice. They
strike at the freedom of every citizen. The comrhuoannot--it will not--
-tolerate coercion and mob rule. Violence andrdeibn must be ended--
in the streets of the ghetto and in the lives afpbe Segregation and
poverty have created in the racial ghetto a desteienvironment totally
unknown to most white Americans. What white Amang have never
fully understood but what the Negro can never forgethat white society
is deeply implicated in the ghetto. White institus created it, white
institutions maintain it, and white society condsiite

91. InThe Report of the National Advisory Commission onl ©isorders the
term ghetto” refers to “an area within a city cledesized by poverty and acute social
disorganization, and inhabited by members of aatawiethnic group under conditions of
involuntary segregation (New York: Bantam Books68P Accessed May 16, 2012.
PrimaryDocuments.http://faculty.washington.edu/fftegocuments_us/Kerner%20Repo
rt.htm
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It is time now to turn with all the purpose at mammand to the major
unfinished business of this nation. It is time tmpat strategies for action
that will produce quick and visible progress. ltirme to make good the
promises of American democracy to all citizens-arhad rural, white and
black, Spanish-surname, American Indian, and erenprity group...

National Advisory Commission on Civil Disorders
The Kerner Report (1967)

Moreover, the Report found that economic, politicdcial, as well as psychological
factors had devastating affects on black livelihabe United States government had to
remedy the state of African Americans for the sakeall Americans. To a certain
degree, the federal government had begun to addnessepressive state of African
Americans, and of other minorities that were sinylaituated with passage of the 1964
Civil Rights Act, the 1965 Voting Rights Act, theqial Employment Opportunity
Commission, Affirmative Action Policy, and Johnseiireat Society “War on Poverty”
programs, many of which resulted from the Econo@®pportunity Act of 1964 (Public
Law 88-452)%

Even though some attention was given to probleiimsgaihe American society,
Michael Harrington (1962) focused primarily on thepact of poverty on about 25
percent of the United States populationTine Other America: Poverty in the United

States” Racial discrimination was quite prevalent, but gy did not discriminate on

92. Programs included: VISTA, the Job Corps, tegNborhood Youth Corps,
Head Start, Community Health Centers, Legal Sesyid¢pward Bound and others.
Hyman Bookbinder, Did the War on Poverty Fallde New York Timegugust 20,
1989. Accessed June 4, 2012. http://www.nytimes/t689/08/20/opinion/did-the-war-
on-poverty-fail.html?src=pm

93. Reference is to Michael Harrington’s publicatiabout the seemingly
invisible poor in America. (Michael Harringtorhe Other America: Poverty in the
United StategNew York: Touchstone; Simon & Schuster, Inc., 196997, 63). Dr..
Martin Luther King, Jr. also gave a speech aboet phight of African Americans
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the basis of race, color, national origin, gendeligion or creed. Nonetheless, poverty
had a distinctive hold on African American liveltd particularly those in the inner
cities. According to Michael Harrington “Negro oty is unique in every way. It
grows out of a long American history, and it exgessitself in subculture that is built up
on an interlocking base of economic and racialstge. It is in fact imposed from
without, from white America.This link between race and class in the 1960s, rdotg
to Davarian Baldwin (2011), “could not be severeshecially during a Viethnam War that
sent largely poor people of color to its bloodynfréines.®

In the midst of heightened domestic chaos in Anagriarban centers, Johnson
made another effort to extend the 1964 CRA by sgrhe 1968 Civil Rights Act (82
Stat. 73) into law on April 11, 1968. Of particufaote was Title VII, or the Fair Housing
Act, which banned discrimination in the sale ortaérof a dwelling because of race,
color, creed, or national origin; prohibited adisament of preference in the sale or
rental of a dwelling; and promoted the enjoymenfaif housing rights. However, no
federal enforcement provisions were given. Sosttengthen Title VII, the 1968 Fair
Housing Act, (82 Stat. 81) was enacted by Congm@ssohibit discrimination based on

“race, color, religion, or national origin in thals or rental of most housing” (Fisher

entitled, The Other America. The event, sponsored by the Grosse Pointe Human
Relations Council, was held at Grosse Pointe HighoS8l in Grosse Pointe Farm,
Michigan on March 14, 1968. Accessed June 2, 2012.
http://www.gphistorical.org/mlk/mlkspeech/index.htm

94. Davarian L. BaldwinAfricana Age: African & African Diasporan
Transformations in the 3DCentury (A project of the Schomberg-Mellon Humanities
Summer InstituteYNew York: Schomberg Center for Research in Blackie, The
New York Public Library, The Civil Rights Movemer#&011), 8. Accessed June 2, 2012.
http://exhibitions.nypl.org/africanaage/essay-enghts.html
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2001) under the authority of the U.S. Departmertafising and Urban Development for
enforcement and compliance responsibilities. Unfoately, Dr. King's assassination
preceded passage of the Fair Housing Act, and wibagst continued. Still, litigation
ensued as civil rights advocates proceeded to furskenforcement of the 1968 Fair
Housing Act®® as well as the integration of public accommodatiprovided in the 1964
Civil Rights Act, which were upheld in thdeart of Atlanta Motel v. United State379
U.S. 241 (1964), andatzenbach v. McClun@79 U.S. 294 (1964).

Nevertheless, massive political, economic, andasatiscontent resulting from
escalating the war in Vietnam while reportedly deagating; racially related civil
disorder and racial tensions; anti-war, studentgmen’s, and civil rights protests;
migrant workers’ demonstrations; and, broad-basedtismacial political coalitions of
disgruntled and activist groups (and ganyspelled the end. After his first elected term
as president, Johnson would not seek the DemodPatity nomination for the 1968
presidential campaign. Despite such turmoil duttigyadministration, Lyndon Johnson
was the first president since the American Civilnaalleviate problems based on race,
class, and gender. His “Great Society” administeatagenda demonstrated a
commitment to address both questions and issugsamicular importance to African

Americans. Johnson’s principal aim was to transféxmerican society by integrating

racial and ethnic minorities, the poor, and othéizens traditionally confined to the

95. Rights of minorities cannot be delegated ttersofor approvalHunter v.
Erickson 393 U.S. 385 (1969); “Private social clubs” mayt prohibit white owners
from leasing homes to African Americar®&yllivan v. Little Hunting Park396 U.S. 229
(1969); Segregation in public housing projects goivéd, Hills v. Gautreaux425 U.S.
284 (1976).

96. Reference is to the original “Rainbow CoalitioAmy Sonnie and James

Tracy, Hillbilly Nationalists, Urban Race Rebels and Bladkower: Community
Organizing in Radical Time@elville House Publishing, 2011).
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periphery of U.S. society. His efforts resulted intreased expenditures of federal
monies to improve housing, healthcare, early chidceducation, libraries, hospitals,
sanitation, transportation services, recreationallifies, and the general welfare of all
such citizens. Subsequently, the issue of blagkrights subsided and black insurgency
declined (McAdams 1982). Neither party’s platfooffered a civil rights plank in 1968,
even though they each mentioned continued efforggromote equality and to prohibit
discrimination. Many conservative Republicans ankitev southern Democrats who
opposed major civil rights legislation had growname of Johnson’s ‘governmental
schemes’ to promote equality of outcome, rathem #guality of opportunity.

This helped the Republican Party regain contrathef presidency with Richard
M. Nixon’s 1968 victory over vice President Hubelitmphrey (and Governor George
Wallace of Alabama), and his 1972 victory over $en&eorge McGovern of South
Dakota. Like his Republican predecessor, DwightHlsenhower, Nixon's domestic
policy agenda, New Federalism, sent mixed sigredanding black civil rights. His was
a balancing act in which he furthered equal opputites for African Americans, in
accordance with Johnson’s vision, in his “PhilatepPlan.” He also requested the U.S.
Supreme Court to delay school desegregation, dvengh he ultimately did more to
desegregate public schools in the South than aegepessor since the 1984own v.
Board of Educatiorruling. Furthermore, he seemed bent on appeakss&outh while
placating African Americans. Nonetheless, Nixon@mgésticprograms came at a time
when racially related civil disorders in Americarban centers were on the decline.

Nixon’s efforts to alleviate discriminatory praz#s came in the form of his move

to advance black enterprise through Executive Otdd58 — Prescribing Arrangements
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for Developing and Coordinating a National Progriom Minority Business Enterprise
(March 5, 1969). The Order called for use of tmeaf Business Development Center
model to establish Minority Business Developmennt€es (Nixon 1969). In addition,
on October 13, 1971, Nixon issued Executive OrdE82b — Prescribing Additional
Arrangements for Developing and Coordinating a ol Program for Minority
Business Enterprise. He required the Secretai@amhmerce, and federal departments
and agencies, to provide the opportunity for sticiahd economically disadvantaged
persons to own and operate a business enterpridgthermore, Nixon's order of
participation in the Minority Business Enterprisedéral contracting program was
intended for, but not limited to, “Negroes, PueRmans, Spanish-speaking Americans,
American Indians, Eskimos, and Aleuts” (Nixon 1971)

Moreover, after completing a comprehensive assassimie employment and
union membership rates of nonwhite workforces withertain cities during Nixon’s
administration, the Department of Labor found ermke of blatant discrimination within
the industrial and craft unions. This review pawbe way for the controversial
Philadelphia Plan [Order]. First applied to woskan the City of Philadelphia, the Plan
was extended to other cities in which similar dreamatory practices were obvious.
According to Paul Marcus (1970) the purpose ofRhen was to extend Johnson’s 1965
Executive Order 11246 which prohibited employmestidmination. The Philadelphia
Order also included a policy of affirmative actioand required compliance
responsibilities in adherence to goals and timetlbéported on all personnel actions:
recruitment, selections, promotions, demotionscigise, reductions, terminations,

training and development for each covered classesremor, creed, sex, national origin.
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Concurrently, on August 8, 1969, Nixon signed Exeeu Order 11478 — Equal
Employment Opportunity in the Federal Government, prohibit workplace
discrimination based on race, color, creed, seiipma origin, handicap, or age. The
Order further promoted equal employment opportuthitpugh a “continuing affirmative
action program in each executive department andage This affirmative action policy
was applied to, and required to be, “an integrat phevery aspect of personnel policy
and practice in the employment, development, adyaeat, and treatment of civilian
employees of the Federal Government” (Nixon 19&83nceforth, affirmative action
meant civil rights (Hoff 2009). Yet, African Ameans continued their support for the
Democrats.

When race emerged to the forefront of Americantisliduring the 1960s its
effects produced enduring changes in the partisgnnaent of identifications (Carmines
and Stimson 1989). The most noticeable shifts @édRBpublican Party among population
groups within the electorate were whites, Southstreelf designated conservatives, and
both younger and older cohorts (Norpoth 1987; R&r&987; Black and Black 1989;
Gurin, Hatchett and Jackson 1989). Social statospgfactors, especially differences in
educational background, were also prominent fonece=xplaining increased Republican
Party preferences among white citizens during teeod spanning the 1960s (Miller
1992). On the other hand, despite bipartisan auppquired for passage of the Civil
Rights Act of 1964 and Nixon’s affirmative actiotap, since the mid-1960s African
Americans identified overwhelmingly with the Demaiic Party (Stanley and Niemi

1991).
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4.3 FROM CIVIL RIGHTS LEADERS TO CONGRESSIONAL LESLATORS

Primarily because of favorable governmental ac(@icAdams 1982), African
Americans became increasingly attached to the Deatiodarty. Civil rights legislation
opened access to electoral office, which African elicans realized predominately
through their association with the Democrats. Witle elections of Chicago
representatives Oscar De Priest (1929-1935), a liepn, and his successors,
Democrats Arthur Mitchell (1935-1943) and Williamawson (1943-1970), African
Americans returned to Congress. They did notlse@selves as civil rights leaders; they
saw themselves as legislators (Singh 1998: 51). mbées of the House of
Representatives included: Charles Diggs of Deif®55-1980), John Conyers, Jr., of
Detroit (1965-Present), Louis Stokes of Clevelat®@60-1999), William L. Clay, Sr., of
St. Louis (1969-2001), Shirley Chisholm of Brooklyhe first African American woman
elected to Congress (1969-1983), George W. CatifShicago (1970-1972) who, after
his untimely death, was succeeded by his wife Gardiollins (1973-1997), the first
African American widow to succeed her husband imgeess, and Yvonne Brathwaite
Burke of California (1973-1979), the first woman apply for, and receive maternity
leave while serving in Congress. Edward W. BrodKeyas elected to the U.S. Senate
in 1966 (1967-1979). His election ended an eidiviy- year absence of African
American Senator¥.With the exception of Representative Oscar DesP1ié lllinois
and Senator Edward Brooke of Massachusetts, thesky elected Members of Congress

were all Democrats.

97. The two previous black Senators, Hiram Revels alatidhe K. Bruce (both
of Mississippi), were elected by state legislatukshn H. Fenton, “Brooke, A Negro,
Wins Senate SeatNew York TimesNovember 9, 1966: 1. Accessed May 11, 2012.
http://baic.house.gov/imember-profiles
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This new generation of legislators demonstrated theent to participate fully in
the business of Congress. In 1971 thirteen Membkthe House of Representatives,
shown in Table 4.1 below, founded the CongressiBiatk Caucus (CBC)The central
function of caucuses is to bring together legisktwith shared interests, backgrounds,
and policy goals” (Singh 1998: 58). According tolfert Singh formation of the CBC, as
well as other caucuses in Congress, served togeamternal cohesion while employing
a strategy of “strength in numbers” to advancerthegislative agenda. The CBC
confined to African Americans has been under atfacknot opening its membership.
The issue of maintaining this race-based congreakioaucus emerged when white
Fortney (Pete) Stark, representing a substantiat#@f American district, asked to join
the CBC in 1975. Then Chair Charles Rangel rendéreddecision as follows, “The
caucus symbolizes black political development is tountry. We feel that maintaining
this symbolism is critical at this juncture in odevelopment” (Houston 1975: B18).
Still, the question of having racial caucuses cardd. Some Republicans viewed the
Democratic African American and Hispanic caucusegramoting racial divisions, and

therefore inconsistent with promoting policies tohiave a “colorblind” society®

98. Most recently Representative Tom Tancredo[@] €¢hallenged the existence
of the Democratic CBC and Congressional Hispaniaucds, even though the
Republicans have similar counterparts.
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Table 4.1 Founding Members of the CongressionatiBZaucus

MEMBER POSITION STATE TERM
Shirley A. Chisholm Representative New York 196839
William Lacy (Bill) Clay, Sr. Representative Misgou 1969-2001
George Washington Collins Representative lllinois 970-1972
John Conyers, Jr. Representative Michigan 1965etes
Ronald V. Dellums Representative California 197949
Charles Coles Diggs, Jr. Representative Michigan 5511980
Walter Edward Fauntroy Delegate District of | 1971-1991
Columbia

Augustus Freeman (Gus) Hawkins Representative Cal# 1963-1991
Ralph Harold Metcalfe Representative lllinois 191/178
Parren James Mitchell Representative Maryland 1B
Robert Nelson Cornelius Nix, Sr. Representative nBgivania 1958-1979
Charles B. Rangel Representative New York 1971dntes
Louis Stokes Representative Ohio 1969-1999

Source: Black Americans in Congredglember Profiles. Retrieved 7 June 2012.
[http://baic.house.gov/member-profiles/profile. himkID=34]

4.2 POST-1970: TRANSITION FROM PROTEST TO POLITICS

Protests that reached a feverish pitch in the moidate-1960s began to subside in

the early 1970s (McAdams 1982) as African Ameritegislators took up the cause for

justice and equality in Congress while civil rigladvocates, especially the NAACP-
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Legal Defense Fund, continued to focus their challeng#iwthe courts. Likewise,
African American political participation became igcefible as they began serving in an
official capacity within Democratic Party convemt&) and within national, state, and
local party organizations. They obtained appointisiénm various political positions; and,
they campaigned for elected offices at every lew€l government. These were
opportunities and political clout available to themly since their association with the
Democratic Party. In 1970 there were 1,469 Afriéanerican elected officials. These
consisted of 10 Federal;, 169 State; 92 County; 6R\icipal; 213 Judicial/Law
Enforcement; and, 362 Education elected officelrsldeThe number of African
Americans elected to public office increased slgadn 1975 there were 3,503 black
elected officials (Fisher, 2001, 1094).

By 1976 the Republican Party platform called forgbrous enforcement of laws
to assure equal treatment in job recruitment, giripromotion, pay, credit, mortgage
access and housing.” This, they asserted, couléddsemplished without the use of
guotas. Instead, the Republicans offered to “pm\atternative means of assisting the
victims of past discrimination to realize theirlfwlorth as American citizens. Wiping out
past discrimination requires continued emphasipraviding educational opportunities
for minority citizens, increasing direct and gudemud loans to minority business
enterprises, and affording qualified minority pers@qual opportunities for government
positions at all levels® This aided the continued shift to the right amangservatives
and white southerners who increasingly identifiethwhe Republican Party, and rejected

concentrated efforts to enforce equality basedhenuse of governmental schemes, such

99. Excerpt taken from the “1976 Republican P&igtform,” in Woolley and
Peters, 1999-2011. Accessed May 11, 2012. httpwpvesidency.ucsb.edu/.
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as affirmative action, preferential treatment, gpodtas; however, what the Republicans
failed to recall was that Richard Nixon orderedstheet-asides.

Even though the Democratic Party platform was d#\adi a civil rights plank,
Governor Jimmy Carter of Alabama won the 1976 peadial election with more than
90 percent support from African American voters.art€r initiated some gestures to
retain this African American base. He appointetti€la Harris as Secretary of Housing
and Urban Development, and Andrew Young as U.S. @sador to the United Nations.
Carter also appointed African Americans to a numbkrambassadorships, and to
undersecretary and assistant secretary positictmnvthe federal bureaucracy (Franklin
& Moss, 1988). Unlike Eisenhower, Carter maintaia@dopen door policy with respect
to the African American community, and leaders. August 8, 1980 President Carter
issued Executive Order 12232 — Historically Blaakll€ges and Universities (HBCUS).
He ordered steps for increased participation of HBAn the federally sponsored
programs (Carter 1980). Yet, despite such effgkfacan-American perceptions held
that the President had not done enough to addssass of particular interest to them.
They called for the Carter administration to pr@vidore attention to, and appropriations
for, day-to-day concerns like housing, relief arsdistance for the poor, the employed
and unemployed, and for the disparate impact adridgolicies on persons of color.

One major concern within the community was the eoun state of African
Americans. For instance, they were less likelyntorow the extensive income gap
between themselves and White Americans. In hiofiémic Perspectives” column on
“Income in the Black Community,” a report f@lack Enterprise,Andrew Brimmer

(1978) cited a number of indicators explaining bheck-white income gap based on 1976
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— 1978 income data from the U.S. Census Bureaue firbt indicator showed that
“blacks’ actual income was about 61.2 percent eflével that would have been recorded
if they shared fully and proportionately in the inats economy” (62). Furthermore,
there was a disproportionate median income leveldxen blacks and whites. “The
median income of the 7.8 million black householdsw7,902, and for whites it was
$13,289...the median income of black households v@a8 percent of that for units
headed by whites” (62). Brimmer attributed thisame gap to restrictions placed on
African Americans that denied them access (edutatiocupation, training) and, hence,
the ability to acquire marketable skills.

Moreover, African Americans perceived their ecormondisadvantages as
vestiges of past discrimination and deprivationequities in the distribution of wealth
based on household economy further provoked undxjaek-white employment patterns
and unemployment rates during the Carter admitistra Likewise, the U.S. economy
was sluggish in the 1970s, and this allowed focggations of historical hardships as a
primary contributing factor explaining the lack pfogress in narrowing black-white
income gaps (Brimmer 1978). According to Franldimd Moss (1988), “so many black
families within the decade of the 1970s were uneygd and on welfare that it was quite
likely that the nation would spawn an entire getieraof blacks who had simply never
worked to support themselves. The implicationswth a possibility were almost too
frightening to contemplate'®

Still, the number of middle class and affluent 8&m Americans increased
noticeably giving way to what William J. Wilson @®) viewed as a widening economic

gap within the African American community. Yearsdiscrimination and oppression

100. Franklin and Moss 1988, 468.
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had produced a large underclass that could nekbep up with, nor compete in, an
increasingly technologically advanced society. iguratchett and Jackson (1989) also
noted that the civil rights period produced a langeddle class, but found that a much
larger under-class also emerged. In addition, gkrsod paved the way for speculations
about how the income gap among middle- and undescAfrican Americans would
affect racial group solidarity, and about how thgngicance of race would decline
perhaps as class became more important in shapae§ life prospects. This was the
condition of Black America as delegates gathered the national Republican and

Democratic conventions of 1980. The Republicatf@ia response held:

Our fundamental answer to the economic problemsamfk Americans is
the same answer we make to all Americans—full egmpént without
inflation through economic growth. First and foreshave are committed
to a policy of economic expansion through tax-r@guctions, spending
restraint, regulatory reform, and other incentivé3uring the next four
years we are committed to policies that will: Enage local governments
to designate specific enterprise zones within degm@ areas that will
promote new jobs, new and expanded businessesnemwdeconomic
vitality; Open new opportunities for black men amdmen to begin small
businesses of their own by, among other steps, vEmoexcessive
regulations, disincentives for venture capital, attter barriers erected by
the government; Bring strong, effective enforcendfederal civil rights
statutes, especially those dealing with threatsplgsical safety and
security which have recently been increasing’™..

The Republican Party Platform of 1980
July 15, 1980

Similarly, the 1980 Democratic Party platform pledgto ensure justice and equality
under the law for all citizens; and advanced arrsite civil rights plank in which they
vowed to address the “economic inequities facinguamiies.” The Party further

expressed support for a national holiday to commratedhe birthday of slain civil rights

101. Excerpt from “The 1980 Republican Party Biaf,” in Woolley and Peters
1999-2011. Accessed May 11, 2012. http://www.presiy.ucsb.edu/.
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leader, Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. (MLKY’? Even so, Jimmy Carter lost his reelection
bid for the presidency; this was primarily a consatce of the national economy.
Nonetheless, he still garnered over 90 percent@tigmpm African American voters
(Franklin and Moss, 1988). His Republican opponévernor Ronald Reagan of
California, won the 1980 election and was soundiglected in his 1984 campaign
against Carter’s former vice president Democrattévdlondale.
4.3 POST-CIVIL RIGHTS, 1981 — 2008

Ronald Reagan, a pronounced conservative, oppoagu aivil rights legislation,
especially the 1964 Civil Rights Act and the 1966tiWg Rights Act because he saw
these enactments as an encroachment on states, rigboctrine he fully supporté®
Reagan also opposed the MLK national holiday, ebenigh he signed the legislation
once presented to him by the U.S. Congress. Mere®eagan supported tax exemption
status for Bob Jones University in South Caroliaad other private schools openly
practicing racial segregation. He revoked CartExecutive Order 12232 that called for
increased participation of Historically Black Cagés and Universities (HBCUS) in
federally sponsored programs. With his Executiveled 12320 — Historically Black
Colleges and Universities (September 15, 1981)gReinstead ordered the Secretary of

Education to develop federal plans to assist HBCURhe Order also required the

102. Taken from “The 1980 Democratic Party Platf@ribid.

103. Governor Reagan’s campaign began with a bpselovered at the Neshoba
County Fair. Prior to Reagan’s appearance, thesibsgppi County was most noted for
the 1964 lynching of three civil rights workersmlzs Chaney, Andrew Goodman, and
Michael Schwerner. Reagan used this platform toamak declaration, “I believe in
states’ rights.” This was a code appealing to msmythern white voters (Bob Herbert.
“Righting Reagan’'s Wrongs?”"The New York Times 13 November 2007.
http://www.nytimes.com/2007/11/13/opinion/13herbwrnl.)
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Secretary to encourage private sector institutimnstrengthen and improve HBCUs
management, financial structure and research, rrathmen the federal bureaucracy
(Reagan, 1981). Additionally, apart from his appaient of Samuel R. Pierce, Jr. to a
Cabinet post, Secretary of Housing and Urban Dg@vetmt (HUD), Reagan primarily
held to naming African Americans to traditional éeal appointments. For instance,
HUD had become atandard “black” position since Robert C. Weaves \iiest chosen
by President Lyndon B. Johnson in 1966, and Patfiti Harris was later selected by
President Jimmy Carter in 1977 (Franklin & Moss88p Intent on pressing his agenda,
African American Reagan appointees were held taranmm perhaps because Reagan
was determined to fill his ‘New Federalism’ admtrasion with persons that espoused
his brand of conservative philosophy.

Reagan’s presidential platform agenda demonstrdtadhe was just so out of
touch with the African American citizenry. Durimgs first term, Reagan established an
administration whose policies were perceived t@dten the legal and socio-economic
gains made by African Americans during the civghtis era (Gurin, Hatchett and Jackson
1989). In Michael Dawson’s (1994) perception “mayiconsistently bypassed and
denounced the recognized leadership of the blaokmamity, [Reagan] was viewed as
extraordinarily hostile to black aspirations” (117)Yulian Bond, former chair of the
NAACP, also noted that Ronald Reagan “was a potayifigure in black America. He
was hostile to the generally accepted remediediarimination. His appointments were
of people as equally hostile. | can't think of d&gagan policy that African Americans
would embrace" (Pianin and Edsall 2004, A01). | Sat the time of his presidency

Reaganonmics was expected to improve the econdass esituations of all Americans
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without regard to race. President Reagan issueztufive Order 12432 — Minority

Business Enterprise Development on July 14 1988 ¢hled for federal agencies to
develop plans requiring contractors and granteesmploy minority business enterprises
(Reagan 1983).

Using data from thé&tatistical Abstract of the United Stat@®986) Franklin and
Moss (1988) gave an account of black economic tatos in 1985, during the era of
Reaganomics. They reported that unemployment eatesng blacks fell short of those
among whites 16.2 percent to 6.2 percent. Evenenstartling was unemployment
among black youths, ages 16 to 19, which increasezh all-time high of 50 percent.
African Americans also trailed White Americans ‘@very meaningful classification,
whether by age, education, sex, or occupation”81987). Hence, reports of economic
improvements resulting in an emerging and increpsintrepreneurial and middle-class
group were only diminished by the correspondingiyicant growth of the under-class
among African Americans (Gurin, Hatchett & Jacks®#89; Pinkney 1986; Wilson,
1980).

It is, therefore, no small wonder then that Dembcrattachment among African
Americans had increased in intensity by Reagan&lélection. He made clear in his
Republican—conservative—position that African Anaaris were not welcome. The late
1980s produced even stronger identifications wit@ Democratic Party. Using 1988
data collected by the Center for Political StudBsck and Sorauf (1992) confirmed the
distinctive political partisan preferences of thiiédan-American electorate. They were
more likely to identify with the Democratic Party4( percent), than their white

counterparts (31 percent). Moreover, the strengthfrican American Democratic Party
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identifications was 40 percent greater than idmatiions among White Americans at
only 14 percent. Beck and Sorauf (1992) attribubexddirection and strength of African
American partisan attachments to the importanceack. They argued that race
continued to be the primary factor explaining podit preference attitudes among
African Americans regardless of the presence of ather sociological variables
generally associated with the formation of pargnifications.
Concurrently, in hidJneasy Alliances: Race and Party Competition in Acae

(1999),Paul Frymer held that:

Race, nonetheless, remains an overriding issuéffoizan Americans in
ways not comparable to most other Americans’ ettyn@mr occupational
group. Racial discrimination and residential sggt®n continue to
plague African Americans regardless of social amnemic class,
severely affecting the quality of education andiaogervices available to
the black community (1999: 14

Frymer’'s explanation of “electoral capture,” ocadrrwhenever a group remained with
the political party because there was no otheraghoiThe relationship between the
African-American racial group and the two main UpBlitical parties was seen as one of
tenancy or possession. Their capture resulted tre@mAfrican American racial group’s
lack of resources necessary to make themselvealdeviorce within the competitive
two-party system. First captured by the RepubliPamty of Lincoln, the race group
eventually became a static component of the DertiodParty. Frymer argued that while
chief African American racial group concerns weeenoved from the national party
agenda, such issues remained of critical importamcehis regard the Democratic Party

failed to engage substantive policy initiativedbtong African Americans in parity, and to

104. Frymer, PauUneasy Alliances: Race and Party Competition in Acae
(Princeton, New Jersey: Princeton University Pr&899).
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safeguard their civil rights and liberties. Siribey had no feasible alternative, they
therefore remained Democratic Party captives. rOfieewed as the most loyal
constituents, mass black political choices favoribgmocrats also suggests their
application of procedural rationality, which wagtly influenced by the significance of
race and its impact on the personal lives and enanwell being of African Americans
particularly, and of the racial group when consmigother population groups’ status in
the United States.

The significance of race was also quite noticeahlethe 1988 presidential
campaign that set Reagan’s vice president Georg®/. HBush against former
Massachusetts Governor Michael S. Dukakis. Neigaety platform included a plank
pledging civil rights protections for African, orth@r, Americans. In his address
accepting the presidential nomination at the RapablNational Convention (August 18,
1988), George Bush stated, “I want a kinder andlgenation” (Woolley and Peters,
1999 - 2011). Interestingly, during his run foealon Bush employed Republican
political strategist Lee Atwater as his campaigmager. Known for his uncouth tactics,
Atwater devised a plan to discredit Dukakis asfa@ocrime liberal as opposed to Bush,
a tough on crime conservative. At the forefrontro$ attack was Dukakis’ support for a
prison furlough program that went horribly wrong emhWillie Horton, a black man
imprisoned for murder, raped a white woman andbsdbher white male companion
while on his weekend leave (Tucker 2008). In dacktad Horton was demonized; his
mug shot was altered to portray him as very dauk faneboding (McAndrews 2001).
Horton’s published image was perceived as an dasagainst African-American men,

and validation of White Americans’ fears of the ,bidack ‘Boogie Man.” While Bush
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and Atwater denied any association with this paditiattack against Dukakis; they were
nonetheless viewed as the main culprits. Bushblent cast off the Willie Horton
debacle, would not gain confidence among Africanefinans.

In the 1988 general election nearly 90 percent fsicAn Americans voted for
Dukakis (Roper Center, 1988); however, Bush woretketion. Perceptions of the Bush
administration among African Americans remainedticas. For instance, Bush issued
Executive Order 1267+ Historically Black Colleges and Universities (A28, 1989)
that established an Advisory Commission within Erepartment of Education whose aim
was to increase participation of HBCUs in federalipnsored programs (Bush 1989). In
addition, the President appointed Morehouse ColRgsident Dr. Louis Sullivan to the
cabinet post of Secretary of Health and Human Sesvi Contrarily, Bush designated
David Souter for appointment to the U.S. SupremearCoSouter was an opponent of
affirmative action policy, which continued to be emportant issue within the African
American community (McAndrews 2001). Likewise, Buselected African American
conservative Clarence Thomas to replace Thurgoadid# on the U.S. Supreme Court.
He then refused to recall Thomas’ nomination desailegations of sexual harassment.
Moreover, Bush vetoed the 1990 Civil Rights Actioglit a quota bill, and then signed a
similar legislation, the 1991 Civil Rights Act, tleby allowing the use of de facto racial
guotas if derived from "business necessity." Yietrefused a recommendation to outlaw
race-based scholarships. While Bush seemed to kkamé mixed signals, in the
perceptions of African Americans he just got it mgan word and in deed (McAndrews

2001).
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In spite of a faltering economy, increasing tensaod unrest in major cities, high
unemployment, and a rising deficit, President GedtgW. Bush ran for reelection in
1992 against former Governor William Jefferson IBiClinton of Arkansas. The
Republicans held firm to their conservative philasp of minimal action to redress racial
discrimination while applauding the President.

Asserting equal rights for all, we support the Bustministration's
vigorous enforcement of statutes to prevent illedacrimination on
account of sex, race, creed, or national origieniiting opportunity, we
reject efforts to replace equal rights with quotasother preferential
treatment.

Republican Party Platform of 1992
August 17, 1992

The 1992 Democratic Party platform rebuffed Prasidaish with the following:

We don't have an American to waste. Democratsasititinue to lead the
fight to ensure that no Americans suffer discrimiora or deprivation of
rights on the basis of race, gender, languagepmadtiorigin, religion, age,
disability, sexual orientation, or other characics irrelevant to ability.
We support ... affirmative action; stronger protectmf voting rights for
racial and ethnic minorities, including languageess to voting; and
continued resistance to discriminatory English-opitgssure groups. We
will reverse the Bush Administration's assault ol cights enforcement,
and instead work to rebuild and vigorously use nraaly for civil rights
enforcement...

Democrat Party Platform of 1992
July 13, 1992

Bill Clinton won the 1992 election and went on tmwhe 1996 campaign against
Senator Robert “Bob” Dole [R, Kansas]. One of @nis core ideas was opportunity
and responsibility, or his plan to force welfareipgents to work.  Opportunity and
responsibility, as described by Clinton, was thaeai that government should both help

those willing to help themselves and enforce commstandards of behavior... We will
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do with you. We will not do for you® This platform doctrine appealed to both
centrists and conservatives alike because it pemmiworkfare instead of welfare.
Similarly, Dole promised to advance a conservapirdosophy if he won the presidency,
and the Republican platform agreed with his paositi®Vhen | am president, only
conservative judges need apply,” Dole stafé@uring the 1996 election conservative
philosophy regarding civil rights was also cleadypressed in Republican platform
doctrine. “We scorn Bill Clinton's notion that amerson should be denied a job,
promotion, contract or a chance at higher educabtecause of their race or gender.
Instead, we endorse the Dole-Canady Equal Oppeytdat to end discrimination by the
federal government. We likewise endorse this geBroposition 209, the California
Civil Rights Initiative, to restore to law the omgl meaning of civil rights” (Woolley
and Peters 1999-2011).

The Dole-Canady Equal Opportunity Act of 1995 (H&RL28/S. 1085) was
introduced as a bill to eliminate race- and germesed preferences in federal
employment; admissions practices by institutionsigher education; and, théniform
Guidelines on Employee Selection Procedupeacticed by the Equal Employment
Opportunity Commission. The term ‘preferences’ veaseference to goals, quotas,
timetables, set-asides, and other such practicemc@ordance with affirmative action

policy. Instead, Dole countered that his 1995 diagjion proposed to enforce equal

105. Quoted by Bill Clinton in Philip A. KlinkneBill Clinton and the New
Liberalism Adolph Reed Jr. edWVithout Justice for Al{Boulder, Colorado: Westview
Press, 1999), 15.

106. Bob Dole made this statement in Aurora, Galor(May 28, 1996). It is
referenced in the Republican Party Platform of Asidi?, 1996. (See: Woolley and
Peters, 1999-2011).
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treatment under the law in accordance with the 1884l Rights Act. Similarly, the
1996 California Civil Rights Initiative, also knowas Proposition 209, amended the state
constitution to prohibit discrimination and ban ferential treatment based on race, color,
ethnicity, gender or national origin in state aodal government employment, education,
and contracts (Lehrer and Hicks, 2010). While cesgional Republican leadership
backed away from the Dole-Canady Act (1995), tlagesof California passed its Civil
Rights Initiative, Proposition 209 in 1996. Theeimt of each of these legislations was to
eliminate affirmative action programs and practicegshich were viewed as
discrimination in the reverse by many Republicanseovatives. Contrarily, because
affirmative action was still important to many Afan Americans neither Dole nor the
Republican Party was perceived favorably.

On the other hand, most African Americans heldghllyifavorable perception of
the Democratic Party, particularly Bill Clinton.yB.996 electoral support reached an all-
time high of 96 percent (Newport, et al., 2009j. séemed as though he could do no
wrong, even when confronted with scandals, invastgs, and impeachment. This is
partly due to his congeniality; he neither avoid&dican American leaders nor the
community. Additionally, he incorporated greatevedsity within his administration
(Shull, 1999). In 1993 Bill Clinton attended therwocation of the Church of God in

Christ (COGIC) in Memphis, Tenness@é.The President’s address stated as follows:

107. During his remarks President Clinton noteat the had also attended the
Convocation of the Church of God in Christ (COGIW)en they met in Arkansas the
previous year (1992). Further, he acknowledged esah the COGIC bishops in
attendance by name along with his bishops: Bishatk&v and Bishop Lindsey. Clinton
further stated, “Now, if you haven't had Bishop dsey's barbecue, you haven't had
barbecue. And if you haven't heard Bishop Walk&cktone of my opponents, you have
never heard a political speech. [LaughterfMiller Center's Bill Clinton Speech
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| have worked hard to keep faith with our commoioré$: to restore the

economy, to reverse the politics of helping onlgsth at the top of our

totem pole and not the hard-working middle clastherpoor; to bring our

people together across racial and regional andigadlilines, to make a

strength out of our diversity instead of lettingetar us apart; to reward

work and family and community and try to move usmard into the 21st

century. Thirteen percent of all my Presidentigd@ptments are African-

Americans, and there are five African-Americansthie Cabinet of the

United States, 2 1/2 times as many as have eveedén the history of

this great land®

Bill Clinton

November 13. 1993
Those appointees included Hazel O'Leary as SegrefaEnergy, Democratic national
chairman Ronald H. Brown as Secretary of Commefteformer Mississippi
congressman Mike Espy as Secretary of Agricultdesse Brown, a disabled Marine
veteran, as Secretary of Veterans Affairs; Arkarmsadth director Dr. Joycelyn Elders as
U.S. Surgeon General, and Clifton Wharton, Jr.jrofen of TIAA-CREF, as Deputy
Secretary of State.

Clinton targeted issues central to African Amerigaterests—crime, violence,
and drugs. Most importantly, Clinton did not rdizie such issues like his predecessor
George H.W. Bush and the right wing of the Repuanli¢®arty. Furthermore, Clinton
issued Executive Order 12876—Historically Black IEgés and Universities on

November 1, 1993 “to advance the development ofarmupotential, to strengthen the

capacity of HBCUs to provide quality education, atal increase opportunity to

Collection November 13, 1993—Remarks to the ConvocatiorhefGhurch of God in
Christ in Memphis, Tennessee). http://millercemmigy/president/clinton.

108. Presidential Speeches retrieved fromMilker Center’s Bill Clinton Speech
Collection November 13, 1993—Remarks to the ConvocatiorhefGhurch of God in
Christ in Memphis, Tennessee; available from hittptlercenter.org/president/clinton.

109. Ronald H. Brown was the first African Amendaader of a major political
party when named Chair of the Democratic Natiorah@ittee in 1988Kbony1993).
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participate in and benefit from Federal programsThe Order also established the
President’s Board of Advisors within the DepartmefE&ducation (Clinton 1993). He
followed with Executive Order 12892—L eadership &@wbrdination of Fair Housing in
Federal Programs: Affirmatively Furthering Fair g (January 17, 1994), to apply to
all programs and activities under the authorityhef Department of Housing and Urban
Development (Clinton 1994).

In addition, President Clinton seemed to identifithyw and understand, the
African American plight. A son of the South, lpoke in a manner that was familiar and
used expressions to which they could relate. Rstance, in his remarks before those
assembled at the COGIC convocation referenced al@iveon invoked the name of Dr.
Martin Luther King, Jr. to assess how the commuhég performed since his death.

If Martin Luther King... were to reappear by my sidelay and give us a
report card on the last 25 years, what would h& &&yu did a good job,
he would say, voting and electing people who folyneere not electable
because of the color of their skin. You have manktipal power, and that
is good. You did a good job, he would say, lettpepple who have the
ability to do so live wherever they want to livey gherever they want to
go in this great country. You did a good job, heuldosay, elevating
people of color into the ranks of the United Stadesed Forces to the
very top or into the very top of our Government.uYaid a very good job,
he would say. He would say, you did a good jobtargaa black middle

class of people who really are doing well, andrthédle class is growing
more among African-Americans than among non-Afriéamericans. You

did a good job; you did a good job in opening obyoaity.

But he would say, I did not live and die to see #fmerican family

destroyed. | did not live and die to see 13-yedrimbys get automatic
weapons and gun down 9-year-olds just for the &idk | did not live and

die to see young people destroy their own live$ witugs and then build
fortunes destroying the lives of others. That iswbat | came here to do.
| fought for freedom, he would say, but not for freedom of people to
kill each other with reckless abandon, not for fiteedom of children to
have children and the fathers of the children walkay from them and
abandon them as if they don't amount to anythirfgught for people to
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have the right to work but not to have whole comines and people
abandoned. This is not what I lived and died for.

My fellow Americans, he would say, | fought to steybite people from
being so filled with hate that they would wreakleitce on black people. |
did not fight for the right of black people to mardother black people
with reckless abandon.

President Bill Clinton
By the end of his first term, Clinton’s cabinet aswlrt appointments consisted of

about 20 percent African-American men and womere prbmoted diversity through
presidential appointments (Shull 1999). By the sawken, when considering both
terms, Clinton’s civil rights record was scant. #istanced himself from the issue, and
when the right wing countered his appointment ohiL&uinier as head of the Civil
Rights Division of the Department of Justice, hehdiew his nomination. Similarly,
Clinton retreated from his pro-affirmative actioastion with, “mend it, but don’'t end
it,” in response to the Supreme Court’s rulidgarand Constructors v. Perzl5. U.S.
200 (1995), which ended federal affirmative actimograms-*° Moreover, Clinton’s
commitment to move from welfare to workfare wasodiqy consistent with George W.
Bush’s compassionate conservatism. Clinton’s welfaform had a more adverse affect
on African Americans than any other minority grouppbecause a greater number within
the race group had economic situations that pléoea below the poverty line or among

the working poor.

110. In 1995 the U.S. Supreme Court ruleddarand Constructors v Penals
U.S. 200 that all affirmative action programs muongtet a "strict scrutiny” standard, even
those approved by the U.S. Congress. This caseavedsllenge to the Department of
Transportation’s Disadvantaged Business Entergb8E) program established to assist
minority contractors in getting contracts for fealr funded highway projects.
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Despite withdrawals from issues central to Afridenerican race group interests,
President Clinton moved to promote an open dialogugace and reconciliation with
Executive Order 13050—President’s Advisory BoardRate (June 13, 1997) during his
second term. He selected renowned African Amerfgatorian Dr. John Hope Franklin
as chair of a seven-member multi-ethnic board whiohsisted of: Linda Chavez-
Thompson, Suzan Johnson Cook, Governor Tom KeagelarOh, Robert Thomas, and
Governor William Winter, with Christopher Edley, wiserved as senior adviser (Clinton
1997). According to Dr. Franklin this Race Inita was the first time that a national
conversation on race was held in the United Stakesthermore, the intent was not just
dialogue; there was sincere hope that action wprddeed to improve life situations, and
the general climate in American communities; tanelate discrimination in various
areas, such as education, housing, and employmueat;to improve policies with regard
to U.S. race relations (Clinton 1997).

Typically, such conversations either dwelled sotatyblack-white relations to the
exclusion of other minorities and white ethnicstloey focused exclusively on the issue
of African American slavery’ The Board aimed to address race as discriminaiimh
disparities within all American communities, incing immigrant communities (Clinton
1997). When during a July 14, 1997 press conferedc. Franklin was told that
Congressman Newt Gingrich [R, Georgia] opposedngsan official apology to African

Americans for slavery*? he responded thusly:

111. Unfortunately, according to John Goering @Qfe President’s Advisory
Board on Race did not include a representativé\fdive Americans.

112. President Bill Clinton announced his Initiaton Race in accordance with
Executive Order 13050 (July 13, 1997) at the Ridgena in San Diego, California on
July 14, 1997. Members of the President’s Adviddoprd on Race were introduced and
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| think that, whether we do it as a nation or wieetlve do it as individuals
or whether Mr. Gingrich will undertake this himselive are all to

acknowledge that there is some serious contraditteiween the policies
of this country with respect to race and the funelaral documents and
sacred statements with respect to our nation {-ithdhe Declaration of
Independence and the Constitution of the UniteteSta and they are not

consonant with the policies that have been purdyethis country with
respect to race.

Whether this will bring anyone out to issue a forrapology, | don't

know. But anyone who looks at the history of ragethis country and

looks at the Constitution and the Declaration afelpendence will know --
if they can read and write, they will know -- tithere is a very serious
contradiction, and we have been derelict and resplenfor a whole

history of miscreant activities, not unlike thosdieh we condemned
England for committing in the 17th and 18th cergsiri

The President's Advisory Board on Race was to coavéor a yearlong dialogue
scheduled to terminate on September 30 1998. wésssuch a massive undertaking and
the President’s principle goal of racial recontitin seemed elusive. As specified in
Executive Order 13050 (1997) the official goaldhsd Race Initiative were to:

1. Promote a constructive national dialogue to corfesrd work through
challenging issues that surround race;

2. Increase the Nation’s understanding of our recastoty of race
relations;

3. Bridge racial divides by encouraging leaders...to ellgy and
implement innovative approaches to calming raeasions;

4. ldentify, develop, and implement solutions to pesbt in areas in
which race has a substantial impact?.

allowed to receive questions from the press. (Wgadind PetersWilliam J. Clinton:
Press Briefing by Presidential Advisory Board orc®&a
http://www.presidency.ucsb.edu/ws/index.php?pid4836xzz1gOPDRUnNp

113. Goering, John “An Assessment of Presidemit@ii's Initiative on Race”
Ethnic and Racial Studie®4 no. 3 (May 3, 2001), 473.

122



Nevertheless, John Goering, in the first analy$ithe goals of Clinton’s Race
Initiative, notes the Board made some accomplistsneninitiating open national
dialogues on race was a major feat, primarily beeati“took the issue ‘out the closet’
where Republicans had intentionally stashed it desaarlier” (2001: 482). If nothing
else Clinton’s Initiative on Race further exposembremic racial disadvantages that
remained unresolved. The issue of race in Amemires deep in hearts and minds;
government cannot mandate reconciliation for the $d equality and justice. In spite of
Clinton’s poor record on civil rights issues, Goegrinotes that Bill Clinton’'s Race
Initiative was a brave first try; however, Americaaciety has a long road to travel to
achieve racial reconciliation. By the end of then@n administration most African
Americans held persistent Democratic Party idesgttfons and electoral support. This
was seen in the near universal backing for subsgddemocratic presidential nominees:
vice President Al Gore (95%) in 2000, Senator Jgbrry [D, Massachusetts] (93%) in
2004, and Senator Barack Obama [D, lllinois] (999@008 (Newport, et al. 2009).

The 2000 Democratic Party Platform repeated rhetpromising to act in
response to discriminatory practices because @, ttinicity, gender, age, disability, or
sexual orientations. Democrats pledged again forem civil rights laws; fight for
inclusion; support fair administration of justiceppose racial profiling; and, support
continuation of affirmative action to ensure oppaity. These planks were reiterated in
the 2004 presidential campaign with the inclusiéra @romise of political equality in

which each vote cast would be count&tccordingly, the Republican Party Platform of

114. Political equality (one person, one vote) vaamajor issue in the 2000
election campaign between Democrat vice Presidériigke and Republican Governor
George W. Bush of Texas, particularly in the stH#t&lorida. Candidate Bush claimed
that his brother, Florida Governor Jeb Bush, prechise would win the state. This was
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2000 committed to uphold the rights of all citizeaad to oppose discrimination on the
basis of race, gender, creed, age, disability, aironal origin, but African American
distrust for the Republican Party was firmly estli@d as was their capture by the
Democratic Party.

In their 2004 National Convention the RepublicarrtyPapplauded President
Bush for making education more affordable for stugleof Historically Black Colleges
and Universities, and of Hispanic Serving Instdn8. They further claimed support for
“aggressive, proactive measures to ensure thanhdigidual is discriminated against on
the basis of race, national origin, gender, or ottferacteristics covered by our civil

rights laws.™*

While opposing affirmative action, which they atpd to goals,
timetables, set-asides, and quotas, George W. Bogdhthe Republican Party promoted
instead “affirmative access.” This was defined dakihg steps to ensure that
disadvantaged individuals of all colors and etHmckgrounds have the opportunity to
compete economically and that no child is left heheducationally*'® Republicans

knew they had to address the election 2000 delbaateoccurred in the state of Florida.

Many within the African American electorate, as Mad other minorities and some white

complicated by problems with the voting processictiincluded both citizens receiving
incorrect instructions regarding their voting prexts, and accusations of incorrect vote
counts due to problems with the official state dxall

115. Quote is taken from the 2004 Republican PRlagform, August 30, 2004,
in Woolley and Peters, 1999-2011.

116. The No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 (Pub.107-10, 20 U.S.C. 6301),
signed by President George W. Bush on January@®, @€authorized the Elementary and
Secondary Education Act of 1965 (Pub. L. 89-10S#.27, 20 U.S.Cch.7Q that was
signed into law by President Lyndon B. Johnsonaasgdf his “War on Poverty.”
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ethnics perceived that they were denied the rigiviote. The 2004 Republican platform
supported election reform by the states to ensotieg rights’

During his presidency, Bush’'s domestic agenda amh@na philosophy of
compassionate conservatism, which according to Myagnet (1999), aimed to bring
problems facing the poor to the forefront of nasibpolitics. This included: supporting
workfare*® active neighborhood policing to attack crime; eting urban under-class
students; implementing test standards in schoalgaging private organizations and
faith-based institutions for health care and sosslices. Even though the Bush policy
agenda supported issues of particular interestftiwa® Americans as a group, and he
appointed African Americans to key executive daparit posts, he could not garner
significant increases in support for himself and Republican Party. His appointees
included high profile individuals, like retired U.Army General Colin Powell as
Secretary of State, Alphonso Jackson as Secretafpusing and Urban Development,
and Roderick Paige as Secretary of Education.dthtian, Condoleezza Rice served as
Bush’s National Security Adviser before replacirayell as Secretary of State during his

second term. On February 12, 2002 President G.\WshBssued Executive Order

13256—White House Initiative on Historically Blagkolleges and Universities. The

117. The Help America Vote A¢Pub. L. 107-252, 42 U.S.C. 153@t seq.),
signed into law on October 29, 2002 by Presiderr@e W. Bush, required states to
implement election reform to improve the votinggess for all citizens.

118. Workfare, an important factor in Presidenttoh’s welfare reform agenda,
resulted in passage of the 1996 Personal Resplitysibhd Work Opportunity
Reconciliation Act (PRWOR) (PL 104-193), also knoas the 1996 Welfare Reform
Act. The legislation was signed into law on Augl2t 1996.
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Order transferred the White House Initiative frdme Office of Postsecondary Education
to the Office of the Secretary within the U.S. Deypeent of Education (Bush 2002).

While neither political party offered a civil righplank, per se, each party’s 2008
platform rhetoric promised voting rights protecspand to ban discrimination based on a
litany of traditionally covered classifications. hd Republican Party endorsed equal
treatment for all, invoking its Lincoln legacy, Ingiterated its conservative opposition to
affirmative action preferences, timetables, setesiand quotas. The Democratic Party
platform pledged full benefits of citizenship tsidents within the District of Columbia,
which included some 600,000 African Americans. #ddally, the Party vowed to
address and resolve matters related to poverty,hthesing crisis; and, to promote
historically Black, Hispanic, and other minorityrgimg institutions of higher education.

Election 2008 was historically significant becauseaishered in a number of
“firsts.” This election represented the first timae of the two main political parties
nominated an African American for president. Send&arack Obama [D, lllinois]
defeated Senator John McCain [R, Arizona] to bectimefirst U.S. president of mixed
race descent who identified himself as “black.” sHnessage of hope and change
resonated in the hearts of many who, like Africamekicans, struggled to recover from
the recession and its disproportionate impact aplgeof color or just wanted to see a
change in the Washington, D.C. establishment. b\e African Americans were
hopeful that this chief executive, unlike any tpatviously held the office of president,
would not only address the issue of race in Ameifca would also initiate substantive
steps to settle the disparate economic, socialpatitical experiences of those within the

racial group.
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Likewise, when the Democratic Party held commagdiads in the 2008 election
and captured a majority in both houses of Congiessegemed reasonable that these most
loyal of Democratic supporters could expect genwdttention to race group concerns.
On the contrary, talk of racial reconciliation arektitution ceased. Since an African
American captured the U.S. presidency, there seemedstification to continue such
dialogue because obtaining the highest politicdicef was seen as demonstrated
improvements. People were weary of talking abadey again; they felt African
Americans should just get over it. Yet, in a re&thse race became even more significant
because it became a measure of Barack Obama’sl@néial performance. Media posts
caused racially offensive and stereotypical imagfesfrican Americans to resurface’

Like Clinton, Obama selected a record number ofcafr Americans, as well as
other minorities, to various senior executive poatsd promoted diversity through his
appointment power. A majority of the President{gpa@intees were minorities and
women, many of whom were the first to serve, paldidy those appointed to federal
courts. Accordingly, many of Obama’s African Antam appointees were the first to

assume their assigned executive positions. Norsingth Senate confirmation included

119 On 18 February 2009 thidew York Posfnypost.com) published a cartoon
depicting the shooting of a pet chimpanzee in Cotcigt after it viciously attacked a
friend of its owner. The image of the pet shotdmfice was accompanied with this
caption: “They’ll have to find someone else to @tihe next stimulus bill.” A picture of
President Barack Obama signing the bill appearetherpreceding page (pp. 11-12) of
the Post’sprinted edition. In addition, tee shirts bearinga®ia’s image as the children’s
book characterCurious Georgewere also seen at Republican rallies during @82
election campaign. While many may see these aslynexaggerated cartoon images
often presented by political cartoonists, such reefees of blacks synonymous to
monkeys or apes bring up historical implicationattdeny African Americans “their
basic humanity” (Lucy Madison, “GOP Official Apolags For Sending Obama Chimp
Image, Refuses To Step Dow@BS News Political Hot Shedt9 April 2011).
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Eric H. Holder, Jr. as U.S. Attorney General; LiBa Jackson, Administrator of the
Environmental Protection Agency; Susan P. Rice,tddhiStates Ambassador to the
United Nations; and, Charles F. Bolden, Jr., Adstrator of the National Aeronautics
and Space Administration (whitehouse.gov). Alsdlpfving in the footsteps of each of
his presidential predecessors since Carter, Prasidbama issued his White House
Initiative on Historically Black Colleges and Unredies on February 26, 2010.
Executive Order 13532, Promoting Excellence, Intioma and Sustainability at
Historically Black Colleges and Universities “indar to advance the development of the
Nation's full human potential and to advance edqugbortunity in higher education,
strengthen the capacity of historically black cge and universities to provide the
highest quality education, increase opportuniteegtiese institutions to participate in and
benefit from Federal programs, and ensure thatNation has the highest proportion of
college graduates in the world by the year 20205g/@a 2010).

Nonetheless, when the housing bubble burst sertdm@conomy into a tailspin
accompanied by rising unemployment and the lackobf creation, enthusiasm for
President Obama and the democratically controlledgéess soured within the African
American community. As maintained by Dillahunt,a&t (2010) the President provided
neither a job strategy nor wealth strategy to velithe economic pains of Black America.
Obama also committed a major policy blunder, wheriailed to heed the Congressional
Black Caucus, by not targeting economically-disa#ged communities to receive
much needed job creation projects in accordancé wie American Recovery and
Reinvestment Act of 2009 (Pub. L. 111-5) also kn@asrthe Stimulus Bill. Furthermore,

the foreclosure crisis revealed that a dispropodie share of African Americans and
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other people of color had been “systematically éted by the financial industry for
predatory, subprime loans. In fact, over halflod thortgages to African Americans in
recent years were high-cost subprime loans” eveagihh many may have qualified for
regular loans (Dillahunt, et al. 2010: 4). In addiag the foreclosure crisis President
Obama and Congress did not stand up to the RepuBlior to the financial industry.
This resulted in either failure to enact substantegislation, or passing legislation that
was weak and ineffective.

Obama continued to scramble to advance substaptibeies for U.S. economic
recovery. However, after the mid-term congresdi@iactions the Republican Party
gained control of the House of Representatives]enthie Senate retained only a slight
majority for the Democratic Party. To make mattemsse, the Tea Party also emerged
with electoral successes that made them a fordsetoeckoned within the Republican
Party. This further complicated any hope of bnrggremedy to the most economically-
disadvantaged citizens as Republicans and Tea &dwocates alike focused their efforts
on tax cuts that would virtually eliminate many éeally-funded benefits programs (Ali,
et al.,, 2011). Economic inequality continued, amtome and employment gaps
remained. As President Obama and the Democratity Racused their attentions
elsewhere, his hold on the African American comrtyublegan to slip. Nonetheless,
even though things appeared bleak within their comity, the African American
electorate would remain loyal supporters of the Deratic Party.

4.4 CONCLUSION

African-American attachments to the two main pcdit parties remain tenuous at

best. The U.S. two-party system leaves them -litttao leverage to make demands on
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the Democratic Party, or on the Republican Paitlgey find themselves once again cast
in DuBois’ (1922) dilemma or Frymer's (1999) staik “electoral capture.” African
Americans, well aware that the Republican Partyheeiwants nor needs them to win
elections, perceive that the Democratic Party asontains a suitable distance from
racial group interests. This enables the Demodtoatgden their appeal to other political
constituent groups. Once in power neither Demecratr Republicans enforce civil
rights measures and protections or other policiesparticular interest toAfrican
Americans even if promised in their parties’ plaths. Hence, historical socio-economic
and political disparities persist, and the Demacr&arty maintains its grip on the
African American electorate.

If one were to draw a conclusion from the histdriedationship between African
Americans and the two main political parties, aansixed in this chapter, it should be
that race is important. The presence of pro-actme effective African-American
leadership provides cues as to appropriate anginppate political choices. Civil rights
leaders communicated a cohesive message that medudformity in partisanship,
given their options in the U.S. two-party systemAs the prolonged political protest
movement subsided it gave way to political paratipn. Newly elected African
American politicians were accorded substantive powghin the Democratic Party
organization, and within executive, legislative,dadicial offices at every level of
government in the United States. Nonetheless, whsmes of most importance to
African Americans no longer commanded center stagd,the parties became silent on
matters of most concern to the racial group, shaeclal, economic, and political

situations made them keenly aware that their iotarectedness was founded on the
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basis of race, regardless of class, gender, orr ddwtors typically associated with
partisanship. It was the predominant factor exytg their rationality in Democratic
partisanship, and in African American perceptiohsnterdependence of fate, and of an
interdependence of task. Race, alone, becameemndaiple measure with which to gauge
political situations, to unite disparate elemeritthe racial group, to mobilize as a voting
bloc, and to engage African American racial groolpdsirity.

In the subsequent chapter the methodological apprdar obtaining and
analyzing the data in accordance with the theaktimmework constructed in the
second chapter is explained. The aim of the fifthpter is to show the appropriateness
of the research design for investigating Africanekiman partisanship in accordance with
the Black Utility Heuristic and the concept of letk racial fate. Several hypotheses are
examined to test the relationship between racepaniisanship in the African American

case.
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CHAPTER 5

METHODOLOGICAL APPROACH

This dissertation revisits a long-standing contreyeabout the single most important
determinant of African American partisan predisposs. In so doing the present
research study utilizes a modification of the Blattkity Heuristic paradigm advanced in
the theory of African American racial group intereg8awson 1994), which addresses
this question. The principle aim of this researtiidg is to test the reliability of racial
group cues in framing perceptions about the effoftthe two main political parties to
address issues of most importance to African Amaesc The study topic is identified in
the first chapter; relevant literature is exploesd the conceptual model is formulated in
the second chapter; while a survey of essentiakgraand and historical details are
covered in chapters three and four. The currenptelhdocuses on research methods used
to conduct this study. Specifically, this chaptaplains the methodological approach
employed to test the extent to which distinctiveiab group solidarity and political
cohesion persist among African Americans in theirtigal party identifications, and as
compared to other racial and ethnic populations.

In addition, this chapter includes the followingtudy procedures, sample

populations, instrumentations, specifications aafindions of the variables, reiteration
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of the hypotheses, model specifications, and thatisital analytical approach.

Quantitative research using statistical methodspmal survey studies, and individual-
level analysis are used to attain the study god@ata gathered from national survey
research studies are then computed for interpoetati the effect of perceptions of linked
fate on contemporary political proclivities amonfyigan Americans.

Because race is modeled, in this study, as havipg®und impact on African
Americans’ decisions regarding the two main pditiparties, it is important to explore
the extent to which partisan preference attitudgghtrdiffer from the African American
racial group political standard. Essential to #amination of party as a function of race
are individual perceptions identifying the polificparty that better serves African
American racial group interests, which may alsolyapp other minority racial and ethnic
group populations. Still, other social forces atepact decisions about partisanship. So,
another component of this investigation of Africamerican political partisanship is the
integration of race, class, and gender, where imerodeled as the central organizing
factor. Nonetheless, it is the amalgamation oke¢héactors in the historical case of
African Americans that explain how the concept iokéd fate influences individual
attitude formation. The interconnectedness anddefeendence of fate as well as task
interdependence among African Americans signify gheperties, and determinants, of
racial group preference attitudes toward the midj&:. political parties.

5.1 DATA AND METHODS: STUDY PROCEDURES

In the present research study | utilize data ctdlgdor the 1996 National Black

Election Study series (Tate 1997), and for the 2R@#4onal Politics Study (Jackson, et

al. 2009). Most importantly, this dissertationaisnodification of Michael C. Dawson’s
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(1994) black utility heuristic model which was bds® data collected for both the 1984
and 1988 National Black Election Study panel sefdeskson, Gurin, and Hatchett 1984;
Jackson 1988). | incorporate the 1996 NationakiBI&glection Study in this research
because it provides continuity in that it updatesadfor the National Black Election
Study panel series. The National Black Electiondgt(NBES), developed by the
Program for Research on Black Americans, began9gv lby the Institute for Social
Research at the University of Michigan (Jackson419088). The 1996 NBES was
produced by Ohio State University in Columbus, Odinal distributed by the University
of Michigan Inter-university Consortium for Poliicand Social Research in Ann Arbor,
Michigan. Like the 1984 and 1988 studies in th#esethe 1996 National Black Election
Study is a large-scale systematic survey that leadeasibility of in-depth investigations
of political attitudes, perceptions, and electdrahaviors within the African American
population. Additionally, the 1996 NBES data pd®s a large, representative national
sample of adult African Americans. Prior to collen of the National Black Election
Study series no other national surveys made pessuih comprehensive examination of
African American politics (Tate 1997).

Moreover, this investigation employs the 2004 NadidPolitics Study because of
significant advantages offered by its examinatidn “individual attitudes, beliefs,
aspirations and behavior at the beginning of theeity-first] century” from a
comparative perspective (Jackson, et al. 2009, Tihe Program for Research on Black
Americans in the Center for Political Studies aé timstitute for Social Research,
University of Michigan, developed the National Fios Study (NPS). The Study was

conducted in conjunction with DataStat Inc., a syrvesearch organization located in
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Ann Arbor, Michigan (Jackson, et al. 2009). TheS\IBuilds upon methodologies used
successfully by James S. Jackson in both the 18841888 National Black Election
Study panel series. In addition, the 2004 NPS aesloped from work completed for
the National Survey of American Life (NSAL), 20012603, (Jackson, et al. 2007), and
for the National Latino and Asian American Survel AAS), 2001 - 2003 (Alegria, et
al. 2007) in the Program for Research on Black Araes with the Center for Political
Studies at the Institute for Social Research, Usite of Michigan. While providing a
large, representative national sample of adult cafli Americans, the 2004 National
Politics Study was perhaps the first nationallyrespntative, explicitly comparative,
simultaneous study that surveyed the politics,i@pgtion, and preferences of both racial
and ethnic populations within the United StatesKdan, et al. 2009). Each of these
selected survey studies contain comparable questlat are consistent with questions
included by James S. Jackson in the National BEektion Study panel series for 1984
and 1988 (See: Appendix A).
5.2 SAMPLE POPULATIONS

Sample populations are drawn from national survata @ollected for the 1996
National Black Election Study (Tate 1997), and foe 2004 National Politics Study
(Jackson, et al. 2009). Of 1,074 adult African Aicen survey observations read in the
1996 NBES, a sample of 824 observations are us#teigurrent study. In addition, of
3,087 American adult observations from racial atithie population groupings in the
2004 NPS, there are 706 African-Americans, 868 N@panic Whites, 676 Hispanics,

466 Asians, and 371 of Black Caribbean descentdledl in the subsequent analysis.
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5.3 INSTRUMENTATION

Survey questions developed for both the 1996 Natidlack Election Study
(Tate 1997, Appendix B) and the 2004 National RditStudy (Jackson, et al. 2009,
Appendix C) were extracted for the present invesitign. The 1996 NBES questionnaire
asks African American citizens to report partisapstvoting preferences; political
interests; evaluations of presidential, congresdi@andidates and groups; opinions of
various issues; values, and a myriad of otheruats toward the social, economic, and
political order. Additionally, the 1996 NBES calted data relative to social
demography that includes gender, age, educationtainstatus, income, and occupation
(Tate, 1997). Likewise, the 2004 NPS survey costajuestions that solicit responses
about voting preferences, partisanship, organiaationembership, immigration, racial
group consciousness, and governmental policiekgdacet al., 2009).

The 1996 NBES consists of two components durindl886 presidential election
cycle: a pre-election component, and a post-electomponent. The survey was
administered using a random-digit dialing telephamerview from which a stratified
random sample of all African American householdshi United States with telephones
was drawn. The pre-election population contair&l@,respondents. Eight hundred
fifty-four of those respondents also completed riitavs during the post-election
component (Tate, 1997). Besides, 3,339 respondemtspleted computer-assisted
telephone interviews (CATI) for the 2004 NPS (Jackset al., 2009). Respondents to
guestions from the 1996 NBES, pre-election surveys] from the CATI queries

solicited for the 2004 NPS make up the sample ol for this study. Data from
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these national surveys are computed using IBM S8@8stics 20, (IBM Corporation
1989, 2011).
5.4 DEPENDENT VARIABLE SPECIFICATIONS

African American political partisanship is modeled a sequential decision
problem. The decision entails either identification with ookthe two main political
parties or an identification of political independe. The following alternatives are
presented in the 1996 NBES (Tate 1997) based onfdit@wving survey question,
“Generally speaking, do you usually think of yolfrses a Republican, a Democrat, an
Independent, or what?® The decision problem is identifying individual psan
preference attitudes given this polychotomous nespo The goal is to capture one’s
party identification,the dependent variable under study in this ingasbn, or an
individual's affective attitude of preference for @articular political party. Such
identification with a preferred political party ther denotes a psychological attachment
or sense of belonging to that party exclusivelyppposed to official party membership
and/or ties to another political party. Thesedtaents typically explain differences in
the decision calculus of individuals, and populatywoups, when choosing from an array
of alternatives within the political world (Campbedt al. 1960). In this study partisan
identifications reflect either respondents’ selbod of preferences for one of the two
main political parties, or respondents’ prefererfoepolitical independence.

Given the problem presented by the dependent ‘ressgjovariable, the

individual's task appears to require a decisiorwken alternatives specified in the

120. Similarly, the question posed to survey resjeats in the 2004 National
Politics Study (Jackson et al. 2009) asks: “Gehergleaking, do you usually think of
yourself as a republican, a democrat, an indepeéndesomething else?”
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abovereferenced survey question. Furthermore, this probéntails deciding etween
two principle alternatives: a political party predface versus a -party political
independence preference, where decisions resuttiag indication of party preferen
further leads to an indication of which party iseferred, the Republicanarty, the
Democratic Party, or perhaps another politicalyp** Nonetheless, if no political par
is preferred then the decision may yield an Indepeh identificatior**> The problem

stemming from this decision situation is illustchia Figure 5.1 klow.

Figure 5.1The Sequential Party Decis-Making Process Based on the Pe
Identification Survey Questions for 1996 and 2

121. For further information about the sequential decisin logistic regressio
analysis refer to: Hans van Orphem and Arthur Suohf&equential and Multinomi:
Logit: A Nested Model'Empirical Economic 22 (1997): 131-152.

122. Of couse this is a simplification of the partisan deai-making process fc
purposes of illustration. Additionally, the seqtiah decisiol-making process me
continue in order to determine the degree of malitindependence, for instance, a ‘pt
or Independenindependent versus an Independent Leaner. Indepi-Republican ani
Independendemocrat are party leaners who according to Kedthal. (1986) an
Campbell, et al. (196Qsf. 1434144) are more like weak partisans in their polit
behavior.
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Contrarily, when the racefrespondent is African #erican | surmise that the mc

likely sequential order ias depicted in Figure 5.2 belc

e If "No"
then
what?

e |If "No"
then
what?

e If "No"
then
what?

Figure 5.2 The Sequential Party Deci-Making Process for African Americe

This sequential decisi-making order supports the utility of procedural
‘bounded’ rationality (Simon 1947) as an explamataf the way Arican Americans
individually and collectively as members of the iahgroup, makes decisions ab
political partisanship. Much of what we have lestrabout the ra-party relationshiy
points to the policy positions of the two majoripoél parties egarding issues of ma
importance to African Americans. Since there idoag-term relationship betwee
African Americans and the Democratic Party, itéagonable to expect the Democr:
Party to be a first consideration when African Aroans face sch decision situations

In the analysis each party opt—Republican, Democrat, or Independeiis assigned a
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value to estimate the probability of a decisiond@entify with a particular political party
versus a decision to identify with political indepence'*
5.5 INDEPENDENT VARIABLES: SPECIFICATIONS AND DEFINIONS

Variables that influence African Americans’ patal partisanship, extracted from
the 1996 National Black Election Study (Tate, 1989 from the 2004 National Politics
Study (Jackson, et al. 2009), appear in Table éldwa**

In this study individual perceptions of racial gpointerestglay “a more general
role in shaping African Americans’ political, econiz, and social judgments” (Dawson
1994, 84). A major component of these individuaigeptions deemed crucial to African
American racial group politics in this researchdstis Linked Fate,a measure of racial
group consciousness perceptions that what happens to people’s rgealp has a lot to
do with them, where responses are coded as foll®wsngly Agree=1.00, Somewhat
Agree=0.66, Somewhat Disagree=0.33, and Strongbadpdee=0.00. In addition, the
significance of social and economic demography fadggting African Americans’
political partisanship is examined. Race, econoadliss, and gender are modeled as
indicators of social and economic status. For psepof investigation status represents,
in a social context, the location of a populatioroup within the socio-economic
hierarchy based on economic class affiliations @ndfatus assignments beyond one’s
control like race and/or ethnicity, gender, and.afeese status assignments typically
result from ascriptive characteristics where ragender, and age often determine

economic class positions.

123. All models exclude any responses to the ‘batvand ‘or something else’
decision options of the 1996 and 2004 survey qoesti

124. See also: Appendix A for survey question wagaef variables used in this
study.
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In what follows designations of status variableduded in this investigation are
specified.Classis a measure of economic assets like earned houseltoiche calculated
in dollars. The 1996 NBES specifies income categoais< $10,000; $14,999; $19,999;
$24,999; $29,999; $39,999; $49,999; $74,999; $&p,¥104,999; or $105,000 and
more. Income data from the 2004 NPS is imputed mitimetary values considered based
on respondents’ indications of annual family eagsinin addition, status variables
include: Race (Black) based on responses from adult African Acagis to the 1996
National Black Election Study (Tate 1997), or basedcomparative responses from
population groups surveyed in the 2004 Nationaitiesl Study and dummy coded as
African American, White Non-Hispanic, Hispanic, Asj and Black Caribbean (Jackson,
et al. 2009). Respondent s&efnde) is a dichotomous variable coded as Women=1 and
Men=0. Agerepresents a respondent’s actual, ageasured in years.

Analogous to party identification ideology is viewvas a philosophical guide that
helps adult Americans’ reasoning and choices almijécts in the political world
(Campbell, et al. 1960); it is one’s political adk. So, included in the analysis is an
Ideology variable or summary political ideology scale that appraies degree of
individual preferences for liberalism. The decismptions are arranged as Liberal=1.00,
Moderate (Middle-of-the-Road)=0.50, and ConsenrestZ00. Using the 1996 survey
data to determine the extent to which appraisahefpolitical parties’ efforts to work on
behalf of the African American racial group inflems the direction of partisanship, a
measure of perceptions of how hard the DemocraiityPvorks to represent African
American racial group interests is added, ‘Demacvabrk on issues Blacks care about’

(Dems Workwith corresponding responses: Very Hard=1.00ly-&lard=0.66, Not Too
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Hard=0.33, or Not Hard At All=0.00. Likewise, ardmy measure for political climate

is added to examine presidential performance etiahs during theClinton (1996
NBES) andBush (2004 NPS) administrations, where Approve=1.0, Brshpprove=0.0

in 1996, and Strongly Approve=1.00, Somewhat Apprdu66, Somewhat
Disapprove=0.33, and Strongly Disapprove=0.00 0420 Finally, a “sense of well-
being” assesses the natiorBExonomyover the past year. The variable is coded as
follows: Gotten Better=1.0, Stayed the same=0.5tgBd/Norse=0.0. All of the variables
used in the analyses for this study appear in Téldlesurvey questions are presented in
Appendix A.

Table 5.1 Determinants of African American PolitiPartisanship

DEPENDENT AND INDEPENDENT VARIABLES
Linked | Class Race | Gender | Age [deology Dems Work | Political Nation’s
Party Fate Best to Help | Climate Economy
Blacks
Democrat Sense | Family Blk. | Women | Actual | Liberal Very Hard, | Approval | Gotten
Independent of Race | Income White | Men Age in | Moderate Fairly Hard, | Ratings: Better,
Republican or in Years Conservative Not too Clinton Stayed the
Ethnic | Dollars 17-29 Hard, (1996), Same,
Group 30-49 Not Hard at | Bush Gotten
Fate 50-74 All (2004) Worse
15+
Outcome Independent (Predictor) Variables
Variable

5.6 RESEARCH QUESTIONS AND HYPOTHESES
The primary question guiding this research study\ily do African Americans
think the way they do politically, and what indug¢eem to change? The implication is

that individual African Americans’ attitudes towatldde two main political parties are

142



related to racial group political orientations. tims study the relationship between
individual and group is predicated on the principtdinked, or the interdependence of,
fate and perceptions of similar life experiencesl artuations. African Americans’

interconnectedness based on the reality of th@maeon fate is typically accompanied by
an interdependence of task or shared interestsyiblt racial group solidarity and

political cohesion. There is, therefore, an exgigwh that “African Americans with

stronger (black) linked fates are likely to suppeartpolitical party whose policy

preferences are perceived as consistent with (pladkal group interests.” This is the
analytical objective of the first hypothesis.

While the African American racial group is noted for distinctive political
party identifications, African American women are unique in their own right. Their
contemporary and historical experiences and life situations point to the impact of
race, class, and gender on their livelihood. It is therefore important to investigate
how the interaction of multiple identities, particularly race and gender, influence an
African American woman'’s partisanship. Hence, hypothesis 2 suggests that, “African
American women are more likely to support the Democratic Party than African
American men or women of other ethnicities.”

Also important to this examination of African Ameaih partisanship are
perceptions about which party better serves ragraup interests, hence the third
hypothesis states that “African Americans are niely to identify with the political
party that they perceive best helps their raciaugr’ Again, the significance of
perceptions of their interconnectedness suggeatsith Democratic, not the Republican,

Party should be the most rational and efficientiah@ven in times of political obscurity.
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The party best serving the interests of the ragialip should also best fulfill individual
goals as well, thereby increasing political cohesiegarding party choice. At this point
another important question emerges: Is this meeel§black” phenomenon or does
Dawson’s Black Utility Heuristic provide a viabland similar) explanation for political
partisanship among other U.S. racial and ethniontingroups? This is the focus of the
fourth hypothesis, i.e. similarities and/or diffeces between African Americans and the
comparative populations included in this study cosga of Non-Hispanic Whites,
Hispanics, Asians, and Caribbean Blacks. In thalyars the impact of linked fate is
examined by the fourth hypothesis thusly: “The mogerson views that the fate of their
racial/ethnic group affects their own fate, theagee the likelihood of support for the
political party perceived as addressing racialfetignoup interests.”
5.7 ANALYSIS OF THE DATA

Certain socio-demographic attributes like race elads produce significant and
distinctive political effects; however, only raggically provides a relevant explanation
for partisanship within the African American comnityn Beginning with the 1936
presidential election of Franklin D. Roosevelt, apdrticularly since the 1944
presidential election of Harry S. Truman, most édn Americans have indicated
preferences for, or identifications with, the Demadic Party. Figure 5.3 illustrates the
relationship between the dependent vari&#taey Identification an attitude of preference
for a particular political party, and the indepentdeariables included in the statistical

analytic technique that follows.
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Gender

Party &
Presidential
Performance

Linked Fate «—— Race/Ethnicity » Party

Liberalism _-~

Class
(Independent) (Dependent)
Variables Variable

Figure 5.3 Arrow Diagram: Determinants of Africamr@rican Partisanship: 1996, 2004
The main effects are estimatedrase (being black)class(income), andyender

(being a woman). This determines the most imporfactor predicting African

American partisanship, where race because of flheeirce of perceptions dihked fate

is expected to yield greater significance in exptay African Americans’ relationship
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with the Democratic Party. In addition, the intgwn of race, class, and gender in the
present research study suggests that other fao@yssompete meaningfully with race in
determining African American racial group politicén the arrow diagram (Figure 5.3)
presented above seven factors figure directly endhkplanation of African Americans’
distinctive preference attitudes toward the DeminciRarty. The relationships are tested
in the subsequent analysis.

5.7.1 STATISTICAL TECHNIQUE

Relevant research studies employ multivariate sttedéil methods to measure the
impact of group-based determinants on people’stigali preferences as found in the
works of Miller, Wlezen and Hildreth (1999), and ¢f0(1994). Multivariate analysis
consists of appropriate techniques to examine st&of more than one variable (Abdi,
2003). This includes general linear models (GLMe Imultiple linear regression
analysis (MLR) using a least square approach asdfcuworks like Bejarano (2005) and
Conover (1984). Whereas other researchers suthlkssand Elms (2005) and Manza
and Brooks (1999) construct models using speciakxaf GLM, logistic regression
analysis. In Dawson’s (1994, 125) research studyA&ican American political
partisanship multiple regression analysis was ewyaulp while a probit regression
technique estimated “individual level data withiaary dependent variable.”

In this study multinomial logistic regression arsadyis the statistical method
employed. This regression technique is requiredsé&veral reasons. First, a logistic
regression procedure is deemed necessary to igevitich independent variable, from
among the combination of political, economic, aodial factors specified herein, best

predicts party or no-party preferences within thiic&n-American community, and
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among the other racial and ethnic citizenry (Merdad Vannatta, 2005). Further, the
logistic regression model as represented in thidysis a special case whereby a single
outcome party identification comprises more than two categories; hence, it is a
polychotomous variable, and therefore violates aegumption of linearity required for
normal regression analysis (Kennedy 1998). Finalygn though commonly constructed
as a continuous multi-point summary scale, theypakentification variable does not
clearly fit specifications for continuous class#ion, as provided in the 1996 National
Black election Study (Tate 1997) and in the 2004idwal Politics Study (Jackson et al.
2009). Based on the survey question wording fohegational study, respondents are
asked to decide their partisanship preferences &orarray of alternatives that constitute
the party identification variable. Hence, multinammiogistic regression is appropriate to
handle the case of African Americans facing digciternatives on a scale, or among
categories, of preference attitudes; and, to raekirtfluences of racial group factors on
personal partisan preferences; such is the cabesimvestigation.
5.8 MODEL SPECIFICATIONS

Identifying two contrasting outcomes in the seqiardecision-making process
solves the multinomial logistic regression problémthe subsequent logistic regression
equations,log is the logit or log odds that the dependent (ocuep variable party
identification—PartylD, equals one whil@™ is the constant or intercept. THeerms
are the logistic regression coefficients or par@medstimates for theX predictor
variables, wher@i, f», ... fk represent the partial association between eadhgoe and
party identification, net the effect of all otheredictors. Therefore, in this model, log

Pr| PartylD | is equal to the constaatplus thes coefficient times the value of thé

predictors. Two logit models are computed in timalgsis. One model contrasts a
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decision to choose an Independent (no party) palitidentification with that of a

Democratic Party preference, the reference categasyspecified as:

Pr| PartyID Independent |

log Pr| Party ID Democrat |

=q +ﬂ1X1 +++,BZX2 +... +ﬂka

The second model contrasts a decision to identifly tihe Republican Party rather than
with the Democratic Party. Hence the form of thatltinomial logistic regression

equation becomes:

Pr| PartyID Republican | _
log Pr| Party ID Democrat | a + PiX1 it foXz +... + PiXi

The logistic regression models test the effectamheof the independent “factors”
Race [African Americans (1996)] and/or ethnicityfiildan American, White Non-
Hispanic, Hispanic, Asian, Black Caribbean (200Génder [Women/Men], linked Fate
[“Happens to Blacks has a lot to do with me” (1986YExtent of Respondent’s race fate
affecting Respondent” (2004)], political Ideology.iljeral/Moderate/Conservative],
assessments of the Democratic Party’s efforts tremd African American interests
Dems Work [‘Democrats work on issues Blacks careu#ib (1996)], presidential
performance evaluations for Clinton in 1996 [apprdisapprove] and Bush in 2004
[strongly approve, somewhat approve, somewhat gisap, or strongly disapprove],
appraisal of the nation’s Economy [gotten bettayf/stl the same/gotten worse] over the
past year. These variables predict political panship among African Americans in the
1996 NBES (Tate 1997), and when compared to otbpulption groups, as specified
above, in the 2004 NPS (Jackson et al. 2004). rarcbfor “covariates” representing the
actual age (Age) of respondents, and annual famdgme [Class] are also included in

the analyses.
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Data collected for the 1996 NBES is utilized to stouct models for testing the
first and third hypotheses, while the second anudtfohypotheses are tested using 2004
NPS data. Model specifications follow.
5.8.1 MODEL ONE: THE INFLUENCE OF LINKED FATE ON HRATISANSHIP

In Model 1 five predictors determine the outcorpar{y identification). They
measure perceptions of linked racial fate, clasedan annual family income earnings,
gender (Women=1, Men=0), political ideology, andeapondent’s actual age. In the
analysis that follows this model is used to testftrst hypothesis that African Americans
with stronger (black) linked fates are more likéty support the political party whose
policies are viewed as consistent with the polioteriests of the racial group. An
important assumption is that the Democratic Pastythie first preferable alternative.
Using data from the 1996 National Black Electiorudyt (Tate 1997) the logistic

equations that estimate these relationships astwnfellowing form:

Pr| PartylD Independent| _

log Pr| Party ID Democrat |

a + p,Fate +B,Class #3;Gender +34deology +psAge

Pr| PartylID Republican|

8 pr| Party ID Democrat | =a + B,Fate +B,Class +3;Gender #3,ldeology +psAge
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5.8.2 MODEL TWO: THE IMPACT OF RACE ON PARTISAN AESSMENTS

This model explores the extent to which African émans’ partisan
identifications reflect a view that Democrats bdeslp the racial group. This is the goal of
the third hypothesis. Using data from the 1996 NBf6r Model 2, the estimated
equation becomes:

Pr| PartylID Democrat |

log Pr| Party ID Republican |

=a+ pB;1Class H3,Gender #3zldeology +p4Clinton
+3sDems Work +3sAge

Pr|PartyID Independent|

Pr|Party ID Republican | =a+ pB;1Class H3,Gender #3zldeology +B4Clinton

+3sDems Work H3sAge

The two regression output models contrast the emite of the predictor variables:
income, a class measure; gender; political idegl@jyton’s presidential performance;
assessments of how hard the Democrats work to s&ldssues of most importance to
African Americans; and age. The results yield m@sits when an Independent
identification is preferred as opposed to an ingicaof preference for the Democratic
Party, or when one opts to identify with the Repdsl Party rather than with the
Democratic Party.

5.8.3 MODEL THREE: TEST OF GENDER DISTINCTIONS BYARE

The third model estimates comparative racial ahdie survey responses to the
2004 National Politics Study (Jackson, et al., 200%his model includes a dummy
coding to create separate categories for AfricaneAran women and men, where
BlackW=1 and BlackM=0. Also, a dummy coding islinéd to distinguish African
American women from all other racial/ethnic womemnder study (EthnicW=1,

BlackW=0). The output generated for this modeldezs the following equations when
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estimating the proposition that African Americanmagnhave greater feelings of affinity for
the Democratic Party than women of other ethniijteand their male counterparts, which
is the aim of the second hypothesis in this re$estiady.

Pr| PartyID Democrat |

og Pr| Party ID Republican | =a + BiBlackW +B.BlackM + BsEthnicW + B4ldeology

+BsClass H3sEconomy +3-Age

Pr|PartyID Independent|

og Pr|Party ID Republican | =a+ p,BlackW +p,BlackM + BzEthnicW +p,ldeology

+BsClass+3¢Economy +H3;Age
The independent variables in the overall modeluidel African American women
(BlackW), African American men (BlackM), all otheacial/ethnic women specified as
EthnicW, annual family income (Class), the degrekberalism (Ideology), and a sense
of well-being based on evaluations of whether thgesof the national economy over the
past year has gotten better, stayed the samejtengoorse (Economy). A control for the
actual age of respondents (Age) is also includetthenmodel. The preceding equations
are used to assess the predicted probability crey glecision outcome for each of the
two possible categories (Democrat/Independent) pesified above, as opposed to a
decision to identify with the Republican Party. elihtercept a represents the probability
of personal political party identifications whenriadle gender assumes a value of “0” or
when the respondent is a man, and the gender larssumes a value of “1” or the
probability that “being a woman” means being a Derab Likewise, among women
when the race of respondent is African Americanhgable assumes a value of “0”
whereas when a woman indicates membership in ano#ugal/ethnic category the

variable, Race, assumes a value of “1” in the anmsly
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5.8.4 MODEL FOUR: FACTORS THAT DETERMINE PARTISANSH

Model 4 also estimates comparative racial and etsorvey responses to the
2004 National Politics Study (Jackson, et al., 3008he model includes a measure of
linked fateperceptions [‘Extent of Respondent’s race fate ctifig Respondent’]; and
adds a race dummy specified as White, Black, Hispaksian, and Caribbean. A class
variable is also included in the model indicatinghaal family income. The outcome
variable, party identification (PartylD) represeatslecision situation based on partisan
alternatives of Republican Party, Independent (adyp, or Democratic Party personal
preferences. This fourth model examines factorsdbermine political independence or
partisanship (Democratic) when compared to a s@brt of Republican Party
affiliations. Most importantly, the model explairtbe unique contribution of each
predictor variable in prefiguring the probability personal partisan preferences among
population samples represented in the 2004 NPSetat@onsidering the effects of each
factor in this multinomial logistic regression md&dehe full equation predicting
partisanship is as follows:

Pr| PartylID Democrat |

og Pr| Party ID Republican | =a + p,Fate +3,Black +BsHispanic H3,Asian +psCaribbean

+BsCaribbean fglncome + psIncome + Bgincome
+BoGender +B,0ldeology +B,,Bush +p;,.Economy
+B1:Age

Pr|PartyID Independent|

log Pr|Party ID Republican |

=a + p,Fate +B.Black +psHispanic +3,Asian +psCaribbean
+B3sCaribbean fglncome + p7Incomeg + Bgincome
+3,Gender +B,0ldeology +B::Bush +f,.Economy

+B13A0€e
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Assumptions for each model are tested in the sulesgqanalyses. If race
continues to be the most important determinant dficAn American political
partisanship the equation is expected to yield gatiee relationship between Class and
PartylD. On the other hand, if the significancerate declines in determining African
American orientations toward the two main politipalrties, the equation should yield a
positive coefficient to denote the impact of ecomoatass position on African American
preference attitudes toward the political partiésing data collected for the 2004 NPS,
the impact of race (Black) and income (Class) isasneed on partydentifications of
Americans, focusing on black-white distinctionstest the fourth hypothesis that there is
a “sense of interconnectedness” and interdependericéate among individuals
comprising the racial/ethnic population groupingsluded in this study.

Multinomial logistic regression analyses and otheppropriate statistical
techniques examine interaction effects and sigmiite. Unless otherwise specified the
.05 level of significance is applicable throughtiue study. Findings obtained from the
data analyses are reported in the subsequent chapt€he final chapter discusses
research study results, conclusions, and recommienddor future research. As much
as possible | will address each hypothesis in tfteroin which they appear in this

chapter.
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CHAPTER 6

FINDINGS

The purpose of this chapter is to provide deseptand inferential findings from
statistical analyses conducted to explain the ioglahips among variables employed to
predict African American political partisanship. el&cted social attributes and
demography are taken from data obtained for thes 18&tional Black Election Study
(Tate 1997), and for the 2004 National Politics dgtyJackson, et al. 2009). The
statistical software system used to calculate gase and inferential statistics of the
variables under study is IBM SPSS Statistics ZBM(ICorporation 1989, 2011).
6.1 DESCRIPTIVE FINDINGS

This investigation is guided by four hypothesesigieed to elicit specific
information pertinent to the research study. Tir& hypothesis assesses the strength of
linked racial fate on African Americans’ partisareferences given the influence of other
socio-economic and political forces. The secondohbiygsis looks at whether multiple
identities will predict distinctive partisan idefintations among African American women
based on gender, or whether race, alone, determines partisan preferences.
Hypothesis three explores the effect of individpatceptions of the two main political
parties and their performance when in governmenifsitan American racial group

partisan preference attitudes, while the fourthdtlypsis suggests that this may not be a
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purely Black phenomenon. Hence, a comparative lptipa is included in the analysis.
6.1.1 DISTRIBUTION OF PARTY IDENTIFICATIONS

Data shows a distinctive pattern of Democratic Yatentifications within the
African American population that is unrelentinglyang. On average, among African
Americans included in the 1996 National Black HBlattStudy [NBES] (Tate 1997)
preference for the Democratic Party (68.7%) cleargcedes reports of self-identified
Republicans (3.9%) and Independents (19.7%). Mamamo less than 69.8 percent of
African Americans indicated preference for the Dematic Party in the 2004 National
Politics Study [NPS] (Jackson, et al. 2009), wioitdy 3.8 percent or about 27 out of 706
African Americans identified with the Republicanr®a and 26.3 percent identified
themselves as political Independents, a marke@aser from 1996.

Similar to African Americans, Black Caribbeans’ Ifegs of affinity with the
Democratic Party (65.8%) is obviously distinctiverh self-reports of identifications
with the Republican Party (7.5%). Correspondin@§,7 percent of Black Caribbeans
claim political independence, a percentage virjuallentical to that of African
Americans. On the other hand, political party tifesations of other comparable
population groups included in the 2004 NPS presaetiearly discernable contrast from
their African American counterparts. On the aver#igere is greater variability in the
political partisan preferences of Non-Hispanic Whiespondents with 35.8 percent
Democratic Party identifications, 34.8 percent id@ation with the Republican Party,
and 29.4 percent self-reports of political indepamak. The distribution of political party
identifications among Asians yields similar varldaij 37.3 percent favor the Democratic

Party, 23.6 percent prefer the Republican Partgt, 31 percent identify themselves as
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Independent. Likewise, Hispanics’ preference fog Democratic Party (43.6%) was
significantly higher than Republican Party prefees(20.4%), and closely followed by
Independent identifiers (35.9%)able 6.1 and associated graphics (Figure 6.1eptes
percentages of party identifications among samiptea the 1996 NBES and 2004 NPS
survey respondents.

Table 6.1 Percentages of Political Party Identiftoes by Race and Study

PERCENTAGES OF PARTY IDENTIFICATION
Study Race Democrat Independent Republican N
1996 Black 68.7 19.7 3.9 1121
NBES
Total:
1121
2004 NPS | Black 69.8 26.3 3.8 706
White 35.8 29.4 34.8 868
Hispanic 43.6 35.9 20.4 616
Asian 37.3 39.1 23.6 466
Caribbean 65.8 26.7 7.5 371
Total:
3087

The analysis, to this point, presents the averagjggal partisan identifications of
citizens by race per national study. As is cleaHlystrated in Figure 6.1 below,

regardless of the survey examined, the politicafgrences of African Americans are
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consistently more Democratic and much less Repablithan their racial/ethn
counterparts with the exception of Black Caribbean®hen African Americal
preferences average about 69 percent for the Datoé&arty, less than 4 percent for

Republcan Party, and 23 percent for Independent ideatiias (1996 and 2004

80
70
60 1
50 +—

40 -

30 - = =

20 A —
10 A —
0_

Bluﬁkﬂ gz % BIM; P28004 CurBiII?I:tun Hispanic Asian White

& Democrat 68.7 69.8 65.8 43.6 373 35.8
W [ndependent | 19.7 26.3 26.7 35.9 39.1 294
Republican 39 3.8 15 204 23.6 34.8

Figure 6.1 Percentages of Political Party Iderdtfans, 1996 and 20(

Interestingly, distinctive preference attitudes aoavthe two main political partie
emerge betweerfrican American women and men. While they demaistrsimilar
reports regarding identifications with the RepudicParty of 4.3 percent men and
percent women, their preferences for the Democrdiarty and Independe
identifications reveal marked nder differences. African American women reyf
greater preferences for the Democratic Party (78.@8an their male counterpa
(68.2%). In sharp contrast 27.6 percent of Africamerican men are Independs
identifiers while only 17.9 percent of won claim political independence. Furtt

examination of Independent identifiers suggesty tre closer to the Democratic P
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(60.6% men and 57.7% women) than to the Republiearty (14.1% and 14.3%,
respectively), thereby suggesting that they areadigt “weak” Democratic partisans.
Still, 28.0 percent of women and 25.4 percent ohnmicate that they are “pure”
Independents.

When compared to other population groupings Afriéamerican women are like
other women in their preferences for the Demochaéity. Again, with the exception of
Black Caribbean respondents, their Democratic garship far exceeds that of African
American men. Slightly more than 75 percent ofidgsn American women on average
identify with the Democratic Party, as observethi@ 2004 data, compared to roughly 60
percent of African American men. Contrarily, pctl independence among the men is
about 35 percent on average to only about 22 pesraong the women, whereas only
5.4 percent men and 2.9 percent women prefer tiputiieans. Likewise, nearly 71
percent of Black Caribbean women identify with Bemocratic Party, while Democratic
partisans among Caribbean men follow distantlybau& 57 percent on average.

No other racial/ethnic population group yieldsstdegree of differences between
women and men with regard to identifications witle ttwo main political parties.
Results of the data analyses from cross tabulatodr@arty identifications by gender,
race, and survey samples are reported in Tablea®@,associated graphics follow in
Figure 6.2 for women and Figure 6.3 for men. Thalyses of partisanship present the
average party identifications by gender and race.graphical summary of African
American partisanship and political independengeefach study period is presented in
Figure 6.4 below. Clearly African American womere anore Democratic, but less

Independent, than men.
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Table 6.2 Percentages of Party Identifications bgerand Gender, 20

PERCENTAGES OF POLITICAL PARTY IDENTIFICATION

Race African American Non-Hispanic Hispanic Asian Black Caribbean
White
Gender Women Men Women Men Women | Men | Women | Men | Women | Men
Democrat 15.5 59.9 41.0 290 | 493 36.3 | 41.6 344 | 70.6 514
Republican 29 54 33.1 310 | 173 244 | 3.7 23.6 | 8.1 12
Independent 21.6 34.6 25.9 340 | 333 393 | 420 347 | 221 34.6
N: | 449 251 495 313 381 295 | 190 276 | 235 136
TOTAL: 106 868 676 466 371
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Democrat Republican Independent
i Black 1996 718 4.2 179
i Black 2004 75.5 29 21.6
= White 4] 331 259
i Hispanic 49.3 173 333
i Asian 41.6 23.7 347
i Caribbean 70.6 12 221

Figure 6.2 Percentages of Party Identifications Weomen by Race, 1996 and 2C
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Figure 6.3 Percentages of Party IdentificationdMen by Race, 1996 and 20
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Figure 6.4 Summary Percentages of African Ameriddartisanship by Genc
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6.1.2 DISTRIBUTION OF LINKED FATE BY GENDER, RACEAND PARTY
Distributions of linked racial fate reveal distirggnder differences in the way that
women and men perceive that what “happens to Blaaksa lot to do with me.” Of 1182
survey responses to the linked fate measure 1996 NBES (Tate 1997) 752 (63.3%)
are women and 430 (36.4%) are men. Results ok dadsulation analyses appear in
Table 6.3. On average, among African Americans ttaongly disagree’ with this
survey question 63.4 percent or 109 of 752 respusdare women, while about 37
percent or 63 of 430 respondents are men. On g&evamen (63% or 313 of 752), and
men (37% or 186 of 430) ‘somewhat disagree’ with statement regarding race fate
differ significantly. = Moreover, among respondentgporting agreement with the
statement about 63 percent of women and only 3eperof men ‘somewhat agree’
while 67.4 percent of women and about 32.6 perokenten strongly agree, on average.
In the table below (Table 6.3) category ‘somewdtiaagree’ represents close to
50 percent of responses to this measure of lin&eidlrfate with 499 or about 42 percent
of total responses. On the other hand, the ‘somead@e’ category represented 333 or
an average of only 28.2 percent of total respotsése linked fate measure (See: Figure
6.5 below). Nonetheless, while African Americanmn and men appear to have
clearly different views about the degree to whictkéd racial fate is relevant in their
lives, within-gender groups show little to no véinas across categories of the linked fate

measure.
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Table 63 Percentages of Linked Fate by Gender for Afrigdarericans, 199

PERCENTAGES OF PERCEPTIONS OF LINKED FA

Survey Response Categories
Question
“Happensto | Strongly Somewhat Somewhat | Strongly Agree| TOTAL
Blacks has a lof Disagree Disagree Agree (N)
to do with me”
Women| 634 62.7 63.1 67.4 63.6
(109) (313) (210) (120) (752)
Men|  36.6 37.3 36.9 32.6 36.4
(63) (186) (123) (58) (430)
TOTAL (N): | 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
(172) (499) (333) (178) (1182)
80

. Somewhat
Strongly Disagree Disagree Somewhat Agree Strongly Agree
EWomen 63.4 62.7 63.1 67.4
& Men 36.6 37.3 36.9 32.6

Figure 6.5 Percentages of Linked Fate by Gender among Samples of Adult

African Americans, 1996
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Likewise, in the 2004 National Politics Study (Jsmk et al. 2009) survey
respondents are asked to consider the “extent apdtelent’'s race fate affecting
Respondent.” Cross tabulation analyses point talagitnes in perceptions of linked fate
by gender with only a few significant differencelem considering race of respondent.
Results are reported in Table 6.4. On averagees® than 50.8 percent of women and
50.3 percent of men report ‘Not Very Much’ linkeatd affecting them. On the contrary
only an average of about 12 percent of women angetdent of men perceive that race
fate affects them to ‘Some’ extent. Whereas botimen (37%) and men (36.1%)
similarly indicate that the extent to which ractefaffects them is ‘A Lot.’

Notable variations emerge in results of the impaftrace fate on African
American women, where the analysis yields 17.4qmr@Not Very Much), 18.4 percent
(Some), with no less than 35.4 percent indicathd 6t,” as the extent to which race fate
affects them, on average (See: Table 6.4). Siihilarities persist when looking at
gender per racial/ethnic group population wherey anlcouple of exceptions surface.
These similarities appear in average race fatectafféSome’ plus ‘A Lot’) among
women and men of African American (54% to 59%, eesipely), Hispanic (36% to
34%, respectively), and Caribbean (21% to 29%, aetsgely) descent. Interestingly,
Non-Hispanic White men (57%) and women (44%) showrked differences in the
extent to which race fate affects them. Contrardlgput 45 percent of Asian women
indicate some/a lot of race fate affects; Asian fiodlow distantly at about 21 percent, on
average. Table 6.4 presents results of the crosdatzon analyses for linked fate by race
and gender, while Figure 6.6 and Figure 6.7 illtstthis relationship among women and

men by racial and ethnic groups.
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Table 6.4 Percentages of Linked Fate Perceptioi®aog and Gender, 2004

PERCENTAGES OF THE EXTENT OF LINKED FATE

Race African American Non-Hispanic Hispanic Asian Black Caribbean
White
Gender | Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men Women Men
Not
Very
174 252 302 311 17.6 16.9 26.1 13.7 8.1 13.0
Much
Some 18.4 129 252 354 16.5 13.2 172 13.2 12.6 153
A Lot 354 36.0 19.1 213 194 210 18.2 19 8.0 13.9
N:| 205 | 304 288% | 1216 297 154 189 200 122 13 144
24.2% 255% | 281% | 182% | 179% | 23.6% | 11.6% | 8.6% | 13.6%
Total 509 513 343 3 (169%) 27
(26.1%) (26.9%) (18.0%) (11.4%)
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Afric'an Non-Hi.spanic Hispanic Asian B'lack
American White Caribbean
& Not Very Much 174 30.2 17.6 26.7 8.1
i Some 184 25.2 16.5 27.2 12.6
“AlLot 35.4 19.1 19.4 18.2 18

Figure 6.6 Percentages of Linked Fate by Race arBangples of Women, 20

Afric'an Non-Hi.spanic Hispanic Asian B'lack
American White Caribbean
& Not Very Much 25.2 31.1 16.9 13.7 13
i Some 229 35.4 13.2 13.2 15.3
“AlLot 36 21.3 21 7.9 13.9

Figure 6.7 Percentages of Linked Fate by Race AnSamples of Men, 20!
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6.1.3 DISTRIBUTION OF INCOME BY RACE AND GENDER

Annual family income is analyzed based on earnpgyshousehold in thousands
of dollars. Results of descriptive statistics shpmwfound differences within income
levels of African Americans and other represen&afpopulation groups. Figure 6.8
illustrates within-group income differences amonfgidan American respondents to the
1996 NBES, where 66.5 percent of household incoanesbelow $50,000 per annum.
Only 24.9 percent of earned incomes are $75,000cared among African American
households represented. On the contrary, no geyajes emerge in observations across
categories of household income using the 1996 N8&8&. Annual income for African
American women either equal or exceed the incomeldeof African American men as
demonstrated in Table 6.5 below.

Drawing from data collected for the 2004 NPS AfncAmericans (30.8%),
Hispanics (40.8%), and Black Caribbeans (31.5%)idate the lowest annual income
range of below $25,000, as can be seen below ileTab and Figure 6.9 that follows.
This is in sharp contrast to Asian (7.6%) and W(ii& 2%) reports of household income.
Asian households also report the highest incomallopopulation groups represented,
where 48.6 percent have earnings of $75,000 and owhite family income follows
with 35.3 percent. Again, Black Caribbeans’ (22)8&erage household income is
similar to that of African Americans (22.6%), buisplanics follow distantly with only an
average annual income of 18.1 percent at the $@50d over range. Results of these
descriptive statistics point to a distinct pattarnwhich the relative household income of
African Americans, Black Caribbeans, and Hispaaiesclearly lower than that of White

Non-Hispanics and Asians. This denotes their ikadbt low position within the social
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status hierarchy. Tests and results with assoc graphics andabular presentatior

follow.

14

13.2
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i Up to $10,000 u$14,999 $19,999
$24,999 £$29,999 1 $39,999
£ $49,999 1 $74,999 ~ $89,999
£ $104,999 $105,000 AND MORE

Figure 6.8 Distribution of Annual Family Income fafrican Americans, 19¢
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Table 6.5 Distribution of Household Income for A&in Americans by Gender

PERCENTAGES OF ANNUAL FAMILY INCOME, 1996

Family Income Men Women Total: Black
Up to $10,000 2.2 2.5 2.4
$14,999 12.9 12.3 12.5
$19,999 9.7 13.0 11.8
$24,999 10.4 10.1 10.2
$29,999 10.2 9.9 10.0
$39,999 154 13.9 145
$49,999 154 13.9 145
$74,999 8.4 10.0 9.4
$89,999 11.7 12.1 11.9
$104,999 4.2 4.5 4.4
$105,000+ 1.5 1.5 15
N 403 710 1113
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Table 6.6 Percentages of Annual Family Income bgelRa00.

PERCENTAGES OF ANNUAL FAMILY INCOME

30

20 1

10 1

Black

<$25,000

White  Hispanic  Asian Caribbean

<$25,000 | $25,000- | $50,000- | $75,000 N
RACE $49,999 $74,999 AND

MORE
Black 30.8 24.0 22.6 22.6 751
White Non- 16.2 23.5 25.0 35.3 912
Hispanic
Hispanic 40.8 24.6 16.6 18.1 753
Asian 7.6 16.9 26.9 48.6 498
Caribbean 315 21.6 24.1 22.8 403
TOTAL: 3339
60
50
40

M $25,000-$49,999
$50,000-$74,999
1$75,000 AND OVER

Figure 6.9 Distribution of Annual Family Income Bace, 200
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6.2 INFERENTIAL FINDINGS

At this point in the investigation multinomial l@gic regression is used to
estimate the effect of race on decisions abouttwe main political parties, and to
explore changes in such effects based on clasen(iecor perhaps, gender, and other
sociopolitical factors included in this study usidgta collected for the 1996 National
Black Election Study (Tate 1997), and for the 20ational Politics Study (Jackson, et
al. 2009). The logistic regression models assumaddllowing formulations?°

Model 1:

Pr| PartylD Independent]|

log Pr| Party ID Democrat |

=a + p,Fate +3,Class H3;Gender #,ldeology +psAge

Pr| PartyID Republican| _

log Pr| Party ID Democrat |

a + B;Fate +B,Class #3;Gender H34ldeology +psAge

Model 2:

Pr| PartylD Democrat |

8 pr| Party ID Republican | =a+ pB;,Class H},Gender #3zldeology +p4Clinton

+BsDems Work +3sAge

Pr|PartyID Independent|

og Pr|Party ID Republican | =a+ pB;1Class H3,Gender #3zldeology +B4Clinton

+3sDems Work H3sAge

Model 3:

Pr| PartyID Democrat |

g Pr| Party ID Republican | =a+ BiBlackW +B.BlackM + BsEthnicW + B4ldeology

+BsClass H3sEconomy +3-Age

Pr|PartyID Independent|

Pr|Party ID Republican | =a+ p,BlackW +p,BlackM + pzEthnicW +p,ldeology

+BsClass+3¢Economy +H3;Age

125. Explanations for each regression model arengn Chapter 5.
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Model 4:

Pr| PartylID Democrat |

og Pr| Party ID Republican | =a + p,Fate +3,Black +BsHispanic +3,Asian +psCaribbean

+BsCaribbean fglncome + p7Income + Bgincome

+BoGender +B,oldeology +B,,Bush +p;,.Economy
+B13Age

Pr|PartyID Independent|

log Pr|Party ID Republican |

=a + p,Fate +3,Black +BsHispanic +3,Asian +psCaribbean
+B3sCaribbean fglncome + p7Incomeg + Bgincome
+3,Gender +B,0ldeology +B::Bush +p,.Economy
+B1A0e

Results of the statistical analyses solve the mtial logistic regression
problem presumed by the party sequential decisiakimg situations. In the logistic
regression models specified above, log is the logittog odds that the dependent
(outcome) variable party identification—PartylD,uads one while a is the constant or
intercept. Thel terms are the logistic regression coefficientpatameter estimates for
the X predictor variables, whefl, B2, ... Pk represent the partial association between
each predictor and party identification, net thieafof all other predictors. Therefore, in
each model, lo@r | PartyID | is equal to the constanipbus thep coefficient times the
value of the X predictors. Two logit models arenpuited in the analysis. Model 1 and
Model 2 contrast decisions to choose Republicatisaaship or political independence
with Democratic Party decisions, the referencegmate They estimate possible changes
in African American partisanship. Model 3 and Modekontrast decisions to choose
Democratic partisanship or Independent (no partlitipal identification with that of

Republican partisanship, the reference categoryngmomparison population groupings.
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6.2.1 INFERENTIAL FINDINGS: MODEL ONE

The analysis estimates the association betweealy@hmtomous outcome and
five predictors using data collected for the 199&tidhal Black Election Study (Tate,
1997). Model 1 assesses the odds that “being Blawan being a Democrat. The
logistic regression notation to express this maslel

Pr| PartylD Independent| _

log Pr| Party ID Democrat |

a + B;Fate +B,Class #3;Gender H34ldeology +psAge

Pr| PartyID Republican|

log Pr| Party ID Democrat |

= a + p,Fate +3,Class H3;Gender #,ldeology +psAge

In Model 1 the outcome variable, PartylD (Republicthdependent, Democrat), is a
function of five predictor variables: (black) linkdate, family income (class), gender,
political ideology, and age. Multinomial logistregression analysis is the statistical
technique used to determine the extent to whichrtitodel improves our ability to predict
accurately the influence of linked racial fate ofrigan American political partisanship.
Results from the significance test of the model likglihood are reported in Table 6.7
below.

The initial log likelihood value is 817.720 (inteqt/constant-only model). The
final log likelihood value 758.110 is the computa@asure with all of the independent
variables (predictors) entered into the logistigression. The difference between these
two measures is the model Chi-Square statisticrevife= 59.611 = 817.720 — 758.110.
The model Chi-Square value of 59.611 has a sigmifie level of 0.000, concluding that
there is a significant relationship between theetdejent variable, party identification,

and the set of predictors.
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The strength of the relationship is tested usimgRBeudo R-Square statistics Cox
and Snell & = .070), and Nagelkerkdt = .096). So, based on the interpretive criteria
for the NagelkerkeR?, | would characterize the relationship as wé#k. Still, the
classification matrix in the multinomial logistiegression output, which is used to
evaluate the accuracy of this model, predicts ately 75.7 percent of predicted and
observed cases of party identifications. In additiikelihood ratio test results show that
the variables linked fate (.032), gender (.041)] gqolitical ideology (.000) are all
significant contributors explaining differences argoAfrican Americans in decisions
about political partisanship. The output showimg tcontribution of each variable
specified in the model to the reduction in erroasweed by the -2 log likelihood statistic
is presented in Table 6.8 below.

Table 6.7 Model 1: Significance Test of the ModeblLLikelihood

Model Fitting Information

Model Model Fitting Likelihood Ratio Tests
Criteria
-2 Log Likelihood Chi-Squareg df Sig.
Intercept Only 817.720
Final 758.110 59.611 16 .000

The number of observations used in the logistgrassion analysis consisted of

824 adults of some African American background,wdfich 624 or 75.7 percent

126. With the Cox and Snell measure higher vaingisate greater model fit. A
problem lies in the inability of this R-Square &#at to reach a maximum value of one
(1). Nagelkerke’'s R-Square is a modification af tbox and Snell measure that ranges
from zero (0) to one (1), making this a more rdBaimdicator of the strength of the
relationship.
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preferred the Democratic Party, 28 or 3.4 percenticated a preference for the
Republican Party, and 172 or 20.9 percent congidiwemselves politically Independent.
Output for the logistic regression analysis presegrnh Table 6.9 shows that when all
covariates in the model equal one, the estimatgdoldds of an African American
reporting Republican partisanship in contrast pores of Democratic partisanship are:

Pr| PartyID Republican| _ }
Pr| Party ID Democrat | =-3.706 + 0.700Fat® - 0.534Fatgs + 0.110Fatgs

—0.058Class + 0.270Genggr 1.617ldeologyo
— 0.250Ideologys + 0.112Age

log

Table 6.8 Model 1: Output of Statistical Significerof Each Predictor Variable
Likelihood Ratio Tests

Effect Model Fitting Likelihood Ratio Tests
Criteria
-2 Log Likelihood| Chi-Squaré&”’ df Sig.
of Reduced Mode
Intercept 758.110% 000, O
Family Income 759.487 1.378 2 .502
AGE 758.247 137 2 934
Linked Fate 771.893 13.784 6 .032
Gender 764.521 6.412 2 .041
Political Ideology 795.343 37.234 4 .000

127. The chi-square statistic is the differenceifog-likelihoods between the
final model and a reduced model. Omitting an effeaah the final model forms the
reduced model. The null hypothesis is that all peaters of that effect are zero.

128. This reduced model is equivalent to the fmablel because omitting the
effect does not increase the degrees of freedom.
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Table 6.9 Logistic Regression Analyses of the Deteants of Republican

Partisanship for 824 Adult African Americansl996 by IBM SPSS 20

MODEL PARAMETER ESTIMATES

B SEB | Wald'sy2| df p Exp’

Predictor (odds ratio)
Intercept -3.706 .879 17.760 1 .000

Linked Fate=0.00 700 647 1.171 1 279 2.013
Linked Fate=0.33 -534 650 674 4 412 586
Linked Fate=0.66 -.100 626 031 4 860 116
Linked Fate=1.00 4] . : 0 . .
Family Income -.058 076 -Zig 1 445 944
Gender=0.00 .270 403 ' 1 .503 1.310
Gender=1.00 §) . 9.763 0 . .
Ideology=0.00 1.617 518 138 1 .002 5.040
Ideology=0.50 -.250 .680 ' 1 713 778
Ideology=1.00 §) . 020 0 . .
Age 112 788 1 .887 1.118

because it is redundant.

Note: a. The reference category is: DEMOCRAT. Hlisparameter is set to zero

The effect of the independent regression coeffisi€s) on the outcome variable

(PartyID), tested using the Wald Chi-Square siat@hd the associatg@value (atp <

.05), show that only ldeology=0.00 (Conservativegs ha significant effect on the
probability of Republican Party choices among AfricAmericans in contrast to those

that identify with the Democratic Party (Table 6.9Hence, a person’s decision to

identify with the Republican Party based on

orientations contrasts significantly from partiganeferences of persons reporting liberal

proclivities. After controlling for the other cowates in the model, the likelihood of
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being a Democrat among persons reporting conseevateology decreases by a factor
of 1.617 compared to liberals. In other wordsking at the odds ratio (EXp this
model predicts that the odds of deciding to idgrdiieself as a Republican is 5.040 times
higher for a conservative than for a liberal.

Table 6.10 Model 1: Logistic Regression Analysish&f Determinants of Political
Independence for 824 Adult African Americam4996 by IBM SPSS 20

MODEL PARAMETER ESTIMATES
Exp’

B SEB | Wald'sy*| df p | (odds ratio)
Predictor
Intercept -.746 .364 4.203 1 .040
Linked Fate=0.00 -.612 .338 3.270 1 071 .543
Linked Fate=0.33 -.167 .250 447 1 .504 .846
Linked Fate=0.66 -.606 279 4.702 1 .030 .546
Linked Fate=1.00 0 . : 0 : :
Family Income -.033 .034 .920 1 337 .968
Gender=0.00 452 .180 6.295 1 .012 1.571
Gender=1.00 4} . . 0 . .
Ideology=0.00 -.245 .206 1.408 1 235 .783
Ideology=0.50 -.938 226 17.216 1 .000 .391
Ideology=1.00 ¢ . . 0 . .
Age 126 354 126 1 723 1.134
Note: a. The reference category is: DEMOCRAT. Hisparameter is set to zero
because it is redundant.

Contrarily, the estimated log odds of an African éroan reporting Independent
(no party) identifications, as presented in Tabl®6assumes the following formulation:
Pr| PartyID Independent| _ _ _ _
log Pr| Party ID Democrat |~ 0.746 — 0.612Fatg— 0.167Fatg; — 0.606Fategs
—0.033Class + 0.452GendggF 0.245ldeologyo
— 0.938ldeology + 0.126Age
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According to the model the log odds of Independerdentifications

(Pr | PartyID Independent | [.50]) is positively related to gender (Men) akp05. On

the other hand, the log odds of preference fortipali independence are negatively
related to linked fate, and to ideology (p < .05)hese variables reveal a statistically
significant relationship that clearly distinguishslitical independence from Democratic
partisanship among African Americans. Linked Faté6Qrepresenting respondents who
‘Somewhat Agree’ that what ‘Happens to Blacks hamtato do with me’ yields a
significance value of 0.030; Gender=0.00 ‘Men’ igndicant at 0.012; Ideology=0.05
‘Moderate’ results in a significance level of 0.000

Moreover, political ideology vyields the highest esff on independent
identifications. A person reporting ‘Moderate’ idegy is 0.938 times less likely to
decide to consider oneself as an Independent thaetide to identify oneself as a
Democrat, while controlling all other covariates tiee model. Perceptions of linked
racial fate among persons that ‘Somewhat Agred’ttiey are affected by what happens
to African Americans are 0.606 times less likelydexide on political independence than
to decide on Democratic partisanship, holding #fleo predictors constant. Whereas
after controlling for the other covariates in thedal, a man is only 0.452 as likely to
decide to identify as an Independent as he is toddeo identify with the Democratic
Party. The Exbor odds ratio, reveal that this model predicts dades of deciding to
consider oneself as an Independent are only 0.BA&sthigher for moderates than
liberals, while for persons who somewhat agree tihair individual fates are linked to

the racial group, as opposed to those that stroagige, the predicted odds are 0.546
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times higher. In addition, the odds of Independdantification are 1.571 times higher
for African American men than they are for AfricAmerican women.
6.22 INFERENTIAL FINDINGS: MODEL TWO

Using data collected for the 1996 National BladkcEon Study (Tate 1997) the
second model tests the extent to which presideagipfoval ratings and assessments of
work of the parties in government influence AfricAmerican political partisanship.
Several variables are added to the model previotedted. The logistic regression
notation utilized to express the second model is:

Pr| PartylD Democrat |

log Pr| Party ID Republican |

=a+ B;,Class H3,Gender #3zldeology +p4Clinton
+B3sDems Work +3sAge

Pr|PartyID Independent|

Pr|Party ID Republican | =a+ pB;1Class H3,Gender #3zldeology +B4Clinton

+3sDems Work H3sAge
In the second model the outcome variable, Partytbnsists of three decision
alternatives: Republican (0.00), Independent (0.50) Democrat (1.00). Party
identification is a function of six variables: fdgniincome (class), gender, political
ideology, approval of Clinton’s job as presidersts@ssments of how hard the Democrats
work to address racial group issues (Dems Worlg,age. Of 548 respondents included
in the analysis 415 (75.7%) are Democrats, 17 (.48 Republican, and 116 (21.2%)

are Independent. Results from the significancedésthe model log likelihood follows.
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Table 6.11 Model 2: Significance Test of the Modegj Likelihood
Model Fitting Information

Model Model Fitting Likelihood Ratio Tests
Criteria
-2 Log Likelihood Chi-Squarg df Sig.
Intercept Only 601.880
Final 520.437 81.443 18 .000

The intercept-only model yields a -2 log likelihoedlue of 601.880. Once the
computed measure with all of the predictors enténedogistic regression the final log
likelihood value is 520.437; the model Chi-Squatatistic ?) is 81.443 with a
significance level of 0.000, a significant relasbip between the dependent variable and
this set of predictors. The Pseudo R-Square seati§tox and SnellR¢ = 0.138), and
Nagelkerke R = 0.190) assess the strength of the relationshipichw| would
characterize as weak. Nonetheless, the classoiicatatrix in the multinomial logistic
regression output predicts accurately 77.7 perckattual and predicted cases of party
identifications. Table 6.12 presents the logiségression output of the contribution of
each variable specified in the model. Likelihootlordests show that variables political
ideology (0.000), Clinton job performance (0.008)d assessments of how hard (Dems
Work) to address racial group interests (0.003)adirsignificant contributors explaining
African Americans decisions about political pantishaip. Further, The SPSS 20 output
shows that the reduced (intercept only) model tedub20.437 is equivalent to the final

model because omitting the effect does not incréesedegrees of freedom.
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Table 6.12 Model 2: Output of Statistical Significa of Each Variable

Effect Model Fitting Likelihood Ratio Tests
Criteria
-2 Log Likelihood Chi-Squard df Sig.
of Reduced Modsg
Intercept 520.437 .000 0 .
Family Income 520.449 .012 2 .994
AGE 521.020 .583 2 747
Gender 525.134 4.697 2 .096
Political Ideology 544.493 24.056 4 .000
Clinton Performance 545.919 25.482 2 .000
Dems Work 540.511 20.074 6 .003

The effect of the independent regression coeffisigs) on the outcome variable
(PartyID), tested using the Wald Chi-Square stat@shd the associated p-value (at p <
.05), show that Ideology=0.00 (Conservative) hasgaificant decreasing effect on the
probability of Democratic Party choices among AdricAmericans in contrast to those
that identify with the Republican Party (Table §.1Blence, a person’s decision to
identify with the Republican Party based on repbrteonservative ideological
orientations contrasts significantly from partidsipsamong persons reporting liberal
preferences. After controlling for the other coates in the model the likelihood of
being a Democrat, among persons reporting consegvigieology, decreases by a factor
of 1.376 compared to liberals. Still, looking betodds ratio (Ex}), this model predicts
that the odds of deciding to identify oneself aBeanocrat are only 0.252 times higher

for a conservative than for a liberal.

In addition, decisions to support the DemocratictyPare more likely among

persons approving Clinton’s job as president, weersupport of the Democrats
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decreased by a factor of 2.359 among those disapgroClinton’s presidential
performance, after taking into account all othevaz@tes. In short, African Americans
disapproving of Clinton’s job were merely 0.095 ésnmore likely to choose the
Democratic Party than those indicating favorable fjatings. Interestingly, assessments
of how hard the Democrats work to address issuasnast importance to the African
American racial group show that both ‘fairly haahd ‘not too hard’ (centrist) views
yielded similar results of a 2.304 (fairly hard)daa 2.244 (not too hard) increase in
Democratic identifications, after accounting for @her variables in the model. When
looking at the odds ratio (EXpfor each response, the probability of decidinddentify
with the Democratic Party is 10.009 times more ikior fairly hard judgments and
9.430 times more likely among persons with feelitigg the Democrats do not work too
hard on behalf of African American racial groupeirgsts.

Output for the multinomial logistic regression ars& presented in Table 6.13
shows that when all covariates in the model equa, dhe estimated log odds of an
African American reporting Democratic partisansimpgontrast to reporting Republican

partisanship is:

Pr| PartylD Democrat |

log Pr| Party ID Republican |

=2.605 — 0.004Class — 0.257Gengler 1.376ldeologyo
+ 0.763ldeology — 2.35Clintongg
+ 0.80>ems Worlgo + 2.24Dems Worlk;

+ 2.30B@ems Worls — 0.07Age
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Table 6.13 Model 2: Logistic Regression Analysishef Determinants of Republican
Partisanship for 548 Adult African Americansl996 by IBM SPSS 20

MODEL PARAMETER ESTIMATES

B SEB| Wald'sy*| df p Exp’
Predictor (odds ratio)
Intercept 2.605 1.114 5.468 1 019
Family Income -.004 .105 001 1 971 .996
Age -077 1.003 .006 1 939 .926
Gender= 0.00 -.257 .538 .228 1 .633 773
Gender=1.00 o° . _ 0 _ .
Ideology=0.00 -1.376 .646 4.537 1 .033 .252
Ideology=0.50 -.763 911 702 1 402 2.144
Ideology=1.00 o° . _ 0 _ .
Clinton=0.00 -2.359 581 16.462 1 .000 .095
Clinton=1.00 o° . _ 0 _ .
Dems Work=0.00 .805 810 .988 1 320 2.237
Dems Work=0.33 2.244 .894 6.293 1 012 9.430
Dems Work=0.66 2.304 .786 8.5908 1 .003 10.009
Dems Work=1.00 o° 0
Note: a. The reference category is: REPUBLICANTHis parameter is set to zero
because it is redundant.

On the contrary, the estimated log odds of an Afriémerican reporting
Independent (no party) identifications, as presknteTable 6.13 above, assumes the
following formulation:

Pr|PartyID Independent| _
%8 pr|Party ID Republican | 1.854 — 0.008Class + 0.231Gengler 1.656Ideologyo

— 0.276ldeology, — 0.920Clintoryo
+ 0.502Dems Worlky + 0.844Dems Workg
+ 1.609Dems Wask+ 0.262Age
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Table 6.14 Model 2: Logistic Regression Analysishef Determinants of
Independent Identifications for 548 Adultriéan Americans 1996
by IBM SPSS 20

MODEL PARAMETER ESTIMATES

B SEB| Wald'sy®| df p Exp’
Predictor (odds ratio)
Intercept -. 752 541 1.932 1 .165
Family Income -.004 .043 .010 1 .920 915
Age .339 446 .580 1 446 .586
Gender= 0.00 .488 .225 4,707 1 .030 1.048
Gender=1.00 4] . . 0 . .
Ideology=0.00 -.279 .262 1.133 1 .287 452
Ideology=0.50 -1.039 .286 13.203 1 .000 .202
ldeology=1.00 4} . . 0 . .
Clinton=0.00 1.439 351 16.840 1 .000 2.120
Clinton=1.00 o° : . 0 : :
Dems Work=0.00 -.303 ATT 404 1 .738 .290
Dems Work=0.33 -1.400 513 7.453 1 .247 .090
Dems Work=0.66 -.694 441 2.481 1 115 211
Dems Work=1.00 4} 0
a. The reference category is: DEMOCRAT. b. Thispeeter is set to zero because |it
is redundant.

According to the model the Ilog odds of Independemdentifications

(Pr | PartylD Independent |) is positively related to Dems Work=0.66 (fairlard) on

issues of most importance to African Americans ak p05. The probability of
Democratic Party affiliations among persons whassessments of Democrats working
‘Fairly Hard’ to help African Americans is 1.6091es more likely than among persons
whose assessments are that the Democrats work ‘Yeenyl' to address African

American issues, holding all other predictors canstThe Expor odds ratio, reveal that
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this model predicts the odds of an assessmenb#rabcrats work fairly hard deciding to
consider oneself as an Independent is 4.999 tinggehthan a view that the Democrats
work very hard on racial group issues. On the obtaard, the log odds of preference for
political independence is negatively related taldgy=0.00 with a significance value of
0.012 (p < .05). The probability that conservatpaitical ideology yields decisions
favoring Independent identification is 1.656 timdésss likely than Republican
partisanship when holding constant all other catas in the model. Based on results of
the odds ratio, the probability of political indeygence among conservatives is only
0.191 times more likely than among liberals.
6.2.3 INFERENTIAL FINDINGS: MODEL THREE

Using data collected for the 2004 National Pdititudy (Jackson et al. 2009),
Model 3 considers the extent to which African Aroan women are distinctive in their
decisions about the two main political parties whempared to African American men
and women of other ethnicities. Multinomial logistegression analysis is employed for
the purpose of examining respondents’ decisionsutapartisanship preferences. Party
identification, a polychotomous outcome variableefidcrat=1, Independent=0.5,
Republican=0), is the function of seven predictariables: Black Women (African
American women=1, All others=0), Black Men (Africahmerican men=1, and O
otherwise), Ethnic Women (females of Non-Hispanidid, Hispanic, Asian, and
Caribbean descent=1, African Americans and maledl afthnic groupings=0), political
Ideology (Liberal=1, Moderate=0.5, Conservative=Q)ass (annual family income
earnings measured in dollars), the Nation’s Econappraised over the previous year

(Better=1, About the Same=0.5, Worse=0), and redgoi's Age is measured in years.
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The logistic regression model is predicting theural log of the odds of making a
decision favoring the Democratic Party, not the Ufdijgan Party, or of making a

decision electing political independence rathentRapublican partisanship. That is,

Pr| PartylD Democrat |

log Pr| Party ID Republican |

=a+ ByBlackW +p,BlackM + BsEthnicW + B4ldeology
+BsClass HlsEconomy +3-Age

Pr|PartyID Independent| _

g Pr|Party ID Republican | a + B1BlackW +p,BlackM + BsEthnicW +p4ldeology

+BsClass+3¢Economy H3;Age

Where log Pr|Party ID Democrat | and log Pr|PartylID Independent| represent the

predicted probability of a Democratic or an Indegmt decision, each coded as 1. The
statistical output reveals that of 2,553 surveypoeslents in the sample 1259 (49.3%) are
Democrat, 761 (29.8%) are Independent, and 533®%20are Republican. The model
that includes only the intercept yields a largeLey Likelihood statistic of 2348.477
(Table 6.15); the model that includes the set eflfmtors also produces a large -2 Log
Likelihood value of 1371.408, suggesting how pooMNjodel 3 predicts partisan
decisions. The model Chi-Square statistic is 97,.06th a 0.000 level of significance.
In addition, the model yields only a 59.7 perceastuasacy of observed and actual cases of
partisan identification decisions.

Table 6.15 Model 3: Significance Test of the Modeq) Likelihood

Model Model Fitting Likelihood Ratio Tests
Criteria
-2 Log Likelihood Chi-Squarg df Sig.
Intercept Only 2348.4771
Final 1371.408 977.069 18 .000
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With a Cox and Snell R-Square of 0.318 and a Nagkék R-Square of 0.364 the
strength of the relationship between the variaideslightly moderate. All variables in
the logistic regression model are significant (05) as demonstrated by the Likelihood
Ratio Tests displayed in Table 6.16 befGW.

The analysis produces a contrast between detemisinaf Democratic and
Republican partisans, where the resulting logigtgression equation is:

Pr| PartyID Democrat |

8 pr| Party ID Republican | =9.984 - 1.616BlackW - 2.615BlackM — 0.138EthnicW

— 0.303Class — 0.049Age — 2.531Ideolggy
—1.601ldeology, + 0.607Economyy
+ 1.872Economyp

Table 6.16 Model 3: Output of Statistical Significe of Each Predictor Variable
Likelihood Ratio Tests

Effect Model Fitting Likelihood Ratio Tests
Criteria

-2 Log Likelihood Chi-Squard df Sig.

of Reduced Mode
Intercept 1371.408 .000 0 .
BLACK WOMEN 1402.67( 31.262 2 .000
BLACK MEN 1481.340 109.932 2 .000
ETHNIC WOMEN 1381.855 10.447, 2 .005
INCOME (CLASS) 1408.061 36.655 2 .000
AGE 1411.262 39.854 2 .000
POLITICAL IDEOLOGY 1717.323 345.915 4 .000
NATIONAL ECONOMY 1537.657 166.249 4 .000
a. This reduced model is equivalent to the finatieddbecause omitting the effect dogqs
not increase the degrees of freedom.

129. According to the SPSS output (IBM version 20)the Likelihood Ratio
Tests “the chi-square statistic is the difference2ilog-likelihoods between the final
model and a reduced model.” Omitting an effect ftbmfinal model forms the reduced
model. “The null hypothesis is that all parametdrthat effect are 0.”
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Table 6.17 below shows the logistic regression fanefnts, Wald test, and odds
ratio for each of the predictor variables. As canseen the Wald Chi-Square statistic
shows test results of the unique contribution afhepredictor included in the analysis.
Using a .05 criterion of statistical significanad| predictor variables have significant
partial effects except the variables Ethnic Womad age. The odds rati&xp®) for
African American women indicates that the likelidoof a decision favoring Democratic
partisanship, rather than Republican partisanshipreases by 0.199, whereas the
increase is merely 0.073 for an African Americammadnen holding all other predictors
constant. However, women of other ethnicities di oontribute significantly to
predictions of identification with the Democratiar®/. Likewise, a person’s actual age
is of no consequence when predicting the odds ohd2eatic partisan identifications in
contrast to predicting the odds of Republican partiidentifications.

On the other hand, class, measured by annual fandgme, increases the odds
of choosing the Democratic Party rather than thpuRkcan Party by 0.739, holding
constant all predictor variables in the analysidDemocratic preferences among
conservatives are only 0.080 times higher, while ttdds of Democratic Party
preferences for moderate (middle-of-the-road) idgplincrease to 0.202 times higher
than the odds of Republican Party preferences. larigest effect on decisions to identify
with the Democratic Party in Model 3 is attributedevaluations of whether the Nation’s
economy is Better, About the Same, or Worse overptfevious year. Among persons
specifying a ‘Worse’ as opposed to a ‘Better’ easion the odds of being a Democrat is
1.836 times higher than being a Republican. Whevdzen holding constant all other

predictor variables in the analysis, an evaluatibfAbout the Same,” when compared to
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an evaluation of ‘Better,’ the odds of a decisionidentify with the Democratic Party
increases to 6.500 times higher than the oddsdetesion to identify with the
Republican Party.

Variables in the second equation vyield logistic resgion results when
respondents decide to indicate an Independentifidatibn. Output is displayed below
in Table 6.18. Decisions to identify oneself apdiitical Independent rather than a
Republican partisan yield the following equation:

Pr|PartyID Independent| _ _ a .
g Pr|Party ID Republican | 8.619 — 1.508BlackW - 1.769BlackM + 0.218EthnicW

- 0.320Class - 0.356Age - 1.937Ideology.o0
- 1.518Ideology.50 + 0.686Economyy
+ 1.303Economyp

This model is used to predict the odds that a red@ot makes an Independent (no party)
identification decision. As can be seen in the &biable, the variable Ethnic Women is
not significant at p < .05 in the model outputthie odds prediction equation, as specified
above, all predictors yield negative factors witle exception of assessments about the
state of the national economy, which yields posisignificant factors; all are significant
at p <.05. The table displays the logistic regmssoefficients, Wald test, and odds ratio
for each of the predictor variables in the secogdation. The Waldg/ statistic of test
results for the unique contribution of each premfi¢hcluded in the analysis, using a .05
criterion of statistical significance, shows thdt af the independent variables have

significant partial effects with the exception bétvariable ethnic women.
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Table 6.17 Model 3: Logistic Regression Analysi$ofitical Independence
Decisions for 2553 Respondents in 2004 by BPSS 20

MODEL PARAMETER ESTIMATES

B SEB| Wald'sy®| df p Exp’
Predictor (odds ratio)
Intercept 8.617 1.030 70.025 1 .000
BLACK WOMEN 1.508 .340 19.629 1 .000 221
BLACK MEN 1.769 .357 24603 1 .000 171
ETHNIC WOMEN 218 135 2.613 1 .106 1.244
INCOME (CLASS) -.320 .056 32.115 1 .000 726
AGE -.356 157 151.774 1 .000 .700
IDEOLOGY=0.00 -1.937 .090 15.674 1 .000 144
IDEOLOGY=0.50 -1.518 578 6.890 1 .000 .219
IDEOLOGY=1.00 o° . . 0 . .
ECONOMY=0.00 .686 161 18.096 1 .000 1.987
ECONOMY=0.50 1.303 .165 62.419 1 .000 3.681
ECONOMY=1.00 o° 0
a. The reference category is: REPUBLICAN. b. Tgasameter is set to zero becauge

it is redundant.

Furthermore, the output of the odds ratiEsf) indicates that when holding all
other variables constant for each unit increas¢henparty identification scale ranging
from O=Republican through 0.5=Independent to l1=Damtoan African American
woman is only 0.221 times more likely, while AfricaAmerican men are only 0.171
times more likely, to decide in favor of an indegent identification than all other
respondents. Even though political ideology isngigant, the effect of conservative
ideology is much smaller than the effect of AfricAmerican women and men. As

decisions on the party identification scale inceed®m Republican to Independent,
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holding all other variables constant, so too tHeatfof conservative ideology increases
by a factor of 0.144. On the other hand, Modenaitddle-of-the-road ideology increases
the likelihood of political independence by a faatd0.219. The odds ratios for income,
a measure for the effect of class on partisan ifileation decisions, and for age, holding
all other variables constant, indicate that thebphility of political independence is
0.726 times higher for class, and 0.700 times higbeage. Only assessments of the
national economy (‘Worse’'=0; ‘About the Same’=0y#@ld a larger effect, with a unit
increase on the party identification scale assediavith an increase in the odds of
deciding Independent identification by a factor 987 for ‘Worse’ economic
assessments compared to ‘Better’ economic assessméatinen appraisals of the state of
the national economy change to ‘About the Same’adthi@s of an Independent decision
increases 3.681 times higher when compared to jaraigpl of ‘Better’ than the previous
year.
6.2.4 INFERENTIAL FINDINGS: MODEL FOUR

This final model explores the unique contributiohdeterminants expected to
predict Democratic partisanship. In Model 4 paidgntification, a polychotomous
outcome variable (1=Democrat, 0.5=Independent, @aBlcan), is a function of the
following predictor variables: linked fate, racéfeicity, household income or class,
gender, political ideology, approval of Bush’'s pdestial performance, the Nation’s
economy, and age. Multinomial logistic regressioalgsis is the statistical technique
used to determine the extent to which these vasapiedict political partisanship among
comparative populations taken from the 2004 NPSegudata. The logistic regression

model predicting the natural log of the odds of mgka decision favoring the

190



Democratic, rather than the Republican, Party,fanaking a decision electing political

independence rather than Republican partisansbiypaess the following form:

Pr| PartylD Democrat |

log Pr| Party ID Republican |

=a + p,Fate +B.Black +psHispanic +3,Asian +psCaribbean
+BsCaribbean fglncome + p7Income + Bgincome

+BoGender #B,0ldeology +B,,Bush +p;,.Economy
+B13Age

Pr|PartyID Independent|

og Pr|Party ID Republican | =a + p,Fate +3,Black +BsHispanic +3,Asian +psCaribbean

+B3sCaribbean fglncome + p7Incomeg + Bgincome

+3,Gender +B,0ldeology +B::Bush +f,.Economy

+B1Age

Output shows that of 854 survey respondents indudethe analysis there are

300 (35.1%) Democrats, 265 (31.0%) Independent$,289 (33.8%) Republicans. The
intercept-only model yields a -2 Log Likelihood tsdtic of 1772.853 (Table 6.20) while
the model that includes the set of predictors predua -2 Log Likelihood value of
1244.385. The model Chi-Square statistic is 528.46& a 0.000 level of significance.
In addition, this model yields a 61.7 percent aacyrof observed and actual cases of
partisan identification decisions. Further revieivthe Pseudo R-Square table in the
regression output renders a Cox and Snell R-Sqpfadel61 and a Nagelkerke R-Square

of 0.519. The strength of the relationship betwthenvariables is moderate.

Table 6.19 Model 4: Significance Test of the Moldeq) Likelihood

Model Model Fitting Likelihood Ratio Tests
Criteria
-2 Log Likelihood Chi-Squarg df Sig.
Intercept Only 1772.859
Final 1244.385 528.468 30 .000
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With the exception of the variable gena@dirother predictors in the logistic
regression model are significapt< .05). As displayed in Table 6.20, when respotgien
decide to consider themselves Democrats, ratharRiepublicans, the equation takes on
the following formulation:

Pr| PartylD Democrat |

Pr| Party ID Republican | =-2.571 - 0.214Fatp — 0.742Fatg, + 3.025Black

+ 1.869Hispanic + 0.733Asian + 2.271Carébe
-0.339Income + 0.149Gender — 1.857Ideolagy
— 1.657Ideology+ 3.761Busho+ 2.151Bushs

+ 0.710Economy + 0.925Economyy

+ 0.198Age

Table 6.20 Model 4: Output of Statistical Significe of Each Predictor Variable

Effect Model Fitting Likelihood Ratio Tests
Criteria
-2 Log
Likelihood of Chi-Squard df Sig.
Reduced Mode

Intercept 1244.385 .000 0 )
BLACK 1314.798 70.413 2 .000
HISPANIC 1277.188 32.802 2 .000
ASIAN 1250.075 5.690 2 .058
CARIBBEAN 1270.794 26.409 2 .000
GENDER 1246.979 2.594 2 273
INCOME 1255.493 11.107 2 .004
AGE 1253.516 9.131 2 .010
EXTENT LINKED 1259.875 15.490 4 .004
FATE
POLITICAL

1295.98(0 51.595 4 .000
IDEOLOGY
APPROVE BUSH 1360.308 115.923 4 .000
NATIONAL

1258.834 14.453 4 .006
ECONOMY
a. This reduced model is equivalent to the finatiedldecause omitting
the effect does not increase the degrees of freedom

192



The logistic regression coefficients, Wald testd adds ratio for each of the
predictor variables in the equation as specifieavakare presented in Table 6.22. Using a
.05 criterion of statistical significance, the Wafdstatistic of test results for the unique
contribution of each predictor included in the gse shows that gender, age, linked
fate=0.00, political ideology=0.50, and nationabeemy=0.50 do not have significant
partial effects. On the other hand, the varialtheg do have a statistically significant
relationship with deciding to identify with the Dewratic Party in this logistic regression
equation are Black, Hispanic, Asian, Caribbean,s€ldncome), extent of affect of
Linked Fate (‘Some’), conservative ldeology, ‘Stgbn Disapprove’ and ‘Somewhat
Disapprove’ of Bush’s job as president, and appfaishat the state of the national
economy over the previous year is ‘Worse.’

Reportedly, holding all other variables constawt, €very unit change in the
President’s job ratings when one strongly disapgsosf Bush’'s performance a 3.781
increase in the log odds of decisions to identifthwhe Democratic Party is expected
than when one approves of his job as presidenth&unore, high odds ratios (E§p
observed in the regression output indicate Demigci@arty, not Republican Party,
preferences among survey respondents that ‘Strddiggpprove’ George W. Bush'’s job
as president in 2004 when compared to those thabri§ly Approve.” The odds of
predicting who will decide to identify with the Dexratic Party are 42.997 times higher
when responses indicate a strong disapproval ofothg@erformance of President Bush.
Likewise, when respondents somewhat disapproveushB job as president there is a
2.151 increase in the log odds of Democratic pamship after controlling for other

covariates in the model. In other words, the likeid of Democratic Party identifications
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is 8.597 times higher than when responses approBesh’s job as president. Race and
ethnicity also vyield significantp(< .05) high odds of decisions to identify with the
Democratic Party, rather than with the Republicarty?

Table 6.21 Model 4: Logistic Regression Analysi®eimocratic Partisan
Decisions for 854 Respondents in 2004 by BPSS 20

MODEL PARAMETER ESTIMATES
B SEB | Wald'sy?| df p Exp’
Predictor (odds ratio)
Intercept -2.571 157 11.545 1 .001
BLACK 3.025 A17 52.644 1 .000 20.589
HISPANIC 1.869 .336 30.867 1 .000 6.482
ASIAN .733 .350 4.370 1 .037 2.081
CARIBBEAN 2.271 A71 23.233 1 .000 9.689
GENDER .149 232 411 1 521 1.161
INCOME -.339 .109 9.620 1 .002 713
AGE .198 161 1.500 1 221 1.219
LINKED FATE=0.00 -.214 .269 .631 1 427 .807
LINKED FATE=0.50 -.742 .364 4.158 1 .041 476
LINKED FATE=1.00 o° . . 0 . .
IDEOLOGY=0.00 -1.857 274 45.922 1 .000 .156
IDEOLOGY=0.50 -1.657 993 2.787 1 .095 191
IDEOLOGY=1.00 o° . . 0 . .
BUSH=0.00 3.761 412 83.490 1 .000 42.997
BUSH=0.66 2.151 343 39.320 1 .000 8.597
BUSH=1.00 0’ : : 0 : :
ECONOMY=0.00 .710 311 5.206 1 .023 2.035
ECONOMY=0.50 925 .309 8.953 1 .003 2.521
ECONOMY=1.00 0’ 0
a. The reference category is: REPUBLICAN. b. Thisgpaeter is set to zero because |it
is redundant.

Further for every unit change in decisions of pgariship the likelihood of

identifying with the Democratic Party increases &yfactor of 3.025 when African

194



American, by about 2.3 times when Black Caribbe&arly doubles when Hispanic, and
yields 0.733 when Asian compared to White Non-Hmpaespondents, after holding
constant all other covariates in the model. Exatiim of the odds ratios (EXpfor
party preferences by race and ethnicity show tHat# American decisions to select
the Democratic Party are 20.589 times higher thdnt&WWon-Hispanics, holding the
other predictor variables constant. Among othemybetion groups included in this study
preferences for the Democratic Party are 9.689 gimmgher when Black Caribbean,
6.482 times higher when Hispanic, and 2.081 timighdr when Asian compared to
White Non-Hispanics, after controlling all otherriagdles included in the analysis. In
addition, increases in Democratic partisanshiptesléao evaluations of the state of the
national economy. Those who evaluated the Nati@cenomy as worse than the
previous year are 0.710 more likely to prefer themdcratic Party than those who
indicated the economy is better than the previaes.y Additionally, among those who
indicate that the Nation’s economy is about theesamthe previous year are 0.9ithes
more likely to make decisions favoring the holdidgmocratic Party as opposed to those
who indicate the economy is better, when holdingstant the other predictor variables.
On the other hand, perceptions of the extent tockvHinked fate affects
respondents (Some=0.50) and the probability ofsi@ts favoring the Democratic Party
differs significantly (atp < .05) from the probability of favorable Democratarty
decisions among respondents with perceptions thked fate affects them ‘A Lot
(=1.00). Results show that for every unit changdinked fate affecting respondents
‘Some’ there is a 1.308 decrease in the log oddBeshocratic partisanship expected,

after holding constant all other predictor varigbleln short, the odds of deciding to
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identify with the Democratic Party among personsowierceive that to some extent
linked fate affects them is only 0.270 times highwn persons who perceive that the
extent to which linked fate affects them is a I&imilarly, for every unit increase in
conservative political ideology a decrease in tlg lodds of Democratic Party
identification is expected, holding all other piedrs constant. So, the odds ratio of
preferring the Democratic Party among conservatigesnly 0.271 times more likely
than among liberals. Moreover, the independerdcedf of class, measured as annual
household income, show that as income increaseslikeéhood of Democratic
partisanship decreases by a factor of 0.339. H#medds of being a Democrat, rather
than a Republican, based on class of respondemheasured by annual household
income, are only 0.713 times more likely.

Contrarily, in the 2004 National Politics Study ¢dson et al. 2009) when
respondent’s decisions indicate preferences foitigal independence, rather than
identification with the Republican Party, the edgqomatproduced in the regression output
(Table 6.23) assumes the following formulation:

Pr|PartyID Independent| _

8 Pr|Party ID Republican | ~ 0.532 — 0.246Faip — 1.308Fateo + 1.489Black

+ 0.938Hispanic + 0.591Asian + 1.311Carilvhea
—0.277Income — 0.153Gender — 1.304Ideolagy
—1.152Ideology + 2.253Bushyp+ 1.143Bushs

+ 0.607Economys + 0.371Economyp

- 0.195Age

As shown in Table 6.23 below, predictor variablaser (Black, Hispanic, Asian,
Caribbean), Bush=0.00, Bush=0.66, and Economy=0i€ld positive coefficients that
are significant using the .05 criteria of statigtisignificance. Whereas income (class),

the extent of respondent’s race affecting respaondeninked fate=0.50 (‘Some’), and

196



political ideology=0.00 (Conservative) produce rtega coefficients that yield a

significant p-value in accordance with a .05 crter While gender, age, linked

fate=0.00 (‘Not Very Much’), political ideology=005(Moderate/Middle-of-the-Road),

and state of the national economy=0.50 (‘About ®Ba@me’) are not statistically

significant at the p < .05 level. These predictare not included in the subsequent
interpretation.

Table 6.22 Model 3: Logistic Regression Analysisofitical Independence
Decisions for 854 Respondents in 2004 by BPSS 20

MODEL PARAMETER ESTIMATES
B SEB| Wald'sy? df p Exp’
Predictor (odds ratio)
Intercept 532 .632 .709 1 .400
BLACK 1.489 401 13.791 1 .000 4.432
HISPANIC .938 .285 10.863 1 .001 2.556
ASIAN 591 .285 4,311 1 .038 1.806
CARIBBEAN 1.311 439 8.910 1 .003 3.709
GENDER -.153 .206 .549 1 .459 .858
INCOME =277 .097 8.103 1 .004 .758
AGE -.195 .145 1.823 1 A77 .823
LINKED FATE=0.00 -.246 .235 1.090 1 .296 .782
LINKED FATE=0.50 1.308 351 13.856 1 .000 .270
LINKED FATE=1.00 o° . . 0 . .
IDEOLOGY=0.00 -1.304 .260 25.146 1 .000 271
IDEOLOGY=0.50 -1.152 941 1.501 1 221 316
IDEOLOGY=1.00 o° . . 0 . .
BUSH=0.00 2.253 .340 43.887 1 .000 9.512
BUSH=0.66 1.143 241 22.524 1 .000 3.137
BUSH=1.00 o° . . 0 . .
ECONOMY=0.00 .607 .252 5.794 1 .016 1.834
ECONOMY=0.50 371 .266 1.940 1 .164 1.448
ECONOMY=1.00 o° 0
a. The reference category is: REPUBLICAN. b. Thisgpaeter is set to zero because (it
is redundant.
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The coefficients for each of the predictor variablevhich are statistically
significant, indicate the amount of change in jcdit party identifications to expect given
a one-unit change in the value of a particular peshelent variable, given all other
predictors in the model are held constant. Caefits for the race variables (Black
1.489; Hispanic 0.938; Asian 0.591; and Caribbe&i1) are positive and significant
indicators of partisan identifications. So, whewe of respondent is Black predicted
party identifications are expected to yield about.489-unit increase in Independent
political identifications above that of White Nonddanics, based on an estimate of
about a 0.532-unit increase (Intercept), when tikeovariables in the model are held
constant. This produces an odds ratio predictiag independent identifications among
African Americans are 4.432 times higher than Irhejent identifications among their
White counterparts. As race of respondent shivsnfrAfrican American to Hispanic,
Asian, and Black Caribbean predicted preferencegdbtical independence increase to
approximately a 0.938-unit, a 0.591-unit, and al1-8nit above those of White Non-
Hispanics. So, the odds ratios of preferencepfitical independence rather than
Republican partisanship is 2.556 times higher ambBiigpanics, 1.806 times higher
among Asians, and 3.709 times higher among BlaclbB@ans when compared to White
Non-Hispanics.

Additionally, respondents that strongly disapprqvaad somewhat disapproved,
of Bush’s presidential performance compared toardpnts that strongly approved of
Bush’s job as president yield positive, significgat p < .05) coefficients. When
respondents disapprove strongly a 2.253-unit irseréa predicted political independence

is expected, while for respondents that disappsmraewhat there is an expected 1.143
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unit increase in predicted political independenaéier holding all other variables
constant. As approval of Bush’'s presidential penfance changes from ‘Strongly
Disapprove’ to ‘Strongly Approve’ predicted poliicindependence increases by 2.253
units, or an odds ratio of 9.512 times higher. lalse, as approval of Bush’s presidential
job performance ratings change from ‘Somewhat OQisaye to ‘Strongly Approve’ there
is a 1.143-unit increase in political independengelding an odds ratio of 3.137 times
higher. Additionally, as assessments of the natienanomy increase by one unit from
“Worse” to “Better” a 0.607-unit increase is expEtin Independent identifications. An
appraisal of the state of the Nation’s economydsrse’ than the previous year means a
decision to favor political independence is 1.8B2es higher than an appraisal of the
state of the Nation’s economy as ‘Better’.

Moreover, the log of the odds of decisions favorpulitical independence are
negatively related to class or annual earned in¢cohngeextent to which linked fate=0.50
(‘Some’) affects respondents; and, political idggte0.00 (Conservative). So, holding
constant all other covariates, as income incretisa® is a 0.277-unit decrease in the
odds of political independence. A review of the @ddtio shows that Independent
identification is 0.758 times higher than a Repedoli identification. Further, as
perceptions that to some extent linked racial &dtects respondents increase there is a
log-odds parameter estimate of 1.308-unit decreaselecisions favoring political
independence, after controlling for the other Malga in the model. The odds ratio (Exp
shows that when respondents’ hold perceptionslithiced fate has some affect on them
the probability of an Independent identificatior0i270 times higher than the probability

of identification with the Republican Party. Additally, when holding all other
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predictor variables constant in the analysis, aservative political ideology increases
the odds of decisions of Independent preferencestead of Republican Party
preferences, decrease by 1.152. In other wordslikblihood of Independent political

identifications for a conservative, rather tharetdd, political ideology is only 0.271

times higher than the likelihood of Republican Ratentifications among respondents to
the 2004 NPS.

6.3 STUDY FINDINGS

The multinomial logistic regression analyses utad@&n in this chapter explore
factors that explain African American racial gropgrtisanship. Results suggest that the
contributing effects of race (and ethnicity) on tpardentifications are significant
independent effects when holding constant the emibe of all other predictors included
in this research study. Most notable among Afriéamericans composing the 1996
National Black Election Study (Tate 1997) is thenayics of linked racial fate where
persons that ‘Somewhat Agree’ that they are aftettg what happens to the African
American racial group are more likely to decide Democratic partisanship than on
political independence. In comparative analysessisting of African American, White
Non-Hispanics, Hispanics, Asians, and Black Carlnisetaken from the 2004 National
Politics Study (Jackson et al. 2009) African Amaniavomen are more likely to identify
with the Democratic Party than both African Amencanen and women of other
racial/ethnic identifications. Whites, Asiansddn a somewhat lesser degree, Hispanics
are typically more varied in their political partentifications, and are also influenced by
more social factors than African Americans and Bl&aribbeans. Differences in class
based on income, gender, the extent of the affethked fate, political ideology, and

evaluations of Bush’s presidential performance makportant contributions to the
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model. Nonetheless, all groups hold importanttheir perceptions of the two main
political parties, assessments of the state oh#ti®nal economy over the previous year.
Finally, findings support at least two conclusiot) The observed pattern of
very strong sustained identification with the Denadic Party among black (both African
American and Black Caribbean) citizens substagtiafljects any prediction of the
diminishing effect of race because of an increasffgct of economic class. This is
particularly so in structuring political preferenattitudes toward the two main political
parties, or political partisanship; and (2) Diffetial bases of party identifications
continue to structure black-white political orietdas of citizens in the United States.
Given the continued prevalence of contemporary atatensions, inequities, and
discrimination a sense of interconnectedness Wwighracial group as well as perceptions
of the interdependence of fate and task interdesyerel are expected to persist and
predict political proclivities within the African Werican racial group. A discussion of
research study results, conclusions, and recommiendafor future research are

presented in the final chapter.
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CHAPTER 7

SUMMARY , CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The final chapter of this dissertation summarizesdtudy, presents general conclusions
and recommendations for further research basedsuits of this investigation of African
American partisanship.
7.1 SUMMARY OF THE STUDY PROBLEM AND METHODOLOGY

The principle aim of this dissertation was to idignand further understand the
extent to which linked racial fate and the blacKityt heuristic paradigm explained
African American decisions about the two main podit parties, particularly their
overwhelming support for the Democratic Party. I&ng on the scholarship of Michael
C. Dawson (1994) this research tested empiricathodification of his study of “African
American Partisanship and the American Party SySté€hapter Five inBehind the
Mule: Race and Class in African American Politigsdditionally, this research extended
Dawson’s work beyond his study period, and includedcomparative population
comprised of racial and ethnic groups. The metlogical approach for Dawson’s
examination involved data collected for the NatioBkack Election Study panel series
during 1984 and 1988 (Jackson 1984; 1988). Whdheastudy tested four hypotheses
using national survey research data compiled fer National Black Election Study
(NBES) panel series for 1996 (Tate 1997), and ftbenNational Politics Study (NPS)

for 2004 (Jackson, et al. 2009). The sample pojpunlaonsisted of 824 adult African
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American survey respondents from the 1996 NBES, &r@i87 racial and ethnic
respondents from the 2004 NPS. The 2004 populagnple included 706 (22.9%)
African Americans, 868 (28.1%) White Non-Hispani€&s6 (21.9%) Hispanics, 466
(15.1%) Asians, and 371 (12.0%) Black Caribbea@sestions germane to this research
study as posed to survey respondents addressesiotsciabout partisan preference
attitudes; ideas about individuals’ connectedn@ssanhd interdependence with, their
racial and/or ethnic grouping; evaluations of tleditigal parties, national economy and
presidential performance; and the influence ofaademography on partisanship.
Seminal studies conducted by Michigan School rebeas suggested that party
identification, a psychological predisposition ofeference, was preceded only by
sociological background characteristics like racetbnicity, economic class affiliation,
gender, age, and other related social demograpghwvas also accepted by revisionist
perspectives (Campbell, et al. 1960; Fiorina 198d)the Michigan model partisan
identifications were modeled as affective, stahie persistent attitudes not often subject
to change or to the influence of other factors.therr scholarly investigations revealed
the more dynamic, rather than stable, nature dfgaar preference attitudes (Brody 1991,
Franklin and Jackson 1983; Page and Jones 197%ukland Converse 1979 Jackson
1975). Empirical evidence showed that party ides@tfons were susceptible to change,
particularly in response to the influence of shertn forces like issues and candidates,
the electoral setting, and the political conteXonetheless, such shifts in the partisan
balance of party identifications in the Americareatbrate did not explain African
American attachments, which were notably distirectattitudes of preference for the

Democratic Party. Instead of a psychological grdarty) attachment, African
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Americans’ partisanship appeared more consistetit sgvisionist explanations of party
identification as a summary judgment or “runninthytaof individual evaluations of the
two main political parties. Hence, their preferesifor the Democratic Party reflected an
information shortcut based on ideological and gotiongruence between the Democrats
and the race (Fiorina 1981; Key 1966; Downs 19%rdcedurally more rational in
accordance with the Simonesque perspective (Sirfdf)1

Historical evidence pointed to the long-term fooferace in shaping individual
perceptions about the two main political parti&iill, the question remained: How did
individual African Americans’ arrive at virtualljhé same decisions when faced with
multiple options in a political world of objects®inked fate emerged as a concept in
political science scholarship to identify and explafrican American political behavior
(Shingles 1981; Bobo and Gilliam 1990; Tate 1991he concept was first employed by
Kurt Lewin (1947) in social psychology to furthemderstand the interconnectedness and
interdependence of a post-World War Il Jewish patoh. Michael C. Dawson’s (1994)
application of the linked fate construct was adeahin hisTheory of African American
Racial Group Interests.In Dawson’s theory “linked racial fate” referréal perceptions
that individual interests were shaped by the ctlleanterests of the racial group. The
resulting interdependence among individuals explhigroup solidarity and political
cohesion within the African American community. Eefcommunity” relied on
perceptions—a neurological process of observatioasd interpretations—of
connectedness among individuals who became keerdyeaof their common historical
and contemporary experiences, disparate treatni¢héio racial group within the social,

political, and economic order, and differentialdidife chance opportunities or the lack
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thereof in comparison to the majority populatiohis linked fate construct grew
increasingly important when used to explore thaigroehavior of other racial and ethnic
(or pan-ethnic) collectivities representing Latin®&anchez & Masuoka 2008; Sanchez
2008; Nicholson, Pantoja & Segura 2005), Asiansi{J& Masuoka 2008), and Black
Caribbeans (Watt 2009), and was found to be samfi

Reliance on the centrality of race was essentiadDawson’s theory, primarily
because his *“black utility heuristic’ paradigm wasinforced by the continued
significance of race in shaping African Americarpenences and assessments of life
prospects. This was because, in Dawson’s perspedtidividual African Americans
used their perceptions of racial group interesta agbstitute for their own interests. In
short, the linchpin in the concept of linked fatasaan individual’s identification with the
race; a black consciousness that grasped theismmtiiconsequences of “being black;” as
well as a belief that what happened to the raadialjg was relevant to one’s own life.
The black utility heuristic, instrumental racialdbk) cues, which provided a meaningful
explanation for uniformity of individual preferenedtitudes like partisan identifications
ensured adherence to African American racial grotgrests. This study investigated
these claims.
7.2 MAIN CONCLUSIONS OF THE STUDY

Four hypotheses were formulated for the reseatatlys Predicted measures
included: linked fate, which quantified perceptidhat what happens to people’s racial
group affects them; race and/or ethnicity, based setf-reports of identification;
economic class, computed as annual family incoreaeder; age; ideology, a summary

scale that appraised the degree of individual peefies for liberalism; judgments about
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the extent to which the Democratic Party workeddhto address issues of most
importance to African Americans; political climatdetermined by presidential job
performance evaluations during the Clinton (199&) Bush (2004) administrations; and,
assessments of the Nation’s economy over the pemt y Each of these predictors
analyzed the polychotomous outcome, party ideatit—Republican, Independent,
and Democrat. Variables used in the multinomigldtic regression analyses came from
adult African American respondents to the 1996 &fati Black Election Study (Tate
1997), while variables taken from the 2004 Natidpalitics Study (Jackson et al. 2004)
analyzed survey responses from comparative raam athnic adult populations
composed of African American, White Non-Hispanicjspénic, Asian, or Black
Caribbean respondents. Details on the manner inchwteach variable was
operationalized and measured can be found in Ch#&pteln what follows the main
findings for each hypothesis are reviewed and dsed in the order in which they
appeared in Chapter 2.
7.2.1 LINKED FATE AND AFRICAN AMERICAN PARTISANSHIP

The first hypothesis argued that African Amans with stronger (black) linked
fates were more likely to support a political pamsose policy preferences were
perceived as consistent with (black) racial grooperests. This hypothesis is not
confirmed in the analysis. Results showed thag¢rese of linked racial fate was only
significant among those who somewhat agreed that vilappened to the African
American racial group affected them, but they prefd political independence rather
than Democratic partisanship, as anticipated. Téakwerformance of linked fate in this

study may have implied that while race continuedbéoan important force, African
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Americans made party choices based on other fac&wsio-demographic attributes
added to the equation seemed to have mitigatedxpected power of linked fate. For
instance, independence or no-party preferences m@® likely chosen by African
American men than by women, suggesting a gender g&prthermore, the one
consistently distinguishing factor between Repu@nlicpartisanship and Democratic
partisanship in 1996 was preferred ideological rdagons. Conservative ideology
predicted accurately preferences for the RepublRarty, whereas, moderate ideology
decreased the likelihood of political independengée finding that linked fate does not
explain political partisanship is consistent witheypous findings that strong (black)
racial group connection did not provide an explemator political participation within
the African American community once other factorerev taken into consideration
(Verba et al 1995; Tate 1991; Bobo and Gilliam1$90; Shingles 1981).
7.2.2 GENDERED PERSPECTIVES OF POLITICAL PARTISANI®

The finding of gender distinctions relative to ifioal partisanship was further
explored in the second hypothesis, which statetl Afiacan American women were
more likely to support the Democratic Party thami@f American men or women of
other ethnicities. Results from analysis of datanf the 2004 National Politics Study
(Jackson et al 2009) indicated that African Americgomen were more likely to
consider themselves Democrats, rather than RepuislicThey were also slightly more
likely to prefer political independence, insteadRepublican partisanship, than African
American men. However, results measuring parttsanir ethnic women were not
statistically significant. This finding suggest#laht African American women were

politically distinctive, especially in view of gead differences relative to Democratic
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Party attachments. There was a tendency for Afridaerican women to be more
supportive of the Democratic Party than their mebeinterparts, and more likely to
identify as Democrats than women of other ethmsiti Since the 1980 presidential
election when more men supported Republican RdRa&ban, the noticeable gender gap
attracted scholarly attention. Research suggeabtagdwvomen were more likely to vote,
and to identify with the Democratic Party than theiale counterparts, which included
African Americans (Cassese, et al 2007). Theitigslin this study supported the notion
of a gender gap within the African American comntyni

7.2.3 EVALUATION OF DEMOCRATS’ WORK ON BLACK ISSU&

This study further assessed the premise that &frismericans were more likely
to identify with the political party that they peireed best helped their racial group using
data from the 1996 National Black Election Studwt€lr1997). Here preferences for the
Democrats indicated influence of the black utiltheuristic (Dawson 1994). When
compared to assessments that the Democrats worlhaed to address African American
racial group issues all remaining categories irewdathe probability of identification
with the Democratic Party. Greatest support caime those that decided the Democrats
work fairly hard, which was followed closely by pesses that they worked not too hard.
Still, Democratic partisanship was also likely amqgpersons that thought Democrats
worked not hard at all. This finding confirmed tthadividual perceptions of the
Democratic Party working harder (than the Repuhliarty) contributed to their support
for the party, even when differences in evaluabbthe efforts made by the Democratic

Party to advance issues of most importance to &frimericans were present.
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7.2.4 RACIAL/ETHNIC GROUP IDENTITY CUES AND DEMOCRRAC
PARTISANSHIP

Pan-ethnic group consciousness and the use op gdauntity cues explored in
political scholarship suggested the applicabilityhe Theory of African American Racial
Group Interestdo other collectivities. Even though African Ancans remain the most
loyal supporters of the Democratic Party, the fourypothesis sought to explore factors
that were most likely to predict the desired outeoamong comparison population
groups. Specifically, the proposition indicatéettthe more a person viewed that the
fate of their racial and/or ethnic group affectsitlown fate, the greater the likelihood of
support for the political party perceived as adsirggracial and/or ethnic group interests.
In essence, this hypothesis returned to the quesfitinked fate and the use of a group
utility heuristic to make decisions about the twaimpolitical parties in 2004.

The largest indicator of preferences for the Demibc Party was disapproval of
George W. Bush’s presidential performance. Denmcpartisanship increased among
those that strongly, and somewhat, disapprovedsgbh as president. Nonetheless, race
and ethnicity also accounted for decisions to idemtith the Democrats. As expected,
African Americans’ choice of the Democratic Partyhen compared to White Non-
Hispanics, far outweighed those of the other pdmragroups. Black Caribbeans,
Hispanics, and Asians, when also compared to Whhite-Hispanics distantly followed
preferences of African Americans, but also exprssieir preferences for the
Democrats. On the other hand, Democratic Partiepgeces decreased slightly among
respondents with perceptions that to some extekedi fate affected them. This was in
comparison to people who thought that the extenwidich what happened to their

racial/ethnic group affected them a lot, an indaratthat the degree of racial and/or
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ethnic group consciousness did influence partispnsiut not in the expected direction.
Furthermore, Democratic identifications within treemparison population suggested
some reliance on a racial (black) or ethnic groepristic when faced with decisions
about the two main political parties.
7.3 RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FURTHER RESEARCH

This dissertation set out to determine why Afridemericans think the way they
do politically and what induces them to change,psspng that the explanation was
bound in the concept of linked fate. Instead,distribution of survey responses among
African Americans in 1996, revealing a gender gapuch perceptions, showed virtually
no variations across categories of the linked fia@@sure. In addition, linked fate was not
significantly shown to impact decisions about Demtc Party identifications in the
inferential statistics measuring survey responsesoth 1996 and 2004. Further
investigation into the concept of linked fate ix@&sary because survey questions may
not tap into the psychological impact of sharedalaexperiences and adverse historical
and contemporary encounters between the racesrosapahip. National survey data is
most often used to explore the influence of psyotichl attitudes like party
identifications or constructs such as linked fatdonetheless, to assess the political
effects of linked fate may necessitate an alteveatesearch design. Experiments on the
influence of linked fate could prove beneficial understanding the way people think
about the two main political parties. Perhaps wiité aid of “confederates” who would
work with the experimenter, research could iderdifigl further our understanding of the
affect of such interconnectedness and the interdbpeee of fate on thoughts about the

two main political parties. Political science ras# experiments using confederates
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have demonstrated their usefulness in investigatainracial tolerance (Hutchings and
Jardina 2009), and the political effects of rapiajudice (Huddy and Feldman 2009).

Additionally, marked gender differences emergedodaiitical party preference
attitudes. Survey responses divulged distinctivefguence attitudes toward the
Democratic Party, which was also seen as the eféeatork of the black utility heuristic
guiding individuals to choose the party that bedtirassed the interests of the racial
group (Dawson 1994). There was a consistent digspodor the Democratic Party. Even
when individuals perceived that the Democrats’ ombrked ‘fairly hard’ or ‘not hard at
all’ on issues of most importance to African Amans, most still decided to identify
themselves as Democrats. This may suggest th#benpolitical arena there is an
interdependence of fate and task that links thethedemocratic Party “group” more so
than to the African American racial group. Henelectoral capture may actually reflect
a kind of “linked fate” since no other rationalalative is available to the racial group
besides the Democratic Party (Frymer 1999).

African Americans are the most cohesive electonaupg, believing almost
unanimously that the racial group’s primary goatks laest advanced via political action.
Therefore, close proximity to political objects tilgive them relevance is vital, as well as
the transmission of group political standards ammeoto ensure consistency. According
to Angus Campbell, Philip Converse, Warren Milemd Donald Stokes ihhe American
Voter (1960) when a group standard is “self evident,’elikace, important political
objects of orientation, like the political partyerfibody” group cues, “so that the course
of behavior characteristic of [a] ‘good’ group miaen cannot be held in doubt” (p. 317).

They further indicate the following:
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Now issues and candidates are transient politibggots; the entity that
endures is the party. If group influence leadsidestified member to take
on identification with the party, then little renalof influence is needed.
The individual has, as it were, acceded to a seHrs1g mechanism, that
will keep him politically “safe” from the point ofiew of group standards.
He will respond to new stimuli as a party membet eade them properly.
As time passes, his identification with the partyl wmcrease of its own

accord, because the individual will find that eveafter event

demonstrates—in non-group matters as well as groafiers now—the

rectitude of his own party and the obnoxiousnestsaipponent (p. 328).

Further study is therefore needed to assess whgtbep cues in partisan decisions

reflect perceptions of linked racial fate or a setisat one’s fate is linked to that of

the Democratic Party.
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APPENDIXA — TABLES OFSURVEY QUESTIONS

The following tables (A.1 — A.10) show comparalilaf survey questions used in the
1996 National Black Election Study (Tate 1997) anthe 2004 National Politics Study
(Jackson, et al 2004). Question wording is preskitethe tables that follow for the
dependent variable and each independent varialele insthis investigation of African

American political partisanship.
A.1 DEPENDENT VARIABLE: PARTY IDENTIFICATION

Table A.1 Self-Identification With A Political PgrtDependent Variable Survey

Questions
Investigator Year/Study Survey Question Responses
Generally speaking, do you usually
Tate, K. 1996 NBES | think of yourself as a Republican, a | Republican
Democrat, an Independent, or what?| Independent
[QG2] Democrat

Generally speaking, do you usually
Jackson, et al. | 2004 NPS | think of yourself as a republican, a | Republican
democrat, an independent, or Independent
something else? [QB6] Democrat
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A.2 INDEPENDENT VARIABLES

Table A.2 Linked Racial Fate: Independent Varighlevey Questions

Investigator Year/Study Survey Question Responses
Do you think what happens
generally to Black people in this
Tate, K. 1996 NBES | country will have something to do Yes
with what happens in your life? | No
[QV1]
Do you think what happens
generally to [R RACE] people in
this country will have something
Jackson, et al. | 2004 NPS | to do with what happens in your | A Lot
life? Will it affect you a lot, some Some
or not very much? [QC6A] Not Very Much
Table A.3 Race: Independent Variable Survey Questio
Investigator Year/Study Survey Question Responses
First, let me just confirm that you
Tate, K. 1996 NBES | are of (some) African American | Yes
background? [Q1] No
White
Race in 5 categories Black
Jackson, et al. | 2004 NPS [RACESCAT] Hispanic
Asian
Caribbean
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Table A.4 Class — Family Income Measured in Dollardependent Variable Survey

Questions
Investigator Year/Study Survey Question Responses
Up to $10,000
Which of the following income | $10,000-$14,999
groups includes the income of all| $15,000-$19,999
members of your family living $20,000-%$24,999
here in 1995 before taxes? This | $25,000-$29,999
Tate, K. 1996 NBES | figure should include salaries, $30,000-$39,999

wages, pensions, dividends,
interest, and all other income. [IF
UNCERTAIN, what would be
your best guess?] [QY6]

$40,000-$49,999
$50,000-$74,999
$75,000-$89,999
$90,000-104,999
$105,000 & More

How much did you and all

[Income cleaned

Jackson, et al. | 2004 NPS members of your family living & imputed]
with you receive in the year 2003
before taxes? [QF4]
Table A.5 Gender: Independent Variable Survey Quiest
Investigator Year/Study Survey Question Response;
Tate, K. 1996 NBES | Sex of Respondent Male
(By Observation) Female
INTERVIEWER QUERY
Jackson, et al. | 2004 NPS (ASK ONLY IF NEC: Are you Male
male or female?) Female
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Table A.6 Age: Independent Variable Survey Question

Investigator Year/Study Survey Question Responses
Tate, K. 1996 NBES | Actual Age [QY1C] 17 - 90
Jackson, et al. | 2004 NPS Age [Cleaned] [AGE] 17 - 100

Table A.7 Ideology — Liberalism/Conservatism: Ineeegent Variable and Survey
Questions

Investigator

Year/Study

Survey Question

Responses

Tate, K.

1996 NBES

In general, when it comes to
politics, do you usually think of
yourself as a liberal, a
conservative, a moderate or wha

[QGI]

Conservative
Moderate
(2iberal

Jackson, et al.

2004 NPS

We hear a lot of talk about libera
and conservatives. When it com
to politics, do you usually think of
yourself as liberal or conservativg

S

cgonservative
Moderate

2P iberal

[QB3]

Table A.8 Presidential Job Approval: Independenialde Survey Questions

Investigator

Year/Study

Survey Question

Responses

Tate, K.

1996 NBES

Thinking about our nation’s
leaders, do you approve
disapproveof the way Bill
Clinton in handling his job as
President? [QC1]

Approve
Disapprove

Jackson, et al.

2004 NPS

How much do you approve ar

disapprove of the way GeorgeApprove

W. Bush has handled his jobl Somewhat Approve
as president? [QB10] Somewhat Disapprove
Disapprove
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Table A.9 The Nation’s Economy: Independent Vaeablrvey Questions

Investigator

Year/Study

Survey Question

Responses

Tate, K.

1996 NBES

How about the economy?
Would you say that over the p4g
year the nation’s economy has
gotten betterstayed about the
same or gotten worse [QES3]

gGotten Better
Stayed the Same
Gotten Worse

Jackson, et al.

2004 NPS

Would you say that over the p4g
year the nation’s economy has
gotten better, stayed about the
same, or gotten worse? [QF3]

st

Better

About the Same
Worse

Table A.10 Democratic Party Works Hard On Blackiéss Independent Variable Survey

Question
Investigator Year/Study Survey Question Responses
How hard do you think the
Democratic Party really works
Tate, K. 1996 NBES | on issues Black people care | Very Hard
about? Do you think they work Fairly Hard

very hard fairly hard not too
hard or not hard at albn issues
Black people care about? [F2]

Not Too Hard
Not Hard At All
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