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Plutocrats, Workers, and Farmers
Chapter 14 Summary 

Question: Why was collectivization becoming an increasingly important issue in American society in the late 1800’s? Whose collectivization is ultimately successful?
Chapter 14 is the story of the common man coming to age. The formation of strong unions such as the American Federation of Labor (AFL) and National Labor Union (NLU) brought positive changes such as wage increases, safer working conditions, (in the case of the NLU) cooperatives and (in the case of the AFL) collective bargains.  Because of (or in spite of) several large strikes and riots, unions had proved that they were here to stay in American life for decades to come. 
Industry was not the only place where collectivization emerged. The rural population was also emerging with one solid voice.  The Grange, Farmer’s Alliance, and later the Populist Party all united farmers in a growing agricultural business with shrinking profits. The voice of the common man was growing in an era where the laissez-faire economic policy of “let business run business” ruled the White House and economic elites such as Morgan, Carnegie, and Rockefeller.  Compromise would be needed to satisfy all parties; however, it would not come until the turn of the century.
Do Now- Why do you think unions are not as strong now as they were during the first half of the 20th Century?

Guided Reading Questions:

1. What factors led to the revival of unions?

2. How were unions going to compete with business if they were to succeed?

3. What is a cooperative?

4. What is collective bargaining?

5. How did most Americans feel about unions?

6. Explain the four problems facing farmers in the late 1800’s.

7. What did the Farmer’s Alliance try to accomplish?

8. Who were the Populists and whose interests did they look out for?

9. Why did the Populists lose the election of 1896? 

10. What was the political result in our government because of this?

Monograph Review 1 

McCloskey, Robert. American Conservatism in the Age of Enterprise, 1865-1910. New York: Harper & Row, 1951.


Robert McCloskey writes about the growing movement of conservatism in American ideology from the close of the Civil War through Teddy Roosevelt’s trust-busting Presidency.  He explains that conservatism at that time creates the basic outline for the modern-day viewpoint of rich conservatives. His explanation comes through an assessment of three major figures of conservatism: William Graham Sumner (professor), Stephen Field (Supreme Court Justice), and Andrew Carnegie (industrialist).


Sumner, as McCloskey puts it, was a strong believer in Social Darwinism, an increasingly popular idea of the time.  Sumner used Darwin’s idea of “survival of the fittest” to justify free enterprise in the late 19th Century. Along with free enterprise came the idea of freedom from government control not just of business, but of social decision. Government should be as small as possible so that it could interfere as little as possible in the lives of Americans according to Sumner. Aiding Sumner was Stephen Field. Although not agreeing with the rationale brought forth by Sumner, ideologically Field agreed with Sumner’s conservative policies and worked from the bench to change the definitions of ideas of liberty and equality to suite conservative ideology.


The life that Sumner and Field discussed was the life that Carnegie lived with one major exception. While Carnegie gained in the riches of free enterprise, he has one major distinction from the other two. Living the conservative dream gave him the unique perspective of understanding the consequences of the lifestyle he lived. He understood that although he lived well, it was important to give back in philanthropy, a concept Sumner and Field did not comply with. Overall, McCloskey explains late 19th Century conservative politics from theory to practice while leading the reader to think of the modern-day implications of the time period.

Monograph Review 2
Goodwyn, Lawrence. Democratic Promise: The Populist Movement in America. New York: Oxford University Press, 1976.


Lawrence Goodwyn covers the Populist Movement with a particular depth that is not often seen. Goodwyn explains that heart of Populism lies in the heart of most American: a balance between cooperation and competition. Populists understood the realities of competitive business while looking for a way for farmers to cooperate amongst themselves to be a competitive collective.


Populists saw the negative consequences surrounding laissez-faire economics on the Democratic principles in America. To them, free enterprise if left unchecked would destroy the heart of America and what is American. They were instead, striving to give a voice and dignity back to the common farmer.


A major goal that Goodwyn sets out to accomplish is reevaluate certain misconception about the Populists that were seen as truth written by John Hicks in the early 1930’s.  Hicks saw the creation of the Farmers Alliance and the People’s Party as a sequence of events in which the creation of the former led to the latter, in which the Farmers Alliance had a greater influence on the Populist movement. In reality, the Farmers Alliance and People’s Party had significantly different views.  Although taking ideas from both the Alliance and the People’s party, the Populist most wholly stood as a third party against East coast capitalism. 


Ultimately, Goodwyn speaks of the failures and triumph (yes, just one) that resulted from the Populist movement. The failures all came from discrepancies in the aims of the movement. There were too many conflicting views on how to solve the woes of American farmers in which no compromise was made. Its one triumph is the possibility that the masses can come together in hopes of achieving a common good for a large population.

Monograph Compare/Contrast
What groups became (or already were) collectivized in the late 19th Century? How did they achieve this?
	Rich Conservatives

· Growth in industry = Growth in money and power

· Strict Conservative ideals

· Laissez-faire economic system

· Social Darwinism

· Republican Party

· Collectivization of the rich
	Rural Farmers

· Increased farm equipment = more productivity

· Populism- mix of conservative and liberal ideals

· Blend of competition and cooperation

· Competitive collective

· Populist 3rd Party

· Collectivization of the farmer


Monograph Discussion for Students


During the late 19th Century, we see the collectivization of three groups either growing or being created. Rich Conservatives, Rural Farmers, and Industrial Unionists became the three major groups that most Americans could be categorized as.  A debate between the first two can be seen when trying to answer the following questions:

· Why was collectivization becoming an increasingly important issue in America in the late 1800’s?

· Whose collectivization is ultimately successful?

For the Rich Conservatives, the Industrial Revolution gave men such as Andrew Carnegie unprecedented wealth and power. These men justified their success with two major ideas. The first is known as laissez-faire capitalism, where business is allow to regulate itself (or not) as it sees fit, without government intervention. The second, adopted by many, but not all Republican conservatives is an idea called Social Darwinism in which the idea of “survival of the fittest” translated into survival of the economically fittest. In order to achieve this, the Rich Conservatives collectivized by not only controlling business, but all three branches of government and popular academic ideology.

For the Rural Farmers, they saw success come from the creation of new equipment, which on the surface should have given them higher profits. However, extremely high prices for the equipment and falling crop prices created great debt for most farmers. To solve this dilemma, the farmers created alliances and ultimately a third party, the Populist Party, to combat the power of the Republican Party, controlled by conservatives, and the Democratic Party who failed to deliver their promises. The Rural Farmers understood that competition would raise prices, but also understood that a level of cooperation would be needed to combat the Rich Conservatives. 

Although the Rural Farmers collectivized, northern and southern farmers could not agree on a unified platform to stand upon against the other two parties. Because of these discrepancies, the Rich Conservatives were able to hold onto their power through the end of the century. Ultimately, the Populist Party did give hope that collectivization of the masses had the possibility of achieving success for future generations.
Short Primary Source Documents

“Statement of the Strikers in Pullman”

1. Why did the Pullman workers go on strike?

2. What are the worker’s views of George Pullman?

3. According to the workers, how was Pullman able to make large profits despite the Panic of 1893?

4. According to the workers, how does Pullman view them?

5. How do the workers view themselves?

6. What are the similarities/differences with the riots in a prison in Kabul? http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/south_asia/4759190.stm 

“For the Further Benefits of Our People”

1. Approximately what fraction of workers was left by November 1893?

2. How did Pullman increase the number of employees from 2,000 to 4,200?

3. According to Pullman, how much profit/loss is he taking from each of the different types of cars being built?

4. How many days of contract work is in sight if Pullman went back to the original workforce and pay that he had in the first half of 1893?

5. Does Pullman directly tie the rent of his housing with the employment of his workmen? How does he justify this stance?

6. If you were the prison director of the Kabul prison what kinds of justifications would you use that Pullman used? Would they work? Why?

Long Primary Documents

“The People’s Party of America: Omaha Platform”

1. Which aspects of American society have been “brought to the verge of moral, political, and material ruin?”

2. What must we do in order to create a more perfect union?

3. What demands does the Platform make upon money?

4. What would happen to corporations if the second demand of transportation was met?

5. Which resolution is the most practical? Most radical? Explain.

6. What issues of reform exist today? Where is the reform coming from? Is it the correct place?
 “The National Economist, The Richmond Exchange Reporter, and The Virginia Sun Newspaper Articles”

1. (National Economist)What is the danger of reform?

2. What is the last of the American kings? Why are the deemed as dangerous?

3. What is the goal(s) the aim to achieve by breaking up the party?

4. (Richmond Exchange Reporter) Who is money important to? Why?

5. (Virginia Sun) How have the Democratic and Republican parties answered the question “shall the dollar rule the people, or shall the people ruled the dollar?” What alternative does the People’s Party give?

6. What third party has existed in recent American politics? Has it been successful? Why or why not? Will there be a successful third party in the near future?

Poem Discussion (see Appendix A)

The poem by Chris Ubando was written on the subject of the Pullman Strike. It takes the perspective of the strikers against Pullman and the United States government. Ubando paints the picture of the average man who has had enough and finally decides to stand up and fight, regardless of how ugly the struggle may be. When he does, however, the strike is crushed by government intervention. To a contemporary, it speaks of the hopelessness of the average man. It shows the power that big business and government has over the common man. Even when the workers decide to stand up for themselves, they are squashed. 

Question: Almost daily companies are reducing or eliminating workers benefits (such as health insurance) and/or pensions. Why do you not hear about strikes going on today? What do you think the government would do if there was a violent strike like the one at Pullman?

Picture Discussion (see Appendix B)

In this picture, there are protesters who have gathered at Haymarket Square in Chicago. The picture shows the scene at the point just after a grenade had exploded amongst policemen who were there to break up the rally. Immediately, the police begin to shoot, as does a protester. This picture is meant to arouse sympathy for the protesters, even though the bomb has exploded in the middle of the policemen. The police are shown as violent, angry, and organized together to crush the demonstration. On the other side, there is only one man who is fighting back while an old man is “preaching” and other commoners are fleeing for their lives.

Question: The viewpoint taken by the illustrator is the same viewpoint that would be taken by an Iraqi illustrator on incidents between the US Army and the Iraqi people. If the commoners were Iraqis and the policemen US soldiers, would you feel the same sympathy? Why or why not?
Appendix A
Poem

Panic, cuts, and lay-offs too

Let’s all join the ARU

Ticked, frustrated workers alike

Let’s continue this sympathy strike

Fights, mobs, fire and debris

This was surely anarchy

Soldier’s guns did explode

As we blocked every railroad

In 1894, it was all over

All because of President Grover

~Chris Ubando (AP US: Locke, JT WEST)

Appendix B

[image: image1.png]



Works Cited
Goodwyn, Lawrence. Democratic Promise: The Populist Movement in America. New York: Oxford University Press, 1976.

Haymarket Riot. http://www.museum.state.il.us/exhibits/athome/1850/timeline/hayriot-b.jpg. 

Hyser, Raymond, and Arndt, J. Chris. Voices of the American Past. NY: Wadsworth Publishing, 2000.
Link, William and Wheeler, Marjorie. The South in the History of the Nation. NY: Bedford/St. Martin’s, 1999.

McCloskey, Robert. American Conservatism in the Age of Enterprise, 1865-1910. New York: Harper & Row, 1951.

Pullman, George. “For the Further Benefit of Our People,” http://historymatters.gmu.edu/d/5306. 

Ubando, Chris. www.wikipedia.org.

