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OUTSIDE THE ARK: THE SEARCH FOR AN INDEPENDENT BLACK POLITICS 
IN URBAN MISSOURI, 1870-1900 

 
The Republican party is the ship and all else the sea. 

Frederick Douglass, August 15, 1888 
 
[W]hat part are we going to act in the great political drama of 1888?  Are we to stand Ôup 
and be counted by this party or that,Õ like so many dumb driven cattle, or É  are we going 
to act as men, each in accordance with his own uncoerced conviction and vote with that 
party which he may deem most likely to promote the interests of himself and [his] race? 

James Milton Turner, August 18, 1888 
 
The anti-Radical coalition that ÒredeemedÓ Missouri for the Democracy during the 1870s 

began to break down even before it had accomplished its ultimate goal: the overthrow of 

the stateÕs 1865 constitution, with its new, statewide systems of taxation and voter 

registration. 1  Although Democrats had defeated Republicans in part by drawing on the 

economic distress felt by many white farmers and wage workers in postwar Missouri, 

Democratic leaders struggled to unite the partyÕs diverse constituencies around a 

common economic program.  Combined with the presence of an already deeply fractured 

Republican Party, these Democratic rifts quickly reproduced the kind of partisan fluidity 

that had characterized Missouri politics during the war years.  While Democratic farmers 

and workingmen fused with bolting Republicans to form the ÒPeopleÕs PartyÓ in 1874, 

economic as well as racial conservatives like James S. RollinsÑ who had already shifted 

                                                 
1 For further examinations of partisan political factionalism and the breakdown of wartime political 
alliances in the postwar United States, see Herbert G. Gutman, ÒBlack Coal Miners and the Greenback 
Labor Party in Redeemer Alabama, 1878-79,Ó Labor History 10 (1969); Lawrence Goodwyn, Democratic 
Promise: The Populist Moment in America (New York: Oxford University Press, 1976); Paul Kleppner, 
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University Press, 1986), 71-112; Michael R. Hyman, The Anti-Redeemers: Hill-Country Political 
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from pro-slavery Whig, to anti-emancipationist Unionist, to anti-Radical DemocratÑ

made overtures to hard-money advocates within the Republican Party.  ÒUnless I am 

greatly mistaken,Ó Rollins wrote to Carl Schurz in April 1875, Òthe Democratic party 

begins already to feel the consequences of its narrow-minded partisan course in those 

States of which it had control.Ó2 

 As in many states across the nation, this tendency toward partisan factionalism 

was particularly pronounced in MissouriÕs cities and towns.3  Although Democrats were 

generally successful in maintaining their influence over rural areas despite the pressure of 

bolting farmers (and thus maintain their hold over statewide politics), the party quickly 

surrendered what dominance it had exerted in many urban districts, including even some 

small towns like Boonville, located within the stateÕs ÒBlack BeltÓ along the Missouri 

and Mississippi Rivers.  While these challenges in part reflected a return to the kind of 

rollicking, working-class politics that had inspired MissouriÕs antebellum lawmakers to 

place restrictions on the suffrage rights of urban white men during the 1830sÑ Boonville 

was, among other things, a river townÑ they also revealed a more fundamental 

transformation taking place in the lives of black Missourians. 

Long before the mass migration of African Americans to the urban North and 

West during World War I, black southerners traveled to and through cities and towns 

closer to home.4  Nowhere in the region was this early process of black urbanization 

                                                 
2 Bancroft, Speeches, Correspondence, and Political Papers of Carl Schurz, vol. 3, 152-3. 
 
3 On the causes and consequences of urban political factionalism in various state and local contexts during 
this period, see Fink, WorkingmenÕs Democracy; Peter J. Rachleff, Black Labor in Richmond, 1865-1890 
(Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1989); McKiven, Iron and Steel, 77-88; Richard Schneirov, Labor 
and Urban Politics: Class Conflict and the Origins of Modern Liberalism in Chicago, 1864-97 (Urbana: 
University of Illinois Press, 1998); and Stromquist, Reinventing Òthe People,Ó 56-82. 
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more pronounced than in the Border South.  None of the eleven traditional states of the 

former Confederacy had more than 27 percent of its black residents living in urban areas 

as defined by the federal census in 1900, but, with the exception of West Virginia, black 

urbanites constituted at least 35 percent of the total black population of every border state 

by the turn of the century.  Of DelawareÕs 30,697 black residents, over 37 percent lived in 

cities or towns with over 2,500 inhabitants in 1900.  Even in Kentucky, 35 percent of the 

stateÕs 284,706 African Americans were urban by this definition.  But no state trumped 

Missouri.  As in other slave states, black MissouriansÕ wartime flight from slavery had 

largely been a flight from the countryside as well.  After a brief period in which black 

Missourians returned to the soil in the hope of finding freedom as small producers, the 

pressures of white violence and rural poverty pushed more and more of the stateÕs black 

men and women toward the relative safety and prosperity of urban areas throughout the 

last three decades of the nineteenth century.  To these local migrants were added waves 

of ÒExodusters,Ó thousands of black southerners who traveled across Missouri to Kansas 

and the West after the collapse of Republican governments during the late 1870s and 

early 1880s.5  For all these reasons, over 47 percent of black Missourians could be found 

living in urban areas as early as 1890, and ten years later Missouri became the first state 

                                                                                                                                                 
4 For examples of postwar black urbanization and semi-urbanization (seasonal movement between town 
and countryside in search of work) in the South and Border South, see Rachleff, Black Labor in Richmond; 
George C. Wright, Life Behind a Veil: Blacks in Louisville, Kentucky, 1865-1930 (Baton Rouge: 
Louisiana State University Press, 1985);  Eric Arnesen, Waterfront Workers of New Orleans: Race, Class, 
and Politics, 1863-1923 (Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1994); McKiven, Iron and Steel; Tera W. 
Hunter, To ÔJoy My Freedom: Southern Black WomenÕs Lives and Labors after the Civil War (Cambridge, 
Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1997); Letwin, The Challenge of Interracial Unionism. 
  
5 The best study of the Exoduster movement as a whole remains Nell Irvin PainterÕs Exodusters: Black 
Migration to Kansas after Reconstruction (New York: Alfred A. Knopf, Inc. 1977); Bryan Jack provides an 
insightful analysis of the impact of the Exoduster migration on St. LouisÕs black community in his 
dissertation, ÒBridging the Red Sea: The St. Louis African-American Community and the Exodusters of 
1879,Ó (PhD diss., St. Louis University, 2004).    
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of the former slave South to have a majority of its African-American population residing 

in cities and towns.6 

The stateÕs formal black political leadership had always been centered in the 

cities, especially St. Louis, but black politics in Missouri truly became urban politics 

during this period.  While they were influenced by the larger economic transformations 

taking place around them, black Missourians also approached what became the twin 

processes of urbanization and political fragmentation through what they regarded as their 

own individual and community interests and their experience of race and partisan 

politics.  Despite white RepublicansÕ continued appeals for black loyalty at election time, 

many black Missourians still found the party unresponsive to their demands for access to 

better public services, public office, and state and municipal employment outside the 

dirtiest and lowest paid jobs.  And while the open disdain for black men and women 

expressed by many white Democrats at the local, state, and national levels continued to 

provide a powerful justification for Frederick DouglassÕs so-called ÒRepublican Ark,Ó a 

significant minority of black Missourians also proved willing to seize upon the 

opportunity presented by labor conflict and urban progressivism to forge a more 

independent political voice for themselves and their communities.7  Faced with hostile or 

                                                 
6 U.S. Twelfth Census, Population I (Washington, D.C.: United States Census Office, 1901) Table 24, 663-
664. 
 
7 Although DouglassÕs famous warning to black voters came to define his approach to partisan politics after 
his death, the popularity of the phrase had more to do with its utility during the political battles of the 
twentieth century than with its ability to adequately capture the complexity of DouglassÕs views on the 
politics of the 1880s and 1890s.  For example, he expressed a more conditional and nuanced take on 
Republican partisanship in a speech he delivered in Washington on April 16, 1888: ÒI am a Republican.  I 
believe in the Republican party.  My hopes for the future of the colored people are centered in the character 
and composition, in the wisdom and justice, and in the courage and fidelity of the Republican party.  I am 
unable to see how any honest and intelligent colored man can be a Democrat, or play fast and loose 
between the two parties.  But while I am a Republican and believe in the party, I dare to tell that party the 
truth.  In my judgment it can no longer repose on the history of its grand and magnificent achievements.  It 
must not only stand abreast with the times, but must create the timesÉ.   It must make the path of the black 
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unresponsive political organizations in both major parties, black Missourians struggled to 

press their demands through continued support for Republican organizations, fusion 

between Republicans and third parties, and at times even groups and parties outside of 

and in competition with the ÒParty of Lincoln.Ó 

Part of a longer chapter-in-progress examining the period as a whole, this paper 

explores the first and last of these options through an extended case of study of black 

politics in Kansas City, Missouri, in 1888.  In addition to the regular Democrats, the 

cityÕs Republican incumbents faced two major challengers in that yearÕs municipal 

election.  On one side stood the Law and Order League (LOL), originally a non-partisan 

temperance organization that had recently adopted the moniker of a local, anti-labor 

vigilante organization and fielded its own ticket.8  On the other was the Union Labor 

Party, the political arm of the cityÕs Knights of Labor (KOL).  Following their stunning 

victory against Jay GouldÕs railroad empire in 1885, the Knights had solidified a strong 

contingent of Local Assemblies on both sides of the Missouri River.  At the movementÕs 

height, the greater Kansas City area (Kansas and Missouri) contained four thousand 

Knights on the Kansas side alone.9  Although this strength had been sorely tested by 

GouldÕs success in the Great Southwest Strike in 1886, the area still contained at least 

fifteen Local Assemblies two years later, with black assemblies on both sides of the 

                                                                                                                                                 
citizen to the ballot box as safe and smooth as that of the white citizen.  It must make it impossible for a 
man like James Russell Lowell to say he sees no difference between the Democratic party and the 
Republican party.  If it fails to do all this, I for one shall welcome the bolt which shall scatter it into a 
thousand fragments.Ó  See John W. Blassingame and John R. McKivigan, Eds., The Frederick Douglass 
Papers, Series One: Speeches, Debates and Interviews, vol. 5 (New Haven, Conn.: Yale University Press, 
1992), 370-71. 
      
8 Kansas City Times, February 1888; For a discussion of the participation of Law and Order Leagues in 
anti-labor vigilantism during the Southwest Strike, see Fink, WorkingmenÕs Democracy, 122. 
 
9 Fink, WorkingmenÕs Democracy, 120. 
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line.10  Indeed, Kansas Knights had played a decisive role in their own cityÕs municipal 

election in 1887.  With the aid of C.H.J. Taylor, a black Democrat and newspaper editor, 

the KOL welded together a Òlabor RepublicanÓ coalitionÑ including Knights, dissident 

black Republicans, European immigrants, and anti-prohibition votersÑ which defeated a 

business ticket (itself aided by the Kansas LOL) and reelected the cityÕs reform mayor, 

Thomas Hannan. 

In this context, an independent black political movement was sparked on the 

Missouri side of the line when Paul Jones, a black lawyer, sought the position of city 

attorney on the Republican PartyÕs municipal ticket in 1888.  Although existing sources 

reveal nothing about JonesÕs background, it may have been similar to that of Taylor and 

the many other young, black professional men who traveled north and west during the 

period.  Born into slavery near Marion, Alabama, in 1856, Taylor had migrated first to 

Savannah, Georgia, and later northward in search of educational and professional 

opportunities.  After graduating from the University of Michigan, he read law there and 

at Wilberforce University and passed the Indiana state bar (without a law degree) in 

1877.  In 1884, he moved to Wyandotte, Kansas, where he quickly became embroiled in 

the effort to recover the governorÕs office for the stateÕs traditionally dominant 

Republican Party.11  When the new administration refused to reward his labor and loyalty 

with a political appointment, Taylor concluded that he and other black men like him (and, 

by extension, the race as a whole) could benefit far more from political independence 

                                                 
10 This figure is compiled from data in Jonathan Garlock, Guide to the Local Assemblies of the Knights of 
Labor (Westport, Conn.: Greenwood Press, 1982), 149-150, 245-246. 
 
11 Wyandotte, Kansas City, and Armourdale merged to become Kansas City, Kansas, in 1886.  Fink, 
WorkingmenÕs Democracy, 113.  On the influence of the Republican Party in Kansas during the 1880s, see 
Ostler, Prairie Populism, 72-90. 
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than consistent block-voting within a single party organization.  Whether as a cause or 

consequence of this decision, Taylor was able to convince WyandotteÕs Democratic 

officials to appoint him deputy city attorney, a post he held until 1887.   

Like TaylorÕs failed bid for office in 1884, Jones had presented himself as a 

candidate for city attorney at the Republican convention in 1888, but a majority of the all 

white delegation refused to place him on the partyÕs ticket.  For many of the cityÕs black 

residents, this personal defeat was a direct affront to their growing community.  Kansas 

CityÕs black population had swelled considerably since the Civil War.  While only 190 

black men and women resided in the city in 1860, its black population swelled to 8,143Ñ

over fourteen percent of the cityÕs totalÑ in only twenty years.  Although this 

phenomenal rate of growth would slow over the next decade, the cityÕs black population 

still almost doubled, measuring 13,700 in 1890.12  Most of the cityÕs black men and 

women worked as laborers or domestic servants, but the community also contained 

skilled and semi-skilled craftsmenÑ including stonemasons, bricklayers, and 

blacksmithsÑ as well as lawyers, doctors, and other members of the black professional 

class.13  Unlike their counterparts in many older African-American communities, 

including St. Louis, black leaders in Kansas City and other western towns, in the words 

of historian Randall B. Woods, Òdid not derive [their] status from a light skin, free 

parents, or participation in the anti-slavery movement.Ó  Describing KansasÕs black 

Òelite,Ó Woods noted, ÒBroadly speaking, É [ they] were ex-slaves, dark-skinned, and 

                                                 
12 U.S. Tenth Census, Statistics of the Population of the United States (Washington: GPO, 1883), 421. 
 
13 Charles E. Coulter, ÒTake Up the Black ManÕs BurdenÓ: Kansas CityÕs African American Communities, 
1865-1939 (Columbia: University of Missouri Press, 2006), 24-52.  
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self-made.Ó14  On March 28, 1888, approximately a hundred of the cityÕs black residents 

attended a mass meeting at Allen Chapel Òto express their indignation over the defeat of 

Paul Jones for nomination for city attorney.Ó According to the Kansas City Star, when 

W.W. Yates, a black Republican loyalist and local newspaper editor, tried to the address 

the crowd, Òthe men who were engineering the meeting would not allow him to be 

heard.Ó15 

Shut out by the reigning Republican administration, Jones and his supporters 

instead turned to the cityÕs growing class and political cleavages to forge a race-based 

sense of solidarity around his candidacy.  JonesÕs core of support appears to have come 

from black members of the Knights of Labor, who succeeded in having Jones nominated 

for city attorney on the Union Labor ticket in March.16  But black support for Jones also 

extended well beyond the Knights and therefore did not necessarily translate into support 

for the ticket as a whole.  On March 29, an unknown group of black Missourians Òdrew a 

large number of peopleÓ to a second mass meeting at the cityÕs ÒAfricanÓ Baptist Church.  

Jones and another independent black orator, Dr. James Henderson, addressed the crowd.  

This time, however, they were also joined by a white politician, J.J. Davenport, a former 

Republican and Kansas City sheriff who was now running for recorder on the cityÕs Law 

and Order ticket.  Despite the LOLÕs use of race bating rhetoric the year before in 

Kansas, ÒResolutions indorsing Jones for city attorney and Davenport for recorder, were 

adopted.Ó  Many black dissenters, therefore, appear to have regarded support for 

                                                 
14 Randall B. Woods, ÒC.H.J. Taylor and the Movement for Black Political Independence, 1882-1896,Ó The 
Journal of Negro History 67, 2 (Summer 1982): 123-24. 
 
15 In 1889, W.W. Yates married Josephine Silone, who would go on to co-found the Kansas City Colored 
WomenÕs League and become president of the National Association of Colored Women.  Kansas City Star, 
March 29, 1888; Coulter, 37-40. 
 
16 Kansas City Star, March 29, 1888.   
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Davenport as a way of striking at recalcitrant white Republicans without (at least 

directly) aiding white Democrats.  It is important to note that it was Davenport, and not 

the League, who received the meetingÕs endorsement.  Throughout the campaign, the Star 

suspected that the organizationÕs adoption of the name ÒLaw and Order LeagueÓ was 

more of a rhetorical ploy than a commitment to the principles it suggested.  The paper 

was particularly suspicious of Davenport, who as sheriff, Òhad refused to act vigorously 

[to enforce the cityÕs vagrancy laws] until the people were ready to organize vigilance 

committees for the suppression of the foot pads.Ó17  Although such stories might have 

reflected some actual connection between Davenport and the cityÕs black and white vice 

industries (as the paper suggested), they more likely demonstrated black MissouriansÕ 

support for the rare white official who had not used vagrancy laws to target members of 

their community.18  

 Still, JonesÕs candidacy divided the cityÕs black residents along partisan lines.  

Replying to his critics through the pages of the Gate City Press, Yates argued that the 

party had made a Òmistake É r aising the hope of the colored candidate for city attorney 

to the skies and then suddenly dropping him with a dull thud into the mud and mire of 

defeat.Ó  For Yates, however, JonesÕs impatience had also led him to make a similar 

error.  Instead of bolting the party, the black newspaperman argued, Jones should have 

                                                 
17 Ibid., March 30, 1888. 
 
18 Although it is difficult to calculate the exact number of arrests statewide, anecdotal evidence suggests 
that the stateÕs white officials used vagrancy laws as a means by which to police MissouriÕs black 
population.  In 1893, the New York Times reported on the pending case of Joseph Thompson before the 
Missouri Supreme Court.  According to the paper, Thompson, Ò[a] vagrant negro É was recently sold 
under the hammer at Mexico, [Missouri]É .  The case has brought down upon Missouri's devoted head a 
great deal of adverse criticism from outside writers not familiar with the circumstances which made such a 
proceeding possible in a State which is as free from the customs of the past as any Commonwealth in the 
UnionÉ.   It is but fair to the State to say that a white man, if he is a vagrant, may be sold as well as a 
negro.  No white man ever has been sold, but then the proportion of idle negroes to idle whites is about as 
[sic] 10 to 1."  New York Times, April 17, 1893. 
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Òtaken his defeat philosophically and bid his time for another year when [he believed] his 

nomination could have been assured.Ó  Yates drew on the imagery of the black church to 

make his point, comparing white supremacy to original sin: ÒThere are Republicans 

below par just as there are people in the church that ought to be in jail.  The good men in 

the Republican party cannot compel all the dough-faced, week-kneed Republicans to take 

high ground on questions of race equity any more than the preachers and deacons can 

reclaim all hypocrites and backsliders.Ó  Moreover, in an even stronger (if unintended) 

indictment of racism in the Republican Party, Yates argued that black Missourians should 

have welcomed even the minority of white delegates who voted for JonesÕs candidacy as 

a Ògreat victory for the colored race in Kansas City.Ó  For Yates and other black 

Republican loyalists, African Americans did not simply confront a choice between two 

political parties that were both influenced by white supremacy to one degree or another; 

instead, they saw a situation that forced African Americans to choose between racial 

discrimination in the Republican Party and the DemocratsÕ willingness to collude with 

the most violent of white supremacists.  In this context, Yates concluded, such 

ÒmistakesÓ within the Republican Party should be addressed Ò[within] party lines É [ not] 

in a way that É [ invites] ridicule and probable defeat of the very object aimed at.Ó19  S.B. 

Balley, a black Republican and the principal of Kansas CityÕs Lincoln School, described 

the stakes more bluntly: ÒTo bolt the Republican ticket means to go over to the 

Democratic party, for history shows us that one of the two great parties must rule.Ó20 

 White Republicans and their white political allies in the cityÕs reform community 

responded to the dissenters through the lens of racial paternalism and partisan political 

                                                 
19 Ibid., March 31, 1888. 
 
20 Ibid., March 29, 1888. 
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advantage.  When the cityÕs Democratic newspapers argued that the Republicans had 

acted unfairly toward Jones, the Star, an officially non-partisan paper that supported the 

Republican incumbents, warned that any Democratic overtures to black voters were 

nothing but a charade.  In a backhanded complement to black voters, the paper argued 

that DemocratsÕ attempt to Òcontrol the colored voteÓ showed Òthe utmost contempt for 

the intelligence of the colored people É [and demonstrated DemocratsÕ conviction] that 

the negroes have not the mental capacity to discover the real purpose of those who want 

to deceive them.Ó  The Republicans had not made a mistake, the paper argued; unlike 

Jones and his supporters, the party had simply recognized that Òit would have been 

unwise to nominate a colored man for the position of public prosecutor É. Ó  According 

to the Star, Republicans would Òhave spent their money É [ on] campaign expensesÓ only 

to fail at the general election, or Democrats, among whom Òrace prejudice É [ was] 

particularly predominant É w ould have handicapped [Jones] in the election and in the 

subsequent discharge of his duties É.Ó  Although the paper would go on to praise white 

Democrats for crossing party lines after the election, it counseled black Republicans to 

have patience and faith in the partyÕs white leaders.21  According to the Star, it was in 

black MissouriansÕ Òown interestsÓ to pursue Òthe same gradual progress which they have 

been making in private and public affairs since the war, and an appeal at the polls É 

would be premature and hazardous.Ó22   

Despite its paternalist rhetoric, the Star was correct in its recognition that white 

Democratic support for black political independence was not the same as support for 

black political empowerment in Kansas City.  While the cityÕs Democratic press gave 

                                                 
21 Ibid., April, 5, 1888. 
 
22 Ibid., March 28, 1888. 
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sympathetic coverage to Jones and the other black dissenters, other stories revealed a mix 

of fear, suspicion, and contempt for the cityÕs African-American community.  In 

February, the Kansas City Times had demanded the reinstitution of the whipping post 

when George Fields, Ò[a] tall, gaunt looking mulatto with a fiendish countenanceÓ was 

accused of Òattempting to criminally assaultÓ two young, white Òworking girls,Ó Minnie 

Wallace and Jennie Hogan.  Mixing the image of Sambo with the trope of the black beast 

rapist, the paper described Fields as a violent yet cowardly sexual deviant.  According to 

the paper, ÒBoth É young women were thrown to the sidewalk by the villainous mulatto, 

but screaming vigorously they frightened him away.Ó  Hogan Òwas badly bruised about 

the head É w hen she was thrown to the sidewalk by the brute,Ó the Times told its 

readers, but Wallace Òescaped without injury.Ó  After allegedly having fled the scene of 

the attack, Fields was arrested by an officer, Òhiding behind billboards at Tenth and 

Broadway.Ó  Kansas CityÕs white Democrats generally opposed Òsocial equalityÓÑ

countenancing the stateÕs anti-miscegenation statute, segregation in public schools, and 

various other forms of racial segregation in public as well as private lifeÑ but the party as 

a whole gradually abandoned its opposition to black menÕs participation in the 

institutions of republican governance in the wake of the Fifteenth Amendment.  Although 

some of them would again shift their position in the face of increasing Republican 

victories after 1900, most of the stateÕs white Democrats, especially in larger urban areas 

like Kansas City and St. Louis, found that supporting divisions within the Republican 

Party served their interests more than directly attacking the principle of impartial 

manhood suffrageÑ a principle they found compatible with the maintenance of white 

supremacy in Missouri.23 
                                                 
23 Kansas City Times, February 25, 1888. 
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 Republican W.K. Hawkins handily defeated Jones by five thousand votes on 

election day.  Yet, a closer look at the results suggests that Jones succeeded in attracting a 

significant number of black Republicans in addition to some support from among black 

and white union members, especially the Knights of Labor.  But such support did not 

necessarily go both ways: while black voters appeared willing to bolt the Republican 

Party to support a black candidate or an established white political ally, they were not as 

willing to break with the party across the board.  Although Jones only garnered 11 

percent of the total votes cast for the office of city attorney, his vote total was higher than 

the tally for any other candidate on the Union Labor ticket; while Kansas City voters cast 

1,627 ballots for Jones, they cast only 661 for the partyÕs white mayoral candidate; 736 

for treasurer; 1,580 for auditor; and 471 for recorder.  Moreover, Hawkins scored his 

victory over the Democratic candidate by only five hundred votesÑ far less than the 

margin for the other Republican candidates.  Davenport also won (the only candidate 

from the LOL to do so), garnering more votes than any single candidate.24  But even 

these limited successes proved short-lived; in November, the Union Labor Party itself 

split when the stateÕs executive committee dropped its candidate for governor in favor of 

fusion with the Republicans, and Jones left the city sometime later that year.25  It would 

not be until after World War I, when a new generation of African-American migrants had 

again challenged the racial structure of MissouriÕs political life, that either major political 

party would nominate a black candidate for any comparable office in Kansas City.26 

                                                 
24 Kansas City Evening Star, April 4, 1888. 
 
25 Kansas City Star, November 2, 1888; Kansas City, Missouri, Directory (1889). 
 
26 Coulter, Take Up the Black ManÕs Burden, 47. 



 

 14 

 In addition to revealing more about the ways in which African Americans 

struggled to realize the promise of freedom in the wake of emancipation, the stories of 

Jones and MissouriÕs other black political dissenters are important because they add to 

our understanding of the process by which most (but not all) of the states of the former 

slave South became the ÒNew SouthÓ of legal segregation and mass disfranchisement by 

the end of the first decade of the twentieth century.  By looking from the border and not 

the Black Belt, we can begin to see not only the broad influence of white supremacy in 

American political culture during the late nineteenth century but also the central role that 

black urbanization played in creating a distinct social and political landscape in the 

Border South during the 1880s and 1890s.  As white Democrats across the region began 

to turn to a new rhetoric of white supremacy to heal their partiesÕ factional wounds at the 

turn of the century, they did so within statewide political contexts that had been shaped as 

much by the relative impact of urbanization, partisan factionalism, and labor conflict as 

by the experience of civil war and reconstruction.     

  

 

      


