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ABSTRACT OF THE THESIS
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Professor Aisha K. Finch, Chair

This thesis will examine the Phyllis Wheatley’s activism in th#esaent housing
movement in Chicago between 1910 and 1930. Beginning in 1908, the Phyllis Wheatley Home
housed Black migrant women and girls who arrived to Chicago without relatives and econom
resources. The home was established due to racial segregation in housing ameamainst
settlement homes; unsanitary housing conditions; and the sexual exploitatiookofvBraen.
The Phyllis Wheatley Home offered adequate housing for Black migrantny@me protection
from sexual exploitation. However, the Phyllis Wheatley Club relied onthedial resource
from Black civic organizations and institutions toward fulfilling their objeagi The club’s
settlement work exemplified what sociologist Patricia Hill-Collirizela their “other mothering”
role to Black migrant girls and women. | contend that the Phyllis WheatigysGither

mothering combined elements of feminism and Black economic nationalismriqulest for



uplifting Black migrant women, and the Black Belt community.



The thesis of Abraham Carter Kimani Sr. is approved

Mignon R. Moore
Scot Brown

Aisha K. Finch, Committee Chair

University of California Los Angeles

2012



ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

There are many people that deserve credit for following me in mydajourney
toward completing this project. First and foremost, | give thanks to my lnat&avior Jesus
Christ for giving me the spiritual fortitude to collect such tremendous wsesard to spend
countless days and hours writing each chapter, even under the most discouragmstairces.
Also, I would like to thank my beautiful wife of four years, Alexandra Clarkfar
unconditional love and support of my endeavors in graduate school. More specificgbyedse
my gratitude to Alexandra for taking the bulk of the responsibilities in cafieg our two
children, Abraham Jr. and Joseph Kimani during my three year tenure as a Madensia
UCLA’s Afro-American Studies Department. Words cannot express how maehk hly wife
and two sons.

Also, | would like to thank my parents, Moonyene Smith and August Brown, and my
grandmother Brenda Brown for their encouragement and interest in my resegech p
Moreover, it was my mother’s decision to attend college when | was 13 yddhabinspired
me to pursue my education beyond high school. My mother-in-law Phyllis Waweru, who is a
second mother to me deserves credit for my success as a graduate studemhyltvife and
mother-in-law who constantly made sure that all assignments were tedhptetime, and that
this project would never go incomplete. Though | mentioned my sons earlier on, | waarko t
Abraham Jr. and Joseph for their presence in my life. One of my purposes of pursuingggradua
school was to set an example for my sons to get an even better education than atiesed to
use my education to teach my sons about African-American history.

Furthermore, this thesis could not have come into fruition without my committee
members in UCLA’s Afro-American Studies Department. | particubadyt to thank Dr. Aisha

\Y



Finch for all of her comments and suggestions for each and every page of my thdsiscid
has taken a keen interest in my project since its birth in 2010. For the last twdye&iach
has pushed me to think more critically on the issues of race, class, gender, antysexuali
African-American history, culture, and social movements. Also, | thank Dr. SoatrBand Dr.
Mignon Moore for their interest and desire for me to learn more about the histbspeiology
of African Americans in the United States. Dr. Brown’s knowledge on Black nhsionhas
inspired me to look at the Phyllis Wheatley Club’s settlement through the lengosf Bl
nationalism. On the other hand, Dr. Moore’s passion and expertise in the Black fandilgnkire
into examining the Club’s settlement home through the lens of the Black family.

My undergraduate professors and mentor’s from the Africana and ChicanoksStudi
Departments at California State University of Dominguez, the late DifakViLittle, Dr.
Munashe Furusa, Dr. Salim Faraji, Dr. Irene Vasquez, and Prof. Keith Claybr@rkedesedit
for molding me to become a scholar, and someday a leader in the African-Amenuaimaity.
When | was a freshman at CSUDH in 2003, Dr. Little predicted that | will haatoral
degree, even when | was not sure about pursuing graduate school. Well, I'm one stdp clos
achieving that goal. Moreover, Dr. Furusa, Dr. Faraji, and Dr. Vasquez are ibkptorany
fortune of getting accepted into the Master of Arts program in UCLA’s AfreeAcan Studies
Department. Also responsible for this success is Michelle WaitersAday director of the
McNair Scholars Program at CSUDH. When | was admitted into the McNair Rragr2007, |
was not sure if | would be able to take on the task of conducting and presentinghresear
Africana Studies. Yet, in the two-years that | was in the program, Mécalte me the

opportunity to succeed as an undergraduate scholar. Also, the McNair program proved to be an
excellent preparation program for graduate school and thesis writingaridasertainly not least,

Vi



| would like to thank all of my friends and cohorts in the Afro-American Studies Depat at
UCLA. Though there are too many to name, | appreciate their interesipisydnd enjoyed

learning about their research.

Vil



TABLE OF CONTENTS

Abstract il
Acknowledgements %
Introduction 1

Statement of Problem/Background 5

Research Methodology 8
Literature Review 9

Chapters 14
Implications for Study 16

Chapter 1: A Promised Land Without Promising
Homes: Race, Class, and Housing in Migration-
Era Black Chicago 20

Chapter 2: Home-Work: Black Motherhood and
The Professionalization of Settlement Work in the
Phyllis Wheatley Home 40

Chapter 3: From the Red-Light District to the Black
Belt: The Phyllis Wheatley Club, the Chicago Defender,
And the Struggle to Eliminate Prostitution on Chicago’s

South Side 60
Conclusion 89
Bibliography 91

viii



Introduction

Mothers of the Citgxamines the Phyllis Wheatley Club’s settlement work and
community activism in Chicago between 1910 and 1930. Through analyzing the Club’s
settlement work in the Phyllis Wheatley Home, | propose that the Home eftednibie
communal family structure historically central to Black communities.Atnglis Wheatley Club
expanded their maternal responsibilities to the physical and social wefifalack migrant
women and girls. Since the Phyllis Wheatley Home was both a private and patiligion, the
club was able to infuse the domestic ideologies of motherhood into its professnphaym@ent
as settlement workers. Consequently, the Phyllis Wheatley Club’s profes=stoalof
motherhood and settlement work generated much needed economic resources from African
American civic organizations and institutions that kept the home in operations.onte H
became an important platform for Black clubwomen’s community activismmniite larger
social issues of residential segregation and racial inequality in housidig@os during the
Great Migration. Essential to the Club’s campaign was to shelter Blackmhigomen from
poverty, to provide sanitary housing, to offer educational programs, to assist Blaekwo
finding work, and to protect Black women from exposure to illicit institutions.

In the first three decades of the twentieth century, Chicago wasasitajfor the mass
migration of working-class African-American southerners seeking upwmability through
housing, education, and employment opportunities that were prohibited in the south. The
decision for Black southerners to relocate to Chicago was influenced througicthation of
the Black newspaper, tlighicago Defendeand its propaganda that guaranteed decent housing,
education, and employment for Blacks moving to Chicago from the rural south through the
campaigning efforts of Robert Abbott, founder and editor of the Chicago Defender.
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Furthermore, the racial and sexual violence against African-Ameriearamd women in the
forms of lynching and rape proved to be an added incentive for Black southerners te toigra
cities across the northeast and Midwest.

With no prospects of decent housing, education, and employment, African-American
working-class southerners migrated to Chicago in hopes of gaining acbes®tschools,
homes, and jobs. However, the migration of African-American southerners to Chiceggsied
racial tensions between whites and European immigrants, and AfricancAngerRacial
segregation in Chicago’s industrial labor force, schools, and residential neighborhoods
challenged the efforts of African-American migrants to achieveakand economic upward
mobility.’

Sociologist E. Franklin Frazier's bookhe Negro Family in Chicag932) was one of
the earliest studies of Black migrant families in Chicago during thg ®eghtieth century.
Frazier contributes the failure of Black migrants to achieve upward mahili@icago t o their
severance of two major Black institutions in the rural south; the extendeg tardithe Black
church. Frazier's argument is based on the intertwining factors of lower edatattainment,
higher rates of juvenile delinquency among African-American youth, laakpatriarchal
influence in the home, and the inability of Black mothers to supervise their c’sldiivities
because of their participation in the labor fotéeazier's critique of the Black family in
Chicago during the first Great Migration Era is based on the premisBl#titworking-class
families failed to follow the white middle-class model of the patriarchellean family. This
model requires women to stay at home and serve as mothers and caretak&hseaf ehd men
to work outside the home to provide for the family, as well as protecting their andes

children.



Because Frazier is only examining nuclear Black families inatiagr-era Chicago, he
fails to take into account the significance of Black women’s community orgemmgand
institutions, namely settlement and orphanage homes that provided an extended and communa
family atmosphere for native African-American Chicagoans and southerk Bigrants
moving to Chicago, particularly working-class women and children. Although sghalarks
on the Great Migration in Chicago between 1910 and 1930 have documented the social and
political activities and activism of African-American women'’s clubsatreély few scholarly
works center the community activism of African —American clubwomen witt@rcontext of
the Black extended and communal family structure.

One exceptional scholarly work that foregrounds African-American clul@mtm
activism is that of educator Anne Meis Knupfefeward a Tenderer Humanity and a Nobler
Womanhood: African-American Women'’s clubs at the Turn of the Century Ciiic3gf).
Knupfer makes a compelling argument that African-American womerniistas were
representative of the domestic ideology of motherhood within the public spheres ofd&hicag
African-American community. Knupfer’'s analysis of African-Amanamiddle-class women'’s
clubs focused on the establishment of orphanage and settlement homes for AfreEdcan
women and children, homes for elderly African-Americans, fundraisingtsesi industrial and
classical educational programs, and political representation for AfAngericans in Chicago as
markers of what sociologist Patricia Hill-Collins calls the “other mrigé tradition of African-
American women.Furthermore, Knupfer gives some attention to the concerns of African-
American clubwomen in regards to the illicit activities of Africamérican youth in general,
and African-American girls and women in particular inside of Chicago’s Hsodimel saloons.
However, Knupfer falls short of analyzing the “other mothering” of Afriéamnerican
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clubwomen’s communal family structure of settlement homes within the ldigpaurses of
Black Nationalism and Black feminism.

While African-American clubwomen established numerous settlement phdnage
homes in Chicago between 1910 and 1930, | will limit my focus to examining thesPhylli
Wheatley Club’s settlement activism. Founded in 1896 in Chicago, the Phyllis @h€&atb
was comprised of Black middle-class women whose social reforms e@redgoward the racial
uplift of the Black Belt community. More specifically, the Phyllis Whea@dub’s reform
programs targeted African-American working-class migrant women mawgihicago without
familial ties, employment, and housifig.

The Phyllis Wheatley Home was established in 1908 over Black clubwomen’sreoncer
over the larger social issues of racial segregation in residential spacebite settlement
houses; the deterioration of housing and environmental conditions in the Black Belt; and the
sexual exploitation of Black women in houses of prostitution proliferating in ek Belt’
Ultimately, the Phyllis Wheatley Club’s objective was to provide sanitanging, and to protect
Black migrant women against sexual exploitation in the Black Belt's hougeesiitution. |
argue that the Phyllis Wheatley Home represented a female-headka@&iamunal family
structure combining elements of Black economic nationalism and feminism inuggls for
upward social mobility and respectability in accordance with the Blacklleaadass ideology of
racial uplift. Furthermore, the Phyllis Wheatley Home served as a deatestipublic institution
where Black clubwomen were employed as settlement workers, and atnenhérsa, fulfilled
and transcended their expected maternal role of looking after the physical @hevetiare of
Black children and women.

The success of the Phyllis Wheatley Home can be largely attributedrtaltiiey to
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organize social events to solicit economic resources from Black civic organgzand
institutions® As Knupfer’s study of Black clubwomen’s settlement work in Chicago duriag th
early twentieth century points out, the majority of Black settlements shert lived due to the
lack of economic resources from the Black community, as well as from whidaibinopists’
Unlike most Black settlements however, the Phyllis Wheatley Home was unithed the Club
rarely relied on white philanthropist to financially support the Hdfe.

The Phyllis Wheatley Club’s economic organizing of fundraising and chaivigsdr
enlisted the support of Black women'’s clubs and civic and religious institutions to pravete m
needed money toward household supplies and mortgage payments for the home. The economic
abundance of resources Black civic organizations and institutions donated maddlthe Ph
Wheatley Home the longest running Black settlement on Chicago’s South Side Hareagly
twentieth century® Thus, the Club and the Home fulfilled, according to historian Kevin Gaines,
one crucial aspect of racial uplift ideology, the “accumulation of wedt/ithout the
accumulation of economic resources from the Black community, the Phyllis \&hekatine
would not have survived as a settlement that served to shelter Black migramnt fwomeexual
exploitation; to provide sanitary housing for Black women; to offer educatioogitgms; and
serve as an employment agency to help Black female migrants find workfdreett is
important to examine the racial uplift ideologies of the Phyllis Whe&lalp and their
settlement work through the lenses of Black economic nationalism and fennmnise face of
institutionalized racism against African Americans in Chicago duhagtrly twentieth
century™?

Statement of Problem/Background

Historian Kevin Gaines argues that middle-class Blacks in the aahtieth century
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used the discourse of racial uplift ideologies to claim equal access émsitip and human
rights. According to Gaines, the characteristics of racial uplift includedhperance, thrift,
social purity, and patriarchal authority.” By living up to these values, middés-&lacks, like
their European immigrant counterparts were capable of assimilatmgimérican society”
Through clinging to this argument, middle-class Black community actiastht to
desegregate schools and residential spaces; to improve housing conditions inkiliBeB]4c
gain suffrage rights; and to have political representation. However, Ameacel and political
institutions remained highly segregated and excluded African Americghmte the latter half
of the twentieth century. As a result, African Americans established, funtte& positions
of leadership in their own social and political institutions. The Phyllis Whe@lldy's
involvement in the Black settlement housing movement demonstrates this casg.in poi

Historian Elizabeth Lasch-Quinn’s study of Black settlements througheuinited
States between 1890 and 1945 highlights the racial exclusion of African-Amgogth from
mainstream settlements that catered to the Americanization of EasteBoathern European
immigrants. Quinn’s analysis illustrates how white social reformmade distinctions between
European immigrant and African-American families to justify theidesion of Blacks from
their settlement homes. White social reformers like Jane Addams extiBiack families for
failing to adhere to the white middle-class model of the patriarchal fa@algsequently, Quinn
concludes that Addams and other white social reformers blamed the lack ohalpaterence
of Black families for the sexual promiscuity and exploitation of Blacls gind women.

In contrast, white social reformers praised Eastern and Southern Europagramhm
families for sharing similar values of the patriarchal family, Bpadly the father’s protection of
the sexual purity of their daughters. Thus, white social reformers arguddréigh born
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Europeans, unlike U.S. born Blacks, were capable of becoming assimilatedess @fiz
American society? In return, African-American youth in Chicago were denied the social reform
programs in domestic science, education, and job training offered in mainstrdameses that
were proliferating during the early twentieth century.

As such, Black women'’s clubs like the Phyllis Wheatley Club establishiehsents in
the Black Belt as a response to the racial segregation in mainstrél@meset homes. Historian
Wilson Jeremiah Moses contends that as “domestic feminists,” Black cluiowapplied the
Black Nationalist component of “institutional separatism” in establishiagiB$ettlement¥’
Central to the success of the Phyllis Wheatley Home was the clubwoabditisto intersect the
ideologies of domestic feminism and Black economic nationalism. Domesimidenrefers to
the maternal role of women as homemakers through providing shelter, education, ecttbprot
for their children®’

As a private space, the Phyllis Wheatley Home represented the clgbissoence to
mainstream and Black middle-class expectations women'’s role as mextkdecaretakers of the
home. This aspect of the club’s domestic feminism made the Home appealingkoniidle-
class men and women. By taking on the maternal responsibility of providingeansett home
for migrant Black women, the Phyllis Wheatley Club and the home generated much needed
money from Black civic organizations and institutions. However, the Phyllis Végddtime
was also a public space. Thus, the Phyllis Wheatley Club professionaliz&dhRidterhood
through its employment of Black middle-class women in settlement #ditktough hosting
fundraising drives, house parties, and social events, the Phyllis Wheatley Glubeisgoney to
properly sanitize the home and pay the mortgage payments to keep the home opeaating as
business? The Club’s concern for the physical welfare of Black migrant women added to the
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necessity of keeping the Home open. By doing so, the Phyllis Wheatley Hueaeé asithe
platform for the club to position themselves as social, political, and economicsleatten the
Black settlement housing movement, and Chicago’s Black Belt region in general.

Research Methodology

An archival and textual analysis in the African-American newsp&ecago Defender
is useful for examining the social activities and community activism of tiiisWheatley
Club and Home in Chicago. In general, Black newspapers are an excellent saunakyzhg
the social, political, cultural, and historical significance of organizatindsrestitutions in
African-American communities that received lesser attention in schéitarature on the Great
Migration. As a well-known Black women’s organization, the meetings and evemsl thgsthe
Phyllis Wheatley Club were often publicized in tBleicago DefenderThe posting of the club’s
meetings and events in tbefendemreflected their status as respected community leaders in the
Black Belt. Furthermore, articles written by the Phyllis Wheatleyb in theDefendercalled for
African-American civic organizations and institutions to support the socialekested by the
clubwomen in their settlement home, and in various Black civic spaces.

The secondary literature on Black feminism offers an historical and sgicial analysis
on the role of African-American working and middle class women in the dompk#eesand
public institutions. Black feminist scholars discussed the ideology of extenddy &nd
communal motherhood through examining African-American women’s commuatikysan. In
order to understand this ideology, | will look at the Black feminist theory of motherhatvitid
Hill Collins’, Shifting The Center: Race, Class, and Feminist Theorizing About Motherhood
(1994); and Ula Taylor'sThe Veiled Garvey: The Life and Times of Amy Jacques GE06%)
shed light on the social constructions of Black motherhood that negotiate and intén&vine
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domestic and public responsibilities of women in the African-American comynunit
Furthermore, Collins’s and Taylor’s respective works suggest that Blaclkemsmctive
participation in the labor force, and their activism and leadership in Blackoryamizations
and institutions were a critical aspect of their maternal responsibility iftingptheir homes and
communities.

Literature Review

This thesis will draw from historical and sociological bodies of literatumgder to
demonstrate the importance of the Phyllis Wheatley Club’s settlemektawdrcommunity
activism in Chicago during the Great Migration. Scholarship on Black fennastyt is
absolutely necessary for analyzing the ideology of domestic motherhood \Wwéhioritext of
communal institutions as a source of social, economic, and political empowernteant of t
African-American community. Sociologist Patricia Hill Collins argtiest the public/private
ideologies of “motherwork” amongst African-American, Asian, Latino, aativd American
women are not dichotomized between men’s work in the public sphere and women’s work in the
private sphere. Rather, Collins posits that the public/private ideologies ofrhuddaevere
interconnected and interdependent on women of color’s participation in the public worksforce a
part of their maternal responsibility to provide for the home. Collins critiques ¥dminist
scholarship on motherhood for ignoring the intersections of race and class antigges of the
balance of work and family as a central aspect of mothering among women of-calasing on
working class women of color, Collins stresses the significance of wormepkyment in the
labor force for the physical, social, and economic autonomy and survival ofrA&kio&rican,
Asian, Latino, and Native American communities and famffies.

Historian Ula Taylor’s biography of Amy Jacques Garvey’s long historgtofisam in
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the Universal Negro Improvement Association (UNIA) exemplified whatcalls “community
feminism.” Taylor posits that community feminists worked on behalf of empowenen,
women, and children within the African American community. Furthermorepil ajjlates
community feminism within the intersections of Black feminism and nationald€cording to
Taylor, however, Black men’s sexist attitudes toward Amy Jacquee@sainole in the UNIA
perpetuated the problematic challenges of gender relations within Blaickdest
organizations. Taylor’'s analysis of Amy Jacques Garvey’s role in the UNiBtrdtes that as a
community feminist, Garvey accepted the expectations of Black women'asa@thers and
caretakers of the home. Yet, Garvey emphasized that as educated wortlewdien’s
activism and influence in public spaces where male leadership dominated seamembast to
Black men, challenged male patriarchy, and helped to uplift the community iratféner

Historian Kevin Gaines explores the early twentieth century ideologiesiaf uplift
among middle-class African Americans through the lens of race, class,ratet.g@aines
argues that African-American middle-class status was based on iddeupdit ideologies of
self-help, temperance, hard work, sexual morality, and education rather than ecgpati
income, and material possessions. Gaines’ analysis of Black racial uglifssks the Black
middle class’s issues of racial identity, cultural assimilation, palitepresentation, Black
Nationalism, racial and sexual violence, gender relations, and intra-rasialtehsions.
Furthermore, Gaines highlights an important component of uplift ideology: to prosett Bl
women from sexual violence, and denounce the sexual stereotypes of Black weeReals
promiscuity used to justify the victimization of Black women through rape.

A comparison of African-American women’s participation in the southern and northern
labor force is necessary to examine the strengths and pitfalls of theMigeation for African
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American working-class women and families. Historian Jacqueline Jones potrthat African-
American women’s participation in the labor force was necessary for thiy fsuonomy
because of racial discrimination against Black men, and the low wages temgdda the
northern and southern labor forces. However, Jones also highlights the margomabz &iack
women from industrial labor unions, the low wages and low hierarchal positions of Black
migrant women in the industrial labor force, and the sexual harassment Blad demastic
workers continued to face in white households. Jones discusses the different responses
African-American women in challenging the racist and sexist divisiorbof la&According to
Jones, these strategies ranged from their reliance on extended famdykseb provide
household labor and economic stability to engaging in illicit activities asemative form of
employment, namely engaging in sex labor in brothels and cabarets througlittnsi8e of
Chicago.

According to historian Cynthia Blair's study of African-Americamde prostitutes in
Chicago between 1870 and 1930, the factors that drove working-class Black women into the
illicit sex trade included discrimination and exclusion from the industrial fvoe and their
refusal to work as domestics and laundresses for little pay. Blair ackahged the risks and
dangers facing African-American female prostitutes of catching gahdiseases, sexual
assaults, arrest, and jail sentences. However, Blair contends thahAd&noarican working-
class female prostitute’s decision to participate in the illicit sexemy was an act of
challenging Black middle-class ideals of respectability and gamisense of agency over their
bodies.

Historian Chad Heap (2009) addresses the historical practice of slumming amddiey m
class whites who traveled into immigrant and Black working-class comnaiimt@hicago and
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New York between 1885 and 1940. Heap argues that by the late nineteenth and eaethtwent
centuries, slumming had a different connotation and purpose for middle-class whiitedithia
the mid-nineteenth century. Heap notes that slumming activities amongerolddg$ whites
during the late nineteenth century were centered on morally reformingimnigrant working-
class communities from illicit activities such as gambling, alcoholismpeostitution. By the
early twentieth century, Heap argues that the activities of white matitis-slummers in
immigrant and Black communities in Chicago and New York shifted from mdoahre¢o
engaging in these same activities of prostitution, gamblimg, and alcoholisneqDensly, Heap
points out that by partaking in illicit activities in African-American Wiag-class communities,
white slummers reinforced the notions of moral inferiority to be associatedifvican
Americans. More specifically, the presence of white male slummerseamadlicit sexual
relations with Black prostitutes threatened the efforts of middle-Bliask Belt leaders to
eliminate the vice of prostitution in the Black Belt, and to denounce the stezsatlyBlack
women'’s sexual promiscuity.

Historian Kevin Mumford (1997) explores interracial sex relations betweek8&nd
whites in Chicago and New York between 1900 and 1930. According to Mumford, Black/white
sexual relations in Chicago and New York must be understood within the histontaktcof
the Jim Crow era. Mumford discusses the sexual violence committed agaicisinBimen at the
hands of white men during the early twentieth century. Also, African-Amemen who were
accused of sexually assaulting white women in the south were lynched. Althougbrslatso
highlights what he calls the “sexual racism” of whites against biadksrthern cities during the
early twentieth century, Mumford declares that due to the Great Migratiah/\Jetate sexual
relations in northern cities such as Chicago and New York were more frequent, andtengn e
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more acceptable than in the sotftvMumford posits that the examination of race relations in
urban leisure spaces of cabarets, speakeasies, and saloons are imporimitoedde extent
to which African-American migrants enjoyed the freedom of sexually imbgitmng with white
northerners without the threat of racial violence and criminal prosecutionegtegation of
Blacks and whites from social institutions was influenced by the notion that Blecksnorally
inferior to whites.

African-American clubwomen’s settlement activism in Chicago steirfnoen the racial
exclusion of Blacks from mainstream settlements that catered to thecamieation of Eastern
and Southern European immigrants. Historian Thomas Lee Philpott (1991) analyzes the
dynamics of race, class, and immigration within the context of residergiaigsgion in the
Settlement Housing Movement taking place in Chicago between 1880 and 1930. Philpott
contends that middle-class white American reformers were more tetkrasassimilating
Eastern and Southern immigrants into American cultural values and societyrefisiag
African American admission into homes such as Jane Addams’ Hull House, rdp8ktcks
were incapable of assimilation and moral reform. Philpott emphasized than#érécAnization
of white ethnic groups who immigrated to the United States through educationahpsagrd
preparation for the labor force could move them out of the slums and poverty By tcoatiab
segregation in housing, schools, and jobs kept Blacks confined to the deteriorating comditions
the ghetto.

Historian Elizabeth Lasch-Quinn (1993) similarly challenges the dlaatnwhite middle-
class settlement workers in the northeast and Midwest between 1890 and 194%eladlgiéws
of race in the Settlement Housing Movement. Lasch-Quinn criticizestream settlement
houses like Jane Addams’ Hull House for refusing to extend their services to, Bladks
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serving white immigrants of all nationalities. Lasch-Quinn’s discussidineoAmerican
Settlement Housing Movement from World War | to World War Il discusseddtiene of
Eastern and Southern European wave of immigration into the United States, and tisenocrea
presence of Black youth in settlement houses. Lasch-Quinn argues that Bhaek gettlement
workers responded by establishing settlement homes and community centeaskoydsith in
the southern, northeastern, and Midwestern cities in the face of segregmticacism from
mainstream settlement houses.
Chapters

This thesis will be divided into three chapters. The first chapter will am#tgzPhyllis
Wheatley Club’s settlement work within the larger context of residengatgation and racial
discrimination in the mainstream settlement housing movement. | argubehméss migration
of working-class Black southerners to Chicago heightened racial tensioreebddacks and
whites over the issue of housing segregation. More specifically, | contendgltsntial
segregation and deteriorating housing conditions affected middle-clags Bemuch as it did
their poor and working-class counterparts. This chapter examines the unsanitarg hods
environmental conditions under which African Americans of all socioeconomic loacicy
were force to live; and the economically exploitative practices of whitddeds who charged
Black tenants higher rent payments for homes that were similar to thoseopE&miimmigrants.
Also, | will discuss the significance of restrictive covenants in limitimgspatial expansion of
the Black Belt, and excluding middle-class African Americans with the@d¢iaameans to move
into white neighborhoods. Consequently, the deterioration of housing conditions and de facto
segregation in residential spaces contributed to the rapid spread of dikaastsmed the lives
of numerous African Americans in the Black Belt.
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The second chapter will discuss the establishment of the Phyllis Whieatiey as a
response to the unsanitary housing conditions in which Blacks were forced to live, and the
exclusion of Blacks from settlement homes of white social reformers. Ri&yxer will utilize
Patricia Hill-Collins’s model of “motherwork;” Ula Taylor's model addmmunity feminism;
and Wilson Moses’s model of “domestic feminism” to highlight the intersectidmeatieologies
of motherhood, feminism and Black economic nationalism in the Phyllis WheatleisCl
settlement work. | analyze the significance of collective economic oiggramong the Phyllis
Wheatley Club members, and their work with other Black women'’s clubs and civiatioas
to demonstrate the intersection of these ideologies. Through hosting charity amesfogdr
drives, parties, and social events, the Phyllis Wheatley Club solicited furalsitinesand
beautify the home; pay the mortgage; and expand the size of the home to house #iagncrea
numbers of Black migrant women. | contend that the Phyllis Wheatley Horezlseetwofold
purpose. On the one hand, the Phyllis Wheatley Club fulfilled the mainstrearinespeeatations
of women'’s role as mothers and caretakers of the home. At the same timegyllisaNHteatley
Home operated as a business and public space. Thus, the Phyllis Wheatley Clabigsettl
work and maternal responsibilities became professionalized. The Phiiéiatidy Club served
as an important site of Black clubwomen’s leadership in public spaces. This RHydatley
Club campaigned for better housing and environmental conditions for the Black community
general, and women in particular.

The final chapter of this thesis will examine the Phyllis Wheatley édasna refuge for
Black migrant girls and women from sexual exploitation in the Black B#ltg houses of
prostitution. Moreover, this chapter will explain the factors that led to the rg@stitution in
the Black Belt. | analyze how the limited job opportunities that confinedBlamen to
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domestic work, the expulsion of Blacks and whites involved in the red-light dsteot
economy, and the “slumming” activities of whites in the Black Belt contribiat¢ide moral
deterioration of the Black Belt. However, articles from@iecago Defendereveal that Black
male leaders were primarily concerned with the sexual exploitation ¢k Blamen at the hands
of white men. In contrast, the Phyllis Wheatley Club sough to completely shut down bbuses
ill-refute, and expel those of all racial backgrounds involved in the growind Blalt sex trade.
As part of their “other mothering” activism in the anti-prostitution campaign, tiii$*h
Wheatley Club established the home to restore the respectability of Béacknkiood, and the
Black Belt in general.

Implications for Study

Mothers of the Citgontributes to the understanding of Black motherhood beyond the
immediate nuclear and extended family structures. As a communal institutiéthyie
Wheatley Home garnered economic resources from various Black middkerjanizations.
The Phyllis Wheatley Club member’s ability to involve the Black middlesatasnmunity in
their settlement project exemplified the necessity of middle-clesk8to look after the social
and physical welfare of Black migrant women arriving in Chicago. As atyésalPhyllis
Wheatley Club, and the Black middle-class community in general, constructed antalimeal a
communal family atmosphere for Black migrant women who did not have family to twon to f
housing upon relocating to Chicago. Examining the Phyllis Wheatley Clubensent work
through the intersection of various ideologies of Black feminism and motherhoodlacdth B
economic nationalism demonstrates their centrality to the Black socisibapbnd economic
activist landscape during the Great Migration. In the process, Blackocgamizations and
institutions generously supported the leadership and professional work of the \Rhgatley
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Club as “other mothers,” settlement workers, and agents in the uplift of tHe BBdédc

community, and in particular, Black migrant women.
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Chapter 1- A Promised Land Without Promising Homes: Race, Class, andousing in
Migration-era Chicago

Introduction

Between 1910 and 1930, The Great Migration of poor and working-class African
Americans from the rural south quintupled Chicago’s Black population from 44,000 to over
233,000" African-American migrants referred to Chicago in biblical iconographingdike the
“Promised land” because of their belief in better housing, education and employment
opportunities, political representation, and escape from racial and sexuatgioighe south.
Yet, among other things this “Promised land” did not guarantee adequate Hougifrgcan
Americans migrating in Chicago. African Americans across clagsualtural lines were
subjected to the same forms of residential segregation as a result ofahkysteria produced
by these waves of Black migrants from the south. The Phyllis WheatldyeStablished the
Phyllis Wheatley Home as a response to racial segregation and inegjuedgidential spaces
and the mainstream settlement housing movement.

This chapter will discuss the historical origins of the Black middle-ctasesder to
understand the struggle of Chicago’s middle-class Black Belt commaiiyst residential
segregation and housing inequality during the 1910s and 1920s. First, this stucamvitethe
unsanitary housing conditions of Black homes. Second, | will address the economi@gxeloit
practices of white landlords in renting out houses to Black tenants. Third, halyiza
restrictive covenants seeking to keep Blacks of all classes out of Chicdg@seighborhoods.
Lastly, I will discuss racial discrimination against African Arsari migrants in mainstream
American settlement homes. the Phyllis Wheatley Club’s establishringna Bhyllis Wheatley
Home as a response to racial segregation and inequality in residential sphttesraainstream
settlement housing movement.
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The Black Middle-Class

In her study of Black middle-class residents in the South Side of Chicago suburb of
Groveland, sociologist Mary Pattillo-McCoy devotes her first chaptexamming the historical
origins of the Black middle-class. Throughout the Reconstruction and post-Racbtosteras,
Black middle class was defined by lighter skin complexion, spatialprtyxto whites, and
acceptance of white middle-class valGesrican-American southerners migrating to Chicago in
the late nineteenth century either came from middle-class backgroundsymiuéted enough
wealth and status in Chicago to become part of the Black middle-class. Thesa-Aimerican
migrants were educated, employed in professional and public service occygatwms/olved
in civic organizations.Furthermore, the population of Blacks did not exceed 10,000 until*1890.
It is important to mention that the relatively small numbers of African Araesicn northern and
Midwestern cities in the late nineteenth century accounts for the lesdetridaries of
residential space shared between elite Black and white residentst, inégpopulation of Blacks
did not exceed 10,000 until 1880.

It was not until the early twentieth century that white real estat@sgad property
owners in Chicago began to harden the boundaries of residential segregation basedrarsrace
was largely due to the migration of thousands of poor and working-class Blacky, inowstthe
rural south, to northeastern and Midwestern cities. With this mass migratione+oidsis whites
began moving to more affluent neighborhoods in ChiéaBs, the spatial boundaries of
residential segregation based on race and color became the basis for exclBRacksofrom
living in white neighborhoods. Consequently, Chicago’s South Side became an “all-Black
ghetto.”

Though spatially segregated from Chicago’s white elite, middle-claskBshared the
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mainstream cultural values of middle-class white Americans. The dsscand ideologies of
racial uplift exemplified the extent to which middle-class Blacksgited to assimilate into
white American society; united with the Black masses based on race; aratesgfeemselves
from the Black masses based on class differences. As historian Kevin &qgifass,

African Americans have described themselves since the post-Recoastaratas

middle-class through their ideals of racial uplift, espousing a vision of ratiddusty

uniting black elites with the masses. For many black elites, uplift camedn am
emphasis on self-help, racial solidarity, temperance, thrift, chastiigl pocity,
patriarchal authority, and the accumulation of we&lth.

Despite of institutionalized racism and violence against Blacks, mitais-African
Americans viewed themselves as being superior to their poor and working-classpaotsite
The Black middle-class distinguished themselves based on the principles obhlard w
education, sexual purity, sobriety, and male-domination in the farfifye Black middle-class
emphasized racial solidarity with their poor and working-class counterpaagsaecafrican
Americans across class lines were subjected to racial violence atdtiorsalized racism in
schools, housing, and the labor force. However, racial unity between the Black elite and t
masses was conditional. Racial unity required poor and working-classBtaallhere to
mainstream middle-class norms of work, family, and proper moral behavior.

The settlement work of the Phyllis Wheatley Club exemplified the destreedlack
middle-class to unify with the working-class Blacks migrating to GQjuc&entral to the
settlement and community activism of the Phyllis Wheatley Club wasdhe# to alleviate
unemployment, poverty, and inequality in housing conditions. Because working and middle-
class Blacks in the Black Belt were forced to live in segregated neighborhmedsial houses
conditions, and pay higher rent payments, the Phyllis Wheatley Club ‘s seithaoré

primarily focused on providing a decent and affordable home for Black workiag-tlgrant

22



women who moved to Chicago without family, money, and sh&l@anditions of poverty,
segregation, and discrimination reached their peak in the Black Belt between 1905 ahd 1918.
The Phyllis Wheatley Home opened its settlement home in 1908 to accordingly teduates

of unemployment, and dilapidated and unsanitary housing conditions among Black working-
class migrant women moving into the Black BAlt.

The Phyllis Wheatley Club’s settlement work was centered on the ideology otilome
feminism, which emphasized the role of women as being mothers and homemakergeriowe
the Phyllis Wheatley Home was as much a public institution as it was aepnsé#tution. The
home provided a space for the Phyllis Wheatley Club to expand their role as mothers and
homemakers to Black working-class migrant women. As part of their domestiedemthe
Phyllis Wheatley Club not only offered a home, but industrial education programs @stitom
science for Black working-class migrant women. Classes in “sewingingh@ad other
domestic skills” prepared Black working-class migrant women for empdoy, most likely in
domestic service since this was the primary source of work available t@jbetynof Black
women in Chicago during the early twentieth century. Between 1908 and 1914, the Club
sheltered over 300 girls resided in the Home and found work for an additional 500 girls. As
domestic feminists, the Phyllis Wheatley Club acted as “mothers” to Biggiant women by
providing the home as a refuge from homelessness. Also, the Phyllis Whdabdpd@k on the
responsibility of offering Black working-class migrant women educatiormgrpms and job
training. These activities demonstrated the Phyllis Wheatley Club’sdimnfeminist approach
to the racial and gender uplift of Black working-class women. In the struggladiat uplift, the
Phyllis Wheatley Club’s settlement work reflected the desires anighes of the Black
middle-class to fight for social and economic equality in housing and neighborhoodarm)diti
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and in the labor force.

However, the Phyllis Wheatley Club only admitted Black migrant women who desire
upward mobility through education and work. Black women who were criminally proddoute
prostitution were not accepted into the Home, which | will discuss further in chapti&rcanA
American middle-class organizations like the Phyllis Wheatley Clubndistathemselves from
poor and working-class Blacks who did not follow the middle-class norms of work, edycati
family, and proper moral behavior. Class divisions existed within the Black Beltl lman
cultural values and socioeconomic status, namely in the form of class segredati
neighborhoods.

Frazier’'s study of the Black Belt's seven zones demonstrates the gesgaton of
residential areas based on occupation, marital status, education, and rates.of loei fifth,
sixth, and seventh zones were occupied by middle-class Black Belt residemegsithe first
four zones were occupied by poor and working-class BfgdRkcks living in the latter three
zones possessed higher levels of educational attainment, employment in gmafessil skilled
occupations, home ownership, marriages, and children living in a patriarchal hod&étold.
contrast, first four zones had higher rates of female-headed householdsedrasidlisemiskilled
employment, illicit activity (i.e. prostitution). Also, most Blacks living Ive tfirst four zones
were not well-educatel.

In short, the latter three zones of Chicago’s South Side represented a group ef middl
class Blacks striving to apply the middle-class values of racial uplift thriveghprofessions,
marital status, education, patriarchal family structure, and moral conduct io gpétes. In
contrast, the first four zones of the Black Belt did not live up to the ideologiesidfesulass
racial uplift, as indicated in the lack of educational attainment, higherattesne, increased
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numbers of female headed households, and sexual promiscuity, namely through prostitution.
Thus, African Americans living in the seven zones of Chicago’s South Side lived egyaesgt
neighborhoods marked by socioeconomic and moral differences. Yet, since all sevenerenes
in close proximity to each other, working and middle-class Black Belt rasigesre equally
affected by the physically, socially, and morally deteriorating cmmditthat caused the spread
of disease, crime, and death throughout the Black Belt. Residential segregat housing
inequality made it difficult for many middle-class educated Blacks@an decent
neighborhoods outside the Black Belt of ChicAydespite of the socioeconomic factors of
educational attainment and home ownership, working and middle-class Blacks wereanable t
escape living under deterioration housing and environmental condifions.

Even when taking the factors of education and occupation into account, between 12 and
25 percent of Blacks living in the fifth, sixth, and seventh zones possessed'fidimes, the
overwhelming majority of middle-class Blacks in the fifth, sixth, and seventlszoee forced
rent homes, most likely from white landlords. Consequently, Blacks from all socioeiconom
backgrounds suffered the indignity of living under unsanitary conditions, and the economic
exploitation of white landlords who charged higher prices for renting to Black senant

Unsanitary Housing in the Black Belt of Chicago

Earlier on, | mentioned that racial segregation and housing inequality contribuked t
formation of the Black Belt as a ghetto. In drawing the distinction betsleems occupied by
Eastern and Southern European immigrants and ghettos occupied by African Amaricans i
Chicago, historian Thomas Philpott writes, “When white people were poor, they livedictslist
of low-grade housing, the slums. Economic advances-better jobs with higher pawiagd sa
enabled them to move out to better neighborhoods... But the experience of Africanahseric
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was different. It was their color, not class that confined them to a slum thaewaanent and
inescapable, the ghettd.

Newspaper articles from tlighicago Defendeaddressed complaints from African-
American tenants on the issue of housing in the Black Belt. White landlordsntiereedl for
failing to remodel and sanitize homes rented to African-American tenamtex&mple, an
article from theChicago Defendewritten in 1912 entitled, “Prejudice the Ban In Securing
Homes” reports, “Negroes of this city live chiefly in old tenements sadly oupairyguarters
with insanitary surroundings with poor light and ventilation, and that the abodes ar@lymm
overcrowded. In one district in which colored people live, the tenants reportedeth&dund it
impossible to persuade their landlords either to make the necessary repanseade them
from their contracts® Other broken appliances and sanitary problems that were neglected by
white landlords included, “broken toilet and baths, no heat for hot water, no water for cooking
and drinking, bad plumming, broken windows, and no gh3tese unsanitary conditions
existed in over 80 percent of the homes rented to Black teffants.

Thus, white property owners in Chicago forced Blacks to live in unsanitary homes
“without making repairs or releasing them from their contraCt3His led to two devastating
consequences. First, white landlords indiscriminately associated Blagibogioods with
dirtiness, irrespective of their class status. White landowners refusezhtobmoken bath tubs,
and supply water for houses on the South Side of Chicago, Black tenants were farmbd to f
water outside the home for “carrying to the bath tub” in order to take a bath or stoveea.
result, Black tenants found it difficult to exercise good personal hygiene.

For middle-class Blacks, cleanliness was one essential aspectabiipdifi. As
historian Wanda Hendricks points out, teaching good habits of personal hygiene and skeanline
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was a top priority for the Illinois Federation of Colored Women'’s Clubs, one of numeak s
responsibilities “to be the moral caretakers and uplifters of the ni@ss#mately, the
challenge for middle-class African-American organizations and commatityists rested on
dismantling the respective dichotomy of Black neighborhoods as inherently dirtyhéed w
neighborhoods as inherently clean. Moreover, the survival of African Americans iregaegr
society where environmental conditions proved to be hazardous and life threatenirig was o
major concern.

The Phyllis Wheatley Club held numerous conferences at the Home that focused on the
theme of domestic science with a specific emphasis on household sanitation. Tkese pap
addressed issues such as “the scientific method of household keeping, the valilatmisa
consumption, ventilation, and the importance of water (both for drinking and bathinggrsanit
plumbing, and pure food® The Phyllis Wheatley Club’s education in domestic science was a
salient aspect of their feminism in settlement and community activissafiary housing
conditions for Black working-class migrant women. Moreover, the objective of tHiesPhy
Wheatley Club was to teach the values of cleanliness and health to Black wignagen to
dismantle the respective dichotomy of Black neighborhoods as inherently dirtyhaad w
neighborhoods as inherently clean.

Collaborating with various African-American women'’s clubs, the Phwiieatley Club
mobilized fundraising and charity drives to solicit money and household supplies theard t
home. The Phyllis Wheatley Home received supplies such as “soap, towels, bedsyatstet
boilers, curtains, bed sheets, and electric light&% mothers and caretakers of the Phyllis
Wheatley Home, Black clubwomen provided critical household supplies for Black walkiss)-
More importantly, the sanitation of the home served to protect young Black wot&sgy-c
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migrant girls and women from contracting environmental dis€3ge®e survival of African
Americans in a segregated society where environmental conditions proved tordeismaad
life threatening was of major concern in the Black Belt.

A proposal written to President Woodrow Wilson from Oswald Garrison, chairman of the
National Association for the Advancement of Colored People’s in June 1914 captured the impac
of residential segregation and environmental conditions on the livelihood of Africesmigan
residents living on the South Side of Chicago:

Very often the property rented or owned by them [Blacks] is in a segregated and

neglected part of the city from the viewpoint of paved and cleaned streetgnefigint

and water supply, the proper drainage, and collecting and disposal of garuhties a

proper inspection of the alleys, the fumigation and general sanitary ingpettiousing

conditions, and the rigid enforcement of the laws on land lords who failed to keep their
property in a habitable conditiGh.

Because white landlords were not legally reprimanded for neglectingtiigiation to
service utilities and collect trash in Black neighborhoods on the South Side of Chicago, Bl
residents were blamed for the dirty and impoverished conditions that existed motihess and
neighborhoods. Second and more seriously, diseases that proliferated in AfricaraAmeric
communities were directly linked to the refusal of white landowners to sahiines rented out
to Black tenants on the South Side of Chicago. As a result, Blacks living on the South Side of
Chicago were stricken with diseases such as “tuberculosis, pneumonia, and lsrahahiti
particularly high rate

The rapid spread of bronchitis, tuberculosis, and pneumonia in the Black Belt were not
based on racial, but environmental factors, including “crowded, unsanitary housing; hard wo
for long hours; often exposed to the weather, insufficient food, clothing, and rest; owariine
and lack of ventilation; and the strain of urban liteDiseases such as pneumonia, bronchitis,

and tuberculosis were associated with living in or near impoverished and de&tdriora
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neighborhoods. Although poor whites were stricken with these diseases and died frorhghem, t
mortality rates for Blacks were two to three times highdihe lack of air and heat, and
unrepaired broken windows left Black tenants exposed to extremely hot tempeatatingshe
summer, and cold temperatures in the winter; therefore contributing to the spreead|tsie
pneumonia, and bronchitis. While statistics do not show the socio-economic statusani Afric
Americans who contracted pneumonia, bronchitis, and tuberculosis, the majority o$ vietrs
likely poor and working-class Blacks. If this was the case, it is likelynthddle-class Blacks
were exposed to the same fate due to their close residential proximity toydogorking-class
Blacks.

The issue of securing sanitary housing as a basis for racial equaliypkfied the
struggle for middle-class Blacks to assert their humanity. Yet, whiteola’slintentional
neglect of dilapidated buildings and unsanitary conditions in the homes they rentadko BI
tenants helped to perpetuate stereotypes of Black neighborhoods as dirty ared dideas
associations of Black residents and the Black Belt community with dirt aresdideeply
wounded middle-class Blacks and their struggle to challenge these steseMigutie-class
Blacks with financial resources could not move out of the Black Belt into whitebuaigoods;
and they were confined to live near their working-class counterparts untdezaditions.

Thus, the Phyllis Wheatley Club’s settlement work was an essential a$jtsct
community activism to provide a home for Black migrant women as an altertative
dilapidated and unsanitary houses where Black tenants lived. Moreover, membeRyfltke
Wheatley Club likely lived in the Black Belt. Therefore, the Club was personaibgied in

curbing the issues of disease, poverty, and unsanitary housing conditions.
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Economic Exploitation in Renting Housing to African-American Tenants

In addition to inadequate and unsanitary housing, both middle and working-class Black
Chicagoans experienced economic exploitation from white landlords who chargedriigfis
for African-American tenants in comparison to native white and European immtsidjkang in
similar housing structures. As the size of the Black population grew due to thes@ttrea
migration of southern working-class Blacks in Chicago, white landlords iredtehs rent
payments for Black tenants even more. An October 1912 article fro@htbago Defender
compared the monthly payments white immigrants and African Americans showing that
“immigrants pay not more than $8.50 a month for four bedroom apartments, yet quatters o
same size in the neighborhoods where Negroes dwell bring in at least $12 a month®h rent.”
Three years later, Black tenants paid $16 a month to live in a four bedroom apéttByetite
early 1920s, the monthly cost for rent for a seven and eight bedroom house was “$25.00 for
whites and $37.50 for colored peopfé Another article from an April 1925 issue of tBaicago
Defendercomplained that Blacks in Chicago were paying “twice as much for the sarimant
as white tenants®® In fact, an article from the February 1921 issue ofthigago Defender
entitled “Pulling the Rent Hog’s Teeth,” expressed outrage over the severtyrafmeic
exploitation by white landlords who “in many incidents raised rents from one hundred to f
hundred percent?

White landlords additionally increased their financial profits by expigithe system of
“lodging” commonly practiced by poor and working-class African-Americagrants on
Chicago’s South Side. In this system, one family allowed additional fartoliege in the same
household in order to assist in the monthly rent due to the landfoAdthough European
immigrant families used the lodging system, this system was mordereaaong Black
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families because Blacks were charged paid more than European immigrardsriodinted
apartments>’

This system ensnared Black migrant women with little access to mondgy saetl
family to lodge with other Black famili€§.Aware that many Black migrant women moved to
Chicago without family, money, and shelter, the Phyllis Wheatley Clulilsrsent home
“accommodated twenty girls at the cost of one dollar and twenty-five centka tha@te more
affordable cost of five dollars a month for lodging in the home demonstrated tiis Phy
Wheatley Club’s critical stands against the economic exploitative pracifavhite landlord$?

White landlords created their version of a lodging system in the Blacls@&zion of
Chicago by taking a single apartment or house, dividing it into multiple unitg)gesach unit
out to one Black family, and charging each family the same price per uné pade for the
entire house rented only for one fanfliyThe excessive financial gains of white landlords
through the lodging system became more apparent when there was shortage of housing i
Chicago during World War I. According to a September 1919 issue ¢@fttitago Defendethe
building of homes throughout the city of Chicago were stagrfafBde shortage of housing
continued in white and Black communities in Chicago throughout World War 1.

However, unlike in white neighborhoods on Chicago’s North side, the shortage of
housing in the Black Belt lasted well into the 1920s. Refusing to build additional homes for the
growing population of the Black Belt during the World War | migration era, whitgolaners
took advantage of the lodging system of Black families. Four years lateptarBber 1923, the
Chicago Defendenotes, “we find two, three, and sometimes four married couples living in one
seven or eight bedroom apartmefit.”

One might presume that middle-class Black families in Chicago werkkielgsto use
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the lodging system to share the responsibility of paying rent to their lan@icincheonth. Yet, a
November 1927 article of tHéhicago Defendeentitled, “For Better Homes” suggests that the
system of lodging also existed among middle-class Black residents itettieBRIt because
“where there are decent places to live the rents are exorbitant. This conhfes for the worst
kind of home life because it becomes necessary to crowd 10 people into an apartment intended
for five.”*® Thus, middle-class Blacks were forced to live in overcrowded spaces with other
Black families. Furthermore, restrictive covenants contributed to theroweting and limitation
of residential space in the Black Belt. Restrictive covenants demobilizeffdines of Black
residents to physically move out of the Black Belt region, more specificatiglenclass Blacks
with enough money to afford homes in white neighborhoods. Therefore, conditions of
overcrowding, economic exploitation, and residential segregation were commndbr
oppression that residents of Chicago’s Black Belt endured, irrespectiassf cl

Restrictive Covenants

Residential segregation and the confinement of Blacks on the South Side of Chicago
emerged from racial rather than class differences. Consequently, Blacksould afford to
move out the Black Belt were not welcomed with a friendly reception into white
neighborhood$’ Prior to World War I, white property owners protested for the exclusion of
Blacks from purchasing homes in white neighborhoods through organizing housing assciati
destroying Black homes, and physically assaulting Blacks resitféfte. primary fear of white
Chicagoans, patrticularly those of middle-class stature, was that thegiongsf southern Blacks
to Chicago would expand the small section of the Black Belt, which comprisedaig,”St
Federal, and Dearborn Streets, Wabash, Michigan, South Park, and Grand Boulevards, and
Wentworth Avenue,” eventually spilling over to white neighborhoods of “Woodlawn, Hyde
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Park, and Kenwood®

Before, during, and after the Chicago Riots of 1919, numerous homes of middle-class
African Americans in Chicago’s white neighborhoods were bombed by white gashgsaperty
owners>? However, during the mid-1920s, a different tactic was devised to permanently keep
Blacks from renting or purchasing homes in Chicago’s white middle-clagshoehoods:
restrictive covenantd. Restrictive covenants were legal deeds white property owners and real
estate agents used to ban the selling of property in white neighborhoods to°BIktkslle-
class Blacks who “could pay the rent, could afford to live in decent housing in clean
neighborhoods-white neighborhoods,” were the primary targets of restrictiveacts®rBy
1930, 75 percent of homes in Chicago could not be sold to African Amet{cans.
repercussions of restrictive covenants hindered the ability of most middeRiack
Chicagoans to spatially distance themselves from working-class and pokmBtaants.
Instead, they sought to do so through making class distinctions based on the principlak of rac
uplift, such as, “temperance, thrift, chastity, and social puttty.”

Before restrictive covenants came into effect in the mid-1920s, mammaddAmerican
middle-class residents lived in areas of Chicago’s Black Belt that filled with illicit and
criminal enterprises. For instance, numerous prostitution houses were |octtedhird zon&°
Middle-class African Americans living in the Black Belt section of Chicagpressed their
frustrations toward poor and working-class Black migrants who engagédiiriarms of
employment and leisure that stood in opposition to middle-class values of regipgctfab
sobriety, celibacy, legitimate employment, and education. Pushing ofintitutions into
Black neighborhoods on the South Side of Chicago was considered the most damagirg possibl
attack on Black middle-class respectabifity.
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Prior to and following the enforcement of restrictive covenants in Chicago dbang
1920s, the residential segregation of neighborhoods was based on the characterizé#ticemof A
Americans, irrespective of class as promiscuous, lazy, alcoholics, andatsinThe presence of
restrictive covenants suggested that white property owners did not makealistimations
between working and middle-class Blacks. Since these stereotypelsaserkon racial and not
class differences, middle-class Black Chicagoans were unwortiwnaf in white middle-class
neighborhoods. White social reformers and settlement workers relied on thstexeistypes of
Black deviancy to exclude Blacks from white philanthropic and progressittiizss>® For
example, the residential segregation of the Hull House and other mainstrdamesgthouses
rested on the their location in white residential areas.

Segregation in the Mainstream American Settlement House Movement

The origins of the American Settlement House Movement began in the last twosdecade
of the nineteenth century, when a massive wave of immigrants from Eastern andrSouthe
Europe settled in Chicago and other major cities across the United States. e/onofst
prominent settlements, Jane Addams’s Hull House and Graham Taylor's ChmageoGs
were established in the 1890s on the West Side of Chiédaw.white settlement workers like
Addams and Taylor, “reforms in education, recreation, industry, and governmentd &erve
assimilate Eastern and Southern European working-class immigrantsilbggnsiddle-class
Anglo-American value&® Furthermore, mainstream settlement houses placed emphasis on the
patriarchal norm of white American middle-class families, which stk role of men as
providers and protectors, and women as caretakers and educators of children. Howewes, Adda
promoted the multi-cultural heritage of Eastern and Southern European immigréuetsiinlt
House®*
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In fact, Eastern and Southern European immigrants shared commonaibeaiasl
with middle-class American values that made the process of Ameriaaeasier for white
foreign ethnic groups. One such similar trait Addams pointed out in a 1911 speeblatwas t
unlike Black fathers, “Italian fathers traditionally guarded the honor af daeghters, while the
fathers of black girls seemed to be quite without those traditfdmsddams blamed the lack of a
strong patriarchal presence in Black homes for failing to protect theghtlsrs from sexual
exploitation within illicit institutions. Furthermore, Addams added, “Regidesegregation in
the city exacerbated an already volatile situation. Since Blacks had to aetit@e@ice centers,
the family in the community least equipped with social traditions is forcedptmsexts
daughters to the most flagrantly immoral conditions the community perthits.”

Rather than faulting middle-class whites for pushing illicit insttuiinto Black
neighborhoods on Chicago’s South Side, white social reformers criticized poor ane-otaddgl
African Americans for the exploitation and allegedly immoral behaviodagiByomen.
Although Addams showed sympathy to the plight of poor and working-class Black Cimsagoa
her sympathies did not extend to integrating Blacks with European immigraetsdents of the
Hull House Settlement. Instead, white and Black settlement workers ingGleoaouraged, and
in some cases assisted, in establishing separate settlement homeisdor Afrericans on
Chicago’s South and West Sidés.

The birth of Black settlements such houses as the Phyllis Wheatley Honmeestéraom
the experiences of residential segregation and inequality of housing conditibesBiac¢k Belt,
and the exclusion of Black youth in mainstream settlement homes. With thel lanégability
of housing and the overcharging of rent for Black Belt tenants, it was inyeefaitithe Phyllis
Wheatley Club to operate a home for young African-American women whotedg@mChicago
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without any economic resources, employment, or kinship networks. Thus, the Phylligeywhea
Club called for community support through charity, fundraising activities, andidosdrom
middle-class African-American individuals and organizations toward thencahtperation of
the Phyllis Wheatley Hom@.

The establishment of the Phyllis Wheatley Home demonstrated Black cldnisom
leadership in public spheres through community activism in improving housing conditions for
Black women who migrated to ChicaffoAs | argue in the next chapter, these efforts
demonstrated what sociologist Patricia Hill-Collins calls the “other mioijietradition of Black
women. The Phyllis Wheatley Club’s activism in providing a home for poor and woragsg-c
Black migrant women and girls from the poverty and disease in the Black Edticzgo
exemplified their role as othermothers to younger African-Americgnami girls and
women®'The Phyllis Wheatley Home formed the centerpiece of a gendereduplifiaproject
amongst Black middle-class women to promote the values of education and work, while

providing shelter and protection for working-class migrant women who residael adme.
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Chapter 2- Home-Work: Black Motherhood and the Professionalization of Sdement
Work in the Phyllis Wheatley Home

Introduction

In 1922, Adelbert Roberts wrote a brief biography on the life of Elizabeth Lindmayg.D
Though is little known of Davis’s early childhood, Davis was born in Peoria, lllinoisoonas
and Sophia Jane Lindsay, “who were pioneers of Peoria, lllihdipsn graduating from
Bureau County High School in Princeton, lllinois, Davis embarked on a careectasoéteacher
in lowa, Kentucky, lllinois, and IndiarfaDavis worked as a professional schoolteacher until
1885, when she married Maryland-native, William D&is.1892, Davis and her husband
relocated to Chicago, where in 1896 she founded the Phyllis Wheatley Club and served as
president until 1924.

Since the club’s inception, the Phyllis Wheatley Club functioned as a neighborhood
watch organization. One of the Phyllis Wheatley’s primary objectivesaatsut down illicit
institutions, especially prostitution houses such as saloons that were locatschoeds’ Along
with the Phyllis Wheatley’s Club’s anti-prostitution campaign in the IBBelt, club members
established educational programs, specifically geared toward domestmestimder the
leadership of club members Rosie Pritchard Gunn, Ophie Brown Wells, Ellady&#hdie
Pritchard Hart, and Ada Brown Steward, the Phyllis Wheatley Club operatedng sehool
where “all the boys and girls of the neighborhood, regardless of nationaligyheartily
welcomed.?

It was not until 1906 however, when the Phyllis Wheatley Club shifted its focus toward
building a settlement home for young African-American girls and womenhatloecently
migrated to Chicago. Two years later in 1908, the Phyllis Wheatley Home ofseaed a
orphanage settlement on the South side of Chicago for African-American worasggreigrant
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girls and women who “came into this great city seeking work, often withoutvesafriends, or
money.” The first group of Black women who resided the Phyllis Wheatley Home teritporar
lived in the homes of several club membe&ub members Lula Farmer, Anna Dunmore, Laura
Manning, Naomi Fenwick, Anna Cooper, Annie Hunter, Ethel Caldwell, and Jennie Lawrence
served as matrons and board members of the Adines, these were the club members, who
likely provided shelter for younger Black migrant women and girls inside offtbmes prior to

the opening of the Phyllis Wheatley Home. Though their settlement work wed inaShicago,

the Phyllis Wheatley Clubwomen were labeled as “adopted mothers” withcaAfAmerican
communities locally and nationalfy.

The Phyllis Wheatley Home exemplified the communal, familial, and mat@maof the
Phyllis Wheatley Club to provide adequate housing for orphaned Black girls ancdhwome
Furthermore, as settlement workers, the Phyllis Wheatley Club profeszsahile home as a
domestic business, fusing the ideologies of motherhood into civic spakieasrefore, the Phyllis
Wheatley Home was a woman'’s sphere, both domestically and professionallycraadet an
outlet for Black middle-class women’s leadership in settlement work to pusksdb@l agenda
for adequate housing within Chicago’s African-American institutions. Thigtehavill examine
the collective social and economic activities spearheaded by the Phigiiatdy Club to
illustrate this professionalization of settlement work. Through its tehgein the Home, the
Club simultaneously reinforced and challenged mainstream and Africeni¢an middle-class
expectations of women'’s confinement in their traditional family role as msoih¢he domestic
sphere.

| examine the Phyllis Wheatley Club’s efforts to solicit financigdmort and other
donations from Black organizations and institutions for the home through the lenslof Bla
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feminist theories in motherhood and Black economic nationalism. | will anbbuehe Phyllis
Wheatley Club’s fundraising drives and parties fulfilled served three olgsctirst monies
raised from these events were used to conduct sanitary work in cleaning thenkdaime laodies
of migrant girls and women residing at the home. Second, the proceeds from fngdhaies
and parties were used to pay the mortgage for the home. Lastly, the Phylideliatub
sought to build a larger home to shelter additional migrant girls and womemgsietiChicago.

Black Motherhood, Community and Domestic Feminism, and Economic Nationam

The Phyllis Wheatley Club’s activism in establishing a settlement hom@fing
African-American migrant girls and women exemplified a model of “methsk.”*?
“Motherwork” is a Black feminist ideology used to “soften the existing dich@smnhat posit
rigid distinctions between private and public, family and work, the individual and thetiva|ec

identity as individual autonomy and identity growing from collective selfrdetation of one’s

13

group.

The Phyllis Wheatley Home was more than a private space where club raeveber
confined to the home to take on the maternal responsibility of looking after theireyddiagk
female residents. Much of the Phyllis Wheatley Club’s settlement workctingsian around the
home took place in Black public spaces, namely churches, and leisure institutionslackhe B
Belt. Thus, the Phyllis Wheatley Home became a feminized public spaceclidtasmen
professionalized their maternal role through providing shelter for yourigek Biigrant women
and girls. The Phyllis Wheatley Home was both a private and public space el
simultaneously fulfilled their expected domestic and professional relegthers and settlement
workers. Yet, the Phyllis Wheatley Club relied on the collective eftdrmrious Black middle
class organizations, namely churches, women’s clubs, and professional bediméssacially
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support the Phyllis Wheatley Home.

As a Black middle-class women'’s organization, the Phyllis Wheatley €presented
what historian Ula Taylor coins “community feminisi.in discussing Amy Jacques Garvey's
lengthy career in the Pan-African movements across the United Stat€syithieean, Europe,
and Africa, Taylor defines community feminists as,

[Black] women who may or may not have a coverture relationship- either way, thei

activism is focused on assisting both the men and women in their lives... along with their

initiating and participating in activities to uplift their communitiesspige this helpmate
focus, community feminist are undeniably feminist in their activism discerns the
configuration of oppressive power relations, shatters masculinist claitmgdheen are

intellectually inferior, and seeks to empower women by expanding their rales a

; 15

options.

Also, community feminist created institutional spaces that enabled thenirito |
feminism and nationalism in a single coherent framewdtkor the Phyllis Wheatley Club, the
Home created a platform for its leadership in the Black settlement housiregmant. As a
community feminist organization, the Phyllis Wheatley Club held numeroisd spents to
generate money toward improvements of the Home, to clear mortgage debts, and to house
additional Black migrant women. Because the settlement work of the Phylkatiey Club
fulfilled the mainstream middle-class American expectations of wonaemeestic role as
mothers, the Phyllis Wheatley Club received much needed economic support frorddlee mi
class Black-Belt residents and organizations. Furthermore, the Phyllsti¢hElome not only
functioned as a domestic space, but also as a vocational school and employment adency
Home was a community feminist institution where club members had taken aplenult
leadership roles as “other mothers,” educators, and settlement workéres dmdift of African-
American migrant women and girls.

As leaders and owners of the Phyllis Wheatley Home, the Phyllis Whé&itlbis
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activism in settlement work epitomized the harmonious infusion of Black Nationahs
feminism. As “community feminists,” African-American women empbegiits responsibility as
mothers in mentally and physically nurturing the bodies and minds of Black chitdoergh
passing down middle-class family values of education, cleanliness, and morabh&heet
Black women used these same values to assert their moral and intelleatealcafin
nationalist based Black civic institutions and organizatidi$irough her involvement in the
Universal Negro Improvement Association (UNIA), Amy Jacques Ganasyariticized by
Black male leaders in the UNIA because of her leadership position, her outspokeagaaves
sexism, and support of women’s leadership in the Pan-African movém&he UNIA
exemplified a Black Nationalist organization where men in positions of |¢dapelisplayed
sexist and hostile attitudes toward women who dared to step outside of their dontestsc r
mothers and challenge male authority. Therefore, Taylor warned tlwkt Bédionalist and
feminist ideologies often stood in conflict in African-American women'’s roomity activismé™
However, this did not seem to be the case in the settlement activities of the Phyl
Wheatley Club. In fact, the professionalization of settlement work and thenadadspects of
operating a domesticated public space for sheltering Black migranaguolwomen appealed to
the Black Nationalist and feminist ideologies of motherhood. As such, both Black +oldsiée
men and women strongly advocated clubwomen'’s crusade of building settlement blomes f
migrant women and children. Therefore, the economic prowess Black clubwomeneatisplay
through organizing fundraising drives, parties, and other social events fulidedhtionalist and
feminist ideologies of self-help and self-determination under the umbrebaiaf uplift.
Moreover, since settlement work was a woman’s sphere, Black male leadetitutions such
as the church did not view women'’s leadership in settlement housing as a threatpositiens
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of leadership.

In the previous chapter, | explained how women’s roles as homemakers and caretaker
were an essential aspect of domestic feminism. Clubwomen’s domesiticsia in Black
settlements emphasized Black Nationalist values of “collectiveteBtack uplift, institutional
separatism, uplift of Black peasant women, and the improvement of Negro fdeniff liargue
that Black economic nationalism is central to understanding of role Blackimstitutions and
middle-class community members played in supporting the settlement workRifyttis
Wheatley Club and Home. The Phyllis Wheatley Club relied heavily on the ecoresuiaces
of Black churches, women'’s clubs, and leisure institutions through fundraising drives, house
parties, and social events.

The significance of the Phyllis Wheatley Home is that the home was the[Blatk
settlement] of its kind that has been managed entirely by race women and supported almos
entirely by colored [middle-class] peopl€.With very little economic support from white elites,
it was necessary for the Phyllis Wheatley Club to organize social evenl® fsolicitation of
funds from Black civic institutions, and for middle-class Blacks in generalep tke2e home in
business. Had it not been for the club’s hosting of fundraising drives, social events, and hous
parties at the home and in Black public spaces, the home would not have survivedemansett
for younger Black migrant women and girls. With rare financial &ssig from white
philanthropist, the survival of the Home largely depended on the communal economic resources
from middle-class Black philanthropic institutions. Furthermore, the Hormmeified the
desires of middle-class Black organizations to improve the sanitation of houdnegBlatk

Belt.
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“Municipal Housekeeping” of the Phyllis Wheatley Home

As “other mothers” to Black migrant girls and women, the Phyllis Wheallgy ©©ok on
the task of “municipal housekeeping” in the hofh®unicipal housekeeping was a form of
professional settlement work evolving out of the concern of the Phyllis WhedtleydC
improve sanitary conditions of homes in the Black Belt of Chiéager Davis and other Black
clubwomen, the Phyllis Wheatley Home sought to provide for migrant girls and wohan w
white landlords refused to offer for Black tenants: sanitary housing. Addie&d in the
previous chapter, the lack of ventilation, heat, overcrowding, and broken windows inside of
homes rented to Black tenants led to the rapid and fatal spread of diseases such &s,bronchi
pneumonia, and tuberculosis in the Black Belt. A major aspect of the club’s “motkéasor
“municipal housekeepers” included sanitizing the home for residents of the home.

Following the migration of southern Blacks to Chicago during the 1910s, housing
conditions in the Black Belt rapidly deterioraf@drhus, a major aspect of the club’s
“motherwork” as “municipal housekeepers” included sanitizing the home for resiofethie
home. By doing so, the Phyllis Wheatley Club fought to dismantle the stereotyplaskd as
dirty and diseased, and to protect the Home’s Black female residents froactiogtsuch
deadly diseases. The Phyllis Wheatley Club posted several articlesOhitago Defender
soliciting funds from Black middle-class organizations to sanitize the Hom&eone hand,
the Phyllis Wheatley Club’s motherwork as municipal housekeepers indicateddherence to
the gender roles and spatial arenas of women’s work as domestic laborgtise Pétyllis
Wheatley Home was also a civic institution where Black women’s profedssccupation as
settlement workers allowed them to establish themselves in the public aresraraunity
leaders. Their activities generated money from various Black institutions gatization to
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provide sanitary items for the home and their Black female migrant resident

An article written by the Phyllis Wheatley Club in May of 1910 demonstithie dire
necessity of community involvement in the Home, proposing, “It [such sanitation] Is muc
needed and we hope that our [Black middle-class] friends will help us as in the pastth&
ladies come to you for a donation, find the largest coin you have, not the snfallzsspite that
the majority of African-American clubwomen in early twentieth centunic&go were college
educated and more financially stable than most African Americanshies®Vheatley Club’s
declaration to their middle-class Black peers to “try to find the lagges you have and not the
smallest,” indicated that members of the club did not have the economic revenue tekeep th
home in good conditioff

The following month, the Phyllis Wheatley Club advertised a second article in the
Chicago Defender, writing, “A number of ladies are soliciting funds for the rddeiaring. We
hope that the public will feel interested in this work to help us beautify and put our home in
sanitary condition. It will take fifty dollars to do the real necessarkwbout the home. Who
will give us the first $10?° Lacking sufficient funds, the Club’s request for economic support
from middle-class African-American individuals implied that the task of igamgtthe home was
not exclusive responsibility of the club members, but one shared by Africaneame
institutions and organizations. Notes from the club’s weekly meetings acknodliedigaduals
and organizations who donated money or household items to the Home.

For example, a written report from May of 1911 expressed the gratitude thes Phylli
Wheatley Club showed for “receiving a pair of sheets from Mrs. Lyman oFtkddrick]
Douglass Center... as all such things are always neédadpril 1912, the Phyllis Wheatley
Club “received a package containing one dozen pillow cases and one dozen towels from the
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Gaudemas Club®* Seven years later in November 1919, the Phyllis Wheatley Club recorded “a
donation of $6 was received on the electric lights, which the Phyllis Wheatley i@ubeaClara
Jessamine Club are installing in the horffe&dditional household items and sanitation products
donated to the home included, “soap, new beds, a kitchen floor, curtains, chairs, wash boilers,
and couches®

Household and sanitation supplies served two major purposes. First, bedding materials
offered warmth for residents while they were sleeping at night. Thisspasially important
during the winter seasons when temperatures were unusually cold, and illnessdisidikea
and pneumonia were likely to occur. Second and more importantly, by sanitizing the home
various African-American women'’s clubs were instilling the principledesrdiness in their
Black female working-class migrant residents. Donations of soap, towdlsyash boilers
meant that residents of the home were able to exercise personal hygveashing their hands,
taking baths or showers, and drying off their bodies. The collaboration of variouarAfric
American middle-class women’s clubs to donate household and sanitation supplies famthe H
reflected the values of self-help and self- determination to look after thephwysil-being of
Black migrant women. Cleanliness of the body was one essential aspecalofipéttifor
middle-class Black clubwomen. Physical hygiene not only challengesigtentype of Blacks as
being dirty, but potentially decreased the likelihood of Black migrant women congra
diseases.

Aside from sanitizing the home, the Phyllis Wheatley Club’s emphasis on lyeayttie
home was significant because its awareness of the dilapidation of redibentings,
unsanitary housing, lack of working utilities, and household supplies inside the homdgaente
Black Belt tenants. By calling on the economic assistance of the Blackersidds community
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to beautify the home, the Phyllis Wheatley Club aimed to build and maintain treedroond
Victorian standards. For the Phyllis Wheatley Club, the beautification dicime rested on
decorating the Home with new furniture, tables, bedroom and bathroom supplies,dfnartd
curtains. However, not only did household supplies serve to beautify the home, thie fillél
purpose of the home to provide a place where migrant Black women can rest comfoably in
spacious and sanitary environment, without the fear of contracting a disease.

The Phyllis Wheatley Club’s push to beautify and sanitize the home as part of their
“municipal housekeeping” was additionally important because middle-clads @lasts often
visited the home when the club held fundraisers and social events. By performing dt@hestic
at the home, the Phyllis Wheatley Club did more than establish the reputationeifldment
home as a respectable place of residence within the Black Belt. Domestg sindieas
cooking, also generated funds toward the “municipal housekeeping” of the Phyllidéyhea
Home, and solidified their place as middle-class reformers.

Fundraising events hosted at the Phyllis Wheatley Home highlighted Biddke-class
clubwomen'’s strategy to accumulate capital by professionalizing wordenisstic labor. A
dinner following a music and arts program at the home in September 1911 was dexcfidbe
success in every way to prove that a restaurant in that [Phyllis Wheatieg] ldtace would be
an excellent thing* This statement suggests two important functions of Black Clubwomen’s
“motherwork” in settlement homes. Cooking, often a feminized domestic chored $erve
physically nurture the bodies of their guests and residents with food. In thenapierc |
discuss the overwhelming representation of Black women in Chicago’s dofabsti¢orce
during the 1910s and 1920s.

Domestic work was not only the most readily available employment for Blaoiew,
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but a vital source of income for Black families because racism in the labemfade it difficult
for Black men to secure work and economic stability. Seeking employment agidomoekers
for elite white families, African-American women migrating to Clge@mphasized their skills
as cooks. However, the Phyllis Wheatley Club did not view cooking as merely domeski
The notion of the home operating as a restaurant reflected the middlstatassof the Phyllis
Wheatley Club as business owners. The functioning of the home as a restaurack Blzaiil
female settlement workers to assume the role of breadwinner by providing fooehdidus
items, and shelter for migrant girls and women residing at the home.

Earlier on, | mentioned the “domestic feminism” of Black clubwomen’s settiemerk.
By providing food, money, and household supplies toward the home, the domestic feminist
activism of the Phyllis Wheatley Club and other Black women'’s clubs helpedttdi¢he rates
of poverty, starvation, and disease among Black working women migrating ag8h#lso, the
economic aspect of Black Nationalism set the basis for providing affordabseng at the
Phyllis Wheatley Home. As | explained in the last chapter, white landlioratscially exploited
Black tenants by raising the price of rent in homes and apartments in the iBewhGhicago
to be comparable to those of native white American and European immigrant tenants in
neighborhoods outside of the Black Belt. African-American working-clagsami women and
girls moving to Chicago without employment, family, or friends to help proatirsl
arrangements were likely to become homeless and live on the streets. Tise/Nsatley
Home helped alleviate homelessness among Black migrant women. However, tgoavgidut
of business, the Club paid enormous mortgage payments for the Home. Again, the Club turned to
Black institutions and middle-class organizations for economic resources to cotgageor
expenses.
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Fundraising Drives and Rent Parties to Pay the Mortgage of the Phyllis Wialey Home

African-American religious and secular institutions in the South side caGbiwere
important sites of fundraising activities for the Phyllis Wheatley Cluloiea money from
middle-class congregants and men’s organizations. The participation of chiinelag¢srs,
dancehalls, women’s clubs, and men’s organizations in financing the Phylligl&yhHdame
fulfilled two aspirations of Black middle-class ideologies of racial atgr uplift: collective
accumulation of wealth and communal home ownerhip.

Historian Wallace Best's study of Black denominational churches iraGbiduring the
Great Migration traces the origins of settlement work to various BlacksBapd A.M.E.
Churches. In fact, “alliances between the Black business and religious cdasnhachexisted
since the nineteenth centurlf.For Black ministers in Chicago, social settlements were,
“entrepreneurial and commercial enterprises... to support their programs emcburage
notions of self-help at the emergence of an independent parallel economy on the Sdith side
The massive migration of poor and working-class Black women to Chicago created job
opportunities in settlement work for the Phyllis Wheatley Club to assert¢aeiership as
“domestic feminist” and “other mothers.” However, the club’s maternal &hic feminism”
did not strictly confine them to perform domestic labor at the home. Rathergkedundraising
drives, and parties hosted by the Phyllis Wheatley Club were civic formsdoéipgloyment
that represented the nationalist and feminist ideologies of Black clubwohweasserted their
economic independence in operating the home as a domestic business. Africaracieb
and churchwomen in the in Black Baptist and A.M.E. Churches conducted the bulk of sgttleme
work through establishing nursery centers, mother’s clubs, and kindergrtens.

Historically, the Black Church acted as an independent institution withak Bla
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communities that served a variety of secular functions within sacred spattksnént work was
among one of many secular activities led by African-American churclewpane shaped by
Christian principles of reaching out and helping those who were*padthough men
constituted the ministerial leadership in the Black Baptist and Africahddest Episcopal
Churches, women constituted the leadership in settlement work and the majority lénsmiem
the Black Baptist and A.M.E. Church®<Consequently, Black denominational churches and
settlement work were women’s spheres, giving Black clubwomen powerltbinflaence in
both the religious and secular community in fighting against the oppressive fopmsedfy and
homelessness. As caretakers, nurturers, and religious instructors, Blaskwlen garnered
much economic support from the Black chutth.

In January 1911, the Phyllis Wheatley Club organized a “mass meetingrdd fllack
middle-class] women in the city to be held at Bethel A.M.E. Church on Sunday January 29, 1911
at 3 p.m. Many good speakers will be present to tell us why we should lend our aid to this home
it being the only one of its kind in Chicagt. Two weeks later, the club reported the combined
sum of twenty-four dollars received from various Black women'’s clubs such asahent®er
workers, Cornell Charity Club, and members of the Phyllis Wheatley@l&ven though this
meeting did not generate a large sum of money, religious gatheringsaaimAAmerican
women exemplified skill in community organizing and their ability to createcanomic
support system using the social and religious uplift services of Black aiubm

By operating a professionalized domestic business, Black clubwomen asswmechiec
responsibility for the physical well-being of migrant girls and women il méd&ousing. This
was an essential aspect of Black middle-class club women’s domestigsiamiBlack
clubwomen also extended their domestic feminism outside of the Black Baptist artel A.M
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Churches. For example, the Phyllis Wheatley Club ventured into male sphBtaslo$ecular
business institutions to enlist the economic assistance of Black managdénssiness owners
through fundraising drives.

In December 1914, the Phyllis Wheatley Club announced a Christmas Matinee ‘given b
Advisory Board and Astra Club, at Dreamland Hall...for the benefit of the mortgagdor the
Phyllis Wheatley Home, Admission is 25 cerit§Ihcentives for those who attended the
Christmas matinee dance were the possibility of receiving “prizea giveduring the
intermission at 4:30 p.nf*® Two months later in February 1915, the Phyllis Wheatley Club
totaled the sum of money collected from fundraising events in 1913 and 1914 to be $500, which
went toward the mortgage payment of the home. Out of this amount, nearly half of gedgroc
came from the Christmas Matinee Dance at the Dreamland Hall (¥286. Phyllis Wheatley
Club also extended their gratitude to “Mr. Robert Motts, [African-Americanier of the Pekin
Theater,” for “showing us his favor by giving us... his beautiful theater fonefivenatinee.

The entire proceeds will go toward the [Phyllis Wheatley Home] mortgamge™t’

Historian Davarian Baldwin highlights the nationalist sentiments of tkie Haeater
and Dreamland Hall as a Black owned leisure, cultural, economic, and politicatifot
gamblers, musicians, and community activi8t&Sambling, as a means to accumulate wealth
stood in opposition to the principles of middle-class respectability and raciadl Hpnfever, the
Phyllis Wheatley Club respected the Dreamland Hall and Pekin Theatetitagioms owned by
Black men. Black men such as Motts advocated Black Nationalist and feminisgpahd
economic ideologies of self-help, self-determination, and self-sufficiemong Black
clubwomen who performed their expected maternal responsibilities in providecgat home
for migrant Black girls and women.
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A benefit baseball game between the Chicago American Giants and the potdi&na
A.B.C.s in August 1917 netted “$450, for which the ladies thank the public very fifush.”
member of the Phyllis Wheatley Club later adds, “Young girls in their tedthsb kinds of
goodies, and there were programs to be had for only five c€mgitan-American
clubwomen'’s profession in settlement work as fundraisers allowed them to tap into the
commercial enterprises of middle-class Black men’s spheres ofd@ndrathletic institutions.
Therefore, the Phyllis Wheatley Club’s domestic feminism wielded inflee@among Black
middle-class men to financially and morally support Black women’s settiework.

However, the Phyllis Wheatley Club did not always hold fundraising actiuvtiesie
public spaces. Rather, parties thrown for the purpose of collecting mortgage fuadgspects
of “motherwork” that were conducted inside of the Phyllis Wheatley Home . Xaon@e, in
April 1915, the Phyllis Wheatley Club announced an upcoming Apron bazaar to be held at the
home, stating, “The aprons will be sold at reasonable prices, and the moneydakbéntfr the
supper and the sale of aprons will go toward the home... The home serves as aosimettry f
girls who are out of employment and the heads find places for them until thegaateady
work.”* Two years later in February 1917, the Phyllis Wheatley Club organized amtenlLe
Ball at the home “for the sole purpose of lifting the six thousand dollar mortgagke wton the
Phyllis Wheatley Home for self-supporting women of our raée.”

Another fundraising drive the Phyllis Wheatley Club hosted that generagedsiams of
money was an event known as “tag day.” In June 1920, the Phyllis Wheatley Clubd-@porte
the Chicago Defender that the home “received $950 from the tag day receipig 24 MaA
year later in July 1921, secretary of the Phyllis Wheatley Club, FannieB@filliams totaled
the proceeds of the tag day event to “$925 cash from the drive and a number of pledges still
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out... the drive would go on until the entire debt of $1900 is wipeddut.”

For the Phyllis Wheatley Club, these parties were not for leisure or fumerRéite apron
bazaar and pre-Lenten Ball revealed a dire economic necessity for wimgeBlack
clubwomen to continue operating the Phyllis Wheatley Home. The partmipzitmiddle-class
Black organizations in attending these events was crucial to collectasglygthe mortgage of
the home. The apron bazaar pre-Lenten Ball, and tag day events predate theesrtqsied
by working-class Black women in New York during the Harlem Renaissanbe @®20s and
1930s. Performance studies scholar James Wilson highlights the significarmaerh s rent
parties in the working-class neighborhood of Harlem as a collective businegsisatef self-
help and self-determination to foster “a sense of community among Had&lants and helping
to establish cultural solidarity along socioeconomic limd&ent parties hosted by middle-class
Black clubwomen at the Phyllis Wheatley Home in Chicago were signibadiness oriented.
Furthermore, rent parties in Chicago and New York displayed the Blaakighsit sentiments
of economic independence from elite whites. In the case of African-gameciubwomen
employed in settlement work in Chicago, rent parties at the Phyllis Wihétdtae were
economically supported by the Black middle-class because the home adheretbtodkac
and maternal expectations of women in the African-American community.

More importantly, since relatively few African Americans of working anddbe-class
stature owned homes during the 1910s and 1920s, settlement houses like the Phylliy Wheatle
Home offered an opportunity for Black middle-class clubwomen to claim ownership in
communal property® However, the Club'’s solicitation of funds from Black middle-class
organizations and institutions served another purpose: to purchase a larger homefarghel
additional Black migrant womeH.
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Expanding the Size of the Phyllis Wheatley Home

Beginning in 1920, the Phyllis Wheatley Club launched a campaign “to make the grea
drive of $10,000 a howling success... One hundred more girls could be accommodated if the
Phyllis Wheatley Home was larget’'With the mass migration of African-American southerners
to Chicago, expanding the size of the home became an urgent matter for theVAgdlitey
Club. The motives of the Phyllis Wheatley Club to expand the size of the home and the number
of Black migrant women and girls were more than simply offering saritarging for an
increasing number of potential residents. The domestic feminism and “motheoktrk
Phyllis Wheatley Club fulfilled another function of the Phyllis Wheatleyrid: to provide
refuge for some Black female migrants against the sexually exgpleitorothels located in the
Black Belt that housed Black prostitutes. As | will analyze in the nextehadpe campaign to
eliminate prostitution in the Black Belt’s illicit institutions like brothe@as a significant aspect

of the Phyllis Wheatley Club’s settlement work.
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Chapter 3- From the Red-Light District to the Black Belt: The Fhyllis Wheatley Club, the
Chicago Defender, and the Struggle to Eliminate Prostitution on Chicago'South Side

Introduction

In 1910, the Phyllis Wheatley Club published an article incthieago Defender
poetically describing the effects of gambling, alcoholism, and prastittaking place in the
illicit venues of the red-light district as follows:

The gay and gilded saloon, with the clinking of glass and rattling of dice; its bright

shining lights, its warmth and the cup that at last biteth like a serpent andrslikgan

adder, is luring out young men to death and destruction. The follies and gayefies of li

are leading out young girls far on the downward rbad.

For the Phyllis Wheatley Club, the leisure and sexual pleasures that saloonstheld br
offered posed a dangerous threat to the lives, safety, and health of poor and wladsrigjack
men and women. Unlike drinking and gambling, which were leisure activities arsohvastly
committed by men, prostitution was a vice primarily committed by women. Mdalés Black
clubwomen and community activists argued that vices such as drinking, gambling, and
prostitution undermined the efforts to dispel racial stereotypes of BlaekioehSuch vices
stirred intra-racial conflicts between working and middle-classkla

Most middle-class Black clubwomen ostracized working-class Black women who
engaged in the illicit sex economy. However, the Phyllis Wheatley Clubglisshed
themselves by opening a settlement home to alleviate the vice of prostaaiong Black
women in Chicago. The rise of prostitution in the Black Belt produced in parelgreat
Migration pushed the Phyllis Wheatley Club to open a place of residencsuadisworking-
class Black migrant women from prostitution. The anti-prostitution campaign of yiesPh
Wheatley Club was another aspect of their domestic and community feministimghasc“other

mothers”. As the Phyllis Wheatley Club stated, the home opened its door to wodssd3tck
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migrant women “who seek shelter there, throwing around them the protection so ydoessar
the stranger in our midst, and the friendless girl seeking a livelihood in thisityd¥ However,
the Club only sheltered “girls who respected themselves and the home” fremptbis of
illicit institutions 2 The Phyllis Wheatley Club saw it as their responsibility to protect younger
migrant women from the sexual exploits of men from all racial backgrobDespite their
concern with prostitution in the Black Belt, the Phyllis Wheatley Club publishedaciew
articles on the subject matter in thefender A possible explanation for this is that the majority
of those in the Black middle-class community who spoke against prostitution wefe me
Among the most outspoken Black middle-class male figures against prostituten we
ministers, attorneys, and newspaper publishers, as exemplified@hittego DefenderBlack
middle-class male activists and leaders were primarily concerrlegrmitecting Black women
from the sexual exploits of white men inside of prostitution houses. Also, Black merntiansos
of leadership spoke to the injustices of the Mann Act of 1910, which imprisoned Black men for
allegedly soliciting sex from white female prostitutes or traffickiigte women across the
states for purposes of prostitution, while white men received little to no punisfroraiaw
enforcement officials for soliciting sex or engaging in the traffickinBlatk female prostitutes.
Unlike middle-class Black male activists, the Phyllis Wheatley Club didogoisfon
eliminating a specific racial or gender group involved in the Black Belt sex econatingrRthe
Phyllis Wheatley Club sought to shutdown illicit institutions that sexualyoied poor Black
women. By doing so, the Phyllis Wheatley Club fought to expel men and women frogiall ra
backgrounds who participated in the sex trade as prostitutes, pimps, saloon and keptrs| ke
and clients from the Black Belt. Therefore, the Phyllis Wheatley Club’stxgewas to restore
the respectability of the Black Belt community as a whole, particutaidigle-class Black
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women. Moreover, the Club identified any man who purchased the sexual servicesitofgsost
a threat to the culture of respectability and personal safety they soughotsestathe Home.
This chapter will focus on articles written the Defenderincluding the few articles that
the Phyllis Wheatley Club members published that explore the rise of prostituthe Black
Belt, and the struggle for middle-class Blacks to eliminate sexual vicéioadd’'s South Side.
In order to understand the causes of the rise in prostitution in the Black\Bi#lfirst address
the limited job opportunities for Black women outside of the domestic labor force. Seeald, |
examine the removal of both Black and white clients, prostitutes, and sex eméasrfrom the
red light district by white vice syndicates, law enforcement officaatsl middle-class property
owners. Third, I will discuss the presence of white men who frequently visited hafuses
prostitution in the Black Belt to engage in illicit sexual activity withd&lavomen. And fourth,
with the few sources written by or about the Phyllis Wheatley Club, | wilyaaahe extent to
which the Club and the Home protected African-American female migiramtsprostitution

Limited Job Opportunities for Black Women in Early Twentieth Century Chicago

In 1928, a Black minister in Chicago explained one primary reason why Blacknvome
engaged in the sex trade. According to the minister, “50 percent of the prostitutdsoh the
streets are there because of economic conditions. This condition was caused mgradilbeo
secure decent work.Furthermore, the minister argued that racism and discrimination in the
hiring of “trained [Black] youths” in the workforce played a significant roléhe limited job
opportunities available for Black men and women. Expressing outrage over thigyiwbil
educated and skilled Black men and women to “secure decent work,” the minisgsr \itris
deplorable to find graduates of the leading schools of the nation seeking the moktuoidia

Because of the racial and gender discrimination in the labor force, namiedy in t
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industrial, professional, retail, and clerical occupations, the overwhelmirmgity&f African-
American women during the migration period worked as domestic and personal servants in
wealthy white households. The percentages of Black women in the aforemettonpdtions
from the 1920 United States Census show that Black women comprised of twenty-tend perc
(about 13,000) of the approximately 60,000 female employees working as domesticsandlpe
servants in the city of Chicago. However, out of the approximately 20,000 Black women in
Chicago’s labor force, sixty-four percent were employed in domesticeasdmnal service,
mostly as servants and laundresses.

The high percentages of Black women working in Chicago’s domestic lalser for
suggest that domestic service was the most readily available form of emepiiofpr Black
women. Such statistics explain why potential Black migrant women to Chicgosoiught
employment in the homes of elite white families before arriving in tlyelcgtters collected by
Emmitt Scott from potential African-American migrant women to the Cloid2efender in 1917
indicated that nearly every southern Black woman writintpécDefendesought assistance in
finding employment as domestic and personal servants to white families upohiar@aago.

For example, on May 22, 1917, a twenty-seven year old single Black woman from
Jacksonville, Florida writes, “I wish to go North, [but] haven’t got money enuff to cooaa |
do any kind of housework, laundress, nurse, good cook has cook for northern people.”
Furthermore, the writer asks for assistance ftioenDefendeto “kindly inderseed for me a job
with some rich white people who would send me a ticket and | pay them bask’weeks
earlier, a mother of three teenaged daughters from Moss Point, Migsaskshe Defendeto
“please send me information toward a first class cooking job or washing fobherself and
three daughters. Letters written by teenaged Black girls requessisgigace in finding domestic
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work also appeared the DefenderA seventeen year old eighth grade student from Selma,
Alabama makes a pleatioe Defendefto see of you will please get me a job... | can wash
dishes, wash, iron, nursing, work in groceries and dry good stOrmreover, the teenager
relied onthe Defendeto “tell them [the white employers] to send me a ticket and | will repay
them... on the account of not having enough money | had to stop s¢hool.”
It is not certain that these three women already worked as domestic ambpsesvants
for white southern families. However, each of their letters illusttategossible explanations
for seeking employment as domestic workers upon moving to Chicago. Either thase Wwad
prior experience as domestic workers in the south, or the wages for domesticam@rk w
significantly higher for Black women in northern and Midwestern cities. licdlse of the first
letter, the preference to work for “some rich white people” suggest her Ibaliefages for
domestic work in northern white homes were higher in comparison to those on southern white
homes. In fact, single Black women in the north earned $8.00 a week for domesti iser
white homes versus earning only $4.00 a week for working in white southern Homes.
Higher wages for domestic work in Chicago’s white homes encouraged a widowed
twenty-eight year old Black woman from New Orleans, Louisiana to considenirig to
Chicago about the first of June... [to] do first-class work as a house maid and dining room or
care for invalid [white middle-class] ladie¥:'Similarly, a single Black woman, also from New
Orleans, expressed her complaints about the meager wages of Blacgkdemalstic workers in
Louisiana, and her desire to migrate to Chicago in June 1917:
Everything is gone up but the poor colored people’s wages. | have very pore learning
although it would not make much difference if | would be thoroughly educates for | could
not get any better work to do, such as housework, washing, and ironing and all such
work... and they pay so little for so hard work that it is just enough to pay room, rent, and

a little something to eat.

Here, the response of the last migrant woman illustrates the importtranship
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between race, socio-economic class status, education, and occupation. Reghedlasational
attainment, racial discrimination prevented middle and working-class Biatks South from
entering professional, clerical, manufacturing, and trade professions witht ceages
equivalent to those of whites. Therefore, the only jobs open to Black women of all socio
economic backgrounds were the meager wages of domestic service work.

Even educated Black women who worked as teachers in the rural south, as reflected in
the experience of one Black woman from Jacksonville, Florida in 1917, “[were] paid so poor we
could not continue to teach®Eager to migrate to Chicago, the former Black school teacher
from Florida adds, “We have watched your wanted ads regularly and we avasafoxilocation
with good families (white) where we can be cared for and do domestic work. Weovesigiaige
as cook, nurse, and maitf.’Such testimonies highlight the struggle for middle-class Black
southerners to improve their socioeconomic status.

It is uncertain if the former Florida schoolteacher considered seakiplgyment as a
teacher upon arrival to Chicago. Perhaps, the poor wages she was alreadyyaseaivschool
teacher in Florida compelled her to look for domestic work upon relocating to Chicagdt, In fa
the yearly salaries of Black and white school teachers in Alabama, FlGedegia, Louisiana,
the Carolinas, and Virginia, concluded that Black school teachers were paid W40 &hile
white school teachers were paid $400 a year “for teaching half as mdeptstt® This means
Black school teachers in Florida were paid $17 a month, which if divided by four weeks i
equivalent to $4.25 a week. Black school teachers in Florida and other southern stateglwere pa
nearly the same wages as Black domestic workers who earned $4.00 a week for sditthern w
families. Regardless of educational attainment and occupation, middle and wadssdglacks
in the south lived on the fringes of poverty and desperately searched for bett@gworki
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conditions and economic wages in urban Midwestern and northern cities.

Racial and gender discrimination in hiring practices for teaching positi@sthools
compelled educated Black women to work in the homes of elite white fahiiBésck women
only constituted one percent of all school teachers in Chi%agtack women'’s low
representation as teachers in Chicago’s public schools likely played acsighiéictor in
explaining why the former Black school teacher from Florida sought work as atiloservant
rather than a school teacher.

Lured by the increase in wages to perform domestic and personal service Wk i
homes of “good and wealthy” white families in Chicago, Black migrant women oveddb&e
possibility of becoming victims of sexual violence at that hands of white men. Btauokn
working in domestic and personal service in the early twentieth century engaaystruggle for
autonomy over their bodies against white female employers who dictated thesterg tasks
and hours of Black women’s physical labor, and against the unwanted sexual advances of whi
men?! Between 1921 and 1926, tBhicago Defendereported three major cases of sexual
assault of Black female domestic workers at the hands of white men in Chicagof these
three cases occurred while at working at the home of their employers. Alperpietrators of
sexual assault in two of the three cases were not related to white ferpédgersiof Black
domestic workers. Therefore, Black female domestic workers were viblleéosbecoming
victims of sexual assault either en route to their workplace or on the work sittiNgess,
these three cases demonstrated that migrant Black women seeking eemplagrdomestic and
personal servants in Chicago were no safer from sexual violence than renrathieig southern
hometowns working for white families. Moreover, historian Robin Kelley'syasigabf Black
working class women working in the industrial labor force during the earltistle century
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highlights the unwanted sexual advances white male employers made towzrav8itaen.
Thus, Black working-class women experienced sexual violence at the hands ahesiie
both the domestic and industrial labor force.

On July 30, 1921, twenty-one year old Emma Stewart, “a maid employed by Mrs. R.
Ball,” fought against an attempted rape by a white Yellow Cab Driver ch&kiiam Diener.
During one of several trips to “send packages to a newly rented apartmengt brcefully
“lured Stewart into his cab and attempted to criminally assaul£héithough Stewart
successfully fended off the attack by screaming for assistance, “shefiwagH her wrist
swollen and bruised and her dress torn to shréddrifortunately, of the three cases reported in
the Defendey Stewart was the only maid who avoided the completion of a rape attack at the
hands of a white man.

Nearly three years later on June 3, 1924, twenty-one year old Belle waw/i$ured into
a garage” on her way to work and gang raped by four white men identified as “Joseph
Dezell, 27; Roy Hawkins, 20; Leo Buhenstein; 23; and Thomas Wilsorf! Sharing her
testimony in court on the incident a month latke, Defendewrites,

One at a time they struggled with her and threatened violence if she screamexilahd w

not permit her to leave until all four had assaulted her. Then in dazed condition she left

the garage, made her way to her place of employment at 4657 W. Harriston St. and told
her employer of the attacR.

The Defender does not specify whether or not Lewis worked as a domestic. Unlike
Stewart, Lewis was not sexually assaulted in or near the home of a whitgyempkwis was
attacked on her way to work by Dezell, Hawkins, Buhenstein, and Wilson, who all éeliver
newspapers. However, the address of her employment listed as “4657 W. Hatrfstoficates
her possible residence with a white family.

In both the cases of Stewart and Lewis, the perpetrators of sexual agsaukthite men.
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who were not related to the female employers. The suspects in both casesegtesl and
charged with attempted rape (Diener) and rape (Dezell, Hawkins, BuhensteWWjlaon). The
outcome of the first trial was that Diener lost his job as a taxi driver, andd¢bedscase

involving the gang rape of Belle Lewis remained under further investigatierbefendedoes

not offer further information on the outcome of the trial). However, it is the thiel cas
documented ithe Defendethat speaks to the lack of protection Black women who were raped
received from the court.

In July 1926the Defendehighlighted the rape of Valerie Robinson, “a fifteen year-old
maid for the Olson (white) family a year earliéf.Unlike the two earlier cases | mentioned, the
attacker was identified as sixteen year-old Joseph Olson. After a thrée tnen“Judge
Herbert Immenhausenthe Defendereports, “asserted that because of the boy’s age the law
would not permit him to be held on the rape charge, but since he was the father of the victim
child, he could be held on the charge of bastardy. The boy’s bond was set at%2&06rfe
Robinson’s case illustrates the long history of sexual violence Black women aadddeirls
endured at the hands of white men and boys. Furthermore, Olson’s sexual assault on Robinson
caused her unwanted pregnancy of a mixed-race child left to singlehandselyitailittle to
no assistance from Olson.

As domestic and personal service workers in Chicago, Black women’s bodies teare of
subjected to the physical control and mercy of white men. The physical aspetite men’s
control over Black women’s bodies came in the form of coercing sexual inteec@s in the
case of Robinson, this led to the unwanted reproduction of mixed-race babies thaharhdid
not acknowledge as their children. Even worse, Robinson’s story exemplifigtsgtina of the
“moral inferiority” of Black female domestic workers who were sexualtyimized, gave birth.
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to mixed-raced children out of wedlock, and were forced to raise their chilklsenghe mothers.
The domestic workplace inside of white homes in Chicago proved to be a site foaphysic
sexual, and economic exploitation for Black migrant women employed in this occupatiog duri
the early twentieth century. Rather than working in white households under suchagixplaihd
violent conditions, Black women turned to prostitution as a source of additional income and
physical autonomy over their bodies.
Though middle-class Blacks saw domestic work as degrading for Black women,
prostitution posed a worse threat to the respectability of Black women. Unlike domedt,
the sinful act of prostituting urged middle-class Black leaders to save @acigwomen from
exposure to houses of ill-refute. Middle-class Blacks called on religious andeaders to
speak out against the prostitution of young Black women’s bodies.
For example, in 1910 theéhicago Defendelssued a disturbing article on the
employment of Black teenaged girls as pianist inside the red light tisstrarises of
prostitution:
In the homes of 500 or more, there are colored girls ranging from ages 14 to 19 years,
counting out money made overnight for playing piano in houses of ill-fame in the entire
red-light district of Chicago. There is not one word to be spoken against this\great e
Let anyone who is interested in the welfare of our women stand%a®® State, or 241
and State, or at Armour Avenue any evening from 6:30 to 8:00 and see depraved mothers
offering their daughters up on the altar of Baal for GdId.
TheDefendersharply criticized middle-class Black Christians and community leadiers f
ignoring the subject of prostitution, namely the purported failure of Black mdtherstect
their daughters from the sexual exploits of prostitution houses. Tettemder the Black
church and civic organizations had a moral and religious obligation to “save” innocert y
Black women from houses of ill-repute before it was too late. Studies of Blackyiessin

early twentieth century Chicago and New York have shown that Black women emptoyed a
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waitresses and dances inside of dancehalls, saloons, and speakeasies eanmexhexby
escorting white men. Although Black mothers most likely sent their daugbteasises of
prostitution to earn additional money, it is likely that these teenaged Biéglalgo engaged in
sex work as prostitutes.

The comparable wages for Black and white prostitutes in Chicago and New York during
the 1920s indicated that white prostitutes working in brothels, cabarets, speakeases
streetwalkers earned higher wages than Black prostitutes in the satn@onsti Pointing out
the racial and color hierarchies as a determining factor in chargamyscfor sexual intercourse
inside New York’s interracial brothels, white madams charged male dieetsdollars for sex
with darker skinned Black prostitutes, four dollars for sex with lighter skinned Blastitutes,
and seven dollars for sex with white prostitifteln Chicago, Black streetwalkers earned as little
as one to two dollars from each client for sexual intercolirse.

At the same time, Black prostitutes working independent of brothel and saloonkeepers
exerted autonomy over their sexual labor by charging clients for theicesrA 1920s
interview between a white investigator and a Black dancer/prostitute naaneel lentailed that
“Harriet charged white men $5, but colored men only $3” for sexual intercSu@een the
number of clients Black prostitutes serviced in a daily basis, it is sady that Black sex
workers made more money in one day than domestic workers made in a week.

Aside from earning higher wages, Black prostitutes sought physical autonomp@ver t
bodies. For instance, Black prostitutes who engaged in streetwalking enjoyeautoor@my
over their labor than sex workers in brothels and saloons. As streetwallesis f@hale sex
workers chose which clients to solicit sexual intercourse from. Contrausigle of brothels and
saloons, prostitutes were chosen by clients for sexual intercourse, wdelgvatkers chose
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which clients to solicit sexual intercourse fréfrUnlike brothels and saloons, where madams set
the prices of Black women’s sexual service based on skin complexion, Black women who
engaged in streetwalking set up the prices for their sexual services. The amaunhomy

exerted in choosing sexual partners, and setting prices represented atiegreal liberation
Black working-class female prostitutes enjoyed, something that doraestigersonal service
workers or prostitutes working for brothel and saloonkeepers did not.

However, streetwalkers who worked for pimps did not have control over their sexual
services or the economic wages for their lafi@ilthough leisure institutions served as places
where Black men, and to a lesser extent women exerted physical and seouaingubver their
bodies, for Black prostitutes, leisure institutions were also places of emghbyn male
dominated space$.For Black men in the illicit sex economy, the streets became a leisure venue
for pleasure, and for economic and sexual exploitation of Black prostitutes on thel$tuse
the street became a workplace for Black prostitutes whose relationshigneiit pimps was that
of employer-employee.

Despite the economic exploitation, sexual exploitation, and physical violgaoet
Black prostitutes, Black powerbrokers involved in the sex trade did not dominatécthedah
economies of Chicago’s red-light district and the Black Belt during the 1#8104920s. Instead,
white mobs and corrupt law enforcement officials controlled the business esgerpri
prostitution. White vice syndicates, policemen, and politicians extortegyrfoom Black and
white prostitutes, clients, and madams operating brothels in the red-lighatdiégt, prior to
1912, rather than indicting white mobs, white reformers, vice syndicates, and taceemnt
officials primarily targeted Black prostitutes, clients, and madams<farigion from the red-
light district. This was due to the desires of white middle-class propertyewmeestore
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respectability to their neighborhoods, and to restore the Victorian image efwdnten’s
sexual respectability. Moreover, middle-class whites living in near thbglat district sought to
halt interracial sexual relations between Black men and white women.

Expulsion of Black Sex Workers, Entrepreneurs, and Clients from thé&Red-Light District

There were two reasons for the significant decline of brothels operateddk/\dmen
in Chicago from 1900 to 1910, and the ultimate removal of Black men and women from
Chicago’s red light district. First, Black men and women who ran houses of prostdut
engaged in illicit sexual relations did not have the financial backing to pay sviitkcates to
help them avoid the raids of law enforcement offictalas Blair explains, “between 1900 and
1910, white male leisure entrepreneurs established a severe footing withéx gxeonomy It
was during this ten year period that the shift of economic power in houses of poostitent
from being dominated by Black and white madams to white men who were members of vice
syndicates.

Yet, the outcome for Black and white brothel keepers in the red light distrietedifin
one major respect. Law enforcement officials did not frequently raid bsatkvaled by white
madams. In fact, white madams were connected to “[white male] saloonkefjoses wives or
lovers ran houses of prostitution attached to their saloons, as partners with parasremnles, a
managers, and even as employees of houses of prostittitiss $uch, marital, business, and
work relations with white vice syndicate members allowed white madams to ass&tption
from law enforcement agents. Therefore, their businesses escaped pddiqeicaito 1912.
Moreover, before the official closing of the red light district, white brothel kedpenefitted
from the vice syndicates’ connections to corrupt police officers and politici&nosnthey paid
to keep their illicit prostitution houses from being closed down.

72



Unfortunately, Black brothels keepers in the red light district did not berafit
business and familial connections to white vice syndicates. Black madachswWesl the
protection provided by syndicates, perhaps bristling at the duties and obligatiocteexXpEn
them in such an arrangemerit.Despite the emergence of white male control over illicit sex
institutions in Chicago’s red light district, Black female brothel keepett as Vina Fields,
Maggie Douglas, and Hattie Jackson were determined to independently operaaé\aelucr
business and refused to give up control to white vice syndicates. Consequently, Black brothel
keepers and prostitutes faced constant raids and arrests from law enforaficials:>® But
there was a second and more serious reason why corrupt law enforcensels ofice
syndicates, and property owners pushed for Black removal from the red ligict:distr
eliminate interracial sexual relations between Black men and white women.

The efforts of middle-class whites to shut down Black participation in Chicagmsght
district were linked to the national fear of “white slavetyAlso known as the Mann Act of
1910, white slavery was the domestic and international trafficking of foreign boopd=zur and
native white American women across the state for purposes of prostitution. AlthatgmEand
Southern European immigrant men were involved in coercing their female cousterfza
prostitution, law enforcers of the Mann Act primarily targeted Black men who kadlse
relations with or attempted to marry white woniéithus, the supposed purpose of the 1910
Mann Act was for white men to preserve the virtue and sexual morality af whihanhood.

However, in reality white vice syndicates and corrupt politicians and law enfert
officials showed a half-hearted interest in the morality of white womanhoo#lals
demonstrates, the issue of white slavery in houses of prostitution only becaaheamcern for
vice syndicates, politicians, and policemen when it involved illicit sexual tramssbetween
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Black male clients and white prostitutes. At the same time, brothels operatdit&ynadams
with white prostitutes who served an exclusive white male clientele werated, not perceived
as a threat to the morale of white womanh&otherefore, the expulsion of Black men from the
red light district was motivated by the fear of white men losing control over theshofivhite
women. However, white vice syndicates were more motivated to keep Black mertrouted
light district in order to continue the operations of their illicit business, rétherto preserve the
sexual purity of white women.

Nevertheless, middle-class reformers and property owners were eddbat
prostitution and white slavery would tarnish the respectability of white womanhood and
neighborhoods. Ultimately, this led to the shutdown of the Black and white houses of poostituti
in the red light district. Restoring the respectability of middle-aMste womanhood and white
communities came at the expense of the moral deterioration of “respectaislkd [B
neighborhoods on the South Sidé&Driven out of the red-light district, working-class Blacks
involved in the red light district sex economy carried over their illicit sexcialities into the
Black Belt. With the closing of the red light district, middle-class whatermers and property
owners successfully re-established what Blair refers to as the “gemrgtaphy” of Black and
white neighborhood¥'

Yet, Black women were not the only prostitutes settling and working in the Bldick Be
sex economy. Consequently, the closing of the red-light district gave way to tifieratioh of
prostitution houses operated by both Blacks and whites in this part of town, as wellhfisxa
of Black and white prostitutes in the Black BEEhe migration of working-class Black
southerners, along with the establishment of saloons, black-and tans, bidfetnfthtpeakeasies
increased middle-class Black fears of Black migrant women's involvemdme igrowing illicit
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sex economy®Despite the involvement of white women in the Black Belt's illicit sex economy,
the crime of prostitution remained associated with Black women.

White Slummers in the Black Belt

Nonetheless, thBefenderdepicted young Black women involved in prostitution as
victims of white male sexual exploitation, arguing that white male pleasaieers who ventured
into the Black Belt’s illicit establishments were the real anias. An article from the 1912
Chicago Defendeifor example expressed fears of “red lighters” invading middle-classkBlI
neighborhoods on Chicago’s South Side. These red lighters referred to Black and white
prostitutes, madams, and clients who worked in, and frequently visited, the numerous houses of
prostitution in the red light distriéfThe Defendewarned “[Black] real estate agents, ministers,
and women'’s clubs” in the Black Belt to remove red lighters and illicit venues fraim t
neighborhoods or else “they will awaken some morning to find that their next door neighbor,
Miss X, who formerly ran a pretentious establishment... will occupy an aparimtet same
building.”®

As a result of the red light district closing, the Black Belt's infamoute Steet, also
known as the Stroll, became an integrated sex district. With its flourishing taféet
dancehalls, black-and-tan cabarets, saloons, and speakeasies, the Blgak8ela notorious
reputation for illicit and often interracial sexual relations betweenkBdad white men and
women?® White prostitutes, male and female entrepreneurs of prostitution houses, ang wealth
whites who poured into the South Side to seek work, leisure, and sexual pleasure in the Black
Belt’s illicit sex houses were identified as “slummers.”

Slumming in Chicago and New York’s working-class Black and immigrant conti@sini
in the early twentieth century reveal the racial, class, sexual, gendepadiad dimensions
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behind the practices of slumming. The first generation of slummers in the mid torlateenth
century were middle-class white reformers who established reform progr&usopean
immigrant communities, and successfully eliminated vice in the red lighictisurrounding
white neighborhood® White Protestant organizations, social settlement workers, college
professors, and graduate students ventured into immigrant and working-classniti@snm
Chicago and New York to examine the conditions of poverty, “teach proper methods of
housekeeping and childrearing, convert local [white] prostitutes to theiryartozand of
Christianity, and provide refuge in newly founded missionary and safe houses fenwdram
they were able to coax away from prostitutich.”

White reformers in the late nineteenth and early twentieth century showedrctorabe
rise of prostitution and other vices taking place among African Americans Bigble Belt.
However, subsequent generations of white slummers showed no interest in ref®lanksgor
the Black Belt community from such vic&sRather, the new generation of white slummers
ventured into Chicago’s South Side to seek work as prostitutes, establish housestofipnosti
to seek leisure entertainment in the form of jazz and blues, and to engage in cahsermwith
Black men and women. Like middle-class white reformers of the mid to lateaitetcentury,
early twentieth century white slummers visiting the Black Belt believedéaighborhood and its
residents to be morally inferior and sexually promiscuous. At the same tinte slivmmers
engaged in sexual and non-sexual activity (i.e. dancing) with Black men and Wbmen.

By doing so, white slummers, especially those involved in sexual relations aih Bl
people violated Victorian codes of “sexual restraint” as a basis for nmangtavhite middle-
class respectability’: Specifically, the most flagrant of offenses against Victorian principles of
sexual respectability involved illicit sexual activity between Blaen and white women. This
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is because Victorian principles of respectability relied on patribocimdrol of white women’s
sexual purity. Engaging in sexual relations with “immoral” Black men ehg#d the alleged
moral superiority of white women over Black wonTén.

However, unlimited sexual access to Black women confirmed white men’safense
racial superiority over Black peopt&Through engaging in commercial sex with Black
prostitutes, white-male slummers contributed to the prevailing stereaif/Bésck women as
sexually promiscuous. Unfortunately, middle-class Black leaders viaex anable or refused to
protect working-class Black prostitutes from the sexual exploits of white shanmers in the
Black Belt. Also, middle-class Black Belt residents lacked enough supporidw enforcement
officials to criminally prosecute white men for engaging in illiexgal activity with Black
prostitutes’’Ultimately, the failure of middle-class Black leaders to elimitiagesexual
exploitation of Black prostitutes in the Black Belt is largely due to thebilibain keeping
white male slummers out of the Black Belt.

Middle-class Black male leaders argued that white male slummenrsitiechthe
majority of sex crimes in the Black B&ftin March 1923, th®efendempublished a statistical
report from the Chicago Tribune, indicating that “only 30 percent of the [prostituimmnwas
contributed by over 90 percent of the [Black] residents of the [Black BeltictliStO percent
being of the [white male] imported variet}? Thus, middle-Class Black Belt leaders,
particularly men, viewed the presence of white male slummers on Chicagats Sde as a
threat to the morale of Black womanhood.

The presence of white male slummers hindered the struggle for Black +olidske
community activists to dispel the hypersexual and criminalizing imagéokBvomen as
prostitutes. Several articles from thefenderdemanded law enforcement officials to prosecute
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white men for engaging in illicit sexual intercourse with Black prosstutéeir efforts toward
law enforcement intervention paid off in September 1913, when police officers ealldtbt
flat on Wabash Ave and “arrested sixteen white men and sixteen colored ginfgrtheeing
charged of raping these innocent girls between the ages of fourteen anul wietee°
Althoughthe Defendeportrayed the teenaged Black girls as victims of sexual assault, police
officers arrested the sixteen girls for prostitution. However, only fiveeo§itkteen white men,
ranging from “ages 25 to 45” were “held over to the grand jury” for the sexual tagkaul
minors® TheDefendedater praised a white judge “who believed in law and justice-said crime is
crime in the eyes of the law, white and black alieUnfortunately, the Defender did not
provide any further information on the trials of the five white men charged withgrapiteen
Black girls.

Fifteen years later, in December 19#& Defendecovered the case of a “white North
Side businessman named David Farmer,” who was charged with soliciting sexvivddtack
prostitutes, “Mariah Green, 21 years old, and Bernice Johnson, 24 yeat$kadmier, who
“admitted to coming to the South Side to seek [Black] girls,” testified agamestn and
Johnson, accusing them of soliciting him for sex and stealing thirty-five disthemshis wallet®*
Based on Farmer’s testimony, the judge rendered a guilty verdict and pasgibsnment of
Green and Johnson for prostitution. But Green and Johnson'’s attorney, Wendell Green, argued
that Farmer’s admission of soliciting sex from Black prostitutes madeduallg as guilty as
Green and Johnsén.

Attorney Green further criticized the racist and sexist system llomiag [white men]
who confessed their prostitution to go scot free, while the [Black] women are senttddle
[prison] and fined” for prostitutiof® Unfortunately, of all women criminally prosecuted for
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prostitution in Chicago during the 1920s, seventy-five percent of the cases involvied Blac
women®’ However, white male slummers, as exemplified in the Farmer case gietg i
penalized for their involvement in prostitution. Nevertheless, Green arguediitanvale
slummers soliciting sex from Black prostitutes were mostly responsibtad sexual
criminalization of the Black Belt. Green asks the judge, “Why should this manheave
respectable North Side home, wife, and family, and come over here to our commuaiigfyo s

his lust and thus tighten the grip of vice we are trying to break? This man by brsdhtreby
keeps his neighborhood free from vice, and | demand the he be fined and ordered ex&mined.”
Ultimately, the judge ruled in Green’s favor and “fined farmer $5 and ordereddmtio the

health department for an examinatién.”

Green’s statement speaks to the nature of white supremacist politics belpractiwe
of slumming, highlighting racial, sexual, and spatial segregation. With reeptons, white
men frequently visited leisure and sexual venues in the South Side to solicit sé{doim
women without facing criminal prosecution from law enforcement. Even when whitevare
tried and found guilty for soliciting sex from Black prostitutes, the majdrdynot receive jail
sentences, as the case of Farmer demonstrates. Also, Green’s remarkistsagizev
enforcement officials either ignored or minimized the role of white matarskrs in engaging
in illicit sexual intercourse with Black prostitutes. By contrastDb&ndemwrites in 1924,
“they [police] struck through the near South Side to end exploitation of white girledppN
resort keepers... Jailing colored men who may be loved of or love fair ladies of the white
tribe.”’® Unlike the relationship between Black prostitutes and white male clients, law
enforcement officials depicted white prostitutes as unwilling particgpargexual bondage at
the hands of predatory Black men, who soughs economic profit and sexual gratification f
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exploiting white women. Regardless of whether sexual relations betwednnBéacand white
women were commercial or non-commercial, consensual or coerced, Black keen ris
imprisonment for any range of sexual or romantic relationships with whiteew.

However, a letter written by M.L. Powell to tRdicago Defendein 1928 states,
“Women, licensed by men, make a business of prostitution, selling their bodies thatdém
necessity-of the male shall be supplied. The only business in my race, | arto sayyis
patronized by males of the white radé For Black prostitutes, their bodies were not only an
asset to white male pleasure seekers visiting the Black Belt's housestitupion, they also
became an economic asset to corrupt white politicians who exploited such crim@mnpfises.

Not only did middle-class white male slummers contribute to the moral detenooét
Black women and the Black Belt, but corrupt law enforcement officials andcpoisi did little
to crackdown on white male participation in the Black Belt’s illicit sex ecgndinis is because
corrupt politicians were directly connected to the prostitution rings on Ghg8guth Side. Of
the 2,200 houses of prostitution in the Black Belt in 1928Difendemotes, “more than 60
percent are said to be connected with the vice ring controlled by politi¢favis lords, both
Black and white, th®efenderadds, “are forced to pay protection and graft money from $50 up.
The maximum sum is as high as $300 a wé@Klthough theDefendetblamed white male
slummers for the proliferation of prostitution and sexual victimization of Blackemothe
Defenderalso criticized middle-class Black women'’s clubs and Black mothersiliogfto
protect young Black girls from exposure to houses of prostitution.

The Phyllis Wheatley Club and the Fight Against Prostitution

In the same 1910 article on teenage Black girls who played the piano inside of
prostitution houses, tHeefenderndicted Black mothers for taking their teenage daughters ‘to
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the homes of harlots to be lowered to the lowest depths of degraddtilthbugh in fact many
of these mothers had taken their daughters to brothels to earn extra money for the ¢héwysehol
playing the piano, thBefenderclaimed that Black mothers lured their daughters to participate in
the illicit sex economy as prostitutes. Thefendermwarned that Black mothers exposing their
daughters to houses of prostitution would lead to “the spread of disease among thousands of
innocent girls and boys whom they come into cont&ct.”

For theDefendey houses of prostitution had taken over as the early twentieth century
form of institutionalized slavery where young Black women were held in bondage,aatpdot
by their mother’'s and women'’s clubs. In this analysis, mothers continued to leaviatighters
vulnerable to becoming victims of sexual and economic exploitationDéfenderasked, “Are
our societies, like the Phyllis Wheatley Club going to sit idly by and leciBlaomanhood be
trampled foot, or are they going to join hands in the holy war of the protection of the unknown

black slave?®

Community leaders in the Black Belt saw clubwomen as role models of
respectable Black womanhood and motherhood to young Black women, and therefore believed
the responsibility of protecting and freeing Black women from the houses afyrostlay with
Black clubwomen.

In defense of the Phyllis Wheatley Club, its president, Elizabeth Davis alddued that
some migrant Black women were coerced into working inside houses of prastiespite
coming “from the best [Black] families in other states,” Davis writesgriynof these girls were
going astray by being led unawares into disreputable homes, entertainmenpémadremt
because of the lack of protection that strange girls of other races éhidigtile-class Black
leaders, such as the Phyllis Wheatley Club understood the limited job opportunitieskimg

and middle-class Blacks in Chicago during the 1910s and 1920s. However, the Phydlie\Whe
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Club also believed limited job opportunities to be an inexcusable reason for Black wddsag
women’s employment as prostitutes inside of brothels, saloons, buffet flatetsabad
speakeasies in the red-light district and the Black Belt. Upon opening this R¥iyHatley

Home in 1908, the Club only admitted young Black women who were unwilling participants in
the sex trade. Rather than finding fault in otherwise respectable yourkgvRlaten, the Phyllis
Wheatley Club blamed white law enforcement officials for not protectingkBtagrant women
from being lured into prostitution in Chicago.

The Phyllis Wheatley Club served as a community watch organization thagoli
prostitution houses as part of their “motherwork” to protect Black women from betnglly
victimized inside of illicit institutions. For their efforts to close saloontheBlack Belt, Davis
credits the Club for “succeeding in closing one that was particularly dtat#eti’® The Phyllis
Wheatley Club did not limit their “motherwork” to policing and closing down saloons in the
Black Belt. As part of the selective process of admitting migrant Blexken into the Phyllis
Wheatley Home, the Club wrote in a 1Té&fenderarticle, “the matron will certainly hunt your
record, and where you were living before coming here. This is done to avoid future foouble
every person going from this home either brings us the respect of the persga they the
reverse.”® Out of fear of the home’s loss of reputation as a respectable community rstituti
the Black Belt, the Phyllis Wheatley Club conducted background checks on applickedp
women who were arrested and prosecuted for prostitution their bodies out of the home. Also, as
“other mothers,” the Phyllis Wheatley Club’s objective was to protect reggedlack girls and
women who were admitted in the home from Black women who actively engaged in powstituti

It is not certain how the Phyllis Wheatley Club drew the distinction betweeritexmi
migrant women from good families who were forced into prostitution againstilieiand
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those who voluntarily engaged prostitution. Perhaps, the Phyllis Wheatley Glgbtimes
distinction through the backgrounds checks they conducted to determine whichrapblacha
criminal record for prostitution. Prostitutes from the latter categdiy were found guilty for
engaging in illicit sexual activity did not qualify for residency at thglks Wheatley Home.
However, what is not specified is whether or not Black women criminally prosieioute
prostitution actually were actualbpercedinto the illicit Black Belt sex economy. It is likely that
some of the applicants who were forced into sex work against their will weesltdown from
residing the home because of their criminal history for prostitution.

Unlike theDefenderarticles, which emphasized that all Black prostitutes were victims of
white men’s sexual exploits, the Phyllis Wheatley Club only classifrevilling Black female
sex workers from respectable families as victims. Moreover, as sdien @a, the Phyllis
Wheatley Club did not target a particular racial or gender group of peopbepidsi®n from the
Black Belt or criminal indictment for prostitution. Rather, the Phyllis WegaClub’s anti-
prostitution activism targeted individuals across the racial and genderHmeontributed to the
moral and sexual deterioration of the Black Belt.

To factors shaped the proliferation of prostitution in the Black Belt during the¢ Grea
Migration period of the 1910s and 1920s. First, the limitation of job opportunities for African-
American women relegated them to domestic service work. Unfortunately, titoraksr not
only paid meager wages for long hours of work, but also exposed Black female domestic
workers to sexual violence at the hands of white men. Rather than accepting duendegr
treatment received as domestic workers, some working-class Blacknatanmed to prostitution
for better wages, and to an extent, physical and sexual autonomy over their bodies.

Second, middle-class white people living in areas surrounding the red-liglat dis
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succeeded in closing down the illicit institutions operating in the géd-tlistrict. Not only did
white middle-class reformers and residents managed to restore thetab#ipe of white
womanhood and their community, but they also contributed to the proliferation of prostituti
the Black Belt. It was Black sex workers, brothel keepers, and clientsvetsoinitially targeted
for expulsion from the red-light district. However, the growing concern oveestatery
eventually led to the expulsion of white people involved in the sex trade from thehtd-lig
district. Thus, white prostitutes, male clients, and brothel and saloon keepers ventutieel int
Black Belt and participated in the growing sex economy on Chicago’s South side.

Black middle-class male leaders specifically fought to expel white roanthe Black
Belt because of their contribution to the rise of prostitution by engaging in thal sexd
commercial exploitation of Black prostitutes. By contrast, the Phyllis Wdye@lub’s anti-
prostitution campaign battled to bar men and women from all racial backgrounds frBtadke
Belt's illicit sex economy. As “other mothers” in the Black Belt, thelPWheatley Club
selectively admitted young Black women into the home based on their reslitgatatheir
backgrounds. It is uncertain as to how the club differentiated Black women who hyitding
unwillingly engaged in prostitution. The Phyllis Wheatley Club liketgumed that Black
women who were arrested and prosecuted for prostitution voluntarily participatextknBzilt
sex trade as sex workers. Thus, while the Phyllis Wheatley Club took on the redipposibi
“other mothering” young Black migrant women who were deemed worthy of portéam the
sex trade, the club did not extend their maternal role to Black women who possiessed cr

records of prostitution, whether or not they voluntarily sold their bodies.
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Conclusion

With the mass migration of Black working-class southerners to Chicago, thation of
Black settlements like the Phyllis Wheatley Home were much neededyriveanitieth century
because of the residential segregation and deterioration of housing conditicas-Afmerican
Chicagoans experienced. Also, sexual violence and exploitation of Black wdnoeles
proliferated with the migration of Black southerners to Chicago. With the expulsilack and
white prostitutes, clients and proprietors from the red-light district, iprosh rapidly and
increasingly was pushed into the Black Belt. Thus, the presence of whitéupessimale
clients, and proprietors undermined the efforts of middle-class Black ldadexsp the Black
Belt free from houses of prostitution and those involved in the illicit sex trade.

However, racial discrimination in the labor force offered limited job opportgriiie
Black women in Chicago. As a result, both working and middle-class Black woman ofte
accepted employment as domestic workers. Sadly, Black female domaterswere
vulnerable to becoming victims of rape committed by white men. For many Bta&kng-class
women, prostitution became an alternative source of employment to earn higherawdgeoid
the degradation of domestic work. Yet, Black female prostitutes risked pcasdse
incarceration, and sexual violence at the hands of white and Black men.

Moreover, the purpose of mainstream settlements operated by white secrakrefwas
to provide a home for Eastern and Southern European working-class immigrantsigs &roaf
poverty, unsanitary housing conditions, and sexual exploitation. Unfortunately, mamstrea
settlements did not shelter African-American migrants from facinly sanditions. The Phyllis
Wheatley Club was aware that many Black southern women severed ties farfiles and
communities in making their solo journey to Chicago. The club’s concern over the lack of
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protection and resources for Black migrant women led to their project to establigtyliie P
Wheatley Home. From the time the home opened in 1908, the Phyllis Wheatley Cluly activel
campaigned to alleviate the deterioration of housing, the spread of disease, tie vice
prostitution, and the sexual exploitation of Black women.

As “othermothers” to Black migrant women residing at the home built a communal
family structure that called for Black civic organizations and institigtito financially support
the home. By hosting fundraising and charity drives, parties, and social eveirByliise
Wheatley solicited enough funds to provide proper sanitation and household supplies for the
home. Also, the Phyllis Wheatley Club was able to pay the mortgage for the honihyllise
Wheatley Club’s ability to intersect feminist ideologies of motherwork, anthaunity and
domestic feminism with Black economic nationalism was successful foeasen. This is
because the Phyllis Wheatley Home was a private space. As such, tie\Whghatley Club
fulfilled the expectations of mainstream and Black middle-class valuesréw's role as
mothers and caretakers of the home. At the same time, the Phyllis Whéatheywas a public
space that served as a platform for the club to assert their leadership througly ihieisi
domestic ideologies of motherhood into their professional employment as settieonkers.
Consequently, the clubwomen'’s leadership in the settlement housing movement, and their
community activism for improving housing conditions, and protecting Black women framlsex
exploitation was a crucial aspect of their motherwork, community feminism, and titomes

feminism that garnered support from African-American civic orgammagiand institutions.
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