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Simon Hall
Protest Movements in the 1970s:
The Long 1960s

Many histories of the American 1960s have centred on a dramatic tale of tise
and fall. According to this narrative, the decade began with hopeful idealism
- symbolized by the student sit-ins, the rhetoric of the Port Huron Statemient
{founding manifesto of the New Left), and John F. Kennedy's call to service. It
reached its apogee in mid-decade with the Mississippi Freedom Summer, the
Berkeley Free Speech Movement, and Lyndon Johnson’s electoral landslide,
Then, in the context of an escalating and bitterly divisive war in Vietnam and
growing social dislocation at home, the idealism curdled into disillusionment
and despair. The vear 1968 — which witnessed the assassinations of Martin
Luther King and Robert Kennedy, and the riot at the Democratic Party’s
national convention in Chicago — marks the symbolic end of “the sixties’: with
the New Left and civil rights movements in decline and mired in factionalism,
the liberal consensus unravelling, and Richard Nixon triumphant. The strains
of *We Shall Overcome’ were displaced by cries of “Burn, Baby, Bum'.! When
set alongside this ‘brash, bruising blockbuster of 4 decade’ with its *passion,
grandeur and tragedy’, the 1970s have oftéen seémed anticlimactc.? Historian
Bruce Schulman has noted that ‘most Americans regard the Seventies as .. .
eminently forgettable . . . an era of bad clothes, bad hair, and bad music impos-
sible to take seriously’?

In recent years scholars have challenged this master narrative and its implicit
‘good sixties’/*bad sixties™ dichotomy:* They have focused on local organizing,
broadened out the chronology of 1960s social movements and political devel-
opments, and emphasized simildrities; rather than differences, between the

I would like to thank the School of History at the University of Leeds and the British Academy for
providing mewith financial support that made the research for this article possible,

1 See; Jor example, Todd Gidin, The Sixties: Years of Hope, Days of Rage (New York 1993);
William O°Neill, Coming Apart: America in the 605 {Chicago 1971); and Wini Breines, ““Of This
Ceneration”™: The New Left and the Student Movement?, in_Alexander Bloom {ed.}, Long Time
Gone: Sixties America Then and Now (Oxford 2001). According to historian Bruce Schulman,
1968 “delineated the end of the Sixties’ and ushered in 2 new age — the “long 1970s". See Bruce J.
Schulman; The Seventies: The Great Shift in American Cufture, Society; and Politics {Cambridge,
MA, 2001}, 1, 4.

2 Beth Bailey and David Farber; ‘Introduction’, in Bailey and Farber (eds}), Ametica in the 705
{Lawrence, KS; 2004), 1, 6-7.

3 Schulman, The Seventies, op. cith, xi,

4 John D'Emilio, “Placing Gay In the Sixties’, in Alexander Bloom {ed.), Long Time Gone, op.
cit., 211.

This content downloaded from 137.151.141.100 on Tue, 31 Dec 2013 02:52:07 AM
All use subject to JISTOR Terms and Conditions



L
L
PN

Jourmal of Contemporary History Vol 43 No 4

1960s and the decades that bookend them.* This article explores two protest
movements that were prominent during the 1970s — the struggle for gay righis,
and the campaigns against the use of busing as a means to effect school desegre-
gation. These movements tend to be analyzed separately and portrayed very
differently. The former is often compared with earlier struggles for equal rights
on the part of America’s oppressed, and seen as drawing on the radical political
tradition that emerged during the 1960s. The anti-busing struggle, in contrast, is
usually viewed as symbolizing the new politics of ‘backlask’, exemplifying the
strength of conservative grassroots organizing that augured the rise of the New
Right. Although persuasive, this analysis overlooks significant similarities
between the two movements® In important ways anti-busing campaigners
drank from the same well of 1960s activism as gay rights protesters, even as they
railed against the perceived ‘excesses’ of the so-called “‘Age of Aquarius’, Both
movements drew on modes of activism, styles of protest, political rhetoric and
ideology that were de riguenr within 1960s freedom movements. Despite
occupying very different positions on the political spectrum, activists in both
movements were, each in their own way, children of the 1960s.

While the Stonewall Riot of 28 June 1969 is often seen as marking the start
of the gay liberation struggle, the modern gay rights movement had important
roots in the immediate postwar years: Emerging from the new, urban gay sub-
culture that had been forged during the war against fascism, the homophile
movement of the 1950s:and early 1960s helped to lay the basis for future
advances.” This nascent gay rights movement was based around organizations
such as the Mattachine Society, the Society for Individual Rights, the
Daughters of Bilits, and the Council on Religion and the Homosexual: These
groups and activists- worked to challenge the medical model that defineéd
homosexuality as a ‘sickness’, provided social services to gay men and women,
challenged discrimination, and helped foster a vibrant gay cultural life in many
of America’s major cities.?

5 See, for example, Robert O Self, Americast Babylon: Race and the Struggle for Postwar
Ouakland (Princeton, NJ, 2003); Timothy B: Tyson, Radio Free Dixier Robert F. Williams and the
Roots of Black Power {Chapel Hill 1999); IEmilic, *Placing Gay in the Sixties’, op. cit. In their
recent interprerative history of the 1960s, Maurice Issezman and Michael Kazin explain that they
*view “the '60s™ as defined by movements gnd ssues that arose soon after the end of World War
1 and were only partially resolved by the time Richard Nixon resigned from the presidency’, Ses
Maurice Isserman and Michael Kazin, Amertca Divided: The Civil War of the 1960s (New York
2000Y, ix. Historians have also begun to take'the 1970s more seriously, viewing them as a time of
important social, cultural and political change. See, for example, Schulman, The Seventics, op. cit.,
and Bruce J. Schulman and Julian E. Zelizer, Rightiward Bownd: Making America Conservative in
the 19705 {Cambridge, MA, 2008},

6 Rebecca Klatch discovered striking similarities berween radical and conservative 19605 activsts
in her study of 5D§ and the Young Americans for Freedom. See Klatch, A Generation Divided: The
New Left, the New Right, snd the 19605 (Berkeley, CA, 1999

7 John D¢Emilie, Sexual Palitics, Sexnal Communities: The Making of a Homosexual Minority
in the United States, 1940-1970 {Chicago 1983}, 23-39.

8 See D’Emilio, Sexual Politics, op. cit.; David Eisenbach, Gay Power: An American Revolution
{New York 20063, chaps 1-2.
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The aftermath of the Stonewall riot — in which patrons of the Greenwich
Village bar had fought back during a police raid — witnessed an explosion in
gayorganizing. By the end of July 1969, activists in New York had formed the
Gay Liberation Front, while other groups began to spring up in citlés and on
campuses. across the nation.’ The emergence of gay newspapers, speakers’
bureaus, telephone helplines; churches, sports teams, and bookstores signalled
a flowering of gay culture and political activism, Whereas 30 gay organizations
had existed in 1969, there were more than 800 just four vears later, and tens
of thousands of gays and lesbians became actively involved in the gay rights
movement. This impressive growth was possible in part because activists were
able to draw upon organizations, networks and' resources that Had been
created and nurtured during the 1950s and 1960s, Rather than a decisive
break; Stonewall marked the movement’s evolution from a “thinly spread
reform effort” into *a large, grassroots movement for liberation’.

During the subsequent decade the gay rights movement won a number of
important victories. New allies, such as the American Civil Liberties Union, the
National Organization for Women, and the American Bar Association, offered
their support. In 1973 the American Psychological Association removed
homosexuality from its list of mental disorders. Two years later the Civil
Service Commission ended its blanket ban on empk}}mg homosexuals. By
1976, 17 states had repealed their laws prohibiting sedomy.”’

In 1968, 14 years after its historic decision in Brown v. Board of Education
that segregated schools were ‘inherently unconstitutional’, the United States
Supreme Court-moved to bring an end to the tokenism, obfuscation and delay
that had prevented meaningful integration from taking place.”? In Green v,
County School Board, the nine justices ruled that school boards had an
*affirmarive duty” 1o take steps to ensure thar segregation was “eliminated root
and branch”. Moreover, they declared, school boards had to produce realistic
plans for desegregation that promised to *work now’ . o 1971, in Swann v.

9 For the growth in campus activism see, in partcnlar, *Homosexuals Defy Campus Taboos’,
Berkshire Eagle (Pintsfield, MAY, 8 Januvary 1972, in Records of the Gay Activists Allidnce, Series 4,
Printed Ephemera, Box 22A, folder 3 ‘Sorted Press Clippings, Massachuserts-New Hampshire®; reel
19 in The Gay Rights Movement: Gay Activists &lliance: from the International Gay Tnformation
Center, The New York Public Library, (microfilm: New York: Research Publicadons International,
1998}, London School of Economics and Political Science {Hereafter referred to as GAA Records).
10 John D'Esmilio, *After Stonewall’, in D’Emilic, Making Tronble: Essays on Gay History,
Politics, and the Universtty (MNew York 1992}, 241-4; D’Emilio, Sexual Politics, op. cit., 232-9;
See also Neil Miller, Ous of thé Past: Gay and Lisbian History from 1869 1o the Present {Néw
York 2006}, 321; Brert Beemyn, ‘The Silence is Broken: A History of the First Lesbian, Gay, and
Bisexual College Student Groups’, Journal of the History of Sexunality 12{1) {April 2003), 205-¢;
Eisenbach, Gay Posder; op cit, chaps 2-3.

11 DEmilio, Sexudl al:zwss op, cit,; 238; D'Emilic; “After Stonewall’, op, cit., 24530,

12 In the fall of 1966, only 14 per cent of black children attended predominancdy whire schools:
see. Walter G. Stephan and Joe R. Feagin {eds), School Desegregation: Past, Present, and Future
{New York 19804, 18,

13 3. Harvie Wilkinson 1, From Brown to Bakke: The Supremi Court and School Integration,
1954-1978 {(New York 1978}, 116.
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Charlotte-Mecklenbierg Board of Education, the Supreme Court upheld large-
scale busing as a means to achieve integration and stared that school boards
would be judged ‘on whether they had managed to achieve ‘the greatest possi-
ble degree of actual desegregation’.™

Beginning first in the South before moving north and west, busing — whether
initiated by local school boards or mandared by the courts — was used as a rool
with which to desegregate the nation™s schools. Busing, and especially ‘two-way’
busing (which involved the transfer of white children in addition to assigning
black children to previously predominantly white schools), proved extremaly
controversial. Indeed, in numerous places where it was instigated, whites resist-
ed by marching, petitioning and withdrawing their children from the public
schools, or moving to unaffected suburbs. Semetimes the protests became vio-
lent. It Lamar, South Carolina, in March 1970, a mob of 200 whites attacked
two school buses that were transporting black students to a newly desegregated
school. A Newsweek report described how ‘the whites broke through police
lines and swarmed over the buses, smashing windows and ripping out ignition
wires” as the terrified black passengers *ducked ‘behind seats and dived to the
floor as rocks and clubs crashed through the windows’. As ]. Harvie
Wilkinson, a historian of school desegregation; has commented, the seemingly
innocuous yellow school bus became the “flash point of domestic policy in the
early 1970s’; as busing ‘rubbed the raw nerve endings of American life’.*

Boston; with its tightly demarcared ethnic enclaves and fiercely parochial
neighborhoods, generated the nation’s most virulent and most violent opposi-
tion to the busing of students to bring about school desegregation.” The city’s
public school system was highly segregated — in 19723 over 80 per cent of
African American pupils attended majority-black schools; and more than half
were enrolled at schools that were 90 per cent black. This was despite passage
of the state’s Racial Imbalance Lawin 1963, which had been designed to elim-
inate such segregation, Indeed, the Boston School Board’s delaying tactics had
actually seen segregation’mn the school system increase during the intervening
years.” In June 1973 Federal Judge Arthur W. Garrity ordered the city to
desegregate its schools, and devised a comprehensive plan which involved the
busing of some 18;000 students {almost half of them white) in order to achieve
this. With the ¢ity’s middle-class suburbs unaffected by the ruling, the white
burden fell disproportionately on workingclass and lower-middle-class
Bostonians: Most controversially, Garrity’s plan paired South Boston High

14 Richard A. Pride, The Pelitical Uses of Racial Narratives: School Desegregation in Mobile,
Alabama, 1954-1997 (Urbana 2002}, 107,

15 A Bad Day in Lamar), Newsweek, 16 March 1970, 26.

16 Wilkinson, From Brown io Bakke, op. cit., 131. See, for example, James T. Wooten, *Parents
in Charlotte, Even Those Who Favor Integration, Deeply Resent Racial Busing', New York Times;
7 Ocrober 1970, 34.

17 See Ronald Formisano, Boston Against Busing: Race, Class, and Ethnicity in the 1960s and
19705 (Chapel Hill, 1991}, 7; John Kifner, “South Boston, a “Town™ of Irishmen, Feels as if it’sa
Persecuted Belfast’, New York Timeés; 21 September 1974, 40; Ed Magnuson, “The Pleasure of
Hating’; Time, 21 March 1877: New York Times, 11 Qcrober 1974,.1.
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School, embodiment of the area’s working-class Irish heritage, with Roxbury
High, a school that was sitnated in the hearr of Boston's black ghetro. This was
an incendiary decision that, perhaps unsurprisingly, proved a ‘social and politi-
cal disaster’.™ Berween 1974 and 1976 Boston saw mass rallies, arrests,
brawls, vandalism and incidents of serious violence. It was, in the words of one
historian, a “national tragedy of the first rank’®

A central characteristic of the 1960s was the widespread use of direct-action
forms of protest: tactics that were: ploneered and deployed with tremendous
success by the civil rights movement. Both the gay rights and anti-busing
movements drew heavily on this activist rradition. During the mid-1960s the
nascent gay rights movement had adopted direct-action tactics for the first
time. In the spring of 1965 activists in Philadelphia staged sit-ins and a series
of demonstrations at a Dewey’s restaurant on 17th Street ro protest its refusal
to serve homosexuals, eventually securing an end to discriminatory trearment.®*
Between April and August 1963 a seriés of pubiic protests were held in
Washington, DC, New York, and Philadelphia.> On 4 July, for example,
about 40 activists demonstrated outside Independence Hall, carrving placards
that declared *Homosexual Citizens Want: Equality Before the Law’, and “We
Want: Equal Treatment By Our Fellow Citizens’® Known as the annual
‘Reminder’; Independence Day demonstrations were held in Philadelphia until

18 “Wilkinson, From Brown to Bakke, op. civ,, 203; Formisano, Boston Against Busing, op, cit,
44,46 *Southic Fights On’, Time, 23 September 1974,

19  Formisano, Baston Against Busing, op. cit; 70.

20 Wilkinson; From Brown to Bakke, op. cit., 203.

21 Marc Stein, City of Sisterly and Brotherly Loves: Lesbian and Gay Philadelphia, 1945-197,
{Chicago 2000), 245-6.

22 See Dick Leitsch and Warren D, Atkins, ‘Homosexuals Picket the Whire House and the
United Nations” {n.d.), 2~3; in Martachine Sociery of New York {MSNY), Series 2, Topical File,
Box 4, folder 11 ‘Martachine Newsletter” {July 1963); reel 12; The Matrachine Society of
Washington, Information Bulletin, in MSNY, Seres 3, Gay Organizations, Box 8, folder §
‘Washington, D.C., Matachine Society of {1957-1968Y", reel 18; R. Cafiero, undared and untided
report, in MSNY, Series 2, Topicat File, Box 4; folder 11" Marachine Newslewer® (July 1965), reel
12; Martachine Society of Washington, News Release, 74 Ttme 1965 in MSNY, Series 2, Topical
File, Box 3, folder 21 “Demonstrations 1965-1966°, reed 9; The Mattachine Sociery of Washington,
Information Balletin, in MSNY, Series 3, Gay Organizations, Box 8, folder § “Washingron, D.C.,
Mattachine Society of {1957-1968)", reel 18; The Mattackine Society of Washington, Information
Bullern, 3, in MSNY); Series 2, Topical File, Box 3, folder 21 ‘Demonstrations 1365-19667, reel %
The Mattachine Sociery of Washington, Information. Bulietin, in MSNY, Series 3, Gay
Organizations, Box 8, folder 5 Wash%ram D.C., Mattachine Society of (195 ;-1968 L reel 18;
and ‘Philadelphia Demonstration” in MSNY, Series 2, Topical File, Box 4, folder 11 “Martachine
Newsletter” {July 1965}, reel 12 — all in The Gay Rights Movement: Mattachine Society of New
York, Inc; from: the Internatienal Gay Information Center; The New York Public Library
{Microfilm, New York: Research Publicarions International, 1998), British Library of Political and
Economic Science; London School of Economics. {Hereafter referred to as MSNY Records))

23 30]une 1965, 7:15 pm, telephone call, Frank Kameny for Dick Leitsch, message récorded by
R. W Bracken, in MSNY, Series 2, Topical File, Box 3, folder 21 ‘Demonstrations 1965-19667,
reel 9 and ‘Philadelphia Demonstration’ in MSNY, Series 2, Topical File, Box 4, folder 11
*Mazmachine Newsletter” (July 1965}, reel 12, MSNY Records.
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1969.% In Los Angeles, following a police raid in the eatly hours of 1 January
1967 on the Black Car, a popular gay bar on Sunset Boulevard, activists
launched a series of demonstrations and pickets to protest police harassment of
homosexuals.® Direct action, especiaily marches, sit-ins, and other forms of
public protest, became more prominent after the Stonewall Riot of June 1969;
such activities often involved thousands, rather than dozens, of people. In New
York City on 28 June 1970 perhaps as many as 5000 took part in 2 “raucous,
fun-filled march’ in order to demonstrate ‘the new strength and pride of gay
people’. The marchers, holding “bright red, green, purple and yellow silk ban-
ners’, walked in the warm sunshine along the Avenue of the Americas to Sheep
Meadow in Central Park for a ‘gay-in’, chanting ‘Gay Power Now’ and ‘Say it
Loud: Gay and Proud”.* This march, which commemorated the first anniver-
sary of Stonewall, launched a tradition of annual gay pride events across the
United States.” By the decade’s end, the gay movement was able to mobilize
some 100,000 for the first nadonal March on Washington for Gay and
Lesbian Rights, held on 14 October 1979.%

The anti-busing activists of the 1970s also used direct-action tactics — hold-
ing rallies and marches, launching petition drives, and deploying other, more
inventive forms of protest. In July 1975, for example, 34 demonstrators led by
Boston anti-busing leader Louise Day Hicks held a sleep-in at the Boston
Sheraton, which was hosting the national conference of mavors.” That
September, ina protest that echoed the Berkeley antiwar activists who had lain
in front of troop trains, a group of anti-busing protesters lay down in front of
trucks thar were distributing the allegedly pro-busing Boston Globe. In
December, 50 activists staged a sit-in at the offices of the state’s congressmen
at the Federal Building.® Marches, rallies, sit-ins, drive-ins and boycotts also
touk place in Canarsie, New York, Charlotte, North Carolina, Corpus Christi,
Texas, Richmond, Virginia, and Wilmington, Delaware.™

24 Stein, City of Sisterly and Brotherly Loves, op. cit., 231-2,299.

25 Lillian Faderman and Swarr Timmons, Gay L.A.: A History:of Sexual Outlaws, Power
Politics, and Lipstick Lesbians (New York 2006}, 156-7.

26 See Lucy Fosburgh; “Thousands of Homesexuals Hold a Protest Rally in Central Park’, New
York Times, 29 June 1970, 1, 20; “Christopher Street Liberation Day”, The Hi-Le-Lo Newslestor,
July 1970, in Martachine Society, Series 3, Box 7, Folder 19, reel 17. MSNY Records,

27 See, for example, John Broeck; *Gay March: Getting It Togetser”, Chelsea Clinton News, 29
Jane 1972, in GAA Records Box 24, Folder 4, "nasorted press clippings’; reel 21,

28 Marc Stein {ed.), Encyclopedia of Lesbian, Gay,. Bisexual, and Transgender History in
America (New York 2004, 223,

29 Formisano, Boston Against Busing, op cit, 141,

30 Ihd., 141. )

31 See, for example, Joyee Miller Lutcovich and Elaine Clyburn, “Erie, Pennsylvania: The Effect
of State Initiative’; Jeffrey A. Raffel and Barry R, Morstain, *“Wilmington, Delaware: Merging City
and Suburban School Systéms’; Amelia Cirilo-Medina and Ross Pardy, “The South and Southwest:
Corpus Christi, Texas: A Tri-Ethnic Approach’, all in Charles V. Willie and Susan L. Greenblatt
{eds), Community Politics and Educational Change: Ten School Systems under Cowurt Order {New
York 1981}; and Marthew D. Lassiter, The Silent Majority: Suburban Politics in the Srenbelt South
{Princeron; NJ, 2006), 285-6.
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The influence here of 1960s protest movements, and especially the civil
rights struggle, is clear. At a February 19635 meeting of the gay rights organi-
zation New York Mattachine, for example, the group’s president, Julian
Hodges, urged his members to ‘be as militant as other minotities and force the
public to face honestly our just claims to equal treatment’? A report in the
Mattachine Newsletter, meanwhile, explained that “other social protest move-
ments’ had shown that direct action was *a potent means both of reaching the
public and effecting social change’.” Protesters outside the Stonewall Inn in
June 1969, meanwhile, used slogans that appeared to be hfted directly from
the African American freedom struggle. At a demonstration that ook place the
night after the riot, several thousand protesters in Christopher Park called for
‘Gay Power” and chanted “We Want Freedom Now’ ™ The civil rights move-
ment’s influence continued to be felt well into the 1970s. On Satarday 20 May
1978, for example, a ‘Freedom Ride’ was staged in New York City by Leshian
Feminist Liberation {(LBL} and the Coalition for Lesbian and Gay Rights
{CLGR). The protest, self-consciously modelled on the Congress of Racial
Equality’s 1961 challenge to segregated interstate transportation facilities in
the South, was designed 1o generate support for a proposed municipal gay civil
righss bill. About 45 *freedom riders’ chartered a bus and travelled to Brooklyn
and the Bronx, where they ‘staffed information tables, distributed leaflets,
collected signatures on petitions . . . and discussed lesbian-and gay rights with
the public’. In the Bronx, the gay and lesbian activists were especially keen to
emphasize ‘the issue of “minority civil rights™.®

Many of those who joined the gay rights movement during the 1970s were
veterans of 1960s social movements. John O Brien, Jim Fouratr, and Martha
Shelley — who helped found the GLF — had all been-active within the New
Left. Morris Kight, who founded Los Angeles GLF in December 1969, had
organized high-profile demonstrations against the Dow Chemical Company,
which manufacrured napalm, while Kivoshi Kuromiya of Philadelphia’s GLF
had been mvolved in both the civil rights movement (participating in protests
in Maryland and Alabama) and the antiwar movement.” Moreover, the grow-

32 Memorandum, 7 March 1963, *Report on February 10, 1965, Mattachine Meeting Panel and
Audience Discussion’, 2, in MSNY, Series 2, Topical File, Box 4, folder 14-"Martachine Newsletrer
Scripts’, ree] 12, MSNY Records,

33 Dick Leitsch and Warren D. Adkins, Homosexuals Picker the Whire House and the Tnited
Mations', {n.d., ¢. spring 1965), 4, in MSNY, Sertes 2, Topical File, Box 4, folder 14 ‘Mattachine
Newslerter Scripts', reel 12, MSNY Records. For influence of the civil rights movement on the gay
rights. seraggle, see Stein, City of Sisterly & Brotherly Lowves, op. e, 226, 230, 273, 329;
Faderman and Timmons, Gay L.A., op. cir., 156, 167,

34 Eisenbach, Gay Power, op. cit., 97. Freedom Now" was the most prominent slogan of the
civil rights movement, until it became displaced by “Black Power.

35 Harold Pickerr, “Freedom Riders’; Gay Companity News; 3 June 1978, 6, 10 Robert L.
Wilbar Protest- Lirerature -Collecdon, Box 2, “Gay Liberavon 2°, Rare Book and Manuscript
Library, Columbia University.

36 Dudley Clendinen and Adam Nagourney, Out for Good: The Struggle to Build & Gay Rights
Movement in America {(New - York 1999), 36-7, 41: I’Emilio, *After Sronewall’, op. cit., 242;
Stein, City of Sisterly ¢& Brotherly Loves, op. cit., 316.
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ing militancy of the later 1960s had an important influence on the gay rights
movement. In early 1969, for example, the leaders of Philadelphia’s
Homophile Action League called on gays and lesbians 1o follow the example of
the ‘black, the poor, and the student” — who had ‘been actively confronting
the systems which deny and demean them’ — by joining the ‘age of revolu-
tion’ ¥ New York’s GLF was rooted firmly in the late 19605 cultural and
political milieu. Its name was modelled on South: Vietnam's National
Liberation Front, it pledged solidarity with the Black Panther Party and the
antiwar movement, and it called for revolutionary change. The organization’s
founding statement, for example; declared that ‘Babylon has forced us to
commit ourselves to one thing — revolution!™

Anti-busing activists drew similarly on the example of the civil rights and
other 1960s protest movements?” In Charlotte, North Carolina, during the
1969-70 school crisis, Don Roberson, a local physician who was vice-chair-
man of the Concerned Parents Association, explained that the *silent majority’
was ‘about ready to take to the streets with tactics that have seemed to work
so effectively for the vocal minority groups™.® Writing in 1978, Boston activist
and journalist Sal Giarratani drew a direct parallel berween anti-busing pro-
testers and the anti-Vietnam War movement. He explained that *The Anti-War
Movement tock a stand against the Vietnam War because they felt obliged to
do so. So tofo} with the Anti-Busers is forced busing opposed.™ But it was the
civil rights movement that was used more frequently by busing epponents to
justify their cause. In Boston, for example, anti-busing leaders invoked the
black struggle when promoting civil disobedience — pointing out that Martin
Luther King, Jr, had risen to prominence ‘because he taught his followers to
resort to civil discbedience.. . . to refuse to honor or obey laws théy considered
to be unfair Jand} unreasonable’; and urging opponents of busing to “take 2
leaf out of Martin. Luther King’s book .2 In March 1973 ann-busers even
sought to replicate the August 1963 March on Washington.* The language of
the black movement was also co-opted — in Richmend, for example, Citizens

37 Swein, City of Sisterly & Brotherly Loves, op.dt., 277, 279,

38 Fora history of the GLF, see Terence Kissack, ‘Freaking Fag Revolutionaries: New York’s
Gay Liberation Front, 1969-1971", Radical History Review 62 (Spring 1995). The GLF statement
of 31 July 1969 is quoted in D’Emilio, Sexwal Politics, op. cit., 234,

39 Formisano, Boston Against Busing, op. cit., 138,

40 Marthew D. Lassiter, “The Suburban Origing of “Color-Blind” Conservatsm; Middie-Class
Consciousness in the Charlotte Busing Crisis”, Journal of Urban History 30(4) {May 2004), 561,
558.

41 Sal Giarrarani, ‘City Scenes The Bus Stops in '782°, Regional Reviewe, 11 Janvary 1978, 4, in
STOP materials; Box 76.46-%, folder *3360°, Gordon Hall- and Grace Hoag Collection of
Dissenting and Extremist Printed Propaganda, John Hay Library, Brown University (hereafter
referred 1o as Hall-Hoag Collections,

42 Quoted in-Alan Lupo, Liberty's Chosen Home: The Politics of Violence in Boston {Boston
1977}, 173; and Formisano, Boston Against Busing, op. cit,, 142,

43, Formisano, Boston Against Busing, op. ¢ir., 142;
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white southerners were being treated as *second-class citizens’.* Meanwhile, in
one of history’s ironies, “We Shall Overcome’, the iconic anthem of the black
freedom struggle, was sung at anti-busing protésts in seéveral Américan cities,
including Boston and Charlotte.s”

Many of the gay rights and anti-busing demonstrations that took place in
the 1970s revealed a considerable debr to the countercultural activism and
street theatre -tactics that had become Increasingly prominent during the
second half of the 1960s. At the major anti-Vietnam War demonstration of 21
October 1967, for instance, countercultural activists Abbie Hoffman and Jerry
Rubin had attempted to levitate the Pentagon 300 feet in the air, where, they
claimed, it would take on an orange glow and vibrare as the demon of war was
exorcized.* A few months earlier, Hoffman had caused chaos at the New York
Stock Exchange when he threw fistfuls of dollar bills onto the trading floor.
Hoffman also testified before the House Commitree on Un-American Activities
while wearing the uniform of 2 soldier from the Revolutionary War.¥ The
‘zap’, which became a cenwral tactic of the Gay Activists Alliance — the most
important gay rights’ organization of the eatly 19708 — was influenced by
these earlier protests. Indeed, GLF founder Jim Fouratt, who went on to work
with the GAA, was a close friend of Abbie Hoffman and has been credited with
coming up with the idea for the Stock Exchange protest.* Described by one
historian as looking like a ‘countercaltural Billy the Kid® with his moustache,
long blond hair and shiny leather pants, Fouratt and his GAA co-founders
helped 1o bring a sense of theatricality o the heart of the gay rights move-
ment's direct-action strategy.” Used to confront public officials, force politi-
ciaps w take stands, generare publicity, and empower homosexuals; ‘zaps’
could be colorful, humorous events, and they often provided excellent copy for
news journalists,” In the aurumn of 1970, GAA members occupied the offices
of Harper’s Magazine, staging an impromptu tea party, after the magazine ran
a cover story that condemned homosexuality as “an affront té olr rationali-
ty" ¥ In early 1971, after Vincent Gillen, president of New York investigative
agency Fidelifacts, boasted that his company was efficient in alerting clienrs
that individuals were homosexual on the basis that “if one looks fike a duck,

44 Lassiter, The Silent Majority, op. cit,; 285-6. See also Jonathan Rieder, Canarsie: The Jews

and Italians of Brooklvs Against Liberglism {Cambridge, MA, 19851, 203-6,

45  Formisano, Boston Against Busing, op. cit., 141; Lassiter; *The Suburban Origing’, op. cit;

562,

46 Sec Isserman and Kazin, America Divided, op. i, 147-69; Jonah Raskin, For the Hell of It:
he Life and Times of Abbie Hoffman {Berkeley, CA, 1997); Tom Wells, The War Within:

Anterica’s Battle Over Vietnam {Berkeley, CA, 1994}, 173; David Burner, Making Peace with the

605 (Princeton; NJ, 1996), 206,

47 Raskin, For the Hell of It, op. cit.,, 118.

48  Eisenbach, Gay Power, op.cit, 120,

49 ibid., 119,

50 Clendinen and Nagourney, Out for Good, op.cit., 54,

51 Ibid.,, 67; Eisenbach, Gay Power, op. cit., 147-8.
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probably a duck’, the GAA quickly arranged a zap. Sixty-five activists held a
‘quack-in’ outside the company’s headquarters in Times Square, where 12
activists dressed in giant duck costumes waddled, flapped their wings, and
quacked for the cameras,® Countercultural activism was not restricted to the
GAA. In August 1968, following a raid on The Patch, a gay bar in Los Angeles,
a group of activists had marched to a flower shop, purchased ‘all the gladioli,
mums, carnations, roses; and daisies (but not pansies)’ and delivered several
huge bouquets to officers at the nearby police station.®* Nor was cultural poki-
tics limited to-the staging of entertaining stamts. The GAA used its “Firehouse’
headquarters in SoHo to host dances, cabarers, consciousness-raising sessions,
and film shows, while Philadelphias GLF arrangéd social activities in coffee
shops and organized dances. Such activities were reflective of a broader 1960s
trend to utilize culture as part of the social and political struggle.®

Street theatre was also deployed by anti-busing forces. An October 1970
‘Fathers” March’ in Mobile saw protesters carrying caskets labeled ‘Freedom of
Choice” and *Neighborhood Schools’. A boy aged 14 ‘played [the funeral
reveille] Taps as the caskets were placed on the steps of the Federal Buailding”.®
A popular tactic in Boston was to hold large, loud convoys as an expression of
community solidarity. In South Boston, on the afternoon of Sunday 15
September 1974, for example, ‘hundreds of people gathered on street corners
as a horn-honking procession of cars from other sections, led by a hearse,
drove through in an expression of solidarity”.*

Boston also saw anti-busing forces co-opt the antiwar slogan ‘Hell, no! We
won’t go’, and T-shirts' bearing the slogan ‘Hell, No, Southie Won't Go’
became fixtures at tocal anti-busing rallies.” In a further reflection of the 1960s
influence, police in both Boston and Lonisville were subjected to the ‘pig” epi-

52" Clendinen-and Nagourney, Ouf for Good, op. cit., 66; Neil Miller, Out of the Past, op. cit.,
349-50; Eisenbach, Gay Power, op.cit; 164-5. The GAA also pursued politicians — New York's
mayor John Lindsay was a particularly popular target — see, for example, *GAA Confronts
Lindsay at Channel §°, GAY #14, 11 May 1970; Sandra Vaughn, ‘Lindsay & Homosexuals: An
Edited Encounter’, The Village Voice, 23 April 1970, 8, in GAA Records, Series 4, Printed
Ephemera, Box 23, folder 2 *Unsorted Press Clippings™, reel 20 and GAA News Release; *Slepian
Trial for Harrassment March §°, in GAA Records, Serigs 1, Commiztee Files, Box 37, folder 10
‘News and Media Relations Press Releases”, reel 8,

53 Faderman and Timmons, Gay L A, op. cit, 157-8.

54 See Finding Aid to the GAA microfilm collecrion; Stein, City of Sisterly €& Brotherly Loves,
op. cit., 3278, On the fusing of culture and politics in the 1960s, see Bradford Martin, *Politics as'
Arr; Art as Politics: The Freedom Singers, the Living Theatre, and Public Performance’, in Bloom,
{ed.), Long Time Gone, op. cit., 159-88,

55 Richard A, Pride, The Political Use of Racial Narratives: School Desegregation in Mobile,
Alabama, 195497 (Urbana and Chicago 2002}, 104. , )

56 John Kifner, ‘Blacks Urged 1o Attend Boston Schools’, New York Times, 16 September 1974,
14. A two-mile-long convoy was held on 14 October 1974, See Wayne King, “Whites in Boston
Score Democrats’, Newe York Timres, 15 QOctober 1974, 15, ‘

57 John Kifner, ‘South Boston, a *Town™ of Irishmen, Feels as if it’s a Persecuted Belfast’, New
York Tirnes, 21 September 1974, 40. See also Formisano, Baston Against Busing, op. <it, 139-40.
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thet by anti-busing protesters.® All this was not lost on perceptive contempo-~
rary observers. As one Indianapolis resident, Charles A. Modernne, explained
in a letter to Time Magazine, “during the antiwar years, protesters were called
subversives and Conunies for speaking out against the Viet Nam War and
turning the American flag upside down.’ But now ‘those people who supported
that . . ..war {silent majority, etc.} are out protesting busing, burning buses,
turning cars and the American flag over’.

For many commentators, the 1960s stand as a turning point: a moment
when many on the left, fuelled by birterness and despair over America’s war in
Vietnarm, zbandoned an Americanism that they viewed as inherently flawed. In
its place they extolled ethnic and sexual difference and embraced a thetorical
anti-Americanism.® As the writer Julius Lester noted in 1970, ‘American radi-
cals are perhaps the first radicals anywhere who have sought to make 4 revo-
lution in a country which they hate." Nevertheless, at a time when the nation
was preparing to celebrate the bicentenary of its birth, both the gay rights and
anti-busing movemerits sought to ground their protests in patriotism; and both
appealed to the nation’s founding ideals when advancing their cduse.

During the second half of the 1960s the gay rights movement adopted
Americanism as a central weapon of protest. In July 1965, at the first open
meeting of Mattachine Midwest, the group’s president, Robert Sloane, linked
the struggle for gay rights with the Revolutionary struggle for liberty and
Abraham Lincoln'’s appeal, at Gertysburg, for Americans to continue the
founders’ “‘unfinished work’. Sloane concluded, “We have an appointment with
destiny in our generation, just as the patriots of 1776 had in theirs’ Appeals
to Americap principles also played a fundamental part in the early direct-
action. protests. At the 1965 demonstration in Philadelphia, {or instance, the
ECHO coalition {East Coast Homophile Organizations) called for a large
turnount as 2 means of urging “the United States government to implement all
the provisions of the Bill of Righrs for all' citizens, including homosexuals’.
They pointed out that the closing of gay bars was a denial of the right to free
assembly and that the criminalization of -homosexsality was a denial of the
‘right to the pursuit of happiness™.® In her report of the demonstration in the
Daughters of Bilitis' The Ladder, Kay Lahusan declared that ‘this dignified
protest, which startled many a citizen into fresh thought about the meaning of

58 “Busing and Strikes: Schools in Turmoil'; Time, 15 September1975; Lupo, Liberty's Chosén
Home, op. cit., 204,

59  ToThe Editors’, Tine, 13 Ocrober 1975,

60 Todd Githn, Varietes of Pawriotic Experience’, in George Packer, (ed.}, The Fight Is for
Democracy: Winning the War of Ideas in America and the World {New York 20033, 119; Michael
Kazin, *A Patriotic Lefe®; Dissent {Fall 2002, 2.

61  Kazin, A Patriotic Left’, op. oir,, 2.

62 “Inrroducrory Address, as given by Mattachine Midwest, President Robert Sloane, atthe Firsr
open mesting of Mattachine Midwest, July, 1965, pp. 1-2, in MSNY, Series 3, Gay
Organizations, Box 7, folder 21 ‘Midwest Mattachine, 1965-1972", reel 17, M3NY Reécords.

83 ECHO, ‘Anncuncement’, in MSNY, Series 2, Topical File, Box 3, folder 21 “Demonstrations
1965-1966", recl 9., MSNY Records,
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Independence Day, might well have been applauded by ocur Founding
Fathers.™

The emergence of the gay liberation movement in 1969 has sometimes led
historians to focus too heavily on discontinuities between the pre- and post-
Stonewall eras. But despite the appearance in 1963-70 of organizations and
activists that used militant; sometimes revolutionary rhetonic (the GLF for
instance denounced the “dirty, vile, fucked-up capitalist ¢onspiracy’}; appeals
to  Americanism retained:-an important place in the movement’s tactical
armoury.*” Kiyoshi Kuromiya of Philadelphia’s GLF may have attacked what
he termed America’s ‘sexist; racist, hateful sociery” and pledged to challenge
the ‘Protestant ethic, apple pie.and Mother”; but his group’s founding state-
ment also declared that ‘Our fight against homosexual oppression is one with
the revolutionary struggle of all oppressed people for life, liberty, and the pur-
suit of happiness.’® The constitution of the GAA, meanwhile, demanded that
homosexuals *be the bearers of social and political fghts which are guaranteed
by the Constitution of the United States’.¥ According to journalists Dudley
Clendinen and Adam Nagourney, the ‘grand sweeping langiiage” of the. GAA
constitution was ‘deliberately, almost presumptuously, evocative of the Bill of
Rights’*

Perhaps the most prominent gay rights leader to emerge during the 1970s
was Harvey Milk. Milk; a former supporter ‘of the conservarive Republican
presidential candidate Barry Goldwater, had become involved in gay rights
activism shortly after moving to San Francisco from New York in 1972, He
was elected to the San Francisco Board of Sapervisors (city council) in 1977 at
his third attempt, and quickly formed an effective alliance with the liberal
Mayor George Moscone.® In 1978 Milk led the counter-attack against
attempts by conservatives to undermine the progress that had been made on
gay rights {such as Anita Bryant’s crusade against equality laws in Miami, and
State Senator John Briggs’s-attempt to exclude homosexuals from teaching in
California’s schools).™ On 25 June 1978 Milk delivered the keynote speech at
the annual Gay Freedom Day parade. Speaking before a crowd of 250,000
outside San Francisco City Hall, Milk expertly wove demands for gay rights

4. Quoted in Stein, City of Sisterly & Brotherly Laves, op. cit., 249.

85 D'Emilio, ‘After Stonewall’, op. i, 242,

66 Stemn, Crtyof Sisterly ¢ Brotherly Loves, op.cin, 322, 315 {my emphasis).

67 ‘A ghmpse at gay liberation on GAA’s Ind Anmiversary’, in GAA Records, Series 2, Topical
File, Box 18, folder 11 *Gay Activist (Newsheet}’, reel 11,

68 Cendinen and Nagourney, Owt for Good, op. cit,,; 51

&9 Karen A. Foss, “Harvey Milky “You Have to Give Them Hope™ Journal of the West 27(2)
{1988}, esp. 78-80.

70 For an account of the Miams, Dadé County, campaign, see Clendinen and Nagourney, Dut
for Good, op: tit.,, 291-311. For Briggs, see Waltcr L. Williams and Yolanda Retter (eds), Gay and
Leshian Rights in the United States: A Docwmentary History {Westporr, CT, 2003); xi, 144; Chris
Bull and John Gallagher, Perfect Enemies: The Religions Right, the Gay Movement, and the
Politics of the 1990s {New York 1996), 18; Clendinen and Nagourney, Ozt for Good, op. tit,,
377-80.
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into a wider framework that emphasized America’s historic commitment to
liberty and equality:

Let me rermnind you what America is. Listen carefully,

On the Starue of Liberty it says: “Give me your tred, your poor, yoor huddled inasses
yearning to breathe free” In the Declaradion of Independence It is writter: “All men gre
created equal and they are endowed with certain inalicnable rights.” And in our National
Anthem it says: ‘Oh, say does that star-spangled banner yet wave o’er the land of the free)’
For Mr Briggs and Mrs Bryant, . . and 2lf the biguts out there: That’s what America is. No
matter ‘how hard you try, you cannot erase those words from the Declaranon of
Independence. Na matter how hard you try, you cannot chip those words from off the base
of the Statue of Liberty. And no matter how hard you try you cannot sing the “Star Spangled
Banper” without those words.”

Anti-busing activists, meanwhile, attempted fo portray theirs as a ‘red,
white, and blue” struggle rather than a ‘black and white’ one.” The move-
ment’s leaders sought to define the terms of the debate in a way that demon-
strated that they were standing up for quintessentially American ideals {liberty,
freedom and justice), while busing irself was “un-American’. At a meeting of
the Mobile School Board on 23 July 19489 to discuss school desegregation, for
example, W. B. “Bill’ Westbrook declared, "We are willing to go to jail by hun-
dreds if necessary to back our wishes and demands for freedom-of-choice.’
“This’; he said, “is what America was founded upon and we . . . will settle for
nothing less.” Westbrook, one of the ciry’s leading and-busing activists, con-
chaded, “This is still America, we are-still free, and we intend to remain free.'™
In March 1970 some 1500 parents crammed into Nashville’s War Memorial
Auditorium for an anti-busing rally. There, they heard council member Casey
Jenkins, a leading opponent of busing, denounce it as an *agly creature’ that
was ‘unconstitutional . .. [and] deprives us of our freedom of expression, of
our freedom of chaoice, of our property rights and our civil rights”.™

The anti-busing movement’s allegiance to patriotic dissent can be seen
clearly in the numerous public protests that were staged. In Charlotte, North
Carolina, for example; 2 major rally was held at the county fairgrounds to the
north of the ¢ity on Tuesday 8§ September 1970: the day before the new school
vear, and the ¢ity’s comprehensive busing plan, were to start. The rally opened
with prayer and the playing of both “Dixie’ and “The Star-Spangled Banner’, A
New York Tomes reporter noted that the cheering crowd of 10,000 was told
that it was their ‘patriotic as well as their strategic duty to peacefully disrupt
the busing plan by keeping their children home’. Dressed in red, white, and
blue, Jane Scott, the wife of CPA Vice-Chairman Jack Scott, declared that she

71 Willizms and Rerter feds), Gay and Lesbian Rights in the United States, op. cit., 149-50.

72 Boston activist Rosamond Tutela, guored in Juseph Rosenbloom, “They Came in Buses to
Oppose Imbalance Law’, Boston Globe; 2 March 1973, 12,

73 Pride, The Political Use of Racial Narratives, op, cit), 85,

74 Richard A. Pride and ). David Woodard, The Burden of Busing: The Politics of Desegrega-
tion in Nashuille;, Tennessee (Knoxville, TN, 1985}, 71,
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believed busing violated the Constitution and that she would therefore be
keeping her sons at home. She then closed the rally by leading the crowd “in a
rousing version of *God Bless America™ .

Given its prominent role in the American Revolution, it was perhaps
inevitable that Boston, the “cradle of liberty’, provided the richest evidence of
anti-busers” engagement with Americanism. US flags, the singing of ‘God Bless
America’, and recitations of the Pledge of Allegiance were all commonplace at
the numerous rallies that rook place during 1974-6,% One of the largest
demonstrations took place on Monday, 9 September 1974, shortly before the
city’s busing plan came into effect. Between eight and ten thousand assembled
on Boston Common, before marching to City Hall Plaza for a rally’” One
reporter described a *forest of American flags’, with speakers making “many
references to Constitutional rights — nothing very specific. The Constitution
means the government is not supposed to tell you what to do — it’s a free
country.”™ Another noted that ‘several women wore small flags or tea bags in
their high, sprayed hair-dos as protest symbols’. The Pledge of Allegiance was
recited several times, with particular emphasis being placed on the final two
words of the phrase *with liberty and justice for all’.®

Louise Day Hicks, whose political odyssey had raken her from the Boston
School Board to the US House of Representatives and Boston City Council, has
been described as the ‘Mother Superior” of anti-busing ** Hicks was consistent
in her attempts to portray the busing protests-as a form of patrioric dissent.
Testifving before Congress in. 1972, for instance, she explained that America
was the “land of the free” and argued that court-ordered busing was ‘certainly
never intended by the Bill of Rights’.® Four vears later, she urged her fellow
Bostonians to travel to Washington, DC, on 24 April, for a planned anti-
busing march and rally. Writing in the Bostor News Digest, an anti-busing
publication, Hicks couched her call in patriotic language. Pointing out that the
“Monday preceding the march and rally is, of course, Patriot’s Day here in the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts’, she stated that there was ‘no greater way
to honor the 201st Anniversary of the Battle of Lexington and Concord, than

75 Ben A, Franklin, “Impact of White Boycott Unclear as Charlotte Schools Begin Busing’, New
York Times, 10 September 1970, 18; Lassiter, The Sifent Majority, op. cit., 167.

76 Formisano, Boston Against Busing, op. cit., 130-1.

77 Ibid., 76; John Kifner, ‘Kennedy Jeered on Boston Busing’, New York Times, 10 Seprember
1974, 1, 30; Lapo, Liberty’s Chosen Homie, op. cit,, 200-3; ‘Southie Fighws On", Time, 23
September 1974.

78 James 5. Kunen, “Who Are These People?”, Bosfor Magazine, November 1974, 51.

79 John Kifner, ‘Kennedy Jeered on Boston Busing”, New York Times, 10 Seprember 1974; 30,

80 hrp//bioguide congress.goviscripts/biodisplay plfindex=HO00566, accessed 5 May 2008;
Mark Feeney, ‘Louise Day Hicks, Icon of Tumult, Dies’, Bostor Globe, 22 October 2003;
Formisaric, Boston Agairist Busisg, op.cit., 2.

81 Louise Day Hicks; restimony before Subeonmmirtee No. § of the House Judiciary Commirtee,
24 May 1972, in Davison M. Douglas led.), School Busing: Constitutional snd Political
Depelopments; vol. 2, The Public Debate over Busing and Attempts fo Restrict its Use {(New York
19943, 214, 218-15%.
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for the modern-day besieged patriots of the City of Boston' to participate in the
Washington protest.” A year later, Eugene L. Notkin saluted anti-busing
activists in a letter published in the Boston Herald American. Notkin claimed
that those who opposed busing wére “no less heroes than those patriots whe
resisted the tyranny of King George 1Il.#

The 19460s influence on the gay rights and anti-busing movements was not
simply a matter of tactical approach, style and rhetoric: the decade also pro-
vided an important ideological legacy. Among the more significant ideas ro
emerge from the 1960s New Lefr and civil rights movements were the insist-
ence that the ‘personal® was *political’, the advocacy of ‘participatory democ-
racy’ {defingd in ‘the Port Huron Statement as the notion that the individual
should ‘share in those social decisions determining the quality and direction of
his life’);* and “identity politics™ as a basis for organizing. These ideas remained
important throughout the 1970s and influenced both the gay rights movement
and the struggles against busing,

The transformation in the meaning of ‘coming out’ symbolized the gay
rights movement’s embrace of the personal as political. Previously, it had
‘signified the private decision to accept one’s homosexual desires and o
acknowledge one’s sexual identity’ to other homosexuals. In the post-
Stonewall era, however, ‘coming out’ came to symbolize the ‘shedding of self-
hatred’, promised psychological and spiritual rebirth, and became the basis of
political organizing.** In his 1969 tract ‘A Gay Manifesto’, former Students for
a Democratic Society activist and labor organizer Carl Wittman explained that
‘If we are liberated, we are open with our sexuality . . . Being open ts the foun-
dation of freedom.™ In similar vein to second-wave feminism, the gay rights
movement utilized consciousness-raising sessions as a path to personal trans-
formation and political mobilization grounded in authenticity.”

Both the gay rights movement and the anti-busing struggle took seriously the
civil rights and New Left's maxim of effecting participatory- democracy by
building social and political movements from the bottom up. They therefore
placed significant emphasis on local communities as the focus for organizing.
The gay rights movement worked to establish alternative institutions such as
bookshops, churches, and newspapers; for example, and retained a strong
commitment to activisn at the local level.® Campaigns to introduce municipal

82 Louise Day Hicks, ‘From the National ROAR Office’, The Bostorn News Digest, February
1976, 8, in Hall-Hoag Collection, Box 46-7, HH3763,

83 Letter, Bugene L. Notkin to the edivor, Boston Herald American, quoted in the National
Assoclation for Neighborhood Schools, Inc., Bulletin #5, June 1977, 3, in Hall-Hoag Collection,
Box 46-6, HH1390.

84 SDS, Tort Huron Statement, 1962 see hitpi/iwww.sdsrebels.com/pert-huron.hm, accessed 5
May 2008,

85  D’Emilio, Sexsal Politics, op. cit., 235,

86 Car] Wittnan, ‘A Gay Manifesto’ (1269), in Williams and Retrer {eds), Gay and Lesbion
Rights in the United States, op.cit.; 116.

87 See Stein, City of Sisterly & Brotherly Loves, op. cit,, 320-1.

88 D'Emilio, Placing Gay in the Sixties', op, cir.; 213,214,224,

This content downloaded from 137.151.141.100 on Tue, 31 Dec 2013 02:52:07 AM
All use subject to JISTOR Terms and Conditions



670 Journal of Contemporary History Vol 43 No 4

anti-discrimination laws; running candidates for local office, working for pro-
gressive community policing, and activism based around gay bars were central
features of gay rights organizing throughout the 1970s. In New York, for
example, the GAA lobbied the Ciry Council to pass “Intro 475, & bill designed
to extend 10 homosexuals existing:protection in the fields of employment,
housing and public accommeodations by amending the city’s Human Righrs
Act to include discrimination on the grounds of sexual orientation.” They also
organized against police entrapment and harassment, and campaigned against
State Liguor Authority discrimination in the granting of licenses to gay bars.®

Among the ant-busing forces, the championing of neighborhood schools
and the defence of local democracy against the “tyranny’ of judicial, bureau-
¢ratic and political élites reflected a commitment to participatory democracy
and community control.” The Natonal Association for Neighborhood
Schoals, for example; which was founded in 1976 and claimed 350,000 mem-
bers by 1978, stressed the importance of *parental control’ over children’s edu-
cation and emphasized the ways in which “forced busing’ impacted upon
everyday life.”* Neighbourhood schools could serve 1o inculcate pupils with a
sense of community and reinforce shared values: busing, then, was often seen
as a challenge to a community®s traditions, history, and customs.® Ir is inter-
esting that, in Boston, the movement against busing grew in part out of earlier
struggles over urban renewal in the city: struggles thar had pitched neighbor-
hood organizations (*ordinary people’} against technocrats; liberals and city
planners {‘élites’).* In Charlotte, North Caroling, where comprehensive two-
way busing began under coirtiorder m 1970, a flyer produced by the
Concerned Parents Association {CPA) explained that “The plain and tragic fact
is that, in this vitzl and major area of life, freedom 'of decision is being taken
away from the American people.” This sense of powerlessness, which operat-
ed alongside a desire to reassert influence; was encapsulated in the decision to
name Boston’s major anti-busing organization ROAR {Restore Our Alienated
Rights}*

89 See GAA Press Release, 4 October 1972, in GAA Records Series 1, Box 8, Folder 10, Reel 8.
90 *3 Gay Activists Arrested in Sit-In’, GAY #23, 13 July 1970, in GAA Records Series 1, Box
17, Folder 14, reel 8.

91  Lassizer, “The Suburban Origing’, op. cit., 571; Formisano, Boston Against Busing; op. it
106; *Busing and Strikes: Schools in Turmoil’, Tinre, 15 September 1975, Anti-busers’ attacks on
‘tyranny” ‘were ubiquitous: see, for example, “‘Let It Be Known To All: Freedom Was Born Here,
We Shall Nor Let It Die Here!!", Winter Soldiers anti-busing leaflet {n.d.}, in Hall-Hoag Collection,
Box46-8, folder HH3360.

92 Seeletier, Jean Ruffra {President, NANS) to Jimmy Carter, 20 September 1978, published in
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The civil rights/Black Power movement’s championing of African American
identity and group-based rights, and the New Left's emphasis on authenticity
as a basis for political organizing, augured a wider emergence of pélitical and
cultural mobilizations during the late’ 1960s and 1970s that ‘were rooted in
identity.” The gay rights movement, for example, became increasingly confi-
dent in championing homosexual lifestyles. In 1968 the North American
Conference of Homophile Organizations adopted the slogan: ‘Gay s Good';®
while the GAA worked to foster a vibrant gay subculture and was unapolo-
getic in its defence of gay sexusl practices. The late 196Ds also saw a revival of
white ethnicidentity in the United States, which helped fuel the anti-busing
movement In places such as Boston, Canarsie and Pontiac® Working-class
Irish, Iralian and Jewish Americans, for instance, organized on the basis of
their ethnic identity, porirayed themselves as victims, championed their neigh-
borhood institutions and cultural traditions, and demanded their ‘rights’.

Americans, wrote the historian Van Gosse, ‘live in a world the Sixties
made’.™ Iri many ways the divisions that have characterized the United States
over the past quarter~ceritury are rooted firmly in that decade. This short era
inspired new forms of activism and organizing, generated new issues and agen-
das; and continues to shape contemporary political debare.”” While liberals
and progressives have sought to protect the gains already made and fulfil what
they view as the decade’s unfinished agenda, conservatives have railed against
it — often to great effect:!

Studying social movements helps us to understand more about the changing
political culture of the post-1960s era, enabling us to lock beyond national
political figures and the traditional emphasis on Watergate, stagflation and
malaise, to explore some of the ways in which ordinary Americans attempted
to re-shape, and exert control over; the world in which they lived.™ We see
how the. 1960s provided models for organizing, generated a language of

$7  For the black struggle; see; for example, Scot Brown, Fighting for US: Maulana Kerenga, the
US Organization, and Black Cultural Nationalism (New York 2003); Joe Street, The Culture War
i the Cipil Rights Movement {Gainesville, 2007y, William L. Van Deburg, New Day i Babylon:
The Black Power Movement and American Cuiture, 19635-1975 {Chicago. 1993); for the New Left
and avthenticity, sec in particular Doug Rassinow; The Politics ‘of Authenticity: Liberalism,
Christignity, and the New Left in America {New York 1998).

98 D'Emilio, Sexual Politics, op. cit.; 199.

99 Formisano, Bosfon Against Busing, op.<it, 6; Matthew Frye Jacobson, Roots Toor White
Etbnic Revival in Posi-Ciuil Rights America (Cambridge, MA, 2006}, esp. 19-22, 240,

100" Van Gosse, ‘Postmodern America:r A New Démocratie Order in'the Second Gilded Age'’, in
Van Gosse and Richard Moser (eds), The Weorld the Sixties Made: Politics and Culture tn Recant
America {Philadelphia 2003); 3.

101 Alexander Bloom, “Why Read about'the 1960s at the Torn of the Twenty-first Cenrtury?* in
Bloom, {ed.}; Long Time Gone, op. cit., 4 M. ]. Heale, “The Sixties as History: A Review of the
Polirical Historiography’, Revdewss in American Fistory 33 (2005), 134,

102 Godirey Hodgson, The: World Turned Right Side Up: A History of the Conservative
Ascendancy in America {Boston 1996), 118,

103 “Introduction’, it John D’Emilie, William B. Turner and Urvashi Vaid leds), Creating
Change: Sexuality, Public Policy, and Civil Rights {New York 2000), b
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protest, and bequeathed political ideas to 1970s activists of varying political
stripes espousing very different causes: The activism of both homosexuals and
those who opposed busing illustrates the complex ways in which 1960s strate-
gies of direct action and concepts of community organizing, authenticity and
participatory democracy transcended the political spectrum and helped power
both the conservative revival and progressive politics during the 1970s.
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