UNITED STATES HISTORY
SECTION II
Total Time - 1 hour and 40 minutes
Question 1 (Document-Based Question)
Suggested reading and writing time: 1 hour
It is suggested that you spend 15 minutes reading the documents and 40 minutes writing
your response. Note: You may begin writing your response before the reading period is
over.

Directions: Question 1 is based on the accompanying documents. The documents have been
edited for the purpose of this exercise.
In your response you should do the following.
• Respond to the prompt with a historically defensible thesis or claim that establishes a line
of reasoning.
• Describe a broader historical context relevant to the prompt.
• Support an argument in response to the prompt using at least six documents.
• Use at least one additional piece of specific historical evidence (Beyond that found in the
documents) relevant to an argument about the prompt.
• For at least three documents, explain how or why the document’s point of view, purpose,
historical situation, and/or audience is relevant to an argument.
• Use evidence to corroborate, qualify, or modify an argument that addresses the prompt.

Document Based Question
1. “To what extent did the civil rights movements of the 1950s and 1960s fulfill the
promises of the Reconstruction era amendments?”

Document 1

U.S. Army Photo, Korean War, 1950
Defense Department

Document 2
Every person operating a bus line in the city shall provide equal but separate accommodations
for white people and negroes on his buses, by requiring the employees in charge there of to
assign passengers seat on the vehicles under their charge insights manner as to separate the
white people from the negroes, where there are both white and Negroes on the same car;
provided, however, that negro nurses having in charge white children or sick or in firm White
persons, maybe assigned seats among white people.
Nothing in this section shall be construed as prohibiting the operators of such bus lines from
separating the races by means of separate vehicles if they see fit.
Montogomery City Code, 1953
Code 1938, 603, 608

Document 3
To separate them [children in grade and high schools] from others of similar age and
qualifications solely because of their race generates a feeling of inferiority as to their status in the
community that may affect their hearts and minds in a way unlikely to ever be undone. . . .
Whatever may have been the extent of psychological knowledge at the time
of Plessy v.Ferguson, this finding is amply supported by modern authority. . . .
We conclude that in the field of public education the doctrine of "separate but equal" has no
place. Separate educational facilities are inherently unequal. Therefore, we hold that the
plaintiffs and other similarly situated . . . are . . . deprived of the equal protection of the laws
guaranteed by the Fourteenth Amendment.
Brown v. Board of Education, 1954
Majority opinion, delivered by Chief Justice Earl Warren

Document 4

Residential Security Map, City of Baltimore, 1937
Home Owner Loan Corporation

Document 5
It ought to be possible for American consumers of any color to receive equal service in places of
public accommodation, such as hotels and restaurants and theaters and retail stores, without
being forced to resort to demonstrations in the street, and it ought to be possible for American
citizens of any color to register to vote in a free election without interference or fear of reprisal.
It ought to be possible, in short, for every American to enjoy the privileges of being American
without regard to his race or his color. In short, every American ought to have the right to be
treated as he would wish to be treated, as one would wish his children to be treated. But this is
not the case.
The Negro baby born in America today, regardless of the section of the Nation in which he is
born, has about one-half as much chance of completing a high school as a white baby born in the
same place on the same day, one-third as much chance of completing college, one-third as much
chance of becoming a professional man, twice as much chance of becoming unemployed, about
one-seventh as much chance of earning $10,000 a year, a life expectancy which is 7 years shorter,
and the prospects of earning only half as much.
This is not a sectional issue. Difficulties over segregation and discrimination exist in every city, in
every State of the Union, producing in many cities a rising tide of discontent that threatens the
public safety. Nor is this a partisan issue. In a time of domestic crisis men of good will and
generosity should be able to unite regardless of party or politics. This is not even a legal or
legislative issue alone. It is better to settle these matters in the courts than on the streets, and
new laws are needed at every level, but law alone cannot make men see right.
We are confronted primarily with a moral issue. It is as old as the scriptures and is as clear as the
American Constitution….

President Kennedy Televised Speech to the Nation, June 11,1963.
Excerpt from a Report to the American People on Civil Rights

Document 6

FBI Poster, June 29, 1964
Department of Justice

Document 7

- An Act To enforce the constitutional right to vote, to confer jurisdiction upon the district courts of the
United States to provide injunctive relief against discrimination in public accommodations, to
authorize the Attorney General to institute suits to protect constitutional rights in public facilities
and public education, to extend the Commission on Civil Rights, to prevent discrimination in
federally assisted programs, to establish a Commission on Equal Employment Opportunity, and
for other purposes.
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That this Act may be cited as the "Civil Rights Act of 1964".

Civil Rights Act of 1964
88th Congress of the United States

Document 8
This is the day of my Inauguration as Governor of the State of Alabama. And on this day I feel a
deep obligation to renew my pledges, my covenants with you . . . the people of this great state.
General Robert E. Lee said that "duty" is the sublimest word on the English language and I have
come, increasingly, to realize what he meant. I SHALL do my duty to you, God helping . . . to
every man, to every woman . . . yes, to every child in this state. I shall fulfill my duty toward
honesty and economy in our State government so that no man shall have a part of his livelihood
cheated and no child shall have a bit of his future stolen away….
Today I have stood, where once Jefferson Davis stood, and took an oath to my people. It is very
appropriate then that from this Cradle of the Confederacy, this very Heart of the Great AngloSaxon Southland, that today we sound the drum for freedom as have our generations of
forebears before us done, time and time again through history. Let us rise to the call of
freedomloving blood that is in us and send our answer to the tyranny that clanks its chains upon
the South. In the name of the greatest people that have ever trod this earth, I draw the line in the
dust and toss the gauntlet before the feet of tyranny . . . and I say . . . segregation today . . .
segregation tomorrow . . . segregation forever.
Inaugural Address, 1963
Alabama Governor George Wallace

Document 9
These statutes also deprive the Lovings of liberty without due process of law in violation of the
Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment. The freedom to marry has long been
recognized as one of the vital personal rights essential to the orderly pursuit of happiness by free
men.
Marriage is one of the "basic civil rights of man," fundamental to our very existence and
survival. Skinner v. Oklahoma, 316 U.S. 535, 541 (1942). See also Maynard v. Hill, 125 U.S.
190 (1888). To deny this fundamental freedom on so unsupportable a basis as the racial
classifications embodied in these statutes, classifications so directly subversive of the principle of
equality at the heart of the Fourteenth Amendment, is surely to deprive all the State's citizens of
liberty without due process of law. The Fourteenth Amendment requires that the freedom of
choice to marry not be restricted by invidious racial discriminations. Under our Constitution, the
freedom to marry, or not marry, a person of another race resides with the individual, and cannot
be infringed by the State.
These convictions must be reversed.
It is so ordered.
Loving v, Virginia, 1967
Majority opinion, delivered by Chief Justice Earl Warren

Document 10

Racial Dot Map
2010 Census Data

