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CHAPTER I 

THE SETTING 

In 1865 the Galveston Daily News reported that in 

Houston "everybody must be making money, the city contin

ually full of goods . . . railroads and wagon[s] . . . 

leaving every hour freighted to the utmost capacity. . . . " 

Yet, in spite of the bustling economy, the nearly 9,000 

Houstonians could still witness Alabama-Coushatta Indians 

supplying "wild game to the markets" and cows "butchered 

in the city and hogs . . . driven through the streets to 

2 
the sausage factory." Most streets were "dust or mud--

depending on the weather" and "flies buzzed [over] raw 

3 
buffalo hides on the Central Railroad siding." Almost 

fifty years later, at the end of 1914, Houston boasted a 

population of almost 78,800, a newly completed ship channel, 

a bright financial future, and a growing interest in civic 

improvement. On the muddy streets where hogs once roamed 

were automobiles driven by "hideous creatures . . ., 

shapeless bundles of unhappy-looking clothes with two 

Galveston Daily News, December 13, 1865. 

2 
Houston: A Historical Profile (Houston: Chamber 

of Commerce, 1960), p. 4. 

•̂ Ibid. 



goggle-shaded eyes and heads tied on as though they were 

afraid they would blow off. . . . " The half century of 

progress which changed Houston from village to city 

included rapid manufacturing, business and commercial 

development, substantial population increase, various 

civic improvements, political changes, and the squalor 

that all too often was the abhorrent companion of nine

teenth century urban growth. 

Emerging from the Civil War in 1865 the citizens 

of Houston exhibited the optimism common to a frontier 

society. In November a correspondent to the Galveston 

Daily News predicted that the city would soon "have a 

steadily increasing commerce of no ordinary magnitude." 

Three years later another enthusiastic reporter proudly 

announced that Houston would shortly become one of the 

greatest flour exporting markets in the world. The facts 

serve to substantiate many of the predictions. Houston 

4 
U.S. Department of Commerce and Labor, Bureau of 

the Census, Thirteenth Census of the United States, 1910; 
Population, III, 852; Marilyn McAdams Sibley, The Port of 
Houston: A History (Austin: University of Texas Press, 
1968), pp. 143-144; David G. McComb, Houston: The Bayou 
City (Austin: University of Texas Press, 1969), pp. 135-
140; Houston: A History and Guide compiled by Workers 
of the Writers Program of the Works Project Administration, 
Houston: Anson Jones Press, 1942), p. 107. 

5 
McComb, Houston, p. 7. 

Galveston Daily News, November 12, 1865; November 
25, 1865. 



enjoyed a fairly consistent long-range economic growth. 

In 1870 the Houston City Directory reported two 

foundries and "various manufactures in the city . . . " 

including railroad cars (Houston was already being referred 

to as a "railroad focus") machinery, cloth, wagons, agri

cultural implements, and several sorts of home manufac-
7 

tures. The 18 70 census reported Harris County, of which 

Houston was the principal city, had no less than 64 manu

facturing establishments capitalized at $723,890, employing 
o 

583 hands, and paying annual wages of $160,246. 

The growth served to reenforce the confidence 

Houstonians exhibited in their city. An observer in 1883 
expressed this feeling accurately and succinctly: 

After you have listened to the talk of one of [the] 
pioneer veterans [of Houston] . . . you began to 
feel that the creation of the world, the arrangement 
of the solar system, and all subsequent events, 
including the discovery of America, were provisions 
of an all-wise Providence, arranged with a direct 
view to the advancement of the commercial interests 
of Houston.^ 

7 
Houston City Directory 1870-1871 (Houston: Morri

son and Fourmy, 1871), p. 92; Mary Alice Lavender, "Social 
Conditions in Houston and Harris County, 1869-1872," 
(unpublished M.A. thesis, Rice University, 1950), p. 27. 
Lavender presents a good summary of manufacturing develop
ment and occupational trends from 1869-1872. See also 
Galveston Daily News, November 12, 1865. 

p 
U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of the Census, 

Ninth Census of the United States, 1870: The Wealth and 
Industry of the United States, III, 572. Houston in 1870 
had a population of 9,332 while the county total was 17,375 

9 
Quoted m George M. Fucrmann, Houston: The Feast 

Years (Nev/ York: Premier Printing Company, 1962) , p .~14. 



By 1890 Houston had increased her total number of 

manufacturing industries to 210, including such industrial 

establishments as blacksmith and wheelwright shops, wagon, 

factories, iron foundries, machine shops, sheet-iron works, 

and more traditional businesses such as bakeries, cabinet 

making and furniture concerns, lumber and planing mills, 

patent medicine producers, publishing houses, printing 

shops, and watch repairing businesses. These firms 

represented an aggregate capital of $3,509,434, employed 

3,009 people, 305 of them being management or clerks, and 

paid yearly wages of $1,647,478. The total production 

12 
of Houston manufacturing industries came to $6,832,9 42. 

A significant contributor to this economic growth, 

the railroad industry, was making the city an important 

center of trade. In 189 3 the city directory listed ten 

13 railroad companies serving Houston. The railroad shops. 

U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of the Cen-
sus, Eleventh Census of the United States, 1890: Manufac
tures , II, 250; Houston City Directory 1887-1888 (Houston: 
Morrison and Fourmy, 1888), pp. 333-357. 

U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of the Cen
sus, Eleventh Census of the United States, 1890: Manufac
tures , II, 250-251; U.S. Department of Commerce and L^or, 
Bureau of the Census, Thirteenth Census of the United 
States, 1910: Population, III, 852. 

12 
U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of the Cen

sus, Eleventh Census of the United States, 1890: Manufac
tures , II, 253. 

•''̂ Houston City Directory 1892-1893 (Houston: 
Morrison and Fourmy, 1892), pp. 76-81. 



of which the Houston and Texas Central, the Houston East 

and West Texas, and the Southern Pacific were most exten

sive, accounted for the employment of 1,187 men with a 

monthly payroll of $72,274.91. In addition the Southern 

Pacific Company employed "at and entering in Houston," 

14 1,262 men receiving wages of $76,886.21 per month. 

Houstonians continued to exude confidence and 

enthusiasm about future prospects. The Houston Daily Post 

in 1891 reported with some justification that Houston was 

"probably ahead of any city [its size] in the South in the 

15 number and variety of its industries. . . . " In 1893 

the Post despaired that real estate sales were not active 

but was heartened by the continuation of building. The 

paper also published a list of "special advantages" which 

Houston could offer manufacturers, including ample raw 

materials, a comprehensive transportation network, a large 

labor supply, a growing market, and cheap land. Various 

organizations arose in the 1890's to publicize Houston's 

"special advantages." The most viable of these was the 

Houston Business League which in 1910 changed its name to 

17 "Chamber of Commerce." 

p. 121. 

14 

Houston Daily Post, September 25, 1891. 

Ibid. 

•'•̂ Ibid., November 5, 1893. 
17 

Ibid., September 25, 1891; McComb, Houston, 



Between 1890 and 1910 Houston gained, in spite of 

a business decline following the Panic of 1893, an average 

of better than one permanent new manufacturing establish

ment a year; the total number listed in the census report 

18 of 1910 was 249. The greatest numerical growth occurred 

in printing and publishing establishments, in cooper, tin, 

19 
and sheet iron works, and in foundries and machine shops. 

The appearance of electrical shops and ice manufacturers 

reflect the modernization occurring in Houston society. 

Indicative of the variety in city manufacturing was the 

20 existence in 1899 of two macaroni manufacturers. The 

manufacturing industries listed in 1910 represented an 

aggregate capital of $16,593,694 and employed 6,289 per-

21 sons, 5,338 of whom were wage earners. They accounted 

22 
for wages and salaries of $4,254,000 annually. 

18 
U.S. Department of Commerce and Labor, Bureau of 

the Census, Thirteenth Census of the United States, 1910: 
Manufactures, IX, 1220. 

19 
Ibid., 1215; U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau 

of the Census, Eleventh Census of the United States, 1890: 
Manufactures, II, 250. 

20 
Houston City Directory 1913 (Houston: Morrison 

and Fourmy, 1913), pp. 915-1026; Houston City Directory 
1899 (Houston: Morrison and Fourmy, 1899), pp. 381-422. 

21 
U.S. Department of Commerce and Labor, Bureau of 

the Census, Thirteenth Census of the United States, 1910: 
Manufactures, IX, 1220. 

^^Ibid., 1215. 



Additionally, Houston had continued her growth as 

a railroad center and distribution point. In 1904 the 

several lines in Houston employed 6,000 persons with wages 

23 
of $4,000,000. By 1910 thirteen companies operated 

seventeen railroads which linked the city to the country

side. Grand Central Station, the most important of the 

four depots, served nine railways and accommodated twenty 

arrivals and departures per day. David McComb, the author 

of the most recent history of Houston, concludes very 

accurately that "the railv;ay concentration was such that 

at the end of the first decade of the twentieth century, 

24 railroads constituted Houston's most important industry." 

Houston's water transportation, which was to play 

a critical role in the city's future, had likewise improved. 

In April 1876 Charles Morgan, a prominent Gulf Coast ship 

owner, completed work on a channel project which allowed 

a ship drawing nine-and-one-half feet of water to travel 

Bolivar Channel, through the cut at Morgan's Point, and 

on upstream to Sims Bayou several miles from the central 

business district. Morgan, who because of dissatisfaction 

with both Galveston and New Orleans was interested in 

developing a new trade terminal, soon completed construction 

23 
McComb, Houston, p. 98. McCombs work on Houston 

is a solid economic history of the city. 
24 

Ibid., p. 99. See also Houston City Directory 
1913, pp. 74-80. 
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of a railroad from the Sims Bayou terminal point to 

25 Houston. The Houston Daily Telegraph heralded this 

accomplishment with the assurance that "the merchants are 

free of the extortions of Galveston's bete noir, its hid-

26 ecus wharf monopoly." Not until thirty years later, 

however, in 1914, did inland Houston's deep water port 

facilities rival those of the nearby island city of 

Galveston. That year marked the completion of the famous 

ship channel which was to transform the business, commer-

27 cial, and social life of the city. 

This industrial and commercial growth attracted 

immigrants and was in turn stimulated by the increases in 

population. An observer in 1867 reported a construction 

boom underway and hoped "sufficient buildings will be 

erected to . . . provide for the newcomers now coming in 

28 our midst to settle." Census reports indicate that the 

fact of "newcomers now coming in our midst to settle" was a 

common occurrence in Houston as it was in other American 

cities during the late nineteenth century. The population 

25 
Sibley, The Port of Houston, pp. 100-101; McComb, 

Houston, p. 47. 
2 fi 

Quoted in Sibley, The Port of Houston, p. 101. 
27 
See Sibley's work for a complete history of the 

ship channel. A hurricane-driven tidal wave decimated 
Galveston in 1900 and helped to shift commercial power to 
Houston. 

2 8 
Galveston Daily News, December 7, 1867. 



29 
of Houston expanded from 9,382 in 1870 to 78,800 in 1910. 

This growth was relatively consistent—showing increases 

of 77 percent between 1870 and 1880, 66.6 percent between 

1880 and 1890, 62 percent between 1890 and 1900, and 76.6 

percent between 1900 and 1910. 

While total population increased between 1865 and 

1914, the percentage of foreign-born Houstonians showed a 

steady decline. In 1870, 16.7 percent of Houston residents 

were foreign; by 1890 the figure had decreased to 11.3 

percent, and in 1910 only 8 percent of the city's population 

29 
U.S. Department of Commerce and Labor, Bureau of 

the Census, Thirteenth Census of the United States, 1910: 
Population, III, 852. 

Ibid. If Stephan Thernstrom and Peter R. Knights 
study of Boston is applicable to other nineteenth century 
cities, these figures might indicate much more movement 
than is immediately apparent. Thernstrom and Knights 
found, through a statistical analysis of city directories, 
census reports, and city registrars' records, that because 
of a constant movement in and out of Boston it required 
nearly 800,000 people moving into the city between 1880 
and 1890 to produce a net population increase of 65,179. 
In other words a study of population growth at ten year 
intervals provides only a conservative estimate of the 
actual number of people moving in and out of the city 
during a given decade. As these scholars state, "Net 
figures register not the total flow of individuals into 
and out of the city, but only the magnitude of the differ
ence between the two migratory streams." Thus the total 
number of people moving into and out of Houston may well 
have been many times larger than the net population growth 
would at first glance indicate. 

Stephan Thernstrom and Peter R. Knights, "Men in 
Motion: Some Data and Speculations About Urgan Population 
Mobility in Nineteenth-Century America," The Journal of 
Interdisciplinary History, I (Autumn, 19 70), 17. 
Thernstrom and Knights present an explanation of their 
method as well as a summary of their conclusions. 
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31 
was of alien birth. Prior to 1900 the bulk of the 

foreign immigrants were of German, Irish, and English 

origin, but by 1910, although Germans still made up the 

majority of this population group, there was a definite 

32 
increase in the proportion of Italians and Russians. 

Blacks, unlike the foreign born, exhibited an 

overall increase in numbers and a relatively consistent 

percentage rank during the late nineteenth century. In 

1870 the Negro population in Houston numbered 3,691 and 

comprised 39.3 percent of the total; by 1890 this figure 

had swelled to 10,370, 37.6 percent of all inhabitants. 

31 
U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of the Cen

sus, Ninth Census of the United States, 1870: Population, 
I, 272-273; U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of the 
Census, Eleventh Census of the United States, 1890: Popu
lation, I, 540-579; U.S. Department of Commerce and Labor, 
Bureau of the Census, Thirteenth Census of the United 
States, 1910: Population, III, 852. The absolute number 
of foreign born increased. In 1870 the number was 8,572; 
in 1890, 3,115; and in 1910, 6,357. 

32 
U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of the Cen

sus, Ninth Census of the United States, 1870: Population, 
I, 272-273; U.S. Department of the Interior, Bureau of the 
Census, Eleventh Census of the United States, 1890: Popu
lation , I, 608-611; U.S. Department of Commerce and Labor, 
Bureau of the Census, Thirteenth Census of the United 
States, 1910: Population, III, 859. In 1890 the four top 
foreign groups were Germans with 46.4 percent of the total 
foreign population, English 12.6 percent, Irish 15.1 per
cent, and Italians 6.3 percent. In 1910 Germans were 
still the largest group comprising 27.9 percent of the 
total foreign population, but Italians were next with 10.1 
percent, Russians third with 9.89 percent, and then the 
English with 9.63 percent. Houston's foreign population 
in 1910 did not comprise as large a percent of its total 
as did the border cities of El Paso and San Antonio or the 
port city of Galveston. 
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The number of black citizens had increased to 23,929 by 

33 
1910 and made up 30.4 percent of the total population. 

As Houston, grew in the unplanned, haphazard manner 

of most American cities, it became necessary for the 

municipal government to change in order to meet an in

creasing number of complex problems more efficiently. 

Unfortunately, the changes were somewhat slow in coming. 

In 1866 Houston was governed by a council of ten aldermen 

and a mayor. The council served as the legislative body 

with power to pass ordinances while the mayor fulfilled 

the executive duties, having some appointive power and the 

right to veto council actions. For purposes of elections 

the city was divided into five wards, each ward electing 

34 two aldermen while the mayor ran at large. This basic 

33 
U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of the Cen

sus, Ninth Census of the United States, 1870: Population, 
I, 272-273; U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of the 
Census, Eleventh Census of the United States, 1890: Popu
lation, I, 540-579; U.S. Department of Commerce and Labor, 
Bureau of the Census, Thirteenth Census of the United 
States, 1910: Population, III, 859. Houston had a larger 
black population both in absolute number and in percentage 
of total in 1890, 1900, and 1910 than did Austin, Dallas, 
El Paso, Fort Worth, Galveston, San Antonio, or Waco. 

34 
Houston City Directory 1867-1868 (Houston: 

Morrison and Fourmy, 1868), pp. 80-81; Houston (Texas) 
City Council, Minutes of Meetings, meeting of December 6, 
1866. Ward One was in the northwest bounded by Main Street, 
White Oak Bayou, Congress Street, and a line beginning at 
the termination of Congress at Buffalo Bayou, and running 
north, fifty-five degrees west to the northwest city limits. 

Ward Two was in the southeast part of the city. 
It was bounded by Buffalo Bayou, Main and Congress Streets, 
and the city limits. 

Ward Three was in the southern section of the city 
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structure survived until near the end of the nineteenth 

century. 

Although the wards may have been of nearly the 

same size at some point in the city's history, by 1870 

representation was no longer equal. In that year Ward One 

consisted of 738 persons and was the smallest subdivision 

in the city while the largest ward. Ward Four, contained 

3,055 persons. In 1890 Ward One was still the smallest 

with a population of 1,980 and Ward Four had grown to a 

35 size of 8,761 and was the largest in the city. The 

evidence indicates that the mal-apportionment was, for the 

most part, a product of neglect rather than design. What

ever the cause of the injustice, workingmen's wards were 

not underrepresented; those in which the presence of 

workers was most clearly reflected were the smaller first 

and fifth. 

In the latter part of the century city officials 

bounded by Main and Congress Streets and the southeast 
city limits. 

Ward Four was in the western part of the city and 
was bounded by Main and Congress streets and a line com
mencing at termination of Congress Street and running 
north, fifty-five degrees west to the northwest city 
limits. 

Ward Five was in the northern section of Houston 
bounded by Buffalo and White Oak Bayous and the northeast 
city limits. 

35 
U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of the Cen

sus, Ninth Census of the United States, 1870: Population, 
I, 272-273; U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of the 
Census, Eleventh Census of the United States, 1890; Popu-
lation, I, 540-579. 
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began to show some interest in redistricting. In the 

1880's Ward Four was divided into Fourth Ward North and 

Fourth Ward South, but possibly due to fear that Negroes 

would become influential in the northern segment, the 

division was only for ballot casting and counting purposes, 

36 
the entire ward continued to elect just two aldermen. 

In 1889 the city council began to discuss redrawing ward 

boundaries, but the only concrete result came in 1896 when 

Ward Six was created from what had been the Fourth Ward 

37 North. If the desired result was wards of comparable 

size, the city fathers were doomed to disappointment. By 

1910 Ward Three had grown in population to 24,705 and was 

the largest in the city, while the new ward consisting of 

3 8 only 5,943 people was the smallest. 

In common with ward boundaries the requirements to 

vote and hold office, with the possible exception of an 

1888 poll tax, do not seem consciously designed to dis

criminate against any particular class or group. Through

out the period from 1865-1914 city officers were required 

3 6 
Galveston Daily News, April 6, 1886; Houston 

Daily Post, April 8, 1888; April 13, 1890. 
3 7 
Houston Daily Post, September 11, 1889; January 

7, 1896; January 28, 1896; February 25, 1896. This came 
only after the movement was underway in Texas to limit 
Negro suffrage. There is no evidence of a direct connec
tion between Jim Crow and the creation of Ward Six. 

3 Q 

U.S. Department of Commerce and Labor, Bureau of 
the Census, Thirteenth Census of t]ie_ United States, 1910: 
Population, III, 859. 
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to be property owners, but those prominent enough, and 

with enough free time to become actively involved in city 

politics, were probably men of some means regardless of the 

legal demands. During most of the seune period the major 

voting requirements consisted of qualifying as a state 

voter and six months' residence in the city. As in most 

cities, this perhaps did eliminate one class, that which 

Stephan Thernstrom has called the "floating proletariat" 

or those of the permanent lower class who drifted, never 

39 staying in one place long enough to establish residence. 

The relatively consistent form and structure of 

the city government might seem to indicate an absence of 

problems and an abundance of public satisfaction. Unfor

tunately this was not the case. There were, to be sure, 

numerous accomplishments attained during the nineteenth 

39 
Houston (Texas) City Council, Minutes of Meet

ings, meeting of December 6, 1866; The Charter of the City 
of Houston and the Revised Code of Ordinances 18 93 (n.p.: 
n.d.), pp. 4-5; Charter of the City of Houston and the 
Revised Code of Ordinances 1897 (Houston: W. H. Coyle and 
Co., 1897), p. 5; Charter of the City of Houston 1903 
(Houston: Gray's Printing Office, 1903), pp. 20-23; 
Charter of the City of Houston 1905 (Houston: W. H. Coyle 
and Co., 1905), pp. 28-31. In 1866 there was a property 
qualification to vote. However, there is evidence to 
indicate that blacks and others who did not own property 
did vote and that campaigners solicited these votes. In 
1866 the charter clearly states that those qualified to 
vote in state elections could also vote in city elections. 
Of course after state Jim Crov; laws were passed blacks 
were discriminated against. For example in 1903 the 
Houston city poll tax was raised to $2.50. See Thernstrom, 
"Men in Motion," pp. 34-35 for a discussion of the "float
ing urban proletariat." 
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century, but examples of inefficiency and failure are also 

common. In 1867 plans which were being made for a street 

railroad prompted one observer to comment: "We are in 

hopes that the people will come forward without delay and 

put such road where it belongs, viz: in the mud of Houston. 

If any place in the known world . . . needs a railroad . . . 

40 that place is Houston." By June of 1868 the Houston City 

Railroad Company, a private concern, had completed tracks 

on Main Street and in April mule-drawn cars were operating 

41 on wooden rails. Yet despite the apparent need for the 

new conveyance the project floundered. Early in 1869 the 

News reported that the street railroad had failed "some 

42 time ago." It was soon revived, however, and by 1874 

was in a thriving condition with eight cars in service and 

43 reportedly "making money hand over fist." By 1891 two 

street railway companies, both owned by E. A. Allen and 

O. M. Carter, had converted to electricity and were running 

44 fifty cars over forty-eight miles of track. In 1901 the 

40 
Galveston Daily News, November 28, 1867. 

41 
McComb, Houston, p. 41; Galveston Daily News, 

June 19, 1868. 
42 
Galveston Daily News, February 3, 1869. 

43 
McComb, Houston, p. 41; Galveston Daily News, 

July 8, 1875. 
^"^Houston City Directory 1890-1891 (Houston: 

Morrison and Fourmy, 1891), p. 4. 
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companies were purchased by a Boston syndicate which 

expanded the lines, improved the service, and helped to 

fulfill the essential need of tying the growing city 

45 together. 

Those who walked or drove buggies—and after the 

turn of the century cars--enjoyed more limited improve

ments . There are numerous reports of work being done on 

the streets utilizing a dizzying array of paving materials 

including limestone, gravel, cypress, wood blocks, plank

ing, brick, and asphalt. Despite the activity, to say 

nothing of the variety, in 1875 citizens of the Fifth Ward 

who were still "mudbound and without public utilities" 

47 asked to secede from the city. In 1888 a resident of 

the same ward asked, "Why is it that when a taxpayer or 

his family wishes to attend evening service they have to 

48 do so in the dark and mud?" By 19 03 some progress had 

been achieved; there were twenty-six miles of paved streets 

49 within the city. 

45 
McComb, Houston, p. 10 7. 

46 
Galveston Daily News, April 16, 1874; Houston 

Daily Post, October 22, 18 95; Annual Message of the Mayor 
and Department Reports, City of Houston, for the Year End' 
ing December 31, 1902 (Houston: W. H. Coyle and Co., 
1903), pp. 46-49; McComb, Houston, pp. 100-101. 

47 
Quoted m Houston: A History and Guide, p. 89. 

4 8 
Houston Daily Post, January 15, 1888. 

4 9 
McComb, Houston, p. 101. 
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City lighting was supplied, none too efficiently, 

by gas lamps until 1880 when the first electric street 

50 light was installed. Rate and other disputes plagued 

both the gas and electric facilities, and on occasion the 

lights did not burn while the city tried to compromise 

disagreements with the franchised companies. Electricity 

also brought other modern conveniences. The first tele

phone was installed in 1878 and, according to George 

Fuermann, "It worked so well that within three-quarters 

of a century there were more than three hundred thousand 

52 of the things in Houston." 

Care for the indigent ill was a topic of debate 

from time to time, the consensus being that provisions 

were not adequate. This situation was alleviated some

what after 187 0 by the creation of various charitable and 

church organizations for the purpose of aiding the poor. 

Treatment of the insane was also a problem, and apparently 

one of almost complete neglect on the part of the state. 

Galveston Daily News, April 7, 187 7; September 
22, 1885; Houston Daily Post, April 7, 1883; George 
Fuermann, Houston: Land of the Big Rich (Garden City: 
Doubleday and Co., 1951), p. 241; McComb, Houston, p. 22. 

51 
Houston Daily Post, January 25, 1888; McComb, 

Houston, p. 138. 
52 
Fuermann, Houston: Land of the Big Rich, p. 241. 

53 
Galveston Daily News, August 20, 1880; October 12, 1880. 
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54 
county, and city. 

Houston, like other nineteenth century cities, was 

also unthinkingly creating a serious pollution problem. 

It did not, or perhaps could not, go without notice, how

ever. In 1887 the streets were filthy, "filled with tin 

cans, debris and refuse of all kinds; sidewalks and gutters 

55 
overgrown with weeds." Moreover, in 18 93 the bayou was 

described as "an immense cesspool, reeking with filth and 

CC 

emitting a stench of vilest character," Indeed, pollu

tion in the bayou was so bad in 1895 that the District 

Medical Association warned that Houston tap water—which 
57 

came from the bayou—was causing illness in the city. 

Some attempts were made on the part of the municipal 

government to insure safe drinking water, adequate sewage 

and garbage disposal, and anti-pollution measures. Unfor-

5 8 
tunately until after 1904 they were largely unsuccessful. 

Efforts were also made to provide for the intel

lectual, cultural, and moral well being of the citizens of 

Houston. Improvements were periodically made in the 

54 
Houston: A History and Guide, p. 98; Harris 

County Grand Jury Report, April 30, 1914 (District Clerks 
Office, Houston, Texas). 

^^Houston Daily Post, October 9, 1887. 

CC 

Quoted in McComb, Houston, p. 12 9. 

^^Ibid., p. 130. 

^^Ibid., pp. 127-135. 
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schools, the Lyceum was reorganized in 1865, and in 1871 

59 the first public park was opened. in 1913 steps were 

taken to guard against a new "evil," the "dirty movie." 

An office was created to eliminate moving pictures which 

were "in any degree coarse or vulgar or that [gave] out 

the wrong lesson to the public." Presumably steps were 

also taken to eliminate the theater which in 1911 had as 

its only attraction "tlie parading of a group of girls in 

scant attire." 

Houston was, like other cities, a place of many 

contrasts and ironies. In Northeastern Houston, south of 

Buffalo Bayou in the Fourth Ward, was Quality Hill where 

wealthy businessmen lived in "great houses shaded by the 

big oaks that lined narrow thoroughfares" and drove down-

6 2 
town in "velvet upholstered carriages." Fine foods and 

wines were served to these aristocrats by black servants 

who often "entertained their 'white folks' with songs of 

59 
Galveston Daily IJews, December 19, 1865; Sep

tember 2, 1871; March 20, 1879; Houston: A History and 
Guide, p. 98. See also Orin W. Hatch, Lyceum to Library: 
A Chapter in the Cultural History of Houston (Houston: 
Texas Gulf~Coast Historical Association, 1965) for a study 
of this aspect of Houston culture. 

Annual Messages of H. B. Rice Mayor of the City 
of Houston and Annual Reports o^ C_it^ Officials for the 
Year Ending February 28, 1913 (Houston: W. H. Coyle and 
Co. , 1913), pp. 198-199. 

fi 1 

Galveston Daily News, December 8, 1911. 
fi 2 
Houston: A History and Guide, p. 96. 
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63 
the old South." In North Houston, on the other hand, 

was the industrial Fifth Ward where in 1887, according to 

the Houston Daily Post, there were many living in pov-

64 
erty. Nearby was "Tin Can Alley" and "Schneiders 

quarters" where shanties stood on stilts, brawls kept the 

police busy, and "cocaine fiends rage[ed] at heart's 

content and no one [was] disturbed." 

Houston was a boisterous, sprawling, mercantile 

city, its streets teemed with loaded wagons, its railroad 

shops bustled with activity, its citizens energetically 

engaged in commercial ventures. Houston was also a 

Southern city; much of the white population shared a 

Southern heritage and many of the upper class liked to 

affect an anti-bellum life style. Yet, located on the 

western edge of the South, Houston exhibited frontier 

characteristics such as optimism and a raw, often unin

hibited energy. The Southern-frontier characteristics of 

Houston society were modified somewhat by the large German 

population which according to one observer gave the city 

fi 3 

Ibid. See also Jesse A. Ziegler, Wave of the 
Gulf (San Antonio: The Naylor Company, 1938), pp. 35-40. 

64 
Houston Daily Post, October 12, 1887. See also 

Galveston Daily Ncv/s, June 21, 1885; December 8, 1911; 
December 9, 1911; December 10, 1911; Houston Daily Post, 
August 9, 1887; September 13, 1890; May 26, 1893 for re
ports on the poor in the city. 

fi R 

Houston: A History and Guide, p. 106. 
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an almost "teutonic flavor." To contrast with the teutonic 

was the scattering of Italian and Russian immigrants which 

grew in number as the city entered the twentieth century. 

Adding variety to Houston's heritage was the city's large 

black population which, although largely segregated, con

tributed its own rich culture and of course its labor. And 

finally Houstonians endured, and still endure, a climate 

which, according to many residents, is unique. In the 

summer the city is hot and sticky, much like a steam bath. 

In late fall, winter, and early spring cold waves, known 

by Texans as "northers," may drop temperatures twenty to 

thirty degrees in two hours' time. As described by George 

Fuermann, "Most northers are preceded by heralds: the 

still, sultry air; the scent of sulphur or burning hay, or 

charcoal; the haze, slowly, ominously obscuring the 

sun. . . . Then suddenly, the temperature falls and sounds 

break the stillness, first a low soughing of the wind, then 

bedlam as the fury commands the city." On other occasions 

it rains and rains, yet sometimes it seems as if it may 

never rain again. For all the discomforts, Houston's cli

mate is mild, winters pleasant, and according to legend, 

fi fi 
the city really gets cold only once every ten years. 

Houstonians coped with the problems presented by 

fifi 

See Fuermann, Houston: The Feast Years, pp. 6-
10, 13, 25, 34-38 for excellent descriptions of Houston. 
See also McComb, Houston, pp. 52-53. 
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their city in various ways. In 1872 a local newspaper 

reported a typically Southern phenomenon. The population 

was divided into two classes, "the Get Aways," who left 

the town in the summers to escape the "insufferable, [and] 

the unbearable dust" and the "Can't Get Aways," who 

6 7 
remained and suffered. Some of those who remained no 

doubt found solace in the numerous revivals or in the 

consumption of most of the 200,000 barrels of beer annu-

68 
ally produced in the city. Some, influenced no doubt 

by the progressive movement and the example of nearby 

Galveston, concluded the best way to make a start toward 

combating municipal problems and toward ending the un

deniable inefficiency of the city government was through 

major charter changes. After much discussion and dispute 

among various factions, in December 1904 the citizens of 

69 Houston voted to adopt a commission form of government. 

67 
Lavender, "Social Conditions in Houston and 

Harris County, 1869-1872," p. 12. See also Galveston 
Daily News, July 17, 1875. 

fi 8 

Galveston Daily News, July 23, 1875; August 5, 
1875; Houston: A History and Guide, p. 104. The figure 
on beer production is for the year 1901. A survey of 
local newspapers will bear out the numerous revivals held. 

69 
Houston Daily Ppsjb_, November 10, 1904; December 

11, 1904; June 25, 1905; McComb, Houston, p. 136. The 
dispute was over the question of when the new government 
would take effect and v/hether the mayor would be full or 
part time. The encumbent aldermen wanted to serve out 
their terms and also asked for a part time mayor. They 
failed to attain either proposal. 
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The new charter did away with ward lines and provided that 

70 councilmen would be elected at large. This did, of 

course, reduce the possibility of labor being able to 

elect aldermen in wards where workers were dominant. 

Some improvements were made quickly under the new 

form. The city in 1906 assumed control of the water works 

and increased both efficiency and sanitation. Accounting 

and administration of city affairs were also improved. 

Additionally, more efforts were made to beautify the 

71 

city. Progress was likewise made after 1904 in trans

portation facilities. By 1914 Houston boasted a cross-town 

street railway system with fifty-one miles of track, and 

in 1916 there were 196 miles of paved streets in the 

•4- 72 city. 

Thus by 1914 Houston, while still neglecting many 

of the needs of her citizens, was making progress. The 

city, since 1865, had exhibited the rapid, unplanned 

growth and the lack of energetic and active concern with 

social problems that characterized most American urban 

areas. Its failings had seldom come from malicious intent. 

In many instances ignorance on the part of city officials 

"^^Houston Daily Post, June 25, 1905; McComb, 
Houston, pp. 134-135. 

71 McComb, Houston, pp. 136-137. 

"^^Ibid., pp. 101, 107. 
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and city residents aggravated existing problems. Bearing 

much of the brunt of this ignorance and neglect was the 

workingman. Those who literally built the new structures 

and enabled the growth to occur were also the same citi

zens as those who suffered most cruelly the consequences 

of poor drainage and sewage facilities, died most fre

quently from the lack of adequate relief agencies, and 

who lived in the wards where neglect was most common. Yet 

for all this, the worker showed great patience and immense 

pride in his city and in his own contributions to its 

prosperity and well being. In attempting to improve his 

own conditions the Houston worker seldom lost sight of 

what he considered his responsibility to act for the 

73 betterment of the entire community. 

73 
This idea of the workers responsible behavior 

will be developed in later chapters. 



CHAPTER II 

THE WORKER: CONDITIONS OF LABOR 

Undoubtedly, the workingman in Houston suffered 

from the rapid and unplanned growth of the city. Yet by 

the same token his labor was often in demand, giving him 

at least a nebulous illusion of security, and serving to 

enhance his financial position in the community. Of course 

the worker's security and standing in the community fluc

tuated with the economic situation; men were dismissed as 

a matter of course during economic recession. Yet with 

this insecurity and the all too common threat of job-

connected accident and injury, the worker in Houston was 

at least as well off as workers in other areas of the 

nation during the same period. 

In the years immediately following the Civil War 

demand for white labor was especially high as most Hous

tonians, and indeed most Texans, were convinced of the 

For the purpose of this study the term "working-
man" includes all those employed at manual labor for 
wages. This obviously applies to common labor, skilled 
craftsmen, and the like. Shop crafts such as shoemakers, 
tailors, etc. were included when the person in question 
did not employ a number of hands or craftsmen. Clerks 
and waiters were also included. Sea James V. Reese, "The 
Worker in Texas, 1821-1875" (unpublished Ph.D. disserta
tion. University of Texas, 1964), p. 2. 

25 
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"unreliability" of the freedman and thus faced the com

panion problem of finding "trustworthy"--non-black— 

2 
workers. In the summer of 1866 "Traveler," writing to 

the Galveston Daily News, commented that throughout the 

3 
state "the whole talk is of immigration and white labor." 

Corporations, such as Thomas Affleck's Texas Land, Labor, 

and Immigration Company, were planned for the purpose of 

attracting Europeans to Texas in order to eliminate the 

4 

dependence on black toilers. Much of the immediate con

cern was with obtaining agricultural labor but cities 

such as Houston were also interested in enticing new 

workers. In 1865 the News offered the opinion that black 

domestics could no longer be depended upon, and that the 

only solution was to find white substitutes. Houstonians 

in 1866 were involved in sending representatives to a 

state-wide meeting in Galveston to determine "some 

See Galveston Daily News, June 22, 1866; February 
12, 1868; September 8, 1869 for examples of the fear of 
black workers and the desire to locate another source of 
labor. 

•̂ Ibid. , June 22, 1866; see also Fred C. Cole, "The 
Texas Career of Thomas Affleck" (unpublished Ph.D. disser
tation, Louisiana State University, 1942) for a study of 
Affleck. Immigrants did come to Houston and to Texas, but 
companies did not always fare so well. See Galveston 
Daily News, May 16, 1867 for an example of Affleck's 
financial troubles. 

Galveston Daily News, May 16, 1867. 

^Ibid., September 19, 1865. 
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immediate and practical plan for the encouragement of 

immigrants to the state." The Germans of Houston formed 

an immigration club in the hope of attracting more of 

that nationality to Texas, and as late as 1887 the Post 

reported on an enthusiastic meeting of Houston citizens 

held for the purpose of discussing means of luring new 

7 
settlers to the region. There was also a great deal of 

discussion in the press of the feasibility of importing 

Chinese labor. Such reports offered assurances that the 

Oriental possessed the virtues of obedience, industry, 

and skill, all of which the black seemed to have lost at 
p 

the moment of emancipation. 

That only a few Chinese found their way to Houston 

cannot be blamed on the lack of a continuing demand for 
9 

labor. In 1871 the Houston and Great Northern Railroad 

was actively seeking hands through the columns of the 

Galveston Daily News, and in the same year the News 

reported that young men in Houston could always find work. 

^Ibid., May 26, 1866. 

Ibid., June 24, 1871; Houston Daily Post, 
December 17, 1887. 

p 
Galveston Daily News, September 7, 1869; April 6, 

1870; September 21, 1870. These are only a few examples 
of numerous press discussions of the Chinese worker. 

See the Census population reports for 1870-1910 
for statistics on the various nationality groups in the 
city. 
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even in "dull" months. Again in 1880 a railroad, this 

time the Texas and New Orleans, was seeking labor, and in 

1890, according to the Houston Daily Post, there was work 

for everyone at fair prices. The same paper, while 

reporting that painters and cabinet makers were so busy 

they could not keep up with their work, expressed the 

view—or hope—of many residents, "Truly Houston is the 

12 workingman's paradise." 

The workingman in this "paradise" was none the less 

subject to the intermittent fluctuations in the financial 

condition of single corporations and in the economic situ

ation of the state and nation. Although times v/ere rela

tively good until 1890, railroad workers, and probably 

others, suffered periodic unemployment. In July and 

November of 1874 there were complaints of "hard times" and 

general stagnation. In 1875 and 1886 the Houston and Texas 

Central reduced its work force, and in 1877 the Central 

road reduced wages and employees. Likewise, in 1884 the 

Galveston, Harrisburg, and San Antonio Railroad twice 

laid off hands because of limited traffic, and in 1885 

Galveston Daily News, April 6, 1871; July 20, 
1871. 

•'•''•Ibid. , July 23, 1880; Houston Daily Post, May 
23, 1890. 

1 2 
Houston Daily Post, August 8, 1889. 
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the Sunset Route cut the wages of office clerks. While 

these examples might appear isolated and in some instances 

are explainable by slumps which occurred in the national 

economy, similar incidents were probably not uncommon. 

Moreover, isolated or not, such cutbacks on the part of 

businesses were very real to the effected worker who could 

take little comfort in being either an isolated case or 

victim of a nationwide recession. 

One national economic crisis, the Panic of 1893, 

very definitely created unemployment problems in Houston. 

The city and state had by the 1890's developed a more 

complex and sophisticated economy and therefore were more 

vulnerable, more likely to be adversely affected by 

national and international depressions. Indeed, it has 

been pointed out that in Texas the Panic of 1893 "brought 

several years of depression in both rural and urban areas, 

with prolonged suffering unparalleled in previous economic 

14 
recessions." Houston was no exception to this general
ization, for the city experienced a definite decline in 

13 
Galveston Daily News, July 17, 1874; November 

10, 1874; July 16, 1875; January 15, 1886; April 5, 1877; 
April 10, 18 7*7; May 31, 18 85; Houston Daily Post, January 
16, 1884; March 19, 1884. There is little evidence of 
the effects of the Panic of 1873 except for occasional 
mentions of "hard times." 

Rupert N. Richardson, Ernest Wallace, and Adrian 
N. Anderson, Texas: The Lone Star State (3rd ed.; Engle-
wood Cliffs: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1970), p. 187. 
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manufacturing and business activity well beyond 1893. 

Overall, the city's economy actually declined between 

1890 and 1900."'•̂  

Late in 1893 some indication of the severity of 

the depression became evident to Houstonians. Unemployed 

men began turning up in Houston traveling in groups as 

large as 100. Some stayed in the city, some drifted on, 

16 
all were looking for work. The Post suggested that a 

place be provided where the destitute could obtain food 

cheaply and that merchants cooperate to provide work for 

17 them. The Sisters at Saint Joseph's Infirmary fed the 

18 hungry for several months, some days as many as eighty. 

Moreover, the Associated Charities of Houston was created 

early in 1894 with the aim of " [reducing] pauperism and 

19 [preventing] indiscriminate and duplicate giving." This 

See Chapter One, p. 4. This decline is based 
on figures given in the 1910 census. If the apparently 
inflated figures given in the 1890 census are used there 
is no decline. See Table I for an explanation of the 
contradiction between the two reports. Regardless of 
whether there v;as a business decline there is little 
doubt that unemployment was caused by the Panic of 1893. 

"'•̂ Houston Daily Post, October 21, 1893; October 
22, 1893; October 16, 1893; November 3, 1893; November 7, 
1893; November 8, 1893; November 19, 1893. 

•'•̂ Ibid. , January 21, 1894. 

-'•̂ Ibid. , February 3, 1894. 

•'•̂ Ibid., January 31, 1894. 
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organization established a "soup house" known as the 

Friendly Inn where men, after they put in time cleaning 

and doing some repair work on the streets, were eligible 

20 to receive food. During one six-day period the Inn 

21 granted 860 meals. 

These well meaning efforts did provide some relief, 

but the unemployed were naturally interested in longer 

range measures. On the afternoon of April 18, 1894, three 

hundred workers met at Market Square and passed a series 

of resolutions critical of the Houston press for contin

uing to print glowing reports of the economic condition 

22 
of the city thereby attracting the jobless. The reso
lutions claimed "there are enough unemployed men here at 

present to fill all vacancies and demands for the next 

23 twelve months." Some of the men decided to take action 

to remedy their plight. An abortive effort was made to 

organize a regiment to go to Washington to join the army 

of Jacob Coxey. The attempt apparently failed when the 

24 
railroads refused to furnish transportation. 

^^Ibid. , February 20, 1894; March 4, 1894. 

Ibid. 

^^Ibid., April 19, 1894. 

23 

^"^Ibid. , May 4, 1894; May 7, 1894; May 9, 1894; May 
11, 1894; May 12, 1894; May 15, 1894. A leader of the 
movement was arrested for embezzling $7.50 from the Chicago 
Knights of Pythias. This perhaps discredited the army. 

I 
I 
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The frustrations shown by these actions were no 

doubt intensified by the continuation of the depression. 

In the summer of 1894 more cutbacks were reported, and 

in June and December the Post complained of the large 

number of beggars and tramps in the city. In 1896 a large 

crowd attended a Populist sponsored address by Coxey, 

presumably to hear his ideas on the way out of financial 

25 
chaos. Recovery began prior to 1900. However in 1907— 

the year of another national panic—the Post urged city 

men to seek work on farms and in lumber camps where there 

2 6 
was some demand. In 1912 delegates to the Houston Labor 

Council reported little work and high unemployment while 

in 1914 the Houston Labor Journal informed its readers of 

27 poor conditions in the building trades. 

Some of the unemployed formed a transient, job

less, permanent lower class. As Stephen Thernstrom points 

out: 

^^Ibid., June 2, 1894; June 24, 1894; December 21, 
1894; February 28, 1896. 

^^Ibid., August 10, 1907. 

27 
Houston (Texas) Labor Council, Minutes of Meet

ings, meeting of February 20, 1912; Houston Labor Journal, 
September 16, 1914. The busy trade season lasted from 
September to April thus the economy tended to be stronger 
in the winter months. After 1875, as transportation 
facilities improved, the seasonal aspect of the economy 
was reduced. See David G. McComb, Houston: The Bayou 
City (Austin: University of Texas Press, 1969), pp. 22-
23T" 

P 



33 

We know very little about these people, 
and it is difficult to know how we can 
learn much about them. You get only 
occasional glimpses . . . in the person 
of the tramp. . . .28 

Throughout the period from 1865-1914 there are numerous 

press reports complaining of vagrants in Houston, cer

tainly enough to verify that this type of workingman was 

present and was considered a nuisance in the city.^^ 

Accordingly, though Houston was a growing city in 

a frontier area, its location was not so remote, or the 

demand for labor so great, as to exempt its wage earning 

citizens from the unemployment problems which plagued 

other nineteenth-century workers in western and southern 

cities. Location and labor demand probably did serve 

however, to exempt Houstonians from some of the hardships 

suffered by workers in large northeastern cities such as 

New York. 

In the first decade and one half following the 

28 
Stephan Thernstrom, "Urbanization, Migration, 

and Social Mobility in Late Nineteenth-Century America," 
in Towards a_ New Past: Dissenting Essays in American 
History, ed. by Barton J. Bernstein (New York: Pantheon 
Books, 1968), p. 169. 

29 
See Galveston Daily News, November 9, 1867 

March 19, 1874; January 16, 1876; September 17, 1880 
December 4, 1885; October 1, 1911; December 18, 1911 
Houston Daily Post, January 11, 1889; for reports of 
tramps. These are merely examples of numerous, similar 
reports. See also the various messages of the mayor for 
the period from 1902-1913. There were 1,344 vagrants 
arrested in 1902, 704 in 1908. 
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Civil War the demand for labor was clearly sufficient to 

attract a relatively large work force into the city. 

Indeed, between 1865 and 1880 an average of 28.3 percent 

30 of Houston's population worked as wage earners. This 

figure, not surprisingly, becomes much more meaningful 

when the statistics for white and black workers are ex

amined separately. Such an examination shows that in 1870 

only 22.4 percent of the white population was in the work 

force while a staggering 53.1 percent of the blacks were 

wage earners. By 1880 the number of wage earning whites, 

probably due to an increasing number of men in managerial 

and professional positions, had dropped to 16.8 percent 

of the total white population. Black workers on the other 

hand comprised 33.9 percent of the Negro population, the 

large decline in the ratio of blacks due largely to a 

significant decrease in the relative number of Negro women 

31 
and children who worked. This drop in black workers 

Ninth Census of the United States, Manuscript 
Returns, Houston, Harris County, Texas, 1870; Tenth Census 
of the United States, Manuscript Returns, Houston, Harris 
County, Texas, 1880. The statistics prior to 1880 include 
clerks and workers not involved in manufacturing. Census 
summaries do not list all wage earners and often until 
1910 place clerks with company officials. Clerks in 
Houston, however, organized unions and appear to have 
identified more with workers than with management. The 
average percentage of wage earners between 1865 and 1880 
was obtained by using the percentage in 1870 and the per
centage in 1880 and calculating the average of the two. 

•̂ ''"Ninth Census of the United States, Manuscript 
Returns, Houston, Harris County, Texas, 1870; Tenth Census 



35 

also partially accounts for the proportional decrease in 

the work force between 1870 and 1880. 

There was also a significant difference between 

whites and blacks in the type of work done. Throughout 

the period from 1865-1880, an average of 47.2 percent— 

47.3 percent in 1870, 47.1 percent in 1880—of the white 

laborers were skilled males. Unskilled white males com

prised only 20.4 percent of the white work force in 1870 

and 18.2 percent in 1880, The remainder of the white male 

workers were engaged in either semi-skilled jobs and 

apprenticeships, or were employed in some sort of lower 

32 white collar capacity such as clerks. It is also 

significant that several foreign born groups contained 

proportionally more skilled workers than did the native 

of the United States, Manuscript Returns, Houston, Harris 
County, Texas, 1880. In 1870 there were 875 Negro women 
and 133 Negro children wage earners. This comprised 27.3 
percent of the total black population. By 1880 there were 
only 815 black women and children working 12.6 percent of 
the entire black population. 

32 
Ninth Census of the United States, Manuscript 

Returns, Houston, Harris County, Texas, 1870; Tenth Census 
of the United States, Manuscript Returns, Houston, Harris 
County, Texas, 1880. Workers v;ho listed themselves as 
having a trade were counted as skilled, a few types of 
employment such as "apprentice carpenters," draymen, and 
the like were classed as semi-skilled. Unskilled workers 
include such listings as "Laborers," "railroad laborers," 
"wood cutters," etc. If draymen, most of whom were black, 
are classed as unskilled the percentages would go up 
slightly. The average of skilled males was determined 
by calculating the average of the 1870 and 1880 percent
ages . 
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33 
white category. 

Obviously, there was a need for common labor and 

this need was met, for the most part, by the blacks. In 

1870 when Negroes made up 39.3 percent of the total popu

lation of Houston, 71.0 percent of the city's unskilled 

male workers were black. In 1880 blacks comprised 39.2 

percent of the population and made up 72.9 percent of the 

unskilled male workers. During the fifteen years prior 

to 1880 an average of 37.2 percent of the total Negro work 

force was made up of unskilled males while men with a 

skill comprised only 9.3 percent of the total. Moreover, 

those blacks v/ho had a skill were in many instances barbers 

or other personal service craftsmen, although there were a 

34 few in trades such as carpentry and blacksmithing. It 

appears, then, that in Houston Negroes served as a perma

nent unskilled labor force while white immigrants moved 

easily into the skilled trades and made up a significant 

portion of the worker "aristocracy." There is also 

evidence to indicate that a similar division of labor 

33 
The Irish were the only group with a high per

centage of unskilled workers--36.7 in 1870, 54.8 in 1880. 
However, these figures are not particularly significant 
in light of the small number of Irish workers in the city. 
There were 90 in 1870 and 84 in 1880. 

34 
Ninth Census of the United States, Manuscript 

Returns, Houston, Harris County, Texas, 1870; Tenth Census 
of the United States, Manuscript Returns, Houston, Harris 
County, Texas, 1880. Averages were determined by calcu
lating the average of the percentages of 1870 and 1880. 
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continued after 1880.'^^ 

Furthermore, this situation is not unique to 

Houston; it probably existed in most other Texas cities. 

Custom, prior to emancipation, had restricted slaves to 

unskilled jobs primarily related to agriculture. Thus 

there had been little opportunity for blacks to obtain 

skills. After the Civil War, entrance into non-

agricultural employment, and especially into the trades, 

36 continued to be restricted. 

Unfortunately manuscript census returns are not 

available for the period after 1880; thus, comprehensive 

data on the numl)er, classification, and nationality of 

37 workers is scarce if not totally absent. Published 

The sources show little evidence of blacks being 
involved in trade union activity or of any large number of 
blacks being members of skilled trades. Likewise, white ' 
immigrants appear to have played an important part in ĵ  
union organization and growth. 

Lawrence D. Rice, The Negro in Texas, 1874-1900 
(Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1971), 
pp. 184-185. Alwyn Barr has demonstrated that blacks and 
Mexican Americans in San Antonio were largely manual 
laborers and enjoyed little upward mobility. See Alwyn 
Barr, "Occupational and Geographic Mobility in San Antonio, 
1870-1900," Social Science Quarterly, (September, 1970), 
396-403. 

37 
The 1890 manuscript returns were destroyed by 

fire, the 1900 returns have not yet been released. City 
directories do list occupations and race of Houstonians 
but not nationality. Directories also list street 
addresses. An intensive study of city directories in 
which blacks were counted and catagorized as to their 
skills would be an almost timeless task as the city popu
lation grew to.78,000. Much more feasible, although beyond 
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reports on manufacturers after 1880 do indicate, however, 

that Houston's work force declined somewhat in relation 

to the total population. In 1890, 9.8 percent of the 

city's population, black and white, was employed as oper

atives or piece workers in manufacturing establishments. 

In 1900 the figure was 7.1 percent and in 1910, 6.8 per

cent. If clerks, workers employed by non-manufacturing 

establishments, and employees of firms which did not 

report were included the totals would of course be higher, 

although probably not as great as those of 1870.^^ The 

census reports on manufacturing also demonstrate that the 

percentage of Houston's population employed in industry in 

1890, 1900, and 1910 was on a par with other Texas cities 

39 of comparable size. 

the scope and intent of this study, would be a study of ; 
geographic and economic mobility of Houstonians such as ^ 
Alwyn Barr has done for San Antonio. See Barr, "Occupa- j 
tional and Geographic Mobility in San Antonio 1870-1900," j 
Barr is presently researching this subject for an upcoming C 
study of Texas blacks. ĵ  

3 8 
The Census lists clerks with salaried officials. 

Again, however, in Houston clerks should be included as 
part of the labor force. 

39 
U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of the Cen

sus , Eleventh Census of the United States, 1890: Manu
factures , II, 174-176, 226-229, 250-253, 526-530; U.S. , 
Department of Commerce and Labor, Bureau of the Census, ! 
Thirteenth Census o^ the United States, 1910: Manufactures, { 
IX, 1214-1216. It is difficult to compare Houston, even *' 
solely on the basis of manufacturing, v;ith other cities • 
for 1870 and 1880. The only census figures given are for } 
Harris County and numerous workers were employed outside * 
manufacturing. Therefore, no effort at comparison is made [ 
with other cities on the proportion of the v.̂ ork force to * 
the entire population until 1890. 
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The industries which were most common to Texas— 

sawmilling, blacksmithing, carpentry, printing, flour and 

grist milling—and to Houston—blacksmithing, bootmaking, 

carpentry, tinsmithing, and printing—helped, during most 

of the period, to produce an industrial labor force in

cluding relatively few women. Likewise, after 1880 a more 

nearly adequate supply of adult workers, improved wages, 

and better educational opportunity combined with the types 

of industries to reduce significantly the ratio of children 

40 
employed in manufacturing. In 1870 Harris County had a 

total manufacturing work force, excluding clerks, of 583 

of which 5.8 percent were women and 13.2 percent were 

children. This compares with a state figure of 2.0 percent 

women and 4.0 percent children, and a national statistic 

of 15.8 percent women and 5.6 percent children. The high 1 

child labor figure for Harris County is possibly related ^ 

40 
See U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of the 

Census, Ninth Census of the United States, 1870: The 
Wealth and Industry o_f the_ United States, III, 573-574. 
U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of the Census, Elev
enth Census of the United States, 1890: Manufactures, II, 
174-181, 226-229, 250-253, 526-533; U.S. Department of 
Commerce and Labor, Bureau of the Census, Thirteenth Cen
sus of the United States, 1910: Manufactures, IX, 1213-
1223. Most women were employed in cotton bag factories, 
an overall factory, bakeries, laundries, and after tele
phones became common, by the phone company. Children were 
employed by foundries, bakeries, lumber concerns and print
ing shops. At times the census reports designate children 
as males under 16, females under 15. At other times all 
under 16 are considered children. In evaluating the manu
script returns all workers under 16 year.s of age were 
considered children. 



40 

41 
to a statistical error. At any rate the proportion of 

children began to decline after 1870. By 1880 children 

made up 7.0 percent of the Harris County manufacturing 

work force and women comprised only .33 percent. Harris 

County employed. Therefore, a slightly lower percentage 

of women than the .95 proportion for the state, but the 

proportion of children was still above, although by a sub

stantially smaller margin, the 3.3 ratio in the state work 

force. Additionally twenty-four of the forty-three chil

dren employed in Harris County industry worked in only two 

types of establishments, brick factories and printing 

houses. The national figures for 1880 establish that 19.5 

percent of the workers were women while children comprised 

42 
6,7 percent of the total. 

From 1890 to 1910 Houston's percentage of working 

women—4.5 in 1890, 5.0 in 1900, and 8.4 in 1910—and -
i 

children--3.0 in 1890, 1.4 in 1900, and 1.2 in 1910--is in ^ 

line with the state statistics for these years but below <̂  

U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of the Cen
sus , Ninth Census o^ the United States, 1870: The Wealth 
and Industry of the United States, III, 572. The 1870 
figure for children is high but the significance is reduced 
by the decline in the percentage of children in 1880. 
Census summary information is not sufficient to determine 
the exact cause of the high 1870 figure for children. 

^^U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of the Cen
sus, Tenth Census o£ the United States, 1880: Manufactures, 
pp. 5, 9, 360. 
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the national figures. ̂"̂  

The relatively small number of women and children 

employed in manufacturing establishments in Houston did 

not constitute the entire minor and female work force. 

Large numbers of women and children were employed outside 

factories. In 1870 women comprised 2 8,9 percent of the 

total work force. By 1880 the percentage of women had 

dropped to 22.9 and that of children to 4.3. 

As before, the bulk of the women and children who 

worked were blacks, most engaged in some sort of domestic 

44 
service. For example, from 1865 to 1880 black women 

made up an average of 40.1 percent of the Negro work force 

while children accounted for an average of 6.4 percent. 

The white work force on the other hand had an average of i 
I 

only 8.1 percent women for the same fifteen-year period j 

and 2.9 percent children. In 1870, 1008 of the 1151 women ^ 

i 
43 
U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of the Cen

sus , Eleventh Census of the United States, 1890: Manu
factures , I, 66, 69; II, 250; U.S. Department of Interior, 
Bureau of the Census, Twelfth Census of the United States, 
1900: Manufactures, VIII, 1018; U.S. Department of Com
merce and Labor, Bureau of the Census, Thirteenth Census 
of the United States, 1910: Manufactures, VIII, 507, 520-
521; IX, 1213-1218, 1220. The figures of 1900 are of 
necessity based upon the 1900 census report (the 1910 
summary does not give women and children) and therefore 
the total numbers for Houston may be inflated, but the I 
percentages appear accurate. See Table I. i 

44 
Ninth Census of the United States, Manuscript \ 

Returns, Houston, Harris County, Texas 1870; Tenth Census 
of the United States, Manuscript Returns, Houston, Harris 
County, Texas, 1880. 
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and children wage earners in Houston were black; in 1880 

there were 815 black women and children workers out of a 

45 
total of 99 4, The reduction between 1870 and 1880 comes 

largely from a decrease (875 to 697) in working Negro 

women. This decline may be attributed to a change in the 

census takers definition of a working woman, to the 

improved economic status for black males, and to an in

creasing difficulty on the part of whites to afford 

domestic help. Whatever the cause, black women and chil

dren were immensely more likely to work outside the hom.e 

than either native born or immigrant whites. 

Those Houstonians, black or white, who were members 

"1 
of the industrial work force enjoyed a wage scale which 1 

was, for the most part, on a par with or slightly above * 
1 

state and national levels. In 1870 the average Harris ] 

day week. This compares favorably with the state average 

of $225.53 a year but is well below the $377.53 annual 

income of the average worker in the United States. It is 

probable, however, that many workers in the city earned 

45 
Ibid. The situation of a larger percentage of 

black women working is also a characteristic of the state 
and nation. See U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of 
the Census, Twelfth Census of the United States, 1900: 
Women at Work, pp. 15 2-15 3. Averages were determined by 
calculating the average of the percentages for 1870 and 
1880. 

County worker employed in a manufacturing establishment ^ 

received $292 annually or about a dollar a day for a six- 4 

f 
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substantially more than the average; indeed in 1875 the 

Galveston Daily News reported that salaries of Houston day 

laborers had only recently been reduced to $1.30 a day.^^ 

By 1880 the typical Harris County industrial worker's wage 

had increased to almost $1.30 per day for a six-day week, 

providing an annual income of $373.80. In the state and 

nation, on the other hand, the annual averages were 

$274,94 and $346,90 respectively.^^ 

By 1890 the average wage in Houston industries was 

$1.60 per day, or $-162.42 annually. This pay was slightly 

above the state norm of $435.38 a year and the national 

48 average annual wage of $444.83. There was, however, a 

substantial variation in wages received especially in the I 

case of women and children. The male industrial worker in ^ 
! 

the city earned approximately $1.82 daily or $527.90 a j 

year, and a male piece worker was paid $1.43 a day which "̂  

46 V 
U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of the Cen- J 

sus. Ninth Census of the United States, 1870: The Wealth * 
and Industry of the United States, III, 572, 392; Galveston 
Daily News, December 3, 1875. Wage statistics do not 
include clerks for the reason previously given (see foot
note 30) . 

47 
U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of the Cen

sus, Tenth Census of the United States, 1880: Manufactures, 
pp. 5, 9, 360. 

48 
U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of the Cen

sus , Eleventh Census of the United States, 1890: Manu
factures , I, 67-69; II, 250. These figures are based upon 
the 1890 census which appears to be inflated as to total 
establishments and workers for Houston but more accurate 
where average vy-ages are considered. 
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amounted to $411.95 annually. Women operatives, on the 

other hand, made a salary of $1.05 a day or $304.77 a year, 

while children in the same type jobs received only $.9 8 

49 
a day for a six day week. Likewise, in the 1880's, there 

was a vast difference in the amount earned by the skilled 

worker as opposed to the average operative. In 1886 sta

tistics compiled by the Texas Knights of Labor indicate 

that the skilled mechanic in Texas, and probably in Houston, 

earned from $2.75 to $4.50 per day. Assuming steady 

employment, this would provide an annual income of from 

$729 to $1296.^° 

The decade between 1890 and 1900 saw a leveling 

off of wages in the city, state, and nation. The average 

industrial worker in Houston in 1900 earned $503.32 annu

ally, $1.75 a day. Men received $520.65, women $278.74, 

and children $142.90. This compares with a national figure \ 

49 , ^ 
Ibid. , II, 250. The state average for male wage ^ 

earners was $456.10 a year, $253.07 for women, and $125.37 1 
for children. Nationally the average was $49 8.71 for men, 
$267.97 for women, and $137.53 for children. 

50 
Knights of Labor. Proceedings of the First 

Annual Session of District Assembly No. 78 (Fort Worth, 
Texas, 1886), 15. The wages given, with the exception of 
the 1886 figures are based upon census reports of average 
annual wages. The daily pay scale is, therefore, figured 
on a six day week and assumes steady employment. This 
may well mean that daily wages are somewhat deflated. The 
Knights of Labor report lists painters, tinners, carpen
ters , brick masons, stone masons, stone cutters, printers, 
engineers, blacksmiths, "and all trades" as "skilled 
mechanics." 
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of $437.96 and a state salary of $426.81.^''" By 1910 wages 

had again increased, industrial workers in Houston earning 

$610.68, in Texas $539.75, and in the nation $518.06.^^ 

Apparently, the wages of the skilled remained relatively 

constant, at $2.75 to $4.50 daily, although it is quite 

probable that more men received $4.00 or $4.50 per day in 

1910 than had in 1890.^"^ 

The relatively steady increase in wages during the 

half century between 1865 and 1914 was accompanied by a 

corresponding decrease in the hours employees were required 

to work, especially after 1900. In 1909 a Texas Bureau of 

51 
U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of the Cen

sus , Twelfth Census of th^ United States, 1900: Manufac-
tures, VII, cxv-cxvi, 10IS. In the state women averaged 
$253.13 a year and children $139.54. Nationally women made 
$273.03 and children $152.22. The 1900 census points out 
that the statistics are not always trustworthy as "a clue 
to the average earnings of the persons employed." Census 
reports are, however, the only information available on 
wages during this period. Where possible figures have 
been checked with other sources. The problem with the 
census reports is the failure to account for unemployment. 
John S. Spratt in his excellent work The Road to Spindletop 
(paperback ed.; Austin: The University of Texas Press, 
1970), p. 231, states the average wage nationally was $457. 
The $437.96 figure is taken from averages calculated by 
the Census Bureau. 

52 
U.S. Department of Commerce and Labor, Bureau of 

the Census, Thirteenth Census of the United States, 1910: 
Manufactures, VIII, 507, 520-521; IX, 1213-1218", 1220. 
Information given in the 1910 census is not sufficient to 
determine v;ages of women and children. 

S 3 
B. H. Carroll, Jr. , Standard Hif-.tory of Houston, 

Texas (Knoxville: H. W. Crew and Co., 1912), pp. 307-312. 

4 

4 
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Labor Statistics report indicated that a nine or ten-hour 

day and a six-day week was the norm, although some workers 

labored for eleven or twelve hours a day. By 1914 a six-

day week was still common, but the majority of the workers 

54 enjoyed shorter work days, usually eight or nine hours. 

A shorter day was not always the blessing it might appear. 

For a few employees an eight or nine-hour day meant only 

fewer hours for which they would be paid. On at least one 

occasion, in 1883, railroad shopmen threatened a walkout 

55 because hours had been cut from ten to nine. 

In addition to rising wages and shorter hours, it 

appears that most Houston workers enjoyed relatively good 

working conditions. In an 1891 story the Houston Daily I 

Post gave this description of the Southern Pacific shops: * 
1 

Within the shop year are grass and flower[s] j 
of . . . great beauty. . . . These . . . [plants] ) 
impart a homelike air to the place that would not ^ 
be expected . . . and indeed it is doubtful if ^ 
any other railroad company in this country expends J 
as much money upon grass and flowers for the ĵ  
benefit of the employees as the Southern Pacific "̂  
Company.56 

Texas Bureau of Labor Statistics, First Biennial 
Report, 1909-1910 (Austin: Von-Boeckmann-Jones Co., 1910), 
pp. 172-173, 226-232; Texas Bureau of Labor Statistics, 
Third Biennial Report, 1913-1914 (Austin: Von-Boeckmann-
Jones Co., 1915), pp. 48-50, 82-83; Carroll, Standard 
History of Houston, Texas, pp. 307-312. 

Houston Daily Post, December 4, 1883. In most 
instances pay was not affected. If hours were reduced the 
wage per hour increased to provide the same day's wage for 
fewer hours. 

Ibid., October 25, 1891. 



57 . . . 
Texas Bureau of Labor Statistics, Second Biennial 

Report, 1911-1912 (Austin: Von-Boeckmann-Jones Co., 1912), 
pp. 254-255; Texas Bureau of Labor Statistics, Third Bien
nial Report 1913-1914, pp. 162-164. 

Ibid. 

r 
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While such a pastoral setting was no doubt the exception, 

it is clear that the majority of Houston workers performed 

their various tasks in an environment which was relatively 

clean. Few shops could be characterized as sweatships 

probably because most manufacturers in Houston were rela

tively new, small, and could be classified as light 

industry. Between 1911 and 1914, for example, the Texas 

Bureau of Labor Statistics reported establishments in 

Harris County as having "good" ventilation and with the 

exception of a few industries "good" or "fair" sanitation. 

Yet, most often, there was little in the way of 

comfort or protection from accidents, for the same reports 

indicate that seating for female employees and probably 
1 

comforts for all workers were inadequate. Moreover, while ^ 
j 

most of the buildings were of several stories, many had no J 
58 ^ 

fire escapes at all. ^ 
The absence of adequate safety precautions is ,5 

I) 

clearly illustrated by the number and type of accidents. «̂  

Throughout the period between 1865 and 1914, the press 

made frequent reference to mishaps, especially on trains 

and in railroad yards where there was the constant danger 

^ 
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of men falling beneath the wheels of a moving locomotive 

or box car. Between 1911 and 1914 Harris County manufac

turing establishments suffered at least 5,266 accidents 

resulting in some fatalities and in the loss of 27,960 

working days. 

Often injuries amounted to no more than a cut, 

bruise, or burn, but in many cases the accident was more 

serious. Exemplifying the many accidents was one in 1888 

in which a railroad worker was killed when he slipped under 

a train in the Southern Pacific yeard, and another in the 

same year in which an oil mill laborer suffered a crushed 

foot which required amputation. Also illustrative is 

the fate of A. E. Patterson, who died in 1893 after becom- !̂  

ing overheated in the Southern Pacific paint shops, or \ 
1 

that of a twenty-five year old baker who in 1910 was i 

"crushed and mutilated" when he became caught in the cogs % 

^ u • • u- 61 J 
of a dough mixing machine. 4 

«k 
!̂  
t 59 

For examples of railroad accidents see Galveston 
Daily News, March 24, 1867; November 15, 1868; April 30, 
1873; June 28, 1873; November 23, 1882; September 16, 
1885; Houston Daily Post, July 2, 1889; May 16, 1892; 
February 20, 1907; August 15, 1907. For statistics see 
Texas Bureau of Labor Statistics, Third Biennial Report, 
1913-1914, pp. 48-50, 72; Texas Bureau of Labor Statistics, 
Second BTennial Report, 1911-1912, pp. 82-83. 

^^Houston Daily Post, September 17, 1888; November 
21, 1888. 

^-^Ibid. , September 20, 1893; Galveston Daily News, 
March 31, 1910. 
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Accidents such as these occurred at times when the 

worker failed to take proper precautions, and on other 

occasions when employers failed to provide properly func

tioning equipment and facilities. Regardless of the cause 

of a worker's temporary injury, permanent disability, or 

death, he and his family had little on which to rely 

beyond their own resources. The skilled worker who 

belonged to a union might receive some aid from his fellow 

workers; the common laborer who was usually outside the 

labor organizations was left entirely to the mercy of 

voluntary charity or to dependence on family or friends. 

Yet for all the problems, the workingman in 

Houston, assuming he was white, was relatively well off. 

He was often the victim of the business cycle; still, this 

was offset somewhat by the frequent great demand for his 

$300, and hours of work decreased as much as twelve hours 

a week. Moreover, the worker in this city often earned 

more than his counterpart in the state and nation. Working 

conditions, while clearly not good by modern standards, 

were no worse and probably in many cases better than those 

endured by workingmen in other parts of the United States. 

Likewise, the white woman in Houston, and in Texas, often 

found it unnecessary to work outside the home and white 

laboring families were seldom forced to "hire out" their 

children. 

jl 

skill and his energy. Throughout the years between 1865 5̂  

2 and 1914 the average annual wage increased by more than j 

( 
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Blacks, on the other hand, faced conditions much 

worse than those enjoyed by whites. The Negro was gener

ally shut out of the skilled trades; therefore, his wages 

were lower and the work he did was generally more physi

cally demanding and personally demeaning than the labor 

done by the more fortunate white worker. Moreover, the 

black man saw his wife and children become members of the 

labor force much more often than did the white Houstonian, 

although, it is possible that this situation was declining 

toward the close of the nineteenth century. 

ft-

"1 

:« 
^ 

^ 

5 
^ 
^ 
^ 
^ 



CHAPTER III 

THE WORKER: LIFE IN THE COMMUNITY 

Wages, hours, and working conditions, whether 

good or bad, made up only a part of the worker's total 

environment. While much of the laborer's time was spent 

at work, his ideas and attitudes were also shaped by his 

interaction with the rest of the community. To understand 

this interaction better some insight into the relationship 

between the worker and the community may be gained from an 

assessment of the standard of life the workingman's labor 

earned for him and his family. For in nineteenth century 

America a quantitative valuation was placed upon almost 

everything. As Henry Steele Commager has pointed out, L 

Henry Steele Commager, The American Mind (New 
Haven: Yale University Press, 1950), pp. 6-7. 

51 

h,. 

\ 

\ 

when the worth of a man was assessed the assessment was 

based upon a materialistic system of values. Thus, the 5 

worker's status in society was determined by how much, m !• 
*̂  

the form of property and other material items, his labor 

would buy. This valuation applied to whites and Negroes. 

Yet because of color prejudice material gains by a black 

man would not afford him the same status and respect 



52 
2 

enjoyed by a white man of equal wealth. 

Blackness, foreign birth, or working class status 

did not, however, automatically compel an individual 

Houstonian to live in a particular part of the city. In 

1870 each of the five wards in Houston contained a rela

tively equal proportion of workers, ranging from a high 

of 39.2 percent in Ward One to a low of 31.7 percent in 

Ward Five. By 1880, because of the increasing industri

alization of the northern part of the city, the northern 

Fifth Ward contained a higher proportion of workers—30.3 
3 

percent--than any other. This trend continued and after 

1880 Wards One and Five, both in the northern part of the 

city, became the ones in which workers were most visible. '1 

This is not to say, however, that the majority of workers 4 
1 

lived in these two areas. Indeed, in 1870 and 1880 most tj 

^ 2 
This statement invites argument over the question, ^ 

was the black thought inferior because he was poor or was ,J 
he poor because his assumed inferiority deprived him of i 
economic opportunity? The statement is based on the con- t 
viction that racism ran much deeper than economics. The 
black man's status v;as determined by his being black. In 
Houston the few blacks who achieved economic success were 
patronized rather than accepted by whites. 

3 
Ninth Census of the United States, Manuscript 

Returns, Houston, Harris County, Texas, 1870; Tenth Cen
sus of the United States, Manuscript Returns, Houston, 
Harris County, Texas, 1880. The census taken in 1880 
combined part of Ward Four with v.'arci One, thus the per
centages of v;orkers in One and Four are uncertain. 

4 
Newspaper stories throughout the period refer to 

the Fifth and First as the wards where workers exerted the 
most influence. 



Ninth Census of the United States, Manuscript 
Returns, Houston, Harris County, Texas, 1870; Tenth Cen
sus of the United States, Manuscript Returns, Houston, 
Harris County, Texas, 1880. The figures for 1880 are 
approximations only because of the peculiarity of the 
census taker. See Footnote 3. 

^Ninth Census of the United States, Manuscript 
Returns, Houston, Harris County, Texas, 1870; Tenth Census 
of the United States, Manuscript Returns, Houston, Harris 
County, Texas, 1880; U.S. Departn̂ .-nt of Interior, Bureau 

Mi 
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workers—62.8 percent in 1870, 59.1 percent in 1880—lived 

in Wards Three and Four. Rather, it appears that workers 

became more numerous in relation to the entire populations 

of the First and Fifth and therefore might exert more 

influence upon ward politics and upon the style of life 

in the ward. 

An examination of the residential patterns of the 

foreign-born and of blacks reveals even less of a clearly 

discernable picture. Throughout the period between 1865 

and 1914 Negroes and foreign-born Houstonians were rela

tively evenly distributed throughout all the wards. The 

only exception to this generalization is that during most 

of the period slightly more blacks, both in percentage of 

total Negroes and in proportion to the ward population, ^ 

lived in Ward Four. There was certainly no ward that could ) 

\ 

5 
be called a black or ethnic ghetto. This does not of 

course rule out the possibility of segreaated pockets which "-J 

were within individual wards or which overlapped ward î  

lines. 

i. 
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• \ 

of the Census, Ninth Census of the United States, 1870: 
Population, I, 272-273; U.S. Department of Commerce and 
Labor, Bureau of the Census, Thirteenth Census of the 
United States , 1910: Population, III, 859. Manuscript 
census returns do indicate that black families were often 
clustered in certain blocks or sections of wards. These 
black pockets were usually relatively small, encompassing 
a few blocks rather than a half or fourth of a ward. 

k 

0: ̂  
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The absence of extensive worker, black or foreign, H 

segregation might have served to break down solidarity 

and to weaken the influence these groups exerted in city 

politics, especially prior to the elimination of ward 

lines. If workers, blacks, or immigrants had been concen

trated in one or two wards and had there been sufficient 

cohesiveness of interest, they might have controlled from 

two to four places on the city council and perhaps could 

have enjoyed considerably more influence in city planning. 

Integrated living patterns simply served to diffuse the 

potential political impact of the workingman. 

Although workers lived in all parts of the city, 

they did not attain the status of property owner nearly 'J 

so frequently as did other citizens of Houston. In 1870, ^ 
\ 

14.7 percent of the white labor force owned real estate } 

and only 4.4 percent reported personal property of any ^ 

value at all. Black wage earners were decidedly less ,3 

likely to be property owners. In the same year only 1.5 ii^ 

percent of the black work force owned real estate and .15 
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listed personal property. In 1890, 1900, and 1910 a 

relatively large number—33.2 percent, 29,2 percent, and 

30.1 percent respectively— of all families in Houston 

owned their homes, yet a Bureau of Labor Statistics 

report for 1913-1914 shows that only 9.7 percent of the 

13,10 8 workers reporting were home owners. This evidence 

is obviously scanty, but the indication is that most 

workers probably had little or no property. It is quite 

likely that property accumulation was a desirable goal for 

all Houstonians; thus, the obvious conclusion is that such 

a status was economically unattainable for many white work

ing men and even for a greater percentage of blacks. 

^ 

7 t 
Ninth Census of the United States, Manuscript ) 

Returns, Houston, Harris County, Texas, 1870. The 1880 . 
manuscript returns do not designate property ownership. 1 
The low percentage or personal property holdings may be j| 
due to failure to report. Some did report as little as * 
$100. ; 

8 . . 1 
U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of the Census, ,J 

Eleventh Census of the United States, 1890: Farms and ^ 
Hom.es, p. 367. U.S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of the "̂  
Census, Fifteenth Census of the United States, 1930: Popu
lation, VI, 1270. Texas Bureau of Labor Statistics, Third 
Biennial Report 1913-1914 (Austin: Von-Boeckmann-Jones 
Co., 1915), pp. 48-50. Only male workers v/ere tabulated 
in determining the total reporting in 1913-1914. No dis
tinction regarding sex v.̂as made in the report on home 
owners. It is therefore possible that the 9.7 percent 
figure is inflated. 

9 
Most nineteenth-century workers showed a desire 

to accumulate property and to attain middle class "respect
ability. " There is certainly no evidence to suggest that 
Houston workers felt any differently. See Gerald N. Grob, 
Workers and Utopia (paperback ed.; Chicago: Quadrangle 
Books, 196^) , pp. 188-189. 

^4 

http://Hom.es


Galveston Daily News, March 28, 1868. 

11 Ibid., September 3, 1868; February 21, 1871. 

1 2 
Houston Daily Post, August 21, 1893. 

•̂ •̂ Ibid. , November 19, 1893; October 26, 1895; 
February 8, 1896; June 19, 1897. 

' ) : ' • 

56 

The deficiency in home ownership had one important 

effect. It tended to place a premium on rent property. 

Early in 1868 a correspondent to the Galveston Daily News 

complained of high rents in Houston and expressed the f 

thought that lower living costs would encourage immigra

tion. Unfortunately for tenants, landlords failed to B 

accept this theory. As industry and population grew, 

rent also increased. In 189 3 because of the bad situ-

j 

ation, workers were reportedly leaving Houston. One such " 

worker complained that he was forced to pay $30 a month 

for a story and a half cottage v/ith six rooms and a bath. 

To find such accommodations this man was forced to live 

fourteen blocks from his place of employment and to spend i 
12 ^ 

a sizable sum for carfare. Workers may well have exag- ^ 
1 

,1,. 

1 gerated when recounting their complaints, as newspaper 

advertisements in-the 1890's indicate that five room ^ 

13 , 5 

cottages could be rented for about $15 per month. Even I) 

so, with an average wage in 1900 of $503.32, a housing ^ 

cost of $180 v;ould absorb an excessive one-third of a 

worker's total annual income. All the evidence indicates 
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that even the skilled laborer, once rent and other 

expenses had been met, found it difficult to save much 

of his salary, especially in the period after 1893.-̂ '̂  

The housing shortage was combatted, none too suc

cessfully, in a variety of ways. Builders were quick to 

take steps to increase the supply of houses. Yet despite 

incessant building and such schemes as a "portable house 

factory" the shortage continued. Private charity once 

again made efforts to alleviate, at least temporarily, 

some of the resulting problems. In 1910 the Galveston 

News reported that Houston's Wesley Home, a cooperative 

house for working girls, was filled. The News was pleased. 

14 Texas Bureau of Labor Statistics, First Biennial 
Report 1909-1910 (Austin: Von-Boeckmann-Jones Co., 1910), 
141-149. In the 1890's a man could obtain an all wool 
shirt for 75C, a pair of work shoes for $2.00, a pair of 
wool pants for $2.00, a wool suit for $10.00, and a hat 
for $2.00; an iron bed for $5.00, an oak dresser for $19.00, 
and a "large and roomy" solid oak sideboard for $17.00. 
See the Houston Daily Post, December 3, 189 3; June 9, 1896; 
September 13, 1896; June 20, 1897; March 19, 1899, April 
16, 1904; March 7, 1908. The Knights of Labor Proceedings 
for 1886 and a first hand report in 1912 both indicate 
that unskilled v/orkers at times made less than a living 
wage. The 1886 report indicates that trackmen for the 
Texas Pacific Railroad were deprived of "comforts and 
necessities of life" because of low wages. The 1912 
account reports several classes of v;orkers "scarcely 
removed from dependency." See Knights of Labor District 
Assembly No. 78, Proceedings of the First Annual Session 
(Fort Worth, Tex., 1886), p. 53; B. H 
History of Houston, Texas (Knoxville: 
1912), pp. 308-309. 

15 
Houston Daily Post, May 24, 

1893; September 23, 1893; October 19, 

Carroll, Standard 
H. W. Crew and Co~ 

1890; September 11, 
1893. 

i \ 

•.;•{ 

'fi 

U^ 
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however, to inform its readers that a new home was in the VA 

planning stage and soon "respectable" housing could be 

obtained by wage-earning women at reasonable prices. . 

For all of this effort high prices continued and some 

otherwise honest tenants adopted the expedient of moving 

from house to house leaving unpaid landlords in their 
17 wake. 

Such a housing shortage sometimes resulted in a 

„19 

Galveston Daily News, May 29, 1910. See also 
Houston Dail'/ Post, February 17, 1907; Galveston Daily 
News, May 11, 1912. 

17 
Houston Daily Post, April 16, 1887. Some would 

probably have engaged in this practice regardless of rent 
prices. 

18 
Ibid., February 6, 1890. Tenements were often 

called boarding houses in the Houston daily press coverage. 
1 9 
Ibid., May 6, 1888. 

1. , s 

¥: 

rather unhappy solution to the immediate problem, the 

18 tenement. The Houston Daily Post in 1888 optimistically 

reassured its readers that cheap land would eliminate the 

need for tenement houses and that "the objectional features 
1 

of an industrial ward in northern and eastern cities do '1 

not exist in Houston and perhaps never will." Unfortu- ^ 
1 

nately, the Post v/as mistaken regarding existing conditions ] 

and woefully inaccurate in predicting the future. As early 

as 1885 a reporter for the Galveston News gave an odious 3 <p| 

description of what was undoubtedly a tenement house in ^ 



were 15,903 dwellings in Houston to accommodate 17,040 

families. The greatest discrepancy between the number of 

dwellings and families was in Ward Three (5,206 families 

20 
Galveston Daily News, August 23, 1885. 

Ibid. 

22 
Ibid. 

23 
Ibid. The reporter who happened to see the 

building because of a murder which occurred therein was 
clearly as disgusted by the filth of the building as by 
the murder scene. 

^h 
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the Fourth Ward. The structure, according to the corre

spondent, looked as if it had stood for generations 

without paint or repair. The roof "was bent and [the] 

shingles [were] rotten and displaced while [the] shutters 

20 
hung loose from their broken fastenings." The building 

was of several stories and the stairs were "narrow and 

21 
rickety," almost "ladder-like." The rooms "were bare 

of furniture except filthy-looking beds, trunks, and a 

22 
few rickety chairs and washstands." The reporter summed 

up his revulsion by concluding that "the whole scene could 

not do otherv/ise than inspire disgust in a well-regulated 

,.23 
person. 

'1 
By 1910 the United States census reported there j 

i 
1 

0 

9 
and 4,695 dwellings), while the closest correlation was in J 



24 
U.S. Department of Commerce and Labor, Bureau 

of the Census, Thirteenth Cenf,us of the United States, 
1910: Population, III, 859. 

25 
Galveston Daily News, November 21, 1911. A 

description of an "average" v/orker's hou.̂ .e is not avail
able. The impression is that many v.ere neat and clean 
with small yards. 

t '. 
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the Sixth Ward (1,274 families, 1,220 dwellings) . ̂"̂  Thus 

it would appear that even after the turn of the century 

single family dwellings were the rule in Houston. Many 

of these dwellings were probably well kept cottages of 

several rooms. Often the house would have a yard and 

possibly even a garden. Although there was always a 

great demand for housing, it was not uncommon for many 

workers to enjoy accommodations which did help to ensure 

some privacy and comfort. 

This does not, however, tell the entire story. In 

1911 George Waverley Briggs, who made an intensive study 

of housing in Texas generally, and in Galveston, Dallas, 

San Antonio, and Houston specifically, serialized his 'I 

findings in the Galveston Daily Nev/s. Briggs argued that ^ 
1 

although many Texas workers lived in single family dwell- 1 

ings "the absence of yards, the crov/ding together of ^ 
3 

houses . . . have brought about in abundance the same evils ' 

which opponents of New York tenements so relentlessly "̂  

25 
berate." These evils included drab and uncomfortable 

surroundings, inadequate ventilation and heating, and 

rudimentary sanitation facilities. To live under such 



26 
Nelson Manfred Blake, The History of American 

Life and Thought (New York: McGraw-Hill Book Co. Inc., 
1963), pp. 370-372. See also Jacob Riis, How the Other 
Half Lives, American Century Series (New York: Hill and 
Wang, 1957). 

27 

Galveston Daily News, November 21, 1911. 

Ibid., December 10, 1911. 

^ ^ I b i d . , J u l y 2 1 , 1886 . 
30 

I b i d . , December 10 , 1 9 1 1 . Annual Message of 
A. L. J a c k s o n , Mayor of t h e C i t y of Jlpju"'̂ t_9̂ n and Zumual 
Repo ' r t s of th"e C i t y O f f i c e r s f o r t h e Year LndjjT_a December 
3 1 , 19~ar4~THouston: W. H. Co'yle and C o . , l50o7 , p . 1 4 5 . 
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conditions bred the hopelessness and despair that often 

led to crime, alcoholism, and a general disregard for 

26 
human life. Although Houston's problems were not so 

severe as those of New York, many workers of the city 

did live in houses which had no bathtubs, running water, 

27 

or sewage connections. Houses without sewage connec

tions used outdoor surface closets, in some cases as many 

as eight families to a single closet, Briggs also 

reported instances in which five families shared a common 

2 8 water tap. 

Sewers were usually emptied into Buffalo Bayou, 

creating "a sickening odor . . . [and] vapors that bear 

29 Ĵ 
pestilence with them." There were also many open gutters '1 

30 * 
in the city, most stopped up by weeds and garbage. That \ 

1 
garbage clogged gutters is not surprising; in 1902 only j 
twelve carts and two wagons were provided for trash col- "̂  

3 
lection. Moreover, many citizens had no trash containers ^ 

t 



31 
Annual Message of the Mayor and Department 

Reports, City of Houston, for the Year Ending December 
31, 1902 (Houston: W. H. Coyle and Co., 1903), p. 10; 
Galveston Daily News_, December 10, 1911. 

32 
Galveston Daily News, December 8, 1911. 

33 
Ibid., December 9, 1911. 

34 
Ibid., December 8, 1911. 
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or were using such things as boxes, tubs, barrels, and 

31 
tin cans, A speaker for the Men and Religion Forward 

Movement in Houston summed up his impression of the city's 

housing as follows: 

I lived in New York tenement houses for 
twenty-five years. I'll say that I would 
rather live in a tenement house in New York 
than in some of your ramshackle buildings 
in Houston. The sanitary conditions here 
are worse.32 

The criticism launched at Houston's single dwelling 

houses was compounded when multiple residences in the city 

were inspected. Briggs claimed that some six-room cottages 

intended for only one family housed as many as eight adults 

and six children, a condition that "widely prevail [ed] in *i 

Houston." Tenements, usually going under the guise of J 

boarding or rooming houses, were by 1911 common in the 1 
1 

city. One observer described a building in which eight 

people slept in a single room, concluding, however, that 

"ventilation was not bad because [the building v;as] in 1̂  
34 "t 

such need for repairs that the air swept in. . . ." 



3 5 
Ibid. Houston, according to Briggs, had the 

dubious honor of being the only major city in Texas with 
completely unventilated rooms. 

^^Ibid. 

Ibid. 

^^Ibid. 

1 

i-X .1 
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Briggs, after a careful inspection of working-

class districts in Houston discovered some buildings with 

"dark rooms" or rooms without outside ventilation. One 

such structure was a large workingman's rooming house 

located in the center of town. A business occupied the 

lower floor while the upper portion housed "dozens" of 

35 tenants. At the head of a long flight of stairs was a 

small reception room which opened into a passageway running 

the full length of the building. A numl^er of rooms opened ' 

into the long hallway. The passageway, according to 

Briggs, was dark, lighted only by "faint glimmerings" 

3fi 
flickering through an overhead transom. A typical room 

'1 was eighteen feet long and ten or twelve feet wide. Into ; 

this space was crowded three double beds, a few chairs, * 

ventilator. The room was dark, damp, and musty, lighted ^ 

only by an incandescent light suspended from the ceiling jJ 

37 "̂  
by a corded wire. All the other rooms were the same ^ 
except those on one side of the hall which had "an inade-

38 quate" air shaft. At the end of the hallway was the 
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only sink and toilet. 

Some Houstonians, those who were unemployed and 

who continually moved in and out of the city, had even 

less adequate shelter. In 1911, on the banks of Buffalo 

Bayou, not far from the center of the city, there stood \ 

shacks built from tin, barrel staves, boxes, "and any 

other available material which the junk heaps of the 

dumping ground [provided]. . . ." ^ Here the unemployed, 

the drifters, the outcasts from society, found temporary 

shelter until tiiey were ready to move on. On the day 

Briggs visited the huts "a Mexican family occupied one of 

them, a crippled white woman and her daughter another, 

and transient lodgers seeking a night's refuge from the 'l 

weather were sharing the shelter, such as it was, of the \ 

,.40 

^^Ibid., December 10, 1911. 

Ibid. 

'̂ •''Ibid., September 19, 1875; Houston Daily Post, 

•, \ 

i 
others." One can imagine how inadequate such shelter 1 

was as protection against the frequent rains and the rela- î  

tively uncommon snows such as the one in 1895 which caved j 
41 

^ 

i 
T 1 3l 

in roofs too weak to support the weight of heavy drifts. '̂  

Workers who managed to escape high rent, poor 

sanitation, and sub-standard housing were subject to still 

February 15, 1895. 



42 
Added to the variety of problems faced by the 

workingman was the occasional injury caused by the greed 
of one of his own. In 1875 the Galveston Daily News 
reported spoiled meat being sold in the city, and in the 
same year a Houston butcher, testifying in court, revealed 
that members of his trade often "blew up" their product 
to make it appear large and appetizing. He hastened to 
add that butchers "didn't often blow up" spoiled meat. 
See the Galveston Daily News, April 16, 1875; May 8, 1875. 

43 
Ibid., December 20, 1885. 

"̂ "̂ Ibid. , February 17, 1886. 

H 
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other types of hardships. Typical were the adverse 

effects of changes in the financial affairs of the city, 

changes which did not directly threaten the laborer's job 

but which could destroy the savings of a lifetime in the 

space of a few days or weeks. This sort of threat was 

both more subtle and less comprehensible than unemployment. 

When, as an economic necessity, a worker was laid off, he 

could at least rationalize some need for his loss and 

could, usually with justification, look to better times. 

When a bank or savings company failed, the worker saw his 

financial reserve, or perhaps his property, wiped out in 

one fatal swoop. 

Such a calamity occurred in 1886. Late in 1885 '1 

the City Bank of Houston failed and this precipitated a ) 

43 1 

run on the Houston Savings Bank. On February 27 the j 

Galveston Daily News reported that the Savings Bank, ^ 

previously thought to be on firm financial footing, had / 3 
44 ^ 

not opened its doors on the mornina of the twenty-sixth. <2 

h . 



D. Cleveland, offered to pay off all interest deposits of 

"[were] persons of very limited means, to [whom] the loss 

[was] a serious hardship, and in some cases a real 

"^^Ibid. , March 5, 1886. 

"^^Ibid. , February 27, 1886. 

"^^Ibid. , February 28, 1886. 

"^^Ibid., February 27, 1886. 

"^^Ibid., October 21, 1886; November 4, 1886. 
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Most of the bank's depositors were workers and the senti-

ment expressed by one dismayed laborer, "D n̂ banks on 

general principle. D d̂ poor government that can't 

protect its people from their outrages," was probably 

46 
felt by all. Newspapers reported the depositors "much ,j 

depressed in spirits and . . . bitter in their language." { 

Perhaps the report was referring to the worker who was 

quoted as saying, "If this sort of thing is not soon 

stopped men will be marching the streets with the red 

flag at the head of them.""^^ 

With no red flags seen, other steps were taken. 

On October 1, 1886 it was announced that depositors would 

be paid off at 30 percent. The report carried with it j 

the hope that another payment would be made at some later ^ 

49 1 
date. Additionally, a Houston wholesale grocer, William j 

^ 

1 An, 

$100 or less. Cleveland said he knew most depositors J ̂ '| 
>> 



Ibid. 

52 
Ibid. It is interesting to note that Cleveland's 

altruism did not earn him the love of all workers. In 
1886 at a meeting of the Knights of Labor District Assembly 
No. 78 a resolution was proposed by Houston delegates 
declaring a boycott against The Houston hooj an anti-labor 
paper, and conclc:mning "Mr. W. D. Cleveland . . . [who had] 
come to the assistance of said paper. . . . " See Knights 
of Labor, Procr;odincf.s of Fir.st Annual Session of District 
Assembly No7"~T8", p. 43. l/orkers were of course also sub-
ject to the loss of their homes and other property by 
fires. Daily newspapers made frequent reports of such 
occurrences. 

o 
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calamity." He felt his contribution would allow him to 

51 
be of "some service to [his] fellow man."" Cleveland's 

rather remarkable service cost him the tidy sum of 

$11,326.^^ 

Most workers managed to adjust to the uncertainties 

and hardships of tlieir day-to-day lives but some showed 

their frustration by indulging in bouts of drinking and 

violence, in seeking solace through prostitutes and 

preachers, or in the ultimate escape of suicide. 

It was a common occurrence for workingmen to be 

arrested for drunkenness. Some on occasion indulged too 

freely when thev only intended "to stop for a beer on 

their way home from work." Many deliberately embarked upon '| 

binges of several days duration. The thirst of the drinkers ^ 

apparently presented a taxing challenge to the brewery 1 

^ 

workers. They reported in 1912 that: "̂  

^^Ibid., March 11, 1886. ^ 
^ 
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Houston Labor Journal, October 19, 1912. In 

1907 alone city officials reported 1,206 arrests for 
drunkenness. See Messages of the Mayor for the Year 
Ending February 29, 1908 (Houston: W. H. Coyle and Co., 
1908), p. 38. 

54 
For examples of drunkenness and violence involv

ing workers see Galveston Daily N^nvs, March 30, 187 3; 
April 2, 1873; April 11, 1873;' May" 6, 1874; June 20, 1874; 
December 16, 1874; August 7, 1875; Deceitiber 29, 1876; 
Houston Daily Post, December 30, 1883; September 10, 1893. 
The various mayors' messages also contain many references 
to such incidents. 

^^Houston Daily Post, August 30, 1888. 
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Our members have been steadily employed and 
yet we have not been able to meet the demands 
for the foaming beverage that makes man at 
peace with the world.53 

From the number of workers apprehended for drunkenness it 

is apparent that many were hoping to attain this happy 

state of existence. 

In many cases alcohol led to violence. Such inci

dents ranged from fist fights to murder. ̂"̂  Occasionally 

drunken workers gave expression to their feelings in 

rather comical and childish actions. In 1888 two railroad 

workers were arrested for "disturbing the peace." They 

had "imbibed too freely" and were discovered throwing \ 

55 i 
rocks at the Santa Fe Depot. It was not reported whether '1 I 

'1 '̂ 
they were sufficiently sober to score a "hit." i 

For those who craved variety other means of escape j 

were available. Vice, especially prostitution, was also ) 

common and did no doubt provide yet another means of 3 
I 

escaping the reality of day to day existence. Revivals ;* 
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were also numerous and possibly added a welcome break in 

the worker's often monotonous daily routine. In addition 

to the escape offered by revivalists, the churches in 

Houston showed some interest in helping the working man. 

At times the Baptists issued invitations to workers to 

attend services. In 1891 Father Hennessey of a local 

Catholic church, in a series of sermons on labor explained 

the position of the church as favoring reasonable hours 

and an adequate wage. The social gospel was acted upon 

as well as preached. The Methodists and Catholics, and 

perhaps other denominations, were involved in charities 

57 such as poor relief and "rescue homes." 

Some distraught members of the working class took T 

the ultimate form of withdrawal--suicide. The daily press ^ 

often contained reports of laborers taking their own lives. ] 

Galveston Daily News, March 17, 1886; May 4, 
1886; Houston Daily Post, June 15, 1895; July 2, 1895; 
September 17, 1895; February 18, 1907. Numerous reviv
alists ministered to the entire population. "Sin Killer" 
Griffin worked exclusively with the blacks. 

^"^Galveston Daily News, April 22, 1886; Houston 
Daily Post, April 26, 1888; July 6, 1891; July 13, 1891; 
July 27, 1891; April 17, 1892; February 3, 1894; November 
13, 1896. 

:% 
^ Often the reports would contain brief yet poignant state

ments such as "deceased was in reduced circumstance," "the 
•'.ft 

supposed cause, destitution," "did so because he was unable ^ 

to find steady employment," "victim said he was out of work 
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md broke and wanted to die."^^ 

Most workers, of course, neither killed themselves 

»or sought comfort in excessive drink or vice. The fact 

remains, however, that many—although we cannot say how 

[\any—did engage in these actions. The insecurity with 

/hich the worker lived in the nineteenth century, combined 

/ith his lack of understanding of the economy, or for that 

natter of the single corporation for which he worked, must 

lave left him at times disillusioned, at times frustrated, 

and at times angry. It is perhaps surprising that there 

^as not more suicide, more crime, and more violence; sur

prising at least until one recalls that the worker knew 

"l 
nothing else. Thus, he, like most people, learned to live 1 
liith his hardships. Indeed, as hard as his lot was it may ) 

i 
ttell have been better than the conditions he had endured ] 

In Europe, on the farm, or as a slave. For that matter, -̂  

conditions in Houston in 1900 were probably better for i 

nany workers than they had been in 18 80 or than they were '̂  

59 in the larger eastern cities. Additionally, hardship 

See Houston Daily Post, July 4, 1894; December 
25, 1888; Galveston Daily News, M irch 25, 1873; February 
23, 1873; November 19, 1875; May 7, 1887; June 9, 1880; 
June 14, 1875; November 6, 1874. Another way to escape 
vas to move. Houston's large population growth indicates 
a great deal of geographic mobility. See Chapter I, Foot
note 30. 

Wages increased and working hours were lessened 
Eor skilled workers. However, it should be kept in mind 
:hat reports of poor housing are more numerous after the 
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and insecurity was faced by all Houstonians, not just the 

worker. 

The Houston worker could anticipate that his chil

dren, through educational opportunity, might enjoy some 

upward economic mobility. For example, in 1894, when 

Houston's population was approximately 30,000, there were 

4,673 children enrolled in school. In 1910 the total 

population of Houston was 78,800, with 21,125 in the six 

to twenty-year-old age bracket. Of these 10,941 were 

attending school. 

Likewise serving to keep the worker satisfied—or 

at least passive—was his natural inclination to accept 

the values of law, order, and hard work which were common j 

to the Gilded Age. Economic benefit, acceptance in society, J 

and the respect of both peers and community leaders was in 1 

fact most likely to come to those who lived by community 

61 3 
standards. Thus the position of the late nineteenth i 

'ft 

turn of the century than they had been earlier. For sup
port of this view of the reason for workingman complacency 
see Stephan Thernstrom, "Urbanization, Migration, and 
Social Mobility," in Patterns in American History, ed. by 
Mexander DeConde, Armin Rappaport, and William R. Steckel 
(Belmont, Calif.: Wadsv.'orth Publishing Co., Inc., 1970), 
[I, 135-146. 

6 0 
Houston Daily Post, October 6, 1894; U.S. Depart

ment of Commerce and Labor, Bureau of the Census, Thirteenth 
:ensus of the United States, 1910: Population, III, 859. 

fi 1 
The dislike of radicalism or agitators by most 

lineteenth century Americans is obvious. This does not 
lean that v/orkers could not take steps to correct alDuse, 
)ut the steps had to be ta'-on accordii.g to the "rules." 
'his idea will be more fully developed in later chapters. 
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and early twentieth century Houston worker compares favor

ably with that of wage earners in other cities throughout 

the state and nation. As the nineteenth century ended, 

however, Houston's economy became more complex, economic 

units became larger, and workingmen began to suffer more 

from inadequate sanitation and safety precautions in shops 

and factories, poor housing, and recessions. Even so, 

conditions in Houston were not nearly so bad as those 

which existed in many other areas. Despite the favorable 

aspects of the wage earner's life, he, in common v/ith many 

other nineteenth century Americans, lived in a world 

filled with both drudgery and insecurity. Numerous ways 

1 
were found to adjust to the hardships, among them religion, J 
drink, vice, or crime. Additionally, many workingmen i 

J 
sought for both social outlets and economic betterment 

through the labor organization. 

i 

.̂1 



CHAPTER IV 

THE FORMATIVE PERIOD 1865-1889: ORGANIZATION 

A method commonly used by workers to seek better 

conditions was organization and Houston laborers were 

certainly no exception. During the period between 1865 

and 1914 unions with various structures and philosophies 

showed a sustained av.-h impressive growth. The growth 

was sufficieiit to produce a labor movement which was both 

active in pursuing and to some degree successful in 

achieving workingmen's aims. The labor movement in 

Houston, as in the nation generally, may be divided into 

two rather easily discernible periods—one characterized 

by reform unions and the other by trade unions. Prior 

to 1889 the Houston working.v.an' s movement was in its 

formative stages, rather loosely organized and for the 

most part interested in reestablishing the mythical 

society of the past in which all individuals belonged to 

the producing class. There was a desire, in other words. 

Gerald N. Grob argues that tJie reform unionism 
associated with the Kr̂ .ights of Labor was defeated by the 
more pragmatic trade unionism between 1887-1896. Thus 
the national labor movement in the nineteenth century 
may be roughly divided into Reform Unionism prior to 
1890 and Trade Unionir>m after that date. See Gerald N. 
Grob, Workers and Utopia (paporbac]. ed. ; Chicago: 
Quadrangle Books, 1969), Ciiapter Seven. 

73 
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to halt the industrial process and return to a more simple 

existence in which the skilled artisan was also an 

independent entrepreneur, free from the evils of the wage 

2 
system. 

In 1889 the Houston Labor Council was established. 

The Labor Council was primarily composed of delegates from 

trade unions. Therefore 1889 represents, as nearly as 

such transformations may be pinpointed, the triumph of 

trade unionism in the city. The advent of trade unionism 

essentially meant that worker objectives became more 

practical and more selective. The emphasis changed to the 

achievement of immediate concerns of higher wages and 

shorter hours. This is not to say that reform unionism 

was completely rejected; instead there was simply a change 

in the definition of the most important goals. Also 

through the council's coordination and direction of labor 

activity in the city, the movement after 1889 became better 

organized and more highly institutionalized. 

In 1860 there were no legitimate labor organizations 

in Houston, but soon after the Civil War this situation 

2 
See Grob's work previously cited for a fine 

discussion of the ideologiccil differences between the 
Knights and Lhe trade unions. See also Gerald N. Grob, 
"The Knight.^ of Labor and the Trade Unions, 1878-1886," 
Journal of Economic History, XVIII (June, 1958) , 176-192. 
Grob also points out that local Knights usually involved 
themselves in matters which interested them and did not 
always follow the national leadership. Thi.s was true 
in Houston. 
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3 

changed. In 1866 the Houston Typographical Union Number 

87 was organized, its membership consisting of most Houston 
4 

printers, probably about twenty. In the ensuing few 

years several new organizations were created, one of 

which was a short-lived German mechanics association. 

Labor organizations of this type composed of a particular 

immigrant group never flourished in Houston. Most of the 

foreign-born white workers were an important force in the 

organization of may unions, but separate organizations were 

not popular. Ethnic identity and association was main

tained instead through social clubs such as the German 

Schutzen Verein and the Italian Benevolent Association. 

Such inclusiveness did not, even in this early 

period, apply to blacks. Shortly after the Civil War 

Negroes throughout the nation, feeling that they were 

being ignored by the National Labor Union, called the 

National Labor Convention of Negroes in 1869. Texas 

3 
James V. Reese, "The Early History of Labor 

Organizations in Texas, 1838-1876," Southwestern Histor
ical Quarterly, LXXII (July, 1968), 9. 

Houston City Directory, 1866 (Houston: Morrison 
and Fourmy, 1866), p. 85. 

Houston City Directory 1870-71 (Houston: 
Morrison and Fourmy, 1870), p. 70. 

See Mary Alice Lavender, "Social Conditions in 
Houston and Harris County" (unpublished M.A. thesis, Rice 
University, 1950), p. 84. Tlie Italians late in the century 
experienced some discrimination. Otherwise, immigrants 
were allowed into unions and occupatioriS v.'ithout restric
tion. 
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delegates at this Washington, D. C , meeting, joined in 

the demand for the organization of blacks throughout the 

South in cooperation with the National Labor Union. In 

early 1871 Houston blacks were authorized to establish a 
p 

local of the National Labor Union (colored) in Texas. 

By the summer of 1871 the executive committee of the Labor 

Convention had planned a meeting in Houston "to consider 

. . . the status of colored labor and its relation to 
9 

American industry." The convention effected temporary 

organization on July 8. There is evidence of some 

success, as a branch of the National Labor Union (colored) 

was still operating in Houston in 1872. 

Other activity soon followed. In 1871 Blacksmiths 

12 Union Number 1 of Texas v;as organized in the city. In 

August of 1872 the "mechanics and workingmen" of Houston 

7 Reese, "The Early History of Labor Organizations 
in Texas , p . 12 . 

p 
Ibid. Houston: A History and Guide (compiled 

by Workers of the Writers Program of the Works Projects 
Administration in the State of Texas, Houston: 1942), 
p. 172. 

9 
Galveston Daily New£, June 6, 1871. 

•^^Ibid. , June 9, 1871; August 4, 1871. 

Reese, "The Early History of Labor Organizations 
in Texas," p. 14. 

12 
Ibid., p. 11. 
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met and established a Workmen's Club. Some time in the 

same year railroad workers establi .<3hed Lone Star Division 

Number 139, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers. By 

1875 a Railroad Trainmen's Local and a .Machinists' and 

Blacksmiths' Union had been added to the unions in the 

15 
bayou city. Indeed, in 1875 Houston led all Texas tov/ns 

except the port city of Galveston in the nu: ber of active 

16 union organizations. 

In 1878 a new workingman's organization v;as 

17 formed by "70 or 80 persons v;ho met at city hall." In 

the sumr..rr of the same year the State Association of 

18 Working.T.en met in Houston. hlso that summer the ^. 

Galvesto.n Daily ::GV;S reported a meeting of an organization * 

19 * 
knov.m as the vrork.inamGii' s Benevolent A-ssociatio.n. The \ 

1 

(Z ^ ^ "* re^' c '- ^ r- •; ̂  • • *" ^ r̂ •• - r _ ̂  •< '̂:' c: — y ^* h / / • .̂ ̂ -̂̂ ^ •*- ri ™ '̂, r̂- >-nnTv-r-.c- r-. r>3 ••":,- > - ^ r - - -_,,^..._i- - a •< c 7 O . C.:^—^r.~'-,^. >- "^ 
••* 

1, 1872; Po-ozoobo:^ 10, 1372; Auaust 20, 1372. ^ 
•;i 

14 a 
•̂  ̂  T T ^ . , r- A-^, ^ r^ ,• i-. , '^ ; .v-r- /^ J- ̂  y-' • ' O (̂  "̂  _ ' O '̂) "5 /".--•.- -̂  '- ̂  • •.»» 

Morrison and Fourmy, 13 02), p. 50 4. :.ee£e Swa;:9S the "̂ 1 
Locomotive IZriaineers Local v.-as GL-tabli-'̂ jl'-od about 2 876. 
He uses another City Directory as the source. City 
directories obviously are not foolproof thus either date 
may be correct. 

15 
Reese, "The Early History of Labor Organizations 

in Texas," p. 14 . 
Ibid. 

17 
Galveston Dails^ ^oS'-'gL'L' February 16, 1878. See 

also Galveston Daily NcwB", March 23, 187 8; March 24, 1878; 
March 26, 1878; March 27, 1878. 

•'•̂ Ibid. , June 6, 1878-

•'•̂ Ibid. , June 13, 1878. 
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latter group passed resolutions condemning capitalists 

for their exploitation of the worker and warned "that a 

further turning of the screws will not be tolerated and 

must, and of right ought to end in the desperation of the 

20 commune or the bloodshed of open revolution." Despite 

the ominous tone and threat of violence, hordes of 

revolutionaries did not descend upon the city. Indeed, 

the News reported only four members present when the 

resolutions were adopted and announced that the associa

tion president was surprised, chagrined, and mortified 

'̂1 at the action." Most Houston workers would probably 

have shared his horror and agreed with the sentiments 

1 
expressed by one workingman's group, "labor and capital ] 

22 * 
are not antagonistic." i 

i 

In the decade of the 1880's the fastest growing J 

and most influential labor organization in Houston, as in '̂  

the nation, was the Knights of Labor. By the summer of i 

1882 there were two lodges in the city and efforts were '.1̂  
23 being made to increase membership. Insufficient funds 

Ibid. 

Ibid. 

^^Ibid., February 26, 1878. 

•̂̂ Ibid.., August 1, 1882; Letter, Charles D. Green 
to T. V. Powderly, October 30, 1882; Letter, T. V. Pov/derly 
to Charles D. Green, November 10, 1882; Letter, C. P. 
Miller to T. V. Powderly, November 25, 1882, Catliolic 
University, Archives, Powderly Papers. 
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and a shortage of organizers served to hinder recruiting 

24 
activity. Yet, despite these hardships, by 1883 there 

were at least three locals of the Knights in Houston and 

25 
one in nearby Harrisburg. According to newspaper 

reports the lodges were in good condition with a member

ship of almost 200 in Houston plus seventy in the 

2 6 
Harrisburg organization. 

Although it did have a promising beginning, the 

organization soon suffered setbacks. In 1884 Knights 

President Terence Powderly v/as moved to inquire ironically 

if "all [Houston] members [were] too poor to pay their 

27 
monthly dues." At the time of Powderly's inquiry the 

1 
Galveston Daily News carried a story which stated that } 

ft 

the three old assemblies of the Knights had "lapsed" and ^ 
1 

that a new organizational effort was being planned. The ;> 

Letter, T. V. Pov/derly to C. P. Miller, November 
14, 1882; Letter, C. P. Miller to T. V. Powderly, November 
9, 1882; Letter, Charles D. Green to T. V. Powderly, April 
8, 1883, Catholic University, Archives, Powderly Papers. 

2 5 
Knights of Labor. Proceedings of the Seventh 

Regular Session (n.p., 1883), pp. 549, 552. 

^^Ibid. Houston Daily Post, January 7, 18 82; March 
18, 1883, Oberly assemblv' i.n Houston admitted women to 
membership. 

Letter, T. V. Powderly to Eugene D. Moss, May 
26, 1884, Catholic University, Archives, Powderly Papers. 

2 8 
Galveston Daily Ijev.'s , May 26, 18 85. 

News also comjnented that "the lapsed assemblies were very '̂  

2 8 ' • 
strong at one time. . . . " -3 .4 

*J5 



80 

Houstonian workingmen decided to call upon P. H. 

Golden, a prominent Knight and the president of the 

Galveston Trades Assembly, for help in reviving their 

29 moribund organizations. On May 31, 1885, Golden 

succeeded in establishing two locals of the Knights which 

admitted all workers excepting "objectional characters, 

gamblers, lawyers, politicians, and those who earn their 

30 living by the sale of liquor." These restrictions were 

not unusual as the national organization had similar 

requirements. Such selectivity was no doubt reassuring 

to some citizens. The Galveston Daily News commented: 

If the Knights of Labor will keep out drones 
and fire brands, establish libraries, legislate I'vi 
less on visionary matters, and give their sick ''1 
earnest attention, they v.-ill meet with success. 31 J 

Throughtout the summer of 1885 the press reported J 

32 "important meetings" of Houston Knights. The Houston 

workingman's paper which v/as officially commended by the 

^^Ibid., May 31, 1885. 

30 
Ibid. Golden reportedly planned to organize 

an all German Assembly but there is no evidence to 
indicate that this was done. 

31TI -^ Ibid. 

-^^Ibid. , June 20, 1885; July 7, 1885; July 14, 
1885; July 17, 1885; July 19, 1885; July 20, 1885; 
August 16, 1885; August 30, 1885. 

lodges also secured a means of publicizing their organi- J 
I 

zation through the pages of the Houston Labor Echo, a 
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District Assembly, The paper became the "organ" of the 

Houston Knights and apparently grew along with the union. 

Shortly after receiving the blessing of the District 

Assembly the Echo was reportedly in thriving condition 

with a large circulation "in the various railroad shops 

33 and among the mechanics generally." in September two 

more local assemblies were organized, again with the help 

of Golden. Plans were also being made by Knights in 

Houston to put "an insurance department . . . [into] prac-

34 tical organization." Union Asseiiibly v;as in such 

flourishing condition that it was able to open a new 

meeting hall furnished with "500 yards of carpeting and 

35 '^ 
twelve dozen chairs." By the end of 1885 there were J 

ft 

five assemblies in Houston and one in Harrisburg which 
i I 

" f ra te rn ized" with the Houstonians. The combined I 

••v-l 

Ibid., June 21, 1885; September 8, 1885; October ] 
2, 18S5. The Echo was published, according to the ^ 
Galveston Daily News, in the fourth ward north by Mr. 
Beach and Mr. Edwards both "old" members of the typograph
ical union. In 1887 there is a note that a black paper 
called the Houston Echo v/as to be published. In is not 
known if the two are connected or wiiat became of the 
original Echo. See Houston Daily Post, April 22, 1887; 
Galveston Daily News, June 21, 18"85; September 8, 1885. 

^^Ibid., September 9, 1885; September 12, 1885; 
September 14, 1885; September 15, 1885; October 2, 1885. 

^^Ibid., October 24, 1885; November 15, 1885. 
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36 membership was 740. 

Knights in Houston, and throughout the state, 

professed a rather conservative philosophy. The member

ship claimed no interest in seeking to "abuse, decry, or 

make war upon capital or capitalists, or other classes 

37 
. . , ," Instead they simply demanded "justice—a fair 

3 8 day's work, a fair day's pay." The organization was 

partially successful in achieving its aims through 

political and economic activity. Additionally the 

Knights and otlier unions fulfilled other needs. The 

Houston locals sponsored a staggering number of picnics, 

balls, "excursions," sporting events, and even an occa-

sional "strav.'berry festival."" Such activities were I 
ft 

36 i 
Ibid. , October 25, 1885; Knights of Laobr. Pro- 1 

ceedings of the First Annual Session of District Asscmiply "} 
NumJper 75 (Fort Vioroh, Tex., 1836) , pp. 4-5, 15. There i^ 
may have been two assemJolies in nearby Harrisburg, and an * 
additional lodge in Houston, Nester Assembly, which was *J 
possibly organized in 1885. . ;ss 

37 
Knights of Labor. Proceedings of th.e State Con

vention (Austin, Tex., 1885), p. 6. Economic and political 
activity v;ill be examined in ulie following chapter. 

3 8 
Ibid., 5. The Knights were active in other Texas 

cities. See Arthur H. Shapiro, "The Labor Movement in San 
Antonio, Texas, 1865-1915," Southv/estern Soci^l^ Science 
Quarterly, XXXVI (September, 19 50) , 160-175 and Lawrence D. 
Rice, The Negro in TG2<_a_s, 1874-1914 , " (Baton Rouge: Loui
siana State University Press, 1971), pp. 184-208, for in
formation on the Knights in San Antonio and Waco. /Also 
some information on Knights in the state may be obtained 
from an examination of the Proceedinc-. of the General Assem
bly and the Proceedings of District 1. sehbly Number; 7_8. 

39 
Galveston Daily News, Januaj"; 7, lo6o; April 23, 

1866; July 23, 18 86; AugustTTT 1886; August 11, 1886; 

''i^ 
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largely attended and often taken seriously. Local Knights 

were, for example, quite proud of their baseball team 

which from all reports was a consistent winner. Indeed, 

it proved difficult to find opponents, and the Galveston 

Daily News in the summer of 1886 carried the plea that the 

Knights baseball club wanted to play any team in Houston 

or Galveston "at any time and for any amount." 

Most Knight activity, whether social or economic, 

was carried out in a segregated manner. Despite the 

apparent willingness to admit all other workers, blacks 

were welcome only in separate assemblies. Indeed, the 

leadership of the Knights sanctioned this practice for 

according to Gerald Grob, "in areas where social feeling 

was too strong to be easily surmounted, separate Negro 

41 locals were organized." Houston clearly fitted this 

August 17, 1886; August 23, 1886; Houston Daily Post, 
December 28, 1883; June 10, 1887; D-cember 24," 1887; 
January 5, 1888; May 17, 183 8; Mr;y 20, 1888; June 15, 
1888; July 5, 1888; November 7, 1888; July 5, 1889. 

40 
Galveston Dail'/ Nev/s, August 31, 18 86. See 

also Galveston Daily ::ews , May 15, 1886; May 30, 1886; 
June 24, 1886; July 17, 1886; SeptemiDcr 25, 1887. 

41 
Grob, Workers and Utopia, p. 53. See also Ray 

Marshall, "The Negro in Southerii Unions," in The Negro 
and the American I,abor Movement ed. by Julius Jacobson 
(Garden Ci ty: Anchor BOOTHS , 1 *J 0 8) , pp . 12 8-154. 

42 
Galveston Daily Nev/s, August 20, 1885. 

'1 
m 

ft 

!̂ ^ 

4 
5« 

5 
description. In the early 1880's blacks had tried to join 

local assemblies but white Knights of Labor in the citv ? 

4 2 '^'^ 
resisted entrance of Negroes into their organizations. '̂  
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As a result, by 1885 there were two Negro assemblies in 

Houston. Still some hope was expressed for cooperation 

43 
between blacks and whites. In truth little cooperation 

occurred. Instead most picnics. Labor Day celebrations, 

and the like were held separately, and in 1887 black 

Knights in Harrisburg complained to the General Assembly 

44 of mistreatment by white members. 

The reasons for this discrimination are numerous 

and almost totally related to racial rather than to 

economic factors. Most important in explaining separatism 

was the structure of Houston society. Despite the exist

ence of black workers in all wards, Houston society— 

1 
schools, churches, social functions, civic clubs—was ^ 

4 5 '% 
almost totally segregated by 1875. Unions, which were * 

I 
social, economic, and benevolent organizations, reflected i 
the values of the society in which they existed. It was 

Ibid., October 25, 1885; August 20, 1885. In 
the August 20 Nev/s th.ere is a report of black and white 
workers beir.g "willing to throw down political barriers 
and elect a mayor in the next city content." A mayor was 
elected through Knight influence, but there is no further 
evidence of blacks and v/hites working closely together. 

44 
Houston Daily Post, August 29, 1889; Galveston 

Daily Nev/s , July 14, 1886; Knights of Labor. Proceedings 
of the Elevei'.tli Session (n.p., 1887), p. 1316. 

4 " "David G. McComJo, Houston: The Bavou City 
(Austin: University of Texas Press), p. 86. The economic 
factors influencing exclusion of black.s will be discussed 
more completely in later chapters. 
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natural, therefore, that workers who because of color 

prejudice refused to allow blacks into their churches 

and schools would also refuse to welcome Negroes into 

46 their unions. To be successful in organizational and 

economic activities workers had to operate within the 

framework of public opinion and win public sympathy. This 

sympathy would be more difficult to attain if blacks were 

integrated into white unions. A society segregated to 

the extent of Houston's would not be especially favorable 

to worker organizations or activities which appeared too 

friendly to the group thought to be inferior. 

Also many whites were skilled workers, while 

blacks generally performed more menial tasks; thus -• 

ft 

opportunity for direct economic competition between the | 
I 

races was limited. Blacks did not threaten to lower the 

The benevolent aspect of early unions is hinted 
at in the sources but seldom specifically mentioned. Due 
to an absence of records of any locals prior to the late 
1890's, it is difficult to d-termine just how extensive 
benevolent activity was. The D. A. and G. A. Records of 
the Knights of Labor give little in the way of this type 
of information for local aci;emijlies . 

pay scale of the skilled trades. Moreover, since blacks 

were never used as strikebreakers in Houston, there was ,* 

little danger to v/hite unions from the large number of "K 

unorganized Negroes. These economic factors, rather than 

serving to provide a motive for whites to abandon racism, 

instead assured the white worker that to practice his 
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prejudice would not be financially detrimental. Finally, 

the Houston Post probably expressed the view of many with 

the observation that blacks should work as agricultural 

labor and not "compete with the whites in mixed lines of 

47 industry. . . . " Such attitudes help to explain the 

creation of totally separated assemblies of the Knights 

of Lsibor and other segregated unions such as the black 

Waiters Mutual Aid Society which had been organized in 

the city in 1883.^^ 

The Houston Knights, like their national counter

parts, declined in both membership and influence in the 

r? '̂ 1 
Houston Daily Post, September 16, 1883. | 

48 ^ 
Ibid. , April 21, 1883. Similar action had been i 

taken by Negroes in Northeastern and border cities as i 
early as 1866. See August Meier and Elliott Rudv/ick, J 
"Attitudes of Negro Leaders Tov/ard the American Labor '• 
Movement from, the Civil V̂ ar to World War I" in The Negro '•*» 
and the Amierican Labor :4oycment ed. by Jacobson. Cooper- 'J 
ation betv/een blacks and whites such as the meeting of . ;| 
D. A. 78 in San Antonio where N'egroes and whites "spo] 
on the same program and ate the same food" was probably 
the exception rather than the rule. Hov/ever, in 1886 a 
Negro was a mem.'oer of the Knights' state executive board 
and in 1889 a state convention held to explore the forma
tion of a State Federation of Labor v/as one-fourth black. 
See Shapiro, "The Labor Movement in San Antonio Texas, 
1865-1915," 161-162. Also see Rice, The Negro in Texas 
1874-1914, p. 310. Despite the Knights national practice 
of admitting blacks, Houston .'Jegroes v.̂ ere not admitted 
or did not choose to join in large numbers. Houston's 
black population was relatively large, yet in 1885 there 
were 225 black Knights of Labor out of 740 total members, 
and this probably represents the highest figure. In 
segregated assemblies blacks did make up a surprisingly 
large proportion of the total Knights membership. 
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years after 1886, a demise hastened by events such as the 

Great Southwest Strike and the Haymarket Affair. Houston, 

unlike most Texas cities, escaped the Southwest Strike, 

but both of these events did affect the city and undoubt

edly injured the Knights. Indeed, in 1887 the Houston 

Post editorialized on several occasions about the dangers 

of anarchy and suggested after the execution of four of 

the men convicted of the Haymarket bombing that if an 

attempt had been made to interfere with the executions 

"the authorities [sliould] forego the usual m̂ ethod of 

making arrests and endeavor to shoot down everyone acting 

49 with the mob of law and order destroyers." 

Probably as important as the reaction to labor 

violence in causing the downfall of the Knights was the 
ft 

remarkable ineptitude of Knight president Terence V. 'A 

"^^Houston Daily Post, Auril 16, 1887. For similar 
editorializing and milder statements on the evil of 
strikes see Houston Daily Post, October 18, 1887; 
November 10, 1887; February 8, 1887. 

Powderly. Powderly, who tended to regard the Order as 

his private domain, greatly magnified his own importance. 

He also evidenced a strange inability to delegate respon- ^ 

sibility and often tried to supervise unimportant details 

personally. Powderly consistently expressed concern over 

the growth of the Knights, complained of his overwhelming 
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work load, and manifested a serious lack of adaptability.^^ 

In short. Grand Master Workman Powderly was an exception

ally poor administrator. 

Similar defects permeated the entire structure of 

the Order and were clearly detrimental to the local 

organizations. There are hints of internal conflicts in 

Texas such as boundary disputes between district assemblies 

having jurisdiction in the state. Also bickering within 

Houston locals expended time and energy which clearly could 

have been put to better use. Organizational efforts in 

the city and state were apparently haphazard and poorly 

52 coordinated. Moreover, an inordinate amount of time 

was spent on relatively trivial details of no real sig

nificance to either the local involved or to the national 

order. 

A perfect example of this type of frivolity is 

the case of E. H. Vasmer. Vasmer had been a charter J 
I 

I: 

member of Local No. 3926, and at the time of his initiation 

Grob, Workers and Utopia, pp. 135-137. 

See Knights of Labor. Proceedings of the 
Twelfth Session (Philadelphia, Pa., 1888) p. 89, and 
Knights of Labor, Proceedings o_f th_e Tenth Session (n.p., 
1886), p. 135 for examples of internal conflicts. 

52 
Letter, W. E. Farmer to T. V. Powderly, 

September 12, 1886; Letter T. V. Powderly to John Dwyer, 
November 15, 1887; Letter, W. E. Farmer to T. V. Powderly, 
April 18, 1888; Letter, C. A. Hall to T. V. Powderly, 
September 10, 1888, Catholic University, Archives, 
Powderly Papers. 

1 
ft 

i 
1 

3 
1 
Sft 
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was a railroad clerk. He was later elected to the position 

of district clerk and while holding that office read law 

and was admitted to the bar. A problem then developed 

over whether Vasmer could retain his membership in the 

Knights, The Order specifically forbade admission of 

lawyers, doctors, bankers, or liquor dealers, but it was 

not clear if the prohibition applied to members who 

53 became lawyers after joining. Correspondence on this 

question began in December of 1886 with a letter to 

Powderly from Houston asl̂ ing for clarification v/ithout 

mentioning Vasmer's name. Powderly answered within a 

week and stated, "Anyone of the proscribed classes must 

take his departure from the order as soon as he begins 

53 . _ . 
See Joseph G. Payback, A History or American 

Labor (paperback ed. ; New York: The Free Press, 1966), 
p. 145 for a brief summary of the qualifications for 
membership. Letter, E. R. Parker to T. V. Powderly, 
January 8, 1887, Catholic University, Archives, Powderly 
Papers. L. A. 39 26 was organized in May 1885. Prior to 
this Vasmer had been a member of another local of the 
Knights in Houston. 

54 
Letter, T. V. Powderly to William Hartung, 

December 23, 1886; Letter, William Hartung to T. V. 
Powderly, December 17, 1886, Catholic University, Archives, 
Powderly Papers. 

^^Letter, E. R. Parker to T. V. Powderly, January 
3, 1887; Letter, B. D. Dieustag to T. V. Powderly, 
January 13, 1887, Catholic University, Archives, Powderly 
Papers. 

•1 
ft 

to practice his calling. . . . " „ , 
'i 

Presumably this would have settled the matter. ,MI 

However, in January 18 87 tv/o more letters from Houston ^ 
'•I 

5 5 1 
made further inauiry. On January 22, nine days after 

•id 
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receiving the correspondence, Powderly wrote to B. D. 

Dieustage, secretary of the concerned local, that Vasmer 

could remain a member since he had become an attorney 

after being admitted to the Knights. This prompted 

another inquiry form Houston, this time by a member of 

the executive board of District Assembly 78 asking which 

opinion was valid. Powderly replied that he had misunder

stood the original question and that because Vasmer v/as 

a Knight before becoming an attorney he could remain a 

57 member. This finally settled the matter. 

It is utterly incredible that Powderly would devote 

so much attention to such a minor matter, especially at a 

time when the association was facing the problems raised 

by the disastrous events of 1886. It is no less remarkable 

that the local leadership did not possess the will or 

ability to settle Vasmior's case with more dispatch and 

efficiency. Indeed, much of the correspondence between 

58 
Powderly and Houston deals with similar trivia. It is 

Letter, T. V. Powderly to B. D. Dieustag, Jan
uary 22, 1887, Catholic University, Archives, Powderly 
Papers. The latter is addressed to "B Dienstag", but it 
is no doubt meant for Dieustag. Powderly refused to answer 
the Parker letter because it v;as not stamped with the 
official seal. 

^"^Letter, T. V. Powderly to Seamen Kramer, Feb
ruary 10, 1887, Catholic University, Archives, Powderly 
Papers. 

^^See Letter, E. D. Moss to T. V. Powderly, May 
18, 1884; Letter, M. C. v:estbrook Lo T. V. Powderly, 
October 5, 18 85; Letter, L. L. Beach to T. V. Powderly, 

ft 

3 
'I 

J 
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not surprising, therefore, that the Knights lost ji • .ers. 

What is perhaps surprising is the fact that while cy 

were active in the city the Knights of Labor did to a 

large degree dominate the Houston labor movement.^^ 

In addition to the Knights, other workingmen's 

organizations, both benevolent and economic, were estab

lished in Houston during the decade of the 1880's. One 

benevolent society which was decidely successful was the 

Ancient Order of United Workmen. The national Order, 

founded in 1867, sent an organizer to the city early in 

fi 0 
1881 to try to attract members. The stated aims of 

the organization were to improve the social and moral 

conditions of the membership, to create a fund to aid ill J 

members, and to pay a death benefit. Finally, the Order ^^ 

hoped to advance the "adoption of such secret work and ij 

means of recognition as will insure the protection of its 

fi 1 
members v/herever [it] may exist." The Houston Branch 

had annual dues of $14.80 and planned to pay a $2000 death 

March 26, 1837; Letter, J. S. Swopo to T. V. Powderly, 
December 8, 1888; Letter, T. V. Powderly to J. S. Swope, 
December 25, 1888; Letter, James M. Smith to T. V. Powderly, 
March 12, 1889, Catholic University, Archives, Powderly 
Papers. 

59 
This activity will be fully discussed in the 

following chapter. 

^^Houston Daily Post, March 30, 1881. 

Ibid., January 27, 1882. 
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6 2 
benefit. The large death benefit was no doubt the major 

selling point of the Order, Two lodges were established 

in 1881 and early in 1882 another was added. ̂"̂  In 1883 

Houston hosted a meeting of the Grand Lodge which attracted 

64 delegates from as far away as Arkansas and Louisiana. 

The Order also served as a social club holding regular 

meetings and celebrating such holidays as the Fourth of 

July.^^ 

Also during this period another type of labor 

organization, the trade union, began to challenge the 

Knights of Labor. The Knights emphasized the formation 

of mixed locals which included all workers and even a few 

agitate for reform or participate in politics, but it 

could never become the collective bargaining representative 

6 6 
employers. Indeed, all Houston assemblies were of this 

'ft 

type. According to Gerald Grob, the mixed assembly "might . 
11 
4 

'.i 

6 2_, .- U^ 
Ibid. ^ 

6 3 
Houston City Directory 1882 (Houston: Morrison 

and Fourmy, 1882), p. 68. 
64 
Houston Daily Post, February 15, 1883. 

^^Houston City Directory 1882, p. 6 8. Houston 
City Directory 1884-1 c'"S5 (Houston: Morrison and Fourmy, 
1884), p. 344. Galveston Daily News_, June 21, 1885; July 
3, 1885; July 5, 1885; Houston Dj_i ly Posjt, February 4, 
1882; July 15, 1887; May 1, 1883; "januaTry 28, 1888. The 
organization had a long life span. In 1901 there were 
still two lodges operating in the city. 

fi fi 
D. A. 78 had authority over Texas. 
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67 

of its members." This type of structure and the inclu

siveness of its membership made it difficult for the mixed 

assemblies of the Knights to adapt to meet the problems 

6 8 
of a particular trade or industry. 

As Houston became larger and as industry and 

commerce expanded, the need to protect trade and craft 

interests also grew. Knights, being organized in mixed 

locals, simply could not adequately reflect the interest 

of a particular craft. It was, therefore, almost 

inevitable that new organizations, which were able to 

perform the needed function adequately, would replace or 

at least challenge the Knights. 

A scattering of trade unions had been established 

summer of 1881 a Barbers Union was organized and evidenced 

a trade union orientation. Its stated purpose was pro-

69 
allowed to become members. The following year journeymen 

fi 7 

Grob, Workers and Utopia, p. 100. 
6 8 

Ibid. Some local assemblies were made up of 
particular trades, but the evidence indicates, although 
does not conclusively prove, that most Houston locals 
were mixed assemblies. 

fi9 
Houston Daily Post;, July 20, 1881. There were 

a number of black barbers in Houston, but this report 

1 
in the city prior to 1880, and between 1880 and 1890 when , 

I 
the Knights were paramount, more were organized. In the ^ 

•1 
I 

tecting the journeymen interests and proprietors were not "^ 
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bricklayers established a similar organization.^^ In the 

next few years railway conductors, locomotive engineers, 

railroad brakemen, railway firemen, train dispatchers, and 

carpenters also established unions to further the interests 

71 
of their crafts. By 1885 there were at least 7 trade 

organizations active in Houston with a combined membership 

72 
of about 370. If the 740 Knights and the 80 or more 

members of the Ancient Order of United Workmen are added, 

the total number of organized workers in 1885 reached 

73 1190. This figure represents approximately one-third 

of the work force. 

makes no m.ention of the racial composition of the union. "'j 
It was probably v/hite. Usually the newspaper made some J 
note if blacks are involved. ft 

^^Ibid., April 9, 1882. ^ 

-̂'"Ibid. , June 3, 1884; May 27, 1884; February 16, 
1884; October 28, 1885; Houston City Directory 1884-1885, 

i 

pp. 344-347. In 1884 a "Traveling Man's Union" was 
organized in Houston. Apparently the Houston group was a •?,? 
branch of a state or national organization. From all ii:^ 
appearances this was an insurance and union scheme for "^ 
drummers. It had miore of a businessman's orientation and 
is therefore not included as a labor organization. See 
Houston Dail-/ Post, February 14, 1884. 

^^Houston City Directory 1884-1885, pp. 344-347; 
Galveston Daily Ncv/s, October 25, 18 85. 

"̂ Ŝee Houston Ci_ty_ Directory 1884-1885, pp. 344, 
for the figures on the yincient Orci . ,-; of United Workmen. 

The percentage is based upon the v/ork force in 
1880. It was larger in 1885. Tliere is also the possi
bility that a single worker might belong to more than one 
organization. The percentage is therefore possibly 
inflated. There v/ere also worliers v/ho v/ere drifters and 
probably not counted in the work force. 
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In the last half of the decade clerks, railroad 

switchmen, painters, railway telegraphers, and even boot-

75 
blacks established unions. Trade unionism was taken 

so seriously that Houston bootblacks, seeking to convert 

their brothers in nearby Beaumont, were successful in 

effecting an organization which, to the chagrin of the 

Beaumont citizenry, raised prices "five cents on Sunday." 

Organizations representing other more economically sig

nificant trades also made gains, and by 1890 there were 

approximately 502 workers actively involved with trade 

unions of various types, most of them in the railroad 

brotherhoods. 

1 
_ _ ., 

Galveston Daily News, April 27, 1886; Houston J 
Daily Post, November 5, 1887; May 13, 1887; Houston City I 
Directory 1SB6-1837 (Houston: Morrison and Fourm.y, 1385), I 

- J pp. 51-52; Houston Citv Directory 188 7-18 88 (Houston: 
Morrison and Fourmy, 1387) , pp. 50-54; rious ton City 
Directory 1389-1890 (Houston: Morrison and Fourmy, 1889), -̂  
pp. 56. Some of these organizations were obviously needed. >!* 
In 1883 the ?os t reported a detective agency had been ¥s.% 
hired to "practice a system of espionage upon clerks and '"S 
employees of m^erchants and businessmen of our city and ^ 
report to the latter the results of their observations." 
The owner of the detective agency denied the report and 
said, " . . . as for watching young men or employees in 
following the . . . inclination [of] . . . seeking 
pleasure, that I would scorn to do." See Houston Daily 
Post, February 17, 1883. 

7 fi 

Houston Daily Post, December 13, 1887. 

"^^Houston City Directory 188G-1887, pp. 4 6-52; 
Houston City Directory 1_8_8 7_~ 1_8 8̂ 8, pp. 4 3-54; Hojuston city 
Directory 18 89-189 0, pp. 5 2-5 o'. ' The exact numuer of 
Knights in 1890 is not known. In 1886-1887 the city 
directory lists 430 K'nights. The 1889-1390 directory 
shows no Knights, but this is an error as there v/as still 
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Trade organizations, like earlier unions, also 

served as social outlets for the meml^ership. Frequent 

meetings were held and the membership seemingly took an 

active interest in the internal affairs of their organi

zations. This is especially true of the members of the 

78 typographical union and of tlie carpenters. The numerous 

79 picnics, balls, excursions, and baseball games continued. 

Also continuing were organizational efforts of 

the Knights of Labor and other rather loosely structured 

groups of workers. In 18 89 Mrs. L. M. Barry, a leader in 

the women's branch of the Knights of Labor who was in the 

city trying to organize the ladies, gave a free lecture 

i 
to a "good" audience. i 

ft 

In May of 1889 a meeting, was held which resulted 
i 
I 

m the transformation of the labor movement m Houston. -^ 
M l • 

At that meeting a plan to organize the Houston Labor "̂  
3 

Council, which had been discussed as early as 1886, was .J 

one asseiTibly in the city as late as 1900. It is likely 
that members drifted av.ay from the Knights and were 
absorbed by trade unions. Due to insufficient information 
concerning the size of the total v/ork force is not known 
what percentage of the v/ork force was unionized in 1889 
or 1890. 

"^^Galveston Da_i_lv News, June 23, 1885; June 13, 
1885; June 29, 1885; M A'* 2 3'," 10 86; October 26, 1886; 
October 28, 1886; N vember 10, 1886; Houston Daily Post, 
January 10, 1884; June 18, 1887; July 9, 1887; September 
20, 1887; September 23, 1887. 

^^Houston Daily Post, March 7, 1889. 
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81 
finally implemented. This event indicates the triumph 

of trade unionism in Houston. 

Unfortunately, black workers were involved in 

this new phase of the labor movement even less than they 

had been during the period dominated by the Knights of 

Labor, Tliere were, of course, few s3:illed black workers 

in Houston, and this could account for the absence of 

82 large numbers of Negroes in trade unions. However, 

there is no evidence to suggest that skilled blacks were 

even allowed to enter trade organizations or to indicate 

that white craftsmen encouraged blacks to obtain skills. 

Instead, the few blacks who were skilled workers were, 

1 
because of their blackness, completely shut out of the • 

-̂ ^ • .̂  83 J 
trade-union movement. . 

1 
Thus in the quarter century between 1865 and 1890 i 

the Houston labor movement was born and grew to encompass 

perhaps one-third of the entire work force. During the 

81 
Galveston Daily News, June 12, 1886. Houston 

Labor Journal, September 5, 1914. Some city directories 
such as the one for 1902-1903 give the date of creation 
of the Labor Council as 1899. This is an error. The 
Council is listed in the directory of 1895-1896 and the 
Houston Labor Journal, in a brief editorial on the Council, 
gives the date as 13 89. See Hojiston C^ty Directory 1895-
1896 (Houston: Morrison and rou'ri.r•, 1895), pp. 63-64. 

82 
See Chapter II for a detailed discussion of the 

number of sk.illed blacks in Houston. 
8 3 
See Chapter II. The exclusion of blacks from 

trade unions v/ill be discussed in Caapter VI in v/hich trade 
union organization from 1889-1914 v/ill -ue fully developed. 

4 

5 
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period a variety of different types of organizations, 

ranging from catch-all workingmen's clubs to the exclusive 

trade unions, were established. All these organizations, 

no matter what their stated purpose, were at least 

partially social clubs engaging in such activities as 

dances, picnics, and baseball games. Prior to 1889 the 

most important single group was th(̂  Knights of Labor. 

During most of the period no other union matched that 

organization in numbers and until the establishment of 

the Labor Council, none v/as more unified. It is obvious 

then that in this early, formative period of Houston's 

labor history unions were successful in organizing and in 

providing the workingman opportunity to enjoy social 

outings of various types. The true test of workingmen's 

I 
organizations was, however, their ability to win better li 

conditions for the worker. Although the methods used 

tuted better conditions might vary, all unions had the 

ultimate aim of bringing some sort of economic benefit 

to their members. In striving for this end labor found 

the task more difficult than that of forming locals and 

sponsoring dances. Yet in spite of frustration and 

failure, unions in the formative period did enjoy limited 

1 
1 
ft 

might differ and the definition of what actually consti- ^ 
\^ 



success in both economic and political activity. 

99 

84 

84 
There was no apparent correlation betv/een success 

of failure of economic and political activity and union 
growth. Rather it appears that union growth was the 
natural result of increases in the number of workers. 
Likewise, trade unions developed because there were simply 
more men involved in the various trades. Political and 
economic success was the result of the growth rather than 
the cause of it. As workers became more numberous and 
better organized they achieved more success. There are 
only a few instances where a strike failure had a long-run 
detrimental effect. Even then the damage was usually only 
to one union and not to the entire movement. These 
instances will be explain'ed and the effects assessed when 
the events are discu.^sed. Throughout the entire period 
between 1865 and 1914 the worker shov/ed an uncanny ability 
to determine the proper time to push his demands and the 
proper time to engage in a strategic retreat. 

! 1 
ft 

i 
\ 

4 

I 



CHAPTER V 

THE FORMATIVE PERIOD 1865-1889: 

ACTIVITY—POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC 

In the early formative period of the Houston labor 

movement workingmen engaged with varying degrees of suc

cess in both political and economic action as a means 

toward bettering their working and living conditions. 

Such activism, was î.ot unusual. As the prominent labor 

historian Herbert Gutman has suggested, many workers in 

the Gilded Age did not fit the textbook stereotype of an 

individual isolated from the remainder of society and •̂| 
• ' 1 

completely at the m.ercy of the industrialist. Rather, in ^ 

smaller towns and cities, including Houston, pre-industrial i 

values were maintained long after they were weakened in '̂S 

alism often brough.t. In small cities where all classes of 

people lived and worked closely together, there was a 

sense of community in their daily lives and industrialists 

were often viewed as the harbinger of alien ways. These 

characteristics served to provide the worker with more 

freedom of action than he enjoyed in tlie great cities 

100 

large metropolitan areas. These older values tended to ij 

blunt the alienation and class divisions that industri-
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where impersonal social relationships prevailed, 

Gutman points out that workers often participated 

in local politics and, because of their numbers, in many 

2 

cases exerted considerable influence. This generaliza

tion may be applied in some degree to the Houston experi

ence between 1865 and 1889. Examples of the Houston 

workingman's interest and involvement in politics are 

evident soon after the Civil War. Early in 1867 the Gal

veston Daily News reported that the majority of the alder

men chosen in the previous city election were "mechanics." 

The News also commented that their selection astonished 

everyone, yet offered the opinion that "the interest of 

the city [would] be perfectly safe in their hands. „3 ^̂  

Herbert G. Gutman, "The Workers' Search for Power," 
in The Gilded l_ggo_ ed. by H. Wayne Morgan (2nd ed.; Syra
cuse, New York: Syracuse University Press, 1970), pp. 31-
54. Gutman's conclusions are based unon the differences 
in the economic, political, and social structures of small 
and large cities. This excellent essay is somewhat marred 
by his failure to define clearly a "large" and "small" city 
in terms of population. 

2 
Ibid., p. 37. 

"5 

Galveston Daily News, January 10, 1867. 

ft 

Apparently it was; there is no evidence that the workers ^ 
\ 

were anv more or less efficient than the previous aldermen. I 

•»i 

In the next few years organized workingmen's polit- '«» 

ical activity on the local level took the form of Greenback J 

clubs, workingmen's Democratic clubs, independents, -^ 
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workingmen's committees, and worker parties.^ Yet, in the 

late 1860's and early 1870's no unifying issue or organi

zation emerged and, as a result workingmen formed a variety 

of short-lived splinter groups, none of which represented 

more than a small segment of the labor force. However, 

some success was attained. In 1878 a black contractor, 

Richard Allen, was elected street commissioner on an Inde

pendent ticket with the support of black and some white 

wage earners. In the same year Colonel J. G. Tracy, a 

well-known Republican, v/as elected as an alderman for the 

third ward by a majority of only seventy-two votes. The 

support of Negro laborers in the ward undoubtedly contrib-

6 

Ibid. , August 6, 1871; Septem.bor 4, 1872; October 
2, 1872; December 5, 1876; December 30, 1877; January 8, 
1878. Republican leaders also tried to appeal to the 
workers, especially blacks. 

^Ibid., January 8, 1878; January 9, 1878; January 
16, 1878; March 16, 1878. 

^Ward Three in 1880 contained slightly over 32 per
cent of all v/orkers and they made up 2 3.1 percent of the 
ward population. In 1870 blacks made up 38.2 percent of 
the ward population, and in 1890 were 36.1 percent of the 
ward population. See Tables 13-18. See also Galveston 
Daily Nev/s, January 9, 187 8. 

•4 
uted to his victory. J 

By 1878, on the national level, several groups ^ 
'A 
i 

were active in forming the National Greenback Labor Party. ^ 
This movement v/as made up primarily of western agrarian '« 

.3 
inflationists and urban workers who, according to Gerald :| 
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Grob, saw monetary reform as a way of limiting industrial 

capitalism and "introducing a co-operative society based 

7 

on small productive units." In the* same year the Green-

backers enjoyed some success in Texas, electing two 

senators and ten representatives to the legislature.^ 

This movement was also active in Houston. In 1878 

a meeting of the party was held in the Third Ward with 

Tracy and representatives of "different political parties" 
9 

in attendance. Black Greenback clubs were also formed 

and Negroes ware urged to transfer their party allegiance 

from the Republicans to the Greenbackers. In July and 

August there were several Greenback meetings, new clubs 

were organized, and a county convention selected delegates •• 
11 ^ 

to attend a state convention in v:aco. Despite these 
i 
i 

promising beginnings problems soon developed. On September J 
7, five of the nominees chosen by the Greenback County ^ 

id 
:| 
• ^ 

7 
Gerald N. Grob, Workers and Utopia (paperback ed.; 

Chicago: Quadrangle Books, Inc. , 1969) , p. 81. 
p 
Rupert N. Richardson, Ernest Wallace, and Adrian 

N. Anderson, Texas: The Lone Star Sta.tĉ  (3rd ed.; Engle-
wood Cliffs: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1970), pp. 233-234. 

9 
Galveston Daily Nev/s, July 20, 1878. 

Ibid. , July 16, 187 8. Those prominent in orga
nizing the Greenbackers were A. B. Briscoe who was presi
dent of the white Greenback Club, Colonel John T. Brady 
who worked to sell the idea to v/orkers, and Colonel J. G. 
Tracy who had been active in the Republican party. 

-̂ -̂ Ibid., July 18, 1878; August ', 1878; August 15, 
1878; August 18, 1878. 
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Convention withdrew because of an internal conflict.'^'^ 

General W. H. Hamman, the Greenback candidate for governor, 

spoke in Houston on September 11 in an effort to conciliate 

the differences among the feuding local membership. His 

speech intensified the conflict. A young Democrat, 

Marshal Tankersly, was allowed to speak, denounced Hamman 

as a thief, characterized local Greenbackers as "d d 

scoundrels," and "the meeting was then closed at a pitch 

13 
of high excitement." At a new county convention, held 

on the thirteenth, one-third of the delegates walked out 

in disgust. 

The dispute was apparently caused by the inability 'i 

of workers to cooperate with other Greenbackers. Due to '3 

the dissension, on September 13 a workingman's caucus was ^ 
3 
i 

held in which the labor faction determined to put forth a j 1 5 
separate ticket.^ The conflicts within the party no 

15 Ibid., September 14, 1878; September 7, 1878. 

Ibid., November 7, 1878; November 8, 1878; 
November 9, 1878. Alv.-/n Barr in R^'cons true tion to Reform: 
Texas Politics 1876-1906 (Austin:""" University of Texas 

doubt helped to account for the Democratic sweep of Harris ,sj 

County in 1878, for not a single Greenbacker was elected -^ 

to a state or county office. 

'''^Ibid. , September 7, 1878. 

•^•^Ibid. , September 10, 1878; September 12, 1878. 

•'•'̂ Ibid., September 13, 1878. 
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The party fared no better on the local level. On 

December 24 the News reported that the Greenback and Labor 

parties had split and would nominate two municipal 

17 
tickets. On Christmas Day a "workingmen's party" met 

1 R 

and nominated a full slate of candidates. Adding more 

confusion to an already muddled situation was a "quasi 

convention" held by the Greenbackers on the evening of the 

twenty-sixth. This convention nominated two tickets, one 

of which included two of the candidates, Henry Fisher and 

Richard Allen, v/ho had been endorsed by the V7orkingmen's 
19 

Party. The workingmen then appointed a committee to 

meet with the Greenbackers in an attempt at reconciliation, 

a reconciliation which to the workers hinged upon the 

withdrawal of at least one of the Greenback tickets. 

1 1 
20 J 

i 
The effort failed and the failure destroyed any hope of i 

meaningful workinaman-Greenback cooperation in the city 'I 
• 1 

I 
' :̂  

Press, 1971), pp. 48-49 asserts that a compromise ticket ;̂ j| 
restored harmony. This no doubt refers to the county "^ 
ticket; the Houston municipal election reflects the split. 

17 
Galveston Daily News, December 24, 1878. 

•^^Ibid., December 25, 1878. The candidates were: 
Mayor, Chas. Tinsly; Recorder, Henry Fisher; Marshal, 
Nathan Thompson; Assessor-Collector, C. C. Heavens; Street 
Commissioner, Richard Allen (black); Sexton, H. Rutherford 
(black). Heavens and /vllen were incumbents. 

-'-̂ Ibid. , December 17, 1878. 

^^Ibid., December 29, 1878. 
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21 

elections. Yet, despite the split and resulting con

fusion, labor candidates won the positions of assessor-

22 23 
collector and alderman for Ward Two. 

The causes of the obvious deficiency in organiza

tion and lack of cooperation among Greenback labor elements 

in Houston and Harris County are not known. Probably 

most of the trouble can be attributed to personality con

flict and the difficulty of breaking down traditional 

political loyalties. Possibly adding to the problem was 

racial animosity which lim.ited cooperation between whites 

and blacks. Indeed by the summer of 1879 responsible and 

successful .Negro leaders including Richard Allen, found 

1 
cooperative efforts so frustrating that they were urging i 

weakened that the Galveston Daily News predicted, with 

2 5 
their people to leave the South. ^ 

1 
By 1880 the workingman-Greenback movement was so j 

•5» 

'̂'"Ibid., January 2, 1879. ^ 

^^Ibid. , January 7, 1879. C. C. Beavens, the 
assessor-collector, ran as an Independent perhaps to 
broaden his appeal. 

^^Ibid., January 7, 1879; March 11, 1880. J. G. 
Tracy ran as an Independerit and v/on a council seat in 
Ward Three. He probably had some labor support. 

^Reports of the meetings and conventions pre
viously mentionco do not specifically state the cause of 
conflict. Issues, especially city finances, may have 
played a larger part than has been indicated. 

^^Galveston Daily News, July 3, 18 79. 



107 

apparent public approval, that businessmen would probably 

win the next Houston election. The News was partially 

correct. The Democratic Party nominated influential, 

business-minded citizens for city offices, and the only 

opposition was an independent movement which exhibited 

little energy. The major issue was a financial crisis 

which had precipitated complaints and walkouts by some 

municipal employees who found the city script in which 

they were paid almost worthless. Both slates of candidates 

promised solutions to the problem. The Democrats won the 

26 election, although in the mayor's race by only 558 votes. 

By 1884 workingmen in Houston, perhaps because of 

past failures, revised their tactics somewhat. In that 

year blacks in the Fourth Ward endorsed the Democratic can- .̂1 
1 

didate for mayor and Independents for alderman positions. '} 
28 "̂  

With som.e help from workingmen all three candidates won. '« 
» 

_ j ^ 

Ibid. , March 6, 1880; March 7, 1880; March 11, --i; 
1880; March 18, 1880; .-.arch 25, 1880; Aoril 1, 1880; April 
2, 1880; April 4, 1880; April 7, 1880; April 11, 1880; 
August 11, 1330; August 12, 1380; August 17, 1880; Sep
tember 1, 1880; September 7, 1880; November 16, 1880. 
Independent candidates ran in both city and county races. 
Houston, because of financial problems, was forced to pay 
workers in depreciated script. Some strikes occurred 
because of it. The issue was neutralized somev/hat by the 
Democrats promising to correct the entire financial situ
ation . 

^"^Houston Daily Post, April 6, 1884; April 3, 1884; 
April 6, 1884. 

^^Ibid. , April 13, 1̂ '84; Houston (Te-as) City 
Council, Minutes of Meetings, meeting ot T.pril 12, 188̂ ;. 
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Additionally,the aforementioned E. H. Vasmer, an active 

Knight of Labor, was elected to the position of District 

29 
Clerk. These victories apparently convinced Houston 

workers of the advisability of endorsing desirable can

didates regardless of party affiliation. Some also 

realized the potential benefit of cooperation between 

blacks and whites. On July 25, 1885, the Houston Echo, 

a workingman's paper, printed an editorial favoring the 

creation of a new ward encompassing the area north of 

Buffalo Bayou, an area with a number of wage-earning 

black citizens. The Echo continued: 

One of the strongest arguments used against the 
measure [creation of th.e nev/ ward] is that, 'i 
separated from the north side, the Fourth Ward, •-
would elect one if not tv/o colored aldermen. .* 
This argumicnt, while a potent one with the South 
side, does not ccm.pensate the north side for -j 
the lack of representation in the city council. .* 
Our interests are ciffercnt in many respects * 
from those of other sections and should be '̂^ 
looked after by alderm.en who are residents of ^ 
the north side, elected by its people, inde- ]J 
pendent of any outside influence. 30 jl̂  

Unfortunately for both groups, the possibility of political 

accomplishments v/as not sufficient to break down racial 

29 
Galveston Daily Nov/s,. D̂ -'comber 8, 1885; Letter, 

E. R. Parker to T. v'.~ I'ov.'lerly, January 3, 1887, Catholic 
University, Archives, Pov/derly Papers. 

30 
The editorial is reprinted in the Galveston 

Daily News, July 27, 1885. A new ward was finally created 
in 1896. By that time white pressure and blac): apathy had 
taken away the threat of black aldermen. 
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barriers. There is little evidence of increased coopera

tion. 

Apparently the lessons and frustrations of the 

past were lost, in so far as race was concerned, upon the 

Knights of Labor. It is difficult to say how much polit

ical support the Order gained from Negroes, but judging 

from the absence of any significant cooperation between 

31 the races earlier, it probably was not extensive. 

Regardless of the source of the support, the Knights did 

gain considerable influence and strength in tiie 1880's and 

actively worked to better their position through political 

action both in cities like Houston and in the more populous 

industrialized northeastern areas. In assessing the sue- * 

cess of these efforts in the northeast Gerald Grob points j 
I 

out: \ 

. . . the political activities of local and dis- -<• 
trict assemblies were not notably successful. "J 
Purely labor candidates could rarely attract a 5..i 
significant percentage of the vote, and when ^ 
individual members were elected with major party 
support, it v/as more often a victory for the 
party than the Knights.32 

This assessmiont is somewhat applicable to Houston. 

Successful political activity seldom resulted in sweeping 

changes favorable to workers. Yet, success in politics 

does indicate that the worker was av:tive in his community 

• ^ 

"̂•"•See Chapter IV. 

32 
Grob, Workers and Utopia, p. 83. 
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and was sometimes able to sway public policy. Considering 

the supposed weakness of organized labor in the South, 

33 even limited success is significant. 

In 1886 the Knights of Labor in Houston became more 

than usually interested in the upcoming city elections. 

Members of the Order demanded that the Democratic candidate 

for mayor be selected by a nominating convention rather 

than by a committee of party leaders. "Prominent citi

zens," probably because their interests v/ere reflected by 

34 the committee, opposed the innovation. The Knights, 

through the use of what they called "Democratic pressure," 

were successful; the Democratic Executive Committee, after 

a meeting on February 22, 1886, announced there would be 

a city nominating convention." The convention nominated 

D. C. Smith, a candidate acceptable to workingmen. This i 

action prompted the supporters of Democratic incumbent 

1 
.m 

P' 

'J 
•5 o 

C. Vann V.̂ oodward in his Origins of the New South ;̂  
(paperback ed.; Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University °̂  
Press, 1967), p. 228 argues that the e-n̂ ;hasis on southern 
textile labor has resulted in tho neglect of labor in 
other industry and has encouragc^d the impression that no 
Southern labor m.ovem.ent existed i;-i the Gilded Age. Most 
standard textbooks on labor devote little attention to the 
South in the nineteenth centiry. 

Galveston Daily News, February 19, 1886. 

•^^Ibid. , February 19, 18 86; February 23, 1886. 
Delegates were selected in ward mioetings. See Galveston 
Daily News, February 26, 1886. This was not the first 
nominating convention ever held in the city. Apparently 
the practice had simply gone out of use for a time. 
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William R. Baker to bolt the convention . form their own 

3 C 

citizens ticket with Baker at its head. 

J. G. Tracy, due to his opposition to both Demo

crats and to the use of a nominating convention in munic-
3 7 

ipal matters, contemplated running as an Independent. 

He possibly felt the Independent label would broaden his 

appeal. In March, however, Tracy changed his mind and 

announced he would not enter the race. J. J. Burroughs, 

a local physician and active Republican, ran as an Inde

pendent in Tracy's stead, thereby, according to the 

Galveston News, freeing the "block" (black) vote which 
3 8 was committed to Tracy. The News evidently was correct 

•^^Ibid. , April 5, 1886. 

•^^Ibid., March 7, 1886. 

-^^Ibid., March 15, 1886; Morch 16, 1886. 

•^^Ibid., April 5, 1886. 

1 

39 } 

in its prediction regarding the "block vote." Negroes 

were divided between the two mayoralty candidates, Smith 

3 9 and Brown, v/ith only a few supporting the Independent. J 

The absence of black, support for Burroughs was probably 

due to the decline of the Republicans as a viable party ^ 
'a 

in the city and the withdrawal of Tracy who had a large -^ 

personal following. "Young businessmen" supported Baker, 

and he also won the allegiance of the black leader, Richard 

Allen. Prominent Knights were actively working for Smith, 
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but they probably lost the votes of some black members of 

the Order due to their failure to aid striking Negroes in 

the aftermath of the Mallory strike. 

The outcome of the election was obviously not a 

conclusive victory for the Knights; Smith won by only four 

votes. The labor Democratic aldermen candidates won by 

large margins in the First and Fifth Wards in which 

workers had some power. The Baker faction elected one 

alderman in both Wards Two and Four, one of whom had been 

41 associated with workingmen's groups previously. 

41. 

i 
Ibid., February 28, 1886; April 5, 1886. The 

major issue is difficult to determine. There v/as discus
sion of the city debt and accusations of dishonesty on the t 
part of the adm.inistration of Baker. See Galveston Dai ly ^ 
News, March 14, 1886; April 3, 1886. Tiie Mallory strike ) 
will bo discussed below. ] 

J 

s«1 

"Houston (Texas) City Council, Minutes of Meet- * 
ings, m:eeting of Pioril 12, 1884. See also Galveston Daily ^ 
News, Septemoer 2,^1873; April 5, 1886; April 6, 1886; | 
April 11, 1886. The Tickets in the election were: j 
Democrats: Mayor--Dan C. Smith -̂  

Aldermen 
First Ward—George Underwood and Hugh Hamilton 
Second Ward—John Kennedy and G. H. Blake 
Third Ward--H. F. Ring and A. F. Sharpe 
Fourth Ward--Tom Cronan and Henry House 
Fifth Ward—W. Alexander and T. Williamson 

Citizens: (Baker faction) 
Mayor—V/illism R. Baker 
Aldermen 
First Ward—Hugh Hamilton and E. B. Schneider 
Second Warr:—Stephen 0. Flynn. and James Timmins 
Third i.ard--W. L. Macatee and M. G. Howe 
Fourth Ward—Thomas Cronan and August Bering 
Fifth Ward—J. C. Thomas and Wilbert Irwin 

Independent: Mayor—Dr. J. J. Burrouglis 
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Mayor Smith was not notably successful in securing 

42 

significant advances for workers. The victory is signif

icant, however, despite the lack of obvious practical 

benefits. It clearly indicates an abiding interest in 

community affairs by workingmen and indicates that labor 

could, through cooperation, have some success in the elec

toral process. The election of Knight candidates also 

demonstrates that rather than being a voiceless segment 

of the city the workingmen at times played a crucial role 

in the decision-n.aking process. 

The continued interest of the Order in local pol

itics is evidenced by the re-election of Knight of Labor 

E. H. Vasmer to the post of District Clerk in 1886 and the 

re-election of Smith in 1888. Sm.ith won a second term 

despite the opposition of the Houston Post v/hich editori

alized: 

Winners: Mayor — Dan C. ."̂ mith by four votes--Burroughs 
received only forty-one votes. 

Aldermen 
First v:ard--Hamilton by 201; Underwood by 70 
Second Ward — S. 0. Flynn bv- 22; Blake by 5 
Third Ward--Howe by 254; Macatee by 273 
Fourth Ward—Cronan by 6 32; Bering by 50 
Fifth Ward—'.Villiamson by 143; Alexander by 149 

Indeed the mayor hsd some difficulty from the 
outset because he could not depend on support of the 
council. See Galveston Daily News, May 10, 1886; May 14, 
1886; May 15, 1886; June 15, J336; June 29, 1886. 

i 

ft 

i 

41 
If Mr. Smith should be elected and the policy ^^ 
introduced by h:is supporters--that of arra\-ing .fj 
class against class--should prevail it would ^ 
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prove a severe blow to the city, and would 
obstruct its commercial and industrial 
growth.43 

Smith's second term did not fulfill the Post's 

dire predictions; there was no hardening of class lines. 

Indeed, cooperation between the classes was exemplified 

by such actions as a movement in 1889 in which politicians, 

professional men, and workers joined in an effort to 

induce the state legislature to limit the use of convicts 

44 in competition with free labor. A petition which this 

group circulated expresses the prevailing sentiment quite 

well: 

[convict labor] is driving away from our State 
the young mechanics, laborers, and m.en of small 
means to v;hom every community must accord sub
stantial support and encouragemient if it does 
not wish to topple and decay. "̂  5 

1 

3 
I 

Sentiments such as these v/hich allowed and encour- i 

aged Houston workers to feel a part of the community also 

served to lessen the possibility of worker solidarity. 

Houston Daily Post, March 18, 18 88. See also 
Houston Dai ly Post, March iT, 1888; .April 8, 1888; November 
17, 1886, December 23, 1887; February 2, 1888; March 7, 
1888; Galveston Daily N'ew.--> rjovern.ber 6, 1886; Houston 
(Texas) City Council, b\houOos of Meetin:is, meeting of 
April 7, 1888. Smith was not able to heal the split in 
the Democratic Party. Of the three candidates for mayor 
Smith won by a plurality of 921. 

"̂ "̂ Houston Dai_lv Pp.s_t, January 5, 18 89; January 6, 
1889; January 9, 18'89;' January 11, 1889; February 1, 1889; 
March 15, 1889; April 3, 1889; April 4, 1889. 

"^^Ibid., January 6, 1880. 

-4 
4 

•51 

.1^ 
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Integrated housing patterns, acceptance of workingmen as 

an important part of the city, relatively good wages, and 

tolerance of political activity all v/eakened feelings of 

alienation and class consciousness. As a result, loyalties 

to party, to race, to individual political figures, to 

attainment of middle class economic status, and to accept

ance by the entire con\munity, rather than only other 

workers, were often more important than labor unity. Thus, 

workingmen's political movements and candidates often were 

unable to overcom.e the complexity of conflicting loyalties 

and succeeded only in further fragmenting of the worker's 

*. 46 vote. 

Of more immediate consequence to the workingman 

was the outcome of more direct labor activity. Houston 
•1 
1 

workers, when involved m economic actions, often won J 

Galveston Daily News, July 4, 1886; July 11, 
1886; July 13, 1886; July 24, 1886; Auaust 15, 1886; Sep' 
tember 6, 1886; September 10, 1886; September 13, 1886; 
September 17, 1886; October 28, 1886. 

1 

4 
public support. Many of their walkouts failed, not because 

of public hostility but because the workers lacked suffi- * 

cient unity either to sustain a long effort or to gain <^Q 

support from, other wor):ingmen not directly affected by the 

question at issue. A study of direct labor action, because 

it was both the most common and potentially the most effec

tive method used by nineteenth century Houston workers, 
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serves to illustrate more clearly than does political 

activity the especial character of the Houston labor move

ment prior to 1889. The Houston experience is also 

instructive in that it partially substantiates some of 

the generalizations suggested by Herbert Gutman. Gutman 

cautions against the acceptance of stereotyped ideas and 

argues that in smaller towns and cities workers not only 

engaged in strikes but in the process were able to keep 

their freedom of action and bargaining. This was possible 

because of the worker's integration into the community and 

his shrewd understanding of the use of public opinion. 

Although these generalizations apply more directly to the 

Houston situation after 1889, some of the characteristics 

are evident in the earlier period. 

Economic activity, like political action, began in J 

the decade after the Civil War. In January 1870 organized 

Houston telegraphers joined a nationwide strike against 

Western Union. The Houston effort lasted only a few days 

47 and had little effect. Later in the same year a group 

of unorganized workers on the Houston and Texas Central 

Railroad who struck for higher v/ages were inunediately 

James V. Reese, "Early History of Labor Organi
zations in Texas," Southwestern Historical Quarterly, 
LXXII (July, 1968), 15. 

1 
•m 

* 

M 
i** 

3 
•i 
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4 8 
dismissed, and the strike ended. Ending the strike did 

not eliminate the problems. Instead, the problems were 

merely postponed until the summer of 1872 when another, 

more serious conflict occurred. On June 1 the Houston and 

Texas Central announced a wage decrease and required that 

all employees sign an agreement relc^asing the company from 

liability for injury or death suffered on the job. On 

June 4 the workers, still without established organization, 

officially refused to sign the agreement which they called 

49 the "Death Warrant" and declared a strike. The walkout 

involved employees, including engineers, in Houston, in 

nearby Hempstead, and in other cities in Texas. The only 

labor the strikers were willing to perform was mail 

delivery, but the company refused the service. For a 
f 

time railroad operations were severely limited, but within A 

50 „ * 

two weeks service had been resumed and about half the 

strikers had lost their jobs. Yet, the effort was not a 

51 ^ 
complete failure, for the "Death Warrant" v/as rescinded. ^ 

4 8 
Ibid. Mary Alice La^^ender, "Social Conditions 

in Houston ai.cl Harris County 1869-1872" (unpublished M.A. 
thesis. Rice University, 1950), p. 25. 

49 . . . . 
Reese, "Early History of Labor Organizations in 

Texas,"p. 16. 
Ibid.; Galveston Daily Nev/_s_, June 6, 1872. 

'̂'"Reese, "Early History of Labor Organizations in 
Texas," p. 17; Galveston Daily News, June 12, 18 71; June 
14, 1872. 
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There was, in the course ol the strike, at least 

one report of obstructions being placed upon the tracks 

"by some malicious person." in addition, parts were 

removed from engines and one worker who refused to join 

the walkout was reportedly tarred and feathered.^^ These 

cases were the exception. During the strike most workers 

conducted themselves in a responsible manner, condemned 

violence, and urged only .v.ocial ostracism for those who 

53 
stayed with the company. At a strike meeting in Houston 

one of the leaders "solemnly protested" against violence 

and, calling upon "our great Creator" as a witness, 

demanded that his fellow workers "must not and [should] 

not offer an-.' violence to anv person v/hatever who may wish i" 

54 ) 
t o c o n n e c t h i m s e l f w i t h t h e r o a d . . . . " T h i s t y p e o f , 

'I 
b e h a v i o r , no d o u b t , was p a r t i a l l y r e s p o n s i b l e f o r r e s o l u - A 

• • » « tions by residents of Hempstead and Corsicana favoring the 

strikers' stand, and for the refusal of passengers at j* 

Hempstead ana Hearn to ride on trains which they claimed '<s 

were rendered unsafe by the use of inexperienced per-

•I 5 5 sonnel. 

52 
Galveston Dsily N -v/s, June 9, 1878; June 12, 1872. 

53 Ibid., June 7, 1872; Houston Daily Telegraph, 
June 8, 1872. 

54 Galveston Daily Nĉ /s_, June 8, 18 72. 

^^Ibid., June 11, 1872. 
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This early effort at economic coercion was expen

sive in terms of lost jobs, but it was partially successful, 

Also there is a clear indication that public opinion was 

not necessarily opposed to local strikes. The effort 

ended simply because the workers were not well organized 

and the company was able to find new hands. 

A similar absence of sufficient organization and 

cooperation is characteristic of other labor disputes 

5 fi 

which occurred in the late 1870's and early 1880's. On 

January 5, 1878, for example, the News reported that engi

neers and drivers employed by the city fire department 

were unhappy because their wages were paid in depreciated 

city script. By April the police v/ere making the same 

to ten and raised the pay of the remaining policemen from 

^ In 1876 laborers on the Texas and New Orleans 
walked off the job but the strike was quickly broken. In 
1879 Houstoi:ians v/ere deprived of entertainment when a 
touring opera troupe struck. See Galveston Daily Nev/s, 
August 9, 18 76; December 3, 1879. An exception to the 
lack of organization amo.ug v/orkers v.̂as the Houston and 
Texas Central Railroad strike in 1877. This was part of 
a larger nation-v.'ide strike, and serious trouble was 
avoided in Houston by the company quickly conceding to 
employee demands. See Joseph G. Payback, A History o£ 
American Labor (paoerback ed.; New York: The Free Press, 
1966), pp. 11-1-135"̂ , and Robert V. bruce, ]^2^g Year of 
Violence" (paperback ed.; Chicago: Quadrangle Books, 1970) 
for accounts^of the "Great Strike" of 1877. For the 
Houston meetings see Galveston Dually Nev/s, July 28, 1877; 
July 29, 1377;^July 31, 1877. From all that can be deter
mined the strike had little effect in the city. 

complaint. T.he city council found a remarkably inept j 
i 

solution; it reduced the police force from seventeen men \ 
#*« 
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57 
$60 to $90, still in script. The police were "consid-

58 
erably exercised." Also in April the city street 

laborers joined in the complaints and then called a strike 

after finding their script would bring only thirty cents 

59 
on the dollar. Some abortive efforts were made by the 

city council to correct the situation, but because of the 

poor financial conditions, of the city nothing was accom

plished. The complaints and disputes continued until 

1880 when the city managed to scrape together sufficient 

funds to begin [̂ aying employees in cash. The situation 

at one time became so critical that contributions were 

solicited from m.erchants to keep the police force on active 

duty. i; 

In these efforts to secure their rightful pay the . 
i 

city workers shov/ed no inclination to organize, either •> 

politically or economically. In this particular case i t 

must be pointed out that had such organization been 

57 
Galveston Daily Ne_ws_, January 5, 1878; January 

18, 1878; April 6, 187G7'"April 7, 187 8. 

^^Ibid., April 7, 1878. 

^^Ibid., April 9, 1878; April 11, 1878. 

^°Ibid_. , August 30, 1878; August 31, 1878. 
^•^Ibid. , December 24, 1879; DecemlDer 25, 1879; 

January 31, 1880; February 11, 1880; February 18, 1880; 
February 25, 1880; March 3, 1880; May 29, 1880; August 7, 
1880. See David G. McComb, Houston: The Bayou Ci.t̂ ^ 
(Austin: University of Texas Press, 196iO , pp. 125-127, 
for a discussion of the debt situation during tViis period. 

*1 
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effected it is questionable that anything more could have 

been done to alleviate the problems created by worthless 

script. City officials, even those who were sympathic to 

the workers' plight, were unable to offer constructive 

remedies for the chaotic financial situation. 

In 1880 in another strike the union printers 

struck the Houston Post, demanding a raise from 35<: to 

40^ per thousand on composition. A surplus of printers 

and lacl; of unity among the workers enabled the Post to 

replace the striking men temporarily at the 40<̂  v;age. 

The paper then rehired the old men, excepting "strike 

6 2 leaders" at the original, lower pay. In the summer ^ 
•1 

of 1883 Houston was sweot with a rumor of an im.Dendinq * 

national telegraph strike by the operators v/ho demanded ^ 

a six-day week, an eight-hour day, a 15 percent salary ^ 

increase, seven hours for a regular night's work, o 
m 

and equal pay for v/omen performing eaual duties with ', 

63 ' i5 
men. The Post, guided by the memory of its own earlier ^ 

fi 2 

Galveston Daily Nej/s_, October 1, 1880; October 
2, 1880; October 3, 18 80. An assembly of the Knights of 
Labor made up of telegraphers and printers v.-as organized 
in Houston about 1880 but "failed because of strikes." 
This strike may have contributed to the failure of the 
local. See better, B. D. Dieustag to T. V. Powderly, 
January, 13, 1887, Catholic University, Archives, Pov/derly 
Papers. In 1885 the Post replaced striliing v/orkers v/ith 
non-union m.en. The Knights called a boycott v/hich appar
ently had little effect. See Houston Daily Post, July 14, 
1885; July 15, 1885. 

Houston Daily Post, June 26, 18 83. 
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labor problems and no doubt aware that Houston operators 

were members of the Brotherhood of Telegraphers, pointed 

out that Texas was far removed from the center of trouble 

euid warned the workers against going out on strike: 

another fact should be remembered: none who 
get mixed up prominently in such movements 
are ever forgotten. There is a black mark 
put opposite tl.̂ ir names, and v/hile they may 
by good conduct retain their positions, they 
never rise.6' 

The operators, nevertheless, struck. During the strike 

the Houston telegraph manager charged sabotage of equipment, 

and the Typographical Union said it would endeavor to dis

cover and "convict" the guilty persons. Again the 

workers did all in their power to act responsibly and to ^ 

prevent destruction of property. J 

Some degree of unity m the wage-earning community H 

was evidenced in the course of this strike. On July 29 

the three lodges of Knights of Labor m.et to devise ways to 

^'^Ibid., July 13, 1883. 

65 

Ibid., July 31, 1883. 

Ibid., July 27, 1883; July 28, 1883. 

66 

help the Houston strikers. "Liberal" contributions were ,) 

received at the meeting and a committee from each of the 

city's wards was appointed to solicit donations from con

cerned citizens. Witli a show of humianitarianism and a 

shrewd eye to public opinion, the workers in attendance 
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passed a resolution ordering any surplus moneys collected 

to be donated to the Baylands Orphan Home.^^ The Post, 

impressed by this show of support, on August 1 did an 

about face and editorialized that the Knights were usually 

"conservative" and if they supported the strike perhaps 

6 8 
the workers had legitimate grievances. 

Because of the small number of striking operators 

in Houston—probably not more than twenty--the company had 

no trouble hiring replaccuiients. By mid-August the strike 

69 
had ceased to have any effect in the city. 

Workers who belonged to minority groups, especially 

blacks, also encraged in economic action but enjoyed even 

1 

less success than t h e i r white b r o t h e r s . In 1877 the Gal- * 

veston Nev/s repor ted 200 Negro mi l l v/orkers s t r i k i n g for ^ 

higher v/ages in nearby Harr isburg and threatening to burn -J 
Ol 

the town. The men, according t o the r epor t , had armied * 

themselves, t he i >- v;ives, and ch i ld ren . A mi l i t a ry detach- ;', 

ment was quickly sent from Houston but lucki ly no violence ''^ 

occurred. The mulls simply h i red nev/ men, and the s t r i k e 

was broken. After the t h r e a t was over, the News revised 

i t s previous s to ry and repor ted t h a t "the number of Negro 

Ibid. 

^^Ibid., August 2, 1883. 

^^Ibid., August 19, 1883. In the early part of 
the strike only twel-.'s operators were involved. See 
Houston Daily Post, July 26, 1883. 
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men in arms did not at any time exceed fifty."^^ 

The most serious strike involving minorities during 

the entire period before 1889 occurred in 1880 and illus

trates the points only hinted at in other minority labor 

action. On October 5, 140 black laborers struck at the 

Direct Navigation Company wharves, at the several cotton 

compresses in Houston, and on "the different railway lines 

71 
centering [there]." At the outset of the strike two 

workers who refused to quit were "clubbed and beaten," but 

7 2 
after this initial trouble tliere v/as no more violence. 

70 , 
Galveston Daily News, August 3, 1877. See also 

Galveston Dail-.- Nev/s, /.ugust 2, 1877. Lawrence D. Rice in ^ 
The Negro .is. ̂ "Jxas 1.-74-1900 (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State 3 Universit'p Tress, 1971;, p. 187 m.entions a strike identical 
to this o.o.e only he puts the date at August, 1886. h.n * 
examination or the G.';lveston Dab̂ -bl lî îL' ''«'̂ich Rice cites i 
as his source, reveals no such incident. Rice is appar- :i 
ently in error on the date. There were several other *? 
strikes of little consequence involving minorities. On ^ 
December 12, 1878, thirty black laborers of the :4organ 
Steamship Company at Clinton struck unsuccessfully for a 
wage increase. In /lugust 1880 a strike for back v/ages -./as 
carried out by blacks on tlie creosoting worics of the 
Houston and Texas Central Railroad. The strike ended when 
the company paid the wages as they had reportedly planned 
to do all along. See Galveston Daily News, Decer.ber 12, 
1878; August 25, 1880. The Post in i8'33 Tsported attempts 
to wreck trains of the Galveston, Harrisburg, and San 
Antonio Railroad and i:;,plied the work v/as being carried 
out by discharged black bra];emen. See Houston Daily Post, 
November 13, 1883. There was, in 1880, some sort of guild 
among Chinese laundry operators, as the News reported on 
February 10, 1880, that one Ah Hong had his life threatened 
by his fellov/s for slashing prices. 

^•^Houston Daily Post, October 6, 1880; Galveston 
Daily News, October 6, 1880. 

"^^Ibid.; Galveston Daily :;ews, October 6, 1880. 
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Two militia units, the Houston Light Guard and the Texas 

Old Guard, which had been called out at the first hint of 

conflict, remained in readiness throughout the day. The 

blacks, at times numbering as many as 300, held meetings 

on October 6 and 7 and were addressed by J. G. Tracy and 

the Negro leader Richard Allen. Both men urged peaceful 

methods. 

The strikers, following this advice, presented a 

petition to their employers, demanded a wage of two dollars 

per day, and vowed to refuse to work until their demand 

74 
was met. The railroad and cotton men, meanwhile, brought 

75 in seventy-five Mexican-American strike breakers. 

Arriving on the evening of the seventh, these men on the 

7 3 

Galveston Daily Nev.-s, October 6, 1880. 

Houston Daily Post, October 7, 1880. 

"^^Galveston Daily News, October 8, 1880. 
^^Ibid., October 9, 1880. 
"̂ "̂ Ibid., October 10, 1880. 

f 
1 
fti 

morning of the eighth were at work on the compresses and -
I 

the wharves. A force of thirty special police v/as sworn ft 

in on the night the Mexicans arrived and despite the ^̂  

7 6 a 

absence of violence they were kept on duty. The blacks, * 

meanwhile, policed their own ranks to eliminate the possi- ^ 

77 
bility of drunkenness, disorder, or "brag talk." 

The strikers did attract some support. There v/ere 
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reports of "certain merchants contributing supplies" to 

the men and the strikers unrealistically claimed to have 

7 8 
enough money to sustain themselves for thirty days. 

The workers also took steps to gain the friendship of the 

Mexicans. October 10 was the first Sunday of the strike 

and thereby the first day off for the strikebreakers. The 

blacks took advantage of the opportunity to talk with the 

new men and managed to win some converts. Eleven of the 

79 

Mexicans refused to return to v/ork on Monday. Unfor

tunately, minor victories such as these were not suffi

cient. Public support was weakened by reports of arson. 

Most critically the companies involved simply had far 
I 

superior resources. On October 12 the walkout was virtu- • 

ally over, and by the twenty-first the conflict was ended 

i 
and the last of the strikebreakers "were shipped up the > 

4 - 1 ^ ..80 central road. 

^^Houston Daily Post, October 9, 1880; Galveston 
Daily News, October 10, 1880. 

Galveston Daily Nc-/:-, October 12, 1880. 

3 
il This strike, which involved only minority groups, 
1 

fits, better than any other of this period the classic 'î  

stereotype of nineteenth century labor conflict. The 

workers went out, received little public support, and 

were finally defeated in the face of official hostility 

80 Ibid., October 13, 1880; October 21, 1880. 
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and apathy on rhe part of their fellow citizens and most 

of their fellow workers. It is of course true that the 

Knights were not sufficiently organized in 1880 to be of 

much help, but it is doubtful if the Houston Knights would 

have aided blacks under any circumstances. Throughout the 

course of the strike the entire matter was viewed as a 

concern of Negroes and not one of general consequence to 

Houston workers. 

The next major strike to effect Houston further 

illustrates t!ie difficulty of black and white cooperation 

81 
in economic miatters. In 1885 the Mallory Steamship Line 

replaced striking union longshoremen in New York City v/ith 

non-union black m.en. The Knights of Labor in Galveston, j 

Texas, called a sympathy strike against the line. The 

company in turn hired blac': strikebreakers at the Texas 

8 2 
port, and the Galveston Knights called a general walk.out. 

81 
There v/as a rinor strike against the Houston Post 

in 1885 which was quickly broken. Local Knights did boy
cott the publication. See Knights of Labor, Proceedings 
of the State Convention (Austin, Tex., 1885), p. 12. In 
Septemoer 1885 there was a strike scare on the Southern 
Pacific Railroad, but there were no serious results. See 
Galveston Daily N J W S , September 20, 1885. in October there 
was a minor strike at the Howard Oil Miil, but it v/as 
quickly ended. Galveston Dc'ily News, October 12, 1885. 

^^Rice, The Necro iui T->xas 1874-1900, p. 307; 
Galveston Daily News, Novemijer 5, 183 5. 

Despite the boycott in Galveston, the Mallory Line con- 9 
• i 

1 
t i n u e d t o o p e r a t e v / i t h s t r i k e b r e a . k e r s , l o c a l f r e i g h t , and i|i 
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goods shipped by barge down the bayou from Houston. 

On November 7 Houston Knights attempted to expand 

the strike to their city. The Direct Navigation Company 

had Negro laborers employed at their wharf on the north

east side of Buffalo Bayou. The Knights decided to induce 

the workers to strike the company. After an initial 

failure, a number of men, both white and blac):, arrived 

at the wharf and in the name of the Knights of Labor 

ordered the laborers to quit work. The order apparently 

carried little weight v/ith the blacks; they continued to 

roll cotton. The Knights then threw themselves in front 

of the bales, work stopped, and H. Kramer, senior master ^ 
'I 

workman of Phoenix Assembly No. 3925, proclaim.ed the strike 1 
..-'I 

8 4 ^ 
officially inaugurated. ^ The Knights remained to guard I 

l 
the cotton, and aside from a short period spent putting a J 

Galveston Daily Ne'-ŷ , November 7, 1885. 

^^Ibid., November 8, 1885. 

« 
tarpaulin over the bales all was quiet on the wharf. » 

I 
Early in the afternoon of the seventh most of the ,i 

3 
Knights left to attend a union meeting--a frequent and ^ 

usually non-productive exercise--leaving only a few men 

on guard. Captain J. J. At):inson, superintendent of the 

company, took advantage of the situation and immediately 

ordered his laborers back to work. Com; any officials also 

told the workers that the issue v/as "white laboring men 
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against the colored laboring men."^^ A black Knight 

argued to no avail that the real contest was "labor 

8 fi 
against monopoly." At this point, the remainder of the 

Knights, having been informed of the new turn of events, 

emerged from what must have been one of the shortest union 

meetings in the history of Houston labor and rushed to the 

wharf. The Knights again ordered the company men to stop 

work, and for a time the situation was rather tense. Vio

lence, however, was avoided, work stopped, and seventy to 

8 7 
100 Knighits again guardel tho cotton. 

Apparently the union argument of "labor against 

monopoly" had some effect. The News reported that the 

trouble precipitated a suspension of work in the shops of 

the East and West '̂ cxas Railv/ay and the Texas Western. 

These men were probably white, but lumber mills in the 

Ibid. 

Ibid. 

87-rK-̂  Ibid. 

8 8 
See Ruth L. Allen, Chapters in the History o£ 

Organized Labor in Texas (Au.stin: University of Texas 
Press, 1941), pp. '173, 199; Rutli A. A.llen, Easjt Texas^ Lum
ber Vvorkers: An Economic and Social Picture_, i 870- 1. 250 
(Austin:' University of Texas P7"ess, i:;5i:, pp. 54, 73, 75 

'A 

i 

'4 

City were also shut down in a demonstration of sympathy ,;< 

8 8 5 
and their laborers were largely black. All striking i 

) 

railroad, lumiber mill, and dock men were discharged, and ^ 

officials of the Direct Navigation Company sent a petition 
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to the County Judge stating their belief that the contra ' 

89 
of the wharf by the Knights was illegal. Superintendent 

Atkinson also wired Governor John Ireland, described the 

situation, and claimed that neither the Harris County 

sheriff nor the city mayor was willing to protect company 

90 
property. Atkinson requested that the governor order 

the sheriff to protect the property of the Direct Naviga

tion Company. On the evening of November 7 Governor 

Ireland advised Atkinson to go to a lawyer, secure a writ 

authorizing the sheritf to summon a posse to protect the 

property, and added, "If all are unable to execute it by 

reason of a powerful resistance, I v/ill order the military 

,.91 

89 
Galveston Daily News, November 8, 1885; November 

9, 1885. 
9 0 
This charge may hi: true. Early in 1886 the 

Knights of Labor supported and secured the election of 
Daniel C. Smith. The mavor in 1885, William R. Baker, 
may have moved slowly to avoid alienating v/orkcrs. The 
telegram is reprinted in the Galveston DajJ-v_ News, November 
8, 1885. 

Galveston Daily News, November 8, 18 85. 

92 
^ Ibid. 

-I. 
to aid him. " On the same evening txhe Governor wired the 3 

..'fe 

sheriff ordering him to call out the Houston Light Guard l» 
9 2 , -t 

should such action prove necessary. No action v/as ta.<en, jJ 
nai 

and the com^pany, because of rumors of im.pending property .n 

destruction, felt it necessary to hire private detectives, pj 

and they, along with the Kniglits of Labor, stood guard ^ 
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93 

As it turned out, the strike ended, as it had 

94 
begun, because of events m Galveston. The conflict 

in that city began to decrease in intensity and the effects 

were felt in Houston. On November 9, the guards were with

drawn, and discharged workers were rehired by the railroads 

95 
and lumber mills. Also tho black laborers were back on 

the Direct Navigation wharf loading cotton. This state of 

affairs lasted for only an hour. At 8:00 a.m. the black 

hands quit work, demanding a raise in wages from $1.75 to 

96 $2.00 per day. The striking blacks did not gain the 

support of the Knights and their unsuccessful walkout 

lasted only one day. By NovemlDer 10 "the wharf . . . [was] ' 

9 7 ft* 

only disturbed ho the sounds of labor." *^ 

\ 

9 3 3 i 
Ibid., November 9, 18 85. ,' 

94 I 
Ibid. , November 12, 1885. An arbitration com- j 

mittee sett].el the strike and recom.m.er.ded that there be no a 
discrimination in employment because of race and that first J 
preference in hiring be given to men who v/ere at work on 
the wharf at the time of the strike. 

Ibid., November 9, 1885. The report also claimed 
the Knights made gains because of the strike. This is the 
peak of Knight power in the city, and they might have 
gained some mombors because of the strike; hov/ever, much of 
the growth had already occurred } rior to the end of 1885. 

^^Ibid., November 10, 18 85. 

^^Ibid., November 11, 1885. This may not have 
ended the hostility tc'//ard the compan/'. /^tkinson kept 
detectives on the payroll and on November 26 a mysterious 
fire destroyed cotton and damaged a barge bê onyi.n-- to the 
Direct Navigation Company. There is no evidence of foul 
play in this incident. See Galveston Doily News, N^oyember 
26, 1885. 
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There are several significant features of this 

leODor conflict. The Knights made every effort to avoid 

violence and throughout the course of the strike conducted 

themselves in a responsible manner. Local citizens and, 

if company complaints were true, local authorities showed 

no hostility to the workers. Unfortunately for the cause 

of the workers, however, there was little unity among 

whites and blacks. The Knights were successful in securing 

the cooperation of some Negroes as evidenced by the walkout 

of lumber mill workers early in the strike. However, once 

their objectives were attained the members of the Order 

proved unv/illing to support the demands of black v/harf 

laborers; instead the Negroes were abandoned. The unhappy 

yet rather obvious conclusion is that the Houston Knights 

of Labor v/ere more interested in using the blacks to fur- » 
4 

ther the aims of the Order than in using the Order as a ' 

^h' 

means of furthering the interests of all workers. The Ĵ  

reasons for the failure of white members of the Order to ^ 

concern themselves actively v/ith the problems of blacks 

were the same as those v/hich hampered cooperative organi

zational activity. Blacks, as common laborers, did not 

threaten to lo,/er the wages of most organized whites, and 

blacks seldom worked as strikebreakers in Houston. These 

economic factors combined v/ith the prevailing racist 

social attitude to create an environment in which it was 

simDler for v/hite v/orkers merely to ignore Negro v/age 
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earners. 

Between 1885 and 1889 there were several other 

strikes in the city, all of which exhibited many of the 

same characteristics as the earlier conflicts such as the 

presence of public sympathy, a minimum ov violence, and a 

serious lack of organization on the part of the workers. 

On February 15, 1886, the News reported a walkout of 

brakemen in the Louisiana division of the Southern 

9 8 Pacific. The men were demanding a raise from $50 to $65 

per month v.h.ich they claim.ed v/ould put them on a par v/ith 

99 other lines. Houston brakemen determined to join the 

strike if sal:.ries v/-re not increased within twenty-four 

hours. On February 17, the Houston men went out. The 

strike spread throughout the Louisiana and Morgan divisions, 

and by thic nineteenth its effects v/ere being felt in 

Houston. The road began to lay off laborers and clerks 

100 ^^. < 

^^Ibid., February 15, 1886. 

^^Ibid., February 21, 1886. 

Houston bra-.emen had orcanized a brotherhood in 
1885. It consisted of about fifty members. Galveston 
Daily News, February 17, 1886. 

•'•̂ "'"Galveston Daily News, February 19, ]886. See 
also Ibid., February 18, 1886; February 20, 1886. 

-'1 

because of the declirje in business. By the twenty- *̂  

second possibly as many as 250 men in Houston were out of ^ 

work because of the trouble. On the afternoon of the 
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twenty-second, however, the matter was settled with the 

workers receiving their raises. ° Thus the strike was 

successful but probably because the brakemen all along 

the lines were able to cooperate with one another rather 

than because of any internal unity within the local labor 

community. Again in this strike, as in others, there is 

no evidence of violence or irresponsible beliavior on the 

part of Houston workers. 

No other labor activity of note occurred in the 

10 3 city until later in 1887. On Novemljer 16 of that year 

s 

-'•̂ Îbid . , February 21, 1886. 

In Februar;.' 1886 there was an unsuccessful effort \ 
made by Knights to boycott the fir:\ of Hamilton and Mason. :,j 
See Galveston Dail-.̂  Ne-.vs, :bu:ruary 26, 1886. There was » 
also a brief Sc'ut:".-.rn Pacific yarcian's strike in Houston i 
in April of 1866 and a m.inor v/alkout at the Houston Rolling j 
Mill in May. Neither group of workers was unio.nized. See 
Galveston Daily News, Aprii 3, 1886; May 25, 1886. In 1836 
and 1887 Houston's clerks v/ho had organized in 1886 
attempted to bring about an early closing movement but \ 
failed in both atterpts. See Galveston D'-.il-- Nev/s, April 1 
25, 1886; Aoril 26, 1886; Houston pa.i_l\- Post, April 8, 1 
1887; April'26, 1887; April 28, 1887; May 17 1887; May 4, 
1887. Houston did not become involved in the Great South
west Strike of 1886. The city v/as, hov/evLr, slightly 
effected by the Capitol Strike v/hich Ruth Allen describes 
in her work, Chapters in tli_e Histp]-/ of̂  Organized Labor in 
Texas. In May of 13'3 6 sixty-loul ..cottish stonecutters 
were secretly brought to Houston by train and then were 
carried to Austin. Tiie Knights of Labor in Galveston 
expected the stonecutters to arrive in that city by steam
ship and v/ere prepar-id to prevent their departure to 
Austin. The strikebreakers were rô ited throunh Houston 
to avoid detection. See Galveston Daily h<_gos_, May 3, 18 86 
and May 4, 1886. For an account of the "Southwest Strike 
see Ruth A. Allen, The_ Great Southwest Strike (Austin: 
University of Texas Press, 1942). 
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switchmen who worked in the Hou.sion .'hops of the Southern 

104 Pacific struck for higher wages. The pay scale had 

been $2.15 for the ten-hour day and $2.25 for an eleven-

hour night shift. The strikers demanded $2.50 and ten-

105 hour shifts for both night and day wojkers. The men 

had presented their demand on Sunday, November 13, and on 

Wednesday the sixteenth, having received no reply, they 

1 0 fi 
decided to quit work until an answer was received. The 

company claimed the switchmen were better paid tlian those 

on other roads, summarily dis.missed the strikers, and sliut 

down shops in both Houston aiid Harrisburg thereby depriving 

107 other employees of work. On the morning of the eigh-
M 

teenth an attem.ot v/as made to send a train out from the >, 

yard but to no avail; brakem.-n refused to worl: v/ith "scabs." 

The only hint of violence was a charge that two strikers 

had tampered v/ith the train's air brakes and used "ugly 

language" while attempting to prevent the engine from , 
I 

going out. The men were arrested but released due to lack ^ 

Houston Daily Post, N̂ oven±>er 17, 1887. The 
switchmen of Houston struck in 1885 for higher wages and 
won their strike. See c;alveston Daily News, December 8, 
1885. The sv/itchmcn were planning to organize a broti;er-
hood late in 1887. See Houston D̂ iju/ ^P^_^.' hovoi?ber 5, 
1887. The strike m.u/ have set them bacn; os city direc
tories fail to list a sv/itclv; n's union until late in the 
1890's. 

105 

' i b i d . , Noveincr^r 1 8 , 1 8 8 7 . 

H o u s t o n D a i l y P o s t , N^ovember 1 7 , 1 8 8 7 . 

106. 

107 I b i d . , NovemiDor 1 8 , 1 8 8 7 ; N^ovcm,oer 1 9 , 18 8 7 . 
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of evidence. 

Switchmen of the Missouri Pacific and the Gulf, 

Colorado, and Santa Fe yard in Houston and Southern Pacific 

109 men in Galveston went out in sympathy. Despite this 

support the Houston railway firemen, conductors, and engi

neers refused to endorse the switchmen. A possible 

explanation for the absence of more assistance was the 

nature of the strikers' demands. Despite the workers 

arguments that thoy were underpaid, it v/as difficult to 

win support for their dem^ands when in truth they v/ore 

drawing higher v/ages than sv/itchmen on most other lines. 

Despite the lack of general support, the strike 

was of concern to Houston businessmen. On the eighteenth 

a citizen's committee made up of some of the more "prom

inent residents" of Houston met with the strikers but were 

unsuccessful in securing a settlement. Significantly, 

•"•̂ Îbid., Novem.ber 19, 1887. 

109 Ibid., November 20, 183 7; November 23, 18 87. 

-"•-̂ Îlbid. , November 19, 1887. 

Ill-,, . -, Ibia . 

« 

111 ^. . .. . 
I 

the businessmen did not condemn the strike; they merely , 

tried to serve as mediators. Gradually the various rail- •* 

roads were able to hire replacements and the walkout slo'//ly 

died. Finally on December 3, three weeks after the initial 

walkout, the switchmen admitted defeat and officially 
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112 
called off the effort. Once again the men had exhibited 

initiative and responsibility in attempting to improve 

their economic condition. Their failure was due to inex

perience and the absence of class unity, not worker alien

ation, overt public hostility, or any detectable anti-labor 

bias on the part of city officials. 

Thus, between 1865 and 1889 workers were both 

politically and economically active. For the most part 

success in both areas was ham.pered by the absence of a 

strong class consciousricss and the inability, due to racial 

prejudice, to achieve cooperation between white and black 

wage earners. However, when workers were given some sense 

of unity by affiliation v/ith national organizations such 

as railroad brotherhoods or the Knights of Labor they 

exhibited som.e of their future potential. Also, labor 

activity in the quarter century following the Civil War 

clearly demonstrated that the Houston v/orker acted as a 

other citizens of the city. Such acceptance v/as demon

strated by the ability of the workers to support actively 

and at times to elect candidates for local offices. Also 

indicative of community sympathy for the cause of the wage 

earner was his freedom to participate in striJ^es without 

a-i.i 

iSHifl 

I 
I 

J 
part of his community and his activism was accepted by the ^ 

•̂ --̂ Îbid., November 24, 1887; NoveiTiî cr 25, 1887; 
December 4, 1887. 
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provoking community wrath. In fact the worker often won 

the support of other Houstonians. 

This type of support was perhaps partially due to 

the isolation of the Houston labor movement from the cur

rents which were determining the course of national labor. 

For example, neither the "Great Strike of 1877" nor the 

Southwest Strike had much direct effect in Houston. Yet, 

in spite of the relative isolation, the Houston Post 

occasionally spoke out on national ]abor affairs. In 1887 

the Post was especially concerned. On Î ebi uaiy 6, an 

editorial asserted that national strikes were caused by 

"high salaried" labor leaders and only hurt workingmen. 

In May Henry George was branded as a "dangerous enemy," ^' 

and in N'ovember the Post informed its readers that the ^ 

alleged Haym.arket bombers were anarchists v;ho should be 

executed so that the "lav/less element" would be miade aware •, 
i 
k 

that true Americans were opposed to "violence and blood- , 
113 

shed . . . [being used] against organized society." * 

Most Houstonians v/ould probably have agreed with the Post. 

Most, hov/ever, would also make a definite distinction 

between "villains" like Hen̂ -y George, "labor agitators" 

and anarchists," and their own home tov/n wage earners. 

The radicals and agitators were far removed in the minds 

•'••̂ "̂ Ibid., February 6, 1887; May 13, 1887; November 
10, 1887. 
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of most citizens. Houston laborers were friends and 

neighbors, not "troublemakers." 

A number of these many characteristics of the 

Houston labor movement were formed by the city's partic

ular development and are therefore perhaps unique. Yet 

it is possible to make some valid comparisons. As previ

ously pointed out, the Houston experience is similar to 

what Gutman found in other small towns and cities. This 

is especially tru^ in relation to worker acceptance and 

activism. Moreover, th.e domiincmce and t>uccess of the 

Knights of Labor prior to 1890 was not peculiar to Houston. 

The strength of the Knights in the industrial Northeast is 

well-known. Possibly not so v/idely known was the activity 

of the Order in the South and in Texas. Noted Southern 

historian C. Vann Woodward points out that the history of 

the Knights in the South "confutes the legend of the 

Southern worker's indifference to unionism" and that the 

Order "figured conspicuously in the politics of several 

cities" such as Richmond, Lynchburg, Macon, Mobile, 

114 Jacksonville, Vicksburg, and Anniston. In Texas Knights 

of Labor enjoyed at lear.t som.e economic success in San 

Antonio and Waco and was probably strong in other Texas 

cities. Moreover, the Order also had som.e impact on state 

I 

J 

•''"^Woodward, Origins of the Now South, pp. 229-
230. ^ ' 
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115 and local politics. in addition Houston workers 

probably shared another common feature with workingmen's 

movements in other small towns and cities. It was laying 

a base upon which a stronger, more unified, and conse

quently more successful labor movement could be built in 

the years between 1889 and 1914. 

ns 
Harold D. Shai^iro, "The Labor Movement in San 

Antonio, Texas, 1865-1915," Southwo^stern Social Science 
Quarterly, XXXVI (June, 1955)", iGi-i';27 idee, The Negro 
in Texas, p. 19 2; Barr, Rcconstructi on to Reform, PD. 9 3-
110. 

I 
I 



CHAPTER VI 

TRADE UNIONISM 1890-1914: ORGANIZATION 

The establishment of the Houston Labor Council in 

1889 is symbolic of the transition of the workingman's 

movement from the idealistic visionary "reform unions" of 

the Knights of Labor to the more pragi; itic trade organi

zation. The change \/as neither immediate nor dramatic. 

Rather, in the years betv/een 1889 and 1914, the v/orking-

man's m.ovcment gradually becam.e better organized, stronger, 

and more influential th.m it had been in the quarter 

century follo-./ing the Civil War. f 
I 

Partially reflective of the grov/th of organizable ^ 

trades and industries -was the increasinc n'umber of trade I 
% 
P organizations established after 1889 in Houston. In » 

Hon--ton City Dirr-ctory 18 8 4-18_85 (Houston: 
Morrison and Fourny, 183 4) pp. 3'.4-34*7; Calves ton Daily 
News, October 25, 1385; Houston Ci ' v r;irectory 1892-189 3 
(Houston: Morrisosi and Fouimy, 1892), ^g. o0-69. 
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m 

1885 there had been only 7 such unions -./ith a combined '. 

meiTibershio of aurjroxiartelv 370. By 189 3 Houston boasted •> 
"i 

1 > 
18 trade unions v/ith a total active membership of 1,076. 
These uniosis represented a variety of crafts ranging from 
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railroad brotherhoods to postal clerk, painters, and 

2 

street car workers. The activiti. of the Labor Council— 

composed of two delegates from eac filiate union—also 

reflected the change. In 3 891 Cot leaders initiated 

plans to provide meml^er unions witn central accommodations 

and modern record keeping services. Furthermore, council 

members were frequently reminded of the need to organize 
3 

all crafts. The suggestions were somev/hat effective, for 
by 1900 tiiere wore 38 labor organizations operating in 

4 
Houston, representing 1,611 members. 

The Knights of Labor, whose dominance v/as being 

seriously challenged in the decade of the 1890's, made 

some effort to adjust to the changing situation and compete » 

with the trade unions. In 189 8, for example, the 

Amalgamated Association of Street Railv/ay Employees of 

America protested that the Knights were "trying to induce 

2 
Houston City Directory 1392-1893, np. 60-69; 

Houston Dozly Post, June 13, 1890; October 6, 1890; March 
31, 1891; February 22, 1392; June 12, 1892; December 10, 
1892. 

Houston Daily Post, July 10, 1891; April 3, 1891; 
May 13, 189 4; August 27, 139 4; Septer.ber 4, 189 4; August 
30, 1895; September 2, 1894; Septeinl̂ er 3, 1895; September 
8, 1896; Letter, J. S. Nwope to John W. Hayes, Septeirber 
25, 1891, Catholic University, /archives, Hayes Papers. 

''Houston City Directory 180 0 (Houston: Morrison 
and Fourmy, 1899), pg ,~3 6'y-jhT. Four of these were lodges 
of the Knights of Labor. 

i 
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[their] members to withdraw from [the] association and 

affiliate with the K. of L."^ By 1900 the Knights had 

successfully established, in competition with A F L 

locals, an assembly of musicians and one of bakers and 

confectioners. Fortunately, not all time and energy was 

expended in divisive competition. In 1891 a Houston 

Knight expressed glowing support of the Labor Council, and 

in 1897 locals of the Order were represented in the 
7 

central body. 

Perhaps the m.ost unusual of all the trade unions 

to be organised in the period after 1889 was the Houston 
g 

Firemen's Union. In 1896, after a prolonged debate over 

costs and efficiency, a paid fire department was 

Houston (Texas) Amalgamiated Association of Street 
Railv/ay Em.ployees of P̂ .m.erica, Minutes of Meetings, meeting 
of July 6, 139 3. 

Houston City Directory 1900-1901 (Houston: 
Morrison and Four.-'.y, 1003;, pp. 411-413. 

7 
Grady Lee .Mullennix, "A History of the Texas 

State Federation of Labor" (unpublisl^ea Ph.D. dissertation, 
University of Texas, 1955), p. 42; Letter, J. S. Swope to 
John W. Hayes, September 25, 1891, Catholic University 
Archives, Hayes Papers. 

p 
Also of interest is the State Federation of 

Labor. In 19 00 Houston v/orkers helpel to organize the 
Federation. It originally affiliated v/ith the /A.F.L. but 
withdrew in January of 1902 in an effort to attract the 
railroad brotherhoods. The effort failed ar̂ d in November 
1902 it renewed association with the national orga]̂ .i7!ation. 
See Mullennix, "A History of the Texas State Federation 
of Labor," pp. 14, 22-24. 
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established in the city. Nine years later, in 1902, the 

Houston firemen formed a union. It was claimed in 190 3 

that the Houston organization was the only one of its type 

in the South and the first such union established in the 

entire nation. The experiment was initially successful, 

and the firemens organization even established a credit 

] 2 union for the economic benefit of its membership. In 

1908, however, after the rumor began to circulate that 

the city administration v/as opposed to the organization, 

both membership and funds began to declin-j and the union 

13 died. Tiie death of the organization may also be 

9 
Houston Daily Post, January 2, 1892; December 5, 

1892; December 17, ^i92; Locs-ber 17, 1892; December 31, 
1892; January 3, 139 3; January 7, 159 3; February 25, 
189 3; April 13, 1393; May 31, 1893; Charles D. Green, 
The Fire Hi enters of Houston 1338-1915 (n.p., 1915), p. 
29. The exact cate of establishm.ent of the paid 
departm.ent is unknov/n. Green gives 189 4, but the May 
31, 189 3, Houston Post states that a paid departm.ent 
would be im.ple."":;nted on the follov/ing day. David G. 
McComb, Houston: The Bs-'ou Citv (Austin: University « 
of Texas Press, 1970), p."l28, gives 1894 as the date. \ 

Texas State Federation of Labor, Proceedir.gs 
of the Sixth Annual Convention (Fort Worth, Tex., 19 0 3), 
pp. 12-13. 

•'-'''Ibid. , p . 12 . 

1 2 
I b i d . , pp . 1 2 - 1 3 ; Texas S t a t e F e d e r a t i o n of 

Labor, P r o c e e d i n y s of th.e E i g h t h Annual Conv^sntion ( n . p . , 
19 05) , p . 4 3N '̂..rcTen, The F i r e FicjOtero ot Hous ton , p . 
131. 

13 
Green, The Fire Fiahtcrs of Houston, p. 131. 

There is no evidence of hostility to the union, but 
neither is there any evidence of its existence after 190 8, 
therefore. Green's account is possibly accurate. 
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reflective of some anti-labor sentiment which grew out of 

a major street car strike in 1904. 

The demise of one weak union was, of course, 

inconsequential to the overall labor movement. In 1905 

Houston was one of the leading labor cities in the state, 

second only to Galveston in voting strength in the State 

14 
Federation. The central council also continued to grov/. 

In 1907, according to one representative, there were 30 

affiliated trade organizations in Houston representing a 

total of 2,500 r.;er.bers. J^dditio: ally there were cibout 

2,500 railroad workers organized in the various brother

hoods . 

Although the Labor Council and, indeed most workers, 

were eager to encourage this nc.-/ growth, all unions were 

not locked upon with equal favor by those already organized. 

In 190 3 a Houston local of the American Labor Union--an 

outgrowth of the Western Labor Union--applied for m.ember-

ship in the Labor Council. The A.L.U. v/as socialistic in 

ideology and therefore opposed to the "bread and butter" 

Texas State Federation of Labor, Pî occed.inQŜ  of 
the Eighth Annual Convrnti.on, p. 3. Houston tiaa twenty-
three votes, Galveston,' tv/enty-f ive. Each union received 
one vote for 100 morbers or less, one additional vote for 
each additional hundred. Central bodies received three 
votes . 

Texas State Federation of Labor, Proceedings 
of the Tenth Annual Convention (n.p., 1907), pp. 67-68. 
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unionism of the A,F,L,*'' Houston officials sought advice 

from Samuel Gompers regarding their response to the request 

for affiliation, and in October 1903 were informed by 

Gompers that the A,L.U. was "antagonistic" to the aims 

and goals of the A.F.L. and, therefore, should not be 

granted representation in the city's central council. 17 

The Houston central body v/as probably merely 

seeking confirmation of its own position on the matter. 

Organized Houston workingr.ion were conservative, pragmatic, 

and disinclined to eibrace unions or political parties 

18 with a proclivity tov>/ard the left. 

Organized labor in the city suffered somewhat in 

the years bet-./ecn 190 4 and 190 8. The nu.mbver of unions 

remained constant, but thev faced the coiTibined difficulty 

4 >i, 

; ! ' ' . • • 

Josephi G. Payback, A History of Am.erican Labor 
(paperback ed.; New York: The Free Press,'1966), pp. 235-
237; Letter, Samuel Gompers to A. Hamelin, October 17, 
1908, Library of Congress, .'lanuscript Division, Gcm.pers 
Letterbooks. Tho Am.erican Labor Union sent delegates to 
the 19 0 4 meeting which called for the June 19 0 5 convention 
that created the Industrial Workers of the V.'orld. 

17 
Letter, Samuel Gompers to A. Hamelm, October 

27, 1903, Library of Congress, :ianuscript Division, 
Gompers Letterbooks. The A. L.U. also received a cool 
reception by the State Federation of Labor. In the eighth 
convention an A.L.U. representative v/as refused admission. 

18 
See Chapters V and VII for a discussion of 

political activity. N'o organization \/hicn could be 
termed radical was popular in Houstcui. Ivor̂ ier activity, 
both in politics and strikes, exhibited conservativism 
and restraint. 

f 
I 

i n ; 
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of financial setbacks and general apathy. The lethargy 

was evident in 1906 when Houston organizations were not 

represented in full strength at the meeting of the State 

Federation of Labor. One delegate claimed that labor in 

the community had been in poor shape for the previous two 

20 
years. In 1907 Houston representation at the state 

meeting was eleven votes, less than half the 1905 total. ̂•'" 

Delegates blamed the decline in attendance and interest 

on the Panic of 1907 and neglect on the part of A.F.L. 

22 

organizers. Indeed, the Houston Lcibor Council con

sistently ask.ed the A.F.L. to send organizers to Houston, 
23 apparently to little avail. Also contributing to the 

general debility was a disastrous street car workers strike 

in 190 4. The strike, supported morally and financially 

by the Houston Labor Council, hurt the image of unions in 

19 
The city directories for the years 1904-1908 

l i s t a larqc number of unions. There v/ere forty-se\'en " 
in 1907. ' J 

20 
In 1906 Houston had only sixteen votes at the 

State Federation m.ceting. See Texas State Federation of 
Labor, Proceedincs of the Nint!". Annual Convention (Cleburne, 
Tex., 1906)7 pp. 7-17. 

21 
Texas State Federation of Labor, Proceedings of 

the Tenth Annual Convention, pp. 9-10. 
22 
Texas State Federation of Labor, Proceecm.ngs of 

the Eleventh Annual Convention (n.p., 1908), p. 46."" Texas 
State Federation of Labor, Proceedi ngs of the Tv/elfth 
Annual Convention (Cleburne, Tex., 19097, p. 82. 

23 
Houston (Texas) Labor CounciJ , ."iinutes of 

Meetings, meetings of 1912-1914. 

^ 
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general and left the Council with a debt which was not 

fully liquidated until 1910.^^ 

The setbacks were, however, only temporary. In 

1911 Houston's representation in the State Federation 

meeting had increased; in that year the city was entitled 

25 
to 27 votes. In 1911 the 40 labor organizations in the 

2 fi 
city had memberships totaling 3,575 workers. By 1914 

the number of unions had increased to 50 and membership 

reached approximately 5,39 7, at least 21.5 percent of the 

27 total work force. The m.ost fully organized crafts were 

24 
Houston Labor Journal, September 15, 1914. See 

also Chapter VII for a full acco-unt of the strike. The 
Panic of 139 3 hau a decided effect on the city. The 
damage done to the labor movemient was not reported, but 
it is probable that some adverse effects were felt. 

Texas State Federation of Labor, Proceedings cf 
the Fourteenth .Annual Convention (n.p., 1911), p. 7. 

Houston City Directory 1910-1911 (Houston: 
Morrison and Fourmy, 1910), pp. 57-58. 

Texas (Knoxville: H. W. Crew and Co., 19i2), p. 30 6; S. 
0. Young, A Thumbnail History of the Citv o£ Houston, 
Texas from Its Founding in ih35 i^ the VoVr 1912 (Houston: 
Rein and Sons, Co., 1912/^7 p. 14 5; Houstcui'Vi i:y P^hJ_^Si^zZh 
1913 (Houston: Morrison and Four.mcV', 1913), pp. 06-60. 
The exact size of the v/ork foi'ce and the numbjer of organ
ized v/orkers is not kno'./n. The city directory lists 5,39 7 
organized v/or^ers in 1913. Both Young and Carroll, using 
figures supplied by Max Andrew, c.ierk of the ĥ arris County 
Criminal Court, and editor of the Houston Labo_r Journal, 
claim 55 percent organization which, again using their 
figures for the total work force, would put the number of 
organized workers at 13,870. Their figures liave been used 
for the total nurrber of worl-ers but the city directory, 
which is more conservative, has l̂ een used for the number 
of union mî nibers. If using total male wor]:ers only, the 

I 

27 I 
B. H. Carroll Jr., Standard History of Houston, ^ 
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plumbers, printers, brickmasons, plasterers, stone cutters, 

and marble cutters, each boasting nearly 100 percent. 

Unskilled workers were, of course, the least organized, 

2 8 probably not more than 10 percent. This dismal state 

was partially due to the fact that trade union members, 

who were the only workers with the means and influence to 

effect organization, made no real effort to encourage the 

29 unskilled to unionize. The unorganized state of the 

unskilled had little direct economic effect on the skilled 

wor]:er; thus, th.e skilled felt no inducemient to bring 

these men and v/omen into the labor movement. 

By 1914 other gains had been made in the form of 

agreements for the purpose of furthering cooperation 

within a particular group of allied trades. These included 

a Building Trades Council, a Metal Trades Council, an 

Allied Printing Trades Council, and the Federated Shopm.en 

30 S!'^ 
which represented the various railroad brotherhoods. 

percentage figure would be 36.0 percent of the vv'ork force 
unionized. The figure is probably something between 20 
and 60 percent. 

^^Carroll, Standard History of Houston, Texas, 
pp. 306-309. 

^^Texas State Federation of Labor, Proceedincis 
of the Fifteenth Ann.ual Conver.tion. (Palestine, Tex., 
1912), p. hh'. Gee Ci'.a.te'rs fv and VII for an explanation 
of this lack of interest. 

-^^Houston City_ Director- 1907 (Houston: Morrison 
and Fourmy , 19 0 7),Tp".' 50-727' |]ô «̂ston Ci_ly Dij^ectorv 
1910-1911, po. 57-58'; Houston Ci7v Directory iĥ -î  (I.ouston: 
Morn s on and F o ur ray , 17i 2)7 PP .'50-60; Houston ît̂ i 

lb 
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These were in addition to the Labor Council which by 1914 

had approximately thirty affiliate unions. "̂•'' 

Houston workers, in addition to exhibiting an 

interest in advancing the workingmen's movement in their 

own city, also assumed positions of leadership in the 

State Federation. In 1902, for example. Max Andrew, a 

member of the Houston Typographical Union and publisher 

of the Houston Labor Journal, became president of the 
39 

state organization. " Andrev/ v/as representative not only 

of the number of Houstonians v/h.o served the Federation in 

various capacities but also of the basic conservativism 

of the entire Houston labor moyement. Grady Mullennix 

in his study of the State Federation of Labor points out 

that "the aum.inistration of .Max Andrew v/as the period of 

greatest conservatism during the first decade of the 

Federation's history," and "Max Andrew was a labor leader 

33 of the Gomocrs' tradition. . . . " Andrew, m his 

Director- ±2]'- Po - 66-68. There v/as a Structural Building 
Trades A7'liaryce listed in the 1907 directory. The Allied 
Printing Trades Council included representatives from the 
follov/ing unions: Typographical, Pressmen, Boohvbinders, 
Sterotypers, and Electrotypers. See also Carroll, 
Standard His tor-/ of Houston, Texas , p. 30 7. The railroad 
brotherhooas were noi^isseclated v/ittj the Labor Council. 
The council v/as affiliated with the A.F.L. and the State 
Federation of Labor. 

31 
Houston (Te.Uis) Labor Council, Minutes of 

Meetings, Annual Report, 1913. 
•^^Mullennix, "A History of the Texas State 

Federation of L£ibor," ];p. 70, 157. 

33 
Ibid., p. 145. 

i;;; 
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position of president, took pains to stress his view that 

labor and capital were not antagonistic and that unions 

were actually "business organizations of the labor 

34 element." 

Andrew also reflected what Mullennix characterizes 

as an agrarian outlook. This is exemplified by a 

statement Andrew made at the 1904 state convention: 

It is the speculative combination of capital, 
largely or wholly built upon fictitious values, 
to which 0]-na:iized labor is hostile. To th.e 
excessive promouion of these vampire m.oncpolies, 
and their methods of wringing unnatural dividends 
out of Ir.bor employed, _m.ay be traced most of the 
labor troubles. . . .^^ 

These vie-.s's are of course agrarian and are remindful of 

the rhetoric of Populism. Hov/ever, Andrew's statement 

also reflects the hostility to monopolies, an attitude 

common to a number of Progressives, including Robert La 

Follette and bocdrow V.'ilson. Andrew's vie./s also reflect 

the tendency to blame problems on vsgue "combinations." 

Aside from railroads there were few businesses in Houston 

which could by any stretch of the imagination be described 

36 as "vampire monopolies." Just as the businessmen in 

-̂ "̂ Ibid. , p. 147. 

35 
Quoted in Ibid. , p. 146. 

36 
One Boston based syndicate which controlled 

Houston street cars does appear to fit the description 
and did indeed cause trouble. See Chapter VII. Railroad 
workers were independent of the State Federation of Labor 
and thus did not directly threaten tiie v/orkers Andrev/ 
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Houston tended to brand Eastern labor organizations as 

radical and dangerous while expressing a more tolerant 

view of local unions, workers condemned aggressive 

monopolies centered in distant points, but were much less 

frightened of Houston businesses. 

Interest in labor activity was not solely confined 

to males in Houston. By 1913 there were strong women's 

37 auxiliaries to several city unions." Also, the sale and 

purchase of union made products was advanced by the 

Woman's Label League, and women v/ere, as a matter of 

course, admitted to membership in many Houston labor 

organizations. Occasionally a woman reached a position 

of leadership. For example. Miss Eva Goldsmith, a member 

of the Garment V/orkers Union, served in 1910 as vice 

president of the Labor Council and consistently played an 

3 8 active role in the State Federation. 

Houston lcibor organizations, in addition to their 

addressee. Railroads •̂ '̂ere subject to st^veral strikes and 
the people of Houston exhibited rather mixed emotions as 
these strikes progressed. Railroads were the lifeblood 
of the city. 

37 
Houston Ci ty D i r e c t o r y 1912, pp. 5 8-60; Houston 

City Directory 1913, 7". 6 6-6 8. 
•^^Houston Daily P o s t , November 1 1 , 190 3; August 

20, 189 5; Houston Ci._ty D i r e c t o r y 1_972, pp. 5 8-60; Houston 
(Texas) Labor Counci. , Minutes o2 Meet ings , i.;ueting of 
September 19, 1911; Texas S t a t e F e o e r a t i o n of Labor, 
Proceedings of t h e i ' h i r t e e n t h Annual Conyenticui (Waco, 
Texas, 1910"), p . 18; Tex-s S t a t e Fede ra t ion of Labor, 
Proceedings o^ t h e Four t een th /mnual ^ggyggitg, oo, pp . 18-
19; Houston Labor Journa ; , U bruary 1, 1913. 
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economic and political activities, continued to be 

important in fulfilling the social needs of the working-

man. In the warmer months unions sponsored excursions 

to Galveston which were occasionally enlivened by organized 

39 entertainment such as dancing and oyster roasts. Holiday 

seasons provided opportunity for more formal affairs such 

40 
as banquets and balls. Labor Day was always a festive 

occasion and after 1889 was held under the auspices of 

the Labor Council. In 189 2 the council made a concerted 

drive to convir.ce all businesses to close by noon Septem

ber 5 (Labor Day) "so as to give [their] employees an 

41 opportunity to attend the picnic at Volksfest Park." A 

number of businesses complied and some, such as clothier 

42 Ed Kiam., took advantage of Labor Day to otfer huge sales. 

The practice of closing continued, given impetus no doubt 

by the 189 4 act of Congress v/hich made Labor Day an 

"̂  See Houston Daily Post, May 19, 1889; June 30, 
1890; May 11, 1891; November 24, 189i; May 11, 1892; 
May 21, 1893; July 2, 1893; b.y 20, 1904; May 25, 1904; 
August 21, 1892; Septei.û er 20, 1892. 

^^Ibid. , December 26, 1891; February 2, 1892; 
October 29, 1892; December 17, 1892; January 7, 1894; 
February 14, 1896; December 9, 1904. 

-̂''Ibid. , April 30, 1892. 

^^Ibid., September 3, 1892. 
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official holiday. The council also began to organize 

contests to spur ticket sales for Labor Day picnics. 

Extravagant parades were often In Id in which the mayor 

and other city officials took part, and large crowds 

watched workingmen proudly wearing tht̂ ir union badges, 

marching alongside gaily decorated iloats. Probably 

one of the largest celebrations occurred in 1904 when 

10,000 people turned out for a picnic speech delivered by 

45 ex-Governor James S. Hogg. If resjonse to celebrations 

and parades are â iy indicaLlon of support, the Houston 

Post was certainly correct when it asserted in 1891 that 

Houston was proud of its workers and of its labor organi-

46 zations. 

''"'Wayne Andre-.-zs, ed., Concise .Dictionar-.- cf 
Amierican. Hisror-.- (Ne-,'/ York: Charles Scribner's Sons, 
1962; , p. 522; ::ouston Da.ii.-.̂  2 c s u, Sepr.em.ber 1, 1335. 
The bill was sicned by President Cleveland on June 23, 
1894. 

44 
Houston (Texas) Labor Counc i l , rbinutes of 

Meetings, S e c r e t a r y ' s June Report 1914; Houston Daily 
Pos t , Septerrj.er 9, 1895; Septe:;ber 2, 1904; August 29, 
1893; July 9, 1207; August 9, 1904. See also the Houston 
Daily Post, September 8, 1892; August 25, 1894. The 
August 25, 189 4 Post descrih;es the badge of the Houston 
Typographical Union as follov/s: " [Thi badges] are clever 
combinations of gold and silk and are very handsome. On 
one side of the badge are the clasped 'nands of fellowship 
and below a medallion in v/hich arc v/ritten "Justice to 
All'. In Union There Is Strength." The /unerican eagle 
and the national colors are conspicuous on the badge. The 
reverse side of the badge is scicie and v/ill be used on 
funeral occasions. . . . " 

45 
Houston Daily Post, Septeinbor 6, 190 1. 

Ibid". , Septemiber 8, 1891. 
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Community support was also shown for the Labor 

Council's continual attempts to obtain suitable quarters. 

In 1904 Houston union members were perfecting plans to 

build a $50,000 building to be financied by selling stock 

in the venture to city merchants at $10 a share. Appar

ently the shares were not interest bearing; instead each 

merchant received stamr>s in return for his donation. He 

could then distribute one stamp for each 10<̂  purchase, 

and the union m.an v/ho, at the end of some specific period, 

47 had the most stam.ps v/as to receive a prize. The scheme 

evidently worked; in 190 5 the Houston Post reported 

thousands in attendance at th.e June 14 dedication of the 

"new Labor temple." 

Aside from, diversions offered by dedicating nev/ 

buildings and staging elaborate Labor Day parades, there 

were other reasons for the city to feel proud of its 

workingmen. The skilled miochanic, the railroad -.-/orker, 

and the common laborer not only contributed by virtue of 

47 
Houston Chronica], April 23, 1904. 

4 8 
Houston Dai 1\' Post, June 15, 1905. The workers 

had a difficult time keeping quarters. Ttie Houston Labor 
Journal in 1914 reported t/iat the council had twice been 
burned out and as a result had incurred a debt of $15,000. 
In 1914 the council was forming plans to build another 
labor temple. See Houston Labor Journal^, August 29, 1914; 
September 5, 1915. Av.parently orhz 77re occurred in 1909 
as the July 23 minutes of the Brotherhood of Electrical 
Workers state that the prevn.ous mh nutes \/ere burned in a 
fire at the labor tcmiple. 
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their work to the material prosperity of the community, 

but they also made other contributions. The Union Men's 

Social Club provided a reading room on the third floor 

of the Merchants and Planters Bank building for interested 

49 workers and other citizens. The Labor Council offered 

Houstonians the opportunity to hear free speeches by such 

famous labor leaders as Eugene Debs, Samuel Campers, and 

50 John Mitchell. The council also exhibited some interest 

in cultural activity; in 1912 it endorsed, over the 

opposition of some of the churches, municipal concerts 

51 held on Sunda-.- afternoons at the city auditorium. In 

the face of continuing opposition by a few religious 

groups the Houston Labor Journal v/as prompted to observe 

that as an alternative to criticizing the concerts, the 

churches should broaden uhe SCODC of their activities and 

52 make them.selves "mtore inviting to the public." 

Interest in culture and learning did have its 

limits, however. In 1900 Andrew Carnegie donated funds to 

49 
Houston Daily Post, Septemiber 9, 1895. 

^^Ibi d. , .M.ay 28, 1895; September 26, 1896; October 
15, 1912; Houston (Texas) Labor Council, Minutes of 
Meetings, meeting of Septerriber 17, 1912. The Houston 
Single Tax Club sponsored debates on topics which were no 
doubt of interest to v/or .ingm.en. A fev/ of the topics 
were the tariff, prohibition, and gov.^rnment ownership 
of railroads. 

51 
Houston Labor Journal, October 19, 1912. 

""̂ Îbid., October 26, 1912. 
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help construct a library, and the Labor Council, hoping 

to help with the financing, asked affiliate locals to 

make contributions. The street railway employees 

answered with a resolution which stated, "while we as 

members of Organized Labor [favor] tho founding of a 

public library we disfavor the building of any monument 

53 to Andrew Carnegie." 

Charitable activities were also of interest to 

organized workers in Houston. Unions, of course, provided 

death and sick benefits to their own msmibers, but labor 

interest in philanthropy was more far-reaching than just 

54 a concern v/it.h workers. For examiple a fire, v/hich was a 

constant menace to Houston residents, swept Ward Five 

in 1891. The Ho-jston Blacksmiths Union promiptly arranged 

a fund raising excursion to Galveston which was attended 

by 500 to 1000 people. In 1894 the Houston Iron Moulders 

Union No. 259 donated $25 for an infirmary fund, and the 

employees of tlie machine and car shops of the Southern « 

53 
Houston (Texas) Amalgamated Association of 

Street Railv/ay EmployC'-s of A!::c rica. Minutes of .Meetings, 
meeting of January 17, 1900. 

54 
The electricians local !iad such benefits and 

the assumption is that other trade unions did also. The 
absence of records of locals in Houston makyes it difficult, 
if not iiupossible, to determine the extent of such 
activity. 

^^Houston Daily Post, May 31, 1891. 
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Pacific gave $222,85 for the same cause.^^ In 1913 the 

Labor Council took the lead in securing subscriptions for 

a free tuberculosis dispensary. Council aid was so 

beneficial that the Houston Anti-Tuberculosis League 

requested that a labor representative sit on the Executive 

57 
Board of the dispensary. The council also donated money 

5 8 
to other causes from time to time. 

Unfortunately, laboring men's humanitarianism was 

not all inclusive. Minority groups, especially blacks, 

were m.ore stringently excluded in this period than they 

had been prior to 1889. The A.F.L., like the Knights of 

Labor before them, follo'wed the official policy of being 

open to workers of all races. A.F.L. president Samuel 

Gompers publically supported the policy but made no 

objection to segregated locals. To Gompers the major 

goal was organization, and if separate locals were 

necessary to achieve the purpose, separate locals were 

acceptable. Thus, in 1899 he urged a Houston organizer 

^^Ibid., October 25, 1894. 

57 
Houston (Texas) Labor Council, Minutes of 

Meetings, meetir.gs of May 19, 1913; Jus.c 17, 1913; 
November 18, 1913; becerber 20, 1913. 

^^Ibid. , meetings of De',;emb)er 9, 1913; May 4, 1914. 
CQ 

Ray . M a r s h a l l , The He^^rrg and O r g a n i z e d L a b o r 
(New Y o r k : J o h n W i l e y ••hd S o n s , I n c ' . , 1 9 6 5 ) , p . 2 0 . 
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to unionize blacks, arguing that one class of unorganized 

labor held back all. Again in 1902 Gompers emphasized 

to the secretary of the Houston Labor Council that, if 

necessary, black workers could be organized into separate 

unions. Apparently Gompers viewed the project, at 

least in Houston and possibly in Texas, with some amount 

of disdain. Gompers' concern was pragmatic, not equali-

tarian. In a letter in 1889 the A.F.L. president, in 

discussing a Texas union election, confided to a Houston 

labor leader that one candidate wnated dues left lov/ only 

fi 2 
until "the coons were organized." Gompers' contempt 

was shared by most Housto:: v/orkers. 

It is true that the Te.xas State Federation of 

Labor did shsw some interest in organizing blacks and, 

6 3 
for that m.atter, other unskilled labor. Unfortunately, 

the efforts had little real effect either in Houston or 

Letter, Samuel Gompers to Henry VJalker, Novem
ber 8, 1399, Library of Congress, Manuscript Division, 
Gompers Letterbooks. 

fi 1 

Letter, Samuel Gompers to E. C. Ross, March 
17, 1902, Library of Congress, Manuscript Division, 
Gompers Letterbooks. 

6 2 
Letter, Samuel GoiTipers to J. F. Grimes, October 

8, 189 8, Librar-y of Congress, Manuscript Division, 
Gompers Letterbooks . 

fi 3 
Texas State Federation of Labor, Proceedinc;s of 

the Sixth Annual Convention, p. 23; Texas State Federation 
of Labor, Proceedibus ot" the Seventh Ann̂ uaĵ  Convention 
(Cleburne, Tex., n.d.), p. 16. 
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64 
in the state. According to Lawrence D. Rice, the 

A.F.L. was even less successful than were the Knights in 

organizing Texas blacks. Rico concluded, "There wore a 

few A.F.L. affiliates in the state composed of Negroes, 

but nearly all such unions seemed to be in the unskilled 

or semi-skilled trades, principally among the longshoremen 

fi 5 

and lumber workers." In Houston there is even less 

evidence of concrete results. In 1913 a black local of 

the Intern.ational Longshoremens Association was organized. 

There v/ere also a fev/ unions in the city such as the Hotel 

and Restaurant î m̂ ployees and the Journeymen Barbers which 

encompassed crafts in which many blacks were employed. A 

Federal Labor Union, made up largely of the unskilled, 

also existed in the city. These may have been black or 
fi fi 

had black members. The city directories and other 

sources however, did not refer to these locals as being 

Negro or m.ixed, v/hich they probably would have done if 

Lawrence D. Rice, The Negro ir̂  Tnxas, 1874-1900 
(Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1971), 
p. 192. 

^^Ibid. See also James V. Reese, "The Evolution 
of an Early Texas Union: Tho Scrcv/men's Benevolent 
Association of Galveston, 1866-1891," Southwestern 
Historical Quarterl-^, LXHV (October, l9iJ7, 158-185. 

^^Houston Ci^y Directo -y 189_7-l-08 (Houston: 
Morrison and "Fourmy", 189 7), pp'. ''i O-JU ; JUS ton City 
Director/ 1912, pp. 5 8-60; Houston Cit" Directory 1913, 
pp. 66-6o^. Cnarles J. Hill, A brie ; h]sto£\y OL IbA 
Local 872 [Houston: International Lonush.oremen' s 
Association, 1959], pp. 1-8. 
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such were the case. Also, most blacks were unskilled, 

and unskilled workers were only about 10 percent organized 

6 8 
in 1912. All evidence indicate.-, that fev/ blacks were 

admitted into trade unions regardless of the possibility 

of establishing separate locals. 

Instead, there were efforts on the part of whites 

to limit Negroes in both employment and union membership. 

In 1899, for example, street railway employees asked 

their employer to make some changes to benr^fit conductors, 

69 among themi "Iceep tlie Negroes fromi using our tollit (sic) ." 

The next year the same union voted unanimously not to 

allow "colored unions" to participate in the Labor Day 

parade.^ In 1912 v/lien the city hired blacks to paint light 

poles, m.embers of the Houston local of the International 

Brotherhood of Electrical Worl-iers were successful in 

securing the N'egroes ' dism.issal.' 

fi 7 

Where blacks were involved the reports usually 
made a point of stating it. Also in 1897 the Journeymen 
Barbers \/ere all v/hite. See Houston Daily Post, July 17, 
1897. Street Railv.ay Workers Minutes of July 18, 1900, 
do say there were "colored" unions in Houston. 

fi 8 
Ciirrol l , S tandard His to ry of̂  Houston, Texas, 

p. 309. 
69 
Houston (Texas) /amalgamated 7\ssociation of 

Street Railv/ay li.ydoyees of Aiuerica, Minutes of Meetings, 
meeting of Septeniber 6, 1899. 

^^Ibid., meeting of July 18, 1900. 

71 
Houston (Texas) I n t e r n a t i orial Brotherhood of 

E l e c t r i c a l \vorkers , Mj.nutes of Meet ings , m.eeting of 
March 3 , 1 9 1 2 . 

file:///vorkers
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Houston electricians, also concerned over a "com

munication from Beaumont regarding nigger linemen employed 

72 by the Mackey Telephone Company . . .," passed a 

73 resolution of disapproval of the practice. The reasons 

for this obvious discrimination are the same as those 

which prevailed earlier. There was no evident need, in 

the form of economic competition or threats from black 

strikebreakers, for organizing Negroes. In this later 

period society v/as, if anything, more segregated than 

earlier. Unions were still social as v/ell as economic 

organizations, and exclusion grev/ out of existing and 

seldom.-questioned social mores. Also in the later period, 

when trade unions became dominant, it v/as even more 

logical to exclude N'egroes because they, for the m:ost 

part, possessed no skill. Finally, of course, much of 

the cause of exclusion, such as objections to Negroes 

painting light poles, rested on little m.ore than color 

prejudice. In fairness to Houston workers it must be 

pointed out t:iat racis.m v/as not confined to a particular 

class or to a particular city, state, or section. Indeed 

most white Americans in the nineteentii century shared a 

common dislike for the !:egro. 

Other minority groups in the city did not share 

^^Ibid. , Meeting of Januar̂ y 26, 1912. 

73 'ibid. 
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the same type of discrimination as did blacks. By 1890 

the percentage foreign born was decreasing, and their 

children were, as indeed the foreign born had been, 

actively involved in unions and in the larger society. 

Unfortunately, there was at least one exception to this 

7 4 
generalization. By 1890 Italians were becoming more 

75 numerous and apparently did suffer some discrimination. 

Certainly, Italians felt themselves a distinct enough 

group to form such organizations as the Ita.Han Benevolent 

Association. .Mure interesting as an example of the 

isolation felt by some Italians in Houston v/as the 

existence of the Unione Socialista dei Lavoratori 

Italiana "Giuffrida Defelice . " The Unione, an organization 

of Sicilian socialists, operat-d in Houston between 1896 

and 189 8. Originally, there were tv/enty members. The 

'^Mexican-Am.uricans were in Houston but do not 
often appear in the so-urces . David B. McCo.nnb, Housten, 
p. 235. McCo:,b states, "Although Latin Z.sû ricans are 
Houston's second largest mi.nority [in 1969], they seldom. 
figure in Houstoii's history and are rarely mentioned in 
the sources. This may be due to the fact that th.e Latin 
Americans have generally been relatively ft;w and have 
seldom clashed with the v/hite miajorlty." 

75 
Many Italians v/cj.-e stall o^'crators and the like 

and had some problems with the city. See Chapter VII. 
"^^Houston Dai Iv Post, August 23, 1892; Galveston 

Daily Nev/s, October 9, 1911. A committee ol the Italian 
Benevolent /association, v/h.ich planned a ^̂ icnic in 189 2, 
was composed of George Ellis, J. K. P. Gillaspie as v/ell 
as Charles Lemana and Frank Penachio. Gerjnans also had 
such organizations and they -..•re clearly accepted into 
unions. 
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group felt itself isolated from the community, took steps 

to foster solidarity, and even held their own Labor Day 

picnics. By 1898, however, membership was down to eleven. 

Examination of newspapers and other sources for tho years 

in question fail to provide other evidence of this elusive 

organization. The inescapable conclusion is that although 

many Italians may have been dissatisfied with their lot, 

77 few found a haven in Sicilian Socialism. 

In tho quarter century after 1889 the Houston labor 

movement grew bo'.h in nun^ers and cohesiveness v/itli trade 

unions, whichi represented largely skilled v/orkers, 

becoming the dominant type. In this, Houston was, of 

course, follov/ing the national precedent. Houston v/orkers, 

as their organizations grew in power, began to look 

beyond the boundaries of their own city and took part, 

often actively, in the affairs of the State Federation. 

Additionally, Houston v/orkers, as they became stronger 

and better organized, staged elaborate celebrations and 

exhibited, through their charitable activities, a growing 

concern for their community. Finally, Houston worl^ers in 

7 7 
Malcolm Sylvers, "Sicilian Socialists m Houston, 

Texas, 1896-98," Labor History, 11 (/.'inter, 1970), 77-81. 
For inform.ation on the organizational and economic 
activity of organized wor]:ers in other cities in Texas see 
Arthur Harold Shopiro, "Tae Workers of San Antonio, 1900-
1940" (unpublished Ph.D. dissertation. University of 
Texas, 19 52); E. S. SparJis , "Survey of Organized Labor 
in Austin" (unpublished M.A. th.esis, University of Texas, 
1920); Jac]; Rivers Strauss, "Organized Labor in Dallas 
County" (unpublished hi.A. thesis, .̂>oubiiern Methodist 
University, 1948) . 
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the period after 1889 indicated little interest in 

organizations which deviated from the conservative, 

traditional, acceptable, and, unfortunately, overly 

exclusive trade union pattern. 



CHAPTib: VII 

TRADE UNIONISM 1890-1914: 

ACTIVITY--POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC 

During the period from 1890 to 1914 trade unionism 

dominated the Houston labor movement. Workers, because of 

stronger organization and more effective cooperation 

between the local unions, were able to engage in both 

political and economic battles v/ith more sr.ccess. Because 

of rather conservative and generally responsible behavior, 

they were often able to win public sympathy and support in 

these efforts. Thus the Gutman thesis that workers in 

s.maller nineteenth century tcv/ns and cities did nou fit 

the stereotype of ar exploited, oopressed, and pcv/erless 

class is partially substas.tiated by an examination of 

2 
workmgm.an activity in Houston from. 1890 to 1914. 

See Chapter V. 

2 
Herbert G. Gutman, "The Worker's Search for Power," 

in The Gilded Ag£, ed. by H. Wayne, Morgan, (2nd ed.; 
Syracuse, Now York: Syracuse University Press, 19 70, pp. 
31-54. Gutman's article applies to tiie nii'ieteenth century 
only; liov/ever, Houston was niî etecuith century as far as 
attitudes, grov/th, and dove loom :iit v/as concerned until the 
ship channel v/as cc'm.uletcd in 1914. The city v/as somev/hat 
larger than the towns Gutman usc\s as examples, ])ut Gutman 
defines Cleveland, N'-:̂'..' York, and Pirtshurgh as large urban 
areas. Houston was clearly not as large nor as industri
alized as these areas, and is closĉ r to Gitman's idea of 
"small" than to his examples of "large" industrial areas. 

16 6 
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Labor's ability to affect the outcome of local 

political races had been clearly demonstrated in the 1880's 

and the lesson was not lost on city officials."^ In 1890 

one alderman was led to proclaim throua-i the columns of 

the Houston Post that "the time has passed when the rights 

of the laboring classes can be ignored in the city govern-
4 

ment. . . . " In August of tho same year the city council 

passed an ordinance stipulating that eight hours would 

constitute a day's work for "all labor performed by any 

laborer, artisan, or m.echaiiic employed by the City of 

Houston, and the same compensation shall be paid by said 

city for eight hours of labor per day as v/ould otherv/ise 
r— 

be paid for a day's work of ten or more hours. . . . " 

The law v/as vetoed by the mayor as class legislation yet 

half of the council v/as prompted to vote in the affirmative 

in a futile effort to override the veto. 

This defeat v/as soon followed by another attempt 

at hour legislation, this time a nine-hour ordiiiance. On 

April 10, 1893, representatives of "certain labor organi

zations" presented the city council with a petition 

3 
See Chapter V. 

Houston Dail-' Post, February 14, 1890. 

^Ibid., August 12, 189 0. 
^Ibid., November 5, 1890. See also Houston (Texas) 

City Council, Minutes of I'eetings, meeting of November 4, 
1890. 



168 

requesting that nine hours be prescribed as a day's work 

on all jobs "done by or for the city" after May 1 ,'^ On 

May 23, 1892, after receiving a favorable recommendation 

from the city attorney, and after exempting city policemen 

and firemen, the council by a unanimous vote enacted a 

nine-hour ordinance, A regular day's pay remained $1.75 

which was approximately 50<; above the "market price. "^ 

Doubtless encouraged by its success, the labor 

council continueu to seek concessions from the city council. 

In 1893 city authorities promised the labor council that 

a proposed new high school building would be constructed 

by local labor v/orking a nine-hour day at union v/age 

scales with materials supplied, when possible, by local 

citizens. The city also assured workers that "no scab, 

Carnegie, or penitentiary iron be used in the construction 

of the building. "*° 

The Labor Council, Knights of Labor, various trade 

7 
Houston Da27;y Pjos^, April 11, 1893; April 25, 

1893; Houston (Texas/ Cir-y Council, Minutes of Meetings, 
meeting of April 10, 189 3. 

o 
Houston Dail-.' Post, April 25, 1893; May 9, 1893; 

May 23, 1893; T2:e Cna7ter of the Citv of Houston and the 
Revised Code of OrcUnaiices 1893 {n.gh: n.u. )', u. 14 8. 

^Houston Daily Posjt, May 28, 1893; June 7, 1893. 

Ibid., December 13, 1893. See also Ibid., 
December 12, 189 3; Dccerber 30, 189 3; January 9, 189 4; 
January 23, 1894. 
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unions, and numerous citizens wore also inter -ted in 

aiding the worker by bringing an end to convict labor 

and ensuring that available jobs went to local men.'''•'• 

The Labor Council in 189 4 asked the Harris County Commis

sioners to allow upcoming road-paving work to be done by 

free local labor and to refrain from giving the job to an 

outside contractor. The Council argued the poor conditions 

caused by the Panic of 189 3 made it imperative that local 

men receive employnuvit. This employment, according to the 

Council, would increase the purch.asing power of a previ

ously depressed section of the comimunity and would, in the 

12 long run, stimulate the Harris County economy. The 

County Commissioners inform.ed the Council that they had 

already decided to use free labor but insisted upon a 

"contract plan" v/hich v/orkers feared would result in a 

"foreign" contractor using labor from outside the county. 1 

Upon receipt of this information the Labor Council "cast a 

Ibid., December 5, 1892; December 13, 1892; 
December 18, 189 2; June 4, i893; Letter, Eugene Parker to 
John W. Hayes, January 9, 1893, Catholic University, 
Archives, Hayes Papers. Convicts produced goods v/hich 
were sold in com.petition -./ith free goods and thereby hurt 
labor by threatening business. Also county convicts 
worked on county roads. 

1 2 
Houston Daj^lj/ Po.sJ:, February 4, 1894. In the 

p e t i t i o n as r e p r i n t e d 7 n the Post t h e r e i s no m.ention of 
f r ee , as opposed t o c o n v i c t , l a b o r . Hov/ever, in the r ep ly 
of the county commissioners f ree l abo r i s r e f e r r e d t o 
s p e c i f i c a l l y . 

• '•^Ibid., March 28, 1894. 
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vote of censure against the honorable county commissioners 

for ignoring the petition altogether. . . ."'''̂  Although 

the county battle had been lost, in September an ordinance 

giving city paving ov/rk to "an outside contractor" v/as 

15 
vetoed by the mayor. 

Workingmen, as represented by the Labor Council, 

exhibited interest in using political pressure to effect 

change of a broader nature thaii \/age, hour, and employment 

demands. In 1890 a Houston meeting of the Knights of 

Labor District Assembly No. 78 demiunded the immediate 

adoption of the .Australian ballot. The Houston Labor 

Council took up the idea, and in February of 1892, sub

mitted a petiuion to the city council asking for the use 

of the secret ballOL in all city elections. ' After some 

discussion cn the part of the council, an ordinance -v/as 

drafted, and on the last day of February was passed by the 

Ibid. 

-^^Ibid. , January 28, 1890. This sam.e demand had 
been put forth in 13 89 at an "eight-hour convention" held 
in Dallas. The convention was attended by delegates from 
thirty-four tov/ns representing thirteen organizations 
consisting of trade unions. Knights ol Labor, and the 
Farmers Alliance. See Alwyn Barr, Reconstruction to 
Reform: Texas Po^itiics I37G-1906 (Austin: University of 
Texas Press,' 1971j, :/.' 107. 

•^^Houston (Texas) City Council, Minutes of Meetings, 
meeting of February .15, 1892; Houston Daily P̂ s_t, February 
16, 1892. 

•'•'̂ Houston Daily Post, February 18, 1392; February 
25, 1892; March 1, 1392. 
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1 R unanim.ous v o t e of the c i t y f a t h e r s . 

Houston l a b o r a l s o s o u g h t improvement i n m u n i c i p a l 

s e r v i c e s . In 1878 t h e c i t y had e n t e r e d i n t o an agre(-i e n t 

with James M. Lowerce of New York whereby Loweree would 

c o n s t r u c t a w a t e r works f o r Hous ton . The c o n t r a c t c a l l e d 

for 3 , 0 0 0 , 0 0 0 g a l l o n s of w a t e r d a i l y w i t h p r e s s u r e t h a t 

would th row 6 s t r e a m s 100 f e e t h igh t h r o u g h 50 f e e t of 

h o s e , u s i n g o n e - a n d - o n e - o i g h t h t o t w o - a n d - o n e - h a l f i nch 

n o z z l e s . The c i t y h e l d t h e r i g h t t o p u r c h a s e t h e v/orks 

19 a t i t s a p p r a i s e d v a l u e a t t h e end of 25 y e a r s . Unfor 

t u n a t e l y , t h e v /a te r works d i d n o t l i v e up t o e x p e c t a t i o n s . 

In 1886 f i r emen t r y i n g t o c o n t r o l an o i l m i l l f i r e found 

no w a t e r p r e s s u r e a t a l l . In 1891 an e f f o r t t o f i g h t a 

f i r e i n t h e F i f t h W'ard -//as ha.-r.pered by lov/ p r e s s u r e . 

During 189 4 f i r e s were fough t v/ i th a w a t e r p r e s s u r e so 

weak t h a t t h e s t r e a m f a i l e d t o r e a c h t h e t o p s of houses 

20 and t u r n e d t o s p r a y v/hen i t s t r u c k t h e d r a f t of t h e f i r e . 

One of t h e s e 1394 c o n f l a g r a t i o n s r e s u l t e d in $500,000 

p r o p e r t y damage, t h e d e s t r u c t i o n of an i n f i r m a r y , and t h e 

21 
dea th of a C a t h o l i c nun and a n o v i c e . 

'''̂ Ibid. , September 6, 1894. 

'''̂ David G. .McComib, Houston: Thê  Bayou City (Austin: 
The University of Texas Press, "7" b;) , p. 127. 

^^Ibid., pp. 127-128. 

^^Ibid., p. 128. 
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T h i s t r a g e d y p rompted t h e Labor C o u n c i l t o c e n s u r e 

t h e Houston c i t y c o u n c i l f o r " g r o s s n e g l e c t i n a l l o w i n g 

the Houston C i t y Water Wovhs t o p e r p e t u a t e s o g r o s s a 

f raud on t h e c i t y as t o c o n d u c t t h e i r s o - c a l l e d w a t e r 

works s y s t e m i n t h e c a r e l e s s and i n e f f i c i e n t manner t h a t 

22 
i s now d o n e . " The c o u n c i l p u t f o r t h a c a l l f o r p u b l i c 

mee t ing t o d e v i s e means of r i d d i n g "our f a i r c i t y of t h i s 

23 e x i s t i n g e v i l . " The m e e t i n g a t t r a c t e d 400 c i t i z e n s and 

t h e i r i n d i g n s i t i o n s p u r r e d t h e c i t y c o u n c i l t o embark upon 

24 an m v e s t i c a t i o n or t h e n . a t t e r . The i n v e s t i g a t i o n 

prompted o f f i c i a l s of t h e v /a ter works t o t a k e s t e p s t o p u t 

25 the works " in f i r s t c l a s s c o n d i t i o n . " 

E a r l y i n 1895 the Lai o r Cou.-icil , p o s s i b l y c o n c l u d 

ing t h a t t he ci-oy g o v e r n o r s v/ere in a mood t o i n v e s u i g a t e 

o t h e r p r o b l e m s , s u b m i t t e d a s e r i e s of p r o p o s a l s t o th.e 

c i t y c o u n c i l . The recommeui . h a t i o n s , v/hich had no imm;ediate 

e f f e c t , s u g g e s t e d t h a t l a n d l o r d s be h e l d r e s p o n s i b l e f o r 

the s a n i t a r y c o n d i t i o n s of t h e i r p r o p e r t y , t h a t t h e c i t y 

h i r e l a b o r d i r e c t l y r a t h e r than l e t t i n g c o n t r a c t s f o r 

p u b l i c v /orks , t h a t t h e c i t y government be g r a n t e d a d d i t i o n a l 

"^"^uouston Da_U.;/ P o s t , O c t o b e r 18 , 1894. 

I b i u . 

^ ^ I b i d . , O c t o b e r 2 0 , 1894; Noveml^er 6, 1894; 
October 2 7 , 189 4. 

25 I b i d . , O c t o b e r 27 , 1894 . 
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power in the area of labor regulation, and that all city 

officers with the exception of the Superintendent of 

26 
Schools be elected. The workingmen also asked that 

public improvements be financed by low interest bond 

27 issues rather than by special taxes. Interest lagged 

somewhat throughout much of 1895, but a citizens' committee 

with labor representation was established to investigate 

one request of tho Labor Council, a means of financing 

street and sanitation improvements. In August a local of 

the Knights of Labor presented resolutions to the committee 

calling for a bond issue to improve sev/age, sanitation, 

and street pavin.g. The Knights also suggested that the 

city purchase the electric light company, the street car 

2 8 

company, and th.e water works. The Labor Council, capti

vated ty the idea of a municipally-owned water works and 

electrical plant, proposed that bonds be issued for this 

purpose and asserted tha'.- m.unicipal ov/nership v/as r:.ore 

29 
important than street paving. 

Ibid. , January 22, 1895. The opposition to 
contracts developed because outside contractors often 
brought in their ov7n v/orl'.ers . 

27 
Ibid. 

^^I^bid. , Auyrust 1 , 1895 . Many c i t i e s were con
ce rned w i t h t h e q u e s t i o n of m u n i c i p a l o w n e r s h i p . See 
Edward C. Ki rk l a n d . I n d u s t r y Comr^s ô f Aoeg B u s i j i e s s , 
Labor, and P u b l i c P o l i c y , 186 0-777^. (paperbsc:k e d . ; 
Chicago: Q u a d r a n g l e Boo'ks", 1 •• 6 7) , up . 2 4 7 - 2 5 5 . 

^^Houston Dai.ly P o s t , / . ugus t 9, 1 8 9 J . 
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At t h i s j u n c t u r e the Labor C o u n c i l l o s t t h e s u p p o r t 

of a number of c i t i z e n s and some w o r k e r s . A j u s t i f i a b l e 

f e e l i n g p r e v a i l e d among t h e g e n e r a l p u b l i c t h a t a l t h o u g h 

the water works and power p l a n t q u e s t i o n s were i m p o r t a n t , 

30 drainage and sewage p r o b l e m s were more p r e s s i n g . The 

c i t i z e n s commi t t ee meanwhi le c o n t i n u e d i t s work and even 

branched o u t t o i n v e s t i g a t e t h e e n t i r e f i n a n c i a l c o n d i t i o n 

31 of t h e c i t y . F i n a l l y , i n Sep tember a bond e l e c t i o n was 

c a l l e d w i t h t h e bonds i n q u e s t i o n d e s i g n a t e d f o r t h e 

improvement of s ewer s and d r a i n s , b u i l d i n g b r i d g e s , and 

32 pav ing s t r e e t s . The Labor C o u n c i l c a l l e d f o r t h e d e f e a t 

of t h e i s s u e , a r g u i n g t h a t i f t h e c i t y v/ould on ly p u r c h a s e 

the w a t e r \%-orks enough r evenue would be f o r t h c o m i n g - -

th rough t h e s a v i n g s t h e c i t y would en joy by no l o n g e r 

hav ing t o pay t h e w a t e r v/orks company and t h rough paym.ent 

t o t h e c i t y by c o n s u m e r s - - t o f i n a n c e improvements w i t h o u t 

33 t h e need of new b o n d s . The c o u n c i l had i t s way. On 

September 1 t h e fe-./ v o t e r s who b o t h e r e d t o t u r n o u t 
34 ^^ 

r e j e c t e d t h e bond i s s u e by a r a t h e r nar row m a r g i n . The 

"^^Itdd.. , August 2 , 1895; August 10, 1895; August 
1 1 , 1895; August 16^ 1895 . 

- ^ ^ I b i d . , August 14, 1895; August 18 , 1895 . 

-^^Ibid., September 20, 1895. 

-̂ -̂ Ibid., September 22, 1895. 

"^^Ibid. The vote was 465 for, 49 8 against. 
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Labor Council was not totally responsible for the defeat; 

as important, was general apathy and opposition to 

i n c r e a s e d s p e n d i n g cn t h e p a r t o f nu.;il^er o f H o u s t o n i a n s . 

The a b s e n c e o f w i d e s p r e a d s u p p o r t f o r m u n i c i p a l o w n e r s h i p 

was shown i n 1 8 9 6 . I n t h a t y e a r a Good G o v e r n m e n t C l u b 

ran on a p l a t f o r m o f a m u n i c i p a l l y - o w n e d w a t e r w o r k s and 

35 
was s o u n d l y d e f e a t e d . 

Even w h i l e c a r r y i n g on t h o f i g h t f o r a more e f f i 

c i e n t w a t e r v / o r k s , t h e L a b o r C o u n c i l c o n t i n u e d t o p u s h 

wage and h o u r d e m a n d s . I n t h e f a l l o f 1895 t h e c o u n c i l 

p e t i t i o n e d t h e c i t y f o r a f a r - r e a c h i n g l a b o r o r d i n a n c e , 

one v/hiich w o u l d g i v e a l l p u b l i c v/orks employmient t o H o u s t o n 

c i t i z e n s a s v / e l l a s p r o v i d e a n i n e - h o u r day and t h e $ 1 . 7 5 

mini.mu.m -.-/ag-j i n s u c h em.ploy.-^aent. " The o r d i n a n c e v/as 

p a s s e d b u t v / i t h a c l a u s e v/iiich s p e c i f i e d 

" t h a t no f r a n c h i s e o r r i g h t o f way of any c i t y 
s t r e e t s -.•/hate-.-er s h a l l be h e r e a f t e r g r a n t e d t o 
any i n d i v i d u a l , f i r m , o r o r g a n i z a t i o n t o u s e t h e 

• ^ ^ I b i d . , F e b r u a r y 2 1 , 1896 ; F e b r u a r y 2 5 , 1896 ; 
March 2 6 , 1 8 9 6 ; A p r i l 6 , 1 8 9 6 ; A p r i l 9 , 1 8 9 6 . The c i t y 
f i n a l l y d i d t a ] : e o- /er t h e w a t e r w o r k s i n 1 9 0 6 , b u t t h e 
i m p e t u s cam.e from t h e d e p l o r a b l e s t a t e of s a n i t a t i o n 
r a t h e r t h a n f rom a c t i o n on t h e p a r t o f t h e L a b o r C o u n c i l . 
See McComb, H o u s t o n , p . 1 3 3 . TliO d e f e a t o f t h e Good 
Governmen t g r o u p may of c o u r s e l-e due t o t h e d i f f i c u l t y 
f a c e d by any c a n d i d a t e -..ho d ; d n o t r u n on t h e D e m o c r a t i c 
t i c k e t . A fe-// workiny-men w e r e i n v o l v e d i n t h e Gooa Govern
ment m o v e m . n t . I t i s n o t knoun how much l ^ b o r s u p p o r t t h e 
t i c k e t r e c e i v e d . The t i c i ' . e t d i d b a s l y i n a l l w a r d s . 

^ ^ H o u s t o n Da^l ' / Pi)s_t, Duccmljer 3 , 1 8 9 5 . See a l s o 
I b i d . , S e p t e m b e r 2 4 , i 7 0 ; ' C^ctober 8, 1 3 9 5 . 
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streets or property of the city unless said firm, 
individual, or corporation agree;; to pay the wages-.^ 
and hours prescribed by .section one [of the act]." 

Representatives ot the Labor Council opposed this clause, 

arguing that it would apply not just to public works con

tracts but to "any new corporation or firm that [might] 

establish their business in [Houston] ." "̂^ The Council 

feared the ordinance was designed to work to the disadvan

tage of new businesses coming into th.e city in competition 

with established firm.s. Labor opposition brought the 

defeat of the offending ordinance, but the Labor Council 

was not imimediately successful in obtaining passage of an 

39 acceptable one. The setback was only temporary; other 

similar labor ordinances v/erc soon forthcoming. Early in 

1898 the cit-_,- council provided that all nev/ contracts for 

city work should stipulate the hiring of m.en who had lived 

40 in Houston at least six mionths . In 1899 an ordinance 

"^^Ibid. , October 15, 1895. 

38 
lb: d. , Decem.ber 3, 1895. The charge was brought 

by Alderman H. M. Haily of the fourth v/ard v/ho reportedly 
said the Labor Council v.as f 11 leu v/ith "jackasses" and 
charged the opposition to tho bill v/as designed to aid 
"pie-eating politicians." 11.ere i:: no conclusive evidence 
that the wijohcrs v/ere correct in their assessment. The 
offensive clause is rather vague. 

^^Ibi_d., October 22. 1895; January 7, 1896; Houston 
(Texas) City~Council, Minutes of Meetings, meeting of 
October 21, 1895. 

40 
Ordinances of the City of Housjtpn Passed Since 

November 11, 1897 (Hous'ton: "v:. S . ' to v 17i n te r , "l 900), 
pp. G-7. 
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was passed ordering that all printed matter of the city 

bear the union label and that no information be published 

at city expense in newspapers not authorized to use the 

1 , 1 41 
union label. 

In addition to these rather minor local successes 

the Labor Council was developing some broad, long-range 

goals which it hoped could be attained through the polit

ical processes. At a meeting on May 19, 1899, the council 

approved a platform of principles and political demands. 

The platform called for a number of proposals designed to 

aid labor specifically; the incorporation of trade unions 

by states in instances -./here the union had no national 

organization, unabridged right of comijination, employer 

liability lav/s, abolition of the use of convict labor, the 

creation of a bureau of labor statistics, the abrogation 

of child labor, and equal pay for women doing equal work 

with men. Also included in the program were ideas designed 

to correct the evil of -wealth and resources being controlled 

by the few, an evil v/hich the council felt put the wage-

earning m.asses at the mercy of th'̂  capitalists. To correct 

this abuse the workers suggested national owr.ership of all 

means of transportation and communication, municipal owner

ship of public utilities and street cars, the issue of all 

money to be under control of the national government, the 

Ibid., p. 41 
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establishment of a postal savings system, the return of 

all land grants to corporations whore conditions had not 

been met, public lands to be declared inalienable, "scien

tific" management of forests and waterways, free access to 

all inventions with the inventor compensated by the national 

government, and a graduated income tax. To protect indi

viduals the platform urged the repeal of all pauper laws, 

free legal services, and the eradication of unemployment 

through public works programs similar to the ideas pro

posed by Jacob Coxey. Thie v/orkingmen recognized that in 

a free society a powerful governm.ent must be responsive to 

the will of th.e majority of the people, and the majority 

of the people must be informed and fully cognizant of their 

responsibility. With this end in mind the council proposed 

universal suffrage regardless of race, sex, or color, the 

implementation of proportional representation, the direct 

election by secret ballot of all officials, the abolition 

of the veto power of executives on the local, state, and 

national le/els, referendum and recall, and finally, free 

42 
education for all children unde.'- fourt-^cn years of age. 

This platform and statem.ent of r-rinciples contained 

some of the same ideas as set forth by a meeting of the 

Farmers Alliance in Cleburn.e, Texas iii 1886, and by the 

42 . T 

This platform is reprinted m the Houston Daily 
Post, May 24, 189 8 
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platform proposed by the Texas Union Labor Party in 1888."̂ "̂  

Also some of the same proposals were suggested by an 

"eight-hour convention" which met in t̂ allas in 1889 and 

represented Knights of Labor, trade unionists, and the 

Farmers Alliance. This meeting created the State Federa-

44 
tion of Labor. Obviously many of the proposals were 

identical to those adopted by the Populist Party. It is 

not surprising that Houston trade unionists should adopt 

ideas associated with the Knights of Labor, the Farmers 

Alliance, and the Populist Party. The proposals had cir

culated freely for some tim.e among "v̂ arious groups. Also 

Populists in Texas were not, according to historian Alwyn 

Barr, either anti-urban or anti-industrial; instead they 

45 gainea som.e support: from urban v/or.kers. In Houston this 

was true and m.ay be partially explained by the fact that 

the city, as a tradi.ng center, still had agrarian ties. 

Also many workers in Houston, and possibly in Texas, pos

sessed a recent rural heritage. Houston laborers were 

often not far remioved from tliC farm. Finally, the State 

Federatio.n of Labor, coirposed of Te::as trade unionists. 

43 
See Barr, Re con s t ruction to Reform, OD. 95-96, 

103-104. 
44 
Ibid., p. 109; Ruth .A. /-lien, Char^ters m the_ 

History of Oruani/ed Labor in ^gxas (/̂ ustin: University 
of Texas Press, 1941), pp. 23, rhf. 

Barr, Reconstruction to Ho form, pp. 144-150. 
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was organized to attain similar goals. It is also impor

tant that Houston workers did not bind themselves to a 

third party; instead, they onun<'iated ideas and maintained 

sufficient flexibility to support any candidate who 

appeared sympathetic to worl. >r demands. 

For a time, howoyor, at least in state races, the 

third party candidates .sc einingl-/ h..b represented the best 

answer for many workers. In tho 1894 Governor's race the 

Populist candidate came clo.sest to winning in the city's 

workingmen's wards.* In 1896, possibly because of the 

continuing effects of the Panic of 1893, the Populist 

gubernatorial candidate ran well in all v;ards and carried 

the fourth."' Yet on trie riational level William McKinley 

In V.'arl One the Populist candidate lost by only 
ten votes, in Ward Hive by 163, and in Ward Four North by 
... J. U . O e; u . 1 vj Ll ia • <.: U o. j ^ ir .^ ~ ^ f . . '.̂  v -_ ., J.,' ĉ  I O , JL o ̂  -i . .:. cr<..\. 

indebted to .Alu-yn Barr oho oiscussed his analysis of 
Houston -irban vcring v/itln me. Gee also Barr, Reconstruc
tion to Reform, p. 150. Scms iivembers of the Labor Council 
were also invol-ueu v/ith the Harris Count-y Populist; others 
were active in the Democratic partv. Some Houston Demo
crats form.cc the "Hagle Club" in 189 6 v/h.ich supported a 
fusion Republican-Populist tic}:et in t!io state elections. 
See Houston Dail-,- Post, April 12, 1900. There is no evi
dence that labor candidates or ideas played a large part 
in city elections in the 1890's. 

47 
Houston D a i l y Posjt, N'ovember 7, 189 6. The v o t e 

was a s f o l l o ' . ; s : 
Ward One Democra t - -375 

P o p u l i s t - - 3 4 5 
Ward Two Democra t - -429 

P o p u i l i s t - - 4 2 5 
Ward Three Domocra t - -129 3 

P o p u l i s t - - 730 
V/ard I 'our Dem,ocrat--77 0 

P o p u l i s t — 9 47 
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48 commanded strong support in all ds. This seeming 

contradiction is explained by a o al between Texas Popu

lists and Republicans; Populist leaders in the state 

promised electoral votes for McKinley in return for Repub-

49 lican support in the state election. 

Houston workers continued to exhibit both more 

interest and more influence in local matters. In 1902 a 

Good Government Club supported 0. T. Holt in the city 

democratic primai-y. Holt adopted as his ov/n the Labor 

Council's earlier dei.usid foi mr r.ici;:'.. 1 ov/ners:iip of util

ities and criticized the inefficiency of the city govern

ment. He also charged that his opponent, the form.er city 

t • a j^ ^< ive Democrat--9 26 
Populist--7 35 

Ward Six Dem.ocrat--415 
Populist—254 

The Sixth Ward hsd been created from. Ward Four North. The 
decline of Populist support may have been due to business 
influmce or i.-.timidation. A nu.mber of unskilled workers 
lived in this area. 

48 
Ibid. , The vote -./as: 

Ward One Der;ocrat--373 
Re T; ub 1 i c an - - 3 3 2 

VJard Tv/o Dei>/ c r a t - - 4 36 
P.(̂  p ub 1 i can - - 4 19 

Ward T h r e e D e m o c r a t - - 1 1 2 4 
R e p u b l i c a n - - 1 1 9 1 

Ward F o u r De i ; iOcra t - -712 
R e p u b l i c a n - - 1 0 6 2 

Ward F i v e D e m o c r a t - - 9 2 7 
Repub11 c a n - - 7 2 3 

Ward S i x D e m o c r a t - - 4 1 8 
R e p ' u ; y l i c a n - - 2 1 0 

49 B a r r , R e c o n s t r u c t i o n t o f^^oggh 'h • ten. 
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attorney had, as city attorney, squandered public funds 

and made personal profit from his official position.^° 

Holt, in a vigorous campaign, won the endorsement of both 

the Labor Council and the Houston Labor Journal.^^ In the 

primary election Holt won easily although his opponent did 

better than expected in the workingn'>n's wards.^^ In the 

general election Holt reciMvcd 5,16 0 votes out of the 

53 
5,79 3 cast. The trade unionists made the exaggerated 

S 4 claim to have elected a mayor. 

50 
Houston Daily Post, March 4, 19 02; March 6, 1902; 

March 9, 1902; March f'3, 19 02; March 23, 190 2. 
^•' 'Ibid. , March 6, 1902. 
52 

Ib^yT .̂ , A p r i l 2, 1902. H^olt won by 150 votes in 
V;ard One and by 91 out of 4-.-5 votes in b'ard 2'ive. He c a r 
r i e d V/arb Two by 6 5 v o t e s . Ward Three by 412 out of 5 33 
v o t e s . Ward Fo..r by 261 out of 613, and Ward Six by 60 out 
of 400. T o t a l s for th.e f i r s t and second v/ards v/ere not 
given. 

^ ^ I b i d . , A p r i l 8, 1902. 
54 

L e t t e r , Samuel Gompers t o P.. E. P a t t e r s o n , June 
14, 1902, L ib r a ry of Congress , i l anusc r ip t D i v i s i o n , Gcm.pers 
L e t t e r b o o k s . John Kirby, a prominent >3usiricssmian, r e p o r t 
edly suppor ted Hol t and prov ided f i n a n c i a l a id t o the Labor 
J o u r n a l . His mot ives a re no t c lea] - , but a l l ev idence i n d i 
c a t e s he -./as c e r t a i n l y not p r o - l a b o r . I t i s p o s s i b l e Kirby 
was t r y i n g t o suppor t the "good" v/orkers cigainst the 
"menace" of s o c i a l i s m . Tl.e o t h e r c a n d i d a t e s in the mayor ' s 
race were W. F . Morrison on the .Hocia l i s t t i c k e t and Jake 
P r i l l on t he S o c i a l i s t L£ibor t i c k e t . : ' o r r i son r ece ived 
596 v o t e s , 312 of them in b'ard F i v e . S o c i a l i s t s made a 
l e s s impre s s ive shov/inc ( i f near 600 vo tes i s impress ive) 
in the alderm.an r ace s in t he f i f t h v/ard. For K i r b y ' s sup
p o r t of H'olt see Houston Daily P o s t , March 6, 1904. For 
in format ion of K i r b y ' s viev/s on unions see George T. 
Morgan J r . , "The Gosi;el of Wealth Goes South: John Henry 
Kirby and L a b o r ' s S t r u g g l e for Self -Be term.inatiorx, 
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The continued worker interest in politics may well 

have moved city officials at last to enact the eight-hour 

day on city jobs, although the connection is not absolutely 

clear. In 1902, even before the municipal election was 

decided, an ordinance was passed providing an eight-hour 

day for city laborers, a pay scale of $2 a day, and the 

exclusive hiring of men who had lived in the city at least 

55 
six months. Because of city financial difficulties, 

portions of these? gains were temporarily lost. In 1905 

the labor ordinances were repealed; the city, hov/ever, 

continued to pay the $2 per day wage rate. The hours of 

work were merely increased from eight to nine. Eight 

hours v/as restored as tĥ e legal dc.y's \/ork for unskilled 

labor in 1910.^^ 

1901-1916 , " Sou thv / e s t e rn bi^^t_oil7oa 1 Q u a r t e r l v , LXXV 
(Oc tober , 1 9 7 1 ; , 1 3 5 - 1 9 7 . Goc. - .a l i s t s a p o a r e n u i y p a r t i c i 
p a t e d w i t h o u t u.ndue h a r r a s s : u.nt. They h e l d open m-eetings 
in 1904 -./h.ich v/ere announced i n t h e d a i l y p r e s s . See 
Houston Da,ily P o s t , June 20 ; 1904, June 26 , 1904; August 
28 , 1904; s77teml3er 5 , 1904 . 

55 
C h a r t e r and P.-visr^d Code ô f O r d i n a n c e s of the_ 

Ci ty of H£us_ton t_o O c t o b e r 3_1, 1^0 4 (Hou'ston: W. H. Coyle 
and C o . , 1904:/, u p . J - O - J 4 7 . The r a i s e in pay a p p a r e n t l y 
d i d n o t go i n t o e f f e c t u n t i l 1904. I t d i d n o t i n c l u d e 
d e p a r t m e n t e m p l o y e e s ; t h e y c o n t i n u e d worlumg a n i n e - h o u r 
day . 

C h a r t s r of t h e C i t y of I^ou.sjyon â 'i 1 G e n e r a l O r d i -
nances P a s s e d by t h 7 Ci ' / Courpci_l_ o_ t'ie_ Cy^'y of Hous ten 
from t̂ h o 3 l 7 T b:: - -" 'oh'.' Oct o; > eF~T9 0 4" t £ ai yh I n c .L u. 7 '19' Oct ob e r 
3 1 , 19"ro" (nouston": i, . ' H . ' \y y le"~anci Co.7~ 19T7)7'7^-' 2^77 
Houston Duj. ly P o s t , M..rch 2 , 1909 . 

57 
Houston D_a.i 1 v_ Post, 7.ori 1 12, 19 0 9 ; Chyy.".̂ -u£ !LDA 

Ordinances from October 3J , 79 0 4 to October 31, 72_7L' 
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The Labor Council continued to apply pol i t ical 

pressure, not only to reduce the hours of work but also 

to secure enactment of some of the workingmen's long-range 

goals as set out in the 1899 statement. The council in 

1913, in an effort to implement some of these desired 

measures, ini t ia ted amendments to the city charter calling 

for repeal of the poll tax,^^ eight-hour days on a l l city 

jobs, and a minimum city wage of $2.^^ Houston labor also 

endorsed amendm.ents providing for in i t ia t ive , referendum, 

and recal l , for free scliool books, and for women to serve 

on the school board. in the amendment election a l l the 

changes, with the exception of allowing womten to serve on 

the school board, were approved by the voters. "̂̂  

pp. 2G5-266; Acnual .'lessace of H. B. Rice, M3v_qr of the 
City of Houston snd 7u;u:̂ _̂l Reports of Citv Official£^~7qr 
the Ye^r bnaln- Hebruarv 27, 1910 (Houston: o ~' 
and Co. , 1910) ,' o . 1 2 . 

H . C; 

58 
H o u s t o n ( T e x a s ) LaJjor C o u n c i l , : : i n u t e s of .Meet

i n g s , m . . c t i n g s of J a n u a r y 2 1 , 1 9 1 3 ; F e b r u a r y 1 8 , 1 9 1 3 ; 
March I S , 1 9 1 3 ; 7 . p r i l 2 , 1 9 1 3 ; A u g u s t 1 9 , 1 9 1 3 ; H o u s t o n 
Labor J o u r n a l , J u l y 1 9 , 1 9 1 3 . A p o l l t a x was f i r s t p a s s e d 
i n t h e c i t y i n 1 8 8 8 . /^Iv/yn b a r r a s s e r t s H o u s t o n a d o p t e d a 
c i t y p o l l t a x o f $ 2 . 5 0 i n 1903 w h i c h e l i m i n a t e d 7 , 5 0 0 
v o t e r s . Sec^ b a r r , R e c o n s t r u : - 1 i o n t_o j . e f o r m , p . 20 6. The 
1888 lav/ p r o v i d e d f o r a t a : . of o.ie d o ! l a r . ' " W h a t e v e r t h e 
c o s t , t h e p o l l t a x no d o u b t d e p r i v e d sorr.e c i t i z e n s o f t h e i r 
r i g h t s . 

59 
bouston (Tex.'s) Labor Coiucil, Minutes of Meet

ings, meeting of Gcptouber 2, 1913; Houston Labor Journal, 
September 6, 191 

Houston Labor Journal, October 11, 1913; October 
18, 1913. ~ ~ 

Ibid-. Gliarter 07 Cg.ty of Hou.si on,, 'as sod March 
1905, Amended April' 1907, lo-enOhd Au^gsst 19117 Amonbed 
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For all this activity there was little organized 

involvement on the part of minorities. In 1892 a German-

American Club was formed for the purpose of giving that 

ethnic group, many of whom were s];illed workers, more 

influence in local and state politics. The Houston 

branch was a par*t of a state-wide organization, but its 

impact was not significant on either tho state or local 

6 3 
level. In 1892 a "colored Laboring Men's Republican 

Club" was organized but had negligible influence. In 1895 

a suggestion was made that blacks use economic boycotts as 

a means of influencing votes. The Post condemned the idea 

and warned that, if such an attempt were made, blacks v/ould 

surely be the losers. Most Negroes apparently agreed; 

64 econo.̂ :ic sa.nctions received no support. In 1895 uhe 

Italian community organized "for political purposes," but 

as in the case of the blacks, no evidence exists of 

October 1913 (n.p.: n.d.), pp. 20, 49. The council, 
reflecting the influence of the brewery -workers and the 
German elemen.ts involved m organized labor, v/cnt on 
record in February 1914 as opposing nationv/lde prohibition. 
See Houston (Texas) Labor Council, Minutes of ;:cetings, 
meeting of February 17, 1914. 

^^Houston Dail-,/ Post, Febrirrry 19, 1892; February 
23, 1892; May 31, 189"2'. 

fi 3 

The m.ovement made little headway. In Houston 
the cl-ob h s d on ly 20 0 miC mbe rs . 

^"^Ibid. , October 24, 1892; October 29, 1892; 
November 6, 1892; March 22, 1894. 
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c o n c r e t e r e s u l t s . 

More common t h a n m i n o r i t y g roups o r g a n i z i n g and 

a c t i v e l y p a r t i c i p a t i n g in p o l i t i c s was t h e unhappy p r a c 

t i c e of w h i t e w o r k e r s u s i n g p o l i t i c a l p r e s s u r e t o d i s c r i m 

i n a t e a g a i n s t members of m i n o r i t y g r o u p s . In 1914, f o r 

example , a d e l e g a t e t o t h e Labor C o u n c i l from t h e S h e e t 

Metal Workers c a l l e d a t t e n t i o n t o t h e f a c t t h a t "Mexican 

and o t h e r f o r e i g n " l a b o r was b e i n g used in c i t y work . A 

commit tee wa.-. a n p o i n t e l t o "draw up a p r o p e r r e s o l u t i o n " 

t o be s e n t t o t h e c i t y and c o u n t y . Aga in , in 1014, t h e 

c o u n c i l co: .plain.eri t o t h e coun ty comni i s s loners t h a t coun ty 

work was b e i n g done "by a ho rde of Mexican l a b o r e r s , f o r 

e i g n t o t h e comm(unity, and v/ho a r e f a s t d r i v i n g v/hi te and 

f> 7 
b l a c k l a b o r t o -./ant and p o v e r t y . . . . " T r u e , t h e 

c o u n c i l was a i d i n g l o c a l b l a c k s . T h i s was n o t , hov/ever, 

any i n d i c a t i o n of a nev/ compass ion f o r Negroes ; homcetown 

b l a c k s v/ere s imp ly more d e s i r a b l e than " o u t s i d e " .^lexicans. 

There i s no e v i d e n c e t o i n d i c a t e t h a t t h e Houston v/orkers 

s u c c e s s f u l l y b a r r e d t h e " f o r e i g n " e l e m e n t , b u t i t i s c l e a r 

^^Ihid., . . ugus t 1 1 , 1895; August 12, 1895. There 
i s some evic ;e7ce of d i s c r i m i n a t i o n i n t h e form o i h igh 
l i c e n s e f e e s on t h e n a r t of t]:e c i t y a g a i r i s t I t a l i a n s t a l l 
o p e r a t o r s . See 1}^^. , J u l y 22 , 1904; J u l y 26 , 1904; 
J a n u a r y 10 , 1912. ' 

^^Houston (Texas) Labor C o u n c i l , Minutes of Meet
i n g s , m e e t i n g of Z .pr i l 7, 1914. 

^"^Ibid . , Z .pr i l 2 3 , 1914. 
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that the "foreign clement" was viewed as threatening by 

many workers. 

The absence of any significant political activity 

on the part of workers belonging to minority groups is 

indicative of the nature of Houston society. Blacks, due 

to the growing impact of Jim Crow, were complett-ly isolated 

and woefully disorganized. On the other hand, other 

groups, v/ith tĥ : possible exception of Italians, were 

integrated into the community and into labor organizations 

to the extent tliat ethnic political m.ovements had little 

appeal. The German, the Irishman, the Frenchman, or the 

Swede found it more convenient to discard his ethnic 

identity, except for an occasional social event, and to 

be "Americais" lest they too bccom:C a "foreign element." 

That white v/orkers attempted to use political pressure as 

a means of discriminating against "outside" Mexicans 

reflects in a perverse sort of way the community spirit, 

the desire to see local citizens prosper as the city grew, 

that had been evident in the period prior to 1989 and in 

more recent legislation aimed at providing employment for 

local labor. 

In 189 3 a mass meeting of blacks was held to 
protest police brutality. In 18S'5 blac-ks gathered to 
protest their treatmsuit uy Houston Italians. Both m.eet-
ings were orderly. Houston Daily 7^27' September 1, 189 3; 
July 30, 1895. See also Gran777;.ayy beoort, Cii.nlnal Dis
trict Court (Texas), January 24, 19i4 lor evidence of 
police mistreatment of blacks. 
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The workingman in Houston, during the twenty-five 

years preceding 1889, put into practice some of the im

portant lessons he had learned from past failures. Less 

time and energy was spent on divisive third-party arguments 

and fewer ideological conflicts occurred. Instead, on the 

local level, the Houston workej coordinated ];olitical 

activity through the L/ibor Council and concentrated on 

bringing needed change by working within the framework of 

existing part ies . To a degree the same tactic had been 

used before 1890, but after that date techniques became 

more refined ana success becaiuc more cc:.::v;on. Obviously, 

workingm.en did nou com.pletely abandon the ideals of reform 

unionism,; rather, many in the labor movem.ent after 1889 

seem to ha\-e fo'und the miethods of a poli t ical pressure 

group the m̂ cst suitable mioans of achieving their goals. 

The Gutman uhu5is--that in sm.aller industrial to-yns v/orkers 

made up a large se;̂ ,ivent of the voting population, par t ic i

pated in local pol i t ics , and had a real influence on local 

affairs--finds support in Houston during the period betwee.n 

1890 and 1914.^^ 

Houston v.orkers between 1890 and 1914 were also 

active parti ci;-. ants in the more com.mon forms of labor 

activity, those designed for economic gain and improved 

69 
Gutman, "The Wor.kers ' Search for bov/er," p. 37. 

Gutman argues that v/orkers also had an impact on regional 
politics . 
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conditions. The success of these efforts depended upon a 

variety of factors including the number of workers involved, 

the duration of the conflict, tho effects on business, and 

the presence or absence of violence. Yet whatever the out

come of industrial conflict tho Houston experience does 

serve to substantiate further Gutman's thesis that: 

Not all men had . . . second thrnujlits about 
the social fabric which industrial capitalism 
was weaving, but in the . . . [s.maller cities] 
of the country the spirits of free enterprise 
and free action were neither dead nor mutually 
exclu:-.ive. Many lal̂ or elements kept their 
freedom of action and bargaining even during 
strikes. And th.e -worker -v/as shrev/d in appeal
ing to public opinion. '̂^ 

An examination of struggles between labor and 

capital which occurred in Houston during the period does 

not reveal that workingmen v/ere alv/ays victorious, always 

wise, or always correct. Such an examination does indicate 

that the Houston worker frequently won the support of his 

fellow citizens, usually proved willing to com.promise, and 

was often guided in his actions b-y what he considered to 

be the broad interest or the com/mnity as opposed to 

70 
Ibid., p. 53. Gutm'n uses "older area of the 

country," b̂s7iall cities," and "small tov/ns" interchangeably. 
The major point remains the same, small cities as opposed 
to large urban industrial areas such as Cleveland, New 
York, and Pittsburgh, Houston -with a r^opulation of only 
75,000 in 1910 v/as dearly more of o small tu'wn than these 
areas. Houston, as a trading c/nter, also had rural-
agrarian ties not evident in large industrial cities. 
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71" narrow self-interest. 

The first major ecc;nomic action taken by Houston 

workers after 1890 was marked by neither a strike nor open 

conflict. A movement developed under the leadership of 

the Clerks Protective Association to convince merchants 

to close their establish:xnts at 7:00 p.m. A brief exam

ination of tho effort is> instructive in that it clearly 

illustrates the cautious approach, even at the risk of 

defeat, v/hich. Houston workers often follov/ed. In early 

August of 189 2, th.e Clerks Protective Association adopted 

a constitution and by-la-ws, affiliated with the Labor 

72 Council, and began to plasi the early-closing campaign. 

The Labor Council appointed a coi\miittee to contact mier-

chants a.nd urged union men to patronize only those busi

nesses v/hich co.mplied with the wishes of labor. The clerks, 

as an added initiative, promised to establish a fund for 

As the city and tiie labor m.ovement grev/, numierous 
minor strikes occurred. These '.-.ill be mentioned only 
briefly or in the notes. The minor strikes are not signif
icant so far as the major points are concerned. 

72 
Houston Dailv̂  Post, August 8, 1892. There were 

several m.inor strir.L-.s v/hic-: occurred in this sam.e pericl. 
In 1889 union painters refused to work for ::r. T. J. 
Pereira because he employed a non-union man. See Ibid., 
A.ugust 13, 1889; August 15, 1889; August 27, 1889. In 
1891 the carpenters and joiners determined to use all means 
in their command short of a strike uo bring about sliorter 
hours. See Ibid., June 4, 1891. In May 189 2 a tailor, L. 
Housman v/as surprised by signs posted around his shop 
"Boycott L. Housman, Gcab Tailor." The Labor Council 
condemned this action. Ibid., bia'̂' 18, 1892. 
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the purpose of advertising establishments which closed.^^ 

On September 1 the innovation went into effect with only 

74 a few holdouts. 

The holdouts were numerous enough, however, to 

destroy the movement. On Septembui 5 tho clerks announced 

that businesses in competition with firms which refused to 

close at 7:00 p.m. wore justified in remaining open in 

order to prevent the non-complying establishments from 

7 5 gaining all the evenina business. Although the clerks 

r.aintained that they wore not admitting defeat, their 

announcement v/as essentially a surrender. On September 15 

the Association proposed to make one more attempt to secure 

full com.pliance and, if unsuccessful, to "drop for the tim.e 

being all active efforts for early closing and [to] try by 

the press and th.e education of the public to m.ake it easier 

to accomiplish in the future (after N'ev/ Year) ."' The 

clerks also professed dism'.ay that many of their number had 

not joined the movoMont and assured prospective members 

that they v/ould "not find us anarchists or plotters, but 

'̂ Îbid. , Au ust 11, 1892. 

Ibid. , Sep-teiiber 1, 1392; Septem];cr 2, 189 2; one 
of the most adamant holdouts \/as the jev/̂ .̂ lry and pawn-
broking establishment of Sw.jeney, Coomljs, and Fredericks. 

^Ibid., September 5, 1892. 

7 6 
Ibid., September 16, 1892. 
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lovers of order and plain straight people."^^ The organi

zation's name was changed to the Clerks Benevolent and 

Protective Association and efforts to effect 7:00 p.m. 

7 8 
closing continued. Apparently there was 1'ttle success. 

In 1895 the Post reported clerks still working as much as 

seventeen hours a day and as late as 1912 clerks were 

7 Q reportedly poorly organized. 

This movement and its failure indicates the diffi

culty labor faced when forced to deal with numerous 

employers. It also dcmon;^trates the difficulty involved 

in organizing wor.kers who were scattered all over the city 

in various establishments and \/ho performed tasks which 

required no paruicuiar skill, thereby miaking the.Ti easy to 

replace. It likewise illustrates the conservarive and at 

times overly cautious approach of man-y Houston -v/orkers. 

Obviously, workingmicn had to be cautious in order not uo 

alienate public opinion; yet, in this case an argument 

might be m.ade for a more militant approach. The bulk of 

the merchants were agreeable to the clerks' request and a 

strong propaganda campaign against the holdouts might have 

proven successful. The clerks felt—incorrectly it would 

^^Ibid. 

"̂ Îbid. , Seutem})er 27, 1892; April 30, 1893; May 
1, 1893. 

Ibid_. , January 16, 1895; liouston (Texas) L. bor 
Council, Minutes of Meetiiigs, nccti.ng of October 1, 1912 
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appear—that the best course was to attempt to win support 

80 
by avoiding conflict. It is significant that the Houston 

Labor Council was actively involved in the movement and 

attempted to make the cause of the clerks the cause of all 

organized labor. 

Many Houston businessmen also proved willing to 

comply with other worker demands. On September 8, 189 3, 

union brick layers halted work on tv/o Houston buildings 

and dem.an.ded a nine-hour day with the v/age that had pre-

viously been paid for ten hours. The men argued that a 

number of brick layers v/ere out of work--probably because 

of the Panic of 189 3--and these men could be "put on to do 

82 the v/ork they [th.e stri.iers] would do in the extra hour.""^ 

It was reported that contractors v/ould acti'/ely 

resist th.e v/alkout and v/ere perfecting plans to obtain 

strikebreakers. The report proved to be false; instead, 

by September 15 the two employers involved had agreed to 

8 3 a nine-hour day. At least one of the m.en v/hose building 

was involved in the strike, Mr. Ed Kiam, agreed to absorb 

8 0 
It is interesting that at least one merch.ant 

complained because saloons were exempt. 
^•^Houston Daily Pos_t, September 8, 1893. The pay 

was $4.50 per day whicii was a good wage. In 1890 some 
brick layers v »re possibly being paid $5 for a ten-hour 
day. See Ibid., August 19, 1390. 

^^Ibid. , Septeml-3er 8, 1893. 

^^Ibid,, September 10, 1893; Soptcm.ber 15, 1393. 



194 

the extra cost himself to save the contractor the loss.^^ 

By May the brick layers had secured a nine-hour agreement 

with all contractors, again with some of the builders' 

clients agreeing to absorb any extra cost. One of these, 

Adolphus Busch, president of the A. B. Brewery, agreed to 

pay his share but argued that it would be unnecessary. 

The men would, according to Busch, do as much work in nine 

hours as they had previously accomplished in ten. If so, 

Busch asked that his payment of $300 be invested "towards 

8 5 the relief of the poor in Houston." 

Although the bricklayers fight v/as not especially 

dramatic, it does indicate a growing maturity and perse

verance on the part of the union men. The issue of the 

nine-hour day was broû .̂ht up in Septemb)er, but v/as not 

finally settled until May. This was actually the first 

long effort that a union had been able to sustain. Also, 

it is significant that although contractors did not appear 

willing to absorb the cost of the shorter day, at least 

some businessmen, both in and outside of Houston, proved 

more inclined to pay the cost than to fight the union. 

This is clearly not the reaction of either extreme anti

union industrialists or of industrialists who were in 

complete control of the work.er. AcrJitionally, while the 

"̂̂ Î bid. , September 15, 1893. 

^^Ibid., May 6, 1893; M.ay 12, 1893. 
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brick layers were engaging in their effort, the Labor 

Council was working to secure a nine-hour day for city 

employees. 

Also showing the strength of workers and their 

willingness to compromise was an 1899 walkout which 

threatened to shut off all the city's electrical power.^^ 

Linemen employed by the Citizens Electric Light and Pov/er 

Company, the city's only electric utility, demanded a 

raise from t!ieir current wane of $2.25 for a ten-hour day 

to $2.50 for nin.' liours. The men also called for a closed 

87 shop. The company, which v/as in receivership, agreed to 

the wage dem.anb, but the receiver in Houston refused to 

agree to the closed shop v/ithout "instructions frora the 

8 8 court." Tne linemen quit v/ork and many other employees 

of the company -./alked out in sympathy, throwing the city 

8 6 
Several m.inor strikes occurred prior to 1899. 

In 1893 a week.-lon-; bakers surike en:b:.d in failure. See 
Ibid., May 2, 1893; May 3, 1893; May 5, 1893; May 9, 1893. 
In 1894 Houstonians :. .. Id mioetings in sympathy with the 
Pullman Strikers. See Ibid., July 9, 1894; July 10, 1894; 
July 11, 1894; July 12, 1894; July 15, 1894. In 1894 and 
1895 there were strike rumors but no serious v/alkouts . 
See 7bid., October 29, 1894; September 9, 1895; September 
14, 1877; May 3, 1895; April 28, 1896. 

^'^Ibid. , June 13, 1899; June 14, 1899; June 15, 
1899; June 16, 1899. 

^^Ibi^. , June 16, 1899. See also Ibid., June 13, 
1899; June'T5, 1899. 
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into "Egyptian Darkness" for two nights.^^ The question 

was submitted to the judge of the Federal District Court 

in Sherman, Texas, who controlled the receivership. His 

view was that the closed shop was "discriminating a: a 

direct violation of the trust law."^° Upon receipt 

this information tho linemen agreed to accept the wage 

increase with the assurance that their participation in 

the strike would not be used to "their prejudice in the 

91 
future." Throughout the short period of the strilie both 

company and employees seemed eager to settle the matter, 

the workers did not hesitate in accepting the opinion of 

the court, and the general public was tolerant of the walk

out despite the ensuing inconvenience. 

The most extensive labor conflict to occur in 

Houston in the years near the turn of the cenuury v/as a 

92 carpenters' strike -/.-hich broke out in 1900. The dispute 

was between the carpenters' union and thie Builders Exchange, 

Ibid., June 15, 1899; June 16, 1899. The engi
neers, micrbers of the National Association of Stationary 
Engineers, aid not join the strike. See Ibid., June 17, 
1899. 

^^Ibid. , June 16, 1899; June 18, 1899. 

'̂''Ibid. , June 13, 1899. 

92 
In July 189 9 a brev/ers stri.ke occurred m which 

some Knights of Labor took the jobs of striking A..F.L. 
affiliated m.en. The A.F.L. m.en did win DO agreem.snt v/ith 
the brewery involved. See Letter, Sciinuel Gompers to J. F 
Grimes, January 30, 1897; Februar-/ 19, 1397; better, 
Samuel Gompers .to Henry M. i.alker. May 9, 1899; May 13, 
1899; June* 7, 1899; July 7, 1899, Library of Congress, 
Manuscript Division, Gomtpers Letterbooks. 
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an alliance of contractors. The issues involved were both 

wage and hour demands and mutual recognition. Union car

penters were receiving $2.50 a day for nine hours' work, 
q 3 

but they were asking the same pay for eight hours. The 

Builders Exchange was agreeable to this demand but in 

return asked that union carj^enters v/ork only for members 

of the Exchange, that agreements be made binding for at 

least a year, and that the union practice of imposing fines 

on contractors who violated union rules be halted. The 

major problem, was tlie E.xchange's seemingly justifiable 

demand that if it hired only union men, in return union 
Q •* 

men should v/ork exclusively for Exchange m.embers. ^ The 

workers felt, on the other hand, they should be free to 

accept employment from anyone v/ho vvould pay the union 
95 wage. 

A strike was officially called by the carpenters' 

96 union on the m.orning of April 5. That evening the 

Building Trades Assembly--including plasterers, tinners, 

plumbers, lathers, painters, brick layers, and electrical 

workers--m.et and called a general strike of all the 

^"^Houston Daily Post, April 3, 1900. 

"̂̂ Î bid̂ . , April 3, 1900; 7\pril 6, 1900. 

^^Ibid., April 6, 1900; April 14, 1900 

^^Ibid., April 6, 1900. 
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building trades for Monday, April 9.^^ According to the 

Post although the carpenters had sufficient resources to 

9 8 
sustain a "lengthy strike," the brewery workers and the 

city employees both contributed to their strike fund.^^ 

The LeODor Council in a special meeting on April 13, promised 

to call a general strike of all organized labor if an 

agreement was not reached by the seventeenth. This move 

threatened to add considerably to the 1,000 men already 

on strike and to virtually paralyze the business of the 

.̂  100 city. 

The Builders Exchange meanwhile placed the blame 

for the trouble on the Building Trades Assen\bly and deter

mined to bring in strikebreakers. Businessmen, hoping 

to avoid further troubles, formed a comr-iittee which m̂ et 

with carpenters and contractors in an unsuccessful effort 

to mediate the dispute. Making the entire matter more dan

gerous, especially in the eyes of business leaders, was 

the possibility that a ger.eral strike might disrupt the 

plans, already made, for Houston to host a meeting of the 

^^Ibid., April 6, 1900; April 7, 1900. This would 
involve approximately 1,000 men. 

^^Ibid., April 7, 1900. 

^^Ibid., April 13, 1900. 

•̂ °°Ibid_., Z.pril 4, 1900. 

Iljid. 
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Trans-Mississippi Commerci'al Congress. Other citizens 

were also concerned about the possibly damaging effects of 

a general strike. A petition was {)rosented to the Labor 

Council asking the postponement of the move until after 

103 the May 1 meeting of the Trans-Mississippi Congress. 

The Building Trades Assembly and the Labor Council, 

after considering the alternatives, decided to call off 

the general strike so as not to damage the reputation and 

business of t.he city. Also entering into the decision was 

the reali.-ation of the propaganda advantage which might be 

gained from, calling off the general v/alkout in the name of 

10 4 civic responsibility. ' Even before the decision was 

reached, ho-.:ever, "quire a number of citizens" signed a 

pledge refusing to do business with any membier of the 

Builders Exchange for one year unless the strike was 

quickly settlea. 

The shov/ of support, com.bined with the wise retreat 

on the part of tl;e Labor Council had an effect beneficial 

to the wor̂ '.ers. On April 23 the strike was ended and a 

contract for the remainder of 1900 was agreed upon. It 

provided that all future grievances were to be settled by 

-^^^I^i^., April 15, 1900. 

-^^^Ibid., April 16, 1900; Aoril 18, 1900. 

•̂ "̂̂ Ibid., April 18, 1900. 

105.,, . . Ibid . 
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an arbitration committee; there would be no union fines 

or assessments levied against contractors; union men were 

allowed to work for any contractor so long as he hired no 

non-union carpenters; carpenters were to receive $2.50 for 

an eight-hour day, with time-and-a-half for overtime and 

double time on holidays and Sunday; and, any change in the 

contract would have to be preceded by a v/ritten notice 

three months in advance of the date the change was to 

occur. Clearly, the major point of contention, the 

right of t'ne carpenters to v/ork for any contractor, v/as 

won by the strikers. 

In this strike Houston labor evidenced the highest 

degree of organization and unity to that time. Also, uhe 

action of the -./orkingmien indicates a concern v/ith the 

welfare of the city and a rather sophisticated knowledge 

of the use of pov/er. The workers, by leashing their 

strength, saved the city embarrassment and financial loss 

and were thereby able to v/in public favor and finally a 

beneficial settlement. 

-^^^Ibid. , April 21, 1900. 

107 
There -were other minor stri]-.es wliion were over-

shadov/ed by more serious events. In Febru.:.:.̂ y 1900 plumbers 
struck for $4 a day, but in a compromise accepted $3.75 
and agreed to a contract of a year's duration. See Houston 
Daily Post, February 17, 1900;"February 19, 1900. In 
October 19 0 3 a n.inor strike occurred a.mong the employees 
of the Pacific Express Com.pany. The stii]:ers were fired 
and the strike was lost v/ith no ].elp forthcomiru; from labor 
organizations in Houston. Ibid., October 19, 1903. In 
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Unfortunately the increasing energy, organization, 

and efficiency exhibited by Houston workers did not extend 

to all groups. Despite the assurance by the Daily Post in 

1892 that Houston Negroes were "prosperous and contented," 

the most oppressed and alienated group of wor]:crs in the 

10 8 
city was still the blacks. ^ It is true that there were 

few black protests after 1890, but the reason for this was 

not contentment. Negro labor was largely unskilled, unor

ganized, and unacc.2pted b-/ other workingmen. As previously 

suggested, the v/hite worker saw no compelling economic 

reason to aiu blacks and found it both easy and rev/arding 

to ignore thc.m.. Blacks themselves seemed powerless to 

advance thieir own interests. In a hostile climate, v/iuh 

no real leadership, any effort at imiproving conditic.ns 

through econo.mic coercion was likely to fail. A. few exam

ples will suffice to prove uhe point. 

In 1896 140 blacks working as wood choppers in a 

camp located tv/o i.iles from the city struck for higher 

Noveryer 19 0 3 another stri::e uas threatened bv the Railway 
Car Men, but the matter was settled and no v/alkout occu^^red. 
Ibid., November 17, 1903; i:ooo:h>er 20, 1903. In June 19.w 
a short-lived bakers strik.e was settled b-y com.promise. 
Ibid., June 17, 1904; Jui.o 18, 1904. Also in June 1904 
technological advance caused a minor incident. At the 
American Brev/ery coopers had the job of corking beer bar
rels. The company began to use a nev/ device, "a key" v/itli 
which to close the barrels and brouglit to new mien to 
operate the device. The coopers v/alked out and the company 
settled the matter by removing the new men. Ibid., June 
17, 1904. 

•'•̂ Îbid., June 11, 1892. 
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wages. The men were paid 60<̂  per cord but demanded 75<:. 

The strikers argued that labor troubles in the coal dis

tricts should increase tho market value of wood and that 

they wanted to share in the added profits. The Post 

reported, "Mr. Wilson [the employer] simply laughed at 

this far-fetched logic . . . and has arranged to supply 

all his present orders through the railroad and the 140 

10 9 
choppers are on the ii.arket." 

In 1900 black bell boys at the Capital Hotel 

demanded, after the hotel uatchman Iiad ]:ilb;d a Negro, 

that the offender be fired. b'iien the manager refused, 

the bell boys struck. The hotel managem.ont, in an effort 

to end the dispute quickly and quietly, imported v/orkers 

from Galveston, but upon learning of the situation the 

strikebreakers refused to v/ork. Despite this apparent 

cooperation the hotel was still able to hire other nev/ 

workers and the strike v/as successfully broken. 

Thie onl-y evidence of a successful strike by blacks 

occurred in 1900. In April a force of Negro laborers 

employed by a contractor doing -./or]-, for the city. A city 

ordinance specified that laborcis for the city were to 

receive $1.75 per day, but t2.e contractor decided to pay 

the men on a piece v/ork basis. The blac-:s felt they were 

•̂ '̂-̂ n;id_., July 21, 1897. 

-^-^^Ibid., M^y 2, 1900. 
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being exploited, walked off the job, and won their demands. 

The $1.75 pay scale was reestablished. •̂"̂•'• 

The meaning of all these Negro strikes is clear. 

That blacks protested at all indicates they were not com

pletely crushed. Yet, while othô r workers in the city were 

becoming better organized and more successful in waging 

beneficial, well-coordinated action.--', the black worker was 

often disorganired and unsuccessful. The overall labor 

movement ignored him, and the general public was unsympa

thetic tc his pliy'̂ .t. Ho was the forgotton man in the 

Houston labor r'.uvemi.nt. 

Even v/h.ite workers, however, despite public sym

pathy and internal unity, did not always emerge winners 

in major strikes. A good example of the difficulties 

workers faced is the fate of the Amalgamated Association 

of Street Rail-./ay Employees of America. The Union v/as 

1 ^ ' 
^lbj7i'/ 7tpril 26, 1900. :':xi can-.A.mericar.s were 

not involvoG; in labor activity during this period to any 
large extent. Tl.ere -./as, ;.ov/ever, one minor ir:cident of 
some interest. In 1910 Pr7':edis G. Guerrero, a m.cmber of 
the Mexican Liberal Party ant: of the Flores Magon m.ovement 
was in Texas trying to 'v/in converts among American Social
ists and workers. The party v/as interested in ousting 
Mexican dictator Porfirio Diaz. In February 1910 Guerrero 
came to Houstoii. His [)] ace of residence was raided by 
authorities, and documionts v;ere reportedly takc^n. Guerrero 
escaped through a windo-y. 1 he documents indicated sixty-
seven Mexicans, one-half in Texas, v.ere to take part in 
the miovemsiit. The number of these who v/cre in Houston is 
unknov/n, as is the locatio<n of the seized cocunu nt. See 
Ellen Howell Myers, "Tho Mexican Libej^al Party, 1903-1910" 
(unpulDlished Pli.D. dissertatio:-., bnivcrsity of Virginia, 
1970), ;.,.. 289, 325. 



204 

organized in March, 1897 with the aid of the local of the 

Street Railway Workers in nearby Galveston and over the 

opposition of the Nebras];a based street car company .'̂''̂^ 

The union soon gained 47 members despite continuing company 

opposition. The company, in an effort to destroy the new 

union before it gained strength and influence, demanded 

that new employees agree as a condition of employment not 

to join the association. The union determined to meet the 

challenge head on. On July 4, 1897, the men voted to 

113 
strike. The street car workers received expressions of 

sympathy and offers of financial aid from other unions in 

the city, wo^n the support of the Houston Labor Council, and 

enjoyed the benefiu of a favorable editorial in the Houston 

Daily Post, the ciuy's .major newspaper.'^'^ In the face of 

this sort of opposition the com.pany agreed to recognize the 

union, to rehire mosu of the men involved in the strike 

and, finally, to give union men preference in future 

112 
Houston (T. xss) Amalgamated dissociation of Street 

Railv/ay Er..ployeos of /uuerica. Minutes of Meetings, meetings 
of March 14, 1897; .'larch 18, 1897. The company v/as repre-
sentcu in Houston by E. A. Allen and 0. M. Carter who pur
chased it for their î elurask/i associates in 1891. In 1901 
after several receiverships, O-.von D. Young of Boston pur
chased the line for the G tone-'.ebster syndicate. See 
Chapter I and McComb, Houston, pp. 106-10 7. 

Houston Daily Post, July 5, 1897; July 6, 1897. 

-̂ •̂ Îbid., July 5, 1897; July 6, 1897; Houston 
(Texas) A.m.algamated /vssoci ation of Street Railv/ay Employees 
of America, Minutes of Meetiny'S, niooting of Jû ly 7, 1897. 
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hiring. 

The settlement was rather fragile and short-lived. 

Early in 1898 tho street car workers charged the company 

with discriminatinq against union members and considered a 

retaliatory strike. The General Manager of the company, 

H. F. MacGregor, who had assumed his position after the 

settlement of 1897, claimed the charges unfounded and pub

lished a list of the men fired during his tenure as general 

manager and explained the cause for the dis^aissals. Union 

men rejected this exylariUtion and complained t'lat the com

pany was hiring non-union workers in preparation for a 

union brea^:ing attempt. They also charged that MacGregor 

viewed the previous agreement as having been only an expe

dient for halting the 1897 strike. The union dem.anded a 

binding agreem.ent and a v/age of $1.80 for a nine-hour day, 

a raise of a little over 5<: an hour. The real issue, how-

117 
ever, v/as the survival of the union organization. 

After a pre-dawn meeting on :iarch 15, the union 

presented grieva:.ces to the company. \'vhen .MacGregor 

refused to discuss the matter, a strike v/as called. The 

115 
Houston Daily Post, July 6, 1897. 

•̂ -'•̂ Ibid. , March 15, 1898. 

-̂ -̂ '̂ Ibid. , March 16, 1898; March 17, 1898. Also 
reported as demands was $1.30 a day for trackm:m and a 
bond to be accepted raclier than cash for the $25 deposit 
required from the men. 
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strike involved 150 employees and included "all departments 

except the office." On the evening of the fifteenth a 

mass meeting of citizens pledged to refrain from riding on 

119 the street cars until the strike was ended. Moral and 

financial support was immediately forthcoming from the 

120 

retail clerks and the Lal)(̂ r Council. During the twenty-

six day strike, the street car men also received aid locally 

from the brick layers' and masons' local, the brewers' 

union, the carpenters' local, the Knights of Labor, the 

laundry v/orkers, tiie iron molders, the Brotlierhood of 

Electrical b'orl'.ers, the Houston Typographical Union, and 

the Journeymen Barbers. Additionally, several Galveston 

unions sent m.oney and the strike was endorsed by the Gal

veston Labor Gouncil. .Old was likev/ise received from 
121 

street car workers' locals in vraco and Saint Louis. 

The company, v/hich had been through receivership 

and was currently controlled by a Boston firm, dism.issed 

all strikers. The firm also claimed, through speeches made 

-'••̂ Îbid. , March 16, 1898. 

119.,, ., Ibid. 

120 Ibid., March 16, 1898; March 17, 1898. 

1.̂ 71-' '''-arch 17, 1898; Marcli 18, 1898; ::arch 19, 
1898; Marcn 22, 1898; Marc'i 29, 1893; Amalgar.-ted Associa
tion of Street î ailway bmployees of America, Houston 
(Texas) :iinutes of Meetincs, meetings of ."arch 16, 139 8; 
March 18, 1898; March 20,'l398; March 27, 1898; :4arch 29, 
1898; April 6, 1898. 

k K 
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by John Kirby, a prominent Houston lumberman and a past 

receiver of the street car company, that it simply was 

financially unable to meet the demands of the employees. 

Kirby asserted that the men should be willing to work for 

122 what the employer could afford to pay. ' The workers 

countered by challenging the company's poor financial con

dition and by raising the specter cf an outside corporation 

1 23 trying to exploit local labor. ' Mass meetings v/ere held 

at which as many as 1,000 ĵ '̂ ople listened to speakers pro

claim the justice of the cause of labor and concJomr; v/hat 

they describ':u as the ruthless suppression of the rights 

of workers. "̂^ 

The company, after four idle and profitless days, 

proposed to brea": th.e strike v/ith non-union men, some 

l'̂ 5 
imported and some from Houston. "" There v/ere proble.m.s 

involved -./ith this approach. In the first place the nev/ 

men had to be taught to run the cars. Secondly, and more 

serious, the people of Houston v/ere unwilling to allov/ the 

•'•̂ Ĥouston Daily Post, March 17, 1898. 

Ibid. Other pro-union spokesmen, were less 
logical but'T-ê 'ĥ ps more effecti-/e. One sneaker at a mass 
meeting said"the meetings and the strike stirred the fight
ing blood in his veins. He tiad "been born to labor" and 
"had been thorou J1:1-/ whipped and miost empl-:a tically scrubbed 
by [those] pestiferous Yan!:ees [in the Civil Ubur]." The 
speaker then told of the exploitation of the workers. 

124 

Ibid., March 19, 1393. 

Ibid., March 17, 1893; March 19, 1898. 

12^ 
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cars to move. On March 19 an attempt was made to send cars 

out. At 7:00 a.m. one car, filled mostly with company 

officials, did run, acc> i î aniod by jeers and shouts from 

an assembled crowd. A second car, which had signs "U.S. 

Mail" hanging conspicuously on its sides, was made ready, 

but the crowd physically prevented the car from moving and 

in an ensuing melee a com| any official was assaulted with 

u ^1 126 an ax handle. 

The union condemned the violence, urged its men to 

stay off the streets, a.id assured city autliorities that 

street car m.en ŵ ould not try to prevent the company from 

127 
running its cars. ^ Mayor H. Baldwin Rice issued a proc
lamation forbidding public assemblies and promised protec-

1"' 3 tion to the company. ""'' Yet, Rice relented and allov/ed a 

labor mass meeting to be held on the evening of the tv/enty-

.. ^ 129 first. 

Despite the condemnation of violence by all respon

sible union m.en and city officials, the public v/as in an 

angry mood. Tho street car company, v/hich had housed 

strikebreak.crs in the power house, was unable to deliver 

•^^^Ibid., March 20, 1898. 

-^^"^I^i^ . , March 20 , 1898; March 2 1 , 1898; Houston 
(Texas) Amalgamated A s s o c i a t T o n of S t r e e t :lailv/ay Emiplovees 
of Aur.crica, Minu tes of . ' l e e t i n g s , m,r;eting of March 20, 1898 . 

-"•^^Houston D a i l y P o s t , Ib^rch 20 , 189 8. 

"^^^Ib io . , March 2 1 , 189 8. 
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food and water to their employees without the aid of a 

police escort. When on Monday, March 21, another 

attempt was made to send out cars, the situation became 

even more serious. A crowd of 3,000 gathered, public 

officials refused to comply with the company demand of ten 

131 
policemen per car, and the attempt was abandoned. When 

the company complained of lack of protection, the police 

chief retorted, "This department does not propose to man 

the company's conveyances v/ith policemen until it [the 

com.pany] demonstrates that protection is ^tbsolutely nec-

essary." " In a citv council meeting on the tv/enty-second 

Mayor Rice echoed the sentiment of the police chief, and 

one councilman expressed the opinion that there was no 

reason v/hy a company with a city franchise should "grind 

1 33 
down the worker."""' 

On Sunday, .March 28, street cars did run. In the 

afternoon crowds numbering up to 1,000 gathered, stones 

v/ere thrown at the cars, pistols were drawn, harmless shots 

134 
were fired, and tho mayor called out tne military. 

•^^^Ibid., M^^rch 20, 1C98; March 21, 1898. 

-^^-^Ibid., ::arch 22, 1898. 

Ibid. 

•^^^Houston (Texas) Citv Council, .'b.nutes of Meet
ings, meeting of ;:arch 22, 1893; Houston Daily Post, March 
23, 1898. 

13 '^Houston Dailv* Post, ::-̂ rch 23, 189 4. 
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Union men again condemned the violence and urged citizens 

to boycott the street cars peacefully. The mayor also 

called on prominent residents to form a "posse" to maintain 

order but with little apparent effect. Many citizens pre

ferred to put their trust in the conventional law enfo ce

ment agencies. 

Meanwhile, a citizens committee, including repre

sentatives from labor and tlu: company, v/as making efforts 

137 

to settle the dispute. Finally, on M.arch 31 an agree

ment was reached. The company v/as allov/ed to keep the forty-

nine new musi it had hirud. It was understood, however, that 

striking engineers, shop, and track men v/ere to be rehired. 

The company agreed not to discrir.inate against union mem

bers , and disputes betv/een the company and any union m̂ an 

were to be settled by arcitration. .All who wished it were 

allowed a nine-hour day. The pay scale v;as to be 13C an 

hour for the first six months of emiploymiont, 15̂ 2̂ ^ for the 

Ibi'J. , Ibarch 28, 1898; March 29, 1898. There 
was possibly sore opposition to Rice and his handling of 
the strike. ?. "citizen," v;ritirig to the Post, v/arned that 
workers i/ught desert Pice in t!"ie uocouiing city primary. 
Rice did loose the primiary and did riOt ru.n -.•.ell in v/orl:-
ingman v/ards. Hov/ever, there is .Tittle other evidence of 
worker disenchiuntmont v/itti Rice. hoe Il3i_d. , Ibircli 23, 
1898; .̂Ia>-sb 25, 1898; March 26, 1398. /b mass meeting held 
on March 29 or :4arch 30 indicated some ousosition to Rice's 
position on calling oit troo. s. See Ibici. , March 30, 1898. 

•^^^Ibid. , March 29, 1898. 

•̂ •̂ "̂ llyid. , March 19, 1398; March 22, 1^98; March 
25, 189 8; MarciT 2G, 1S9 3. 
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next year, and 16<̂  thereafter up to three years, 16h<^ from 

three to five years, and after five years service, 17<:. 

The company also promised to increase the number of runs 

and for a time to increase the nuinbcr of men on each car 

thereby providing more enployment. 

Obviously, the union had not received all it 

demanded, but the same is true of the company. Although 

the union did not gain recognition as the bargaining agent, 

the com.pany was not able to break the Association. Public 

opinion appeared favorab.le to the strikers and city offi

cials were certainly not controlled by the business interest. 

City police forces were only activated to maintain order 

and authorities were careful not to break the strike. The 

only hostile public opinion resulted from the violence, 

and most citizens recognized that union officers were doing 

their utm.ost to prevent such incidents. 

The settlemiont was not sufficient to end the prob-

lem.s. Apparently the union viev/ed the agreement as only 

temporary, and the co.mrany still sought means of ridding 

itself of the troublesom.e Street Car V.'orkers ' Association. 

In 1901 the Stone-Websto^r Syndicate of Boston took over 

the street car franchise and soon trouble broke out again. 

The u.nion, v/ith a membership of more than 100, decided in 

1902 to press for nev/ demands--a mandatory nine-hour day, 

•̂ •̂ "ibid., March 31, 1898. 
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a $2 wage, and recognition of tho union. 

Once again the Houston Labor Council offered its 

support, and donations were forthcoming from other labor 

140 organizations and individuals. Even the president of 

the Businessmen's League informed the strikers of his 

141 support and othor businessKu^n shared his sentiments. 

In an effort to keep public sympathy the union gave strict 

warning that violence must be avoided. The union in con

junction with the team drivers established a hack or 

"wagonette" service to help alleviate the public inconve-

1 ' 2 nience. '̂  The striker.̂ ^ also worked on the cars which 

1-̂ 3 de livered m.a i 1. 

The com.pany president, George J. Baldwin, came to 

Houston in order to deal personally with the crisis. 

Houston Mayor O. T. Holt, v/ho was elected v/ith workingman 

support, suggested that the company confer with the 

strikers. A union commiittee m.et with company officials 

on the afternoon of December 4, and at 5:30 p.m. an 

139 I b i d . , December 4, 1901 ; Houston C h r o n i c l e , 
December 1, 1902 . 

•'•'^^Houston DaiV/ Po_st, Docoib.er 1, 1902; December 
2 , 1902; December 3 , 1902" 

-^'^•'-Ibid. , December 2 , 1902; Hou;:ton C h r o n i c l e , 
December 4 , " i T 0 2 . 

•'•'^^Houston D a i l y P_ost/ December 2 , 19 02; Houston 
C h r o n i c l e , Decemljer 2 , 190 2 . 

•^"^"^Houston D a i l y P o s t , December 2, 1902. 
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144 

agreement was reached. The company promised to recog

nize the union; agreed that disputes resulting in the 

release of a union man would be submitted to arbitration 

by a committee composed of one union man, one company 

representative, and a third member acceptable to both; 

accepted the demand that leave be granted to employees 

involved in union business; and assured the workers free 

passes. The wage provisions stipulated 13<̂  an hour for 

the first year of service, 19<: for the second year, and 

1 ' 5 
20<: thereafter. The contract was to be binding for a 

period of one year. Thus the strike ended with the union 

gaining so-me valuable concessions as v.ell as the compli

ments of to-./nspeople and coirpany officials upon the manner 

in which the affair was managed. 

Good relations between the union and the company 

again proved only temporary. As the contract period drew 

to a close, the union formulated new demands. A.m.ong them 

was a wage increase to 24<: an hour, a closed shop, and the 

-̂ "̂ "̂ Ibid. , Dece.uber 4, 1901; December 5, 1902; 
Houston Chronicle, December 6, 1902. 

•'•'̂ Ĥouston D£̂ ily Pos^, Deceiber 5, 1902. The com
pany also agreed to ; race'vestibules in the cars to protect 
the motormon from the weather. Another interesting provi
sion of the contract '..'as the company would "fire any man 
who fails to pay debts incurred while in service of the 
comipany" and "duos and assessments accruca while affiliated 
with the /̂ malgcunabed /.ssociation of Street Railway Em;ployees 
will be recognized as a û jbt. " 

Ibid . 
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provision that men exi)olled from tho union by majority 

vote would also be fired by the company .'̂''̂^ These demands 

indicate, of course, that the union was not satisfied with 

past gains and it was eager to press for new benefits. 

However, a 1903 city ordinance segregating street cars had 

precipitated a boycott by blades which was proving to be 

financially detrimental to tho company. After failing to 

secure a repeal of the ordinance, the company appc^aled to 

the workers who then rescinded their wage demands. On 

December 1, 190 3, a now contract v/ent into effect v/ith no 

eviden.ce of a strike or disagreement. 

Possibly the company made some concessions and 

determined to fight the unio:i in other more subtle v/ays. 

In .March 1904, afuer the co.̂ .-psny hired an inspector to 

investigate co.-T-plaints of poor service, nineteen men were 

discharged, sixteen of -./hom belonged to the union. .Arbi-

tration was requested, the board met, and the decision was 

in favor of the com.pany. The union representative on the 

board voted against the dismissals and claimed the men had 

149 been fired through "trickery." Sutisequently, the 

-̂ "̂ '̂ Ibid. , N^ovcmber 12, 1903. 

1/ 8 
There is no evidence either m ncv/spaoers or 

other sources of a conflict at this tim̂ e. Ihe exact terms 
of the contract are not knov/n. See Ibid. , June 8, 190 4 
for an account of the 19 0 3 contract settlement. 

•̂ "̂ Îbid., April 9, 1904; .-lay 29, 190'. 
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company hired fifty new non-union-men who were told by 

company officials not to join the union. Also, two more 

union men were discharged because, according to the union, 

they were very active in labor af fairs."^^^ Adding to the 

problems was a May 29 meeting between the general manager 

of tlie company and Oscar Miller, president of the street 

car workers' union. According to a statement released by 

Miller, he was reprimanded by the company official for 

making public charge;/, that the company had discrimisiated 

151 against u.i ion i. .e n . 

The vice-president of the Amalgamated Association 

arrived in Hcaston and, along v/ith a comjrb-ttee fromt the 

Labor Council, attempted to arbitrate t.he m.atter. Com.pany 

manager K. K. Tayne said that the ccviuany had submiitred 

the previo-us cuestion to arbitration, as called for in the 

contract, and at this juncture ho sav; noth.ing m.ore to dis

cuss. He also stated that if the em.ployees were unhappy 

they could quit their jobs as t!-:e company " [did] not care 

to insist on em.plo'/ees remaining iu its service wh.o are no 

152 

satisfied v/ith their treatr.ont by the company." .Mean

while, rumors circulated that outside stri?;ebreakers had 

been hired and were standing ready should a strilce be 

'^^^Ibid. , May 18, 1904. 

-̂ -̂̂ Ibid. , May 31, 1904. 

-^^^Ibid., June 2, 1904. 
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called. There were also reports that bunks were being set 

up in the power house in anticipation of providing quarters 
153 for the new men. 

On June 1 a crisis seemed imminent. The company 

announced that local union president Oscar Miller had been 

dismissed from his job for statements he had released to 

the press. An arbitration committee of the Houston Labor 

Council asked for a meeting with company officials and the 

request was quickly refused. At 12:30 a.m., June 2 the 

union met and at 3:00 a.m. voted unanimously to strike. 

The workers also suggested arbitration by a committee made 

up of two men from the Labor Council, two from the company, 

and another individual acceptable to both sides. If the 

board found in favor of the company, the union agreed to 

abide by the existing contract until it expired (December 

31, 1904). If the board decided in favor of the union, 

then the company would have to agree to a new contract 

containing numerous union proposals. These new suggestions 

provided that the best runs would be granted on a seniority 

basis. There was to be a ten-hour day with pay of 18<: an 

hour for the first year, 19<: for the second year, and 20<: 

thereafter. No motorman or conductor would be made to work 

overtime if extras were available, and if overtime was 

•'•̂ '̂ Ibid., June 1, 1904; June 2, 1904. 

•'•̂ Îbid., June 2, 1904. 
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necessary, the pay would be 30C an hour. Motormen or 

conductors who were suspended and later found innocent 

should be paid for time lost, and all motormen and con

ductors must belong to the union. All business pertaining 

to the union would be conducted through a committee of the 

union and any man expelled from the union by a majority 

vote must be fired by the company. All disputes would be 

submitted to a three-man arbitration board consisting of 

one union man, one company man, and a third agreeable to 

both sides. The union also asked that officers or com

mittees of the union be granted leave "for any length of 

time they desire." The contract, once accepted, was to 

j:r ^ ^ ' 155 

stay in effect for one year. 

The Labor Council, after warning the men to remain 

"orderly and quiet," endorsed the strike as did "every 

organization in the city." During the course of the 

conflict, workers received donations of $11,000 from labor 

organizations, $2,500 from other sources, and loans of 

$1,800.-^^^ Again, as in the 1898 walkout, the workers made 

an effort to maintain public support by cautioning their 

followers against violence and by establishing hack lines 

i"ibid. 

•"•̂ 'ibid., June 4, 1904; October 12, 1904. 
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to all outlying districts of the city.^^® 

At the outset the company made no pretense at 

negotiation. Instead, strikebreakers were brought from 

as far away as St. Louis and Memphis, some of them, 

according to the union, "the lowest and basest elements 

159 from the dives of St. Louis." The company requested 

special deputies, which the mayor promised to appoint, and 

armed its men with pick handles. General Manager Payne 

also threatened the use of federal forces which he could 

call upon if the strikers refused to allow operation of 

., 160 mail cars. 

The precautions and concern were justifiable to 

some degree. A decision was made by company officials to 

attempt to run the cars on June 3. By 10:30 a.m. crowds 

began to gather in front of the company office, at one 

time during the day numbering as large as 2,000 many of 

whom probably came only for the show. Some in the crowd 

were drunk, some carried signs reading, "I have no time 

for a scab." When an effort was made to run cars, rocks 

were thrown, at least one man was struck and injured, and 
162 

the attempt ended in failure; the cars did not run. 

^^^Ibid., June 3, 1904; June 4, 1904. 

•'•̂ Îbid., June 4, 1904. 

leoibid. 

^̂ •''Houston Chronicle, June 2, 1904. 

-^^^Houston Daily Post, June 4, 1904. 
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The company again accused the police of failing to provide 

adequate protection, and the mayor, Andrew L, Jackson, 

called out the Houston Light Guard. Labor leaders asked 

the mayor to keep the troops off the streets, arguing that 

in the tense situation their presence might provoke vio

lence. The mayor agreed. "Labor leaders" then placed 

their union cards in their hats and went into the crowd 

asking the people to disperse. The effort was successful 

and with the protection of the union men the cars were 

163 
finally moved out. Some were not so solicitous of com
pany property; there were reports of tracks being torn out 

164 smd switches being destroyed. There were also incidents 

of obstructions being placed upon the track, and on July 4 

in the Fifth Ward a car was assaulted by rock-throwing 

citizens. The company again accused the police of failure 

to provide protection to which the police chief replied to 

the effect that it was impossible to station men all over 

the city. 

Union leaders consistently condemned violence, and 

the Labor Council in a meeting of June 5 adopted the idea 

of appointing special guards to protect "the Houston 

•*"̂ Îbid. Houston Chronicle, June 4, 1904. 

•"•̂ Ĥouston Daily Post, June 5, 1904. 

•̂ ^̂ Ibid. The assault may have been one of those 
which occurred on the third. One report says no cars ran 
on the fourth. 
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Electric Company [the street car firm] and the citizens of 

Houston." Twenty-five volunteers were sworn in. The 

company complained that the mail could not be delivered, 

and a United States Marshal was sent to Houston to inves

tigate. A number of citizens, the mayor, and the union 

claimed the charges were unfounded, and despite some minor 

incidents, the Houston Post reported on June 8 that all 

167 

cars were running with no interference. 

The strikers held mass meetings which drew as many 

as 5,000 participants. Union speakers condemned the com

pany for being managed by "outsiders" who were not in sym

pathy with the people of Houston. In an unpleasant example 

of racism one speaker complained that the company had also 

attempted to secure the repeal of a city ordinance providing 
168 separate cars for blacks. Public opinion was apparently 

still on the side of the strikers. There were reports 

that some merchants instructed their employees not to ride 

the cars. These reports were denied. The Typographical 

Union put out circulars asking the ladies of Houston to 

boycott the cars, and the Houston Post reported many 
169 

people walking in order to support the strike. Also 

•'•̂ Îbid., June 6, 1904. 

•"•̂ Îbid., June 7, 1904; June 8, 1904. 

^^^Ibid., June 8, 1904. 

•'•̂ Îbid., June 8, 1904; June 10, 1904; Houston 
Chronicle, June 9, 1904. 
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two strikebreakers were arrested for "disturbing the peace" 

and "using loud, vociferous, obscene, and indecent lan-

170 guage." They were found guilty and fined in a court 

room in which, according to the defense attorney, "the 

crowd of spectators were [sic] allowed to make remarks and 

171 

laugh." Union men were also arrested but treated some

what more gently. For example, one workingman was only 

jailed overnight for running into the street with a pick 

"and [starting] to chop a passing car into kindling 

A ..172 wood. 

On June 12 a street car was mysteriously dynamited. 

Although no one was injured, the property destruction was 

17 3 
detrimental to the strikers' cause. The union made 

efforts to counter the effects of the violence by holding 

mass meetings, condemning the destruction, and likening 

the cause of the strikers to the Boston Tea Party and the 

American Revolution. "̂ ^̂  On June 19, 5,000 persons took 
175 

part in a picnic held to raise funds for the strikers. 

•̂ "̂ Ĥouston Daily Post, June 11, 1904. 

'̂̂ •''Ibid. An inspector for the company was fined 
$50 for carrying a pistol. 

^^^Ibid., June 12, 1904. 

•'•̂ Îbid., June 13, 1904. 

^^^Ibid., July 1, 1904. 

-^^^Ibid., June 19, 1904. 
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Others, however, were organizing opposition to the strike. 

On June 21 the Post reported that a branch of the Citizens 

Alliance had been organized in Houston with a membership 

of 125. Members and many workers- were no doubt aware that 

the organization had been used by employers to break vio

lently the Western Federation of Miners strikes in Colorado 

and Idaho in the late 1890's. Although there are no 

reports of illegal tactics being used by the Houston orga

nization, its estcd^lishment is indicative of the shift in 

public opinion. 

Also indicative of the changing mood was a Grand 

Jury investigation into the boycott of street cars. Max 

Andrew, editor of the Houston Labor Journal, member of the 

Houston Typographical Union, and president of the State 

Federation of Labor, who was called to testify, refused to 

answer questions concerning the boycott and was jailed for 

177 twenty-four hours on a charge of contempt. Andrew was 

a prominent citizen, conservative in ideology, and respected 

by the community. The fact that he was jailed and that the 

action was calmly accepted by the public well illustrates 

Ibid., June 21, 1904. See also Joseph G. 
Rayback, A History of American Labor (paperback ed.; New 
York: The Free Press, 1966), pp. 233-234. The newspaper 
report included the information that the Citizens Alliance 
helped to put down the Colorado strikes. 

•'•'̂ "̂ Houston Daily Post, July 1, 1904; July 2, 1904; 
July 3, 1904; July 4, 1904. 
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the changing mood. 

The dynamiting continued and only seemed to inten

sify the developing trend away from support for the strike. 

On three different occasions—July 6, July 7, July 2 3 — 

explosions occurred after cars ran over dynamite which had 

been placed upon the tracks. There were several injuries 

but luckily no deaths. Police, despite the offer of 

rewards, could find no evidence to lead them to the guilty 

parties; so organized labor, perhaps unjustly, received 

much of the blame. The Citizens Alliance gained new con

verts, the Houston Chronicle demanded that the "cowardly 

anarchist" responsible be arrested, and the Post reported 

the last explosion with the headline "Fiends at Work.""'"̂ ^ 

City officials did not panic in the face of the 

violence. Instead, members of the city council gave some 

credit to reports that the company was responsible for 

some of the explosions despite an absence of any real 

179 evidence to substantiate the charge. The council also 

IPO took steps to mediate the dispute. ' This, however, was 

a difficult task. Throughout the strike the company had 

Ibid., July 7, 1904; Julv 8, 1904; July 9, 1904; 
July 18, 1904; July 21, 1904; July 24, 1904; July 26, 1904; 
July 27, 1904; August 9, 1904; August 17, 1904; Houston 
Chronicle, July 8, 1904. 

"'•̂ Ĥouston Daily Post, July 30, 1904; August 16, 
1904. 

•'•̂ Îbid. , July 31, 1904; July 28, 1904. 
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indicated no inclination either to surrender or to com-
181 

promise. The only concession the company offered was 

the promise to re-hire men who it felt were deserving. 

As the strike continued through August and Sep

tember, more and more people began to ride the cars. Dis

enchantment with continuing the fight grew and a number of 

strikers found other employment. Finally on October 11, 

despite the fact that a defeat would severely weaken the 

union, a decision was made to call off the strike. The 

Labor Council assumed the debts of the union which amounted 
* 

to approximately $1,800. The result of the surrender was 

the destruction of the union and the weakening of the 

183 entire Houston labor movement. 

The endorsement of the action of the Houston 

workers and the condemnation of the company by the State 

Federation of Labor in late September, 1904, did little to 

rectify the damage. Max Andrew, in an address to the Feder

ation, did, however, offer an opinion on the importance of 

^^•^Ibid., May 30, 1904; June 7, 1904; June 16, 
1904; July 31, 1904. 

•^^^Ibid., October 4, 1904; October 12, 1904. The 
union rules stated the local must be made up of practicing 
street car men. Calling off the strike meant those who had 
taken other employment could no longer enjoy membership. 

^̂ "̂ See Chapter VI; Houston Daily Post, October 12, 
1904. The Houston City Directory 1903-1904 (Houston: 
Morrison and Fourmy, 1903), p. 51, list the street railway 
union with 285 members. Directories after 1904 do not list 
the union at all. 
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the conflict. Andrew observed, "The street car strike in 

Houston was an enforced and heroic struggle for union 

principles and its lessons will be a profitable chapter 

in the labor movement." 

The lessons were obvious but rather important. 

Clearly, many workers conducted themselves in a commendable 

manner through the five-month conflict, at times even 

risking injury to themselves to forestall violence. They 

had enjoyed favorable public opinion in this conflict as 

in the earlier ones. Admirable conduct and public sym

pathy were not enough, however. In a long strike involving 

large-scale public inconvenience, the advantage was clearly 

with the em.ployer. No matter how sympathetic, the public 

would not tolerate serious inconvenience for a sustained 

period of time. Also harmful to any strike effort was the 

outbreak of violence and property destruction. Regardless 

of the workers sincerity in trying to prevent violence, it 

184 
Texas State Federation of Labor, Proceedings of 

the Seventh Annual Convention (Galveston, Tex. , 1904) , p"! 
v. Some federation members charged that Andrew was arrested 
for blowing up street cars and that it was later proven 
that "scabs" were guilty. There is no evidence that either 
of these charges are true. An interesting sidelight to this 
strike was the unintentional aid given the union by Houston 
Negroes. The blacks had boycotted the street cars in 1903 
when the cars were first segregated. The boycott continued 
into 1904 with the Negroes running their own hack lines. 
For a time during the strike the street car company allowed 
integrated cars but this did not last long. See Houston 
Daily Post, October 31, 1903; November 1, 1903; November 
2, 1903; June 3, 1904; June 16, 1904; June 17, 1904. 
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often came and when it did the strikers suffered. The 

public always wanted the destruction ended, and the only 

obvious way to accomplish it was to end the strike. 

Strikers were expected not only to control their own mem

bers but also to eliminate criminal acts by lawless ele

ments perhaps not even remotely connected with organized 

labor or with the conflict in question. Also, in the case 

of the street car workers, the union miscalculated in 

demanding too much in a short period of time. This made 

the company more determined to break the union and end the 

problem permanently. 

There is evidence that other groups, no doubt 

following the example of the street car company, tried to 

break unions in the city after the defeat of the street 

railway workers. The impact was even felt by the stronger 

organizations. In March of 1907 the Post reported that 

union carpenters had demanded $4 a day for eight hours 

work. The contractors, rather than acceding to the demand, 

called for an open shop. On April 1, 300 carpenters went 

out on strike. •'•̂^ The Building Trades Alliance, probably 

remembering the disaster of 1904, declared itself in no 

position to support the carpenters and refused to endorse 

the strike. Despite the obvious weakness of the labor 

•"•̂ Ĥouston Daily Post, March 28, 1907; April 2, 
1907. There were also fifty painters involved. See also 
Houston Chronicle, April 2, 1907. 
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stand, by April 10 the Post had reported that "many con

tractors" had acceded to the union demands.^^^ As late as 

1913, carpenters were again on strike because of threats 

of an open shop. The Alliance, on this occasion, endorsed 

the effort and the carpenters won a favorable settlement. "'"̂^ 

Despite the indication that labor was regaining 

both its strength and courage, the obstacles so well illus

trated by the street car workers' failures were again 

clearly demonstrated in another major strike to occur before 
188 

1914. On September 29, 1911, the Galveston News reported 

186 
Ibid., April 10, 1907. Also in 1910 the Labor 

Council endorsed a telegraph strike. The strike was 
national and unsuccessful, but the Council was willing to 
support the Houston Local. See Ibid., February 20, 1907; 
August 12, 1907; August 13, 1907; August 14, 1907; August 
15, 1907; August 16, 1907; August 17, 1907; August 20, 
1907; August 22, 1907; August 25, 1907; August 29, 1907; 
Houston Chronicle, August 21, 1907; August 24, 1907; 
August 29, 1907; August 31, 1907; September 6, 1907. 

137 
Houston Labor Journal, May 3, 1913; May 7, 1913; 

May 31, 191'j; Houston (Texas) Labor Council, Minutes of 
Meetings, meetings of May 6, 1913; June 3, 1913. For a 
study of opposition to unionism in the state see Jay 
Littman Todes, "Organized Employer Opposition to Unionism 
in Texas 1900-1930" (unpublished M.A. thesis. University 
of Texas, 1949). 

188 
There were other minor strikes. Iron molders 

had minor walkouts in 1906, 1907, and 1913. See Houston 
Daily Post, December 21, 1906; December 22, 1906; February 
27, 1907; April 10, 1907; Houston Labor Journal, October 
25, 1913. In 1906-1907 there was a walkout of firemen on 
the Southern Pacific. The dispute was really a conflict 
between the National Firemen's Union and the Railroad Engi
neers. See Houston Daily Post, December 24, 1906; December 
25, 1906; December 26, 1906; January 1, 1907; January 2, 
1907; January 8, 1907; January 16, 1907; January 22, 1907; 
February 1, 1907; February 2, 1907; April 9, 1907. The 
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labor trouble was anticipated on the Harriman lines and 

on the Illinois Central Railroad. Problems had developed 

over a Shopman's Federation which had been organized 

nationally in June 1911. The Federation made demands for 

wage increases and, more importantly, demanded that all 

shop employees be union men. Additionally, the Federation 

demanded power to select men to be dismissed should it 

strike was arbitrated and, according to the Houston Post 
of February 2, 1907, was "the first case that has ever 
been arbitrated under the new federal law." The law 
referred to is probably the Erdman Act of June 1, 1898 
which provided for the mediation of railway disputes by 
the chairmen of the I.C.C. and the commissioner of the 
Bureau of Lcibor. Neither official was granted legal power 
to initiate proceedings. The railway clerks conducted an 
unsuccessful strike in 1907. Houston Daily Post, January 
8, 1907. Hack drivers also struck unsuccessfully in 1907. 
See Houston Daily Post, February 27, 1907. In 1910 Main
tenance Way Emiployees struck the Southern Pacific with 
little apparent success. See Galveston Daily News, June 
1, 1910; June 2, 1910; June 3, 1910. Railway clerks struck, 
also unsuccessfully, in 1911 against the Harriman line. 
Galveston Daily News, December 21, 1911. Blacksmiths car
ried out a short strike against the Houston Carwheel and 
Machinery Company in 1912 and were unsuccessful. See Gal
veston Daily News, September 24, 1912. In 1912 tin and 
sheet metal workers carried out a successful strike for a 
wage increase. Galveston Daily News, September 3, 1912. 
In 1912 plumbers also struck successfully for a wage 
increase. Galveston Daily News, June 4, 1912. In December 
1912 garment workers successfully struck the Cyrus Scott 
Overall Factory forcing Scott to shut down for ten days. 
Houston Labor Journal, December 7, 1912; December 14, 1912. 
In 1913 brick layers and steam and hoisting engineers had 
short strikes. Houston Labor Journal, December 6, 1913; 
January 11, 1914. In 1914 electrical workers gained a 
new, favorable contract. See Houston Labor Journal, Jan
uary 24, 1914. These strikes were all either minor, or 
were national strikes with little local effect. Many were 
unorganized, small, and short-lived which explains the 
failures. The fate of some is not known. On occasion an 
assumption of victory or defeat has been made based upon 
the tone and implications of the press coverage. 
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prove necessary to reduce forces and asked that promotion 

to foreman be based strictly on seniority. 

On September 30 the anticipated trouble came when 

a strike was officially called. According to the Post, it 

IQO 

affected between 1,200 and 1,500 local men. These 

included machinists, blacksmiths, boiler makers, sheet 

metal workers, and carmen, the five trades involved in the 
191 Federation. On the evening of October 2 the railroads 

in an effort to break the deadlock, imported strikebreakers 

into Houston. The strikebreakers were met by strikers who 

attempted to convince them to desert the railroads. Some

how a fight ensued, and in panic strikebreakers rushed 

toward the fenced railroad shop yards. As the men neared 

the gate, shots were fired which seriously wounded one 

192 

strikebreaker and killed another. There were conflict

ing reports about the origins of the shots, but apparently 

railroad guards inside the fence mistakenly thought the 

men rushing toward them were strikers and fired into the 

Galveston Daily News, October 12, 1911. The 
company claimed agreeing to such a contract would be 
illegal, but the Assistant Attorney General of Texas ruled 
it did not violate any laws of the state. 

•^^^Houston Daily Post, September 30, 1911. 

•'•̂ •'•Galveston Daily News, October 1, 1911. 

•'•̂ Îbid., October 3, 1911; Houston Daily Post, 
October 3, 1911. 
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193 

crowd. Three days later tragedy struck again. A guard 

for the Southern Pacific was killed by a shotgun blast 

from an unknown assailant as he patrolled his beat inside 
1Q4 

the company property. 

Attorneys for the various Southern Pacific lines 

secured an injunction to prevent strikers from interfering 

with the running of trains and imported increasing numbers 
195 

of strikebreakers. The strikers thereupon pledged to 

obey the law and, aside from isolated minor incidents 

between strikebreakers and union men, they kept their 

1 ^ 196 pledge. 

Some support v/as forthcoming for the strikers. 

The Labor Council endorsed the strike and gave financial 

aid. On October 11 the businessmen in nearby Hempstead 

193 
Galveston Daily News, October 4, 1911; October 

13, 1911. Another strikebreaker was injured in the fight 
which occurred before the shots were fired. 

1 Q4 

"Ibid., October 6, 1911; Houston Daily Post, 
October 5, 1911. 

195 
Galveston Daily News, October 5, 1911; October 

, 1911; October 7, 1911; Houston Daily Post, October 5, 
1911. 

•^^^Galveston Daily News, October 8, 1911. There 
was one other death. Thomas Lyons, "an old laborer," was 
shot and killed while he cleaned up the Southern Pacific 
yard. Lyons was not a strikebreaker, but an old man who 
had the strikers permission to continue in his job. The 
president of the Harriman lines in Texas called the kill
ings a reign of terror. He claimed fifty employees of the 
company had been assaulted. See Ibid., December 17, 1911. 
The machinist union expelled members who violated the 
injunction. See Ibid., January 1, 1912. 
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circulated a petition demanding that strikebreakers be 

ordered to leave town. During November the Labor Council 

gave some additional financial support, and a few mass 

meetings and parades were held in support of the strike. •'•̂^ 

Public sympathy for the workers, however, was not as 

apparent as in the past. The violence frightened and 

alienated portions of the public. 

By December public opinion was clearly turning 

against the strikers. Businessmen and other citizens had 

become concerned not only about the past violence but also 

about the harm that might result if the strike continued.''"̂ ^ 

The railroad, although financially hurt by the walkout, 

had sufficient resources to outlast the strikers. As the 

conflict progressed and public support lessened, workers, 

forced to find sustenance for themselves and their families, 

199 drifted to other jobs. 

197 
Ibid., October 12, 1911; Houston (Texas) Labor 

Council, Minutes of Meetings, meetings of November 21, 
1911; December 5, 1911; October 2, 1911; February 6, 1913. 

•̂ ^̂ Ibid. , December 22, 1911; December 23, 1911; 
Houston Daily Post, December 23, 1911. 

199 
Houston Labor Journal, September 19, 1914. It 

is interesting that some of the strikers went to work for 
the city in such jobs as policemen, inspectors in the city 
engineers department, and the plumbing plant. For evi
dence of damage to the railroad see Galveston Daily News, 
October 27, 1911; November 14, 1911; December 21, 1911; 
January 4, 1912; January 5, 1912; February 27, 1912; March 
9, 1912; June 18, 1912. For mention of the hardships faced 
by strikers see Houston (Texas) Labor Council, Minutes of 
Meetings, meetings of December 3, 1912; February 6, 1913. 
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Although still officially continuing in Houston as 

late as 1914, the strike had long since ceased to have any 

meaningful effect. Once again a long conflict involving 

violence and public inconvenience was too much for labor 

to overcome. In this, as in earlier strikes, capital was 

not an easy or sure winner. 

In all the conflicts between 1890 and 1914 labor 

exhibited strength and maturity and won a surprising 

degree of public sympathy. Many Houstonians, willing to 

judge conflicts on the merits of the case, often times 

determined that justice was on the side of labor. There 

is no evidence of immediate hostility to labor either on 

the part of citizens or public officials. Despite the 

advantages, however, labor worked under difficult condi

tions. Houston society, like that of the nation, was con

servative, concerned with law and order, and disinclined to 

tolerate property destruction no matter what the circum

stance. Workers of course shared these values. Thus when 

violence did occur, strikers were i.nmediately on the 

defensive, forced by their own values to condemn the out

breaks and to re-evaluate their position. Also, in a long 

conflict public patience was not without limits, and com

munity support declined as community inconvenience contin

ued. Workers efforts were also thwarted by walkouts which 

threatened financial harm to the city, as most major 

strikes did. Once again the values shared by all 
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Houstonians worked against labor. All citizens wanted 

their city to grow and prosper. A strike which threatened 

this development had to be rationalized, not only to the 

general citizenry but to the workers themselves. At times, 

these obstacles proved impossible to overcome. But even 

when defeated, most Houston workers exhibited a willingness 

to remain within the bounds of acceptable behavior as that 

behavior was defined by society. Realizing that to do 

otherwise would provoke distrust and hostility and, in the 

long run, would weaken his movement, the worker shunned 

radical philosophies and extreme measures. In Houston he 

accepted the values of the community and tried to improve 

his lot by working within the framework of the existing 

social structure. 



CHAPTER VIII 

CONCLUSIONS 

On September 7, 1914, organized labor in Houston, 

Texas, held a Labor Day celebration at which seventy-six-

year-old P. R. Sterne was honored for having been a union 

member longer than anyone present. Sterne had been 

act.-ively affiliated with some union organization for the 

previous fifty-six years. Had Sterne spent his entire 

career in Houston he could have witnessed the transition 

of Houston from a pre-industrial town to a city filled 

with numerous light manufacturers. He would also have 

been a part of a labor movement which, from its beginning 

n̂ 1866 had, by 1914, attained a position of influence 

and strength. 

During most of that period the Houston workingman 

enjoyed incomes which were as good as those elsewhere in 

the state and slightly better than those in other parts 

of the nation. Also working conditions in the city were 

relatively good, with most workers escaping the hardships 

usually identified with the sweat shop. Moreover, there 

were few white women and children who found it necessary 

•''Houston Labor Journal, September 12, 1914 

234 
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to work outside the home. The Houston worker usually 

lived in single family dwellings and was apparently 

affluent enough to enjoy acceptance and integration into 

the larger community in an era when the worth of an indi

vidual was usually determined by a quantitative valuation. 

Yet for all his advantages the worker did face a 

number of hardships and insecurities. Often his place of 

employment was uncomfortable with inadequate safety pro

visions. As a result job-connected accidents were all 

too common. Furthermore, the worker's wage, although good 

comparatively, was often insufficient either to provide 

him the status of a property owner or to facilitate the 

accumulation of personal savings. He was at the mercy of 

both nation-wide depressions and the fluctuations in the 

financial condition of the city, especially by the 1890's. 

When thrown out of work by economic slumps, by industrial 

accident, or by illness, the workingman had little beyond 

his own family's resources on which to rely. Undoubtedly 

the frustrations caused by such insecurity were vented by 

participation in various escapes such as emotional reli-

tion, alcoholism, crime, and vice. More commonly the 

Houston laborer, like workers in other areas, adjusted to 

his hardships. In Houston, his lot was made easier by 

rather active private charities, by the church, and by 

his general acceptance as an important member of the com

munity. 
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The most common manner by which workers sought to 

improve their conditions of life and work was through the 

esteOslishment of labor organizations. Houston laborers 

began organizational activity in 1866 with the creation 

of the Typographical Union. By 1914 there were numerous 

trade unions in the city, and the labor force was at least 

20 percent organized. Additionally, those workers who 

were union members were usually the most skilled and 

affluent and, therefore, had greater local influence. 

The history of the Houston labor movement naturally 

divides into two periods. The first, from 1865 to 1889, 

was dominated originally by local independent unions and 

then by the Knights of Labor. Workers in the city adhered 

most closely to the visionary, reform unionism usually 

associated with the latter organization. In 1889, after \ 

the development of many organizable crafts, the Houston 

Labor Council was established. This development was sym

bolic of a change in the movement, a shift to the more 

pragmatic philosophy of the trade unions. Such a change 

in attitude also occurred on the national level at roughly 

the same time. 

In the early, formative period the Houston working-

men's movement exhibited a lack of unity which hampered 

success in both political and economic activity. In the 

1880's however, workingmen, under the leadership of the 

Knights of Labor, did show considerable strength. 
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especially in successful political activity. This polit

ical success paralleled that of the Knights in at least 

two other Texas cities, San Antonio and Galveston, and 

according to the prominent historian, C. Vann Woodward, 

in a number of other Southern towns and cities. Houston 

Knights also shared with fellow members in the South the 

difficulties associated with a rather vague and visionary 

desire to change the structure of society. The principal 

problems rose from the fact that, although espousing some 

desire to restructure society, most Houston workers, like 

most American workers, were basically conservative and 

were generally in agreement with the materialistic and 

acquisitive values of the late nineteenth century. 

This, along with an increasing growth of organiz

able trades and crafts, serves to explain why the Order of 

the Knights of Labor was replaced by the trade unions. 

After the ascendancy of trade unionism, the Labor Council 

helped to direct the union movement in the city. Organized 

labor in Houston after 1889 exhibited a new unity and 

energy and became progressively stronger and more success

ful. Citizens of the city usually accepted worker activism 

and were often sympathetic to both political and economic 

action on the part of the workingmen. This pattern of 

worker activism and community support is quite similar to 

that found by Herbert Gutman who proposed that many of the 

old stereotyped views of the nineteenth century workingman 
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are subject to serious question when applied to laborers 

in smaller towns and cities. 

In Houston, as opposed to some other Texas cities, 

national conflicts such as the Railroad Strike of 1877 or 

the Southwest Strike had little effect. As a result the 

public, while opposing "radicals" and "agitators," gener

ally felt those traits were not characteristic of Houston 

union members. This is not to imply that national forces 

had no impact on the city's labor movement, but rather 

that the relative isolation allowed the Houston wage earner 

to work within an environment in which he was more likely 

to be judged by his own actions rather than the image of 

national labor organizations. His position was-not often 

threatened by resentments springing from the memory of 

some past labor conflict or violence. 

Yet, community support was not without limits. 

When a strike or boycott threatened to inconvenience the 

public seriously or to do real financial damage to the 

city, sympathy usually waned. Also, when violence occurred 

worker efforts were severely undermined. Houstonians, like 

most Americans in the nineteenth century, opposed violence, 

disorder, and property destruction, and workers generally 

accepted these community standards. Thus, when violence 

did break out, the workingman was forced by his values to 

reassess the wisdom of the strike and to reconvince both 

himself and the community of the continued justice of his 
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cause• 

Foreign born Houstonians were an integral and 

important part of this labor movement from the outset. 

Yet other minority groups did not share so easily in the 

success. The unskilled drifter, the worker whom Stephan 

Thernstrom has indicated was more common than previously 

imagined, remained outside labor organizations. Also the 

black worker, who was largely unskilled, was only indi

rectly allowed to enjoy the fruits of labor victories. 

The story of the Negro worker in Houston, in Texas, in the 

South, and throughout the nation in the late nineteenth 

and early twentieth century, is one of discrimination and 

exploitation. In Houston white workingmen often ignored 

their black brothers largely for no better reason than 

color prejudice. The infrequent use of blacks as strike

breakers and the absence of many skilled Negroes combined 

to make the common practice of worker racism more conve

nient. Yet in fairness, it is necessary to point out that 

the Houston wage earner simply reflected the values of the 

over-all society; racism was clearly not a monopoly of the 

worker or of a particular state or section. 

In 1914 the Houston labor movement was generally 

in good condition, certainly able to take advantage of the 

new opportunity for growth and accomplishment which was 

provided by the completion in that year of the now famous 

ship channel. Through his relatively good economic 

V 
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position in the community, his energy and initiative, and 

his understanding of how to effect change without alien

ating fellow citizens, the Houston worker had made many 

gains after 1865. While it might be argued that a less 

conservative approach, a rejection of what we judge to be 

the overly materialistic values of the Gilded Age, was 

necessary if basic change was to be effected, the Houston . 

worker, like most American wage earners, chose to operate 

within the system as it existed. Considering the milieu 

within which he lived and worked and the goals he hoped to 

achieve, he enjoyed marked success. 



APPENDIX I 

TABLE 1 

INDUSTRIAL STATISTICS FOR 
MAJOR TEXAS CITIES 1890-1910' 

Number of Establishments 

Number of Wage Earners 

Value of Products 

Total Wages (in thousands) 

1890 

141 
316 
210 
74 

1,074 
2,050 
2,704 

182 

$2,970 
$6,827 
$6,832 
$ 526 

$2,016 
$1,673 
$1,351 
$1,227 

1900 

177 
68 
145 
113 

2,842 
943 

3,188 
2,683 

$9,488 
$3,488 
$7,492 
$5,989 

$1,323 
$ 565 
$1,656 
$1,557 

1910 

305 
147 
249 
194 

4,882 
2,059 
5,338 
3,105 

$26,959 
$ 8,611 
$23,016 
$13,435 

$ 2,604 
$ 1,285 
$ 3,260 
$ 1,760 

V 

The totals in the 1890 Census do not always cor
respond with the figures given for individual industries. 
In view of this error there may be others. The 1890 
figures may be inflated for Fort Worth and Houston. 

The 1900 and 1910 figures are based upon the 1910 
Census Summary (Manufactures, Vol. IX, pp. 1214-1216). 
The 1900 Census reports Houston with 509 manufacturing 
establishments and total production of 10,641,575 (in 
thousands). The 1910 summary shows 145 establishments as 
shown on the table. It seems more likely that the smaller 
figures are correct with the Panic of 189 3 accounting for 
the business decline. U.S. Department of Interior, 
Bureau of the Census, Eleventh Census of the United States, 
1890: Manufacturers, II, 174-177, 227-229 
530; U.S. Department of Commerce 
Census, Thirteenth Census of the 
Manufactures, IX, 1214-1216. 

250-253, 526-
and Labor, Bureau of the 
United States, 1910: 

241 



TABLE 2 

POPULATION OF TEXAS CITIES 1870-1910' 
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1870 1880 1890 1900 1910 

Austin. . . 
Dallas. . . 
El Paso . . 
Fort Worth. 
Galveston . 
Houston . . 
San Antonio 
Waco. . . . 

4,428 

13,818 
9,382 
12,256 

11,013 
10,385 

736 
6,663 
22,248 
16,513 
20,550 
7,295 

14,575 
38,067 
10,338 
23,076 
29,084 
27,557 
37,673 
14,445 

22,258 
42,638 
15,906 
26,668 
37,789 
44,633 
53,321 
20,686 

29,860 
92,104 
39,279 
73,312 
36,981 
78,800 
96,614 
26,425 

''U.S. 
Census, of the 

1910; Population, III 

Department of Commerce and Labor, Bureau 
Thirteenth Census of the United States, 

852 

TABLE 3 

PERCENT OF FOREIGN BORN 
IN TEXAS C I T I E S 1 9 0 0 - 1 9 1 0 ' 

Austin. . . 
Dallas. . . 
El Paso . . 
Fort Worth. 
Galveston . 
Houston . . 
San Antonio 
Waco. . . . 

^U.S. Department of Commerce and Labor, Bureau 
of the Census, Thirteenth Census of the United States, 
1910: Population, III, 852. 



TABLE 4 

PERCENT OF BLACKS IN 
MAJOR TEXAS CITIES 1890-1910' 

243 

Fort Worth. . . . 
Galveston . . . . 

San Antonio . . . 

1890 

24.8 % 
20.99% 
3.5 % 

14.0 % 
23.1 % 
37.6 % 
12.5 % 
28.2 % 

1900 

26.2% 
21.2% 
2.9% 

15.9% 
21.9% 
32.7% 
14.1% 
28.2% 

1910 

25.0% 
19.6% 
3.7% 

18.1% 
21.7% 
30.4% 
11.1% 
23.2% 

"U.S. 
Census, of the 

1910: Population, III, 
blacks. 

Department of Commerce and Labor, Bureau 
Thirteenth Census of the United States, 

852. Mulatto's are counted as 

TABLE 5 

HOUSTON WARD POPULATIONS 1870, 1890, 1910' 

Ward One 
Ward Two 
Ward Three. . . . 
Ward Four . . . . 
Ward Five . . . . 
Ward Six 

1870 

738 
1,638 
2,812 
3,055 
1,139 

1890 

1,980 
3,341 
7,366 
8,761 
6,109 

1910 

6,954 
7,572 
24,705 
16,772 
16,854 
5,943 

^U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of the 
Ninth Census of t_h£ United States, 1870: Popu-

Department of Interior, Bureau 
Census, 
lation, I, 272-273; U.S 
of the Census, Eleventh Census of the United States 
1890: 

Population, I, 540-579 
Commerce and Labor, Bureau of 
Census of the United States, 1910: 

U.S. Department of 
the Census, Thirteenth 

Population, III, 859 
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TABLE 6 

HOUSTON WORKERS BY SKILL, NATIONALITY, SEX 1870-1900 a 

1870 1880 

Black 
Total Population. . 
Total Workers . . . 
Percent to Population 

Skilled . . 
Semi-skilled 
Un-Skilled. 
White Collar 
Women . . . 
Children. . 

Percent 
Percent 
Percent 
Percent 
Percent 
Percent 

Native White 
Total Workers . 
Percent Skilled 
Percent 
Percent 
Percent 
Percent 
Percent 

German 
Total Workers . 
Percent Skilled 

Semi-skilled 
Un-Skilled. 
White Collar 
Women . . . 
Children. . 

Percent 
Percent 
Percent 
Percent 
Percent 

Italian 
Total Workers . 
Percent Skilled 

Semi-skilled 
Un-Skilled. 
White Collar 
Women . . . 
Children. . 

Semi-skilled 
Un-Skilled. 
White Collar 
Women . . . 
Children. . 

Percent 
Percent 
Percent 
Percent 
Percent 

English 
Total Workers . 
Percent Skilled 
Percent 
Percent 
Percent 
Percent 
Percent 

Semi-skilled 
Un-Skilled. 
White Collar 
Women . . . 
Children. . 

3,691 
1,960 
53. 
9. 
4. 

32. 
1. 

44. 
6. 

10% 
54% 
90% 
45% 
68% 
64% 
79% 

684 
41. 
5. 

17, 
20. 
9. 
4. 

67% 
70% 
25% 
91% 
50% 
97% 

346 
52 
4 
22 
11 
6 
2 

33 

33 
33 

66 
4 
16 
12 
2 

.89% 

.34% 

.25% 

.56% 

.65% 

.31% 

3 
.30% 
00% 
.30% 
.30% 
00% 
00% 

50 
.00% 
.00% 
.00% 
.00% 
.00% 
00% 

6,479 
1,958 
33. 
9. 
6. 

41. 
• 

35. 
6. 

90% 
14% 
44% 
93% 
87% 
60% 
03% 

1,171 
45. 
3. 

14. 
24. 
8. 
2. 

18% 
84% 
43% 
94% 
80% 
82% 

290 
60 
1 
19 
10 
6 
1 

50 
25 
25 

52 
7 

22 
5 

12 

.00% 

.72% 

.66% 

.69% 

.90% 

.03% 

4 
.00% 
.00% 
.00% 
00% 
00% 
00% 

40 
.50% 
.50% 
.50% 
.00% 
.50% 
00% 
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1870 1880 

Irish 
Total Workers . 
Percent Skilled 
Percent 
Percent 
Percent 
Percent 
Percent 

Others 
Total Workers . 
Percent Skilled 

Semi-skilled 
Un-Skilled. 
White Collar 
Women . . . 
Children. . 

Percent 
Percent 
Percent 
Percent 
Percent 

Semi-skilled 
Un-Skilled. 
White Collar 
Women . . . 
Children. . 

All White Workers 
Total Population. . 
Total Workers . . . 
Percent to Population 

Skilled . . 
Semi-skilled 
Un-Skilled. 
White Collar 
Women . . . 
Children. . 

Percent 
Percent 
Percent 
Percent 
Percent 
Percent 

48. 
2. 

36. 
4. 
7. 

90 
88% 
22% 
66% 
44% 
77% 
00% 

101 • 
56 
2 

22 
12 
3 

5,( 
1, 
22 
47 
4 

20 
16 
7 
3 

.44% 

.97% 

.77% 

.87% 

.96% 

.99% 

591 
274 
.39% 
.33% 
.79% 
.41% 
.25% 
.85% 
.38% 

89 
25.84% 
1.12% 
52.81% 
11.24% 
7.87% 
1.12% 

91 
48.35% 
2.20% 
25.27% 
16.48% 
4.40% 
3.30% 

10,026 
1,685 
16.81% 
47 
3 
18 
20 
8 
2 

06% 
38% 
16% 
77% 
25% 
37% 

^Compiled from Ninth Census oi the United States, 
Manuscript Returns, Houston, Harris County, Texas, 1870: 
Tenth Census of the United States, Manuscript Returns, 
Houston, Harris County, Texas 1880. It is difficult tcp 
determine precisely the number of black women working m 
1880 due to an inconsistency in describing occupations.^ 
Women are referred to as "housekeeping," "housekeeper, 
"at Home," or "domestic servant." When it was unclear 
whether the woman was actually gainfully employed, 3udg-
ments were made based upon individual circumstances. 
"Domestic servant" was interpreted as being gainfully 
employed. "Housekeeper", due to the circumstances in
volved, was usually interpreted as being employed. House
keeping" was often used for white women who were wives of 
professionals or skilled men. Thus they were viewed as 
not gainfully employed. "At home" was interpreted as not 
being gainfully employed. The 1880 figures are in line 
with 1870 statistics except in the nunfcer ̂ ^ ̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^̂ f̂̂ J* 
It is of course possible that mistakes have been made in 
making some of these judgments. 
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TABLE 12 

TEXAS: RANKED BY WAGE EARNERS, MEN, 
WOMEN, AND CHILDREN 1870-1900^ 

251 

Year 

1870 

1880 

1890 

1900 

Total Wage 
Earners 

30 

29 

23 

25 

Men--16 
Years and 
Over 

28 

26 

23 

24 

Women--16 
Years and 
Over 

32 

37 

30 

32 

Children 

29 

32 

26 

27 

^Ranks taken from U.S. Department of Commerce and 
Labor, Bureau of the Census, Twelfth Census of the United 
States, 1900: Manufacturing, VII, CXXXI. 
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TABLE 21 

HOMES AND HOME OWNERSHIP 1890, 1900, 1910' 

Year 

1890 

1900 

1910 

Percent of Families 
Owning Homes 

33.21% 

29.20% 

30.10% 

Percent Tenure Unknown 

— % 

7.9% 

3.9% 

U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of the Census, 
Eleventh Census of the United States, 1890: Farms and 
Homes, p. 36 7; U.S. Department of Commerce and Labor, 
Bureau of the Census, Fifteenth Census of the United 
States, 1930: Population, VI, 1270. 

TABLE 22 

NUMBER OF DWELLINGS AIJD FAMILIES BY WARD 1910 

Ward 

One 

Two 

Three 

Four 

Five 

Six 

Numb er of Families 

1,509 

1,608 

5,206 

3,550 

3,821 

1,274 

Number of Dwellings 

4,465 

1,600 

4,695 

3,278 

3,645 

1,220 

U.S. Department of Interior, Bureau of the Census, 
Thirteenth Census of the United States, 1910: Population, 
III, 859. 
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TABLE 23 

LABOR ORGANIZATION 1865-1890 

Source Union Date Organized 

Houston Typo
graphical Union 
Number 87 

German Mechan
ical Association 

Lone Star Lodge 
No. 139 
Brotherhood of 
Locomotive 
Engineers 

Mechanics 
Association of 
Houston 

Bayou City 
Lodge No. 34, 
Ancient Order 
United Workmen 

San Jacinto 
Lodge No. 50 
AOUW 

Germania Lodge 
No. 53, AOUW 

Barbers Union 
of Houston 

Houston Divi
sion No. 7, 
Order of Rail
way Conductors 

Journeymen 
Bricklayers 

Waiters Mutual 
Aid Society 
(black) 

1866—reorganized 1872 

1870—or 1871 

1872 

May 1, 1880 

April 3, 1881 

December, 1881 

March 28, 1882 

1880 

1881 

1882 

1883 
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TABLE 23—Continued 

Source Union Date Organized 

* + 

* + 

* + 

* + 

Buffalo Assem
bly No. 2113 
K of L 

Fowler Assem
bly No. 2038 

Bayou City 
Lodge No. 146, 
Brotherhood of 
Locomotive 
Firemen 

Carpenters 
Union 

Oberly Assem
bly No. 2410, 
K of L 

Phoenix Assem
bly No. 3925, 
K of L 

Union Assem
bly No. 3926 
K of L 

Pioneer Assem
bly No. 4215 
K of L 

Laborers Home 
Assembly K of 
L (black) 

Euerka Assem
bly No. 3293, 
K of L 
Harrisburg 

Train Dispatch 
ers 

July, 1882 

July, 1883 

1883 

May 26, 1884 

Prior to 1884 

May 31, 1885 

May 31, 1885 

September 15, 1885 

August 16, 1885 

No Date 

1885 
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TABLE 23—Continued 

Source Union Date Organized 

* + 

Brotherhood of 
Railway Brake-
men 

Musicians Union 
No. 65 

Brotherhood of 
Railway Train
men 14 5 

Clerks Benev
olent and 
Social Organi
zation 

Tailors 
• Association 

Order of Rail
way Tele
graphers 

Houston Assem
bly No. 130, 
Brotherhood of 
Painters and 
Decorators of 
America 

Houston Assem
bly No. 746, 
K of L 

Houston Labor 
Council No. 1 

September, 1885 

June, 1885 

September, 1886 

May 12, 1887 

June, 1888 

April 10, 1888 

January 27, 1889 

1889 

1889 

^Houston Ci ty D i r e c t o r i e s 1865-1890; Galveston 
Dai ly News, 1865-1880; Houston Daily P o s t , 1881-1890; 
f ¥ i ^ Bll?¥au of Labor S t a t i s t i c s , Second B i e n n i a l Repor t , 
1911-1912 (Aus t in : Von-Boeckmann-Jones C o . , 1912) , pp . 
164-167. 

Legend: + City Directories 
* Newspapers 
— Bureau of Labor Statistics Reports 
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TABLE 24 

LABOR ORGANIZATION 1890-1914* 

Union Date Organized 

International Association of 
Machinists, Local Union No. 12 

Iron Moulders Union No. 259 

Houston Assembly No. 130, 
Brotherhood of Painters and 
Decorators of America 

International Tin, Sheet Iron, 
amd Cornice Workers Association, 
Local Union No. 54 

Journeymen Tailors Protective 
Union No. 72 

Houston Union No. 32, Inter
national Brotherhood of 
Blacksmiths 

Machine Woodworkers Union No. 15 

Bakers and Confectioners Union 
No. 28 

Postal Clerks Association 

Journeymen Barbers Union No. 154 

Local Union No. 68, Journeymen 
Plumbers and Gas fitters 

Bricklayers and Masons Union No. 70 

San Jacinto Division, No. 366 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers 

American Railway Union 

Houston Lodge, No. 506, Brother
hood of Locomotive Firemen 

1890 

1890 

1890 

September 20, 1890 

1890 (?) 

March, 1891 

April 15, 1891 

April 23, 1891 

September 5, 1891 

June, 1892 

February, 189 3 

April, 1893 

May 9, 189 3 

November, 189 3 

1893 



TABLE 24—Continued 
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Union 

National Brotherhood Electrical 
Workers No. 166 

Union Men's Social Club 

Subordinate Association No. 140, 
Operative Plasterers Inter
national Association 

Date Organized 

January, 1894 

April, 1894 

July 16, 1894 

Amalgcunated Sheet Metal Workers 
International Association, 
Local No. 54 

Association of Stationary 
Engineers 

Cigar Makers International Union 
of America, No. 364 

Boilermakers Union No. 364 

National Association of Letter 
Carriers 

Brewers Assembly No. 1269 

Local No. 91 National League 
of Musicians 

Railway Trainmen No. 284 

Coopers Union No. 90, Coopers 
International Union of North 
America 

Houston Division No. 87, Ladies 
Auxiliary of the Order of 
Railway Conductors 

Journeymen Tailors Local Union 
No. 147 

Amalgamated Association of Street 
Railway Employees, Local No. 84 

August 13, 1894 

August 26, 1894 

November 7, 1894 

November, 1894 

1895 

July 22, 1895 

1895 

February 18, 1896 

December, 1896 

1896 

January 1, 1897 

March 13, 1897 



TABLE 24—Continued 
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Union Date Organized 

Butchers Protective Association 
of Houston 

Hotel and Restaurant Employees 
National Alliance and Bartenders 
League 

Printing Pressmen's Union No. 71 

Musical Protective Union No. 65 

Houston Post, Musicians Assembly 
No. 1857, Knights of Labor 

Bakers and Confectioners Assembly 
No. 1897, Knights of Labor 

National Building "Trades Council 

Bayou City Lodge, No. 14 5, Brother
hood of Railroad Trainmen 

Railway Car Men's Union, No. 28 

Carpenterc and Joiners Union No. 9 53 

Building Tiades Assembly 

Woodworkers Union No. 61 

Blacksmiths Union No. 3 2 

Boiler Makers Union No. 74 

Plasterers Protective Union No. 1 

Waiters Union No. Ill 

Theatrical Stage Worker's Union 

Federal Labor Union 

National Association of Letter 
Carriers No. 283 

August, 1897 

September, 1897 

1897 

January, 189 8 

July 8, 1898 

October 8, 1898 

1899 

1899 

1899 

1899 

July, 1899 

October 10, 1899 

November 9, 1899 

December 7, 1899 

January, 1900 

1900 

1900 

1900 

1900 
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Union 

Bed Spring and Mattress Makers' 
Union No. 844 

Meat Cutters and Burcher Workmen 

Icemen's Protective Union No. 9254 

Texas Division, No. 251, Ladies 
Auxiliary to Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Engineers 

Date Organized 

1901 

1901 

1901 

May, 1901 

Bookbinders' Union Local No. 110 

Houston Firemen's Union 

Boot and Shoe Workers' Union, 
Local No. 293 

Houston Lodge No. 28, Brother
hood of Railway Clerks 

Houston Division, No. 64, United 
Brotherhood of Railway Employees 

Texas Association of Steam 
Engineers, Houston, No. 1 

Carriage and Wagon Workers Inter
national Union No. 109 

Team Drivers' Union No. 4 89 

Houston Stenographers' Union, 
No. 11369 

Brotherhood of Railway Expressmen, 
No. 16 

Journeymen Horse Sheers, No. 188 

Brotherhood of Railway Expressmen 

Soda Water Workers Union No. 
11300 

December 1, 1901 

1902 

January, 1902 

February 22, 1902 

March 22, 1902 

June 1, 1902 

July 25, 1902 

September, 1902 

September, 1902 

April, 1903 

April, 1903 

April, 1903 

July 3, 1903 
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Union 

Cooks and Waiters Union 

Texas Star Lodge No. 248, Brother
hood of Railway Trainmen 

Houston Lodge No. 697, Brother
hood of Railway Trainmen 

Houston Lodge No. 697, Switchmen's 

Date Organized 

August 15, 1903 

1904 

1904 

1904. 
Union 

Theatrical Mechanical Association, 
No. 15 

Otopia Lodge No. 43, Ladies 
Auxiliary to Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen 

Women's Auxiliary No. 48k, Houston 
Typographical Union 

International Union of Elevator 
Constructors No. 31 

United Garment Workers of America 

International Association of Marble 
Workers, Houston Local No. 69 

Brotherhood of Cement Workers of 
America 

International Brotherhood of 
Electrical Workers, Local No. 
634, Inside Wiremen 

Building Trades Council 

Ladies Auxiliary to Switchmen's 
Union No. 22 

International Union of Wood, Wire, 
and Metal Lathers, Local No. 24 

Metal Trades Council 

December, 1904 

1905 

January 31, 1906 

1907 

February, 190 8 

1908 

1908 

1909 

1910 

January, 1913 
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Union Date Organized 

Carpenters District Council 

Structural Building Trades Alliance 

Woman's Union Label League 

Tile Pipe Layers' Protective 
Union, No. 11222 

Laundry Workers Union No. 7030 

Journeymen Stonecutters Union 

Local Union No. 68, United 
Association of Plumbers and 
Gasfitters 

Brotherhood of Carpenters and 
Joiners 

Building Laborers' International 
Protective Union No. 2 

Carriage, Cab, and Delivery 
Wagon Drivers Union, No. 46 3 

Houston Jroooe No. 69, Switchmen's 
Union 

? 

? 

? 

? 

^Houston City Directories 1890-1914. 

^Texas State Federation of Labor, Proceedings of 
the Sixth Annual Convention (Fort Worth, Tex., 1903), pp, 
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