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Black Southern Student  S i t - I n  Movement: 

An Indigenous P e r s p e c t i v e  

Th i s  paper  a rgues  t h a t  t h e  southern  s i t - i n  movement of 1960, though i t  appea r s  

t o  have developed i n  t h e  spontaneous manner desc r ibed  by c l a s s i c  c o l l e c t i v e  behavior  

t heo ry ,  a c t u a l l y  grew o u t  of p re -ex i s t i ng  i n s t i t u t i o n s  and o r g a n i z a t i o n a l  forms. 

Moreover, t h e  spread  of t h e  s i t - i n s  fol lowed t h e  networks of t h e s e  p re -ex i s t i ng  

i n s t i t u t i o n a l  r e l a t i o n s h i p s r a t h e r  than  a  p r o c e s s  of s o c i a l  contagion. .  Our d a t a  

d i sconf i rms  t h e  widely accepted  c la im t h a t  o u t s i d e  r e sou rces  p layed  a c r u c i a l  r o l e  

i n  t h e  s i t - i n s .  I t  i s  argued h e r e  t h a t  f a c t o r s  i n t e r n a l  t o  the Blackcornmunity, . . . 
. . 

i. e .  , churches,  c o l l e g e s , .  p r o t e s t  o r g a n i z a t i o n s  and l e a d e r s  were r e spons ib l e  f o r  . , 

n u r t u r i n g  and developing  t h e  s i t - i n  movement. An "indigenous pe r spec t ive"  which 

focuses  on t h e  p roces ses  by which movements emerge from transformed indigenous 

r e s o u r c e s  is  u t i l i z e d  i n  t h i s  s tudy .  Our a n a l y s i s  is  based on pr imary d a t a  

c o l l e c t e d  from a r c h i v e s  and in t e rv i ews  wi th  ove r  f i f t y  (50) C i v i l  Rights  l e a d e r s .  
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Black Southern Sit-in Movement: 

An Indigenous Perspective 

There's never been a nigger born with sense enough t o  adminis t ra te  such a 

thing. (A retired policeman's reflections on the sit-ins: Matthews and Prothro 1966: 

p. 437: emphasis supplied). 

Scholars  of the  Civil Rights movement (Zinn, 1964; Oppenheimer, 1964; 

Matthews and Prothro, 1966; Meier and Rudwick, 1973; Oberschall, 197 3; Mc Adam, 

1979) and Civil Rights activists are agreed that the black Southern student sit-in - . 

movement of 1960 was a crucial event. Indeed, the sit-ins pumped new life into the 

Civil Rights movement and enabled i t  to win unprecedented victories. Moreover, the 

sit-ins exercised a profound tactical and strategic influence over the entire course of 
& 

social and political upheavals of the 1960's. 

Apart from having a jarring impact on race relations, the sit-ins signaled the 

pssibili ty of militant action a t  both Northern and Southern white campuses (Haber, 

1966; Obear, 1970; Sale, 1973). Moreover, a critical mass of the early leaders of the 

white student movement, acquired much of their  training, organizing skills, and 

tac t ics  from black activists involved with the student sit-in movement (Sale, 1973; 

Westby, 1976). Thus, the beginning of t!!e white student movement as  well as the 

quickened pace of Civil Rights activity can be traced to the black student sit-in 

movement. 

The sit-in aovemexit is thought to have begun February 1, 1960. Following'the . 

"initialn sit-ins, they spread a t  an extremely rapid rate. In an extensive study, the 

Southern Regional Council (1960) reported that between February 1 and March 31 of 

1960, major sit-in demonstrations had been conducted in a t  least  sixty-nine (69) 



Southern cities. Table I depicts the number of cities, by states, where sit-@s . . and 

related protest activity occurred within the first two months.1 . 

(Table I here) 

The purpose of this paper is to  present an original interpretation of the sit-ins 

by presenting new data and theoretical arguments. In the course of the analysis a 

number of commonly held assumptions regarding social movements in general, and the 

sit-in movement in particular, will be challenged. 
. . 

The central issues addressed are the origins of the sit-ins and their rapid spread 

across the South a t  a phenomenal rate during the first two months. Other issues 
. . 

such a s  strategy and rationality will be addressed as the anaIysis develops. Although 

the analysis will focus on the first two months of the sit-ins, i t  will not be limited 

exclusively to this period. 

Data 
- .  

At this stage of the art, social movement scholars have been unable to establish 

a ba t te ry  of sound theoret ical  and empirical  generalizations regarding soc ia l  

movements. Yet, most scholars continue to pursue strategies that are consonant with 

"armchairn or "ivory tower" sociology. It may well be that some of the theoretical 

impasses of social movement research couid be overcome by the use of primary data. 

This study of the sit-ins is a small part of a much larger study on the origins 

of the Civil .Rights movenent.2 A substantial part of the data for the entire study 

were collected from primary sources--archives and interviews with Civil Rights 
. . 

participants. 

T h e  a rch iva l  research was conducted a t  various s i tes  between May and  

September of 1978.3 A t  the archival sites, thousands of original documents (i.e. 

m e m o r a n d a ,  l e t t e r s ,  f i e ld  r e p o r t s ,  o rganiza t iona l  histories and directives,  



interorganizational correspondences, etc.) .that were- genera ted  by the  pa r t i c ipan t s  

during t h e  movement,  were examined. This d a t a  contained a weal th  of rich 

infor mation pertaining t o  key variables--organization, mobilization, finance, rationality, 

spontaneity, etc.--relevant to the study of movements. 

Interviews with participants of the movement constituted the second source of 

primary data. To date, in-depth interviews with over fifty (50) Civil Rights leaders 

have been conducted. First, the interviews made i t  possible to  follow-up on many 

intr iguing issues raised by the archival data. Second, since these interviews were 

semi-open-ended, they revealed unexpected insights into the  movement.  Whenever 

s t  a t e  men t s  were  heard  that seemed novel or promising, the interyiewee was given 

freedom to speak his piece. Many valuable accounts of the movement were c ~ l l e c t e d  

in this manner. 

Method 

The s t r a t e g y  for  the  archival research was straight-forward. The researcher 

examined every document possible within the time allocated for a particular site.4 It 

was theoretical concerns, however, that guided the archival search. That is, the main 

objective was to  explore the role that var iables  associa ted  with the  theor ies  of 

co l l ec t ive  behavior ,  Weber, and resource mobilization, played in the sit-ins. The 
I 

archival materials were interpreted against these approaches. 

Several strategies were employed in the interview process. First, i t  was decided 

that the researcher should learn as much as possible about  the  movement before  

conducting interviews. Thus, extensive library and archival research was performed. 

This prior knowledge enables the interviewer to  ask specific questions and to  assist 

t h e  in te rv iewees  . in  rooting the i r  memories squarely in the social, temporal, and 

geographical context of their actions .of twenty years ago. Prior knowledge enabled 

the interviewer to gain the intellectual respect of the interviewee, thus increasing the 

possibility that they would appro.ach the interview with integrity and seriousness. 



Second, the interviews were semi-structured, usually lasting two .to three hours. 

.An extended l i s t  o f  questions structured around the variables used in the archival 

research were .formulated beforkhand. The intcrvieivees were instructed to  feel free' 

t o  d e v i a t e -  f rom the  ques t ions  and to discuss what they.  thought to  be important. 

Their "diversions" produced new information. 

 ina all^, the interview sample w a s  assembled in -two ways. While examining the 

archival material, the names of leaders (most o f .  whom the  resea rcher  had never  

heard about) associated with various activities, turned up constantly. -These were the 

initial individuals who were contacted for interviews. Once the interview process was 

underway the interviewees, often in response to  queries, would invariably remark, "you ' 

know, you really should speak to  'so and so' regarding t h a t  mat ter ."  Subsequent 

,interviews were arranged wiith many of these individuals. Thus, the snowball effect 

played a key role in the sampling process. Clearly,  the  sample i s  not  random. . 

H o w e v e r ,  t h o s e  a c t i v i s t s  interviewed c a m e  from numerous organiza t ions  and 

represented different, i f  not conflicting, viewpoints. Still, t o  our surprise, they were 

'in agreement on many basic issues. 

Is the data valid and reliable? Given that  the sit-in movement occurred twenty 

years 'ago, i t  is  quite reasonable to  wonder if. the interview accounts are  valid since 
. . 

t h e  passage of t ime  might have  dimmed o r  even .d i s to r t ed  the memory of the 

participants. Related t o  the' problems associated with reconstructed accounts is the 

suspicion t h a t  participants 'might have vested interests in presenting the "facts" in 

such a way as to  enhance ,their own status. It is contended here t h a t .  ne i the r  of 

these potential trouble spots produced any fundamental defects in the data. 

' 

The problems of accuracy. of memory and vested interest have. been miniinized 

because the analysis is not based on any one source. Rather, i t '  is  built on 'evidence 

from an array of .  published material,  a rchival  sources ,  a n d '  accoun t s  of mult iple 

individuals who participated in and . eye-witnessed the same events. . Furthermore, 



cross references were made throughout the da t a  collection process.' Follow-up phone 

calls were made to  interviewees to clear up ambiguity and to obtain a comprehensive 

view of the sit-in movement. Finally, confidence in the da t a  s tems from the f ac t  

that information gathered from diverse sources seems to point, unequivocally, to the 

existence of a structural pat tern and logic which undergirded the movement from' city 

to  city. 

Early Sit-ins: Forerunners 

The  f i r s t  misleading idea regarding the 'sit-in movement is that i t  started in 

Greensboro, North Carolina February 1, 1960. To the contrary, the present research 

h a s  document  a t i on  t h a t  in a t  least fifteen cities--St.. Louis, ' Missouri; Wichita and 

Kansas City, Kansas; Oklahoma City, Enid, Tulsa and Stillwater, Oklahoma; Lexington 

and Louisville,  Kentucky;  Miami, Florida; Charleston, West Virginia; Sumter, South 

Carolina; East St. Louis, Illinois; Nashville, Tennessee; -and Durham, North Carolina-- 

civil rights activists had conducted sit-ins between 1957  and 1960.5 Thus, the sit-ins . 

did not s t a r t  in Greensboro. The Greensboro s i t - ins  a r e  i m p o r t a n t  because  they  

r e p r e s e n t  a unique link in  a long cha in  of prev ious  sit-ins.  This paper  will 

concentrate on the ways in w.hich the Greensboro link was unique. First, however, 

attention must be focused on the similarity of activities in the ehtire chain. 
. . 

Other s tudies  (Southern Regional Council, 1960; Oppenheimer, 1964; h4at t hews  

and Prothro, 1966; Meier and Rudwick, 1973) haven't totally overlooked these earlier 

sit-ins. .However, they fail t o  group t h e m ,  r e v e a l  t h e i r  scope ,  connec t ions ,  and . 

extensive organizational base. More specifically, i t  is contended that these early sit- 

ins occurred because of: 1) a n  organizational base; 2) community. suppor t ;  3) t h e  

efforts of established leaders; 4) rational planning; and 5) the availability of existing 

indigenous resources. ' . 

The early sit-ins were ini t ia ted by militant direct action organizations. From 

interviews 'with some of the early participants (Moore, 1978; McCain, 1978; Lawson, 



1978; Smith, 1978; McKissick; 1978, 1979; Luper, 1981; -Randolph, 1981; Lewis, 1981) 

and published works (Southern Regional Council, 1960; Meier and Rudwick, 1973) i t  

was 'found that Civil Rights organizations initiated sit-ins in fourteen of the- fifteen 

cities we have identified. Thus, we are not using selective cases to demonstrate the 

point. NAACP, primarily its Youth Councils, either initiated or co-initiated sit-ins in 

nine of the fifteen cities. CORE,. usually working jointly with the NAACP, played an 

important initiating role in seven of the fiftekn cities. The SCLC initiated one case 

and was involved in another .  Finally, the Durham Committee on Negro Affairs, 

. . 

working with the NAACP,. initiated sit-ins in that c i ty .  From t h i s .  d a t a ,  we can 

conclude t h a t  these  ea r ly  sit-ins were a result of a multi-faceted. organizational 

effort. 

The  data. r evea led  t h a t  these  sit-ins received substantial backing from their 

r e spec t ive  communit ies .  I t  was the  black church t h a t  served a s  t h e  m a j o r  

ins t i tu t ional  fo rce  behind the  sit-ins. Over two decades ago, E. Franklin Frazier 

argued that,  "for the Negro masses, in their social and moral isolation. in American 

socie ty ,  the  Negro church community has been a n'ation within a nation" (Frazier, 

1963:49). He went on to  argue , tha t  the church functioned as the central political 

arena in black society. Frazier, pointed out that  i t  is this institution that plays the 

predominant role in structuring and organizing the black masses. Nearly all of the 

d i rec t  ac t ion  organizations tha t .  initiated these early sit-ins were closely associated 

with the church. The church supplied these organizations with a mass communication 

sys tem,  a s a f e  environment in which to  hold political meetings, leaders, organized 

masses, finances, and music. The direct action organizations clung t o  the  church 

because their survival depended on it. 

This does  no t  mean t h a t  a l l  black churches  supported the sit-ins. Yet, a 

I significant number did. They often supported this activity in a critical but "invisible" 

manner. Thus, Mrs. Clara Luper, the organizer of  the 1958 Oklahoma City sit-ins, 



wrote that  the black church did not w a n t - t o  ge t  involved so church leaders told us, 

"we could meet  in their churches. -They would take up a collection for us and make 

announcements concerning our worthwhile activities" (Luper, 1979:3). This "covert" 

ro l e  was  c e n t r a l .  A c t i v i s t s  i n t e rv i ewed  .for this study revealed tha t  clusters of 

churches were usually directly involved with the sit-ins. In addition t o  communi ty  
- .  

suppor t  v ia  t h e  chu rches ,  these activists also received support from those parents 

whose children were participating in demonstrations. 

N e x t ,  t h e s e  s i t - i n s  w e r e  o rgan ized  by es tab l i shed  l e a d e r s  of t h e  ,black ' 

community. These leaders did not spontaneously arise out of a crisis situation. They 

were organizational ac tors  in the full sense of the word. It  was not unusual to find 

that a sit-in leader was also a church leader, taught school, and' headed up the local 

direct  action organization. In fact,' these extensive organizational ' linkages provided . 

them with blocs of individuals who served a s  demonstrators. Clara Luper has written: 

The fac t  tha t  I was teaching American History a t  Dungee High School 

in Spencer, Oklahoma and was a member of the First Street Baptist 

6 Church furnished me with an ample number of young people who would 

become the nucleus of the Youth Council (Luper, 1979:l). 

Mrs. Luper's case is not an isolated one. It i s  safe to  say that  the leaders of the 

early sit-ins were enmeshed in organizational networks and were tied squarely to  the 
I 
i 

I black community. 
1 

Rat iona l  planning was  a t  t h e  h e a r t  of t h i s  early wave of sit-ins. Several 

concrete examples will substantiate this claim. During the late fifties, Revs. James 

Lawson and  Kelly Miller Smith, operating under the auspices of their direct action 

organization--Nashville Chris t ian Leadersh ip  Council--formed what  t h e y  ca l l ed  a 

nonvio len t  workshop. In these workshops, Lawson meticulously taught local college 

students the strategies and tact ics  of non-violent protest (D-Bevel, 1978; Lewis, 1978). 

In 1959,  t hese  s tudents  held " test"  sit-ins in two department stores. Beginning in 



1957, members of the Oklahoma City NAACP Youth Council created what they called 

the i r  "projec tn  whose aim mas to' e l iminate  segregation in' public accomodations 

(Luper; 1979:3). The project consisted ,of various .commit.tees and groups who planned 

sit-in s t ra tegies .  After a year of planning, this groxp walked into the local Katz 

' ~ r u ~  Store and initiated their planned sit-in. Tn St. ,Louis in 1955, Wil1ia.m Clay 
. . 

organized a NAACP Youth -Council. 'Through careful planning and' twelve months of 

demonstrations, members  of th is  organiza t ion  were  able t o  desegrega te  dining 

fac i l i t i e sa t  department stores (Meier and Rudwick, 1973:93). In Durham, North 

Carolina in 1958, we find that black'act ivists  of the Durham Committee on Negro 

Affa i rs  conducted  a survey of 5 and 10 cent stores located in Durham (Southern 

Regional Council, 1960). This  survey revealed  t h a t  these  s t o r e s  were heavily 

dependent on black trade. The sit-ins initiated by this group were based on this sort 

of rational planning. The same picture emerges in Sumter, South Carolina and across 

this entire group of early sit-ins. 

That rational planning was a central component of these early sit-ins should be 

expected. Indeed, the activists who led them were adults who occupied leadership 
. . 

ro les  in the i r  r e spec t ive  d i r e c t  action organizations. From experience, they had 

learned, that .one does not confront racist entrenched white power structures relying 

on the win* of. spontaneity and fortuitous events. Rather, these leaders spent blocks 

of time a t  meetings, rationally planning strategy, tactics and mobilizing colnmunity 

support . 
Finally, these early sit-ins- were sponsored by indigenous 'resources of the black 

community. 'The leadership came from blacks. The bulk of the demonstrators .were 

black. The strategies and tactics were formulated by blacks. The finances came out 

of the pockets of oppressed blacks, while their serene spirituals echoed through the 

Most o f  the  organizers  of the  ear ly  sit-ins knew each other and were well 



aware of their militant activities. Indeed, mariy of these activists represented thk 

militant wing of NAACP. .Following the Montgomery bus boycott, this.group began to  

reorganize NAACP Youth Councils with the explicit purpose of initiating direct action 

projects. This group of activists (e.g. Floyd McKissick, Daisy Bates, Ronald Walters, 

Hosea Williams, .Barbara Posey and Clara Luper) viewed themselves  a s  a d is t inc t  

group. This spec ia l  ident i ty  was forced upon the militants because the national 

NAACP usually did not approve 0.f. their approach o r  took a very ambivalent stance 

towards it. 

. ' These.militants of NAACP built networks between themselves th>t detoured the 

conservative channels and organizational positions of the i r  superiors.  At NAACP 

meetings and conferences, they drifted into rooms where they could speak freely of 

their militant desires and plans of confrontational poli t ics .  At these  gatherings,  

informat ion  regarding strategies and tactics was exchanged. Once acquainted, -they 

remained in touch by phone and mail. Thus, i t  is no accident that these early sit-ins 

occurred  between 1957 and 1960. I t .  should be  remembered that other militant . . 
activities besides sit-ins occurred during this period. For example, this is the same 

period when .Mrs. Daisy Bates led young people o'f her NAACP Youth ~ounc i ' l  into the 

all-white Little ~ o c k '  Central High School and forced a President to send in' National 

~ u a r d s .  This is also the same period that CORE is beginning to get . a  foothold in 

the South. CORE'S explicit goal was to initiate direct action projec ts .  We have  

already seen that CORE activists were very closely linked with . the  other activists of 

the period. These early sit-ins .and related activities weren't  p a r t  of a grandiose 

scheme. Nevertheless, their joint occurrences, timing and approaches were connected 

via organizational and personal networks. They were part of a decen t ra l i zed ,  y e t  

connected, effort to bring about desegregation. 



Sit-in Cluster 

The .  first cluster of sit-ins .occurred in the s t a t e  of Oklahoma in 1958. It  was 

'organizational' and personal networks that  produced this c luster .  By ' t r ac ing  t h e s e  

ne tworks ,  w e  c a n  a r r i v e  a t  a basic  unders tanding  of this cluster .and a clue to  . 

linderstanding the. ent i re  kit-in movement. 

In August  of 1958,  t h e  NAACP Youth Council of Wichita, Kansas headed by 

Ronald Walters, initiated sit-ins a t  the lunch counters of a local drug s tore  (Lewis, 

1981). At the same time, Clara Luper and the young people in her NAACP Youth 

Council were being trained t o  conduct sit-ins in Oklahoma City. The adult leaders 

involved in t h e s e  t w o  groups  knew e a c h  o the r .  Bes ides  being organizationally 

connected several individuals in the two groups were personal friends. Following the 

in i t i a l  s i t - ins  in Wichi ta ,  a number  of phone calls between the two groups were 

exchanged. Information regarding strategy, tact ics  and mutual support was discussed. ' 

This direct  contact  was important because the  local press refused to  cover the sit- 

ins. In less than a week, Clara Luper's group in Oklahoma City initiated their planned 

sit-ins. 

Within a s h o r t  per iod  df t i m e ,  s i t - ins  w e r e  conduc ted  in Tulsa, Enid and 

Stillwater, Oklahoma. Working through CORE and the local N A A C P  Youth Council, 

C l a r a  Luper 's  "play daughteru--Mrs. Shirley Scaggins--organized the'  sit-ins in Tulsa 

(Luper, 1981). Mrs. Scaggins had recently lived in Oklahoma City and thus knew the 

inner workings of F.4rs. Luper's sit-in project. The two leaders 'worked in ' concert. 

A t  the same time, the N A A C P  Youth Council in Enid began t o  conduct sit-ins. A 

Mr. Mitchell led tha t  group (Luper, 1981). He knew Mrs. Luper well and had visited 

the Oklahoma Youth Council a t  the o u t s e t  of t h e i r  .sit-in. On t h a t  v i s i t , ' t h e y  

d iscussed  s t r a t egy ,  tact ics  and mutual support. The, sit-ins in Stil lwater '  appear t o  

have been conducted independently by black college students. Even if that were the 

case ,  t h r e e  of t h e  four  Oklahoma s i t - ins  w e r e  connec ted  and organized through 



organizational and personal networks. The same process occurred as far away a s  East 

St. Louis, Illinois. Ilomer Randolph, who in .  la te  1958 organized the East, St. Louis 

sit-ins, recalled that  he had previously lived in Oklahoma City and knew Mrs. Luper 

well, and had young relatives who participated in the Oklahoma City sit-ins. 

Therefore, the first sit-in cluster occurred in the s t a t e  of Oklahoma 'in 1958. 

T h e s e  s i t - i n s  sp r . ead  t o  c i t i e s  within a hundred-mile  rad ius  via  es tab l i shed  

organizational and personal networks rather than through a process o f '  social contagion 

or the mass media. It was not outside social movement entrepreneur? who organ.i.:ed 

this cluster. The skilled organizers came from within the dominated group. 

Moreover, , i t  has been shown that  the majority of these early sit-ins were: 1) 

connected rather than isolated; 2) initiated through organizations and personal ties; 3) 

led and  r a t iona l ly  planned by es tab l i shed  leaders; and 4) supported by indigenous 

resources. 

Evidence has been presented which demonstrates tha t  the Greensboro sit-ins do 

not mark the movement's beginning. The Greensboro sit-ins a re  a link in the chain. 

But  i t  was  a unique link which triggered sit-ins across the South a t  an  incredible 

pace. What possibly could have happened in the black community between the late 

1950's and early 1960's tha t  could produce such a movement? * It  is contended tha t  

something new in the black communi ty  did happen  b e t w e e n  the  l a t e  1950's and 
0 

Februa ry  1, 1960 . t h a t  was  respons ib le  f o r  t h i s  r a p i d  sp read  of a major sit-in 

movement. That someth ing  "new" p r o l i f e r a t e d  the  bas i c  dynamics--r.ationality,  

. indigenous o rgan iza t ions ,  indigenous l eade r sh ip  and indigenous support--that, were 

central t o  the sit-ins occurring between 1957 and 1960. 

Indigenous Perspective 

System of Domination 

An indigenous perspective will be  used t o  analyze the 1960 black student, sit-in 

movement. In the analysis of concrete movements, the first task of the perspective 



is  to  identify the form of domination against which co l lec t ive  a c t i o n  i s  d i r ec t ed .  

Oppressed groups' a re  not dominated to the same degree. Our strategy is to t rea t  

domination as  a variable running on a continuum from extreme t o  moderate to  mild. 

In this paper, w e  a re  concerned only with the system of, domination that confronted . 

Southern blacks in'. the 1950's and 1960's. 

The system of domination that Southern white society imposed on blacks during 

this period falls towards the extreme end of the continuum. Blacks were dominated 

pol i t ica l ly .  They had no institutionalized political power nor formal political rights. 

Whites controlled the local governments and the agents of social control. This meant 

tha t  blacks had no control over the mass media. Following Molotch (1979), we view 

the  media as part  of a nation's political structure.  Without political power, blacks 

had no institutionalized leverage over the media. Overall, the 'political institutions 

were controlled by whites. 

Blacks of this period were dominated economically. They were a t  the bottom 

of the economic order of the Southern cities without the resources t o  allocate basic 

economic goods to their members (Piven and Cloward, '1977). Blacks could be fired 

from jobs a t  the discretion of the employer and organized labor made i t  overtly plain 

tha t  union memberships were not to be extended to  them. Thus, blacks had li t t le 

power in the economic institutions of the society. 
I 

 ina ally, b lacks  were dominated as  a racial group. Members of the dominant 

white group thought bladks to  be ,an inferior species. All members of the d o m i n a t  

group could rout inely prevent blacks from enjoying the. taken-for-granted 

accorded dominant members. Blacks could b e  sho t  down, lynched,  c a s t r a t e d '  o r  

illegally jailed by whites who feared no reprisals. This direct domination produced: an 

oppressed/oppressor relationship similar to  the inmate/staf f relationship which   of fman 

analyzed in total  institutions. That is, whites had unlimited institutional poiver 

over blacks. 



- Therefore, blacks were dominated politically, economically arid as a racial group. 

A system of ex t reme domination exists when a dominant group controls a subordinate 

group politically, economica1,ly. a n d  s ingles  t hem out  for  punishment  , because  of 

a s c r i p t i v e  char'ac teristics.  In the fift ies and sixties, collective action .by Southern . 

blacks was directed a t  a system of extreme domination. 

Power ~ e h a v i o r / ~ n d i ~ e n o u s  Resourses 

Secondly,  t h e  indigenous perspective maintains tha t  collective action is overt  

political behavior that  requires contending parties t o  mobilize resources. ' Following 

Coser (1966: l), "politics always involve the clash of conflicting demands." S'imilarly, 

Weber (1947) argued that  power s tems from one's ability to  real ize one 's  own will 

e v e n  in t h e  f a c e  of r e s i s t a n c e .  It  would seem tha t  . a  group circumscribed by a 

system of extreme domination would have f ew r e s o u r c e s  (i.e. money,  leadersh ip ,  

viable  o rgan iza t ion ,  ski l ls ,  e t c . )  requi red  fo r  a sustained confrontation with the 

.dominant ,group. A number of social movement scholars  (Marx and  Useem,  1971; 

~ b k r s c h a l l ,  1973; J e n k i n ~  and Perrow, 1977; Zald and McCarthy, 1979) have concluded 

that  for dominated groups t o  initiate social movemen t s ,  t hey  must  a c q u i r e  t hese  
. . 

c r i t i c a l  r e s o u r c e s  f rom outside elites. They argue tha t  outside resources play an 

essential role in the early phases of movements. ~ u 6 b a r d  (19681, Lipsky (1968)', and 

Garrow (1978) have presented a related notion that  movements of the powerless are  

strategically designed t o  a t t r a c t  sympathy from the outside because their success is 

, dependen.t on the action of third parties. 

From the indigenous perspect i le ,  the claims that  outside leaders and resources 

play key roles in initiating movements of the powerless  , and  in de t e rmin ing  the i r  

outcome, must be questioned. The Civil Rights movement is a good case with 'which 

to  test  this claim because these writers have identified i t  a s  a prime example of a 

movement dependent o n .  outside resources. Furthermore, i t  is widely accepted tha t  

the sit-ins occurred early in the movement and that they were critical. 



From the indigenous perspective we note that: the critical resources necessary 

for  t h e  in i t ia t ion  and; development  of socia l  movements may be present in the 

communities of the dominated. 'Indeed, the researcher must be prepared toeexamine 

the  in te rna l  communi ty  ' o f  t h e  dominated because the  basic funding patterns,,  

resources, communication systems and organized masses 'central to  the emergence of 

social movements may be concentrated there. A task of the indigenous perspective is 

to  specify the conditions under which these pre-existing resources a r e  t r ans  formed 

into political resources. An analysis of the 1960 sit-in movement will shed light on 

these issues. 

Indigenous Political Base/ 
Spurts of Collective Action 

Next, we ask wily a t  certain periods in movements do we suddenly get a heavy 

volume of protest activity by the insurgent group? The rapid spread of the sit-ins is 

an excellent case' in point. What may account for the timing of these pronounced 

spurts of insurgency? In my view, heavy' spurts of protes t .  ac t iv i ty  a r e  likely t o  

occur  following the  development  of a pol i t ica l  base  in te rna l  to the dominated 

community. Within such a -base are to be found protest organizations, formula ted  

t a c t i c s  and strategies, mass mobilization potential, trained protest leaders, and on- 

going protest projects. It is through this sort of political s t r u c t u r e  'that a heavy 

volume of protes t  activity can be organized. and rapidly spread.' It is through the 

political base that .protesters can be shielded from repressive onslaughts. Through 

this base pre-existing resources can be rapidly trans'formed into political resources and 

conflict activities can be planned and coordinated. Eecause i t  plays these concrete 

roles, a .developed political base is responsible for heavy volumes of protest activity 

rather than outside .factors (such as the mass' media, f ede ra l  government ,  l ibera l  

foundations,  etc .) .  T h e .  more developed the  base, the  greater '  the likelihood a 

precipitating factor will trigger heavy spurts of  protest activity. . 



Movement Centers . . 

The indigenous perspective focuses .on the social processes by which collective 

action occurs in real space and time. Why, for instance, could the  sit-ins be rapidly 

in i t i a t ed  in black corn munities across the South? . From our perspective, concrete 

instances of collective" action are often planned, organized and initiated through what 

can  -best  b e  .conceptual ized  a s  ' local  movement centers'. These centers are the 

micro-social s t r u c t u r e s  th rough .  which communi t ies  conduct  col lec t ive  a c t i o n .  

Movement centers provide com~nunities with protest training and orienJation facilities, 

organizations, finances, leaders, and an atmosphere supportive of col lec t ive  act ion.  

The scope and intensity of collective action in a given comlnunity is greatly shaped . 

by the movement centers of the dominated. On the  macro-level ,  the  indigenous 

pol i t ica l  base  cons is ts  of a l l  the movement centers of the insurgent group. The 

concept of local movement centers directs the researcher's attention to  fundamental 

processes and structures involved in concrete cases of collective action. Indeed, it  

will be shown that the sit-in movement emerged  and spread through movement 

centers. 

Through the  ind igenous 'pe r spec t ive  we have: 1) ident i f ied  the  system of 

domination that confronted Southern blacks during the 1950's and 1960's; 2) put forth 

t h e  argument  t h a t  powerless groups may be  in a position t o  in i t i a t e  political 

movements. because the necessary resources are present in their. oivn communities; 3) 

argued that  collective action arises out of an indigenous political base; 4) presented 

the notion that sudden spurts of widespread collective action are likely to occur when 

the internal political base is. well developed; and 5) argued that  concrete instances of 

col lect ive ac t ion  a r e  in i t ia ted  through local  movement cen te r s .  Through the  

indigenous framework a comprehensive analysis of the 1960 sit-in movement can be 

obtained. 



Indigenous Political Base 

During the  mid-fifties an indigenous political base emerged in numerous. black 
, . .  . 

communities across- the South. During this period "direct action" organizations were . . 

buil t  by local  activists.  Community institutions--especially the black church--were 

becoming political. The "mass meeting" along with pol i t ica l  o ra to ry  and' p ro tes t  

music became commonplace. This was the period that CORE entered the South with 

intentions of initiating protest, and NAACP Youth Councils were reorganized by young 

militant adults of NAACP who desired to  engage in confrontational politics. 

IIowever, both CORE and the  NAACP Youth Councils were  incapable of 

mobilizing wide scale protest such as the sit-ins of 1960. Ideither had a mass base in 

the black community. CORE was small ,  ,Nor the rn  based,  white led and largely 

unknown. to Southern blacks. Historically, the  N A A C P  had been unable to persuade 

-more than 2%'  of the black population to  take out membership. The collective power 
I 

.of the  NA-ACP Youth Councils was further weakened because the National NAACP 

failed to give unequivocal support to  the confronta t ional  pol i t ics  of the  younger 

militants. National NAACP was oriented to  legal strategies, not sit-ins. Equally as 

important, following the 1954 school desegregation decision, Southern white power 

s t r u c t u r e s  launched a severe  a t t a c t  against the NAACP. The repression was so 

devastating that between -1955 and 1960 numerous. Southern NAACP branches were  

forced to close down (Morris; 1980). This repression forced the NAACP to  become a 

defensively oriented organization. The organizaton commited its resources to court . . 

battles designed to  save itself. Thus, neither CORE nor NAACP Youth Councils were . 

able to provide an encompassing political base required t o  launch the massive sit-ins 

~ o w e v e r ,  be tween  1955 and 1960 new organizational and protest '  winds were 

blowing in. black communities of the South. They we.re the same winds that drew 

CORE southward and inspired the militant elements in NAACP t o  reorganize NAACP 



. . 

Youth Souncils.  he F<Iontgomery b u s  b o y c o t t  mas  t h e  w a t e r s h e d .  - O b e r s c h a l l '  

(1973:223-24) h a s  a r g u e d  t h a t  t h e  historic significance of the  hoycot't tvas tha t  i t  

ca tapul ted King in to  prominence and demonstra ted t h a t  .massive outside support was 

needed for t h e  emergence of a blaclr moverneilt. Contrary  to  th is  l a t t e r  claim, the  

importance of t h e  boycot t  lies in the  fac t  t h a t  i t  revealed t o  mcrnbers of the  black 

c o n i n u n i t y  t.he incligenous resources,  institutions, mobilizing notentials , .  and protest- 

dynamics t h a t  they themselves could .uti l ize.  

The. 3.4ontgo;nery mass  bus boycot t  was the  ca ta lys t  because  i t  dem6nstra ted the  

i 

political '  potent ia l  of t h e  black c h u r c h  a n d  i t  t!lrust f o r t h  a ne-.v o r g a n i z a t i o n a l '  

instrument.  13y 1955 t h e  massive migration of blacks from rural '  t o  urban a reas  :stas 
I 

well 'underway. Indeed by this t ime  many' of t h e  Southern cit ies.  had substantial '  blac!~ 

populatio-ns. Black urban churches mere quire d i f ferent  from thei r  rura l -  counterparts .  

Tha t  is, they were  larger,  g rea te r  in numher, b e t t e r  f inanced,  an.d presided over by 

m i n i s t e r s  who w e r e  b e t t e r  educated and ~ ? l o s e  sole occupation ' was t h e  ministry 

(kiays and Nicholson, 1933; McAdam, 1979; Morris, 1980). ' Moreover, urban churches 

were  owned, operated and control1k:l b y ' t h e  black community.  

I t .  w a s  t h e s e  chur ' ches  t h a t  f u n c t i o n e d  a s  t h e  i n s t i t u t i o n a l '  b a s e  o f  : t h e  

Montgomery' b r ~ s  boycott .  They supplied the  movement  with money, organized masses, 

leaders,  highly -developed co~nlnunicat ion networks  and relktiveljr  s a f e  e n v i r o n m e n t s  

where the  masses met ,  and ra t io i la l l j  planned s t ra tegy.  These  resources were  present 

within t!le church prior t o  the  5oycott..  Movement leaders  t r a n s f o r m e d  t h e m  i n t o  

poli t ical-  resources and c0:nlnite.l them to '  t h e  ends of t h e  movement.  Tha t  is, the  

ncjv duty  of the  church finance colnmit tee  was t o  col lect  money for the  movement. 

Rather  than preaching merelv of the  heavenlj. gates ,  t h e  nem ?ole o'f t h e  x in i s te r  

was to  use t h e  pulpi t  t o  a r t i c u l a t e  t h e  p o l i t i c a l '  r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  of t h e  c h u r c h  

comlnuni ty .  T.he ne-.v r o l e  of t h e  choir w'as to' weave political- messaxes . into the  

serene . spirituals. . Regular church meetings viere t r ans formed  into t h e  "mass meeting" 



where t h e  dominated joined . instrumental '  coinmit tees ,  o f fe red  up t h e i r  'harc i -earned 

dol la is  t o  t h e  movement,  and acquired reliable informat ion concernin,? t h e  movement 

which local- r a d i o  a n d  t e l e v i s i o n  s t a t i o n s  r e f u s e d  t o  b r o a d c a s t .  ' T h e  r e s o u r c e s  

n e c e s s a r y  t o  i n i t i a t e  a b l a c k  rnoveTnent m e r e  p r e s e n t  in  t h e  cornmlini ty .  In 

M o n t ~ o m e r y ,  they were  transformed into political '  resources  and useti to ' . launch the  

f i r s t  highly visible mass p ro tes t  of t h s  rnorlern Civil- Rights movement.  

. The important  r o l e  t h a t  the  ?Aontgomery Improvement  Association (MIA) played 

in t h e  emergence  of t h e  ,modern Civil' Rights movement .  i s  selaom grasr,::d. Prior t o  

the  creat ion of t h e  MIA, black protest  was largely i n i t i a t e d  t h r o u g h  t h e  NAACP.  

T h e  N A A C P  w a s  highly  bareaucrat ic  (?<ellog. 1767; A4eier a n 3  Rud~viclc, 19731, and 

!leadquartered in New York. Southern act iv is ts  were  o'ften f rus t ra ted by the  NAACP 

b e c a u s e  t h9y  h a d  t o  fo l lo  iv th.e predefined bureaucrat ic  procedures established by 

organizational'officials i n  t h e  N o r t h  ( W a l k e r ,  1978 ;  S m i t h ,  1 7 7 8 ;  Vivian,  1978;  

Williams, 1978; Simlrins, 1778; Lowery, 1978). Mass act ion mas,therefore,  discouraged 

by N.4ACPfs buteaucrat ic  s t ructure .  

T h e  MIA mas an organization built for t h e  specif ic  purpose of leading a massive 

d i rec t  ac t ion movement. I t  mas a non-bureaucratic c5urch:based o rgan iza t ion .  I t s  

organizational'  a f fa i r s  were  conducted like church services  ra the r  than riqid rule-bound 

behavior1 found in. bureaucracies like the  NAACP. Ministers held t h e  top leadership 

positions in t h e  MIA. Ul t imate  authority inhered in t?l? president who -.vas Dr. King. 

Dec i s ims  pertaining t o  local '  m a t t e r s  could be reached iln mediately. These ministers 

presided over  t h e  MIA the  way they presided over  thei r  congregations. Thus, diverse 

orp,anizational' tasks  ivere delegated t o  the  ran!<-and-file o n  t h e  s p o t .  Ru les  a n d  

procedures,  emerged  from a t r ia l  and error  approach anrl could be  .al tereA .when they 

inhibited d i rec t  action. o r a t o r y ,  music and c h a r i s m a t i c  p e r s o n a l i t i e s  s u b j e c t i v e l y  

e n e r g i z e d  ?AIA's o r q a n i z a t i o n a l '  a f f a i r s .  T.he s t r u c t u r e  of t h e  organization was 

designed t o  allow masses t o  par t ic ipate  di rect ly  in p ro tes t  activit ies.  .4s a result ,  



t h e  MIA proved t o  be  more  appropriate for confrontational- 'poli t ics b e c a u s e  i t  w a s  

m a s s  b a s e d ,  non-bure 'aucrat ic ,  Southern !ed and was ablg t o  transform pre-esisting 

. church resources  intb political '  po;.ver. 

Southern blacks took not ice  of the  A4ontgomery ~novement .  For  decades, '  black 

act iv is ts  had unsilccessfully employed various s t r a t e g i e s  a i m e d  a t  o v e r  t!?roming a n  

e x t r e m e  system of domination. Such a system d i c t a t e d  were  blhcks coula and could 

n o t  work, r ide on a bus, urinate,  a t t end  school; watch a movie, e,at a hamburger, e t c .  

T h e  Montgomery movement offered a n  ap7ealin2 approach. Thus, ac t iv&ts  from the  

South visited ? . lont~omery t o  close13 observe t h e  poli t ical-  rolt5 t h a t  t h e  c h u r c h  a n d  

t h e  X4IA played in t h e  movement. 

F o r  example,  :v!ien Sosea  WJilliaxs ( a t  t h e  t i m e  a n  activist  associated with -the' 

N A A C P  in Savannah, Georgia) visited t h e  Montgomery n o v e m e n t ,  h e  marvelled a t  i t s  

dynamics: 

"'You had had N A A C P  la-.vsuits. you'd had N A 4 C P  chapters ,  1~119 had much 

loss than 5% participation anyplace. 3 u t  ! l e re l s  a p l a c e  ( M o n t g o m e r y )  

w!lere t h e y  g o t  masses of blacks--they couldn't ye t  a church big e n ~ u g h  

where  they could hold Inass rallies. And then,  none of them (masses) were 

r i d i n g  t h e  b u s e s .  I l.vas in te res t -ec l  in. t h e s e  s t r a t e g i e s  a n d  t h e i r  

inp l6menta t ion  and in learning how t o  mobilize t h e  m a s s e s  t o  ,move in -  

concer t"  (:~illiams, 1978). 

Hosea, like cogntless others,  did more than marvel  a t  these  dynamics. In his words, 

"I went back t o  Savannah and organized t!le Youth Counci l 'and nonviolent. movement.'' 

T.hus, a n o t h e r  d i r e c t  a c t i o a '  o r g a n i z a t i o n  e m e r g e d .  The PAIR bore f rui ts  l~eyond  

Y e t ,  i t  w a s  b l a c k  m i n i s t e r s  who -.vere in the  s t ructura l '  position t o  orqanize 

c h u r c h  r e l a t e d  d i r e c t  a c t i o n  o r g a n i z a t i o n s  a c r o s s  t!le Sou th .  E v e n  whi le  t h e  

Moil tgornery m o v e n e n t  w a s  in  p r o g r e s s ,  m i n i s t e r s  i n  o ther  c i t i e s  (i.e. Steclc  in 

T.allahassee, Shuttlessvorth in Birmingham, and Davis in New Orleans, etc.)  began t o  



b u i l d  rnass baset l  m o v e m e n t s  t h a t  iver.3 o r g a n i z a t i o n a l l y  p a t t e r n e d  a f t e r  t h e  

Moatgornery movement. I t  was these  m i n i s t e x  x.vilo x e r e  in a position t o  organize 

and commit  church resources t o  protes t  efforts .  They w e r e  a l s o  o r g a n i z a t i o n a l l y  

l i n k e d  t o  e a c h  o t h e r  a n d  t h e  l a r g e r  cornlnunity via ministerial-  al l iances and the  

church community. Therefore,  bet1.veen 1955 and 1950 a profound change in Southern 

b l a c k  c o m m u n i t i e s  b e g a n  t o  occi l r .  C o n f r o n t a t i o n a l '  poli t ics were  thrus t  t o  the  

foreground through .new direct  ac t ion organizations closely allied yrith t h e  church.. 

The c r e a t i o n  of . the  southern Christ ian Leadership Conference ( S ~ L C )  in I957 

marked a cr i t ica l '  organizational '  shift for t h e  Civil' R i g h t s  m o v e m e n t .  S C L C  ..vas 

c r e a t e d  by Dr .  Icing and  o t ? l e r  m i l i t a n t  ministers from across  the  Soath for the  

explicit purpose of buililinp, a movement with a broad and ,encompassing organizational 

f r a m e w o r k .  T h e  s t r a t e g y  of this organizati tonal-  e f fo r t  was t o  be "confrontational 

politics". These ministers clearly understood t h a t  historically the  church had been t h e  

cen t ra l '  inst i tution within black society. They 'kne;v i t  was the  church tha t  nilrtured 

and produced a preponderance of t h e  i n d i g e n o u s  lkaciers, f i n a n c e s  a n d  o r g a n i z e d  

masses a s  y e l l ' a s  being the  main force  in hlack culture.: Fur thermore,  by 1957 these  

ministers, may .  of whom were  in t h e  process of leadinq movements,  conscinusly and 

e x p l i c i t l y  conclirded t!~at  t 5 e .  church was capablg of functioning a s  t h e  insti tutional-  .' 
. . 

vanguard ,of a rnass based black movement.  Kence, these  ministers organized SCLC 

t o  be a Southern-v~ide protes t  organization based in , the  church. 

Prior t o  SCLC, the  major black protest  organization--NAACP--had been cioseljr 

l i n k e d  ' w i t h  t h e  church. '  Yet ,  before  SCLC was c rea ted  t h e  N A A C P ,  an.4 not t h e  

church,  functioned as  , the  organizat ional-apparatus  throuzh :.vhich protes t  was initiated. 

With the  emergence of SCLC the  cri t ical '  sh i f t  occurred,  whereby t h e  church i tself ,  

rathe.r than groups closely linked t o  i t ,  began t o  function a s  the  insti tutional '  cen te r  

of protes t .  

In 1957 t h e  organizers of SCLC sen t  ou t  a calI' t o  fe1lo:v clergymen of t h e  



South t o  o r g a n i z e  their  congregations and local'  communit ies  for co l l ec t i ,ve  p y o t e s t .  

'T.he r e m a r k s  of Rev.  S m i t h  qf Nashvil lk t y p i f i e d  t h e  act ion of protes t  oriented 
. . .  

ministers: 

"After t h e  meet in3 (SCLC organizing meeting) ancl a f t e r  the  

discussion t h a t  ure had and all-  tha t ,  i t  became clear  t o  me 

t h a t  we needed something in addition t o  NA-4CP. So I c a m e  

. back and 1. called some people together  and formed .ahat  ive 

.named  t h e  Nashville Christ ian Leadership Conncil- in order  

t o  address the  s a i e  kind of ,issues tha t  SCLC 'k~oul-d be 

addressing" (Smith, 1975). 

Hundreds of ministers across t h e  South took similar ac t ion.  

F r o m  t h i s  c o l l e c t i v e  e f f o r t  resulted w!lat can best .  b e  conceptualized a s  t h e  

"local- .movement centers!' of t h e  Civ i l '  R i g h t s  m o v e m e n t ,  w h i c h  u s u a l l y  h a d  t h e  

fo1lo;ving seven characterist ics:  

I)  They were  built around a cadre  of socia l 'change 

orienteri ministers and their  organized congregations. 

Often one .of these  ministers -,vould become t h e  char ismat ic  

syml>ol- of a p,iven center,. 

2 )  C e n t r a l ' t o  a l l ' t h e s e  c e n t e r s  ivere d i rec t  ac t ion 

organizations. These organizations varied in their  

complexity. In many c i t ies  .local- churches served a s  quasi- 

d i rect  ac t ion organizations while in ~ t h e r s  ministers 

built co.nlplex church re la ted organizations (i.e. United 

Defense Leao,ue of Eaton Rouge, I d o n t g ~ n e r y  I rnprovenent  

ilssociation, Alabama. Christ ian Ivfovement for !-Iuman Rights 

o f  Birmingham, Pete.rsbur& Improvement Association, etc.). 

3) ' These c e n t e r s  were financed by indigenous blacks. 

The money was collecteA through the  church. 

4) These cen te r s  held weekly mass meetings. These 

meetings served as forums where corn munity people ;..rere 

,informed of relevant information and' s t r a teg ies  re-  

gardinz t h e  movement. T.he doninater l  "tuned" in to  t h e  

mass meet ing for the  l a tes t  po!itical: news. These 



meet ings  a150 built solidarity a n o n g  the  part icipants.  

5) The leaders  of these  cen te r s  ar t icula ted and 

disseminated a message t o  t h e  dominated t h a t  social '  

change would . come t o  their  com!nunities onljl through 

di rect  ac t ion carried o u t  by masses.' 

5) The  political '  ac t iv i t ies  of these =en te r s  were  

subjectively energized t?lrouqh a rich church culture.  

. T.he black spirituals, sermons and. prayers mere used 

t o  deepen t h e  part icipant 's  c o m m i t n e n t  t o  t h e  ' 

s'trugqle.' . 

7 )  Finally, these  movement cen te r s  were  mass based,  . 

given than they were  rooted in the  Slack co lnmuni t i e s  

through t h e  church. l 

T.he basic assumption by scholars 3 f  t!lo movement i s  t h a t  t h e  period between 

t h e  Montzornery bus b o y c o t t  and t h e  1960  s i t - i n s  w a s  q u i e s c e n t  a n d  r e l a t i v e l y  

u n i m p o r t a n t .  11 t t h i s  j u n t u r e ,  t h e  p r e s e n t  study crucially depar ts  from p r e v i o ~ s  

works. I t  i s  argued h e ~ e  tha t  the  o r g a n i z a t i o n a l -  f o u n d a t i o n  of t h e  Civ i l -  R i g h t s  

m'ove:nent . w a s  buil t  during this period.' Indeed, i t  was the  period in w!lich act ive  

local 'moveinent c e n t e r s  were  built in numerolls Southern blaclr communities. '  

A f e w  c o n c r e t e  e x a m p l e s  of t h e s e  l o c a l -  m o v e m e n t  c e n t e r s  ivill' p r o v i d e  

substance t o  t h e  claim. s e t w e e n  1757 and 2950 t h e  s t a t e  of Virginia was loaded with 

a c t i v e  m o v e m e n t  c e n t e r s .  Virginia ministers salch as  Reverends  34ilton Reid, L.C.' 

Johnson, Virgil' ',Vood, Curt is  Harris and Wyatt Walker  o p e r a t e d  o u t  of m o v e m e n t  

c e n t e r s .  in  s u c h  c i t i e s  a s ,  1lope;vell; Lynchbnrq, Por tsmoath,  and Petersburg.  The . 

direct  ' a c t i o n  organizations of these  c i t ies  wekt under such names  as t h e  Hopeivell; 

Lynchburs and Petersburg Improvement -4ssociations. Thus, they ivere p3t terned a f t e r  

t h e  original. direct .  'action ~r~aniiation-  MI.^. S ~ u t h  Carolina had i t s  movement centers.  

F o r  e x a m p l e ,  in 1955-55 t h e  black community of Orangebarg init iated an ec0nomi.c 

boycott  against  twenty-tllree local- firms. This act ion was t aken  a f t e r  whites began 

exer t ing economic pressure against  .blacks desiring school'. integration.  This extended 



boycott resulted in a vibrant .  movement center  ivhich. mas headed by the Reverends 

~ a ' t t h e  w McCul , lum,  W i l l i a m  S a m p l e  a n d  A l f r e d  Issac,  and t h e i r  organized 

congrezations.. Movement centers  exist,ed in other South Carolina cit ies such as those 

organized in Sumter, Columbia and Florence by James  McCain of CORE and militant 

clergymen. ' 

In Durham. North Carolina, the movement or iented.  churches that made up the 

:noye'ment c e n t e r  werR Union Baptis . t ,  pastorer l  by Rev. Grady Davis:  As!lhury 

Templh, pastorerl by Rev.. D03~1as Moore; Mount Zion, pastorcd by ~e;. Fullkr; St. 

Marks, pastored by Rev. Speaks; and St. Josephs, pastored by Rev.' Swann. FAovement 

centers  were also to  be fourld in cit ies within the deep Soath such as  

h4ontgomery, T.uskegee,.  and Ei rmingham,  Alabama;  Nashvi l le ,  T . ennessee ;  a n d  

Tallahassee, F1orida.I . 

T h e s e  m o v e m e n t  c e n t e r s  provided t h e  r i ch  o rgan iza t iona l -  h l s e  for  t h e  

movement. So prevalent were these centers throughout the South that ;\rhea Gordon 

.Carev, a CORE field investigator, surveyed the situatioa in 1959,  he reported: 

"In some Southern cities such as Montgomery, Orange- 

bur?, Tallahassee and Birmingham nonviolent movements 

have been and are  being carried on. But most of the 

South, with i t s  near total-  segregation, has not been 
. . 

. touched. Many places have FELT. the SPIRIT..of P.4artin . .  .---. 

Luther King, Jr .  -bu t  too often this spirit has not been 

turned into positive action" (Carey, 2 9 5 9 ) .  

The "spirit" t o  which Carey referred lxas actual!;] church tnovenient centers  which he 

constantljr found as he moved across he South. Most of these centers  were affiliates 

of or patterned af te r  SSLC.' 

E l s e w h e r e  ( M o r r i s ,  19801, I have  ana1:rzed i n .  ( le tai l '  t h e  mi l i t an t  social '  

movements and activities of these centers. Suffice it to  say 5ere  that these centers 

w e r e .  p e r f e c t i n g  conf ron ta t ion  s t r a t e g i e s ,  builtling organiza t iona l '  bases, leading 



marches, organizing voter drives and radicalizing members of the coinmunity during 

t h e  l a t e  f i f t i e s .  s chd lk r s  sdch as  Obcrschall' (1973:223) prsistently dismiss these 

centers,  viewing them as  iveak, limited and unwilling t o  confront , t h e  wh i t e  po:.ver 

s t r u c t u r e .  Y e t ,  c o n c r e t e  evidence sug3ests quite a different interpretation.1 For 

example, Rev. Fred Shuttlesworth, operatinq through his mass based xovefnent  center,  

directly confronted Eull- Connor and the white poy,ver s t ructure of Birminzham on a 

continuous basis throughout the late fifties. ' As a consequence. Shut tlesworth's home 

and  chnrch  :yere r epea t ed ly  bombed.' IVriting in  r e t r o s p e c t  and rkflecting the 

erroneolls assumptions generally held about this period, Oberschall' claims that  these 

groups  were  engaged  in "low keyed registration drives" rather than direct action.! 

But, Southern blacks functioned in a system of extreme domination.' In this context, 
. . 

voting drives were ac t s  of 'd i rect  action. As many activists weye t o  l tarn,  attempting 

t o  v o t e  could g e t  one  !rill+d, t h r o x n  off  t h e  . land o r  f i r e d  f r o m  o n e ' s  j ob . ?  

Furthermore, previous writers have failed to  zive us any idea of the pervasiveness, 

s t ructure and accomplishments of . these pre-1960 movement centers. 

Thus,, from our pzrspective, between 1955,and 1950 an indigenoas political'base 

capable of generatin3 and sustaining a heavy voliime of protest activity was forming.' 

T.hese movement  centers, combined with militant NA.4CP Youth ~ o f i c i l ~  .and CORE 

chapters, constituted t!le new political' reality of Southern b lack ,  com~nunit ies  on the 

eve of the 1940 sit-ins. The indigenous political'base ivas . firmly. ' in . place. 

Greensboro 

011 Februa ry  1, 1950 Ezell' Blair Jr., Franklin McCain, Joe ibfcr\Ieil' and Daivd 

Richmond, all' students a t  North Carolina :Zgricultural' 3nd T.echnica1' ?ollhge, sat-in a t  

t h e  SVoolivorth's lunch c o ~ n t e r  in  f r e e n s b o r o ,  Nor th  Carol ina.  Thou.gh most  

commentators mark this as  the first sit-in, the' four protesters knew that they weren't 

the first  individuals. to  sit-in in the s t a t e  of North Carolina. The sit-in movement in 

North Carolina h a d  hegun in the la te  fifties, when a young ' b l a c k  a t t o r n e y ,  Floyd 



8 .  

McKissick, a young Board member  of SCLC , Rev. Douglas Moore, and a small  group 

of  other young people (including a few ~irhites from Duke' Unive:.sity) began conducting. 

sit-ins in Durham. . . 

These .early sit-ins in Durham were pa r t  of tha t  same  network of sit-ins which 

occurecl betv:een 1957 and 1960. The  majori ty of the  young people involver1 in t h e  

ear ly  sit-ins belonged t o  the  N A A C P  Youth Divison nvl:ich h5cKissick 1;eaded. These 

young protes ters  also formed their  own mili tant  d i rec t  action organization called the  

Durham c o m m i t t e e  on Negro Affairs. During t h e  l a t e  f if t ies,  ftlcKissick, and h400re's 

group conducted sit-ins a t  local bus stat ions,  waiting rooms, parks? hotels and the  like 

(McKissick, 1.978). In 1957:. Rev. Moore and a few others  were  arres ted for sitting-in 

a t  a local ice-cream .parlor. The subsequent legal  c.ase.  became known as  the  "Royal 

Ice  Cream Case". &ing rooted in va r ious~communi . ty  organizations, hTcKissick also 

headed t h e  loca'l Boy Scouts. Periodically, h e  would t ake  t h e  young "A11 American" 

s c o u t s  i n t o  s e g r e g a t e d  r e s t a u r a n t s  and  ord.er food. Thus, this  mili tant  group in 

Durham was persistently confronting t h e  white power s t ruc tu re  in t h e  l a t e  fifties. 

T h e  f o u r  s t u d e n t s  1~110 sat-in a t  Greensboro mcl sparked the  ividespread sit-in 

movement had Seen involved with these  inilitant groups. They had been members of 

the  NAACP Youth Council, headed by- McKissiclc. According t o  R/lch'issick, he  'knew 

them all well and they knew all about t h e  Durham activit ies.  Martin Oppenheimer, an 

ear ly  historian of t h e  sit-ins, confirms this: "All of the  boys were,  o r  a t  some t ime  

had been m6rnberssof a n  NAACP Youth Council" (Oppenheimer, 1?64:3?S!. I n d e e d ,  

t h e ,  four s tudents  had been involved in numerous meetings a t  the  various social action 

oriented churches  t h a t  w e r e  s p r i n k l e d  t .hroughout  Durham.  In t h e s e  m e e t i n g s ,  

"movement talk" and act iv i t ies  were  the  order of the  day. T o  b e  involved with the  

NAACP Youth Council meant. tha t  they were  n o t  only informed a b o u t  t h e  Durham 
t 

sit-ins, but also line~ri about many. of the  sit-ins being conducted prior t o  1960. Thus, 

the  myth tha t  four college s tuden t s  go t  up one  day and sa.t-in a t  \Voolworthls--and 



thus sparked t h e  movement--dries up  like a "raisin in t h e  sun" when confronted with 

t h e  evidence. 

T h e  N a t i o n a l  o f f i c e  of the  NAACP, and many of the. conservative ministers, 
I 

refused t o  back the  Greensboro sit-ins. The N - ~ A C P ' S  renowned . team of lawyers did 

not defend the  "Greensboro Four". Nevertheless,  on the  s a m e  day they sat-in, the  

I s tudents  con tac ted  lawyer whom they considered t o  b e  t h e i r  f r i e n d ;  t h u s  Floyd 

McKiss ick  b e c a m e  t h e  l a w y e r  f o r  t h e  "Gi-eensboro F o u r " .  The network of t h e  

indigenous political base had begun t o  opera te  in earnest .  

Greensboro and Gevond 

A s  'soon a s  t h e  sit-ins s t a r t ed  in Greensboro, the  "hot lines" of t h e  southwide 

movement c e n t e r s ,  began t o  l igh t  up. In the  f i rs t  -week  of .@ebruary,  1960, s tudents  

c o n t i n u e d  t o  sit-i-n daily a t  the  local Woolworth's. 'I-Iowever, t h e  protes t  population 

began t o  grow. The original four protes ters  were  joined by.hundrads o f . s tuden t s  from 

A & T C o l l e g e  a n d  f r o m  s e v e r a l  o t h e r  l o c a l  black colleges. Elack high school 

s tudents  and a few white college s tudents  joined in the  protest .  A mass movement . 

was building. Members of the  white power s t ruc tu re  decided t o  close the  \ ' ?ool~~~orth1s  

in .Greensboro,  hoping t o  t ake  the  s t eam out of t h e  movement.  I t  [\,as too late. 

Rational plans to-spread the  movement were  formulated as' soon as  the  fir,st sit- 

ins in Greensboro were  c'onducted. Floyd Fv!cKissick, Rev. Douglas Moore and others  

who had conducted.  previous sit-ins, were the  cen t ra l  ac to rs  \vho formulate5 plans t o  

spread t h e  movement across  the  s t a te .  They v;ere jo ined  by CORE'S  w h i t e  f i e ld ,  

sec re ta ry ,  Gordon Carey,  whose services had been requested by the  local ,  president of 

NAACP. 

Carey arrived in Durham from New York on February the  7 th  and went directly 

t o  where the  sit-ins were  being planned--~~lcKissickls home. .  Carey was a good choice 

because of his knowledge of nonviolent res is tance and because he  was- well aware  of 

t h e  indigenous political base in Southern black corn munities due  t o  previous organizing 



efforts .  

O n  ~ e b r u a r ~  8 t h - - e x a c t l y  o n e  w e e k  a f t e r  t h e  G r e e n s b o r o  s i t - ins-- the  

demonstra t ions  spread beyond Greensboro. On t h a t  d a t e  sit-ins were conducted in t h e  

n e a r b y  c i t i e s  of Durham and \'!inston-Salem. McKissick, ).100rc, Carey anc! o thers  

helped organize these sit-ins. These act iv is ts  \\:;kt t o  t h e ' l o c a l  colleges and recrui ted 

s t u d e n t s .  T h e  s tudents  were brought t o  the  social  action oriented churches v;here 

they were  trained t o  conduct sit-ins. For example,  t h e  Durham s tudents  were  trained 

at  the  s a m e  churches through which McKissick and Moore had. planned ~ i l i t a n t  action 

in the  l a t e  1-950's. ~ o l l o ~ v i n ~  training a n  s t r a t e g y  sessions, these  s tudents  went t o  

t h e  local lunch counters and sat-in. 

T h e  o r g a n i z i n g  e f f o r t  w a s  n o t  l i m i t e d  t o  these two c i t ies  near  Greensboro. 

Within the  f i rs t  week of the  Greensboro sit-in, h.icKissick, C a r e y  and  Rev.  ?.>loore . 

made contact '  with activists  si tuated in .movement  cen te r s  throughout North Carolina, 

South Carolina and Virginia, urging them t o  t r a in  s tuden t s  fo r  sit-ins. They no t  only 

phoned  t h e s e  a c t i v i s t s ,  h u t  actually traveled t o  local c i t ies  t o  provide assistance. 

Moreover, when they arrived in these ci t ies,  they o f ten  -found sit-in planning sessions 

a l r e a d y  u n d e r w a y .  A c c o r d i n g  t o  C a r e y ,  " w h e n  we reached these c i t ies  we. went 

directly t o  t h e  movement oriented churches" (Carey,  1778). When asked why, Carey 

replied, "well, that ' s  where the  protest  ac t iv i t ies  were  being planned. and organized." 

Thus, these  sit-ins were  largely organized a t  t h e  movement churches ra the r  than on 

t b e  c a m p u s e s . .  T o  understand the  sit-in movement,  i t  is necessarv .to suspend the  

.assumption tha t  i t  was a mere  college phenomenon. F o r  d i f f e r e n t  r e a s o n s ,  Rev .  

M o o r e  a t t e m p t e d  t o  c o n v e y  th i s  s a m e  i d e a  in the  early days of the  sit-ins, "If 

IVoolworth and o ther  s to res  think this i s  just another  panty raid, t h e y  h a v e n ' t  i ~ a d  

t h e i r  s o c i o l o g i s t s  in t h e  field recently" (Moore, 1960). The sit-ins grew out  of a 

context  of organized movement centers.  

As we would predict ,  the  Southern Christ ian Leadership Conference {-:as centra l  



t o  t he  rise of the  1360 sit-in movement. It is  well known tha t  many black churches 

remained conservative during this period, despite SCLC's e f for t  t o  get1 them involved 

with direct action. Nevertheless, c a  very significant number of churches throughout 

the South became politicized. I t  is crit ical t o  remember tha t  when Rev. Moore and 

o thers  reached the various churches in the ci t ies  of North -and  South Caro l ina  a n d  

Virg in ia ,  t hey  d iscovered  that  the leaders of these churches were already training 

s tudents  for sit-ins. Speaking of the ministers who .headed these movement churches, 

Carey  reported: . . 

"All of these ministers were active in the Southern 

Christian Leadership Conference. A t  least 75% mere 

get t ing inspiration from King" (Carey, 1978).  

Additionally, these ministers were well rooted in both CORE and the militant wing of 

NAACP. Impor t an t ly ,  t h e y  worked c lose ly  wi th  t h e s e  o rgan iza t ions  and of ten  

provided leadership for them. 

Th i s  ne twork  of minis ters ,  churches and direct action leaders mas already in 

place before the sit-ins. These leaders served a s  t h e  "antennas" of t h e  sit-ins.  

O n c e  t h e  mass ive  s i t - ins  began a t  Greensboro, the "antennasn of t h e  wide spread 

movement centers  quickly recorded the  information and  d i r e c t e d  i t  i n t o  channe l s  

which deliberatelv plotted the  next organizational moves. 

Durlng the second week of February, 1960, solid plans t o  conduct sit-ins were  

formulated in a number of Southern cities. Communication and coordination between 

the  ci t ies  was refined. According t o  McKissick, ministers and leaders contacted each  

other  about their plans. For example, early in the second week -- --  . -7 
/ 

of February, Rev. P,. Elton Cox of High Point, North Carolina and Rev. C.A. Ivory of 

gock  Fill, South Carolina, phoned McKissick and other leaders informing them tha t  

their groups were "ready t o  gon (IvicKissick, 1978). Cox's group sat-in on February 
. , 

1 1  t h  and Ivory's 03 February 12th. Rev. Ivory organized and directed the  Rock Hill 



sit-ins. from his ~vheelchair.  'iYithin this same weel; sit-ins v.!ere being '  conducted in 

several cit ies in Virginia. These sit-ins were organized through the dense network of 

SCLC movement centers  tha t  existed in the s t a t e  (Sout1:ern gegional Council, 1960; 

The  movement hot lines reached far.beyoncl the border s t a t e s  of North Carolina, . . 

s o u t h  Carolina and Virginia. Rev. F r e d  Shut t les tvor th ,  a n  a c t i v e  l e a d e r  of  the 

moven;ent c e n t e r  in Birmingham, Alabama, happened t o  be  in North Carolina when 

the  first  wave of sit-ins occurred. IIe was there  t o  fulfill a speaking engagement for 

the  leader of the High Point sit-ins--Rev. Cox. According t o  Shuttlesworth: 

"ee (Rev. Cox) carried me by where these  people 

were going t o  sit-in ... I called back to  Atlanta,  

and told Ella (Baker) what 1.vas going on. I said, 

'this i s  the thing. You ~ u s t  tell Martin (King) 

tha t  we must ge t  with this, and really this can  

shake up the world.'" (Shuttlesworth, 1978). 

According t o  Miss Faker, the Executive Director of S Zl. C, s h e  immef i ia te Iy  began  

calling her contacts  a t  various colleges asking them, "%'hat a r e  you all  going t o  do? 

I t  is t ime to  move" (Raker, 1978). 

Carey and 2ev. 1Ioore called up the  movement center  in Nasf?ville, Tennessee 

and asked Rev. Lauvson were they ready t o  move'? The student community and the  

chu rch  corn c u n i  t y  t i e 3  to5ether 5y the Kashville Christian 1-eadership Conference, 

ansvcered in the affil-mativc. Speakkg of t>e activities follor.?ing t h e  ca l l ,  Lawson 

stated: 

"Of course there mas organizing because a f t e r  the 

sit-in. the first  one in February, peoplc like Doug 

?.:oore, Ella Faker, myself. did call arotind to places 

tha t  w e  knew. said: 'Can you s tar t '  Are you ready? 

Can you go? And how can we help you?' So tilere x a s  

some of that  too tha t  ts-ent on. Even there the sit-in 

movement did r?ot just spread spontaneoilsly. I mean 



tkere n a s  a readiness. And t5en there were. there 

v:ere ph0r.e calls that v,~ent out to various 

comirunities where m e  knew peop!e anc! where we h e m  

student groups and where me knew minister gronps, 

and said, you know, 'this is it, let's go"' (Lavson, 1978) 

'#hen asked, "Why did the student sit-in movement occur?" Lawson replied: 

"Because King and the  ;vlontgomery boycott an6 the  

v:hole development of that leadership that  clustered 

around King had emerged and was ready and was 

preaching and teaching direct action, nonviolent 

action, and r a s  clearly ready to  ac t?  ready t o  

seed any movement t!~at needed sustenance and growth. 

so there was--in other words--the soil had been 

prepared" (Lawson, 1978). 

This data and theoretical orientation provides insight into the  complicated process of 

how a pol i t ica l  movernent can  rapidly s p r e a d  be tween  geographicaIly d i s t a n t  

communities. Out perspective can accorint for the wide geographica! spread of the  

sit-ins r i t l o u t  succur;bing to simplistic e x p l a ~ a t i o n s  p u t  f o r t h  by contagior,  and 

diffusion theories.  T!:e sit-ins spread across the South in a short perlod of ttme 

I~ecause activists working through local Toverxent centers p!anned, coordinated and 

sustained them. Furthermore, theories ~i~??ich maintain that  social movements of the  

po-;;er!ess spread via spontaneity, mass n?edia. outside elites and physical proximity of 

the protesters. tend to  overlook the political context of movements. Indeed, sit-in 

demonstrators often faced swinging hilly clubs of policen~er?, Ku EClux Klansmen, ~ ~ h i t e  

mobs, murderers, tear  gas, economic reprisals, etc. (Southern Regional Council, 1960; 

hiatt?,el!:s and Prothro, 1966; Obcrschall, 1973). An adequate theory  of  col lec t ive  

action r u s t  account for the rapid spread of s o z e  movements despite heavy repression 

by the opposition. Cur perspective maintains that  a key f a c t o r  which de te rmines  

whether such movements are able to  spread is the existence of an indigenous political . . 

base. It is tlirough such hases that po;ver resources. capable of limiting repression 



. . .  . . tvl:ile sustaining protect activities, a re  mobilized. 
. . 

Sit-in Clusters of 1960 

C e n t r a l  t o  the  inc',igenous perspective is the claim that episodes of collective 

action stem from an organizational base. Therefore, w e  tvould pzedict that  the  sit- 

ins ten?ed not to  occur spread in a r a~r tom fashion. Y i e  have already analyzed 

the  organizational and persona! networks through which t5e f i rs t  c l u s t e r  of s i t - ins 

occurred in the s ta te  of Oklahoma in 1058. The cluster concept can be  applied t o  

the entire se t  of sit-ins of February and &!arc> of 1960. Many of the cities where 

sit-ins occurred can be grouped into clusters because of their geographic proximity, 

and because the si t  in activity L~ithin them ten3ed to  cluster together in time. 

Operationally, a cluster is defined as taro or more cities within approximately 75 

miles of eac5 other and where sit-in activity took place within a 14-day time span. 

Ir Table  II, forty-one of the sixty-nine cities having sit-ins during this t v o  month 

period have been groupec? because they meet the clilster criteria. 

TaSle TI here 

I1,'ithin this period 59% of t5e cities that had sit-ins and relate2 activity were part  of 

clusters. The percentage of these cities forming sit-in clusters is even more striking 

if attention is  restricted to  the  f i r s t  month.  Fzom avai lable  d a t a  it h a s  been 

determined t>at rluring I7eSruavy: 76% of cities kaving sit-ins were part  of clusters. 

Ey contrast,  during March the corresponrling percentage clrops t o  44%. 

The clustering $if ferentials betveen the t v ~ o  months can be explained by taking 

region into acconnt as  shotvn in TaSle In. 

Table III here 

-Ir. ' t hc  first z:ontl~ ( F ~ b r u a ~ y )  v:e see that 8570  of the  c i t i e s  having sit-ins w e r e  

locater! in Southeastern and border states. This pattern 5a3 been establishec! earlier 

*.z:l:en most of the sit-ins prior t o  1960 occurred in border states. It can be explained 

v..!?y rrost  of the  February sit-ins took place in cities of border states, given that 



repression against blacks was not . a s  severe 5ere a s  i t  was in the deep South., . This 

mar!e it  possible for activists in border s ta tes  to build dense networks of movement 

centers. Va7e have alreacly seen that North Carolina, South Carolina and Virginia were 

loaded 17.7ith social action churches and direct action organizations. , For example, by 

the time the sit-ins occurred in Virginia, SCLC had affiliates across the  s t a t e  and 
. . 

P-ev. Y!yatt Walker, vzho was the charismatic leader of Virginia's movement centers, 

was also t5e s t a t e  Director of CORE and President of the  local NAACP. Similar 

p a t t e r n s  exis ted  in t h e  o t h e r  border states. Small wonder that  in the  month of 

February, 73% of cities having sit-ins were located in Virginia, North Carolina and 

South Carolina. Similarly, these cities produced 88% of the February clusters. This 

clustering reflected both the great density of movemert centers and the less stringent 

system of domination as compared to the deep South. 

Table ITI reveals that in ?.!arc!.. a ~r,zjor change took place in that  the majority - 
of the sit-ins occurred in cities located in the deep South. 'Xith the exception of a 

few cities. the sit-ins in the deep South did not occur in clusters. They occurred 

a lmos t  exclusively in spec i f i c  Southern ci t ies  where movement centers had been 

established, t!:at is, ?.:ontgomery, Sirrringham. an6 Tuskegee, Alabama; Baton Rouge 

and blels- Orieans, 1,ouisiana: Tallahassee. Floric!a; Nashville and Memphis, Tennessee; 

and Atlanta an? Savanna:.: Georgia. Iiepression v:o~i!d have been t o  great  on student 

p r o t e s t e r s  opera t ing  outs ide  of t!le protection of such centers in the  deep South. 

ihrrs, the decrease in clustering in the deep South reflected both the  high level of 

r e p r e s s i o n :  a n d  t h e  a ? ~ s e n c e  of dense  ne tworks  of movement  centers .  An 

organizational perspective I;.-hich takes movement c e n t e r s  i n t o  a c c o u n t  i s  able  t o  

explain both the clustering p5enornenon, a s  well as  its absence. 

Tile sit-ins rJiS not spread in a random manner, given tha t  a large proportion 

occurred  in clustcrs.  From a substantive standpoint, clusters represents the social 

anti temporal space in which the sit-ins were  organized,  coordinated ,  spread and . - 



finance? E y  the black comnunitv.7 Within these clusters. speeding cars  filled with 

organizers  from SCLC,  N A A C P  and CORE raced  h e t w e e n  sit-in points relaying 

valuable information. Telephone lines and the  communi ty  "grapevine" s e n t  f o r t h  

p r o t e s t  instruct ions and rational plans. These clusters were the sites of numerous 

midday and la te  night meetings where the black community assembled in the churches 

and fil!ed t h e  col lec t ion  p l a t e s  and vowed t o  mortage their homes t o  raise the 

necessary bail bond money in case the protesting- students were jailed. Black lawyers 

pledged the i r  legal  se rv ices  t o  t h e  movement, while black p3ysicians made their 

services available t o  injured demonstrators. Amidst these exciting scenes, the soft  

s e r e n e  black sp i r i tua l s  t h a t  ha6 grown ou t  of slavery calmed and deepened the  

commitment of tf?e participants. A focussed view on the Nashville sit-ins provides a 

c o n c r e t e  example  o f  how these dynamics actually operated. Indeed, the Nashville 

movement epitomized t!~e dynamics of the sit-ins whether they occurred in clusters o r  

singularly. 

;:ashville Sit-in Xovenent  

A well developed church based movement center !leaded by Rev. Kelly Miller 

Smith 1.vas built in Nashville during the late  1950's. The organizational apparatus of 

th is  c e n t e r  was an a f f i l i a t e  of SCLC named t h e  Xashville Christian L-eadership 

Council INCT..C). Rev. James Lawson. an expert tactician of nonviolent protest, m a s  

in cha rge  of MCLC's direct actioa committee. 1.av;son received a call from Rev. 

Douglas ?doore about tv-o days after the Greensboro sit-ins began. Tfie Nashville 

group *:as ready t o  a c t  because  a cadre  of students had already developed and 

received training in direct action even before  t h e  GreensSoro sit-ins. They had  

conducted "test sit-ins" in two large department stores- in do-.vnto-xn Nashville, prior 

to the 1959 Chris tzas  !iolic!ays. Yioreover, the group had already made plans in la te  

195? to begin continuous sit-ins in 1960 with the explicit intention of desegregating 

FJashville (Smith, 1978; Nash Fevel: 1978). Thus, Greensboro provided the irnpetui for 



the I\!ashville group to carry out i ts  pre-existing strategy. 

Rev. Smith's First Saptist Church became t5e official headquarters of the sit-in 

rovement .  A decision to  sit-in a t  Nashville lunch counters on Saturday, -- Z- 

February 13, 1960, was arrived a t  af ter  much debate. The adults (mostly ministers) 

of the NCLC met with the students a t  movement headquarters and tried to  convince 

them t o  postpone the  demonst ra t ions  for a couple of davs until money'could be 

raised. According t o  Rev. Smith: 

"KCLC had 587.50 in the treasury. CSie had no lawyers, 

and w e  fe!t kind of a parental responsibility for 

those college kids. And 1-~e knew they were gonna . . . 

b e  put in jail, and w e  didn't laow what else would 

happen. And so some of us said, 'we need to  wait 

until u7e get  a lawyer, until we raise some funds'" 

(Smith, 1978). 
. . 

N C L C  leaders  told t 5 e  s tuden t s  t h a t  tkey  could collect the  money through the 

cturcfies with in a week. Then, according t o  Rev. Smith: 

"Jarces Tevel: then a student a t  American Raptist 

Theo!ogical Seminary, said that,  'I'm sick and 

tired of raiting, '  which mas a strange thing to 

come from a kid ~ 5 o  was only about nineteen years 

old. You see, the rest of us were older ... (Bevel 

said) 'if you asked us to wait until next week, 

then next week something moulcl come up and you'd 

say wait until the next week and maybe r e  never 

will get our freedom.' .Re said this, 'I believe 

that sornethinq r i l l  happen in the situation that  

will r a k e  for the solution to some of these problems 

we're talking about.' So w e  decided to go on" 

(Smith, 1978). 

Thus, the Plashville student sit-in movement alas launched on the sunny Saturday of 

February 13,1?60. 

There  a r e  four black colleges located very close together in Nashville: Fisk 



University, Tennessee State College, American E a p t i s t  Theological  Seminary,  and. 

hleharry Medical School. The proximity of the campuses facilitated the  mobilization 

of large numbers of students. In this respect, Nashville resembled the s t a t e  of North 

Carol ina ,  where t h e  sit-in movement was  re la t ive ly  easy t o  coordinate because, 

"within a ninety-mile radius of Greensboro t h e r e  a r e  t e n  Negro  col leges"  (Wolff, 

1970:59). Other writers (Von Eschen e t  al, 1971; McAdam, 1979) have pointed out 

that  these college networks consisting of student councils, fraternities, and sororities 

played a key mobilization role in the sit-in movement. tha t  they did, is  indisputable. 

However, the present analysis goes beyond this insight by demonstrating that  the  sit- 

in movement  cannot  b e  explained wi thout  explicating t h e  crucial interaction and 

interconnections of black college students with local movement centers. A "within 

campus" analysis will yield the erroneous view that  the sit-in movement was a college 

phenomenon su generis. 

On the first day of the sit-ins in Nashville, students gathered in front of their 

respective campuses. FJCLC sent cars t o  each college t o  transport the  students t o  

Rev. Smith's church. Again, the major strategizing and organizational tasks are being 

performed in local movement centers rather than on the campuses. This procedure 

was by no means limited to Nashville. For example, the  hfontgomery sit-ins were 

planned and organized in 2ev. Ralph Abernathy's home (Lee, 1778); the  Birmingham 

si t- ins were organized in Rev. Fred Shuttlesmorth's home (Sliuttlesworth, 1978); in 

Eaton Rouge the sit-ins were organized a t  Rev. T.J. Jemison's church (Jemison, 1978); 

in Little Rock, i t  was Mrs. Daisy Bates who presided over t h e  MAACP Youth Council 

that  sent cars  to Philander Smith College t o  pick up the students whom she trained 

to  conduct sit-ins (Fates, 1?80). The list could continue indefinitely. 

Another central point is that many- of the  students !especially student leaders) 

w e r e  immersed in these  local  movement c e n t e r s  prior t o  the sit-ins. We have . 

already seen the close connection that existed between the student.demonstrators and . 



. . . . 

t:le adult lea.-!ers in places such a s  Greensboro a n d  evefi i n  0klahoma City in 1958. 
/ 

Tnileed, t h i s  pattern undergirded the entire movement. Rev. Jemison's remark t h a t  

the Eaton Rouge sit-in clemonstrators, "were schooled right over there a t  our church; 

they were sent out from here  to  go the the lunch counters," typifies the  relationship 

between the students.  and the  local movemen t  cen te r s .  J e m i s o n  cont inued ,  " t h e  

s t u d e n t  l e a d e r s  a t t ende r !  chu rch  he re .  We had c lose  t i e s  b e c a u s e  they  were  

v.-orshipping with us while we mere working together" (Jemison, 1978). This finding 

b e a r s  ou t  Ger l ach  and Hine's !1970:79) important  finding tha t  movements spread 

among people  h a v e  had  f ace - to - f ace  c o n t a c t  w i t h  t h e  movement .  L o c a l  

movern e n t  c e n t e r s  and the hundreds of social actiog churches p rov ided  the contact  
. . 

b e t ~ e e n  students and the  larger movement. 

Once the Nashville students arrived a t  movement headquarters, they participated 

in :vorkshops on nonviolence. Experts such as pev. Lawson, Rev. Metz Rollins, Rev. 

C.I. \'ivien, and the core group of students tha t  Lawson had already trained, mere on 

hand to  prepare t5e new recruits.  A f t e r  t h e  workshops, t h e  s t u d e n t s  w e r e  t h e n  

o r g a n i z e d  i ~ t o  g r o u p s  w i t h  s p e c i f i c  p r o t e s t  respons ib i l i t i es ,  e a c h  having a 

spo:-respersor?. The spokesperson came from t h e  group of s t u d e n t s  t h a t  hall been 

trainec! by 1.amson dur ing  t h e  l a t e  1950's. They  t h e n  marched off to  confront 

iJashville's white potV:er structure.  

T h e  adul t  b lack  conrnunity immediately mobilized in support of the  studects. 

Shortly a f te r  the beginning of the demonstrations, large numbers of students had been 

arrested. According t o  Rev. Smith: 

'Are just launched out on something tha t  looked perfectly crazy and 

scores of people v.ere being arrested, am! paddy wagons were full 

a d  the peop!e out in domntocvn coaldn't understand what was going 

on. people just n-elcorning Seing arrested,  t ha t  ran against everything 
- .  

they had ever seer.. . . I've fore6tten hov! much we needed tha t  day, - 

and n-e got everythins we needed. (That particular day?) .Yes, sir. 



A1:out $40.000. We needed something like $40,000 in 5's. And we had . - 

all the money. Xot in S's, but in bail. Every hit of i t  came up. 

You know--property and this kind of 'thing. . . and there were fourteen 

black lawyers in this town. Every black lawyer made himself available 

to us. (Smith, 3978). , - . . 

.7  . 
Thus, we s e e  how pre-existing resoilrces in the community of the  dominated were . * .  -.- 

. . ..... - . . _: .. 1 - 
3 - 

transformed into power resources and utilized t o  accomplish political goals. These  
- - 

are basic resources of the dominated communities, and not what AlcCarthy and Zald ' 

(1?77) refer t o  a s  discretionary outside elite resources that a re  bing transformed. It 

was suggested to Pev. Smith that  i t  seemed that  such a massive movement as that in 

Nashville would need outside resources. He replied: 
- .  . .  

"Now let me quickly say to  you that in early 1960. when we were 
-. 

really out there on the line: the community stooc! up. l'le stood 

together. This com~nunity had proven that this stereotyped aotion 

of black folk can't vork togethe;. i s  just false. Y:'e worked together 

a lot bet ter  than the mhite organizations. So those people fell in 

line" (Smith, 1978). 

The black community and adult leaders stood behinc! the student demonstrations 

across the South. IE Orangeburg, a f t e r  hundreds of s t u d e n t s  were  a&ested and 

brutalized, the adult black coaxzunity came solidly to  their aid. Bond was $200 per . . 

student ancl 388 students \vere arrested. Cver $75.000 was needed, and adults came 

forth voluntarily t o  put up their homes and prope.-ty in order to  get  students out of 

jail. Rev. McCullum, the leader of the  Orangeburg movement center, remarked that, 

" t h e r e  was no schism hetween the student community and the adult community in 

Orangeburg (&.lcCullurn, 1978). Jim McCain of CORE who played a central role in 

organizing si t - ins across  South Carolina and in Florida reported that community 

support was widespread !hlcCain: 1978). According t o  Julian Bond, a student Ieader 

of Atlanta's sit-ins, "black property orvners put up bond which probably amounted to 
. . i 

I 
~100,000" to get sit-in demonstrators released from jail (Bond, 1980). Rev. Bernard . . t 

. : 



Le'e, one of the student organizers of the !lontgomery, Alabama sit-ins? said: :. ... 

"Q" were very forttinate to have an organization (MIA) committed t o  

nonviolence. committed to  some discipline, and a t ac t i c  for  social 

change, tha t  could give guidance to babes ou t  of there facing \volvesn 

(Lee, 1978). 

F e v .  L e e  added  t h a t  t h e  NAACP hac? been outlawed in Alabama, and tha t  in his 

opinion, the Ku Klux Klan and '?:bite Citizens Councils w o u l d h a v e  killed the students 

had i t  not been for the hIIA and i t s  leadership. 

The veterans of the movement centers  employed various s t rategies  designed t o  

out-maneuver the opposition while sustaining the  sit-in movement. Rev. Jemison of 

Eaton Rouge provides us wit5 one il lnninating example: 

"Eut the ivhites got wind of i t  (sit-ins), those who didn't want tha t  

sor t  of thing. and they went t o  'all the lunch counters t he  next  day 

to  s ee  i f  we were coming back so they could cause some trouble. But 

our s t rategy was not t o  go back the next day. Our s t ra tegy  mas t o  go 

back on Thursday. And since they didn't see  us  on the second day, they 

said. 'well they're not coming back'. W e  went on the  third day and had 

no trou5le. And -,ve missed two clays the  next  time. So they  couldn't ge t  

our pattern. So they gave up. And IVe never had a problem. They 

finally decided that ,  'they're too smart.  they got organization!'They 

gave up" (Jernison, !?78). 

?:!ovement l eade r s ,  l ike corporat ion executive, engage in rational planning so tha t  

outcoc:es can be shaped. Ey 1960. the Southern black community housed countless 

indigenous leaders who :vere skilled organizers of collective action. 

These basic pat terns  occurred r epea t ed ly  a c r o s s  t h e  South. Moreover ,  t h i s  
9 

c o ~ m u n i t s  support shoulr' not be surp+sing. considering the number of ministers and 

congregations involved before and during the movement. And ye t ,  Professor Howard 

Zinn, a n  cye:!.itness t o  many of these events, could write, "Spontaneity and self- 

sufficiency were the hallmarks of the sit-ins; without adult advice or consent ,  t h e  

s t u d e n t s  plannec! a n d  c a r r i e d  t h e n  th roughm (?inn, 1 9 6 4 : 2 9 ) .  Thi s  myopia  
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sy mptomat izes  t 5 e  inar! equacies  of 'outside' analyses  of socia l  movements  in genera l ;  

a n d  of t h e  C i v i l  F i g h t s  n ~ o v e m e n t  in p a r t i c u l a r .  This b ias  which assumes t h a t  

dominated communit ies  cannot  provide t h e  resources  fop the i r  l ibera t ion leads many 

socia l  sc ien t i s t s  t o  neglect  or  ignore t h e  in te rna l  s t r u c t u r e  of oppressed communities 

and  p r o t e s t  movements.  

T h e  continuing development of t h e  Nashville sit-ins sheds  f u r t h e r  l ights on t h e  

in terdependence of t h e  movement  and t h e  black community. A s t r u c t u r e  called t h e  

N a s h v i l l e  n o n v i o l e n t  movement  was developed t o  d i rec t  sit-in activit ies.  T h e  two 

sub-structures,  tfie Student  Cen t ra l  C o m m i t t e e  and t h e  Nashville Chris t ian  Leadership 

Council  worked closely toge ther  and had overlapping membership (Reverends Lawson 

and  Vivian were  members  of both  groups). T h e  Cent ra l  C o m m i t t e e  usually consisted 

o f  25 t o  30 s t u d e n t s  d r a w n  f r o m  all t h e  local  colleges and universities. NCLC 

represented adu l t  ministers and the  black community.  me two g r o u p s  e s t a b l i s h e d  

n u m e r o u s  corn m i  t tees t o  accompl i sh  specif ic  movement  tasks. Thus, t h e r e  was a 

f i n a z c e  c o m m i t t e e ,  a t e l e p h o n e ,  p u b l i c i t y  a n d  n e w s  c o m m i t t e e ,  a n d  a w o r k  

c o m m i t t e e .  T h e  work c o r m i t t e e  ha:: sub groups responsibIe fo r  painting p ro tes t  

signs. p-oviding food, and t r a n s p o r t a t i o n .  T h e  c i t y ' s  b l a c k  l a w y e r s  b e c a m e  t h e  

- m o v e m e n t ' s  d e f e n s e  t e a m .  S t u d e n t s  f r o m  h4efiarry M e d i c a l  School b e c a m e  the 

movement ' s  medical  t eam.  

This i n t r i c a t e  s t r u c t u r e  propellez and guided t h e  sit-in movement  of Nashville. 

A clear-cut division of labor developed b e t  w e e n  t h e  C e n t r a l  C o m m i t t e e  a n d  t h e  

P.? CLC. , T h e  Cent ra l  Commit tee ' s  major responsibilities mere  t o  train,  organize and 

coordinate  t h e  d e m o n s t r a t i o r ? .  T h e  NC:LC d e v e l o p e d  t h e  m o v e m e n t ' s  f i n a n c i a l  

s t r u c t u r e  a n d  o r g a n i z e d  and  c o o r d i n a t e d  t h e  ongoing  r e l a t i o n s h i p  b e t w e e n  t h e  

community  and t h e  s t u d e r t  movement.  C iane  Nash Eevel, a major  s tuden t  leader  o f  

t h e  F?ashvi l le  s i t - ins  w a s  a s k e d  why t h e  s tuden t s  did no t  t a k e  c a r e  of ' thei r  own 

f inances  and build thei r  otvn relationships with t h e  largek community.  She said: 



"\'ie dic;n't  ant t o  he bothered keeping track of money that was 

coliected a t  the rallies and stuff. 'Le were just pleased that 

NCLC would Co that.  and woultl handle the bookkeeping and all 

that trouble that went along with having money. . . Besides, we 

{-:ere much too busy sitting-in and going t o  jail and tha t  kind of 

thing. Theye v;asn't really the stability of a bookkeeper, for 

instance. We didn't want t o  be bothered with developing that kind 

of stability. . . We mere very pleased t o  form this alliance with 

MCLC who would sponsor the rallies and coordinate the community 

support among the adults an2 keep track of the money, while w e  

sat-in and--well? i t  took all our time, and we were really totally 

immersed ir. it. h!y day would sometimes start--well we'd have 

meetings in the morning a t  six o'clock, before classes, and work 

steady to  extremely late  a t  night, olganizing the sit-ins, getting 

publicity out t o .  the students that  tK:e were having a sit-in, and 

where and m>at time we would meet. Convincing people. and talking 
, 

to  people, calming people's fears, going t o  class. a t  t3e same time. 

It \?:as a really busy. busy time for all of the people on the Central - 
Committee. We ;-;ere trying to teach nonviolence, maintain order 

among a large, large numher of people. That was about all we could 

handle" (D. Eevel, 1978). 

Students are  ideal for protest activities. Usually they do not have families t o  

support, employer's rules anc! dictates t o  follow, and crystallized ideas as t o  what is 

'inpossible' an3 'unrealistic'. Students bave free time and boundless energy to  pursue 

causes they consider t;.orthr!lile and imperative (Lipset and Wolin, 1965:3; McCarthy 

a n d  ?aid, 1973:lO).  T h u s ,  black s tuden t  d e m o n s t r a t o r s  engaged in  p r o t e s t  

deriionstrations conti~uously. Nevertheless, a. one-sided focus on the students diverts 

attention from the larger community which had undergone considerable radicalization, 

Speaking of the alu!ts, James Bevel, a stuclent organizer of t h e  PJashville sit- ins,  

remarked: 

"Rut w5en yog talk to  each i n d i ~ i d u a l l t h e ~  talked just like me ' 

talked--the students. They had jobs and they were adults. .  But , 

Sasically, their position would be just like ours. They played 



different roles because they were in different--t5ey had t o  relate 

based on where they were in the community" (Yevel, 1978). 

The militant adults of the NCLC organized the militant black community to support 

the militant student sit-in movement. 

Once the movement began, MCLC instituted weekly and sometimes daily mass 

meetings in the churches. Rev. Smith recalled: 

"Sometimes we had them more than once a week if we needed to. 

When things were really hot we called a meeting a t  eight o'clock 

in the morning. We'd call one for twelve that day, twelve noon, 

and the place would be full. W e  had what we called our wire service. . 

People got on telephones, that was our wire service, and 

they would fill that  building. They'd fill that  building in 

just a matter  of relatively short time" (Smith, 1978). 

At these mass meetings, ministers from across the city turned over the  money that  

their respective chuches had donated to the movement. Thousands of dollars were 

collected a t  the  mass meetings 'while black adults, ministers, and students sang such 

lyrics as: "Refore I'd be a slave, I'd rather be buried in my grave." Then too, bundles 

of leaflets packed with movement information were given to  adults a t  mass meetings. 

They took the  leaflets and distributed them throughout the black community. 

Thus, il:e have a concrete example of how movements of the oppressec! a r e  able 

t o  buile  i n t e r n a l  comm\mication channels through v~hich information, strategies and 

plans a r e  disseminated. From the indigenous perspective. i t  is obvious t h a t  basic 

r e sources  such as telephones 'CE' radios, church pulpits. barbershops, beauty salons, 
J 

taverns, etc.. a re  transformed into important corn mugica t ion channeIs. In shor t ,  

movements  of t h e  oppressed are able to build their ov,-n 'mass media' through the 

transformation of   re-existing resources. 

Contemporary writers have failed to explore the crucial role that  indigenously 

built 'mass media" play in movements. This neglect probably stems from the  taci t  

a s s u m p t i o n  t 3 a t  movements  a r e  spread through t h e  mass media. Frorn our ,. 
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perspcctivet t!lis assuzption is suspect. That is. . i't fails t o  t a k e  hlolotch's ( 1 9 7 9 )  

insight  in to  considerat ion,  namely: mass media is an integral part  of the power 

structure of ruling groups. During the Sit-ins the Southern white power-  s t r u c t u r e  

z t t e m p t e d  to  des t roy t h e  movement through t h e  media. A f t e r  studying every 

Southern s t a t e  \;here sit-ins occurred, Pol l i t  (1960) concluded t h a t ,  "with a f e w  

notable exceptions, the press was generally critical." In an exceptional account of 

the  Knoxville sit-ins, Proudfoot (1962~70, 84) explains how the power structure refused 

to print anything about the sit-ins. Ile wrote that the news barrier, "has kept =any 

people in Knoxville unaware that sit-ins are even going on." T,onnnie Ring ' a d  Julian 
:.. . 

Bond, both  s tuden t  leaders of the Atlanta. sit-ins, reported that the  Atlanta Press 

ref i sed  to  print news of. the sit-ins (King, 19-90; Eond, 1780). In Lonnie King's words, 

"!Ve r e r e  forced to set  up our own r?etv:orks hecause the  white press 

stopped printing news about tSe s i t - i ~ s .  They did not want us to  - - 
know that  sit-ins elsev:here were being successful" (King, 1980). 

Speaking of the role of the press during the Mashville sit-ins, Diane Nash Bevel  

recalled that, 

S0rnetin:e.s they would report an event where I was right there, 

and I swear: I couic! not have recognize< the event when I read 

it .  It was just that distorterl" (D. Eevel, 1978). 

Against this baclidrop, indigenous 'mass rnedia' a r e  c ruc ia l  in movements  of t h e  

dominated. Indeed, a political viev: of the media helps make sense o f  Gzrlach and 

Kine's (1 970) finding that 'outside media' played an uninpor  t a n t  ro le  in movement  

recruitment. 

During the Nasl~ville sit-ins, word went out to the black commilnity not to shop 

d0v:nton.n. 

"Ye didn't organize t!:e boycott. W e  did not organized the boycott, 

The boycott came about. \Ye c!on't kno*.v hov: it happened. I tell you 

there are a lot of li t t le mystical elerrcnts in there, l i t t le spots 

t5at c!efy rational explanation. . . Nobv. me promoted it. We adopted 



i t .  Yut :re did not si t  down one Gay and organize a boycott. . . 
nirety-nine percent  of the  black penple in this community stayed 

a.vzv from do\:-ntown during t5e 5 ~ y c o t t .  It \?;as a fantastic thing-- 

successful. It f?.ntasticaliy successful." ISmi th, 1978). 

This quo te  seems t o  ':>reathe life i r tn  ci;rssical col!ective behavior theory. 

Y e t  t h e  b o y c o t t  w a s  l a rge ly  o r g a n i z e d  by NCT,C. Accort?ing t o  ESevel, Cr. 

Vivian Fenderson,  who was head of Fisk Univers i ty ' s  e c o n o m i c  d e p a r t m e n t  and  a 

r rember  of YCLC, playcd a k e y  ro!e in the  boycott  hecause: 

"Vivian Henderson ;vas basically responsible for calling 

t h e  bovcot. He got up a t  a mass meet ing an4 said, 'at  

ieas t  what we could do t o  support s tudents .  if we've got  

any decency, we can just stop paying bills and just don't 

shop until this  thing is resolved.' A verv indignant type 

of speech he  made. I t  just caught on. All t h e  bourgeois 

v.-omen would come t o  t h e  ~ e e t i n g .  and they just got  on t h e  

p5one and called up everybody. all t h e  doctor 's  wives and 

things. They just got on the phone and called 300 o r  400 

people and told them don't shop downtown. Finally the re  

was  just a t o t a l  boycott d o w ~ t o w n .  There  would be  no black 

people downtown a t  alln (Bevel. ,1978). 

Activis ts  were  s ta t ioned downtown t o  insure tha t  blacks knew not t o  shop. According 

t o  Rev. Smith,  shortly a f t e r  the  boycott was ini t iated,  merchants  began coming t o  his 

h o m e  w a n t i n g  t o  talk. Diane Nash Eevel a t t r ibuted the  boycott's ef fect iveness  t o  '. 
reduced prof i ts  during the  Easter si\opping season. I t  also changed t h e  m e r c h a n t ' s  

a t t i t u d e  tov-ard the  sit-ins. 

"It was interesting the  difference tha t  t h e  (boycott)  made 

in t e r m s  of how the  managers irere willing t o  talk with us. 

because  s e e  , w e  had talked with the  managers of the  stores.  

We had a meeting a t  the very beginning and they had kind 

of listened t o  us politely. and said. '71-ell we just can't 

d o  i t .  Vbre can' t  desegregate the counters  because v.-e wil! 

lose money a n d  that ' s  the  e n l  of it.' So. a f t e r  the 

economic withdrawal. they were eager  t o  tal!c with us, and 



t r y  t o  work up  some solution" (Nash Revel, 1178). I 
Sistorically the  Slack community has effect ively  utilized t h e  economic boycott 

in numerous conflict situations. Soyco t t s  and picketing remained a cen t ra l  s t r a tegy  

t h r o u g h o u t  t h e  s t u d e n t  m o v e m e n t .  Indeec!? t h e  o f f i c i a l  p a p e r  of t h e  S tuden t  

Nonvioient Coordinating Commit tee  (SPJCC). T h e  - S t u d e n t  Voice  o f  Augus t ,  1960.  1 
revea!ed  t h a t  economic hoycotts  were usually associated with sit-in demonstratioils. I 
In this connection, i t  reported that  boycotts  were  underway in a t  least  nine Southern 

c i t i e s  u n d e r g o i n g  s i t - ins .  By t h e  s a m e  token, picketing, which can  part ly be an 

e c o n o x i c  form of protes t ,  was being carried ou t  ir. a t  least t en  o ther  Southerr  c i t ies  

(The Student  Voice, August, 1360). 

I t  i s  i n t e r e s t i n g  t h a t  c o n t e m p o r a r y  s c h o l a r s  of t h e  Civil Rights movement 

(Lipsky: 1968; Hubbard, 1968: Oberschall.  1973; hicCarthy a n d  Za ld ,  1973: G a r r o w ,  

1978:  X c A d a m ,  1979)  h a v e  failed t o  analyze the  s t ra teg ic  role  tha t  t h e  economic 

boycot ts  played in t h e  movement. This oversight is not  a resul t  of a lack of data .  

L u p e r  (197?) and  P r o u d f o o t f l 9 6 2 )  h a v e  g i v e n  excellect  accounts  of t h e  economic 

boycot ts  associated with their  sit-ins. The Southern Regional Council's study (1960) 

of the sit-ins which most scholars quote, repor ts  that: 

T h e  Negro potential  for economic pressure i s  great .  

T h e  New York Times (February 19) reported t h e  s ta te-  

m e n t  of an S.H. Kress executive t h a t  business in some 

of the affected s to res  has  dropped 15-18%. Other  

repor ts  have said t h a t  a variety s t o r e  in Char lot te  h a s  

had a 65% drop in business, and a Greenshoro s to re  i s  

down 35%. l3e  ',Val1 S t ree t  Journal  repor ted t h a t  

Negro expenclitures in Char lot te  are es t imated at 

$1 50 million annuallyn (Southern Regional Council. 

1960:xi). 

Again in 1961, the  Southern Regional Council's study of the  sit-ins reported that ,  

"P.e economic hoycot t ,  a natural  by-product o f  

:cluctance t o  buy where not served. soon emerged 



as a powerful--and successful--means of achieeng 

equal facilities am! equal treatment" (So.~t:?.-.ern 

Yegional Council, 1?6 1 : I ) .  

Thusr indigenous resources that n-ere e x t r e ~ e l y  valuable to the white power 

structure were u-ithheld until movexrent goals viere accornplis?.ed. These economic 

boycot ts  w e r e  the products of complicated organizational efforts. Indeed, in some 

places blacks en masse even returned credit c=r!s to segregated stores. Nevertheless! 

writers employing. "outside" perspectives on movements such as Lipsky (1968) argued 

that,  "the essence of political protest consist of activating third parties to  participate 

in mays favorable to  protest goals." In t5is view, movements of the powerless are 

doomed to  failure if they are unable to  at t ract  critical outside assistance. In the 

present  paper,  evidence has  been presented which suggests that theories of social 

movement still have- much fruit to bear by focussing on the  basic confronta t ion  

hetween the insurgent groups and the opposition. 

h early 1960 the white power structure of Nashville was forced t o  desegregate 

a number of pr iva te  es tabl i shments  and public transportation facilities. SNCC's 

Student Voice reported that in Nashville: 

"A long series of negotiations followed the 

demonstrations, and on May 10, 6 downtown stores 

integrated their lunch counters. Since this time 

others have folloived suit, and some stores have 

hired Negroes in positions other than those of 

menial workers for the first time" (Student Voice, 

August, 1960). 

Daily demonstrations by hundreds of students refusing to accept bond so that they 

could be released from jail. coupled wit t  tke Soycott. gave the dominated the upper 

hand in the conflict situation. Careful org=ization ?JK! planning was the hallmark of 

the 1.lashville sit-in movement. 

Conclusions 



Employing a n  inligenous perspective I have arrived a t  an interpreta t ion of the  

s i t - i n  m o v e m e n t  which d e p a r t s  f r o m  previocls a n a l y s e s .  S c h o l a r s  of t h e  sit-in 

movement (Idomax, 1962; ?inn, 1964; I.latt?iev:s and Prothro,  1966; Killian, 1968; ?.C.eier 

and  Rudv- ick .  1973;  O b e r s c h a l l .  1?73: Piven ar.d Cloxard,  1977) have persistently 

neglected t o  explore the  cen t ra l  role &at  in6igenous social  organization in general ,  

and. f o r m a l  m o v e m e n t  o r g a n i z a t i o n s  in p a r t i c u l a r  p l a y e d  i n  t h e  emergence and 
1 
I 

development of the  sit-in movement. these n-ritings. organization is portrayed a s  , . 

a n  "a f  t e r - t h e - f a c t n  accret ion on s tudent  spo2tanei t y .  Indeed, t h e  dominant view is i 
t h a t  SCI-C, C0R.F.. N A C C P  and adult leaders of t h e  black community rushed in to  a 

I 

dynamic campus movement seeking t o  ed\ance their  s t a t u e  by get t ing on t.he s tudent  
i 

bandwagon- The analysis presented in this paper argues t h a t  these  organizational and 1 

community forces  were  a t  the  core  of t h e  sit-in movement from t h e  very beginning. 

We go even f u r t h e r  by a r g u i n g  t h a t  t h e s e  o r g a n i z a t i o n a l  f o r c e s  which b e c a m e  

c o n s o l i d a t e d  fo l lowing  t h e  1955 M o n t g o n e r y  b u s  boycot t ,  provided t h e  base  anc! 1 
resources t h a t  made t h e  sit-in movement possibie. The community organizing which I 

o c c u r r e d  b e t  w e e n  1955-60 s e e m e d '  t o  have produced and developed t h e  movement 

r a t h e t  than serving as a m e r e  si tuational trigger. This f ind ing  t h a t  o r g a n i z a t i o n s  

played a key role  in the  sit-ins i s  consistent  with resource mobilization's s t ress  on the  

role  , t h a t  organizations play in collective action (Oberschall, 1973; F r e e m a n ,  1973; 

McCarthy and 7ald ,  1973: Garnson, 1975: Tilly, 1?78: McAdam, 1979). By t h e  same 

token, the  analysis presented here  i s  inconsistent with classical  c o l l e c t i v e  b e h a v i o r  

theory (Lebon, 1896; Parks  and Burges, 1921: Bluner .  1946: Turner and Killian, 1957; 

L m g  and L a g ,  1961; Smelser, 1963). That is, tfie sit-ins a p p e a r e d  t o  h a v e  been 

f u e l e d  by s p o n t a n e i t y  and  contagion.  Nevertheless. this analysis has shor-n these 

assumptions t o  be incorrect .  



analysis put forth here  presents a fundamental  challenge to  the  thesis put 

for th  by ..--riters (E!uhhard: 1958; Lipsky, 1968; Varx and Uscem. 1971; :..;cCarL'ly and 

Zald, i?73:  Oberschallt 19731 that  c l a i ~ n  the  Civil Fights movement  \?as ?ependent on 

outside resources, el i tes,  cour ts .  organizers, Northern white liberals, g a s s  media! and  

t h e  federa!  government.  By utilizing an i n d i g e n o : ~ ~  perspective,  I have shown how a 

pot~.,eriess s o u p  v:as able t o  build i t s  omn movement by: !I t ransforming p i e - e x i s t i ~ g  

r e s o u r c e s  i n t o  po:ver r e s o u r c e s ,  2) c r e a t i n g  loca! m o v e m e n t  cen te r s  capable o f .  

ini t iat ing ar,3 sustaining concrete  instances of collective action.  a n d  3) bui ld ing a n  

i n d i g e n o u s  p o l i t i c a l  b a s e  th rough  which  widespread col lect ive  action (sit-ins) mas 

rapidly disseminated and coordinated. 

IE my view the  timing of the  sit-ins can be expalined by taking in to  account 

t h e  indigenous political base tha t  had taken hold in t h e  black c o m m u n i t y  by 1960.  

T h i s  b a s e '  n u r t u r e d  and s u s t a i n e d  t h e  m o v e m e n t  and m a d e  i t  poss ib le  fo r  the  

. .. Greensboro sit-ins t o  become the  unique link in a long chain of previous sit-ins. 

Finally, i t  is believed tha t  the cen t ra l  concepts  presented (i.e. t ransformation of 

pre-existing indigenous resources, local movement c e n t e r s ,  a n d  i n d i g e n o u s  p o l i t i c a l  

b a s e )  h a v e  genera l i zab i l i ty .  For example Alidoost-Khaybari (1987) 'has  presented a 

strikingly similar analysis of mobilization and  d e v e l o p m e n t  o f  the 1978-9 I r a n i a n  

r e v o l u t i o n .  I t  a l s o  i s  b e l i e v e d  t h a t  various college campuses  during the student 

m o v e n e a t  of t h e  1960's and 1770's can usefully be  conceptualized as local movement 

c e n t e r s  t h a t  served a s  the  concrete micro-structures tha t  gave  vital i ty t o  the  ~ h i t e  

s tudent  c o v e m e n t .  Similarly, i t  is suspected tha t  the  timing of innovations such a s  

sit-ins u - d  teach-ins of the  white student movement can be  explained by examining 

t h e  i ~ d i g e z o u s  political base built by stuc!ent activists. 

In this paper an i m p o r t m t  social moverrent of the  1960's has  heen analyzed t o  

s5ow t h e  r 'ifference that  an inc'igcnous perspective makes. 



REFERENCE 

Alidoost-Khaybari 
1981 "Religious Revolutionaries: An Analysis of the Religious Groups' 

Victory in the Iranian Revolution of 1978-79.'' Ph.D. dissertatj-on, 
Department of Sociology, University of ~ichigan. 

Bates, Daisy 
1981 Interview. Little Rock, Arkansas. February 2. 

Bevel, Diane Nash. 
1978 Interview. Chicago, Illinois. December 14. 

Bevel, James 
1978 Interview. New York City, New York, December 27. 

Blumer, H. 
1946 "Collective Behavior. " Pp. 165-220 in A.M.. Lee (ed. ) New Outline. 

of the Principles of Sociology. .New York: Barnes & Noble. 

Bond, Julian 
1980 Interview. Ann Arbor, Michigan, October 19. 

Carey, Gordon 
1959 Report to CORE National Council, February 21-22. 

Carey, Gordon 
1978 Interview. Soul City, North Carolina, November 18 (Follow-up telephone 

~ interview November 1, 1979). 

CORE 
1960 Newsletter. July 28. 

Coser, Lewis 
1966 Political Sociology. New York: Harper and Row. 

Frazier, E. Franklin 
1963 The Negro Church in America. New York: Schocken Books. 

. Freeman, Jo 
1973 "Origins of the Women's Liberation Movement." American Journal of 

Sociology, 78:792-811. 

Gamson, William A. 
1975 The Strategy o'f Social Protest. Homewood, Illinois: Dorsey Press. 

Gerlach, Luther P. and Hine, Virginia H. 
1970 People, Power, Change: Movmeents of Social Transformation. Indianapolis: 

Bobbs-Merrill. 

Gitlin, Todd 
1980 The Whole World is Watching.. Berkeley: University of California Press. 

Goffman, Erving 
1962 Asylums. Chicago: Aldine Publishing Company. 



Haber , Robert A. 
1966 "From P r o t e s t  t o  Radical ism: An Appra i sa l  of t h e  S tudent  S t rugg le  

1960." Pp. 41-49 i n  M i t c h e l l  Cohen and Dennis Hale ( e d s . )  The New 
Student  L e f t .  Boston: Dorsey. 

Hubbard, Howard 
1968 "Five Long Hot Summers and How They Grew.'' P u b l i c  I n t e r e s t  12:3-24. 

Jemison,  Rev. T .J .  
1978 In te rv iew.  Baton Rouge, Louis iana ,  October 16.  

J e n k i n s ,  J. Cra ig  and Perrow, Char les  
1977 "Insurgency of t h e  Powerless:  Farm Workers Movements (1946-1972).11 

American S o c i o l o g i c a l  Review, 42:249-68. 

Kel log ,  Cha r l e s  F l i n t  
1967 NAACP Bal t imore:  John Hopkins U n i v e r s i t y  P re s s .  

K i l l i a n ,  Lewis M. 
1968 The Imposs ib le  Revolut ion? New York: Random House. 

King, Lonnie 
1980 In te rv iew.  A t l a n t a ,  Georgia.  October.  

Lang, Kurt and Lang, Gladys 
1961 C o l l e c t i v e  Dynamics. New York; Crowell .  

Lawson, James . -- .-. 
1968 In te rv iew.  Los Angeles,  C a l i f o r n i a ,  October 2 and 6. 

Lebon, G. . , 

1896 The Crowd: A Study of t h e  Popular  Mind. London: E rnes t  Benn, Ltd. 

Lee, Bernard 
1978 In te rv iew.  Washington, D.C.  November 10. 

Lewis, Ches t e r  
1981 In te rv iew.  Wichi ta ,  Kansas. February 3. 

L i p s e t ,  Seymour, K a r t i n  and Wolin, Sheldon S. 
1965 The Berkeley Student  Revol t .  Garden C i t y ,  New York: Doubleday. 

Lipsky,  Michael 
1968 " P r o t e s t  a s  a  P o l i t i c a l - R e s o u r c e . "  American P o l i t i c a l  Sc ience  

Review 62: 1144-58. 

Lomax, Louis ,  E.  
1962 The Negro Revol t .  New York: New American L ib ra ry .  

Lowery, D r .  Joseph 
1978 In t e rv i ew .  A t l a n t a ,  Georgia ,  September 21. 

Luper,  C l a r a  
1979 Behold t h e  Walls .  J i m  Wire; 

Luper,  C l a r a  
1980 In te rv iew.  Oklahoma C i t y ,  Oklahoma. (Follow-up i n t e r v i e w ,  J a n u a r y , , l 9 8 1 ) .  . 



- 

5-0 

Gary T. Marx, and Useem, Michael 
1971 "Majority Involvement in Monority Movements : Civil Rights, Abolition, 

Untouchability." Journal of Social Issues 27:81-104. 

Matthews, Donald and Prothro, James 
1966 Negroes and the New Southern Politics. New York: Harcourt, Brace, 

and World 

McAdam, Douglas 
1979 Political Process and the Civil Rights Movement 1948-1962. Ph.D. 

dissertation, Department of Sociology, State University of flew York 
at Stony Brook. 

McCain, James 
1978 Interview. Sumter, South Carolina, November 18. 

McCarthy, J.D. and Zald, M.N. 
1973 The Social Trends of Social Movements in America: Professionalism 

and Resource Mobilization. Morristown, N.J.: General Learning Press. 

McCarthy, J.D. and Zald, M.N. 
1977 "Resource Mobilization and Social Movements: A Partial Theory." 

American Journal of Sociology 82:1212-39. 

McCullum, Rev. htthew 
1979 Interview. Orangeburg, South ~arolina. October 31. 

McKissick, Floyd 
1978 Interview. Soul City, North Carolina, November 18 (Follow-up 

telephone interview November 2, 1979). 

Meier, August and Rudwick, Elliot b 

1966 From Plantation to Ghetto. New York: Hill and Wang. 

Meier, August and Rudwick, Elliot 
1973 CORE: A Study in the Civil Rights Movement 1942-1968. New York: 

Oxford University Press. 

Molo tch, Harvey 
1979 "Media and Media Movements." Pp. 71-93 in Mayer Zald and John 

McCarthy (eds.) The Dynamics of Social Movements. Cambridge: 
Winthrop . 

Moore, Douglas 
1960 Journal and Guide. Vol. LX March 5, 1960. 

Moore, Douglas 
1978 Interview. Washington, D.C. November 1. 

Morris, Aldon 
1980 "The origins of the Civil Rights Movement: An Indigenous Perspective." 

Ph.D. dissertation, Department of Sociology, State University of New York 
at Stony Brook. 

Obear, Frederick W. 
1968 "Student Activism in the Sixties." Pp. 11-26 in Julian Foster and 

Durward Long (eds.) Protest: Student Activism in America 1970. 
New York: William Morrow. 



Oberschall, Anthony 
19 7 3 Social Conflict and Social Movements. Englewood. Cliffs, N.J.: 

Prent ice Hall. 
. . 

Oppenheiner, Martin 
1964 "The southern Student Movement : Year I. If Journal of Negro Education 

33:396-403. 

Park, R.E. and Burgess, E.W. 
1921 Introduction to the Science of Sociology. Chicago: University of 

Chicago Press. 

Piven, Frances Fox, and Cloward, Richard A. 
1977 Poor People's 1.lovements. New York: Vintage. 

Pollitt, Daniel H. 
1960 "Dime Store Demonstrations: Events and Legal Problems of First Sixty 

Days." Duke Law Journal 3:315-65. 

Proudfoot, Merrill 
1962 Diary of a Sit-In. Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press. 

Randolph, Homer 
1981 Interview. East St. Louis, Illinois. 

Sale, Kirkpatrick 
1973 SDS. New York: Vintage. 

Shuttlesvorth, Rev. Fred 
1978 Interview. Cincinnati, Ohio, September 12. 

Simkins, Dr. C.O. 
1978 Interview. Merrick, New York, October 25. 

Smelser, Neil J. 
1963 Theory of Collective Behavior. New York: Free Press. 

Smith, Rev. Kelly Miller 
1978 Interview. Nashville, Tennessee, October 13. 

Southern Regional Council 
1960 "The Student Protest Movement, Winter -1960, If SRC-13, April 1. 

Southern Regional Council - 
1961 "The Student Protest Movement: A Recapitulation.!' SRC-21, 

September 29. 

Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee 
1960 The Student Voice. August. 

Tilly, Charles 
1978 From Mobilization to Revolution. Reading, Massachusetts: Addison- 

Wesley. 

Turner, Ralph and Killian, Lewis 
1957 Collective Behavior. Englewood Cliffs, N.J.: Prentice-Hall. 



Vivian, Rev. C.T. 
1978 Interview. Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, December 7. 

Von Eschen, Donald; Kirk, Jerome;.Pinard, Maurice 
1971 "The Organizational Substructure of Disorderly Politics.'' Social 

Forces 49:529-44. 

Walker, Rev. Wayt t Tee 
1978 Interview. New York City, New York, September 29. 

Westby, David L. 
1976 The Clouded Vision: The Student Movement in the United States in 

the 1960's. London: Associated University Press. 

Williams, Hosea 
1978 Interview. Atlanta, Georgia, September 22. 

Wolff, Miles 
1970 Lunch at the Five and Ten. New York: Stein and Day. 

Zald, Mayer and McCarthy, John 
1979 The Dynamics of Social.Morrements. Cambridge: Winthrop. 

Zinn, Howard 
1964 SNCC: The New Abolitionists. Boston: Beacon. 



FOOTNOTES 

'1t should be pointed out here  t h a t  t o  a p p r e c i a t e  t h e  volume of p r o t e s t  a c t i v i t y  

engendered by t h e  sit-ins, i t  is  necessary t o  no te  t h a t  t h e  t o t a l  number of c i t i e s  

(69) r e f e r s  only t o  those  c i t i e s  having s i t - i n s ,  and n o t  t o  t h e  a c t u a l  day- today 

demonstrations. The a c t u a l  numbers of s i t - i n  demonstrations dur ing  these  f i r s t  

two months ran  i n t o  t h e  hundreds i f  not  thousands. 

2 
Morris,  Aldon , "Origin of t h e  C i v i l  Rights Movement : An Indigenous Perspective" 

1980. Free  Press .  

3 
King papers a t  Boston Universi ty;  SCLC papers a t  t h e  Southern C h r i s t i a n  Leadership 

Conference headquartered i n  At lanta ;  Rev. Kelly M i l l e r  Sn i th ' s  papers  housed a t  

F i r s t  Bap t i s t  Church of Nashvil le .  

4 A l l  of t h e  King papers a t  Boston Universi ty w e r e  examined. All of SCLC'S f i l e s  

i n  At lan ta  were examined. The por t ion of Rev. Smith's papers d e a l i n g  with t h e  

s i t - i n s  were examined. 

5 ~ t  i s  suspected t h a t  f u r t h e r  research w i l l  r e v e a l  t h a t  sit-ins occurred i n  more 

than t h e s e  f i f t e e n  c i t i e s  between 1957 and 1960. 

61t could l e g i t i m a t e l y  be argued t h a t  ou t s ide  resources w e r e  c e n t r a l  t o  these  

e a r l y  s i t - i n s ,  given t h a t  i n  some cases  CORE was involved. However, it seems 

t h a t  t h e  emerging black d i r e c t  a c t i o n  organizat ions  of t h e  late 1950's and t h e  

church served a s  a resource  base f o r  CORE. Thus, CORE which was very small  a t  

t h e  time, "piggybacked" on indigenous resources of t h e  b lack community. Elsewhere 

(1980), I have presented support ing d a t a  f o r  t h i s  argument. Meier and Rudwick's 

account of ea r ly  core  suggests  a  s imi la r  conclusion. 

7 
It is not  claimed here  t h a t  every c i t y  we have i d e n t i f i e d  as p a r t  of a p a r t i c u l a r  

c l u s t e r  is not  a c t u a l l y  p a r t  of another c l u s t e r ( s ) .  W e  a r e  simply making t h e  bas ic  



assumption t h a t  t h e  p r o b a b i l i t y  t h a t  shared coordinat ion and organizat ion of t h e  

s i t - i n s  i s  high i f  two o r  more cit ies wi th in  a 75-mile r a d i u s  had sit-ins wi th in  

a two week period.  Our d a t a  and ana lys i s  confirms t h i s  assumption i n  many instances.  



TABLE 1 

Number of c i t i e s  w i t h  s i t - i n s  
and r e l a t e d  p r o t e s t  a c t i v i t i e s  
du r ing  February and March, 1980, 
by s t a t e .  

*Source: Southern Regional Council .  "The Student  P r o t e s t  Movement, 
Winter 1960tt.: SRC-13,  A p r i l  1, 1960 ( r ev i sed )  

STATE 

North Caro l ina  

F l o r i d a  

V i r g i n i a  

South Caro l ina  

Texas 

Tennessee 

Alabama 

Georgia 

West V i r g i n i a  

Louis iana  

Arkansas 

Maryland 

Ohio 

Kentucky 

T o t a l  
. 

NUMBER OF CITIES WITH SIT-INS AND 
RELATED PROTEST ACTIVITIES DURING 
FEBRUARY AND MARCH, 1960 

18 

11 

9 

7 

5 

4 

4 

2 

2 

2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

6 9 
I 



TABLE I1 

Clusters of cities with sit-ins and related 
activities occuring during February and 
March, 1960, number of days between sit-ins 
within cluster, and maximum number of miles 
(approximate) between farthest two cities 
within the cluster. 

Compiled from: Southern Regisnal Council. "The Student Protest Movement, Minter, 
1960.'' SRC-13 (April 1, 1960) 

Cluster of Cities 

N=4 1 

Fayetteville, Raleigh, N.C. 

Tampa, St. Petersburg, Sarasota, Fla. 

Montgomery, Tuskegee, Ala. 

Florence, Sumter, Columbia, S.C. 

Austin, San Antonio, Tx. 

Salisbury, Shelby, N.C. 

Wilmington, New Bern, N.C. 

Concord, Charlotte, N.C., Rock Hill, S.C. 

Durham, High Point, Winston-Salem, N.C. 

Chapel Hill, Henderson, N.C. 

Jacksonville, St. August ine, Fla. 

Charleston, Orangeburg, Denmark, S.C. 

Sanford, Orlando, Daytona Beach, Fla. 

Houston, Galveston, Tx. 

Richmond, Petersburg, Va. 

Hampton, Norfolk, Portsmouth, Newport News, 

Suffolk, Va. 

Number of days 
between sit-ins. 
within cluster 

1 day 

2 days 

2 days 

2 days 

2 days 

2 days 

2 days 

3 days 

3 days 

3 days 

3 days 

4 days 

5 days 

6 days 

7 days 

11 days 

Maximum number 
of miles between 
farthest two 
cities within 

cluster 

50 miles 

50 miles 

25 miles 

70 miles 

75 miles 

60 miles 

75 miles 

50 miles 

75 miles 

50 miles 

40 miles 

70 miles 

54 miles 

65 miles 

30 miles 

35 miles 



TABLE I11 

Number and percentage of c i t i e s  having 
s i t - i n s  and r e l a t e d  a c t i v i t i e s . i n  February 
and.March, 1960, by geographic reg ion .  

*Deep South s t a t e s :  Alabama, F l o r i d a ,  Georgia,  Texas , -Arkansas ,  Louis iana  

Month 

February,  1960 

**Southeastern and Border s t a t e s :  South Caro l ina ,  V i r g i n i a ,  Tennessee, Maryland, 
Kentucky, North Caro l ina ,  West V i r g i n i a  

***Nan-South s t a t e :  Ohio 

Compiled from: Southern Regional  Council. "The Student  p r o t e s t  Movement, Winter 
1960," SRC-13 (Apr i l  1, 1960) 

T o t a l  

33 
(48%) 

Geographic Region 

3 6 
(52%) 

69 
(100%) 

Deep South* 

5 
(15%)R 
(19%) C 

March, 1960 
I 

2 1 
(58%)R 
(81%)C 

T o t a l  26 
(38%) 

Southeas te rn  
& Border 
States** 

2 8 
(85%)R 
(67%) C 

14 
(39%)R 
(33%)C 

42 
(61%) 

Non-South*** 

0 

1 
(3%)R 

(lO0X)C 

1 
(1%) 


