
Honors 10th English Summer Reading 
Chattahoochee High School 2022-23 
Welcome to Honors 10th English! This class is challenging but so enriching, and we’re 
thrilled that you’ve opted to take it. Throughout the year, you’ll engage in critical analysis 
of literary and nonfiction texts, learn how to articulate your thoughts more effectively, 
and become a more well-rounded and better-informed human. It will be difficult, but you 
will become a better communicator and be prepared to take on future AP English 
courses. Your assignment is as follows.  

1. Read through the contextual packet of background readings; 
you do not need to print or annotate the packet.  Do this before 
you read the novel.  It is recommended that you do not read on 
your phone. 

2. Read and annotate Of Mice and Men by John Steinbeck 
 
Steinbeck’s timeless novella explores the role that ambition, fellowship, and isolation 
play in all of our lives. We’ll join Lenny and George on their quest through Great Depression Era California and see what 
happens to “the best-laid schemes o’ mice an’ men” during times of hardship. Like many things we will read this year, it 
does contain adult language and themes. We expect you to handle these in a mature fashion. 
 
To prepare for our discussion and writings, we expect that you will annotate the novel extensively as you read in order to 
analyze and interpret the finer details of the text. This means you need a hard copy of the novel; you cannot use an eReader. 
Remember that annotating is active note-taking that allows you to interact more deeply with the novel than reading on its 
own does. We’ve included a guide for annotating fiction at the end of this assignment sheet. There’s a bookmark on the next 
page you can print, cut out, and include in your book for quick reference as you’re reading. Expect a series of assessments 
over this novel upon your return to school. If you are borrowing a school copy of the novel and therefore cannot annotate 
directly in it, write your annotations on sticky notes and stick them to the pages. 
 
Frequently Asked Questions (Please read these before emailing us.) 
Q: My older sibling (or some other human) already has an annotated copy of Of Mice and Men. Can I just add to theirs? 
A: ABSOLUTELY NOT. You, and you alone, are responsible for completing this assessment. Plus, if you turn in a copy of the 

novel with someone else’s annotations, you’re plagiarizing.  
 
Q: Can I read Of Mice and Men on my eReader? 
A: Nope. Procure a hard copy, so you can annotate directly on the page. 
 
Q: Can I do my annotations on another sheet of paper instead of in the book? 
A: No. The point of annotating is that you’re interacting directly with the text itself by responding to it in the margins. If you 

don’t own your copy of the text, make your annotations on sticky notes. 
 
Q: Can you tell me what the assessments we’re going to have upon our return are? 
A: Nope. But there will be more than one, and it will be abundantly clear to us if you’ve done a careless or halfhearted 

reading (or, worse, relied entirely on Sparknotes). 
 
Q: Do I need to type anything to turn in on the first day of school? 
A: Nope. We expect that you will show up on day one having read and annotated the novel thoroughly. 
 
Q: Will our annotations be taken for a grade? 
A: Maybe. This is up to the discretion of your 10H teacher. Assume so. 

If you have any further questions about these assignments, contact 
Ms. Carla Boudreaux: boudreaux@fultonschools.org 

Ms. Kym Cooney: cooney@fultonschools.org 
Mrs. Anne Hanson: hansonam@fultonschools.org   

Ms. Brooke Saban: sabanb@fultonschools.org  

mailto:boudreaux@fultonschools.org
mailto:cooney@fultonschools.org
mailto:hansonam@fultonschools.org
mailto:sabanb@fultonschools.org


Annotating Fiction 

The Basics 
• Annotate any text that you must know well, in detail, and from which you might need to produce evidence that supports 

your knowledge or reading, such as a book on which you will be tested. 
 

• Don't assume that you must annotate everything. Some passages are straightforward enough that they do not require 
annotation; that being said, annotating a section that you know that you “got” just by reading can reveal exactly how 
much you didn’t consciously note the first time. 

 
• When reading fiction, think about not only what is happening in the story, but also and why. If you’re already doing this 

part automatically, think about what the author wants the reader to experience or learn from reading the text and how 
they craft the text to evoke these feelings and ideas in the reader. 

 
How to Annotate? 
Annotating is more involved than simply highlighting some sentences and bookmarking the page with a blank sticky note. 
There are literally dozens of things that you can do, and you have to find the combination that works best for you. Here are 
some ideas to get you started. 
 
• Highlight/underline/circle + add a note in the margin about what drew your attention to this section. 
• Number plot events + add a note about how each event is connected to the previous one 
• Bracket passages + add a note about why this passage is significant within the larger chapter 
• Star key moments of change + add a note about how this is a shift in the character/plot/conflict/etc. 
• Draw arrows/lines to connect ideas + add a note about how those ideas are connected. 
• Track character development for main characters. 
• Summarize important sections in your own words.

 
What Kinds of Things Belong in 
Annotations? 
At the very least, consider including things like: 

 
• Summaries and Key Points
• Connections 
• Predictions 
• Questions 
• Reflections and Your Opinions 
• Literary techniques 
 
 

What Do Astute Readers Look for When Annotating Fiction? 
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1. Start with a purpose in mind! If you don’t know why you’re annotating, you’re most likely not going to find it useful. So 
set yourself a reading purpose: are you just trying to understand plot (not a good choice for a 10 Honors Lit class), are 
you trying to figure out why the characters act the way they do, are you looking for how an author puts together their 
text? In annotating literature, after plot comprehension and characterization, the two other big ideas are attitude and 
theme. How does the author feel about x? What is she trying to tell the reader about y?  
 

2. Look for symbols for dummies. Does a snake appear? Why is the character’s hair ribbon pink? Is it sunset? Do we go 
into the woods? These might be clues about meaning. I say might because sometimes authors use these techniques 
ironically. Think the ironic expulsion from Eden that occurs in Anthem. 
 

3. Pay attention to names (or lack thereof) as well as titles. In fiction, names are rarely accidental. We have associations 
with particular names. A James is perceived as more intelligent than a Wilbur. Bambi is far more likely to be an exotic 
dancer than Matilda. If the last name of the family is Burden, I doubt that our characters will be living an easy life. If a 
character is Miss Brill, that’s different than Ms. Brill or Mrs. Brill or even Lady Brill. 
 

4. Notice pronouns and articles. Especially note if the pronoun it is used to refer to a person; talk about dehumanization! 
Or maybe it’s the opposite and an animal that we normally would refer to as an it (for example, an otter is an it) gets 
referred to as a he or a she. If the author uses a human pronoun, the character probably has some sort of emotional 
connection to the animal. Perhaps the gender is important; perhaps not. Also watch for possessives. Is it my house or 
our house? Trust me, even if I were to get married, it would still be my house even though he would live in it. What’s the 
difference between a house and the house? If I’m writing about the death of a toad versus the death of the toad, I have a 
different relationship with each of those reptiles. Is the author universalizing (yea!) by talking about a toad or is he 
dismissive (boo!) talking about a random toad? It’s all in the context. 
 

5. Pay attention to contrasts and contradictions. When you are reading and a character says or does something that’s 
opposite of what you expect them to do you should ask yourself: why is the character doing that? Is this really out of 
character for the person? Is this a sign of growth? regression? If we normally associate something (a setting, an event) 
with positive feelings and the author describes negative ones, why? Birthday parties are good, so why is Katherine 
Brush’s main character crying at her husband’s party? 
 

6. Find the aha! moments. If the lightbulb goes off for a character, mark it down. And don’t just put a star next to it; ask 
yourself, how might this change things in the text? 
 

7. Consciously look for repetition and parallel events. When a phrase or event or situation is mentioned over and over you 
should ask yourself: Why does this keep happening again and again? Odds are there is something significant about it in 
relation to setting, symbolism, theme, character development, or conflict. 
 

8. Memories, dreams, and flashbacks. They aren’t common in literature, so if the author takes the time to craft a flashback 
or describe a dream in detail, it’s probably important. Maybe the events in the dream parallel what’s going on in the 
novel or maybe there is some symbolic meaning. 
 

9. Basic literary techniques beyond plot and characterization are another thing to note. Recognizing them is generally not 
required in order to understand what’s going on (the exception would be irony), but your English teachers will ask 
about them. Reduce the hundreds of literary techniques down to this short list: 
 
• allusion 
• attitude/tone/mood 
• diction (especially highly connotative language) 
• imagery 
• irony 

• point of view 
• setting (physical, temporal, and social setting) 
• figurative language 
• symbols 
• themes

 

 

 



Contextual Readings 
John Steinbeck sets Of Mice and Men against the backdrop of Depression-era America and the Dust Bowl. The 
economic conditions of the time were difficult for most Americans but were particularly difficult for the 
disenfranchised—those who lacked power due to economics, race, gender, disability, or other factors.  The 
American Dream of owning a little piece of land was summed up in part by the phrase, “Go West, young man.”1  
The full quote actually is attributed as “Go West, young man, and grow up with the country.”  As a result, 
California was seen as a golden land, an Eden where one’s dreams could come true.  George and Lenny, the two 
main characters, have taken this to heart and hope to buy a little spread on which they can “live off the fatta the 
lan’” but first they must earn the money to buy their stake. 
 
There is approximately 50 pages of contextual materials to read: 20 pages of text and 30 pages of images. Please 
read this information before you read the novel. You do not need to annotate the contextual material but you should 
come back to it after reading the novel and be able to say how it connects to the text. 
 
The first set of readings (sources 1-5) detail the importance of land to the American dream and how California, in 
particular, was seen as the promised land akin to the Garden of Eden where crops practically grew themselves. 
Source 1: Letters from an American Farmer discusses why land was so important to European immigrants 
Source 2: “Why Have Americans Always Been So Obsessed With the Land”  
Source 3: The Sunset Land; or, The Great Pacific Slope discusses the bounty of California 
Source 4: Six visual ads depicting the bounty of California 
Source 5: Two ads for pickers and an excerpt from Our Italy discussing the amount of produce California farms 

produced 
 
 
The second set of readings (sources 6-10) describe the life of the migrant farm laborer.  Despite the propaganda, the 
majority of farms in California were not owned by small, local farmers but by industrial factory farms which hired 
itinerant farmers to work by the day.  These laborers worked for as long as needed and then were forced out of town 
as soon as the crops were harvested. 
Source 6: Migratory-Casual Worker details one man’s account of his earnings 
Source 7: “The Post-War Decade” describes how California factory farms conspired to keep pay artificially low for 

migrant workers 
Source 8: “Nipomo” from Factories in the Field describes the hiring and firing practices of labor contractors who 

enticed workers to California and then housed them in large camps 
Source 9: Dorothea Lange Photographs of the camp at Nipomo 
Source 10: “This Land Is Your Land” and accompanying history article details the song was originally written as a 

protest to the inequities of America 
 
 
The third set of readings (sources 11-14) describe life for particular groups who had extra difficulties in realizing 
the American dream for one reason or another. 
Source 11: “Race Relations in the 1930s and 1940s”  
Source 12: “Why Many Married Women Were Banned from Working during the Great Depression” discusses why 

women were essentially pushed out of the labor market 
Source 13: “The Impact of Eugenics on Special Education in 1930s San Francisco” discusses the shift in views 

from protecting the intellectually disabled from society to protecting society from the intellectually 
disabled 

Source 14: “Life inside a Psychiatric Hospital” is a photo essay that explores the harsh and often dehumanizing life 
for those with mental illnesses and disability if they didn’t have family to care for them 

  

 
1 Attributed to newspaper editor Horace Greeley in reference to Manifest Destiny 



Source 1 
 
Letters from an American Farmer2 
 

The instant I enter on my own land, the bright idea of property, of exclusive right, of independence 
exalt my mind. Precious soil, I say to myself, by what singular custom of law is it that thou wast made to 
constitute the riches of the freeholder? What should we American farmers be without the distinct 
possession of that soil? It feeds, it clothes us, from it we draw even a great exuberancy, our best meat, our 
richest drink, the very honey of our bees comes from this. privileged spot. No wonder we should thus 
cherish its possession, no wonder that so many Europeans who have never been able to say that such 
portion of land was theirs, cross the Atlantic to realise that happiness. This formerly rude soil has been 
converted by my father into a pleasant farm, and in return it has established all our rights; on it is founded 
our rank, our freedom, our power as citizens, our importance as inhabitants of such a district. These 
images I must confess I always behold with pleasure, and extend them as far as my imagination can reach: 
for this is what may be called the true and the only philosophy of an American farmer… 

In this great American asylum, the poor of Europe have by some means met together, and in 
consequence of various causes; to what purpose should they ask one another what countrymen they are? 
Alas, two thirds of them had no country. Can a wretch who wanders about, who works and starves, whose 
life is a continual scene of sore affliction or pinching penury; can that man call England or any other 
kingdom his country? A country that had no bread for him, whose fields procured him no harvest, who 
met with nothing but the frowns of the rich, the severity of the laws, with jails and punishments; who 
owned not a single foot of the extensive surface of this planet? No! urged by a variety of motives, here 
they came. Every thing has tended to regenerate them; new laws, a new mode of living, a new social 
system; here they are become men: in Europe they were as so many useless plants, wanting vegetative 
mould, and refreshing showers; they withered, and were mowed down by want, hunger, and war; but now 
by the power of transplantation, like all other plants they have taken root and flourished! Formerly they 
were not numbered in any civil lists of their country, except in those of the poor; here they rank as 
citizens. By what invisible power has this surprising metamorphosis been performed? By that of the laws 
and that of their industry. The laws, the indulgent laws, protect them as they arrive, stamping on them the 
symbol of adoption; they receive ample rewards for their labours; these accumulated rewards procure 
them lands; those lands confer on them the title of freemen, and to that title every benefit is affixed which 
men can possibly require.  

 
2 St. John De Crèvecoeur, J. Hector, William P Trent, and Ludwig Lewisohn. Letters from an American Farmer. New 
York, Fox, Duffield & Company, 1904. Pdf. Retrieved from the Library of Congress, 
<www.loc.gov/item/04012106/>. 



Source 2 
 
Why Have Americans Always Been So Obsessed with the Land? 
Land lies deep in the American psyche. 
H. W. Brands writing for History.com; updated: Jan 31, 2019 
 

Something about land lies deep in the American psyche. Since the early 20th century most Americans have 
resided in cities and suburbs, yet the mystique of agrarian life draws millions to farmers’ markets and makes the 
family farm a touchstone of American politics. The cowboy, that rugged knight of the open West, remains an icon 
of American culture. Squabbles between developers and preservationists over land use become battles over the 
meaning and destiny of America. 

That’s because they are battles over the meaning and destiny of America. The history of America’s land is the 
history of the country itself. America grew into its defining institutions even as it grew into its land. The land 
inspired American independence; it spawned American democracy; it undergirded America’s rise to world power. 
Land symbolized opportunity to generations of Americans, starting with colonists who never had the chance of 
owning property in Europe; the vast continent gleamed in their eyes and its frontier drew them west. When the open 
spaces filled up, Americans suffered an identity crisis: Without the frontier of open land, who would we be? 
 
Colonel Washington Questions His Allegiance 

George Washington knew the frontier well as it existed in 1763. He had surveyed lands of the Ohio Valley, 
then deep in Indian territory, and he had led a Virginia regiment in the French and Indian War, fought primarily on 
the frontier. At the war’s end, he expected to capitalize on his knowledge of the frontier by gaining legal title to 
thousands of acres in the West, which he would hold for resale at a higher value. 

But then the British imperial government issued a proclamation declaring all territory west of the Appalachian 
mountains closed to settlement. The war had thrown Britain deeply in debt, and cost-cutting was imperative. 
Western settlement would cause further friction with the Indians, necessitating new spending on frontier defense. 
London couldn’t afford the latter, so it wouldn’t allow the former. The West was closed. 

Washington already bristled under British rule. Though a gifted soldier, his colonial origins limited his 
advancement in the British army. This personal slight was suddenly compounded by the proclamation’s blow to his 
business plans. He had spent a great deal of effort—and no small amount of money—on his Ohio project; he had 
risked his neck and lost good men securing the West to Britain. Now the British government was keeping him from 
his hard-earned prize. And there was nothing he could do, for as a colonial he had no representation in Parliament. 

Washington wasn’t a philosopher like fellow Virginian Thomas Jefferson. Where Jefferson thought in terms of 
natural rights, Washington, a practical man, dealt in material things like land. The British government was 
depriving him of land—land he had fought for and fairly won. It was enough to make him reconsider his allegiance. 
 
Mad Anthony Rides Again 

Before long, a critical mass of Americans joined Washington in concluding they needed a government of their 
own. Complaints over taxation and other issues joined the land question in triggering the American Revolution, 
which ended with the Americans in possession of the Ohio Valley and much more. 

The new land proved the British right about one thing: More western settlement meant more trouble with the 
Indians. To the tribes of the Ohio and Mississippi valleys, American independence was a disaster. The Americans 
were more aggressive in seizing land than the British had been. Often tribes secured treaties from the governments 
of the white settlers, but those treaties rarely inhibited the whites from taking what land they wanted. 

At times the Indians resisted. In the first years of George Washington’s presidency, an Indian confederacy that 
formed in the region between the Ohio River and the Great Lakes inflicted a series of defeats upon settlers and local 
militia groups. They received arms and moral support from the British, who, still stinging from the loss of their 13 
American colonies, were happy to provoke trouble for the upstart republic. 

Washington summoned one of his lieutenants from the Revolutionary War, Anthony Wayne, known as Mad 
Anthony for his impetuous style of command. Wayne led America’s first federal army under the Constitution, 
called the Legion of the United States, against the Indian confederacy and won a decisive victory at the Battle of 
Fallen Timbers, near modern Toledo. 

The victory allowed the settlement of Ohio, but it meanwhile foreshadowed a century of struggle between 
whites and Indians over land along the westward-moving frontier. 
 



Source 2 
 
Franklin Reckons, Jefferson Chooses 

In the 18th century Benjamin Franklin calculated that the American population doubled every 20 years. For an 
agricultural people, as Americans overwhelmingly were at the time, this had an obvious corollary: American 
territory needed to expand lest the country become crowded and the people impoverished. Americans looked at 
Europe, already crowded, and determined not to become like that. 

Thomas Jefferson admired Franklin and read his calculations. And when Jefferson, elected president in 1800, 
had an opportunity to double America’s domain by purchasing the western half of the Mississippi Valley—the 
region called Louisiana—he seized it. 

The purchase cost Jefferson some sleep. Long an advocate of interpreting the Constitution narrowly, Jefferson 
scanned his copy of the document and saw nothing permitting Congress or the president to purchase new land. Had 
he been true to his constitutional principles, he should have told Napoleon, the French leader who offered Louisiana 
for sale, thanks but no thanks. 

But another of Jefferson’s principles told him to take the deal. Jefferson was the first president to call himself a 
democrat—30 years before his party would call themselves Democrats—and he believed that the success of 
America’s experiment in self-government depended on the virtue and prosperity of the nation’s ordinary people. 
Jefferson felt obliged to ensure that America’s farmers and their children and their children’s children would have 
adequate land for their farms. 

So he swallowed his constitutional scruples and concluded real estate bargain of the century, or any century. 
For $15 million (equivalent to perhaps $300 million today) he bought the huge swath of territory between the 
Mississippi River and the Rocky Mountains. 
 
Land as the Great Leveler 

While Jefferson the democrat was adding land to America, access to land had a democratizing effect on 
American life. The noble classes in Europe exercised dominance on account of their land; serfs and peasants 
labored on the nobles’ land. The limited supply of land let this closed system persist. In America, by contrast, the 
abundance of land made property cheap. Far greater numbers of people could acquire land of their own. These 
independent farmers formed the backbone of the American republic. 

And their political power grew over time. In the first years of the republic, property and residence requirements 
kept all but a small minority of citizens from voting. But during the next generation, the electorate expanded. New 
states established in the West enticed settlers with the promise of full political equality—that is, voting rights not 
dependent on wealth or long residence. A competition developed among states, each eager to lure more new 
residents. In self-defense, the old states of the East lowered their qualifications. By the time Andrew Jackson was 
elected president in 1828, nearly all adult white males could vote. 
 
Destiny Made Me Do It 

Long before Americans filled up the land they had already acquired, they were demanding more. They 
hungered for Texas in the Southwest and Oregon in the Northwest. James Polk won the presidency in 1844 on a 
platform of taking both. 

Polk was as practical as George Washington, letting his actions speak for him. But some of his supporters 
provided a theoretical justification for American expansion, presenting it as generous sharing of American values 
and institutions. In the salad days of democracy, many Americans credibly considered themselves the best-
governed people on earth, and it wasn’t ludicrous for them to argue that others would gain from being brought 
under democracy’s sway. 

It was self-serving, though, especially when Manifest Destiny, as the doctrine was called, was used to 
rationalize a war that delivered half of Mexico to the United States. Some of the Manifest Destinarians were 
embarrassed by the patent aggression of the conflict, but even they gaped in wonder when gold was discovered in 
California. Providence, it seemed, was rewarding America for its audacity. 
 
The End of the Frontier—or Not? 

Enthusiasts of Manifest Destiny envisioned a continental future for the United States, in which the Stars and 
Stripes would wave from Arctic Ocean to the Isthmus of Panama. Already the country had spanned North America 
from east to west; why not from north to south? 



Source 2 
 

Part of why not was the divisiveness of slavery, which disposed Southerners to distrust northerly expansion, 
and Northerners to distrust southerly expansion. Part was an implicit contradiction in Manifest Destiny itself. If the 
point was to spread popular government, what happened when the people over which it was to be spread objected 
to the spreading, as Canadians and Mexicans emphatically did? 

Yet the larger reason was the transformation of the American economy. More land was crucial to a growing 
population of farmers. But it meant far less to urban workers, who formed an increasing part of the American 
electorate. After a final fling with Alaska, purchased from Russia in 1867, American expansion clanged to a halt 
amid the roar of the Industrial Revolution. 

Even so, the enormous domain America already controlled enabled its industrializing economy to become the 
envy of the earth. American mines spewed iron, coal, copper and other raw materials essential to modern industry. 
American wells gushed oil that became the lubricant and fuel of modern life. American rivers and harbors sustained 
shipping that carried American products across the globe. By the end of the 19th century, America led the world in 
manufacturing. 

The conversion of that prowess to world leadership was simply a matter of time. 
Yet when the census of 1890 revealed that the American frontier had disappeared—that there was no line 

separating the settled regions from the unsettled—much of the country fell into a funk. For almost 300 years the 
American identity had been inseparable from the opportunity provided by an abundance of land. The process of 
settling the land, of taming the frontier, had made America a magnet to millions of immigrants, an engine of 
economic growth, a beacon of liberty, a model of political and social equality. 

Now that opportunity was gone, or at least greatly diminished. America’s borders were fixed; suddenly the 
country looked alarmingly like the Europe which Americans had long derided. 

Yet for all the hand-wringing, the American future didn’t end when the land ran out. In fact, the land didn’t run 
out, as anyone flying across the continent in the 21st century can tell. Especially in the West, there remain huge 
spaces hardly touched by human habitation. 

By now far more people live in cities than on the land. Yet those centuries of obsession with land still echo. 
John Kennedy, the first president born in the 20th century, proclaimed a “new frontier” for his administration. The 
sustained popularity of the television series Star Trek and its Hollywood spin-offs had much to do with its 
characterizing of space as the “final frontier.” Elon Musk and other visionary entrepreneurs today are making big 
bets on this latest frontier. 

Something about the land, and the frontier, remains embedded in America’s psyche. By now it might be mostly 
memory—but memories can be powerful. 

 



Source 3 
 
The Sunset Land; or, The Great Pacific Slope 3 
 

We have no other State or section which has so great a variety of soil and climate as California, and no 
State which can yield such a variety of products. All that can be raised in the temperate zone, or in the semi-
tropical climate, will grow here in the greatest profusion. The soil and climate are such that the same amount 
of labor will yield more than anywhere else, and of a quality unsurpassed. Instead of planting your seed and 
waiting years before you can eat your apple or your pear, you may feel sure of a good crop the third year. The 
rapidity of growth will astonish you, and not less, the early day at which you get returns. I saw in Oakland, in 
the garden of Mr. Hunt, formerly of Springfield, a large area of dwarf apple trees, none of which were much 
over two feet high, literally loaded with fruit, and off which his son assured me, that in the second year, they 
gathered apples which weighed twenty ounces each; and I saw, also, a limb of a fig tree, which he said he cut 
off the last fall and stuck into the ground, and which, this summer, is bearing figs. In the same garden is a 
century plant, whose stem was as large as a man's leg, and then, when I saw it, twenty-one feet high. It had 
grown fourteen feet in seven weeks. He predicted it would grow twenty feet more, and then blossom. How 
amazed we should be to see beets that will weigh a hundred and twenty seven pounds each, onions a foot 
across the top, cabbages weighing eighty pounds each, and other vegetables in proportion! The great trouble 
there about fruit is, that, it is so easily raised, it has no market.  

The first steamboat we entered on the Sacramento River had twelve tons of salmon, caught that day, and 
which she was carrying, as her daily allowance, to the city of San Francisco: the fish would weigh twenty 
pounds each, and they were retailing at six cents the pound, but can often be bought for twenty-five or thirty 
cents, the whole fish. The cars that come up from the Santa Clara valley, bring twelve tons of strawberries 
daily; and this fruit is in market every month in the year. The potato will yield at least two annual crops; and 
such huge potatoes! You can hardly persuade yourself that they were not at least four years in growing; the fig 
tree yields three crops. The long, dry summer allows the farmer to take his own time to harvest his wheat and 
his barley, and to let them lie in the field as long as he chooses. The mildness of the climate saves him the 
necessity of building barns or raising hay. He harvests his grains in the latter part of May, or the beginning of 
June; and one peculiarity is, that the dryness of the atmosphere causes the capsule of the wheat to contract and 
hold in the great plump kernel of wheat, or else there would be a great loss. The very thing which would shell 
out our wheat here, retains it there; so that, if your wheat stands uncut for two months after it is ripe, you 
sustain no loss. So you thresh it and put it into sacks in the field, and let it lie till convenient to carry it to 
market… 

From what has been said, you cannot doubt that California is to be, at some future time, like the garden of 
the Lord. There are sixty-five millions of acres of land that can be cultivated and made most productive; while 
there are thirty-three or thirty-four millions of acres, —about one third of the whole State, —which is too 
mountainous to be cultivated. There are only a little over four hundred thousand people there yet, to occupy it, 
and nearly half of these are in the city of San Francisco. Only seven per cent. of the land is yet fenced in at all, 
and not over three per cent. is cultivated. When the ninety-seven parts remaining shall be cultivated, what may 
it not produce? A short time since it was thought that wheat would grow only in the rich valleys. But over the 
hills, and far up too, grows a little bush, called the “Tar Bush,” with a beautiful leaf; but it sticks to and defiles 
whatever touches it. Hence its name. But it is found that wherever the “tar-bush” grows, the soil is suitable for 
wheat.  

Eastern mind, and skill, and perseverance, will meet ample reward. My travelling companion met a 
Massachusetts gentleman, who, seven years ago, bought his lands for one dollar per acre, and last year 
produced twenty thousand gallons of wine, two hundred thousand cocoons, has fifty thousand vines, and a 
garden filled with all kinds of fruits. Lower California has a climate that never freezes, and the thermometer 
seldom rises, even in summer, higher than 65° or 70°. I know of no climate in the world more beautiful, and 
no region so inviting to enterprise as that. 

 
3 Todd, John. The Sunset Land; or, The Great Pacific Slope. Boston, Lee and Shepard, 1870. Pdf. Retrieved from the 
Library of Congress, <www.loc.gov/item/rc01000890/>. 
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Advertisements for pickers appeared in the newspapers. 
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Excerpt from Our Italy, by Charles Dudley Warner 

While by the time of Of Mice and Men industrial farms had overtaken that of the small farmer, the idea that one 
could go to California and start a farm and profit was well-established in the American psyche.  The following is an 
excerpt from Our Italy in which Charles Dudley Warner espouses on the plenty of California for the small farmer 
back in 1891. 

PEACHES. 

Ernest Dewey, Pomona—Golden Cling Peaches, 10 acres, 7 years old, produced 47 tons green; sold dried for $4800; 
cost of production, $243.70; net profit, $4556.30. Soil, sandy loam; not irrigated. Amount of rain, 28 inches, winter 
of 1889-90. 

H. H. Rose, Santa Anita Township (3/4 of a mile from Lamanda Park)—2-6/7 acres; produced 47,543 pounds; sold 
for $863.46; cost of production, $104; net profit, $759.46. Soil, light sandy loam; not irrigated. Produced in 1889 
12,000 pounds, which sold at $1.70 per 100 pounds. 

E. R. Thompson, Azusa (2 miles south of depot)—2-1/6 acres, 233 trees, produced 57,655 pounds; sold for $864.82-
1/2; cost of production, $140; net profit, $724.82-1/2. Soil, sandy loam; irrigated three times in summer, 1 inch to 7 
acres. Trees 7 years old, not more than two-thirds grown. 

PRUNES. 

E. P. Naylor (3 miles from Pomona)—15 acres produced 149 tons; sold for $7450; cost of production, $527; net 
profit, $6923. Soil, loam, with some sand; irrigated, 1 inch per 10 acres. 

W. H. Baker, Downey (1/2 a mile from depot)—1-1/2 acres produced 12,529 pounds; sold for $551.90; cost of 
production, $50; net profit, $501.90. Soil, sandy loam; not irrigated. 

Howe Bros. (2 miles from Lordsburg)—800 trees, which had received no care for 2 years, produced 28 tons; sold for 
$1400; cost of production, $200; net profit, $1200. Soil, gravelly loam, red; partially irrigated. Messrs. Howe state 
that they came into possession of this place in March, 1890. The weeds were as high as the trees and the ground was 
very hard. Only about 500 of the trees had a fair crop on them. 

ORANGES. 

Joachim F. Jarchow, San Gabriel—2-1/2 acres; 10-year trees; product sold for $1650; cost of production $100, 
including cultivation of 7-1/2 acres, not bearing; net profit, $1550. 

F. D. Smith, Azusa—6-1/2 acres produced 600 boxes; sold for $1200; cost of production, $130; net profit, $1070. 
Soil, dark sandy loam; irrigated three times. Trees 4 years old. 

George Lightfoot, South Pasadena—5-1/2 acres produced 700 boxes; sold for $1100; cost of production, $50; net 
profit, $1050. Soil, rich, sandy loam; irrigated once a year. 

MISCELLANEOUS FRUITS. 

E. A. Bonine, Lamanda Park—Apricots, nectarines, prunes, peaches, and lemons, 30 acres produced 160 tons; sold 
for $8000; cost of production, $1500; net profit, $6500. No irrigation. 

J. P. Fleming (1-1/2 miles from Rivera)—Walnuts, 40 acres produced 12-1/2 tons; sold for $2120; cost of production, 
$120; net profit, $2000. Soil, sandy loam; not irrigated. 

George Lightfoot, South Pasadena—Lemons, 2 acres produced 500 boxes; sold for $720; cost of production, $20; 
net profit, $700. Soil, rich sandy loam; not irrigated. Trees 10 years old. 

MISCELLANEOUS VEGETABLES. 
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Eugene Lassene, University—Pumpkins, 5 acres produced 150 loads; sold for $4 per load; cost of production, $3 per 
acre; net profit, $585. Soil, sandy loam. A crop of barley was raised from the same land this year. 

P. K. Wood, Clearwater—Pea-nuts, 3 acres produced 5000 pounds; sold for $250; cost of production, $40; net profit, 
$210. Soil, light sandy; not irrigated. Planted too deep, and got about one-third crop. 

Oliver E. Roberts (Terrace Farm, Cahuenga Valley)—3 acres tomatoes; sold product for $461.75. Soil, foot-hill; not 
irrigated; second crop, watermelons. One-half acre green peppers; sold product for $54.30. 1-1/2 acres of green peas; 
sold product for $220. 17 fig-trees; first crop sold for $40. Total product of 54 acres, $776.05.
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From The Migratory-Casual Worker4 
Perhaps the best definition of a migratory-casual worker can be found in a worker’s own account of his migration and 
employment. The migratory-casual worker in agriculture, the largest employer of mobile labor, is clearly defined in the 
following work history.  Note in particular how much room and board cost (this is mentioned in the February entry) in 
comparison to his pay:  
 

July-October 1932. Picked figs at Fresno, Calif., and vicinity. Wages, 10 cents a box, average 50-pound box. Picked 
about 15 boxes a day to earn $1.50; about $40 a month. 

October-December 1932. Cut Malaga and muscat (table and wine) grapes near Fresno. Wages, 25 cents an hour. 
Average 6-hour day, earning $1.50; about $40 a month.  

December 1932. Left for Imperial Valley, Calif. 

February 1933. Picked peas, Imperial Valley. Wages, 1 cent a pound. Average 125 pounds a day. Earned $30 for 
season. Also worked as wagon-man in lettuce field on contract. Contract price, 5 cents a crate repack out of packing 
house; not field pack. This work paid 60 cents to $1 a day. On account of weather, was fortunate to break even at 
finish of season. Was paying 50 cents a day room and board. 

March-April 1933. Left for Chicago. Stayed a couple of weeks. Returned to California 2 months later.  

May 1933. Odd-jobs on lawns, radios, and victrolas at Fresno. Also worked as porter and handy man. 

June 1933. Returned to picking figs near Fresno. Wages, 10 cents a box. Averaged $1.50 a day, and earned $50 in 2 
months.  

August 1933. Cut Thompson’s seedless grapes near Fresno for 7 days at 1 ¼ cents a tray. Earned $11. Picked cotton 1 
day, 115 pounds; earned $1. 

September-November 1933. Cut Malaga and muscat grapes near Fresno. Wages, 25 cents an hour. Made $30 for 
season. 

December 1933. Picked oranges and lemons in Tulare County, Calif. (Earnings not reported.) 

January 1934. Picked oranges at 5 cents per box for small jobs and 25 cents per box for large jobs, Redlands, Calif. 
Earned $30. Picked lemons at 25 cents an hour. 

January 1934. Went to Brawley, Calif. Picked peas at 1 cent a pound. Picked 125-150 pounds a day for 15-day season. 

February 1934. Picked grapefruit at 25 cents an hour, Koehler, Calif. Worked 8 hours a day on three jobs for a total of 
22 days. Also hauled fertilizer at 25 cents an hour. 

March 1934. Worked as helper on fertilizer truck at $2 a day for 20 days, Brawley, Calif.  

June 1934. Worked as circus hand with Al G. Barnes Circus for 4 weeks at $4.60 a week and board, Seattle to 
Wallace, Idaho. 

July 1934. Tree shaker at 25 cents an hour, averaged $2 a day for 25 days, near Fresno. 

August-October 1934. Picked oranges and lemons at 25 cents an hour, working an average of 6 hours a day, for 60 
days, near Fresno.  

December 1934. Houseman in hotel, Fresno. Received 50 cents a day and board for 1 month, and 25 cents a day and 
board for 2 months.  

 
4 Webb, John Nye.  The Migratory-Casual Worker. Washington: U.S. Govt. Print. Off. 1937. 
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“The Post-War Decade” from Factories in the Field5 
 

[Growers] began to "co-operate to keep wages down." The control of wage rates was largely achieved through 
the medium of creating "labor exchanges" and "labor bureaus" and "labor pools." Under this new type of control, 
the growers in a given area, involved in the production of a particular crop, would create an employment agency or 
exchange. This agency would estimate the labor requirements for the coming harvest season, fix a prevailing wage 
rate, and then proceed to recruit the necessary workers. The expenses of the labor exchange were met by an 
assessment levied against the individual growers. Under this practice, the workers more and more began to be 
employed by the industry rather than by the individual grower on whose farm they worked. As a consequence, the 
bargaining power of the growers, through their collective action, was greatly increased at the same time that the 
workers were wholly without organization for their own protection. From 1909 to 1914, the American Federation 
of Labor had continued its feeble and sporadic attempts to organize farm labor; but, after 1914, alarmed by the 
Wheatland Riot, it had abandoned all organizational activity among farm workers. From 1919 to 1934 there is no 
mention of the subject of farm labor in the proceedings of the State Federation of Labor. Throughout the postwar 
decade, in other words, farm labor was wholly unorganized at a time when the growers were perfecting 
mechanisms for the control of prices, production and wages. Consequently farm wages continued to decline after 
1925, when prices and production had started to increase. The Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce, through its 
agricultural department, has advocated the "labor clearing house" idea for thirty years. But it was not until the 
postwar deflation that the growers began to put the idea into practice. After 1920 practically every crop industry in 
the State began to employ farm labor through a central agency which it controlled. One of the most important 
agencies of this character is the San Joaquin Valley Labor Bureau, formed April 13, 1926. The manager of this 
agency, Mr. F. J. Palomares, was employed during the war by the State of California to recruit labor for the wartime 
industries; later he performed similar services for the Spreckles Sugar Company. A favorite of the large growers, 
Mr. Palomares is referred to in their publicity as "the padre of the workers," whose duty it is "to shepherd" the 
workers to the fields during the harvest seasons. Operating as an employment agency, the San Joaquin Labor 
Bureau has always escaped State regulation on the theory that, since it does not charge the workers a fee, it is not an 
employment agency. No single agency has done more to depress farm wages in California than this bureau. The 
wage rates which it announces at the opening of each crop harvest constitute the prevailing rates. No bargaining 
whatever enters into the establishment of these rates. Approximately 50,000 workers are recruited each season 
through the bureau, and it also provides labor for non-agricultural industries, such as the Holly Sugar Corporation. 
The shipper-growers reserve their warmest words of praise for Palomares, the Shepherd-Padre. He knows the 
Mexicans, they boast, "like an open book and delivers Fourth of July orations to them." Whenever a "labor 
shortage" arises, Palomares is dispatched to Los Angeles, or if need be to Mexico, and soon the long caravan of 
cars begins to trail over the Ridge Route into the San Joaquin Valley, with the Shepherd herding thousands of 
workers into the fields. Agencies similar to the San Joaquin Valley Labor Bureau exist for practically every crop 
industry in the State at the present time. 

The employment of farm labor through a central agency has resulted in an enormous saving to the growers. 
From reports of the various labor exchanges which have appeared in the farm journals, it would appear that labor 
costs have been reduced from 10 per cent to 30 per cent since this manner of employment has been inaugurated. 
Employment through a central agency minimizes the expense of recruiting labor; it enhances the bargaining power 
of the growers at the expense of the workers; it divorces the individual grower from all sense of responsibility for 
the workers; it creates an ever-increasing army of surplus laborers; it speeds up the flow of labor to the fields and 
quickens the movement of migratory labor from one crop to the next; and, lastly, it gets the migratory workers out 
of the farm counties at the end of the season. Nor has the process of rationalization stopped at this point. On 
January 24, 1924, the first Statewide meeting of large growers was called for the specific purpose of discussing 
farm labor. Many subsequent meetings have been held for the same purpose. 

Through these Statewide meetings, the growers have worked out estimates of the total number of migratory 
workers required for a given season in California. Then these "big broad-minded men," to use the phrase of the 
Pacific Rural Press, have fixed wage rates for the various types of labor involved. Thus uniformly low rates are 
established, not only for each crop, but for the entire industry in the State. They have also set up the machinery by 

 
5 McWilliams, Carey. Factories in the Field: The Story of Migratory Farm Labor in California. Boston: Little, Brown and 
Company, 1939. Pp189-193, 199. 
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which labor can be swiftly moved from one crop area to the other as the crops mature. To be sure, these 
arrangements have not worked perfectly and individual growers occasionally break away from the prearranged 
plan, but, in general, it can be said that farm labor in California must now bargain not with the single grower or 
group of growers but with the organized farm industry of the State considered as a single entity….By the end of the 
decade [the 1920s], the industrial character of California agriculture was firmly established. The industry was 
organized from top to bottom; methods of operation had been thoroughly rationalized; control tended more and 
more to be vested in the hands of the large growers; and the dominance of finance was greater than ever. Like 
Eastern industrial enterprises, the California farm factories began to witness the cessation in the influx of new alien 
racial groups as white workers began to enter the farm factories in greater numbers. With the end of the easy 
business of exploiting competing racial groups in sight, the farm industrialists shifted the area of exploitation and 
began to manipulate the flow of labor to their own advantage. The entry of white workers into the fields symbolized 
the industrial maturity of California agriculture. 
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“Nipomo” from Factories in the Field6 
 
The first revelation to attract widespread attention had to do with 2000 pea pickers marooned in Nipomo, a small 
community north of Santa Barbara. For two preceding seasons, labor contractors, licensed by the State of 
California, had been permitted to advertise in Arizona newspapers for "thousands" of pea pickers, promising work 
"for the season." In response to these appeals, 2000 workers had assembled at Nipomo in the spring of 1937 only to 
discover, of course, that there was work for but a third of their number. To complicate matters, rain destroyed a 
portion of the crop and flooded the camp of the workers. Those who had any funds at all moved on; some sold what 
belongings they had and tried to escape. But about 2o.oo, trapped in their miserable camp, were actually starving 
when a representative of the Federal Surplus Commodities Corporation discovered their plight. Local authorities 
admitted that there was "some distress" but tried to duck responsibility. Federal agencies rushed in supplies of food 
and medicine, and managed to help the workers along until the other crops matured. The pictures taken at this 
camp, by Federal representatives, are almost incredible in their revelation of the plight of woo starving, dirty, 
utterly dejected men, women and children. I know of nothing comparable to these pictures except the scenes of the 
famine areas in postwar Europe. But irony must be added to misery in order to complete the picture. When the pea 
pickers who remained in the camp until the storms were over and the picking started attempted to strike on April 
15, 1937, for decent wages, the local sheriff told them to go to work or leave the county or face arrest on vagrancy 
charges. To back up this ultimatum, he proceeded to swear in over a hundred special deputy sheriffs. Needless to 
say, there was no strike. 
 
A bad situation, indeed; but precisely the same tragedy occurred in the spring of 1938. On March 11, 1938, the 
press announced that six hundred families were again stranded at Nipomo, where labor contractors for the third 
year had overestimated the number of workers required. In this instance, the fact of destitution was admitted. Local 
authorities conceded that the workers were starving; and even the Los Angeles Times reported that both children 
and adults were suffering from malnutrition and that one child had died from starvation. But the local authorities 
and the newspapers have short memories. For,  according to both sources, "an acute labor shortage" had existed in 
1937 and again in 1938. The Santa Barbara newspapers, for example, had headlined stories in 1937 about 
'Supervisors Make It Possible For Growers To Attract Help," going on to point out that the county had opened a 
camp for workers (incidentally, at the prohibitive rate of one dollar a day per individual) by way of encouraging 
additional 
migratory workers to assemble for work. (The effect of maintaining such a camp at public expense was, of course, 
to assume a portion of the obligation which rightly belonged to the growers and, by so doing, to further lower 
existing wage rates.) The Los Angeles Times in 1937 had carried stories of a "Crop Crisis" in Santa Barbara and had 
demanded that the relief authorities rush workers to the harvest areas. Yet when a real crisis, not a crop crisis but a 
crisis affecting two thousand people, developed, these same agencies adopted an ostrichlike [SIC] attitude, and, for 
a time, pretended to hear no cries of distress and seemed unable to see or to acknowledge human misery. This same 
stupid and brutal hypocrisy has been revealed in  numerous similar "crises." When authorities in the coastal 
counties (San Luis Obispo and Santa Barbara) finally realized that they had a problem to solve, they resorted to a 
childish stratagem: Two thousand dollars was jointly appropriated to buy gasoline for the stranded workers in order 
to dump them into the lap of the inland counties. The idea being, of course, to get rid of these burdensome workers, 
who had just picked a bumper crop at sub-subsistence wage rates, at any cost. Nor was this the end of the episode: 
At the conclusion of the 1938 season, Santa Barbara County announced that it had erected "a legal fence" of 
officers to keep unemployable transients out of the county—that is, of course, until the next harvest.

 
6 McWilliams, Carey. Factories in the Field: The Story of Migratory Farm Labor in California. Boston: Little, Brown and 
Company, 1939. pp312-314. 
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Photographs by Dorothea Lange 

As part of the Resettlement Administration, Dorothea Lange took many photographs designed to raise the public awareness of 
the struggles of farmers and the rural poor. In March of 1936, she saw a sign for a pea-pickers camp in Nipomo, California and 
passed it by.  Twenty miles later, she made a u-turn and took the following photos. 

7 

 
7 Lange, Dorothea, photographer. Destitute pea pickers in California. Mother of seven children. Age thirty-two. Nipomo, 
California. March. Photograph. Retrieved from the Library of Congress, <www.loc.gov/item/2017762891/> 
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8 Lange, Dorothea, photographer. Migrant agricultural worker's family. Seven children without food. Mother aged thirty-two. 
Father is a native Californian. Nipomo, California. March. Photograph. Retrieved from the Library of Congress, 
<www.loc.gov/item/2017762905/>. 
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9 Lange, Dorothea, photographer. Pea picker's home. The condition of these people warrant resettlement camps for migrant 
agricultural workers. Nipomo, California. Feb. Photograph. Retrieved from the Library of Congress, 
<www.loc.gov/item/2017759644/>. 
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10 Lange, Dorothea, photographer. Migrant agricultural worker's family. Seven hungry children. Mother aged thirty-two. 
Father is native Californian. Nipomo, California. March. Photograph. Retrieved from the Library of Congress, 
<www.loc.gov/item/2017762908/>. 
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11 Lange, Dorothea, photographer. Migrant agricultural worker's family. Seven hungry children. Mother aged thirty-two. 
Father is native Californian. Nipomo, California. March. Photograph. Retrieved from the Library of Congress, 
<www.loc.gov/item/2017762907/>. 
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“This Land is Your Land” 
Woody Guthrie  
 

 This land is your land, this land is my land  
 From California to the New York island;  
 From the red wood forest to the Gulf Stream waters  
 This land was made for you and me.  
  
5 As I was walking that ribbon of highway,  
 I saw above me that endless skyway:  
 I saw below me that golden valley:  
 This land was made for you and me.  
  
 I've roamed and rambled and I followed my footsteps  
10 To the sparkling sands of her diamond deserts;  
 And all around me a voice was sounding:  
 This land was made for you and me.  
  
 When the sun came shining, and I was strolling,  
 And the wheat fields waving and the dust clouds rolling,  
15 As the fog was lifting a voice was chanting:  
 This land was made for you and me.  
  
 As I went walking I saw a sign there  
 And on the sign it said "No Trespassing."  
 But on the other side it didn't say nothing,  
20 That side was made for you and me.  
  
 In the squares of the city, in the shadow of the steeple,  
 By the relief office I seen my people;  
 As they stood there hungry, I stood there asking  
 Is this land made for you and me?  
  
25 Nobody living can ever stop me,  
 As I go walking that freedom highway;  
 Nobody living can ever make me turn back  
 This land was made for you and me.  

 
 
“This Land is Your Land: The story behind the song” 
The Kennedy Center 
 
Folk singer Woody Guthrie was sick of THAT song. The year was 1939, and everywhere he wandered, “God Bless America” 
was playing on the radio. It was driving Guthrie nutty. Guthrie felt that Irving Berlin’s song was too sappy, too blindly 
patriotic, and too cut off from the hard-knock life many Americans were facing as the Great Depression dragged into its 10th 
year. Guthrie knew firsthand how tough life could be for poor folks. Since his teens, he had hopped trains and hitchhiked back 
and forth across the country. He shared the road with former farmers, laid-off factory workers, and migrants chasing hopes of 
work. Along the way, he chronicled their adventures, dreams, and sorrows in song. 
 
In February 1940, Guthrie decided to fight music with music. In reaction to “God Bless America,” he worked up a simple song 
that tried to capture his love of the American landscape. At the same time, he wanted to point out that a lot of Americans 
weren’t feeling blessed at all. 
 
This is the story behind “This Land is Your Land.”  
 
A Brief Biography 
Woodrow Wilson Guthrie was born in the small town of Okemah, Oklahoma, on July 14, 1912. Named for the soon-to-be-
elected Democratic candidate for president, Guthrie remembered an early boyhood full of music, singing, and plenty of pocket 
money. His dad was a successful real estate wheeler-dealer. The Guthries were the first people in town to own a car. 
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Tragedy and trouble began to mount after 1919. Guthrie’s sister died in a fire and his dad’s business collapsed. His mom had a 
nervous breakdown and was committed to the state mental hospital. He and his brother were left to fend for themselves. 
 
The teenager began to travel the country, strumming his guitar and singing for coins. As he wandered, he became increasingly 
critical of the injustice he associated with American capitalism. He was drawn toward the plight of American workers and 
embraced socialist beliefs. During World War II, though, he served in the Merchant Marine and U.S. Army. He entertained 
sailors and troops with songs blasting fascism, the brutal, nationalistic system of government operated by Germany’s Adolf 
Hitler and Italy’s Benito Mussolini. 
 
Guthrie viewed folk music as a potent means of protest. About his writing and singing he said: 

"I am out to sing songs that will prove to you that this is your world and that if it has hit you pretty hard and 
knocked you for a dozen loops, no matter what color, what size you are, how you are built, I am out to sing 
the songs that make you take pride in yourself and in your work. And the songs that I sing are made up for 
the most part by all sorts of folks just about like you." 

Guthrie died of Huntington’s disease in 1967, but not before inspiring a new generation of singer/songwriters including 
Ramblin’ Jack Elliot, Bob Dylan, and Bruce Springsteen. 
 
Lost Verses 
Guthrie originally titled the song “God Blessed America For Me”—words that also served as the last line of each verse. He 
meant it as a slap at Berlin’s hit number, making it clear that he didn’t think God was the solution to America’s problems. 
 
By the time he debuted the song on his weekly radio show in 1944, Guthrie had revised the title to “This Land is Your Land.” 
He reworked the last line of each verse to a friendlier, “This land was made for you and me.” He also nixed the two most 
controversial verses, verses that accused the American system of business of greed and disregard for the needy. 

 
As I went walking I saw a sign there  
And on the sign it said “No Trespassing.”  
But on the other side it didn't say nothing,  
That side was made for you and me. 
 
In the shadow of the steeple I saw my people,  
By the relief office I seen my people;  
As they stood there hungry, I stood there asking  
Is this land made for you and me? 

 
With those two verses gone, any American could sing “This Land is Your Land” without fretting if they were questioning 
America’s greatness. Its simple melody and picture-painting lyrics made it fun and easy for kids to learn. It remains one of the 
all-time, all-American favorites. (Ironically, “God Bless America” and “This Land is Your Land” are often performed together 
in school programs and on albums of patriotic songs.) 
 
Listen to the final, non-controversial version of the song here https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=AePCvFrggZM

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=AePCvFrggZM
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“Race Relations in the 1930s and 1940s”12 

The problems of the Great Depression affected virtually every 
group of Americans. No group was harder hit than African 
Americans, however. By 1932, approximately half of African 
Americans were out of work. In some Northern cities, whites 
called for African Americans to be fired from any jobs as long 
as there were whites out of work. Racial violence again 
became more common, especially in the South. Lynchings, 
which had declined to eight in 1932, surged to 28 in 1933. 

Although most African Americans traditionally voted 
Republican, the election of President Franklin Roosevelt 
began to change voting patterns. Roosevelt entertained African 
American visitors at the White House and was known to have 

a number of black advisors. According to historian John Hope Franklin, many African Americans were excited by 
the energy with which Roosevelt began tackling the problems of the Depression and gained "a sense of belonging 
they had never experienced before" from his fireside chats. 

Still, discrimination occurred in New Deal housing and employment projects, and President Roosevelt, for political 
reasons, did not back all of the legislation favored by such groups as the National Association for the Advancement 
of Colored People (NAACP). When the U.S. entered World War II, labor leader A. Philip Randolph threatened to 
organize a march on Washington to protest job discrimination in the military and other defense-related activities. In 
response, President Roosevelt issued Executive Order 8802, stating that all persons, regardless of race, creed, color, 
or national origin, would be allowed to participate fully in the defense of the United States. 

 

  

 
12 “Race Relations in the 1930s and 1940s.” The Library of Congress, https://www.loc.gov/classroom-materials/united-states-
history-primary-source-timeline/great-depression-and-world-war-ii-1929-1945/race-relations-in-1930s-and-1940s/. 

Negro and White Man Sitting on Curb, Oklahoma, 1939. 
 

https://www.loc.gov/resource/fsa.8a26786/?co=fsa
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Photo Evidence of Segregation 

 

Negro driver asleep under a truck. There are no sleeping accommodations for Negroes at this service station. 

Delano, Jack, photographer. Negro driver asleep under a truck. There are no sleeping accommodations for Negroes at this service station. 
On U.S. 1. June. Photograph. Retrieved from the Library of Congress, <www.loc.gov/item/2017748161/>. 
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At the Greene County fair, Greensboro, Georgia. White schoolchildren were admitted free one day, Negro 
schoolchildren the next.  

Delano, Jack, photographer. At the Greene County fair, Greensboro, Georgia. White schoolchildren were admitted free one day, Negro 
schoolchildren the next. Oct. Photograph. Retrieved from the Library of Congress, <www.loc.gov/item/2017750819/>. 
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Negro going in colored entrance of movie house on Saturday afternoon, Belzoni, Mississippi Delta, Mississippi. 

Wolcott, Marion Post, photographer. Negro going in colored entrance of movie house on Saturday afternoon, Belzoni, Mississippi Delta, 
Mississippi. Oct.?. Photograph. Retrieved from the Library of Congress, <www.loc.gov/item/2017754826/>. 
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This sign means that apartment house is being vacated by whites and will be rented to Negroes, Chicago, 
Illinois. 

Lee, Russell, photographer. This sign means that apartment house is being vacated by whites and will be rented to Negroes, Chicago, 
Illinois. Apr. Photograph. Retrieved from the Library of Congress, <www.loc.gov/item/2017743598/>. 
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“Why Many Married Women Were Banned From Working During the Great Depression”13 
With millions of Americans unable to find employment, working wives became scapegoats. 
Erin Blakemore 
updated: Nov 8, 2021; original: Mar 5, 2019 
 

In 1930, the United States needed a miracle. Months before, the stock market had crashed, and the 
economy had begun to tank with it. As the Great Depression pummeled millions of American workers, Frances 
Perkins, New York state’s Commissioner of Labor, warned that New York faced a particular threat from a 
surprising group: Married women with jobs. 

 
“The woman ‘pin-money worker’ who competes with the necessity worker is a menace to society, a selfish, 

shortsighted creature, who ought to be ashamed of herself,” Perkins said. “Until we have every woman in this 
community earning a living wage...I am not willing to encourage those who are under no economic necessities to 
compete with their charm and education, their superior advantages, against the working girl who has only her two 
hands.” 

 

 
Frances Perkins in 1933. 

 
Within three years, Perkins would go on to become Secretary of Labor in President Franklin D. Roosevelt’s 

cabinet. And though she is known as one of the architects of the New Deal, her attitudes toward working women 
were shared by many who embraced FDR’s seemingly liberal economic policies of relief for unemployed workers. 

 
Perkins wasn’t the only one who was suspicious of married women in the workplace. The 1930s would see 

a spike in policies and laws that discriminated against, even forbade, women to work when they were married. 
During the Great Depression, discrimination against their employment even became law. 

 
“Nine states had marriage [work ban] laws prior to the Depression,” writes historian Megan McDonald 

Way, “and by 1940, 26 states restricted married women’s employment in state government jobs.” As women 

 

13 Blakemore, Erin. “Why Many Married Women Were Banned from Working during the Great Depression.” History.com, 
A&E Television Networks, 5 Mar. 2019, https://www.history.com/news/great-depression-married-women-employment.  
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around the country struggled to make ends meet during the nation’s deepest economic crisis, they became an easy 
scapegoat for people looking for someone to blame. 

 
Arguments about married women’s work often centered on the idea of “pin money.” Originally coined to 

refer to the small amounts of money women spent on fancy items, it had become shorthand for all women’s work 
by the 20th century. 

 

 
Unemployed, single women protesting the job placement of married women before themselves at the Emergency Relief 
Administration headquarters in Boston, Massachusetts.  
 

“The revised idea of pin money,” writes Janice Traflet, “increasingly served as a justification for paying 
women (including working-class women) lower wages than men.” Women’s work, and their expenditures, were 
cast as inconsequential and foolish, Traflet writes, yet in competition with the ability of men to earn money to 
support their families. 

 
Family support became more important than ever after the Stock Market Crash of 1929. Shortly after 

Perkins delivered her speech in 1930, U.S. unemployment hit a rate of 25 percent nationally—and the question of 
whether married women should hold jobs became even more controversial. 

 
In fact, businesses had been banning married women from work since at least the 1880s. Marriage 

bars were designed not only to reserve employment opportunities for men, but to ensure that unmarried women 
without families to support were kept in the lowest paying, least prestigious positions. Single women most 
commonly held clerical and teaching jobs, both of which had come to be seen as “women’s work” by the 1930s. 
(Black women were subject to fewer marriage bars, but had little access to the jobs available to white, middle-class 
women at the time.) 
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In today’s era of relatively strong workplace discrimination laws, the prevalence of marriage bars can seem 
astonishing. As Way notes, marriage bars were common throughout the insurance, publishing, and banking 
industries, and imposed with abandon by private firms in other white-collar professions. The laws and policies 
reflected common misconceptions about working women. It was assumed that women might work outside the 
home before marriage, but that they would want to return to the home sphere once they wed. Those middle-class 
married women who did seek employment during the Depression were often met with hostility. 

 
The arguments against married women working were personal. In Wisconsin, for example, 

lawmakers passed a resolution in 1935 stating that when married women with working husbands got jobs, they 
became the “calling card for disintegration of family life.” The committee added that "The large number of 
husbands and wives working for the state raises a serious moral question, as this committee feels that the practice of 
birth control is encouraged, and the selfishness that arises from the income of employment of husband and wife 
bids fair to break down civilization and a healthy atmosphere.” 

 
In 1932, the federal government even got involved in marriage bars. Section 213 of the Economy Act of 

1932 included a section that required the government to fire one member of each married couple working in 
government. Since women’s jobs inevitably paid less than men’s, they largely paid the price. 

 

 
A woman walking out of an employment agency in Miami, Florida, circa the 1930s. 

 
In order to prevent women from going by other names to sidestep losing their jobs, the federal government 

also began requiring women with federal jobs to use their husbands’ names in 1933. Some women even went as far 
as marrying without telling anyone so that they wouldn’t be fired when their coworkers learned of their wedding. 
Though women’s groups and individual women who were banned from federal service rigorously protested the 
rule, it stayed in place for the rest of the Great Depression. 

 
Ironically, married women managed to make inroads into the labor market despite the discrimination they 

faced during the Great Depression. As historian Winifred D. Wandersee Bolin notes, the number of married women 
workers grew between 1920 and 1940. “The gains of the 1930s were not nearly as dramatic as those of earlier 
decades,” she wrote. “What is significant is that they were made at a time of great economic stagnation—at a time 
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when women were under a great deal of public pressure to leave the labor market in order to avoid competing with 
men for the short supply of jobs.” 

 
Section 213 stayed in force for five years until it was repealed after intensive lobbying by women’s groups 

in 1937. The repeal represented a victory for its opponents. But the damage was already done: As the New York 
Times reported at the time, only 154 out of about 1,600 government workers who lost their jobs—most women—
got their jobs back. And anti-woman attitudes persisted through the end of the Depression. 

 
In 1936, only 15 percent of respondents to a poll in Fortune Magazine asking “Do you believe that women 

should have a full-time job outside the home?” answered yes. “Simply fire the women who shouldn’t be working 
anyway, and hire the men,” wrote journalist Norman Cousins in 1939. “Presto! No unemployment. No relief rolls. 
No depression.” His facetious words reflected how controversial working women were even after Section 213’s 
repeal. 

 
The idea of white, middle-class married women working didn’t really become socially acceptable until the 

1940s, when World War II opened up a large number of essential war jobs for women. The majority of state bars 
and policies against married and working women were repealed around that time due to a shortage of male labor as 
men went to war. Women’s work threatened men who had long held economic power—until the nation’s power 
was threatened by absent men.  
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The following excerpt is from “The Impact of Eugenics on Special Education in 1930s San Francisco” 14 
Margot W. Smith, Dr.P.H. 
 
EARLY CARE FOR THE INTELLECTUALLY DISABLED.  

Care for those with intellectual disability in the 1930s was founded in events of the latter half of the nineteenth 
century. Moral treatment developed for the humane care of the insane in the 1800s was 4 thought also applicable to 
the intellectually disabled. Its advocates believed that patients had a better chance of recovery if treated like a 
human child rather than like an animal. (Carron, 2012)  

In 1848, the first institution in the United States for training “feebleminded indigent youths” was established in 
Massachusetts at the inspiration of Dr. Samuel Gridley Howe who had visited moral training institutions in Europe. 
California founded its first “institution for the feebleminded” in 1883. By 1917, all but four states were making 
some institutional provision for those with intellectual disability. (See Noll and Trent, 2004) The new moral 
educational techniques held great hope as a treatment and even a cure for intellectual disability; in any case, the 
person was protected from abuse by society.  

However, by the end of the nineteenth century, disappointment in the failure of moral treatment to cure 
intellectual disability and new discoveries based on the science of the period changed the rationale for their 
isolation and treatment. Instead of protecting the intellectually disabled from society it became necessary to protect 
society from them.  

 
THE RISE OF SOCIAL DARWINISM AND EUGENICS  

Darwin's theories of biological evolution and survival of the fittest were widely disseminated in the latter part 
of the nineteenth century. (Stern, 2015) In 1883 Sir Francis Galton in England took the concepts of biological 
evolution and survival of the fittest and applied them to the human race. On the basis of Darwinism applied to 
humans, that is, Social Darwinism, he proposed to improve the genetic quality of human populations by eliminating 
genetic groups judged to be inferior and increasing genetic groups judged to be superior. He coined the term 
Eugenics to name this new science of controlled human breeding. Social Darwinists thought that the "unfit," of 
human society were paupers, criminals, the insane, prostitutes, and those with intellectual disability. Curiously, 
Galton deemed English aristocracy as the most superior. (Haller, 1963)  

Several advancements in science seemed to support the need for eugenics. Rediscovered in 1900, principles of 
heredity based on Mendel’s study of peas were used to show that undesirable traits in humans passed from one 
generation to the next in permanent, irrevocable genetic design, a claim that was substantiated by Henry Goddard’s 
The Kallikak Family: A Study in the Heredity of Feeble Mindedness, 1912, and The Hill Folk; Report On a Rural 
Community of Hereditary Defectives by Danielson and Davenport, (1912)  

In 1906, a test for measuring intelligence developed by Theodore Simon and Alfred Binet in France was 
brought to the United States in 1912 by Henry Goddard. He arranged for its translation into English and used it at 
the New Jersey Training School for Feebleminded Boys and Girls at Vineland, New Jersey. (Ayres, 1911)  

The 1916 Simon-Binet test was quickly accepted by many as a "real" measure of an individual's inborn mental 
capability. Experimental testing of special groups, such as immigrants, paupers, criminals, prostitutes and the 
insane and those with intellectual disability as well as army recruits during the First World War led to the revelation 
that there were far more people with below “normal" intelligence than previously suspected, with a much higher 
proportion of them among society's "unfit" than in the general population. In the scientific community and the 
press, the relationship between cause and effect was soon established: the “unfit” were so because of their inferior 
intelligence. (Gregory, 2004). 

 
THE MENACE OF THE FEEBLEMINDED 

These newfound theories were the impetus for a wave of alarm to sweep the country. The press and the public 
expressed fear that the quality of the genetic pool of the United States was being lowered by the indiscriminate 
“allowing of foreign elements to immigrate to our shores -- immigrants who did not represent the average type of 

 

14 Smith, Margot W. “The Impact of Eugenics on Special Education in ... - Eric.” ERIC Institute of Education Sciences, Feb. 2008, 
https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/ED602746.pdf.  
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mental ability even in their own countries” (Inskeep, 1926). The reproduction rate of the “moron” group -- paupers, 
immigrants, criminals, and so on was believed to be far greater than the reproduction rate of the middle and upper 
classes, and it was feared that they would eventually far outnumber the others (Popenoe, 1938). “Unchecked 
feeblemindedness,” the root of social evils, would soon become the burden of civilization. These views were 
popularized by a publicity campaign of the National Committee on Provision for the Feebleminded in 1916, during 
a period later called "The Alarmist Stage." (Doll, 1928)  

In 1912, when people from many parts of the world were entering the United States in great numbers, Henry 
Goddard sent a team of specialists to Ellis Island to determine how many were “feebleminded.” On the basis of a 
visual screening and the Simon-Binet intelligence test administered with the help of interpreters of varying ability, 
he determined that about 3% of the immigrants from northern Europe were “feebleminded,” compared to 7-9% of 
the southern European (Goddard, 1912)  

To address the menace of the feebleminded, the research committee of the Eugenics section of the American 
Breeders' Association (later the American Eugenics Society) proposed ten ways to cut off defective germ plasm in 
the American Population. These were life segregation or segregation during the reproductive period, sterilization, 
restrictive marriage laws and customs, eugenical education of the public and prospective mates, systems of mating 
purporting to remove defective traits, general environmental betterment, polygamy; euthanasia, Neo-Malthusianism 
(birth control), and laissez faire (natural selection). (Holmes, 1930)  

The need for protecting society from the menace of the feebleminded led to the implementation of eugenic 
sterilization laws passed to permit the sterilization of “confirmed criminals, the insane, idiots, imbeciles and 
recidivists.” Residential institutions were expanded to accommodate more of the intellectually disabled. (Stern, 
2015; Trent, 2017) Special classes were established in the larger cities for the training and supervision of 
“subnormals” as well as for their segregation from regular classes where they "slowed the progress and mingled 
with normal children." (Kanner, 1964)  

The Immigration Act of 1917 passed by Congress barred those “likely to become a public charge and mentally, 
physically and morally undesirable persons” from entering the United States, (Bernard, 1950). Southern and eastern 
Europeans were prevented entry into the United States by the Quota Act of 1921. In 1924, Henry Goddard testified 
to Congress on the need for immigration restrictions citing the inferior mental nature of southern Europeans. 
Reformers of the latter half of the nineteenth century who sought to alleviate the dire social conditions of the 
working class by improving their environment were drowned in the tide of Darwinism. Poverty, low social class 
and social status, differing life styles and exposure to disease became secondary to the forces of heredity and the 
survival of the fittest (F. Cahn, 1936). After the Immigration Act of 1914 was passed, over 55% of those returned to 
their native lands because of “mental deficiency” were Italian, mostly from southern Italy.  

The “high grade moron, or borderline case,” was deemed the most dangerous type of feebleminded menace in 
the community as he or she was most likely to cause havoc with idleness or crime, and propagate. At President 
Hoover’s White House Conference on Child Health and Protection in 1930 it was estimated that 2% of pupils 
enrolled in the elementary grades had intellectual disability to such a degree that they required special education, 
and the failure of schools to provide special education would put a heavy burden of misery, dependency, 
inefficiency and crime on society (White House Conference, 1930).38  

By the second decade of the twentieth century, the United States formulated most of the legislation and social 
policy that supposedly restricted the number of "unfit" among its people. After that, according to Edward Doll, 
Director of Vineland School, “agitation about the feebleminded became lost in the shadows of the Great War” 
(WWI). (Doll, 1928). Kanner designates the period of 1910 to 1935 as "The Great Lull," when more institutions 
were constructed, more special classes were added, and the Simon-Binet as well as other tests were invented and 
administered to thousands of children. (Dolson, 1964) 
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Strangers to Reason: LIFE Inside a Psychiatric Hospital, 1938 
 
The following is an introduction and photo essay published in Life magazine in 1938. These photos were taken by Alfred 
Eisenstaedt at Pilgrim State Hospital in Brentwood, New York. 

For all of the lighthearted and often downright frivolous material that appeared in LIFE through the years, the 
magazine could also address, head-on, the thorniest, most resonant issues of the day. Less than two years after its debut, 
LIFE confronted its readers with a devastating photo essay on an issue that has long bedeviled humanity: namely, how to 
treat those among us who suffer from debilitating, and often frightening, mental disorders. 

Even today, Alfred Eisenstaedt’s photographs from the grounds of Pilgrim State Hospital on Long Island are 
remarkable for the way they blend clear-eyed reporting with compassion. But what is perhaps most unsettling about the 
images is how terribly familiar they look. 

The treatment of mental illness in all its confounding varieties and degrees has come a long, long way since the 1930s, 
and in most countries is now immeasurably more humane, comprehensive and discerning than the brutal approaches of 
even a few decades ago. Advancements in psychiatric medications alone have helped countless people lead fuller lives than 
they might have without drugs. And yet . . . the grim, desolate tone of the pictures in this gallery can feel eerily familiar. 

The tone struck by LIFE, meanwhile, in its introduction to the Pilgrim State article—while employing language that 
might seem overly simplified to our ears—is at-once earnest and searching: 

The day of birth for every human being is the start of a lifelong battle to adapt himself to an ever-changing 
environment. He is usually victorious and adjusts himself without pain. However, in one case out of 20 he does not 
adjust himself. In U.S. hospitals, behind walls like [those] shown here, are currently 500,000 men, women and 
children whose minds have broken in the conflict of life. About the same number, or more, who have lost their 
equilibrium, are at large. Their doctors say they have mental diseases. Their lawyers call them insane. 
Mentally balanced people shun and fear the insane. The general public refuses to face the terrific problem of what 
should be done for them. Today, though their condition has been much improved, they are still the most neglected, 
unfortunate group in the world. [This photo essay features] pictures showing the dark world of the insane and what 
scientists are doing to lead them back to the light of reason. 

—This photo gallery edited by Liz Ronk for LIFE.com. 
 

 
Pilgrim State Hospital, Brentwood, N.Y., 1938. 
Alfred Eisenstaedt/Life Pictures/Shutterstock 
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Pilgrim State Hospital, Brentwood, N.Y., 1938. 
Alfred Eisenstaedt/Life Pictures/Shutterstock 

 

 
Pilgrim State Hospital, Brentwood, N.Y., 1938. 
Alfred Eisenstaedt/Life Pictures/Shutterstock 



Source 14 
 

 
Pilgrim State Hospital, Brentwood, N.Y., 1938. 
Alfred Eisenstaedt/Life Pictures/Shutterstock 

 

 
Pilgrim State Hospital, Brentwood, N.Y., 1938. 
Alfred Eisenstaedt/Life Pictures/Shutterstock 
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Pilgrim State Hospital, Brentwood, N.Y., 1938. 
Alfred Eisenstaedt/Life Pictures/Shutterstock 
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Pilgrim State Hospital, Brentwood, N.Y., 1938. 
Alfred Eisenstaedt/Life Pictures/Shutterstock 
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Pilgrim State Hospital, Brentwood, N.Y., 1938. 
Alfred Eisenstaedt/Life Pictures/Shutterstock 
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Pilgrim State Hospital, Brentwood, N.Y., 1938. 
Alfred Eisenstaedt/Life Pictures/Shutterstock 
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Pilgrim State Hospital, Brentwood, N.Y., 1938. 
Alfred Eisenstaedt/Life Pictures/Shutterstock 
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Pilgrim State Hospital, Brentwood, N.Y., 1938. 
Alfred Eisenstaedt/Life Pictures/Shutterstock 
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Pilgrim State Hospital, Brentwood, N.Y., 1938. 
Alfred Eisenstaedt/Life Pictures/Shutterstock 
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A continuous-flow bath was seen as the best method for calming psychiatric patients. With their bodies greased, 

the patients could remain in the baths for hours, and gradually fall asleep. 
Alfred Eisenstaedt/Life Pictures/Shutterstock  
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Pilgrim State Hospital, Brentwood, N.Y., 1938. 
Alfred Eisenstaedt/Life Pictures/Shutterstock 
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Pilgrim State Hospital, Brentwood, N.Y., 1938. 
Alfred Eisenstaedt/Life Pictures/Shutterstock 
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Pilgrim State Hospital, Brentwood, N.Y., 1938. 
Alfred Eisenstaedt/Life Pictures/Shutterstock 
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Pilgrim State Hospital, Brentwood, N.Y., 1938. 
Alfred Eisenstaedt/Life Pictures/Shutterstock 

 

 
Pilgrim State Hospital, Brentwood, N.Y., 1938. 
Alfred Eisenstaedt/Life Pictures/Shutterstock 
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