Jim Crow of the North on the South Shore Line aboard the
Parlor and Dining Cars
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New to the South Shore Line in 1927 were parlor and dining car trains.
Predecessor South Shore Lines did not offer any comfort greater than coach seating.
The motivation for adding deluxe services to the South Shore Line is not clear from
company literat ure or the trade press. However, other Insull Group interurbans
offered deluxe parlor and dining car services in Ohio, Indiana, lllinois, and
Wisconsin.

There is a theory in the literature as to why the South Bend to Chicago
corridor was chosen for exp anding the deluxe services to Northern Indiana : the
deluxe services were successful elsewhere.l But social custom and expectations are
plausible explanation s as well. There is a dark truth about how the deluxe services
were promoted on the South Shore Line and throughout  interurban and steam
railroading in the United States, and it is worth exploring.

A Brief History of Jim Crow Laws as Applied to Transporta tion 0 The First
Causes of o0Separate and Anything but E

Jim Crow laws, that body of law that segregated the races in the southern
states, were first applied to transportation facilities. And the first attempts to
overturn Jim Crow laws were directed at the railroads that offered accommodations
that were certainly separate, but rarely if ever equal. Plessy v. Ferguson (163 U.S.
537, 1896)2 is not the seminal case as two cases had come before, but separate but
equal as found constitutional in  Plessy was not overturned until nearly sixty years
later in Brown v. The Board of Education , 347 U.S. 483 (1954).3

The Louisiana statute atissuein Plessyst at ed o0t hat al |l rail r oe
carrying passengers in their coaches in this state, shall provide equal but separate
accommodations for the white, and colored, races by providing two or more
passenger coaches for each passenger train, or by dividingt he passenger coaches by
a partition to secure separate accommodati ons
permitted to occupy seats, other than the ones assigned to them, on account of the
race they belong to. o

Il n his dissent, Just i drayseparatibneohcitizemsoon e, o0t he
the basis of raceéis a badge of servitude who
and the equality before the law established by the Constitution. It cannot be
justified on any |l egal grouald&.aceédmmodaat Nnons
passengers in railroad coaches will not mislead anyone, nor atone for the wrong this
day done. O

I william D.Middleton, Traction Classics: Theterurbars Extra Fast and Extra Fdi@7 (1985).
2 ErwinChemerinskyConstitutional Law72(2017).
31d.at 776



An exception to the law was carved out for street railroads. But as similar
statutes fanned out across the American South, the southern  interurbans and street
railroads were not exempt from Jim Crow. By statute, the motor coach successors
to the electric railways famously moved African Americans to the back of the bus.
Even at the time that Rosa Parks refused to give up her seatin Mont  gomery,
Alabama, on 1 December 1955, segregation stubbornly persisted on public transit.
Another year would pass before the Supreme Court summarily affirmed the district
court ruling in  Browder v. Gayle , 142 F.Supp. 707 (1956) that found bus segregation
to be unconstitutional.
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SouthernJim Crow interurbag Kentucky Traction & Terminal car #311, 24 June 182B902Kentucky
Jim Crow Statute required thatreetcars must provide separate but equal accommodations; a 1928
statute extended the streetcatatute to all public carriers(Photographer credit: Lafayette Studio, R.J.
Lang, proprietor).
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were there to see off friends or family, and others gathered there to dream of thibakathe train
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Understanding Jim Crow in the North  d The Difficult ies Presented when

There Were No Signs, but There Were Customs and then Covenants

Jim Crow in the North was a real problem. In the South there were signs
"White" and "Colored. 6 It was explicit as to where you belonged and where you did
not. In the North, there were no signs. The Red Summer in Chicago in 1919 was a
result of northern bigotry and the lack of signs. The sad end to Eugene Williams's
life on 27 July sparked a horrible riot just because the poor kid did not know where
the "colored" beach ended and the "white" beach began.

There were no signs at the 29th Street beach. When Williams drifted over
the invisible line, he was stoned and drowned. The resultin g rioting killed another
38 people d 23 Blacks and 15 Whites. Another 537 people were injured. Damage to
property left about 2,000 homeless, most of them African Americans. 5

4 TheodoreKornweibel Jr., Railroads in the African American Experi&@®@010).
5 Jerrold M.PackardAmerican Nightmare: The History of Jim Cdet4-5 (2002).
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Jim Crow in the North got covenants with the decision in Corrigan v. Buckley
(271 U.S. 323, 1926).6 Corrigan involv ed land covenants in Washington, D.C. . The
Court found that the discriminatory racial deed covenants in the District of
Columbia were not unconstitutional. ~And with that, racial covenant s restricting the
sale of real estate spread across the North . There were still no signs, but there were
enforceable covenants separating the races. The new deed restrictions
discriminated against African  Americans to be sure, but often against Jews and
Catholics as well.

In Indiana, where the Klan was powerful even after the murder conviction of
Grand Dragon D.C. Stephenson in 1925, socially acceptable meant the Northern
version of Jim Crow. In keeping with social custom in Klan -controlled Porter
County, Fredodok Ht Baaltt et Co. Ghadraial bostenants s yowhad
to prove that you were a Caucasian to buy lots in Beverly Shores  when it was
subdivided in 1927, one year after Corrigan .

6 Northern Jim Crow flourished afteh¢ US Supreme Coddund racial covenantso be constitutional under the
decision inCorrigan v. Bucklep71 U.S. 32@.926). One year later, Fr@&H. Barfett Realty C& @lat of Lake
Shore included covenants that required land buyers to prove that they were Caucasian.

After the National Housing AdPub. L. No. 479,3d Congress (193das passedhe Home Owners Loan
Corporation began using the presence of racial covenants to determine whether a given neighboohtzbd
support home mortgages. Maps were drawith color-coded neighborhoods. The descending hierarchy of
neighborhoods was green, bluesliow, and red.From the Federal Housing Administration (FHA) underwriting
manual, NESY YSAIKOo2NK22R&a KIFIR NI OAlLf O20Sylyida Ay LI OSo
AYVFALGNI GA2Yy 2 FHodsthdiNalbed ndigib@rhdodare riothel@dlefér mortgages under the
FHA guidelines.

De Jure segregation existed whigne laws in placedcially segregated the races. De Facto segregation existed
whenthe laws did noffaciallysegregate the races bdid soby intent or effect. EELegal Information Institute,
https://www.law.cornell.edu/wex/de_facto_segregatidest visited Feb. 8, 2021)

The term Northern Jim Crow or Jim Crow of the North is used to describe the combination of law and custom that
created the segregated world outside of the SoustEEMinnesota Experiengelim Crow of the North,
https://www.youtube.com/watch?reload=9&va3XQfDbbQv9Hast visited Feb. 7, 2021).
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