PROGRESSIVE ERA DBQ
In your response you should do the following:


Respond to the prompt with a historically defensible thesis or claim that establishes a line
of reasoning.



Describe a broader historical context relevant to the prompt.



Support an argument in response to the prompt using 2-4 documents (out of 5)



Use at least 2 additional pieces of specific historical evidence (beyond that found in the
documents) relevant to an argument about the prompt.



For at least 2 documents, explain how or why the document’s point of view, purpose,
historical situation, and/or audience is relevant to an argument.



Use evidence to corroborate, qualify, or modify an argument that addresses the prompt.

PROMPT: Evaluate the degree to which the Progressive movement caused changes in the political
system in America from 1890-1920
DOCUMENT 1
Source: President Theodore Roosevelt, speech at Providence, Rhode Island, 1902.
The great corporations which we have grown to speak of rather loosely as trusts are the creatures of the
State, and the State not only has the right to control them, but it is in duty bound to control them
wherever the need of such control is shown. There is clearly need of supervision—need to possess the
power of regulation of these great corporations through the representatives of the public—wherever, as
in our own country at the present time, business corporations become so very powerful alike for
beneficent work and for work that is not always beneficent. It is idle to say that there is no need for such
supervision. There is, and a sufficient warrant for it is to be found in any one of the admitted evils
appertaining to them.

DOCUMENT 2
Political Cartoon 1906

DOCUMENT 3
Source: Governor Hiram Johnson, inaugural address to the Senate and Assembly of the state of
California, 1911.
When, with your assistance, California’s government shall be composed only of those who recognize one
sovereign and master, the people, then is presented to us the question of, How best can we arm the
people to protect themselves hereafter?... This means for accomplishing other reforms has been
designated the “Initiative and the referendum,” and the precautionary measure by which a recalcitrant
official can be removed is designated the “Recall.” And while I do not by any means believe the initiative,
the referendum, and the recall are the panacea for all our political ills, yet they do give to the electorate
the power of action when desired, and they do place in the hands of the people the means by which they
may protect themselves. . . . The opponents of direct legislation and the recall, however they may phrase
their opposition, in reality believe the people cannot be trusted. On the other hand, those of us who
espouse these measures do so because of our deep-rooted belief in popular government, and not only in
the right of the people to govern, but in their ability to govern.

DOCUMENT 4
Source: National Association for the Advancement of Colored People (NAACP), letter to President
Woodrow Wilson, 1913.
Dear Mr. President:
The National Association for the Advancement of Colored People, through its Board of Directors,
respectfully protests against the policy of your Administration in segregating the colored employees in
the Departments at Washington. It realizes that this new and radical departure has been recommended,
and is now being defended, on the ground that by giving certain bureaus or sections wholly to colored
employees they are thereby rendered safer in possession of their offices and are less likely to be ousted
or discriminated against. We believe this reasoning to be fallacious. It is based on a failure to appreciate
the deeper significance of the new policy; to understand how far reaching the effects of such a drawing
of caste lines by the Federal Government may be, and how humiliating it is to the men thus stigmatized.

DOCUMENT 5
Source: Doris Stephens describes the decision by her, Alice Paul, Lucy Burns and other women’s suffrage
protesters to participate in a hunger strike in prison, 1917
This action is a necessary protest against an unjust sentence. In reminding President Wilson of his preelection promises toward woman suffrage we were exercising the right of peaceful petition, guaranteed
by the Constitution of the United States, which declares peaceful picketing, is legal in the District of
Columbia.
It is interesting to note that this form of direct action was adopted because there was no legislative
machinery to enforce justice. These laws were merely a collection of customs attaining the force of law
by long usage, by hereditary habit, and by public opinion. Our resort to this weapon grew out of the
same situation. The legislative machinery, while empowered to give us redress [punishment], failed to
function, and so we adopted the fast.

