Bell’s book discussion   Laura: It took me a while to read Silent Covenants because I had been taught what a positive landmark case Brown vs. Board of Education was supposed to be.  So at first reading Silent Covenant, I had to think and rethink what I had read in order to shift my paradigm. 
                I found the racial-sacrifice covenant very interesting. From the U.S. Constitution, to the Hayes-Tilden Compromise, to the Brown vs. Board of Education, to the death penalty, African Americans have paid the price for trying to get issues resolved for white Americans.
                I believe this racial-sacrifice covenant is responsible our current educational policies. In particular, I believe it is fueling the current trend in high stakes testing for all students. I believe the testing was legislated in response to perceived weaknesses in our academic achievement when compared to other countries. The high stakes testing was developed by the dominant white culture and tends to test items which are culturally oriented to the white population. 
                My question is, “Where do we go from here?”  I enjoyed Bell’s book and the issues he raised. But, I was hoping that he would give more practical and everyday suggestions as to the next steps that can be taken.
I also had to do some paradigm shifting.  I had heard many people say that Brown vs  Board of Education wasn't effective before.  Bell was able to give indepth reasoning to those perspectives.  I thought that he did a great job at explaining the legal proceedings and political movements that influenced the thinking on this topic. I also agree that I didn't see next steps.  However, I'm not sure if that was his purpose. I can say that this book really made me wonder where would our society be if the decision in any of the cases discussed were different.  What did you think about his discussion on Affirmative Action?   
Dorothy: This book caused me to do a paradigm shift in my thinking regarding Brown vs. the Board of Education.  Prior to reading the book, I had heard individuals say that integration was not an effective system for the black community.  I had a general understanding of this perspective, but held onto the notion that integration was a great move for us as a nation.  This book gave me a thorough understanding of the historical framework, context and legalistic proceedings that impacted this court case.  One theory that I was drawn to is the interest convergence convenants.  Up until this point, I felt that historical legistlations such as the Emancipation of Proclamation were for the benefit of slaves.  I knew that others benefitted.  However, it was surprising to see that Lincoln's primary agenda was to save the union.  Also, prior to reading this book, I believed that the decision made in Brown vs. the Board of Education was noble.  Again, it was surprising to see that there were hidden agendas which influenced this decision also.

Bell (2004) urges African-Americans to redefine their ideologies and aspirations regarding racial equality.  Furthermore, he encourages all people to continue to fight against racism and injustices.  As a result of this reading, I will approach my research as well as view any new legislature that addresses racism with a cautious and critical eye.  I will search for possible underlying principles that are not so apparent.  I also take serious the charge that Bell made to speak articulately against injustices when the need arises.  As a leader in my community, school and church I have always taken this responsibility seriously.  What are ways to bring this issue to the forefront in schools and to initiate conversations to look for viable solutions?  How might one change the thinking that colleagues have had for a lifetime?  

Mick: Racism and white privilege have and still exists in the United States. Blacks have been the third party beneficiaries of policies, which are focused on white interests. Sometimes blacks have had to sacrifice their needs (Racial Sacrifice Covenants) and other times they have benefited (Interest Convergence) from the policies. Though these benefits (relief from discrimination) were removed when they threatened white supremacy. Bell (2004) calls this racial fortuity. Black suffering did not motivate these policies nor did they change the inferior status of blacks in the United States, including Brown v. Board.

Blacks believed that educational equality would come through integration, or attending white schools. But changing the law did not change the racist attitudes that rooted the inequality. Segregation was an outgrowth of racism, which was not addressed. The prejudice was not created by the law and therefore would not be overcome by the law. Brown created the myth of equality, and since the law rendered blacks equal, any shortfalls on the part of blacks could be blamed on individual deficits. In effect blacks lost a great battle with this seeming legal victory. They now have the pretense of equality; they are assumed equal and racism can no longer be identified. They are equal in the universal and absolute legal sense, though systematic discrimination did not change. Racism went underground and blacks had no more visible way to attack it. 

            Through my research and study I must become aware of how racism still plays a role in institutions today. Awareness must then breed action; I desire to help others see the bias in the system using my power, as a white, to this end. I am not quite sure what this looks like in action, but feel it will come as I open myself to the perspective of the other. In this quest, I would like to understand how other minorities feel about Bell’s (2004) arguments and how they feel racism today. What ways might I help open others eyes? How can we work together to change the unjust structures and not just implement surface change, as Bell suggests affirmative action provided?
Andrew Smith: In a recent Jet magazine I read about a report from 1958 concerning the racial equality of America, but the most important part of the report was the discussion of how far had we come since this report and how much still needed to be done.  In a similar fashion, Derrick Bell takes the same approach in explaining the purpose of the landmark Brown v. Board of Education case and the progression and regression that came as a result.  For years I have heard older people like my mother who is an educator discuss how the reasoning and purpose of the Brown case has been unfulfilled simply because while the schools were integrated many schools in urban areas lose out.  For example, Bell discusses his position at the University of Oregon's Law School and how one of his first tasks was to address the problems surrounding appropriate school funding for inner city schools.  

           I believe that the overall theme of Bell's book is to highlight both the progression and regression since the Brown case and explain where the faults are and how much we need to improve on to achieve total integrated school systems where no school is left out.  He also shows respect for the people and movements that have taken place since Brown such as Affirmative Action, which opened up opportunities for education and job opportunities for minorities.  More importantly, Bell helps to enlighten us on how we help our children as educational leaders to understand this historic event and fight to ensure that they receive a good education.

1. Select at least one big concept, theory, or thoughts
from Silent Covenants and briefly discuss it. Consider how it might move you to
action and/or ways you might incorporate it into your research and development
as a scholar. Include criticisms if warranted but by all means pose a question
that emanates from your deep thinking on the concept, theory, or thought.

Silent Covenants drives me to think more about races. People rarely talk about this sensitive topic because they fear that the speech may offend the minorities and get them into the troubles. 

Bell (2004) use the concept of “racial fortuity” as a guideline, which encourages blacks to implement alternative strategies, conduct racial movement, and obtain a more equitable and just status. In Bell’s view, Brown is an example of “interest-convergence” and “racial sacrifice”. Whites never give up the supreme and interest in domination of America.  However, Brown has encouraged blacks to strive for racial equity and promote school integration. 
Kareen: I really enjoyed this book because it gives a historical perspective as to how within the evolution of African-Americans has been stiffled and stimied. Honestly, within my graduate study lately (within the past few years), I've been enlightened about black/white interactions historically have had a negative effect on the advancement of African-Americans. This book wasn't really hard to get into for me, because of this enlightenment before. 

I was disheartened to read about cases and scenarios that I honestly thought that laws and court decisions were made with the best interest of justice and fairness in mind. A sort-of, righting the wrongs of the past, with respect to African-Americans was concerns, yet this book solidified for me that with every decision or law, there was always an motive that benefited whites more than blacks. I liken it to, one small step forward for African Americans and two steps ahead for whites. Every example provided by Bell plunges my heart with pain because it magnifies what is still present today-African Americans are treated and often considered sub-standard citizens with interests that are below whites.  The chapter on racial-sacrifice covenants demonstrates my points. Not only does he reference the Brown vs. Bd of Ed, but the Dred Scott case and how he summarizes that..."indicate how difficult it is to rearrange racial comprimises without harming blacks, who feel the pain of loss, and working-class whites, who are oblivious to it" (p.39)

For me, this is not hard to read so much as it is hard to remain positive when I see many of the same policies, procedures and laws of today as having the same impact from 50-150 years prior. What I see as a major accomplishment for African-Americans (i.e. Barack Obama/Hilary Clinton running for President) MAY be an actual 'pawn' in the grand scheme of American order. 50 years from now, will scholars read a book about how actually Obama running for president was really a bad decision, etc. 


Janet: Since I was very young, around the 6th or 7th grade, I was introduced to the concept(s) surrounding racial 
reparations and the need for America to pay African Americans for the work that was done in the fields by their ancestors during slavery.  Therefore, to see Derrick Bell address this issue from pages 73-76 peaked my interest as to the pros and cons to why reparations are due for African Americans for over two hundred years of free labor in cotton fields.  However, this is a topic that is normally pushed aside by Caucasians, and not seen as feasible for many African Americans because of the exuberant legal ramifications that would be necessary in order to win this argument in a court of law. 

Those opposed to reparations use arguments such as paying off African Americans would annihilate the purse strings of America.  Therefore, others have suggested giving us reparations through other forms.  For instance, “One quite-optimistic commentator suggests that reparations take the form of:
subsidies to black-owned businesses, investment in education programs and scholarships for black youth, training programs for black workers, affirmative action programs, resources for community- based organizations in predominantly black communities, and development and

implementation of programs designed to educate the country about the legacy of slavery… (Bell, 2004, pp. 73-74). 

Many other groups have been paid for the injustices that happened to their ancestors here in America, as well as in other people and places, such as, the Jews in Germany..  Bell (2004) suggested that Native Americans and Japanese Americans have both been paid due to the atrocities afflicted upon these two groups of people since being in America.  It is apparent that the many years of blood, sweat and unpaid tears subjected by the African American people is not enough to warrant a serious discussion, in combination with legal actions in order to receive a possible pay off for the travesties beset the blacks during slavery. 
According to Bell (2004), “Opponents dismiss racial reparations as a pipe dream” (p. 74).  This behavior is indicative of those who do not feel that they owe the African American for his many years of contribution to the success of America.  However, if a big conglomerate needs the help of America, Congress does what it can to bail them out or protect them under bankruptcy laws (Bell, 2004). 
The fight for reparations would not be an easy one, however, by looking at the successes of Japanese, Jews and others who have won their fight could give the African American the platform necessary to build a lawsuit that would challenge the atrocious and brutal lives that slaves sacrificed during slavery and since then.  One thing that is for sure, slavery and all the injustices endured by the African American population is well documented within the annals of American history.  The question then, is why can’t the African Americans get their forty acres and a mule as promised? 
Kelly’s reponse: Recognize as well Janet that there are many African Americans who feel that we don't deserve reparations as well. Many Blacks have been taught to believe that we must work hard to achieve the American dream just like all the other immigrants brought to this country (though they came by choice). What do you say to the Black American who feels that we should just work hard, forgive, and be thankful that we live in America?
Kareen’s response: Janet...I agree with your thoughts that repirations (in some form or fashion) should be provided to African-Americans, yet I do agree with Kelly, in that, there are a few African-Americans that believe repirations is not necessary (for whatever their reasons-I say that they are asleep and in the matrix). 

When I reflect on what you say, I go back to a quote within the Bell book, from de Tocqueville as he observed, "In the United States people abolish slavery for the sake not of the Negroes but of the white men." I use this quote to simply say, America will only institute a system of repirations when it benefits white America. Financial repirations will be instituted once white American realizes that they need to stimilate the economy and they want blacks to do it. Just a thought. 

Bell, D. (2004).  Silent Covenants:  Brown v. Board of Education and the unfulfilled hopes for racial 
reform.  New York:  Oxford University Press.
Gloria Ladson-Billings (1998) begins her explanation of critical race theory (CRT) by recognizing that racism is deeply embedded in American culture and “because it so enmeshed in the fabric of our social order, it appears both normal and natural to people in this culture.” The “critical” notion of critical race theory involves the strategy of “unmasking and exposing racism in its various permutations” (Ladson-Billings, 1998, p. 11). Ladson-Billings continues to explain CRT as a departure from mainstream legal scholarship by sometimes employing storytelling. Critical race theorists bring personal experiences or “experiential knowledge” (p. 11).  The storytelling aspect of this perspective is personally attractive because it makes the research personable. Unlike several other perspectives, the researcher takes a personal stake in the struggle and brings passion to the subject.   Bell (2004) employs critical race theory as he gives a  story-teller like account of the historical events  that led up to the Brown decision.  Bell (2004) unmasks and exposes  racism  in  its various permutations (interest convergence, racial sacrifice covenants, racial fortuity) in a compelling and blatant manner.

As you all know, my research interest includes urban teacher education. As I was reading Bell (2004), I found myself screaming once again, "WHY ISN'T THIS DISCUSSED IN TEACHER EDUCATION?!"  Are teachers not the ones who will have the most direct impact with changing the way the world thinks? Ask yourself, "When was the first time I heard the words, critical race theory?"  For me, it wasn't until Autumn 2007 and I have six years teaching experience with plenty of "research-based" staff development hours on teaching children of color, a bachelor's degree in English Education, a Master's in Ed. Admin., and an Ed. S. in Curriculum and Instruction. With all this "education," the explicit notion that race matters was never touched in any of my previous studies.  WHY ARE WE CONTINUING TO AVOID THE RACE CONVERSATION IN EDUCATION WHEN RACE IS SUCH AN EVIDENT FACTOR?

Though the concept (CRT) may be complex, shouldn't undergraduates preparing to be teachers at least be introduced to a theory that affects their thinking and the students they will teach?

*You have the Bell book :)

Ladson-Billings, G. (1998). Just what is critical race theory and what's it doing in a nice field like 

 education? Qualitative Studies in Education , 7-24.

Will: Silent Covenant by D. Bell focuses on parallel historical events in United States History such as the Brown vs. Board of Education and Plessy vs. Ferguson. As I was reading this book, I was thinking yet another “conspiracy theory” but my paradigm shifted to Bell’s presentation being an alternative analytical view on events in American History affecting minorities specifically African Americans through the aspect of federal interaction through court cases and laws. Another thought from reading this book on the significance of Brown vs. Board of Education, is its relationship to the rights of all citizens including those with disabilities. I had an opportunity to research a federal court case, Larry P. vs. Riles in full detail while reading this text, and I was intrigued that this particular court case cited Brown vs. the Board of Education. The connection with the Brown case, was the focus on the “theoretical right to life” of African American students being identified as being mentally retarded inaccurately (creating a false label). Through Bells’ analysis of the U. S. government’s ulterior motive, a precedent was created in the Brown Case, which ultimately preludes court cases such as Larry P vs. Riles. 

   The interest-convergence theory is presented in the Bell text, and it focuses on federal court cases and acts initially perceived as benefiting minorities such as African Americans but through further analytical review serves the federal government in a fashion. 

   From a holistic approach in regards to Bells presentation, I can incorporate the contextual focus of the topics that I am researching in my overall project. I initially planned to incorporate an analysis of contextual information as a framework that but it helps to see a model before the process takes place. A question that I derived from the reading is: How do we incorporate or discuss Bell’s view of Brown vs. Education in the general education world? 

JJ. RACIAL FORTUITY AND THE QUEST FOR DEMOCRATIC LEGITIMACY IN BROWN 

Professor Bell's critique of Brown takes into account the role of "racial fortuity" in determining the social, economic and political fortunes of Blacks and other racial minorities. He describes the phenomenon of racial fortuity as a two-part formula. First, according to Professor Bell, policymakers throughout history have willingly sacrificed "basic entitlements of freedom and justice" (p. 9) for Blacks in order to resolve economic and political differences among competing groups of Whites (pp. 9, 69). Second, policymakers will recognize and remedy racial injustices only when such action "will benefit the nation's interests without significantly diminishing whites' sense of entitlement" (p. 9). (18) The pace of racial progress is thus dictated by repetitive cycles of "racial sacrifice" and moments of "interest-convergence." 

Silent Covenants explains Brown's pronouncement against segregated schools and the subsequent difficulty in implementing desegregation as a prime example of racial fortuity in a decision that promoted Black equality to meet a different end. What motivated the outcome in Brown and other mid-century civil rights gains, says Professor Bell, was a realization that America could not proclaim the moral superiority of democratic governance over Soviet styled communism while tolerating the South's apartheid regime (pp. 59-68). The outcome in Brown was never about integration or better schools, he says. Brown, at bottom, was about the Cold War. (19)
