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Below are some powerful quotes from the Lani Guinier article From Racial Liberalism to Racial 
Literacy: Brown v. Board of Education and the Interest-Divergence Dilemma. It does not do justice to the 
article but provides a brief overview. These are statements that are in deep alignment BBDP’s analysis of 
the Boston Busing legacy Project will address. This analysis is drawn from reading, interviews and Union 
of Minority Neighborhoods’ organizing efforts. It is not expected that all who participate will agree with 
this analysis, but it is hoped that the race and class (and culture) issues it points to will be brought forth 
and ultimately addressed through the truth, learning and change process: 
 

  “Many of the social, political and economic problems that the legally trained [Brown vs. Board 

of Education] social engineers thought the court had addressed through  Brown are still deeply 

embedded in our society .” p. 92) 

 Often, the “tactic of desegregation became the ultimate goal, rather than the means to secure 

educational equity” (p.95) 

 “What blacks won was not freedom, but tokenism. A cadre of middle-class blacks has enjoyed 

the privileges of upward mobility, but for the mass of blacks (and poor and working class 

whites), educational opportunities remain beyond reach.” (p.96-97) 

 “Racism-meaning the maintenance of, acquiescence in, racialized hierarchies governing 

resource distribution—has not functioned simply through evil or irrational prejudice; it has been 

an artifact of geographic, political, and economic interests.” (p. 98) 

 In many ways busing and other such tactics “ended up re-stigmatizing blacks, reinforcing white 

working-class fear of economic downward mobility, and reserving for a privileged few the 

resources they need to learn” (p.99) 

 Brown  may have “intensified divergences between northern elites and southern whites, 

solidified the false interest convergence between southern white elites and poor whites, 

ignored the interest divergences between poor and middle-class blacks, and exacerbated the 

interest divergences between poor and working-class whites and blacks” (p.102) 

 “Brown’s racial liberalism did not offer poor whites even an elementary framework for 

understanding what they might gain as a result of integration” (p. 102) 

 “ Because Brown did not change the funding structure of public education and did not reduce 

geographic segregation by class(and consequently by race), it left the costs of integration to 

already underfunded schools in poor white areas” (p. 107) 

 Once blackness becomes the face of failure, race then influences and constrains social, 
economic, and political opportunities among and between blacks and whites and among 
and between blacks and other people of color .  ( p . 1 0 8 )  

 “an understanding of failure as a product of systemic rather than personal deficiencies is a 

healthy psychological response, at least insofar as it may lead to collective action to change 

one’s circumstances”  (p. 109) 

 “Poor blacks suffered as urban public schools became the primary locus of integration; the 
change fomented an unhealthy battleground of racial tensions. Race became synonymous 
with poor blacks and public education itself became stigmatized as it became more and more 
closely associated with racialized poverty” (p. 112) 


