Education of the aff is a pre-requisite to any policy action. Perm do the aff as a pre-req to X.
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Genealogy is a historical perspective and investigative method, which offers an intrinsic critique of the present’ (Crowley 2009, 341). Derived primarily from the works of Nietzsche, but more well known through the writings of Foucault (e.g. 1988), it provides people with the critical skills for analyzing and uncovering the relationship between knowledge, power and the human subject in modern society and the conceptual tools to understand how their being has been shaped by historical forces. (Crowley 2009, 341) Because the end goal is not just a history of the present, but also an attempt to uncover plausible alternatives to triumphant modernist narratives of the present, genealogies involve ‘a selective search for injustice and subjection’ (Kearins and Hooper 2002, 733; see also Koopman 2013). This subversive ‘selective search’ requires a historical and geographical excavation of biographies and institutional archives – such as, in this case, those of public and private foundations, non-profit organisations and actors, humanitarians and those writing about them. As a method, genealogy is useful in examining the connections and processes of humanitarian governance throughout history because it can challenge and disrupt the normative historical accounts traditionally brought to bear on subjects such as philanthropy. Genealogy helps expose the generally positive and uncritical assumptions that underlie common-sense understandings of humanitarianism, charity, protection, and similar terms and processes – enabling the space of radical critique to be inserted through denaturalising these processes and tying them firmly to the specific rationalities and power relations of particular times and places. A second advantage of a genealogical method is the emphasis on actors and webs of belief. Political rationalities are formed in social and economic milieus and actors inherit some of these beliefs and practices through forms of socialisation and through social institutions (Bevir and Philips 2017). Research that is historical in nature, and which is attuned to the diversity, complexity and constant struggle over these beliefs and practices, can highlight both ongoing threads and patterns of thought, but also the contingencies of practices that reflect historical and geographical context. Finally, genealogy as method helps us to draw connections between the processes, practices and relations of power that link the past to the present (Koopman 2013). Assumptions and strategic practices related to human capital development and, albeit more opaquely, a perceived limited intellectual capacity of African Americans, continue to infuse philanthropic programmes for education in the US today (Lipman 2015; Spring 2016). In order to achieve the radical potential of the genealogic method here, it is vital to find those moments of ‘injustice and subjection’ in the historical record of humanitarianism, which can serve to illuminate the practices of the present and display them in a more critical light. In this paper, I conduct a genealogical investigation of the rationalities of humanitarianism in the US, with a specific focus on how deeply racialised and hegemonic beliefs about African Americans that took shape under slavery and conditions of domestic colonialism, became linked with nationalist and imperialist aspirations of the 20th century. These philanthropic ideas and practices can be unearthed through a genealogy of the socialisation of actors and the social institutions of humanitarianism, and their connections to a broader political economy and situated set of power relations. In conducting this genealogy I have examined journals from previous eras that addressed African American education (these include the Journal of Negro Education, Journal of Higher Education and Journal of Educational Psychology), congressional archives and presidential speeches related to African American education,1 the published works of Carnegie and 2 Katharyne Mitchell ISSN 0020-2754 Citation: 2017 doi: 10.1111/tran.12180 © 2017 Royal Geographical Society (with the Institute of British Geographers) Rockefeller, the histories of private foundations such as Carnegie, Ford and Rockefeller,2 the books and other writings of W. E. B. Du Bois and Booker T. Washington on education, and the key texts of the eras in question relating to African American education. These include, most prominently, Gunnar Myrdal’s (1944) famous manifesto, An American dilemma: the Negro problem and modern democracy. Following the end of slavery, inherited beliefs about a perceived deficiency in the moral and educational capacity of African Americans brought new forms of liberal development into operation, a moral trusteeship involving many public and private actors active in the betterment and improvement of this population. I explore the centrality of racist assumptions in this project of ‘betterment’ through time, and how these webs of belief emerged and were set in motion in a spatially and emotionally divided nation, where the legacies of geography, as well as history and memory, played a central role in how they played out. In order to demonstrate some of the racial continuities in humanitarian beliefs and practices, the historical excavations of the paper are divided into three different moments of national development: Reconstruction and backlash, efficiency and reform, and Pax Americana. In each different context, philanthropic foundations and humanitarians sought to provide education to African Americans, who were disenfranchised and disconnected in different ways in each period. But although the specific moral reasoning and techniques of care employed in the provision of education were particular to time and place, the underlying rationalities of a ‘“progressive” imperial agenda’ (Lambert and Lester 2004, 320) connecting African American enfranchisement and connection to national development and imperial aspirations, was manifest (see also Kish and Leroy 2015). In the conclusion I link these excavations of the past to the present, indicating some of the ways that these interconnected logics continue to affect humanitarianism in the US today
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