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Gene Talmadge and his son, Herman, dominated 
the Georgia political scene for an unbelievable 60 years. 
c;ene was elected to two terms as Agricultural 
Commissioner, beginning in 1926 and later to four terms 
as Governor. He was known as "Mr. Segregation" for his 
staunch defense of the separation of the races. In 1948, 
his son, Herman, would be elected Governor, serving two 
terms. Being unable to succeed himself, he wrote tbis 
book before running for the U.S. Senate in 1956. This 
would lead to four terms in the Senate. "You and 
Segregation" made it clear to the citizens of Georgia 
exactly where Herman Talmadge stood on racial issues. 
Newsweek magazine wrote: 

"Talmadge had accepted the leadership of the pro­
Segregation forces, standing up to the Supreme Court's 
most mome11tous decision since Dred Scott.'' 
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INTRODUCTION 3 

. 
The horror and cruelty of the Communistic .. brain-washing" of our 

prisoners of \Var in Red China shocked and sickened the free \\~orld. 
We asked ourselves how such a thing could happen in a civilized world. 

We \vondered if it might happen to us. We '''ondered if \\·e, as individuals, 
might be able to \vithstand this treatment. 

The American people owe an everlasting debt of gratitude to those 
fighting men who were able to withstand those inhumane ordeals. They did 
not let our nation down. 

Th2t is more than can be said for many people right here in the United 
States, who have never had to fight the Communists on the battl~fields or in 
prisoner of war camps. 

For over a decade now, the American people have been undergoing an­
other foun of vicious and dangerous "brain-washing." 

It is so cunning and subtle that few of us have been able to recognize it. 
Ye~ it too, is being directed by the most notorious .,brain-washers" the 
world has ever known, the international Communists. 

Stop and think for a moment. 
How many times have you read in your newspapers and n1agazines or 

heard over the airwaves this question: 
"What will Russia say if our government does this?" 
How many times have you read or heard this: 
"What will the Reds say if we don't do this?" or "What will the Con1-

munist newspaper PrtnJda print about the United States because \\'e do this 
or that?" 

In some instances we have shaped our national policy by trying to please 
the Communists. 

On other occasions we have w aited to establish a national poJicy until 
the Communis~ have acted. We are afraid they \vill criticize us before 
the world if we do not. 

We have seen and are seeing our Bi11 of Rights endangered by trying to 
appease the Reds. . 

Too many things are being done in our country and by our country he­
cause we keep looking back over our shoulders at the Communists. 
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4 Who cares what the Reds say? Who cares what Pr11'1Jda prints? 
These are questions I have asked myself many times. 
And these are the answers I give when asked, "What will the Communists 

say about the stand you Southerners take on racial segregation?" or 
"Wouldn't the end of segregation stop Moscow and Pr11'1Jda from slander­
ing the United Sates?" 

\\'ho cares what the Communists say! Who cares what Pr11'1Jda prints! 
Many writers and commentators work themselves into a lather when 

they disagree with some domestic happenings or issues. They worry about 
providing "grist for the Red propaganda mill." 

I wonder if these people have forgotten the glorious heritage of our 
nation? I wonder if they have forgotten such fearless patriots as George 
Washington, Thomas jefferson. Patrick Henry, Andrew jackson, Abra-
ham Lincoln and others who did not care in the least what any foreign 
power said or thought about our domestic problems. 

The Communists have no God, no conscience and no honor. They do 
not agree with a single one of our ideas about liberty and justice. In fact, 
every Communist is sworn to overthrow our form of government by force 
and violence. 

Every single word of our hallowed Declaration of Independence and 
Constitution is repugnant to the Marxist doctrine of Communism. 

The whole Communist line is based upon lies and deception. No matter 
what the Uruted Sates Government and its people say or do, it will never 
please the Reds, the dicators in the Kremlin, nor the newspaper Pravda­
unless we destroy the Bill of Rights to our Constitution. 

Communists will lie, cheat, blackmail, steal and murder to carry out their 
aims. The Kremlin will change its position on any matter overrught to ac­
complish its goals-the destruction of liberty, justice, and the capitalistic 
system of free enterprise. 

Why, then. shoufd any one of us care what the Reds think about our 
domestic policies? 

During the six years I served as Governor of the Sate of Georgia, I 
enjoyed being one of the whipping boys of the Commurusts and their 
propaganda machine. 

While they were making lots of noise about what I was doing to and 
against the Negroes of our State, my admirustration was not deterred in 
keeping its pledges to the citizens of Georgia. 

I had promised that segregated public schools would be maintained. 
This was done. 

I had promised salary increases for all our public school teachers. This 
was done. I had promised to place all the public school teachers on an equal 
salary basis. This was done, and I received thanks from the Negro teachers 
for this. 

The need for new school buildings in the State was great. The State 
School Building Authority was authorized, and almost $200,000,000 was 
provided for public school buildings. Approximately one-half of this sum 
went for Negro schools despite the fact that only one-third of the State's 
population is Negro. 

Fifry-threc per cent of the State's total income was appropriated for 
education, the highest ratio in the nation. 

5 
Over $3,715,000 was expended for buildings and dormitories at Negro 

colleges and uruversities. 
On my recommendation, the Georgia General Assembly appropriated 

over $500,000 for the construction of a modern, fireproof, I ,000-bed 
psychiatric hospital for Negro patients. This hospital, which has been 
praised as one of the best in the nation by mental health authorities, re­
placed a dilapidated broken-down fire trap. It is interesting to note that 
the National Association for the Advancement of Colored People had not 
protested the condition of the old hospital building or its over-crowding. 
Perhaps it was because the Negro mental patients there could not vote or 
pay dues to the NAACP! 

A new $476,000 Academy for the Negro Blind was constructed during 
my administration and has been described by educational authorities as the 
most modem in the nation. 

Approximately the same amount was expended for new buildings at the 
State School for the Negro Deaf. 

These are some of the things that were done for Negro citizens of Geor­
gia during my admirustration as Governor. 

Yet, the Communists, their fellow travelers and the NAACP call me an 
enemy of the Negro race. 

The thoughtful and well-informed Negroes of Georgia know the truth. 
They know 1 am not their enemy. 

They do know, however, that I am an enemy of the Communists, of 
fellow travelers and of the NAACP, all of whom would destroy the Bill 
of Rights and our American way of life. 

On this count I plead guilry! 

Chapter 1 

THE REAL ISSUE 

W ILL YOU listen, Americans? What I have to say is as important to 
those of you who live in Maine or Michigan or any other state as it 

is to us in the South. 
Regardless of where you live in the Uruted States, it affects you as much 

as it does me or any other Southerner. 
We have a tradition of segregation in the South. It has proven itself to 

the best interest of both races. Its continuance is of extreme importance to 
us-and to you. · 

Because, regardless of where you live, more than segregation is .at stake. 
Important as segregation is to us, the far reaching and all embracmg ~ay 
17 19 54 "decision" of the U ruted States Supreme Court has even more un­
po'rtant implications. They directly affect every citizen of this nation. 

Make no mistake about it. The issue is your freedom. 
Now let me tell you why. 
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Today, a three-way attack is being made on our Bill of Rights, as the 

first Ten Amendments arc known. If this attack is successful, the 
Republic we cherish and love shall surely fall. Shocking though it may be, 
at this very moment we arc losing the fight to protect our Bill of Rights. 

Vicious attacks arc being made on three different articles in the Bill of 
Rights. Different groups, in different manners, and for supposedly differ­
ent purpo3CS are leading them. 

Strangely enough, only one group stands to gain if all these attacks on 
the Bill of Rights arc successful. That group is the Communist party and 
its fcllow-tr:lvclcrs. No one else in the United States will gain a thing if our 
Bill of Rights is wrecked. 

And remember that when one article of that priceless document is weak­
ened or destroyed, all arc in danger of falling. 

The AHack on States' Rights 
The first attack on the Bill of Rights-in the name of "democracy" of 

course-was made and is still being made on the Tenth Anicle, commonly 
called the States' Rights amendment. 

It was placed in the Bill of Rights to our Constitution for a specific 
purpose. 

The Founding Fathers spelled om the powers of the Federal Govern­
ment and its executive, legislative and judicial depanments. They specified 
in detail the/owcrs granted solelY. to the Federal Government, then the 
states grante these f?Owcrs by rattfying the Constitution. However, noth­
ing was mtntioncd m the original Constitution about the powers of the 
individual S'tlltCS, nor about the rights of the individuals. 

Thomas Jefferson, James Madison and their friends were not satisfied 
with the Constitution as originally written. Private citizens in the states 
were dissatisfied also. Much opposition to the Constitution spread through­
out the nation be~usc the Constitution did not go far enough. The people 
demanded additional protection for themselves as citizens and for addi­
tional checks on the Federal Government. Had not the leaders promised 
the amendments which we now call the Bill of Rights, the new Constitu­
tion would not have been l'lltificd. This is an undisputable fact of history. 
Out of these demands, then, came the first Ten Amendments. 

Jefferson, Madison and their associates knew that the best government 
is the government closest to the reople. They knew that government on the 
loC2llevcl is under the watchfu eyes of its citizens. They realized that the 
local governments would be the only ones which could really serve the 
citizens in their every day liTes. They knew, too, that vigilant citizens on 
the local level were able to see corruption and tyranny quickly, whenever 
they raise their ugly heads. 

Americans had Just fought a lon_g and bloody revolution against an all­
powerfu~ central government which had no concern for individual cit­
tzens or local self-government. Our forefathers were determined to pre­
vent the same thing happening to the United States. 

In the Bill of Rights they wrote the Tenth Anicle: 
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"The powers not delegated to the United States by the Consti.tution, nor 

prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States respectively, or to 
he people." 

For the first one hundred and fifty years of our histC?ry. all political 
puties strongly supported and strictly adhered to these pnnc1ples of local 
\Cif-government. . 

However, in recent years a ~ew p~Jiosophy of t~ought p~oposes that 
only our National Government 1s quahtied to determ10e what 1s 10 the best 
mterest of all our citizens. . 

This philosophy was encouraged by those ":ho wanted to see a h1ghly 
centralized, socialized Federal Government wtth powers to regulate the 
daily lives and the private businesses of all the people. 

These people, and the .gr.oups they represent, realize tha~ before we can 
have an all-powerful soc1ahzed Federal Government, the nghts o.f the sev­
eral states and the rights of the individual citizens must be cuna1led, then 
eventually destroyed. 

Meanwhi~e, selfish l?ressure gro~ps began taking advantage of this situa­
tion for thetr own gatns. In so domg, they encouraged and supported the 
socialistic planners. Finally, the planners were able ro stand on the side­
lines. From there they let the pressure groups carry on the battle for them 
in the first all-out assault on the Tenth Amendment. 

In this instance the National Association for the Advancement of Col­
ored People carried out the attack. Surp~isingly enough, it found r.cady 
allies in two Attorneys General of the Umted States, first ~der PrCSidcnt 
Truman, and lately under President Eisenhower. The offiClalle~ depart­
ment of the Federal Government entered into law suits as a "fnend oi the 
court" and attempted to destroy the rights of the States, which in reality 
are the rights of the people. . . 

The United States Supreme Court, shockingly, !!Stene~ to t~e NAACP 
and the United States Attorney General. Then by.'ts o~c1al e~1cts an.d de­
crees it became 2 party to destroying one of the arttcles 10 the B11l of R1ghts. 

The Attack on the Fifth Amendment 
But the assault on the Bill of Rights did not stop there. . . 
A second :~track was made, and is still being made, on the Fifth Arttcle or 

Amendment. It reads: 
"No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or other infamo~ crime, 

unless on a presenonent or indictm~nt of a. ~~and Jury, except 10 .cas~ 
arising in the land or naval forces, or m the Md1tta, when Ill: actual serv1ce m 
time of War or public dan~er; nor shall any person be subJect for the same 
offence to be twice put in Jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be co~pelled 
in any criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor be depnve~ of 
life, liberty, or property, without due p~ocess of law; .nor, shall pnvate 
property be taken for public use, without Just compensatton. . 

The first real all-out attack on this amendment came when Prestdent 
Truman attempted to seize the steel mills of the nation during th~ stri~es 
while the Korean W~r "":as in l?ro~ress. !ruman, as Com:,nan~er-10-Ciuef 
of the Armed Forces JUstified hts setzure 10 the name of a Nattonal Emer-
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gency" despite the prohibition of the Fifth Amendment. The seizure was 
attempted without due process of law and without just compensation. 

Here again, as in the case of the attacks on the Tenth Amendment, the 
Attorney General of the United States gave his aid and support. 

The United States Supreme Court prevented this d05truction of the 
Fifth Amendment by only two votes. Think of it! If only two more jus­
tices had backed the Truman order, the right of the President to seize pri­
vate propeny by Executive decree would have been established. A legal 
dictatorship would have been an accomplished fact and the Fifth Amend­
ment destroyed. Yet, three members of the n::ation's highest Court tried to 
give the President that power! 

Lately, another cunning and subtle attack has been made on the Fift h 
Amendment. Communists and fellow travelers have been hiding behind 
this amendment and refusing to testify before Congressional Committees 
investigating subversive activities in this nation. 

It is a deliberate scheme to arouse the anger of many Americans, who 
realize the amendment was never intended to protect tr::aitors. So often :md 

,;o arrogantly do the Communists use the Fifth Amendment, that many 
loyal and patriotic Americans actually feel that the Amendment should be 
weakened. 
Th~t is exactly what the Comm.~ want. They use the Fifth Amend­

ment m su~h a way as to blacken 1t 10 the eyes of loyal Americans, hoping 
to destroy 1t. 

The Attack on the First Amendment 

The latest att:Jck on the Bill of Ri~hts is being made on the First Article 
or Amendment. It guarantees the nght of free speech, a free press and 
freedom of religious worship. 
~ere again w~ find the attack against this portion of our Bill of Rights 

~10~ led and directed by the Attorney General of the United States. It 
1S bemg made under the name of "monopolistic pnctices," because news­
papers have developed a proven, successful and fair business policy of pay­
mg adve~ing agencies a standard commission for advertising sold by 
those agenCies to newspapers. 

If the Attorney General is successful in this tight, and if the United 
States Supreme Court follows his recommendations as it did in the attacks 
on the Tenth Amendment, then a majority of the newspapers in the United 
States will be eliminated and freedom of the press destroyed. 

Now, who stands to gain the most if local self-governments, the pro­
tective Fifth Amendment and freedom of the press is destroyed? 

Only the Communists! 
It is frightening, tragic, dangerous and ceminly unconstitutional for 

the Attorney General of the United States to direct the attacks on these 
three fundamental articles of the Bill of Rights. 

It is even more alanning that in the two attacks reaching the highest 
Court, the Attorney General has been supported in his assaults by mem­
bers of the United States Supreme Court. 

Surely, our Founding Fathers never intended the Court to be a party to 
destroymg the Constitution and its Bill of Rights. 

Chapter 2 

THE SUPREME COURT AND THE 
BILL OF RIGHTS 

9 

T HE QUESTION of the duties and responsibilities of the United 
States Supreme Court caused one of the most heated debates during the 

Constitutional Convention in 1787. 
. AU of the states except Rhode Island sent dele~ates to the historic meet­
mg. Of the fi fty-fi ve men who attended, thirty-nme had served in the Con­
tinental Congress. Eight had signed the Declaration of Independence. Seven 
had been governors of their states and twenty-one had fought in the Revo­
lutionary army. Most of them were lawyers, at least half of whom had at­
tended college. Most of them were moderately well off financially. 
. These men understood fully and believed sincerely the everlasting polit­
Ical truth that no man or group of men can be trusted safely with unliinited 
governmental power. 

In writing the Constitution of this new Republic, they were detennined 
above all else, to establish a government of laws and not of men. 

This was their guiding principle. 
To accomplish this and to prevent the arbitrary exercise of power in the 

new government, they proviaed and placed in the Federal Constitution the 
doctrine of the separation of governmental authority. 

They vested in the Congress the _powers to make laws; in the President 
the power to execute the laws; and m the Supreme Court the power to in­
terpret laws. Moreover, these patriots declared that the legislative, the ex­
ecutive and the judicial powers of the Federal Government should forever 
remain separate and distinct from each other. 

However, the members of the Constitutional Congress did not put their 
sole reliance in the doctrine of the separation of governmental powers. 
Against the power of Congress to make laws, they balanced the power of 
the President to veto acts of Congress. Then they balanced the power of 
Congress over the treasury against the President's power as Commander 
and Chief of the Army and Navy and furthennore gave the Congress the 
power to over-ride the President's veto. 

They made the Supreme Court of the United States independent of the 
President and the Congress. They did this by giving its judges life tenure 

during good behavior and by providing that their pay should not be re­
duced while they held office. 

But although definite checks and balances were placed on the President 
and the Congress, nothing was put in the Constitution to restrain the 
Supreme Court of the United States from abusing its judicial power. 
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The Supreme Court Is Supreme 

This failur~ to~ched off a ~reat debate. George Mason, a Vir inia dele­
gate, made thts WISe observanon, "The judiciary of the United ~tates is so 
constructed and extended as to absorb and destroy the judiciaries of the 
several states." 

Mason pointed out tha~ under the Constitution the decisions of the 
Supref!l~ Court of the. Uruted States would "not be in any manner subject 
to revtSton or correct10n; that the power of construing the Jaws would 
enable the Supreme Court to mold them into whatever shape it should think 
proper; that the Supreme Court of the United States -:ould substitute its 
own pleasure for the law of the land; and that errors and usurpations of the 
Supreme Court of the United States would be uncontrolled and remediless " 

Elbrid~e .Gerry, a M~~chusetts delegate, declared, "There are no w~ll 
defined lirmts of the Judtctary Powers, they seem to be left as a boundless 
ocean, that has broken over the chart of the Supreme Lawgiver thus far 
shalt thou go .and no further, and as they cannot be comprehend;d by the 
clearest capacity, or the most sagacious mind, it would be Herculean labour 
to attempt to describe the dangers with which they are replete." 

. Other delegates, who had fought the despotism of the English Kin~ and 
his ~overnment w~re also greatly concerned. They had placed certam re­
stramts on the President and on the Congress, but none on the third branch 
of the government, the judiciary. 

Alexa~der I:Jamilton •. the great Federalist, was quick to reject these argu­
ments With thiS .ef!Jphan.c assertion, "The supposed danger of the Judiciary 
encroachments JS ~ reality, a phantom." Th1s was true, he asserted, because 
men sele~ted to. Sit on the Supreme Court of the United States would "be 
chosen ~th a vtew of those qua~fic~tions. which fit men for the stations of 
Judges, and t~t they would gwe that mflexible and uniform adherence 
to legal .rules whic~ we ~erce~ve to be indi~pensable in the courts of· ustice." 

Hamtlton explamed hts belief and convtction in this manner "It ~as been 
~requently r~arked with great propriety, that a voluminous 'code of laws 
JS one of the mconvenien~es nec~rily co.nnec~ed ~vith the advantages of a 
free government. To avotd an arbttrary d1screuon m the courts, it is indis­
p~able that they should be. bound d~wn by .strict rules and precedents, 
whtch serve to define and. po~t out t.hetr duty m every particular case that 
comes bef<;>re th~m; and It Will readtly be conceived, from the variety of 
controversies which grow out of the folly and wickedness of mankind that 
the records of those precedents must una~oidably swell to a very cons'ider­
able bulk. and must demand l~n~ and labonous study to acquire a competent 
knowle.dge of them. Hence, tt IS that there can be bm few men in society, 
who wtll have sufficient skill in the laws to qualify them for the station of 
ju~es." 

. a~lton se~ t<;> have won a majority of the delegates to his way of 
~mking by convmcmg the!ll that only the most qualified and experienced 
JUdges would ever be appomted or alfowed to sit on the United States Su­
preme Court bench. 

The Constitutio?al Congress submitte~ its work to the peoples of the 
several States and 1~ w~ tirully adopted m 1789 despite much opposition 
to parts of the Constttunon. 

Citizens in all of the states were asking questions as to why certain basic 
1 1 

ws had not been spelled out in the document. It is true that the powers of 
the Federal Government were enumerated, but "what about the rights of 
the individuals and the states?" they asked. 
~e clamor grew louder. The people were worried. They did not like 

the. 1dea of the new Constitution failing to include the very principles for 
which they had fought the British crown. 

The Bill of Rights 
James Madison and Thomas Jefferson knew the people were right in 

their demands. So these two statesmen wrote the baste amendments to the 
Constitution which we now know as the "Bill of Rights." They are sim­
ple, forthright and easily understood. They followed the pattern of the 
original Constitution. Where that document had enumerated the powers 
of the F~deral ~ove~ent and its executive, legislative and JUdicial 
branches m detail, MadtSon and Jotferson enumerated the rights of the 
individuals. 

These first ten amendments, comprising the Bill of Rights, may be com­
pared to the Ten Commandments. They are both "Thou Shall Not" docu­
ments, one for a nation founded under God; the other for a people living 
under God. 

The first nine of the amendments in the Bill of Rights granted or guar­
anteed the individual liberties which we enjoy today and which stand in 
sharp contrast to the total lack of libeny in totalitarian sta~es. 

These amendments, which every school boy should Imow, guarantee us 
the rights of freedom of speech, freedom of religion, freedom of assembly, 
the right of trial by a jury of our peers, the right of Habeas Corpus, the 
right to make bail pending trial, freedom against illegal search or seizure, 
freedom against the quartering of uoops in private homes except in time 
of war, and other guarant~ to INDIVIDUAL citizens. 

The Tenth Amendment in the Bill of Rights was considered by Madison, 
Jefferson and other founding fathers as just as important as the first nine. 

The Amendment means exactly what it says. ' All powers not delegated 
to the United States by the Constitution, nor prohibited ... are reserved 
to the States, or to the people." 

This language is so plam and clear that anyone with a fifth grade educa­
tion can read it and readily understand it. 

When this great document, the Bill ot Rights, was adopted, our leaders 
realized that the people in each State, county, city and town are better 
qualified to handle their own local problems than are officials of the Federal 
Government, be they the Executive, the Legislative or the Judicial depart­
ments. 

They anticipated a time when the United States would stretch from the 
Atlannc to the Pacific Ocean and from Mexico to Canada. There was 
quite a fight, you will remember, over the problem of apportioning repre­
sentation in Congress among large and small States. Members from some of 
the Atlantic seaboard States were determined to write the law so as to pre­
vent the West from ever conuolling Congress. The present plan we have 
now was adopted then as a compromise and is one of the wisest provisions 



1 2 in our Constitution. 
They realized and recognized that the problems of each state would be 

different. Therefore, they set up our dual system of government with 
sovereign authority resting in the hands of the local people. 

History has proven them right. History has also proven that Alexander 
Hamilton was wrong in his predictions concerning members appointed to 
the 'Supreme Court. 

Chapter 3 

THE SUPREME COURT AND THE 
CONSTITUTION 

JF WE ARE to understand the decisions of the United States Supreme 
Court in recent years then we must first look at the background and 

individual records of its members. 
Remember, Alexander Hamilton had assured the members of the Con­

stitutional Congress that the men selected to sit on the Supreme Court of 
the United States would be men able and willing to subject themselves to 
the restraint inherent in the judicial processes. Experience makes his neces­
sity indisputable. It is the mental discipline whicn causes the qualified and 
unbiased judge to put away his personal opinion of what the Jaw ought to 
be and to base his decisions on time honored, established leg2l precedents 
and rules. 

Hamilton showed how such mental discipline is acquired. It is the product 
of long and faithful labor as a judge of an appellate or trial court of general 
jurisdiction, or as a practicing attorney of many years in these same courts. 
It cannot be acquired by occu~ying an executive or legislative office. The 
Founding Fathers were determmed that the three branches of our govern­
ment should remain forever separate. 

Judges and attorneys work .in the ordinary everyday life and death 
world wherein our ordinary citizens live, work and die. 

The law to them is a set of stable and reliable rules to govern the con­
duct of the people. These men respect established legal doctrine. 

Citizens of the United States are entiled to know and to have assurance 
that the law will not mean something today and something else tomorrow. 
This is necessary and vital to the welfare of any organized society and to 
prevent leg2l chaos. 

For many years after the adoption of the Constitution, Hamilton's idea 
concerning the appointments made to the United States Supreme Court, 
with few exceptions, was followed closely. Men of the highest legal train­
ing and experience were advanced to the highest court, many from lower 
federal courts or from higher state courts. These men were able and will-

mg to s~bject the~se!ves to the restraint so aptly described by Hamilton, 
13 

;ind belie~ed that It lS the duty of the judge to interpret the law, not 
to make tt. 

The beginning of the era of the political court came after President 
Franklin Roosevelt failed in his attempt to force his court-{>acking pro­
posal through the Congress. He then began his practice of filhng vacancies 
with men who had scant regard for jutficial processes, but whose political 
philosophy overrode all other considerations. This practice continued 
through the administration of President Tmman and into the administra­
tion of President Eisenhower. 

How Good Are Our Judges? 

Let us look now at the complexion of the present membership of the 
United States Supreme Court and see if the Justices meet the r~mrements 
as enumerated and understood by the members of the Constitutional Con­
gress. 

Some of these men served in the Congress, some with the executive 
branch of the federal government as Attorney General, Solicitor General 
or on some commission. Some of them were law professors. One has been 
a governor. 

However, no member of the United States Supreme Court, as it is now 
constituted, ever served as a judge of a court of general jurisdiction, either 
State or Federal. (What was it that Mr. Hamilton said?) 

No member of the present Court has ever served as a judge upon an 
appellate court in any one of the forty-eight states. 

Only two of the nine members of the present Court ever served as an 
appellate judge on any Federal Court infenor to the Supreme Court before 
he was elevated to his present office. Shockingly enough, few of the pres­
ent members devoted their major efforts to the actual practice of law as a 
full time profession. 

Is it not possible that the members of the Supreme Court in recent years, 
because of their lack of judicial training and experience, have substttut.ed 
their own notion of what our laws should be for the actual laws as passed 
by Congress? 

No matter how intellectually brilliant these men may be, no matter 
what experience they have had in the legislative and executive branches of 
government, no matter what lofty motives and ideals they may possess, 
they are not qualified for the highest judicial office in a government of 
laws unless they are able and freely willin~ to subject themselves to the 
restraint inherent and necessary in our judictal process. 

The Constitution was written and adopted on the principle that this 
would be a nation governed by laws-not men! 

Many great Constitutional authorities have been shocked and have pub­
licly expressed grave concern for the many opinions rendered in recent 
years which have overthrown decisions rendered and reaffirmed, time and 
time again, by the Supreme Court in years past. Legal precedent, it 
seems, has little place in the thinking of the present Supreme Court. 
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The late 1\tr. Justice Robert H . Jackson in Brown v. Allen wrote: 
"But I know of no way that we can hJve equal justice under the Jaw 

ex<."ept we have some law.' 
Fonner Justice Owen J. Robens, when a member of the Court, wrote 

in his dissenting opinion in Smith v. Allwright: 
':The reason for ~y concern is that the instant decision, overruling that 

:mnou~ced about rune years ago, tends to bring adjudications of this Tri­
bunal !?to the same claS& as a restricted rai lroad ticket, good for this day 
and tram only." 

Sam J. Ervin, Jr., a distinguis~ed former justice of the No~h Carolina 
Supreme Court and now a Umted States Senator, declared m a public 
address: 

"Recent decisio~ make it manifest that the Supreme Court has usurped 
the _p_ower to ~ulhfy acts of Congress. Perhaps the most glaring of these 
dec1s1ons was m Gtrouard v . United States, where the Court overruled 
t?ree previous decisions and a subsequent confirming act of Congress 
Simply be~ausc ~ m~jority of its ~embers did not believe that Congress had 
exer~ISed Its Iegtslatlve P?~er wiSely in denying the privilege of citizenship 
to aliens who ~cr.e unwJ!Img to be~r anns in defense of this country. To 
be ~ure, the m~Jonty of the Court dtd not say that it thought Congress had 
legiSlated unwtscly. But a statement to this effect would have been a far 
better reason for its decision than any of those it gave." 

Politics Has No Place in Court 
As far back as 1821 Thomas Jefferson realized the danger inherent in 

t~e Un1ted ~tat~s Supreme Court seeking to usurp functions of the execu­
tive and legiSlative branches of the government through arbitrary judicial 
decree. 

In the boo~ containing the letters of Thomas Jefferson, edited by Samuel 
J. Padover, IS a letter jefferson wrote to one C. Hammond. This letter 
clearly shows that he foresaw what might happen to this nation by judge­
made laws. 

Jefferson wrote in this letter: 
"It has long, however, been my opinion, and I have never shrunk from its 

expr.essio.n (although I do not c~oose to ~ut it into a newsraper, nor, like 
a Pnam m armor, offer myself Its champ1on), the genn o dissolution of 
~>Ur fedc~al government ~s in the cons~tution of the federal judiciary; an 
1rrespons1ble body (for unpeachment IS scarcely a scare-crow) working 
'ike gravity by night and by day, gaining a little today and little tomorrow, 
and advancing its noiseless step like a thief, over the field of jurisdiction, 
until all shaU be usurped from the States, and the government of all be 
consolidated into one. 

"To this I am opposed; because, when aU government, domestic and for­
eign, in little as in great things, shall be drawn to Washington as the center 
of all power, it will render powerless the checks provided of one govern-
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rnent or another, and w1ll become as venal and oppressive as the government 
from which we separated. 

"It will be as in Europe, where every man must be either pike or gudgeon, 
hammer or anvil. Our functionaries and theirs arc wares from the same 
work-shop. 

"If the States look with apathy on this silent descent of their government 
mto the gulf which is to swallow all, we have only to weep over the human 
character f?nned uncontrollable but by a rod of iron. and the blasphemers 
of man, as mcapable of self-government. become his true historians.'' 

Jefferson's perception over one hundred and twenty years ago attests 
the greatness of the man. It bids all to give heed to the wise words he wrote 
in this letter. 

The ~arning of Jefferso~ has beco1_11e prophecy fulfilled. This is true in 
the yubhc sc~ool s~gregauon .cases, as well as the case so ably described 
by judge Ervm. It IS also true m many other rulings made by the Court in 
recent years. 

Yet, there are those among us who say the Court is always right. They 
say the Court .cannot err. They would have us accept any and all decisions 
Wltho~t q~esuon. They would have us bow before the altar of the Court in 
every mstance. 

Respect for law and order is one thing. Respect for political decrees by 
the Court is another. If there is disrespect for the Court, then the Court has 
no one to blame but itself. By its decrees, its edicts, its overruling of long 
established decisions of prior Supreme Courts, it has shown utter aisrcgard 
for legal precedents and time-honored judicial practices. 
Co~gressman .James. C. Dav~ had a Ion~ and distinguished career as a 

Supcnor Court Judge m Geors1a before gomg to Washington to represent 
the Fifth Georgia District, wh1ch includes Atlanta. He made a study of the 
records of the United States Supreme Court and found some startling 
facts. 

Fro~1 1937 thro':lgh 1952, .he discovered the United States Supreme 
Court m at least thirty-two d1ffcrcnt cases had overruled and swept aside 
pre~ious decisions of the highest tribunal. These decisions had become the 
bas1c laws of our land and some had been in effect for ninety-five ycat:5. 
Se~en of these decisions had been by a unanimous vote of prior courtS 
whtle many were by an 8-0 or 8-1 majority. 

In fact, the Court has been so busy overruling prior decisions of the 
Supreme Court and of Supreme Courts of the various states that students 
of law have been hard pressed to know just what the present Supreme 
Court thinks the law is. 

The utter disregard by the present Court for prior decisions and long­
establis~ed judicial precedents has caused many legal experts to completely 
lose the1r respect for and confidence in the nation's highest Court. 
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Chapter 4 

STATES' RIGHTS 
0. UR NATION was established upon the solid foundations of State and 

Federal governments. In adopting the Constitution, the people of the 
States rejected the European idea of centralization. Instead, they fonnu­
lated the American concept of a national government with limited powers. 
They reserved to the States aU authority not delegated. 

This system, unique among- the nations of the world, was not the result 
of accident. It was from studied deliberation. The history of mankind had 
taught our fathers, as it teaches us today, that individual rights and liberties 
are safest in governments closest to popular control. The preserv:~tion of 
the rights of the States is necessary to preserve the rights of the people. 

The so-called civil rights proposals, particularlr the FEPC measures, di­
rected against Southern peofle, are the spawn o an alien ideology which 
is foreign to the principles o our American system. Violating the riS,hts of 
the pe!Jple of the several States, they likewise violate our individual hberty. 
Once the Federal government is empowered to regulate personal associa­
tion and activity, there is no phase of life which would be immune from 
the prying eye of the Federal bureaucrat. 

Despite what the Supreme Court says about segregation, the campaign 
of the Federal government to destroy the public school system of the South 
is cut from the same unconstitutional cloth. It is part of the program to 
regiment aU phases of life, to regiment the citizen and his children, to 
regiment the businessman and his business and even to fix the social pattern. 

Under the Constitution of the United States, matters relating to public 
education are the exclusive concern of the States. The schools are sup­
ported by state and local taxes. The buildings are paid for by state and local 
taxes. The teachers are paid by state and local governments. The textbooks 
are bought by state and local funds. 

Nowhere in the Constitution of the United States is there anv reference 
to public schools being any concern of the Federal ~overnment. Thus the 
attempt of that government to intrude upon pubhc school education is 
usurpation. 

The rights of the States of the Union under the Constitution of the 
United States must be reestablished and retained. Such rights are guaranteed 
by the Constitution and they are essential to a system of ordered individual 
liberty. 

The Court is Not a School Board 
When the Supreme Court of the United States assumed to dictate to the 

several States how they must or must not operate their public schools, it set 
itself up as a national school board with powers not granted or implied by 
the Constitution of the United States. 

The Court is holding itself above the legi,Iative branch of our Federal 
government, above the sovereign States by issuing a legislative decree. It 
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changed the Jaws which Congress and many of the Sta~es legislatures have 
refused to do for almost ninety years. And when our highest Co';lrt .u~rps 
powers specifically delegated to the National Co.ng~ss and ~o the I?diVldual 
States, we have reache? the. most dangerous/enod m our history msofar as 
individual rights and hbertJes are concerne . . . . 

If the United States Supreme Court can tell the States of VIrgmt.a, Sou~h 
Carolina, Delaware or Kansas how they shall or shall not operate their P?bhc 
schools, then it stands to reason that the Court may tell New York, Mmne­
sota and California or any other state how they may or may not operate 
their various state dep¥tments. 

If the Supreme Coun of the United States is able to ignore completely 
the Tenth Amendment to the Constitution, then it wiH b~ able at some 
future date, to completely ignore the First Amendmen~ ~hich gua~ntees 
the right of free speech, a free press and freedom of rehgwus worshtp. 

When American citizens finally realize that our Fed~ral government a~d 
the Supreme Court are both being dictated to and dommated by such poht­
ical pressure groups as the National Association for the Advancement of 
Colored People and its satellites, it may not be too late to prevent the loss 
of these great rights. But time is short. . . 

If there is not a re-ll'Wakenmg.to ~be true value~ of tb: Bill of R_tghts, 
if there is not a return to the prmc1ples upon wh1ch this Republic was 
founded, then our great nation is doomed. . 
Standing on the sidelines and giving encouragement and su_pport to th~ 

constant whittling away of our basic rights are the Comm~m1sts an~ thetr 
fellow-travelers. They are the only ones who have everything to gam and 
nothing to lose. . . . . 

Yet, there are many supposedly patrionc Amencan cozens who openly 
advocate and support the Supreme Court in its efforts to wear a'~ay and 
bore into the Bill of Rights and the Constitution. All of them do It m the 
name of "this dynamic de~ocracy." . . 

The leaders of the National Assoctaoon for the .Advancement of Col­
ored People, the professional liberals, many syndtcate~ ne~spap~r col­
umnists, some radio and televisi?n commentators, an~ w~ters m nationally 
circulated magazines are preachm~ constantly that thts thing or that should 
not be allowed in "our democracy. ' . 

They wy that segregation in any form has no pl~ce ~ "our g~t democ­
racy." Many of them declar~ that state law~ ag~ms~ mt~~arnage of the 
races is in violation of our "h1ghest democrattc pnnctples. 

Petty politicians in the Congress and the polit~cally inspired United 
States Supreme Court justices have parroted these cnes. 

A Republic-Not a Democracy 
CouLd it be possible d)Qt these Americans, who talk and writ: so much 

about "our democracy" do not know that this nation is a republtc and 110t 

a democracy? . 
Could it be that they. desire a pradual overthrow of our republic ~nd the 

establishment of a "democracy' -as is advocated by the Commumsts and 
fellow-rravelers. 
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Could it be that these groups desire a "democracy" here in the United 

States where they will be only one race, one religion and one state? 
It is evident that many of this group believe only in one mixed, amal­

gamated race; the anti-God Marxist refigion; and one all-fowerful central 
government not segregated by state lines or Constitutiona barriers. This is 
obviously the "true democracy" they talk, wri te about and proclaim so 
brashly. 

Congressman James E. VanZandt, of Pennsylvania, called to the atten­
tion of the House of Representatives in a speech on March 30, 1953, the 
difference between a "republic" and a "democracy" in these words: 

"The United States of America was established as a constitutional repub­
lic. When the Constitutional Convention had completed its labors, a citizen 
of Philadelphia asked Benjamin Franklin what kind of government had 
been set up. Franklin replied, 'A republic-if you can keep it.' 

"The word 'democracy' is not found in either in the Declaration of In­
dependence or the Constitution. T homas Jefferson, the founder of the 
Democratic party, always spoke of 'the Republic' or 'our republican form 
of government.' 

"In all the state papers of Presidents for the first 125 years-from George 
Washington to Woodrow Wilson-there is no reference to the United 
States of America as a democracy. Julia Ward Howe did not style her great 
patriotic anthem The Battle Hymn of the Democracy. 

"James Madison distinguished sharply between 'republic' and 'democ­
racy; Said Madison: 

' 'Democracies ever have been spectacles of turbulence and contention; 
have ever been found incompatible with personal security or the rights of 
propeny, and have been in general as short in their lives as they have been 
viofent m their deaths.' 

"But centuries earlier Aristotle had written in 322 B. C.: 
"'A democracy when put to the strain grows weak and is supplanted by 

oligarchy.' . 
'"That is why we always have a demand for governmental controls m 

times of emergency. The same warning was he:~rd in the declining years of 
Rome, when Seneca said, in 63 A. D .: 

"'Democracy is more cruel than war or tyrants.' 

"In 1918 Woodrow Wilson described World War I as a 'crusade to make 
the world safe for democracy,' but that word passed quickly from our 
popular vocabulary. 

"Beginning in 1933-the year President Franklin D. Roosevelt extended 
diplomatic recognition to Communist Russia, we became a democracy and 
since that time a tremendous Government-supported propaganda has been 
directed to all young people, to teach them to scorn those who insist that 
this nation was estabfished as a republic. 

"Anicle IV of the Constitution provides: 'The United States shall 
guarantee to every State in this Union a republican form of government.' 

"Although Communist Russia is recognized universalfy as. the most 
tyrannic:d dictatorship in all human history, the Moscow meeu~g of ~he 
Communist Intemationale, in 1935, formally decreed that the Sovtet Umon 
should henceforth be described as a 'democracy.' 

"Soon the principal Communist-front organizations throu~h~t t~e 
world began to incorporate the words ·~emocracy' or 'democrao~· m thetr 
titles. Thus, in 1935, we found in the Umted States such Commurust organ­
izations as the American League for Peace and D~mocracy, ~he Chur~h 
League for Industrial Democracy, the North Amencan Commtttee to Atd 
Spanish Democracy and many more. By 1940 there were ~ore than 60 
Communist-front organizations in the United States, each wtth the word 
'democracy' or 'democratic' in its corportate title. 

"For more than twenty years we have watched a detennined world-wide 
campaign to make the words communism and demo~racy synon.ymous. On 
the occasion of Stalin's death, in March 1953, ~he naoonal ~ommtttee of the 
Communist party in the United States desc~bed the_pa~!.ng of the Com­
munist dictator as a 'tragedy to all democraoc humaruty. 

"Under our Republic, government is t~e ~rvant of th~ people: under 
the distorted concepts of godless Commumsm, democracy has become the 
master of the people." . . 

It is a national tragedy that so many well mearung people have fal.len mto 
the trap of the Communist party hoe, as has been so ably .d~nb~d by 
Congressman VanZandt. They have followed the Comm~mst hoe m the 
matter of segregation and have been so comple~ely bram-wash~d t~at 
segregation in any f~f!Jl means. a _violation of the "haghest dem.ocrattc pnn­
ciples," without reahzmg the smtster purpose of the Commumsts. 

Chapter 5 

POWER POLITICS 
FROM THE DAYS of the Reconstruction era until the national election 

in 1932, a majority of the Negroes always _voted Republican. During 
the administration of Presidents Harding, Coohdge and Hoover, NegroC$ 
in the South held high posts in the Republican party. In many o~ the South­
em states the Republican National Committeemen and Commttteew~m~n 
were Negroes. Even when outstanding Whit~ Southerners w,ere ac?ve m 
Republican party affairs and gave strong backmg to the party s candtdates, 
they usually were ignored when it came to major party posts such as Na­
tional Committeemen. 

Ben F. Davis, Sr., father of the convicted Negro Commu~t leade~ and 
New York Oty Councilman, for many [ears was Republican Naoon.al 
Committeeman from Georgia. He handle the patronage for the party m 
Georgia. 

Like a majority of the other voters in the nation, the. rank and file _of 
Negro voters turned away from the Republican party dunng the depresston 
and.~ost of them for the first time voted Democratic. 

The Federal relief programs, which followed the election of Pres~d.ent 
Roosevelt, led city political bosses to make use of these funds for pohttcal 
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20 purposes. 
These bosses in the East, Midwest and Far West were quick to recognize 

that these relief programs offered a golden opportunity to capture and hold 
great blocs of votes. They centered their efforts on the Nesroes, who 
prior to the 1932 election had systetuaticaJJy voted the Repubhcan ticket. 
It was a snaart move for them and for the Negroes too. 

In the first place, th.e Negroes in those areas needed the help very greatly. 
They were finding that their friends outside the South were only "fair 
weather" friends, who talked a lot about the rights of Negroes so long as 
the remained in the South. 

relief foo and mon~ depended on how they voted. Negro leaders were 
trained in th~ ~a>: of ciry ~achi.ne politics. Soo!l they controUe~ a numb~r 
of strictly diSCiplined dJStncts 10 each large csty. Block capt21nS ke.Pt 1n 

close touch with the residents of their areas. The Negroes were conv1nced 
paf!Y loyalty brought party favors. In just a shon t1me the city bosses had 
c~ptured great, new blocs of votes. 

Unions and the Negro 

With th~ passage of the National Labor Relations Act, or the Wagner 
Labor Relations law as it is commonly called, the newly f~ttned Cong~c55 
of Industrial <nt•nizatiODJ began its battle with the Amencan Federatton 
of Labor oYer uruonizing American industry. 

The C. I. 0. conce11trated ia uni · · in rna ss-p · iDdustrics 
instead of in craft industries, as had been e policy of the A.F. of L. for 
many years. Negroes in these large industries w~re mcludcd by the C. I. 0. 
from the beginning. Segrcgati~n. went out the ~d?w and soon the <?· I. 0. 
was pushing Ne roes into postnons of leadership m the battle to stgn ?P 

tion for the Advancen1ent o lored People. 
Once these Negro-labor leaden were in office, the CIO found that tbey 

would be most effective in the key industrial states of New York, Penn­
sylvania, New jersey, Ohio, Illinois, Michi~an and California. More and 
more Negroes from the South were flocking into these st:ates and the 
Negro leaders were waiting to enroll the~ in the C. I. 0. They became an 
effective voting bloc controlled by. thetr J~a~e~, .who we~~ then able 
tb influence, threaten and in some mstances mumtdate political leaders 
of those states, as well as national political parties. 

1ltese labor leaders were quick to point out to candidates and pany 
leaders that they controlled the .. balance of power" in the election. Major 
political leaders then made almost every concession demanded by them. 

The Negro labor leaders, with the backing of ~he C.I.O. a~d the NAACP, 
pushed their advantage fuHy. lnstea? of becom.~g. a pawn tn ~h_e hands .of 
the politicians and the polincal partles, the pohnctans and pohncal parnes 
became pawns of this group. 

From the election in 1936 to the campaign of 1940, more and more 
Negroes moved into the great industrial ~ent~rs of th~ No~~' East ~nd 
Midwest. The CIO saw that they joined thetr uruons and ats Pohucal Act1on 

Committee. The NAACP saw to it that they became registered voters. 
Tile national political parties and their affiliates in these key states began 

concentrating on winning the favors of the Negro political leaders. Civil 
rights legislation was introduced not only in the nanonal Congress, but in 
J number of these industrial states. Anti-lynching laws and efforts to abolish 
the poll tax were dangled before the eyes of the Negroes. Thousands were 
given employment in the various.New Deal agencies and bureaus until by 
1940 at least ISO,OOO Negroes were employed in these agencies. 

In the presidential election of 1940, the Negro vote was the key factor 
in many of these states and a majority cast their votes for the Democratic 
nominees. Having placed their chips on thew· · horse, Negro leaders 
wasted no time in making more demands. Despite e war in E~pc: and 
the tenaioo which gripped the whole world, more so-called avtl nghts 
legisbtion was preS6ea and anti-lynch and anti-poll tax laws were. re­
introduced. This \Vas despite the fact that there had been few Jynch1ngs 
in the nation in several years and many states had already dropped the poll 
[ax. These people were not alattned at gang murders or just pfain muraer, 
nor at labor battles and assassinations for they had no vote-getting attrac-

• oons. 

The Ty1anny of RPC 
In 1941, as our great indusrcics turned into full production of war goods 

and our participation in the war was only a few months away, President 
Roosevelt established by executive order the Committee on Fair Employ­
ment Practice. This was announced as a step toward preventing "diS­
crimination in defense plants." This committee was supposed to depend 
on the pressure of public opinion, but it wasn't long before the FEPC crowd 
was telling private industry· that it must employ certain arbitrary ratios 
fixed by tfie committee. It was demanding that newspapers should not pub­
lish advertisements in their "help wanted, columns that differentiated be­
tween White and Negroes. A nationally known packing concern was asked, 
uHow many Negroes do you have on your board of directors?" 

The answer was, "None."" 
Then the FEPC represent2tive demanded, .,Why?" . 
Public opinion, war or no war, did not stand for such dictatorial tactics 

2nd the FEPC crowd drew in its horns a bit. However, it continued to 
use its favored position in Washington to run over many small businessmen 
who wanted no uouble with governmental agencies. Efforts to put the 
FEPC into national law were defeated in the United States Senate. 

However, throu~hout the war year, pressure was constantly brought on 
the national admintstration for more and more "rights" and for more and 
more political jobs and political concessions. 

As the prestdential election neared in 1944, bot~ major political parti~ 
promised to make the FEPC a petinanent agency wtth full legal status. This 
promise was made with the avowed purpose of attracting the Negro vote. 
Governor Thomas E. Dewey, the Republican candidate, also advocated a 
state FEPC for New York. Legislation was again introduced in the narion2l 
<:ongress as both parties made an all-out bid for the Negro vote. 

A petntanent FEPC would mean the creation '?f a super state wit~ a 
life 2nd death hold on individuals and private busmw;--Jt· would depnve 
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22 business, large and small, of fundamental rights which have mad~ this 
nation great. It would place an employer at the me~cy of all applicants 
for jobs and at the mercy of a super federal bureau With the power to fine 
or imprison the employer. 

The Fair Employment Practices Act pas:sed ~ •. Ne~ Y?rk state ~t _the 
urging of Governor Dewey makes it unlawful to mqurre mto the ongmal 
name of the applicant for employment, whOle name has been changed by 
court proceedmgs or otherwise." 

It is unlawful to "require the applicant for employment to produce a 
binh ce.rtificate or baptiSmal certificate.~' . . . . 

It is unlawful to "inquire into the religKNJ_denonunaoon ?f an applicant 
for employment, his religious affiliations, h.ii church, pansh, pastor, or 

religious holidays observed, or to inquire into whether an applicant for 
employment is an atheist." . . 

It is unlawful for "an applicant for employment to be told that this IS 

a Catholic, Protestant or Jewish organization." 
Free speech, where art thou? 
It is unlawful to require an applicant for employment. ~o affix a p~oto­

graph to his application, or to inquire i!lto ~he _gener:al military expene~ce 
of the applicant for employment; or to mqmre mto his where2bouts durmg 
World War I. 

It is a ainst the New York FEPC law to inquire whether an applica~t 
for empfoymen~ _is a n~turalize~ or ':'ati~e-bom citize~; t~e date th~ appli­
cant acquired c1nzensh•p; or to mqmre mto the orgamzauons of which the 
applicant is a member. . 

New Jersey, under Republican Gover:nor Dnscoll, also passed an FEPC 
Jaw in an effort to attract this vote to h1s party. About fifteen stat~ now 
have such laws and many of them contain provisions as un-~menc:m as 
some of the so-called practices the sincere do-gooders backmg the laws 
were trying to prohibit. . 

Under Oregon's FEPC laws, an employer may not ask an app!•cant for 
a job, "Of what country are rou a citizen?" He may not ask anythmg about 
the applicant's military expenence. 

Need I comment on these laws? However, I doubt that few of us ever 
thought we would live to see the d~y wh~r;t it wou~d be unlawfu~ to ask an 
applicant for a job if he is an Amencan citizen, or _If he served h1s ~ountry 
in time of war, whether he received an ho_n?~able_ d1scharge. Ye~, this FE~C 
crowd, all bloc voters, have whipped poht1c1ans m some states mto passmg 
such ridiculous and fantastic laws! . 

By mid-1945, according to the Congressional Record, the nat!onal F~PC 
organization had a Negro as deputy chairman; a Negro as ch1ef heanngs 
examiner, and Negroes as secretary to the chairman, secr~tary ~o the deputy, 
and a clerk. The chairman and four others m the chairman s office were 

White. . f . . . 
In the Division of Field Operations the princ1p~l a1r-prac~c~ exammer 

was one Oarence Mitchell, an official of the Nauonal Associ:atlon for the 
Advancement of Colored People, and four other Negroes. Throughout 
the organiz:ation at that time over one half of the staffs were Negroes. \Vhat 
kind of ratio was that? 
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In 1946 another powerful bid was made to force through the Congress 
a permanent national FEPC. This time it was really dressed up and pre­
sented to many sincere and influenti:al people, especially those in the 
religious world, in anything but its true colors. In March of that year 
pressure was put on the Fecferal Council of Churches of Christ to support 
:a permanent FEPC and to enter the fight against segregation. Dr. BenJ:amin 
Mays, president of Morehouse College for Negroes in Atlanta, dem:anded 
such support in an address before the Council at its meeting in Columbus, 
Ohio. It is not likely that Dr. Mays told the assembled delegates that he 

w:as very active in the work of the National Association for the Advance­
men of Colored People. 

FEPC Began "Affirmative Action" 
The propag:anda machines for a permanent FEPC were turning out 

re:ams and reams of high sounding material appealing to the sympathy of 
fairminded people. They dressed the FEPC up in its Sund:ay best. It w:as 
given a dress of such respect:ability and coated with such fine religious 
wr:appings that many well meaning citizens endorsed it without ever seeing 
wh:at lay under its fancy adornments. 

Many influential church leaders and church organizations were taken 
in by the schemes without :actu:ally knowing the truth about this evil and 
d:angerous proposal. The Federal Council of Church of Christ in America, 
the General Conference of the Methodist Church, and many individual 
ministers in all p:arts of the nation endorsed a permanent FEPC. 

In Atlanta, Georgia, the petition to Congress for a permanent FEPC 
was wrapped up in words from the Decl:aration of Independence, signed 
:and sent to Washington. It is significant th:at in addition to the church 
leaders, John Wesley Dobbs and C. A. Scott, NAACP leaders in Atlanta, 
also signed the petition. · 

When the true facts :about FEPC were revealed in the newspapers and 
by members of Congress dedic:ated to constitution:al ~ovemment, a number 
of these ministers regretted having signed the pet1tion. They stated the 
true facts were not told them by the sponsors of the petition. However, 
the dam:a~e had been done. They had helped wrap a cloak of respectability 
and relig10n about FEPC. 

Fortunately for our nation, Southern leaders in the Congress, assisted 
by members from other sections believing in Constitutional government, 
were able to defeat the FEPC proposals in 1946 and every time it has been 
brought before the national Congress. 

However, the proponents are just marking time. 
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BLOC VOTING 
B "LOC VOTING, as directed by the local branches of the NAACP, can 

be and usually is one of the most dictatorial practices carried on in our 
nation today. 
~hen~ candidate is approved by the NAACP group, regardless of his 

qualificanons and regardfess of the reasons for their support, tlut candidate 
can be assured of from eighty-five to ninety percent of the Negro votes 
cast. 

Candidates sometimes make wild promises in order to obtain this support. 
Then they ~nd themselves captives when elected. The promises might have 
been made m secret, but soon NAACP leaders publish them for all to know. 

This bloc vote is most decisive when two candidates of almost equal 
strength are in a race. That's when these folks really get control. 

I~ Georgia, th~re h~ been an unbroken chain of bloc voting since the 
White Democranc Pnmary was ruled out by the United St2tes Supreme 
Court. 

The first case happened in a special election to choose a Congressman 
to fill an unexpired term from the Fifth District, where Atlantll is located. 

In the all-White precincts one candidate led his only opponent by over 
500 votes, when all the votes from those precincts were m. However, the 
Negro precinct vote was held out until the White vote had been made 
public. Then the Negro precinct reported. The candidate with the 500 
majority of ~te votes received 7 N~gro ~otes and his opponent 961! And 
the race quesoon had not been an ISSUe m that campaign. 
S~ce tha~ tim~ Atlanta has become ac~ustomed to the bloc vote despite 

deruals by Its dady press that such a thtng exists. This has been true in 
the nuyor's races, the races for the aldermanic board, and even in the 
county commission's elections. 

The vote in some Negro precincts has been as high as 1,055 N egro 
votes for one candidate to 70 for his opponent. 

In one legislative race in Fulton County, three Atlanta candidates ran 
on the arne platform as a team. Two of them polled over 4,000 Negro votes 
to about 700 for their opponents, while: their third running mate received 
only 549 votes to his opponents 3, 135. One of the NAACP leaders told a 
\Vhite politician after die: election, "We just wanted to show you boys how 
well we: control our votes." 

In the 1954 Congressional race in Atlanta, Congressman James C. Davis, 
who was re-dected, received only 540 votes in these bloc-vote controlled 
precincts to 5,558 for his opponent. 

Some time ago a new $400,000 Negro city park was opened in Atlanta, 
about a year after the city-county election. Negro pohtical leader John 
Wesley Dobbs, an NAACP officia~ who was presiding, turned to the offi­
cials seated on the platform and said: 

"I'm glad to see city and county officials here. This park was one of the 

promises they made to us in the last election." 25 
!hen poin~g ~_finger at Atlanta's mayor, he continued. 
We ar~ StJII wa.~nng fo r the Negro fire station in the West End area that 

was ~romJSed us. 
.. ~ got thi~ park be~ause we could swap votes and we're not soing to 

be satiSfied w1tft anything less than equal rights and opportumties for 
Atlanta Negroes." 

The "captive" officials had to grin and bear it. 
In 1947,_ an :'--_lbany, Georgia attorney was selected by Negro citizens 

as the White CitiZen of the year who had contributed most to the welfa re 
of the Negro race in that city. 
So~e months _later, this same lawyer was a candidate for mayor. In the 

elecuon he receJVed only 55 Negro votes to 819 for his opponent. 

Bloc Voting Ignores Capabilities 
Tw? rears ago in Macon, Georgia, a Negro entered the race for water 

commiSSioner. The M~con T~lepaph, a liberal newspaper, heard rumors 
that he was a man wJth a cnmmal record. In an effort to trace what it 
thought might be "poison political rumors," its reporters checked police 
and court records. The rumors were true as far as they went but they 
did not include all the criminal charges. ' 
~e _Macon T eleK!aph ~_>rinted the criminal record of this candidate, 

publ~shing photostanc cop1es of the court records. At the same time it 
pu~hshed a calm, sensible editorial directed to the Negro voters. The edi­
tonal urged th•m to study th~ man's record and not to support him solely 
because he was a Negro. It pomted out to do so in the face of his criminal 
record would be making a f~rce of t~eir ri~ht t~ vote and would materially 
damage the good race relauons which eXISted m Macon at that time. 
D~ite . the plea by this liberal newspaper, the candidate in question 

rece1ved e1ghty percent of the Negro votes and ran third in a list of eight 
candidates. 
~ile the Atlantll daily newspapers were busy denying there was such 

a thing as the Negro bloc vote, the Macon and Albany papers were pointing 
out the dangers and results of bloc voting. . 

James Gray, the publisher of the Albany Herald is not a native Georgjan. 
He came to Albany from the East after World War II. He was shocked and 
alarmed by what he saw of Negro bloc voting. 

In a signed editorial he wrote in part. 
"!n every one of these contests cited, the racial issue was conspicuous 

by Its absence. "!here w.as no overt appeal by any candidate designating 
himself .as a pamcular fnend of the Negroes, opposed by a candidate who 
was the1r avowed enemy. But nonetheless, the record shows tlut in every 
voting instance, the result was extremely lopsided. Why? 

"The whole business can only mean one thing. In some fashion, a 
definite control is being exerted. And what is worse, this control is not 
foeaking to the electorate as a whole. It is being applied in back rooms 

r. p~rposes that a~e ~~t expresse~ b~t that can only be surmised by the 
ma1onty of Albany s c1uzens. In this kind of subrosa situation, democratic 
practices can br seized by the throat and throttled for the personal gain 
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of a few self-seekers. In this situation, fairness flies out the window; the 
'deal' is paramount. 

"Now let's consider our current mayor's race. Because this newspaper, 
through news anicles, has called attention to the building of still another 
~Joe vote, Negro leaders have seen fit to protest violently what they con­
st~er to b~ unfair application of pressure, and in their arguments is the veiled 
hint that tf they are not let alone, the bloc vote will be hurled in defiance. 
At whom? Why? This newspaper has no candidate in the mayor's race. 
We have no re~n to a~tagonize Negro poli~calleaders. ~is newspaper 
has always constdered ttself the Negroes' fnend by working for social 
justice and tolerance, by working for a better understanding among the 
races. But we would not be the Negroes' true friend if we did not speak 
firmly against insidious political practices that will surely destroy the 
progress they have made. 

"As we have said before in commenting on the dangers of bloc voting, 
the sharp lesson in all this is that the Negroes, through thoughtless leader­
ship, are defeatin~ their own ends. Only a marked change in their voting 
conduct, pennittmg a true record of individual judgments, will obtain 
for them the consideration and security for which they arc striving." 

"Unpleasant as it is, Albany, in the approaching primary, is confronted 
with a political coup. The registration figures show that the Negro vote 
measures one-third of the totafWhite vote. If that vote is delivered en bloc, 
as it has been in the past, to any one of the three candidates, that man is it." 

"It is time, in our opinion, that community leaders stopped whispering 
about this flagrant abuse of franchise and face the facts frankly. The 
bloc vote is here and it is being manipulated for purposes that contribute 
nothing to the democratic procedures of our community. It has done no 
good for us to play ostrich and hope for a change. Only strong and decisive 
measures will prevent this miserable uafficking in votes which serves only 
the interests of those associated with it. 

"It may be that Albany's White Democrats will be compelled to reven 
to the old caucus idea to protect themselves from an entrenched minority. 
In his case, a barrier will rise between the two races which will help 
breed all the resentments and ~icions that thinking Albanians have been 
striving so hard to overcome. In any event, we must recognize that we arc 

confronted with an unhealthy political sitWJtion in this community which 
bids fa ir to restrict, rather than widen, democratic electoral processes. Our 
community cannot fo rge ahead if the panisan self-seekers, care less with and 
indifferent to the privileges of all, arc in a position to dictate the rules 
and the measures by which our citf will conduct its affairs." 

Regardless of this appeal and warning by their real friend, the Negroes 
of Albany went their merry way, bloc voting en masse and upsetting 
the fine race relations which had existed in Albany for many years. 

Thurgood Marshall, the NAACP attorney, told a money-raising rally 
in Atlanta in December, 1952, that "The Negroes in the South are going 
to get rid of the reactionaries (who oppose NAACP aims), vote them out 
of office by making alliances with good people of other races." 

T he 1uttional officer bragged about the day coming so011 "whw Southern 
Congressmm, Southern smators, Southern governors ttnd Southern mayori 

~t~d all.other officers will com.e crawling to Negro voters and promise that 27 
they wtll break do'WTI segregatton in the South." 

Only an aroused White Southern electorate will be able to halt and 
defeat th~s bloc voting .. It wi!l take co~iderablc courage because the 
cadcrs wtll be branded tmmedtately as "btgots who use the race issue to 

get votes" by segments of the daily press, the League of Women Voters and 
the do-goodcrs. 

In August, 1955, NAACP leaders in Atlanta announced a drive to register 
SO,OOO Negro vote~ in preparation for the 1956 election. "We have over 
20,000 Negroes regiStered m Atlanta now, but by next spring we'll have 
50,000 at least," they reponed. 

"We shall do our unnost to have at least 200,000 Negroes registered in 
th~ State of Gcor~ia. Other NAACP chapters throughout the South are 
gomg all out in thts registration drive and Atlanta must lead the way," the 
leader declared. 

The die is cast. The challenge has been issued by the NAACP leaders. 
":'e must meet this challenge head-on or submit meekly and undergo a 
mtd-Twcnticth Century reconstruction period. 

Chapter 7 

NAACP 
THE LEADER, .director an.d field general in the fight to break down 

all forms of ractal segregation is the National Association for the Ad­
vancement of Colored People. 

Formed in New York City in 1909, this organization has become the 
most powerful I?olitical press~re group in the United States. Y ct, according 
to rehable pubfished reports m 1955 year books, the total membership of 
the NAACP in 1954 was approximately 300,000. 

Despite its relatively small membership, many politicians outside the 
South quake in their boots when NAACP leaders shake a finger at them. 

The NAACP spokesman in the United States House of Representatives, 
Nc~ ~ ork N~gro Congressman Adam Clayton Powell, is able to block 
legtslanon at wtll by offering all manner of anti-segregation amendments to 
pending legislation. 

_l?uring the 195.5 Cong~essio~al sessio~ Powell blocked a proposed 
mthtary reserve btU by hJS antt-scgregatton amendment tactics despite 
a pcrso~al plea fro~. t~e Commander-in-Chief, President Eisenhower, that 
the legtslatton was vttal and necessary for national defense." 

The President assured him that the non-segregation amendment was 
not neded because his administration and the Supreme Court had already 
taken care of that problem and that it was a stde issue in the proposed 
legislation. -----
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that "there will be no military reserve bill without a non-segregation 
rider." In other words, non-segregation is more important to Powell and 
the NAACP than the military defense of this country! 

Weak-kneed Congressmen from industrial centers outside the South 
were afraid to back the President when it meant bucking the NAACP. It 
became necessary to introduce and !?ass a substitute mifitary reserve bill, 
incorporating only parts of the origmal measure. By courtesy of Powell 
and the NAACP we have only a pretense of a military reserve force. 

Powell became so arrogant in the closing weeks of the 1955 session 
that one Congressman, who had previously supported his various anti­
segregation amendme.nts, became. fed up with his tactics in committee 
meetings and socked hsm on the chin. 

NAACP and Crime 

On many occasions the NAACP has come to the support and rescue of 
convicted criminals who escaped from Southern worlc amps and fled to 
Northern states. Whenever these criminals are arrested as fugitives, almost 
invariably the NAACP legal staff rushes to their support regardless of the 
crimes for which they were convicted. Quite often, through political 
pressure, they succeed in preventing the criminal from being returned to 
the state from which he Bed. 

A perfect example of this type of good citizenship by the NAACP came 
to light in August, 1955, in the case of one Edward Brown, a Negro con­
victed of murder in Georgia, who had fled to Philadelphia. 

Look at the record in this case. It shows utter disregard by the NAACP 
for organized, free society. 

Brown's police record includes arrests for burglary, simple larceny, 
vagrancy and disorderly conduct-resisting arrest, and fleeing over a state 
line to avoid arrest. 

Twice Brown escaped from Georgia work camps. After his second 
escape, he slipped bacl< into the state to visit a friend. The sob-sisters of 
the Philadelphsa press reported that Brown returned to Georgia to take a 
"sick friend' back North with him. Regardless of the reason for his return, 
it was at this time that he committed the murder for which he was arrested, 
tri~d, convicted and given a life sentence. 

Brown made his third escape in 1950 and went to Philadelphia. He 
was arrested there March 31, 1952 and shortly afterwards Governor John 
S. Fine signed the extradition warrant at the request of the State of Georgia. 

Immediately, there started a court fight which lasted three years. Judge 
Louis E. Levinthal, of the Philadelphia Court of Common Pleas, rul.ed 
against the prisoner. The Pennsylvania Supreme Court upheld Judge Levm­
thal's ruling. 

At this point the National Association for. the Advance~ent of Colored 
People publicly entered the fight. It put Its top legal hght, Thurgood 
hlarshall, on the case and an appeal was made to the United States Supreme 
Court. 

In view of that Court's other decisions in 19 54, it is difficult to believe 

that Marshall had no success with the highest tribunal. The Court refused 29 

to review the decision of the Pennsylvania Supreme Court. The idea of 
freeing a man with such a criminal record, even though he was a Negro, 
must have been too much even for the Supreme Court Justices. 

However, despite rebukes by the highest courts of the State of Penn­
sylvania and the United States, Marshall and the NAACP were not through. 
The fight to prevent Brown's return to Georgia continued. Finally, suffi­
cient political pressure was obviously put on the present Governor of 
Pennsylvania, George M. Leader, because in August, 1955, he withdrew 
the extradition warrant signed by his predecessor, Governor Fine. Im­
mediately, Judge Gerald F. Flood, in Philadelphia, ordered Brown freed. 

Today, thanks to the NAACP, this convicted murderer, a man with a 
long criminal record prior to his conviction for murder, walks the streets 
of Philadelphia as a free man. 

Remember, he is free despite the fact that the Philadelphia Court of 
Common Pleas, the Pennsylvania Supreme Court and the United States 
Supreme Court had ruled that Brown should be returned to Georgia to 
complete his murder sentence. 

If this was the first such case where political pressure had been used by the 
NAACP to protect convicted criminals, it would not be worth mentioning 
here. However, it is in keeping with that organization's idea of protecting 
civil rights of Negroes and is only one of many examples. 

Notning is ever said about the dangers to society when a dangerous 
criminal is freed by such tactics. Nothing is said about the obvious violation 
of the civil rights of law abiding citizens whose very lives mar be placed 
m jeopardy by freeing convicted criminals. Yet, on severa occasions, 
criminals given their unwa.rranted freedom, have committed grievous 
crimes against citizens of those states which gave them their freedom. 

Justice Works One Way Only for NAACP 
Thur_good MarshalL the NAACP attorney in this case, has been most 

vocar m condemning White citizens, who have dared criticize the United 
States Supreme Court's non-segregation edicts. He has charged them 
with advocating lawlessness bordering on sedition. However, Marshall 
and his fellow NAACP officials have never let a decision of the court stand 
in their way when it ruled against them. \Vhenever the Court has ruled 
against the NAACP, whether in segregation cases or in its efforts to free 
a convicted criminal, its leaders have often by-passed the court and used 
political pressure to gain their objectives. When White citizens attempt 
this same method to protect their own rights and the rights of the states, 
Marshall and his associates scream, "the Court has spoken," or "this is the 
law now for the Court has so ruled," or "no one, even if he is a Southern 
governor, has the right to challenge the ruling of the United States Supreme 
Court," and other such junk. 

During the past decade, as the NAACP's political power grew, the 
organization used pressure in fields far beyond civil rights and segregation. 

It has resorted to censorship and boycotts in many instances. When 
Walt Disney completed the motion picture, "Song-or-me-south," based 
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on the beloved Uncle Remus stories by joel Chandrer Harris, the NAACP 
demanded that the showing of the picture be banned throughout the United 
States. 

The NAACP has condemned and boycotted a number of oustanding 
N~gro actors and actresses bee2use of the type parts they accepted in the 
movies. The late Hattie McDaniel, who won an Academy award for her 
fine acting in "Gone With the \Vind," was one of those who felt the wr:~th 
of this dictatorial organization. 

At its convention in Atlanta in 1951, the NAACP demanded that the 
national networks drop the "Amos and Andy" and the "Beulah" shows. 
Pressure was even put on the Federal Communications Commission in an 
effort to force these programs from the air. 

The great Negro educator, Booker T. Washington, who did more for 
the education of the Negro race than any other Negro in history, has 
been held up to scorn by the NAACP leadership. When a national shrine 
was established at his birthplace, the NAACP group steadfastly boycotted 
it, according to the Pittsburgh Courier. Because of this boycott, the founda­
tion which established the shrine was forced into bankruptcy. 

The NAACP leadership constantly refers to Booker T . Washington and 
to the late Dr. George Washington Carver, the versatile Negro scientist, 
as "Uncle Toms," insinuating that they were "traitors" to their people. 

Nor is the memory of Abraham Lincoln dealt with too kindly by these 
leaders. It seems some of them must have read the famous Lincoln debates 
with judge Douglas. Whatever the reason, Lincoln is no longer held in 
reverence by the NAACP, if he ever was. 

The attack on college social fraternities is another effort of this outfit. 
No one has ever claimed that these social fraternities were "democratic." 
The members are always handpicked because that is the kind of organiza­
tions they are. 

In the past few years, New York State has banned any social fraternity 
from C2mpuses of state colleges and universities which restricts its member­
ship to :my particular race or creed. Members of those fraternities may not 
select their own new members without taking into consideration the new 
state ruling. 

To what extremes will they go next? 
In several states Federal judges have ruled that segregation in city parks 

and play grounds is illegal, but that since the city is not required by law to 
furn1sh these installations, days may be set aside for one race and other days 
for another race. The first such smt involved the use of public golf courses. 
The NAACP and its Negro members were not satisfied with the decision. 
They appealed to the United States Supreme Court. They do not want to 
play on golf courses where only Negroes are playing that day. They want 
to play with White men and women and they are determmed to force 
themselves on the White players. 

They take the same attitude about public swimming pools. If they can't 
swim with the White people, they don't want to swim. And they don't 
want the White people to swim. Instead, they yell for the Supreme Court 
like spoiled bms. 
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Typical NAACP Pressure 

A new type of censorship is being used by the NAACP on newspapers 
10 some sections. Recently, in Waterloo, lo~~· members of.the NAA~P 
and the CIO United Packinghouse \Yorkers JOined together m attemptmg 
to force the Waterloo Courier to stop using the word "colored or Negro" 
m its news columns and classified advertising pages. 

These would-be-censors went so far as to call on the newspaper's ad­
vertisers and demand that they sign a petition "requesting" the newspaper 
to change its policy. 

The NAACP is a great believer in freedom of speech when its leaders 
libel such oustanding citizens as Governor James Byrnes and Senator James 
Eastland as "unAmerican, race-baiters." 

Bur. when the then Assistant Attorney General of North Carolina, Dr. 
I. Beverly Lake, proposed a private school plan for that state and branded 
the NAACP an enemy of the state's laws, the NAACP demanded that 
Governor Hodges "reprimand" Lake and remove him from office. 

Governor Hodges was not afraid of the NAACP. ~e replied, "It is my 
intention to use every means at my command to retam for the State the 
services of this distinguished lawyer." And that was that. 

The NAACP follows the Communist line in this matter of free speech. 
It may curse, belittle, smear and malign any prominent Whi~e Southern 
leader in the exercise of its "free speech." However, when a Whtte Southern 
leader speaks out in defense of his race or brands the NAACP for wh~t 
it really is, then their spokesmen immediately yell "foul" and demand h1s 
removal from office. Large segments of the dai~y press and ne.~v«;>rk c~m­
menators take up their cry and brand the Whtte leader as a Httler-hke, 
bigoted, race-baiter." They've done it to me. 

The most accomplished and professional race-baiters in the world today 
are the spokesmen for the NAACP and their fellow-travelers.! have never 
read one word in any of those Sfl1ne newspapers, tJor hll1Je l .ever beard .one 
of those 11etwork comment11tors conde111n this group for bemg r11ce-bmters 
against White people. 

For many years leaders of the NAACP would come into Southern. cities 
and hold district or regional meetings, condemn Southern .lead.ers m the 
National Congress and Southern governors; make many wtld, mflamma­
tory statements; promise their audiences the golden throne; and then pass 
the hat for bountiful donations. This plan worked for many years and no 
one knows what the "take" at these meetings was. They would pocket the 
money and head for another rally until they completed the circ?it. TI1en, 
with their pockets full, they would head back to New York Ctty. 

However as the NAACP grew in power and its treasury needed more 
and more fu

1

nds, a new scheme was formulated. They would hold a meeting 
in the deep South. They would bring all their national -leaders down here 
and really show this section "what was what." 
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In 1951 the NAACP held its national convention in Atlanta, Georgia. 

This meeting should have served notice to the people of the South that 
continual vigilance and courageous lcndership arc necessary at all rimes 

if this section's traditional social customs and its respect for Constitutional 
law are to be preserved. 

Only shortly before the meeting, the NAACP filed suit against the City 
of Atlanta school system in an effort to end segregation in the public 
schools. Yet, Atlanta's Mayor William B. Hartsfield was on hand to wel­
come the delegates and the officials of the association. The citizens of 
Atlanta knew that Mayor Hartsfield had just been re-elected a few monrhs 
before because he had received the Negro bloc vote. They knew that his 
opponent had received more White votes than the mayor. Still they were 
shocked that even he would welcome an organization which had publicly 
stated that it would destroy the Atlanta public school system if segregation 
was not ended. 

After receiving the Atlanta mayor's warm welcome, the delegates 
proceeded to adopt the following plan of attack on segregation in the 
South: 

"1. A stepped-up fight to wipe out all segregation in public schools and 
colleges. 

"2. An end to segregation on street cars and on trains and buses operating 
within the State. (The United States Supreme Court in 1950 outlawed 
segregation on buses and trains operating in interstate commerce.) 

"3. Immediate abolition of segregated hotels, restaurants, swimming pools, 
rest rooms, park facilities and other public places. 

"4. The elimination of segregation at all public gatherings such as base­
ball games, political meetings, dances, etc. 

"5. Opening of church doo'rs to mixed congregations. 
"6. Integration in all forms of employment including State, Coumy and 

City governments, trolley operators, firemen and policemen. 
"7. Forced mixing of the races in all units of the Armed Forces." 
A telegram from United States Senator Hubert Humphrey, of 1\linnc­

sota, to the delegates was read. It stated: 
"I have today introduced on the floor of the Senate eight civil rights 

bills comprising a comprehensive legislative program. Co-sponsors with me 
were Benton, Morse, Douglas, Lehman, Magnuson, More, Murray, Neely 
and Pastore. 

"The bills were ( 1) FEPC, (2) Anti-lynching, ( 3) Anti-poll tax, ( 4) 
Strengthening Federal government machinery for protection of Committee 
on Civil Rights and elevating existing civil rights units in the Department of 
Justice to the status of a division under an Assistant Attorney General, 
( 5) providing relief for victims of segregation in interstate commerce, 
(6) Strengthening existing civil rights statutes, (7) Protecting the right ro 
political farticipation, making it a crime to interfere with the right to vote 
m genera elections, and (8) Anti-Peonage bill. 

"[ suggest that we have a meeting in Washington to plan for full scale 
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effort to pass this legislation." 

NAACP Atlanta Convention 

NAACP Secretary Walter White, the guiding force of the organization, 
pointed out that Atlanta had been selected as the place for the most 
•mportant convention in the association's history. He intimated that the 
group wanted to throw the fear of the Negro vote into the hearts of 
Southern politicians as a part of the calculated design to destroy all fonns 
of segregation in the South. 

He termed "utterly impossible and ridiculous" the plans of certain 
Southern governors to eliminate public suppon of schools if segregation 
is eliminated. 

"Such action will be a calculated and obvious violation of the law and 
a flaunting of the Supreme Court," he said. 

Now this statement was made two years before the Supreme Court 
decision, but White evidently knew the Court would rule in favor of his 
organization. Yet, only one week before this statement was made, a three­
judge Federal Court had ruled in the Clarendon, S.C. segregation case 
that segregation in public schools was not a violation of the Constitution, 
thus ruling against the NAACP. White was so confident of the highest 
Court's _position that he could attack Southern ~overnors for any proposal 
they mtght suggest to retain segregated public schools and to evade a 
Supreme Court decision that was to be rendered two years later! 

Others taking part in the convention activities were Roy Wilkins, 
administrator of the NAACP; Dr. George Mitchell, director of the 
Southern Regional Council, who directs that group's fight against segrega­
tion from the Wesley Memorial building in Atlanta; Thurgood Marshall, 
chief counsel for the NAACP; Phillip Wilkie, son of the late Republican 
presidential candidate; Dr. Ralph Bunche, United Nations official; and 
Lillian Smith, author of inter-ractal books. 

Miss Smith denounced "a few great big old bishops who are r~onsible 
for keeping the doors of the Methodist Church shut to Negroes. ' 

"Social Highlight" 
The social highlight of the NAACP convention was a mixed dance at 

one of the private Negro clubs in Atlanta. Tmu magazine reponed that 
Atlanta's segregation ordinance "was quietly set aside" so the delegates 
could hold the dance. 

The Pittsburgh Courier, one of the nation's lar~est Negro newspapers, 
printed fictures on its front page, under the capnon, "This Happened in 
Atlanta, showing a Negro man dancing with a White girl and a White 
man dancing with a Negro girl. 

The Courier intimated tbat the mixed dance was planned and held to 
willfully violate state and city laws and customs. 

Clarence Mitchell, head of the Washington NAACP buruu, and one­
time Federal FEPC official, launched a bitter personal attack on Southern 
congressmen at' d senators for their stand against segregation. 
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saying. 

During the convention, delegates were urged to deliberately violate 
segregation laws in the various states and cities. 

These are just a few things in the record of the National Association for 
the. Advance~ent of Colored People, which are ignored or censored by 
pans of the dally press. Many peop1e do not realize just what this organiza­
tion stands for and what it's attempting to do in the name of civif rights 
and its brand of "democracy." 

Many uninformed white citizens have come to the defense of this outfit 
whenever it has been under attack. The NAACP has been defended in the 
name of freedom of thought, freedom oT association, and academic freedom. 
It has been described as "a fine, patriotic organization working fOr the best 
interests of all the people." Some defenders of the NAACP have gone to 
the enreme of declaring that "it only fights its battles in the couns." 

The records down through the years make a lie of these statements. 

Chapter 8 

OTHER GROUPS FIGHTING 
SEGREGATION 

THE National Association for the Advancement of Colored People 
an.d the CIO Political Action Co~nrni~tee were not the only organizations 

workmg to break down segregation m the South and to establish the 
dictatorial FEPC. 

Other groups, containing leaders from both the NAACP and the CIO, 
PAC, were grabbing their share of the headline news during this period. 

On May 19, 1946, Harold L. Ickes, the former Secretary of Interior 
whom President Truman had replaced in his cabinet, addressed an anti­
segregation rally in Washington. The rally was sponsored by the Com­
mittee for Racial Democracy in the Nation's Capital. 

The advenised purpose of the meeting, as reponed in the Washington 
news{>apers, was to raise $25,000 to aid in the fight. The Washington 
Evemng Star on May 20 reponed that a little more than $1,000 was con­
tributed by the audience. 

Ickes made one of his fiery, vindictive speeches attacking segregation 
in every form. He told the audience, according to the Star, "Personally, 
I do not believe in rolitical panics," but if segregation is to be ended, 
Negroes must put al the pressure poiSible on Congressmen at every turn. 
He told the audience that the only way complete integration could be won 
would be to end segregation in the public schools. "The end of segregation 
in public schools is the key," he declared. 

l:or many years, the Julius Rosenwald Foundation devoted a large part 35 

of 1ts resources to the fight against segregation and was one of the heaviest 
financial contributors to the NAACP and to its legal staff. Thus the Rosen­
wald Fo~?dation_paved the ~ay and was pace setter for present-day, tax-
( ree polltlcal acnon foundanon groups working hand in hand with the 
Communist conspiracy around the clock to ovenhrow our form of 
government. 

Testifying before a Congressional committee in 1947, Dr. Will Alexan­
der, vice-president and spokesman for the Rosenwald Foundation, stated. 

"Most of the problems of this country are due directly to segregation 
~n<~ the on I~ solution to our ills is an immediate end to all established segre­
gation· practices." 

He then demanded that Congress pass the "necessary laws" ending 
egregation in "every form and fashion.' 

Commie Sympathizers Back NAACP 
The So?thern Re~ion?l. Council, formed in _19~, and composed of a 

~roup of liberal White c1t1zens and Negroes active m the NAACP, joined 
m the battle against segre~ation. Subsidized for several years by the now 
defunct Rosenwald Fund, It continues the fight at an ever-increasing tempo 
with funds from other sources. 

In 1954, it received a grant of $240,000 from the Fund for the Republic 
of the Ford Foundation to aid in its battle against segregation. 
Th~ Executive Director of the Southern Regional Council is Dr. George 

S. MI.tch~ll, who has been connected with some notorious leftrwing 
orgaruzauons. He was a member of the Board of Representatives of the 
old Southern Conference for Human Welfare, accordmg to Congressional 
records. Thi' outfit was declared to be a subversive Communist-front group 
by the House unAmerican Activities Committee and listed as subversive 
l>y the Attorney General of the United States. Mitchell was also listed as 
a member of the Civil Rights Congress and the National Federation for 
Consti~utional ~ibenies, according to records of the unAmerican Activities 
Committee wh1ch branded both groups subversive. 

Mitchell is an outspoken critic of segregation in all forms and is in 
constant demand as a speaker before left-wing and ultra-liberal groups 
which are fighting segregation. 

The fact that Mitchell and the Southern Regional Council maintain 
offices and headquaners in the Wesley Memorial Buildin~ in Atlanta is 
the source of much embarrassment to many loyal Methodists throughout 
the Southeast. 

By early 1946, Negro leaders were coming out in the open in their 
demands for completely ending segregation in all forms and in all walks 
of life. 

The Southern Negro Youth Conference met in Colwnbia, South Carolina 
in October, 1946. The delegates heard fiery anti-segregation addresses by 
Adam Clayton Powell, Negro Congressman from New York City, and 
by Paul Robeson, notorious for his pro-Communist activities. Both men 
demanded an immediate end of segregation. They condemned Southern 
\ Vhite people and made all manner of threats in the -rriost rat>ble-rousing 



36 tnanner. 
Also takin~,Part in the meeting, according t? the Nashville (Tenn.) 

Bmner were . ~ames E. Jackson, Jr., Negro cha1rman of the Comn1unist 
party ~f LouJSJana; author Howard Fast, a follower of the Communist 
party line; and Dr. Max Yergan, Communist and president of the National 
Negro Congress. 
. ·~uis B_umham, org~ational secretary of the SNYC, incidenuJly 
1s Vlce-presadent of Amenca Youth for Democracy \vhich was forn1erly 
known as the Young Communist League." 

One of the most notorious organizations of this period was the now 
defunct Southern Conference for l-luman \Vel fare \vhich \Vorked hand and 
glove with the N_AACP. It also must ha':e heen worlcing closely with 
another outfit for 1n 1947 the House Committee on unAmerican Activities 
and the Unit~d States Depat unent of Justice revealed it as one of the most 
active Communist-front groups in the nation. 

In November, 1946, the Southern Conference for Human Welfare made 
headlines throughout the nation by presenting its annual award to the then 
Governor of Georgia, Ellis Gibbs Arnall for his "contributions to human 
\vel fare." 

On hand with Arnall for the presentation were a group of Atlanta Negro 
NAACP leaders, Austin T. Walden, Dr. Rufus Clements and C. A. Scott. 
Also present to praise ~rnall wa~ Walter White, national secretary of the 
NAACP and the lead1ng force tn the fight to end segregation in every 
fo1 an. 

Dr. Clark Foreman, a well known fellow-traveler, was president of the 
C:O~fer~c~, James E. Dombrowski, a fotnaer staff member of Emory 
Unaverstty 1n Atlanta and a well-known fellow traveler, was administrative 
secreurr·. james E. jacks~n, ~r.,_ the ~egro Communist party chairnaan 
for f..:outslana, wa.s also acttve tn Its atfatrs at the New Orleans meeting. 

It ts wo~h noting that on a previous occasion Mr. justice Hugo Black 
of the Uruted States Supreme Coun had been a recipient of a similar 
citation from this same Southern Conference for Human Welfare as had 
Dr. Will Alexander of the Rosenwald Fund. ' 

Arnall up to that time had been the fairhaired boy of the liberal press 
in the South and a :'kn_igh~ in shining atu~or., However, when he accepted 
tha_t motley groups cttat1on, even the hberal press couldn't stomach his 
act.Jons. 

He was "shocked and hurt" that such a liberal as editor Ralph McGill 
of the Atlanta Conrtftut.ion woul_d attack him ~or accepting the c:itation 
a!ld accuse _the organtZatton of bet~g a Communist-front gro_up, especially 
s1nce McGtll was one of the organizers of the Southern Reg~onal Council. 
uter, A null was to whine that he "didn't know the truth" about the South­
em Conference for Human Welfare. He should have known Editor McGill 
did. ' 
. No eff?rt will be made to l~st the many ot~er Communist-front organiza­
~tons which have had a pan tn the fight agatnst the destruction of segrega­
aon. Needless to ~y, the fi_J~ ~f the Se~te Internal Security Committee, the 
House UnAmencan Acttvttles Committee and the Department of Justice 
are filled with names of their leading Jights. 
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CIVIL RIGHTS LEGISLATION 
DURING the past fifteen years many so-called civil rights bills have been 

introduced in the national Congress and in a number of state legisla­
tures. 

These have i_ncluded the FEPC proposals, anti-poll tax laws, anti-lynching 
laws a1_1d the l~ke. Most of _these proposals were introduc~d to appease the 
eg~o voters 1n states outstde the South. Many of the legtslators privately 

~dmattcd _that they did not believe in their own legislation, but that their 
Jntroductton ~~ul? assure t_he~ of the Negro vote. 
T~~ first. ctvtl ngh~ leg1slauon was passed by the Congress during the 

:admtnlStratton of Pres1dent Andrew Johnson, who vetoed it on ~rounds 
th2t it gave to "a minority rights that it did not give to the majortty." 

In 1875, when it became evident that federal troops would soon be 
removed fr~m the South, Cong~ess passed the Federal Civil Rights Act 
of 187 5, wh1ch forbade the exclus1on of Negroes from .,public conveniences 
2nd places of entertainment" because of color. 

This act of Congress was declared unconsti~tional by the United States 
Supreme Court. Mr. justice Bradley, who delivered the Opinion of the 
Court stated in pan: 

"After giving to these questions all the consideration which their impor­
cance demands, we are forced to the conclusion that such an act of refusal 
(admission to an inn, etc.) has nothing to do with slavery or involuntary 
servitude, and that if it is violative of any ri~ht of the party, his redress JS 

t? be sought under the laws of the State; or if these laws are adverse to his 
ng~ts ~nd do !lot rotect him, his remedy will be found in the corrective 

the effect of State laws, or state action, pro 'bited by the F ourteent 
Amendment. 

"When a man has emerged from slavery, and by the aid of beneficial 
legislation has shaken off the inseparable concomitants of that state, there 
must be some stage in the progress of his elevation when he takes the rank 
of mere citizen, and ceases to be a special favorite of the laws, and when his 
rights as a citizen, or a man, are to bel.rotected in the ordinary modes by 
which other men's rights are protecte . There were thousands of free col­
ored people in this country before the abolition of slavery, enjo:ying all the 
essential rights of life, liberty and propeny the same as white cttizens; yet 
no one, at that time, thought it was any invasion of his personal status as a 

f~e.en1an because he was not admitted to all the privileges enJoyed by white 
ctttzens, or because he \Vas subjected to discrimination in the enjoyrnent of 
accommodations in inns, public conveyances and places of amusement ... " 

It should be noted th:a~ th~ members of the Supreme Court \vhich de­
clared these acts unconstitutional were men quite familiar with the Thir­
teenth and F O~rtecnth Amendments. They were active in the la\\' and the 
courts at the tJme these amendments were adopted. The~kne\v the intent 
of Congress in pa9Sing them. 
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The Supreme Court Favored Segregation 

The majority opinion continued: 
"On the whole we are ?f the OJ?inion, that no countenance of authority 

for the passage of the law m questton can be found in either the Thirteenth 
or Fo~rteenth. Amendmen~ of the Consti~tion; and no other ground of 
au~honty for Its passa~e bemg _sug~ested, It must necessarily be declared 
votd, at least so far as Its operanon m the several Statc3 is concerned." 

This ruling by these particular members of the Court had a profound 
effect on the Court for many yean until recently when its members became 
more mindful of politics than of the law. 

It was the basis of the Court's decision in Collrm v. H~~rdyma11 and was 
referred to in this manner: 

"It was held ~nconstitution~l: This ~ecision was in harmony with that 
of every othe~ Important dectston dunng that period by a Court, every 
member of which had be~n appo!nted by Presidents Lincoln, Grant, Hayes, 
Garfield or Arthur-all mdoctnnated in the cause which produced the 
Fourteenth Amendment, but convinced that it was not to be used to cen­
tralize power so as to upset the Federal system." 
On~ of the f~vorite civ~l rights bills, introduced in each session of Con­

gress JS the ann-poll tax bdl. Few states have a poll tax Jaw now. Still some 
Congressmen must bow to the NAACP and introduce the legislation. 

It is ironic that most of the advocates come from states which do not 
hav~ the popular primary system of nominating candidates from the various 
parues. 

Almost invariably these Congressmen came from states where the candi­
dates for public office, governors, senators, etc., are handpicked by a little 
group of poli~cal leaders and ramme~ down the throats of delegates to 
party conventions. The voters have httle or nothing to say about their 
party's candidates. 
~e d~ not have the poll tax in Georgia. However, it is none of Georgia's 

busmess tf Alabama or some other states do have the poll tax. Certainly it 
is no business of Congress, the National Government, or any person not :~ 
citizen of the state which does. 

However, a person who doesn't think enough of his right to vote to 
pay one or two dollars in taxes, isn't very interested in the right of fran­
chise. 

~e anti-ly~ching law is another piece of so-called civil rights legislation 
that ts always mtroduced and always draws lots of headlines. 

Now t~ere hasn't been a lynchin_g in t~e South for a number of years, but 
these radtcals would have the pubhc believe that thcry- are quite common. 

Several years ago some of our Southern senators offered to support an 
anti-lynchmg law if it would include lynchings perpetrated by gangsters. 
That di~ it. Those represent2tives from Illinois, New York, New jersey 
and Indtana took to cover. Gangster lynchings were occurring in thetr 
states weekly and such a proposal wu definitely a violation of the rights 
of gangster-populated states. The lack of sincenty of the advocates of the 
anti-lynching law was proven then, once and for an. 

The most popular civil rights legislative proposals at the present time 

center around vanous federal Fair Employment Practices Commission 39 

acts. 
Perhaps the most vicious of all the FEPC legislation introduced in the 

1951-52 Congress was that proposed by Senators Herbert H. Lehman, of 
New York, and Hubert Humphrey, of Minnesota. 

Compulsory FEPC is Vicious 

This compulsory FEPC if ever passed, would end constitutional govern­
ment in this country. It would steal away our birthright of freedom and put 
all of us at the complete mercy of a handful of bureaucrats, dictated and 
controlled by such organizations as the National Association for the Ad­
vancement of Colored People, one of the prime sponsors of this vicious 
legislation. 

There is little doubt, now that the United States Supreme Court has 
issued its edict against segregation in public schools, but that the sponsors 
of compulsory FEPC will again try to ram this legislation down the throats 
of United States citizens. It may be introduced by other senators or repre­
sentatives, but it will be back. 

Look at the proposals embodied in Senate Bill 17 32 of that session of 
Congress. 

It would have given the fivo-man FEPC Commission unlimited authority 
to hire an army of agents and investigators to harass employers from Maine 
to California. 

It contained a provision for the Commission to pay the expenses of wit­
nesses to testify against employexa who might be hauled before the Com-
mission. . 

After any complaint was investigated and the Commission issued an 
order which was not obeyed, an employer and all his records mi~ht be 
summarily subpoenaed to Washington, D. C. to be tried by an inqmsition. 

After the hearing the Commission would be empowered to issue an order 
which, if not obeyed, could be carried to any Fecferal Court of Appeals for 
enforcement. This meant that any employer in the United States could 
have been taken far away from his home, and tried and convicted by utter 
strangers. 

And, above this, evidence not presented before the FEPC commission 
could not be presented before the Court. It meant that under those pro­
posals an employer would have been pre-judged and pre-tried before a 
civilian executive agency of the Federal government before ever getting 
his day in court . 

One of the most repugnant provisions of the proposed FEPC legislation 
was a provision which said that persons may be compelled to testify against 
themselves. This would have been a violation of one of our most funda­
mental precepts of constitutional law. 

There was a provision granting the Commission authority to promulgate 
such rules and regulations as it might see fit to carry out the provisions of 
the act. There was no limit to the unreasonable, diet2toria~ foolish and im­
possible regular ons the Commission might have demanded. 
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FEPC is Communist 

This proposed FEPC legislation, whether the men who introduced ir 
in ~ogress and the various state legislatures know it or not, is actually of 
Communistic origin. 

In 1920, one Joseph Stalin introduced a law known as Stalin's "All Race 
Law." He used this as a means of advancing himself as the supreme dictator 
of Soviet Russia. The administrative and judicial provisions of proposed 
FEPC laws introduced in the Congress and passed into law by several states 
faithfully follow Stalin's "All Race Law." 

Compulsory FEPC national legislation would destroy the right of in­
dividuals to choose their fellow associates. It would destroy the right of an 
employer to select his employees. The judgment of government gestapo 
agents would be substituted for the judgment of the nation's businessmen 
as to the fitness of an applicant for a position. It would set up a dangerous 
instrument for Federal oppression in every state. It would destroy our sys­
tem of free enterprise. 

Not only this, it would place into the hands of the administration a 
heinous weapon for use agamst any person who might dare offer opposi­
tion. In time it could become easily the germ for a power-mad dictatorship. 

Donald Richberg, one of the architects of the original New Deal, but 
an outspoken advocate of constitutional law, warned against Federal FEPC 
legislauon with these words: 

"When a bill proposes to destroy the constitutional libeny essential to a 
free economy, and to provide Communists with a new and powerful lever­
age for disintegrating American industry, then any genuine liberal is obliged 
to say, 'The alleged humanitarian and democratic purpose of this legislation 
is only a fraudulent cloak to conceal its commumstic purposes-and its in­
evitable effect-to make a com~etitive system of private entelfrise unwork­
able and to bring about industnal chaos and eventual collapse. " 

Naturally, the pseudo-liberals, fellow travelers and leaders of the Na­
tional Association for the Advancement of Colored People condemned 

~chberg for his bold stand and forthright statement against FEPC legisla­
oon. 

In July 1955, stories in the labor press told of conferences taking place 
with NAACP leaders and segments of labor advocating compulsory FEPC 
legislation as a "bulwark to strengthen the U.S. Supreme Court's segrega­
tion decisions and to end once and for all every segment of ncial segrega­
tion in the United States." 

Yet, there are those who condemn any citizen who dares speak out 
against the NAACP and its attempts to destroy constitutional law in the 
United States. 

Chapter 10 

INTERM·INGLING AND 
INTERMARRIAGE 
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THE ULTIMATE aim and goal of NAACP leaders in the present segre-
gation fight is the complete interminglin~ of the races in housing, 

schools, churches, public parks, public swimnung pools and even in mar­
riage. It is so evident that even White apologists for this organization must 
now admit it. 

For many years a few thoughtful citizens, keen students of history and 
careful observers of the actions and works of the National Association for 
the Advancement of Colored People, tried to warn us that the ultimate 
goal of this group was the complete integration of the nces. 

These citizens were held up to scorn and ridicule by segments of the 
press, by certain religious leaders, and by some civic and professional 
groups which followed the NAACP line and called these men "bigoted, 
evil, cruel, rabble-rousing, nee-baiters." 

They scorned the warnings of these brave men. They helped "brain­
wash" a large segment of the nation and lulled them to sleep by proclaiming 
over and over again that all the NAACP wanted for the Negro was "equal 
educational opportunities, fair and just law enforcement and a chance for 
the Negro to unprove himself, his family and his race." 

However, events of the past ten years have shown that these critics of 
the NAACP were right, their self-righteous defamers completely wrong. 

Let us look at the record. The United States Supreme Court, mostly in 
suits brought before it by the NAACP or its members, has outlawed by 
judicial decree the restrictive covenants on real estate. This opened up 
housing on a non-segregated basis, thus costing White home-owners mif-
lions of dollars in propeny value losses. . 

Next, suits against the White Democratic Party in the South eliminated 
the White Primary and opened it to Negro voters. This was despite previous 
rulings by the Supreme Court upholding its constitutionality. 

This was followed by NAACP suits against the states of Texas and 
Oklahoma. They resulted in the Court's ban against segregation in institu­
tions of higher learnings. 

Furthermore, there were the Court's decrees barring segregation in inter­
state commerce such as railroad coaches, Pullman cars and dining cars. 

Then fina.lly carne the public school seg~egati~n edicts by the ~urt, 
forcing the mingling of the Ne~ro and White children, startmg With the 
little first graders through the high school ages. 

Meanwhile, during the administration of Chief Justice Warren .as ~ov­
ernor of California, the California Supreme Court ruled as unconstJtunonal 
that state's miscegenation law against intermarriage of the races. The law 
had been on the statute books of California for seventy-=-five years. 
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. Early in 1955, after the United States Supreme Court's rulin~ against pub­

lic school segregation, an attack has been made on Virginia s law against 
inter-marriage between the races. 

The Supreme Court of Vir~inia, in june 1955, held the law constitutional 
and Justice Buchanan wrote m the unanimous decision, "We are unable to 
read in the 14th Amendment . . . any words or intendment which pro­
hibit the state from eructing legisl2tion to preserve the racial integrity of 
io; citizens •.. so that it sliaU not have a mongrel breed of citizens. We 
find there is no r~uirement that the state shall not legislate to prevent the 
obliteration of rac1al pride, but must pennit the corruption of blood, even 
though it weaken or destroy the quality of ioa citizenship. Both sacred and 
secular history teach that nations h2ve better advanced m human progress 
when they cultivate their own . . . peculiar genius. 

"Regulation of the marriage relation is, we think, distinctly one of the 
righoa guaranteed to the states and safeguarded by that b:uoon of states' 
righo;, somewhat battered perhafs, but still a sturdy fonress, the Tenth 
section of the Bill of Rights . . . 

When the Virgini2 Supreme Court made its ruling, the states of Alabama, 
Arizona, Arkansas, Colorado, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Idaho, Indiana, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, Mississippi, Missouri, Nebraska, Nevada, 
Nonh Carolina, North Dakota, Oklahoma, South Carolina, South Dakota, 
Tenn~e, Texas, Utah, West Virginia and Wyoming all had similar laws 
against iptermarriage of the races. 

The best authority for the ultimate aim of the NAACP and its leaders 
is in the life and actions of Walter White, who until his death in early 19 55, 
was the spokesman and director of the organization. He was "Mr. NAACP," 
if you please. 

NAACP Wants Complete Intermingling 
White wu a zealous man. He would never do anything in his public or 

private life not in accord with the aims md goals of the NAACP, or that 
might hurt "the cause." 

He wu the real leader, meticulously setting the proper ex:atnple for ioa 
members. He knew what he wu doing and where nc was going. Once he 
wu asked by 1 newspaper reporter, "To what race do you belong?" 

Hil answer was, ''11\e hwnan race. There is only one race." 
Walter White practiced what he preached. He divorced his Negro wife 

md married 1 White woman. 
If nothing else had waked up the people of the South and the nation to 

the ultimate aim of the NAACP, that should have. 
Shortly after the United States Supreme Court rendered its edicts in the 

public school segregation cases, White was asked what he thought the 
effect of the decree would have on the lives of Negroes. 

This interview wu printed in one of the leading nationally circulated 
magazines. 

White stated that the decree would "lead to an increase in intermarriage 
between the races," and advoated an end to laws prohibiting such mar­
riages. 

"When human beings get to know each other and to respect each other,
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friendships develop and some of those friendships develop into love and 
marriage," he declared. 

"The NAACP has •/ways opposed Lrws blrTTing intemunTiages, bt­
CIIUSe they do gTtllt harm to both races," White continued. 
"They deny the women of a so-called minority group protection of their 

person and it also is an improper and immoral thin~ to do. It really places 
a premium on extramarital relationships on both s1des of the racial fence. 
If two people wish to live together, it is most un-Christian to say they must 
live together in sin instead of holy wedlock," declared Walter White. 

There it is for anyone to see. The ultimate aim of the National Associa­
tion for the Advancement of Colored People is the complete amalgamation 
of the races. 

The great English statesman, Disraeli, once said, "No man will treat with 
indifference the principle of Race, for it is the key to history." 

And history teaches that when two separate races, livmg in the same 
country, do not follow a pattern of segregation, an amalgamation of the 
races occurs which ultimately results in destruction of each individual race. 

The Children of Israe~ God's chosen people, were commanded by God 
to remain se.Parate or segregated from odier races. 

The decline and fall of the Roman Empire came after years of inter­
marriage with other races. Spain was toppfed as a world power as a result 
of the amalgamation of the races. 

In Cuba, in Mexico and in the South American countries, segregation 
has never been practiced. As a result, the races have intermarried and be­
come a mongrel race in which the strongest and best features of both 
races have been destroyed. . 

God Advocates Segregation 
Ethnology teaches that there are five different races: white, black, 

yellow, brown and red. God created them all different. He set them in 
families and appointed bounds of habitation. He did not intend them to be 
mixed or He would not have separated or segregated them. . 

Certainly history shows that nations composed of a mongrel race lose 
their strength and become weak, lazy and indifferent. They become easy 

preys to outside nations. And isn't that just exactly what the Communists 
want to happen to the United States? 

This position has nothing to do with Hitler's theory of the "super race." 
It is based on history and natural science. 

Certainly a man with pure N~o blood will have a better oppommity 
to develop the finer characterisocs and culture of his race than one of 
mixed blood. The same is true of the White man, of course. 

Federal District Judge Robert N. Wilkins, a native of Ohio, pointed out 
some of the most profound facts in history and natural science in his de­
cision in 1952 a~inst the NAACP, in a suit brought seeking a Federal ban 
against segreganon on municipal golf courses in Nashville, Termessee. 

He wrote, in part: "It seems that segregation is not._only__ncognized in 
constitutional 'aw and judicial decision, but that it is also supported by 
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so it has produced different races of men. Distinguishing racial features 
have not been produced by men, or man-made laws. They are the result of 
processes of evolution and it seems natural and customary for different 
species and different races to recognize and prefer as intimate associates 
their own kind. Nature has produced white birds, black birds, blue birds 
and red birds, and they do not roost on the same limb or use the same nest. 
Such recognition and preference for their own kind prevails among other 
animals. It prevails among all people, among the yellow, black and red­
skinned races. 

"The law recognizes these natural and instinctive principles and prac­
tices of life. It does not attempt to inhibit them. It would be futt1e to 
attempt to do so. This nation's experience with the Eighteenth Amendment 
shows that there are forces of nature that cannot be changed by constitu­
tional amendment or judicial decree. A Government like ours does not at­
tempt to make a law or enforce a law which is contrary to the general will 
of the community. Our Government and its commands and decrees are the 
expression of the general will. A court of sense and character, or experience, 
does not command anything to be done which is impossible, because there 
is no method by which its order can be enforced. 

"The law does, however, attempt to preserve and protect the basic legal 
rights of all persons regardless of race or color. The force of the law is set 
a~ainst oppression and exploitation. It is a fundamental principle of Western 
Civilization that man is sacred to man. The degradation of any man by the 
denial of his inalienable rights is an assault upon humankind. Roman and 
An~lo-American jurisprudence is replete with fundamental principles 
which courts of law recognize and enforce in order to preserve the dignity 
and sanctity of human nature. Our Declaration of Independence and our 
Constitution recognize these principles and provide that government itself 
should be subject to them. 

"But our Government and its law does not intrude into the private and 
social affairs of life. In their private and social affairs all men are free. There 
is a realm of life where law is absolute; the law commands what may and 
what may not be done. There is another realm where freedom is absolute; 
each individual is at liberty to do as he pleases. There is another realm in 
between where the law does not command but the individual is not entirely 
free. In this middle realm individual rights and obligations and social rights 
and obligations are brought into impingement and here conduct is con­
trolled generally by rules and customs of civil decency, social decorum, 
and polite manners. It has been a sound policy of the liberalism of western 
civilization and all republican and democratic governments to keep this 
middle realm as broad as possible, because the extension of the realm of 
absolute law tends to totalitarian government, tyranny and absolutism, 
which thwart human evolution. The maintenance of a broad middle ground 
depends upon the acceptance by the people of its obligations. 

"During recent years there has been a tendency prompted by over­
zealous champions of democracy to extend democratic processes and legal 
procedure into fields where they are not qualified to serve. By burdening 
democratic processes with obligations which they are not able to meet, they 
bring democracy and law into disrepute and dismtegration. This tendency 

has been incited and increased by open champions and subversive agents of 
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the world revolution which has been advancmg under the banner of Com­
munism. The open and avowed purposes of such revol~ti?naries is to er~d­
lcate all religion and to destroy our system of laws an~ J?rJSpru~~nce wh1ch 
has been developed in the Judean-Greek-Roman-Omsttan ~dioon. . 

"Those who intentionally or unwittingly are overburderung def!locntlc 
and legal processes and destroying the dehcate balance and appomonment 
of powers upon which our way of life depends, play iJ?tO the hands of the 
revolutionanes. While they may think they are champ1onln~ freedom and 
liberalism, they are bringing about totalitarianism which w1ll destroy the 
very object that they seek to serve. 

"This Court therefore concludes that segregation itself (where legal 
rights are unaffected) is not unconstitutio~l or .u_nlawful;. that it is~ .nat­
ural tendency which the P.rogress of m~ s pohttcal,. soc1al ~nd spmrual 
evolution may change or disappear; but 1t would be mexpe~1ent and u.n­
wise to attempt to present or prohibit it (or enforced unrestncted associa­
tion) by judicial decree." 

Lincoln Opposed Desegregation 

Abraham Lincoln, before and after he became President of the United 
States, held some definite opinions about the amalgamation o.f t~e races and 
its dangers. He spoke out publicly and with force and conv1ct1on on these 
vital issues. 

His statements may be read at any first rate public library which has any 
son of Lincoln collection. 

Here are a few of his public statements regarding the segregation and 
miring of the races. 

In an address at Springfield, Illinois, on June 26, 1857, Lincoln stated: 
"There is a natural disgust in the minds of nearly all white people at the 

idea of indiscriminate amalgamation of the white race and the black race 

"A septZTation of the races is the only perfect preventive of amaJ~a­
mation; but as immediate separation is impossible the nert but thing 
is to keep them apart where they liTe 110t alrelldy together. 
"If white and black people never get together in Kansas, they will never 

mix blood in Kansas. This is one self-evident truth. 
"A few free colored persons may get into the free state~ in any event; 

but their number is too insignificant to amount to much m the way of 
mixing blood. . . 

"Such separation, if it is ever to be effected at all, must be effected. by 
colonization .... The enterprise is a difficult one, ?ut 'where t.here 1s ~ 
will there is a way' and what colonization needs most IS a hearty will. · · · 

In his famous debates with Judge Stephen Douglas, Lincoln at Ottawa, 
Illinois, on August 21, 1859, said: 

"I have no purpose to introdu.ce politic~! and. social~qu~i~~etween t~e 
white and black races. There 1s a phys1cal d1fferenceoetween the t\\ o, 
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fooong of perfe~ equality; an~ masmuch as it becomes a necessity th:1t 
there must be a difference, I am m favor of the race to which I belong hav­
ing the superior position." 

Thus spoke the Great Emancipator. 
On September 16, 1859, at Columbus, Ohio, Abraham Lincoln again 

spoke out on this subject when he said: 
''There is no reason in the world why the Negro is not entitled to all 

the natural rights, enumerated in the Declaration of Independence, the right 
of life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness. . . 

"I agree with Judge Douglas, he (the Negro] is not my equal in many 
respect.s-certainly not in color, perhaps not in moral or intellectual endow­
ments. But _in the right to cat bread, without leave of anybody else, which 
his own hand earns, he is my equal, and the equal of Judge Douglas, and 
the equal of every living man. 

"I am not, nor have I ever been in favor of bringing about in any way 
the social and po_litical equality of the white and black races-I am not, nor 
ever. ha.vc been, 10 favor of making voters or jurors of the Negroes, nor of 
qualifying them to hold office, nor to inter-marry with white people. 

"I !"ill add to ~ that I have never seen to my knowledge a man, woman 
?r child who was 10 favor of ~roducing a perfect equality, social and polit­
Jca~ between Negroes and white men. . . . 

"I give [Judge Douglas] him my most solemn pledge that I will to the 
very last stand by the law of the state which forbids the marrying of white 
people with Negroes." 

After he became President, Abraham Lincoln on August 14, 1862, rec-
ommended colonization to a "Deputation of Free Negroes" who called on 
him at the White House. ' 

"You and we are different races. We have between us a broader differ­
ence than exists be~een almost ~ny ot~er ~o races. Whether it be right or 
wrong I need not diScuss; but this phJS1cal difference is a great disadvantage 
to us both, as I think," he said. 

"Your race suffers very greatly, many of them by living among us, while 
ours suffers from your presence. In a word, we suffer on each side If this is 
admitted, it affords us a reason, at least, why we should be separated. . . . 

"Even when yo':' ceas_e to ~slaves, you are yet far removed from being 
placed on an equality WJth white people. . . . On this broad continent not 
a single man of your race is maae the equal of a single man of ours. Go 
wher~ rou arc treated the best, and the ban is still upon you. . . . I cannot 
alter It if I would. . • . 

"~ n~ ~ot recount to you the effects upon white men, growing out of 
the mstJtuoon of slavery . . . and its evil effects upon the white race. 
·~e our present ~ondition-the country engaged in war-our white men 

cutong one another s throats . . . and then consider what we know to be 
the truth. 

"But for your race among us there would be no war although many 
m~n engaged on either side do not care for you one way ~r the other .... 
It IS better f.or us bo~ therefore, to be sel?arated." 

When Lmcoln SJgned the Emancipanon Proclamation, he said, "I have 

urged the colonization of the Negroes, and I shall continue. 
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"My Emancipation Proclamation was linked with this plan. There is no 
room for two distinct races of white men in America, much less for two 
distinct races of whites and blacks. 

"I can conceive of no greater calamity than the assimilation of the Negro 
into our social and political life as our equal. . . . . 

"Within twenty years we can peacefully colonize the Negro and giVe 
him our language, literature, religion, and system of government under 
conditions in which he can rise to the full measure of manhood. 

"This he can never do here. We can never attain the ideal union our 
fathers dreamed, with millions of an alien, inferior race among us, whose 
assimilation is neither possible nor desirable." 

Thus spoke the founder of the Republican party. 

JeHerson's T"'e VIews 
Thomas Jefferson, the founder of the Democratic party and author of 

the Declaration of Independence, has been misquoted many times on his 
statements regarding this. 

Thousands of visitors to the Jefferson Memorial in Washington, each 
year, read this description attributed to Jefferson, 

"Nothing is more certainly written in the book of fates than that these 
people are to be free." 

These eighteen words were lifted bodily from his full statement with the 
period placed where Jefferson had used a semi-colon! 

~~~th-lovin~ American will appreci2te it. And no student of history 
will condone havmg the writings and beliefs of this great man so distorted. 
It misrepresents his views and is a fraud on the unsuspecting public. 

The full and complete statement of Jefferson may be read in the book. 
"Sketches of the Life, Writinss and Opinions of Thomas Jefferson," by 
B. L. Rayner, published in 1832 by A. Francis and W. Boardman. 

This book is in the library of Congress, under Class E. 332, Book RZ6. 
On page 164 of this book is the following complete statement by jef­

ferson. 
"Nothing is more certainly written in the book of fate than that these 

people are to be free; nor is It Jess certain that the two races, equally free, 
cannot live in the same government." 

This has quite a different meaning from the half quoution inscribed on 
the Jefferson Memorial. 

Immediately after this sentence, Jefferson penned the following: 
"Nature, habit, opinion have drawn indelible lines of distinction between 

them. It is still in our power to direct the process of emancipation and 
deportation, peacefully, and in such slow degree, as that the evil will wear 
off insensibly, and thell' place be, pari passu, filled up by free white laborers. 
If, on the contrary, it is left to force itself on, human nature must shudder 
at the prospect held up. we should in vain look for an example in the sran­
ish depottation, or deletion of the Moors. This precedent would fal far 
short of our case." 

Both Jefferson and Lincoln realized the dangers ota-possible amalgama-
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Jess manner. Both believed the best solution was to colonize the Negroes 
across the sea. 

Certainly it is an indisputable historical fact that Jefferson and Lincoln 
both favored segregation of the races in every phase of life. 

No sensible person will proclaim that one race is superior to another in 
every respect. There arc some White people who are superior to some Ne­
gro people in intellect, ability and personality. LikewiSe, there arc some 
Negroes who arc superior to some White people in this respect. The same 
is true of the other races. 

Each race has its own culture, its own heritage, and its own talents. These 
arc all developed best when the races arc not mixed. 

Y ct. the real goal of the NAACP and its leaders is the amalgamation of 
the races. Because of this we arc fast approaching the cross road of Amer­
ican history. The road we take will determine our future. 

Chapter 11 

THE FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT 
EVERY DISCUSSION and every argument for or against segregation 

in the public schools must, of necessity, be based on either constitu­
tional law or emotions, history, practice and custom or utter disregard for 
laws of the several states. 

From the adoption of our Bill of Rights until the present era of the polit­
ical Supreme Court, the Tenth Amendment had been the rulins constitu­
tional faw governing the internal affairs of the several states. 'Ibis has been 
true even since the adoption of the Fourteenth Amendment. 

It should be remembered that the Fourteenth Amendment was submitted 
for ratification of the Southern States after the War Between the States 
upon the theory that they had no right to leave the Union, and, in fact, had 
been at all times members of the Onion. These states, except Tennessee, 
refused to ratify. Then, at the point of the bayonet, with most of the White 
citizcru disfranchised, these states were forced to ratify it. Such ratification 
is, of course, contrary to law. But that is not the point at question here. 

The Fourteenth Amendment does not in any way support the proposi­
tion that the several states may not have separate schools and colleges for 
the white and colored races. It merely provides so far as is here relevant: 
''No State shall ... deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal 
protection of the laws." 

The entire claim to Federal interference in the public schools of the 
nrious states is based upon this provision. 

Is a White stUdent denied equal protection of the laws when he is re­
~uired to attend a White school? Is a Negro student denied equal protec­
tion of the laws when he is required to attend a Negro school? If there be 
no Negro school with a class which the Negro stUdent wishes to attend, 

is he denied equal protection of the laws if liis expenses in a school in an-
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other State arc paid in lieu of providing a school within his own State? If 
there is no White school with a class which the White student wishes to 
attend, is he denied equal protection of the laws if his expenses in a school 
without the state be paid in lieu of providing a school within the state? . 

Is equal protection of the laws denied because the races are separated m 
the public schools of a state? 

There is no lan~age in the Fourteenth Amendment to support the 
proposition that it 1s. Deliberate considerations of this amendment by the 
Supreme Court of the United States in former years reached no such con-
struction. On the contrary, that Court then determined that this amend­
ment did not prohibit separate school systems for the two races in those 
states which desired such systems. 

And why was this the interpretation of the Court in prior years? 

Can't the Justices Read? 
A majority of the segregated public school systems in the United States 

were established after the adoption of the Fourteenth Amendment! 1\lany 
private citizens do not know this fact. Most advocates of endin~ segrega­
tion ignore it. And the present United States Supreme Court indicated that 
it was unable to determine whether the Congress submitting the amend­
ment, or the ratifying state legislatures, intended that the amendment would 
prohibit state supported schools. 

The "learned justices" had only to do a bit of research in any first rate 
library to have found their answer. They would have found that twenty­
three of the first thirty states to ratify the Fourteenth Amendment contin­
ued, or adopted soon after the Amendment, statutory or constitutional pro­
visions for racial segregation in the public schools. These states were 
Alabama, Arkansas, California, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Indiana, Kansas, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, Mississipp~ Missour~ Nevada, New York, 
North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, 
Virginia and West Virginia. 

They would have found that the Congress also established segregated 
public schools in the District of Columbia by law. · 

There are plenty of libraries in Washington, D. C. Can't the Justices 
read? 

The fact that some of these states afterwards abandoned segregated 
schools does not lessen the fact that their original segregation laws were 
enacted and enforced although they had ratified the Fourteenth Amend­
ment. 

In some nates, the 'Very same legislature which ratified the Four­
teenth Amendment also ettablished segregllted public schools irmne­
diately thereafter! 
Surely, if the Fourteenth ~mendment had been meant to prohibi~ segre­

gation of the races, the nat.10nal Congress would not hav~ stood I?ly by 
without action. Remember, the Southern States were stJll occup1ed by 
Federal troops. Most of the legislatures were dominated and controlled by 
politicians placed in office w1th the protection of the .. Fedcral army of 
occupation. 
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McElreath in his "Constitutional History" wrote: 
'When the General Assembly of Georgi2 met in November, 1866, the 

most imponant question before it was the question whether it would adopt 
thQ Fourteenth Amendment to The Constitmion of the United State~ 

Governor Jenkins, in his inaugural address, argued strongly against it. A 
joint committee of the Senate and the House presented a report containing 
the following unanswerable propositions: 

"l. lf C.St<~tgia ~ utJt a ~tate composing part of the Federal Government 
known as the Government of the United States, amendments to the Con­
stitution of the United States are not properly before this body; 

"2. If Georgia is a State composing pan of the Federal Government, 
known as the Government of the United States, then these amendments 
are not proposed according to the requirements of the Federal Constitu­
tion, and are proposed in such a manner as to forbid the legislature from 
discussing the merits of the amendments without an implied surrender of 
the rights of the State. 

''This report concluded with the following resolution: 
" 'Resolved, lDat the legislature of Georgia declines to ratifr the pro­

posed amendment, adding a fourteenth article to the Constituaon of the 
United States.' This resolution received the unanimous vote of the Senate, 
and every vote of the House, save two." 

After this action the State of Georgia was again placed under military 
rule by the Reconstruction Acts whereby Congress declared the state in a 
condition of war. Governor Jenkins was ousted as governor and the mem­
bers of the General Assembly removed from office. Tile right to vote and 
to hold public office was den1ed to practically all Georgia's White citizens. 

A Constitutional Convention was called, under the auspices of the mili­
tary government, or army of occupation as it would be called today. This 
convention was held in Atlanta during the month of December, 1867 and 
January, February and March, 1868. "Of the 189 delegates, thirty-seven 
were newly-freed Negroes, twelve were white conservatives and 140 were 
white catpe!baggers and scalawags" (a term applied to collaborators and 
quislings m World Warll). Thus reported the historian Orr, in her "His­
tory of Education in Georgia." 

Rufus B. Bullock was chosen by the Republicans and the military army 
of occupation to become Governor of Geor~ia. In June, 1868, Congress 
passed an act admitting Geor~a to representaoon in Congn:ss and restoring 
civil government upon certam cond1rions, including that of ratifying the 
F ourtecnth Amendment. 

The Georgia General Assembly elected under the new Constitution met 
on July 4, 1868 and ratified the Fourteenth Amendment on July 22, 1868. 

Later in the same session, that body expelled from its membership its 
Negro members on the grounds that colored persons were excluded from 
office by law. Governor Bullock notified Congress that Georgia was not 
complymg with the reconstruction laws, and a new reconstruction period 
was underway. Congress refused to seat the representatives from Gcorra 
and ordered Governor Bullock to reconvene the General Assembly w1th 

the expelled Negro members and to ratify the Fifteenth Amendment. 
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The General Assembly was recalled and Governor Bullock, in his ad­
dre65 on February 2, 1870, called for a re-ratification of the Fourteenth 
Amendment, because Congress had held that the legislature was illegal 
hecause of the ousting of the Negro members in 1868. 

On February 2, 1870, the General Assembly of Ge~rgia for the. second 
time ratified the Fourteenth Amendment. It also ratJ.Sfied the Fifteenth 
Amendment. 

It was this same General Assembly, under the urging of Governor 
Bullock, that passed the law establishing a free public school system on 
October 13, 1870. 

The Jaw provided for state and county ~o.ards of edu7ati?n, ~ state 
school commissioner, county school commass10n~rs, sub~tncts m the 
counties with school trustees, and boards of exammers to license persons 
applying for the privilege of teaching. 

Tbis stmre lii'W, sponsored 111ul recommended by Governor Bullock, 
provided for and established separate schools for white tmd colored 
students! 
Yet, the rresent United States Supreme Court indicates that it ca~ot 

detennine i the Congress which passed the Fourteenth Amendment an-
tended it to prohibit segregated public schools! . . 

If that Congress had intended the Fourtee!'th Amendment to prohibit 
segregation, it would have ordered the Georg1a Ge!leral Assembly of 1870 
to repeal the law, just as it had ordered it to ratify the Fourteenth and 
Fifteenth Amendments; and just as it had ordered the General Assembly to 
reinstate the expelled Negro members. 

The Court is deceiving no student of history when it takes such an atti­
tude. 

Fourteenth Amendment Unconcerned with Schools 

Another thing which should n?t have bee~ overlooke.d by the Court ~as 
the attitude of both races regardmg segregation at the orne of the adoptiOn 
of the Fourteenth Amendment and the period immediately afterwards. 

Much has been said and written by some of the. ~ore liberal-min~ed 
religious leaders and the liberal segment of ~e religtous p~ess fav?rmg 
segregation, although they were extremely qwet on the subJect unol the 
Court's edict of 1954. 

It would be interesting for aU concerned to look into the record and see 
what the Negroes themselves thought a~ut se~regation an.d the F o~eenth 
Amendment during those early years unmed12tely after tts adoption. 

Many churches in the South had Negro members at the time of its ad~p­
tion. In many communities the slaves had att~ded these churches. wtth 
their masters. After their freedom, many cononued to attend the1r old 
churches. 

Here is one example of what actually happened in one church, and I am 
informed by historians that this same action was taken by many churches 
during this same period. 
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Macon County, Georgia was one of those counties represented in the 

Georgia General Assembly by a Negro at the time the Fourteenth Amend­
ment was ratified by that body. 

In the official records of one of the churches, and so reported in the 
official "History of Macon County," by Hays, is the followins report: 

"Even after the War Between the States Negroes were rece1ved into 
membership by the church. But the Negroes began to change their attirude 
toward the church, and in 1870 it was agreed that some action should be 
taken by the church in relation to the colored members, they having ap­
parently abandoned the church, whereupon a committee was appointed to 
notify them to appear at our next meeting that we might confer with them 
and ascertain if it was their desire to remain with us, or to withdraw 
from us." 

It should be remembered that in those days church discipline required 
regula r attendance unless Providentially hindered. 

The history states that the last record of this church's relation to its 
colored members was on November 19, 1870, and reads as follows: 

" 'When seven! of our colored members made application for letters of 
dismission for the purpose of organizing themselves into a church, and it 
being represented to us that the other colored members not present also 
wished letters of dismission for the same purpose, it was agreed that the 
clerk grant letters to any and all of them who might apply to him for the 
same that he knew to be in good standing in the church.' There were six­
teen colored members of the church at that time." 

This act of segregation on the part of the Negroes themselves took place 
in a town where the Negro member of the General Assembly of Georgia 
from that county lived. It was eight months after the Georgia legislarure 
ratified the Fourteenth Amendment! 

It stands to reason that if the Negro representative from Macon County 
had thought or believed that the Fourteenth Amendment prevented segre­
gation in any form, he would have so advised the Negroes and they would 
not have segregated themselves from this church by their own free will. 

Certainly, in this instance, neither the White nor the N~ro members 
of this church thought segregation was illegal or un-Christian. It was a 
matter of free choice here by the Negroes. In the intervening years it be­
came a matter of custom and practice. And after many years, costom, prac­
tice and tradition became the accepted rules governing any free society. 

Supreme Court Upholds Segregation 
The first real test of the effect of the Fourteenth Amendment on segrega­

tion came when the United States Supreme Court declared the Federal 
Civil Rights Act of 1875 unconstitutional. It held that "no countenance of 
authority for the passage of the law in question can be found in either the 
Thirteenth or Fourteenth Amendments of the Constirution." 

This ruling was made by the Court, whose members were active in legal 
affairs and the courts at the time of the adoption of the Fourteenth Amend-

ment and who had been appointed to the Supreme Court by Presidents 
Lincoln, Grant :md Hayes. Certainly they knew, if anyone did, whether or 
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not the Fourteenth Amendment prohibited segregation by the several 
states. 

In Plmey v. Ferguron, the United States Supreme Court in 1~95. ~is­
tinctly ruled that the Fourteenth Amendment did not prevent the tndlvl.d­
ual states from recognizing that there are differences betw~en the W~te 
and Colored races and that the states might lawfully and tn full keepmg 
with alljrovisio~ of the Constitution of the United States, provide sep­
arate an substantially equal public schools for the cwo races. 

Racial Integration Court's Goal 
Four other major decisions by the United States Supreme Court in sub­

sequent cases ruled as did the Supreme Court in this decision. It became 
the accepted law of the land. Congress accepted it and continued to al~ow 
segregaoon in the public schools of the District of Columbia. The vanous 
states continued their legal segregation by constitutional provisio~ and 
state statutes. Seg:regation in public schO<?ls ~n those sr:a~es. where 1t. w~s 
desired, was conttnued by legal and consorut10nal proviSions and by JUdi­
cial interpretation of the United States Constitution. 

However, as pointed out elsewhere in this b~ok, th~ .U:ruted States Su­
preme Court in recent years has been packed With .polit1c1ans, men whose 
appoinonent would have outraged Alexander Hamilton and other Found­
ing Fathers. 

The United Stat~ Supreme Court in Sweilltt v. Pltint~, ordered N.egroes 
admitted to the Uruvers1ty of Texas Law School, establiShed for Wh1te stu­
dents on the grounds that the Texas State University for Negroes Law 
Scho~l was not equal to the law school at the University of Texas. This was 
done in spite of the fact that the Court of Appeals of Texas and the Texas 
Supreme Court had ruled that the privileges, advantages, and opportunities 
for the study of law at the Negro college were substantially the same as 
those of the White school. 

T he United States Supreme Court, in effect, said the Texas Courts did 
not know what they were talking about. 

Next came the fantastic United States Supreme Court ruling in the case 
of McLrurin v. Oklahoma State Regents for Higher Education. Here the 
Court acrually held that although the Negro srudent received the same 
instruction from the same pro~essors and the same text .bo~ks, ~nd at the 
same time and place as the White students, the state was m v10lanon of the 
Fourteenth Amendment because it required the Negro srudent to observe 
separate seating and eating arrangements! 

The Court said: "We hold that under those circumstances the Fourteenth 
Amendment precludes differences in treatment based upon race.'' 

Now this is an extraordinary statement. It is extraordinary not only be­
cause of its construction of the Fourteenth Amend men~ but because of 
the conciseness of treatment in reference to such constructl.on. The amen?­
ment is not quoted in the decision. None .of-its language IS-r-eferred to m 
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the opinion. No language thereof sustaining the position taken by the 
Coun is substantially stated. . . 

A tragic sidelight of this ruling is that there are thousands of ambitious 
White and Negro students, whose parents are too poor to send th~m to a 
state-supponed univ~rs.ity, who would gladly a.ccept separate sear_mg and 
eating arrangements 1f Jt meant they could obtam a colleg~ cducaoon. But 
this son of arrangement was not good enough for McLaunn, the NAACP, 
or the United States Supreme Court. 

Court Overrules Earlier Decisions 

In the 1954 segregaoon edict against public school systems in Vir_sinia, 
South Carolina, Kansas and Delaware, Chief justice Warren, in his opmion, 
stated: 

''We come then to the question presented: Does segregation of children 
in public schools solely on the basis of race, even though the physical facil­
ities and other 'tangible' factors may be equal, deprive the children of the 
minority group of equal educational opportunities? We believe that it does 
... We conclude that in the field of public education the doctrine of 'sep­
arate but equal' has no place. Separate educational facilities are inherently 
unequal. ... " 

Why is there a difference in the rulings in the Plessey, the Sweatt, the 
McLaurin, and in the 1954 public school segregation cases? 

The Constitution of the United States has not been changed. Congress 
has .Passed no new laws on the question. Indeed Congretss has time and rime 
agam refused to enact such laws. 

Mr. justice Harlan, the grandfather of the present justice, pointed out 
in one of his brilliant opinions: 

''This, as has been often observed, is a government of law, and not a gov­
ernment of men, and it must never be forgotten .... " 

However, the present United States Supreme Coun has ignored or for­
gotten this fundamental principle upon which our nation's Constitution 
was written and adopted. 

In its 1954 edict against segregation in the public schools, the Court re­
lied more upon men than it did upon constitutional law, prior decisions of 
the United States Supreme Court, previous decisions of federal district 
courts, o.Pinions of various state Supreme Couns, legal precedents, customs 
and traditions. 

One has only to study the Court's opinion. Read the footnotes and au­
thorities quoted. It is easy to see then that this decision was based on opin­
ions of men, men who claim to be authorities in sociology, psychology and 
anthropology, and not authorities on constitutional law. 

Chapter 12 

EFFECTS OF THE COURT'S 
SEGREGATION EDICT 
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W ITH ITS May 17, 1954 edicts against segregation in the public 
schools, the United States Supreme Court placed in the hands of the 

National Association for the Advancement of Colored People, its mem­
bers and Negro citizens, the power and the authority to destroy the public 
school systems of many sovereign states. 

The Court itself usurped the powers of the legislative branches of the 
Federal and State governments by changing the Constitution of the United 
States and the Constitutions and Statutes of seventeen sovereign states. 

The Supreme Court told the F edera) District Court judges they had been 
absolutely wrong in ruling that segregation in the public schools was con­
stitutional. The Coun held that although the Federal District Coun judges 
did not know what they were talking about, they (the District Courts) 
must enforce the edict of the Supreme Court. 

The present Supreme Coun also told the world that Chief Justice Taft, 
Chief Justice Hughes and Justices Bradley, Holmes, Harlan, Stone, Mac­
Reynolds, Cordazo, Brandies, and other great Justices did not know what 
they were doing when they, as members of the hi~hest Coun, had upheld 
the constitutionality of segregation in five prev10us decisions. 

The present Supreme Coun told the sovereign states and their citizens 
that they did not have the authority to operate their own public school sys­
tems and that the courts would assume that authority. 

The present Supreme Coun set itself up as an all-powerful legislative 
body and at the same time as a superduper national board of education. 

When this notorious edict was issued by the present Supreme Coun on 
May 17, 1954, citizens throughout the United States were shocked and 
surprised. 

Great concern for Constitutional law and legal precedents were expressed 
by students of law in every section of the nation. Many citizens in the South 
were stunned. The same was true of citizens in other sections of the nation. 
A large percentage of Negroes in the South were surprised and alarmed. 

At a press conference at the Governor's Mansion in Atlanta that after­
noon, I JSSUed the following statement in part: 

Georgia's Stand on Segregation 
''The United States Supreme Coun by its decision today has reduced our 

Constitution to a mere scrap of paper. It has blatantly ignored all law and 
precedent and usurped from Congress and the people the power to amend 
the Constitution and from the Congress the authority-to make the laws of 
the land. Its action confirms the worst fears of the motives of the men who 
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sit on its bench and ra ises a grave question as to the future course of thi ~ 
Nation. 

"There is no Constitutional prov~ion, statute, or precedent to support 
the position the Court has taken. It has swept aside 88 years of sound 
judicial precedent, repudiated the greatest legal minds of our age and low­
ered itself to the level of common politics. 

"it has attempted in one stroke to strike the T enth Amendment from 
the Constitution and to set the stage for the development of an all-powerful 
federal bureaucracy in Washington which can regulate the lives of all 
citizens to the minutest detail. 

"The people of Georgia believe in, adhere to, and will fight for their right 
under the United States and Georgia Constitutions to manage their own 
affairs. They cannot and will not accept a bald political decree without 
basis in law or practicality which overturns their accepted pattern of life. 

"The Court has thrown the gauntlet before those who believe the Con­
stitution means what it says when it reserves to the individual states the 
right to regulate their own internal affairs. Georgians accept the challenge 
and will not tolerate the mixing of the races in the public schools or any of 
its tax-supported institutions. The fact that the high Tribunal has seen fit 
to procla1m its views on sociology as law will not make any difference. 

"If ad jusonents in our laws and procedures are necessary, they will be 
made. In the meantime, all Georgians will follow their pursuits by separate 
paths and in the accepted fashion. The U. S. and Georgia Constitutions have 
not been changed. The Georgia constitution provides for separation of the 
races. It will be upheld." 

The citizens of Georgia and most of the other Southern States went on 
about their daily tasks, worried and upset, but with little outward display 
or turmoil. This attitude continued w1th the opening and operation of our 
segregated public schools that fall . 

The Results of Integration 
However, this was not true in the District of Columbia, the border states, 

or in Delaware, where segregation was ordered ended immediately by some 
school districts. Noisy demonstrations and ncar riots rocked two high 
schools in Washington, D. C., where President Eisenhower ordered an im­
mediate end to segregation in the public schools without waiting for the 
Court's implementing edict. Many White children were removed from the 
public school system and sent to private schools. 

So many other parents requested transfers for their children, especially 
in schools where the classes were predominantly Negro, that when the re­
quests were clearly racia~ transfers were usually denied, according to the 
United States News and World Report. 

The most common method, and an expensive one, that is being practiced 
by large numbers of paren~, is ~o move out of Washington in~o ~r~as all 
White or nearly so, espec1ally mto the suburbs across the V1rgm1a and 
Maryland stat~ lines. ~none area in Washington, where ~he N~gro popula­
tion has been mcreasmg, there was mass exodus of Wh1tc res1dents when 
President Eisenhower announced his desegregation order. 
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In Washington there were 64,000 Negro students to mix with 41,000 

White pupils. One high school had two white students to 1,861 Negroes. 
Another had three Whites to 1,152 Negroes. At a third, there were only 
two Negroes to 519 Whites. 

When the Washington schools opened in the fall of 1954 for the first 
sessions of mixed schools, 59 per cent of the pupils were Negroes. By the 
end of the term, so many White students had dropped out of the public 
school system that the proportion of Negro students had grown to 61 per 
cent. 

One Washington elementary school had 400 White students in 1954, but 
opened the fall session with only 300 White students. Before the ~enn w_as 
over it had even fewer. Another elementary school has 570 White puptls 
but its White enrollment dropped to 404. Still another had an enrollment 
of 500 White students, but saw that enrollment drop to 265. One school 
had its White enrollment drop from 130 to 64. 

Social activities of the high schools and the junior high schools have 
been curtailed greatly. The usual class dances have not been held, as mixed 
dances have been frowned upon by school authorities for fear of outbreaks. 

Some schools have dropped dramatics for fear that plays might bring 
White and Negro students into romantic or family situations on the stage. 
Other schools have given up folk and square dancing in their physical edu­
cation classes. 

Discipline in many Washington sch?O_Is has_ become more difficult. to 
maintain, many teachers report, and this 1S adding to the nervous tens10n 
that is boiling under th.e surfac~ in every Washington school. Schoo_! o~­
cials arc doing everythmg posstble to prevent any outbreak. They live m 
constant fear. 

Baltimore, Maryland, was another large city which quickly introduced 
integrated schools. Immediately, a strik~ of White students occurred. ~o­
lice escorted the Negro students to therr homes, and hundreds of White 
students marched on the city hall. Fighting broke out and police reserves 
had to be used 

I am certainly not condoning vi~lence in th}s tragic matter. Ho~e':'er, in 
all fairness to the Negro and White people m the South, these mctdents 
should be remembered if forced integration is ever attempted in the South. 

At White Sulphur Springs, West Virginia, the Greenbrier County 

Board of Education voted to end segregation in its system without waiting 
for the Court's follow-up decree. Trouble broke out immediately. White 
parents held an orderly meeting, but voted to remove bodily any Negroes 
who might attempt to mix the classes. This was not a small minority of the 
White parents. It was a big majority who took pan, according to the press 
reports. 

Confronted by the angry demands of the White parents, the Greenbrier 
Board immediately rescinded its action and ordered segregated schools 
again. 

Demonstrations cropped up at Rupert, West Virginia, where parents and 
students demonstrated against the desegregation order. . 

Attempts to mix White and Negro students at Milford, Delaware failed 
when White parents and students staged a demonstration against the Board 
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of Education's action in ordering integration. Parents allowed and en­
couraged the students to strike. Public opinion forced the school board to 
rescind its order although the Delaware Attorney-General tried to force 
the Milford board to carry out its original order. The school was closed 
for several days. When it reopened, it was a segregated school. 

Bryant Bowles, one of the feaders in the Milford revolt, was arrested on 
orders of the Attorney-General for "conspiring to violate the state's edu­
cational laws." Bowles was finally tried in mid-1955 and the jury acquitted 
him immediately. 

Remember, these incidents happened outside the South. Is there any 
wonder that we in the South are greatly concerned about what will hap­
pen should forced integration be tried here? 

The victims of these demonstrations and these reversals of school board 
directives were the Negro students and their parents. It is safe to say that 
perhaps not more than two percent of them wanted mixed schools. Yet, 
they were forced to give up their own schools and to be placed in the cen­
ter of these dangerous situations by a Court which wanted to correct 
"sociological inequalities" in this nation. 

What Can the Southerners Do? 
What then may Southern states, wishing to preserve segregation in the 

schools, do about this grave question? 
In Georgia mixed schools have been prevented by our Constitution since 

1877. The state al?propriation bill prevents the use of any state funds for 
public education m non-segregated schools. 

Thus, the day the United States Supreme Court orders Georgia to 
integrate its public schools, that will be the day Georgia's public school 
system ~ill be legally d~troyed by th~ .suprem~ Cou~. , . 

This JS no new Constitutional prov1s1on put mto th1s state s bas1c laws 
because of the Court's edict. It has been tl1e Georgia Constitutional law 
for over three-quarters of a century. 

However, the citizens of Georg1a have looked ahead and provided for 
this day by amending the Constitution so that people may be able to edu-

cate their children in schools of their choice. The people placed in the 
educational article of the Georgia Constitution at the last General Election 
the following paragraph: "The General Assembly may by law provide for 
grants of State, County or Municifal funds to citizens of the State for edu­
cational purposes, in discharge o all obligations of the State to provide 
adequate education for its citizens." 

This would mean that students would attend private schools of their 
choice. It is already within the power of the State to regulate private 
schools, to inspect, supervise and examine them, their teachers and pupils; 
to require that all children of proper age attend some school, that teachers 
shall be of good moral character and patriotic disposition; that certain 
studies plainly essential to good citizenship be taught, and that nothing be 
taught which is inimical to the public welfare. 

The state may legislate for the safety of immature children in matters 
of health, morals and general welfare, and may prescribe regulations as to 
buildings, equipment, financial resources, safety appliances, sanitary con-
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venicnces, hours of study and training, and the like, and the minimum 
scholastic training standards, including qualifications for teachers for 
private schools. 

We have had in Georgia, for many years, a large number of outstanding 
privately operated universities, colleges, junior colle~es, high schools and 
elementary schools under supervision of our education department. 

What other states may do will depend on their Constitutions and educa­
tional statutes. 

The then Assistant Attorney General of North Carolina, Dr. I. Beverly 
Lake, who presented North Carolina's argument before the Supreme Court 
in the recent segregation cases, has outlined a plan for that state. 

Dr. Lake proposes a ~tern of ~bartered, no~-profit, non-se~ta~an corp­
orations to operate thelf own pnvate schools if North Carohna 1s forced 
to operate integrated schools. Such schools would be operated in every 
community. His plan is very similar to Georgia's. 

Alabama and Mississi_ppi, have both taken steps to preserve segregated 
schools and South Carolina, Virginia and Louisiana are malcing similar plans. 
It is not for me, a citizen of another state, to recommend any specific plans 
to these states or to my friends in these states. 

However I do know that if the citizens of these states are determined to 
preserve segregation, they have it within their power to do just that. It will 
take courage, determination and orga~tion, but I am co~fident that ~e 
in the South can preserve our way of life and our schools 1f we so deslCe. 

The day after the Supreme Court rendered its implementing decree on 
public school segregation in June, 1955, the influential Richmond (Va.) 
Newt Leader outlined a plan which may be followed in many of the 
Southern states. 

In a forceful editorial the Newt Leader advocated "lawful resistance" to 
the Court's ruling. It proposed among other things the elimination from 
the State Constitution and from the Code of Virginia all laws that now re-

quire public schools; repeal of the compulsory school attendance law _so 
there would be no prov1sion of the law that m1ght compel J?arents, .Wh~te 
or Negro, to send ·their children to any given school against thelf. will; 
draft a law permitting the assignment. of individua.l pupils to. particular 
schools; pass legislation that would achiev~ the max~mum po~1bl~ decen­
tralization of authority over school operat1?ns; formulate !eg~slanon. that 
would give fresh stimulus to the fonnanon and operation of pnvate 
schools; pass legislation to establish within the Anomer. General's offi~~ a 
special division, generously financed and staffed, to assist local authontles 
in the long and expensive litigation. 

Then the News Leader editorial asks, 
"Is all of this to advocate that Virginia attempt, by lawful means, to get 

around the law? 
"That is exactly what we advocate. 
"For let this be said once more, in unmistakable language: In Ma~ of 

1954 that inept fraternity of politicians and professors known as the Uruted 
Stat~ Supreme Court chose to throw away the established law. These nine 
men repudiated the Constitution, spit upon the Tenth Amendment, and 
rewrote the fundamental law of this land to suit their own gauzy concepts 
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said to the high court: you taught us bow. 

"From the moment that abominable decision was handed down, two 
broad courses only were available to the South. One was to defy the court 
openly and notonously; the other was to accept the court's deciSion and to 
combat it by legal means. To defy the court openly would be to enter upon 
anarchy; the logical end would be a second attempt at secession from the 
Union. And though the idea is not without merit, It is impossible of execu­
tion. We tried that once before. 

"To acknowledge the court's authority does not mean that the South is 
helpless ... Rather, it is to enter upon a long course of lawful resistance; 
it is to take lawful advantage of every moment of the law's delays 
Litigate? Let us pledge ourselves to litigate this thing for 50 years. If one 
remedial law is ruled invalid, then let us try another; and if the second is 
ruled invalid; then let us enact a third. 

"But while we resist, let us do everything we can-not because of the 
Supreme Court but in spite of the Supreme Court-to raise the cultural and 
educational levels of all our people. We should continue to do our utmost 
to assure education for every child, white and colored alike . . .. 

"Yesterday's opinion of the Supreme Court ended nothing. It changed 
nothing. And if it be said that the court's opinion was conciliatory, we 
would reply that the South is no more of a mmd to conciliate on W ednes­
day that It was on Tuesday. When the court proposes that its social revo­
lution be imposed upon the South as soon as l'racticable, there are those of 
us who would respond that 'as soon as practicable' means never at all." 

These are sound words and excellent suggestions by one of the South's 
oldest and most respected newspapers. 

Chapter 13 

FOOTNOTES TO THE COURT'S 
DECISION 

TN ITS EDICf against segregation in the public schools, the Supreme 
l. Court ignored and over-ruled at least five Federal Court decisions, 
thirteen decisions of other Federal courts and fifty-nine state and territory 
decisions. The court rejected history, philosophy, custom and precedents 
of law in its decree. 

Every authority from the Supreme Court on down is agreed that this 
ruling was based solely on sociology and philosophy rather than the law. 
Judges, members of the bar, newspaper editorial writers, newspaper col­
umnists and national lll2gazine writers have all pointed out this fact. 

One newspaper, the New York Times, wrote, "The court's opinion read 
more like an expert paper on sociology than a Supreme Court opinion. It 
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denied them full opportunity for democratic social. dev~lol'ment, subjected 
them to prejudices of others, stamped a badge of infenonty on them. 

If this reasoning is correct, the same rul~ holds true for t~o~e students 
in public schools who are segregated accordmg to sex. There ~ bttle do~bt 
that some time within the future the Supreme Court's reasorung and opm­
ion in this case will be thrown back into their faces by some parents who 
will demand that public school segregation according to sex. is illegal. 'X et, 
there are many public schools in our cities thus segregated WJth boys gomg 
to one school and girls to another. 

The Supreme Court Is Confused 
I have pointed out previously how many decisions of the United S~ates 

Supreme Court t~is pre~ent. c:ourt ~a~ overturned. These courts contamed 
justices of the highest Judicial tram.mg. Howe~e.r, the present Supreme 
Court has also over-rid en some of Jts own deciSions. 

It might be rather amusing, if it were ~ot so tragic that only ':»o 
years before the Court handed down its _soci_ological decree agamst 
segregation in public schools, it had den1ed 1ts own competence to 
pass on such matters. . . 
On April 28, _1952,_ Mr. Justice F_rankfurter han~ed down an op101on 

with Ch1cf Justice V1nson and Justices Burton, M_mton and Clark con­
curring. In it a majority of the Court absolutely dented ~he competenc~ of 
the Court to pass upon issues such as those presented m the segregauon 
cases. 

In his majority opinion, Mr. Justice Frankfurter said: . 
"Only those lackmg responsible hu_mi!ity will. have a confi~ent soluuon 

for problems as intractable as the fnctJons attributable to differences of 
race, color, or religion .... Certainly the due~process cla~e do~ not 
require the legislature to be in the vanguard of scJence-especJally sc1ences 
as young as human sociology and cultural anthropology . · : · . 

"It is not within our competence to confirm or deny. ~la1ms o~ soc~al 
scientists as to the dependence of the individual on the posltlon of his rac1al 
or religious group in the community." . 

Thus, the Supreme Court in 1952 was unable to r~lat~ sc1ence t? _th~ 
Constitution. Yet, in just two short years it found "scientific authontle~ 
to sustain its position of what the Fourteenth Amendment ~hould mean m 
terms of sociology, psychology and anthrop?logy. Thes~ s~1ences rcferr~d 
to by the Court in 1952 as "young," certamly aged Wlthin two years m 
relanon to human civilization! . . 

The footnotes to the segregation decision _refc~ to nu!nerous authontles 
in the field of sociology. In fact for the first time m a maJor _Supreme Court 
decision there are more references to such so-called experts m t_he ~ootnotes 
of the opinion than there are references to laws ~nd the Constnuuon. 

Who then are these authorities? What is their b~ckg~ound? _\Vhat ha~ 
been the nature of their work in this field? What IS the1r pu_bhc recorJ . 
\Vhat is their political background? What do they really beheve? 
sustained the arguments of experts in education, sociology, psychology and 
anthropology ... " . 

yes, that IS uue. The decree was based on practic3Uy everything under 
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previous court decisions. 

In the decree, Chief justice Warren wrote: 
"~o se,PW~te thern (Negro children) from others of similar age and 

qualifica~ons sole.ly because of t~eir race generates a fe.eling of inferiority 
as to thetr status m the community that may affect thear hearts and minds 
in a way unlikely ever to be undone . . . . 
. "We.come then to the question presented: Does segregation of children 
~ p~blic schools solei>: o~ the basts of race, even thou~h the physical fa­
cilities and other 'tangtble factors may be equal, deprtve the children of 
the minority group of equal educational opportunities? We believe that it 
does." 

Obviously then, the Court accepted the opinions of the so-called experts 
in the field of sociology and psychology rather than constitutional la\v, 
custom and legal precedent. 

These so-called experts declared that segregation impaired the Negroes 
ability to lea~ deterred the development of their personalities, deprived 
them of equal status in the school community, destroyed their self-respect, 

Surely, if they are such "important" and "recognized authorities" that 
the Unated States Supreme Court relied more on their writings and beliefs 
~han it did on ~nsti~tio~al law and opinion~ of some of the greatest 
JUdges ever to sit on this h•gh court, the American people are entitled to 
know all about them. 

The distinguished Chairauan of the Senate Internal Security Committee, 
Senator James 0. Eastland, revealed some startling and shocking facts re­
garding these uauthorities" on the floor of the United States Senate on May 
26, 195 5. 

The facts are so serious in view of the United States Supreme Court's 
recognition of these men as "authorities" that it is indeed stranger that little 
not~ was taken of Senator Eastland's revelation by the newspapers of the 
nation. 

Actually, they are of such grievous nature that every honest newspaper 
in the nation should have published them. Even in the South, few of our 
daily newspapers published these facts! Perhaps the wire services did not 
send out the story. Perhaps the Washington correspondents did not send 
the story to their newspapers. Regardless of the reasons, these revelations 
were wtthheld from the general public. This censorship is doulY.v strange 
when we remember how the news flashed when the Coun quo.ted these 
"experts" as the final authority for their now famous decision. 

The ''Authorities'' Quoted by the Court 

Here is what the Chaituaan of the Senate Internal Security Committee 
revealed to the Senate on May 26, 1955, as shown on Pages 6069-6072 of 
The Congressional Record of that date: 

. ". . . Let us consi~er the s~-cal1ed modern authorities on psychology 
Cited by the Court as Its authority to change and destroy the constitutional 
guaranties of the reserved natural rights of the people of the States of the 
Union to freedom of choice and of the States to regulate their public 
schools. 

"First, they cited one K. B. Clark, a Negro, so-called social science expert 
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employed by the principal plaintiff in the segregation cases, the NAACP, 
whose lawyer argued these cases before the Court. To say the least, it is 
the most unusual procedure for any court to accept a litJgant's paid em­
ployee as an authority on anything, let alone as an authority on psychology, 
to put him above the ConstJtution itself. 

"Then, too, we find cited by the Court as another alleged modern au­
thority on psychology to override our Constitution, one Theodore Bra­
nleld, regarding whom the files of the Conunittee on Un-American 
Activities of the United States House of Representatives are replete \Vith 
citations and information. He is cited as havtng been a member of no less 
than 10 organizations declared to be Communist dominated. His name has 
f rcgucntly appeared in the nc\\'S columns of the Daily JVorker. 

"llran1cld, according to the Communist Official Daily JVorker of 

February 28, 1949, signed a statement of the Conunittee for Free Political 
Advocacy defending the 12 Communist leaders. 

"Again, on December 10, 1952, the Daily Worker shows that Brameld 
signed an appeal to President Truman requesting amnesty for leaders of the 
Communist Party convicted under the Smith Act. 

"And, again, on February 10, 1939, the Daily Worker shows Theodore 
Brameld to have signed a letter in defense of the appointment of Simon W. 
Gerson, a Communist, to the staff of Stanley Isaacs. 

"His name appears on a brief submitted by Cultural Workers to the 
Supreme Court in October 1949, on behalf of the 10 convicted defendants 
engaged in the motion-picture industry, who were charged with contempt 
of a congressional committee for refusing to affir1n or deny membershtp 
in the Communist Party in response to committee questions. 

"He was affiliated with the American Committee for Protection of For­
ei~ Born, as shown by the Daily Worker of August 10, 1950, which com­
mittee was cited as subversive and Communist by Attorne General Tom 

tember 21, 1948, and was redesignated by Attorney General Browne I, 
April 29, 195 3, under provisions of Executive Order 10450. The Special 
Committee on Un-American Activities cited the American Committee for 
Protection of the Foreign Born as 'one of the oldest auxiliaries of the Conl­
munist Party in the United States.' 

"He was listed by the Daily Worker on January 11 and 25, 1938, as a 
supporter of the Boycott Japanese Goods Conference of the American 
League for Peace and Democracy. The American League for Peace and 
Democracy was established in 1937 as successor to the American League 
Against War and Fascism 'in an effort to create public sentiment on behalf 
of a foreign policy adapted to the interests of the Soviet Union' and ~as 
designed to conceal Communist control, in accordance with the new tactics 
of the Communist International.' 

"This is sho\vn by report of Attomer General Biddle, Congressional 
Record, September 24, 1942; by report o Attorney General Clark-letters 
to Loyalty Review Board, released june 1 and September 21, 1948; and by 
Attorney General Brownell in his memorandum of April 29, 1953. The 
Special Committee on Un-American Activities cited the American League 
for Peace and Democracy as 'the largest of the Con1n1unist-front move-
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"Brameld was one of those who issued a statement of the Committee for 

Peaceful Alternatives to the Atlantic Pact, dated December 14, 1949, calling 
for an international agreement to ban the use of atomic weapons. But the 
Committee . . . was fotn1ed to further the case of Communists in the 
United States doing their part in the Moscow campaign according to a 
repon of the Committee on Un-Americ~n Activities, April 25, 1951. 

"He was a sponsor of the Midcentury Conference for Peace, May 29-30, 
1950, which was cited by the committee as having been 'aimed to assem­
bling as many gullible persons as possible under Communist direction and 
turning them into vast sounding board for Communist propaganda.' 

"Brameld was a sponsor of the Cultural and Scientific Conference for 
World Peace, held under the auspices of the National Council of the Arts, 
Scienc~ and Professions, New York Oty, March 25-27, 1949. On April 
19, 1949, the Committee on Un-American Activities cited the Cultural and 
Scientific Conference as a Communist-front, which was 'actually a super-
mobilization of the inverterate wheelhorses and supporters of the Com­
monist Party and its auxiliary organizations.' 

"Brameld was a sponsor of a conference held October 9-10, 1948, by the 
National Council of the Arts, Sciences and Professions, which was cited as 
Communist-front in the same committee report on April 18, 1949. 

"In October, 1936 he was a member of the Nonpartisan Committee for 
the reelection of Congressanan Vito Marcantonio, which organization was 
cited by the Special Committee on Un-American Activities as a Commu­
nist-front of March 29, 1944. 

"In 1939, Theodore Brameld alse was sponsor of the Refugee Scholar­
ship and Peace Campaign, which was cited as Communist by the Special 
Committee on Un-American Activities in its report March 29, 1944. 

"There is the public record of Theodore Brameld, who was cited by the 
Supreme Court as a modem authority on psychology in support of its 
racial integration decision May 17, 1954. This record not only was available 
to Chief Justice Warren and the Associate Justices of the Supreme Court 
upon request, but this record of Brameld was made up partly by an Attor­
ney General who is now a member of the Court which rendered that deci­
sion, and by officially printed report of the administration of Chief justice 
Warren when he was governor of the State of California. 

Commie ''Experts'' Quoted by Court 
"Also cited by the Court as one of its modem authorities on psychology 

to overthrow the accepted meaning of a provision of the United States 
Constitution was one E. Franklin Frazier. The files of the Committee on 
Un-American Activities in the United States House of Representatives 
contain 18 citations of Frazier's connection with Communist causes in the 
United States. 

"He signed a statement of the National Federation for Constitutional 
Liberties, hailing the War Deparuuent's order regarding commissions for 
Communists. The National Federation for Constitutional Liberties was 
cited by the Attorney General in letters furnished the Loyalty commission 
on December 4, 1947 and September 21, 1948, as 'subversive and Commu-
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nist Party inspired, by which Communists attempt to create sympathizers 
and supporters for their program.' On September 2, 1947, the special com­
mittee again cited the National Federation for Constitutional Liberties as 
among a maze of organizations which were spawned for the alleged pur­
pose of defending civil liberties in general, but actually intended to protect 
Communist subversion from any penalties under the law.' 

"Frazier was a sponsor of the Washington Committee for Democratic 
Action, which was cited as subversive and Communist by the Attorney 

General of the United States in letters released December 4, 1947, and 
Se tembcr 21, 1948. 

in 1947, as a member o the Counctl on African Affairs, Inc., of which e 
was a member . . • cited by the Attorney General. 

uE. Franklin Frazier signed an appeal to lift the S~sh embargo spon­
sored by the Negro People's Committee to Aid Spanish Democracy, as 
shown by the Daily Worker of February 8, 1939 ••• cited as a Commu­
nist front organization. 

"In 1946, evidence in the Honse Committee on Un-Amerian activities 
showed that Fra1jcr was a member of the Board of Directors of the Com­
mittee for a Denlocntic Far Eastern Policy which was cited by the At­
torney General as a Communist organization •.• April 27, 1949. 

"The same Frazier, as a menaber of the Qvil Rights Congress, signed a 
st2tement defendin~ the Communist Party, as shown by the Communist 
Daily Worker, April16, 1947. The Attorney General cited the Civil Rights 
Congress as subversive and Connuunist in letters released December 4, 1947, 
and September 21, 1948. The Congressional Committee in irs report of 
September 2, 1947 cited the group as 'dedicated not to the broader issues 
of civil liberties, but ~citically to the defence of individual Communists 
and the Communist Piuty' and 'controlled by individuals who are either 
members of the Communist Party or o~y loyal to it.' 

"Frazier was named in the Coounurust DIJily Worker of July 18, 1949, 
as one of the sponsors of a group defending the 12 Communist leaders on 
trial . • . • 

"In 1947, Frazier was a member of the executive board of the Southern 
Co~fercnce for Human Welfare ... on June 12, 1947, the Congressional 
Committee cited the Southern Conference for Human Welfare as a Com­
munist front OIJ3nization 'which seeks to attract Southern liberals on the 
basis of its secmmg interest in the problems of the South,' although its 'pro­
fessed interest in Southern welfare is simply an ~dic.nt for larger aims 
serving the Soviet Union and its sul>scrvtent Communist Party in the 
United St2tes.' 

Now this 'Was 1be outfit from wbich Mr. Justice Buck of the 
United States Supreme Court; Ellis Gibbs Arnall, when Go~ernor of 
Georgi4; and Dr. Will Alezmder, viet president of the Rose11'W11ld 
Foundation, all accepted ~NX~rds for their "cMtributitmS to bumtm 
'Welfare." In so doing, they were lnulmg their fUI»>ts, their positions 
IDid their prestige to this notorious outfit. 
Continuing, the Chainnan of the United States Senate's Internal Security 

Committee told the Senate, .. E. Franklin Frazier was a speaker at the 
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Worker ••. and cited by the Attorney General. 

"Frazier's name appeared in a published signed statement in the W tZSb­
mgton Post on May 18, 1948, as opposing the Mundt-Nixon anti-Commu­
nist bill. 

"Frazier was a sponsor of 'Social Work Today,' in 1940, and he was one 
of .those credited, by its publication in February, 1942, as having made it 
possible for 'Social WoriC Today' to strengthen and prepare itself for the 
supreme test. 'Social Work Today' was cited as a Communist magazine by 
the special committee in its report of March 29, 1944. 

"E. Franklin Frazier was one of those who signed a statement condemn­
ing the 'punative measures directed against the Communist party,' as shown 
by the Communist Daily Worker of Aprill6, and 20, 1947. 

"Frazier wrote the book, "The Ne~ro in the United States,' which was 
favorably reviewed by the Commumst social journals, The Worker and 
Daily People's World; and his book was advertised in the Communist 
Workers Book Shop catalogs for 1949 and 1950. 

"Incidentally, Frazier's Communist officially adopted book, 'The 
Negro in the United Stater' is the same book which WtlS 9{ficially 
adopted and cited tlS authority by the United States Supreme Court in 
its racial integration public school cases on May 17, 19H! 
"The same Frazier glorified the brazen Negro Communist Paul Robeson, 

according to the Communist Daily Worker of November 4, 1949, by stat­
ing at a public meeting in Turner's Arena 'that in American culture the 
Negro male has never been permitted to play a masculine role. Robeson 
represents the Negro man in the masculine role as a fearless and independ­
ent thinker.' 

'7o round out his great career in the Communist cause, the same E. 
Franklin Frazier, according to the Communist official organ, the Daily 
Worker of March 5, 1951, signed a letter to President Truman, askin~ him 
to recognize the seating of the Communist Peoples Republic of Chma in 
the United Nations. 

"E. Franklin Frazier had been too prominently and frequently connected 
with Communist and subversive organizations for almost anyone in public 
life in W ashingotn not to have been put on notice. 

"Certainly, the highest Court of the land was more than careless in de­
fendin~ the Constitution by adopting E. Franklin Frazier as an alleged 
authonty on modem psychology to override and overthrow the funda­
mental principles of our Constitution." 

Court Trusts Foreign "Experts" 
The Chairman of the Senate Internal Security Committe~ continued, 
"The Court cited and adopted generally, and without reservation, as its 

leading authority on modem psychology, Myrdal's book, 'An American 
Dilemma,' when it said, and I quote from Chief Justice Warren's opinion: 
'And see generally Myrda~ An American Dilemma, 1944.' 

"Let us take a look and see what the Court adopted as its leading authori­
ty on modem psychology as the basis for its racial integration decision, 

when it adopted MyrdaJ's 'An American Dilemma.' 67 
"In 1937 the Carnegie Foundation brought over Dr. Gunnar Myrda~ 

professor in the University of Stockholm. He was described by the corp­
oration as a social economist. He called himself a social engineer. He was a 
socialist who had served the Communist cause. He admitted he had no 
knowledge of the Negro question in the United States. He was hired to 
make an investigation of race relations in this country; was 8'iven an ample 
staff and funds for that purpose, and was told to publish hiS findings. On 
this project Myrdal naturally found himself in the company of those rec­
ommended by the Carnegie Foundation, of Alger Hiss fame. 

"M yrdal has an utter contempt for the principles upon which the United 
States was founded and for the political system to which the people adhere. 

"It is incredible that the Supreme Court could have overlooked, if they 
read it at all, certain remarks that are contained in his book, on which the 
Court mainly bases its decision. Myrdal stated that the Constitution of the 
United States was 'impractical and unsuited to modem conditions' and its 
adoption was 'nearly a plot against the common people.' This is purely 
Communist propaganda, which was cited by the Supreme Court, and on 
which the Chief justice of the United States based a very far-reaching de­
cision looking to the destruction of our form of government. I have often 
wondered what was the source of the pro-Communist influence in the 
Supreme Court. 
"Myrd~l shows that ~e did not w~te this 1,400 page book himself. He 

~ed~ed h1mseJf about With manr self-unposed restrictions and 'value prem­
ISes, so that the book has no SCientific validity, either from the standpoint 
of biology, sociology, or psychology. 

"Myrdal shows that his book was the work of several so-c:tlled social 
experts furnished him by the Carnegie Foundation, of Alger Hiss fame. It 
would be more in keeping with the facts, if, when Myrdal gave the names 
of most of these Carnegie Foundation 'social experts,' he had said that they 
were taken right out of the lists of members of Communist and subversive 
organizations dedicated to the overthrow of our Constitution and the 
United States Government, bec:tuse that is the actual fact. 

"If Chief justice Warren had only taken the time and trouble to refresh. 
his memory from his own State's officially printed report and records of 
his own administration as governor of his own State, he would have found, 
and he can still .find, the names of these Myrdal 'social experts,' in the 
fourth report on un-American activities in California, 1948, and the sixth 
report published in 19 51 regular California Legislature, when the Chief 
justice was governor of the State of California. 

"Certainir Judge Warren cannot claim unfamiliarity with his own 
State's official reports on such an important subject. 

"I shall give 16 names furnished by the Carnegie Foundation as 'social 
experts' to Gunnar Myrdal, the Swedish 'social engineer,' for the writing 
of 'An American Dilemma' adopted in full by the Court and their Com­
munist connections according to the official California report, made at the 
time the Chief Justice was Governor of California. 
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"The tenor of that book is to the c1iect that the American form of Gov­
ernment has outlived its usefulness, and that the Constitution of the United 
States is a plot against the common people of his country. That was the 
message of th~ pri?cipal auth~rity r~~ed ~n by the Chief Justice of the 
United States an this far reaching deCISIOn. 

Sen. Eastland Exposed Communists 
Senator Eastland then listed the following 'experts,' who contributed to 

Myrdal's book and who, according to the official California report were 
connected with Communist front and subversive organizations. 

Here are the names-Frank Boas, W. E. B. DuBois, Alain Locke, Ira 
R.eid, Doxey Wilkerson, Ruth Benedict, Charles S. Johnson, Clark Fore­
man, Lewis Webster Jones, Rose Nelson, Sterling Brown, Eveline Burns, 
Thomas Jones, T. Arnold Hill and E. Franklin Frazier. 

"'An American Dilemma' was written in the largest part by American 
Communist front members, such as E. Franklin Frazier, who contributed 
28 portions of the book, and W. E. B. DuBois, who contributed to 82 dif­
ferent portions of the book," Senator Eastland stated. 

"Altogether the Communist front members identified with Myrdal's 'An 
American Dilemma' contributed to 272 different articles and portions of 
the book officially adopted by the Communist Pa:ry and by the Supreme 
Court as its authority for its racial integration decis10n of May 17, 1954. 

"This same Gunnar Myrdal has recently appeared in the news as direct­
ing the staff of the United Nations Economic Commission for Europe in 
the preparation of a rerort regarding the foreign operation of the American 
oil mdustry. Myrdal s Commission feels that American oil companies 
'overcharged' their European customers for Middle Eastern oil, and hinted 
that some sort of international price control is the indicated remedy. 

"The Saturday Evening Port commented editorially that Myrdal is a 
Swedish Socialist. I quote: 

"'In the course of this "monumental work" Myrdal described the 
adoption of the United States Constitution as "nearly a plot against the 
common people.'" It asks, 'is Myrdal the best authority a U. N. agency 
could rely on for a complicated stuay ot the o.J mdustry?n' 

"It is a tragic commentary on the intelligence and judgment of the 
members of the United States Supreme Coun that they would override 
the Constitution on the alleged evidence and opinion of such 'psychologi­
cal' authority. It is the final indication as to the degree and extent that the 
Court has been 'brain-washed,' by pressure groups and is willing to sacri­
fice the people, the Constitution, and established law to Communistic and 
socialistic dogma and principles," Senator Eastland declared. 

These footnotes to this decision will surely make footnotes to history of 
the United States. 

Chapter 14 
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THE COURT OF LAST RESORT 
MANY PEOPLE seem to be shocked at the reaction of Constitutional 

lawyers and many outstanding Southern leaders to the Supreme 
Court's decree in the public school segregation cases. 

Just because the present Supreme Court has ruled that public sc_hool 
segregation is unconstitutional does not make that ruling correct, e1ther 
legally or morally. . 

Those in our country who have pressed for a completely central~ed 
State and for national socialism in America have attempted to give the Im­
pression that this edict had legal force in all the activities of life. These 
people .realize that destruction of individuality is necessary for their ob­
Jective. With them a completely "integrated" society is a means to an end. 

It is to their interest to propagate the ideas that "nothing could be done 
about it"; "the Court has spoken"; "citizens must obey the law,'' etc. 

No decision of the Supreme CoUrt of the United States is entitled any 
~reater moral wei~ht than its context merits. Adoration of official decrees 
1s accorded only 10 totalitarian countries. If a decision of the Federal Su­
preme Court is doctrinally correct and in accord with the fundamental Ia~ 
of the Constitution, it carries great moral force. If, on the other hand, 1t 
undertakes to announce a rule contrary to the Federal Constitution, con­
trary to the dual ~em which is the foundation of the national govern­
ment, and clearly mdicates that the law and facts have been ignored, the 
Supreme Court IS teaching error, and its rulings should be sternly disap­
proved by both officials and the ~eneral public. 

Such a decision is not "the law.' It is simply an enforceable or unenforce-
able pronouncement of the Court. . . 

My authority for such a statement 15 none other than the late Mr. Justlce 
Cardoza, one of the great liberals who served with distinction on the Su­
preme Court for many years. 

In his book, "The Nature of the Judicial Process," he wrote, "Judges 
have, of course, the power, though not the right, to ignore the mandate of 
a statute, and render judgment in despite of it. They ha.ve th~ power, 
though not the right, to travel beyond the walls of the mtersttces. the 
bounds set to judicial innovation by precedent and custom. None the less, 
by that abuse of power, they violate the law.'' . 

It is obvious then, that the present Supreme 9>urt of the, Urute~ ~tatC:S 
did "violate the law," in the meaning of Mr. JustiCe Cardoza s definmon; It 
violated the law of legal precedent, by passing and ignoring five major Fed­
eral Supreme Court decisions wilfully. It "violated the law" of legal custom 
that for seventy-five years gave states the right to h~ve _segregated pu~lic 
schools-a right that was arproved under the Constitution of the Umted 
States and by the rulings o prior United States Supreme Courts. 

The Constitution of the United States has not been changed or amended 
in regard to segregation of the races since the first decision of the Fe~eral 
Supreme Court in this matter. It has not been changed or amended smce 
the Supreme Court, composed of such outstanding constitutional authori-
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nolds and Holmes ruled that the Fourteenth Amendment did not prevent 
the several States from enforcing racial segregation. 

Much has been made by proponents of the present segregation edict 
about Mr. Justice Harlan's dissent in the Plessy v. Ferguson case. Yet they 
invariably fail to mention or acknowledge that in a subsequent segregation 
case Mr. Justice Harlan wrote the majority opinion, a unanimous one, 
upholding the Constitutionality of segregation! 

The Supreme Court of the United States is not the Court of last res~~ 
The citizens of the sovereign states are the court of last resort. If the citi­
zens of the South are determined to maintain segre~ation in their schools 
and in their social order, then their will shall preva1l. 

It will take courage, courage of the kind our forefathers showed when 
they signed the Declaration of Independence, the kind of courage they 
showed at Valley Forge, at Lake Ene, at the Alamo, at Gettysburg and 
during the Reconstruction Era after the War Between the States. 

It will take determination on the part of our elected officials, on the part 
of the general assemblies of our various states, our governors and indi­
vidual citizens. 

If our political leaders will give their citizens an opportunity to express 
themselves at the ballot box, as was done in Georgia m the fall of 1954 fol­
lowing the Supreme Court's edict, then this fight will be won. 

The Citizens of Georgia. in the general election of 1954 passed a Consti­
tutional amendment by an overwhelming vote. It ~rants the General As­
sembly power to appropriate funds for the education of our school chil­
dren bX subsidizing the individual school child, regardless of race, so that 
the child can attend a private school in the event Georgia's public school 
system is destroyed by the United States Supreme Court. 

Georgia's State Constitution and its appropriation statutes specifically 
prevent mixed public schools and specifically prevent state fun~s fr~m 
being used to support non-segregated schools. If the Court forces 1ts ed1ct 
on Georgia, the Court itself and not the citizens of Georgia will destroy 
Georgia's public scho<;>l system. . . . 

When this Constitutional Amendment was proposed dunng my admmJS­
tration as Governor, the left-win2ers, the NAACP, the "race-mixers" and 
a few misguided individuals put up a real fight. Huge sums of money were 
used in an all out effort to defeat the amendment. The opponents of the 
measure claimed that it would destroy the State's Constitutional public 
school sysem. The "brain-washe~" used all thei~ b~illiant ~ri~ers and sob 
sisters in an effort to fool the CitiZens of Georg•a mto behevmg that we 
would have a public school system despite Georgia's Constitution and ap­
propriation laws, if the Court enforced its decree. 

But the people of Georgia were not fooled. The people of Georgia 
refused to sell their birthright. Our citizens, aroused and determined, went 
to the ballot boxes and passed the amendment. 

The citizens of Georgia answered the United States Supreme Court 
members with a loud, clear voice, "They shall not pass." 

The citizens of the sovereign states are the Court of Last Resort. Theil 
decision will be the ruling verdict. I have no doubt what it will be. 

Chapter 15 
A PLAN OF ACTION 

"IF YOU BELIEYE there ean be no compro1nUe on the 
matter of 1egregation; if you beliewJ that integration will 
bring eviL. of milcegenation; If you believe that 1ocial in­
termingling and milcegenation UJIU be 1eriowly detriment­
alto both racet and to our civUisation; if you reGlUe that 
either Commun.Ut influence~ or economic preuure group• 
ltand behind et1ery effort to inwule Stalel' Righll and force 
integration and milcegenation on the people of the South; 
if you believe in the rightl of the lof16reign 1tate1 to handle 
their own internal affair•; if you realiH that indiDerence, 
apathy and the inclination of 1ome to accept de1egregation 
at inevitable are our greatut enemie•; if you are po1itif16ly 
dedicated, in your own mind, to the pre1ervation of •egre­
gation without equitJOcation or qualification; if you are 
ready and willing to do 1omething po1itif16 about th11 very 
1eriou1 and pre•ent problem-then you 1hould immediate­
ly join an active organi:~~ation fighting to pre1erve comti· 
tutional government."-From statement of policy as con­
tained in organizational literature of lUississippi Citizens' 
Council. 
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wllAT ~lAY we at citi:Jem, the real court of La.t Retort, do to pre· 
•erve Comtitutional government and our traditional way of life? 

The weak and the faint D/ heart say "there u 10 liule we can do." 
The conformi•t• declare "The Court ha1 1poken. We mwt obey." 
The brainwa•hen, using their big lie technique, cry, "it'• coming, we 
may a• well accept it!" 

They are allaorong. We can fight thil i"ue through and we can win 
the fight • .4 determined chief executive of a •tate aoitll the courage of 
hi1 convictiom, •upported by a united people, a• expreued through 
a cohe•ive organi:;sation, can prevent the mixing of the race• in the 
public &choob and colleges of any state. We have 1lone it in Georgia 
and will continue to do it a& long a& the people demand it. 

Naturally, we must remember that from laere on out, in every elec­
tion for every important office in tire Soutlacrn states, ave avill lu! 

voting for or agaimt 1egregation. There wlU be other Uluet, but thil 
will be the primary iuue and we mwt al"'"Y' recognise it. 

No candidate wiU dare advocate publicly the end of 1egregation. 
To do 10 would mean hia •ure defeat. HowePer, there wiU be a type of 
candidate who will make deals, •acrifice principle• and 1eU w out, 
while giving lip-•enice to our eawe. 

BetDare of that candidate! 
He it the molt dangerou1. He u the thief in the night, clothed in 

garmentl of 1weet lip-1ervice, but who1e raiment, we know from co1t· 
ly experience, conceaL. the deadly dagger of treachery. 

The •econd type candidate wiU be the one aoho clairru he belief161 
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gation, but who i• being u1ed by tho•e who would dellroy u• to 1plit 
our vote and elect our enemy. 

The third type candidate wUl be one who 1incerely, hone.dy and 
forcefuUy believe. in Comtitutional gooernment, State•' Right• and 
the pre1ertK1tion of our traditional 1eparation of the race•, and who 
i• wiUing to 1tand up and be counted regardle11 of the co•t. 

TIW ;, no time for divilion. We mu•t 1tand with the candidate 
lllho dare• fight openly for our cawe, who gladly turn. hil back on 
the bloc 11ote, •acrifice• the 1upport of•ome large daily nB~Npaper•, 
and aoho 1tand1 unafraid of national magasine•, •yndicGted colum• 
ni•t., network commentator•, do-gooden and certain milguitkd 
church organisatiom. He mu1t be a man who ha• been tried and 
found not wanting. 

United at the baUot, U~e can elect 1uch a candidate in every election 
in eoery Southern 1tate. 

Secondly, 1e1e mwt organise a 1e1e have ne11er before organUed. 
Acting trilh calmnu• and deliberation, Ule mrut form an organisa· 

tion in each 1tate pledged to utilise aU legal and lawful meam tore­
ltore Comtitutional go11ernment in the country and to ree1tabli1h the 
inaUenable right. of the 1everal 1tate1 and their citisem to gooern 
their Ollln a0aira. 

The organisation. mwt be compo1ed of outatanding cidsem of in­
tegrity, patriotilm and determination, pledged to the maintenance of 
harmoniou• race relation. through the preaenation of the tradition­
al e•tabU.hment of •egregation in both public and prioote placea. 

Theae organisation. mwt be atatelf!ide in 1cope. There muat be 
unit. in every county. There 1hould be a board of director• or trua~ 
tee•, compoaed of leaden from ooriou• 1ectiom of the 1tate. Tl1u 
board ahould formulate the policiea of the organisation and all•tate­
ment• and announcement. concerning it• policie1 and aima 1hould 
be il•ued 1olely by thil body. Thil wiU prevent the organisation from 
being wed for purpoae• other than thoae atated in ib charter or by· 
Iowa and wiU keep it• •ervice• to the people on the highe1t plane. 

The1e organi:~ation• alwuld reject mul rcf'Utlinh! tile rue of force, 
intimidation or any other unlawful mean. in the attainment of ib 
objective~. They 1hould embrace a 1olemn creed dedicated to the 
preaerootion of the indi1'iduallibertiea of the American people, free 
of bureaucralic control and unlawful wurpation of the poacen of 
any branch of the go11ernment, and to reeatabliah the inalienable 
right. of the 1eoeralatate1 and the people to govern their own aDair• 
a pre1crlbed in the Ninth and Tenth Amendment• to the Constitu· 
tion a• contained in the Bill of Right.. 

It ha• been wuely aaid that in unity there ia 1trength. And it ia only 
through unity of purpo1e and action that we can hope aucceufully 
to reailt attempt. of thoae who would destroy every 11e1tige of local 
•elf-government and the tradition• we cherish. 

In the ultimate effectivenell of the•e two cour•e• of action lie our 
greateat hope to keep America free. 

We mwt not, we shall not Jail! 
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