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RADICAL BLACK MILITANCY .

The summer of 1968 was relatively a "cool" one so

far as urban riots were concerned. In the preceding

April the slaying of Dr. Martin Luther King had touched

off the second worst month of rioting in recent years,

but during the summer the number of major-ﬁrban disorders

An hour and a half later five people lay dead and 17 others

were wounded. Most of the casualties were policemen. The

'central figures in the outbreak were Fred Ahmed Evans and

his militant éroup, ﬁhe Black Nationalists of New Libya.

In October, pris sentences were imposed on two

T the/ﬂlack Revolutionary Action govement
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San Francisco State College to campuses across the nation.
@The Report of the Kerner Commission, published in April of
1968 S¢oncerned itself primarlly with the phenomenon of

urban rioting. WS in our racially troubled
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Commissionkbconsj der%ﬁ?ﬁ%rent {rows=retated phenomenon:
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the/\increaslnv number of "radical black militants" who mtim&}w\
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espouse and sometimes practice 1llegal retaliatory vidlence

and even guerrilla warfare tactics against #&8 existing
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1. Radical Black Militancy

Radical black militants, who embrace
retaliatory violence and guerrilla
warfare tactics, are part of a larger
militant movement within the rising
generation of young black activists.

The history of black protest in America is the history
of the témporary decline, fall, and resurgence of almost
every conceivable means of achileving black well-being

and dignity. Today the focus of attention is "black

T % amine— in this chapter—of—oun Report. Put black
militancy is not a new phenomenon. Negroes in America

have égg;%%'engaged in militant action. The first permanent
oo

black settlers on the American mainland, brought byA%he

reasVesouer=de—AvIiion in 1526, rose up

Spanish explorer

during the same year, killed a number of whites, and fled
to the Indians.

In the nearly:450 years'that have passed since that
time, black protest has never been altogether dormant in
America, and militant blacks have continuously experimented

with a wide variety of tactics, ideologies, and goals:

insurrection and riot, passive resistance and non—violence,'

legal action and political organization, separatism and

-integration -- all these and many others have been tried
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in every period of our history. No simple linear or
evolutionary explanation covers the complexity of those
developments: in the larger perspective of American historj
there has been no constant historical trend of black protest
from non-violence to violence.

Black protest in America today is similarly compléx.
Despite tpe public attention which acts of violent protest
always seem té attract, the use of legal argument and of
the ballot is farAfrom dead in the contemporary black protest
movement. Many black leaders are working quietly but

effectively "within the system" toward the same basic goals --

black well-being and dignity -- as those who have adopted

‘ : & ¥ v on \NONASL
more militant tactics. Inevitably, a report|er=—"Froromwee] B

FAnevdegM will concern itself primarily with the violent

aépects of current black pfotest, but this emphasis should hot‘
be permitted to obscure the multi-faceted character of Negro
leadership today.

This same poiﬁt must be made even more emphatically with
regard to that part of the larger biack protest movement which

A
isacalled ”black mllltancy "X Black mllitancy is a complex,

) 7§A*§
many -dimensionegd phenomenon hree magor themes stand out

in contemporary black militancy:

-- cultural autonbmy and the rejection
WS
of white)values;

—— political autonomy and community control;

-- '"self-defense" and the ré&jection of

non~violence.
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Eéch_of these three themes is a cluster of ideas, values
and activities which are shared in widely varyiﬂg degrees
and combinations by different groups and individuals.
Those whom we call "radical black militants" are
ﬁersons who embrace notions of "self-defense" which ineclude
illegal retaliatory-violence and even guerrilla warfare
tactics. ﬁhese radicals generally share ideas of black
cultural and pgliticai autonomy with other militants who
do not espouse vidlence in excess of the legal right of
self--defense. As black militancy i; a part of the larger
black protest movement an:d,\ be understood as s‘uch,

oW
so the radicals aré%one wing of, one group within, militant

blqik protest.
[& gV
T=see | he violence of the radical black militant ¥
Crpsdr, oL S
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ngﬁﬁggﬁigggfﬁﬁggh we must first{exasmine the values ¥
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he shares with ﬁ&bgnglack militants

black cultural and political autonomy.

Cultural autonomy pAd Aeiectior ofl whitelvalugst The

' movemen§ towaﬁg\black cultural autonomy and rejection of white

\yalues mixeskindigenous and international influences. Looking
backward at the long history of white domination in this

country, and outwyard at what is s n as)American “neocolonialism,"

black militants Ha&k questlon

/
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James Baldwin observes:

for the black militants.

" The American Negro has the great advantage of
having never believed that collectlon of myths
to which white Americans cling; that their ancestors
were all freedom-loving heroes, that they were born
in the greatest country the world has ever seen,
. or that Americans are invincible in battle and wise
: in peace, that Americans have always dealt honorably
! with Mexicans and Indlans and all ‘other neigthrs
and inferiors, that American men are the worl most
direct -and virile, that American women are pure.

A- militant blacks are LN NS // ’
\

! looking to their own cultural heritage as a source of

affirmation of a different set of values. 3 i} B

Supported'by the revival of awareness of African history

; _and culture, militant blacks have grown more and more impatient

with what 1is seen as the attempt of American institutions

such as the schools and mass media to enforce white cultural {
standards which eisssr ignore or deprecate the independent ;

Q.
cultural heritage of Afro-Ameritcans. %heh§NCC position paper

broclaims:




™o notion of "cultural deoriva 1on"
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Polltical au%rww\an@/ g M%Mnﬁw @
Qéggéiggﬁ(ﬂE;;:e;;S;E§§7%1ack milluanoy is oriented strongly

.to the idea of black community ‘control and /¢ the development

The systematic destruction of our links to
Africa, the cultural cut-off of blacks in this
country from blacks 1n Africa are not situations
that conscious black people in this country are
willing to accept. Nor are conscious black people
in this country willing to accept an educational
system that teaches all aspects of Western Civili-
zation and dismisses our Afro-American contri-
bution and deals with Africa not at all.
Black people are not willing to align themselves
with a Western culture that daily emasculates our
beauty, our pride and our manhood.
@ e Hfve- Nweasciiom -
In addition to demanding recognition of a=sseh fcultural
o5t achosdie (el G DA O

heritage, militant blacks e policy implications

wwsxﬁm»isfk\¢pswq§m§

fail,in schools because they come from a "cultureless",

community, aet because the schools do not teach. Cenmtrai—to-

“Mmﬂcm1mwhcwﬂfme,

the family arrangements
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called-welfare colonialism" into-which
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gggggigér(’E;;:ZZESEEF§J§iacp milluancy is oriented strongly

.to the idea of black community control and/fff the development

of independent black pol;ﬁiial baseij
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/ﬁf/a total of 1,088 policy-making positions in

federal, state and local government in Cook County, only 1
S

'fiftyweivht or five percent, were held by Negroes in 1965,

although blacks comprlsed at least twenty percent of the ceaﬁﬁﬁy—\\
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Another magor factor influencing the[ﬁnrust for black

political autonomy is the fact that residential segregation
has created tho conditions for effective black political

organization. Residential segregation has meant that, in

VNS

p .
the black beltASouth as well as,bhe urban North and West,

blacks occupy whole districts en bloc.
IELATLI

With the growing

Trefax, of blacks 29A§he central cltlesjkénd-%hﬂl&ﬁﬁﬂﬁg§§§§¥ﬁ§

LN
exedus. of whites %gkf/; suburbs, I

cities are developing black majorities! Gn Yo
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control over the centers of
decision-making means control over the things about which
decisions are made)

mmk\'

'QHESA?S housing, employment,

n-r-tﬁ-'\-—w'ﬁ:irn ‘s

and education,

as well as newer focal points of plack protest like the

wnnsened [Jeddld

police and the welfare apparatus QE&J}E&F~ Qy:xxﬂLh~




Before a group can enter the open society, it must
first close ranks. By this we mean that group
solidarity 1is necessary before a group can operate
effectively from a bargaining position of strength
in a pluralistic society. Traditionally, each
new ethnic group in this society has found the
route to social and political viability through
the organization of its own institutions with
which to represent its needs within the larger

soclety.
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Going beyond disenchantment with non-violence,
and beyond the exercise of legal rights of
self-defense, radical black militants now
espouse and practice violence as a legitimate
response to what are perceived as instances of
jilepgitimate oppression by a racist society.

The third magor tneme 1n contemporary black militancy

VWt
is self-defense and the rejection of non-violence.
o e RST's
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After the Watts

PSS
local Negroes formed a Community Action Patrol ///

riot,of 1965,
to monitor pollce conduct during arrests. *;In 1966, a small group
<SR

of Oakland blacks carried the process a k=Eke further by

} instituting armed patrols. From a small group organized on an
ad hoc basis and oriented to the single ilssue, of police control,
Sl

the Black Panther Party for Self-Defense has ,grown into a

national organization with a ten—point program for achieving

political, socia; and economic goals. In the process, they ; :

} have condensed the name to the Black Panther Party, but

the idea of self-defense remains basic. Huey Newton, the : ;
' i

Party's Minister of Defense, has said in an interview with i
. . 1

our staff: "The Panther never attacks first, but when he is. :
j

backed into a corner, he will strike back viciously."

e confrontation between radical biéck militants and

i : some elements of the police has goene ) beyond aryr—tegai—cersopt

AWML A N e . :
. i

! . R S
\ gﬁ#\elf ~defense and has\become a bloody feud verging on
A ‘ ' !

open warfarepx
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far trenseend any lawful:cnééagt of self-defense, Blamsk.
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radicals nonetheless bellevé\EﬁémZto be legitimate and to

fall within "self—defensgf when that concept is properly
understood. As a milﬁtant leader argues, "We have been
assaulted by our environment." This "assault" is considered
to neutgalizgﬁ;gstraints agalnst the use of counter-violence,
which i§§%%%g by the radicals not as aggression but still

aé "defensive" retaliation. A Seattle Panther recently
stated: "You see, we've been backed into a corner for the
last 400 years, so anything we do néw is defensive,"

A A;ﬁaf%é£uﬁﬂQ%v—vividwexamﬁ%eﬂaﬁ&How easlly violence

against police and other symbols of authority can be zsrceived
3

as legltimate by radical black militants was prewkded in
S S =

efore’ this Commission by a "moderate® Negro

. leader:

For you see, Mr, Chairman, what most people
refer to as violence in the ghetto, I refer to as
self defense against the violence perpetrated on the
ghetto. Dr. King's widow has put it well: "In this
soclety," she said on Solidarity Day, "violence
against poor people and minority groups is routine."

I must remind you that starving a child is
violence. Suppressing a culture is violence.
Neglecting school children is violence. Punishing
a mother and her child is violence. - Discriminating
against a working man is vliolence. Contempt for
poverty is violence. Even the lack of will power
to help humanity is a sick and sinister form of
violence. .

The people of the ghetto, Mr. Chairman, react
to this violence in self defense. Thelr self defense
is becoming more violent because the.aggressor is

becoming more violent. -@Eeﬁﬁ%%gb




How has it come about that subsyantial numbers of
black people in this country, especlally among the black youth,
see the government and the white majority as an "aggressor"?
What are the root causes of radical black militancy and its
readiness to use violence? How can a sense of the legitimacy
of Ame?ican institutions be developed in these hostile,
aliénated mémbers of the Negro community? These are the

qQuestions we must now try to answer.




2. Underlying Causes of Radical Black Militancy . q..'

The Kerner Commission found that the
underlying cause of urban rloting by
Negroes is the enduring structure

of raclal attitudes and behavior by
white Americans toward black Americans:
properly understood, the same cause j
ultimately underlies the phenomenon of 4

radical black militancy.

In March of11968 the National Advisory Commission on

Civil Disorders filed its historic Report at the end of a ﬁ

comprehensive investigation into the causes and prevention
|
of the urban rilots which have plagued this country in the

1960's. The Commission found that the causes of the rioting
were "imbedded in a massive tangle of issues and circumstances - i f |
social, economic, political, and psychological - which arise

out of the historical pattern of Negro-white relations in e ,

America." The most fundamental strand in that tangle, said
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the Commission, is "the racial attitude and behavior of
white Americans toward black Americans."

White racial attitudes, the Commission found, are
essentially responsible for the "explosive mixture" in our
cities that has recentl& eruptéd into 1argerscale rioting.
Three main ingredients of the mixture were identified:

J. Great numbers of Negroes have been
excluded from the benefits of economic progress
through discrimination in employment and education
and their enforced confinemegt in segregated
housing and schools.

2. The massive and growing concentration of
impoverished Negroes in our major urban areas has
greatly increased the burden on the already depleted
resources of the cities and created a growing crisis
of deteriofating facilities and services and unmet
human needs.

3. In the teeming racial ghettos, segregation
and poverty have intersected to destroy opportunity
and hope, to gnforce failure, and to create bitternesé
and resentment against society in general and white
society in particular.

The Commissionlfound that other factors catalyzed the mixture,

factors such as the frustrated hopes aroused by the successes

of the civil rights,movemént; the climate of encouragement  of
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violence arising out of white terrorism and violent black

protest and rhetoric; and the frustrations of black political

powerlessness and alienation from institutions of govern-

ment and law. Thus catalyzed, relatively minor racial

incidents -~ frequently involving the police -- are sufficient
to spark the mixture.into an explosion of violence.

Ve figd no reason to disagree with this analysis.
No witness appéaring beforé this Commission has disputed it.
Our investigation of the Miami disorders of last August

reached the same conclusions as to that particular instance

of rioting. The research studies of our Task Forces have

all yielded results consistent with the Kerner Commission's

analysis, and our NVC Survey has in fact provided a striking
confirmation of one essential feature of that analysis: we
found that in response to a-series of questions‘concerning
segregation and integration, white Americans remain far less
committed than black Americans to the goal of a fully inte-

grated society.

Far from disagreeing with the Kérner Commlssion's
analysis of the cauées of urban riots, we conclude that the
analysis 1s largely applicable to the phenomenon of radical
black militancy. We find that radical biack militancy, like
the urban rioté, is ultimately a response to conditions created by

racial. attitudes and behavior that have widely prevailed among
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the ‘'white majority since the days of slavery. Having said

F)

this we must immediately add three essential qualifications,
absent which our finding might be miéundeystood:

-- First, to say that the violence of con-
temporary radical black militancy is a response
to an historical pattern of white racial
attitudes is not to say that it is a justified
resporise. . It 1s not, and we condemn it
unequivocally.

—-- Second, in speaking of white racial
attitudes, we are not referring primarily to
the personal relationships which today exist
between individual white and black. Americans;
rather we particularly mean the enduring insti-
tutional and ideological legapy of white

- ATV~
supremacy a@d Negrg éﬁ#éf%e%é%ykyhich our tragic

racial history has bequeathed to contemporary’

America.

-~ Third, to identify white racilal attitudes
as the ultimate cause of radical black militaney. .

- ’ wie

is not to deny the existence of other, more proximate-
causes, without which this phenomenon would not have
emerged. As we shall show, there are several other
levels of causation which cannot be ignored. All of
these, however, operate in the matrix of our dominantly

white society and its customs and institutions; it is

to this matrix that we refer when we speak of white

raciai attitudes.
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The first of these three points needs no elaboration:
as our whole Report should make abundantly clear, ve agfee
with the Kerner Commlssion that "violence.cannot bulld a

better society." Elaboration of the third point will occupy

much of the rest of this chapter. Before turning to the j i

precipitating causes of the rise of radical black militancy,

however, we wish to amplify our second point by exposing
at some length the historical roots of contemporary insti-

tutional and ideological "white racism.”

.

The "white racism" of contemporary America
is not primarily a matter of personal re-
lationships between individuals; rather, it
is. a social condition whose roots are to be ) ;i i
found in the institution of slavery, the after- i ; ;
math of its destruction, and the rise of the - : .

urban ghetto. - ; i

The reaction of many white Americans to the Kerner . . } : !

Commission Report was to deny angrily that they were "racists,"
‘to point to friendships with individual Negroes, and to ask

if the Commission thought that 1t was "white racists" who

were doing all the rioting. This response misconceives

both the bésic thru;t of the Kerner Commission Report and the
tpue nature of "white racism". That rather incendiary phrase
should be understood as a short-hand deéignation for a
complex social condition whoée source is to bevfound only

in the whole history of race relations in thils country.
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This history has three major phases, which we now

trace: slavery, segregation and the ghetto.

The Institution of Slavery. Slavery was established
\k\i%&&uﬁAs o\,

in the New VWorld almost ;mmediately after its discoverxA ‘“

For the blacks who were subjected to slavery, the existing f: }
social systems of West Africa were interrupted, and new, : f ;
traumatic ones were imposed. Tribal instituéions and customs '
which prepared blacks to meet their needs and cope as adults
in African societies weré no longer useful or possible., A

nevw kind of socializatlon was necessary in order to develop --

not an adequate, competent participant in adult soclety --

but rather a subhuman, dependent creature fully subservient to

the master's needs.

Children born into the slave system were prepared from
birth for a life of subservience. Nurture and pyhsical care
came from an adult —-- not in the interest of a family, kinship
group or tribe -- but in the intereét of the master. Children

were not destined to become elders, chiefs, warriors, or
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traders and to hold positions of respect and st Lus within UMWW‘“AQQ

the tribe. Instead they were to become slaves —

this is the reason why so many adult slaves cared so little

for children -- a fact which confounded slave owners and

observers.

The adult slave was without power and without security. . i '

His legal status was that of a piece of property, without ' ib !
rights in court and without the protection of any institution.

Completely subject to theilr masters' control, dispersed

throughout a larger white culture, and unable to maintain + i

the institutions of their previous socleties (kinship ties,

family organization, religion, government, courts, etc.), i j | j

. | .

slaves were generally unable to run away en masse, to organize |
3
k

effective large-scale attacks against their oppressors,

or even to turn inward on thelr own culture for psychological

support.

Some slaves were able to run away to the Indians, to

Canada or to "freedom" in the North. Most could not, however, - i

but had instead to find ways of adjusting to the slavery

envirohment. Some led a passive-aggressive existence in
relationship to the white master -- working as little as .they
could without being punished, felgning illness, sabotaging

! property and generally provoking the master. Some partici-

pated in the mor==bt==25% small, relatively unorganiied
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insurrections that occurred during the slavery years. Others
Internalized their aggressions and engaged in se1f~destructive
behavior and in violent acts against other blacks. Some
found in Christianity a relatlionship to God and a place in
a splritual kingdom that enabled them_to endure the sufferings
of their life in this world. Still others adopted a life style
which tried toAcbpy, to the extent possible, the style of
the white master. Common to all these adaptations, and shaping
the form they took, was fhe ovefridinv fact of the slave system.

The impact of slavery on white society was no less

Fowed SieE Wl 1080

profound. Because of
Nw&JW S 3¢y,

oy on the basis of aBJeconomic need for manpover. If slavery
was to be justified, it was necessary to believe that the Negro .
was inherently inferior, that he belonged to a lower order of

man, that slavery was right on scientific and social, as well

‘as economic, grounds. A large body of literature came into

existence to prove these beliefs and the corollary belief
in the natural superlority and supremacy of the white race.

The ideology of white superiority and black inferiority was

S
=
18

reinforced both by the destructive -impact of slavery upon Negroes
generally and by the institutional and éultural denial of

individual Negro accomplishments in the face of overwhelming
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of slavery studiously wove the strand of racism deep into

/ : |
obstacles. For more than two centuries the institution : f : / i
.k | |
the fabric of American life. /

It is thus not surprising that the conditions of life
in the United States were—hardly better for'free Negroes ) f

than for slaves. Some free Ne roes achioved material success,.

R %3»4 G\\d&b\*ﬁm§ﬂ o |
sgﬂe even owned.ET5VEE_EHEﬁQEFﬂ§§ZTﬁﬁT?EE~V€§{ majority knew §

only poverty and rejection by white soclety. Forbidden to : i

settle in some areas, segregated in others, they were targets

of prejudice and discrimination. In the South, they were denied

freedom of movement, severely restricted in their cholce of

occupation, forbidden to associate with whites or with slaves, 3 |

and in constant fear of being enslaved. In both North and South

they were regularly the victims of mobs.

In 1829, for example, [

white residents invaded Cincinnati's "Little Africa,” killed

Negroes, burned their property, and ultimately drove half

the black population from the city.

| R
- The Aftermath of Slavery. The violence of the Civil War tore

the nation épart and succeeded in destroying the institution
of slavery..,But the War proved incapable of rooting out the . j

i
3 deeper strutture of racism upon which slavery rested: that had

Mo 4o Eromss mm mmgm Q\%g—g Moed odehded
_J\ G sy mumwms Ve Vi Nt @erdd |

.
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been buillt up over too long a time and was too firmly
embedded in American soclety, North as well as South.
Indeed, as we have said, racism had become an integral
part of the black man's experience in America: the large
number of Negroes who could not or would not leave the
plantation after sla&ery indlcates the degree to which
blacks had been absorbed into the master-~slave relationship.
. thaa Wan B F 2t Al
After |g¥averyl, blacks were quickly, gand often

violently, closed out of the economic, politlcal, and edu-
% c'f,-—‘/%’l__s,.’ y
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] can life. Thejprogram of
VO ,901\4\@&@%3/ h
feééﬁaizﬁecons ruction failed, for a variety of reasons,

to provide blacks with a solid economic, political or social

L
cational mainstream of Ameri

base and consequently failed as an adjustment tool. None

of the organizational structures of the African culture
reméined to provide a basis for group stability and difectioh.
Only remnants of previous African life-styles remained, greatly
modified by the American experience and of little value in
promoting adjustment in the post-slavery period. As a result
of factors such as these, Negroes reﬁained economically,
goclally and psychoiogically dependent on whites who retained

almost complete control.

In some respects the condition of the Negro worsened

after the War. Under the segregation system which rapidly .

o pahs A siadvs ool
developed (and which was ratified byAthe Suopreme Court/ n
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1896), control and authority over blacks were extended to
all whites, most of whom were economically vulnérable and

more in need.of a psychological scapegoat than the wealthier

slave-owning class. Whites outside the planter caste were

more likely to act in aﬁAunjust, violent fashion toward

blacks.
The first Ku Klux Klan, arising in 1865 and lasting

until 1876, was a principal means of keeping the Negro

in his place in the early post-War perlod. The Klan hélped

overthrow the Reconstruction governments of North Carolina,

Tennessee, and Georgila, and was responsible, according to

the findings of a Congressional investigation in 1871, for

hangings, shootings, whippings, and mutilations numbering

in the thousands. The commanding general of federal troops

in Texas reported: "Murders of Negroes are so common as to

ender it impossible to keep accurate acco&gts of themckb&au$ug)

\*‘\“"S& '\" o3 P Souniaan AS oS Yo Qo eSS wn had
\N&umw y 1377§the Klan, ad been so_successful that the Negro was é@uﬁuﬂ&ﬂ
\)\ w Ks An SeoxA~

yirfaai&y eliminated from the political life of the South.

Still denied the opportunity for personal achievement
and the resultant sense of adequacy and security which
achievement brings, blacks made various adaptations to meet
adequacy and security needs in a society in which they were
now "free" but still rejected and abused. Religlon was

firmly. Many informal and formal Afro~American

embraced more




mutual support organizations developed after slavery,

reflecting the need for black sharing and mutual support in

a hostile society. Some blacks continued as employees of their

former masters and in many cases identified strongly with

whites. Some wandered about dlsorganized and hopelcss.
UndertﬁszffﬁiéﬁfﬁEﬁ? the segregation systg%(ﬁig%gickw©¢ﬂxk\

parents had to teach their children to avold aggressive life-

styles which ﬁight lead to disastrous conflicts with whites.

Such socialization, similar to that under slavery, naturally

led to the diminution or destruction of the capacity for .
Thode SoRAOM A
exploration, learning and work in many Negroes. ome blacks

were largely pleasure-oriented, respondlng to inadequately
controlled sexual and aggressive dri&es by behavior that

_ often resulted in violence and in ‘conflict with the larger
society. Such behavior was not viewed by whites as the
natural producé of a society which had failed to create the
conditions for adequate social and psychological development
among many blacks -—- 1pstead it was viewed simply as "the

way niggers are.

The Rise of the Urban Ghetto. In 1910, 91 per cent of

the country's 9;8 million Negroes still lived in the Sougth.
During World War I large-scale movement of Negroes out of the
"pural South was stimulated when the industrilal demands of the
war created new jobs for unskilled workers in the North, wﬁilé

floods and boll weevils hurt farming in the South. The
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Deéression‘temporarily slowed this migratory flow, but

World War II set it in motion again. The migration proceeded
along three major.routes: north along the Atlantic Seaboard
towara Washington, Baltimore, Philadelphia, New'York, Boston;
north from Mississippi to St. Louis, Chicégo, Detroit,
Milwaukee; west from Texas and Louisiana toward Los Anéeles
and San Francisco. While the total Negro popﬁiation more
thén doubl;d from 1910 to 1966 (from 9.8 million to 21.5
million), the number living outside the South rose elevenfold
(from 0.9 million to 9.7 million) and the number living in
cities rose more than fivefold (from 2.7 million to 14.8
million).

The early pattern of Negro settlément within the
Northern'cities followed that of other immigrants: they
éonverged on the older sections of the central-city because
the lowest-cost housing was located there, because friends

and relatives were likely to be living there, and because the

older neighborhoods then often had good public transportation.

Unlike other immigrants, however, the Negro remained -—- and
remains today -- largely confined in the original ghetto ---
Still the prisoner of the American racilal heritage.

In the light of our whole racial history, should we be

surprised that, for the Negro, the great cities of the North

-




havevnot been ports of entry into the mainstream of American
1ife? Can we fail to see that the black ghetto is ulti-
Q@tely the product of slavery and segregation, -thet=it—Fs
(}(Q%( ‘bt the third great phase of @he black man's bondage in

America? The Report of the Kerner Commission has exhaustively

described the conditions of the black ghetto and the manner
of its formation. For our purposes we need only to
illustrate a few of the many continuities which exist between
1life in the ghetto and the black,experience under slavery-
segregation.
-- Race riots and violent racialuconflict were a
hallmark of the early twentieth century Negro experience
in northern cities, the Negroes invariably suffering most
" of the violence. In East St. Louis, Illinois, a riot which
claimed the lives of 39 Negroes and 9 whites erupted in 1917
against a background of fear by white workingﬁen that Negro labor
was threatening their jobs. Other major riots by whites
against blacks took place in 1917 in Chester, Pa., and
Philadelphia. 1In 1919 there were riots in Washington%(p. C>,
Omaha, Charleston, Longviewa(iexaQ, Knoxville and Chicago;
In'Chicago betwéen July 1917 and March 1921, 58 Negro houses
were bombed, and recreatlonal and residential areas were
frequent sites of violent racial conflict. Negro soldiers:
returning home from service in World War I in segregated combat

units were mobbed for attempting to use facilities open to

white soldiers.
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—-—  Athowgh Eany Negro families in the ghettoes

attained incomes, living standards and cultural levels

matching those of whites who upg?igﬁd themselves out of
ethnic neighborhoods, gzéiit;gS:iNegre=#améi$g$'remained
in predominantly black neighborhoods because they were
effectively excluded from white residential areas. Able
to'escapefpoverty, they were unable to escape the ghetto --
and their confinement rendered their accomplishments less
visible to the larger society which continued to embrace
thé;myth of innate Negro inferiority. More often, however,
the pervasive discrimination in employment, education and
housing rendered the escape from poverty even within the
ghetto all but impossible.

~~ Many ghetto blacks responded to their condition of
oppression with’self~hatred.and low self—eéteem. These
traits in turn gave rise to passive, self-destructive modes
of behavior such as excessive use of alcohol and narcotics,
violent éssault on a frlend over a dime or a bottle of wine,
poor impulse control generally, low asbiration levels, and
high rates of family conflict. Another destructive pattern
beghn under slavéry continued under conditions of unemplo&ment
in the urban ghetto: the Negro male often played only a )
marginal role in his family and found few cultural or .

psychological rewards in family life. Often the Negro father
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abandoned his home because he felt useless to his family,

the absence of the father then condemning the sons to

repeat the pattern.

3. Direct Causes of Radical Black Militancy

To say that an énduring structure of white raclal
attitudes and behavior is ultimately responsible for the

phenomenon of radical black militancy is only to identify a

first cause, an underlyinggmatrix. We must now look to more

direct causes in order to understand why radical black
militancy has emerged at this particular point in our history.
Our study has identified four'such direct causes, each
Vinextricably interwoven with all the others and with the
underlying social matrix created by slavery, segregation

and the ghetto. These causes are of different kinds and

oberate in different ways: . .
. . . . ‘Q(‘\L$* ‘(‘Q)S\\D‘V\/S
(1) contemporary-historical: the deei=me]of the
civil rights moveﬁent;
. n _ 3 n - .
(2) ideological: the rise of an "anti-colonlal 53§Nx)
penrspeciivey R .
uy CORMAG

o befueau LiWEe oud Blosl
(3) economic: thgx T

f material

advancement; ,

(4) psychological: the breaking of the dependency

bond."

In this section we will discuss each of these causes in turn.
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Radical black militancy arose out of the

frustrations of the civil rights movement
and the limitations of that movement as a
foree for Negro betterment and leadership
in the Northern urban ghettoes.

From the .decline of Marcus Garvey's separatist philosophy
in the 1920's until quite récently, the dominant thrust of
black protest was toward political, social, economic and
culfural iﬁclusion into American institutions on a basis
of full equality. Always a powerful theme in American black
militancy, these aims found their maximum expression in the
civil rights movement of the 1950's and early 1960's.

For the civil rights movement, the years before 1955
vere filled largely with efforts at legal reform)with the
NAACP, especially, carrying éase after case to successful
litigation in the federal courts. There was a considerable
gap, however, between the belief of the NAACP and other groups

"that major political changes were in sight and the.reality
of the slow pace of change evén in the more advanced areas
of the South. The gap was eQen greater between the con-
servative tactics and middle-class orientation of the established
civil-rights ofganizations and the situation of the black
ghetto masses in the North.

Since the MNAACP, the Urban League, and other established

roups continued to operate as before, new tactics and new
g I s

leaders arose to fill these gaps. In 1955, Mrs. Rosa, Parks

i
g

%
i
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of Montgomery, Alabama, refused to give up her bus seat
to a white man, and a successful boycott of the bus system
materialized, led by a local minister, the Reverend Martin

Luther King, Jr. Around the same time, with less publicity,

another kind of organization with another kind of leader-

Ty
ship wasicoming into its own in the northern ghettos:

Elijah Mihammed and the Nation of Islam represented those
black community that no one else, at the
fo oo
moment , WaB. representing —- the northern, urban, lower-

{ SRPGAL
classes. It was this [§QCt which would produce

the man who was destined to rise from a petty crimindl

segments of the

to a "black shining prince" and who would far overshadow
Dr. King in influence among the new generation of black
militants: Malcolm X.

Neither the direct—aétion, assimilationist approach

of King nor the separatist, nationaligt approach of the
Black Muslims were new. Rather, they were both traditional
strategies of black protest which had been adopted in the
past in response toc specific situatiéns. Direct action was
used by the abolitionists prior to the Civil War, by .
left-wing orgaﬁizers in the ghetto in the 1930's, and by
CORE in the early 1940's. It had been threatened by

A. Phillip Randolph in his March on Washington in 1941,

but‘called off when President Roosevelt agreed to establish

a Federal Fair EMployment_Practices Commission. The roots

ORI
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of black separatism are equally deep, beyond Marcus Garveﬁ

o Movvosed - Qﬁu&g& ruqkugatuyw wANQNmmﬁhXQ&
to Martin Delaney, a%m%4ﬂ%e—Am —Cx ljéé?ﬁ?ﬁ
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The move to direct action in the south brought civil A

rights protest out of the courts and into the streets,

bus terminals, restaurants, and voting booths. Nevertheless,

it remained deeply linked to the American political process
and represented an 1nnaﬁgbfa1th in the .peotes==me pover

of the federal government and in the moral capacity of
white Americans, both northern and southern. It operated,
for the most part, on the implicit premise that racism
was a localized, essentially southern malignancy within
a relatively healthy political and social order; it was a
move to force American morality and American institutions

to cure the last symptoms>of the diseased member of the

body politic.

Activists in SNCC, CORE and other civil rights organi-
zations met with greater and more violent sTmEsTEm resistence
as direct-action cohtinued during the sixties. Freedom
Riders were beateﬁ by mobs in Montgomery; demonstrators were
hosed, clubbed and cattle-prodded in Birminvham and Selma.
7E§Eé£§;§§%ﬁ§¥33§gith civil rights workers, black and

white, were victimized by local officials as well as by

night-riders and angry crowds. At the sams time, the
s

problems of white violence were comoounded b{é

@W&W
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the federal government gsuch that/it : Nuel oo

%wnmNMN‘{ 3N¢&§
'\Zaéﬁfgively toward a radical alteration of th¢ somthsen

situationl%ggﬁ v\xhk_Q&ﬁgrQQyixisxﬁusts.

Qt~the marech—on—Washington—in—+9635—JFomr Lewis oL
TR
NCC uel:-;-me- the growing mood of disenchantment! sl -the-

egvermehty

The simple\and harsh fact, made cledr in
Albany, andeinforced by events4dn Americus,
Georgla, in S&lma and Gadsden, Alabama, in
Misslssippi, is\that the federal government
abdicated its redponsibiljfy in the Black Belt.
The Negro citizens\of that area were left to
the local police. he U, S. Constitution was
left in the hands of Neanderthal creatures who
cannot read it, apd whosge only response to it
has been to grupf and swing their clubs.

Even many moderafds agreed with the Urban League's Whitne
fader
Young that the\government was "reacti

& father than actin
in the drife for Negro rights. Activists“who had been in
the Sodth were inclined to agree wlth a white okgerver th

the MikFideh government seemed "uncommitted emotionally a

I

: ;f}ggmmﬁuyww@k:i;;/
The ‘eER—SamMmeT RO IoTI—In MississippiZiﬁ 196U was

ideologiesn ; o T34 8 egualit a-s

a hybrid phenomenon, less of a moral confrontation than

Birmingham the year before, and more of a new kind of power

\&i&%@gﬁﬂJﬂ&iL/
play.\'COFO, the Geeg;esizof Federated Organizations, m== a
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loose ad hoc consortium funded by establisheqd groups . i
CORE. @agd SCLCQ. youd e NoSurad QoS Q\Q&m.u:)\us) ;

such as the NAACP) 3 but given its

cutting edge by the leaders of SNCC. Masterminded by a
SNCC staff disillusioned by white reprisals and violence
against earlier voter registration drives, the COFO Project
was presented as a massive effort to get voter registraﬁion‘
of'f the ground with the aid of large numbers of vacationing
white college students. 2
~———But COFO's voter registration goal turned out to be
a cover for a more ambitious and aggressive SNCC strategy:
to provoke massive federal intervention in Mississippi
amounting to an occupation and a "second effort at
Reconstruction," "
SUMANLR
The Mississioppi experdencs was an extraordinary one
&'\m Yo Qoo &muﬂcu‘kmw&im.
for many of itslparticipahts{ Three young men were murdered
by a white conspiracy, and many others saw aﬁ firsthand i
rouield -
the ugly face of sowtirery repression, The-ﬁississ:ppi i
IRL ' &
ﬁnmmﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁfggnated, not with a second Reconstruction, but i
with the Mississippi Freedom Democratic Party's failure "
. (BENT QIS &mw -

to get 1ts delegation seated at the 1964 Democratic national = -
& cx\ﬁ&e& Swks wew cﬁu&g s sk eShovts [in open stese w*wé}\\k

\(&\i‘\‘\ﬁ‘*\j&\z AR He
convention \'THEE'symboli defeat climaxed growing dis= ‘ é
%1~ ¥ &muﬁuﬁk&a S

. , L&QX‘SW
illusionment with "white liberals" among young blacks)/A \ O

By the middle of the decade, then, many militant Negro

members of SNCC and CORE began to turn

away from American

soclety and the "middle-class way'of life."

| g
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Civil Rights'Act of 1964 and the Voting Rights Act of 1965,
they became.deeply cynlcal about the traéition of American
liberal reform. They talked more/of "revolutionary"

changes in the social structure, and of retaliatory vio;epce,
and they increasingly rejected white assistanéé%%?%i%?ﬁﬁﬂjéﬁéﬁi/
insisted that Negro power alone could compel the white

"ruling class" to make concessions. Yet, at this time, they
also spoke of an alliance of Negroes and unorganized lower-
class whites to overthrow the "power structure" of
capitalists, politicians and bureaucratic labor leaders

whom they accused of exploiting fhe poor of both races

while dividing them through an appeal to race prejudice.

The increased criticism of liberals, white intellectuals,

and. federal bureaucracles was part of a broader turn to a
renewed critique of the situation of blacks in the North.

To a lérge exéent, aﬁd desbite such evidence as-the Harlem
uprisings of 1935 and 1943, most white northerners had con-
gratulated themselves on the quality of their "treatment"

of the Negro vis-a-vis that of the South. But direct action
by civil rights leaders in Northern dities, largely in tﬁe form
of street demonstrations, had failed to make any substantial
impact on thg problems of separate and inferior schools, slum
_ housing, and police hostility, although it had succeeded

in lowering some barriers to Negro employment.
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With the explosion of Harlem and several other
northern cities in 1964, attention among black activist
leaders waé drawn sharply to the problém of institutional
racism in the North, and this shifé of focus was
accelerated by the Wa£ts riot the following year. In a
real sense, the oﬁtbreak of riots not only surprised'
-liberal whites, but most established black civil rights
leaders as Qell. while undermining the moral credibllity
of liberal northerners as to the nature of the racilal
situation in the North, the riots also left most civil
rights leaders without a vocabulary with which to express

the deeper emotions of the northern ghettos. There was
: ANNIAA [N <

h a akdespread senseé) that,civil rights leaders etiler could %ﬂ<
/ \\ N es\oko\\v\i,a

v&iw%ﬁii “Eaéééééééiiﬁlyot speak to the kinds of issues raised by

the riots, and that a wide gulf separated those leaders --

ostly of miédle-cléss backgfound -—- from the plack urban

masses. vEﬁfiﬁé‘fﬁE‘Igék‘Hariem—p

other established

rights leaders were

down at ra L‘Y;nq and in-the c‘twnoj\;L, wh]

In this setting the rhetoric of "Black Power! developed,
WO AKX Yol o Y AreSwow's ek e (o
. Lat the Meredith March from

Memphis tovJackson in June 1966, but—the slogan expressed

A
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SNCC replaced its non-violent leader
John Lewls with Stokeley Carmlchael and CORE elected

Floyd MecKissick, who refused to denounce the Watts riot

of the previous year. Under Carmichael SNCC formally

and deliberat@ﬁ& disassociated itself from the civil.

rights movement's traditional commitment to nonviolence

and took up a position on the leftward militant fringe. vl ; ' ;
S TM@%%M AL967, westhe—drematio ,. ! | |
“oen Vf')lle Brown m | !

h incendlary speechesA Carmlchael 3 : i

a i i
traveled to Havana, Hanoi and Moscow, iﬁeefpﬁf&%iﬁgf$h€ . f |
:

VLet4&m5§fﬁkuqﬁ44aypfeeep%s—f“%h&qsﬁﬁmhf&Lmy—éﬁém?‘ts*
s s s g N1 .

i 1 n ack revolutionary ldeology.

, i - The extravagant speeches and behavior of Carmichael and

Brown amplified the pPsychological effect of the 1967 riots
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on both blacks and whites, while the riots themselves --

and especially the then exaggerated reports of organiied

urban warfare -- lent credibility to their rhetoric. ¢
AP Q¢k§kq§&&ﬂwuuuwaudibuﬂ VchuﬂQ*Lu&EfL/

C%%’(Nxﬁ hmgthWA\V\;
*-7(ig;th (hé riots, thawmm=wemerz younger and more militant b“mJ<

leaders and organizations emerged to represent the

interests of the Northern urban lower-classes, and the older

representatives of the civil rights movement were required

to redefine their programs and techniques to accommodate

St Gl Pl Lo Geal oS
these new forms of militancy. The impact of the riots
on young Negroes and on-established black leaders was
graphically deplcted in the testimony before this Commission

of Stérling Tucker, Director of Field Services of the

National Urbah League:

I was standing with some young, angry men not
far from some blazing bulldings. They were .
talking to me about their feelings. They talked !
out of anger, but they talked with respect. ’ .

'Mr. Tucker,' one of them sald to me, 'you're .
a big and important man in this town. You're - !
always in the newspaper and we know that you're
fighting hard to bring about some changes in the
conditions the brother faces. But who listens,
Mr. Tucker, who listens? Why, with one match I
: can bring about more change tonight than with
all the talking you can ever do.'

Now I know that isn't true and you know that
isn't true. It Just isn't that simple. But
the fact that we know that doesn't really count
‘ for much. The brother on the streset believes

what he says, and there are some who are not
afraid to die, believing what they say.
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When black activists came to interpret the urban
riots as purposeful rebellions, and to advocaté violence
as one techﬁique for achieving black dignity and well-
being, the phenomenon of radical black militaney had ;
become a part of the tfoubled‘American racial scene. :
: ’ !
| By e anig e Lo strencinenc |
o "’h“eiEid°§i£ériilifé‘isfmﬂéﬁﬁiti’élﬁim |
BLack peopte Tn Boraeie) picee BoliTn : |
By the mid-1960's,A?any militant black leaders had !
become convinced that the aims ang methods of the ciyil
rights movement vere no longer viable. The failures : f ) i
of ﬁhe white majority to meet black expectations, the o f {
fact of the urban riots)and the increasing American / : g

'invdlvement in Vietnam all served to catalyze a funda-
mental transformation‘in militént black perceptions of
the place of the Negro in American soclety. This trans-
formation resulteq in what can be called an "anti-colonial 5
1deology", which is abtly €xpressed by a spokesman of the
Black Panthgr Party as follows:

Ty
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Unique when expressed by Malcolm X in 1964, the i
anti-colonial perspective now provides~many militant
blacks with a structured world-view -- and, in the case
of the radicals, with a rationalization for violence.
Many articulate black militant spokesmen now see the final
hope of black Americans in identification with the .
fevolutfonary struggles of the Third World. Even moderate

focus oSN L e

leaders peint:taAﬁhe discrepancy between the massive
commitment of American resources abroad and the lack of a
decisive commitment to end racism at home. Martin Luther
King wondered, for example, why "we were taking the black
young men who had been crippled by our poverty and sending them.

8,000 miles away to guarantee liberties in Southeast Asia

~ which they had not found in Southwest Georgia or East Harleq:ﬂ

and -he—eatled—the Unibed States government—lithe—greatest

3 i " ; £ dis-

ITiustorment—and—suspieioni—

# King, "Beyond Vietnam," Black Protest, p. 419,
ed. Joanne Grant (Greenwich, Conm.: Fawcett Premier, 1968).




Mississippi. . .
us to risk our lives an 111 other colored
people in Santo Doming® and Vietnam, SO
that the white =tican can get richer. .
We don't know-dnything about Communism,
~and all that, but we do -know
zroes have caught hell right here
fider this Ameri Cy.

Black militants in America have in the past looked
to Africa for recognition of common origins and culture,
and the influence has been reciprocal. W.E.B. DuBois,
one of the founders of the NAACP in 1909-10, saw that the
"problem of the color line" was international in scope,
and was a gulding force behind the movement for Pan-
African unity. DMarcus Garvey, founder in 191l of the
Universal Negro Improvement Associigio , and other American
and West Indian black nationaliségzig;%;tzgeed the develop-
méné of African nationalism and informed the intellectual
Sowe & K Nednse
development of swet—AfTicamteaders as Kwame—Nkrumah—C
Téday the successful revolt against colonialism in
Africa and other non-white reglons hés created a heightened
sense of the international character of vacial conflict and
hés provided tﬁe impetus for the growth of an anti-coloﬁial
ideology among American black militants. This ideology méy
be somewﬁat artificially divided into two components, the
cultural and the political, the iatter of which is of far
more significance so far as the violeﬁt aspects of black

militancy are concerned.-
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The rise of thesﬁ‘EEWlstate§<ha§/g;en closely bound up

with an assault on the dominance of Western culture and on

what is seen as the cultural and historical dispossession

of the nonwhite peoples of the world. T

:::: After the Secoﬁd World War, Africah nationalist move-
n history

ments began a process of reconstructiod of Africa
and re-evaluation of African culture which continues today.
Much scholarship has been devoted t6 charting and analyzing
the growth of early African civilizations, and affirﬁing

their high level of cultural and technological development.

ocult

flnnfaﬂ +ha pmwvaq"xrahcet‘ of whi

lbf natives as being uithouk a history or a cultur
This cultural reconstruction bg:an#%=€sisﬁ$a%§%%

_mevemenks—in—Afriesa has substantially reversed for many
n this country the stereotypes whilch

black intellectuals i

suffused Western thought and dominated the thinking of blacks

as well as whites. There héE%%%Z; an enthusiastic reappraisal

by American black militants of the potential of nonwhiltes,

and hence of themselves.




5

& existence of a CechnoTogical Soclisfy

ieve what

n Egypt to have an emobional impact:

ost surprised me was that in 10, aubtomobhiles were

T can't tell }

a0
st colonialism hasZaltered

goiitics. The r volt again
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the structure S%ipower in the world, and this fact has

demonstrated to black militants in America that peoples

supposed to be culturaliy and technologically "packward"

can emerge victorious in struggles with ostensibly superior

powers.

Jority- gs ZiOUSness 1§ anm 1mport

development of black militanc

npyo-thirds of the human population today," wrote

Malcolm X, "is telling the one-third minority white men,

1Gget out.' And the white man is leaving."

that wh

mdaning for many American black milits 1

minority position and given m a new sense of power.
~

< l‘ r}
this point repeatedly: "There are

this country who are sti1l complacent when they

13t pacial strife gebbing out of hgnd.

e¢é the possibil
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optimism: "For the Negro |in

nhot because of the sufferance offmlige superio
# With the dis-

integration of white rule in Africa and the rise of ,w-k

autonomous black natlons, political autonomy for Negroes

in America -- ranging Trom traditional democratic concepts

of community control to notions of geographic’ separatism --

has receilved a new impetus%w) O NSO \Bm\ﬁsa&ma& w
The success of the movements for political independence

in the colonial countries required a recognition that the

plight of the "native" was a political problem, and that

political action &as the most effective vehilcle of major-

an Dilemma In a Changing

# Emerson & Kilson, 4
rican," Daedalus

World: The Rise of Afrlca and the Neg
pp. 1066-67 (Fall, 1565).
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social change. Early nationalist movements in Africa,
therefore, sought ideologically to turn nearly every'aspect
of 1life into a political issue. This was true, for examﬁle,
of the area of culture, whose political importance lay in
the fact that "natives," as.people without history or
culture, were also seen as people without political claims
.of their own, and therefore as people to be dealt with
from above —-- benevolently or otherwise.
Political ideology also worked its transforming
maglc on violence. Through the same process of
"politicization," instances of black resistance in history
were -ideologically redefined as precursors of contemporary
i political struggles. Native crime was redefined as —eaz=ky
\§;?§§olutionary“activity. Instances of rebellion wvere éought
in the past and their siénificance amplified. 4
This précess extended to the creation of a whole new
world—viéw. History was viewed as an arena of struggle
between colonial power and native_population, with heavy

emphasis on the intrinsically violent character of colonial
> ot wekces of Bee nonwliles

o K5 sediy vereuomedne Bestlity to
5Bmtna‘1on Colomialism was seen as dependent on the

routinization of violence, both physical and psychological,

against the native. Consequently, revolutionary violence
against the colonial regime was not only necessary, but

justifiable, on both political and psychological grounds.




Colonialism, wrote Frantz Fanon, "is violence in its
natural state, and it will only yield when confronted

wlth greater violence." Further, he séid, "at the level

of individuals, violence is a cleansing force. It frees ‘ ;

it |
the native from his inferiority complex, and from his - f )
despair and inactién; it makes him fearless and restores . i i (

self-respect."

the situation o

erine

onwhites as of subordination under a political,

to the struggle of the nativ

The motive force of the anti-

ariat of the cities. Through revolutionary

Hi
.




Under the influence of radical militant propagandists
such as Stokeley Carmichael, similar ideéological deve16p~
ments have taken place among some blacks in America. The
anti-colonial ideology has enabled black radicals to see
urban riots as the harbingers of revolution and to see
in urban violence the means of destroying white domination
and achleving black dignity. If, as the Panthers would
have it, "White America is an organized imperialist force
holding black people in colonial bondage," then it follows
that violence against the police and other agents or
symbols of authority is not crime but heroism, not merely
an unlawful act but a revolutionary gesture against an
jillegitimate gévernment.

Tragically, this poispnous ideology has found fertile
soil in the black ghettoes of America. Its roots do not -

yet, perhaps, go very deep, and the commitment to violence

is found only among a relative&y small group of black
\ edk

\ -

LAY “ .
. radicals. Bué\Efl as the potential.fOﬁ(é;owth,and it will
grow to the e snt that the white majority can successfully
be cast by radical pro andists in the role of oppressors

of the black minority.
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The ghetto Negro's frustrated desire

Tor improved living conditions has been
one important cause of the rise of radi-—
cal black militancy.

History teaches us that men's frustration over the
material circumstances of their lives is a frequent e !

cause of collective violence. The more intense and wide-~

spread th§ discontent is, the more intense and widespread
the violence is likely to be. Of course, the occurrence,
extent and form of economically motivated violence are
strongly influenced by other factors: the degree of
legitimacy which the discontented group accords to the
existing social and political order; the effectiveness. b
of agencies of direct social control such as the police;

the extent to which political institutions afford peaceful

alternatives to violence; énd many other factors. But

the economic motive, the frustrated desire for improved
1iving conditions, has undeniably been one important cause :

of violence in many periods of{man's history. . i ;

Has this cause been operative in the rise of radical

’ i black mili%ancy? The answer 1s clearly yes. A dominant
theme of black protest in the United States has always

been the improvement of the material circumstances of the

Negro, and this gozl has proved most frustratingly unob-

tainable precisely in the cradle of radical black militancy:

i
b

the northern urban ghettoes. ) Lo
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Ginsburg, Executive Director of the Kerner Commission and.

hawve_been’ comprehensivetry Updated by the "One Yeay "
Study of the U i rban—ﬁmer&eaT—EJewa It is

unnecessary for our purposes to repeat these fihdings again

in detail, since even a few of the facts of 1life in the -

ghetto are enough to suggest the level of frustration that V

prevalls there: : ;

—-— Unemployment rates for Negroes are double those

for whites. In the ghettoes in 1966 the unemployment rate

was 9.3 per cent overall and even higher for blacks. More-

over, in these urban poverey areas two and one-half times the

number unemployed were ggggggmployed: part-time workers looking

for full-time Jjobs, full-time workers earning less than $3000

per year, or dropouts from the labor force. Among nonwhite : §
j ~ teenagers --'a group well represented'both in riots and in 1

radical black militant activities -- the unemployment rate in 53 |

1967 in poverty neighborhoods was approximately 30 per cent.
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~-- Blacks own and operate less than one per cent of
the nearly five million private businesses in the country --

typically small, marginal retail and services firms.

wenty=odd banks out of a -national -total of 14 000 are

ps out of 30,000;

lack-owned; seven automobile de

: nstrgction contractors out of a tqgii\g
00 In Washington, D. C., blacks comprise two-thirds
" of the population but own less than 7 per cent of the business.
Ninety-eight per cent of all blacklincome is spent outside the
black community. A

-— In the metropolitan northeast, Negro students start
school with slightly lower scores than whites on standard
achievement tests; by sixth grade they are 1.6 grades behind
.the'white students, and by 12th grade, they are 3.3 grades
behind. Many Negroes -- between‘dne~third and one-half
émong male students -- fail to finish high sch&ol, the Negro
drop-out rate being more than three times the white rate.

-- In 1965 a black woman was four times as likely to die
in child birth as a white woman; the black child was three -
times as likely to die in infancy as the white child. Vhite

people on the average lived seven years longer than black

people.
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-— In 1966 the national illegitimacy rate among dT

, 2% .
nonwhite women was 26-3—per—eentx in many large city

ghettoes 1t is over 50%: in Harlem 80% of the first-born

are illegitimate. In 1966 over 50% of the known narcotics : i

addicts were Negroes: Rates of juvenile delinquency,
violent crime, venereal disease, and dependency on public
assistance arejiﬁzgihigher in disadvantaged Negro areas
than in other parts of large cities.

In the face of undisputed evidence of thé disadvantaged
condition of blacks in the urban ghettoes, some person§
tend to minimize the importance of deprivation as a cause

of riots and of radical black militancy. Two observations

- - are commonly offered in support of this point of view. f

First, it is pointed out that Negroes have iong suffered
-from frustratingly inferior living conditions, yetlthey ;{ j
have never before resorted to collective violence of the : ;
| magnitude that has occurred in the last five years. k
i Secondly, it is urged that while the lot of the Negro may be
an unsatisfactory one, nonetheless it has been continually g i
improving, particularly during the precise period when the i: i
greatest violence has occurred. In support of this second -

point, the following facts can be offered:




—- The non-vwhite unempioyment rate in 1966 and 1967
was the lowest since the Korean War, and in 1968 the
black unemployment rate in poverty neigﬁborhoods had
dramatically declined by more than 50% in comparison
with the 1966 figure.

—- The seven black-owned automobile dealerships
(out of ; total of 30,000) are seven times as many as
there were two years ago. New black-owned banks are in
formation in seven cities, and one recent study showed
that in certain areas of‘Harlem, black business ownership
has risen to 58%. Between 1960 and 1967 there was a'47%
inerease in the number of blacks in white-collar positions,
ecraftsmen and operatives -~ the bettér jobs -- compared to
a 16% increase in the number of whites in such jobs.

~- The percentage of non-white persons enrolled in

\3
school was higher in each age group TE=F9G6 than it was
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~— The non

o bW Y AR,

-white maternity mortality rate in 1965

was 20%

less than what it was in 1960 and less than one-

ninth of what it was in 1940.

The prqportion of non-white

households

situated in housing that either is dilapildated

or lacks basic plumbing has decreased sharply since 1960
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in all areas, especilally in large cities. Although the G%%éégét”

number of non-white families living in poverty areas in

large cities has been fairly constant between 1960 and t o ]
1966, of the total number of non-white families the :
percentage living in such areas has declined sharply
since 19€0.

One fatal difficulty, however, undermines most of
this seemingly plausible case against the proposition that 5§
the dilsadvantaged conditlion of the Negro is a significant
cause of ghetto violence. That isithe failure to pay adequate
attention to the comparative economic condition of whites ? ! %
and Negroes, ahd to make this comparison over a longer -

period of time than the last few years. The lesson of ) . ! 1

history is not that poverty as such causes violence, but
rather that frustrations arising out of poverty can cause

violence. There may often be poverty but no frustration:

- the frustration is present only when the disadvantaged _ 5 4

person expects, or feels entitled to, better material circum- : £

. stances than those he is living under. Increasingly, the i i
black man in America has come to expect living conditions

on a par with those of the white man and has come to believe’

|
i
]
]
: §
1 that he is entitled to such equality. g . i
i
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i

These expectations that the economic gap between
blaék and white will be closed.have stemmed in part from
the Negro's experience of economic progress, and the frus-
traﬁion has occurred because in the late 1950's and the
early 1960's the gap between black and white stopped
narrowing and in some respects began to widen.

One basic measure of the gap between black and white
is median family income. Figureyl plots median family
income (total, white, and Negrﬁ?”féfwége years 1950 and

e M_‘i&cﬁ_ &W@\L\b ot MSESIM ML BSOS S
1965. Examination of this Figure reveals that/the dollar

o0
gap between white and Negro family income has ssteadily

A~
increased nearl r a bex#mm#+éH%H%ﬂﬂﬁk%ﬁ&ﬁ%—-J—-——~/él\___
eased near y every ye 5>
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Figure 2 expresses median Negro family inéome as

n white family income. It indi-

a percentage of media
osing the gap

cates no significant Negro progress in cl
s 1950 and 1965 -- but 1t does show

between the year
967.

a heartening upsurge between 1965 and 1
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In Figure 3 a further refinement of this analysis

is Introduced. 1In that Figure the average family income
for the totél population and for the non-white population
has been divided by éhe avefage years éf,schooling for
each group, and éhe resulting filgure for the non-white
.populaQion has then been expressed as a percentage of
the resultigg figure for the total vopulation. This
percentage can be considered an "index of non-white
economlc satisfaction": if blécks and whites with the
same amount of education were earning the same amount

of income, the index would be 100% and blacks would be

as satisfied economically as whites. Figure 3 shows s

that this is not the case, that the progress toward
closing the gap between white and black stopped in the
early 1950'3; and that the relative economic position
of the Negro worsened over the next ten years. Only
in the last few vears has the gap begun to close again,
and still the index of non-white economic satisfaction

is below its high point in the early 1950's,

i
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three Figures is confirmed

J
Thus, for example, although the

The analysis in these
@M_’;
by other{iﬁﬁicators.

non-white unemployment rate in 1966 and 1967 has been

the lowest since the Korean War, the ratio of non-white

to white employment has premained roughly the same:

two to one. Although the school enrollment gap has

narroved for kindergarteners and sixteen and seventeen—

year-olds, 1t has widened for perSons in their late
teens and early 20's, and propqrtionately more whites
are going on to higher education. (Obviously, 1if

proportionately higher percentages of non-white- students

do not continue on to college and graduate school, the

relative gains of Negroes in professional and skilled

In 1940 the
\-70//0

—white women was 16<-8%; in

jobs of the past decade may soon level off.)

illegitimacy,rate among non
o 200 .
1966 it had risen to 2&%3%% Between 1950 and 1966 the

percentage of fatﬁerless families among Negroes rose by

one-third while the percentage of fatherless families

among whites remained substantially constant.

What these facts all add up to is that after 2 period

of black progress and rising egpectations following the

Second World War, 2 slackening of progress occurred and;

by many indicators, the relative economic position of the

Negro deteriorated over the next ten years. From defeated
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expectations of progress, and an unsatisfactory condition
to start with, frustration arises. It.was this frus-
tration which has been one important cause both of the
recent ghetto riots and of the rising violence of radical

black militancy.

i
i
4_‘
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The contemporary diégt;;;on of the

historical patteri of white supremacy

and Negro,dependﬁncy has released among
many black people an energy, usually con-
structive, that also finds violent, des—
tructive expression in radical black
militancy.

All men are born with drives and needs which conflict
with those of other human beings. In all socleties,
barents: caretakers and authority figures of one kind or
another are charged with the responsibility of meeting the

child's basiec needs\iﬁd helping the young convert their
3 R

e, g QA 5 o ek
drive energy intgaﬂﬂdbis@ which will help them cope with
the demands of an adult society. This 1is the process of e j

"sociélization." Libidinal energy becomes the forceﬁfﬁi—/Aa*‘” é | )
human relatedness, and raw aggressi&e energy becomes *th hf

e

:S>—_—§EG??M of exploration, learning and work. Without satis- - ; |
factory soclalization, these energies may result in a
variety of troublesome forms of personal behavior, including
self-destructive action and unwarranted conflict and violence
against people and property.’
i When, however, the young are adequately developed and
, i socialized and are able to cope as adults, they enjoy a

sense of adequacy and security. Being.able to cope and

as a result receiving the respect and acceptance of
significant peers is the primary way an individual meets

.basic and man-made needs. When members of a society experience




satisfactory patterns of sociaiization

> @ high level of

peace and stability can exist in families and the society

vuLhouL the use of physical force to control indlviduals

or groups.

As our discussion in the second section of this
chapter suggests, the basic pattern of socialization

running through the black man's history in America has

been the destructive, unsatlsfactory r
NuNu&Buwbﬂuuxh
iﬁ@@f&@f&%yAv1s—§~vis the white man. In

slavery the master functioned as a father

elationship of
dependency and

> ruler and god.
The condition of total power in the master and total -

powerlessness in the slave, with the master providing and

regulating the slave's most basic needs, resulted in an

intense emotional bond between the black slave and the

white master. Over time the values of the white master

and of the slavery system were often 1nternalized by the
slaves and transmitted from generation to generation under

the continuing influence of the slavery system. The myth

of Negro inferiority and white supremécy was widely and
deeply ingrained into black man and white man alike.

Under segregation and in the ghetto the same pattern

prevalled, although in a constantly weakening form., The

clear implication of segregation was still that whites were

superior and Negroes iﬂf&?lOP that the white man was the




father and the Negro, the "boy." But other social

forces were now unleashed: even under the segregation
system black dependency on white power was sharply

decreased in comparison with slavery, and in the teeming ;

racial ghettoes of'the"Nopthérn cities the old relation- ; ; i
ship of dependency’became attenuated in the extreme. ]
The, widening "qrack"in the pattern of forced &ependency
was the beginning of the development of a positive black ’
group identity. Many blacks, as preachers, teachers, L/// f
A 2 :

physician% and other professional service people, began Lk i
to develop skills which gave them a~sense of adequacy and ‘
the capacity to cope. In the South in particular, success- V | j
ful business communities developed. Black youngsters were W~;
able to identify with people like themselves in positions
of leadership and respect. Obviously the level of self-
respect was limited by the‘impiications of a segregated
system, but nonetheless it was of tremendoﬁs value in
enhancing black self-esteem. More among the black masses
were better able to earn enough money to take care of their
families and as a result were able to develop a sense of'
personal adequacy. Involvement in two world wars and
achievement 1ﬁ entertainment, athletics, and other areas, to-
gether with themyriad effects of migration to Northern cities,

began to change the black American's image of himself.

A positive sense of self began to replace the previous

negative self concept.
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Today's young adult blacks and teen-agers grew
up observing the heroics of Jackie Robinson and
Jimpis Brown. They watch Sidney Poitiér and listen to
Aretha Franklin. They observe educated blacks achieve
success, and move to positions of high responsibility.

They test themselves against white youngsters on the

‘gridiron, in the military service and in the classroom

A SSnG
and often find they can perform just as well] When

this is not the case, it is often clear that limited
opportunity and not a lack of ability is the cause.

Many of the young black milifant leaders of today
were part of the civil rights movement in its direct
action phase; Many watched Bull Connor bring out the
dogs to interfere with the peaceful protest of unjust
laws and practices. Many looked in vain for swift,
decisive action by the legislative, Jjudiciary and executive
branches of government to remove obstacles to first class
citizenship. Perhaps most troublesome, they watched white

S oo Fasadrus | Vo3 oard S
puSITE’ETflClals (gefylng the law —be elected to offices

of high trust and responsibility because they stood for
the unjust exercise of power against blacks,
The reaction to this old -- but weakening -- pattern

of white resistance to black achievement would now be

, different from what it was under slavery or in the South
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under segregation. Ghetto blacks are no longer largely
employed in Southern agriculture and cénsequently vulnerable
to economic reprisal for any self-interest activities —~-
political, economic or social. Black adequacy and com-
petence is now built on more than white approval. A
significant number of black parents no longer teach their
children to accept white authority, right or wrong. On
the other hand, many whites, now economically more secure
and better educated, no longer need or approve of the
scapegoating of blacks.’ The white majority is increasingly
transcending the limits of the 61d racial myths of America.
In short, the tie that bound -- the old socialization pattern
of black socié{, economlic and psychological dependence on
a dominating, often oppressive white community -- is now
breaking decisively for the first time in American history.
With the destruction of the old soclalization pattern
and the breaking of the dependency bond have come expected
responses, some constructive; some. destructive, The painful
soclal process is, in some ways analogous to the difficult
period of adolescence in the individual when the achievement
of adult independence often seems to the youth to require
a destructive rejection, not merely a quiet putting away,

of childish things. Many militant bldcks who are now

seeking a positive cultural identity and a new pattern of
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black soclalization also experience a "black rage" against
whites who .seem to block this deveiopment by their
unwillingness fo "get off the back" of the striving black
man. In the case of the black radicals, this rage is
expressed in aggressive violence against the newly-vulnerable
symbols of white authority such as the police.
' Thé'breaking of the dependency bond, acceptance 6f
_ blackness as a positive value, and a sense of outrage is
an energlzing, explosive set of psychological developments
for the rising generation of militant blacks. The black
American often experiences intense and ambivalent feelings
as 'a result and is confronted with numerous questions and
conflicts. Should he attémpt to become a part of the
mainstream of his society -- now changing but once so
abusive and rejecting -- or is he obliged to retaliate or
reject it? Does manhood require retaliation, rejection

. Wo naws o>
or even violence? Can he tru§$%§£WHTE€“KﬁE?TEg which has
never before demonstratedvitself trustworthy with regard
to recégnizing and protecting the human rights of black .
Americans?

The shooting of a black man in connection with a

Jay-walking traffic violation in Washington, D. C. recently
OO G AN
prompted a violent, retaliator%\black communit% man§;£~__¢/€; .

necessitating a massive police confrontation. In St. Louls,.
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black churchmen made angry demands for an apology when a
white cashier referred to the group of men as "boys."

A black student was ordered off the lawn at his predominantly

white college campus by a white policeman. To be a man --

a black man -- he had to hit the policeman, a symbol of
oppression. But it was a "minor incident" and to avoid
Qifficulty he had to hold back. In fury, rage and confusion
he smashéd his arm through a plate glass window a few minutes
later. Any expression of white superlority or excessive
control now evokes a strpng reaction from many blacks.
New ground rules for black and white interaction are being
establ;shed, and militant blacks are highly sensitive to
violations or insults to black dignity; b
The new feeling among blacks sometimes results in a x
loss of self-control after htrigger incidents" (reflecting
the old pattern of white superiority and black helplessness)
with attendant burning of property and other acts of

v1olence With a temporary breakdown in personal control,

\5§15€i; loot and plunder the "synbollc enemy." This reaction

is not one that is found only among a small "riff-raff"

who are sometimes thought to be responsible for urban

riots. study of participants n—th

5t the riot had a "broad base" pport and was

dxidespread community involvement.”

haracterized b
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Wea
T ¢

the better—educated, economica

in the 1967 riots wikeh was-published in—the-Keprns r:ﬁomzr—

mwwm@mm\found

that (1) 2 substantial minority, ranging from 10 to 20

~ percent, participated in the riots, (2) one-half to three-
quarters of the arrestees were employed in semi-skilled
or skilled occupations, three-fourths were employed, and
three-tenths to six~-tenths were born outside the South, and
(3) -individuals between the ages of 15 and 34 and especially
those between the ages of 15 and 24 are most likely to ;gzz__—‘r” 
‘participate in riots. [Whiltethe majorlity EXpresse 3 ’> :
. i

appro of the violence and destructi

often coupled with an

os Angeles riot study, "it

with those who participated, or sense

t the/Neggg_Q§§_p;guggiJ&op;éwiéeyeﬁﬁxﬂﬁ;

roblem.,"

% Sears and McConahan, Los Angeles Riot Study Riot

Part;gipatjon, Cohen, Los Angeles Riot ary
stitute of Government and

i . p
! Pub. nlver51ty of California, Los Angeles, 1967.
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" In the one-to-one black and white relationship where
mutual respect exists and where interaction occurs on a
persbnal rather than symbolic level, constructive inter-
action between the races is less difficult, perhaps more
so than ever before. it is in his abstract role as the
symbolic enemy that the white man is anathema to some
radical black militants. Disturbingly, thls symbolic
perception of whites has filtered down to youngsters,
sometimes as young as three or four years of age. Just
as young members of the Klan ana other children of the

;D‘}"“Wﬁfﬁi?@ﬁﬁﬁf?ﬁ@)are taught that it 1s permissible to,
abuse blacks, some young blacks are now being taught that
it is permissible to abuse whites. The conflict between
personal and symbollc perceptions by blacks of whites is
vividly illustrated in an-incident that took place in a
Washington, D; C. racial disturbance: a group of black
youngsters escorted their white teacher out of the danger
area but hurried back to throw stones at the passing cars
of "white honkies."

The energy released by America's rejection of.the old

racial pattern and the development of a positive group

of this Report.

/!£:> (ﬁ See—Chapter




73

concept among blacks is profound. If channeled, it can & .
be a powerful force for black community development, :

pride and constructive change within the present social

system. But if it is to be channeled and if new, healthy

patterns of soc1allzation among blacks are to replace the
W\uv(\u’v\)

old pattern of white superiority and black éﬁﬁ&?&efi%#;\\~gl

then it must be clear to blacks that support of the

«}xQ\sxwaiqﬁugumAzr/,//
4n4§%ﬁ¢_system andﬁp rticipatioh in 4% is in the interest

of justice for the black masses.

Constructive attitudinal and economic changes have

been made. In many places, members of the white majority :

B
have shown an unprecedented interest in facilitating ;
black entrance into_the mainstream of American life.

The interaction is establishing new and more healthy

ground rules for black aﬁd white relations. But often
the complex factors related to emergence from a dependent,
despised position to full participation in the society
~ are often neither well understood nor subject to control
; in the short-run. Thus the black man's passage to full
dignity énd‘well;being in America has been, and will continue
to be, marred by violence and destruction as well as by

constructive action and positive social change.

i
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i
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oot
4, Prevention of Radical Black MAlifarcyi.

@&Qn@ﬁpi/s7of/Rgaﬁp@scjfﬁ From our study of the nature N
oM
and causes of radical black, milltancy we have our

M wwuLsaus NARERS ) ok W
reiples , srarse Jwhich i e Fre

this problem.

First: because radical black militancy is a highly
W8
complex phenomenon, wWith many different causes,‘nO‘simniﬁa

one- dlmensaonal solution s possible -~ whether it be a

joves ) J
program of law enforcement or a program of ocial reform.
Y

Our analysis of radical black militancy has been an
effort both to see this phenomenon in the perspective of
the larger militant movement and to uncover the different kinds(
of factors which have operated to produce a commitment to ‘
illegal violencé on the part of a small but significant element
in the black community. We have seen that the radicals’
destructive notions of "self-defense" Eé¥?¥%¥%%L¥§%é¥%%géé
" with constructive 1deas in the areas of politics and culture.
We have seén that in the rise of radical black militancy
there has been a contemporary leadership factor -- the new
black radical leaderg whqo have emerged féllowing the failureg
& M%W\MJ
@ﬁ[?ﬁe ¢lvil Tights movement in the mid- 1960's; there has been

an ideological factor -~ tne spread of a revolutionary
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ngnti-colonial" perspective; there has been an economic

factor —- the frustration bred by living conditions in

the racial ghettoes; there has been a psychological factor --

unleashed as blacks break out of their
: ’ AOANIN S
Moreover, underlying all these faetors

the violent emotions

dependent position.
has been the historic institutional legacy of white supremacy
Uan—

and'black‘fﬁﬁeyéeyity which has decisively shaped the Negro

experience in America, including the recent emergence of a

virulent radical black militancy.

In the face of complexities of this magnitude, it 1is

impossible to believe that any one-dimensional package of

solutions can effectively meet the problem of ﬁﬁ;;;;\szifff;//

violence. Improved law enforcement can undoubtedly deter

and apprehénd some radicals who engage in illegal violence --—
but the policeman and the judge have little power to check

- the spread of an ideology, to improve economic conditions

or to alleviate psychological pressures. Accelerated socilal

reforms in employment, education and housing can undoubtedly

improve living conditions and open the doors of opportunity and

constructive~citizenship for increasing.numbers of blacks who
might otherwise be tempted to violence -- but incendiary

leaders, violent ideologies and “BQack Bégéfxéan érove dis-
wd groareris of sotwdl reforme)

mayingly unresponsive to

Naduok Mo iiSidoseany O o e 0D N~ oD K

mer a1 N chance.
=

:éuu»«qucyéme( ek\;ﬂdfrwjgké }sé¢i;d5A§,
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Second: because radical black militancy 1s, like

urban rioting, a phenomenon deeply rooted in ea ekdurln?

1egacy of white sunskmacv %ﬁﬂ-wwéqﬁu“&
</ 2 . \-‘\J\L['\Q%mgur\'\

respeﬁses——equaL_tc_the—é&meﬁston—of—tHE'prubi

Natlonal action on an unprecedented scale"
sion of the problems" -- thes e the phrases

n its urgent call for

jons underlying the urban
iots. As wve ?/y said in this chapte he same conai ions

1so underlie the violence of radical black mil

A AcggpdlngI;J_mg_adopu this languapge of the Kerner-Rep

ur own.

Our study of radical black milltancy has convinged o&L{j
Ty st howg e E!m!ﬁ\_’s S\ YW of Bloalx 8\ AR .
us Zggf\uniy Unprgfedented national action]con=asSsure—us
B Lpe a remission in the cancerous growth of
\Ac&u—é

black violence. Today s violent -FEcial outbursts)are the

outgrowth of fundamehtal attitudes, customs and institutions

- both white and'black _- that have worked their way into
our soclety for centurles. Today we reap what we have sown,

or the future, nor goodwill and pPrese i for tada&

racial conflich.
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'/ We need action -~\"compassionate, massive and sustained, 2 - ‘

backed by the will and resources of the most powerful . y/
and richest nation on this earth" -- to create quickly,
as a nation, what we as a nation have destroyed through

centuries of sla ery and segre&atlon the necessary pre- i i
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Third: because radical black militancy 1s an ideo- i
loglcal force in the Negro communitv,kefforﬁ\\to control T

N ) ; ‘

; the violence of black radicals must] always involve attention i ! )
(4] i

\\ to the effect of such efforts on the legitimacy of the ' //f:

exlsting social order.

The radical black militant who attacks a policeman
or bombs a scﬁool is not simply a common criminal. He is ’: 5 i
indeed a criminal, but he is different from the burglar, . : N |
the robber or the rapist. He is acting out of a profound

alienation from society. He believes that the existing

I
i

social and political order in America is not legitimate _ }> ?

; . and that black people in America are being held in "colonial

bondage"” by "an organized imperialist force." Thus he is

R R

able to interpret his act of violence not as a crime but

i ’ as. a revolutionary (or "pre-revolutionary") act. As an

isolated occurrence, this distorted interpretation would not

be significant -- but thg interpretatibn is sustained by an

N




articulated ideology that is teday competing with traditional g N
American values for the minds and hearts of the rising

generation of black ghetto residents,

Whenever the police illegally harrass a radical black

militant leader, whenever the courts fail to accord such a
person equal justice under law, whenever political leaders

=Y Pre<hm$ o
advocate 1ndlscr1m1nate suppression of a11<mi&&%@n£2dlscontent

then the ant1~colonial ideology gains new adherents: new

proof appears to have been given that the social order in g 1

the United States is 1nherent1y and unalterably oppressive le i3 i ; 3
Yar o' > : |
of the black race. STmT&&%ly~ﬂthewﬂ%A&ﬁﬁ=é$=i€SS:E£:§ U |
8 T D“E
v ;

prehtem, when leaders of undoubted goodw1ll and decency

Bloedr

vacillate in the condemnation and control of unlawful violence

S asgoosmtesadomrds (5o burdensd ik o ontoditohle "l a3 o be of,
they seem to admlt that the social order f‘lgnw6?fﬁ§‘6T"‘—‘

Wids b0 Fade rudubusinoon Ve @ J N v ]

\T%sé?VEEIBh A\To deal effectively with the developing

ideology of radical black militancy, we shall have to have
skilled in the practice of statecraft, who will?wﬂnNag(&&_gglﬁ

strengthen, and not impair, the legitimacy of the insti-

-
e

! tutions for whose preservation and improvement they are ' 2

7& ;ders,

responsible,

Fourth: because radical black militancy is but one 'g; ;

highly visible aspect of our tobal racial problem, uncommon

courage and compassion will be required of the American

peovle if the necessary steps toward solution are to be

taken, : .




=

militancy is but one highly visible aspecf, is grave and

deep. _grave—and how deep the Kerner Commi

America's racial problem, of which radical black ) i : (

as fully demonstrated. In tI 2_have been othe

commissions,

reports, other recommendations——with

It may be, however, that today we as a nation
understand for the first time the full, terrible dimensions ;

s ord wiiel KB W Sove bo aun e, s {
of —eur—ractad problem Perhaps we realize that its solution |
will require far more of us than merely to recover old

values or to improve on old techniques. Perhaps we now see

WkR ored olaeke odsbre )
that racial peace and justice will requlré\ﬁgyﬁn fact to transcend

STl ndeddo ;S
our whole history -- to create[ ew institutions, new customs,

new attitudes, in which the old system of white supremacy i i
e d e L~ : |

and black IFEeFieEity will no longer have any place. : i : ‘
Uncommon courage and compassion will be required from all

our peopletawhé%e;znﬂ:hiaeka if this challenge is to be met.

A nation does not easily find its way out of a problem of

this magnitude: we shqll have to have.the courage and the com-

passion to try and fail and try again, to seec it through, to

hold together, until we finally become, for the first time, B

one soclety, black and white, together and_ equal. f?

- U
/‘E{,pe;cn fhe Recomflendations.. rFMW: .
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J (Milton S. Eisenhower's Notes)

From our studies of violence and attitudes which
; indicate, at best, a growing alienation from established
norms to, at worst, open warfare on the streets and
campuses, and in the ghettoes, we must solemnly declare
that we have become more fearful of internal threats to
our free soclety than we are of any probable combinations

of external ones.

We recognize that the creation of a society in which
neither color nor religion nor national origin is relevant
and in which discrimination has been completely eliminated
will cost a great deal and will take time.

We recognize, too, that public funds cannot be trans-
ferred from sterile defense purposes to more productive
ones until the war in Vietnam is ended, a condition which

most Americans devoutly desire.

But in the meantime, Federal revenues will increase
about twelve billion dollars a year at existing tax and
price levels and these funds should become available for
improved education and training, employment opportunities,
rebuilding of our cities, better police, judicial and
correctional procedures.

If it be true, as we are informed, that built-in
escalation in costs of current programs will require the
appropriation of the contemplated increases in Federal
revenues, then we urgently recommend that priorities be
reconsidered in, order to finance those changes that will
assure justice and equality to all our people.

‘ Further, when the war in Vietnam is concluded, we urge
that military expenditures be reduced accordingly, and that
these savings, too, be allocated to the construction of a

more just society.
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(Mrs. Harris' Notes)

The perceptions of the black community of the essential

attitudeg of the white community toward black aspirations

N VAL . . .
are %%eveé by a wide range of experiences, direct and vicarious.
From the direct experience of being called nigger to the sight
of Governor Wallace standing in the University door, blacks
today are 5till bombarded with evidence that race is a factor

inhibiting their progress.

Even successful change, such as the remarkable increase
in southern officeholders, seen by whites as progress is seen
by Negroes as too small in light of theilr percentage of the

?

1. The movement to insure and secure the integration of
black citizens into all aspects of American life should be con-
tinued and intensified.

2. The historic commitment of the United States to democratic
local decision making is consistent with demands of local black
communities for control of decision making, and is a means for
achieving change without violence.

The principle of community self-determination is not
inconsistent with the goal of integration and free cholce for
individuals so long as there is an open society which does not
exclude members of any civil group from any communities, and so
long as there is general economic health which makes community

change possible.
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Drafts on "Radical Black Militancy"
and "White Extremism and White
Militancy"

LEON JAWORSKI

March 10, 1969

Dear Lloyd:

The one most important basic change I
strongly recommend in the two above captioned
drafts relates to a restructuring and restatement
of the Commission's unalterable stand on acts of
viclence that flow ancies. In my
view, this stand of the Commission is neither to
be buried in the body of a chapter nor is it to
be watered down. It is not to be stated in an
apologetic manner or clouded by excuses. On the
contrary, it is to be boldly stated and firmly
put without the slightest appearance of pussy-
footing. Any implied justifications of violence
or conduct productive of violence will be as fatal
to our report as were these intimations in the
Kerner Report.

You heard Congressman McCulloch's states-
manlike comment. Although a member of the Kerner
Commission, he forthrightly recognizes the mistake
inherent in this report. I have heard it said time
and again by men in high places and in lesser places
that the persuasiveness of this great work was lost
on a large segment of the public because of the
very failure, implication and omission to which I
allude.

I would

suggest that at a prominent place

at the beginning
"box") and again
and unmistakable

of the report (it is worthy of a
in this chapter,we state in plain
terms that we condemn unequivocally

all forms of violence of contemporary radical
militancy (to use the words appearing on page 19
of the draft), whether white or black; similarly




a

2.

that we condemn all radical militancy productive
of violent conduct.

Tt will do little good to say this if
we, in subsequent portions of the text, "water
it down" by statements that impliedly excuse
such conduct or offer some germ of justifica-
tion for it. The point we should always preserve
is that such conduct is unlawful and that unless
we say this "loud and clear", we may well do more
harm than-good, especially with those individuals
and groups we hope to persuade to the adoption of
better attitudes and the acceptance of better
practices.

Although you have heard my views stated
before, I must record that I feel equally as
strong on acts of civil disobedience resulting
in the spawning of violent conduct. There is no
middle ground on matters so vital to the preserva-
tion of the rule of law.

I need not explain to you -- because you
know my views, but others may read this who do not
-- that I am as ashamed of our nation's failures
to which we allude in other portions of the drafts
of our report and which other reports have cited,
but I am confident that my fellow Commissioners
will agree that under our democracy violence and
other forms of lawlessness can never be accepted

as the remedy.

You are familiar with other observations
I made in our session on Saturday relating to the
repeated condemning of the entire South in toto
(pages 11, 34 and other pages) and you indicated
at the meeting that there would be no problem in
restating these comments.

I want to join our Chairman in urging
the avoidance of so many quotations from the
Kerner Commission, Crime Commission and other
reports. To be sure, we can allude to some of
their findings, but I urge that we be creative
and original. To illustrate, I find the second
recommendation appearing on Page 76 of the Black
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3.

Militancy draft, lifted from the Kerner Report,
undesirable. If we are not careful, our Report
will be described as largely a rehashing of the
Crime Commission and Kerner Commission Reports.

You will recall I also mentioned the
danger of citing quotes from Carmichael and
Brown without adding our strong condemnation of
such attitudes. Also, I pointed to the danger
of using other quotes without making it clear
that these are merely references and not findings
of the Commission. The draft reads very well,
but to me it is more like a Saturday Evening Post
article than a Commission report. In the latter,
as you well know, extreme care must be exercised
to identify the pronouncements of the Commission
as distinguished from the preachments of those
who engage in violence and unlawful conduct.

Below I make a few additional observa-
tions:

The draft contains generalizations and
implications of the existence of general condi-
tions throughout the country that need explana-
tion. To illustrate, the situation you cite as
existent in Chicago (page 8 of the Black
Militancy draft) would not be a fair statement
as to Houston, Texas where dissimilar conditions
obtain. In Houston, as well as in other parts
of the country, there are available only a few
-= relatively few ~-- qualified Negroes to fill
official positions. Men of the caliber of
Judge Leon Higginbotham of Philadelphia or
Judge James Parsons of Chicago and women of
the intellect of Ambassador Harris ever so
rarely appear on the scene. I readily admit
that this is due largely to the lateness of
educational opportunities afforded Negroes in
some of our higher educational institutions,
but whatever be the reason, there exists a dearth
of qualified Negroes for these offices at the
present time. <%he situation should be vastly
improved in timgj> I think this needs to be pointed
out.,

I think we are vulnerable in some of
the sweeping statements made on page 1 of White
Militancy and Extremism. Neither has the Indian,
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the Mexican, the Puerto Rican nor the Chinaman
become assimilated "into the society". There
are many Mexican communities in the southern
and western part of our state, for example, and
in many localities these people have suffered
discriminations as serious as those experienced
by the Black Americans.

On page 18 of the White Extremism and
White Militancy draft, I believe that the last
sentence in the first paragraph needs some re-
composition, lest it be understood that implied
approval is being given to "civil disobedience --
and perhaps even violence". 1In the first sentence
of the following paragraph, there may well have
been some exceptions. The sentence leaves the
impression that there had been no effort made to
prosecute, and I am afraid that this is too broad
a statement.

I believe that further research will
disclose that in the 1920 to 1930 decade, there
was substantial Ku Klux Klan activity in the
North as well as in the South. It so happened
that while in my teens I lived at a locality of
some 60,000 inhabitants where every single office
holder was a Klansman. So overwhelming pro-
Klan was the populous that all running on the
Klan ticket were elected by a two to one majority.
I had firsthand knowledge of their shameful misdeeds,
their intimidations and their violent acts, some of
which were horrendous. I well recall, however, that
while on a visit to Gettysburg on my twentieth birth-
day, I saw a tremendous assembly of Klansmen in
Pennsylvania -- on parade.

I should also like to comment upon the
draft on "Anti-War Protest and Violence". I
assume from the title that the discussion was to
relate to violence that has emanated from protests
against the Vietnam War. The draft, however, be-
gins to discuss the Chicago situation where, I
think, we begin to embark on dangerous ground.
Personally, I am not willing to refer to the
Chicago Report by leaving implications of agree-
ment with the summary. I think that parts of
the Chicago Report are couched in misleading
terms and we should be forthright enough either to

|
]
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say so, or at least to make it clear that we

are not placing a stamp of approval on the
deductions drawn by the author. I am fully

-and wholeheartedly in accord with all comments
that point to the illegality and danger of the
use of excessive force by the police and how
violence can result from such improper conduct.
Perhaps in the Saturday afternoon discussion,
which unfortunately I had to miss, you reached
some appropriate accord on the treatment of this

chapter.

Frankly, there is much in the Anti-
War Protest chapter that I believe should better
be left unsaid. If there is to be a chapter
going into the detail the present draft has done,
it should be made clear on page 8 of'the draft
that the Vietnam War was inherited by Lyndon
Johnson. As it now reads, one might easily
conclude that after having been elected as the
"peace candidate", he involved this country in
the Vietnam War. In addition, I am not at all
certain that it is historically correct to say
that "Americans felt they had elected the peace
candidate in Lyndon Johnson",

It was good to see you again, and I
look forward to our next meeting. In the mean-
time, I send my best regards.

Sincerely yours,

Ze/ﬂ/v‘/

Lloyd N. Cutler, Esquire
Wilmer, Cutler & Pickering
900 - 17th Street, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20006
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MEMORANDUM FOR THE COMMISSIONERS

We have sent to you under separate cover the latest

draft of the Report of the Task Force on Violent Aspects

of Protest and Confrontation.

It will be discussed,

along with the Report of the Task Force on Individual

Acts of Violence,

"March 7, 8 and 9

at the Commission meetings on

The Report contalns an excellent analysis of how_

the anti-war, student and black militant protest move-

ments have developed and of how these groups look at

the social institutions they are challenging.

It also

contains a provocative analysis of "white militancy"

and of police attitudes tdward’protesting groups =--

subjects also covered from other viewpoints in the Task

Force Report on AséaSsinations and the expected Report on

Law and Law Enforcement, respectively.
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In forwarding the report, however, I wish to record
my disagreement with the recommendation made fo the
Commission in Professor Skolnick's concluding chapter.

The central thesis of this chapter appears to be that

the only effective response to violent protest is the

speedy adoption of social reforms, presumably those

reforms the protesters advocate, and that to accompany

these reforms with measures of improved social control

to prevent or punish the violent aspects of the protest

is undesirable and self-defeating.

With all respect to Professor Skolnick and the force

of his arguments, his thesis in my view ignores the

evidence that violent protest has been employed as a

tactic not only by those seeking "good" socilal reforms,

but also by the Nazis, the Communists and other totalitarian
groups seeking reforms that would destroy basic values of
our society. It ignores the danger that a tolerant attitude
toward violent conduct aimed at achieving "good" social v
reforms may encourage violent conducﬁ aimed at achieving

| .
. "pad" social reforms, or at preventing the "good" reforms

from taking place. In the present context, for example,

1
. black militants and white militants may engage in violent

|
: protest to achieve precisely opposite goals.
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Accordingly, despite the risks Professor Skolnick
mentions, I would urge the Commission to recommend the
response to violent forms of protest that combines more
effective control over the violent‘conduct with the
adoption of those social reforms that the majority can
be persuaded to accept as necessary to assure the fairness
and justice of the social order for all., I have discussed
these views with Professor Skolnick and he ié novw con-
sidering possible revisions. A

Attached to this memorandum is a draft statement on
black militancy for consideration as a seqtion of the
Commission Report. By the end of the week, we hope to
circulate a draft statement on white militancy and, at some

point in advance -of the next meeting, on antiwar protest.

Draft Commission statements on student protest, the police, -

and the courts will be deferred until a later date in order

to reflect the results of the San Francisco State study,

the scheduled conference with university pfesidents, and

the work of the Task Forces on Law and Law Enforcement

and Individual Acts of Violence.
o Pyl

. Lloyd N. Cutler

Attachment
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Vigorous
Vietnam nas caused much ol the protest that has plagued
‘the United States in recent years. Scattered incidents
of oppesition in 1964 evolved the following year into

peaceful and incuiring "teach

collepges and universities. In the months that followed

a full-scale anti-war movement emerged and grew. Last

sumnmer, opposition to the

reached its dramatic culmination in the massive violence

ﬁ\ \Between police and demonstrators

[ Chilceago.

Tne sctual violence associated with the anlti-war

movement is not the only rcason for thi
.
indeed, the nation-~-to be concerned.

serious than the violence it has caused directly because

ALY PRI . .
WL poes beyond opposition te the Vietnam Var., It is

N 3 o A

. .

bound irextricably to the protsst of students and black

Americans which has
the nation. It reflects a significant disaffection on

P

o
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t of millions of America

the par
national policies and programs a

em

h-ins" in many of the nation's

tecan involvement in Viebtnam

rs in the streets and parks

Commission~-and,

swepl the campuses and the cities of

digillusionmesnt with

ns and, to sowme degres, with

The movemenl is more




Some cbservers fecl that nost of the anti-war
protest will end when the war itself ends. They rightly
point out that opposition to wars is not new in the
United States, and that every war, including the
.American Revolutions has aroused the ire of some groups,
This i1s a comforting theory, but we are not so

optimistic. No other war in our history has caused such

‘ bitter and widespread protest as the war in Vietnam. The
E opposition to 1t is unique both in character and intensity,
and the war itself is unigue in many important ways. It
did not burst uvon us like World Var II and the (oreﬁn
War', 1t did not galvanize patriotism as World War IT did,
nor have the sanction of ﬁho United Nations that the
Korean War had. The Amerdican oeople had time to think
about the Vietnam war heforc the United States became
involved in it and during the early stages ofl oﬁly token
participation. Like the Korean War, the war in Vietnam

is a "controlled" war, fought in the constraining context

battlefield may be possible. Unlike the Korean Yar, Qy;}
however, the Vietnam War is not being fought in the CLZ
perilous aqs ominous first phase of the Cold War; the \ﬁb

At
snivacy of International Communism® is not guite

wans in the.early 19%0's, the Unitad

3

States policy of “containment is not as readily accepted,

‘ of the nuclear age when neither victory nor defeat on the \\\

K

b
@)

W
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and the chilling fears of post-Vorld Var II are not

nearly as compelling. Conseguently, Americans have
heard respected leaders from all segments of society
guestion the rationale for America's involvement in
_Vietnam and the moral, logai, and strategic implications
therein. Moreover, for the first time in our history,
we Americans have had the opportunity to watch the war
AP O

being fouﬁht-—ﬁéﬁh%—a@ﬁeﬂ\nighL on our own television
screens in our own living rooms.

These and other.factors have convinced us that
the Vietnam VYar protest has special significance for
the future. Perhapns the most important conclusion of
our study of the current anti-war novement is not that
it is so much an exception to the past, but that it may
vell be a harbinger of things to come. The continuation’
of the Cold VWar and the revolutionary movement in
developing nations may well result in future wars very
much like Vietnam. If so, and if the foreign policy of
the United States dictates American involvement in these
future éonflictﬁ, the anti-war movement of recent years
is likely td recur.

The dilemma for our Democracy ﬁow and surely for

the future is as old as the Republic itszelf: What does

do tc
¢ witn the duty of the government to

maintain order? This was the question implicit in the
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title of the report submitted to this Commission on the

anti-war riots in Chicago last summer--Rights in Conflict.
The future is unlikely to permit this guestion to go
unanswered. And the way we as a nation answer 1t will

determine in some measure how turbulent and how violent

that future will be. el oad GuAne A

SN A _number of factors have contributed to
Vsﬁij anti-war sentiment, bul the primary cause
é. has Deen the/Vietnam war itselfp as it has —
o s "scalated, sb has Lhe anti-war movement.

. O‘,\,.o.}zﬁ N ) O\ (ST \3%
The first significant dissent to the Vietnam Har‘duy&g“nh

A i NN
occurred in the Spring of 1965, when the first 'non- ARSI GAA
(DN Yo

. T
retaliatory"” air strikes against NHorth Vietnam began an&\v<_
)

the First combat troops were landed in South Vietnam. -
During the period of 1955 to 1968 popular subport for the
war declined steadily and significantly. In August, 1965,
a Gallup poll asked Americans: "In view of the develop-
ments since we entered the fighting in Vietném, do you
think the United States made a mistake sending troops to
Fieht in Vietnam?" Sixty-one per cent of the respondents
said no; 20 per cent said yes. This was the peak of
support for U. S. policies. In early October, 1968, the

ked and 54 per cent replied that U. S.

gsame auestion was as
J

involvement was a mistake; 37 per cent said no. In

December, 1967 Callun found that 52 ver cent of Americans

described theme as "Hawks" while 3% per cent th

i




of themselves as "Doves." Ten months later, in October
1968, the "Hawks" numbered only 4! per cent, and the
"Doves" had increased to 42 per cent.® (See Figure 1.)

The anti-war movement grew as the anti-war

sentiment of the larpger society grew. As Figure 2 shows,

he size of anti-war demonstrations paréllels the popular
opposition to the war. The strength of the movement
appears to be causally related to widespread American
sentiments and attitudes toward the war.

Although every war in -American history has had
its opponents, the widespread and diverse antipathy
toward the Vietnam War is unusual., A number of faétors
account for this:

*  The American people have had to cope with some
of the risks and anzleties of war without the aid of a
"wartime emergency" mentality. The United States!'
ihvolvement in Vietnam was gradual and Americans héd time
to contemplate events as they unfolded. Moreover, two
decades of crises in the Cold War have somewhat blunted

the fearful tensions that characterized the era immediately

#  Since more people believe the U, S. involvement in the
war to have been a mistale than regard themselves as doves,
it is obvious that some "hawks'" have lent at least temporary
suonort to the ant! v majority. These "hawlkish" peobnle
: to be nore cuncss v i ited States' conduct of
war rether t o jtaeld L would ceoenm thnat thelr
concern is {or better resulis, d they might support an
intensification of present policies to achieve then.
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FIGURE 3 -

Gallup Poll Answers to thr Question,:
"In View of the Developments Since We

Entered the Fighting in Vietnam, Do
You Think the U.S. Made a Mistake Sen-~
&ing Troops to Fight in Vietnam?"

Yes No No Opinion i

% % % ’ !

August '65 2k 61 15 5

March '66 25 59 16 ;

May '66 36 L9 15 i

September '66 35 48 17 :
lovember '66 31 51 18
February '67 32 52 16
May '67 37 50 13
July ‘67 L1 48 11
October '67 L6 LY 10
Decenber '67 L5 46 9
February '68 (early) L6 b2 12
March '68 kg h1 10

April '68 48 Lo 12 ,

August '68 53 35 12 i

October '68 (early) sl 37 9

|

i

Gallup Poll Answers to the Question, "How Would :

You Describe Yourself,

s 2 'Hawk' or a 'Dove'?"
\s 2

Hawk Dove o Opinion .

g % 4 i
December '6T 52 35 13
January '68 56 28 16 |
February '68 (early) 61 23 16
February '68 (late) 58 26 16 i
March '68 Ly L2 - 17 ‘
April 68 Ly b1 18 |
October '68 (early) Lk L2 1h !
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PERCENT DISAPPROVAL OF JOHNSON'S HANDLING OF VIETNAM




Calter YWorld War IT.

#

The warming of relations between
the United States and Russia and the worsening of
relations bebtween Russia and Communist: China have made

the Cold War policy of "oontainment” and the "domino

theory" of defense less compelling.

4

¥ In 1964, Americans felt they had elected the
"peace candidate" in Lyndon Johnson; Senator Goldwater,

vortraved as a "lHawk'", had been overwhelmingly defeated.
P A s z4]

The fact that the American involvement in Vietnam
expanded substantially during President Johnson's
administration undoubtedly led to disillusionment and
contributed to anti-war sentiment.

#  Many prominent public officlals and private

citizens have criticized United States policies and the

1S
escalation of the Vietnam Yar. Senate "Doves" and
occasionally Senate "Hawks" openly have expressed

eriticism. Former members of President Kennedy's

administration left government service and have become

ouvponents of the war. Tnfluential war correspondents and

columnists have mounted a sustained attack on America's
war policies. Prominent rforeigners and leaders of other
nations have joined in the criticism, as have scholars,

clergymen, and disillusioned war veterans. Television

the discent inbto Amevica's homes and set it

COVE

O B o £ PRI B o
backpround ol conbl

of the war itselfl.




Jar critics have challensed both the legality
ol" American intervention and the government's interpreta-
tion of the conduct of the war. Opponents of the war
have claimed American involvement is unconsti?utional
‘since only Congress has the power to declare war--and
no such declaration has been made. They have accused
the government of distorting the provisions of the 1954
Geneva Accords. They have questioned official pronounce-
ments on the develorment of the war and have charged
that a "credibility gap" exists. Ehe—ﬂercﬂextreme§LVV~1
critics have declared that American intervention is
counter-revolutionary, designed to perpetuate the power
of a ruling elite over the South Vietnamese people.,
Efforts of government svokesmen to refute these charges
have had no effect on war critics. Of more practical
importance than the truth or falsity of the charges was
the fact that many people came to believe thnem.

¥ 0f all the causes of anti-war sentiment, none
has been more imvortant than the course of the war
itself. Presumably, & brielf and successiul assault
against the enemy in Vietnam would not have aroused
sustained criticism in this country. There is‘nothing

in the previous history of American involvement to

17

|
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on seemingly without measurable progress toward victory.

'ne renowned might of the American military machine seemed
to make little headway against the smaller enemy. The
var escalated sten-by-step with increased bombing, bloody
battles, and mounting enemy casualties, but predictions
of' success went unfulfilled.

In May, 19G7 the Senate Republican Policy Committeé

9l-page Republican Blue Book on The War in Vietnam.

issued a
The Blue Book was highly critical of United States policiles;
it agrecd with many of the criticisms already expressed,

and it spelled out the costs of the war--the aétual money
costs, such as $300,000 for each dead enemy soldier. The
fet Offensive of early 1968 shocked military and govern-—
ment officials and the American vublic., It lent impetus
to the anti-war movement and nrompted a somber reassess-
ment of the Dnited Statés vosition in Vietnam. On March
31, 1968, President Johnson announced to the nation his
revision of the American bombing volicy and his decision

not to run for reelection. This and the beginning of
negotiations in Paris cuieted much of the anti-war protest.

Figure 3 shows the correlation of anti-war sentiment with

events in the war.
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Gallup Poll's Correlation Between
Hawk/Dove Sentiment and Key Military
Events
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The anti-wvar movement today has been
essentially disorg ned, a loose
alliance of mony groups,.. some old and
sone new, that generally act in concert
despite their difiercnces. '

Mowre than 150 orgenizations can be classified as

anti-Vietnam protest groups. Though they share broad

continuities and some common tendencies, these groups are

essentially independent. The movement, therefore, has

tended to drift with events rather than try to follow a

has placed more rellance on develop-

fixed timetable. It
ing a consensus of anti-war feeling than on the adoption

of a "correct'" political line. There have been quarrels

and tensions, but they have been minor in light of the vast
differenccs that would appecar within the movement i1f 1t
ever had to set forth a positive plan for the good soclety.
The most effective groups in marshalling mass Pro-
test, such as the Natlonal Mobilizatlon Committee to End
the Var in Vietnam and the Students for a Democratilc
Society, have extremely fluid membership and virtually no
national control over their membérship's behaviocr. In
fact, the former committee has no real membershlp at all,
and is simply a coalition of "leaders" from various small-
er groups who disagree with one another on a number

fundanental poinis but are willing to appear in the

|

it

dsmonstration, T #ifth Avcnue Peace Parade Commltiaeo

sges by Jitvs very name the subordination of ildeology
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coalition tactics., To say that the role of organiza-

“tionnl leadership Iin the antil-war movement is restricted .

to applying foi permlts, holding press conferences, an-

novncing the time and place of demonstratlons, and mall- o :
| o .

ing fund appeals and propagonda is only & slight exagger-

ation.

To arrange a dewonstratlon, a coordinating comnittee

would sctivate a long list of national and local groups.

' It would recruit adult pacifist groups: Women Strike for

ter's Leapgue, Committee for Non-

- Peace, SANE, War Regis

Violent Action, and Fellowship for Reconclliatlon. For

student support, it would call en Students for a Derno- -
cratic Soclety, Student Peace Union, and the Student :

Three veberans groups would be

[ N
1 ; Mobiliration Committee.

summoned: Veterans for Pesce, Vietnam Veterans to End 4 !

the War in Vietnam, and Veterans and Reservists to End

the War in Vietnam (the last of which is the most mili-

tent, i.e., the most willing to take direct action, risk

t
arrest, and turn in medals and military papers.) Anti- _ e ;

draft organizations would include the Resistance (whoze

members burn draft cards, refuse the draft, and denounce

deferments, and insist on conscientlous objector status) : i
t

N 3 1

!

i

In most prefess

o o wWar

thaors nus
‘ protest. Since the Spring Mobilizatlon in 1967, Reform
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) . . . 4 .
Hemocratic Clubgs had participated in the New York move=

~eby to bring the war issue into the

€

ment, helping the

traditional political arvena. Other political organiza-

tlons contacted for mass support are lefi-wing, multi-

issue groups like the Communist Party and the Soclalist

Workers Party. Soms union groups, such as units of the

International Ladies Garment VWorkers Union and the
Amalgamated Clothing Workers Unlon, Local 1199 of the

Drug and Hospital Enployees, and Distrlet 65 of the Retail

Wholesale and Department Store.Union are also called on

for support. Clergy and relipgious organlzations have
played an increasing role in the anti-war movement, ‘and,
in addition to many ad hoc groups, there are the Eplscopal

Peace Fellowship, Clergy and Laymen Concerned About Vietnam,

Catholic Peace Fellowship, and American Friends Service

Comatttec. In September, 1967, Business Executives Move

for Vietnam Peace was founded; most of its members are
managers or owners of medium-sized firms.

Including the local, city-wlde, regional and natlonal
committees, there are in all some 150 groups, of which
more than 75 are specifically anti-draft organizations.

Some organizations perform particular functions. Women

Strike for Peace, for example, specializes in fund rais-

ing.  Membership lists, when they exist, overlap as

I

lves with varicus churehn, dprofes-

ally

individu

sional, and single-issue organizations,
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nti-war groups tend to spring up to give focus to

ivities that already exist. Tor example, a lew pacil-

s%fists decided to picket the Naval Vieapons Depot at Port
Chicago, California; they attracted attehtion and decided
to stay indefinitely as the Port Chlcago Vigil; the Vigil
rallies support from the antl-wvar community; draft cards
are destroyed by individuals, prosecutions begin, the

press tekes notice; finally, a new organization emerges ;
The Reslstance. The Resistance, in turn, poses a challenge
to persons ineligible for the dralt but sympathetic toward
young men being arrested and indicted, and so additional

organizations like RESIST and the Committee for Draft |

Resistance are formed. Businessmen, (VISTA volunteers,

writérs, artists, clergymen, doctors, student body presi-
dents, and so forth typilcally get together in ad hoce
groupings whose sole aim may be to place an advertisement
in a newspaper. The political work of forming common
attltudes has been done in advance by the maés media and
a general attitude about the war.

Many groups, of course, do have long-range purposes
and clearly stated left-wing ldeologies, but none of them
is especially influential in the anti-war movement and
they have learned over the past fey years that thelr only

hope of broad support is to participate in such paper

marges an the Natlonal MHobilization Commithos and
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dent lMobilization Committee. The structured left-wing

organizations are frustrated by the very formlessness of

the movement. The participatory style.of decision making .

which marks the Students for a Democratic Society has
gained much currency; "party discipline” has virtually
disappeared as a code ol behavior. Indeed, the dilemma i | ;

facing the movement is 1ts lack of discipline: in ex-

chanpe for spontanlety and political autonomy, it forfeits - ;

control over elements which are willing to provoke vio-

lence. In light of this, it is not surprising that the

American Communist Party has been among the most periph-~

eral and least noticed components ol the peace movens

The lack of organization and unifying ideology in
the anti-war movement is éspecially significant in the
face of widesprcad conviction that the movement 1s elther ; ‘ i

i controlled or at least spurred on by a Communist conspli-

acy. Communist organizations unqguestionably delight in

the activities of the protest groups and may even attempt

k to influence them. We have found nothing, however, to

: N ¢
! flgﬂﬁb support the beliefl that Communists or forelgn powers are - i
A . . o :

\ i |

‘ ,ijjjﬂgﬁrresponsible for the anti-war movemant.
N A |

The Chinese-oriented Progressive Labor Party has

been part of the anti-war movement to be sure, but so have

The Communist journal-

for

fuel




PHarrison Salisbury. The Republican Party's Blue Book

[
-3

cin Victnem probably contributed more to the movement than
Bertrand Russell's International wér Crimes Tribunal,

Ve must resist the tendency, fostered both by would~be
leaders of the movement and by those who want to blane
them as the source of all trouble, to identify the antil-
war movement vwith its most radical and estranged element.
The anti-war movement is not a fixed group of people; 1t

is a widespread attitude that has cut across a broad cross

section of the American public.
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The-&nti~war sentiment has flourished

primordily among middle-class Americans,

and it is from their ranks that the

anti-war movement has recruited most

of its members. A

Insofar as the anti-war movement has an ongoing member-

ship, it is Dbest characterized along social rather than

organizational lines. - For the most part, the movement has
e relied on the middle class for its support. Two groups that : ?
T might be expected to support the movement--labor and the '

— P } Negroes--have been generally indifferent to it.
1 .
i

. : With notable exceptions, rank-and-file American working-

men have not supported the peace movemen6>fn“ veriety ot

reasons—which need not—be—diseussed-here~ To the degree-that
the peace movement emphasized Skgarpanelh, sympathy with the \ CQL\ é :
~ > |

Viet Cong, and self-conscious and anti-~bourgeois styles of \ ! !

.protest, it actually drove labor support away.

Despite denunciation of the Vietnam War by Martin Luther
King, Malcélm X, and other prohinent blacks such as Cassius j
Clay, and despite some significant instances of anti-Vietnam : ?
black protest, the war has been for blacks a relatively minor |
issue distant from the emergency of the American cities and

the problems of equality. Insofar as they are militant,

Negroes are unsympathetic to the nonviolent ethic of the
pacifists; insofar as they are economically deprived, blacks

: desire the material goods which the white radical despise as

tokens of an unjust economic system; and insofar as anti-war
protest invites police billy clubs, blacks (more familiar with

illy clubs) cannot work up the requisite enthusiasm. Still,
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”%;he dnti-war movement has been influenced by the struggle of
black Americans. Anti-war whites, sensing the vitality the
black movement holds for radicalism as such, have consisténtly
sought to attach themselves to civil rights struggles. This
white attachment to black protest has produced tactical
similarities between the anti-war movement and the civil rights
movement and has encouraged overlapping memberships and actions.
In fact, the anti-war movement can be said to have grown out of
the stimulus provided by the civil rights movement. From 19514
to 1964, blacks and whites worked together in the civil rights
movement through such organizations as the Congress of Racilal
Equality and the Student Non-violent Coordinating Committee.
Early in the anti-war movement, black leaders in those
organizations supported the anti-war protestors. In the spring
Mobilization of 1967, Stokely Carmichael's contingent of black
people marching from Harlem to the UN was the rallying point
of the anti-war protest movement of the day.

Within its middle-class and relatively well-educated base
of strength, the peace movement has drawn most heavily on
teachers, stpdents, and clergy. Each of these three groups has
made a distinctive contribution.

The role of teachers and of intellectuals generally has
been prominent from the beginning of the movement. Although
there was a good feal of scattered protest in 1964, many observers
feel that the movement properly started with the spring of 1965

when campus "teach-ins® began. The tactic is 'still in use, but it

was especially appropriate to that period when less was known
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about the war and when more militant forms of protest were

unpalatable to many dissenters. The teach-in was by nature

a form of hesitation between respectful inquiry and protest,
3 and its campus setting emphasized that objections to the war

vere still mostly on the intellectual plane. Unsatisfied by

official responses to the questions raised, the teachers

became more militant.

Although intellectuals in America are not reputed to
have the popular influence possessed by their European
counterparts, they were influential in the peace movement ' ;

because the movement consisted largely of people who do pay j i

attention to intellectuals. The intellectuals defined, the

movement's conscience and set Fforth its logic. Some who had
held high posts within the Kennedy administration influenced
-public opinion with their defection from the official view.
Literary figures joined the movement and shared their ? ‘
objections with'their audiences. ‘
The central role of students in the anti-war movement has - i
been obvious. The student generation entered the political T ;
life of the nation in an unprecedented way in the civil rights

movement of the early 1960's. While Justice for blacks has

been a profound matter of conscience for a vanguard of middle-
class white students, it has, nonetheless, been beyond the . f !
normal scope of their lives; they had to seek out'battlefields

in the deep south and in the unfamiliar urban ghettos. The

Vietnam War, by contrast; has affected them directly in many




ways. Most obviously, the students have been subject to

the draft; their academic studies have beén haunted by the
prospect of conscription, and the draft hés become the
critical unknown as they seek to plan for the future. Even
more than inconveniehce, however, the draft confronts students
with the possibility of death on a faraway Asian battlefield f |

in a conflict which many of them reject as immoral.

For draft-eligible young men, the overriding question

has been not merely whether to lend approval to the American

: . : I
effort, but whether to commit their bodies and perhaps their : ;
lives. There have always been concientious objectors, but

the Vietnam war has been the first to produce a sizable number : ?

of draft resisters, young men willing to spend years in a
federal prison rather than fight in a particular war that they
consider immoral. This raises a perplexing problem for the

society, for it poses the principle that each man shall have

the right to decide in which wars he will fight and in which
' ' he won't, Congress, the Selecﬁive Service System and the . 2 i

Courts have rejected the principle; they have decreed that

draft resisters are subject to criminal prosecution.

Conscientous cbjection is respected only if the objectbr

swears that he opposes war in any form as a result of convictions
arising from religious training and belief. On October 26,
1967, the national director of the Selective Service recommended

that local draft boards issue punitive reclassifications to

unruly peace demonstrators. This drove some young men into




apen resistance, others out of the country, and still others

into seeking educational and occupational deferments.

When the manpower needs of the war led to the cancellation
of such deferments early in 1968, the issue of cooperation or
noncooperation became inescapable for large numbers of youths
who opposed the war. Even before that annouﬁcement, 22 per
cent of the respondents to a survey of Harvard senior men said
they would go into exile or jail rather than serve in the army;
94 per cent disapproved the conduct of the war. The posture
o’ such young men compelled many'of their elders to choose
between lending them moral support or allowing them to‘be
regarded as disgraced felons.

The war had been a campus reality for some time in the
form of military and war-industry recruiters, cooperative
research projects with the Pentagon, and the Reserve Officers
Training Corps. ' By '1968, when the Co;umbia UniversityAriots
erupted, it was becoming difficult to distinguish the anti-war
effort from the effort to alter the internal structure of the
universities. But the draft remains the focgl point of student
hostility toward the Vietnam War and its influence on the

movement can hardly be overestimated. More than 75 of the 150

or so anti-war organizations are specifically anti-draft groups.

Clergymen have been especially prominent in the peace
movement in contrast to their relative silence during formerp

wars. Partly because of their experience with rion-violent




protest in the.civil rights movement, but more because they

found difficulty in reconciling the claims of religious
doctrine with the demands of the Vietnam War, religious
1eaders have played a central role in the peace movement
The most active group, Clergy and Laymen Concerned about

Vietnam, declared in a position paper in early 1967: "Each

day we find allegiance to our nation's policy more difficult
to reconcile with our allegiance to God....We add our voice

to those who protest a war in which civilian casualties are
greater than military; in which whole populations are deported
against their will; in which the widespread use of napalm and
other explosives is killing and maiming women, children, and
the aged...."

The clergymen in particular have highlighted the issue of

"M"war crimes" in the Vietnam War. They have pointed to reports
of civilian bombing, the use of gas and fragmentation bombs,
the defoliation of forests and destruction of the countryside,
and the depopulating of entire districts. They have cited the
Charter of the Nuremberg Tribunal that "The fact that [al
defendent acted pursuant to order of his government or of a
superior shall not free him from responsibility." In defense
of their dissent and their sometimes‘unlawful aétions, the
clergymen have invoked "a

an unavoidable "duty to conscience."

1

"a higher morality," a "universal truth,'




A]tharn there have been violent events

in the anti-war movement, and its tactics
have sometines provoked vloJcnce the

movemﬁnu haa for the most parc, been

nor-VLo1o ent,

A great variety of tactics have been employed within
the anti-war movement; in fact, protestors fall into two
broad groups -~ those for whom tactics are chiefly a
moral question and those who see tactics mainly as a

means to political ends. Nearly all'pacifists fall into

the first of these categpries. For them the ethical
posutre of non-violence is as important as the cause for

w hich they may be working, Believing in a government of
law, they insist on making themselves iiable to the

law's penaliies; they hope to persuade others by the
example of their sacrifice. Most non-pacifists, in con-
trast, are more interested in impeding the war than in
achieving a "correct" moral posture. They are not bothered
much by the idea of tactics which "hurt the enemy" while
enabling the protestor to avoid arfest. The philosophical
debate over which tactical approach is the more effective
has split the movement since 1ts inception and prevents

the evolution of tactics from being simply or wholly

explainable in pragmatic terms.




The difference was epitomized in Stop the Draft Week
of October 16-20, 1967. The organizers of this series
of ‘demonstrations found that they could not agree among

themselves on the best means of "shutting down the

.Oakland Induction_Cenﬁer." As a result; October 16 and 18

were given over to those of pacifist orientation, who

sat in the doorway of the induction center in small orderly
groups and allowed themselves to be arrested peaceably.
October 17 and 20 were dedicated tovthe mass~mobille tactics
of the "militants." 'These dembnstrators, along with news-
men and spectators, were beaten and sprayed with MAQE as
they blocked the arrival of busloads of inductees and they
retaliated with harassing tactics. They attempted, generally
with success, to avoid arrest, although their leaders were
later prosecuted for "conspiracy to commit misdemeanors.”
The pacifists were more successful in literally preventing
the induction center from functioning, but the militants
argued that their operation made a greater impact on the
public.

The pacifists and the militants are not likely to agree
on the superiority of one approach. Radical militants. are
as averse to the posture of meeckly courting arrests as the
pacifists are to hit-and-run vandalism. Both groups are

wibited by thelir life-styles from adopbing a cert

int
tactical approach, and their means of protesi are to

diverge.
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™~ ) ) There are, of course, many tactics that both groups : :

can apree on, such as peaceful marches, mass rallies,vballot 3 :

initiatives, picketing, agitation against the draft, and :

community orpganizing projectg like Vietnam Summer.

Recognizing this, movement coordinators have increasingly

turned to unstructured demonstrations in which ideological

lines are not insisted upon and protestors are free to . j
take the sort of action that suits them individually.
This free-wheellng approach makes it impossible, however, : i
for the coordinators to'control a demonstration and thus
to give assurances to authorities from whom they seek permits ; ;
that the demonstration will femain peaceful. : : _%
There can be no simple equating of militancy and

violence or of paciiism and non-violence. The tactiecs of
obstruction were used by pacifists before Vietnam was an

z issue. Sitdowns before the White House and the Senate and
war factories, the tying of canoes to troop and munition
ships, the boarding of destroyers, the chaining of demon- : !
strators to AVOL soldiers, the destruction of draft files,
the sailing of medical supplies into Haiphong harbor under

i American aerial bombardment -- these gestures have all ;

becn conducted by pacifists. No "militant," furthermore,

has done anything so extreme as Quaker Norman Morrison's {

heflore the Pentagon on Novembor 2, 1945,




‘K\\\ : .Thc attention of public auﬁhorities is nevertheless
concentrated on the "militants," and understandably so,
f for they are the ones who are not prevented by ethical
scruples from passing into a more "revolutionary" phase.
Within this group there has been a development -
haphazard and halting -- toward confrontationism. The
anti-var movement is not wedded to confrontation as a
favorite tactic, but the number of protestors who find it
philosophically acceptable and politically meaningful has
been increasing, The minority within the movement that
actually seeks violence and claims that moderate tactics have
failed is growing. Until the Vietnam Var ends, the minority
is likely to keep growing. Curiously enough, the very
“achievement of the movement in wimning o majority of the
public to oppose the war has played into the hands of the
radical militant who voint out that even the will of the
majority is not sufficient to end the war. The only recourse,
they argue, is increased pressure and, if necessary, violence.
/%7 The pressure for more viclent action éften comes from a ‘
// very small but influential segment of the movement that is

. /present day America
{ ] oppesed to rather than anti-war. This group is more
interested in a Viet Cong victory than in ending the war.

The number of anti-war rallies, protests, and demon-

85 through 1967, but it

strations incraoas steadlly frowm 19
¥




28

tapered off' in 1968 a5 anti-war protest became absorbeq
by presidentia)l politics, Hany or the- dissenters turned
with reneweq hope to the political proecess in the hope
of electing g candidate who would end the war,
he direct action tactics of the anti-war movement

Tirst became noticeable late in 1965 with silent days of
protest, drart card burning, piéketing draft stations,
and even symbolic éuicides like tha? o' Norman Morrison.

The year 1966 brought an acceleration in confrontation,
The universities were attacked for revealing clasg rankings
to the Selective Service, drart centers and ROC units
were sabotaged, nilitary recruiters were harassed, govern-
ment spokesmen were beleagured whern they spole throughout

the country,

i
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On April 15, 1967, some 100,000 people marched

Irom MNew York's Central Park to the United Nations Plazg
to protest the 7ar.  Permits had beeﬁ issued, and the
demonstrators quietly occupied 10 city blocks listening
to speeches by Martin LuthertKing, Jr. and others.
Nearly 150 separate organizations Were represented in
the demonstration. As 1967 went on, however, many anti-
war leaders stated that the movement would inereasingly
seek confrontation. This sentiment was frankly expresseq
by Mobilization Committee head David Dellinger Just
before the Pentagon Mérch in October 1967. Local and
federal agencies cooperated with the coordinators of
the-Pentagon March to arrange perﬁits, pbarade routes,
rally sites, and general ground rules. Some 50,000 anti-
war demonstrators rerticipated. Although officials
handled the demonstration skillfully, it resulted in
disruption and violence. Some 2,000 demonstrators pushed
their way up the steps at the front entrance to the
Yentagon and physically confronted federal marshals and
military policemen. Another 3,000 or 80 were able to
step through police lines ang rush another entrance--
‘some entering the building. Before the disturbance
ended, mor= than 600 barticipants haq been arrested ang
nany were injured,

i M enr voaals
A Tew weelk

0

leter, o of demonstrators

picketing Seeretary of State Dean Ruslk clashed with
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o

bolico. Sone the protestcrs stopped traffie, hurled

! ’ pl i¢ bags of cattle blood, stones, bricks, ang

bottles,

3y April, 1968, leaders in the protest movenment

served notice that they would no longer obligingly

e v

Cooperate with authorities. Davig Dellinger threatened

that the Mobilization Committee would not apply for a

| i
permit for its April 27 march in New York City. '"1g¢ i

would be g mistake to think that the fight against the

war can be won in the ballot box," Mp, Dellinger said,

|
5

"it still has to be won on the streets." [e suggested,

therefore, that any organization with a fundamental

commitment to anti-war protest be allowed in the HNew

York Rally "to do its own thing."

The Mobilization Committee dig obtain a parade

pernit, but a dissident group did not and a.bloody riot : !

enéuod. It should pe recalled that the Columbia University

Student Rebellion had erupted & few days earlier and the

Poor People's Campaign was about to_begin in YWashington.
The nmass media were full of reports of protest and violence :

and tension was high., The ract that May 1 wag Loyaltg 3

bay, wien patriotism ig celebrated, may also have ;; |

contributed to the violence in New York City.

A corna

rative studv of civil strife in Ameriea ' -
c
: 2
between May, 1053 ana Tune, 1968 indicates &
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were 104 anti»ﬁnr demonstrations involving about 680,000
particivants: 400 injuries and more than S,EQO arrests
resulted from these events,

ALY other violent incidents in the anti-war
movenent, however, pale by comparison with the events
in Chicago during the week bf the Democratie Mational
Convention 1in August 1968, . An Investigative Taslk Worce
has submitteg to this Commission g report on these events,
The report describes in detail the violent confrontation
between anti-war demonstrators and police in the streets
and parks ol Chicapo.

Planning for the Chicagovdeﬁonstration becan, in
October, 1967. The hove waé that g nationgl coalition
of keace groups could bring 100,000 demonstrators to the
c¢ity from all varts of the nation--"an assembly of neonle
too large to be ¢considered the lunatic fringe." e
Administration Committee‘of fhe National Yobilization
undertook the task, 4 planning paper in March 1968
declared: "he campaion should not plan violence and
disruntion against the Democratic National Convention.,
It should be non-violent andg legal.," Although subsequeﬁt
pronouncements confirmed the non-violent anproach, there
were continued references simultaneously in the demonstra-
tion publicity to disruptive tactics, Leader Dellinger

called the &

i
3
2
¥
b
i
i

st e s g5
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Rights_ in Conflict, the Task Force Repoft to this

! . Commission, describes the prelude to convention week in

Chicago:

Among the dissidents planning to come in protest
vere violent revolutionaries, pro-Peking sympa.--
thizers, Communists, anarchists, militant ex-
tremists, as well as pacifists, poor people's
campaigners,; civil rights workers, and moderate
left-wingers. -

For those who had forsaken electoral politics,

the convention offered a convenient occasion to o
raliy supporters and to broadcast their disillu- f i
sionment. X

There were also hippies, and among them were :
hippies turned inside out; becoming concerned i ;
with their relationship with the "Other Society" |
they cast themselves in the role of self-styled i
revolutionaries. A few of the more deliberate . i
and creative of these invented an acronym , : i

YIPPIE! and a "non-organization" to go with it. f I

The tactics planned by radical dissenters reflect -
various attitudes, ranging from complete pacifism i
to hard-core milltance. And their motives vary : ! |
from individual to individual and association to . i ; © |
association. In the main, though, the disruptive i i i |
tactics, whether violent or not, were intended to ‘ . ‘
expose the inhumanity, injustice, prejudice, i i
‘ hypocrisy or militaristic repression with which ] i
* : dissenters take issue. Disruptive tactics ob-
viously impose a high cost on soclety and its
leaders, and, eventually, the dissidents argue,
the price will become too great.

' It is clear that the great majority of protesters

in Chicago had no preconceived intention to initi-
: ate violence. This is not to say, however, that g
they did not expect it to develop.

Most of those who intended to join the major pro- :
test demonstrations scheduled during convention - i
week did not plan to enter the Amphitheatre and ! |
: disrupt the proceedings of the Democratic Conven-— L ;
; tion, did not plan agrressive acts of pPhysical o




provocation against the authorities, and did not
plan to use rallies of demonstrators to stage an
assault against any person, institution, or place
of business.

During the months preceding the convention, provo-
cative and inflammatory statements, made in
connection with activities planned for the forth-
coming convention week, were published and widely
disseminated through underground channels and by
exposure in the general media. Numerous articles,
speeches, and disclosed conversations promised
threatening acts of public disorder and terrorism
which could not be responsibly dismissed. Those
committed to such actions, however, appear to have
been unable to combine a broadly based following
nor a well-organized plan.

Officials in Chicago, nonetheless, took the threats
and the promises of disrubtion with deadly seriousness.

Not so very peaceful peace demonstrations in New York -and

Washington suggested what Chicago could expect -- at the

very least.

In the words of the demonstrators, the whole world was
watching what transpired during that bloody week in Chicagé.
Chicago police were the targets of mounting provocation by
both word and act. It toock the form of obscene epithets,
and of rocks, sticks, bathroom tiles, and even human feces
hurled at.police by demonstrators. Some of these acts |
were spontaneous; others were planned; still others were

in response to police action. Rimhts in Conflict states:

That was the nature of the provocation. The
nature of the response was unrestrained and
indiscriminate police violence on many occa-
sions, pacticularly at night. :
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The summary of the report on Chicago concludes:

Although the crowds were finally dispelled on the
| nights of violence in Chicago, the problems they
: represent have not been. Surely this is not the
last time that a violent dissenting group will
clash head-on with those whose duty it is to
enforce the law. And the next time, the whole
world will still be watching. -

Muce A . T .
Most of the violence associated with the oy A
anti-war movement has resulted from 4§L————;;§;g
measures taken by public officials either (JMNN¢£“
o

to control demonstrations or in response
to some provocatiorn. . ;

Much of what passes for violence in the anti-war

movement is done to rather than by the protesters. ‘ :
Physical harm has been done to demonstrators and movement
workers in the form of bonbings of homes and offiées, :

crqwd—control measures—used by police, physical attacks A

on demonstrators by American Nazil Party members, Hell's

Angels, and others, and random harassment such as the

Port Chicago Vigll endured. Counterdemonstrators have ' ; i
i i

attacked and beaten peace marchers, sometimes while police

looked on.*
Much of the tactical debate within the anti-war move-

ment has not been about whether to commit violence but
whether to expose demonstrators to it. The issue is not so

¥ Such incidents are not new. When 8,000 Socialists and ‘ : ;
others staged an anti-war parade in Boston in July 1917, : !
soldlers and sailors in military formation, under com- 4 !
mand of their officers, broke up the parade, beat the 3 ! i
marchers, and raided the Socialist Party headguarters. 3 ;
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‘b wﬁeﬁhor to be violent as it is whether non-violence will
i

be cooperative or provocative. Those who advocate provo-~

cation do so in the hope of revealing brutality and

i
i
£
£

hypocrisy in the system. Unfortunately, the undlsciplined

and unstructured nature of anti-war demonstrations permits
é small minority to light the fuse in an explosive situa-

tion. The looseness of the movement allows confrontationists

on both sides to have their way, and both dmonstrators and
police have been injured. Thus it was in Chicago.

Still, it must be sald that while militant demonstra-
tors do have the power to ensure that the police will use 3 ; j

Torce, they do not have the power to prevent police Vioience.

The role of the police in anti-war protest —-- and in all

group protest for that matter -~ is critical; with the : i ;

primary responsibility for preserving public order, the
police stand at the very heart of the problem of rights in
conflict. . ) i

The problems of the police are discussed at length

elsewhere in this report, but a brief discussion of police |
' " behavior in protest situations is in order here. _ 3 : i
f ) Like demonstrators, police also respond to visible

symbols. They are likely to react with anger and disgust

to the burning of an American flag, or the raising of : : |

Viet Cong flags, or obscenlities shouted at them by
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dgemonstrators, especlally female. When they are targets
ol bricks, bottles, human waste, and garbage, the police
may well over-react and lash out at their "tormenters."
Social investigators who have‘studied police attitudes
‘report that they are more likely to disapprove of' unwashed
Yippies than of the anti-war movement itself. Thus, the
police response 1ls often to symbols deeply offensive to
their personal values or to deliberate provocation by
demonstrators.

Such a response from police is understandable, par-
ticularly in light of the difficult conditions under which
they must perform tasks that call for extraordinary‘judg—
ment, split second decisions, and unusual intelligence
But understanding the provocation and the

and courage.

response can in no way excuse unlawful police actions. The

very nature of a policeman's responsibility dictates that
be suspend judgment, that he suppress personal concerns,
that he not be provoked into over-reacting. This is, of
course, idealistic -- but the ideél is a crucial one in our
democracy : that this is a society of laws which guarantees
to individuals certain inalilenable rights. VWhen those

charged with upholding the law violate the law, then

(/}/)1F“ neither law nor order will long endure, ¥
Lo v ¥ Pevhaps the aspect of the Chicago
L VR violence lg the comment the head of Chicego's
nal Order of Police in a television interview

x’y
pﬁ (Continued next pare)
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our society must anticipate more major protest move-
ments in the future, quite apart from the outcome in

Vietnam. Our cities will be the scene of angr eiiits Y
WuﬁAQdkﬁkﬁf

years. Such dlsscnt is

‘ akin to those of the past few
provided for in the Cosntitution; it is part of the
ﬁolitlcal process in our society; it is one of the ways
that a democracy makes up 1its mind Future protests there
but they need not be violent. And whether they

will be,
ponse of public

nd as much upon the res
authority as it does on the tactics of the protesters.

are will depe
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MEMORANDUM FOR THE COMMISSIONERS

SUBJECT: White Extremism and White Militancy

Fnclosed is a f}rs‘ rough draft of a section E 3
on White Extremism and White Militancy. i : | i

It's relevant to our study of Group Protest and
is scheduled for discussion &t the meeting on
March 7.

I have made mno.eflfort to include a complete
section on rerommendavwono, but I hope to pre-
pare something after you have discussed the

topic.
f/ !
/7 A
e Y | | |
Rbnald A. Wolk ) : }

Special Assistant
to the Chairman

Encl. . i i
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WHITE MILITANCY AND EXTREMISM

History reveals quite clearly that most of
America's domestic violence has been associated with
racial, religious, and ethnic intolerance. This is
sadly ironic in a nation which was founded as a citadel
of individual freedom and ecquality by refugees from
relipglious and politiqal persecution.

History also reveals, however, that America has

made progress toward this ideal. The bigotry and the

violence notwithstanding, racial, feligious, and ethnic
minorities have gradually becone assimilated into the
society. Black Americans, in large measure, have not.
Among the first to arrive in this nation, they are the
last to be admitted. Much of the contemporary strife
and disorder in the United States today is the price we
are paying for our failure to ihtegrate the Negro into
the larger society.

"Even here, progress—~th6ugh often painful--has '
been made. Since the eariy 1940's, survey research has
measured a striking decline in the verbal expression of
anti-Negro prejudice and 2z strilking reduction in sunport

for discrimination and racial segregation. Though a
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majority of Americans disapprove both the pace of this waxbv‘  (
progress and the means by which it has occurred, they d N»VU§F§

o
support the goals of black Americans—-—-even to the point -

where they are ready to approve even the most @gasvlf;

N
federal programs to attack the root causes of violence ANLES (Y&

in the black ghettos. Wﬁ&pﬂ'xtg

A minority of whites ébrongly oppose the aspira-
tions of the black community. They can be described as
militant or extremist whites, depending upon their use
of violence to resist the aspirations of racial or ethnic
minorities. They have played a significant role in
American history, and they are active today. Thegr
Aorgnnization into militant and extremist groups is-—--as
it has been in the past--a threat to public order and
public safety.

There is no adequate term to cover all of the
diverse militant white groups which have fought to
preserve their neighborhood, communities, or country
from forces they considered alien. The lack of a common
term for Ku Klux Klansmen, vigilantes, nativists, anti-~

ki Sunifae, o .
Negrgfland anti-Catholic organizations reflects the
fact that Lthey and other similar groups héve had different
origins, different goals, and different compositions and
that they have arisen in response to specific historical

situations. All of these grouns, however, have been

%M@c\@ N,
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characterized by bigotry and their willingness to use
violence in support of their goals.

This Commission has studied militant and extremist
vhite movements, historically and currently. We have
sought to learn who the white militant is, what motivates
him, why he expresses his discontent in extremist
behavior against other raciai, religious, and ethnic
grouns .

Social scientist cannot fully explain to us the
causes of white mili?ancy or the sociological and
psychological dynamics of prejudice. They do point out
that no single sociological characteristic can c&mpletely
account for patterns of such intolérance, and that
societal forces are mediated through the personalities
of individuals. To understand the white militant,
therefore, we must understand the social forces at work,
the psychological factors which influenceée him, and the
situation in which he operates. Our study, hopefully,
is a beginning tc such understénding.

Perhaps our most significant finding is that the

white militant, like his black counterpart, is alienated

from the larger society. He is one of millions of white
Americans who are socially and economically deprived,

politically dimpotent, and disillusioned with the system
and tne circumstances in which he lives. In a very real

sense, his militancy is as understandable as black militancy.




|
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Much of the domestic({violence and civil
disorder in American’history has been caused
by militant whites--usually in opposition to
ethniec or racial pgroups or in defense of some
iembered social order,

We have a long tradition in this nation of citizen
groups acting outside of the law to vreserve what they
believe to be the proper social order and even to enforce
their own version of acceptable moral and social behavior.
Until recently, these militant or extremist groups often
acted with the encouragement--or at least the tacit
blessing-~of more stable segments of the vopulation.
Frequently, they enjoyed the sanction of the established
avthority.

In most of these private law-enforcement ventures,
the aims were fairly simple: to get things done which
needed doing, This was the essence of vigilantism—fthat
institution peculiar to America which began in 1767 aﬁd
has persistéd into modern times. In the raw and dan@erous

days of the frontier, the rationale for vigilante nmove-

ments was understandable.  Where agencies for social

control were non-existernt or orimitive at best
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banded together to deal directly with horse thieves,

bandit pangs, cattle rustlers, counterfeiters, and

powdies. Harsh as it was, vigllante Justice brought a

as .

erude kind of order to sparsely settled are

Beneath this pragmatic approach to law and order,

however, lay a number of dangerous precedents. The

self-help tradition is largely inconsistent with the

ts which a developed legal system imposes on the

contrain
auest for order. The practice of a given group deciding
under particular circumstances what the law should be

should be enforced wreaks havoc on any notion

and how 1t

of individual rights and due process. Thus, private

violence came to be used as an instrument for enforcing

a system of social, political, economic, and cultural
arrangements against the claims of groups outside the
system whose actions or whose very existence were seen
as a threat. Sometime this was done in conjunction with
constituted authority, sometimes not. The result, in
any case, has been a long history of private violence

by white militants and extremists. often expressed in

racist or nativist actions.

The first "alien" group to feel the combined assault

of private and official violerce are the American Indians.

They were victims of messive private violence 1ike the




massacre of more than 200 (most women and children) which
took place on Indian Island in California in 1860.
Thé San FPrancisco Vigilance Coﬁmittee of 1851 and
the Great Committee of 1856 are the best known of
Western vigilante orpanizations (although they had
counterparts in all states ﬁest
sizens
who sought neither legislative change nor institutional
reform, but rather the punishment of criminals and
undesirables whom the courts had "allowed to escape.”
They sought, in short, to act as.a substitute foy a
Judicial process which they saw as weak and inefficient.
In practice, they reserved their harshest "justice" for
foreigners and minorities, especially Mexicans and
Chinese.
The private violence against minority groups in the
really the cutting edge ol an eﬁdemic regional
nativism supported by much of the population and elevated
into the laws of the land. California state law, for

example, prohibited Chinese from testifying in cases

involving whites, which led militant whites to terroriz

and murder Chinese with relative impunity. As often
happened in nativist oppression, there tended to develon

2 division of labor betwoen "respectable” elements whiech




used legislation to protect sell-interest, and mobs who
resorted fo violence. Thus, political leaders succeeded
in enacting legislation in 1882 banning further Chinese
Immigration into the country, and mobs looted, burned,
and murdered men, women, and children in the Chinesc
auarters of the West Coast. 7The "presérvation of oxder"
was often translated into violence on any pretext. In
Los Anpeles, for example, a white was killed during a
tong war, so white mobs invadeqd China town, looting and
killing 21 persons; fifteen men, women, and children were
hanged from lamposts,

Even before the excesses of private citlizens on the
West Coast, White Anglo Saxon Protestants in Eastern cities
focused their bigotry on foreigners and Roman Catholicg—-
particularly immigranc Irish. The anti-Catholic, anti-
immigrant political organization known as. the Native
American Party took root in Fastern manufacturing centers
and rose to power as Irish immigration increased. The
new party's literature and street oratory was designed
to instill fear and excite passions. One document signed
By 900 party members and sent to Congress expressed fears
coicerning "the rapid and extraordinary increase of the
foreign population" which would "ere long expose the

institutions of the country to serious danger." The




Native American Party held streect meetings and parades
in the heart of a predominantly JYrish neighborhood in
Philadelphia in 1844, to which members were urged to
come "prepared for defense." Prolonged strect rioting
ensued in which several persons were'killed and many
were Injured.  Two Catholic churches, fwo parochial
schools, and at least a dozen homes owned by Catholics
were burned to the ground.

During the 1850's the "Know-Nothing" movement added
distinctive links to the chdin of violence that was
coming to characterize the new nation. Dedicated to
keeping Catholics and foreigners out of ofTice, Ehe
now-Nothings set about "subverting the deadly vlans of
the Jesuit and Papist." In Boston in May, 1854, Know-
Nothings, enflamed by street orators, attacked a Catholic
church, smashing windows and tearing down. its cross, then
went on to destroy the homes of Irish Catholics in the
neighborhood. During 1854 and 1855, there were many
instances of mob violence and destruction of Irish and
Catholic properties. In the national election of 1854,
the Know--Nothings organized politically as the American
Party and elected nine state governors and 104 members
of the U, S. House of Repreéentatives, then a body of é3u.
Political success, however, did not end the violence. 'Inw

1855, 20 persons were killed in a two~day nriot in Louisville,




Kentueky, instipgated by the Know-Nothings.

The Know-Hothing movement. declined after the 1856
elcetions (in which its presidential candidate, Millard
illmore received 20 per cent of the vote). During the
last two decades of the 19th century, however, the vacuum
it left was illed by.the American Protective Association
(APA), a new and powerful anti-Catholic apparatus. The
APA dnveighed against alleged Roman Catholic plans to
destroy the public school system, against Jesuit control
of the federal government, apainst "Romanizing" of the
U. S. Army and Navy. Its leaders charged that the Jesuits

had plotted the assassination of Abraham Lincoln, that

Catholics had been ordered to take over the nation's

"ecities, railways, manufaasrics, mines, steam and sailing
vessels—-above all, the press."

Alarmed by the APA tales that Catholic churches were
being used as arsenals for a massacre of non-Catholiecs,
many FProtestants armed themselves in preparation for the
day of violence that the APA prophesied was imminent.

The APA was responsible for violence and terror in many
.states. It clalmed credit for overturning political
regimes in New York, Massachusetts, Michigan, Ohio,
Kentucky, Tennessee, Pennsylvania, and other states.

Dy 1895, its mombe hiv numberad 100,000.
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Of all the white extremist organizations founded [
oni bigotry, hate, and violence, none have been more
effective nor more persistent than the "invisible

empires" that have arisen at various times and places

over the past century under the name of the Ku Klux

Kian. These have varied in membership from a few

thousand to perhaps four million; in power, from the

intimidation of & village to the political control of a

state.

The first Ku Klux Klan was established on December

2, 1865 in Pulaski, Tennessee, as a secrel society of

an innocent and purcly social nature. 1t soon Heﬁan
frightening Negroes by parading through the night in ‘
white sheets. It cventually attracted thousands of ;
embittered and fearful men and declared as its funda- !
mental objective: "The MAINTENANCE OF THE SUPREMACY OF
THE WHITE RACE in this Republic.'" Its tactics were
terror and intimidation. Its inevitable resulﬁ was
extreme violence, ' ’ . l
From 1867 until 1871, the Klan helped to overthrow
'the Reconstruction governments of MNorth Carolina,
Tennessee, and Georgia. It was responsible, according
to the findings of a Congressional investigation in

i 1871, for hangings, shootings, whipoings, and mutilations

numbering in the thousands. In Loulslana, at least




2,000 had been killed or wounded in a few weeks preceding

the presidential election of 1868, Seventy-five killings
werce reported in Georgia, and 109 in Alabama. In a
single county in Northern Florida, more than 150 men

were murdered within a few months. The commanding
general of federal troops in Texas reported: "Murders

of Negroes are so cormon as to render it impossible to
keep accurate accounts of them."

The Tuslegee Institute has kept a record of lynchings
in the United States since 1882 which gives an indication
of white violence and serves as a reminder that . the white

GLGMMf)'
extremist has been the single most violentfforcew~outside
of war--in American history. For the period of 1882-1959,
Tuskegee has recorded a total of U,73% lynchings, of
which 73 per cent were Blacks and 85 per cent took place
in Southern and border states. ‘

The Klan had been born in the aftermath of the Civil
Var, when emancipation, the Fourteenth Amendment, and
the ravages of war itself had disrupted the traditional
caste order and had weakened white control over Blacké.
Southerners looked upon the Reconstruction as repression
and upon governments elected by former slaves and
immigraﬁt Northerners as illegitimate. In this atmosphere,

ive efforts

3

5]

[N
0

Kian violence vorked hand-in-hand with leg

to restore a systen of social control over Blacks,




ultimately climaxing in the redemption of 1877 and the

tion of the Jim Crow systam.

a

later prolifcra
The first Imperial Wizard of the Klan, General

Nathan B. Forrvest, explained the need for the Klan in

these terms:

"any Northern men were coming down there, forming
Leagues all over the country. The Negroes were
holding night meetings; were going aboutb; were
becoming very insclent; and the Southern people...
were very much alarmed...parties organized them-
selves so as to be ready in case they were
attacked. Ladies were ravished by some of these

Negroes...There was a great deal of insecurity.”

Klan violence was justified, as vigilante violence

always is, as "the necessary effort to prevent crime and
.uphold law and order." Acts of violence were accented,

even applauded by respectable elements of the population
and by the conservative . press. They were Justified

by the misbehavior of the victims., Thus a Negro was
killed and his daughtef whipped because she had caused
embarrassment to a white family by bearing the child of
one of its members.

Tt must be stressed, therefore, that Klan violence

(as was the case with the VWestern vigilante movements)

was only the cutting edpge of widespread Southern anti- ‘7

Negro militancy, which was in itself only the most.—"

blatant element of an endemic nationa

Althouch the First Klan had more R 17 & million

members by 1871, it soon disbanded under the scrutiny

and nativism,.
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and pressure of federal investigation and legislation.
The aim of its relgn of terror, however,--white
sSUPTEMacy had been Tulfilled and coutlived the Klan
iteell by wmany gencrations.

The second Klan was founded in 1915 at Stone

Mountain, Georgla by William J. Simmons, a former

medical student and minister. It bore close resemblance

to its predecessor and broadened its terrorism to
include Jews and Catholics as well as blacks.

The new Klan was even more successiul in winning
popular support. 1t spread to all but two states and
clasmed a membership of bebween I and 5 million ﬁy

11925, Klansmen established a virtual dictatorship
political 1life in Indiana, as well as sbtrong power in
Colorado, Oregon, New Jersey, Texas, Oklahoma, Maine,
Louisiana, and even parts of New York. David Chalmers

in his book Hooded fimericanisn reports: -

Klan violence in California was as brutual as
anywhere in the South, and in the town of Taft,
in Kern County, the police and best citizens
turned out to watch an evening of torture in the
local ball park., When an anti-Klan candidate won
the Republican primary in Oregon, the Klan jumped
to the Democratic Party and helped capture the
governorship and enough of the legislature to
outlaw all parochial schools. In Colorado, the
Klan, with business support, elected two U. S.
Senators and swept the “ate. When the Grand
Denver doctor, was accused of having
forced nich school boy into marvriags
throed < him with castration, the [
.appointed the Klan leader alde-de-camp as
of" confidence.
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during a single ycar, even before it reached its new

heights of power. The findings for October 1920 to

October 1921:

"T'our killings, one mutilation, one branding with
acid, forty-five flopoings, twenty-seven tar-and-
feather parties, five kidnappings, forty-three
persons warned to leave town or otherwise
threatenced, fourteen communities threatened by
warning posters, and sixteen parades by masked
men with warning placards.”

o

After years of similar actions in the interest of

1.

"law and order," the second Klan, impelled by its anti-
semitism and race theories, joined with the pro-Nagi
German-~American Bynd in 1940.

In addition to the resurgence of the Klan, the eré

during and after the first Yorld War saw an eruption of

private violence apainst numerous different groups, again

ften supported by high placed authorities. During a

|
i
i
i

\QL” wave of agitation against Germar-Americans during the

7 war,.Theodore Roosevelt advocated shooting or hanging

. any German-American who proved to be disloyal.  The APA

Lauakened from dormancy to use violence against German-
Americans, unionists, and draft evaders., Vigilante

inst the YWobblies in the Paci

vinlence a

took place in the context of a judicial svstem explicitly
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hostile to unions and largely controlled by business
interests. In some of the post-~war race riots, police
and the military joined with other militant whites in
assaults on the Black community. And where nativist
violence was not officially sanctioned or well organized,
whole communities sometimes rose up against "alien" ele-

‘ments. John Higham, in his book Strangers in the Land,

reports:

During the night of August 5, 1920, and all

through the following day, hundreds of people

laden with clothing and household goods filled

the roads leading out of West Frankfort, a mining
town in Southern Illinois. Back in towvm their
homes were burning. Mobs bent on driving every
foreigner from the area surged through the streets.
Foreigners of all descriptions were beaten on
sight, althoush the Italian population was the
chief objective. Time and again the crowds burst
into the Italian district, dragged cowering
residents from their homes, clubbed and stoned
them, and set fire to theilr dwellings. The havoc
went on for three days, although five hundred state
troops were rushed to the scene. .

The 1930's and the early 1940's were marked largely
by words and acts of violence égainst Jews. The pro-Nazil
German-American Bund and its predecessor organization
tpriends of New Germany" were primarily interested in
exerting political influence in the United States as the

fervor for war mounted in Europe. Its leaders were

convinced that violence and bloodshed would come to
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America and that they would be participating in it.

Along with a similar organization, the Silver Shirts of

nbers to prepare for armed

America, the Bund urpged its me

combat.
fhe Christian Front was established in the late

1930's as a raucous, violence-prone anti-semltic legion
i

nspired by Father Charles E. Coughlin, the Myradio-priest’

rrom Royal Oal, HMichigan. Coughlin published an anti-

senitic sheet which contended that Communism was Jewish

I
1
|
|
4

o “and that Hitler had come to power to prevent the introduc-

into Germany. The Christian

tion of Communism by Je

| PFront grew, and it was predictably violent in both rhetoric

‘and action. AL a rally in Columbus Circle, New York,

ia Christian Front speaker called Tor "jewish blood to

‘flow all over America."

In 1939 alone, 233 arrests were made of Christian N
H .

TFront members for trying to inclte violence. The FBI (19*“Lp

followers with conspiring to

3

‘charged Christian Front

bring about successive revolutions leading to & Christilan

rront takeover of the United States Government.

The evidence is abundant that white extremism and’

! . ) 1 .
! violerce has not been simply an isolated phenomencon 1n

the backwash of American historyS%{ﬂLJﬂu}gan“+v””y ol S0 <ii

uh . Private violence was a

paersistently uced, off substanticl

se

instrument,

of the population to persecute minorities. Too often,

vl S R
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it was accompanied, applauded, or at

ast accepted by

a dominant, largely White

tion, which controlled much of America's pélitical,

Anglo Saxgh Protestant popula-

&

military, and legal power.

True to the historical tradition, white
extremism is active in the United States
o advocate and

White extremism and militancy in the 1960's matches
in Tervor many of its historical precedents. Today,
however, the violent or potentially violent white militant
tends to speak from a position of relative political
impotence, and his militancy must be seen in large part
as a protest against the impotence and the insecurity
it fosters. MNonetheless, the larger political order is

today, as it has been in the past, implicated in the

white receives at least qualified support from local or

zmllitant white movement. In some instances, the militant
|- N .
ﬁreglonal political structures. Moreover, some segments

%f the national political structure have engaged in
%hetoric and action which has encouraged white militancy.
' The year 1960 was marked by a sharp increase in tﬁe
activities of the Third Ku Klux Klan. The Second Klan

died during World VWVar IT, but even before V=J Day, the

a new Hlen were [lourishing in major souther:
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communities from Virginia to Texas. Lacking central
control, the new Klan groups were reported to be more
irresponsible than at any other time in history. The

vears until 1960 were marked by splintering and.

isgension in the Klan movement.

This by no means precluded Klan violence. Through,

the late 1980's and the 1950's Southern Klans, acting
independently of each other, resumed the violence of

the earlier Klans. Throughout the South, Klans terrorized
blacks, flogped them, and murdered them. The Klan
rhetoric was as vicious and as filled with hate

had cver been. The Supreme Court's decision on school
desegregation in 1954 inspired the Klans to even greater.
activity.

In 1960, the previously splintered Klans consolidated
into the National Knights of the KKK. The new group
showed its strength in a series of cross-burnings on
March 26, 1960, and ncuspapers in the South renorted
sightings of more than 1,000 fiery crosses through the
Southern states. There is evidence that Klansmen from
VFlorida and Southern Georpgia were mobilized for and,
took part in the race riots that lasted for almost a
week_in Jacksonville, Florida, beginning on "Axe-handle
Seburday", August 27, 1950, Klansmen converged on the

city, bought axe~handles and baseball bats fvom local
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stores, and went to battle.

"he new Klon, however, has striven for a respectable
image in recent years. Robert Shelton, head of the
largest of the Klan organizations, the United Klans of
America, has reportedly discouraped the use of violence
by menbers. Nonetheless, violence is.too ingrained in
the idcology and the structure of the Klan to be
throwm off easily, and local groups and individuals are
not easily controlled. The nurders of civil rights
worker Viola Liuzzo in Alabama and of Negro educator
Lemuel Penn in CGeorsia vere the result of relatively
disorganized "patrolling" efforts by local Klan units.
Further, even the "official" repudiation of violence
is qualified by the Klan's perception of the threat it
faces and the urgency of its goals. The major political

goal of the Klan today is to halt integration and the

implementation of cqual rights for Dlacks. But in the
curious Tashion of previous extremist movements, the

Klan extends its hostility to Jews, communists, and
Y 3 y

others. It preaches violence, opposes [irearms control

and urges its members to arm themselves; it insists that

its only interest is self-defense.
R .

The more recently forned Mississippi White Knights

of the Ku Klux Klan has been the source of much of the




iolence against civil-rights workers in the mid-1960"'s.

The group arose during, and in response to, the intensive

¢ivil rights activity in the state aflter a long period

of Kian dormancy. Thirty-six White Knights have recently

been arrested on charges of terrorism, including suspicion

of at least seven murders. Much of this terrorist

activity took place during the summer of 1964, The group

has been held responsible for the killing of three

civil rights workers in Neshoba County, Mississippi,

dguring that summer, and the organization's leader along

with the Neshoba Deputy She is now appealing Federal

conviction Tor that episode.

The Mississippi Vhite Knights have remained in the
forefront of white violence. In 1966, the head of the
Hattiesburp chapter of the NAACP was killed in a shooting
and firebombing on his home by carloads of White Knights.
In 1967, thc head of the NAACP's Natchez chanter was

killed when a bomb was planted in his car. The group

is suspected of burning some 75 churches.
The White Knights have stressed that the major
source of their effectiveness is favorable public opinion.

Their leader, Sam Bowers has written: "As long as they

are on our side we can do just about anything to our

¥ .

an succeass

enemies with impunity." As a general rule,
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throughout the South has come primerily in those areas

where stzte and local leaders and police have been mnost

militant in resisting civil rights activity. This con-

forms to a voint made many yecars apgo by Gunnar Myvrdal

the Nepro problem in the United

in his classic study of

States (An Ancrican Ditemns). Mypdal vointed out that

private and public defenders of seprepgation in the South
during the 1940's endorsed violations of law and engaged

in what we now call civil disobedience. This was even

after »hn Supreme Court decision in 1954,

Tirst
hand from their contact with white

more apnarent
The Blacl learned/

authorities in the South that the most effective tactic
in a struggle with a law perceived as unjust is civil

-and perhaps even violence,

disobedien
and courts

s, local and state Jjuries

%N,\.,

have acquired an Hxp

Over the ye¢

+ve record of failling to prose ecute

or convict in crimes apainst civil rights workers. Even
the Federal povernment was not very wigorous in prosecu-

tion until the swmaer of 1964, Perhaos one of the most

! §§3 3>\3 encourapging developnents of the decadc is the increasing
ﬁﬂ‘ tendency of Southern states to prosecute and Southern
1S
juries to convict. An all-white jury in the Neshoba

case brought forth a convicticn. Also [add other

| xamoles. ]
| W

Wt M'B(BL N
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There have been other violent sepregationist groups

at work in the South. The National States Rights Party,

with headquarters in Birmingcham and membership in
3 1 . ) .
i

several non-Southern states, is anti-Semitic as well as

anti-MNegro. Founded in 1958 as a poiitical party
accomplish what the Klan

emphasizing politic

had so often used violence to achieve, the NSRP is an

outerowth of an earlier group called the Columblans.

The Columbians was a guerilla group, which, in the late

1940's, organized an armed_blot to overthrow the Georgla

State government. Despite its emphasis on political

action, the NBRP has been extrenmely active in Southern

rgcial violence. In 1957 and 1958, there was a rash of

bombing incidents in the South against Synagogues and

other Jewish institutions. Finally, five men were

caught in an attempt to bomb a synagogue and vere

identified as having close affiliations‘with the HSRP.

Moreover, an NSRP member has been implicated in the

pombing of a Birmingham church in 1963 in which four-

Black children died. The group is also credited with

a good deal of the violence accompanying racial disorders

in St. Augustine, Florida in 1963.. Connie Lynch, a

speaker and organizer fov NSRP, has been espeeially vile

in his vilification. After the bombing ol the

e
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Birmingham church h
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urpan violence directed against blacks. Militancy seems
to\ﬁé increasing among some segments of the population
of the northern and western cilties, principally in
reaction to black civil-rights activity, the ghetto
riots, and a fear of increasing crime committed by
blacks.

One indication of the depth of the new militancy
is the body of evidence showing that a sizable segment
of the urban population is willing to arm itself and
use violence to defend itself against blaék disorder.
Many Northern whites organize in support of harsh
police measures against rioters--as, for example, the
12,500 signers of a petition organized by the Paterson
(N.J.) Té%payers Assoéiation urging the "use of all
force reasonably necessary" to put down civil disorders.
(Similarly, polls revealed that most Americans approved
the violent response of Chicago Police to anti-war
demonstraters at the Democratic Convention last summer. )
Beyond sanctioning the use of official violence, many
urban whites express a willingness to use private
violence. A Harris poll taken in September 1967,
indicated that 55 per'cent of a sample of white gun owners
said they would use their gun to shoot other people in

case of a riot; 41 per cent of whites with incomes under

$5,000 expressed the fear that their home or neighborhood
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wquld be affected in a riot as compared with 34 per cent

-of\éll whites. A study of white reaction to the Los

Angéies riot of 1965 indicates that the willingness to
use guns and personal fear of riot are related. Some

23 per cent of a sample of whites said that they had

felt a great deal of fear for themselves or their
families. However, nearly half of those who had consid-
ered the use of firearms were also among those who had
felt a great deal of fear. Willingnesé to use guns

was highest in lower income communities and in integrated

communities at all income levels; it was also highest

.among whites living in close proximity to Negroes,Aamong

men, the young, the less educated, and those in three
éccupatibhal categories: managers and proprietors,
craftsmen and foremen, and operatives. The high degree
of willingness to use violénce on the part of high
income whites living close to blacks suggests that fear
is a greaq equalizer of class distinctions.

Expressing willingness to use guns in the face of
a riot, of course, is not the same as actually doing |
so. Since the recent riots have been contained within
the black ghettos thehselves, we do not know whether
behavior will follow attitudes with regard to the use
of guns. We do know that white urban and suburban
residents have been buying guns in the aftermath of civilA

disorders. A Los Angeles study found that 5 per cent
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oﬂ“their sampled whites did buy firearms or ammunition
du}ihg the Watts riot to protect themselves and their
-, ¥ . .

families; another 7 per cent already had guns and

ammunition available. In Detroit, more than twice as
many guns were-registered in the first five months éf
1968 than in the corresponding five months of 1967; the
increase followed the riots of August 1967. A simiiar
trend appears to have occurred in Newark. White
neighborhoods were not significantly threatened in any
of these riots.

; ' Further light on the potential for white violence
-1s shed by a study prepared for the Kerner Commission
which attempted to pinpoint the "potential white rioter."
A samplézéf whites was asked whether, in case of a

. Negro riot in their city, they should "do some rioting

against them" or leave the matter for the authorities

to handle, Five per cent of the whites advocated
counter-rioting; for men the figure was 8 per cent.
Surburban whites were slightly less inclined to advocate
a counter-riot than were city whites. Less educated

whites tended to support counter-rioting, and there was

' .

i : ¥ Interestingly, the handgun used to kill Senator Robert
| Kennedy was purchased for self-defense at the time of
: i . the Watts riot.
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axgtpiking degree of advocacy of countér—riot by teen-

age\males, 21 per cent of whom felt they should riot
against Negroes. This percentage is slightly higher
than the percentage of Negro teenagers who said they

would join a riot if one occurred in their city.

Again, the degree to which these attitudes are, or
might be, expressed in behavior is unknown. Nevertheless,
studies of recent riots indicate that a significant A
number of "riot-related" arresfs of whites has taken place.
Occasionally, as in the Detroit riot of 1967;‘wh1tes g
have been arrested on charges of looting, apparently
‘in cooperation with blacks. Studies show more frequently, ‘ ;
however, that white males have been arrested beyond ) ; ; ;

or near the perimeters of riot areas for "looting

outside the riot areas, riding through the area armed,

refusing to recognize a police perimeter, shooting at ‘

4 Negroes." Such incidents were particularly apparent in . i
the New Haven, Plainfield, Dayton, and Cincinnati riots ‘ } |
of 1967. The white counter-riot, of course, has |

| historical precedent. In fact, most of the Northern ‘ ]
race riots before 1935 involved pitched battles between |
| whites aﬁd blacks with working—class_white youths

particularly in evidence.

The participation of white working—cléss youth in

violence against civil rights activists and against
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blapks-moving into white neighborhoods has been noted

in‘mény Northern cities. In Chicago, for example,
white youth were especially prominent in the Trumbull
Park housing disturbances of the late 1950's, the
assault on civil rights activiéts attempting to
integrate South Side beaches ih the early 1960's, and
the violence accompanying Mart&n Luther King's activity
in the West Side in 1966. Millitant white youths have
been active in several racially troubled areas of
Chicago in 1968. In Blue Island, for example, sixty-

seven white youths were arrested after harassing and

"beating Negroes following an incident in which two

young whipes were shot. Schools in many areas of the
country, in recent months, have been disrupted by
conflict between black and wﬁite youngsters. The new
militancy of black high school students is being
countered in some areas by a corresponding white student

militancy. In Trenton, New Jersey, for example,

" militant white high school students, many carrying

signs reading "white power", boycotted classes protest-
ing incidents of "roughihg—up” by black students.
Although youth have been prominent in relatively

disorganized instances of militant white violence, the

major efforts at organized militancy have been made by




|
i

adults who comprise the leadership of various nelghbor-

hodd:defense organizations which have appeared in

several places outside of the South. Some of these, like

the "Breakthrough" organization in Detroit, urge members

to "study, arm, store provislons, and organize"; a

similar group called "Fight Back" in Warren, Michigan

argues that "The only way to stop them is at the city

limits." Others focus less on arms tralning and storage,

concentrating on community patrols to discourage black

intrusion. The most significant of these urban vigilante

groups is the North Ward Citizens Committee of Newark

which operates patrols of the neighborhood and trains

its members in Karate. Its leader, Anthony Imperiale,

who has fécently been elected to the Newark City Council

denies that his is a vigilante organization. He said

in an interview for this Commission:

The anti-vigilante bill will do nothing because I

am not a vigilante. I am 100 per cent for a para-
military law because that would outlaw people
dressed in uniforms .getting together and practicing
sabotage and overthrow of the government. I am not
out to overthrow the government. I love the govern-

ment and I am trying to save it.
Newark's North Vard is a primarily Italian-American
neighborhood with a large and growing black population,

adjacent to the predominantly black Central Ward, which
The strident

was the scene of the Newark riot of 1967.
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'nativism of the North Ward Citizens Committee reflects
théﬁifonies of the process of ethnic succession in
America. Not too long ago, according to John Higham's

Strangers in the Land:

The Italians were often thought to be the most
degraded of the European newcomers. They were
swarthy, more than half of them were illiterate,
and almost all were victims of a standard of
living lower than that of .any of the other prom-
inent nationalities. They were the ragpickers and
the poorest of common laborers: in one large city
their earnings averaged‘f'rty percent less than those
of the general- slum-dweller. Wherever they went,
a distinctive sobriquet followed them. "You don't
call an Italian a white man?" a West Coast con-
dtruction boss was asked. "No sir," he answered,
"an Italian is a Dago." Also, they soon acquired
a reputation as bloodthirsty criminals. Since
Southern Italians had never learned to fight with
their fists, knives flashed when they brawled
amot:g; themselves or jostled with other immigrants.
Soon a penologist was wondering how the country
could build prisons which Italians would not pre-
. fer to their own slum gquarters. On the typical
: Italian the prison expert commented: "The knife
with which he cuts his bread he also uses to lop
off another 'Dago's' finger or ear...he is quite
as familiar with the sight of human blood as with
¢ the sight of the food he eats.

Today, of course, the situation has shifted consid-
‘erably, and the North Ward Italians feel themselves
beleaguered by a hoarde of criminal blacks, instigated

by radicals. o ’
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. Paramilitary groups of white militants
O in the United States today are preparing )
~\ for armed combat with forces they believe : .
o have already taken over the povernment. :

A revised version of the Declaration of Indepen-
dence, written by the leader of a white militant organ-
ization, expresses the rationale for a secret, armed |

underground guerrilla movement in America today: )
"When a free and sovereign people find their
elected servants in government, and their appointed ,
advisors, following a course of action contrary .
to their oath of office, destructive to the 3
Constitution they have sworn to uphold, and i
leading relentlessly to the less of their i :
o : freedom and their sovereignty, they must perforce |
i ‘ take the most effective action to restore sane ;
: ‘ constitutional government, or perish as a free i |
‘ : and sovereign people.

The course of action deemed most effective by paramilitary P 1

groups 1s the organization of a powerful, armed resistance

force.

Just such a éourse of action occurred to ten

¢ sportsmen on a duck shoot a decade ago. One of the
hunters was Robert Bolivar DePugh, a Missouri drug ‘
manufacturer with a history of business failures. As a
result of talks that day, DePﬁgh became the founder and o i
leader of the Minutemen, a paramilitary, underground |
organizatﬁon dedlcated to fighting "the Communist take-
over" of the United Statés.

i ' .
; : The Minutemen, best known of the paramilitary

groups in this country, set up headquarters in Norborne,
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Missouri. In 1968, however, DePugh was indicted for

,

con§piracy to rob a Seattle bank and went into hiding.

\,

The ﬁinutemen also moved to an undisclosed "underground
headquarters." Informed estimates place active Minute-
men membership between 2,000 and 20,000--probably close
to 8,000--nationally, with heaviest concentration along
the West Coast (particularly around Los Angeles and
Seattle), the Southwest, and the Midwest (especially the
St; Louis and Kansas City areas).

| Minutemen believe that Communists are in substantial
control of American politics, education, and communication;
that liberals and fellow-travelers are working hand-in-
hand, knowingly or unwittingly, with the hard-core
Communists in preparation for a total Communist takeover
of the country. By the reckoning of the Minutemen, this
takeover will occur in the near future on an unspecified
date referred to as "The Day" and patriotic Americans will
have to take to the countryside with their guns to defend
the country. .

Like radical blacks and radical students, the
Minutemen reject the democratic system as a means of
political change. In’July, 1966, DePugh established a
"Political party" known as the Patriotic Party, but it
is a Minutemen front organization with a program that

reflects disillusionment with the traditional political
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precess. Thus, the Patriotic Party's precepts are that
"(153politica1 action alone will not suffice; (2) a new

political party cannot win by conventional means; (3) a

new party can win if it serves its proper function as the

political arm of a complete pafriotic resistance movement."
Miputemen see themselve% as "America's last line

of defense" and believe that violence is Justified to

meet the. grave threat to Amerig¢an principles. 1In 1961,

DePugh issued a booklet entitled Principles of Guerrilla
Warfare., Borfowing heavily from Mao‘Tse Tung and
Che Guevara, DePugh listed 50 principles, ranging from
‘methods of ambush and sniping to bombing and sabotage.
In his November, 1965 Bulletin, DePugh provided
his members with the formula and directions for making
nitroglycerin and the full deﬁails of the precise
processes used in making "simple" plastic bombs,
detonators, fuses, Molotov cocktails, and incendiary
devises——complete with directions on how they should be
“used.
The rhetoric of the Minutemen is violent and
specific: In 1963, for example, the Minutemen publication
On Target- listed the Aames of 20 Congressmen who had voted

against the louse Committee on Un-American Activities, and

prefaced the list with the following warning to Congressmen:
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“x »..Patriots are not going to let you take their

: freedom away from them. They have learned the
silent knife, the strangler's cord, the target
rifle that hits sparrows at 200 yeards. Only
their leaders restrain them. Traitors beware!
Even now the cross-hairs are on the back of your
necks.

These words are often pfefaced by the statement.
below anq printed on posters aéd stickers, to serve as
part of Minutemen ps&chologicai warfare against their
"enemy":

See the old man at the corner where you buy your
papers? He may have a silencer equipped pistol
under his coat. That eXtra fountain pen in the

o pocket of the insurance salesman who calls on you
i : might be a cyanide gun. What about your milkman?
Arsenic works slow but sure. Your auto mechanic
may stay up nights studying booby traps...

These words evoke memories of the World War TII
anti-Nazi Resistance fighters and their deadly effective-

¢ ness. Melodramatic as they are, they must be considered

v in the context of the kind of people who read them.
Recent events linked to Minutemen have included an R
attempted bank robbery near Seattle (complete with plans for
:dynamiting of police and power stations),an assault on a
! ‘ peace group in Connecticut which involved a close-range
gun battle with police and four wounded, and an attempted
assault on three campé in the New York area which
. allegedly had been used at variéus timés by left-wing and
; ) : pacifist groups.

In the last incident, some 20 Minutemen were
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arrested and the following weapons and equipment were
corifiscated:

125 rifles, single or automatic; ten pipe bombs;
five mortars; 12 .30 caliber machine guns; 25
handguns; 20 sets of brass knuckles with knives
attached; 220 knives of various sorts; 1 bazooka;
3 grenade launchers; 6 hand grenades; 50 80-mm.
mortar shells; 1 million rounds of ammunition of
all kinds; chemicals for preparing bomb detonators;
30 walkie talkies and other communication devices,
including short-wave equipment capable of inter-
cepting police radio messages; 50 camouflage suits
with boots and steel helmets; and, of all things,

a crossbow.
Minutemen arrested in connection with these assaults
included a milkman, two mechanics, a grocery clerk, a cab

driver, a gardner, a bus driver, a fireman, a plasterer,

a landscape artist, a draftsman, an airport steward, a

church maintenance man, a horse groom, a heavy eqpipment
operator, a longshoreman, a civilian driver for a U. S.
Army base, and a ship's oiler. Those arrested and the
equipment confiscated make the spy—movie'rhetoric of
Minutemen messages seem a little less absurd.

A considerable amount of effort is spent by
Minutemen gathering intelligence on potential targets
(power and communications centers, armé supplies, etc.)
and on infiltration of légitimate agencies., Minutemen
have attémpted, with some success, to infiltrate police

forces, National Guard units, even the reserve unit of the

U. S. Army's 11th Special Forces--the "Green Berets."
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s Our study of assassination and political violence
in'&merica indicates that the United States has been
virtdélly free of political or conspiratorial assassina-
tion used as a tactic to overthrow the government or
seize power. We did find, however, that conditions may
be present now or in the near future which give rise to
this invidious type of assassination. The Minutemen
illustrate the danger.

In April, 1966, a former top lieutenant in the
Minutemen testified under subpoena before a Federal Grand
Jury that at one meeting of the Minutemen there was talk
of assassinating Senator J. William Fulbright, but that
the plan was called off by leader DePugh just before the
attempt Gés to be madé for fear that subsequent investiga-
tions might endanger the organization. Both DePugh and
his former Lieutenant told a Kansas City Star reporter
in an interview that talk of assassinating Senator
Fulbright grew out of a scheme for "gaining control of
the government." The plan, according to fhe Star was "to
threaten éertain members of Congress, telling them to '
start voting American or they would be killed."

Prior to the Federal investigation of the Minutemen,
the ex-Lieutenant had told Kansas City's Jackson County

Prosecutor of Minutemen plans to tour the country poisoning

politicans and Communists with strychnine, and of a
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suggestion to place poison either in the air conditioning
or ﬁéter system of the United Nations headquarters in
New York. )

The County Prosecutor told newsmen that shotgun
blasts had shattered the home of his alde who had con-
ducted a weapons raid against Minutemen.

New York State Attorney General Louis J, Lefkowitz
in a report to Governor Nelson Rockefeller in October
1967, told of plots by the Minutemen to assassinate such
prominent political figureé as Vice-President Humphrey,
Chief Justice Earl Warren and Governor Rockefeller
‘himself.

TPQ Minuteman have been unable‘to organize them-
selves for political action in an effective sense. They
remain a loose collection of armed guerrilla bands. Their
attempts at alliance with other groups have met with
little success., The Minutemen were allied with the John
Birch Society until DePugh was expelled from that organ-
ization in 1964, Informal affiliation remains, and some
of the Minutemen arrested in the New York assault attempt
were also Birch membegs.. Individual Minutemen have had
connections with the Nazi Party and the Klan. The National
States Rights Party cut.off its support of. the Minutemen
in 1964 on the grounds that the Minutemen ﬁad "gone too
far." While the highly individualistic ideology and loose

B R et e e R
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control over membership hamper effective organizational

actiyities, they may increase the potential for localized

violence by individual members and units.

There are.other paramilitary, extremist white
organizations. The American Nazi Party has exhorted its

members to arm, kill Jews, and do battle with the Black

Panthers. 1Its founder, George Lincoln Rockwell was shot
to death in a Virginia laundromat in 196_ by a former
Party member. (Check details.) The Fighting American

Nationalists, the Soldiers of the Cross, and the Christian

Youth Corps all stockpile arms and ammunition, plan for ' £ i ‘
‘guerrilla warfare against "traitors," and fill the air
with anti-Semitic, anti-Negro hate rhetoric.

Such paramilitary extremist groups are not new in

this country's history, but'neither are they unimportant. i :

Because they are often illegal and usuall& conspiratorial, g i !

TR R s

. we know- too little about them and the po@ential danger

they represent. Paramilitary groups have been characterized

by instability of organization; they are constantly

fragmenting, dissolving, forming and reforming alliances, . |

and undergoing rapid turnover of membership. As one

observer has noted, they represent a frame of mind more
{ than an organization, or an attitude in search of an
5 ; ’ . organization. It is not inconceivable that under certain

circumstances such paramilitary movements may cohere and
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become more effective. Their potential for mischief
andfviolence, already great, could become even more of

a thfeat to the civil peace.

: & White militants and extremists, like—their
1 Jaele—counterparts, are alienated from the .
- larger society. Socially and—eeonomigally .Jﬂéz\~
. disadvantaged, disillusioned with the
social and political system, angry over
the circumstances of their lives, they
resort to intolerant and often violent

behavior.

Who are the thte militants and extremists? What
are the causes of theilr discontent and why 1s theilr anger
expressed so frequently in racial, ethnic, or religious
‘intolerance? What 1s the relationship between the larger
soclety and the minority of militants and extremists?

wé know too little about the psychological and
sociological causes of prejudice and extremism to answer
these questions precisely. Historical, cultural,
economic, and situational factors are all obviously
involved. -At best, we can describe the characteristics
of white militants and extremists, listen to their words,
observe their behavior, evaluate the environment in which
they thrive, and offer some speculative conélusions.

The plight of blacks is now well documented and
well known by contemporary Americai The deprivations and
injustices they have suffered are now a matter of record.

Millions of white Americans have suffered a similar fate,

and this 1s not so well known.
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There are more than 34 million Americans--more
thaﬁgQ million families--who do not have enough money
to provide even basic necessities of life--who lack
adequate housing, adequate food, and adequate clothing.
To count these people in terms of percentages of some
larger population is not only not helpful, but misleading
and injurious, for poverfy is an individual calamity,
not a statistic. Poverty of this type is not measured

against some standard fixed by a government agency, but

against the abllity to survive.

- Such poverty stalks both rural and urban America.

‘In rural America there are 14 million people subsisting
on incomes of less than $3,000 annually. Eleven million

of these are white. More than 70 per cent of America's

rural poor families struggle along on less than $2,000
a year, and one in four exists on less than $1,000 a
year.

The remaining 20 million poor Americans live in
cities, and again poor whites far outnumber poor non-
whites. The problem of rural poor and urban poor is in
some measure a single'prdblem, for many of those families
which cannot eke out a living in the countryside finally
gather together the little hope and energy left to them

and move to urban centers. Generally, they end up in

white ghettos.
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The South--scene of so much of the violencé in

our*history——is‘also the location of many of America's

poor. One out of every two poor families in America
lives in the South, and one-sixth of 'all white families
in the South are poor as compared to one-tenth of families

outside the South. In 1964, the median family income

in the United States was $3,840, but in the South it was

only $2,900.
Between the destitute poor and the relatively

affluent middle class, are many millions of Americans

whose desifes and expectations exceed what they actually i j
‘pecelve from life. At the lower end of this group are i
the near poor, who subsist only slightly better than the :
destitute, whose lives aré rather dismal and difficult

) struggles to hold their place on the economic ladder.

Also in this group of Americans are the wdrking class
and lower-middle-class. In the South these tend to be
White anglo-saxon protestants; in the urban centers of
the North they are more likely to be from ethnic groups
(especially Southern and Eastern European). Robert Wood,
former head of the Degarﬁment of Housing and Urban
Developmeht saild in a speech last June:

Let us consider the working American--the average
white ethnic male:

~ He 1s the ordinary employee in factory and in
office. Twenty million strong, he forms the bulk
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of the nation's working force. He makes five to
ten thousand dollars a year; has a wife and two
children; owns a house in town--between the
(black) ghetto and the suburbs, or perhaps in

a low-cost subdivision on the urban fringe;

and he owes plenty in installment debts on his

car and appliances.

The average white working man has no capital, no
stocks, no real estate holdings, except for his
home, to leave to his children. Despite the gailns

hammered out by his union, his job security is far
I5‘»\I‘r‘om complete. Layoffs, reductions, automation, !
?Q} and plant relocation remain the invisible witches : :
(X at every christening. He finds his tax burden 1s i ;
L)v heavy; his neighborhood services, poor; his 3 i
QQ national image, tarnished; and his political clout 1
\\LEQQ diminishing... i
W+ \\(\}\\\ e ‘ (‘
R 3 —_—
o \\~Sﬁe¥ A1l such Americans are obviously not white |
?§#* ~militants and white extremists. But those Americans who
are generally come from these ranks. Leadership positions 'E
in such organizations as the Ku Klux Klan and the g | i
Minutemen are often held by middle-class, professional, g i !
. , i ;
or even well-to-do, but the rank-and-file membership has | | |
i I
generally come from the working classes and the poor. i
i The South and the Ku Klux Klan provide a clear

i11lustration. The flourishing white violence in the

South must be seen against the background of major social
and economlc changes which have produced in many areas of
the region this dispossessed and amorphous class of
marginal whites. Increasing industrialization has shifted

the center of influence to a rising middle class,

frequently Republican and increasingly affluent.




- lo -

Simgltaneously, industrialization has effectively‘begun
to undermine the caste order in the economic realm., Jobs
formerly "white" have been entered by Negroes, especially
in the burgeoning area of the southern economy composed ‘
of industries working in part on government contracts,
At the same time that caste controls over black economic
competition are crumbling under the impact of economic
rationalization, a pervasive economic insecurity exists
throughout much of a region that is still essentially
underdeveloped. Whites who have owned little more than
their own white skin and controlled little more than
local behavior of the blacks find themselves being left
with only thelr white skin. Ironically, the poweflessness
and 1mpo€ence they experience is akin to that long
experienced by black Americans who have been victimized
by the same profound forces. '

The Klan, these white Americans believe, has some-
thing to offer them. The Klan rhetoric reflects the
strong sense of distributive injustice which these whiﬁes
feel. bKlansmen have . criticized the extent of Federal
anti-poverty funds gijen'to blacks in the face of White
poverty, and complain that riots have brought blacks
federal largesse while the law-abiding, poor white must
work and receives no federal help. "Health, Education,

and Welfare is nigger health, nigger education, and nigger
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we}fare; they have done nothing about yours," a Klan leader

telis his members. He goes on to point out that those
who advocate integration are those who can afford to live

in exclusive white neighborhoods or send their children

to private schools.

The racist thrust of southern white protest has
: |
largely obscured the fact that the grievances expressed

by the poor whites are valid and genuine and that they

have been largely ignored. Infan important sense,

racism has successfully channeied the strident political

protest of these whites into expressions which support

the existing political and social arrangements in the

South without doing anything to correct the sources of

the grie;énces. Klan violence represents the thwarted

displaced political protest of whites acting from a con-

text of economic insecurity, threatened manhood, and

inability to influence local and national political

structures. Again, the conditions parallel those of poor

“blacks and lends credence to the charge that "The
‘establishment fears war between the races less than an
alliance between them."
The situation of the militant white in the urban
north is simiiar. Robert Wood's description of the

average white ethnic male working man continues with

this comment:
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One comes to understand his tension in the face

of the aspiring black minority. He notes his
place on the lower runs of the economic ladder.

He sees the movement of black famllies as a threat
to his home values. He reads about rising crime
rates in clty streets and feels this is a direct
challenge to his family. He thinks the busing of
his children to unfamiliar and perhaps inferior
schools will blight their chance for a sound
education. He sees only one destination for the

minority movement--his job.
. i

|
As has been the case historically, our social and

political institutions have no yet found ways'of

accommodating both the legitimate grievances of aspiring

minorities and the grievances of those who feel the threat

of displacement. Nor have those institutions significantly

llessened the danger of physical violence or criminal

viectimization which accompany life on the fringes of the

slums. Consequently, the white urban dweller is insecure;

while his fear may be exaggerated, it has a basis in the

grim realities of contemporary urban 1life. Under present

conditions, his property may indeed decline in value
when blacks move into his neighborhood. He does have to
. cope directly with the problem of "crime in the streets."

Anthony Imperiale's North Ward Citizens Committee
was formed to deal with just sgch a situation. His
members——iargely of Italian origin--see the neighborhood
they have worked so hard to bulld deteriorating. They
strongly resent the concentration of state and federal

money being poured into the black community.
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Imperiale says:

Are there no poor whites? But the Negroes get
all the antipoverty money. When pools are being
built in the Central Ward, don't they think the
white kids have got frustration? The whites are
the majority. You know how many of them come to
me, night afiter night, because they can't get a
job? They've been told, "we have to hire
Negroes first." ;

i
i

In August, Imperiale's headquarters was bombed, and
he has been highly critical of |the lack of response by
police and city officials. "What makes me mad," he

declares, "is that if the bombing had happened in the

Central Ward, there would have been all kinds of FBI

agents and authorities. When we get bombed, neither the

mayor, the governor nor anyone else sald it was a bad

thing to have happened. No statement whatsoever was made
in the papers." . »

The paramilitary organizations, like the Minutemen,
are similarly alienated. Minutemen membership 1s pre-
dominantly male, of Western European ancestry and at least
‘nominal . Christianity; at least one half are blue collar
workers. There are few professional or salaried white
- collar workers in the Mihutemen, but an over-representation

of small proprietors. In an important sense, the worker,
the urban clerk, the small-town businessman have been

overwhelmed by social developments beyond his capacity to

understand or control. It can be argued that the source
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of . his complaint is not "communism" at all, but rather
it is a form of capitalism which has been imposed from

the outside. The new capitalism is not the classic

capitalism

entrepreneurlal / of America S0 cherlshed by

most Americans; it is the newer, blgger, corporate

capitalism of contemporary Amepica. The new capitalilsm

while creating new opportunitiés and new security for

large business and for much of jorganized labor and

making possible the rudimentary welfare state aid to

the poof, has 1afgely passed by those in the various

occupational backwaters which the Minutemen membership

represents. The benefits-~tax loopholes, government

‘ contracts, controlled markets, and the like--~acecruing to

1arge—scale corporate capltalism are not available to them;

nor, for many are the benefits of organized labor.

Inereasingly left behind in the thrust of these develop-

ments, the marginal white feels all of the strains of

modern life without most of its benefits.
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wlence and Intimidation in the Sowth—
A Partial Chronology

A,

(The )’o\IIowing chronology does not
violence, arson and intimidation which

purport to be a complete record of the acts of
have taken place in the South in the period be-
tween September, 1962, and April, 1965. Nor is each episode necessarily attributable
directly to the activity of the Ku Klux Klans. But knowledgeable observers believe that
most acts of violence in the South in vecent years are the work of the Klans, individuals
working closely with the Klans, or Klan-type elements.)

Sept. 1 Louisiana
Sept. 8  Albany
Ga.

Sept. 5  Dallas
Ga.

Oct. 4 Greenville
Miss.

Oct. 13 Binningham
Ala.

Dec. 14 Birmingham

s Al

.

Feb. 4 Mobile
_Ala.

Feb.7 Bossier City
La.

March 24  Birmingham
Ala,

May 11 Birmingham
Ala,

1962

Crosses were burned by the Klan in
front of the state capitol in Baton
Rouge; three Negro schools in
Hodge and near Bosco; at a Negro
Minister’s home in Bastrop; and in
eleven other north Louisiana towns,

A cross was burned at a Klan meet-
ing.

A group of masked riders attempted
to force their way into the home of
a Negro, but were forced to flee
when they were fired on.

A cross was hurned near the home
of Hodding Carter, cditor-publisher
of the Delta Democrat-Times.

A man was beaten at a Klan rally
after he declared: “Mob violence is
no answer to anything.”

The New Bethel Baptist Church, a
Negro church, was damaged by a
bomb.

1963

A cross was burned in front of the
home of a Negro minister, who had
urged desegregation of a high school.

Four men were arrested following
the painting of some 30 KKK signs
on sidewalks, stores, buildings, traf-
fic signs and driveways.

A bomb exploded at the home of a

-Negro, injuring two of the five occu.

pants,

Blasts ripped the home of Rev. A. D.
King and the A. G. Gaston Motel.

May 12

May 17

June 8
June 18

June 26
June 30

July 14
July 27

August 15

August 21
August 26

HE

Anniston
Ala.

Alexandria
La.

Tuscaloosa
Ala.

Gillett
Ark.

Gulfport
Miss.

Jackson
Miss.

Atlanta
Ga.

Anderson
S.C.

Birmingham
Ala,
Birmingham

Ala.

Columbia
S.C.

Shots were fired at the homes of two
Negroes. On May 20, a one-time
Klan leader, Kenncth Adams, was
arrested and on May 25 was con-
victed for these assaults. He was
sentenced to 180 days in jail and
fined $100 on each of the shooting
counts. Freed on bond pending an
appeal. (Adams was also accused of
firing a shot into a Negro church on
May 12. On April 8, 1964, a jury
found him innocent.)

A cross was burned in front of the
home of relatives of 2 Negro youth
who was in jail, charged with rape
of a white woman.

A cross was burned at a Klan mect-
ing.

A dynamite blast blew out the front
door of a Negro church.

An explosion damaged the offices of
a Negro doctor, who was president
of the local NAACP chapter.

An explosion collapsed a two-family
frame house; four Negro.men es-

caped injury.

A cross was burned at a Klan meet-
ing,

Klan meeting featured a cross burn-

ing. .

Tear gas bombs were detonated at a
department store which had recent-
ly been desegregated.

_The home of Negro attorney Arthur
*'D. Shores was bombed.
W

T A packet of dynamite blew a crater

near the home of a. Negro girl,
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. Violence ana Intimidation in the South—
A Partial Chronology

(The following chronology does not purport to be a complete record of the acls of
violence, arson and intimidation which have taken place in the South in the period be-
tween Septemnber, 1962, and April, 1965. Nor is each episode necessarily attributable
directly to the activity of the Ku Klux Klans. But knowledgeable observers believe that
most acts of violence in the South in recent years are the work of the Klans, individuals
working closely with the Klans, or Klan-type elements.)

Sept. 1 Louisiana

Sept. 3 Albany
Ga.

Sept. 5 Dallas
Ga.

Oct. 4 Greenville
Miss.

Oct. 13 Birmingharﬁ
Ala.

Dec. 14 Birmingham
s Al

Feb. 4 Mobile
Ala.

Feb. 7 Bossier City
La.

March 24 Birmingham
Ala,

May 11 Birmingham
Ala,

1962

Crosses were burned by the Klan in
front of the state capitol in Baton
Rouge; three Negro schools in
Hodge and near Bosco; at a Negro
Minister’s home in Bastrop; and in
eleven other north Louisiana towns.

A cross was burned at a Klan meet-
ing.

A group of masked riders attempted
to force their way into the home of
a Negro, but were forced to flee
when they were fired on.

A cross was hurned near the home "

of Hodding Carter, editor-publisher
of the Delta Democrat-Times.

A man was beaten at a Klan rally
after he declared: “Mob violence is
no answer to anything.”

The New Bethel Baptist Church, a
Negro church, was damaged by a
bomb.

1963

A cross was burned in front of the
home of a Negro minister, who had
urged desegregation of a high school.’

Four men were arrested following
the painting of some 30 KKK signs
on sidewalks, stores, buildings, traf-
fic signs and driveways.

A bomb exploded at the home of a

-Negro, injuring two of the five occu-’

pams.

Blasts ripped the home of Rev. A. D.
King and the A. G. Gaston Motel.

May 12

May 17

June 8
June 18

June 26
June 30

July 14
July 27

August 15

August 21

August 26

&A

Anniston
Ala.

Alexandria
La.

Tuscaloosa
Ala.

Gillett
Ark.

Gulfport
Miss.

Jackson
Miss.

Atlanta
Ga.

Anderson
S.C.

Birmingham
“Ala,

Birmingham
Ala.

Columbia
S.C.

Shots were fired at the homes of two
Negroes. On May 20, a one-time
Klan leader, Kenneth Adams, was
arrested and on May 25 was con-
victed for these assaults. He was
sentenced to 180 days in jail and
fined $100 on each of the shooting
counts. Freed on bond pending an
appeal. (Adams was also accused of
firing a shot into a Negro church on
May 12. On April 8, 1964, a jury
found him innocent.)

A cross was burned in front of the
home of relatives of a Negro youth
who was in jail, charged with rape
of a white woman.

A cross was burned at a Klan meet-
ing.
A dynamite blast blew out the front

door of a Negro church.

An explosion damaged the offices of
a Negro doctor, who was president
of the local NAACP chapter.

An explosion collapsed a two-family
frame house; four Negro.men es-
caped injury.

A cross was burned at a Klan meet-
ing,

Klan meeting featured a cross burn-

ng.

Tear gas bombs were detonated at a
department store which had recent-
ly been desegregated.

The home of Negro attorney Arthur

D Shores was bombed.

A packet of dynamite blew a crater

near the home of a Negro girl,
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August 26 Buras

Sept. 1

Sept. 4
Sept. '_I‘
Sept. 8

Sept. 15

Sept. 18

- Sept. 25

Sept. 30

Nov. 16

Nov. 16

La.

Winnsboro
La.

Birmingham
Ala,

Ocala
Fla,

Birmingham
Ala.

Birmingham
Ala.

St. Augustine
Fla,

Birmingham
la,

Birmingham
la,

Tuscaloosa
Ala,

Rayville
La,

scheduled to enter the University of
S.C. p I ’
An explosion wrecked a classroom

and started a fire in an integrated
Catholic school.

Crosses were burned in front of
several schools, one night after a

- Klan rally.

The home of Arthur D. Shores was
blasted again.

A 85-{oot cross was burned at a Klan
rally.

The home of A. G Gaston, an in-
fluential Negro, was bombed.

The bombing of the 16th Street
Baptist Church resulted in the death
of four -Negro girls.

Four Negroes were beaten when
they drove their car near a Klan
rally. Four Klansmen were arrested
on Sept. 19 and released on bond.
On Oct. 16, one of the beaten Ne-
groes was convicted of assaulting
two of the Klansmen. On Nov. 5, a
jury found one of the Klansmen
innocent, and charges against the
other threce were dismissed.

Two bombs were exploded in 2 Ne-
gro neighborhood.

State Police arrested two men in
connection with racial bombings.
The suspects, Robert E, Chambliss
and Charles Cagle, had Klan records.
A third man, John W. Hall, was
subsequentiy arrested. On Oct. 9 the
City Recorder found the men guilty
of possessing dynamite and sen-
tenced them to 180-day jail sen-
tences and $100 fines. The three
were released on bond. On June 16
and 18, 1964, they were found not
guilty by a jury.

Two explosions, 18 hours apart,
shattered windows in a Negro neigh-
borhood and jolted the University
of Alabama campus.

Over 1,000 Klansmen assembled
amid the glow of burning crosses.

Nov. 19

Dec. 8

January

Jan. 18.
Jan. 2.’;

Jan. 5‘
Feb. 15

Feb. 16

Apr. 18

89

Tuscaloosa

Ala.

Dawson
Ga.

McComb
Miss.

Louisiana

Atlanta
Ga.

Vicksburg
Miss.

Black Lake
La.

Jacksonville
Fla.

Notasulga
Ala,

A dynamite bomb exploded near the
dormitory of a Negro co-cd at the
University of Alabama.

Gunfire and an explosion damaged

the home of a Negro voter-registra-

tion worker.

1964

A cross was burned in front of a
Negro minister’s home.

More than 150 crosses were burned
near Negro homes, churches and
schools in five parishes.

During civil rights demonstrations,
Klansmen clashed with Negro stu-
dents.

Crosses were burned in seven dif-
ferent places.

Klan burned a cross at a meeting.

A bomb caused extensive damage to
the home of a 6-year-old Negro boy
who attended a previously all-white
school. On March 8, William Ster-
ling Rosecrans, a “close associate”
of North Florida KKK leaders, wis
arrested and charged with the bomb-
ing. On March 12, the FBI arrested
five Klansmen, Barton H. Griffin,
Jacky Don Harden, Willie Eugene
Wilson, Donald Eugene Spegal and
Robert Pittman Gentry, in connec,
tion with the bombing. On March
18, Rosecrans, who is from Indiana,
pleaded guilty and a month later
(April 17) was sentenced to seven
years in Federal prison. On June 30,
the five Klansmen went on trial and
a week later Jacky Don Harden and
Robert Pittman Gentry were ac
quitted. A mistrial was declared .in
the cases of the other three Klans-
men. Retrial began on November
16 and ninc days later a jury ac-
quitted the Klansmen of charges
they conspired to violate the civil
rights of the 6-year-old Negro boy.

The Macon County. High School
was destroyed by a fire. The school
had recently been ordered to deseg-
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regate, and white students were boy-

cotting it. e

Three men in black hoods abducted
a millworker, accused him of failing
to support his child, beat him with
a pistol and whipped him.

Bob Wagner, a newsman, was seized
by Klansmen near one of their meet-
ings, and was beaten.

BN

Two young Negroes disappeared
and their bodies were accidently
found in the Mississippi River in
July by a large group of men who
were looking for three missing civil
rights workers. On Nov. 6 two men,
one an acknowledged member of

- the Klan, were arrested on charges

April Bogalusa
La.
April Jackson
La.
May 2 Jackson
: Miss.
May Mississippi

May 29 St. Augustine
Fla.

Philadelphia

June 16
Miss.
june 17 Jackson
Miss.
June 20 Fayett, Miss.
June McComb

Miss.,

Junc 21 Branson
Miss.’

June 21 Maben

Miss.

of killing the Negroes. They were
freed on bond pending a trial.

Crosses were burned in 64 countics
on thé same night.

Night-riders shot up an unoccupied
beach cottage and fired into an auto-
mobile, narrowly missing an aide to
Dr. Martin L. King.

A group of armed white men sur-
rounded the Mt. Zion Methodist
Church, beat Negroes and burned
the church to the ground.

A Negro was abducted by a group
of hooded men and was flogged.

A Negro civil rights worker was
chased from his car by a group of
white men.

Explosions on one night occurred at
the homes of two Negroes suspected
of civil rights activities; at the bar-
bershop owned by another; and at
the homes of two white men who
had made remarks opposing KKK
violence,

The Sweet Rest Church of Christ
Holiness was rocked by an explo-
sion.

A crowd of whites, many of whom
were armed, circled a car containing

June 21 Philadelphia
Miss.
June22  McComb
Miss.
June 25 Ruleville
Miss.
June Longdale
Miss.
June 27 McComb
Miss.

July 4 Enficld
N.C.

July 7 McComb
: Miss.

© July il Athens
Ga.

G0

six Negro civil rights workers. Pas-
sengers were spat upon, cursed and
threatened. -

.. in
Three civil rights workers, two of
them white, were murdered. On
Dec. 4, the FBI arrested twenty-one
men, charging them with conspiring
to violate the constitutional rights
of the three young men. Several of
the defendants were members of the
Klan. The men were released on
bond. On Dec. 10, 2 U.S. Commis-
sioner dismissed the charges against

‘19 of them. On Jan. 11, 1965, the

Government presented to a Federal
Grand Jury the confessions of two
of the inen, one of whom is an ac-
knowledged member of a Klan.
The Grand Jury handed down in-
dictments on Jan. 15 against most
of the original defendants. On Feb.
25, a U. S. District Court judge dis-
missed felony indictments against
seventeen men, but ruled they must
stanid trial urder a misdemeanor
charge. An eighteerith defeéndant

was to be tried separately in Atlanta.

The homes of two Negroes active in
the civil rights movement were
bombed.

A Negro church was bomibed.

Another Negro church was hit by a
fire bomb,

A Molotov cocktail mixture of oil
and kerosene was hurled against the
front door of the McComb Enter-
prise Journal. A note around the
bottle was signed “K.K.K.”

Cross-burm'ng.

Three explosions destroyed a sec-
tion of the civil rights “Freedom
House.”

Lemuél Penn, a Negro educator,
along with a companion, had com-
pleted summer training at Fort Ben-
ning, Georgia. They were driving

home when they were fired on and .

Penn was killed. On Aug. 6, fous
men identified as Klansmen, were
arrested in connection with the kill-
ing. On August 81 two white men
went on trial. A third man's con-

~




July 12

July1s

July 14

July 17

July 18
July 19
July 19

July 24

July 30
July 51

August 1

Natchez
Miss, .

Elm City
N.C.

Wesson
Miss.

McComb
Miss.

Atlanta
Ga.

Madison Co.
Miss.

St. Augustine
Fla.

St. Augustine
Fla,

Meridian
Miss.

Brandon
Miss.

Farmerville
La.

August 13 Raleigh

N.C.

August 15 Natchez

Miss,

fession, Qr repudiated, was read.
On Scpt™, a jury found the two
Klansmen not guilty. On Oct. 16,
the four Klansmen, along with two
others, were indicted by a Federal
grand jury, charged with acts of in-
timidation and violence against Ne-
groes. On Dec. 29,.the Federal in-
dictments against the six men were
thrown out by a U. S, District Coust
“judge. A state charge of murder is

»still faced by the Klansman who

originally confessed a role in the
slaying. Another man was charged
with being an accessory after the
fact. :

Two Negro churches were leveled
by arsonists.

An attempt to burn a Negro church
that an integrated group planned to
paint led to the arrest of two men.
The KKK had warned that it would
prevent efforts to conduct integrated
projects at a church.

The owner of a gas station was beat-
en by three masked and hooded
men. He had refused to join the
Klan, had hired Negro help and
allowed them to use the cash regis-
ter.

The Zion Hill Freewilt
Church was burned, and two men
were roughed up by three white men.

Cross-burning at a Klan meeting.

The Christian Union Baptist Church
was destroyed by a fire.

A 20-foot cross was burned at a
Klan rally.

A fire bomb was tossed into a re-
cently-integrated restaurant. Later
that day, warrants were sworn out
against five Klansmen charging
them with burning a cross on pri-
vate property without permission,

The Mount Moriah Baptist Church
was destroyed by fire.

The Pleasant Grove Baptist Chirch
burned to its foundation.

A 50-foot cross was burned at. a -

Klan meeting.

Cross burned on lawn of Governor's
Mansion.

Dynamite demolished a nightclub
and bar, serving an all-Negro clien-

Baptist.

August 15

August 15

August 15

August 15

August 27

August 29

Sept, 2

Sept. 8

Sept. 6

Sept. 7

Sept. 9

Sept. 17

Sept. 19

Sept. 20

51

Greensburg
La.

Greenwood
Miss.

Jackson
Miss.

Mississippi

tele, located across the street from a
building housing the local Freedom
School. :

Several crosses were burned.

A Negro was shot while seated in his
car. (He had been severely beaten
the previous month.)

A Negro was shot, a white civil

rights worker was clubbed and. at .

least six crosses were burned.

Scores of crosses were burned, many

and Louisiana of them fired at 10 p.m. by obvious

Jackson
Miss.

Natchez
Miss,

Enfield
N.C.

Enfield
N.C.

Canton

Miss.

Summit
Miss.

McComb
‘Miss,

Canton
Miss.

Philadelphia
Miss.

McComb
Miss.

pre-arrangement.

A bomb shattered the windows and
doors in the office of a small weekly
newspaper, whose anti-Klan editor
had won a Pultizer Prize for her
crusading editorials,

A cross was burned at a Klan rally.

Cross-burning.

Several crosses were burned.

A dynamite blast ripped through a
white-owned grocery in a Negro
neighborhood.

Three predawn bomb blasts dam-
aged a home, a store and-a shed, all
owned by Negroes.

Dynamite damaged the home of a
Negro minister. :

Two Negro churchés used for voter
registration activity were burned.

Two small churches were hit by fire.

The home of a Negro woman active
in civil rights work was blasted. On
Oct. 1, three white men, who had
membership cards in the KKK, were
arrested; and one of them was also
charged in vonnection with the Sept.
9 bombing. On Oct. 12, the three
men, along with another individual,
“were indicted in connection with
the bombing. On Oct. 24, the four
men, plus five others who had been
seized in connection with the bomb-
ing, entered pleas of guilty and
nolo contendere, After designating
various sentences for the nine men, -
the judge suspended the sentences,




McComb

~. Sepa 21
: Miss.

Sept. 21 Enfield
N.C.

Sept. 23 McComb
. Miss.

Sept.23  Columbia
S.C.

Sept. 25 Natchez

Miss.

Sept. 26 Farmville
N.C.

Oct. 4 Vicksburg
Miss.

Oct. 81 Ripley
Miss.

Nov. 17 Laurel
Miss.

Nov. 29 Montgomery
Ala,

Dec. 10 Ferriday
La.

Dec. 13 Montgomery
Ala,

January  Center
Tex.

Dynamite vombs hurled from pass-
ing cars damaged a church and Ne-
gro home,

" Cross-burning.

" A bomb was hurled at the home of

a former Negro policeman.

A cross was burned in front of the

Governor's mansion.

An explosion ripped a hole in the
lawn at the home of the mayor. An-
other blast occured at the home of
a Negro.

A minister was threatened, harrassed
and searched while attending a
Klan rally.

A dynamite explosion heavily dam-
aged a Negro church building that
had been used as a voter registra-
tion headquarters.

Fire destroyed the Antioch Baptist
Church, which had been used as a
Freedom School.

A union c;fﬁcial was kidnapped at
gunpoint and whipped by masked
men.

A dynamite bomb wrecked the car-
port of the home of a Negro family.

Several white men poured gasoline
on a shoeshop and after setting fire
to it, prevented a Negro from
leaving. He subsequently died in a
hospital.

An explosion was set off outside a
Negro church. Three men were
accused of the crime and received 6-
month sentences, but were released
on probation after ten days in jail.
One of the men had been indicted
in 1957 in connection with bomb-
ings of Negro churches and homes.

1965

A number of crosses were burned,
including six in one night,

Jan. 17

- Jan. 23

Feb. 16

Feb. 28

March 5

March 9

March 21

March 21

March 22

March 25

March 29

April 1

Jonesuuio
La.

New Bern
N.C.

Mobile
Ala.

Lowndes Co.
Ala.

Indianola
Miss.

Selma
Ala,

Vicksburg
Miss,

Birmingham
Ala,

Birmingham
Ala.

Lowndesboro
Ala.

Meridian
Miss.

Birmingham
Ala.

Fires destroyed two rural Negro
churches.

Three explosions wrecked a Negro
funeral home and two cars during a
civil rights meeting. Six days later,
the FBI arrcsted three men, one of
them an Exalted Cyclops of a Klan.

Two Negro youths were wounded
by shotgun blasts,

Armed white men disrupted church
services and warned a minister to
leave the county by sundown or he
would never be found.

A Freedom School and library
burned to the ground.

Rev. James Reeb from Boston was
fatally clubbed. Two days later four
men were arrested.

A Molotov cocktail was thrown into
a desegregated cafe.

Four time bombs were discovered in
Negro neighborhoods.

Two more bombs were discovered
in the Negro community.

Mrs. Viola Gregg Liuzzo, a white
civil rights worker, was shot and
killed while driving on the Selma-
Montgomery highway. Four Klans-
men were charged with violating the
civil rights of Mrs. Liuzzo.

Fire bombs were tossed at two
Negro churches,

A dynamite bomb wrecked the home !

of a ‘Negro accountant, and two -
other bombs were found at the home
of the Mayor and a City Council-
woman,

1
i
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