


AN OPEN LETTER

TO DR. BILLY GRAHAM

or

ABOUT THIS ISSUE

There is no prophetic vocation in asserting the failure
of institutions to meet the crises of the twentieth century.,
There is no merit in proclaiming that institutions are
twined together with these very crises.

What this issue of Katallagete seeks to point out is
that governments, churches, industries, schools, maga-
zines, journals, hospitals, businesses, the media, colleges,
unions, service clubs—in their own way each has ration-
alized the twentieth century into pseudo-events of cold
war, secularism, democracy, socialism, communism, over-
kill, pollution. We are kept from the crises which might
cleanse as they destroy, redeem as they judge. The
chief function of institutions now is to perpetuate them-
selves by perpetunating myths, Illusion is reality! Form is
substance! Current “events” arc crises! Style is perform-
ance! Doing is being! “Direct” action the only action.

Institutions institute inhumanity. They can only de-
humanize the relationship between those they were insti-
tuted to serve. So only blacks, browns, reds and rednecks
in America—not scholars and scientists—retain the pas-
sion to understand and describe the dehumanizing effect
of two centuries of “The American Experiment” on both
land and people, Only students — not teachers — experi-
ence the institution of education as one with the jnhu-
manity of the twentieth century. Only the young—not
the critics of culture—grasp and thus suffer the deceits,
definitions and chicanery of cultures which exist to deny
freedom to be human: to be with the other in freedom.
Only the alienated Christian—not the mainliner—suffers
the blasphemies done Christ by the toadings of Christian
leaders to the current Kings of Isracl and Judah.

Nothing is novel about the foregoing assertions. Radi-
cals and reactionaries alike will assext that it has “always
been that way with institutions!” That “by definition” an’
institution can only rationalize and systematize the rela-
tionships between men, and thereby dehumanize what
previously was a more humane relationship. No doubt
they are right. But that is not our point. Qur point con-
cerns today, and us: our point is that because of the
linking of politics and technique, what defines the tech-
nological era is the capacity of its institutions to com-
plete the dehumanizing of mankind. Institutions in pre-
vious eras sought to do the same thing but failed simply

only one direction, and their principal energies
Lssimilate, rationalize, dehumanize any and all
~» What does it mean, therefore, to “pray” to get
"good” men “in control” of institutions which, in the
ds of Hosea, make all men “detestable like the thing
Hove'?

do not think we are saying that no “good” can
o within institutions. We know that “there is no limit
o Cod’s grace!” But we are saying that the “good” that
i incidental to, a by-product of, the service insti-
45 are “instituted” to render. Thus some quality of
i with order is found, here and there, in all modern
ernments, but this is incidental to the move toward
{#farianism which governments without exception fol-
« in the twentieth century, and forms of government,
J intentions, even prayer and Christian piety have
hing to do with it. Some “education” takes place in
‘tutions of education, but it is a by-product and not
jesult of the direction of institutional education to-
swhich functions to adjust youth to the technological
er. True, some are “led to Christ” in the instituted
rch today, but it is done against the stream of five-
t grading programs, censors hovering over “Sunday
dol” literature or “evangelistic crusades” planned and
ted more like the Pentagon than St. Paul.

because they lacked the strength which institutions tod;
have. '

Therefore, what we sec as critical about the arti
in this issue is not the fact of institutional failure
the character of it. That, and the Christian’s role in thal
failure. Law and politics serve not the citizen, but
legal and political machinery: the bureaucracies
enterprises of the military, industrial, technological,
entific, welfare, governmental complex. What can “
forms” net, what do “elections” mean, when the irresis
ible direction of government is the institution of
manity? Invariably, something like the fate of the vari
“Commissions” to study violence, political assassinati
etc., ete,, or something like the elections of 1964 or 198
or the reforms of the Mine Health and Safety ‘A
of 1969. No easing of the misery of those ground into th
waste heaps of our technological society, but mytholog
ing and assuaging the uneasy conscience of the affluen
and extending bureaucratic exploitation to even mot
phases of life. :

‘Where is there ‘Gospel in all this?” If Jesus” account of
y the Samaritan is good means anything, it means that
se who call Him Lord! Lord! are themselves called
Bly to serve men, not offices, committees, colleges, sacra-
ts, complexes, faculties, agencies. Maybe they work
re. Maybe not, But it seems clear to us Jesus is saying
o follow Iim one must be known by who he is,
by what institution he belongs to. Indeed, he serves
institution by refusing to serve it.

there is no Christian social strategy. And that means
here is no Christian “vocation” the way our bour-
ise civilization tried to enforce—having to do with
aking a living.” These are simple points in our sophis-
icated and complicated culture, but they have the power
make radical—in Jesus’ sense—who individuals are.

Some of the pages which follow contend that me
serves not so much the sufferer as the practitioner at
the industries of medicine. Others suggest that the medi
attends to interests of the owners and manipulates read
ers and viewers toward those interests, Others, th
education is about money, buildings, offices, the stot
market, secretaries, private offices, tenured and ambitiol
professors, social engineers, architects, deans, committet
and presidents, Others, that theology and ethics ob€
the ideclogical commitments of the theologians
ethicists. And when interests coincide——as in the twentié!
century they do around war and around the effort
purge from socicty what cannot be assimilated int¢:
(another form of “war”)—politics, government, colleg
labor, churches, seminary, foundations, Army, FBI a0
charitable organizations are indistinguishable from 0%
another by what they “do” to serve these interests. Y
are not talking in these pages about a “conspirach
among the Jeaders of these institations, but of somethil
more serious—of the fact that in our day, institutio

us? Who said that we can serve Him only through
e agency of institution and ordination, given their
uthority not by Christ but by Caesar® Who said that
serve only where the churches, their theologians, the
reme Conrt and the President of the United States
their desperation, tell us to serve? Who spread the
about Jesus that “the Church” is a thing, a name,
A physical setting: consecrated water, pews, altar cloths,
_Moke, budgets, computers, bricks, grapejuice, bowling

say it another way, who spread all those lies about

alleys, key cards, ordained men (only men), air condi-
tioning, Sunday School Boards, parking lots and the
American Association of Theological Schools? Who
spread such a-lie that denies what the Church of Jesus
is about, and so lied about the Church being a relation-
ship, say, like the one between the man in the ditch and
the Samaritan? Or between Jesus and Peter, whose
confession that Jesus is Lord is the rock upon which
Jesus says He builds His Church? Or, a relationship
which Jesus empowers and authorizes, between man and
God and man and man, like unto the relationship be-
tween Jesus and God, and Jesus and man? Who spread
the lies? Not the New Testament, Not the Old—we have
Jesus” word on that.

To say it again, what is critical about the articles in
this issue is not the fact, but the character of the failure
of institutions. That character suggests to us something
about the way the Christian relates himself to institu-
tions. But most important is what Jesus Himself says
about Himself, and us, about these matters. And that
suggests to us that Christians in fear and trembling must
examine their relationships to institutions. Right now.
And beginning with the ones in which we so long took
hope. :

We are not talking about “blowing up” institutions
any more than we are talking about putting the axe to
the computer—actions which relate us to institutions
(and to computers) more securely than the most dedi-
cated president (or technician). Rather, we suggest as
a minimum and starting point that the real “cop-out”
today may be those who worship in zeal and dedication
“their” institutions (and “their” place in them), who may
even on scheduled occasion try to reform them, all the
while cursing as “cop-outs” those who see such carryings-
on as exercises in idolatry as well as futility.

Who cops-out? The reformer and activist who is hostile
and intolerant of those who fail to accept his definition
of “cop-out,” “reform” and “action”® Or those who try
to call attention to the quality of institutional failure?
Who cops-out? Those who seck to serve their Lord by
reforming the unreformable? Or those who seek to serve
their Lord by being a neighbor to them who are nigh,
even those who like themselves are part of institutions?

Who cops-out? The men whose service to their insti-
tutions found them so committed elsewhere that they
were unable to serve the man their very commitments
had helped to throw in the ditch? Or the Samaritan?
Who cops-out? The men who rejected the story of the
Samaritan as individualistic, lacking in social sensitivity
and undermining the positive programs for good the
institutions were following? Or, the Man who told the
story of the Samaritan, and who lived it?

Who cops out? The one who despairs of American
totalitarianism and imperialism and heists the banner of




Hanoi, Moscow, Peking or Havana? Or the one who
sees that the same technique of principalities and pow-
ers is at work in all governments and that it is God
who sits above the circle of the earth, God who brings
the princes of the earth to nothing and judges our govern-
ments as He judges us, by what we do to the children,
the prisoners, the whores, the addicts, the scared and
bewildered, the poor, the hungry—to “the least of them”
who is the one we call Lord! Lord! ?

Who cops out? The Institute of the Prophets of the
King of Israel? Or, Micaiah, son of Imlah?

But why do we address ourselves to you, Dr. Graham?
Maybe it is because you are our Baptist brother, and we
love you. Or maybe because, as students of liberal and
Ivy League Divinity and Graduate Schools a decade or
§6 ago, we opposed and scorned those who, early in your
career, haughtily and with snickers barred you from their
Common Rooms and Chapels. We opposed them at the
time because we thought, despite your lack of the spe-
cialties of the Ivy League we were then seeking—erudi-
tion and academic degrees—that you were a man
preaching more Jesus than culture, more Gospel than
Law. We were finding that quality sadly lacking in our
own theological preparation, and more than evident by

banning vou from speaking to us as our guest and
brother in Christ,

And so maybe we are now just a little hurt and peeved
to see a man we once tried to stand up for become more
and more a man of tremendous power and influence,
Maybe we cannot accept your use of that power and
influence, in Christ’s name, to become a court prophet
in the tradition of Zedekiah son of Kenaanah, adding
your blessing (and power) to the current Kings of
Israel and Judah—whether in the semi-secrecy of a
political convention corridor in California, the pages of
Life magazine, the records of your innermost prayers
about political maneuvering on the national level, or on
the golf course, in Neyland Stadium at the University of
Tennessee, at the Fast Room of the White House. And
whether it is Lyndon Johnson, Richard Nixon, George
Wallace or Edmund Muskie you press to your bosom.
Whether it is “bussing” in North Carolina or “winning”
in Vietnam you speak about in your interviews and
sermorns,

Maybe it is all or any of these things.

But we believe it is something else, We believe
that the connection between your power and influence
and what you say to and about the Kings of Israel and
Judah must be broken. For the best example of what we
mean, we believe that the only way you, or any of us,
can minister to the troops and inhabitants of Vietnam
is to prophesy to the Pentagon and White House—in the
tradition of Micaiah, son of Tmlah.

.

The Bible Says

And you, our brother, have been and wi
prophet summoned to those halls. We shall
love, we remind you, our brother,

1 For three years there was no war
between the Aramaeans and the Israel-
ites.

2 But in the third year Tehoshaphat
king of Judah went down to visit the
king of Israel.

3 The latter said to his courtiers,
“You know that Ramoth-gilead belongs
to us, and yet we do nothing to recover
it from the king of Aram.”

4 He said to Jehoshaphat, “Will you
join me in attacking Ramoth-gilead?”
Jehoshaphat said to the king of Israel,
“What {s mine is yours; myself, my
people, and my horses,”

5 Then Jehoshaphat said to the king
of Israel, “First let us seek counse! from
the Lorn.”

6 The king of Israel assembled the
prophets, some four hundred of them,
and asked them, “Shall T attack Ramoth-
gilead or shall I refrain?” “Attack,” they
answered; “the Lorp will deliver it into
your hands.”

7 Jehoshaphat asked, “Is there no
other prophet of the Lorp here through
whom we may seek guidance?”

8 “There is one more,” the king of
Israel answered, “through whom we may
seek guidance of the Lowp, but T hate
the man, because he prophesies no goad
for me; never anything but evil. His
narmee s  Micaizh son of Imlah.”
Jehoshaphat exclaimed, “My lord king,
let no such word pass your lips!”

9 So the king of Israel called one of
his eunuchs and told him to fetch
Micaiah son of Imlah with all speed.

10 The king of Israel and Jehoshaphat
king of Judah were seated on their
thrones, in shining armor, at the entrance
of the gate of Samaria, and all the
prophets were prophesying before them.

11 One of them, Zedekiah son of
Kenaanah, made himself horns of iron
and said, “This is the word of the LoRD:
‘With horns like these you shall gore the
Aramagans and make an end of them.'”

12 In the same vein all the prophets
prophesied, “Attack Ramoth-gilead and
win the day; the Lorp will deliver it into
yvour hands.”

13 The messenger sent to fetch
Micaiah told him that the prophets had
with one voice given the king a favorable
answer. “And mind you agree with
them,” he added.

14 “As the Lorp lives,” said Micaiah,
“I will say only what the Lorp tells me
to say.”

15 When Micaizah came into the
king’s presence, the king said to him,
“Micaiah, shall we attack Ramoth-
gilead or shall we refrain?’ “Attack and
win the day,” he said; “ithe Lorp will
deliver it into your hands.”

16 "How often must T adjure you,”
said the king, “to tell me nothing but the
truth in the name of the Lorn.”

17 Then Micaiah said, “T saw all
Israel scattered on the mountains, like

not, -

sheep without a shepherd; and I heard
the Lorp say, ‘They have no master, let
them go home in peace.” .

18 The king of Israel said to
Jehoshaphat, “Did I not tell you that_he
never prophesies good for me, nothing
but evil?”

19 Micaiah went on, “Listen now to
the word of the Lorp. I saw the Lomp
seated on his throne, with all the host of
heaven in attendance on his right and on
his left. . .

20 ‘The Lorp said, “Who will entice
Ahab to attack and fall at Ramoth-
gilead? One said one thing and one said
another;

21 Then a spirit came forward and
stood before the Lorp and said, ‘T will
entice him.’

22 ‘How? said the Lord. ‘I will go
out and be a lying spirit in the mouth of
all his prophets.” “You shall entice him,’
said the Lomp, ‘and you shall succeed;
go and do it’

23 You see, then, how the Lorp has
put a lying spirit in the mouth of all
these prophets of yours, because he has
decreed disaster for you.”

24 Then Zedekiah son of Kenaanah
came vp to Micaiah and struck him in
the face: “And how did the spirit of the
Lorp pass from me to speak to you?”
he said. .

25 Micaiah answered, “That you will
find out on the day when you run into
an inner room and hide yourself.”

26 Then the king of Tsrael ordered
Micaiah to be arrested and committed
to the custody of Amon the governor of
the city and Joash the king's son. .

27 “Lock this fellow wup,” he said,
“and give him prison diet of bread and
water until T come home in safety.”

28 Micaiah retorted, “If you do re-

turn in safety, the Lorp has not spoken
by me.”

29 So the king of Israet and
Jehoshaphat king of Judah marched on
Ramoth-gilead, and the King of Israel
said to Jehoshaphat, _

30 “I will disguise myself to go into
battle, but you shall wear your royal
robes.” So he went into battle in dis-
guise,

31 Now the king of Aram had com-
manded the thirty-two captains of his
chariots not to engage all the sundry
but the king of Israel alone.

32 When the captains saw Jehoshap-
hat, they thought he was the king of
Israel and turned to attack him.

33 But Jehoshaphat cried out and,
when the captains saw that he was not
the king of Israel, they broke off the
attack on him.

34 But one man drew his bow at
random and hit the king of Israel where
the breastplate joins the plates of the
armor. So he said te his driver, “Wheel
round and take me out of the line; I am
wounded.”

35 When the day’s fighting reached
its height, the king was facing the
Aramaeans propped up in his chariot,
and the blood from his wound flowed
down upon the floor of the chariot; and
in the evening he died.

36 At sunset the herald went through
the ranks, crying, “Everyman to his city,
every man to his country.” Thus died
the king. .

37 He was brought to Samaria and
they buried him there,

38 The chariot was swilled out at the
pool of Samaria, and the dogs licked up
the bloed, and the prostitutes washed
themselves in it, in fulfilment of the word
the Lorp had spoken.

YES, BROTHER! THE BIBLE

SINCERELY YOUR BROTHERS,

W) B Gl
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toubled the nation since World War II, the daily press
Deen consistently timid, reactionary and repressive,
Efforts to expose their defects and thereby reform insti-
ons which were either impotent or were actually
estructive of the public welfare have virtually always
ten'made first either by elitist groups and their members
fessors, radical organizers, freelance social critics)
#riting for the small opinion magazines or by the same
ople producing books. Not only has the daily press
ually failed to take the lead, it often has failed to
en follow after it was “safe” to do so.
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The first full disclosure of the government falsehoods
Mrounding the Gulf of Tonkin “attack”—perhaps the
Most grievous deception in recent history, since it led
ectly to our buildup in Vietnam—did not appear in
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the daily press but in a book by freelance writer Joe
Goulden; the first disclosure of the ties between the
tax-exempt foundations and the CIA, and of how the
CIA used the foundations as conduits, did not first
appear in the daily press but in two underdog magazines,
Ramparts and The Nation; the first disclosures of the
Mylai massacre appeared first in the daily press, not
through the efforts of their reporters, however, but
through the exhaustive work of freelancer Seymour
Hersh, who two years earlier had beat the daily press
to the first disclosure of the scope of chemical and bio-
logical warfare; the first disclosures of dishonest prac-
tices on the part of auto manufacturers did not appear
in the daily press but in articles by Ralph Nader in
The Nation, the New Republic, and in his own book;
and, going back a few years for the most important
illustration of all, the first full treatment of the military-
industrial threat was not made in the daily press but
by Fred J. Cook, in a special issue of The Nation which
later was expanded into a book (all serious military-




indus‘t'rial investigative reporting stems from that time))
—which means that the press had been asleep for a
juarter century on the most important story of our time
ind, to its shame, one that was not hidden at all, ,

So.me of the presss defects stem simply from the
Luahty of the people who own the newspapers. The
;.las.s f.am'ﬂy, which controls a great hunk of the p;ress of
flrguulaf is by any measure a clan of shriveled, reaction-
ry sp11:1t. There is not one decent daily ne“;spaper in
he entire state of Texas, a state in which the Hoiles
amily—which steadfastly opposes public schools, public
lostfal service, and anything remotely resembh‘né social
ervices—does not in fact stand out as being odd, because
> many other Texas publishers come very close to
eling the same way. The Hoileses are owners of news-
‘apers up and down the Rio Grande, in West Texas
,olorgdo, Ohio, and in California, and are quite in:
uen.nal in their areas. Ultraconservative William Loeb
ablisher of the only statewide newspaper in Ne“;
[afmp-shire, shows his character frequently in frontpage
litorials where he indulges in such identifications as
Vioscow h’flaggie” for Sen. Margaret Chase Smith and
nurderers” for the followers of Sen. Eugene McCarth
he ghost of Colonel McCormack of the Chicago Trig-.
e, .VV}]O wanted to draw and quarter FDR and all
.e.edmg heart liberals, still dominates that city; in fact
hicago newspapers are so wretched, some of their')
porters started up their own periodical on the side. so
ey could really tell the news the way they Wanted’ to
.number of other major cities—Dallas, Atlanta ]ackson-
chmond, Indianapolis, Philadelphia, Pittsb;lrgh fo;
ample, but the list is much longer—are so p:00r1y
rved by their newspapers that they, for all practical
rposes, can be considered as cut off from the rest of
e world. Nothing I say here can explain the abysmal

lal.llci)ty of such newspapers. They are beyond explanation
pe.

The possiblih'ty of salvaging many of the other 1,750
wspapers is also questionable. So what I am doing

re is picking on the best, since they are the only
es worth talking about.

To Ete sure, we have come a long way in improving
 attitude of publishers since even as recently as the
ly 1930s, when the Baltimore Sun fired Drew Pearson
| the Christian Science Monitor fired Robert S. Allen
en those two newspapers discovered that their :cej
ters were the anonymous authors of the book, Wash-
ton-Merry-Go—Round, the first muckraking boék of its
e. Since then, at a rather heady pace, muckraking has
ome the goal of reporters and editors, but this is
ally limited—though we shouldn’t be ungrateful for

t—to .the exposing of crookedness and secret deals
| unfair marketing and s 1.

In giving this credit, however, T want it
that T am speaking of no more than two doy,
papers. The others are only interested in €Xposi;

corruption of the political party to which their pub'l}lig
do not belong; and, since most publishers are Réﬁu

f:ans, this means that Democratic scandals are well;
In most newspapers (though they are dug up onl

those two dozen elite papers) while Republican seqy

are usually covered up. (Reverse the order for Derii
publishers.) For most newspapers, exposures are jy,
not in terms of ethics but in terms of politics, :
In 1960 it was disclosed that Nixon’s brother Dox
received a loan of $205,000 in 1956 from Howard Hl?
the airplane manufacturer and defense contracto
Nixon had given as security a city lot not worth d
tion of that amount. Hughes was facing an antitrust
The loan was never repaid. The suit was dropped:

How did the Republican press treat this news

An editorial study group later surveyed 43 New Engl
newspapers and found that only three of them an.

first story on the scandal. When Robert Finch
manager of Nixon’s Washington campaign office ée
the loan was from Hughes, 24 papers ran the deIJJiaI"
19 still hadn’t mentioned the case at all. Four days|
when Finch admitted that, contrary to his earlier da
the money had come from Hughes, 21 of the newspé.

which had carried the denial did not carry his admi
of error. ;

Newspapers with a Democratic bias, as we said;
generally just as bad. Most of the newspapers in Coni’i
icut could be described as Democratic or leanin
way. When Drew Pearson broke the scandal of Sen:

Thomas Dodd, who put campaign money to persa

use, the Connecticut papers were silent. And they
mamed’sﬂent. From the first exposure of this case
Pearson’s column on January 24, 1966, to the time

Ethics Committee announced hearings on April 29, 19

only one Conmecticut reporter went to the Dodd
ployees who had squealed on their boss and asked th
for details. In fact, only two of the 1,400 correspondé
in Washington interviewed the employees; the 141
service reporters ignored the case as much as they cott
and they were asked for no details by the Connecti
press.

So when I say that there has been a significant adva
in the presss efforts to keep traditional instituti

clean and presentable, I mean that it is mainly interested

in doing the job of a cosmetician, Wash the governmer
face, but don't force it to change its underwear.

There is a solid reason for this attitude. The pres
idga of patriotism is no different from any other indt
try’s, which means that its idea of serving the coun
is to defend all aspects of private enterprise and

under,

< of U.5. journalism contend we have retrogressed.
{1 Bagdikian writes:
serious people in the news business have read
fhe dramatic rise of the pioneers in popular jour-
Hearst, Pulitzer, and E. W. Scripps. What most
have forgotten is that they were persistent and
rising protectors of the ordinary man against the
5 quo, against insensitive governments, utilities, and

av the news corporations are eminently respect-
he thousands of journalistic outlets served by the
state descendants of Hearst, Pulitzer, and Scripps
1 never run the stories and editorials their founders
me because they are mot good stories and edi-
o but also becanse they would be too radical and
4 sound too hostile to corporate leadership.”

recent vears, the press has almost unanimously
orted every government move of a militarily aggres-
nature. When the government has been criticized,
ually was for not being aggressive enough, for what
own in right-wing circles as a “no-win policy.”
Fen the big build-up of the military machine began
is country after World War II, the press assisted. In
i 'Charles . Wilson, then president of General Elec-
1d the Army Ordnance Association. “The revulsion
nst war not too long hence will be an almost insuper-
ohstacle for us to overcome in establishing a pre-
ness program and for that reason I am convinced
e must begin now to set the machinery in motion.”
f the most important parts of the machine was
aganda to the effect that we were living in a state
indeclared emergency; that war with Russia was

brought on the first peacetime draft; more
mmalistic panic followed the Russians’ exploding of its
“atomic bomb.

1951, by which time Charles Wilson had become
an’s Defense Mobilization Director, he could heap
ell-deserved praise on the American Newspaper Pub-
hers Association in a speech at their annual dinner,
ise that emphasized rather than disguised the role of
ge that the press had played in establishing the
d War.
the people were not convinced that the free world
-in mortal danger it would be impossible for Congress

0 vote the vast sums now being spent to avert that

ariger,” he said, beaming. “With the support of public
pinion as marshalled by the press, we are off to a
ood start.”
0 he said and he must have been right for we have
&ver stopped.
There were important exceptions—the Washington
0st, the New York Times, and i the far-away hinter-
d, the Madison, Wisconsin, Capital-Times—but the
téat preponderance of the daily press went along with
be creation of Joe McCarthy, the rise of the China
6bby in this country, the establishment of the atmo-
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Nixon. The press gave no significant opposition to Me-
Carthy until he attacked two hallowed institutions—the
Army and Tke. The common response of the press to the
grotesque development of McCarthyism was simply to
quote the man, uncritically, unquestioningly (which is
what much of the press calls objectivity), as the New
York Daily News did, for example, in an April 8, 1951,
dispatch: “The Truman Administration hopes Gen. Mac-
Arthur will be destroyed in Korea so that he will then
be discredited among the American people and the
Administration can move him out. McCarthy declared
the Administration and the Yalta crowd in the State
Department hope for this, even though this means
‘dooming to death vast numbers of our boys in Korea.””

That was what passed for a news story during the
development of the most anfi-libertarian period in our
history, a period that is in reality still aborning.

Having drowsed through the Eisenhower years, the
fHaceid press came to the Kennedy regime totally out of
shape, ready to be pushed over by the feeblest govern-
ment propaganda. All conditions were right for the
development of what became the classic example of how
the press can sometimes betray the public, and itself,
by silence. This was in the handling of the projected
invasion of Cuba in 1961 by a U.S.-subsidized rag-tag
Army operating out of Guatemala. (For the full recount-
ing of this embarrassing episode, I refer readers to “The
Press and the Bay of Pigs,” by Victor Bernstein and Jesse
Gordon, first printed in The Columbia University Forum
in the fall issue, 1967; reprints have been available from
The Nation magazine, 333 Sixth Avenue, New York City,
10014.)

In November 1960, Carey McWilliams, editor of The
Nation, learned that the next issue of Hispanic American
Report, a scholarly publication not noticed much by the
general public, was to contain an article by Ronald
Hilton, then director of Stanford’s Institute of Hispanic
American and Luso-Brazilian Studies, in which he re-
ported that the CIA was training Cuban exiles at a
hidden base in Guatemala. The “secret” was well-known
to Guatemalans, according to Hilton, as was the purpose
of the training.

McWilliams phoned Dr. Hilton for further details and
wrote an editorial for the November 19 Nation in which
he outlined the upcoming cloak-and-dagger adventure
and urged that the rumor “be checked immediately by
all U.S. news media with correspondents in Guatemala.”

It was a suggestion one would not think the big press
outhits would need, but they do. Daily events overwhelm
them; they become tangled in the great snarls of news
copy that pour in from around the world throughout the
day; they are inundated with rumors and tips, and they

haver't the manpower—and unfortunately they also
ey e e anees——to check them all




out. So they often have to be shaken and shouted at and

Pushed in the right direction, even when the story at

issue is something as awesome as the possibility of an

invasion of Cuba.

I.Inderstanding this, Jesse Gordon, The Nation's edi-
tonal-consultant, sent 75 proofs of the editorial to all
the big news centers in New York, including, of course
the AP and the UPI and the New York Times forcign
desk editors. In fact, he sent threc copies to three dif-
fen_ant editors at AP and four copies to The Times.
Nelthfi‘l' wire service—though claiming to be interested—
;g]:vetlt alzl};r cov;:-lrage whatsoever and did not check out

e story through their 1
e Story Ah Ti;gn ! Guatemalan bureaus. The same is

iny one newspaper in the country that received early
copies of the editorial printed a line of it or made any
reference to it—the little York, Pa., Gazette and Daily

Mea‘nwhﬂe, in San Francisco on November 18 19;60
fOlIO’W}Eng a speech at the Commonwealth Clu,b, the‘
CIA’s inspector general was asked if it was true that the
CIA was financing plans for an attack on Cuba and he
replied, “Tt will be a black day if we are found out.”
Not even this stirred the press to action. .

On November 20, nine days after The Nation’s editorial
came _out, the New York Times gave the episode its first
attention, printing on page 32 a standard denial from
Guatemala politicians.

The first two reporters to act like reporters and the
first two newspapers to act like newspapers were Richard
Dudn'lan of the St. Louis Post-Dispatch (last year in the
headlines for having been captured and released after
days of captivity by the opposition army in Cambodia )
?md Don Dwiggins of the Los Angeles Mirror. That was
in December, 1960. They went to Guatemala; instead
O.f .slopping around with the politicians, they talked to the
atizens and scouted the jungles, Both, in varying degrees
confirmed the invasion activities. ’

'Stﬂl no action from the AP, the UPIL the New York
Times or any other newspaper with the kind of budget
th.at can send reporters to check rumors in foreign coun-
tnes'. On January 3, 1961, the United States broke diplo-
matic relations with Cuba, and The Times reported
‘What snapped U.S. Patience was a new propaganda,
olﬁensive‘ from Havana charging that the U.S. was plot-
ting an ‘imminent invasion’ of Cuba.”

Was it just propaganda? Although on January 8 the
New York Daily News quoted leaders of anti-Castro
groups in this country confirming the invasion plans, and
alt}{o'ugh the Miami Herald on January 11 told o,f re-
crm.tmg in this country for the invasion, it was not
until Aprﬂ 7 that The Times—the most influential news-
paper in the country and therefore the newspaper on
which rests the most responsibility — printed its own
account of the pending military experiment, but by this
tme it was too late to reverse the disastrous chain of
events. Even then The Times editors were not in agree-
ment on whether the news should be published, and the
compromise that resulted left out all mentioil of the
CIA and the nearness of the invasion date.

Fo]

Ten days later the invasion tock place. : :can reporters,” he wrote, “were nearer to the truth

As for the press’s coverage of the invasion itse ; ¢ published government reports were during the
was mostly done through rewriting handouts fro periods that preceded the indirect American in-
]Ones? of the Cuban Revolutionary Council; ]one? of Cuba in 1961, . . but the people paid little
Madison Avenue publicity agent, and the hando"-‘v._ 5 to those reports and the government was free
wrote were dictated to him over the phone by th; b ts own judgment, which was not brilliant.”
Newsp.apers across the country headlined the Jone . reason that “the people paid little attention to
—i.the 1-nvaders were crushing all in their path ang :'feports” was that the scanty reports that did find
being ].oined by Cubans fed up with Castro’s reg: way to The New York Times were heavily edited
when, in fact, the invaders were being slaughterilq:1 o advice of Reston.
not one Cuban joined them in sympathy. _

_Thus ended an episode that was as embarrassing ,
disastrous for the press as it was for the invaders Lag :
to make the showing even worse—it was discov;sred:ih
t%le Mz"ami Herald had known of the invasion - at do such press failures cost? I the press had
tlon_s since November, at about the same tme that licized this venture, and prevented its happening,
Nﬂ'tw”_was trying to alert the press; in fact, the Her, vould have been the auxiliary benefits? Well, in
had written of the plot at great length, but had withh, tance it has been seriously put forward by ob-
pl}bhshing the material for fear that it might interf i both within and without the government that
with the government’s designs. An expose of the invasj son President Kennedy stepped up our intrusion
sc':heduled for a March issue of The New Republic w jetnam was to prove, just because he had bungled
killed by the publisher, Gilbert Harrison, at the requ uba thing, he should not be considered a “push-
of the White House. t is not an unreasonable proposition; ego probably
much larger part in decision making than any
ould like to think.

e press is not likely to take upon itself the burden
ilt in Vietnam in any case, for in the first few years
¢ build-up the press—with few exceptions—did not
me: out strongly in opposition to our invading that

reover, the most important opinion-shapers—the
ington Post and the New York Times-——sometimes
' embarrassed when dissenters moved against the
ild-up, In the closing weeks of 1965, Washington saw
irst major anti-Vietnam War march. Police estimated
000 were on hand. They were mostly a middle-class
p; many were veterans of other wars. The focus was
number of speeches on the Washington Monument
mds; for two and a half hours the crowd heard from
1 like Norman Thomas, the Socialist Party’s Presiden-
andidate emeritus; Dr. Benjamin Spock; and Dr.
n Dahlberg, former president of the National Coun-
Churches.

wo and a half hours of talk against the war.

The New York Times printed not one word of it.

noe this was a hometown affair for the Post, it gave
'speeches fuller treatment — quoting fifteen words
i the entire event, one and a half sentences from
tman Thomas’s speech.

The Post, which advertizes itself as “one of the ten
best papers in the world,” (and, regrettably, that is
Brobably quite accurate), editorialized with lofty disdain,
e right to be heard, fortunately, involves no require-
that the advice of the protesters be followed™—
1, it might have added, even be printed.

The advice which the Post was happy Johnson did
?:j-have to follow was that the U.S, forces, then nom-
ing only 160,000, should call a cease fire, a cease
tbing, and ask the U.N. to take over. This was the

ernment’s keeping out of the presss business.
Looking back on his failure, Kennedy upbraide
:‘['urner Catledge, then Times managing editor, by sayin
1f you had printed more about the operation ,you woul
have saved us from a colossal mistake’—as i1’C it was.t
,?ress’s business to either force the Kennedy Administr
tion into, or save it from, a colossal mistake. Kenned
never really understood the press. He knew how to m:
nipulate it—far better than Johnson ever was able—bt
he hadn’t the foggiest conception of why the press shoul
be independent even from the influence of fancy, friend!
multi-millionaire Harvardians. (In the Vietn,am w
Kennedy was up to his old tricks once again, this Hm
trying to get Homer Bigart of the New York Herald
Tribune and David Halberstam of the New York Time
chased out of Vietnam for their unfriendly reporting.
One should expect no better from politicians. If the
had their way, they would corrupt all institutions for &
hoc advantages. One should expect better from the press
needless to say, and it does not make one feel exactl
kindly toward editors and reporters when they disgliié
.their misdeeds with pious hindsight, as James Reston di¢
in his book, The Artillery of the Press. “I believe th

proposal at the rally—tame stuff by today’s standards,
but the Post, which was currying LBJ's favor in 1965,
thought that was going too far. As for the Times's
exclusion of all rally speeches, when anocther reporter
complained about it to Claude Sitton, then the news-
paper’s national editor, he responded, “What does Spock
know about military affairs?”

Thereafter, and for the next couple of years, whenever
peaceniks descended on Washington, they were covered
in such depth (except for reporting the reasoned state-
ments by their leaders) that it became apparent the
newspapers were simply trying to portray them as
weirdos. After the march on the Pentagon in November
1967, the Washingion Post’s national news editor, Laur-
ence Stern, complained in his column of the “ugliness”
of the demonstration and dismissed the march as of no
consequence. “Tt is doubtful,” he wrote, “whether yester-
day’s protesters could account for more than a few small
niches on a Gallup or Harris poll.”

Perhaps that was true. But if it was true, it made all
the more curious the fact that the Post assigned 39 re-
porters to cover the Pentagon march and the conservative
Washington Star assigned 32 reporters to it, when each
of those newspapers assigns only one reporter to cover
the Pentagon on a day-to-day basis. There is a moral
somewhere in that ratio: the two most important news-
papers in Washington considered an ad hoc grouping of
peaceniks thirty times more necessary to watch for mis-
adventures and to criticize than they considered the
relentless war machine which consumes three-fourths of
the federal budget and which drew the protesters to-
gether in anger for two days.

The military-industrial sweepstakes is still being made
possible either through the complicity or the stupidity of
the press. A couple of years ago, the New York Times ran
a top-position story of a “study” by the American Security
Council which allegedly showed we were falling criti-
cally behind the Russians in the development of rockets
and other war material.

The National Security Council is one thing; the Ameri-
can Security Council is quite another. At the time this
story was written, the National Security Council was
composed of Lyndon Johnson, Hubert Humphrey, Dean
Rusk, Robert McNamara, Price Daniel (director of the
Office of Emergency Planning ), and Presidential assistant
Walt Rostow.

If the National Security Council says we are in danger
of losing the draw to the Russians, that may or may not
be the truth, but at least it is worth contemplating.

Should we give the same weight to the American
Security Council? Only a fool would do so. The American
Security Council was established in 1956 by corporation
executives and industrialists, virtually all of them rabid
believers in Joe McCarthy and the Cold War philosophy.
Money for the operation of the ASC has come from
people like General Robert E. Wood of Scars, the late
famous bankroller of right-wing causes. ASC operators

are mainly former federal police agents. The original
purpose of ASC was to sereen out—that is, blackball—




employees with liberal tendencies. It reputedly kept a
clearinghouse file of 1,000,000 names of “left-wingers.”
More recently, the ASC has expanded its operation to be
a clearinghouse for all kinds of anti-leftist and pro-Cold
War propaganda.

Apparently fooled by the American Security Council’s
important-sounding name, the New York Times, by print-
ing the above story, had swallowed one of its hand-outs
in 2 big way. After The Times learned better, it privately
admitted that it had made a mistake—but it made no
correction in print.

Some of the central problems of the press were pin-
pointed in 1967 by A. H. Raskin, an editor of the New
York Times. Writing for The Times Sunday Magazine,
Raskin warned, “The real long-range menace to America’s
daily newspapers, in my judgment, lies in the unshatter-
able smugness of their publishers and editors, myself
included. Of all the institutions in our inordinately com-
placent society, none is so addicted as the press to self-
righteousness, self-satisfaction and self-congratulation.”

Two years ago, appearing before the Senate Judiciary
Committee to testify against a hill that would have
permitted newspapers to violate the anti-trust laws (the
legislation was passed last vear, by the way, and few
newspapers printed a word of the testi

mony against the
bill), Thomas J. Murphy,

executive vice president of the
Newspaper Guild of New York, made a good point:
“Publishers continually demand full disclosure by the
government and public officials because a public trust is
involved,” he said. “But what about disclosure by the
publishers, who also hold a public trust? Tt would be in
the public interest if the publishers were compelled to
disclose all of their financial operations—including capital
investment or the lack of it — in order to determine
whether a so-called failing newspaper had siphoned off
profits instead of making the normal investment of mod-
An examination of even the
present equipment at the still existing Journal American
and World Telegram & Sun plants would show that
litte or no real investment had been made.”

Nothing stirs newspaper editorial writers to more
justified anger than a shyster who hits town, buys the
local transportation franchise, milks the bus line of all
its assets, and then sells out—leaving the city with a herd
of broken down busses and a transportation mess. That
sort of thing has happened at least twice in Washington,
D.C. alone. But when newspaper publishers pull that

ernizing its equipment.

the community’s thought processes, and if up.
should be required to make a full public declara;ti’}
their financial interests it is publishers of this gop

Instead, they are the most secretive of men
their wealth and where it is invested. And they ars’
successful in getting politicians to help them keey
secrets. In 1963 Emanuel Celler, chairman of the |
Judiciary Committee, began hearings into the Oper:
of some of the nation’s major newspapers. When ,
to prying too deeply into the affairs of the Los Ang
Times, suddenly he called a halt to the hearings. ‘T
were no more. Furthermore, the transcript of thoge
ings was not published (though the records of Cong
sional hearings are usually published within four o
months) until 1967—four years later—and then it
done not at the instigation of Celler’s committee by
the behest of the Senate Antitrust and Monopoly.
committee, This strange behavior on Celler’s part—y
had the appearance of a cover-up—was never expliin

There is a great deal of interesting material to be fiy
in these records. After noting that it is highly desir
for a publisher to be free “from entangling owners
and associations that might affect editorial judg;
and independence” the records point out that the Chy
ler family, which owns the Los Angeles Times, also.
extensive holdings in “oil and agricultural lands
Southern California” which “might well influence the
editorial judgment of The Times on tax depletion all
ances and agricultural legislation,”

The truth is, the Chandlers are tied in with S0 1
industries it is hard to imagine any legislation
might not in some way affect their finances. Aside fr
owning part or all of several newspapers, book publis
companies, lumber companies, television stations, s
enormous land and farming interests, the Chandlers
been directors of the Santa Fe Railway, Kaiser Steel; ]
American World Airways, Safeway Stores, Security I
National Bank, and Buffum’s department stores (I do n
think this list is current but it will give some idea of th
scope).

The fact that Norman Chandler is a top official w
the Tejon Ranch Company, which owns 282,000 ac
in Kern and Los Angeles counties on which there
20 master oil leases, should be of just as much inter
to people who want to interpret the Los Angeles Tim
correctly as is the fact that Senator Russell Long, cha
man of the Senate Finance Committee, has become i
through his oil holdings. E

lars invested not enly in a chain of newspapers and
.zines (both here and in Britain) and radio and
:sion stations, but also own water and power com-
‘paper pulp companies, vast real estate in New
“and San Francisco and elsewhere, book publishing
¢s, movie companies, and wire syndicates.

i Hearst newspapers oppose federal contrels on
ty rates, or urge the federal government to open its
lands to exploitation by private paper companies,
pose amusement taxes on movies, or fight govern-
investigations of interlocking publishing houses-—
ders of the Hearst newspapers should be aware
maybe the publisher of these opinions isn’t quite so
and above the battle as the tone of the copy would
ou to think.

y liberals were amazed when the Iiberal Washing-
won Post joined its editorial voice in damning the small
nd of heroic flibusterers in the Senate who tried to

‘to private industry. The taxpayers had spent billions
dollars developing the satellite; why should all this

ple of years ago the trucking industry tried to push
ough Congress a bill that would have made it easier
ates to open their interstate highways to bigger and
igger trucks. It was, of course, a terrible bill; trucks
done their share to ruin highway travel as it is, and
ting bigger and longer trucks on the road would only
nplete the ruination.

ethaps we should be grateful for all opposition to the
‘but some of the opposition—namely, the opposition
Scripps-Howard newspaper chain—stemmed from
ionable motives. To say that Scripps-Howard news-
s fought the bill vigorously would be an under-
ent. They tock frontpage editorial positions.
owever; the Seripps-Howard papers did not tell the
lic they were thick as thieves, if you’ll pardon the
ression, with the railroad industry, which of course
-also fighting the trucking bill with a vengeance.
ders might have been better able to understand the
ict if they had been told that: The Chemical Bank
W York Trust is trustee of the Scripps-Howards News
sion fund; a vice-president of the Chemical Bank was
on the hoard of the Scripps-Howard Tnvestment Co.; the
5 pps-Howard Investment Co. owned $1.7 million in
hemical Bank certificates; and the Chemical Bank, with
these interlocks of interests with Scripps-Howard,

pollution legislation if they had known, for examp

ard) had two interlocks with the First National Bank,
which had interlocking directors with the Cincinnati
Railroad, the New Orleans Bailroad, and the Texas
Pacific Railroad; and in one director there was a three-
way interlock between the bank, the newspaper and the
railroads.

Ironically, at the same time that the Scripps-Howard
chain was damming the truckers so bitterly for seeking
special profiteering legislation, the S-I newspapers were
pushing hardest for the legislation to exempt newspapers
from the anti-trust laws.

In addition to their ill-conceived patriotism and their
alliances with the industrial and moneyed centers of the
nation, newspapers are also badly guided by simple
human defects like susceptibility to flattery; eagerness
to court favor with the politicians in power; a willingness
to act unfairly so that the “bully in the block” will
approve; and just plain indifference and laziness.

Politicians, of course, know about these weaknesses
and make the most of them. Using the Hearst outfit to
illustrate: That's undoubtedly why Ike appointed Hearst
chairman of an advisory group, and why John Kennedy
reappointed him, and why Lyndon Jchnson several times
made awards won by contestants of Hearst contests and
posed for pictures with the editors. These little gestures
pay off. Hearst reporter Marianne Means was reportedly
assigned to the White House at John Kennedy's request,
and her preferential treatment was the subject of a
Time article. Igor Cassini, Hearst reporter, was given a
confidential Haiti assignment by John Kennedy and acted
as a go-between for the President,

Newsmen, lusting like most people after the feeling
that comes with being a part of power, often temper
their writings in such a way that they will not offend
those who can give them this delight.

For examples that I personally know of, though these
are not necessarily the best examples, let me start with
the Washington Posf's three-year delay in reporting an
oil deal.

In 1967 a book called The Accidental President came
out to mixed reviews. It was an unflattering account of
the career of Lyndon Johnson. The Post editor who
reviewed the book for that paper did not like it and
said it contained no new information.

Three years later, almost to the day, The Post carried
a top-position, page-one news story, which continued

trick, as Murphy tells us, other newspapers are mute in
their criticism.

Of the country’s 50 largest cities, 23 have single news-
paper ownership. They are monopolies, and highly profit-
able ones. Moreover, most of these publishers also own
one of the local television stations. They are rolling in
dough by virtue of their good Iuck in controlling an iso-
lated communications empire. They have first crack at

inside for nearly as many inches as the paper had given
the moonshot.

The substance of the story was that Robert Anderson,
former Secretary of the Treasury and Secretary of the
Navy under FEisenhower, had been “lent” some oil
property worth nearly a million dollars by Texas oilmen
and, coincidentally, had thereafter been instrumental in

e Y ik marmimm i we et T T e

had interlocking officers or directors with the South-
% Pacific Co., the Louisville & Nashville, the Great
rthern, the Potomac Railroad, the Lehigh Railroad,
nd the Atlantic Coast Line Railroad.

:_Ell addition, Charles Scripps was a director of the First
dtional Bank of Cincinnati, which was the agent and
8isttar for Scripps-Howard Broadcasting Company
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that paper mills owned by the Chandlers were the wo
polluters on the Willamette River in Oregon.

The Hearst empire, too complex a structure to go in
here, is even more varied. At some time during each ¥¢
the Hearst papers should also make the gesture of
disclosure” by revealing to their readers in detail th
the people who hold a certain editorial position, and Wk
cover or fail to cover certain stories, have many millio







the need for more housing, Patman has consistently tried
to lower interest rates because high interest rates are one
of the chief blocks to more building. He himself has
pushed emergency housing that Nixon opposed. He did
not feel Iike taking Nixons unfair charges without
protest, so one of his staff members went to the Wash-
ington Post and to the New York Times with documented
evidence to show that in fact Nixon was talking through
his hat; there had been no housing bill and no housing
message from the White House.

Did either paper check out Patman’s rebuttal? Did
they go through the very simple process of picking up
the telephone and calling the White House and asking
for details of the non-existent bill and message? Did they
investigate to discover if any clues to the whereabouts
of the non-existent bill and message could be found? No.
They did nothing.

So what can be done to make the press more respon-
sible and more responsive to the fundamental problems
of the nation? What can be done to encourage more
fair play and less truckling to the seats of power? What
can be done to discourage the press from involving
itself too intimately with the wrong end of the money
spectrum?

My answer is, nothing. Or at Jeast nothing directly. One
can only hope that when the gods have time to tend their
less metaphysical crops, they will scatter a few more good

seeds in journalism. Of course, those who insist o 1
comforted can find some solace in knowing that
their worst, the best newspapers will respond wi
integrity to controversial situations than televisigr:
think of doing, It is difficult to imagine the very
(three or four) of our newspapers editing their oy
meet the demands of Coca Cola, as NBC did wheg
Cola was portrayed (correctly) as the leading of
in the abuse of migrant labor in Florida. Tt is diffien]
imagine the very best of our newspapers respondipy
CBS did when it blacked out the face of Abbie Hg
when he appeared on the Merv Griffin show becay
was wearing a shirt made out of an American fla
I think the greatest encouragement that one o
at the present time is in the existence of honesty:
independence and courage out where it is most diffie
to keep those qualities going. The pressures fro (2
gress and national advertisers, after all, do not comn
in relative strength to the pressures from city couny
and local advertisers. It is easy to be courageous if
are the New York Times or the Washington Post ¢
Miami Herald or the Los Angeles Times. It is ot

W. Va., Gazette or the Little Rock, Ark., Gazette: '
opposition from a couple of big grocery chains are
immediately, if you are that size. Yet in those two to
and in York, Pa., and in Madison, Wisc., and here's
there around the country in half a dozen places
still exists, in the words of my favorite columnist,
Anderson, of the Charleston Gazette, “an imperi
outrage at political boobery.” []

alph Ellison’s book, The Invisible Man, is an apt
gscription of the plight of black men in America—
pite of the supposed “high visibility” ascribed to
lackness” by sociologists. As Max Lemer said in
Merica as a Civilization, “The Negroes are the real out-
of American life, and their situation is not one of
isguised caste but almost nakedly of a pariah caste.”
the literary genre of the novel, Ellison handles the
e which W.E.B. DuBois gave expression to in The
ouls of Black Folk. For DuBois, black people are forced
ohind the veil; society resists every effort to “rent the
in twain” for fear that all may see and be seen, As
Bois was unsuccessful in the first years of this century
Mmake Americans recognize that the problem of the
century is the problem of the color line, so he and
thers since have failed to pierce the veil that has served

hide or distort the humanity of black people.
ite historians deal with American history in such

4y as to deny the black presence or to minimize its
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institutions. White church historians grudgingly admitted
the presence of black churches, but either disparaged
them because they concenirated too much on the polit-
ical and social problems of their members, or they con-
demned them for failing to raise the moral life of
their members. In any event, the cause of the black
churches was not the cause of the white churches and
their concerns were not the same. However, white
church historians showed an uncommon and unintended
discriminating perspicacity. For the white church was
involved in and bent on justifying a politics of oppres-
sion; the black church was involved in and forced to
practice a politics of survival.

~ Black Americans had little more success in breaking
into the scholarly ken of sociological inquiry. When they
became “fit objects” for sociological study, the condition
was that they remain “objects.” They were conceived of
and studied as problems. “The black man is hard to pro-
file . . . because for most Americans he is defined as a
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our effort at harmony among classes and religion, frus-
trates our efforts to implement our values of justice,
equality, and freedom, unmasks our pretentions and
exposes our pride” (Preston Williams, “The Black FEx.

perience and Black Religion,” T heology Today, October,
1969, p. 246).

None of the academic disciplines, all of which have
had a profound influence on the development of Amer-
ican theology and ethics, has been as successful in
attempts to deny or ignore the black presence in this
country as have Christian theology and ethics. Even the-
ology and ethics today remain among the most Anglo-
saxonized, sanitized and bleached of all the major
academic disciplines. .

One can read far and wide in theology and ethics
without becoming aware of the black presence, of black
churches, of black Christians, When Walter Rauschern.
busch argued fifty years ago that all American institu-
tions had become “Christianized” with the exception of
the economic institution, there was not a single insti-
tution at the time—especially Church and University—
which acknowledged the homanity of black people.
Later, in the twenties, when Reinhold Niebuhr took up
the cause of labor unions in their struggles with man-
agement, one is hard put to discover any awareness on
his part that most of the mions excluded black men
from membership. 1ikewise today: Professor of Christian
Ethics at Yale Divinity School, James M. Gustafson, was
the special editor for the January 1970 issue of The
Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social
Science devoted to “The Sixties: Radical Change in
American Religion,” In his Introduction to the issue, Dr.
Gustafson—who is the author of Christ and the Moral
Life and President-Elect of the American Society of
Christian Ethics—explained that “although this numbei
has an outstanding essay on the state of ‘Black Theology,
there was not room for an essay that would deal more
particularly with what is happening to black churches
during this decade” (p. ix, italics mine).

. Not room! Despite fifteen articles on divers topics as
“The New Morality and the Religions Communities,”

Protestant Clergy: New Forms of Ministry, New Forms
of Training,” “Some Reflections on the Jewish-Christian
Dialogue in the Light of the Six-Day War,” and “Catholic
Church Professionals.” Not Room! Despite the power and
leadership of the black church in the black struggle for
survival in the America of the Sixtieg, Not Room! This is
what the word has always been to black Christians in
America: Not Room! The fact that black churches during
the sixties suffered under a reign of intimidation, persecu-
ton, terrorist bombings and burnings was not considered
by white Christian ethicists as a significant religious prob-
lem in the Sixties! Where in the 20th century, in this
country or elsewhere, has any “branch” of the /Christian

.
i

Church suffered so much for doing so little to i
with the victims of oppression, and yet created. sy,
little stir among social-minded, concerned ()
theologians and ethicists?

“RACE RELATIONS”

During the period of “benign neglect,” Christiag ethi

in America moved to a recognition of the issue—y
much of white racism as of the black Presenc
calling attention to white society’s sins in regar
inter-racial justice. But the sting was pulled from
indictment by corparing America tavorably with
and Communism, and attributing part of the pro
to “group pride” (a form of “original sin”), and tg
cultural backwardness of black people in America;:
Consciously or unconsciously, the concept of “
was transformed into a moral and theological cate
“Race relations” came more and more into its own
legitimate topic for discussion in the exposition;
Christian morality. However, even this suffered n a v

real sense from a treatment which precluded any serio

understanding of any of the Christian ethical imp
tions of racism.

One is reminded of Schleiermacher’s treatment of:
doctrine of the Trinity. However we interpret his p
it at the end of his The Christign Faith, it does not
unfair to conclude that he did not see it as inte

related to his systematic exposition of Christian doctrine

So too are “race.relations” treated as a separate, isol
problem, in appendix-like fashion, outside the realm
serious ethical reflection. Most treatments of it oc
not when marriage, or the nature of the Church, or.
understanding of the individual, or the relationship
tween Church and State is discussed. Yet, who can d
that “racism” has profoundly affected the developme
the understanding of each of these problems in Améri
society?

In Christian Realism (1941), John C. Bennett WIO

‘No one can say that in America we live according to

high standard of interracial justice, but we know in ¢
hearts that every institution that perpetuates racial ¢
crimination is wrong. We are on the defensive whett'
consent to such wrong” On the other hand, Be
goes on to say, “contrast that situation with what hapr
when discrimination is taught as a good, when anl
Semitism is an officially recognized policy, support
by the agencies that mould public opinion as a hig

form of morality than interracial fustice” (p. 3, jtal

mine ). At the very least, Dr. Bennett was poorly
formed if he assumed that, in 1941, racist policies W
not officially supported by opinion-molding institut?o
in the United States! e

Federal aid to housing was officially based on whi
racism. All branches of the armed forces were complete
segregated along racial lines. New Deal programs wel

ting on racist principles.  Almost all educational
itions, from nursery schools to universites, includ-
theological seminaries and Bible Colleges, operated to
aid and comfort to white racism. The Supreme Court
till interpreting the exercise of citizenship rights
racism lines. The stepped-up defense industries
iided black employees, without presidential, legisla-
sadicial or religious opposition, until A. Philip Ran-

ph organized the “March on Washington Movement”

esulted in President Roosevelt's capitulation to a
nd for an Executive Order banning racial diserim-
n (which was never enforced). White primaries
the order of the day in our southern states. IFos-
“prisons, cemeteries, churches—all were operated
racist policies. Restrictive covenants were respectable
ds for keeping “undesirable racial and other
s” out of certain neighborhoods. Lynching was a
on occurence. More than a third of the states had
on their books which denied to clergymen the right
in persons together in holy matrimony without using
" ag a determining factor!

John Bennett’s American society of 1941 there was
e, if any, difference between America’s commitment
Heism as a “positive good,” and the racist beliefs of
-Germany. As George Kelsey says in Racism and
hristian Understanding of Man: “For the racist,
is the final point of reference for decision and
on, the foundation upon which he organizes his pri-
 life, public institutions and public policy, and even
religious institutions” (p. 27).

hat American Christian ethicists could not see the
act of a racist politico-economic, socio-religious order:
‘the development of black personal and family life
irther indicated by the following words of Dr. Ben-
in Christian Ethics and Social Policy (1946): “Some
-orthodox theologians have taken an important part

 the Enropean resistance movements, and know at first

d that the nature of the political order is of fateful
ortance for the development of personal life, for the

eedom of the Christian family and of the Church” (p.

+ Did American theologians really have to learn the
ortance of this fact from European neo-orthodox

eologians? If black people had not been so “invisible”

e one hand, and recognized merely as “problems”
e other, would not American theologians and ethi-

sty have been aware of the crippling impact of racism

on its victimsP

lackness creates a special crisis of conscience for

hite Chaistians in a racist society to whose values

Ut man they have long since capitulated. It is un-
Stionable true, as Paul Lehmann wrote in 1963, “The
Otestant community, until comparatively recently, has

ed to accept segregation as involving no really basic
Oflict with the orientation of life in the Koinonia”
thics in a Christian Context. p. 147).

Perhaps it is because it was so “natural” for “race” to
create a new set of factual data to be fed into the moral
deliberative mill that one did not, could not really, be
conscious of it. Probably even more than John Bennett,
Reinhold Niebuhr found it simply incredible that some
Europeans could equate the “errors” of American capital-
ism with Communist cruelties:

“On the whole, European fellow-traveling theologians
adopt the slogan of the neutralist intellectuals: A plague
on both their houses! Their traditional contempt for cap-
italism allows them to equate the errors of American
pride with the cruelties of the most vexatious tyranny
in history” (Essays in Applied Christianity, edited by
D. B. Robertson, p. 121. Ttalics mine).

This American pride found its clearest and most ig-
noble expression in “racial pride” which Niebuhr spoke
out against more often and more critically than any other
theologian, seeing racial pride as a form of “original sin.”
However, in spite of this fact, or perhaps in part because
of it, Niebuhr was able to write unwittingly one of the
most effective apologies for white racism that has ever
been written.

In the midst of the “cold war”, Niebuhr wrote The
Structure of Nations and Empires (1959). Few American
theologians since Josiah Strong have provided stronger
defenses for Anglo-Saxon superiority than Niebuhr in
this work. Anglo-Saxon superiority was partially due to
their refusal to intermarry with those they colonized, he
argued. They were possessed of a greater degree of “race
pride” than the Latins. Indeed, a morally perplexing sit-
uation arises because race prejudice, which is wrong, was
basic to the Angle-Saxon success in Empire!

Niebuhr’s felt need—to acknowledge that America had
tailed in one particular of its relation to the Negro, and
to explain and justify Anglo-Saxonism—resulted in the
two following contradictory statements: the first is false
by either fact or reason; and the second is a plea to
countenance a denial of the validity of the first in prin-
ciple, even had it been true in fact:

In America our treatment of the Negroes is based upon
the rational presupposition that they will be fully incor-
porated into the national community (p. 214).

. on the whole integral communities require ethnic
homogeneity, or at least a racial situation which makes
the amalgam of races fairly easy (p. 213).

Niebuhr's arguments in The Structure of Nations and
Empires, as well as in other places, not only seem to pro-
vide justification for continued Anglo-Saxon domination
of the darker peoples of the world (cf. Charles C. West's
critique of Nieghuhr in Communism and the Theologians);
one might also, with a great deal of justice, characterize
much of Niebuhr's Christian social ethics in the same
way that he characterized part of Thomist ethical
thought: “The whole imposing structure of Thomist
ethics is in one of its aspects, no more than a religious
sanctification of the relativities of the feudal social system
as it flowered in the thirteenth century” (The Nature and
Destiny of Man. Yol T. 0. 2214




The overall reaction of Reinhold Niebuhr to Anglo-
Saxon imperialism does not differ, in any essential way,
from the position of Albert C. Xnudson. Knudson be-
lieved that one of the conditioning factors in the appli-
cation of the law of love is that due to the “orders of
creation.” The “orders of creation” are all but symonymous
with the various divisions that exist in the world, People
are divided into different families, different economic
and cultural groups, different nations, different races.

Knudson, beginning from his position of “idealistic
personalism,” or “personalistic idealism,” makes a great
deal of freedom and of the free relation of men to each
other. However, this freedom is not and cannot be abso-
lute. There are two important limitations upon the exer-
cise of freedom: “One is in the case of children and un-
developed peoples or races. Children require restraint
and discipline for their proper training. They need to
have their wills to some degree subjected to the wills of
their superiors. . . . In a similar way undeveloped tribes
and races may to their own advantage and that of the
world be kept in tutelage by more highly civilized peo-
ples” (The Principles of Christian Ethics, p. 190},

Is it not abundantly clear that American Christian
ethicists, regardless of the differences in their theological
and philosophical presuppositions, somehow manage to
arrive at the same position in reference to white racism?
One of the justifications or explanations for slavery and
for racial discrimination is the “inferiority” and “cultural
backwardness” of black people.

Few Christian ethicists use the expression “cultural
backwardness” in regard to black People more than Rein-
hold Niebuhr. There are two significant uses made of this
concept by Niebuhr that claim our attention at this
point: 1) He repeatedly described black people as “cul-
turally backward” without ever explaining what that
meant, and without seeming to feel any need to justify
the use of the description. 2) He used the concept of
“cultural backwardness” as an understandable precipitate
of white prejudice and as justification for sympathizing
with white parents who found themselves pressured by
the Supreme Court decision in 1954 to send their children
to school with those of different “cultural inheritances.”

Niebuhr did not feel the need to say what he means
when he calls black people “culturally backward” be-
cause there is a “climate of opinion” to which he is
appealing and to which he is contributing, which is a
“faith principle” as it were, transcending the need for
questioning or justifying, This is not unlike the descrip-
tion of the Middles Ages in their approach to certain
questions as described by Carl Becker in The Heavenly
City of the 18th Century Philosophers.

TI"IG concept of “cultural backwardness” coupled with
t}?e color differential” is frequently used by Niebuhr in
his responses to the increasing opposition to the 1954

wever, by 1965, we are fairly certain that the cul-

Supreme Court decision by sonthern white leade;
packwardness is more historical than innate:

“Those of us who do not live in the South ought 1y |
underestimate the validity of the honest scruple
Southerners about common education for races with
ferent cultural inheritances” (“The Church in the Wo
Theology Today, January, 1959, p. 542).
When Niebuhr talked about “Southerners” whi 4
concerned about “integrating” the schools, it is cleas
he is talking about “white Southerners.” When Presid
Nixon and Vice-President Agnew proclaimed that
“South” had been discriminated against by the § naty
rejection of Judges Haynsworth and Carswell, they :
not talking about black people in the South. And Tl
important, everyone understands that in America,
one talks about various regions of the country, Sg
North, West, etc,, one is talking about “people
“real people”—white people! :
So it is that Niebuhr responded, in 1956, to the ml
cation proclamations of southern white politicians: -

& one could deny that cultural and moral differences
een groups and nations are real. But only time and
inerience will prove that they are not innate. . .

“The tribal prejudice against the Negro was not so potent
Licause that minority suffered from the onus of its previ-
iis condition of servitude, its lack of technical and cul-
tital competence, and its dark skin, diverging too obvi-
.' isly from the dominant white type. It naturally took
sme time for the gifted members of the race to offer
refutable proof that these deficiencies were not due to
tnnate inferiorities, . .

& victims of racism suffer because they are different.
does not matter what they do, what they learn, how
v act. It is a question of their being—not their doing!
e_-'-"a'ppeals to “cultural backwardness” (however that
defined) is not, in the final analysis, any explanation
or an adequate justification for, the segregation,
crimination, ghettoization, exploitation, extermination,
have followed in the wake of racism.

Real statesmanship will be required to upheld  the
majesty of the law and at the same time win over 4
custom-bound community to fuller conformity to the law;
Prudence is as necessary as courage in the tasks of stat

manship. The fact that it is not very appealing to the
victims of a current injustice does not make it any less
the course of wisdom in over-coming historic injustices,
And a genuine charity is the father of prudence. For
genuine love does not propose ebstract schemes of fustice
which leave the human factor out of account {cited in
Harry R, Davis and Robert C. Good, eds., Reinhold
Niebuhr On Politics p. 238, italics mine)

The transformation of “race” into a moral and theo-
agical category clearly shows that most Christian ethi-
ts failed to heed the warning: “One must beware of
ding the evils of contemporary society into antecedent
at The reading of “race” back into the mind of
God'is not unlike Aristotle’s reaction to slavery.
ndeed, the development of race as an “exclusionary
iple” in American Christian ethical systems, in a
real sense, simply continues a long, dishonorable
practice in Western religion, philosophy and ethics.
xclusionary principles” relate to those metaphysical,
ological, sociological or anthropological considerations
which suggest that certain persons or groups cannot lay
to the same human and moral considerations as

The “human factor” which must be taken into acco
is the “white human factor.” The “abstract schemé ¢
justice” to which Niebuhr refers is the proposition th
“public schools supported by the taxes of all the peop
should operate to the benefit of all the people witho:
regard to racial differentiation.” .

Niebuhr seems to vary from time to time, from si
tion to sitnation, in his use of “cultural backwardness
At one point we are told that “the Negro was graduall
emancipated from his cultural backwardness” (Pious dn
Secular America, 1958). Then we are told that the blac
minority in the United States “. . . suffers not only |
cause its darker skin is such an obvious mark of race an
class identity but because slavery has left its evil heritag
of social contempt for the former slave race as well as
cultural backwardness only transcended by the mos
gifted members of the race” (Man’s Nature and H
Communities, 1965). E

No sooner do we think that maybe the “cultural bac
wardness” of black people is a historically contin
fact than we are then reminded that that might be 1o
simple a conclusion. For “the other source of prejudic
[in addition to extravagant fears of inter-marriage]
the fear of the Negro’s cultural backwardness. If we @
right in defining this backwardness as cultural ratht

than biological, it will of course be cured in tim
(Pintie and Sonirlar Avmostmn TOEO Trole . 1 A

others,

ch exclusionary principles lead to a bifurcation of
upposed universal principles, to a schizophrenic ethic
‘perating under an umbrella of wholeness, and to con-
n in the pursuit of the ethical enterprise. For exam-
in American slavery, the churches taught the slaves

Ster was justified in stealing the slave’s wages, his
Dirthright, his wife, his children, his life—the slave was
Inmoral” if he did not work hard and preserve the
Master’s belongings. [t was as Reinhold Niebuhr said
‘18 must not consider the Founding Fathers immoral
ust because they were slavehclders.” '
- This bifurcation of supposed universal moral principles
}?.'O_Ws up quite clearly in the application of “Christan
Bealism” to the “race” problem, and especially in the
ctions of Christian ethicists to the black American’s

tffort 1o challenge the discriminatory manifestations of
Lacisr,

“CHRISTIAN REALISM” AND RESPECT FOR LAW

John C. Bennett said in 1941 that “. . . the emphasis
upon the community as prior to the individual is a com-
monplace of social psychology. The emphasis npon the
responsibility of the individual to the community as a
fellowship of persons is a commonplace of Christian
ethics” (Christian Realism, p. 61). Tt would seem, for
our purposes at least, that there is a better way to come
to the question of the relationship between person and
community than the sequential question suggested by the
contrasts in Bennett’s statement.

The interelated character of the inter-action between
the person and the community can, in times of agree-
ment or cooperation, reach the level of an all but mystical
intersubjectivity. Indeed, it is only when there is partial
or total disagreement, leading to more or less intensive
corflict, that we find a distinctive break in the inter-
subjective chain connecting person and community.

The person who, in his person, is denied equality of
access to the resources of the community is thereby lib-
erated from any moral responsibility of providing support
for the presently existing order of relations in the com-
munity. In other words, the intersubjectivity and inten-
tionality which bind person to community and commun-
ity to person, are evacnated of all moral content once the
community divests itself of the responsibility to maintain
the person in his personhood.

This kind of approach seems to provide much needed
insight into the problem occasioned by “Christian real-
isms” ” understanding of respect for law in response to the
black man’s struggle for a recognition of his personhood.
Henry Bellah’s eritique of Christian realism is pertinent
and to the point: “The greatest danger of the Christian
realist and liberal position is that one may be forced into
the defense of established interests on the grounds that
after all, human nature being what it is, this is the best
we can expect” (Theology Today, Jamary, 1870).

Reinhold Niebuhr's comment on the Plessy vs. Fergu-
son Supreme Court decision of 1896, and Rachel Hender-
lite’s comment on the “racial” situation in 1957, are fairly
representative examples of “Christian realism’s” approach
to the rights of black people to be seen as “persons in a
community of persons.”

In 1896, the Supreme Court tried to ease the hiatus he-
tween the ideal and the social realities by its doctrine of
“separate but equal” rights before the law. It was a very
good doctrine for its day; for we must remember that the
present Supreme Court decision would, at the beginning of
the century, merely have prompted revolt. And revelt which
is so widespread that police power cannot suppress it repre-
sents defeat hoth of the law and the ideal. (cited in Davis
and Good, op. cit., p. 228 Italics mine).

Herein is discovered one of the “techniques™ of Churis-
fian realism in dealing with the discriminatory manifes-
tations of racism. It is to exalt the so-called “desirable”
state of things to the level of an “ideal.” This tends to
equate it with love (Niebuhr's “impossible possibility”)
whinh carvae g o reanlastive nrincinle b which st
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not, can not, be determinative in the give and take of
decision-making.

In 1953, when Niebuhr made this observation, he also
assumed that “history” and “gifted members of the Negro
race who had excelled in the arts and sports, and in many
Sther areas,” had provided irrefutable proof of their

equal capacity,” for the most part. Therefore, in the
Supreme Court Decision of 1954, “ . . the Court wrote a
great state paper as well as rendering what appeared to
be a wise decision” (ibid., p. 228, Ttalics mine).

“Not necessarily so,” said Rachel Henderlite, only two
years later:

Most of us know that to insist on recognition of human
rights for Il people, as seems clearly a minimum require-
ln.{i:]lt of Christian faith, and to insist on full integration
of the Negro into Amcrican society all at one time, is to
bring about bloodshed, elimination of the public schools,
recrimination and hostilities of many kinds.

7
We can, however, take some comfort in this:

Iﬁt is not hatred of the Negro that stirs to violence. The
South is, in part at least, honest in saying, “We love our
Negrocs and would do much for them™ {“The Christian
Way in Race Relations,” Theology Today, July, 1957
pp. 196-200}). ’

“Racism” had not really changed over the years! Jus-
tice Harlan’s dissent in the 1896 case is much more in-
structive for an ethical response than the observation of
Niebuhr and Hinderlite: “We boast of the freedom en-
joyed by our people above all other peoples; but it is
difficult to reconcile that boast with a state of the law
which, practically, puts the brand of servitude and de-
gradation upon a large class of our fellow citizens.”

However, as the last part of Henderlite’s observations
suggest, there is really no ground for despair by blacks.
For racism does not necessarily mean that blacks are

hated for being black. Niebuhr's understanding of racism
agrees:

]?luacial bigotry, like every other form of human pride and
sin, is something more than ignorance and something less
than malice. Racial prejudice is something less than
malice insofar as it is an inevitable concomitant of the
ethnic will to live. Wherever life becomes collectively
mtegrated it generates a collective, as well as an individ-
ual, survival impulse. But it is something more than
ignorance insofar as human life is never content with
mere physical survival. (loc. cit., p. 232)

Consequently, the victims of “racism” must understand
that, given the social and anthropological realities, they
must accept a “determinate solution” to their problem
which involves an implicit denial of their personhood. At
the same time, they must show a “proper respect for law”
which is supportive of an obscene status quo!

Paul Ramsey’s analysis of the sit-in movement reflects
a change from his position in the earlier Basic Christian

Ethics (1950). In his critique of the sit-ing he" clearly the dangers to “respect for law and order”
a “proper respect for law and order” on thej partpa: in the so-called “Civil Rights Movement™® This
testing black people, assuring them that . . | sirhq} o crucial issue in any account of racism and Chris-
not so simple injustice alone has never been a 31?33 “ihics in America. For that reason the following
justification for revolutionary change” (Christigs and lengthy passage from Ramsey’s Deeds and
and the Sit-ins, p. 49). Christian Ethics (1963), is important:
Throughout the work, Ramsey appeals for the s

of law in its role of protecting “natural affinit ’
“natural (racial?) communities”:

‘Order is a good in itself, in that the orders provide
“fabric in which men may dwell. . .. Order and jus-
“are dialectically related rules of Jove; and a Christian
' be alert to the indirect consequences of even those
< of his that are motivated by a loving justice in de-
oying the aceepted ethic, the rules of soeial due pro-
266, the social habit of compliance with law, etc.
“1.should say that this wisdom was forgotten by a great
imany of the leaders of Christian opinion and action in
ihe United States during our national ordeal of struggling
or greater interracial justice, who substituted for it the
aktegories of a dynamie secular idealisin with its resultant
{itopianism and Manichaeanism [the Negro revolution,
the. “white power structure,” “the struggle,” “direct
qetion,” ““an unjust law is no law at all”] which no Chris-
tian should let become primary in his view of social
ations. . .
T should say that the exceptional disobedicnce to law,
is properly surrounded and located by all that love
tequites, is to be inversely determined by the possibilities
i social due process and in the momentum of the social
jarces for reforming or changing that law; and that from
¢ beginning of the current civil rights movement in the
Tnited States the duty of compliance with law has been
vastly underestimated by many of the leaders of Chris-
n opinion and action (pp. 116-17, italics mine).

Abstract notions of equality and resort to law and radi.;al’
changes in public institutions, for the purpose of all :
ing people to be with and for others, may only shati;
the natural communities on which any social order iy
rest that has not been reduced to relating individﬁa'
to one another unit-wise under an unlimited mass. de.
mocracy . . . . public institutions ought to rest wpon

the fabric of real community, not destroy it (Ttali
mine). :

Black people are thus given the choice of being
“Christian” in their action by supporting the laws
deny them equal protection of the law inasmuch
“ .. in a fallen world, the claims of justice ought fis
override entirely the question of law and order” {ib
p. 75). Otherwise, they risk being judged “unchristi
if they resist injustice: “. . . we must certainly assert
great difference between Christian love and anyf
of resistance. . . ” (p. 113).

In Basic Christian Ethics (1950), Ramsey said:

Discriminatory legislation in general, however, is wrong
even if the whole of the group discriminated againsf.
votes for it. It is wrong for the primary reason that law is
always unjust when it does not apply generally to all, If
there are in the South “darkies” or “mammies” who them:
selves think that the conditions, ¢.g., of public education;
ought not to be the same for all, we may say with del
niteness that they cught not to think so {p. 334).

yimary among the “orders which provide the fabric
‘hich men may dwell” is “race.” The “accepted ethic,
rules of social due process, and the social habit of
pliance with law” for which Ramsey is here pleading
e, and are, with very few exceptions, racially in-

One wonders in what “school of Christ” Ram
learmed the designations “darkies” and “mammies”? Pe
haps this is simply another indication of the “culti
backwardness of black people who didn’t quite make th
grade of “men and women.” -

Is it possible that Ramsey is unaware of the all' b
limitless, and largely unsuccessful, efforts of bla
people to get white people to learn some “respect
law and order” which transcended the “natural affinitie
of race? One would think from reading Ramsey that th
“sit-in movement” created a “lack of respect for the la
by raising the guestion of its relationship to a “high
law—a moral law of the universe”! :

The sad fact is, however, that in their struggle:
obtain “positive laws” against racism from white legisl
tures and an evenhanded administration against injustice
by the white legal structure, black people in the “ci
rights era” spent far more energy in the struggle
justice than the “Christian realists” seemed either to P
sess, or apprehend. ' :

One wonders why Christian ethicists were never ab
ta cee FHhe “lavwlocemece” wihinh dafionoe maiomn Taid O

'wo other brief points must need be made in regard
his Cheristian Ethics and the Sit-ins. First: In regard
the oneness of the Church, Ramsey argues that the
ck Christian and the white Christian must understand
at their togetherness is hid with Christ in God. “ . .
vhile oneness is rightly said to be the life of every
hristian with and for his fellow Christian, this life is
Iso declared to be hid with Christ in God (Col. 3:3).”
liebuhr said much the same in The Children of Light
Darkness; “The ideal of racial brotherhood is the
aw of God in which we delight after the inward man,
ut racial arrogance is the law in our members which
ars against the law that is in our mind” (p. 142}, Or,
Edward A. Tiryakian put it in “Apartheid and Reli-
jon” (Theology Today, October, 1957, p. 385): “The
Dutch Reformed Church does not intend by apartheid
‘policy of suppression or discrimination. White and
lack have a spiritual unity in Christ. (Cf. also Ben
Marias. Colour: Unsolved Problem of the West.) Thus

the position that “socio-economic and color differentia-
tion must remain relationally inoperative in the Church
of Christ!” is naive and utopian, and must await the
Parousia.

Second: Black resistance to discriminatory manifesta-
tions of racism which takes the form of economic boy-
cotts, ete., are discussed by Ramsey in light of his under-
standing of the “just war” doctrine. The use of just war
criteria to examine the moral validity of the utilization
of economic boycotts to further the cause of justice en-
ables him to condemn such action if it is not sufficiently
circumspect so as to insure its ineffectiveness, without
calling into serious question the racism which produced
the climate which made such action necessary and pos-

sible.

These types of direct social action should conform to the
ancient principles and limitations justifying a Christian
in taking up any use of force. These principles czn be
stated in terms of {1) the justifiability of using economic
pressurc, and {2) the limitation wpon the economic pres-
sures employed, or, respectively, what a love-transformed
and transforming justice permits to be done and what
this still requires to he not done in any area of conflict
between man and man {p. 105).

The “justice” of direct economic boycotts is established.
The problem comes at the point of distinguishing “com-
batants” from “non-combatants.” It is passing strange that
one who can be so explicit and precise in telling the
victims how they should conduct their “warfare” against
their oppressors, seems totally blind to the fact that
“racism” does not, indeed cannot, be discriminate in its
choice of imposed and unjust orders.

The black college president is denied entrance to
places of public accommodation as quickly as, if not
more quickly than, the black criminal. The black child
prodigy is denied the opportunity to develop his God-
given talents as readily by the “racial orders which pro-
vide the fabric in which men may dwell” as readily as the
black victim of brain damage. In fine, “white racism is
indiscriminate warfare against all who are black!”

There is something nigh irredeemably arrogant in the
manner of those who make and support total war against
a “group’s right to exist” (in Southeast Asia, South and
Central America, ete.) and then lecture the group on
the morality of their response to such destruction. Nicho-
las Berdyaev’s brief comment might be instructive on
this point: “Vengeance is hideous but it is not for those
whose wrongs have produced it to denounce its hide-
ousness|”

In Ramsey’s 1961 critique of “direct action”, he says:
“The white people of this country can regard it as for-
tunate that the participants in the sit-in movement, as
direct action which may be against the laws, so largely
share in the tradition of “law and order,” and that they
are imbued with the spirit of charity in the tactical form
of non-violent resistance. This gives us time. . .” (p. 97.
Italics mine).

By 1965, however, these persons and their rapidly




diminishing number of allies in the white camp, were
“utopian and Manichaean,” bent on destroying the “so-
cial habit of compliance with law.” {Has such a “habit”
ever existed in the United States in regard to the rights
of black persons?)
Does Langston Hughes' quadtrain explain  this

change on Ramsey’s part?

Gentle Negroes,

Sweet and kind

Boware the day

They change their mindl
Or, is James M. Gustafson’s description of American so-
cial ethics more revealing and to the point?

In American Christian social ethics . . | the moral con-
cern is for the possible, for that which is relevant to what
is zctually going on in history. It is for the achievement
of a viable state of peace or equity within the moral
ambiguities and corflicting historical forces that exist at
a particular time { Christ and the Moral Life, p. 230},

One cannot read the record of Christian ethics in
response to racism without becoming aware of how often
the “historical situation” and the “possibilities for social
change” are falsified so as to make what is possible
appear to be precisely what white people are doing at
the time. As Ramsey says: “Christian realism supports
law and the established order unless and until some bet-
ter arrangements can be made without making things
worse” (Christian Ethics and the Sit-ins, p. 48).

The extent to which Christian moralists in America
have constructed ethical systems which presuppose a
basic soundness in American history and society awaits
intensive investigation. That this has becn inadvertently
or intentionally done might remain an open question;
that no Christian ethicist in the forefront of ecclesiastical
and theological life in America has adopted the kind of
prophetic stance toward racism which some have
adopted, say, toward Communism, or even the “New
Morality”, is incontrovertible. Most have adopted a
priestly rather than a prophetic stance toward racism,

PRIESTLY AND PROPHETIC ETHICS

The Priestly Ethical Stance

A priestly ethical stance is one which is, in a self-
conscious way, descriptively analytical, often presuppos-
ing the basic validity of the categories which seem prob-
lematic in the situation. It is concerned with the sympto.
matic expressions, the observably surfaced results. It does
not undertake in-depth analyses of positions héld, or of
the implications of the positions held for other basic
fundaments in the ethical system.

A priestly ethical stance tends to look for extenuating
circumstances, ameliorating practices, which tend to

- life which demands some closer correspondence be

ective of the differing practices which may or may
allow therefrom. It is, in a self-conscious way,
tively analytical, calling into question the basic

tions™ are sought which prevent the outright conde;
! Jidity of the categories which are problematic in the

tion of an idea contrary to the status quo by fayey,
confrasting it with worse practices flowing from
ideas. L

By concentrating on the gracious love of God f'()i‘
perpetrators of inhuman and unjust conditions, Priest
cthics tends to minimize or overlook the suffering of |
victims and the demands of a righteous God for justie
There is a constant, tension-creating tendency to ey
that which is “realistically Christian” with the prevailis
cultural practices. There is an abject fear of any gl
stantive change which might threaten to produce:
archy. ' '.

A great deal of emphasis is placed upon “impy
righteousness.” Every effort which calls for a way

ation.
ecause a prophetic ethical stance challenges the

ty of “exclusionary principles” which serve to re-
‘certain persons from the realm of morally mutual
erations, it tries to transcend the “split-level theo-
éal universe” which a priestly ethic constructs in its
¢ts to preserve exclusionary principles as the garments
¢n by God for man to preserve him in community.
his “split-level theological universe,” Faith-Reason,
ve-Justice, Gospel-Law, Grace-Nature, and Redemp-
reation dichotomies are structured and related in
a way as to consign the “victims” of such an ar
ngement to the -Reason, -Justice, -Law, -Nature, and
ation ends of the spectrum. However permeable the
¢ categories are to the former, the former are suffi-
ently “idealized” so as to create no real challenge to
ustices which may flow from the latter acting alone.
teriological and moral concerns are not on speaking
yms insofar as institations and institutional patterns of
havior are concerned.
However, a prophetic ethical stance, with its relativiz-
g-‘-"of all institutions and institational patterns of be-
vior, not only in an absolute, but also in a contingent
nse, is able to avoid the pitfalls of a “realism” which
1 justify almost any system which makes for order.
To demythologize the Christian ethical enterprise in
merican Christianity—and nothing else is needed!—one
t be willing to recognize the myth-building scaffold-
ing that has been constructed around the “American Way
Life.” The consistency with which the mythical justi-
Gication for white racism has changed to deal with each
anging possibility for different white-black relation-
ships, require that we attempt a penctration beneath the
Symptomatic penumbra of economics, group pride, and
lust for power.

“justification by grace through faith” and “sanctificatig
by faith through grace” is accused of being unrealisi
and moralistic, g

In some form or another, a concept of “orders
creation” or its equivalent is strongly ermphasized 4
divine measure, Original sin serves to place oppressor
and oppressed on the same moral as well as soteriologs
cal plane. Luther's stance is instructive at this point
Luther helped to separate the level of human rela
ships from religious beliefs by ascribing to the then exi
Ing social structures a final, highest value given by G
fer man’s good. (Luther, of course, did not begin this
process! )

Christian ethical responsibility, as it bodied forth
human relationships, was not, in the final analysis, p i
cated upon, derived from, or in response to, the fact tha
one was a Christian. The fact that one was a Christiat
did not serve to deliver him from the principalities and
powers of an unjust social order, but to bind him mo
firmly by their chains, Obedience, for example,
theological category, receives its social significance as
is manifested through the prism of established order.
accept the given, to realistically separate the “ideal” from
the “actual,” the “ought” from the “is,” and to he obedié
to the demands of the latter, is to be Christ-like.

Consequently, in socio-economic and socio-politic
terms, the priestly ethic speaks from the side of both/an
on behalf of the status quo. Sometimes, however, th
status quo is supported, not as an absolute good, bt
as the “best of all presently obtainable possible worlds
“what is going on in history,” “moral ambiguities an
corflicting historical forces that exist at a particular timeé:

PREFACE TO A BEGINNING

- The chief problem faced by Christian ethicists in
their efforts to come to grips with racism is the theologi-
al problem. And that theological difficulty is informed,
1 part at least, by a truncated view of the Incarnation
and the Atonement.

* American Christian ethicists seem to be in fairly gen-
¢ral agreement in conceiving of love as being . . . norma-
t_iVe for, and applicable to, the realms of polities, eco-
- Bomics, and even the conduct of warfare, The authoriza-
tion for the norm of love is neither only nor always the
- feachings of Jesus in the double love commandment and

81sewhere; it is also revealed in the self-sacrificial death
COF Ol 2T v B pea o, - - o

The Prophetic Ethical Stance

A prophetic ethic, or a prophetic element in an ethic
position, is one which calls into serious question, 10
merely the practices which tend to follow from a partict
lar idea. Rather. the idea iteelf i« called $min ro-ackiol

Indeed, it hardly seems too much to say that the Cross
is seen as justification for the attempt to extrapolate
suffering out of the mosaic of the Incamation, and exalt
it to first place in the decision-making processes of the
Christian’s ethical dilemmas, This is to exalt suffering to
an unwarranted position in theology and ethics. The
difficulty is that when “suffering” is invoked as a Christian
vocation, it is almost invariably the effort of the powerful
in society to justity their injustice against the powerless.
This seems tragically the case with Christian ethicists in
contemporary American society. For the white Christian
ethicist today to invoke “suffering” as a response to
Christ’s crucifixion is to mock the benefits of Christ’s
crucifixion and resurrection to the black (and red and
vellow and brown) victims of American institutions, here
and abroad. It demonstrates the game-playing of “schol-
arship,” for it ignores the urgent contemporary lesson
to be taken from Luther’s invocation of “suffering” in
dealing with the peasant victims of his own princes’
injustices. In a word, it tells a lie about the New Testa-
ment.

Suffering is neither the last word, nor the substance of
the Christian teaching about God, Jesus Christ or the
world. Neither can the Atonement be reduced to an
instance of divine love losing its battle against evil as
it tried to find and make its way in a world created by
God, by dying on a Cross.

There seems to be a Christological emphasis which is
onesided, with an imbalance existing on the side of the
paradigmatic and indicative character of the crucified,
suffering Christ, as over against the resurrected, glorified
Lord. Thus we have what can justly be called a “Theol-
ogy of the Crucifix.” The highest expression of God's
love is seen in the crucifixion. Thus, Daniel D). Williams
says: “Christ reigns supremely because he reigns from
his cross™ {God's Grace and Man’s ITope, p. 133) Not so!
If He reigns, He reigns because the Cross was powerless
in unltimate terms—even in history. He reigns because
the Cross is no more the final expression of the love of
God. That is the Resurrection.

The Cross must, in some measure at least, be inter-
preted as the pre-formative chaos which threatened to
reign before and until—only until—the God of power
triumphed over it. Thus, for example, creation is this
side of chaos; Resurrection is this side of the Cross!

A crucifixion which is redemptive in regard to man’s
situation in this world, a situation in which relationships
between man and God, and man and man are in need
of radical alteration, obviously needs more from heaven
than an unexampled instance of what happens to power-

less love, or even a divine nature, in a powerful but
loveless, world.

A priestly Christian ethical stance seems to be much
attracted to an interpretation of the crucifixion which
is exemplary. It seems very clear that this interpreta-
tion of God’s redemptive act in Christ is an interpreta-
tion which leaves the final, historical word to man.

- - - Y




ceives of God as remaining in possession of the last

word about man, in hi
history.” n, in history and/or “above and beyond

. The obvious inference to be drawn from the crucifixion
is not a willingness to let evil institutions or institutional
patterns of behavior continue to reign undisturbed, and
rema_in faithful to them unto death because GO(i has
ordained them to preserve order in the world. Tt i
rather .that one is to be obedient to God evén umtloS
death, in setting one’s face against the evil l';”l the world
whether expressed in secular or religious structures )
The Incarnation in the Bible is seen as encompas‘sing,

in h}owever mysterions a fashion, the whole uii
God’s af:ts in Jesus Christ. At the very least irn:e' Y
of varying interpretations, this includes th<; lif:p
fa.nd resurrection of Jesus Christ. No one of thess:
is c?ncelved of as being only tangentially rela‘cefl-E
affairs of man. No one of them can be transmut d_ta
trans-historical “above-history” realm. -

God was in Christ, reconciling the world unto by
effecting a “revolution in relationships” by His :
the lifaf;, death, and resuirection of Jesus Chrij’f tlF
_Lhe point of view of Christian social ethics this'..' -
imply a relativizing of every institution and instit b
pattern of behavior which affected or limited thu :
sibilities for free and open communicati o
sons within community, [

RANSCOMEI a native of Hillsville, Virginia,

ons betweer

In September CBS began its new television season
ith the theme “Let’s All Get Together” If you watch
levision on Tuesday nights, you know that who got
ogether, back-to-back, were the stars of three of Amer-
s most popular TV programs: “The Beverly Hillbil-
es” “Green Acres,” and “Hee-Ilaw.” Each week millions
Americans gather around their sets to watch this
‘combination, which has to be the most intensive effort
‘8ver exerted by a nation to belittle, demean, and other-
ise destroy a minority people within its boundaries.
Within the three shows on one night, hillbillies are shown
‘being conned into buying the White House, coddling a
alking pig, and rising from a cormpatch to crack the
ickest jokes on TV—all on the same channel, all only a
hort while after Eric Sevareid has completed his nightly

ture to the American public on decency, integrity,
dignity and the other great American virtues to which he
nd his network supposedly adhere. If similar programs
ven approaching the maliciousness of these were broad-
Cast today on Blacks, Indians or Chicanos, there would

THILATING THE
E APPALACHIANS STRUGGLE

ITH AMERICA’S

is on the editorial board of Katallegete,
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NSTITUTION

James Branscome

be an immediate public outery from every liberal organ-
ization and politician in the couniry and a scathing
editorial in the New York Times about the programs’
“Jack of taste.” The new culture people would organize
marches and prime-time boycotts and perhaps, even,
throw dog dung at Eva Gabor as she emerged from her
studio. They might even go a step further and deal with
that hillybilly-maligning patriot, Al Capp. But, with this,
as all things Appalachian, silence. America is allowed to
continue laughing at this minority group because on this,
America agrees: hillbilly ain't beautiful.

The treatment given by the media to Appalachia is
only one example of the massive failure of America’s
institutions for over a century to meet the needs of the
people of the region. From government at all levels, to
churches, private welfare agencies, schools, colleges,
labor unions, foundations, newspapers, corporations, ad
infinitumn, the region has received an unequal’ share of
exploitation, neglect, unfulfilled promises and misguided
assistance. This is not to deny that America is interested




in Appalachia, Tt has been for some time, in the peculiar
American way—in Appalachia’s worth to industry, of
course; only erratically in the plight of the people. Gen-
eral Howard of the Freedman’s Bureau is said to have
convinced Lincoln that he ought to try to do something
for the poor mountaineers after the Civil War. The New
Deal brought the then rather progressive Tennessee Val-
ley Authority to one part of the region, but TVA’s re-
cently developed capucity to burn lower-grade strip-
mine coal bronght the hellish human and material waste
of that process to Ceniral Appalachia. John Kennedy and
his brother, Robert, both professed an interest in the hill-
billy and his vote, and eventually, under Lyndon Johnson,
their interest was translated into the Appalachian Re-
gional Commission, a unique political and economic de-
velopment agency. But, as Harry Caudill remarked, its
assignment was “one of the most awesome tasks since
Hercules cleaned the Aegean stables.”

It is especially Herculean when one applies some good
American economic analysis: the agency was given about
one-twentieth of the amount of money it takes to fight the
Vietnam War for one year and told to use that amount
over a six year period to correct almost two hundred
vears of abuse to areas of a thirteen-state region! Now,
for the riddle: if eighty percent of that mouney was spent
on highway construction, how interested is America in
the nineteen million people who occupy the territory
the Commission described in 1964 “as an island of poy-
erty in a sea of affluence™ This is not to deny that the
Commission has not had a positive influence on the re-
gion. Given the parameters in which it had to work, it
has made many needed mvestments in public facilities
and increased the accountability of state governments to
their Appalachian sections. If Congress extends the pro-
gram and significantly increases its funding for human
resource programs, the Commission may be able to bring
to the Appalachian poor some of the services even ghetto
residents have come to accept as normal, There are some
big ifs in this, not the least of which is the critical
question today about the relationship between institu-
tions and people: if an institution today had unlimited
tunding and unlimited maneuverability, eould it bring
to people the services they need without destroying the
kind of life they want to live?

‘ If the ability of institutions to respond to people’s needs
is judged on the basis of the federal government's en-
forcement of the Mine Health and Safety Act of 1969
then the answer to this question is No!/ Loud and Clearj
Tl'le-death of the 78 coal miners in T armington, West
Virgina, in November 1968 led to the passage of that Act
which is the strictest mine safety legislation ever to gel

, permitted to operate up to the disaster on Decem-
0. They did so in large part because an inspection
iired under the 1969 Act was subjected to the admin-
son of a bureaucracy which, perhaps unwittingly
fact, vetoed the will and intention of the Congress
he President and—if representative government is
taken seriously—the will of the people. Thirty-eight
en dead. And the litany of charges: families of the
4 miners exploited by funeral operators, insurance
men and government officials; cover-ups and dou-
Hle-dealings and politics involved in the “hearings” to
ire into the disaster; illegal “primer cord” and “dyna-
ite” had (and had not) been used in the mines; an
spector “who didn’t want his name used” said a simul-
jeous explosion ten times the legal limit was set off
hen the men were killed. . . .

through Congress and be signed by a President
public outrage over T armington gave govemmen.t.
of its few opportunities to wrestle successfully wig,
powerful American coal-oil conglomerates. But S
thing did not work: either there is no will, or de;iro
the bureaucracies (the institutions) of the federa] .
eroment {o go to the mat with the conglomerateg %
haps their interests are 0 inseparable that no cont:egt
ever possible. In any case: since the disaster, more ¥,
300 miners have been killed in the mines and more th
10,000 have been crippled or injured. There has bee
public outery to avenge the death of these men, °

Moreover, the Social Security Administration’s o
Bureaun of Disability Insurance provides some stafj
which indicate how the bureaucracy of one fundame;
institution—government—deals with one crisis which
1989 Act sought to meet: compensation for miners dj
abled by “black lung” contracted after long years 5
long hours inside the mines, The national average’
claims under the hlack tung provisions of the Act p:'.'
cessed by the Bureau of Disability Insurance is 43
However: only 29% of the claitos from eastern Kentig
and 24% of those from West Virginia had been processe
by early November 1970 And: 32% of the

complete failire of the American corporate struc-
16 to accept even a charitable responsibility for the
fgi'dn that it has raped so successfully is hardly arguable.
e men like General Imboden in the late nineteenth
ntury went before the state legislatures to argue that
. within the imperial domain of Virginia, lie, almost
unknown to the outside world and not fully appreciated
“their owners, vaster fields of coal and iron than in all
igland, maybe, than all Europe” the American corpo-
te community has wrenched resources estimated at a

claip‘ns denied for the rest of the nation is only . . , . 20
It one reflects on the fact that in the past seventy vears
there have been 101,000 mine deaths, a number Iar'g.'é

ths ; ; o .
d O?i;?iht?ml Oim‘m(?rs?.nowf working in Appalac:'hla antf orth of nearly one trillion dollars from the mountains.
of the ¢ nunber of Vietnam dea‘d?s, then the inabi le these companies pay some of the highest dividends
by int fri‘;:sl?;?nctoﬁ enforce reg;{llatlons, which are mil of any company in the world to their already wealthy
well for the o apacitvp zlfmog]’i;tr‘ll €S one as not spealu:: eholders, the communities in Appalachia where those
very arena of action Wﬁ]. L o ;lns’tltutlons to use the urces originated survive on a subsistence economy if
mandate, or for the Am ::n lsblt' errs, byl democracy? ‘survive” is the proper verb here. Often more than half
anythingj more tha the d PUBICS capacity to care f of the money in circulation comes from state and federal
©t the dramatic, never the substantial elfare coffers. This fact alone tells us something about
American Way, if not the American Dream. Three
months after the June 30, 1970 deadline for reducing the
hount of hazardous dust in the mines as required by
the 1969 legislation, 2800 of the 3000 underground mine
Operators had not complied, Tt is these same companies
which have continually opposed severance taxes on coal
aiid medical benefits for the more than 100,000 disabled
miners who suffer permanent lung damage from poorly
intained mines. Apparently when these corporate
institutions of American free enterprise become incredi-
9y wealthy, they cannot be expected to have con-
Sctence even to allow government to pay the tab for the
mage they have caused. Somewhere that “pursuit of
elfish interest accruing benefits to all” went astray in
Appalachia.

States himself announced that he would have visited th
scene of the disaster. . . . if it had not beep for “the ba
Weather.” The more important visits, however, those of
mspectors from the Bureau of Mines, were not made to:
the Finley mines on schedule some few days before the
disaster in order to check compliance with violations of
regulations in the 1969 act cited on earlier visits. Tt w.
the same, old refrain: new priority guidelines for viol

It has always been asserted with pride that America

tors, understood all of the provisions of (he Act. Fte. Et¢

In anv event 1he Tl . o Al ae et e e el wra

a best-seller for over a decade. But this “child-dominated”
society has interest only in certain children, Of the more
than 925,000 poor children under six in Appalachia, as
estimated by the Office of Feonomic Opportunity, only
about 100,000 receive cash benefits in their home from
Aid For Dependent Children or other similar welfare
programs. While the national participation rate of chil-
dren in Head Start programs decreased three percent
between 1967 and 1969, the Appalachian participation
decreased fifteen percent. The greatest decrease in Ap-
palachia, significantly, was in full-year programs, those
regarded as most beneficial to poor children. What other
group in the country received the benefits from the
cutbacks in Appalachia is unimportant here; that “hill-
billies” were not on the priority list is obvious.

In the area of prenatal and infant care, the situation in

Appalachia is even more alarming. Examinations of chil-
dren in several areas of the region have shown that as
many as sevenly percent have “parasitic infestation” (the
euphemism for “worms”), one of the contributing causes
to Appalachia’s unusually large number of retarded and
“slow” children—"worms” abounding in the miserable
shacks and grassless yards American free enterprise has
put aside for the hillbillies. If the Appalachian infant
mortality rate were reduced at the same rate as East
Germany’s in a five year period as reported by the World -
Health Organization, then the lives of more than 1,000
children a year could be preserved. In certain areas of
the region, as a matter of fact, the situation worsened
over a decade. In Lamar County, Alabama, for example,
the infant mortality rate rose from 32.5 percent to 40.9
percent in ten years, Hancock County, Tennessee’s rate
rose from 21.4 percent to 42.2 percent in the same time
period. While increased attention to child development
at the national and regional level promises to better the
sitnation, for many lives and for many minds the help
comes too late. Perhaps if it were possible to estimate
the number of mountain children who would be alive and
healthy if Appalachia had received and retained a more
equitable share of the nation’s wealth, cerfain institutions
coinld be persnaded more easily to invest in saving chil-
dren. Until the case is made, however, we all labor under
the curse of the prophets and the admonitions of the
poets (increasingly, it seems, the only sane people), that
the final judgment on civilizations and their institutions
rests on how well they treat their children, who are—in
appeal at least—the “least of these.”

The Appalachian child who makes it to school does
not find the institution America has charged with equip-
ping youth with basic “survival” skills any better pre-
pared to serve his needs. The inability and unwillingness
of local governments to tax the property and extractive
resources of large corporations has resulted in an educa-
tional system in Appalachia that can only be compared
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to this the fundamental resistance of middle-class teach-
ers to acknowledge the unigue cultural heritage of the
Appalachian youth, and you have a laboratory for study-
ing one of the classic, historical struggles between a na-
tion intent on erasing a minority from its midst and a
people intent on preserving their identity and life style
at any cost to themselves. In an Appalachian school, the
middle class aspiring, teacher is just as insistent that the
student be aggressive, obedient, joyless—in short, every-
thing that his cultare tells him he is not—as is the teacher
in the Bureau of Indian Affairs school on a reservation.
No wonder then that as many as 65 percent of the sti-
deats drop out of school before graduation—a figure 25
percent higher than the national average.

Responding to the fiscal needs of the Appalachian
educational system alone is overwhelmingly beyond the
capacity of government agencies as they are presently
funded. In 1967, for example, the Office of Education
estimated that the constiuction needs of the 13 Appa-
lachian states represented over 42 percent of the total
school construction needs of the entire country. It would
require the additional expenditure of $363 million annu-
ally just to raise the per pupil expenditures of Appa-
lachian schools to the national average. Title I of the
Elementary and Secondary Education Act, designed to
increase the amount of funds available for the teaching
of disadvantaged students, will spend more money on
an equal number of students in the schools of West.
chester, New York, where the number of poor students
is about three percent of the student body, than it will ip
4 county in Appalachia where more than half of the
student body is poor. Talent Search, a special college
recruitment and placement program funded by Congress
for high-risk students, spends only 3.8 percent of it
money in Appalachia, compared to the 10 percent the
region deserves, Simply to make the Appalachian educa-
tional system equal in educational resources to the nation
will require a political miracle at a time when no miracle
workers are to be found.

While Appalachia is heavily populated with institu.
tions of higher learning supported by various religious
denominations and state governments, the region’s stu-
dents are no better served here than in the secondary
mstitutions. Neither is the region’s needs for professional
and  para-professional manpower.  No institution of
American society, in fact, is more divorced from Appala-
chia than the higher educational system which resides
within it.

Forced by acerediting agencies, visiting hoards, and
‘}rlundreds of other pressures to maintain a facade of
academic excellence” and “a sound liberal arts educa-
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tion,” usually with Christ thrown in somewher

pulation because the armed forces represent the only
church-supported schools spend little time thinking 5t 58

sortunity available to many young mountain men to

nia led the nation in per capita Vietnam deaths.
aty-five West Virginians per 100,000 population had
killed, compared to seventeen per 100,000 nation-
For the youth who seeks opportunity and training
some special opportunity program, such as the Job
ps, the fate may not be a great deal more encourag-
Because of the Job Corps’ resistance to establishing a
nter especially for Appalachian youth, they are sent to
amps both within and outside the region where the pop-
tior may be largely urban and black. Combine his
nfamiliarity with urban life and blacks with his affinity
home and family, and one can easily understand why
Appalachian youth drops out of the program in equal
quency with his Indian counterpart. Even if he lasts
e program out, according to Joint Action in Community
ce, the agency which contracts with the Job Corps
ace and counsel graduates, it is very difficult to find
him a job or to locate a person or agency willing to assist
im in the mountains.

For the youth who has not dropped out of school by
ninth grade and who has no prospect of attending
llege, vocational training represents the only channel
pen to him. Many find it a wicked channel indeed.

ately high percentage of students from states like N;
Jersey. Certainly to these colleges, “Christian® educat;
has nothing to do with serving the vietims of Caesy
educational system, '
The “open door” policies of state universities are oft'"
in actuality, “revolving doors” for the Appalachian g

expected to send the Appalachian student seurryiy
home, In January 1968 the National Association of §t;
Universities and Land Grant Colleges summed up g

away qualified students, limited enrollments, and refuge
urgently needed public services” :

The regional umiversities and colleges place i
emphasis on promoting a regional consciousness on
part of their students. In fact, there is not at presen
single Appalachian studies program in the region wh
conld begin to rival the offerings in Far Eastern studies
or astronomy., One, Eastern Kentucky University .
Richmond (which in reality is in “Blue Grass,”
“eastern,” Kentucky) prides itself on its training an

srcent of all vocational training programs in the region
nsisted of agriculture and home economics—areas in
hich there were almost no job openings. Since that re-
ort the Commission and the states have required all 235
eational programs which they have funded to teach
b-relevant skills, While only half of the schools are now
open and no thorough evaluation has been reported, it
.expected that the schools will be significantly better
than their predecessors.

As late as 1968, however, the West Virginia Coramis-
sion on Higher Education reported that only about 18
reent of the students in that state had acoess to voca-
nal training. Given the fact that post-high school
Jcational training is still not available to the majority
“Appalachian youth, this major channel of supposed
Opportunity still has a long way to go to overcome the
serious handjcaps it has represented in the past. And with
Mprovement, vocational education’s role may be to chan-
1 all the so-called disadvantaged students into neat
lots, thereby diminishing not only the student, but voca-
nal education as well, Additionally, so long as voca-
nal school graduates must leave the mountains to
od jobs, the region will remain a loser. It is already
Stimated that 900,000 high school graduates will have
0 leave the region to find jobs in the decade of the 70's,
hey will thus become the people the cities do not want
nd the people the region cannot afford to lose.

—ashamed of his background and ill-equipped to mé
the needs of his region—into middle-class society outsi
the region. The sixteen-year process of credentializi
that the student has been subjected to, becomes finally
ticket to the world of Dick and Jane, Support-Your-Loca
Police and the affluence of America built at Appalachia
expense. So, a region which needs more than 200,000
college graduates—a minimurg of 5,000 physicians, man
more thousands of nurses, teachers, businessmen, gov
ernment leaders, ad infinitum—finds no help in anothe:
of America’s institutions,

The young Appalachian left behind by the highet
educational system is destined to be the object of
rumber of complicated channeling devices, Certainly the

- The fact that a mountain youth takes advantage of the
Pportunity to finish high school and annlv o colloo.

does not guarantee that the tentacles of the system will
let him go. For instance, one of the high-risk students
I taught in the Upward Bound program at Berea College
applied and was accepted last fall at that college. During
the preceding spring he was approached by a recruiter
for the FBI who gave him a hard sell on the benefits of
working for the Burean in Washington, He dropped the
idea of college and is now a low-paid clerk ar FBI
headquarters. Since this incident 1 have checked with
school personnel in other areas of the region and found
that intensive recruitment of high school graduates in
rural areas is now carried out by the FBI and other
government agencies who are not finding recruits for
their clerk and typist posts in urban high schools. The
law, it seems, does have a long arm and no qualms about
modern forms of impressment,

Most high school dropouts—except those who marry
and somehow find work or welfare payments—and un-
employed high school graduates eventually end up being
forced to migrate to find work., In West Virginia, for
instance, 70 percent of the young people leave before
they reach the age of 24. Usually referred to as “mi-
grants” instead of more accurately as economic refugees,
these youth join the more than 2,000,000 other mountain-
eers who have preceded them to northern cities such
as Cincinnati, Chicago, Indianapolis and Detroit. if they
have a skill and happened to move during a period of
relative economic prosperity, or are willing to accept a
job run by the stopwatch and a minimum wage employer,
as many do, then their chances for survival are good. Tf,
on the other hand, circumstances deem that they have
to move in with kin in the “back home” ghetto, then the
situation is different.

The unemployed and unassimilated mountain vouth
finds himself in a bewildering ghetto that defies descrip-
tion, and usually comparison, with the ghetto life of
other minorities. He also finds that in the city there is
one thing more unacceptable than a black man—a hill-
billy, a ridgerunner, a briarhopper. For the first time in
its history America has recognized him as a cultural
minority. If he ends up in juvenile court for stealing
hubcaps, he is offered leniency with his promise to go
“back home.” Judges make this offer to youth whose
families may have been in the city for three generations
and can only consider themselves Cincinnatians or Chi-
cagons. If he enters school, studies show that its foreign
nature drives him out faster both psychologically and
physically than it does his black migrant counterpart.
For the mountain youth who is unable or unwilling to
assimilate into the life of the city, there is little help from
the social service agencies who understand much more
about blacks than they do about him. He is thus not only
without help, but—perhaps more appallingly~without

an advocate in a city that he does not understand and
ot s vt oo X T4




100223 Er(‘)iup oc;? Appalachians who are consistently over-
ud underserved by the institution i
s of the re
Si'e the blacks.“As‘a matter of fact, both government %111(1)(1:11
; e slo-:i‘alled pr?vate” welfare agencies refuge to ac-
\ }I:;)W edge the existence of blacks in Appalachia. While
bercentage of blacks in the rewi :
the - gion as a whole is low
' about eight bercent—they comprise the total popula-

t
hese p.eople, let alone described the culture of 4 minorit
group in the midst of ancther cultural minority ’

N f;&lmenfa’s unwillingness to deal with the Appalachian
© asks to be dealt with is probably no moye baffling

‘1:;11; Southern f{z‘gklander and His Homeland in 1921
ers and sociologists were making forays into th(;

, and collect

mine apaci 3 ica’
lzlbOrs, th.e Capacity of America’s institutiong (inc]uding its
o usmoni]) te contain the people’s struggle remained
* 90 what on the surface a |
pPpears to be quaj
ple, to bhe explained aw i o e
ay by their isolation i
© ; and inde-
5} " c}ilclarice_may, in .fact, be more accurately described ag
istorical reaction of the People to colonialism

yegelizt on the surface may strike Jack Weller, author of
@y's People (published joinily by the University

oy

himself, whe argued (in The Wretched

that the Algerians resisted “modern medic;
sg lo}ilg as the French were in control of them, byt .5
€ 1 the new Practices immediately when the;f lett-al
selves to be in control. T have seen Parents whg o

ther editorial in a northern newspaper on the same
went on to conclude:

Th Scotch-Irish mountaineers are more ignorant than
5. victims of heredity and aleohol, and now that their
ated Tegion has been invaded, must change or perish.

On

b s to understand how the medical One of the often overlooked aspects of the outsiders’
.k for Appalachia has been the premises which
derlie their own prescriptions for the people’s future.
w finds in Jack Weller's influential writings, for in-

ce, comments such as these:

‘here is little in the mountain child’s training that would
iy him develop self-control, discipline, resolution, or stead-
astness. Thus the way is prepared for future difficulties in the
of people, turned the Medicaid pr . fny or at work.

program into a thity “Gince the culture inadequately prepares its members to
ate to “outsiders,” there is a great need for “bridge” per-
onis, who can help the suspicious and fearful to respond more
ositively to persons and institutions which will increasingly
of help and resource—doctors, psychiatrists, clinics, hos-
itals, government in the form of agency officials, policemen,
ublic health nurses, welfare workers, and recreation leaders.
mountaineer’s suspicion of these persons limits his use of
them to crisis occasions, when, in fact, their purpose is to be
f assistance in many ways at other times. He needs help in
nderstanding that government and other institutions cannot
be run In person-oriented ways but must be conducted in
:great measure on an impersonal objective basis. He needs
help in secing that a certain amount of bureaucratic organiza-
tion is a necessary thing, and that a government does not exist
for an individval person’s benefit { Yesterday's People, PD.

cd a
side” because they took narcotics prescribed by the
3 7-158).

physicians, One castern Kentucky pPharmacist admitte

Responding to the Appalachian culture, outsiders are
etimes incapable of interpreting the evidence because
of their own training in research procedures. One, for
example, while, of course, repeatedly enjoining his read-
s that he is passing no judgment on the culture—de-
scribes mountain music and literature as “regressive
looking”, “nostalgic and melancholy,” over all, “repres-
sive.” Thomas Merton, on the other hand, after hearing
S0me mountain music for the first time at the Abbey of
Gethsemani, gave the correct interpretation and ex-
¢1_aimed, “It's apocolyptic!” Perhaps the only fair hearing
the culture of the people of Appalachia will receive is
from persons, like mystics and contemplatives, who do
U assign ultimate importance to the things that the
gliOFlern State and today’s seminarians have blessed as
Vine,

great deal in time aws :
y from work to ke -
abuses. They are Just too busy.” P a check o

of the second decade of this century in my hometown.

of Hillsville, Virgin; . :
. ’ ginia, to interpret th . X
their urban readers. Said one: P ¢ Appalachian t

The churchmen, educators, welfare agents, indepen-
Cllent do-gooders, journalists and novelists, and the institu-
'0ns which pay their salaries—that is, those who have
._Inade an extraordinarily good living trying to “under-
‘stand” the mountain man—have cirdiad sha Asaalo T

;tiycziteofmmhm@ 500 horsepower, and swill it down
drep oy on gen:lrous and. gentle feuds in which litile chil
nation, and Vf)};are » and dehb(’:mtﬂly plan a wholesale assassi
defens,e vhen captured either assert they shot in self-

» OF With true coward stregk deny the crime, There "

are two remedies — .
only—edueation PR
s . or exterm -
taineers. like +he vod To 1e - * Ination, Moun

“school” him, to “doctor” and “save” him by making him
into what they already are: Middle America, assimilated
into the America of the television and Holiday Inn—the
America which Tocqueville and Faulkner warned was
founded by those who sought not to escape from tyranny,
but to establish one, in their own image and likeness.

Only in Appalachia, for example, have the mainline
churches come upon a “Christian” religious expression
which stands four-square against what they expect reli-
gion in America to “do.” The rejection of the “Christian
century” by Appalachia has baffled and annoyed the
mainline churches, their agencies, theologians and sociol-
ogists. And because the Church in mainline America is
unable to understand the Church in Appalachia, they
have so far been unable to assimilate it. They have failed,
in other words, to make it over into another of the
agencies of social welfare which stands alongside HEW,
Social Security, the Council of the Southern Mountains,
the Commission on Religion in Appalachia, the Home
Mission Board(s}, etc. The mainline churches have tried
to obliterate the Appalachian churches with demands for
expressions which are “progressive,” “rational,” “contem-
porary” and “relevant”. What more haunting, and in
many instances disgusting, examples of the philosopher’s
“ambiguity of reason” or the theologian’s “original sin”
could be asked for? The liberal churchmen—Cathelic and
Protestant—insist that the snake-handling of the moun-
tain man must come to an end (as must the “emotional-
ism” and “irrelevance” of the Black church). And all the
while the mainline, liberal Church ignores the more dan-
gerous “snakehandling” which defines their very efforts
to “save” “yesterday’s people”—a phenomena described
precisely in the early years of this journal by the con-
templative, the mystic, Thomas Merton, in “Events and
Pseudo-Events: Letter to a Southern Churchman”

( Katallagete, Summer 1966).

The answer to the question of why mountain culture
must be destroyed is to be found in the fundamental
truth about the technological society: the techmigues
which undergird all our institutions are assimilating all
of us into, as Jacques Ellul puts it, “a society of objects,
run by objects.” Institutions in the technological society
and this means not only those of the state and its wel-
fare bureaus, but the do-good agencies which include
churches, schools and colleges—can respond only by and
with the techniques of the impersonalized, bureaucratic
means, procedures, formulas. Technique cannot discrimi-
nate between right and wrong, justice and injustice. That
is why the same technique that gives and takes away the
health card from an ailing miner, assimilates the pious
mountaineer into the five-point grading system and the
Uniform Sunday School Lesson.
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the' Appalachian people. The extent to which these insti-
tlltl.O]JS have so far failed in the venture is the extent to
which this people and culture have successfully resisted
the formidable pressures of the institutions of contem-
porary .technological society. Why institutions—political
and private, church and business, industrial and chari-
tabl?—have responded and can respond to the Appa-
lachian the way they have tells us something very i.mplgr-

tant about power—and i
_ : — powerlessness—in -
logical society. the techno

ississippi Council on Human Relations. He is @ nafive of Georgia.

America demandsg carmest, indeed prayerfyl atte &
, n

The struggle of the mountain man against the in it
qf the technological society is the struggle to d;

right to define any man by his relationship o nI\/I‘i'EI'!I
America, The struggle—whether one believes t}jl
comes out of resistance informed by left-wing Protes
IS or opposition to colonialism and genocide g
implications for all who question not only the posg
but the quality and character of any resistance ©
totalitarianism of the technological society. [] °

The time rhythm of the South is different from that of
e rest of the nation, It is slower, less frantic. Living in
the South it is hard to imagine what sort of energy keeps
the rest of the country so alive with events and so full
qf:' important news. In the North, the West, it is very
easy to forget the South because that region has left an
Mpression upon the national mind as an unchanging
ea which has already experienced its major social con-
rontation and has already settled back into its old and,

" most purposes, uninteresting ways. This is an unfor-
Unate view, for the South is in flux. It is struggling in
ays perhaps different from those of the rest of the
Nation to establish for its millions of people a new social
order. And as part-of that struggle, things have been
:'appening in Dixie that the rest of the nation, for its
Wwn good, had better keep an eye on.

At the end of June in 1968, an event took place that

NY DUNBAR'S Our Land Too, studies in and impressions about the South and Appalachio, will be published this Spring by Pantheon. His The Will To
sive, o stedy of the lives of people in the plantation area of Lovise-Midnight, Mississippi, was publfished jointly by The Southern Regional Council and

CONSPIRACY ON CONSPIRACY

Anthony Dunbar

Meridian, a small city on the Alabama line, 2 woman
was killed and a man seriously wounded by police while
FBI agents looked on as the pair allegedly were preparing
to place a bomb in the garage of a prominent Jewish
businessman. The woman, Mrs. Kathy Ainsworth, and
man, Thomas Tarrants 111, both belonged to the White
Knights of the Ku Klux Klan. They were victims of a
trap arranged by the Meridian police force and the FBI
whose intention it apparently was to kill Thomas Tar-
rants and a Jackson Klansman named Danny Joe Haw-
kins. The plan misfired because Mrs, Ainsworth and not
Hawkins had come to Meridian and because she, and
neither of the men, was killed.

In the South there are many Klans, and they are not
all locked together in their ideas about the problems of
the world. The years have done much to remove the
Klan from its supposedly white gentry beginnings in
Reconstruction and its position, in the 1920s, as a widely
spread, working class organization which the nation was
willing to recognize openly as a political force. The
image of the bed-rock Baptist country farmer, hanging




communist, which was evolved in the 1950s and *60s
does not itself any longer hold true in many places. Th ,
larges_t of the Klan Organizations, The United Kla.ns o?
America, has tried to project a more moderate and re-
sp_e.c’FabIe picture of itself. It has sought to become
political interest group that can push or obstruct cand.i‘rf
l?ates f('n: (;)ﬂ'ice and which must he dealt with serious!
y politicians rather than simply aroused with anti}-’

Yankee thetoric, To some factions of the United Klans

the i
Klan of earlier days becomes an embarrassment

expel-led trom the United Klans, The man who served
-for ezghtlyears as the Grand Dragon of the United Krl‘;fls
LIJ(.] Gzor}g;a won a seilt on Atlanta’s bi-racial Model Cities
an;rt}.l e c'aHs for eftremists of both the black groups
and tle white groups”—by which he means the SCLC
: th]e Klan, and perhaps even the Birchers—to sit
oge ler at the conference table and work for peace i

Amlenca. In this sense, the Klan i moving more into 1‘_hln
mamnstream of Southern politics where “law and orderff

and “freedom of chojee”
oice” have replaced race hat
_ T
suitable themes for discussion. o

ab?'fhﬂf the main Klans have moved toward respect-
ity from the battle days of the early '60s, a few have
Ig(?ln% 1the othe.r dir.ec‘tion. The White Knights of the
o I;Zaila}? in Mississippi, 2 rival to the United Klans
the A > has gone.beyond its formless antagonism for
P, 1nt<_agrat10n and civil rights workers, It has
z:lome t(') $ee an international Jewish conspiracy bent on
estroying white Protestant values and peoples. It doe
not have its roots in that blend of intense p;a.triotisrr?

fand concern for the land of the South that is inbred i
L_ts neighbor organizations to the East and in the Car:)I}
blri?sl.c Thi Whn:e Knights fight not to protect the South
or the nation, and their object is not Yankees but

: € corporation, the govern ith i
Vﬁst(;d interest in big business, the polgi’dciannxjfllll(;E c‘lzllildelzzs
all of whom, ’the White Knights believe, are manipulat. (i
by the world’s Jewish elite. e

This Klan is revolution mj
. minded, and it sees round
fcr)r temporary alha_nce with radical black and legft-wings
groups elsewhere in the country, with anyone who is

neither whites noy blacks can succeed alone

Thihea?fhﬂe 1E(mghts draw their strength from the Bible,
b 13; B?bimt undamentalists but believe that the words
i ible must bfe read 50 as to speak to people toda
ey hold their faith seriously and take to heart th "
seriptures which say a man mug ing

nviction of the men responsible for the bombings
on. The FBI was of the opinion that the money
5t best be put to use in Meridian. The mayor of that
:nd Police Chicf Gunn had been in contact with
the ADL and the FBI after the bombings, and they
expressed their desire to see the Klan, specifically
Roberts brothers, stopped because they were doing
510 the city and its reputation and because they
that they themselves were on a list of Klan targets.

5 Meridian police and the FBI decided to try the
& tactics against the Klan that had been used a few
g':before against civil rights workers. They took the
sits brothers out one night and beat and threatened
1. This approach was more successful than they had
.d. The Roberts brothers agreed to give information
.l testimony about other White Knights in the state.
hey accepted $1,000 in “good faith” money and were
mised much more later.

‘Over the next days, however, both sides began to
second thoughts about the deal. The FBI was
vare that some jurors, especially in a Mississippi
an-case, frown on the testimony of paid informants.
he: Roberts brothers began to consider the dangers of
stifying against fellow Klansmen, especially if they were
quitted or released for appeal after conviction. A new
an began to form. The FBI agents in Jackson had a
eat deal of professional as well as personal animosity
ward the men they considered to be the primary “hit
en” in that city, Thomas Tarrants and Danny Joe
awkins. They introduced the idea of getting the Rob-
tts brothers, now firmly committed to conspiring with
¢ FBI, to set up a trap wherein Tarrants and Hawkins
1d, it was expected, be killed by officers while staging
Klan bombing.

The new deal called for $69,000 to be paid to the
erts’ and $10,000 to an intermediary, probably an
BI man in Meridian. The money was to come from
ate sources located by the Anti-Defamation League.
e brothers were persuaded to arrange for Hawkins
Tarrants to come to Meridian and place a bomb in
e home of a Jewish businessman, Meyer Davidson.
Since it was well known in Klan circles that the Roberts’
Wwere under intensive investigation by the FBI concern-
ing their own terrorist activities, it was not hard to con-
nce Tarrants and Hawkins that it would be too danger-
ous for the Roberts brothers themselves to commit the
act and that outside help was called for. The total pay-
Inent of $79,000 was contingent on both Hawkins and
I?Hants being present on the bombing attempt. Appar-
ently, the negotiations concerning raising the money,
deli\fering it, what it was to be used for, and the amount
Gf ﬁhe payment, at all times involved A. I. Botnick, Di-
Iector of the Anti-Defamation League’s regional office in
'NGW Orleans.

After talking with the Jackson men, the Roberts
brothers reported to the FBI that Tarrants and Hawkins

liad agreed to the plan and would come to Meridian.
The vniolor Tt 1o A oo T . OO0 1000

alnd all manner of “conservatives” who claim to be ¢
t.mns bu’t at the same time cooperate with the <.
lishment”. The strength of men like George W

worries them. In his type of leadershi :
ership, th
hope for a radical movement, e b

being brave, friendly, comumitted, and kind, Thes,-
the activist underground of the right wing, e
When the state of Mississippi finally, aftey 50 o
years of looking the other way, react’ed to terrl'n';
dn-ec‘ted against civil rights workers by prosecutin .
convicting three Klansmen of arson and murde: o
'1966 slaying of Vernon Dahmer, the head of the ;\TADA
in Hattiesburg, the White Knights did truly go ud
ground. The organization which probably numbermdE
many as 5000 members in 1965 was quickly reduce'“'
a few dozen core men and women. As several of i
key figures in the White Knights, including Sam Bovﬁ
the group leader, came under indictment in Fed'?'
Cc.mrt for violating the civil rights of Dahmer a 8
Michae] Schwerner, James Chancy, and Andrew (I:llo '
man, three civil rights workers shot to death in 1964
Philadelphia, Mississippi, the White Knights were for: :'
to de-f:entra]ize. Klansmen were expected to take gix
of their locality and not call in help from other areas
Two centers of White Knight strength and acti
were Jackson and Meridian, Ip September 1967, th
Temple Beth Israel in Jackson was hit with bomb’s
November a bomb exploded in the home of » rabb.1
Jackson. The FBI suspected, but never sought to prove
EZZ tth; men rt;;ponsible for these acts were Thom:
rt Tarrants ITT and i
members of the White I?nigl?{s.]oe Hawkins, both -

In Meridian during 1967 and 19 i
88, some eight !

black churches, two black homes, and & wl%ite e}?;ﬂlti
were bombed. In May 1968, the Jewish synagogue. in

suspected that of the seven men convicted of conspiracy.

in that slaying, Roberts wa -
> s th
the shots, e one who actually fired

%ﬂustice ]?epartment in Mississippi to eradicate the Klan
Ahe' Jewish community of Jackson, with the help of th
nEi-Dfafa}llaEhon League (ADL) of the B'mai R'r

1

FBI agents stationed themselves around the Davidson
home. After midnight, Tarrants picked up Raymond
Roberts and drove him for a final check-out of the Dav-
idson home. Roberts was startled to find that Danny Joe
Hawkins had not come on the raid though the car that
Tarrants was using bore plates registered to Hawkins,
In his place was a lady no one at that time knew much
about, Mrs. Kathy Ainsworth. After cruising by the home
and secing nothing suspicions, Tarrants and Mrs. Ains-
worth dropped Roberts at a night club so that he would
have an alihi. From the club, Roberts called the police
and reported that Mrs. Ainsworth, and not Danny Joe
Hawkins, was accompanying Tarrants on the bombing
attempt. The police decided to go ahead with their part
of the plan, though its main purpose had been the killing
of both Tarrants and Hawkins.

Tarrants and Mrs. Ainsworth drove up in front of the
Davidson home at about 1:00 in the morning. Tarrants
got out of the car and began to walk up the driveway, a
bomb made of dynamite in his hands and a pistol stuck
in his bekt. It is a matter of dispute whether the police
ever called “halt,” but in any event, shooting breke out
right away. Tarrants was immediately wounded but
made it back to the car. Kathy Ainsworth was killed by
a bullet in the spine as she leaned over to open the door
for him. Tarrants managed to drive the car away but
crashed after about a mile. Pursued and exchanging
fire with officers, he finally dived into a clump of bushes
where four policemen fired at him with shotguns from
about fifteen feet away. When they went forward to
drag him out, they were surprised to find him still alive.

After recovering in a hospital from his wounds, Tar-
rants stood trial in Meridian for placing a bomb, was
found guilty and sentenced to thirty years at the state
penitentiary at Parchman, where he is confined now in
maximum security. Because the plan had not been en-
tirely successful, the Roberts brothers received only
436,500 in money raised from the Jewish community.
The intermediary in Meridian received $2,000. It is
doubtful that the men and women who put up that
money knew that it was to be used to arrange the
deaths of two Klansmen. It is hardly doubtful that the
law enforcement officials who handled that money had

any other plan in mind.

The police and the FBI hastily worked to identify
Mrs. Kathy Ainsworth. For everyone’s peace of mind,
it was determined that she was, indeed, a member of
the White Knights and not just an acquaintance of Tar-
rants’ who was so unfortunate as to find herself tried
and convicted by a rifle bullet in the spine. She was
also a school teacher in Jackson, well liked by her fifth
grade pupils, who never spoke her political beliefs in

class and rarely shared them with her friends. She cannot
T T T e T d s ol amrmee Tl rdiemmted amd all




lady who was kind to children and animals. And she
cannot be classed as a naive victim of the political beliefs
of her friends for she truly believed in what she did. Her
mot':her, an immigrant from Hungary and herself violently
anti-Semitic and anti-black, let it be known that she
was proud of the way in which her daughter had died
ﬁghting for what she believed in. By all accounts Kath);
Ainsworth was not eruel and not stupid, and she \Zvas not

a product of a Southern heritage, for she had no such
thing.

.Thomas Tarrants, on the other hand, grew up in a
middle class neighborhood in Mobile, Alabama. He
ﬁnished high school at about the time people every‘where
in the South were being forced into a political awaken-
ing by the great clashes of the civil rights movement
For Tarrants, that awakening was realized through-
groups like the National States Rights Party and, after
he moved to Mississippi to work in the Masonite f;ctory
in Laurel, by the White Knights. He was 21 when he was
shot and captured in Meridian.

Tarrants, Hawkins and other Klansmen complain of
constant harrassment by the FBI, ranging from late
night telephone calls to sudden round-ups where Klar;
members are held incommunicado for days in FBI of;
fices. In July 1969, Tarrants’ father travelled to Meridian
to loo.k for additional evidence of his son’s sntrapment
A police officer who had been wounded in the shoot out'
a year before entered his motel room and tried to arrest
hl-m. Tarrants’ resisted and was badly injured in the fight
W{i‘.h police officers. Hawkins has been charged with three
crimes in addition to “placing a bomb” in Meridian—
the b(_)mbing of a Jackson real estate office, robbing a
bank in Memphis, and assaulting an officer in Jackson
He was acquitted of the bombing, and the Memphis case.
resulted in a mistrial, Hawkins claims that the assault
charge, like the other two, was simply trumped up by
th.e Justice Department and the FBI, which are deter
mined to put him behind bars for something because he
was Tucky enough te escape the trap in Meridian.

It is clear that some elements of ississippi
power s.tructure are bearing down incredti};)?y igfglszgj(i
the White Knights. We may be tempted to ignore this or
gerhaps even comunend it, for is the Klan not one.reiiec—
t101? of the sickness that has prevailed over Southern
society over the last decades? It is not, however, a clea
and_easﬂy digestible case of American ]'ustic:a Jﬁnallnr
COMINg to grips with the terrorists of the South. The me;
who are breaking the Klan do not themselves embod
such ideals. The same church-going souls in Meridiaz
w'ho endorsed the shooting there were and possibly are
stﬁﬂl conscientious members of the White Citizens (};oun-
}C(]% or the Birch Soi:iety. They are happy that with the

an menace seemingly gone from Meridian tha ~ie,

men, but when they speak of economic develop
they are talking about new shopping centers and
the alleviation of the terrible poverty of black peor
their area. The politicians who are content tg
Thomas Tarrants in a solitary unit at Parchman cond,
wildly racist campaigns for office. Police Chicf G -
who played a major role in setting the trap in Merid
commented afterwards, “You can’t imagine how e'vlii
body in this community respects what we did. Ty,
thfg niggers go out of their way to open doors for i
Its just like the ole days.” Wayne Alton Roberts Wl'}nl
along with his brother, persuaded Tarrants to comm |
Meridian, is presently serving a ten year sentence
conspiring to violate the civil rights of the three COR
workers murdered in Philadelphia. It is expected th
as his reward for collaborating with the FBI, he
be parolled after eighteen months, The Anti—Dt;famatib
League of B'nai Brith which stands for “Justice and.
treatment to all citizens alike” allowed money it hanv::H:
to be used to finance the Meridian operation. .

The point is that nobody involved in this incident
pure. The burden of too many vears of corrupt and sa
society weighs on everybody in Mississippi and- th
South. To say that the shooting at Meridian was a vi
tory for racial or religious tolerance would be nonsess
To say that it was a necessary step to clear the Way-fé
the building of a new order would be equally absurd
Something more is definitely called for in building fror
the old South a better and more himane society tha
police power and a sense of vengence.

America today lies in bits and pieces. The framewor
which held it together in the past has failed us. In som
way we are going to have to create a new basis upon
which we can talk together and live together, But o
common responsibility to form that basis is too uncom:
fortable for most of us to bear, and we look instead: b
institutions like the Justice Department, the FBI, to pu
things right. The problems that this country face, ho v
ever, have gone beyond anything that the governme:ﬁt
or the FBI are equipped or inclined to handle. At best
they can be expected to mediate the clashes between
people of different wills. At worst—and it seems as if the
law enforcement arm of government has chosen to d
the worst—they can act blindly, with a frightening gt
sistence that order be restored, when there is nothing-ﬁ
society to support such order, and aim their immense
power at men who have lost their place in societys
structure and are fighting for a new structure that o
contain and satisfy them. In so doing, the lawmen have
overstepped their bounds and have committed them-
selves against change at a time when it is inevitable and

. S - - . 1

te most nnfortunate thing about the Meridian inci-
. that nobody really cares. The only major news-
s to carry the full story by Jack Nelson were the
Angeles Times and the Washington Post. Other

s apparently thought it not newsworthy or perhaps

_ fll of important, yet cloudy, allegations to print, or
-ach of an exception to the official myths which

6 “the Klan” {if not the ADL) to put before their

4. saturated readers. But even had the account of
shooting been more widely known, it is not likely
t people would have been greatly shocked, or even
crested. In a sense, the extremism of the Klan and
war waged against it seem irrelevant to the course
American life. Such things figure simply as strange
Jisturbances in the unfascinating, tiring, familiar events
“associate with. To the man who spends his day in
office and collapses before a television at night, it does
eem possible that there can be enough hours in any-
day to prepare and deliver a bomb. To the office

er, to the factory worker, it does not seem possible
men of their society could feel so passionately about
_possibilities of the future that they ride the roads
night to blow things up. We don’t so much admire or
te these men: we wonder at them. To the professional
al it is incredible that ADL, FBI, local police, etc.,
ould act so “irrationally,” so contrary to democracy’s

ith in the innate goodness of all { white) men.

The Klansman is definitely a malcontent. Many of
m have the same sort of job, background, chance for
security and likelihood of success common, or at least
ely apparent, to Middle America. Their grasp of this
fitation for their lives, however, leaves them dissatished.
ething is missing in that plan of life. The vision of
.country into which they were born portrays Amer-
ds a “free” land, built by a people’s willingness to
fight for what they think is right. The Xlansman’s
xperience tells them that most of their countrymen take
as meaningless, or at best a principle of faith and
10t a principle of action. The Klansman’s discontent is
tooted in his rejection of that hypoerisy.

he ideology of the White Knights of the Ku Klux
Ian is repugnant to Middle America, for it sets forth

t Jews are the makers of evil but Klansmen them-
elves should not be so quickly scorned. They believe
that the world is moving toward disaster, a vision which
45 not impressed itself upon enough of us, and though
ieir perception of the cause of that disaster is not neces-
arily true, their willingness to struggle to keep it at bay
something we must appreciate. Most of us have not
been convinced that tragedy of any sort awaits us if we
roceed as we have done in the past. This country does
Ot possess the sort of purpose against which we could
asure our success or our failure as a society, Without

of national aspiration, there is no path to deviate from,
there is no real sense in us which can feel pain at our
misdeeds or the ruin we are making of the world.

We exist as the achievement of the hopes of the liberal-
minded men who declared us a nation in days long past.
Those who believe that there is still more to achieve and
that a nation’s identity must be geared to striving and
not only to developing, stand apart from the drift of
society, and they must be dealt with, both because they
carry within them a courage and a commitment we
all need, and because they force themselves against us.
We are not a nation of revolutionaries. The sort of change
described by the word “revolution” has lost its place in
our imagination. This is a fact that in some manner must
he faced if we are to come to grips with the unanswered
human needs and cravings that lay before us. The ca-
pacity to envision a greater world is rare. It must he hon-
ored where it can be found. In the body of a Klansman,
of a person like Kathy Ainsworth, it is destructive, but
it deserves respect, at least more respect than we give it
by dispatching a faceless lawman to snuff it out.

Violent political repression is not new to this country.
The power of government has often been employed to
crush social movements that threatened to get out of
hand. The radical labor movement of Socialists and
the Wobblies was hounded into extinction by court in-
junctions, company thugs, and state militias. The unions
which came later—the textile workers, the CIO unions—
even while extolling their own patriotism were treated to
the same attacks. The time when we might permit our-
selves to be surprised by stories of government’s sup-
pression of dissident groups has long since passed.

But it seems that today something new is happening.
We cannot escape these stories of suppression by Zov-
ermment. And we must be struck by the lack of sense
that these stories make to us. In Berkeley, people from
all walks of life joined together to turn a vacant lot
owned by the University of California into a park and
a playground. For this, because they refused to stop
this work, a man was killed and another blinded as
sheriff's deputies moved in to re-establish dominion over
the lot for the university.

In Chicago, in late 1969, police from the State Attor-
ney’s office staged a raid on an apartment kept by mem-
bers of the Black Panther Party in order to search for
illegal weapons. This, one of the most notorious and
poorly executed police “investigations” in recent years,
left two Panther leaders dead and four members wound-
ed  The evidence collected by the state grand jury
indicates that, at most, the residents of the apartment
fired three shots. The police, with shotguns, pistels, and
a sub-machine gun, fired at least eighty rounds. Quite
possibly, mest of the gunfire resulted from police enter-
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from police entering at the front of the apartment. Only
two illegal weapons, a sawed-off shotgun and a police
shotgun, were netted in the raid.

A black militant organization in Houston declared that
police would not be allowed to enter their headquarters.
In the summer of 1970, the pelice did raid that head-
quarters. The leader of the organization was killed in the
fight. The officer in charge of the operation remarked
later that there is no place in the city of Houston where
a policeran cannot go. Could it be that the reason for
the raid was only to demonstrate the completeness of
police authority?

In its report on the Panther slayings in Chicago, the
grand jury stated that, “Much has been done and is
being done toward eliminating these human problems”
—neaning the social and economic problems of black
people—“but the continuing process of change and cor-
rection will take time, perhaps a number of years. In
the meantime, the difference between chaos and order is
the responsibility of local law enforcement agencies.” It
is not a certainty that law enforcement agencies can
create order, nor is it a certainty that they can prevent
chaos. They can, however, contribute to chaos, or to a
world divorced from human reason. In a battle of ideas,
by far the quickest solution is for one party to kill the
other. The belief that you can kill a man but not an
idea is only true if we reject the possibility that all the
holders of a certain faith can be exterminated. We can-
not today simply ignore that method: World War 11
made it seem real.

As far removed as we might declare ourselves today
from the horrors of mass killing under Naziism, we can.
not escape the fact that it left us with some terrible in-
sights as to how easy it is to remove anyone who chal-
lenges our way of thinking, The war that goes on in
Vietnam has been colored by this unreasoning approach
to dealing with human differences. Our bombs and our
defoliants attack guerrilla and farmer alike. Because we
cannot discern a means to separate our enemy from our
potential enemy, we must indiscriminately kill whomever
we cannot identify as friend,

Wars like that between the Arabs and the Israelis
become divorced from any understandable human issue.
The antagonistic camps become pawns of the great
pPowers who must test their strength against one anothey.
The struggles lose all claim to reason and become exer-
cises in mechanized brutality. Their aim js only to kill
the enemy. It is so simple to solve a problem in that
manner. And it ig happening that this method of ending
dispute is more and more being incorporated into our
way of doing things. It ought never occur to an organ-
ization like the Anti-Defamation League to conspire with
the FBI to trap Klansmen in Mississippi. The Justice
Department should not stoop to lending its great power
to a battle fought not in the interests of fair treatment
but of entrapment and repression. The law can claim no

respect when its agents defy it and initiate a terror
of their own.
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TIn his T arewell Address as President, General Dwight
. Eisenhower warned in 1961 that our military estab-
lishment and the industry which armed it might comne
_::_:ED Permeate and control our entire national life, and this
has almost happened.

The term military-industrial complex no longer de-
tribes the immensity of our submission to militarism. To
€ sure there is the most intimate tie-up between the
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CAN WE CONTROL OUR

By D FE Fleming

great military bureauracy in the Pentagon and tl'lﬁt in-
dustrial interests that profit so hugely from ‘tht.?, 1111111 i arg
contracts, but labor union members benefit richly arlll
even the universities get lush research grants }flrom the
military, which put many professors aboardlt e gll;a\.rz
train that is protected by en’rrenched. commlttt?s c a.;( -
men in both houses of Congress. Eric Sevarei -1S-It)0
accurately of “the suffocating growth c:f tlie mi 112(131;:7;
industrial-academic-labor union-con.gressmna conlrl;:) Sel.
All of these groups and others enjoy the very lo the);
controlled flow of tax money into their hands.fTiogze
they are still a minority of us, but a very powerfui one.

At the very heart of this giant c:(_)m.plex ar]f the IIiIZE
who have made the armed forces their life work, espéco 2
ly the officers. General David M. Shc-)up, a forme}fglS il
mandant of the United States Marine Corps', i
seribed unforgettably the “nucleus of aggresslzve,r bl
tious professional military lea’r,;lers who ar; t (:here o
America’s evolving militarism.” He notes that




e SALVUU commissioned officers on active duty in the

four armed services.”

Their lives are relatively tame in Peacetitne, so that
during 1965 all “four services were racing to build up
strength” in Viet Nam. It is war, adds Sevareid, which
gives our officers “their promotions, renown and sense of
being usefully alive; no other experience compares with
it for the male ego.”

These men are carefully selected for ability and even
in peacetime, Shoup writes, “the sheer skill, energy, and
dedication of America’s military officers make them domi-
nant in almost SVery government or civie organization
they may inhabit, from the federa Cabinet to the local
PTA>

This capacity is reinforced, says retired Brigadier Gen-
eral Hugh B, Hester, by an enormous propaganda budget
in the Defense Department which “covers every seg-
ment of our society.” All officers “including retired ones,
are given prepared speeches to deliver.”

Of course the defense budget itself is enormous, The
one proposed for 1970 added up to 878,475,047,000 and
Rear Admiral Arnold E. True testified accurately before
the Senate Armed Services Committee that “the only real
threat to our national security is the existence of huge
stockpiles of nuclear weapons in the U.S, and the US.S.R

and the smaller stockpiles of China.” The motivation for
maintaining these stockpiles, he adds, is fear and “as
long as these weapons exist, there is no security for the
U.S. or the other nations of the world"—a fact never to
be forgotten. “Our military establishment itself has grown
to such a size that it indicates a national Paranoia and it
may well be its continued growth will bring on Wogld
War IIT which it is designed to prevent.”

This is a strong statement from a man entitled to make
it. It is verified in an arresting address by Senator J. Wil-
lam Fulbright in which he shows a “disparity of almost

al budgetary expendi-
tures for education, welfare, health and housing,” ¢

“Mad Momentum”

This is obviously the road to national debility and
disaster. Yet we are very far advanced on it Back in

September 1967 Defense Secretary Robert McNamara

Y paranoid axiom: one must
conceive the worst the opposing power could do and then
Operate on the assumption that, if unchecked, it wil] do
it.” This is an exact statement of the rule we Jive by and

it és paranoid. Tt leaves 1o room for humanity, for normal
human reactions, or for the desir
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The paranoid axiom is also Iiself—defeatmg, Ro s in earth satellites and otherwlse, from sei;nthhhii

\ ;- siles on the warhead sca’fter to tal;ge . e
1?15 “an anti-missile gap in reverse” for bot]
61:1 ue% “the Department of Defense is openly
Ir'}l]igh accuracy on the 8,000 additional warheads

= MIRVs), so that they can be used to attack
;énd-based missiles.” | |
ﬁ]é._P]unge into the ABM-MIRV desperation cycle is

wvented there will be no stopping place for sev-
rE';1‘;'5 in the insanity of the arms race,

To try to limit our fa.
to about 40 million in a frst strike against us “y

have to spend on Damage Limiting programg aboi
times what the potential aggressor would have 4
on Damage Creating forces”—and, he might haye ;4
always sleep in the holes in the ground assigned
most favored of us.
Rosenberg concluded that, “If the game is_:m
played on both sides, there is still some special mayg

Military Socialism

ny objective standard the American people ar‘e
Héisteep incline of militarism, with the deep waters
ow them darkened by the ink of many ponder?us arm_s
gét's_ We proceed downward at an increasing pace
. hecause the slide is greased by the prodigal use
litary socialism.

Another scholar, Professor Benedict J. Kerkvliet,
University of Wisconsin, hag surveyed the whole 1
of defense by nuclear deterrence and has concluded
it would be more prudent to begin unilateral dis;
ment. The deterrence Strategy “seems to be only' g
tional one for insane societies,” ‘

This is an accurate statement when one reflects
there is literally no Limit to the deterrence game, short
final national disintegration. Our scientists who are ‘w
paid to think up “new Weapons systems” can be ab;
lutely depended upon to pile new and ever mors’,
pensive systems on top of each other. There is no
i the sky, where most of them will operate. This

proved by the fantastic purposes and capabilitie
the ABM and MIRV systems,

elfare socialism—which increases thc-j\ health, w-e-alth,
roductivity of our people—is one thmg, but Imhtz-a.ry
ialism—which wastes our resources, Lills cnterpnia
ends in economic sterility—is quite. another. ;lI‘ e
et profits and high wages which military spﬁen ing
sings blind many to the fact that thcj, free flowing
; ta:y dollars create no new wealth, aside from s_(]Jim:a
offs” of military research, and thus endln? sterility.
Equally destructive also is the side effect of killing enter-
and initiative along the way. Why \VOl.‘k hard or
¢ dollars when contracts are let quietly without bl‘d—
g, when costs of weapons hardware are allowed to rise
eral hundred per cent without any penalty t‘ol the
tractors, all at the expense of taxes; when new mlhtal"y
mc"féets costing billions prove to be partial or total fallci
s, without any penalties or relief to ovexl"burdene
_afyers? This kind of socialism, the neggtlon. of all
vate enterprise, must bring the richest of IIB..FLI()HS .to
ikruptey and  disintegration. Up to a certain point
litary priming of the economic pump may seem as

00d as any, but its negative fruits must eventually ex-
:Eiﬁﬁ$t our economic wells.

We cannot be strong by endlessly squandering our
vealth on “defense” when the deep social needs of our
Gple, needs that will not wait much longer, threaten
‘anarchy in cities and nation alike. We were told on'ce
that we could afford hoth unlimited guns and social
eforms. Now we know that this is not true. The military
0sts eat up the social gains, and weaken us daily.

ABM and MIRV

If we have nuclear missiles capable of crossing h:
the world, it is logical to jnvent Anti-Ballistic Miss
(ABMs) to “defend” our cities and missile sites, especial
ly since we already have on our missiles Multiple R
entry Vehicles (MRV s), each of which can scatte

several different targets, over a large area. This patently
requires super-super ABMs and so on into eternity. _
one has yet figured out how to counter the missile firing
submarines ‘deep under the sea, but give us triple. X
billions of dollars and 5 hew spiral to national oblivio
one way or another, will open, By this route there is 1
escape from our final fiery end. S

Nor can this game g0 on much longer. Indeed, the
MIRV decision may be the last stopping place befo
doomsday: thig weapon must be tested often in the s
and nothing can prevent the scientific eyes of owr of

here is only one way that we can be strong. eEnd
: é'S]_:)ec’ted in a world, even loved. That is by building
Bere at home such a workable, prosperous, humane
Q:t‘:iety that all the nations will look to us once more as
e model to emulate. Moreover, we could then have
Ssources with which to help some of the weaker peoples.

Vietnam Fiasco

In Viet Nam our miiltary men and th?ir industrial
backers have thrown the whole book of military destru(g
tion—save only muclear fire—at a little brown people an
have been defeated. The giant B52s have dlropped manjitf,
many millions of tons of bombs on the peninsula. CdOEnl:
less thousands of times our helicopters have spraye ud
lets and napalm, often at night, over the vxlllageshan
countryside. All kinds of tanks and huge Vehl(ﬁt:}s ave
thrashed the jungles times without end. The 1%1 gugs
have thundered and the lit'ﬂi onis have c(lllattere end-

arfous kinds has been used. '
1‘35;11317- t;;izs aorfdvmore has been done and yet the little
men who, in the main, fight only with what t};;ay can
carry, have stymied the military colo'ss'us of a t;ne.
Our never-ending military effort has 'c'lllwded our Izla .1or;;
brought it to the verge of internal dls.mtegratlon,. rive: :
one President from office, and promises to destroy an

other. Tt has aroused a large majority of the p.eople :}fl
the world against us and imperiled our prestige wi

most of the others.

It all came about gradually because the President’;
military advisers endlessly told him that another dose o

foree would bring “victory.” So the great American eﬁgle
is lost in the jungles of Viet$I\lJ ;gnbalrid doesdn;); lsgg\g m?:_'
. Spending nearly illion an )

;’cza‘s:(i?\?:s, vlghile Wg;unding for life perhaps 2'50,000 ottlll-
ers; killing several hundred thousands of natwe;, 1mos_ny
innocent people of all ages and both sexes, an (](fv% g
South Viet Nam filled with helpless cr{pples; ﬁVlng
some 3 million more from their h.ome.s in t}_le. vi age;
to the insecurity and squalor of 'hfe in the cities ann
refugee camps—all this has not given us a sure gn;l)]i zh
the so-called strategic spot in South Viet Nam w

China allegedly coveted.

This incredible and horrible military faﬂuref should
teach us a permanent lesson about the nature o PO}?;I;
We thought it resided in the Pen'tagon, bu}ii >Wf e
learned that it also lives in the minds .and uzctlr ston:51
small people who are determined to be mde.p(‘an en hz-er
free of foreign control. It is a thing of the spirit, f?:_:f; an,d
than all the American swords that seek to fin

pierce it.

it

In the councils of Government we must guard again}sl:
the question of unwarranted influence, ?vhether sloug_
or unsought, by the military-industrial complex.
President Fisenhower in his farewell address on Janu-
ary 17, 1961,

It is very fortunate that General of thfa Army D'l\:.\;ight
D. Eisenhower identified the dangers in the military-

industrial complex ten years ago.

In the decade just ended the power C.Jf the ?rgj};ﬂex
has grown greatly and has been used futilely and disas-
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trously in Viet Nam, a tragedy which has now created
@ strong revulsion against the union of the Pentagon

with a powerful segment of our industry which powers
the war machine,

This union has been aptly called “a sweetheart re-
lationship.” As it operates, the military et contracts for
defense systems of the most fabulous kind to favored
corporations, without competitive bidding, and under
arrangements by which the contractor can’t lose. Once
“locked into” a contract the company proceeds with
research, uses a great deal of government property, is
lavishly supplied with working capital and emerges
with Tush profits, even if the defense system proves to
be a flasco. In any case, the contractor stays in business,
thinking up some new military miracle that the Pentagon

may be glad to have tried out, on the same sure-win
basis.

The companies, too, are glad to welcome military men
into their employ, at high salaries, and the officers then
deal with their old colleagues and subordinates in the
Pentagon, for the benefit of both sides. Some 2,100
retired officers of the rank of Colonel or higher are
now holding jobs with firms doing defense work.

This system, if it could be termed that, is obviously
not free enterprise, or enterprise of any kind. It is a kind
of military socialism which enables a considerable seg-
ment of our economy to operate luxuriously. Both the
corporate and military bureaucracies benefit, but so do
the wage earners and many tradesmen and people in the
service occupations. It is a minority of the business
world, but a powerful one and a large amount of guar-
anteed employment undoubtedly results. Yet the opera-
tions of the military-industria] complex are uneconomic,
since they produce no new wealih. From that standpoint
they are sterile, even parasitie. But the complex continu-
ally teaches us that there would be great unemployment
and trouble if it did not operate,

Some 100 of the largest defense contractors, such as
Lockheed, Boeing, General Dynamics and North Ameri-
can Rockwell, are “entrenched” ipn the complex from year
to year. Cost over-runs also can occur almost without
limit. Thus a new navy submarine rescue craft was sup-
posed to cost $3 million but it rap up to $77 million
each, reported the General Accounting Office on De.
cember 29, 1969. Tn another case a Lockheed contract

to produce 120 C-5A plans originally called for $3.4
billion but ran up to $5.3 billion.

These enormous troop-carrying planes are to he
teamed with a large projected feet of Free Deployment
Logistic Ships (F DLS) which would be ready to unload
equipment for field armies at any point in the Americas,
or beyond, as the C-5As rain down the troops to use the
equipment. If both of these world police weapons ma-
terialize in quantity, we will indeed be ready to defend
our business empire wherever the status guo may be
endangered-—-exéept that leftist armies and democratical-
ly elected socialist governments, as in Pern and Chile,
may leave us no legal status quo to rescue,
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. G ore and that they can destroy
Results of Wholesale Military Besearch:. 100,3&265201;32} :ST‘ H\l/Vhat, he continually asks, is
In the meantime, another vital element in the Mili ?Sf the stupendous overkills? st one destruction
Industrial Complex works to keep it in power. )

to the college professors and other researchesg
receive large stipends and expense accounts to oy
military research. Fully half of our scientific brain p
is now so employed, This, of course, meang that
protection and advancement of civilian life s
short handed. We do not get the new ideas and

niques that would keep our society from sliding stea

”'e: pursuit of ever more incredible ways to kill
: Assistant Controller General Robert F. Keller
Qﬂt: the end of December 1969 that “As far as we
information is not available cen.trally as .todthe
mber of (weapon) systems being acquired or
u'm” in other words, no man in the Pentagon or
e. knows how much money, brain power and
e effort we are wasting on new me:thods of over-
hile our internal conditions deten.orate danger-
Yet the profits, careers and li\'fehhoods of ﬂ;e
men, those in the war industries and t.he mi t;
sesearchers depend on keeping the game going un :
; ay, which in their crazy way of life can come a
minute.
St ':nx}lrew book, Race to Oblivion, scientist Herbert
xplains that the arms race has become doubly
]+ first because our national securit.y. has been
Iy and inexorably decreasing as our mlhtar.y power
uch off doomsday is in the process of passing from
men and politicians to lower level officers and
"-n ians and, eventually to machines.

down hill,

Seymour Melman, Professor of Industrial Eng
at Columbia University, is our leading authority
adverse effects of the military economy on our ng
life. He finds, for example, that our machine tool g4
is the oldest of any industrial country’s and that ji

zationally depleted, and incompetent to hold doimes
let alone international markets. These include: a:pf
ment house construction, ship-building, steel and m
of the machinery producing industries.” Our railroad
now “resemble Toonerville Trolleys” and, worse s
“many military-industrial engineers now have a traig
incapacity for civilian work.”

Congressional Leadership of the Complex

his subservience to the “worst case analysis,” by
ich we assume the worst intention of an enemy and
best success of his weapon systems, requires the
ance of another and decisive element in the MI.C—-
trenched militarist members of Congress, espe'(:laﬂy
mmittee chairmen. These are to be found mainly in the

h, the chairmen fortified by the seniority ru.le and
the others by re-election from one party districts or

Meanwhile, our scientists and technologists plun;
onward and upward (downward in reality ) toward 1
miracle weapon systems. There i literally no end to
phantasies of destruction that can be imagined

“produced”—short of national bankruptcy and disin
gration.

Realizing this, an international group of scientists de
icated to peace issued a warning, on September 16, 19
against a new step-up in anti-submarine warfare.
Dbresent the inability of both sides to kuow whe;
“enemy” submarines are gives a kind of deterrent stab
ity. Bat now a new powerful sonar equipment may:
developed that could find missile carrying subm
beneath the sea. Let us not pursue this “advance” s
the peace scientists, but we may be sure that the milk
tarized ones will do so—in spite of the fact that th
ability of the U.S.A. and the US.SR. to destroy cac
other many times over has been long established. Chin
too, will soon join this select company. '

""ng‘. ago the Pentagon saw the advantages of l(')cat-
; big defense industries in the states or congressional
tricts of these potential allies, who in turn regula'rly
.Promote all military appropriations, no matter how weird
e new weapons systems involved may be. The result
that a few Southern states, and a sprinkling of othe_rs,

loaded heavily with licrative military industries
which powerful chairman deeply appreciate.

An illustration was noted in the late summer press l?lsit
.year. On August 12, 2,000 people prominent in the mili-
tary and defense-related industries gathered at the Wash-
ngton Hilton Hotel “to honor Representative Mendel L.
Rivers of South Caroliria, Chairman of the House Armed
rvices Committes, as a distinguished American.” The
ce President, the Joint Chiefs of Staff and top Pentagon
ilians were there along with executives of “General
D:Ynamics, the Coca-Cola Company, General Motors and
10zens of other firms that do business with the Defer}se
| Spartment.” Many whose shoulders were “ablaze with

Immense Overkill

This is the famous overkill that Melman has dem(_?_ﬁ
strated so strikingly. He has shown that we can no¥
deliver more than 40 nuclear warheads upon each Sovie

stars of rank stood in line to shake hands with the 30-
year House veteran.” .

On September 28 the New York Times reported that
Chairman Rivers “fired the opening shot 1'n. the HOltllie
battle over the defense budget with a warning that he
nation was in ‘terrible jeopardy’ because of rising Sovlec;
military power.” We are on the brink of disaster and
the “future of this nation hangs by a thread,” he declare
in “a long grim speech.”

New Public Scrutiny

This is the kind of annual warning that has hitherto
heralded unanimous votes in the Congress fqr the enor-
mous military budgets, or with only one glorious %aver;
ick like Senator Wayne Morse or Sc?r'lator ' rnes'S
Gruening voting nay. But now every Im?ltary 1t<i)m- i
scrutinized, and with the aid of new agencies now emg
perfected. Many of the greatest voices on telgwsfxon anf
in the newspapers also use their influence in favor o
our survival as a civilian state.

All this would have been unthinkable two years ago,
or even one. Yet this new revulsion may not be stror;g
enough. The Pentagon is the most powerfu-l -bur}e)aucri rz
that ever existed in any land. We fear civilian m’eatest
racy but have been blind and d(?-af about ‘chef grea ot
bureaucracy of all, the one which F:xtendsh romd e
Pentagon out over the American empire to t ; E;E 's o
the earth. (See the new book by 'Senator J. W. Fulbright,
The Pentagon Propaganda Machine ).

Can Control of the Military Be Effective?

The most important issue in our national hf?ﬁ is
whether control of the military can ever be ms\dlieI e :1:
tive again. The very able Defense Secretaity Mc au:r:a r
took office “with the avowed aim oﬁ establlshmgdgre o
civihan control over the military, bu.t, accor 1:lng Lo
Richard Goodwin, “the harsh fact . . . is that XV en he
left, the military had greater influence over America

oliey. . . .7 -

! Ths:a continuing paramount issue, Goodwin contllnueii
is whether “the Pentagon is to play a fundan}(-entau ;Eg
perhaps mortal role in shaping our national po 1::3;ic sin
secret information, building an independent t-zloni.b ur at(%
through a vast public relations program, while 1de ated
from the mormal restraints of public debate an
gressional judgment.”

At the best it will be a long, grueling endeavt();, 1?11:
to enlist the best energies of our young peqple 31111 tP ::1_
elders. Inexperienced civilian tean}s move into { eOther

- tagon with each new administration an.d, aml())ngéion -
tough fortresses, they encounter the rmghl:if" as on o
secrecy. “The matter is classified. The public mus




know. Our national security depends on it!” Yet nearly
all information about any question can be obtained by
studying the press and other public sources, if people will
take the trouble, The need, says former director of the
Bureau of the Budget Charles L. Schultze, is for a new
joint committee of Congress, properly staffed, and for a
multiplicity of independently financed research centers
on military affairs in our universities. Behind them must
be countless individual citizens who also do their home-
work on the key issue of our national life, since our
survival as a civilian state depends on it.

Until recently, to quote Representative Don Edwards,
there has not been “even an effort to have a devils
advocate” against the military, He examined “one series
of hearings which ran to 3,000 pages of testimony from
300 witnesses, 298 of whom worked for the Pentagon
or within the military services. The other two represented
the National Rifle Association.” With powerful drives
under way to increase the military badget in many
directions after Viet N am, opponents of the military state
will need all the aids and ideas which can be mustered.

Tough minded Defense Secretary Laird abolished use-.
less installations and otherwise held military budgets
down in his first two years, but late in 1970 e announced
that they would have to rise,

Ways Out?

What ways are there out of the military morass into
which we have partly stumbled and partly blundered
deliberately?

These are offered to stimulate other ideas and pro-
posals:

(1) Our cold war fixations are outdated. If there was
once some partial justification for them, which is debat.
able, they have been superseded by new and undeniably
urgent imperatives. An increasing number of competent
authorities warn us that man’s ever greater pollution of
our land, water, and air threatens his extinction on this
planet in the span of a few decades, and that the geo-
metric rise of population must have the same result in
the same short time. Like militarism, these forces may
already be beyond control, but we must do what we can,
individually and in all kinds of groups. We cannot accept
the conclusion that man is doomed by his own follies.

(2) Militarism is self-destructive. In the short time
that may remain to us as a nation, and as a part of
humam'ty, We must not waste our energies and resources
on military socialism. Everything that we have and can
create will be imperatively needed to help give mankind
2 chance at a long tenure on this earth,

(3) There is no longer any military defense. The idea
that even the greatest “powers” can no longer defend
their lands and peoples is deeply shocking, but it is
inexorably true. When the military titans can only die
in mutual slaughter involving the sudden death of hun-
dreds of million, when an accident or a mental aberra-
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tion in one man may touch off the final deluge of
and when the military acts of a small state may g
same, the very idea of “national defense” i emp
meaning. Only artificial fears can keep the army
going until doomsday, and we must be mature gry
to refuse to let these fears determine our fate. :
(4) The core interests of the large nations mug
mutually respected. It was a highly dangerous actiy
we mounted missiles in Italy and Turkey aimeq at
Soviet Union, but it was worse folly when years:
the Kremlin tried secretly to erect missiles on on
doorstep in Cuba. Yet it is also incredible folly for
maintain missiles and giant weapons of every kind
close-up ring around Communist China. That is 4
prescription for a disaster that may involve all map}
(5) We cannot police the world and suppress all i
lutions that threaten capitalism and our investment
the non-Communist half of it. Viet Nam has dem
strated that for all the world to see, and no nuy
of FDLS ships and glant troop-carrying planes cap
restore our fancied world hegemiony. When the Ppres
of population, or pollution, make men desperate they:
revolt, in spite of all the engines of death and k
police vehicles that we can fabricate, This means:
we cannot enforce Pax Americana even in Latin Ameri
(6) Neutralization must be pushed. Many areas of
world, small and large, should be neutralized by |
agreement of rival states and others, again narrow
areas of conflict,

. live at peace, in civilian societies, over a long
to I

presses more than ever. This writer and many
- fime

ration have worked steadily since 1818 to

gene ational

: t strong intern
r counirymen to accep tional
_aéeniu heginning with the League of Nations

2 he 1 i h success.

¥ eace, but without much s -

_?p:él:: Ergencies are much greater and thfs) time Ief:
‘tar shorter. You of the younger generation do not
ﬁ? vears left in which to fabor, and you musd
th;y help of great numbers of your elders, arouse

ert the extinetion which hovers over all of us. ]
AVe

. iral True's testi It the American
dmiral True’s testimony consu _ :

1Forsa CO'I;); (gofnmittee, 1680 North 15th Street, Phlladeifphxa,

ﬂgslzosenlﬁliis brief contains a masterly analysis of the Defense

any other way of escape and this has been more urgen
clear during the World Way IT period and through all
stages of the Cold War. Now time is short, but t
United Nations, the World Court, the World Bank a
other international institutions still live and their u

mess of things and they reject the old values: that prof
making is the main motive in life; that their function
to obey Communist bureaucracy; and that the Deil
ordained that a few should live richly while the people
perish, i

Here, then, is the fresh reservoir of hope and action., AS.
the young people begin te move into positions of pows
and influence they may provide the stimulus to actio
for at least the containment of our desperate problem
and then for solutions that will give the peoples

budget, showing many places in which great sumslcoulddberia(\i\rj
d 01].’1' safety increased in the process. Examples: gr:faa y e
?‘.:g the 8,500,000 military personnel, nearly half or;d (il"}(jl%n o ;
eliminating large numbers of foreign bases that WO\;l ’ ]3 Esy vt
liahility in a major war; striking out the propose Dhcmé
and the huge transport plancs that ;V‘;);l;o;z:(;gtgg% ff)z; f;seamh
» world; ending the monstrosity o 38,305,400,
:)};i;?t]zd toward war as compared w1_th less than l/ﬁgl O:HCIIL ciesl_‘
cent of that amount for research leading to arms con

armament.

ey a6, s ot The. Fropromve. &
Vot}i-tlsg ‘E%EEGPifVi?);fpéhe f‘entagor;.” It is devoted entirely to
:Eporf and comment ¢n a rm:r.larkallb]le. ariltdiezlol?&;i;ulifo\%f:;ﬁirzfgt 00;:
f\lizrzﬁﬂétgg&]g;gg;t Ta;nl: cI:ral‘E;E;ce i:*‘_::; inititz;:.gﬁtilz (t;n tie;ni(;rl:
e ey e e vesbatim.in o report
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ILL Is an infern in e Uepa Q ¥ Q - a [~]=]1}
me a cs at Vanderhily niversity (=} 2 15 nagry 5!
W AM DOW i the D rt t of Padiat t d u H plfﬂ' He i tive of Mississi

DELIVERING MEDICIN

-Thc advances in medical knowledge over the t
j&lurty years have been nothing short of phenomenal P?‘SZ
; s](? has been the phenomenal lack of advance in. the

elivery of health care. As one who has observed fro
jthe:i viewpoint of both the consumer and the providerrl.[l
;E; diis loneh who is‘ vs'zithm several months of completiné
i, ;rizfe OEL Staﬁmng, thés Ilack of development of an

care deliver i i

acute. During the past four yearsyl ;};tzrzvolrskega'l;ﬁuuy
eral eapacities in rural parts of Eastern Kentuck 1 Tsev_
nessee, and Mississippi where adequate comprehy(;n ve
up-to-date health care ig simply not a;faﬂable t ot
people. While in medical training I have sougitmttl):t
zniwers to this‘ problem of how to improve health carz
ﬁe.lvery. The.tact is the problem is at best only super-
mallly recognized. There are very few, if an o
medl.cal faculties who are knowledgabie eno):; h to deal
creatively and realistically with the investigafion Clof Efa*
answers. Therefore, for the most part we leave medicl;;
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people on

re uséd in attempts at health education. During
gummer the health fairs averaged an attendance
hitt one thousand persons per week.
the conclusion of the health fair, the community
~_iors in that area and the health council took on the
. dable task of follow-up, attempting to get some-
~“Jone about the problems uncovered during the
It has become quite obvious that in those com-
s where a health council has existed for some
nd where they have been able to provide for
Jves a nurse-practitioner staffed clinic, tollow-up
: much easier. Individual problems can be further
stigated and in some cases treated in a situation
acceptable financially and practically to the patient. The
s that this sort of front-line community operated
al facility can provide some of the needed services
Jead to the development of health services.
But. why hasn’t this shortcoming been tackled before?
fganization possesses more creativity and talent than
individuals within it. Up to this point the people
g to deal with this problem have just not been
merically large enough within the medical profession
g about the needed changes. Also the socially con-
activist student of today has been neither attracted
sought by the medical schools. The medical pro-
on like many other groups is basically afraid of
change. The American Medical Association has
y fought for years any change which might occur
! ‘ ra J N its own ranks. This is true, concerning both de-
Z”mﬁm 4 ery of medical services or medical school admission of
' inority groups. Medical schools are simply not going
nicourage the recruitment and admission of those who
ight create change. And as is quite evident from the
alm that has remained over most medical schools during
e past few vears, those admitted are not demanding
n asking for any really basic changes.

a5

Therefore if we are to have medically trained person-
}'_gvailable to assist in decision-making concerning the
tire of health care delivery, at least two things must
‘place. Those students knowledgeable in the affairs
he people outside the present system of health care
id with the necessary qualifications must be admitted
medical schools; and dramatic additions and altera-
ons must be made in the medical school curriculum.

schoo
- .I as wel came, unprepared to assist in making
cisions which will be necessary in the future :

Partly as an attempt at self-education. several otf
s.tudents and myself, with the advise of D’r Amos Ch
ge of Vanderbilt Medical School, have de\;eloped as
heln‘c community program. Its primary aim has been:
Jelp create and  advise community groups (call
health councils”) who are interested in health care an
the establishment of a viable system within their 0
rural communities, Foundation and government mon
has been obtained to do community organization al
conduct what has become known as health fairs.
new]yl organized community health councils s‘p'Oﬂsﬂ
organize, and are trained to assist the medical persO. D
in t‘he operation of a week-long health fair during whie

individual diagnostic workups are performed. meei'

How pressing is this need? Rural America has not
een able for decades to provide a viable life for many
: h‘el' people, whether they are coal miners in Appa-
;c_i_1_1a_ or the poor farmer (black or white) in the South.
onsequently, these people migrate to our urban ghettoes
i Te, as is invariably the case with refugees, life is no

etter, and very probably worse. In order to mitigate the
tban problem, therefore, rural problems must be eased.
d Part of that non-viable rural life is the lack of proper,
d in most instances, adequate medical care. New

=

methods, techniques and continuous training are not
avaijlable to rural or small-town physicians. So their
hospitals are no longer meeting licensure standards set
by the professionals in the medical centers of urban
America, and recent graduates who have been trained
with and by all the paraphanalia of the modern medical
college are reluctant to go to rural areas, They cannot
practice medicine there becanse they do not have the
facilities to perform what they were «{rained to do. Ho
sural America is fast losing what medical facilities they
have and are gaining little in facilities or manpower to
replace what is leaving, Therefore it seems there is no
question that basic changes in the perspective of health
manpower must come about. They must come about
now, if we are to help alleviate the turmoil of the big
cities,

But what is actually happening? Within the past year
in Tennessee, the Tennessee Medical Association voted
down a proposal which would have enabled the estab-
lishment of a telephone consultation network so that the
physician away from the medical center would be able
to obtain the latest information and advice on a problem.
This sort of primordealism must be overcome and it
will, either by pressure from outside the profession or by
the appearance of a new type of member within resulting
from basic changes mentioned above concerning medical
education.

A second major institutional failing can be found in
Public Health Departments throughout the nation. To
take another example, close to home. The Tennessee
Code, Section 53-301, reads, “The powers and duties of
county boards of health shall be: . . . the management
of the general health of the county for which purpose
they shall institute such preventive or general measures
as may be necessary.” It is quite apparent that the Public
Health Department has not assumed this responsibility.
There are simply too many untouched health problems
found in any county throughout this state.

A case in point is Cannon County, Tennessee, where
the Tocal physicians have not allowed the Public Health
Department to operate a birth control clinic or provide
prenatal care. Unfortunately this is not an isolated case.
Within recent weeks the administration of some local
health departments has been moved from a countywide
to a regional basis. But the basic reason the Public
Health Department had made little progress before this
particular move remains unchanged: private physicians
are given a voice on these governing boards and this
voice becomes the commanding one—due in large part
to their professional training. Other members of the
board are the county judge, the superintendent of edu-
cation, and a dentist. These are all “in-the-system,”
establishment people, able to pay for medical care.
Where can those in need of medical care be heard?-—
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the ones, that is, the Departments of Health are consti-
tuted to serve? They have not been heard; nor are they
at present in the new scheme of things, represented by a
regional instead of a county-wide department of health,
Stated quite bluntly, the major problem is that local
physicians have not allowed the Public Health Depart-
ment to attack the medical needs of the medically in-
digent because most local physicians believe (and say
openly ) that the Public Health Department is in compe-
tition with them! “Too much free care” would lead to
“the socialization of medicine.”

It is obvious that the physician’s dominant position
on these administrative boards should be replaced by
those who encourage the changes necessary to provide
adequate and equitable public health services and by
those who know what the community’s medical problems
are. In dealing with indigent health consumer groups,
one is continually impressed by their insight into prob-
lems wsually thought to be within the complete domain
of the medical profession. There is no question that they
are quite capable of representing themselves op these
administrative and policy-making hoards.

A third major failing is onc for which most of ug are
responsible. Why is our tax raoney not available for the
medical care of future citizens? Specifically, money for
pre- and post-natal care—the actual delivery of the child
and the treatment and rehabilitation of diseases in child-
hood? In a small valley crossing Campbell and Clai-
borne Counties in Tennessee, out of nineteen infants
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less that six months of age, three died within th
week period in December of last year and January
year, No adequate program for the expectant pj
the newborn child presently exists, In this day ayng
the loss of these children is inexcusable,

Money is available for thos
elderly, but this by no means enco

raise the question of priority. And to raise the q
of priority in this area is to raise some critical qliss
about our politics, and the value, our political jy
tions foster. Why do we in fact cripple the futare.
untreated and chronic illnesses among children, oy

needs for the old—and not the young—is the powg
those of us who can vote, and thereby place oy
before those who are not vet voting? Does it say g
thing about charges of “genocide” leveled against w
America by poor black and white Americans?

Does this mean, finally, that medical care has:
thing to do with “politics”? Obviously. The wa
goods and services of medical care in this counis
distributed is as “political” as the distribution of
tax benefits, housing, transportation, education, ete
Medical care might become “apolitical” when its
sonnel are trained toward humanitarian goals, goals 'y
might humanize the present institutions and systems
medical care, Until then, medical systems and iy
tions mirror the fear, selfishness and hopelessness
characterizes institutional life in America, '
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