THE INDIANA
“SUBVERSION”

SPEECH

Transcript of the talk on the movement for
Negro Civil Rights given March 25, 1963, by
Leroy McRae, which is the basis of indict-
ments against three Indiana University students.
The defendants, who face up to six years in
prison, are officers of the I. U. chapter of the
Young Socialist Alliance. This transcript has
been verified by the Indiana State Police and
was originally printed in the Bloomington, Indi-
ana Herald—Telephone.
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INTRODUCTION

This is the official transcript of the Indiana "subver-
sion" speech. On this basis three Indiana University
students may go to jail for a sentence of two to six years.
The three are: Thomas Morgan, a senior from Terre
Haute, Indiana; James Bingham, a graduate student from
Indianapolis;and Ralph Levitt, also a graduate student from
Indianapolis. The students were officers of the Young
Socialist Alliance, a nation-wide youth group, with chap-
ters at most major colleges. This is the first sedition
prosecution against students on the campus in the history
of the United States.

Leroy McRae is the National Organizational Secretary
of the Y. S. A. Mr. McRae, a Negro and a civil rights
fighter, was born in Washington, D. C. and studied at the
University of Pennsylvania. In the spring of 1963 he toured
the country under the auspices of the Y. S. A., speaking on
the subject of the "Black Revolt in America." Hegave this
talk to students from U.C. L. A. to Harvard; to young
people from Seattle to Baltimore. Nowhere was it sug-
gested that this talk was "subversive." But, in Blooming-
ton, Indiana, the prosecution has charged that Mr. McRae
advocated "the violent overthrow of the governments of
the State of Indiana and of the United States." And, that
because they had attended this meeting, the three student
socialists were guilty of violation of Indiana's 1951 Anti-
Communist Act. Over 125 other people —students, faculty
members and Bloomington citizens —attended this talk.
However, only the officers of the Y. S. A. havebeen charged
with sedition.

The evidence is here for all to read and examine. Do
you think that, in the following text, Mr. McRae advocated
the overthrow of the government by force and violence?
As a citizen of this country, you can sit on the "jury" of
public opinion.

Committee to Aid the Bloomington Students
P. O. Box 213 Cooper Station
New York 10003, N. Y.



Mr. Chairman and friends, to-
night we are witnessing a strug-
gle that began in this ocountry
over three hundred and fifty
years ago. It is the struggle of
black men to live as human be-
ings and to have the rights guar-
anteed to every other citizen of
this country. Many of you are
closed in by the ivory tower and
don’t get the occasion to see op-
pression first hand. I thought I
would bring to your attention
some of the things that are caus-
ing what I call the black revolt
in America.

Today, this country is celebra-
ting the hundredth anniversary
of the Emancipation Proclama-
tion. It is said the Negro is
evaluating how much progress
he has made in a hundred
years. I think this whole thing
is someWhat of a farce, and we
ask ourselves; how much prog"
ress has the black man made

in this country of 180,000,000?
How free do we feel? How
much freedom do we have?
Freedom to organize, to speak,
freedom to participate as citi-
zens of first class rather than
of second class. Does America
think in terms of black and
white? 1 think we all realize
it does.

Still, the question has been
posed, to what degree? And 1
want to take that up tonight. 1
am going to talk a little bit about
revolution, too. 1 understand that
in this area of Bloomington, many
people are interested in this ques-
tion, including the state govern-
ment, and I am sure they’ll be in-
terested in hearing what a black
man has to say. The black man
feels that the tide in America is
a tide which says this country

must change. Why? Because we

are upset, disturbed, just plain

mad about this oppression that
has lasted even after the social

revolution took place in recon-

struction. I know that we like
to talk about a revolution in Cuba;

we talk about one in South Viet

Nam, undeclared war of the Unit-

ed States government.

We talk about a revolution in
Laos and the fact that we might
have made a mistake in throw-
ing out one government and put-
ting in another one, creating a
crisis there. We talk abouwt a
revolution in the Congo, and
some papers talk about a revo-
lution in Angola. Yet certain
people insist that we shouldn’t
talk about a revolution in Amer-
ica.

Now, this seems somewhat
hypocritical to me, but I think
fit’s perfectly understandable. Ne-
groes in this country are in a
state of revolt. Period. And, we
are told, especially by liberals,
that, Look, we don’t want to cre-
ate embarrassment abroad. We
don’t want a revolutionary situa-
tion such as is developing in Latin
America, and by all means, we
certainly don’t want a black re-
volt in America.

So the government has institu-
ted a policy which I would say
began in the middle 1950’s, of
making concessions to the Negro
people. If we take the 1954 Su-
preme Court decision outlawing
segregation in public schools, we
can see that here is an example
that America wished to give to
the rest of the world of how pro-
gressive American capitalism is
in the area of race relations.

This whole term, ‘‘creating
embarrassment abroad,” comes
from that particular period. Yet



nine years after such a ruling,

less than 8% of the southern

schools have been desegregated.

How much progress has the Ne-
gro made? The Negro parents

who actually believed the clause

“with deliberate speed” found

themselves bogged down in con-
cepts of token integration, in

suits and countersuits, and of
' tokenism: token progress.

Now, this is the government’s
policy, this policy of gradualism,
of making concessions over sev-
eral generations.

I look and I see these revolu-
tions taking place in the world
and I can’t help but think, Well,
America is losing some of its
power. And of course Bobby Ken-
nedy, the national Attormey Gen-
eral, assures me that in spite of
this collapse of American capital-
ism or the Free World democracy,
that one of my kind can be Pres-
ident in thirty or forty years.

Now, he really oughtn’t do us
the favor. What are we going to
be President of tn thirty-forty
years?

I think these are some of the
questions we should start asking
ourselves. Gradualism means
thirty or forty years from now,
we might see a little more prog-
ress.

Well, we’re sick of this. We
want freedom now. This is the
slogan of the southern move-
ment.

Let’s look, for instance, at what
this challenge to gradualism is.
This gradualism, which is not
only government policy but is also
the policy of liberals. The liber-
als disagree with the government,
that’s true, but only on the rate
of the change. They say to the
Negro peaple, “You wait, you
ape.” And they say to the white
people, ‘‘Hurry up, they're getting
restless,” and it's only on the
rate of change that they disagree.
The basic policy is still one of
gradualism.

Now in the 1960’s, we had an
upsurge among the youth all
over the world. In Turkey,
Turkish students overthrew, by

force and violence, the govern-
ment of Mendares. The Korean
students overthrew by force and
violence the government of
Synghman Rhee. French stu-
dents began to declare their op-
position to the unjust war in Al-
geria; the Japanese students
united in gpposition to the mili-
tary pact between Japan and the

U.S. Even qur English co-think-
ers in the academic world in
increasing numbers joined the
Peace Movement.

Well, America had its counter-
part, too. We had the 1960 sit-ins.
In February of 1960, 4 group of
four Negro youths in Greensboro,
North Carolina, got together and
decided that they had had enough,
and they went in, ordered a ham-
burger. Of course, Dick Greg-
ary tells it that one of the stu-
dents asked the waitress, “Ex-
cuse me, could I have a ham-
burger?”, and she replied, “Why,
we don’t serve niggas here,” and
he said, “Well, I don’t eat those
either, I only want hamburger.”
(laughter).

And so we had the 1960 sit-ins.
Now these sit-ins spread through-
out the South.

They weren't an 1solatea pne-
nomena; it wasn’t just a pick in
the dark. This movement spread
throughout the whole South, in-
cluding No Man’s Land, Missis-
sippi; and they were not organ-
ized by anybody. Now I am sure
that many Prosecutors, per se
those in the South, would like to
say that these were Communist-
inspired, too; but these were led
by students of southern colleges
who were simply fed up with seg-
regation.

‘The tact that wthey occurred in-
dependent of organized move-
ments, I think indicates some-
thing about the civil rights move-
ment that you should be aware
of. They were a de facto criti-
cism of the old leadership. The
students said, “Well, we've had
enough of the conservative re-
formist leadership that has de-
veloped in the civil rights arena,



and we are going to organize in-
dependently as student youth.” I
think the history of the move-
ment in recent periods bears this
out.

In 1954 at the sime of the fa-
mous Supreme Court decision on
schools, the NAACP had a virtual
monopoly on the civil rights
movement. The old leadership re-
stricted membership primarily to
the middle classes, and it was
not a mass organization by any
imagination, but it was a mem-
bership organization of many
white liberals, Negro liberals, and
middle<lass elements, and virtu-
ally no participation among the
youth,

Now this situation since 1954
has been completely different.
The NAACP has not led any of
the major campaigns in the
civil rights movement outside of
the school desegregation issue.
It has become, for all practical
purposes, simply a legal defense
arm. It has had to share its
leadership now with other or-
ganizations. Why? Because the
tactic of the NAACP was what
I call the “Courtroom road to
integration.”

They felt that we could rely up-
on the Federal government and
its agenuies to get civil rights,
and it was based on flndividual
action, but in 1956, we see @ com-
pletely different change in the
movement.

Here, 50,000 Negroes united in
Montgomery, Alabama, to ocom-
bat segregation on the city buses,
and the Montgomery bus boyoott
substituted mass action for the
former NAACP-inspired method
of individual action. We see here,
too, amother concept that came
to the movement: non-violence.

Non-violence was utilized as a
tactic by Negroes (1) to expose
the terrorism of the racists; and,
(2) to act in a situation where to
do otherwise or to use any other
tactic would have been fruitless.

Unfortunately, many individ-
uals, such as Martin Luther
King, have insisted that the only
tactic that can be used is non-

violence, rejecting the Constitn-
tional right of self-defense. My
own personal feeling on this is
that if we are going to be ef-
fective, we have to learn to util-
ize both tactics.

Now, I think that even Martin
Luther King recognizes this. If
we look for instance to the Cuban
crises, which I am sure Bloom-
ington remembers, we see that in
the time B.C.—that’s not before
Christ but before the crisis, Mar-
tin Luther King safid, “We either
have non-violence or non-sur-
vival.”

During the Cuban crisis, he
came out awith the general hys-
teria that plagued the oountry and
saiid that we must have not only
a moral offensive, but a military
offensive as well. I am sure he
didn’t expect U.S, Mariges to go
down there with guns of love, so
it’s obviious that he was talidng
about violence. When his home
and his church were threatened
during the Montgomery buycott,
he set up a defense guard which
was armed. During the Freedom
Rides, he called for the pratec-
tion of Federal Marshals, who al-
so usuaily come prepared with
more than just the Boy Scouts’
slogan of ‘“Be Prepared.”

So we see that the question is
not violence or no violence, the
question is, who utilizes vio-
lence? Qur dispute with King is
that he says to the black mass-
es, “no violence on your part,”
but he is quite willing to give
the Federal government this
right. Now, what does he do
in an instance, say, like in Mis-
sissippi, where the racist regime
headed by Barnett, does not
utilize state power for the pro-
tection of Negroes, but rather
encourages the Vigilante tactics
of the White Citizens’ Councils
and the Ku Klux Klans.

You see here an instance where
non-violence is ineffective. At any
rate, these are some of the trends
that preceded the 1960 sit-ins; and
some of the criticisms which 1
have just given were the criti-



cisms that aiso arose in the stu-
dent movemnent in the South. The
leadership of these spontaneous
developments gathered together in
Raleigh in April of 1960 and form-
ed the leadership of the southern
youth group, the Student Non-
Violent Coordinating Committee,
which those of us who are active
in civil rights refer to as “SNIC.”

Now, Snic is an action-orienta-
ted organization with roots not in
the respectable community of min-
isters and doctors and what-not,
but in the dispossessed commun-
ity of the Negro masses: the Ne-
gro workers, student youth, and
so on. This is somewhat differ-
ent from the former pink cham-
pagne set that we used to see in
the NAACP.

Furthermore, this action is or-
ientated not just in urban areas,
where you can all sit and sip tea
and crumpets, but is also organ-
ized in the hardcore rural areas,
among sharecroppers. We see that
this is certainly more serious,
aiming toward the section of the
Negro population which really
needs assistance.

One of the major campaigns
that it is conducting now is vo-
ter registration. The purpose of
this is to set u&schools to help
Negroes pass rigid literacy
requirements, such as, in a
county in Alabama, for instance,
we have the Instance where you
are supposed to count the soap
bubbles on a bar of soap, and
things of this sort.

In Mississippi, the requirement
is that you be able to interpret
all 282 sections of the Mississippi
constitution. For many Negroes
who haven’t had the advantages
of this University, such a task is
pretty difficult to say the least.
Nevertheless, they have been able

to register quite a few Negroes.
The racists were willing to let
this go along as long as these
idealistic youth weren’t making
any headway, but recently, we
see with the confidence that has
been inspired in the Mississippi
Negroes, the racists have taken

reprisals and in the last eight
months over twenty Snic workers
have been shot. Why? Or, shot
at. Why? Because they are at-
tempting to give black men the
right to vote. And why do they
want this right? Why is it that
Negroes tin Mississippi are willing
to forfeit the mortgage on their
house, to run the risk of losing
their job, to have credit cut off
from them, to have even Federal
surplus food denied them? For
new dignity, and for political
power.

Obviously, if the Negro gets the
vote, he is hardly going to vote
for Barnett, for Faubus, for East-
land and Company. What is in-
volved here is putting up his own
spokesmen, his own candidates,
people who are going to articu-
late the demands of the Negro
masses. That is what really
scares the racists.

It is oot a new phenomenon.
If we look back at American
history, We can see that a soc-
ial revolution which we call Re-
contsruction had the same ele-
ments. Here, in spite of the
fact that anti-Negro prcjudice
and slavery had been codified
into law, sanctified by the
cburch, taught in the schools,
and influenced the thinking of
all American men, it was sud-
denly smashed, abolished by
revolution—revolution we call
the Civil War.

And in the period following, in
spite of the fact that the Negro
was denied an education, denied
the opportunity to express and
develop his talent, he was able
to show that he could participate
as an‘Ameriocan citizen. He won
the respect of millions of whites,
especially among the poor whites
of the South.

We had a black govermment of
Louisiana, eight black senators,
and a number of black repre-
sentatives all during Reconstruc-
tion. I am sure if I were to go
through the history books here.
as T have done in a number of
universities. 1 would find thet it
has a completely different wview



of Reconstruction. Your history
books will say, ‘“Ah, but don’t
vou see, Reconstruction was bad
for the Negro. Why, there was
no master to clothe him in rags
and to feed him the garbage of
slavery, and to stand over him
with a whip anymore, and he was
deprived of all the benefits of
this white Christian country, and
the slave master’s attitude, and
so forth.” Well, that’s completely
wrong.

The social revolution, recon-
struction, was the peginmng, not
only of the abolition of slavery,
but of the reconstruction of the
new dignity for black men, and
we had political power. That’s
what we’re striving for when we
ask for the right to vote. We had
political power to elect our repre-
sentatives, and 1 think the Sena-
tor from Mississippi, the state
senator, who says, ‘“Well, the rea-
son we don't want those Niggas
to vote down here is because in
some places they’re a majority.
They’re liable to vote us out of
office, and get up there and pass
a lot of laws that would be in
favor of them.”

That’s completely true, Sena-
tor, and we intend to do this
one way or the other.

That’s what they’'re scared of,
let’s face it—power, political pow-
er. That’'s what we want, we
want a little power.

People always ask me the ques-
tion, and T want to answer it be-
forehand: Is the Negro out after
power? Yes; why not?

Obviously, the people in power
are the people who are depriving
us of our rights—the southern
regime. Look at the Meredith
case: the governor’s office. the
mayor’s office, the staie legisla-
ture, the university administra-
tion, the state police—they were
all opposed to Meredith’s admis-
sion to Ole Miss.

Can we expect to say, yes,
this government répresents us?
No. Obviously, we have to re-
place it—replace it with a dem-

ocratic government represent-
ing the masses. That’s what the
Negro is for.

And so, this is one of the cen-
tributions that the Student Non-
Violent Coordinating Committee
is making, and I think it might
be very interesting to have some
of their representatives give their
own points of view. 1 am sure
they would be glad to come up
here and address you.

Another new phenomenon in ad-
dition to the southern movement,
is the growth of black national-
ism. Here, I think, ot is very
curious that most white Ameri-
cans don’t see all of the ramifi-
cations of black nationalism. Let’s
take the Muslims, for instance,
who are the chief advocates of
black nationalism. They have said

. . now, let me give the story
that Malcolm X, sort of second in
cammand of this movement, gave
as to why the Muslim movemnent
exists and what it wants. Two of
the main things it wants are racial
separation and separate territor-
ies. This is the way he tells the
story. He says,

“Four hundred years ago in
this country a marriage took
place between black and white,
and (that) it wasn’t the best
kind of marriage because it
wasn’t based on love; it was
based on money. And the two
partners haven’t seemed—don’t
seem to get along very well in
this country. After four hun-
dred years of marriage, and
even thougii the more submis-
sive partner was emancipated
and given suffrage, there is still
an element of oppression here.
So what we, as Muslims, are
asking for is a divorce; and
we’re simply waiting for a prop-
erty settlement.”

Now, this, I think, explains quite
clearly what the sentiment of the
Muslims is. My own disagreement
with them is, I think that the
racial emphasis is a little off-
kilter here. The problem of ra-
cism in the United States is not
simply a question of black and



white, or a moral question. .It’s
more of an economic question.

Slavery itself occurred because
even though America had white
alaves—yes, students, America had
white slaves. Of course, I kmow
American history books say
“white indentured servants.” I
just can’t understand why histor-
ians can’t say we had white
slaves. That’s what they were.
They had Indfan slaves, but Negro
slaves were more plentiful. We
had a scarcity of labor. They
were also cheapest—didn’t have to
worry about paying them or hav-
ing to pay back debts for passage
cver from Europe and what-not,
and they were also the best adapt-
ed to this climate.

These are some of the fac-
tors that contributed to the en-
slavement of the Negro. Not
only that, but the North had
slavery, f00 — something else
that American historians seem
to gloss over. But after the War
of Independence, we eliminated
slave —or, abolished slavery in
the North, and the southern sys-
tem maintawied it for its plan-
tation production of cotton, to-
bacco, rice, and et cetera.

It was for economic reasons that
we had slavery. Now, I krow that
it was given all sorts of moral
iustifications, like the fact that
‘Us good old southern plantation
Christians, we’re going to go up
there and rescue those black
heathens.” That’s a bunch of bull.
What they really wanted was to
put money in the pocket of the
labor—of their charity, and that
was why we had slavery. Well,
the same thing exists today. Uh,
Negro labor is very cheap, the
lowest paid and the least skilled.
Negroes do the heaviest and the
dirtiest jobs in America. We sort
of belong to the three H Club —
the hot, the hard, and the heavy.
And that's pretty much what the
status of Negro employment is.
Automation, of course, has ac-
centuated this problem. Twice as
many Negioes unemployed as
whites.

In places like Detroit six
months ago, 4% of the Negro
population was unemployed, and
it is so deep in the economy of
this country that we even think
in termg of Negro and white
jobs. How many Negroes would
ever think of going to apply for
a job that says “Help Wanted—
Executive”? Or, “Manage-
ment Training”, or “foreman—
construction,” something like
this? But if we see jobs for
laborers and operatives in serv-
ice industries, and domestics,
which we acknowledge as Negro
jobs, why, we think we stand a
better chance.  An economic
problem.

Now, there are political ramifi-
cztions of it, too. In evrder to en-
force this, you've gat to have sume
political justification: segregation
laws, et cetera. We don't have
political power in this country. We
gon’t even have political repre-
sentation.

We’ve got five Uncle Toms in
Congress who say they speak for
s, but T guarantee you, if you go
into any ghetto in America, yop
cculdn’t got a majority vote for
any one of them: Adam Clayton
Powell from Harlem, Dawson
from Chicago Daves from Michi-
gan — it’s just not true that they
speak for us. They are not the
voice of black America, in case
you are under that illusion.

Now, this problem of the econ-
cmy is something that the Mus-
lims have taken up, by saying,
well, we’ve got to have a separate
state with a separate economy be-
cause it’s economic exploitation
that’s keepiftg us down. They say
that we’ve got to have racial sep-
aration because black and white
just can’t get along in this coun-
try. Well, we think that their
emphasis on race rather than eco-
nomic aspects is emphasis mis-
claced. We feel that if this coun-
try is not going to give self-
determination to nations such as
Cuba outside of the U.S. it's cer-
tainly not going to grant this right
inside of the U.S.

Furthermore, I think it's an



illusion to feel that this country
is ever going to make payments
for unpaid slave labor. Christ,
we have a hard enough time
getting paid for the stuff we do.
So I think that they’re under an
illusion here. But I think the
Muslims do make one contribo-
tion. They point out to white
America, and I think the term is
very apt, that something must
be done, and that the Negroes
are going to dp it. I was ex-
plaining to some students today
that it’s *rue, the Negroes are
brain-washed, many of them;
but whites, I think are meore
brainwashed.

We have no illusions about un-
employment, for instance, or em-
ployment. We know that automa-
ton is going to eliminate jobs be-
ceuse we are the last hired and
first fired, and we could tell you

all you want to know about auto-

mation, what it does to American
workers. We have no illusions
about the trade unions. We know
that this conservative leadership
of the labor movement is not
really fighting for us in the eco-
nomic arena. White workers sort
of have invisible chains on this
question. We have no illusions as
Negroes about the authority of the
state, whether it’s the state gov-
ermnment or the federal govern-
ment.

America, white America, be-
lieves that the state is the all-
inclusive agency of the Ameri-
can institutions, with one excep-
tion: It doesn’t include black
institutions. We happen to be a
part of America—one tenth; so
We don’t have that illusion eith*
er. We have no illusions about
state power. We know that cops
are not the protectors of women,
children and orphans, so we
have no illusions on this. So
the question is, who’s more
brain-washed, white America or
black America? 1 think the
answer’s rather obvious.

Now, at another level, the ques-
tion of achievement. Whatever is
really American as far as culture

'<

is concerned, is also Negro. Amer-
ica has no songs of its own; it has
maybe international songs—Po-
lish, Irish people, and what-not,
that have been fused into the
American Melting Pot, but the in-
digenous American songs, the
Negro spirituals, the folk tales,
and what-not—this oomes from us
not from white America.

Classical music, the closest
thing America has to its own form
of classical music is jazz, which it
coesn’t even acknowledge as being
2 bona fide music many places.
So, where’s the culture of white
America? It has none, for the
most part. And these are the
things that I think have to be
peinted out. I think that our
achievements as Negroes and
contributions to America should be
acknowledged. This is what we
want when we talk about assimi-
lation.

We talk about integration. I—I
con’t care about integration, as
five Negro families moving into
an all-white neighborhood, or nine
Lids in Little Rock caught inte-
grating a school. That’s not inte-
gration. It doesn’t mean anything.
What we are talking about is inte-
gration as it produces a process
of assimilation, of mutual assim-
flation betvcen the races. Now
you sheuld understand that inte-
gration is not the objective goal.

This, I think too many Ameri-
cans have this illusion, well,
what we’re fighting for is inte-
gration. If integration were the
goal, then we would have to say
that token integration is progres-
sive instead of an obstacle to
real progress. The objective
goal is human freedom, and we
have chosen the strategy of in-
tegration to achieve this free-
dom. But many Americans,
black Americans, now are feel-
ing that this strategy is no
good, and they want to try an-
other one, called separation.

Now another confusion ' that
arises here is that people say,
‘“Separation! Why, that’s the same
thing  as segregation. I won’t
have any part of it.” It’s not the



same thing. Segregation is a sys-
tem imposed upon a minority
people by wppressors. Separation
is a voluntary association of mi-
nority people. I think this differ-
ence between thé oppressed and
the oppressor has to be made if
vou. are going to talk seriously
about what is separation and what
is segregation. These are some of
the things that the Black Muslims
cre confused on.

Now, 1 want to taik about wny
they are attacked. You see, at-
tacks don’t just occur to the YSA;
they occur to the Muslim move-
ment as weil. People say they are
Black Supremicists. Now, how ab-
surd can you get? I mean, yeah,
I've heard some brain-washing
propaganda in this country, but
this really takes the cake. How is
a minority people who are so op-
pressed going to even talk in terms
of black supremacy? What is the
government, and especially guys
who are in charge of the Senate
Internal Security Committee, such
as the noted Honorable Senator
Giesler from Mississippi . . . uh,
what does he mean when he says
the Muslims should be investigated
for black supremacy? What he
weans is tha- they want to intro-
duce a little racial pride to the
Negro people here, and he is op-
posed to that, you see.

Black supremacy, which he in-
fers is racism in reverse . . . now,
all T can say is this. We didn’t
come to this country . . . You
know, we’ve got an Old Country,
too. We didn’t come to this coun-
try with any ideas of racial op-
pression, but we have had very
good teachers in this country, and
it’s understandable that we should
be charged with this thing of ra-
cism in reverse. Completely ab-
surd.

The other charge made aganst
the Muslims is that they are
anti-Christian. Well, we didn’t
have that in the Old Country,
either. We knew nothing about
Christianity. As Baldwin says,
the white missionaries gave the
Africang the Bible and took his
land. That’s how we got Christ-
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ianity. Now, regardless of
whether there are Christians in
the audience or not, I would say
that the Muslims have a right of
religious freedom. Supposedly
one of the founding planks in
this country’s Constitution is
religious freedom.

Now, people say, “Well, I'm dis-
turbed by what they say of crea-
tion.”” The Muslims say, for in-
stance, that the first men on this
earth were black; that there were
biack scientists; that they were
Lighly intelligent people. That
they were experimenting one day
and Io and behold they produced
3 monster: A white, blue-eyed
devil! (laughter) Well, and that,
in trying to get an antidote for
tiis, why, they got the worst mon-
ster we’ve ever seen, white wom
<n. (laughter}. Now, what’s the
difference between this — saying
this, — and the fact that women
came from the rib of a man. 1
mean, one fairy tale is as good as
the other. (laughter and applause)

So, 1 think we have to give them
the right to have their own ideas
and religious beliefs, and that if
this is in question, then I think we
should question some of our basic
democratic tenets, as well,

Why are the Muslims being at-
tacked? Obviously all of these
reasons are absurd, The reason is
that this country is now experienc-
ing a reorganization of organiza-
tion in the civil rights work, We
are looking for alternmatives. Black
nationalism has always been one
alternative, and it’s on the upsurge
now. This country is very scared
cf that; and so, they’re under at-
tack.

I think that should be undes-
stood: That black nationalism is
a part of the black revolt in
America, and I think that any-
one who is really seriously in-
terested in dissolving the Mus-
lim movement should work with
the YSA and the civil rights
movement on eliminating rac-
ism. What better way to elim-



inate the Black Muslim move-

ment?

Ancther phenomenon outside of
the student movement and black
nationalism has been the growth
of a new radicalized element, sort
of like my own developiment in re-
sponse to the colonial revolution.
Many Negroes are beginning to
say, “Well, look, oppressed people
in Asia, Africa, and Latin America
are getting their freedom now.
Why can’t we?” That’s why we
find that this upsurge is taking
place in the 1960’s, because this is
when the upsurge, the revolution-
ary upsurge, has taken place in
other countries. I want to take
Cuba as an example, since I know
that this is a favorite topic of
Bloomington, and I want to indi-
cate how it’s had an impact on the
Negro community.

By and large, I would say that
the Negro community supports the
Cuban revolution; and in that, I
make this qualification: The over-
whelming majority are neutral-
ized; they’re indifferent. But the
most vocal section is pro-Cuba.
This I know disturbs this country.
It even gees to such lengths as to
frame a Rcbert Williams of Mon-
roe, North Carolina, because he
took two trips to Cuba and began
taking tours around the country
talking about it.

They indict William Worthy,
Afro-American correspondent, for
writing about the positive aspects
cf the Cuban revolution; and I
myself was indicted for opposing
the U.S.-supported and inspired in-
vasion of Cuba. So they’re really
out to get us black ones who have
scimething to say about Cuba, and
we recognize this. But why do we
look to Cuba? Because we say that
the Cuban revolution has eliminat-
ed race discrimination, Now, that
— that one point gets a lot to say
in its favor, Now, even this
country’s mass media which ham-
pers and hollers and stampers
about Cuba, undemocratic revolu-
tion, admits that there is no race
discrimination in Cuba. But!! But.
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Ycu know, the New Frontier al-
ways has Slesinger to write an
academic view of what really
happened. What they say s that
racism didn’t exist in Cuba.

Well, 1 want to make the qual-
ification that is more accurate.
Discrimination didn’t exist in
Cuba in the same form that it
does in the U.S., just as we see
that discrimination and segrega-
tion are different in the North
and in the South. It is different
in southern America,and it’s dif-
ferent in South America. The
form that racial discrimipation
takes in sections of Latin
America is on a strictly eco-
nomic level and according to in-
come, You see, in this country,
some of this aspect is glossed
over because we have discrim-
inafion in housing, we have dis-
crimination in schools, people’s
mentalities are so warped that
they think that white women are
going to marry Negro men, and
all this sort of thing.

But, in Latin American ooun-
tries, lower class Negroes are
discriminated against, economical-
ly, as far as employment is con-
cerned, and this has an immediate
reflection in the educational and
living standard of the Negro popu-
lation. They, too, have the worst
jobs, the heaviest and the dirtiest,
the least skilled and the lowest
paid. They, too, are the largest
section of illiterates in Latin
America, and they, too, have in-
vested rights in revolutionary
struggles which‘they hope will up-
root this sort of thing. That was
the situation in Cuba before 1959.
Cuba has eliminated race discrim-
ination, has done this by (1) say-
ing to the hotels and restaurants,
for instance, “Either desegregate,
or close down.” Now, gee,
wouldn’t I like to see that hap-
pen in this country.

If I go into a southern restaur-
ant, and I go in the front door, I
can get kicked out, and even get
kicked in jail. If that happens in



Cuba, the proprietor gets kicked
in jail. Now, I think that would
make a slight difference in
America, Not only that, but the
gcvernment  officials themselves,
by their own example, set the
pace. They have hired in the top
government posts not according
to race but according to ability.

The head of the Cuban Army,
for instance, is a Negro Cuban.
Now, I know that America won’t
go to that extreme, certainly, and
we sure would raise hell in this
ccuntry on that basis, just as an
example, the head of the Cuban

Army is a Negro. And they have
by their own example educated the
population. Fidel was going on TV,
for instance, and said that racism
divides the revolution, that it
tends to divide black and white,
it tends to divide the poor from
the middle class; and he has point-
ed out that anyone of Spanish an-
cestry has Negro blood, if we
consider the fact that the Moors
occupied Spain for 800 years.
Couldn’t miss. (laughter)

So this educational process has
certainly played down discrimin-
ation. Think of what it would be
like, for instance, if Kennedy,
at the Inaugural Ball, tried to
daace with a black woman, and
it was televised. I don’t mean
one of these sort of light-skin-
ned, light brown Negroes; I
mean a black woman, one of
our women! (laughter) Well, you
know he wouldn’t get away with
that, such a thing. Couldn’t do

it, you see? That would have
been part of an educational pro-
cess.

Kennedy can't do such a thing.
This racist government can’t do it.
Postmaster General Day after he
is rebuffed in the Courts for try-
ing to suspend the Savannah,
Georgia, Chairman of the NAACP,
issues a statement which is just
filled with racism. McNamara,
Secretary of Defense. in spite of
the protests frcm all the civil
rizhts movement, still goes ahead
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and speaks before a segregated
audience, The Secretary of Com-
merce . . . why, Big Business now
has an official representative in
the Cabinet of racism, ex-govern-
or of North Carolina, Hodges.
whose main answer ta the 1954
segregation issue was, ‘Forget
about what the Court says, and
let’s have voluntary integration,”
which also has . . . is reinforced
by harrassment, intimidation, and
terrorism. And, of course, Bobby
Kennedy adding his indictments of
William Worthy for reporting the
pesitive aspects of Cuba, telling
the Freedom Riders to cool off,
and things of this sort, and not
really using his Department of
Justice to bring any justice to the
voting procedures of the South,
have all contributed, not to setting
a gcod example, but a bad one.
So Cuba has something to teach
this country on how to eliminate
race discrimination.

Now, this has impressed Negroes
about the Cuban revolution, and
we are very concerned about what
this country dces %o Cuba, like in-
vading it, and so forth. How do
you think the Negro people feel,
for instance, when it’s southern
Senators who holler the loudest
about an invasion. Now, those of
ycu who read the papers know
that that’s the situation.

The southern Senators are
yelling the loudest about invad-
ing Cuba, about blockades, et
cetera, and Kennedy has cer-
tainly had his share in relation
to Cuba, sort of like a . . . we
are beginnir> to adopt sort of a
KKK mentallty in this country:
Kops, Klans, and Kennedy;

(light laughter) and I think Cuba
is a sticky issue for them when
it comes to an alternative,

I think that some of these things
have to be discussed. Groups like
the YSA have to have the right te
put forth its point of view, as well
as any other tendency. But it
doesn’t surprise me when I think
about all of the witch hunting,



Red-baiting, and what-not that’s
occurred in the civil rights move-
ment, that it should also occur
against the student move-
ment. [ remember the abolition-
ist days, for instance, when the
zbolitionists were  subversive,
when even in especially southern
Indiana, southern lllinois, south-
ern Ohio, the Underground Rail-
road, and its experience with the
slavocracy.

But remember, we say that we
need a fundamental change in the
social, economic, and political in-
stitutions of this country; and the
status quo says, “Why, you're out
of your minds!” A hundred years
ago, or a little over a hundred
years ago, men like the abolition-
ists were saying the same thing.
We had . . . 11 out of 16 Presi-
dents of this country were slave
owners. The whole system: Edu-
cation, the church, law, the Con-
stitution, e@verything, justified
American slavery. Now, the Con-
stitution justifies the pursuit of
happiness, (but it) justifies capi-
talism, ag well.

We don’t think that this sys-
fern is going to last. It’s fall-
ing, It’s coHapsing. What alter-
native does the New Frontier
have to unemployment? Noth-
ing, except for Kennedy to get
up and say, “It’s America’s
mumber ose problem.” The best
our Labor Secretary cam do is
to say, “Well, we must recog-
nize a permanent level of un-
employment.” - Nothing about
eliminating unemployment. What
can we do about automation?
For those of you who are in
business and finance know that
automation is an efficient means
of production. But can we intro-
duce it under capitalism on a full
scale? No. If you eliminate the
consurners, working, who is go-
ing to consume the products that
you're producing? We cannot in-

troduce this efficient mode of
production. We've got to make a
little money.

That’s what corporations are
for, so we’'ve got to balance out
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this whole idea of automation. We
feel that we should introduce
wide-scale automation. Why mnot?
I don’t know about anything else,
and those of you who have dis-
agreed with anything else I bave
had to say tonight I am sure
agree that you don’t like to wark,
so at least we can get some
agreement before the meeting is
over. Well, T think that we should
take this into consideration and
introduce full-scale automation.

We shouldn’t be afraid of this.
What alternative does this coun-
try have to the question of war
and peace? None. We can’t dis-
anm. The ome thing that impress-
ed me in going to campuses on
the West Coast was that if we
were to disarm tomorrow, the
West Coast might as well slide
into the Pacific Ocean, because
that’s what the industry is found-
ed on there.

We could not reconvert these
war industries in time to prevent
a major depression in this coun-
try, nor could we eliminate our
standing army in peace while rev-
olutionary explosions are taking
place. I mean, what would we
have done if we didnt have the
specialized units and missiens to
go over and fight in South. Viet
Nam?

Very nice of us to do that for
the Vietnamese people and the
South Koreans, and, I am sure,
if we had been on the ball, we
would have done the same thing
for the Kuwaitans. But, how can
we eliminate our armed forces
when we’ve got these problems
of people wanting political and
economic independence? Capital-
ism has no alternative to this.

We say instead of guarantee-
ing property rights, how about
guaranteeing human  rights?

Why worry about whether you

can make profit when you're

considering building  houses?

Why not build houses because

people need houses? Why do

we emphasize production to
make money? Why not just
preduction for use: What we



need, we produce? That we think
is a much better concept and
philosophy for this coumtry, and
this is what Socialism is. I
know that here it’s quite a
Boogie Man; but this is what
we believe, that it’s an alterna-
tive to the crisis of American
capitalism and (o American
prestige.

Every program that America
tries to introduce for the Negro
people is certainly not in this
line. Urban Renewal programs are
actually Negro removal programs;
slum redevelopments simply re-
develop slums elsewhere. Deseg-
regation of schools is simply an-
other means of gerrymandering
one school, turning it from an all-
white to an all-Negro school, and
certainly the educational oppor-
tunities that Negro <tudents have
are not the best in this country.
We feel that all these things scar
the Negro people; they’re getting
fed up with it, and we’re sick
and tired of hearing this “Wait”
bit, We want freedorn now. Tret's
what we're talking abowt. Thats
why we're organizing. And we
also feel that it’s necessary now
for us to organize our own organ-
izations, under our own leader
ship.

White fclks have come in
and given us their support and
their money, for all these years,
a hundred years, and we still
haven't got any. Yet, we look in
a place like Cuba, and we see
that in a matter of 30 manths or
so they eliminate racial discrimi-
nation. They didn't wait another
ndred years. It took & revolu-
tion, revolutionary struggle.

And we’re beginning to say,
“Well, look, we don’t want any
more of your gradualism, your
tokenism.” And I notice some-
thing else. All these white lib-
erals come in and say to us,
vh, you ought to do this and
you ought to do that. Why don’t
they go to the white communi-
ty? They need some help, too.
They’re brain-washed; they're
degraded. If we are degraded,
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white America is degraded, too.
White workers kmow this,

You get in the South, and the
southern white worker says to his
boss, “Hey, look, I'd like a dol-
lar fifty an hour. This dollar
twenty-five an hour is not enough
to live on.” The boss says, ‘‘Look,
man, if you dont like a dollah
twenty-five an hour, I'll go tring
a niggah in hyere and pay him a
dollah an hour!” Well, you see?
We're exploited, yes; but we're
keeping down your wages, tao.
Things like that we think ere im-
portant, if you want an alterna-
tive. Support our rights, but don’t
have white liberals coming and
telling us what we have to do
anymore, because we’ve got our
. . . we're developing eur own
leaders now, and that’s @ major
change from what has gone in the
past, and a lot pf whites are very
upset about this.

Well, we've been- upset, too;
and we think that the best sup-
port that can be given now is to
understand our needs and our de-
mands, and to participate in sup-
port of us, but don’t insist on
leading us anymore. We appreci-
ate your maney, of course, and
we hope you give it genarously;
but don’t say, ‘“well, look, here’s
a hundred bucks, and I want this
point in your program.”

Why, you can keep it. We've
got enough paper, enough meet-
ing rooms to use, that sort of
thing, and we feel that we can
get along without it. So, I ask
you, where do you stand?

We think that Socialism has an
alternative on the Negro ques-
tion, as well as some of these
other problems I have outlined
1 have indicated to you what I
think ¢the role of the southem
students has been and what cer-
tainly a comparable role of north-
emn students can be. I have cited
what I felt was a role that whites
could play in the movement and
I think that you have to recognize
that the struggle is on two levels.
One is a daytoday level to al-
leviate the conditions of the Ne-



g0, get reforms. A criople isn't
in a good position to fight.

But there’'s a major struggle,
another level, to eliminate the
Jim Crow system. Becauwse Jim
Crow is so intertwined with
American cap.2lism, we feel
that we have to revamp the in-
gtitutions of American capital-
1sm, that that’s the altermative
on a major level; and that’s the
way we have to fight it. We
have to organize ourselves, and
we have to act. By all means,
this includes political action,
independent political activn.

We are not going to make it
through the Democrats, who have
their southern wing. We're not go-
ing to make it through the Repub-
licans, which are allied with the
Dixiecrats in Congress to give a
majority we cannot participate

in Congress effectively with the
seniority systemn which guarantees
that all committee chairman will
be southerners. So what’s the al-
ternative? Let’s have a new po-

litical systemn.

We can't get it through the eco-
nomic institutions which are gear-
ed toward exploiting us. Of course,
the social institutions are all
black and white: Negro churches,
white churches; Negro schanls,
white schools; Negro nei;
hoods, white neighborhoods; Ne-
gro dance, white dance. That’s
American. So these have to be
done away with too. Where do
you stand? This country says,
“Let us make the world safe for
democracy.” I say, it’s about time
we made democracy safe for the
world. Thank you.
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Questions And Answers

Q. . . . (question unintelligi-
ble)

A. The struggle . . . peasants
and - agricultural workers and Cu-
ban urban workers, etc. Even
though there was racism, this was
eliminated during the major strug-
gle. Now, I think that the labor
movement in the North is going
to recognize that its one ally in
the South is the civil rights move-
ment, and one main reason for
this is that Gt's already organ-
ized, and it's got @ whole cadre
of ' organizers already based in
the South, which could be used to
organize labor unions.

The white workers are going to
be looking for allies, too. A man
doesn’t mind dying on his feet,
but he doesn’t always like to live
on his knees, either, and I think
that that’s a contradiction that’s
going to cause this change. But
I think that the initiative that’s
being taken by the Negro popula-
tion is going to deepen this con-
tradiction even more.

Q. What is your point of view
movements can achieve any (re-
sults)?

A. Well, the American popula-
tion is composed of many sec-
tions, which include the labor
movement, the student movement,
the Negro movement, and the Soc-
ialist movement.

The Socialist movement is small,
a small part. What I think will
happen is that the various sec-
tions of the population will begin
moving at a different time. That’s
what is happening. Labor move-
ment isn’t moving today. I em
sure that everybody here kmows
that. It's passive, conservative;
one of the most backward work-
ing classes in the world right
now, doesn’t even have its own
political party. Still thirks it's got
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friends of Jabor in the Democratic
party.

But that doesn’t mean that
when it does begin to move that
it'’s not going to assert itself Iike
it did in the 1930’s. With the
building of the CIO, we had the
building of the strongest, most
powerful labor movement in the
world, one of the...and I
think that that phenamemon will
occur again. But that section is
not even moving mow. What sec-
tions are moving?

The Negro people and the stu-
dents are the intelligentsia, noth-
ing else. Nothing else. Socialists
are possibly in motion, but their
activity corresponds to activity of
other sections. TFor instance, the
YSA was organized in 1960, right
after the student sit-ins, and was
in response to a general upsurge
in the student movement. You
didn’t have any . . . who here
belonged to a peace movement
before 1960 that was . . . cor
responded to the student peace
movement today? Who here be-
longed to any civil rights argan-
ization that really called for youth
participation before 1960? Nooe.
It’s a new phenomenon.

Picketing, for instance. Why,
this country didn’t see very much
picketing during the 1950’s, dhar-
ing McCarthyism, during the
witch hunt, and it’s been in the
1960’s that this upsurge has come.
That is something that Bloaming-
ton has a major . . . doesn’t bave
a monopoly on picketing, anyway
not right now. (laughter) This is
something that is going on all
over the country, the student
movement that's taking this oa.
And it’s a section that’s moving.

Now, these jsections are guing
to come inty an alliance sooner
or later. What I am saying spe-
cifically about the Negro move-




ment is this: We can’t fall into
the trap that we’ve fallen into in
the past, that is, a ocouple of us
have black and White unity, which
is meant that a big white group,
such as the labor movement, pre-
dominantly white, and/or the rad-
ical movement, or the student
movement, that we are going to
ally our ones and twos with this.

We'd have to unify ourselves
first, and then we can have ool-
lective bargaining. We can bar-
gain as equals. See, we have fall-
en for all this stuff about propor-
tional representation and what-
not. That’s phony; that’s as phony
as this democracy for Negroes in
this country. Why should we sim-
ply have proportional representa-
tion in a struggle like this? We
should have equal representatiion.
I don’t mean in terms of num-
bers, but I mean in our organiza-
tion in relation to white organi-
zations. Now, I don’t know if
that relates to your question. I
think that probably . . .

Q. Do you think that . . . (ques-
tion unintelligible)

A. Now, waiit @ minute. I make
no guarantee that . . .

Q. . . . What about the rela-
tion between your organization

and the . . . organization and
the Negro organizations?

A. Oh, well, we all—we say
this. We say, our movement, for
instance, supports the develop-
ment of the Negro people toward

getting their democratic rights,
and we feel that the leadership
of the Negro movement has to
come out of its own movement
and will support it. We feel that
in a revolutionary situation, the
unity between the Negro move-
ment, and the Socialist movement
and the nationalist movement will
take place.

In the meantime, we have to
see this as independent develop-
ment. The Negro movement is not
the Socialist movement. The Soc-
ialist movement is not the Negro
movement. But this does not nec-
essarily imply that they're com-
petitors, either.
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Q. . .. (question unintelligible)

. . . which has managed some-
how to have a multi-racial or
bi-racial membership . . . (un-
intelligible).

A. Well, you probably don't
have enough Negroes in there to
ask. . . . Look at the Freedom
March. It was Core (?) tthat ini-
tiated the Freedom Rides in New
York. And after the bus burning
six miles outside of Anderston
and after the mobbings in Mont-
gomery and Birmingham, aban-
dored the project. It was up to
Snic (music) . . . “Stop, where
you are, no more, etc.” Well,
this is . . . shows the difference
between the two organizations.

Now, I don’t know how much
you know about Core, but I know
that (laughs) . . . well, you say
multi-racial. That’s a polite way
of saying it’s black and white,
with a lot of whites in it. It’s not
a Negro organization, and you
know that the people in the ghetto
don’t look to Core and say, ‘‘yes,
that’s something that represents
me and it’s doing somcthing,”
etc., etc.

Q. . . . This is oue of the ma-
jor . . . (question or statement
unintelligible)

A. Oh yes, it’s very . . it's very
good. Like in the paper, for in-
stance, where it's . . . . the Ne-
gro . . New Orleans, where it has
also . . . ' (unintelligible).

Q. Do you see any hope for
« « « « (unintelligible)

A. Yes; I hope that it changes.
(laughter) I think that it has to
recognize that it's got to carry
actions to the limit. It cannot be
intimidated by respectability. You
know, respectable men have nev-
er made a . . made your contri-
bution to history. I know that
this country likes to say, (ahem)
(laughter), ‘““‘Are you or have you
ever been respectable?” (laugh-
ter). Sort of a converse. But that’s
not the major issue here.

We are for fundamental change,
and we don’t say anything else.
We identify ourselves as revolu-
tionary socialists and not as lib-
erals. Now, how much more open



do you want us to be? That’s
where we stand. And we think re-
spectability has to be of how
much respect do you have for the
demands of the masses of people,
the majority of people.

You cannot have revolutionary
change umless you’ve got the con-
sensus of the majority. All this
stuff about minority finsurrections
is something that you read about
in palace revolutions in story-
books. We’re talking about some-
thing serious here, and I hope
that especially this town leams
something along that line.

Q. What do you think wil
lead labor away from its pres-
ent conservativelsm?

A. New leadership, and I say
that because I feel that the lead-
ership that is presently nunning
the labor unions is not democrat-
ic, s not responding to the rank
and file of the labor movement,
and I think that it, too, is too
conservative with its sweetheart
contracts between employers and
employes.

Some willingness to really fight
for a higher living standard, a
feeling that “well, I can’t deal
with the situation.”” Well, you see,
you're going to be saddled with
that type of leadership until the
workers decide they’ve had
enough. You see, if . . . contrast
this with the Negro movement as
I have just given it. We were
saddled by the NAACP which has
an alliance, or had an alliance
with the labor bureaucracy. But
when we began to move, we had

the development of the southern,

movement, we had the develop-
ment of Negro radicals, we had
the development of black nation-
alism. Why, it no longer had a
monopoly.

That’s what’s going to happen
to labor movement, and I feel that
it’s just a matter of time. An al
ternative, I think. is in new lead-
ership. They cannot work with the
Reuther and Meanys, and what-
not.

QT ¥ of the leadership
of Jimmy Hoffa?

A. Well, Jimmv Hoffa is under
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attack by the government, right?
Truck drivers like him, right?

. and only international move-
ment that supports the civil rights
movement. That's what I think of
Jimmy Hoffa.

Q. . . . (unintelligible ques-
tion)

A. Well, let me point out to you
something that America obscures
about Fidel’s history. Fidel ran
in a parliamentary election and
won. He was not allowed to take
office. It was only after he found
that the democratic functioning
of the country had been so de-
stroyed by Batista that only the
alternative of guerrilla warfare
could take place. Now the same
thing occurred in this country a
hundred years ago, with the dis-
solution of the Union, secession,
and what-not.

All attempts were made to pre-
serve the Union, preserve slavery
in this country; but the country
had a revolution. We feel that in
revolutionary changes, we have
to be prepared for violence, not
from revolutionaries; NOT from
revolutionaries, but from the state
and from exploiters.

They are the ones who are vio-
lent in this situation; not the peo-
ple who are for change and re-
form. If you take a strike, for in-
stance, why is it that people on
strike become violent? Because
they just want to tear down
fences, because they want to tear
down the plant brick by brick?
No, because the boss refuses to
make concessions. He doesn’t want
to give them a higher wage. He
wants to disrupt them: he wants
to destroy them.

Look at the civil rights move-
ment in the South. Is the force
and violence from the people in
Snic, or is it coming from the
racists, who do not want to give
up the status quo? So I think
when you talk about are we for
force and violence, that's abso-
Jutely absurd. We simply say that
you have to be prepared for that
sort of thing. That’s what has
been historically true.

I think I should also point out




in this regard where I talk about
the Negro people. Many people
have felt that when the Negroes
take the initiative that they, too,
are going to be forceful, violent;
and you know white America has
just simply bent over backwards
to distort this.

You know, all Negroes carry
knives; they all fight on Saturday
night, all that kind of - junk. And
they become so brain-washed with
their own stuff that they feel,
well, that that’s what’s going to
happen.

But a people that has known op-
pression for so long, and their op-
pression has been so harsh, I
hardly doubt that we’re going to
transform the same thing we’re
fighting against and use it for our
own advantage.

Q. . . You said . . that if a
revolution took place right now,
. . . and what you are saying of
course is that . . . . sort of seri-
ous . . . (unintelligible) as far
as the racists are concerned.
Well, you mentioned . . . what
you're saying, uh, partial inte-
gration, and so forth, would
take time. Do you think that the
Socialist movement could take
place to give the Negro free-
dom right now, I mean RIGHT
now, without force?

A. The Socialist movement
doesn’t give anything to majority
of people. It does not give them
the means of force and violence,
either. All that the Socialist move-
ment contributes to the people
are its ideas, program, its cal’
for change indicating what is the
cause of the present status quo
and what we think the new so-
ciety will be like. Now the alter-
native means of struggle will be
decided by the people themselves.
Uh, the thing 'm trying to point
out to you, you see, is that we
do not advccate the forceful over-
throw of the government, and I
think you understand that, and

your atlempts to suck the speak-
er into such a thing, I think
should be recognized by the audi-
ence here.

[ think you also realize what
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our position on this is, that we
are opposed to violence, we are
opposed to bloodshed, and we
think that all, ALL measures
should be taken to eliminate any
blcodshed in revolutionary change.

Q. . . . . (unintelligible) . . .
does the answer to the Negro
question lie in Socialism?

A. Uh, yes.

Q. And then you tell us . . .
the Negro question has . . .
been solved . . . in Cuba, and
then you followed that, logical-
ly it would seem to me that you
would say, based on the few
conducted tours you’ve had in
Cuba, that the Cuban socialists
have (got the problem solved.)
Perhaps what you are asking
for is a dictatorship, which
could solve the problem a lot
easier, by saying, ‘“Segregate
right away.” This is a democra-
cy, a democracy moves slowly.
A. Well, I'll agree with you if

you are trying to say that revolu-
tions work fast, but I think that
you're bringing up an issue which
is completely another subject, the
dictatorship of Cuba. I'll be glad
to discuss it with you. . . .

Q. No, I’'m asking you, are
you telling me that . . . (unin-
telligible.) . . the socialism that
you want in this country?
A. No, there is not . . . uh,

Socialism doesn’t exist from our
point of view anywhere in the
world. There are many countries
that have had a Socialist revolu-
ticn. We feel that so long as the
world economic system is pre-
dominantly capitalist, that we
cannot expect a Socialist coun-
try.

We think that Cuba is not a
Socialist country, but a welfare
state, and I think I can give you
some very clear indications of
this. Do you think that Cuba,
while it’s under economic block-
ade, has the most efficient allo-
cation of its natural ri:urces,
that in»mad of trading wita the
United 5tates, the nearest manu-
facturing country, that it should
have to trade all the way on the



other side of the globe with the
Soviet Union? That certainly is
not Socialism. Do you think that
it is an efficient allocation of nat-
ural resources that Cuba has to
develop armaments so that it can
repel an invasion?

That’s certainly not Socialism,
and I think that these two ex-
amples (I could point out many
more) indicate, should indicate to
you that this is not a Socialist
country, but it has had a Social-
ist revolution.

Q. Do you think the gemeral

. . left politics of all shades,
uh, leaving out these liberal
shadings that you talked about,
uh, considering the kinds of
forces that are being generated
by the civil rights movement
« » . will halt in the labor . . or-
ganizations and so forth, reach-
ing new contract areas . . . Do
you think that left politics bhas
a definite future, a kind of thing
that it can grasp . . .

A. Well, I think . . . (the fact
that) . . . the left movement has
given an altermative to quite a
number of areas in the world, in-
dicates that it does have an alter-
native. I think that one of the pri-
mary tasks of the left in this coun-
try must be to have open discus-
sion of its differences in views and
to begin translating the views in-
to actions to see who’s correct.

Now, the differences among the
radical left . . . or the left are
somewhat obscure and remein for
all practical purposes among the
left and among students. I think
that the best way to show who
has an alternative of the different
leftist tendencies is to have an
open discussion of them,

As far as America is concerned,
I think that American Socialism
is going to have its own indepem-
ent development, just like every
other revolution. The Socialist
revolution in Cuba, was quite un-
like the Socialist revolution in the
Soviet Union or in China angd this
country seems to be afraid that
its democratic traditions are go-
ing to produce a dictatorship. I
don’t think so. I think that once
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the status quo in this country
is replaced by a new one of a
society of abundance and plenty,
no class conflicts, and what-not,
that we’ll see all the other revo-
lutions that have taken place un-
dergoing some change, too.
Q. I know that the Negro
question in America is a prob-
lem of the minority against
the major}ty, and that this is
a problemy that has started to
be realized by the majority
. . . with the answer being
sought somehow.
And it also appears to me
now that Socialism on which
you are talking is also going
to be a question of minority
against the majority and I
do not know if it has really
got any significant minority
yet, but if it’s a minority ques-
tion against . . . uh, how do
you plan te tackle the prob-
lem. of Socialism and the Ne-
gro question in America as
two things related to each
other? Do you . . . intend to
stop the Negro question and
first make the American pub-
lic know that Socialism is the
best way for him and then you
get back to the Negro ques”
tion, or how do you want (to
doit)...?

A. Look, revolutionary change
doesn’t occur according to some
blue print. It occurs at various
times under various conditions.
The Negro question in this coun-
try is one of the conditions which
is propelling this country more in
the direction of revolutionary
change. Now you say that Social-
ism means replacing rule by the
minority under capitalism by rule
by the minority under Socialism.
Now, you're aobviously referring
to the countries in the so-called
Soviet bloc, the Soviet form of
Socialism.

I want to point out something
here. The development of the So-
viet Union and its structure is no
different basically from the struc-
ture and development of the trade
union movement in this country.




Just as we feel that the leadership
of the trade union movement must
be replaced tin this country if the
workers are going to have real
representation, we feel that
Khrushchev and Company must
be replaced in the Soviet Union,
and now. This does not mean on
the other hand, that Meany and
Reuther are allied with the em-
ployers; nor does it mean that
Khrushchev and Mac are allied
with Kennedy.

We cannot say, fur instance,
that Walter Reuther and George
Meany are not the representatives
of American labor movement, no
more than we can say that
Khrushchev is not the representa-
tive of America. 1 think if you see
that analogy as applicable, you’ll
see what is necessary to have
democratic forms introduced into
the Soviet Union. We supported,
for instance, the Hungarian revo-
lution, because we felt that here
was a revolution which was a
political revolution. Tt opposed
Soviet occupation.

It wanted to introduce more
democratic forms, and during the
first stages of the revolution, it
developed the so-called Workers’
Council, to introduce industrial
democracy. But the revolution was
smashed. And we feel that it’s
going to occur again. It has oc-
curred in East Germany, Poland,
and Hungary, and it will occur
again, and it will also ocour in
the Soviet Union.

This process of de-Stalinization,
we feel, is a farce. It’s an illusion.
it’s not really going to take place
extensively. But it will take place
when the ferment which is now
being started by the intelligent-
ists, just like in this country,
reaches a pitch where it affects
the Russian workers. So I don’t
think you can make the flat state-
ment that Socialism simply means
rule of a minority.

Q. You stated that . . ... is
based on the capitalist econom-
ic system. Isn’t it also true that,
I think you would probably
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agree, that it is also based on
. .« . . (unintelligible).

A. First of all, let me make one

. . make sure everybody under-
stands this. Racism is not a nec-
essary component of capitalism.
We look at England, Norway,
Sweden, these countries, even Eng-
land up until recently, until it got
a West Indies problem. Radism
was not an integral component of
capitalism in these countries. It
is strictly an American phenom-
enon, and it is peculiar to Amer-
ica because of the development of
slavery which was a carryover
of a semi-feudal form.

The plantation system, a very
primitive agricultural production,
slave labor. Now, at this point, a
hundred years after the abolition
of slavery, racism has became
intertwined with America, with all
of the institutions of Araerica.

But, this does not mean that
racism is ingrained. Anti-Negro
prejudice is not an instinctive
human reaction. It's taught. it’s
taught to people who live in this
country. I am sure every sociol-
ogist will also tell you that little
four or five year old kids playing
in the South have no idea of black
and white, or racism. This is
taught to them. They learn it,
from what they see, from what
they hear, from what they taste
of the American dream.

A revolution can eliminate this
by the fact that what is necessary
is class unity. You are not going
to have Socialism in this country
or a revolutionary upsurge until
we have faced the race question
square, and say, Racism divides
the population, divides the major-
ity of the people.

You need that majority consen-
sus if you're going ¢o intrahmre
Socialism at ail. So, one of the
preconditions for Socialism or for
revolutionary upsurge is a con-
sensus among the majority that
they want to do something about
racism, and I am pointing out
that America has no choice at
this point about doing something.



The Negro people are demanding
their rights.

Now, hcw are they going to be
answered? How are they going to
be answered?. They have reject-
ed concessions; they have rejected
tokenism, gradualism, Uncle Tom-
ism; and we think that they might
accept Socialism, in their own
way, through their own struggle.

They’re not going to struggle
for Socialism . . . . but just in
struggling for their elementary
democratic rights, they will con-
front the problem that they need
an alternative to the status quo,
and that is going to propel them
in a revolutionary direction.

Q. What conditions do you see
either actually present now in
an incipient form or conditions
that might get under way in the
near future . . . are these going
to propel labor unions in the di-
rection of throwing off . . . the
bureaucracy?

A. Well, automation, unemploy-
ment, wage freeze, cutting down
on production, like in steel, fifty
percent, and so forth . . . uh, the
restriction of foreign markets by
other revolution, cutting off, for
instance, of Cuba, cutting off the
Congo; South Viet Nam will be
cut off because we’ll lose that
as a sphere . . . (of influence)?

. . probably Laos.

These things, I think, impinge
upon the contradictions in the la-
bor movement. What is the solu-
tion to unemployment? You cer-
tainly can’t just keep shooting
off tax dollars into the air and
expect that the war economy is
going to support capitalism or
American economy; that’s foolish.
We're already coming into con-
tradictions with that. Another de-
velopment is the Common Mar-
ket.

How are we going to compete
with the Common Market? Does
America have a solution to it?
No. It doesn’t have a realistic so-
lution to the Common Market.
Does it have a solution to the tur-
moil in Latin America? I haven’t
heard of a realistic one. Alliance
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for progress? Huh. Even Kennedy
doesr’t believe that. (laughter).
So these things impinge upon the
labor movement in this country,
and these contradictions are what
propel American workers to say,
“Look, man, you're not doing the
job. We gotta get somebody else.”
And all the goon squads, or as the
unions say, educational commit-
tees, are not going to save them.

Q. I believe you said that the
President, and such people as
Powell and the other Negroes
that were in the uh, House of
Representatives, I guess, do not
—are really mot considered as
the Negro represeatatives, and
yet, why is it that Powell re-
ceives such large majorities,
and will continue to appareatly,
no matter what is brought up
against him . . . .?

A. Because the Negroes don’t
have the alternative in the politi-
cal action. There is still a con-
cession made to the two major
parties. Except for the South, this
is still a two-party system, Re
publican and Democrat. Well,
what difference does it make if
Uncle Tom is a Republican or
Uncle Tom is a Democrat? If you
don’t have another concept, an-
other elternative, then what you
have is apathy. And you see, you
also have that as a trait among
Negroes in Harlem, a very apa-
thetic complacence.

Now, the propaganda or the un-
derlying tone of this is, well, you
see, they don’t want to vote, any-
way. They’re not really serious
about taking the lead, anyway,
and so forth and so on. They’re
apathetic because they know that
these politicians aren’t going to
do a darn thing for them once
they get into office, anyway.
That’s where the “anyway” comes
in.

Q. How . . . are they ready
to accept another leadership
and/or an alternative. Is there
any — is — has — let’s say the
Negro population is susceptible
at this point. Do you have . . .
+ « « (unintelligible.)



A. Yeah, I'm going to cite to
you a few situations. The racists
even had to make a ooncession
this time, putting Uncle Tom in
the state’s legislature, in Atlanta,
Georgia, Leroy Johnson. An inde-
pendent ran in Mississippi, a
minister, who lost; or, he lost
because . . . couldn’t register the
voters.

I ran in New York State, and
the vote, compared to the last
time. we got a fourfold increase
in Harlem and a twofold increase
in the vote . . . Now this is very
small, very small; but it’s the
trend that is beginning to indicate
that an increasing number of peo-
ple are getting concept of inde-
pendent political action. I don’t
think they’ll necessarily get it
just from us, but I think that we
will be able to translate situa-
tions which they understand, and
which will propel them in the di-
rection of independent politics.

Q. It seems to me that they
have different meaning for the
word ‘“‘revoit”. Ah, your . . .
meaning is that your party don’t
believe in_ violence. Uh, the
word “‘revolt” in . . . is to
change, to change by force or
by any means, 1 don’t . . . ac-
tually, I don’t . .

A. Uh, what do you mean. we
don’'t believe in violence. You
mean are we . . . violence, or
. . . (unintelligible) . . . degree
or intensity or nature of violence
would be, or whether there would
even be any.

I can give you the historical
precedents of revolutionary
change. This country became a
capitalist country through the

Civil War. This country began
to — made a first break with
British Imperialism through the

War of Independence. All of these
produced major changes in the in-
stitutions of the American colon-
ies, and the U.S. Constitution
auarantees flexibility of the Amer-
ican people lo engage in revolu-
tionary change when they see it’s
fit. Dees that answer your ques-
tien?
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Q. . . . (first pan unintelligi-
ble) . . . It seems to me that
the problem of the Negro (diffi-
culty) is how do . . . practical
way, . . . Black Muslims . . .
A. You mean, practical . . .
Well, I think that every Negro
will maintain his Constitutional
rights, that if the status quo tries
to prevent him from getting his
rights and tries to use force and
violence, that he will maintain his
Constitutional right of self-defense.
I think this is what has been done
in Angola, in the Congo, in Al-
geria, and I think that this was
also done in Cuba.

Now, if that’s what you are
referring to, I think that that’s
probably the situation. But I could
not outline to you practical tac-
tics, because they change from
day to day. They change accord-
ing to the objective situation. It
may be that the ruling class thinks
it's too weak to tesist, in which
case, that’s it. They may think
that they are very strong, in which
case we run great dangers of
much blood being spilt by the ma-
jority of people demanding a
change. I don’t know; I don’t
know what the objective situation
will be like when the revolution-
ary upsurge occurs.

Q. One more question . . .
been talking about wanting
freedom now. All right. You say
that Socialism is — will give
this freedom now.

A. Umhmm.

Q. All right. When will we
have Socialism?

A. If T knew when we were po-
ing to have Socialism, | could
just go out and work and wait for
that time. Uh, no one — what?
No one knows when we are going
to get Socialism. No one knows
when we are going to get a
change. You might not get Social-
ism. You might get Fascism in-
stead. You might get a situation
where the ruling class decides
that the cnlv way to resist is to
smash things like the trade union
movement like it did in Hitler's
Germany, to stifle through, you



know — whatever way it can —
any protests from students, to try
to channel off the demands of the
Negro people. So you might not
ever see Socialism.

Besides, one of these nuts in the
Pentagon might press the button,
and then you won’t see anything.
(laughter)

So, I can’t give you any guar-
antee. I'm simply presenting what
I think is an alternative, and I
think you probably listen to some
of your professors with more
eagerness than you're listening to
me. Why? Because I don’t think
you believe in the necessity for
change. You think that you can
reform this system. You think
that you can make it. But I got
news for you. You can’t. You can-
not reform this system on the
race question. It cannot be done.
It will not be done.

The southern Senators will kick
up their heels if you try to dis-
turb their southern way of life
through reform, parliamentary
means and so forth. Not only
that, but uh — so, some Negroes
do make it. And uh — well, it de-
pends on if you want to be one of
those, that’s all,

Q. You think Socialism might
make it and it might not?

A. That’s right.

Q. If it doesn’t make it, as
far as you're concerned the
answer . . . (usintelligible).

A. Oh, Soc — oh, it would be
much worse than Fascism. I
mean, I think you recall the Jews
under the Germans, how Hitler's
Germans . . . and believe me,
they’ll have a much easier time
identifying you than they did some
of the Jews. (laughter).

Q. . . . Socialism going back
to the uh, oh—early 1800’s . . .
but each one of these (Social-
ists) has left out one important
thing, basically, and that’s how.
You have bandied the question
around, quite artfully, I might
say, on how. You have told us
what. You have told us what our
problem is, but haven’t told us
how. Now, in other words, what
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you’re trying to do is stir up en-
thusiasm, which is good; but,
unless you can guide this en-
thusiasm, your movement will
either peter out for lack of di-
rection, or you will get a
chaotic (fizzle), Now this is a
classic, I think, example of per-
haps fallacious thinking within
Secialism. Now, can you give
us definite things that we should
strive for—definite goals— be-
sides this, uh, shall we say,
eradication of race, uh, —

A. Sure.

Q. Uh, eradication of unem-
ploynient . . .

A. Yeah.

Q. Tell us, tell us . . .

A. Let me — let me say some-
thing on the race question.

Q. Before you artfully cut me
out as you have the gentleman
over here, and a few other peo-
ple, let me sort of finish the
question, OK?

A. Sure. Quite. Thank yocu

Q. Uh, it seems as though you
want to give us somcthing.

Someone. Is this a question,
Mister?

Q. Uh, T am trying to uh —

A. That’s ail rignt (unintelli-
ble)

Q. Uh, I would think that you
could give us a better descrip-
tion. I dom't think in the last
hour of questions and answers
you’ve given us anything more
than you gave us in the first
five minutes. Now, why don’t
you give us something definite,
or admit that there must be
more work done on this before
we move ahead?

A. Well, this is one of tme (fact)
of logic that you’ve presented. 1
have already stated that Socialism
doesn’t give a blue print, no more
than any other social movement
does. We do say we have certain
immediate demands, and we have
certain concepts of struggle, and
we have a certain program which
we feel must be carried out if we
are going to have certain guide-
lines for change.



Ycu ask me abuut some things
vou can do immediately, First of
all, vou can find out more about
what the southern movement is
doing. You can invite some of the
Snic peeple up to talk and go and
listen to them. You can publicize
what is really happening in the
scuth, and 1 don't mean all this
wild propaganda and garbage that
you read in the daily press.

I mean, find out about some of
the lynchings and the shootings
that occur in the south. Find out
exactly how oppressed the Negro
people are, what their wage levels
and etc. are. You don’t expect — I
am sure, expect me to give you all
this in an hour’s talk or an hour of
discussion, but I think this is
something that you can do, begin
to do.

1 think that financially, you cer-
tainlv know about all the bails and
legal defense and what-not that's
necessary in the South. You can
help raise money for the scuthern
movement, You can begin to un-
derstand why a concept of black
nationalism. with all of its defor-
mations, occurs, in this unhealthy,
sick society; and by understand-
ing that, T think you became im-
pelled a little more to look for an
alternative, not to sit on your oan
and say, uh, “Well, you haven’t
given me a blue print. How?”

I'm giving you some concepts
that you can use as guidelines.
This country on the whole doesn’t
agree that we need a change, first
of all. That’s the worst part about
it. You don’t know how really sick
we are. That’s the first thing we
have to do. Do we think that
things are rosy, peaches and
cream, that everything’s going to
werk itself out all night, alliance
lor progress, concessions to the
race questions, arm to disarm, uh
— let’s continue negotiations, uh,
well, we don't like the inspection.
Is this what you say? Is this situ-
ation all right with you? It’s not
all right with me. Even at this
university, you can do something,
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and Il tell you how you can start
—what’s today? Tues — Mon-
day? Monday? All right, this is
Monday, so you must have classes
tomorrow, Right? You can go into
yeur classrocm tomorrow, and
say, ‘“Well, for the first time,”
(I am sure this doesn’t apply to
everybody, but some,) “For the
first time I am going to think on
my own. I'm not going to go
strictly by what my textbook says.
I am not going to go strictly by
what my lecturer says, I am going
to think this thing out.”

What is counter to this on cam-
pus is this thing of in parentis lo-
cos — you know, where all
American students have to have a
home, type of thing. And the only
place where you get any indepen-
dent thought is maybe in graduate
school, but that’s only becarse
you've been in college so long it
finally dawns on you that some of
your professors aren’t so smart,
after all, (applause.) That situa-
tion — that situation is something
that ycu can start tomorrow
morning.

Now, I know, for instance, now
let’s face it, If [ write a paper on
the Cuban rewvolution and I say,
“Guba has certain aspects, and
my paper is going to be about
the other side — what has Cuba
done positively.” I'll give you a
hundred dollars for every paint
cver a C+ that vou gel on that
paper, and the charges will be, in-
adequate documentation, lack of
full content, or some wierd, vague
thing like this, Why? Because you
can't point to it in your lecture
notes or in your textbook.

That’s what you need if you're
going to decide, am 1 for revolu-
tionary change? You’ve got to do
a little thinking. You talk about
alternative, it means something
other than what you've got. And, 1
think if you start right in these
hallowed walls, you’ll begin doing
something, How many Negro fac-
ulty members do you have here?



You might ask that question.
What’s the percemtage of Negro
students on this campus? You
might want to ask that question.

I'm not giving any answers, but
I'll be willing to say that if
you’ve got more than 10, or even
5 'maybe, you’re unlike most
American campuses, as far as
Negro faculty is concerned. Why
is that the case? Why aren’t there
more Negro professors in this
country? Why do the big univer-
sities have so few Negro students?
1 don’t say, support my ideas on
Socialism. One thing I'd like to
get agreement on is that we all
agree to do some thinking about
this problem when we leave here.
Now, if I have provoked anyone
in the audience to think that even
I may be a Red devil, why that’s
fine, because then you have to de-
cide what's the alternative to Red

devils (laughter) and then you
might really be getting some-
where. See, that doesn’t hurt,
either.

Q. . (question unintelli-
gible).

A. I know why you're defending
yourself for what I just said.
(laughter.)

Q. The previous question has
been that you have told us what
but not how. I don’t believe you
have told us what. What I would
like is a definition of what you
mean by Seocialism, uh, what you
mean by — uh, what your plans
arc, will be when Socialism is
achieved in the United States.
What kind of leadership . . .

A, Well look, I think this is a
rather big question, and I would
suggest that on the literature
table uh, since you are thinking
for yourself, that you do a little
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reading, too. Now we have some
books back there that I think will
explain more fully than I can do
in a couple minutes, and I think
we're going to sort of go into an
informal discussion at 10:00
o'clock, and I'd like to get a
couple more questions in.

Now, I — I've given you just a
beginning of what I think the prob-
lem is, what T think the direction
of struggle must be. I think that
we (background noise) automa-
tion, we’re for reducing the work
week, we are for — and we think
all of this can be done.

We are for — we are for intro-
ducing a revolution in science
and technology which we think is
being restrained by this emphasis
on material needs, for instance,
cars and what-not. We could have
a revolution in transportation, if
we didn’t have archaic produc-
tion, of automobiles, and if we
didn’t have monopolies. But these
are some of the things that I think
Socialism would do. We'd have a
different form of democracy. It
would not simply be based cn four-
year elections, it would be based
on the various institutions and
interests of the people, such as
your trade unions. Your trade
unions would elect representatives
straight from the shop to deter-
mine what we should produce and
how it should be distributed, and
since the majority of people are
workers, we think that this is the
most representative form of gov-
ernment, We think that students
should have representation in gov-
ernment, and the Negro people.
And this we describe in our —
propaganda, if you please.

Q. This is all . . . (are there
any) questions . , , ?



These three students face two to sixyearsin prison
for their beliefs. Their fight for civil liberties and
the independence of the Indiana University academic
community goes beyond Indiana. It is a contest of ut-
most concern to every person seriously interested in
preserving his own civil liberties and maintaining the
unfettered confrontation of ideas on the campus. That
is why this is also your battle. It can be won only with
your support.

A long, expensivelegal struggle faces the students.
They urgently need your help. Become a sponsor of
C. A.B.S. Make a contribution to help meet the legal
expenses. Make the case known to your friends, ac-
quaintances and organizations. Write to:

Committee to Aid the Bloomington Students
P. O. Box 213 Cooper Station
New York 10003, N. Y.

[] L enclose § as a contribution to the Bloomington Case

D Include my name as a Sponsor of the Committee

Name

Address
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