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To answer your question about justifylng the registration ‘TE“‘
of 1lliterates--simple: the argument of both COFO and the
Federal Government/ upheld, I belleve, by at least one court ﬁfFJﬁ_
eace in Miesissippl in the upper-level Federal nnurtggf is that .f#:

as been snd [ C?f

the education which Mississippl provides for Negroes (
b

is so0 grossly inferior, both in general and in relatlon to that
, provided for whites in Mississippi, that 1t 1s completely unfelr
to disqualify a Negro on the basis of lack of education. Suech
would amount to justifying the continuation of a system by the ’
effects of that system (for we vlew lnferior education and dls-
franchlisement as part of the same system), -whieh—4e—pretty-—bad g}c%
reaeenwne. Basieally, Dince 1t's Mississippl's fault that the ;
Negro can't read, Mississippi shouldn't be:callowed to hold that ‘T
against him. A reinforcing polnt is that, particularly 1ln
recent years, 1lliterate whites have been reglstered without
question in some counties; to bar Negroes from registering in
those countles for reason of llliterscy clearly violates the
Fifteenth Amendment, that the right to vote shall not be denied b{
on account of race. And flnallyf I don't know 1if COFO guarrels | ;{rr
with the basic idea of a literacy test in genmeral whers a decent _~
education is provided and non-discriminatory application is
practiced, but in Mississippl the test 1ls almost entirely a
vehicle for disfranchising Negroes and therefore also vioclates
the Fifteenth Amgnﬁment in practice. OK?





