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At an increasing rate Amewicans are "informed" of bloody conflicts going

on in the South. But tragically, facts are not weighted with passion, and

reason tends to shy when its thrust points towards the need for drastic change,

We seem blighted by the very way in which we analyze the given facts; intell-
ectuals are placed at vantage points which, described as seats of reason, actually
function to immunize the senses and turn 1ncom1ng truths into trickling, instead
of tidal,currents,

From such vantage points David Riesman and the editors of The New Republic
recently reviewed the course of events in the South, Their observations and
frail conclusions are reflections of the liberal conscience in a state of
sincere worry, not the product of the cold war of imagination which frets about
the adverse effect of our racism on the American image, However, much as the

spirit of Riesman and Tae New Republic demand sympathetic respect, it is
sometimes foolish to judge the open mind, the questioning spirit, as ipso facto
1§good From this liberal posture can come an ideology of inaction and irrespons-
|| iblity, pronounced from heights of shelter and sophistication., This, unfortun-
i*ately, seems true in this case,

Both Riesman and The New Republic editors are responding, in particular,
to Howard Zinn's proposal for greater federal action in the South and, in general,
to the broad question of what speed of social change is appropruate in segregated
areas., Zinn has argued, in the October 26 New Republic and in the November-
December Correspondent, that the federal government often refuses to implement
its legal mandate to protect the constitutional rights of all citizens; that
the government is denying the Constitution and the law when it claims to be
legally helpless to act; that it is imperative to make the government enforce
the law through the use of a special force of federal agents "to stand guard
throughout the Deep South in the protection of the constitutional rights of
the people in that region¥

Riesman and The New Republic restrict themselves only briefly to narrow
aspects of the Zinn proposal, Riesman criticizes Zinn for "taking for granted"
the possibility of Congress voting money for this federal force "when in fact
they are hesitant to vote money for a domestic peace corps to do far less rev-
olutionary things% But surely Zinn would agree, and has done so in Nation
articles - this, to him, is all the more reason for building intense pressure
on Congress through demonstrationswhich make executive or congressional action
imperative, The editorial in The New Republic skips this issue but points out
that "obvious drawbacks" include the shift of responsibility for law enforce-

ment from local to national levels - which, in case this concept seems radical,
is only the implementation of the Constitution and the subordination of states
rights to federalism,

From there, however, the liberals plunge into the deeper issv: s suggested
by Zinn, Listing me as an ally of Zinn'!s, Riesman says that our remcdy for the
South is "in effect to elect Goldwater and then see what happens! 'he "radicals"
according to Riesman, argue for a policy "which would in effect expel the conserv-
ative and racist southerners from the Democratic Party, force them into the Rep-
ublican Party, and have a real showdown between left Democrats and right Republicans?
This reminds Riesman of the radicals who criticized the Social-Democrats and
the Weimar Republic, allegedly taking the risk of bringing Hitler to power "with
the thought that things would have to get worse before they could get any bettert
Riesman thinks a Goldwater election would be a "high price to pay for the ideo-
logical purity of our partiesy




The New Republic quéstions those "who believe that if the segregationists
were subdued by force, they would of necessity change? Perhaps so, they g0 on
in a historical vein, with which Riesman sympathizes, but on the other hand "force
was tried once before, during Reconstruction, and the results were not exactly
encouraging,.... The long term objeckive of the civil rights movement should not
be to subdue the white supremacist in the South, but’to change hin{

The liberals are careful to point out that theirs are questions, not convinced.
Judgments. They even muse, Riesman: "If T were a Mississippi or Alabama Negro
at the end of a sheriff's prod, I might well feel (a Goldwater election) was a
chance worth taking, although even then I might underestimate the degree to which
my situation would become worse and the chance for escape from it even more atten-
vated? The New Republic: "Sill, unless the white southerners show a little more
flexibility, Mr. Zimn's approach may be the only alternative to anarchy. That
this would be a catastrophe for the nation and would probably eliminate hope for
civilizing the South in the foreseeable future, docs not make it impossiblel

These arguments are important not simply becausg the serious regard in
waich vhe authors are held, but because they may signify a wave of liberal concern
akin to the revulsion against extremism expressed by Theodore H, White in his
very influential Life magazine article of Nov, 22, Thercfore a critique must
deal in detail wilh each point of the new skepticism,

First, the use of historical references establishes a deceptive wisdom.
Even if one accepts the foggy argument that historical events can be translated
into clear lessons for governing current behavior, the liberal interpretation
of Weimar Germany and of southern Reconstruction are questionable. Riesman
and The New Republic are irresponsible for neglecting the complexity and conflicting
interpretation of both series of events to which they refer, Tt would be cruel,
but deservingly reciprocal, were they themselves attacked as typical representatives
cf the timid liberals who were blind and vapidly optimistic while counter-revolutions
in Germany and the American South were 2llowed to consolidate.

(If Riesman is arguing that Hitler could have been staved off if the German
radical left had given greater support to the Weimar government, then I believe
we are in polar disagreement. The only deterrent to Hitler at that time would
have required the radicalization of the German liberals and social-democrats,
and a socialist program with a viable movement of millions backing it. The real
parallel, therfore, is between the liberals of both times who were unwilling
to try to organize & strong left-wing, For two different but interesting chronicles
of these times, see Joseph Buttinger's The Twilight of Socialism and Serge Chakotin's
The Rape of the Masses., As for the parallel with Heconstruction, again = the
Tacts can be arrenged against Riesman and The Mew Republic editors, It is true
that immediately after the Civil VYar, during Reconstruction, there was considerable
violence betueen Negroes and whites., It is also true that Reconstruction was a
key factor in establishing cohesion among white classcs - big plenters and small
farmers - in the Democratic Party, where once there had been class antagonisms
and groving left-populism, DBut it is also true that official scgregation was
not entrenched until the restraining liberal northera forces withdrew from the
South, leaving southern aristocrats free to use vici?us @eans to suppress the
llegroes and the populists in the nineties. Two cru0131"}nstances ?f.compromise
were in the political events of 1877 and 1896, In the first, the "liberaln
Radical Republicens won the presidency (Hayes over Tilden) through o compromise
in which theéy pledged to withdraw troops and magszvely'lnvest in the racist south-
ern oconomy. In 1896, the Democratic Party nominatedBryan and %doptiu a radical
populist rheotoric without expelling the reactionary southern wing of th? party.
This trapped the decent southern populists whose only remaining a}ternatlves were
equally dismal: to remain Democrats and be suborglnate mn the uog»b to‘the con~
trolling privileged class, or to join the Repﬂbliﬁfns w10 now ¥e1§ dominated by
northern businesmmod dnd financicxe. Seoo V.0, Bey'ls iq}}j}ﬁ?;g fﬂlﬁw, C. Vam
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