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mid the enthusiastic celebrations in 1987 sur-
ounding the Bicentennial of the Constitution, novelist James Michener

The writing of the Constitution of the United States is an act of such
_genius that philosophers still wonder at its accomplishment and envy its
results. Fifty five typical American citizens . . . fashioned a nearly perfect
nstrument of government. . . . Their decision to divide the power of the
government into three parts—Legislative, Executive, ]udicial;—was a mas-
er stroke.’ ‘

In the abolitionist movement of the early nineteenth century, there
s no such enthusiasm. William Lloyd Garrison, editor of The Libera-
“held up a copy of the Constitution before several thousand people
a picnic of the New England Anti-Slavery Society and burnedit,
ling it “a covenant with death and an agreement with hell,” and the
wd shouted *‘Amen!”

Ex-slave Frederick Douglass, invited to deliver a Fourth of July
ech in 1852, told his white audience,

231




REPR!I':SENTATIVE GOVERNMENT 233

232 DECLARATIONS OF INDEPENDENCE

The rich inheritance of justice, liberty, prosperity and independence, be-
queathed by your fathers, is shared by you, not by me. The sunlight that -
brought light and healing to you, has brought stripes and death to me. This
Fourth of July is yours, not mine. You may rejoice, I must mourn.

Bernard Shaw sajq you coul
treatment of jeg Prisoners.

T . .
Amelrxiechlstorl}f of blacks in the United State
an political system, W i
omer . . at that histo
radi ;onal, much-praised democratic instity
oo ln.t, votlflg, and constitutiona] law—h
olving critical problems of human rights

Theories
of representatiy
€ governm b :
Seventeenth and e gove €nt became prom; i
Iangements we(: e;)gl-lteemh centuries, when monarclﬁes anrclie? t (lin e
manufacturers Ie’eo;llr;g challenged by rising classes of merch:::tsal azi-
, . Were moving into cit: an
cla;f;s Wanted more power in govefnmentcltles wnd the new middle
€ new way of think; :

dviser to the ‘&);hj th;ntkmg Was expressed by John Locke. He was

S party, which wanted to diminish the pow, ‘; zn

€r of the

ing and increase th i
: at of Parliamen
. t. Lo
f representative government, H; ‘?lfe wr ote about the advantages

S exposes dramatically the
Ty makes clear is that oy
tlons—representative gov-

During our 1987 celebrations, former Chief Justice Warren Burger,
ave never proved adequate

chairman of the Bicentennial Commission, delivered the usual superla-
tives to the Founding Fathers and the Constitution. But the sole black
Supreme Court Justice Thurgood Marshall spoke this way: ‘

In this bicentennial year, we may not all participate in the festivities wit
flag-waving fervor. Some may more quietly commemorate the suffering,
struggle, and sacrifice that has triumphed over much of what was wron|
with the original document, and observe the anniversary with hopes no

realized and promises not fulfilled.?
Historian Leon Litwack has written:

It had been the genius of the Founding Fathers to sanction, protect, 2
reinforce the enslavement of black men and women. . . . It had been
genius of the founders to build safeguards for slavery into the Constitut - . n “the stat )
without even mentioning slavery by name. The legitimization of slavery s g quite well, but thi i € of nature people got
the price of the new federal union, and the Founding Fathers shared . .
assurnption that blacks were culturally and genetically unsuited for de;

racy.’

Today, Americans still celebrate the Constitution; they lear
school about checks and balances and what Michener called “the ;
stroke” of dividing the government into Executive, Legislatiii
Judicial branches. We hold elections, vote for president and repres:
tives in Congress, and think that is democracy. Yet for black peop the ide ,l:«llt.hough written in the 1680s,
this country, none of those institutions—not the Constitution methin as:lstlc ring of tl{e Declaration of Independence. But th
three branches of government, not voting for representatives—ha i Ed‘comgm . spect about his theory. It pretends thar there i; som ' o

the source of whatever progress has been made toward racial equ H h nity that agrees to set up this constitutional ovexfn ment
Before we rush to conclude that representative govern €re was no such unity, neither in Englandg nor x:retrll)t
worked for white people in this country, but not for blacks, we‘f osition to sign a cont nd poor, and the poor are nevei
consider it is the special gift of oppressed groups to reveal uni tusually consulred ;al(;t on equal terms with the rich, Indeed, they
truths. French writer Fourier said that you could tell the state O Id: “We agreed on this ’?JS‘ a CC;)I}tra-ct is drawn up, after which they
ress in any society by looking at the condition of women, and berty will be Protecte.d b; ‘:epli;‘; I':t‘:t)i’ VS:und good that property

‘ ‘ government, in reality
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is most
it is the property and liberty of the wealthy and powerful that is most.
s E:
likely to be protected. . o =
V\)’,e get ailue to the reality behind Locke s liberal t'htta)or)fr wgtzir; wa.,’
look at his activities. In the 1660s, he I:Ivas }glweg ;he t;}(1) C(a)rori/na) gl :
ituti i not yet North and Sou . His
constitution for the Carolinas ( reh and So e . i
ituti -type system, in which €1g d
constitution set up a feudal-typ uiindiie:
land; one of these barons wou g ‘
own 40 percent of the ;0 : . ot
Locke’s Eonstitution also contained this clal.lse. “everg’. freemans;;fvg: >
i and authority over his negro , of
lina shall have absolute power _
what opinion or religion soever.” This last part was to take care of the
claim that Christianized slaves might be freed. 4 John Locke
The American revolutionists had protl))abl}f q{)t reﬁacumstances- &
i moved by similar cir . the
They didn’t have to. They were. ety
i rchical rule, to put torth a af
necessity to overthrow mona e
would \Zin popular support, and then to set up a government d::: ;\; !
be more democratic than a monarchy. It would be a repr Vi

such female Indian or Male Indian under the age of twelve years that
shall be killed . . . twenty pounds.”

The Constitution was blatant in its representation of the interests of
the slaveholders. It included the provision (Article IV, Section 2) that
escaped slaves must be delivered back to their masters. Roger Sherman
pointed out to the Convention that the return of runaway horses was
not demanded with such specific concern, but he was ignored.

In eighty-five newspaper articles (The Federalist Papers), arguing for
the ratification of the Constitution among New York State voters
(blacks, women, Indians, and whites without property were excluded),
James Madison, Alexander Hamilton, and John Jay were quite frank.
Madison wrote (as we noted in the chapter “Economic Justice”) that
representative government was a good way of calming the demand of
people “for an equal division of property, or for any other improper or
‘wicked object.” It would accomplish this by creating too big a nation

ty for a revolt to spread easily and by filtering the anger of rebels through
government (a revolutionary idea at that time), but one that woul

heir more reasonable representatives.
he interests of the wealthy classes most of all. And so, th - The authors of The Federalist Papers explained, more candidly than
represent the 1nte 3

: sterpiece of rhetorical idealisr'n, W ny Otl_‘ef political leaders of the nation have done since, what the
rioaad by d Ingeper'l?‘;?;:" Zr‘ﬁz“e‘};"ecc of ambiguous practicality institution of representative government is really for. As they put it (it is
followed by g_‘e .Ons(t;f rheto'ric and ambiguity appeared in the Bill -not clear whether Madison or Hamilton wrote this), speaking of the
R,T}ﬁ:titc;rlrf‘ ;;la:;fenﬁfth Amendment, which says no persofn1 Shal’ll‘h sefulness of the Senate:

5 “life, i » without due process of law. 11¢ .
deprived of “life, liberty, or property ?v t O i
i i “liberty” was sate, bu bla
hite person might be thankful that erty _
;‘lla\iee Enow'mg hge or she was ‘‘property, hmcnlght C\{V(::lildtéebg?‘;x;lé);els)s:
, in 1857 had to de
Indeed, when the Supreme Court in 1 : Lo B
It i ! erty, it decided for prop
Scott’s liberty and his former master’s prop - ‘
to be returned to slavery
and declared Dred Scott 2 nonperson, : B o (James
not “ffty-five typical American citi .
ch;l;::(l)"sse ;:;,1:;) who dl)',ew up the Consntuu}(l)n. A}t1 th:t co:‘;r;;;)t;ré
i le, who at that time ,
no representation of black people, |
:E?St\zise-ﬂfth E))f the population of the states. Tlhe.re was gocle'?;:\sy "
1 ‘
i n, who were about half the population, a
trl:;;i:;:&il of Indians, whose land all of the colonists were occu

1

I shall not scruple to add that such an institution may be sometimes neces-
sary as a defence to the people against their own temporary errors and
delusions. . . . There are particular moments in public affairs when the
people, stimulated by some irregular passion, or some illicit advantage, may
call for measures which they themselves will afterwards be the most ready
to lament and condemn. In these critical moments, how salutary will be the
interference of some temperate and respectable body of citizens in order to
check the misguided career, and to suspend the blow meditated by the

people against themselves, until reason, justice, and truth can regain their
‘authority over the public mind?®

hat passage suggests that whites as well as blacks, men as well as
e, d like blacks, were not Jlooked on as human being omen, might look with suspicion on the claims of modern representa-
The Indians, like Dlacks,

- - o i the name 0 e government—that while it indeed is an improvement over monar-
ho were fighting 2 revolution 1 ~ . NN

those WhY les of Lexington and Concord, the Massach y, and may be used to bring about some reforms, it is chiefly used by

months after the _battdes . tar %ewards for dead Indians: “ ose holding power in society as a democratic facade for a controlled

legislature proclaimed monetary forty pounds. For every s ety and a barrier against demands that threaten their interests.

scalp of a male Indian brought in . . . torty p
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'blacks 1n 1854 declared “jt is
it for us.”
The Underground Ra;
: . ilroad brought ten f
freedom in the United States and Cagnada. I-Sla(;ri::}thulS;:::nOfbf)l:r‘l’e's o
, into

’ - X man. n lnade l“‘]leleell

d . .
om. She carried a pistol and told the fugitives, “You’ll be free or di
8 1e.”

The experience of black people reveals this most clearly, but there is
instruction in it for every citizen. The Constitution did not do away
with slavery; it legalized it. Congress and the president (including later
the antislavery but politically cautious Abraham Lincoln) had other
priorities that came ahead of abolishing slavery. Billions of dollars were
invested in southern slaves, and northern political leaders, wanting to
keep what power they had, did not want to rock the national boat.

It became clear to those who wanted to abolish slavery that they could
not depend on the regular structures of government. So they began to
agitate public opinion. This was dangerous not just in the South, where
blacks were enslaved, but in the North, where they were segregated and
denied the right to vote, their children excluded from public schools
and they were treated as inferiors in every way.’ ‘

A free black man in Boston, David Walker, wrote the pamphlet

Walker's Appeal, a stirring call for resistance, in 1829:

emphatically our battle: no one else can fight

Let our enemies go on wi.th their butcheries. . . . Never make an attemp ance—and to tell Mr. Fill i i

to gain our freedom.. . . until you see your way clear—when that hour arrives law) and M, Webs.ter (I;ore (PreSlde'm W e who wgned the

and you move, be not afraid or dismayed. . . . They have no more right to supported the law), if the propese v cxacmee ! ire st who

o you mon, b ot lid o dimyed . Theyhav o more igh oupport blOOd-hou,n ’ Y pIropos.e to execute this measure upon us, to send

to an end, in spite of all the Americans this side of eternity. . .. ‘Every dog it came the command t.o‘ci .f r‘:cewefi e f'reedom oo

must have its day,’ the American’s is coming to an end. don't fear it—I won’t ObC; f:'l Itn:’{’:l:issto o alldon,t Wi T o
! me, and | outlaw it. . . . [ wi]l not

I . .
1ve a slave, and if force 1s employed to re-enslave me, I shall make

tions to meet the crisis as becomes a man_'0 prepara-

Georgia offered $1,000 to anyone who would kill David Walker. One
summer day in 1830, David Walker was found dead near the doorway
of the shop where he sold old clothes. The cause of death was not clear.

From the 1830s to the Civil War, antislavery people built a movement ment exists than the fact that G ve Act,
It took ferocious dedication and courage. White abolitionist William the president signed it, and th Supreme Court sppriey e A
Lloyd Garrison, writing in The Liberator, breathed fire: “I accuse the - The act forced capt’ured gl:cssu}:reme lel‘rt vere ot s

0 prove they were not someone’
ne’s

land of my nativity of insulting the majesty of Heaven with the greate
mockery that was ever exhibited to man.” A white mob dragged hi
through the streets of Boston in chains, and he barely escaped with his
life.
The Liberator started with twenty-five subscribers, most of them han 300 people w
; (] .

black. By the 1850s, it was read by more than 100,000. The movement ‘The re}:por}:se to rls \r:;: rcI:fr:il Eioisﬂg:sznm t}}‘% 1850s. ‘
had become a .forf:e. ' g Prang up in various cities to protect black:e' d igilance committees”

Black abolitionists were central to the antislavery movement. E 5t a black waiter named Shad h endangered by the law. In
before Garrison published The Liberator, a black periodical, Freedom as serving coffee to federal age rta €, who had escaped from Virginia,
Journal, had appeared..Later, Frederick Douglass, ex-slave and abo and rushed him to the fegd:r :lm a B(;lston coffeehouse. They seized
tionist orator, started his own newspaper, North Star. A conferenc ke into the courtroom took Shadcr(:cl}:tf Ouse.hAfg(rioup of black men

‘ ) rom the tederal marshals; and
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saw to it that he escaped to Canada. Senator Webster denounced the
rescue as treason, and the president ordered prosecution of those who
had helped Shadrach escape. Four blacks and four whites were indicted
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. for. any purpose of . ,
tablished institutions

is not waged . .

the rights of es - overthrowin

g or interfering with

: "Sca 3 R the Union ” of those states. b
and put on trial, but juries refused to convict them.!? As fo:)g 4 » DUt.. .. to preserve
Federal agents were sent to Boston right after the passage of the of sla resident Lincoln, his caution

Fugitive Slave Law to apprehend William and Ellen Craft, who were
famous escapees from slavery. They had disguised themselves as master
and servant (she was light skinned and dressed as a man) and had taken
the railroad north. Boston was full of defiance. White abolitionist minis-
ter Theodore Parker hid Ellen Craft in his house and kept a loaded
revolver on his desk. A black abolitionist concealed William Craft. He
stacked two kegs of gunpowder on his front porch. The local vigilance

voters in Chi L s .
and that rac::;g; .th:-‘z:hus d‘sca;d all this qQuibbling about . . ., this race
. X er race being inferj S
- be placed in an inferior position.” g interior, and therefore they must
.But two months later, j

. . - - out 1n any way th : . en, in favor of bring;
committee warned the federal marshals it was not safe to remain in : I;’sml{c;) ¢ social and political equality of the white and b%;nk
Boston, and they left town. : . . as any other man am jn favo ¢

Y . r of hav

In Christiana, Pennsylvania, in September 1851, a slaveowner arrived
from Maryland with federal agents, to capture two of his slaves. There
was a shoot-out with two dozen armed black men determined to protect
the fugitives, and the slaveowner was shot dead. President Fillmo
called out the marines and assembled federal marshals to make arres
Thirty-six blacks and five whites were put on trial. A jury acquitted the
first defendant, a white Quaker, and the government decided to dr
the charges against the others. .

Rescues took place and juries refused to convict. In Oberlin, Ohi
a group of students and one of their professors organized the rescu
an escaped slave; they were not prosecuted. :

A white man in Springfield, Massachusetts, had organized blacks in
a defense group in 1850. His name was John Brown. In 1858, John Brc
and his band of white and black men made a wild, daring effo not justly own
capture the federal arsenal at Harper's Ferry, Virginia, and set off a sla ‘ ol another, but that he ¢
revolt throughout the South. Brown and his men were hanged by :

collaboration of the state of Virginia and the national government of the antislavery m ry needs, but also from the pres-
became a symbol of moral outrage against slavery. The great ; the summer of | 8% ovement.
Ralph Waldo Emerson, not an activist himself, said of John Br, 4 approximately 400

»000 signatures asking legis-
i Slavery I en sent to Congress. The F;

i }I:;Zﬂ; s rxgltx)t; to petition the government for a rgdress of y P;lemt
b ever been used so powerfully. In January 1865 th ér V-
cpresentatives, following the lead of ¢ d the Thir

he Senate, passed th Thi
h Amend . passed t hir-
: €ndment, declarmg slavery unconstitutiox’lal °

representati
‘ thl:: mogz:ivgezrstem .of government, the constitutional struc-
ocratic state, unresponsive for e;
e , ponsive for eighty years to
ssue of mass enslavement, had now finally respggmd{ag It had

on to end slavery had been gathered and

execution: “He will make the gallows holy as the cross.”
What Garrison had said was necessary—‘‘a most tremendous.
ment” was shaking the country. The abolitionist movement
despised few, began to be listened to by millions of Americag.s,
nant over the enslavement of 4 million men, women, and child
Nevertheless when the Civil War began, Congress made i
clear, in a resolution passed with only a few dissenting votes:
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taken thirty years of antislavery agitation and four years of bloody war.
It had required a long struggle—in the streets, in the countryside, and
on the battlefield. Frederick Douglass made the point in a speech in 1857:

Let me give you a word of the philosophy of reforms. The whole history
of the progress of human liberty shows that all concessions yet made to her
august claims have been born of struggle. . . . If there is no struggle there
is no progress. Those who profess to: favor freedom and yet deprecate
agitation, are men who want crops without plowing up the ground. They
want rain without thunder and lightning. They want the ocean without the many decades of action, risk d i

awful roar of its many waters. The struggle may be a moral one; or it may few victories. The l'Oots, l; and sacrifice; by many defeats; and by a
be a physical one; or it may be both moral and physical, but it must be go back at least to the turn of the century, to

struggle. Power concedes nothing without a demand. It never did and is; to the foundin i
g of the National Associati
; Ssociation for the Ad
;v go}l.(;ettihfzg‘;z s(ONAACII:I); ;(o ;he streetcar boycotts befr):: C&]H:;;ldt
ar wnin black churches, in black col i
Highlander Folk School of Tennessee; and to the pcigxizgfisr’);nvsg?k&:)?

:radic?ls, pacifists, and labor leaders.!*

never will.

A hundred years after the Civil War, Frederick Douglass’s statement

was still true. Blacks were being beaten, murdered, abused, humiliated

and segregated from the cradle to the grave and the regular organs o

democratic representative government were silent collaborators. -
The Fourteenth Amendment, born in 1868 of the Civil War struggle:

declared “equal protection of the laws.” But this was soon dead— '+ dupreme Cou

interpreted (ilnto r;’mthingness by the Supreme Court, unenforced:b 3 1t finally Cpncluded that the Fourteenth Amendment pro-

presidents for a century. ‘ :
Even the most liberal of presidents, Franklin D. Roosevelt, would no movement in that decision gives the § b
. upreme Court too much .

credit,

ask Congress to pass a law making lynching a crime. Roosevelt, throug
World War 11, maintained racial segregation in the armed forces an
was only induced to set up a commission on fair employment for black The amend . .
when b{ack union leaderpA. Philip Randolph threatened a march of \ ment was no different 'n 1954 than it had been in 1896,
Washington. President Harry Truman ended segregation in the arme || context now, a new world. And th
forces only after he was faced with the prospect—again it was by th | preme Court did not by its;:'l  rei ere were new pressures. The Su-
determined A. Philip Randolph—of black resistance to the draft. ‘ introduce the question of segregation
The Fifteenth Amendment, granting the right to vote, was nulli
by the southern states, using discriminatory literacy tests, econ

intimidation, and violence to keep blacks from even registering t

From the time it was passed in 1870 until 1965, no president, no Congri L siits for school dese .
‘ gregation. The NAACP itself can b

€ traced back

and no Supreme Court did anything serious to enforce the Fiftee an angry protest in B in
¢ oston 1n 1904 of the black j i i
. Journalist William

Amendment, although the Constitution says that the presiden
take care that the laws be faithfully executed” and also that the Consti founder of T
o1 uskegee Institute, favored
, peaceful accommoda-

tion “shall be the Supreme Law of the land.” ‘
If racial segregation was going to come to an end, if the cen
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who wrote later, “when Trotter went to jail, my indignation over-
flowed. . . . I sent out from Atlanta . . . a call to a few selected persons
for organized determination and aggressive action on the part of men
who believe in Negro freedom and growth.”'¢ That “call to a few
persons” started the Niagara Movement—a meeting in Niagara, New
York, in 1905 that led to the founding of the NAACP in 19n.

have ]

o hl;jznbzzcrile;i(riegtutd of };fr seat to give it to a white person; she should

s o oo A :;1 \g en §he .refused. But the federal government

o enf ; g the 0{1§t1t}1tlon. The checks and balances were
€d and out of equilibrium, and the black population of Mont-

Many years later, with the legal help of the NAACP, the Reverend iand young, men and .
Joseph DeLaine rallied the black community in Clarendon County, - people angelderly lady ‘:’v(;lr:evlvl;llv(‘;iiked mllles‘to work: One of those
South Carolina, to bring suit in the Brown case. Because of this, Rever- was asked if she was tired. She replj S;vgra miles to a.nd from her job,
end DeLaine was fired from his teaching job. So were his wife, two of rested.’20 ) plied, "My feets is tired, but my soul

his sisters, and a niece. He was denied credit from any bank. His home
was set ablaze, while the fire department stood by and watched. When

unmen fired at his house in the night, he fired back, 'and then, charged leaders of the A . .
\gvith felonious assault, he had to ﬂge the state. His church was burged olence and tb}?ey Ct(l)li'te::e:;? l\rrli?);gfd bi,; the city. It meant facing daily
to the ground, and he was considered a fugitive from justice."” churches. A shotgun blast was ﬁredctel;r On}llbs exploded in four black
It seems a common occurrence that a hostile system is made to give twenty-seven-year-old Martin Lu'thougK.the front d001_~ of the home
ground by a combination of popular struggle and practicality. It had der of the Montgomery boycott La;l'r Klilrlé,’s_]lr]., a mmls:)er aéld a
: ome was bombed.

happened with emancipation in the Civil War. In the case of school
desegregation, the persistence of blacks and the risks they took became
joined to a practical need of the government. The Brown decision was
made at the height of the cold war, when the United States was vying
with the Soviet Union for influence and control in the Third World,

which was mostly nonwhite.

Attorney General Herbert Brownell, arguing before the Supre More than two th
Court, asked that the “separate but equal” doctrine, which allow cony and overﬂow(::is?::ioltvl;g:zzif l"l[‘eg thehc hureh from basement to bal-
segregation in the public schools, “be stricken down,” because “it ft nd prayed; they collapsed in the alsies eﬁ Chanted and sang, they shouted
nishes grist for the communist propaganda mills, and it raises dou degree heat, They pledged themsel and they sweltered in an eighty-five
even among friendly nations, as to the intensity of our devotion to't ace”, Under this banner the have ves again and again to passive resist-
democratic faith.”' ; ity’s buses. y have carried on . . . a stubborn boycott of the

In outlawing school segregation, the Supreme Court declared ‘th
integration should proceed “with all deliberate speed,” and indeed, t

Why did four black col
executive branch was very deliberate in enforcing the decision. E ore Nams have ¢

, . 0 sit at a “whi ”
ch counter in Greensboro, North Carolina ites only
2

on February 1, 1960, and

years later, by 1965, over three-fourths of the school districts in the rrested? Why did there have to be a ‘“cir.;

remained segregated. It was not until the urban riots of 1965, 196; : timination in restaurants hotels : de ah Sit-in movement” to end

1968 that the Supreme Court finally said the “all deliberate spee ® outh?? Was it not the’ intent’o?thm ’I‘Er PUbllC places throughout

junction was no longer “constitutionally permissible” and then de: ice John Harlan sajd back in 1883 toeren?;i t:e:tth A;nenldment, as
' ’ ot only slavery but

gation of schools in the Deep South began to speed up.'*
By the provision of the Fourteenth Amendment for equal protectio: o make all blacks citj i
there should have been no segregation of the buses in Montgom Section 2) say that “thcel ;ziteirzlz,n:n;if dldhngt the Constitutiqn (Article
Alabama, in 1955. If the amendment had meaning, Rosa Parks should leges and immunities of citizens ieI?cthe Zite Shlalé be entitled to all
veral States’?23
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But Harlan was alone in his opinion. He was overruled by the othe
members of the Supreme Court, who said that the Fourteenth Amend
ment was directed at the states (“no state shall”) and, therefore, privat
persons, businesses, and corporations could discriminate as they like
(But did not the state enforce discrimination by arresting people who
protested it? The court was silent on that.) ‘

tracked with fists and jron bars, Th
a ists. . I'he southern polj i i
_w:th any of this violence, nor did the federal ggx?ei'(ifnfégtn%tﬁi] o
swa(t:c(l)nlt{d, took notes, did nothing. - wgenes
E decided to call off the ride
s. SNCC, you i
(more rash, some thought) decided to continli,e tlligfri.’ rl;l:;(frs atr}lizg

and arrests. There would be in the year 1960 sit-ins and demonstrations The Kennedy administrati . - A
in a hundred cities involving more tt\ztn 50,000 people, and over 3,600 ‘6 of Alabama,yaccc tI;l;t}ll'ziistion, in touch with Governor John Patter-
demonstrators would spend time in jail. B : i . c°P promise that he would protect the Riders,

Colummist for the Atlanta Constitution Ralph McGill was at first
wary of the sit-in movement as too provocative. Later, however, he cious by a .
wrote in his book The South and the Soutberner, “No argument in a cou Y2 group using baseball bats. A y oung white man was pounded
of law could have dramatized the immorality and irrationality of such ion for tw,

; ‘ o hours. ; ;

a custom as did the sit-ins.”’?* 4 : Vo hours. Ruby Doris Smith recalled that SNCC organizer

There was an electric effect of all this on black people around: ould be el

. , ected

country. Bob Moses, who would later become an organizer of the mo ' ¢c to Congress) was beaten, blood coming from his
ment in Mississippi, told how, sitting in his Harlem apartment, he sa

‘The response
. . .. of the fe
on television the pictures of the Greensboro sit-in: P deral government was less than adequate. The

iders, despite all that, were going on to Jackson, Mississippi. Attorney

The students in that picture had a certain look on their faces, sort of sulle t let the Freed A i
angry, determined. Before, the Negro in the South had always looked cecom Riders get b eaten; ust arrest them. So they were
the defensive, cringing. This time they were taking the initiative. They.
kids my age, and I knew this had something to do with my own life

The young black veterans of the sit-ins from the Deep South, al ' mobs to do viol .
with some blacks from the North and a few whites, formed a:née 2 : O violence to citizens peacefully riding buses, aﬂowing
organization, the Student Nonviolent Coordinating Commi

(SNCC). They became the “point” people (to use a military term:
who go ahead into enemy territory) for the civil rights movement in I protection of

Deep South. , : P on of the law. In 188, Congress had enacted the Interstate

In the spring of 1961 the Congress of Racial Equality (CORE) urts had reinforced this
nized the “Freedom Rides”: whites and blacks rode together on b i orced this n the 19405 and 1950s. But it took the Freedom
throughout the South to try to break the segregation pattern in in '
state travel. The two buses that left Washington, D.C,, on May4
headed for New Orleans, never got there. In South Carolina, ri : specific regulati .
were beaten. In Alabama, a bus was set afire. Freedom Riders nals and e sgt:b?i;g?:’g ‘:;l:f;lgg}:ftla;f}::zzs b.tihput on all interstate
Wwithout segregation.
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i inona,
Even that was not seriously e::forc;z(di. t't[l‘;v‘(; t):ii:r‘sy Lz;:;:;,g:;\ox ons,
N:i'sessits:jipapri\,dabgrl:)t:lliyoggt?:rl:.s g)xfst‘iltutional government did not exist
a
for them. Il southwest Georgia town of Albany, in the winter of 1921- ,
: th? T S;) mass demonstrations took place against racial .se.lgr?[ghe
3_ﬂd agmfn ;1“ l(2)260’00 blacks in Albany, 1,000 of them went to jai b
tSl?)I\:.th(zrnt Reegi;mal Council, a research group 11 Atlanta, sent me .
to Albany to do a report on t.he events thelt'le. o ercising their o
I found that blacks were doing no more than exe! g e e
fonal T hts—marching, assembling, and speaking. Ye ; 1y wes
F‘{tlonal :i‘gb aten—a pregnant black woman was kicked an osr het
)t?;lbe; :x\lvhit: civil rights worker had his jaw broken, a black lawyer wa

: h A few moments later, two SNCC fellows—Chico Neblett and Avery
i he U.S. government did noth
dy by the local sheriff—and t
clubbed bloo }; 0y

Williams—tried to bring food and drink to people on the line who had
- o to interfere. o . h to make m! been waiting a long time in the hot sun. They were intercepted by state
mgI 1?new what the Constitution sau‘i, snd ;hatA‘:tasr;‘;;u(g;eneral Robe: troopers, .knc?cked to 'the ground, jabbed with electric prods (I watched
sure President John Kennedy and his rother ¢ office. 1 looked up their bodies jump with each jolt), and taken off to jail. (Months later
Kennedy were not abiding by their oat (S: .0.l War. now in the bool very Williams showed me the burns, which were still there on his leg.)
statutes. There was 2 1a\}' E;lassédsafg;;: ewl:::‘h mad; it a crime for an James Baldwin and I walked into the FBI office, whose windows
as Title 18, Section 242 of the L/.O- ’

. ational righ looked out on the street and could take in the whole scene. We asked
official to willfully deprive any persons of their constti & e FBI man in charge if he was going to arrest any of the state troopers

: th.
Ther law was not being used to protect blacks in the Sou eputies for violating federal law. He shrugged and said he had no
. ower to make an arrest.

courthouse. When two SNCC workers climbed up on the steps of the
building and held up signs facing the courthouse that read Register to
Vote, Sheriff Jim Clark and his deputies mounted the steps and dragged
them off into police cars.

That federal building also housed the local FBI. Two FBI agents
were out on the street taking notes. Two representatives of the Justice
- Department’s Civil Rights Division were also there. We were all watch-

ing the arrest of two men for standing on federal property urging people
o register to vote, I turned to one of the Justice Department lawyers.
‘Don’t you think federal law has just been violated?” I asked.

The Justice man said, “Yes, I suppose so.”

“Are you going to do something about that?”
“Washington is not interested.”

I had another opportunity to see if the fedemlI gtc:::{:rlletnot ;\;
force its own laws in November 1963 whend e o
Alsbama,co particpate i Freedom DAY, (N0 L g, the count
" Daua; CO"I.:;Z :Ze:'f)tt:llt:g\\?:sg : dangerous thing for ade;Ck P:ﬁ
o do i Il;gli County, and so a mass meeting was hel t‘l :l: evi
e e l:lsack chur’ch, with speeches designe.d to bui c{;eop
Py lnf ; the next day. Novelist James Baldwin came at;l 8
COUl'ag? 0I;ick Gregory, who tried to diminish fear with }aug Ae
Coore wer the thrilling voices of the Selma Freedom Smged "
the';“eh:,v ::;t day black men and women, elderly pe:g,l;;]::whé
ies li i the county cou he
car{ying b?st)tﬁrlzzldt‘:is :flﬁir:n’;‘t(:: street wa§y lined with p(;:‘:;:
‘gt;nge{eil Lingo’s state troopers were out In forc.c;i' ;?:,:ng
lo;’ n as masks, and electrified cattle prf)ds.'S.hen im: 4
fi:p\;ifed a large group of the county’s white citizens, Who W&

oked like a war.
alsg_am}e(‘i- I,t. ILO..:u:,m Qalima was across the street from th

was a lie. The FBI has the power to make arrests when federal law
violated before its eyes. Would its agents let a bank robber do his work
id just watch and take notes? They would apprehend a bank robber,
ut not a local southern policeman violating a black man’s constitutional
ghts. When I wrote an article for the New Republic on what happened
 Selma, pointing to the failure of the U.S. government to enforce its
1 laws, Burke Marshall of the Justice Department replied. He de-
ed the federal government’s inaction, speaking mystically of “feder-
m,” which refers to the division of power between states and federal
ernment. But the Fourteenth Amendment had made a clear state-
it about that division of power and gave the federal government the
t to forbid the states from doing certain things to its citizens. And
mber of laws were on the books to buttress the Fourteenth Amend-

ndeed there was a powerful statute, going way back to the Revolu-
ary period and then reinforced after the Civil War. I found this
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The civil rights :
groups working together in M:cciccr .. :
COR . g together in' Mississippi_.
il OE, a:‘;i SCLC—decided that they needed help and thaflt)llleysslligfci
in the supamereg Prc from all over the country to come to Mississipp;
mer of 1964..The plan was to éngage in an all-out effortptp()l

when I was puzzling over the inaction of the federal government. This
was Title 10, Section 333 of the U.S. Code, which says,

The President, by using the militia or the armed forces, or both or by any ~

other means shall take such measures as he considers necessary to suppress,

in a State, any . . . domestic violence, unlawful combination, or conspiracy,

if it . . . opposes or obstructs the execution of the laws of the United States Everyone conn

) ected with the plan knew j

(emphasis added). ?nlaCklp‘T]OPle in Mississippi faced tlrl)at danger (:\t/e:'vyogzl:;r l:il fﬁn'gelljous'
early June 1964, ) eir lives.

There was no real need for more laws. The ones already on the books 904, on the eve of what was to be called “The Mississippi

might well be enough, if there were a president determined to enforce ‘

them. But the passage of new laws is always an opportunity for a

G‘ju 2 of r - . . .
politician to make a statement to the public that says, Look, I'm doing 24 prominent citizens (writers Paul Goodman, Joseph Heller

M
| Tal;;l(‘)ary g:érll(p(t:(())rrlr,] rrIllob'ert ques, Sarah Lawrence President Harold
. : umty activist Noel
;Vlo(l:ence_the'y had experienced in Mis;)i(;si;aiy’ el others) about the
_, onstitutional lawyers testified at that hear:
. : earing. They poi
til:; f:gzra;:lgt(l)lver?ment had sufficient legal autl%orityiaoiﬁzedcg;l;ttixt
_ € statutes—t ivil ri :
Tl'l ¢ harm'o protect the civil rights workers and black
€ transcript of the hearing was sent to Pres;
resident Lynd
and to Attorney General Robert Kennedy, along with a{:qt(l):sg (t)(i] :esx(::il

something.
Kennedy had not planned to introduce new civil rights legislation.

But in the late spring of 1963 he put his force behind a new, sweeping
civil rights law, designed to outlaw segregation in public accommoda-
tions, eliminate segregation in state and local facilities, provide for fair
employment regardless of race, and also put a bit more teeth into the
federal government’s actions against discrimination in schools and in
voting.
What had changed Kennedy’s mind was the mass demonstrations in federal v oL
Birmingham, Alabgama, in the spring of 1963. These were organized by rights. ]I{lﬁgfela‘t;: Ill\gliilswppl t(; protect all those working there for civi]
Martin Luther King and the Southern Christian Leadership Confe \ ponse trom the White. House. The busload of
ence, along with local black leaders like Fred Shuttlesworth. Thousands Twelv
of childreg marched in the streets, against firehoses and billy clubs and '4roject——: (ll)?:zkafltzsglsesihe%rmg’ three young people with the summer
police dogs. The photos of police brutality, of children being smash rom the North Ml'chaelpgl;? named James Chaney and two whites
against the wall by high-power hoses, of a boy being attacked by a poli eared while on a trip to Nesl‘:;::eé and And're.w 'Go_odman—disap_
dog, went around .the world. o o he burning of a black church Chon ounctly, Mississippi, to Investigate
The demonstrations spread beyond Birmingham. In the ten wee ers of CORE. Goodman ey and Schwerner were staff mem-
following the children’s march, over 3,000 people were arrested in Was a summer volunteer and had just arrived
demonstrations in 75 southern cities. By the end of 1963, protests h:
taken place in 800 cities across the country. Congress debated furious
the provisions of the new civil rights law, which it finally passed, aft
a year of debate and filibuster—the longest debate on any bill in hist
That became the Civil Rights Act of 1964.78 :
The same summer that the new law was being debated, event
Mississippi revealed the limits of the federal government’s commitm
to racial equality, how little meaning there was to that end produ

representative government, the federal statute.

ﬁ"{;;vt(l)] lflays later their burned station wagon was found, but no tra
fhet d(?e men. On August 4, forty-four days after their d,isa ear e,
r & obles were found buried on a farm James Chane plll)ad ‘;):CC,
:éveryw;t:::lten, ;obbadly that a pathologist examining him );aid he h:il1
frer wi essed bones so severely shattered, €xcept in tremendouys]
gd peed accidents such as aeroplane crashes.” All th Y
81 speed ree had been shot
1988 a film called Missicsippi 1

’ ppt Burning was seen th

untry. It was the story of the FBI search for the murderel;‘(s)l:)gflgllll;ntel;'e
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Goodman, and Schwerner. It portrayed the FBI as the heroes of the
investigation that led to the discovery of the bodies and the prosecution
of a number of Neshoba County men. One of those prosecuted was
Deputy Sheriff Cecil Price, who had arrested them for speeding and
then released them from jail in a prearranged plan to have them mur-
dered. Price and several others were found guilty, spent a few years in
prison.*®
Those of us who were involved in the Mississippi Summer were
angered by the movie. We knew how the FBI, again and again, had
failed to do its duty to enforce federal law where the rights of black -
people in the South were at stake, how many times they had watched |
bloody beatings and done nothing, how the law had been violated before
their eyes and they made no move. And we knew how outrageously'
they had behaved, along with the entire federal government, when the
three young men disappeared.
Mary King worked in the SNCC office in Atlanta in those tumultu-
ous times. In her book Freedom Song, she gives a detailed account, almost
hour by hour, of the communications between the Atlanta office of
SNCC and the FBI, the Department of Justice, and the White House.
Mary was in charge of the Communications Office in Atlanta that
Sunday, June 21, 1964, when the telephone call came in that the three
men were hours overdue on their return from Philadelphia.
Her chronology makes clear how maddeningly cold and unrespon-
sive were the FBI and the Department of Justice in what was a mattet
of life and death for three men in the hands of murderous racists. O
hearing that Goodman, Chaney, and Schwerner were hours overdu
she phoned every jail and detention center in the counties surroundi
Philadelphia, phoned the FBI and the Justice Department. She worked
at this until 2:30 .M. Monday, then was relieved by another SNCC
worker, Ron Carver, who kept phoning through the early hours, unti
Mary arrived again at 8:00 a.m. She says;

no orders to invest;
gate. . . ., We i :

Mayner in N ., 80t 1n touch with an FBJ
ton.y ;et ‘:::n()lrleans, who said he had received no orders fr:rieil;fazzr.ned
S ‘45 P-M. and 2:45 p.M. op Monda mng-

o y, I attempted to

. . ou (Assistant Art i contact
'Cl\"li Rights Division), but to no avail, . T(i)lznl(:'}l;IG :g]:x:zlii]n;lhafgf of the
eridian stjll

John Doar £ to initiate an invest; ation. . . .
ar finally called me back. -« . But he did notg sPeCiﬁcauy‘:; j-zo p.;:i.
ress the

question of whether the FBI was investigating

- Mary Kin i

, g continues, “Finall
2 . at .

thirty-seven hours after they wer{:’ last":oo P'IA."' Ogl Monday, June 2,

cen alive by a memb

er of our

: taﬂ:y UPI carri
iy ried a Story that . . . the FBI was being ordered into the

of preventing wh
at happened, if
the (8]
movement’s re . 4 government had op
on the poc tOq:::::st that it station federal marshals in Missisls}i’ e ti;e
shoba Coun’ty_ Doi?;ntfi’;;}’ pe((i)plelinto dangerous sitnationsf)li)]i,ettl)\Jee
* Most of all Y send police to guard the payroll ,
hat sitaation ;eﬁlsesbeha\:nr of the FBI and the ]ustii:)eyDe sa:;fnbank.s ?
F liberal constimt‘omet ing about the mora| and emotionalprem o
itizens. It telly o lgnal government from the deepest grievan 0te?e‘ss
hat those whe bl t():i; 1mmrtafn; is Frederick Douglass’s adx(r:xeosn?ti(;ts
¢ € ram of fr n
hunder and lightning cedom must themselyes supply the
ater that same sym
! mer the Dem i
elegation fro iSSisSinni OCratic party refused to s
:rcgntage o ItT_)llaf(\:/;:ssismppl that claimed 40 percent of the e:eta: back
ted (0 ive 1 s 1n the state). I_nstead the Credentiajs Com s _(the
?legates. T rf‘;ercent of' the Mississippi seats to the officia] ml}tit'ee
] k presentatlve government f R . white
acks. or whites, exclusion for
By 1965 it w.
! as clear that des ite i
. the Fifteenth
t citizens ¢ P centh Amendment. wh; :
i despite theo(‘:lilvdilri(')thbe denied the right to vote on grou;l(\;;h;cfh said
'8 18 acts of 1957, 1960, and 1964, all concerned i:iii
1

ng in some way, blacks
wed to vote. ¥ Dlacks in the Deep South were still not being

An attorney in the Civil Rights Division of the Justice Department :
quite bluntly that he wasn’t sure there was any federal violation and t
fore wouldn't investigate the matter. . . . A call to John Doar (of the Ju
Department’s Civil Rights Division) . . . resulted in this response I ha
invested the FBI with the power to look into this.’ But FBI agen
Helgesen in Jackson denied there had been any word from John'
... He could do nothing until contacted by the New Orleans FBI'of Con

... An hour later . . . hegsaid he had called )l:\lew Orleans but had réc§ cgress of that state can be reduced. This would
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representatives from each state. But no president, liberal or conservat%ve,
Republican or Democrat, had ever invoked this part of the Constitu-
tion—although it would have been a powerful weapon against racial
discrimination in voting. .

In the spring of 1965 the Southern Christian Leadership Conference
began a campaign for voting rights in Selma, Alabama, ar.ound the same
time that President Lyndon Johnson was discussing with Congre.ss.a
new voting rights bill. Martin Luther King, Jr., went to Selma to join.
the action.

On March 7, later called “Bloody Sunday,” a column of civil ‘righ‘ts?
activists, beginning the long walk from Selma to the state capital in.
Montgomery, was confronted by state troopers demanding they turn

gives some credit to the federal courts, but he says, “black southerners
were unable to experience truly substantial gains in voting rights until,
through their own actions, they were able to activate the federal execu-
tive and Congress.” Furthermore, “the national consensus in favor of
that bill . . . was primarily the result of the very skillful actions of the
SCLC in Selma.”*

Voting brought some black Americans into political office. It gave
- many more the feeling that they now had political rights equal to that
~of whites. They were now represented in local government and in Con-
.gress, at least more than before.
But there were limits to what such representation could bring. It
~ could not change the facts of black poverty or destroy the black ghetto.

back. They continued to walk, and the troopers set on them wi.th club A.‘fter all, black people in Harlem or the South Side of Chicago had the
beating them viciously, until they were dispersed and the bridge wa: ight to vote long ago; they still lived in Harlem or the South Side, in
splattered with blood. broken-down tenements, amid rats and garbage. Thirty to 40 percent

During that campaign in Selma, Jimmie Lee Jackson, a black man of young blacks were unemployed. Crime and drugs are inevitable in

was shot in the stomach by a state trooper and died hours later. Jam
Reeb, a white minister from the North, was clubbed to death by angry
whites as he walked down the street. ;

News of the violence occurring in Selma was carried across th
nation and around the world. One of the incidents, described b}’f
reporter for United Press International, conveys the atmosphere. Th
fact that it appeared in the Washington Post suggests that the govern
ment could not be oblivious to what was going on:

So it is not surprising that almost exactly at the time the Voting
Rights Act was being enacted in 1965, the black ghetto of Watts, Los
Angeles, erupted in a great riot. Or that in 1967 there were disorders,
utbreaks, and uprisings in over a hundred cities, leaving eighty-three
eople dead, almost all blacks. And in 1968, after Martin Luther King
was assassinated, there were more outbreaks in cities all over the coun-
ry, with thirty-nine people killed, thirty-five of them black.’

But riots are not the same as revolution. The New Vork Times re-
ported in early 1978: “The places that experienced urban riots in the
960s have, with a few exceptions, changed little, and the conditions of
verty have spread in most cities.”

The constitutional system set up by the Founding Fathers, a system
f representation and checks and balances, was a defense in depth of the
sting distribution of wealth and power. By arduous struggle and
rifice, blacks might compel it to take down its “whites only” signs
ele.md there. But poverty remained as the most powerful barrier to
quality.
That is the barrier Madison spoke of when he said the system being
up in the new United States of America would prevent “an equal
inncrease in black voters and the election of black officials all throug sion of property or any other improper or wicked object.” It is the
Deep South. of class, however disguised it is by the procedures of modern liberal
What is clear from Garrow’s careful study is how the protest mo cleties.
ment in Selma was crucial in bringing about the Voting Rights Ac epresentative government does not solve the problem of race. It

Club-swinging state troopers waded into Negro demonstrators ton.igh
when they marched out of a church to protest voter registration practices:
At least 10 Negroes were beaten bloody. Troopers stood by while bystand
beat up cameramen.’? :

The Voting Rights Act of 1965, for the first time, took the registrat
of blacks out of the hands of racist registrars in areas with a record
discrimination and put the force of the federal government behinc
right to vote. David Garrow, in his book Protest at Selma, calls the
law “a legislative enactment that was to stimulate as great a chan;
American politics as any one law ever has.”’? It resulted in a drar
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does not solve the problem of class. The very principle of representation
is flawed, as Jean Jacques Rousseau, living in prerevolutionary France
in the mid-eighteenth century, pointed out. His book The Social Contract
was a confusing, contradictory, difficult search for a more direct democ-
racy, in which a majority could not vote a minority into slavery or
poverty. “How have a hundred men who wish for a master the right
to vote on behalf of ten who do not?” '
Rousseau was typical of many political philosophers, in that no one
could be sure what he meant. As one commentator notes: “Robespierre -
. .. the great revolutionary, always expressed love and admiration for-
the philosopher. . . . Marie Antoinette, whom Robespierre guillotined,
loved and admired Rousseau. The Thermidorians, who guillotined
Robespierre, loved and admired Rousseau.”?¢ Despite the confusion,
Rousseau provokes us to think critically about the whole idea of repre
sentation. It is an idea that we grew up to accept without question
because it was an advance over monarchy and is today much preferabl
to dictatorship.
But it has serious problems. No representative can adequately repre
sent another’s needs; the representative tends to become a member o
a special elite; he has privileges that weaken his sense of concern ove
his constituents’ grievances. The anger of the aggrieved loses force as
it is filtered through the representative system (something Madison saw
as an advantage in Federalist 310). The elected official develops ar
expertise that tends towards its own perpetuation. Representative:
spend more time with one another then with their constituents, becomg
an exclusive club, and develop what Robert Michels called “a mutual
insurance contract” against the rest of society.’’
We can see the difficulties in the United States, which has one of the
most praised systems of representative government in the world. Peo
have the right to vote, but the choices before them are so limited, the
see so little difference between the candidates, they so despair of th
vote having any meaning, or they are so alienated from society:
eneral because of their own misery that roughly so percent of th
eligible to vote do not vote in presidential elections and over 60 per
do not vote in local elections.?® :
Money dominates the election process. The candidate for natio
office either has to have millions of dollars or have access to millio
dollars. (In 1982 a senator from Minnesota spent $7 million on his ca
paign.) Money buys advertising, prime time on television, a pt
image. The candidates then have a certain obligation to those

- they must Jook
voted for them, but . good to those whoo?i ) ﬁ?coe((ii tt(;l :l:: 3[;eople who

g 1 g

Woman will accomplish that where; i

politesl st ! remn man has fajled, . . 'It;helhistory of the
absolutely nothin

, less costly, and more lasting
of ground he has gained has been

a
ceaseless struggle for self-assertion, and not

manner. As a matter of fact, every inch
through 4 constant fight,
through suffrage.

d fame for o : .

ness and dj : . vercoming her blindpe

rote ihe § sRlaylpg extraordinary talents, was also dness and
e Ollowmg in a letter to 4 N a socialist, and

woman suﬂ'ragist in England:

» though not avowed, a
, aut
Tweedledee.*! oo W
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ing helplessly along with whatever the president decides. That fact
makes a shambles of “representative” government.

One of the more creative political philosophers of this century, Han-
nah Arendt (The Origins of Totalitarianism, Eicbmann in Jerusalem),
aware of the flaws in representative government, argued in her book
On Revolution for something called the “council system” of govern-
ment. Its basis was not voting, but neighborhood councils all over, with
anyone who wanted to join the discussion invited to do so, and then
these councils would form a kind of federation to make regional and
national decisions.*?

At various points in history there have been brief experiences with
this direct democracy. In ancient Athens (except that women, slaves,
and foreigners were excluded) all citizens had a chance to participate in.
decision making. For three months in Paris in 1871, while the elected
Commune of Paris met constantly, there were also continuous meetings
of people all over the city to discuss issues and then register their views
with the Commune. On the eve of the Russian revolution, there were. S i
Soviets (councils) of workers, peasants, and soldiers—whoever wanted BOS::::.C(;?CV once put a sign on a bridge over the Charles River in
to join the discussion—but the Soviets were replaced by the rule of the su est's i).tmg Could Change Things, It Would Be Tllegal. That
Communist party and the new Soviet Constitution provided for ele ggests a reality. Ti
tions to a legislative body. :

Direct democracy is possible in small groups, and a wonderful ide undamental chan es ;
for town meetings and neighborhood meetings. There could be discu wealth to create ai
sions in offices and factories, a workplace democracy that neither‘th laces and neighb ;
commissars of the Soviet Union nor the corporate executives of t ghborhoods can meet a
United States and often not even the trade union leaders in these cou
tries allow today.

To make national decisions directly is not workable, but it is concei
able that a network of direct democracy groups could register the

their money, the i
e mor ¥> they can virtually buy a referendum the way they now buy
There is also the idea of i
‘ proportional representation, so that inst
g(f) ‘tvl:; t(w:g—par;{ system of Democrats and Republicans monopoliszie::;1
°r a7, @ two-party system is only one part
one-party system), Socialists and Prohibitionist dp vironm tha['l s
and Anarchists and Libertarians and ould have sapermentalis
: : . A others would have seats j -
tion to the.lr f(?llowm - National television debates wouldu;hpropo'r
poz;_‘ns of view instead of two. o
he people who control wealth
| and power today do not t

;eal change.s in the system. For instance, when prop({rtional re::enseziz
éon was Frled in New York City after World War I and one or two

ommunists were elected to the City Council the system was ended.)

N . .

l‘at.o f:l!‘l;.ng.es “[11 px;iocedures, 1n structures, can make 2 society demo

fatic. 1his 1s a hard thing for us to ac .
. cept, because we grow up i

' na

echnolqglcal culturF where we think: If we can only ﬁgnd thepright

everything will be okay, then we can relax. But we can't

opinions in a way that would result in some national consensus. Livel elax. The experience of black le : X
participation and discussion of the issues by the citizenry would be ispanics, and the poor) inst rI:l CC(:P ¢m lfl&mer ica (also Indians, women
better, more democratic, more reliable way of representing the popul ghts, no voting procedures nos lils : .fI;IO .Cor}stltunon, no Bill of
tion than the present stiff, controlled system of electoral politics. eace or justice or equality. That regu?::s: c:f::l:::(;?r Canl assure us of
: . uggle, a continu-

There is already experience with special democratic procedure
Many states have provisions for initiatives and referenda. Citizens, b
petition, can initiate legislation, call for general referenda, change The black movement, like the labor mov )
laws and the Constitution. That leads to a lively discussion among t ent, and the antiwar movement. has (o Clllrtlent, th? women’s move-
public and something close to a real democratic decision. Except th fficial channels, the formal Proce’dures ofgr . us a simple truth: The
so long as there are wealthy corporations dominating the media w presentative government
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obstacles, to the achievement of crucial human rights. What has worked
in history has been direct action by people engaged together, sacrificing,
risking together, in a worthwhile cause.

Those who have had the experience know that, unlike the puny act
of voting, being with others in a great movement for social justice not
only makes democracy come alive—it makes the people engaged in it
come alive. It is satisfying, it is pleasurable. Change is difficult, but if it
comes, that will most likely be the way.
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