
CHAPTER XIV 

Interpretations 

Blessed are the Peacemakers for they shall be called Communists. Is this shame 
for the Peacemakers or praise for the Communists? Accursed are the Commu
nists, for they claim to be Peacemakers. Is this shame for the Communists or 
praise for the Peacemakers? This is the paradox which faces America. What had 
our trial to do with this paradox? 

Looking back over these months of strain and expense, our logical answer 
could be that it has no connection whatsoever. The government never charged 
me with being a Communist and it could not, for Communism in this nation is 
not yet an indictable crime. But my friends insist that the charge of sympathy 
with Communism, the "Red" smear, while no crime, is a serious handicap, and 
that our acquittal therefore is a great victory, because it cleared us of any con
nection with Communism in our work for Peace. 

But I am not content to leave the matter here. For whatever the government 
charged and failed to prove, the real charge in the minds of men was at least 
sympathy with Communism. This sympathy, in the opinion of our enemies and 
the fear of our friends, was not proven, or even inquired into; but was it not 
implicit in the fact that most of our encouragement and congratulation came, 
as our own story shows, from Communists, Socialists, and adherents of the 
Left? That is true. It is not the whole story, for many who supported us were lib
erals, progressives, and even some conservatives who believe in peace and free 
speech. 

If I should put down on a map the geographical sources of all messages 
received-on the occasion of my birthday dinner, on the announcement of my 
indictment and trial, and after my acquittal-dearly my support and congratu
lations came from Eastern European Communists, from western European 
Socialists, from Communist Asia, from Progressives, Socialists and Communists 
in the United States, and from the Left in India and South America. To these 
would be appended the colored peoples of Africa, the Caribbean and the United 
States, many of whom are conservative. 

What now is my attitude toward this Left support? I do not want to avoid 
this question; on the contrary, I want to make myself perfectly clear: I am thank
ful for it; I deeply appreciate it, because it strengthens in my mind my belief that 
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much of what they believe corresponds with my belief and with the belief of all 
honest people. 

This runs counter to current American reasoning, and to my mind, current 
American reasoning on this point is crazy. Suppose that I believe deeply and 
fervently in Proposition Alpha. I ask support for that belief. Mr. X comes forward 
and offers me his support. I accept gladly. I accept because I believe in Proposition 
Alpha. So does X. But he believes also in many other things in which I do not. 
So, too, I believe in many matters in which he does not. But so long as his other 
beliefs permit him to support my Proposition Alpha, I welcome his support. If 
support of my Proposition Alpha interferes with his other beliefs, he need not 
offer his support. He does offer it and I accept gladly. 

But here in America lately we have had seemingly sane citizens, statesmen 
and thinkers, who loudly and angrily refuse now the support of Communists, 
Socialists, or Progressives; now of Negroes, Catholics, Jews and the foreign-born; 
and because they do not believe in everything that these groups do believe in, 
although these do agree in some matters. 

Some men therefore apparently demand complete unity of belief and object 
as a prerequisite to any co-operation at all. This attitude thwarts democracy and 
stops progress. This attitude in the United States killed the early moderate Socialist 
movement; it killed the LaFollette Farmer-Labor movement; it killed the New 
Deal and now tries to kill the Progressive movement; and it has made any Third 
Party difficult so long as we are ruled by one party under two names. 

I therefore thank all Communists and Socialists who stood out for my right to 
advocate peace, just as I thank all conservatives and liberals for daring to stand 
for what they conceived to be right, despite the "Red" smear. I utterly refuse to 
be stampeded into opposition to my own program by intimations of dire and 
hidden motives among those who offer me support. 

I am perfectly aware that Communists do not believe that the civilized world 
can survive under Capitalism. But while I have seen Capitalism try to wipe out 
Communism and Communism point out that Capitalism is bound to commit 
suicide, I am convinced today that both systems can live together without war 
and with helpful competition. Stalin has said this, but Truman has not. 

But the matter goes further than this. Programs of social reform are never 
complete or mutually exclusive. They always present wide areas of overlapping. 
In the 16th century, Catholicism and Protestantism were not absolutely separate 
realms of God and the Devil. In the early 19th century, Englishmen could believe 
in some free trade and some tariff protection without being traitors to the Empire. 
So today there is no path of human progress which a so-called "free democracy" 
of the West can advocate without adopting at least a part of the program of 
Socialists and Communists. There is no socialist or communist program which 
does not advocate use of capital and individual enterprise as freely as is consis
tent with real social progress. I refuse therefore to be diverted from what I think 
is right, because someone charges that my program is socialistic or communistic. 
No program of human progress can escape this charge, for it is true. I do not try 
to escape. I believe in socialism just as firmly as I believe in democracy. I believe 
in the right of any people to attempt a communistic state. When John L. Lewis 
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demands federal protection for miners, operators reply: "This is Socialism!" So 
what? 

For this reason I follow a world peace movement which arose in the Soviet 
Union and today finds there its chief support. By the same token I fight the war 
movement in the United States which is transforming this traditionally peace
ful nation into the greatest warmonger of all history. I deny that this attitude of 
mine is traitorous. 

I am a native-born citizen of the United States as my forefathers on both sides 
have been for two hundred years. I have in my life loyally done my full duty as 
a citizen as I saw it. I have obeyed my country's laws even when I thought some 
of these laws barbarous. I have tried to make this nation a better country for my 
having lived in it. It would not be true for me to say that I "love my country," 
for it has enslaved, impoverished, murdered and insulted my people. Despite 
this I know what America has done for the poor, oppressed and hopeless of 
many other peoples, and what indeed it has done to contradict and atone for 
its sins against Negroes. I still believe that some day this nation will become a 
democracy without a color-line. I work and shall work for an America whose 
aim is not solely to make a few people rich, but rather to stop War, and abolish 
Poverty, Disease and Ignorance for all men. 

I do not believe that loyalty to the United States involves hatred for other 
peoples, nor will I promise to support my country "Right or Wrong." I will 
defend this country when it is right. I will condemn it when it is wrong. If, for 
instance, during the Civil War, I had lived in Georgia as I did for a quarter of a 
century after emancipation, and if by law I had been compelled to fight for slav
ery or die, I would have died. 

While, then, I am and expect to be a loyal citizen of the United States, I also 
respect and admire the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. I regard that land as 
today the most hopeful nation on earth, not because of its theory, but because of 
what it has accomplished. It has in a generation raised hundreds of millions 
of debased serfs out of illiteracy, superstition and poverty to self-respecting, 
hard-working manhood. I do not regard the Soviet Union as perfect, but as an 
historian and sociologist of some training and experience, and as a traveler in 
many parts of the world, I do not believe the evidence offered charging the 
Soviets with being a nation of slavery, with being an imperialism exploiting 
unwilling peoples, or a nation which does not fulfill its commitments to other 
nations. The crimes of mankind are due to no one religion, system of govern
ment or economic doctrine. They will never be corrected by force but by moral 
character; and what nations today can claim such monopoly of righteousness or 
wisdom as gives them a right to rule the world? 

The greatest single fact about Russia which holds my faith in its future is its 
system of popular education. There is in the world no system equal to it. If 
American Negroes had had half the chance of the Russians to learn to read, 
write and count, there would be no Negro question today. No nation which plans 
tyranny establishes such public education. Even with propaganda, restrictions 
on radio and press, and control of the church, no nation which can and does 
read the vast literature which the Soviet Union prints and distributes, can ever 
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permanently remain subservient or misled people. The greatest proof of the 
decadence of our own nation is the fact that we are putting into preparation for 
war today ten times as much as we are spending on education. 

As, then, a citizen of the world as well as of the United States of America, I claim 
the right to know and think and tell the truth as I see it. I believe in Socialism as 
well as Democracy. I believe in Communism wherever and whenever men are 
wise and good enough to achieve it; but I do not believe that all nations will 
achieve it in the same way or at the same time. I despise men and nations which 
judge human beings by their color, religious beliefs or income. I believe in free 
enterprise among free men and individual initiative under physical, biological 
and social law. I hate War. 

Under the Truman Doctrine this nation has entered on a path which is bound 
to lead to disaster. We are set to contain and crush Communism by force, and to do 
this by inspiring such calculated hatred of the Soviet Union, and of all nations 
which follow its leadership, as to risk and threaten a Third and final World War. 
We thus block the path of mankind to social reform which inevitably must lead 
along many of the same paths followed now by the Soviet Union, Poland, 
Czechoslovakia, the Balkans and New China. 

We defend our awful program by the claim that we alone stand for Freedom, 
Democracy, efficiency in making and justice in distributing wealth and popular 
intelligence, as well as science. Let us take each of these categories and examine 
the evidence. 

It is ridiculous today for any nation to call itself "Free." Under the daily 
unfolding knowledge of the laws of physical nature and of the technique of har
nessing physical force; under our increasing understanding of biological devel
opment; with our knowledge of psychological behavior; especially with our 
social organization-inherited and adapted-including intricate industrial tech
nique and organization, domestic and world-wide commerce and finance; with 
the vast coverage of customary and statute law,-with all this, no man, woman 
or child today is free or can be. Even the restricted "freedom" of the 12th cen
tury traveler; of the 15th century discoverer; of the 17th century" adventurer" in 
exploitation; or the 19th century pioneer, immigrant and investor,-all of these 
in the 20th century have yielded to law and regulation and our freedom is pro
gressively narrowed in our ways of making a living but retains or could retain 
breadth and increase in imagination, science, and expression. Curiously enough 
it is here in the real realm of freedom that the United States by its war program 
is limiting liberty. 

There cannot survive that" freedom" of business enterprise which in the 19th 
century made the fortunes of the Vanderbilts, Goulds and Rockefellers. That day 
is passed and we know it. How much freedom under law and morals we can 
save is a matter of experiment, thought, and grave scientific research and not of 
slogans. Every nation today curbs its citizens by law and force. Yet every nation 
and citizen wants to preserve as large a realm as possible for freedom of imagi
nation, thought and action. 

The Soviet Union is trying desperately to evolve a nation working under 
severe discipline so as to evolve a people as free as abolition of poverty, ignorance 
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and disease makes possible. Most Americans believe Russian discipline is too 
severe and that complete abolition of poverty is impossible. We have every 
opportunity to prove this. There is no sense in fighting about it, particularly if 
that fighting and huge preparation for conquering the world is resulting in cur
tailment of our own basic freedoms, the ruin of our school system, the encour
agement of theft and murder, and the leaving of thousands of hard-working 
citizens to drown and starve because our making of bombs leaves no money for 
flood control. Of all areas where men are free to act, that of industry is and ever 
has been narrowest; because climate, technique and culture patterns leave least 
leeway for whim and individual choice. But it is precisely in industry that America 
demands for its owners anarchy of force and chance, while in literature, science, 
art and expression we curtail creative genius. 

We claim that America leads in democracy. This claim is old and has at times 
approached truth. It is not true today. For democracy, while logical in theory, is 
difficult to achieve and maintain in practice. There have been times in our his
tory when the public opinion of the mass of citizens largely determined our 
policies. There have been regions like 19th century New England where the 
democratic town meeting was an effective tool of local government. But over 
most of our history, democracy has been strictly limited, now by religion and 
status, now by race, now by ownership of property, later by the slave system, 
then by legal disfranchisement, and today by the power of corporate wealth. So 
true is this that the curve of our faith in the American democratic method of 
government has risen and fallen: from low esteem in the 18th and early 19th 
centuries to zenith in the Age of Jackson. It then fell under the domination of the 
Slave Power, darted aloft during early Reconstruction and then plunged sud
denly but surely until now often less than half of the voting population make 
any effort to cast their ballots. 

Since the fall of the slave power which ruled the nation by that ownership of 
land and labor necessary to the valuable cotton crop, the nation, turning sharply 
from democratic control by freedmen and immigrants, yielded control gradually 
but definitely to corporate wealth. Congress lost its representative character 
by the disfranchisement of voters-Negroes by law, white labor by threat of 
economic reprisal, and lately enfranchised women by dominant culture pat
terns. Units of representation became startlingly unequal, so that 5,000 voters in 
South Carolina had the same political power as 100,000 in New York; and 36,000 
votes give the reactionary McCarran of Nevada the same power as the liberal 
Douglas of illinois who received two million votes. 

In legislation even under these inequalities, Congress and most legislatures 
further tie their own hands, so that laws can more easily be dictated by special 
interests and usually by interests which regard the nation as the instrument by 
which Big Business makes the largest profits. Proposed legislation is referred to 
committees, presided over by powerful chairmen chosen not by democratic 
methods but by seniority-that is, assigned to those persons who retain their seats 
longest by disfranchisement of their constituents or use of patronage or money. 
Most of the powerful Congressional committees are thus ruled by Southern 
reactionary politicians whose election for life depends on disfranchised Negroes 
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and poor whites. And beyond this, by surrendering power to a "rules" commit
tee which can bury any proposal indefinitely, or with a by-law which prevents 
even a majority from voting on any proposed legislation which a small minority 
opposes, Congress deliberately curtails democracy in its own halls. 

With such a background, lobbies representing all the major business inter
ests, manned by well-paid men of high ability and social and business connec
tions, are in constant attendance on sessions and in close personal contact with 
members, quite overwhelming the few and intermittent delegations represent
ing from time to time some sections of the nation's electorate. The consequent 
cost of promoting legislation has reached such figures that only corporations 
can afford them. The cost of campaigns for public office is prohibitive for the 
ordinary candidate. Only some person chosen by a huge and well organized 
machine, with millions to spend, can think of running for high office. 

Even the character of the political campaign has of late totally changed. With 
news sources controlled by Big Business, with private control of radio and tele
vision and of the larger hotels and meeting halls, it is practically impossible for 
the ordinary citizen to gain in any election that understanding of the broad 
political questions before the voters which can lead to an intelligent ballot. In 
such elections, both Church and University, scientist and poet, are often dumb, 
on pain of public condemnation and private loss of income. Add to this the fact 
that 150,000,000 people cannot know the personalities of candidates as the mem
bers of a town meeting know the candidates for selectmen. The voter can sel
dom directly see or hear them, nor can he know for what they stand or how they 
will vote, save as the kept press tells him. Real political debate and heckling and 
open forums are disappearing. 

If size of territory and variety of folk is some excuse for our failures in national 
democracy, what can we say to the almost total atrophy of local self-rule? Time 
was when the village, town and city ruled themselves by democracy; when the 
town meeting laid taxes and spent them; selected their rulers, decided policies 
as to roads, poor relief, and crime. Today the town and ward and largely the city 
is in thrall to state and nation: it elects no officials, adopts no policies, pays taxes 
but has no funds to spend; it has no place for a democratic town meeting or 
even for adequate discussion. It is ruled by the officials of the county or state 
and cannot decide even its street laws and carfare, its sewage system or lights. 
It is a pensioner of the state and in turn the state begs alms of the nation. The 
nation is ruled by the more or less hidden concentration of power in the hands 
of an industrial oligarchy. 

Thus the citizen of the United States today has small control over candidates 
or over the issues which will be voted on. The main decisions in national policies 
will rest in the hands of those business interests which are today in the control 
of a huge oligarchy striving to belt the world. 

These are the reasons why our claim to champion democracy in the world is 
not valid and cannot be proven by honest inquiry. Let us frankly admit that put
ting of public opinion in control of a modern state, with all the local interests 
and personal ambitions in conflict with the public weal, and with so unread and 
inexperienced a public mind, is enormously difficult. Admitting this, does it 
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improve matters to claim success where there is little, and to proclaim to the 
world a triumph which we do not have? When pressed, we defend our limita
tion of democracy by the necessity of producing and distributing wealth in suf
ficient quantity and under the control of such persons as can best use it for the 
benefit of all. Let us turn to the facts concerning wealth and its ownership in the 
United States. 

Production in fields which are today of dominant importance is not an indi
vidual adventure but a vast social undertaking. A large number of persons work 
together in numberless ways, in widely separated places and for periods vary
ing from a week or less to ten years or more to produce a valuable product. The 
exact proportion of their contributions to the final result by physical or ethical 
measure, by kind and efficiency of effort, by length and intensity of labor or by 
money value, cannot be determined accurately by any mathematical method. 
The product of modern industry is a social product and belongs to society. It 
should be distributed in accord with the highest standards of social justice. 

Wealth is not and never was entirely the result of individual effort; it always 
involved some measure of group co-operation. And today more than ever before, 
wealth is the result of social effort added to the bounty of nature. Property is the 
legal right to use wealth; the wealth may stem from your own effort or from the 
effort of others; it may come from seizure of natural resources; it may come from 
inheritance or gift, from cheating or gambling, from theft. There is nothing sacred 
about property; everything depends on the social welfare involved in its 
accumulation and use. 

This means that property and its use are proper subjects of political consid
eration and of democratic decision. There has been in America too much cheat
ing and theft in the acquisition of property, and too much injustice in its use. 
Huge properties have been accumulated by highway robbery, monopoly of 
natural resources belonging of right to all, and even by transgressing the very 
law which protects the rights of the public. 

Our present economic problem stems from the fact that while production is 
increasingly a social process, the distribution of its results still remains largely a 
matter of the individual judgment of persons who happen to have the power or 
who seize the power to decide, and on the basis of concepts of property and 
income which no longer correspond to fact. 

The paradox which consequently upsets the labor world is that despite the 
indispensable co-operation of laborers, managers and capitalists, inventors and 
thinkers in current industry, when the results and increasingly valuable results 
are distributed, most of the laborers get less than is necessary for decent life, 
while many of the capitalists get more than they need or can spend. And partic
ularly, capitalists get the power to direct the use of the residue for any purpose 
which they choose. 

The age-long explanation of this is that goods are so scarce that with the best 
effort some folk must remain irt poverty and need. It is this alleged fact that the 
20th century laborer is disputing. He maintains that a more just distribution of 
the results of industry could eliminate poverty, disease and ignorance among 
the working class. For this purpose he has been organizing labor unions and 
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trying by appeal, bargaining, and if necessary by strikes, picketing, and law, to 
raise his standard of living to decency and comfort. He does not want in this 
contest to deprive manager or owner of his just reward for saving, plmming and 
direction, but he insists that he, the laborer as partner in production, should 
have some voice in deciding what is just. He rejects certain age-old excuses for 
present conditions. When the National Association of Manufacturers advertises 
that "the more we produce the more we will have," he knows full well that this 
depends on who does the dividing and who gets the shares. 

The conventional answer to this contention of labor is that the essential cap
ital to employ labor can only be had if its owners are attracted by large profit to 
invest their wealth instead of consuming it. Once this was true. In the 17th and 
18th centuries most of the rich did not save; they spent conspicuously and 
extravagantly; and industry could only secure their co-operation by the gam
bler's bribe of high profit. 

Today the situation is far different; there is capital in so great abundance that 
it begs opportunity for investment and indeed cmmot be used in any other way. 
Also the risk of loss in legitimate industry is small and might be reduced nearly 
to nil by intelligent and scientific plmming. Moreover, most of the current capi
tal comes not from the rich but from the comparatively poor who save for old 
age and a rainy day. 

But the huge profits of industry go not to them but to the financiers who as 
middle-men handle their funds, giving them 2% in savings banks while this 
wealth in foreign trade often reaps 50%. Small wonder Big Business fights and 
schemes and drafts the 18-year-old youth. Profit is thicker than blood. 

This has led many a social thinker to point out that capital for all real human 
want and improvement could easily be taken from production and leave suffi
cient income for all consumers, provided, of course, that individual consumption 
was so limited that no man had cake if any man lacked bread; that mink coats 
for the rich were not allowed if the poor had no shoes. And of course here's the 
rub. This compulsion, which socialism proposed long before Lenin as the only 
way to decent human life, raises shrieks of protest if hinted at today in the United 
States. Remember what happened when Roosevelt proposed to limit incomes to 
$25,000! 

What church of the lowly Jesus, who railed against the rich, would for a 
moment admit or preach such doctrine? And yet is it strange that the poor and 
hardworking laborers of the world, without sufficient food, shelter and clothes, 
fearing old age and sickness more than the flames of hell-is it strange that they 
by overwhelming majority are demanding this regulation of production and 
consumption and saying that this is not Russian imperialism but American 
common sense? 

You cannot stop this line of thought from growing in an intelligent world if 
you kill all the youth and dye the oceans red with blood. Social control of pro
duction and distribution of wealth is coming as sure as the rolling of the stars. 
The whole concept of property is changing and must change. Not even a Harvard 
School of Business can make greed into a science, nor can the unscrupulous ambi
tion of a Secretary of State forever use atomic energy for Death instead of Life. 
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Despite every effort in the United States to conceal and deny the facts, all civ
ilized nations have been progressing toward socialism, especially since 1900. 
They own and run the railways, the telephones and telegraph, street cars, buses 
and subways; they largely conduct housing, sanitation, insurance and relief; 
they guarantee employment; they engage in industry, in manufacturing, foreign 
trade, mining, forestry and river control, in power conversion and control and 
wide ownership of land. Some nations like Britain go further than this; others 
like the Scandinavian lands plan less in theory but do ever more in practice; 
while Communist lands attempt complete social and industrial planning and 
ownership of all capital. 

Here then is a world movement which almost alone the United States is 
attempting to stem. We are attempting to champion private enterprise when no 
great industrial effort can possibly be private or carried on primarily for private 
ends; we stress individual initiative which is laudable when it is for social ends 
and inadmissable when it leads to anarchy. 

Furthermore, we must not imagine that our American economy is not planned, 
but simply an unplanned individual enterprise. On the contrary, in no modem 
state is industry more carefully planned and supervised than here. It is in the 
objects of the planning and not in the fact that we differ from socialist lands. 
Socialism seeks the public welfare in all its facets. American free enterprise seeks 
the simpler aim of securing the comfort and control of the state for the present 
owners of wealth and their successors, arguing that this will result in more for 
all than the broader object, which they regard as chimerical. 

American business has evolved an extraordinary code of morals: the chief 
object of business is the private profit of the owners; universal selfishness, some
times called self-interest, results in universal good; business has the right to 
influence government for its own objects; the chief end of government is free
dom for profitable private business; government has no right to take direct part 
in business or to interfere in business, except to help private enterprise when it 
ceases to be profitable; cheating in business is wrong, but most cheating corrects 
itself automatically and some loss is better than government interference. From 
this code stem some of the worst crimes of private capitalistic enterprise. The 
question is, can this system of ethics be improved within the capitalist system? 
This evidently is a question of science and morals. The answer will require peace 
and sanity, and cannot be found in a war psychology. But American business, 
convinced that the Soviet Union has in reality the same objects as we have, pro
poses to answer the problem by military force. 

By a propaganda of suspicion and hate, the American public has been driven 
into war; this war may become total; and if so the whole capitalist structure may 
be threatened. The planning of American Big Business therefore today faces severe 
crisis and is threaded with fears of inflation and radical thought. It is here that 
peace and peace alone can save the capitalist as well as the socialist world. 

Let us now consider the effect of our war policy against the Soviet Union on 
education in the United States. For many years this nation stood foremost in 
popular education, and until the First World War, in adult education and scien
tific research. Today this is no longer true. The nations behind the so-called Iron 
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Curtain have better popular systems of universal popular education than we 
have, because while their schools have progressed rapidly, ours have steadily 
retrograded, from poor housing, lack of teachers and lack of proper distribution 
and planning of curricula. We still have large college and university facilities, but 
the entering students are poorly equipped and with limited ideals and objectives. 
The professors are today increasingly afraid to study and teach the social sciences, 
so that history becomes propaganda; economics hides in higher mathematics 
and social study is limited by military objectives. In the physical sciences our 
objects have become limited mainly to weapons of war. Young men are in grave 
moral quandary as to the decency of such a life object; and if Soviet science is 
accused of discouraging science for science's sake, America is certainly today 
encouraging science mainly for private profit, and thus killing future scholar
ship. As a result our place in science is losing ground and our talent is crowding 
into business and mechanics. 

The cause of this is three-fold: our deliberately narrowed objectives in Negro 
education which have covered from a fourth to an eighth of our workers; our 
propaganda against socialism and the Soviet Union; and finally the vast trans
fer of public funds from social welfare to war preparation. 

In the alembic of time, a strange dichotomy has arisen between the long con
trasted teachings of Booker T. Washington and myself. He wanted the American 
Negro taught the technique of modem industry so as to make him the preferred 
exploited worker of American industry. He put no faith in philanthropy of whites 
for raising the Negro but only in their economic interest. For my part, I too knew 
that the salvation of the Negro worker lay in trained technique; but as a worker 
he would, I argued, need social guidance, and that must come from his own 
educated leaders if at all. I insisted, therefore, on the education of a Talented 
Tenth, assuming naively that these trained members of the learned professions 
would supply leadership for the working classes. This was true, but in much 
lesser degree than I expected. They naturally tended to become, as Washington 
hoped, themselves exploiters of the Negro and white workers, as acquisitive 
and as hard-fisted as the white employers. But, on the other hand, some of them 
did not. The miracle which I had regarded as probable did come true, but only 
after long years: this leadership for the workers came mainly from intelligent 
and better paid workers, trained as workers and not as exploiting aristocrats. 

The Booker Washington doctrine of industrial education for Negroes had far 
more influence on white education than is generally recognized; but there it 
was rephrased as Education for the benefit of Industry. It lay back of the whole 
public school system of the South, white and black, where the elementary schools 
never taught reading, writing and counting as once they had been taught in the 
North, but went off into sewing, cooking and typewriting; and so on to techni
cal schools and engineering. Northern cities followed this trend which ended in 
University Schools of Business. 

Thus Industry and Big Business, with politics and philanthropic foundations, 
took over Education as the best path to profits; and when profits in private 
industry were threatened by Socialism, Business began a system of adult edu
cation in the United States unequalled in modem history. Improving on the 
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propaganda technique of Hitler and Goebbels, the National Association of 
Manufacturers and allied organizations began, after the death of F. D. Roosevelt 
and the decline of his New Deal, to train the nation to fear government inter
ference with industry, to combat further socialism in the United States, and to 
hate Communism as a threat to our "Way of Life." 

That way of life was not "free enterprise," lack of economic planning and 
"individual initiative" for all men under democratic control. It was far from this, 
and all conclusions based on the conception of the United States as a country of 
free individual capitalism are false. Today Business holds Science and Art in iron 
bonds. It furnishes the main endowments of universities, or if this money comes 
from the State, Business runs the State. It endows literature and research under 
the control of business men. The realm of scientific enquiry is increasingly lim
ited, with economics tabu, sociology limited, and history strictly conventional. 
In literature, subject and imagination are directed by Chambers of Commerce 
and ideals are channeled by spies, traitors, liars and informers. In a "Time for 
Greatness," the great are dead or dumb. With the advent of Harry Truman, a man 
with no education in economics or social development and too much training in 
"practical politics," this nation has become a country ruled by an oligarchy of less 
than 1,000 persons, controlling the largest pool of natural resources, processed 
goods and finance capital the world ever saw; and devoted today to making the 
world believe that its greatest danger is Communism and the Soviet Union. By 
means of a monopoly of news, periodicals and newspapers, by direction of radio 
and television, by control of schools and colleges, and by domination of the courts 
and help of secret police, this object has become accomplished in the United 
States. Before its impact our liberties are falling and our democracy is collapsing. 

Last year eleven leaders of the Communist Party were sentenced to jail for long 
terms. They were not accused of any real crime or conspiring to such action. 
No testimony on their acts and plans was allowed to be introduced. They lie in 
jail today because our Supreme Court declared that because at some future time 
when violent revolution may be imminent they may advocate it, that we were 
justified in disregarding the intent and plain wording of the Constitution of 
the United States. Fifty other American citizens are now threatened with the 
same fate on the same grounds. Such reasoning in the past would have hanged 
Washington and Jefferson; sent Garrison, Douglass and Phillips to jail for life, 
and imprisoned Eugene O'Neill and Harry Hopkins. 

If, however, the democracy we are losing can be restored and made alive, 
because of our natural resources, technique, intelligence and science, why are 
we not undertaking this vast task immediately, instead of trying to murder civ
ilization? In such an effort here and now I long to help. Meantime I watch and 
am right to watch the strained effort of the Soviet Union to lay foundations of a 
new democracy where the old has not succeeded; if this effort fails because 

"es wiir so schiin gewesen, 
es hat nicht sollen sein," 

at least it was a magnificent effort, using the imperfect men and tools at hand and 
warding off attack of sixteen invading nations and every kind of disparagement 
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and misrepresentation. But if this effort at Communism fails not of incompetency 
but because of us, God damn us! 

We are rapidly approaching in this nation a point where there is but one crime 
which brings swift and severe punishment and that is "Communism," which may 
mean anything from unpopular opinions to revolution. Americans may kill, 
steal, cheat and gamble with certainty of a fair trial or none at all; they may lie, 
betray, slander and inform with a chance of money, professorships and Book-of
the-Month Club selection; but let any man study or praise anything connected 
with the Soviet Union and he may be starved or imprisoned, without facing his 
accusers, knowing the accusation, or escaping trial by witch-hunt. 

As a result of this propaganda we have a national hysteria; citizens dare not 
think without danger of losing their good character and chance of earning a 
decent living. Their past lives are dragged up out of all context and misinter
preted with the testimony of confessed traitors and spies. At this time there 
comes the court case of which I try to tell in this book, and our initial difficulty 
was a chance to tell the facts which no newspaper would print. 

On top of this comes a preparation for war on a scale which is simply incon
ceivable. The time will come when science will devote long investigation and 
study to revealing to the world how our present situation developed and became 
terrible fact. This result was hastened by the sad truth that in a day when as per
haps never before in human history, government calls for broad cultural back
ground and expert knowledge, knowledge of society and technology, we have 
at the helm of state, with few exceptions, men without broad education, who 
have not traveled widely and are seldom well-read. 

As our chief advisers, ambassadors and administrators, we have military men 
who got their rank usually by seniority, and whose whole training not only does 
not fit them for government and science, but absolutely unfits most of them for 
ordinary human relations. The moral basis of military training and its ethical 
standards must revolve about murder and destruction and can never normally 
grasp social uplift and human progress. For this reason all civilizations of the 
past have sedulously avoided the rule of soldiers save as a last fatal resort. Yet 
today amid the delicate balance of eternal social decisions, we have generals 
trained in mathematics and trajectories, in logistics and parade, with no real 
knowledge of history and sociology, and no dream of economics, set to adjust 
the relations of socialism and free enterprise, put in absolute rule of colonial 
peoples, and given charge of the education of our most promising youth. 

It could be tragedy to put an Eisenhower in control of our destinies at this 
critical time, just as Ridgway is the last man to wield power over Europe and 
the recovery of Germany was immeasurably retarded by Clay. With all good 
will and basic loyalty, no man trained in current war politics will be able to 
grasp the meaning of the role of this nation in the reeling world of today; he 
may easily mistake the Gotterdammerung of modern culture for "police action." 

It is difficult to follow this reasoning of men who know the increasing horror 
of war and its threat to all civilization. In our own nation nearly every step 
toward social progress is stopped today because of the supposed necessity for 
spending more for murder and destruction than we ever spent for education, 
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health, better standards of living. Let any man today propose aid to our collaps
ing school system; to begin social medicine for a people deprived to a frightful 
extent of medical care; for a whole system of TV A's to tame the destructive and 
wasting rivers of our land, and preserve the dwindling treasure of our forests
no sooner are such plans advocated than the proponent is faced by two answers: 
we have no money for social progress because of all-out preparation for killing 
men and destroying property all over the world. 

And secondly that anyone advocating such social aid and control is a com
munist or a socialist, and a traitor or prospective traitor to his country. 

Behind our present plight lie a hundred years of teaching of false ideals. We 
have envied the might and glory of the British Empire. In my own schooldays 
everything Britain did was good; all that she accomplished was better than 
what we tried to do. Our democracy stemmed from England; our speech was 
hers. At Harvard, Great Britain set the pace and style in all accepted norms. When 
in the 20th century Britain declined, we conceived ourselves her natural heirs. Just 
as Englishmen once walked the earth as superior beings, now Americans must. 
In accord with the best English tradition, we were above "lesser breeds without 
the law," even if a tenth of our citizens were of African origin. 

All this was fantasy, but hard reality lay in business and industry. British 
colonial imperialism must develop into American industrial world rule. We had 
experience in South America, which without actual declared war was now 
the hewer of wood and drawer of water for the United States Empire. American 
investment has put South America at the mercy of a foreign demand for such 
products as we have developed in different nations so that the livelihood of 
each nation is dependent on us: Cuba on sugar; Chile on copper; Bolivia on tin; 
Venezuela on oil; Brazil on coffee; Guatemala on fruit; we hold in power over 
many of these lands dictators largely in our pay. 

This we proposed to extend over the former British Empire if not over the 
world. Russia was lost to this scheme, but we were sure Communism would fail 
as an industrial possibility. Russia did not fail; she even stopped our designs in 
the Balkans. She was a danger to our profits. She was built up into a danger to 
civilization. 

Our ideal is wrong and in opposition to the trend of the age. War on the scale 
we plan is suicide. It is the duty of all loyal Americans to preach peace. 

As one result of this crisis, American Negroes are reaping benefits not due 
entirely to more liberal attitudes on the part of the white population, but rather 
to increasing sensitiveness of the United States to world criticism of its democ
racy. The color-line is yielding in the matter of voting and admission to schools. 
Negroes have been sent abroad on scholarships and for travel, but always with 
the understanding that they will defend or at least not attack the policy of this 
nation in regard to Negroes. Thus one Negro alternate to the Assembly of the 
United Nations has painted fantastic stories of Negro freedom and prosperity 
while another criticized William Patterson's charge of Genocide. 

All men at some time are bitterly disappointed at their fellows. Englishmen, 
looking on their people as a "happy breed," are shocked to learn how many are 
greedy, cruel and dishonest; young Southerners, raised to regard the white South 
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as chivalrous and brave, must squirm to discover so many lustful scoundrels. 
So I, having trained myself to think of my race as essentially kindly, loyal and 
honest, or if selfish and silly to think of this as due to slavery and oppres
sion, have in these last days been astonished to find well-to-do and educated 
American Negroes cowardly and dishonest. Yet of course this is but natural as 
human nature goes, and I am strengthened by the knowledge that a larger propor
tion of intelligent Negroes stood staunch in my defense than of intelligent whites 
in defense of the Hollywood Ten or other victims of the Un-American Committee. 

It has long been the policy of conquerors to let the conquered conquer them
selves; thus armies of slaves made slaves of their fellows; mercenary soldiers 
subdued their peasant brother, and Negroes conquered Africa for Europe, while 
Chinese and Indians forced China and India to bow to the white race. It was the 
Negro, Tippo Tib, who organized the African slave trade in the 19th century to 
benefit the Arabs. 

Today France is using the black Senegalese to conquer Viet-Nam, and Britain 
has used troops of every race and hue to hold the remains of her empire. Perhaps 
worst of all today is the use of American Negro troops in Korea. Not only is this 
bound to leave a legacy of hate between yellow nations and black, but the effect 
on the Negroes of America at being in a sense compelled to murder colored folk 
who suffer from the same race prejudice that Negroes in the United States have 
long suffered and still suffer; at being almost forced to be the dumb tools of 
business corporations seeking to dominate China and Asia-this is bound to 
result in the exacerbation of prejudice and inner conflict here in America. 

Paul Robeson had this in mind when he voiced in Paris the hope that Negroes 
would never fight Russia, the sole nation on earth which has made race preju
dice a crime. His was the far-reaching cry for inter-racial peace, in a war-torn 
world. For this appeal he has been crucified and characteristically many rich and 
respectable Negroes have joined the slavery wolf-pack in return for cash and 
ease. The problem is not ended; it has only begun. 

For many years now I have viewed in long procession the pale dreams of 
men wandering vaguely yet rhythmically down the years. Yet never in any sin
gle year has the frustration and paradox of life stood out so clearly as in this 
year when, having finished 83 years of my life in decency and honor, with 
something done and something planning, I stepped into the 84th year with 
handcuffs on my wrists. Like the utter rending of precious fabric I was witness
ing the blood-stained collapse of Atlantic culture finding burial on the ancient 
ruins of the Mediterranean efforts to civilize mankind. I saw this caricature and 
contradiction of mighty ideals, in frantic dying struggle, trying with lewd incest 
again to rape the All-Mother Asia from northern Heartland to southern sea, 
from Russia to India. And when weak and isolated by race I tried to make faint 
protest against this world suicide, I was slandered and shamed and threatened 
with five years in prison and $10,000 fine. 

Gradually I have come to see the picture of the modern world with more sat
isfying clarity. Before the First World War, my whole thought and energy was 
directed toward the victims of race prejudice, which formed the group of persons 
with which I from birth had been identified. Slowly I came to recognize that the 
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cause of their suffering was not primarily a matter of ethics, but of ease of 
exploitation; of the larger profit which could be had from low-paid Negro labor, 
so long as its plight aroused no sympathy or resentment from the community. 
Thence I fared further to realize that this exploitation of Negroes was more intense 
than that of white labor, and that white labor despite its own plight joined in the 
oppression of Negroes and excluded them from their defensive unions. When 
after the First World War, the C.I.O. began to include black labor in the union 
movement, I began slowly to emerge from my provincial racialism and to envis
age the broader problems of work and income as affecting all men regardless 
of color or nationality. This I expounded in my Black Reconstruction in 1935 and, 
in 1940, I formulated a thesis of socialism for the American Negro in my Dusk 
of Dawn. 

The Second World War sent all my formulations a-whirl. Not from the inner 
problems of a single social group, no matter how pressing, could the world be 
guided. I began to enter into a World conception of human uplift, and one cen
tering about the work and income of the working class. I emerge into a World of 
War, and weep 

Hail and Hail again 
Uncounted Dead of all the Wars of all the Worlds! 
Outnumbering the living 
Millions to one. 
Hail and farewell! 
Brood of blood-clotted babies 
Birthed in bitter pain. 
Sired of Old Man Murder, 
Mothered by the harlot, Gain! 
Nursed in the crippled brains of senile Senators 
On the milked gold of venal Congressmen. 
Trained by Generals, tricked in tawdry tinsel, 
Singing to martial music, trumpeting to drum: 
March, March, Robots, March! 
Kill, kill, ever kill! 
Come Deaf Blind, Dumb! 
Die, die, always die! 
Rot, rot, ta-ra-ra, rot! 

Scream, 0 silent Dead, 
Into whose sad and sightless faces 
I stand and stare. 
I feel what you felt 
When Assyria quenched the first fine flame of Egypt; 
I see what you saw when Greeks buried Greece beneath the Parthenon; 
I hear what you heard when Rome tore down her towers and fell her 

endless fall. 
I know what you know as America murders Asia 
As Africa is pain and shame 
And Europe rushes down to Hell 
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Shrieking with candle, book and bell. 
I weep the tears you can no longer weep 
For you are dead and Death is black 
And I am black 
And Blacks are red with all the blood 
That Whites have shed. 

If cowards die let brave men live 
To face the sky. 
Let all be one and one vast will 
Cry: Stop, Halt, Hold! 
Awake 0 Witless, drear and dread 
Awake 0 Mothers of the dead 
Save the World! 

Save the children and their dreams 
Save the color and the sound 
Save the form of faiths unfound 

Save Civilization, soul and sod, 
Save the tattered shreds of God! 
War is murder, murder hate 
And suicide, stupidity 
Incorporate. 
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A. SPEECH BY DR. DU BOIS AT THE ALL-RUSSIAN PEACE 
CONGRESS, MOSCOW, AUGUST, 1949 

I represent millions of citizens of the United States who are just as opposed to war 
as you are. But it is not easy for American citizens either to know the truth about 
the world or to express it. This is true despite the intelligence and wealth and 
energy of the United States. Perhaps I can best perform my duty to my country 
and to the cause of world peace by taking a short time to explain the historic 
reasons for the part which the United States is playing in the world today. I can 
do this the more appropriately because I represent that large group of fourteen 
million Americans, one tenth of the nation, who in a sense explain America's 
pressing problems. 

The two great advantages of the United States have been vast natural resources 
and effective labor force. The first effective labor force were slaves, at first both 
white and black, but increasingly as time went on black Africans brought in by 
an intense effort made by the English especially in the 18th century which suc
ceeded in landing 15 million black laborers in all the Americas from 1500 to 
1800, at a cost of 100,000,000 souls to Africa, disrupting its culture and ruining 
its economy. This labor gave the world tobacco, cotton, sugar and numbers of 
other crops and opened America to the world. There followed an increasing 
migration of millions of workers chiefly from Europe who became energetic 
laborers with initiative and skill encouraged by the large and immediate returns 
from their efforts. With free land, favorable climate and freedom of trade, the 
individual laborer could make a living and often become rich without the neces
sity of any wide social control for the common good. Plenty for most workers, 
without socialism, marked America from 1800 to 1900. 

But this was possible not only because of vast resources but also because of 
the slavery of the blacks. So long as a depressed class of slaves with no political 
nor social rights supplied a rich mass of basic materials and a whole area of per
sonal service the share of white capital and white labor was abnormally large. 
Even when the expanding mass of white labor tried to build a democratic form 
of government, inspired by the thinkers of the late 18th century, they faced the 
uncomfortable fact of slavery in the land of liberty. Some wanted to abolish Negro 
slavery forthwith: but slaves represented too much invested property and income 
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for this to be easy. So in 1787, the United States declared" All men are equal" in 
the face of the fact that at the time nearly one American in every five was a 
slave. This was not complete hypocrisy. Most persons believed that Negro slav
ery could not continue without a slave trade so they arranged to suppress this 
African trade in 20 years and thus gradually they hoped the slave labor would 
disappear. 

This did not happen, because slave labor in the United States even with a 
curtailed slave trade began to raise so valuable a cotton crop that this crop by 
use of newly invented machinery became one of the most profitable investments 
of the modern world. The spindles for spinning cotton cloth in Europe increased 
from five million in 1800 to 150 million in 1900 and black labor furnished the 
raw material. This was the Cotton Kingdom and it represented vast capital and 
the income of millions of people. Slavery therefore in the United States by 1820, 
had so firm an economic foundation that emancipation became impossible without 
cataclysm. 

This pressure for social upheaval naturally did not come from the organizers 
of industry, nor from property owners, nor even at first from the white workers, 
who had been taught that their high wages depended on the slavery of Negroes. 
The pressure came primarily from the Negroes; first by their sheer physical 
expansion from 750,000 in 1790 to 3 million in 1840, of whom nearly 400,000 had 
gained their freedom by purchase, escape or philanthropy. They organized sys
tematic escape from the territory where the slave system prevailed: they joined 
with white men in an abolition movement; and their kin in Haiti and other West 
Indies Islands shook the world with bloody revolt. 

But the struggle of the black slave for freedom did not gain the sympathy of 
the majority of citizens of the United States. This was because a persistent pro
paganda campaign had been spread as slave labor began to increase in value, to 
prove by science and religion that black men were not real men; that they were 
a sub-species fit only for slavery. Consequently the fight for democracy and espe
cially the struggle for a broader social control of wealth and of individual effort 
was hindered and turned aside by wide-spread contempt for the lowest class of 
labor and the consequent undue emphasis put on unhampered freedom of indi
vidual effort, even at the cost of social loss and degradation. Therefore at the time 
when socialism and broad social control for the common good should have spread 
in the United States as it was spreading in Europe there grew on the contrary 
exaltation of industrial anarchy, tightening of the slave system and belief in indi
vidual or group success even at the expense of national welfare. 

The catastrophe was precipitated as the workers gradually discovered that 
slavery of their black fellows was not to their advantage if slave labor spread to 
the free soil of the West. The nation went to Civil War therefore not to abolish 
slavery, but to limit it to the cotton states. The South was determined to spread 
slavery in the North and if not there, into the Caribbean and South America. This 
would cut Northern capital off from its most valuable market, and the North 
fought to preserve this market. But the North could not win without the co
operation of the slaves themselves, since the slaves were raising food for the 
Southern armies. Gradually by a general strike the Negroes began to desert to 
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the Northern armies as laborers, servants and spies, until at last 300,000 of them 
became armed soldiers while a million more stood ready to fight. Thus American 
Negroes gained their freedom. 

Now came the problem as to what to do with them. They were ignorant, 
poverty-stricken, sick. The Northerners wanted to let them drift. The freedmen 
desperately wanted land and education. A plan of socialistic control with schools 
and land distribution was worked out by philanthropists, but industry rejected 
it as too costly and as alien to American individualism. Then came a hitch: unless 
the slaves were given the right to vote, their numerical voting strength would go 
to their white former masters, who would vote to lower the tariff on which 
war industry flourished and to scale the war debt owned by Northern banks. 
Suddenly industry gave the black freedmen the vote, expecting them to fail but 
meantime to break the power of the planters. The Negroes did not fail; they 
enfranchised their white fellow workers, established public schools for all and 
began a modern socialistic legislation for hospitals, prisons and land distribution. 
Immediately the former slave owners made a deal with the Northern industrial 
leaders for the disfranchisement of the freedmen. The South would support 
the tariff and the debt. The freedmen lost the right to vote but retained their 
schools, poorly supported as they were by their own meager wages and Northern 
philanthropy. 

The history of the United States in the last 75 years has been one of the great 
series of events in human history. With marvelous technique based on scientific 
knowledge with organized expert management, vast natural resources and world 
wide commerce, this country has built the greatest industrial machine in 
history-still capable of wide expansion. This organization is socialistic in its 
planning and coordination and methods but it is not under democratic control, 
nor are its objects those of the welfare state. 

Our industry is today controlled, as George Seldes tells us, by 1,000 individ
uals and is conducted primarily for their profit and power. This does not exclude 
a great deal which is for the progress of America and the world, but human 
progress is not its main object nor its sole result. The American philosophy 
brought over from pioneer days was that individual success was necessarily social 
uplift, and today large numbers of Americans firmly believe that the success of 
monopolized industry controlled by an oligarchy is the success of this nation. It 
is not; and the high standard of living in the United States and its productive 
capacity is not due to monopoly and private profit, but has come in spite of this 
and indicates how much higher standards of living might have been reached 
not only in America but throughout the world, if the bounty of the United States 
and its industrial planning had been administered for the progress of the 
masses instead of the power and luxury of the few. 

The power of private corporate wealth in the United States has throttled 
democracy and this was made possible by the color caste which followed 
Reconstruction after the Civil War. When the Negro was disfranchised in the 
South, the white South was and is owned increasingly by the industrial North. 
Thus, caste which deprived the mass of Negroes of political and Civil Rights 
and compelled them to accept the lowest wage, lay underneath the vast industrial 
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profit of the years 1890 to 1900 when the greatest combinations of capital took 
place. 

The fight of Negroes for democracy in these years was the main movement 
of the kind in the United States. They began to gain the sympathy and coopera
tion of those liberal whites who succeeded the abolitionists and who now real
ized that physical emancipation of a working class must be followed by political 
and economic emancipation or means nothing. For more than a half century 
this battle of a group of black and white Americans for the abolition of color caste 
has gone on and made striking progress: The American Negro is beginning to 
vote, to be admitted to labor unions and to be granted many Civil Rights. But 
the mischief and long neglect of democracy has already spread throughout the 
Nation. A large percentage of eligible voters do not go to the polls. Democracy has 
no part in industry, save through the violence or threatened violence of the 
strike. No great American industry admits that it could or should be controlled 
by those who do its work. But unless democratic methods enter industry, democ
racy fails to function in other paths of life. Our political life is admittedly under 
the control of organized wealth and while the socialized organization of all our 
work proceeds, its management remains under oligarchical control and its 
objects are what that oligarchy decide. They may be beneficial decisions, they 
may be detrimental, but in no case are they arrived at by democratic methods. 

The claim of the United States that it represents democracy in contrast to fas
cism or communism is patently false. Fascism is oligarchy in control of a socialized 
state which is run for the benefit of the oligarchs and their friends. Communism 
is a socialized state conducted by a group of workers for the benefit of the mass 
of the people. There may be little difference in the nature of the controls exer
cised in the United States, fascist Germany and the Soviet republics. There is a 
world of difference in the objects of that control. In the United States today the 
object is to center and increase the power of those who control organized wealth 
and they seek to prove to Americans that no other system is so successful in 
human progress. But instead of leaving proof of this to the free investigation of 
science, the reports of a free press, and the discussion of the public platform, 
today in the United States, organized wealth owns the press and chief news 
gathering organs and is exercising increased control over the schools and mak
ing public discussion and even free thinking difficult and often impossible. 

The cure for this and the way to change the socially planned United States 
into a welfare state is for the American people to take over the control of the 
nation in industry as well as government. This is proceeding gradually. Many 
Americans are not aware of this, but it is true: we conduct the post office; we are 
in the express and banking business; we have built the great Tennessee Valley 
river control system; we exercise control in varying degrees over railroads, radio, 
city planning, air and water traffic; in a thousand other ways, social control for 
general welfare is growing and must grow in our country. But knowledge of 
this, of its success and of its prevalence in other lands, does not reach the mass 
of people. They are today being carried away by almost hysterical propaganda 
that the freedoms which they have and such individual initiative as remains are 
being threatened and that a third world war is the only remedy. 
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Not all America has succumbed to this indefensible belief. The Progressive 
Party ... has challenged this program; the voters in 1948 declared wide agree
ment but were induced by fear to vote for a man who has not carried out his 
promises; the Council of Arts, Sciences and Professions assembled a vast protest 
against war last year and the religious sect of Quakers have just issued a fine 
balanced statement in the same line. There are millions of other Americans who 
agree with these leaders of the Peace Movement. I bring you their greeting. 

B. SOME OF THE 83RD BIRTHDAY GREETINGS 

ENGLAND: 
"Every year of his noble useful life adds to the richness of our generation and 

helps to break the shackles which still fetter all enslaved and oppressed peo
ples,"-THE VERY REv. DR. HEWLETT JoHNSON, Dean of Canterbury. 

"Dr. Du Bois has shown to all the world that the great tradition of American 
citizenship is still a living and inspiring reality." -JoHN D. BERNAL, Prof. of 
Physics, Birkbeck College. 

"I pay tribute to Dr. Du Bois' courage and integrity and congratulate America 
in possessing so fine a son steeped in its grandest traditions of truth and free
dom."-THE HON. IVOR MONTAGU, chairman, British Peace Society. 

FRANCE: 
"Profound admiration your courageous inspiring efforts for a victorious 

peace." -JouoT-CURIE, president, World Peace Council. 
"At your side, as at the side of all Americans who work to save peace, are all 

the defenders of peace throughout the world. They assure you of their active 
support and warm sympathy." -JEAN LAFFrrrn, secretary, World Peace Council. 

SOVIET UNION: 
"I congratulate the great friend of peace and of all the peoples who preserv

ing the youthfulnes of his heart battles now for the youth of all countries and all 
races." -ILYA EHRENBURG, author. 

"Wish you good health and many years to live to work successfully for cause 
of peace throughout world for cause of progress and happiness of whole 
humanity." -DMITRI SHOSTAKOVITCH, composer. 

"In my name and in name of Soviet Peace Committee we wholeheartedly 
congratulate you upon your 83rd birthday. We greet you as an ardent and firm 
fighter for peace in all countries. Wish you health, success in your noble fight 
for strengthening of ties of friendship between American and Soviet peoples for 
strengthening of peace throughout whole world." -NIKOLAI TIKHONOV, chairman, 
Soviet Peace Committee. 

"Men of Soviet culture highly appreciate services of this noted fighter for the 
cause of peace for the rights of the Negro people. WISh Dr. DuBois good health 
and success in his noble work devoted to defense of peace in the world."
ALEXANDER FADEYEV, author. 
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