: and from the vicissitudes of the Black Star Line and  1ew volume. It reads: “25,000 Negro del

Rews & Letters. July, 1985 Liberian Liberty Loan to Garvey's Caribbean tour. bled in Madison Square Garden in mats conf

L Finally, the event which climaxes the volume, representing 400,000,000 Negroes of the : 3
the 1921 UNIA (Universal Negro lmprovement As-  ETe2ting® * President of the Irish Republic.

. sociation) Convention, marks the pinnacle of Gar- cept sympathy of Negroes of the world for your cause.
vey’s development, one disclosing new contradic- bwee believe Ireland should be free even as Africa ;
tions in the movement. It is here that we see the p &e"&::' the Negroes of the world. Keep up |
many conflicts-within the UNIA finally give way  ,o° 7/ Treland. Marcus Garvey, :
to Garvey’s most outspoken challenge from the ;"rhj:“'a"-'-l Negro I n :

Harlem radicals and Communists associated with gives a view of both.the swee ;
the African Blood Brotherhood (ABB). events in Garvey’s thought and the confidencs
Though I was looking forward tn the publication of vision of what he “P”“e."“""fﬂ“ ‘ g
volume Ml—eand the project remsains a momentous iﬁiver&heleu, Frof. Hill's' couclusion thit “tha,
work—the critique I began when reviewing volumes 1 rish cause provided -the major - ogical
aat: .g;lm; ut:.e;ds to be Shmthe ﬁl;ged. Ttlake Prof.dl{ill's mainspring for Garvey’s radical political: transfor-: -
“Gen uction” in t volume—and pre- :
sumably there will be none besides this—I definitely ~ tion that inspired Garvey's vision, It was
thought the editor was looking at the objective situa- Ireland but the Russian Revolution that i
tion as a totality and had therefore called attention to Garvey's nationalism. . v
the study’s “historica] setting.” That included the peri- from Garvey’
od of the race riote of 1919 and the infamous Palmer
Ruids spearheaded by J. Edgar Hoover, Attorney Gen-
eral Palmers lieutenant (whom cur age knows much
better) against both Blacks and the radical movement.
Because ! had taken for granted that such key devel-
opments would be taken up and analymd, I had <on-
duded in my review of the first two volumes that
“Prof. Hill didn’t fully baing in the impact of the Rus- . ] _
gian Revolution upon Garvey which the documents . vy , ‘ ‘
themselves point to," and that. “anyone seriously look- in Prof. Hill's editing of the mass of Garvey/UNIA. doc- -
ing for the key to Garveyism's emergence out of the tri- uments, let us follow the two events which predominate |
angular movement of Biack thought and revolution be- & volume JII: Garvey's Caribbean tour, with Hoover’s :
¢ween the U.S., the Caribbean and Africa cannot ignore attempt to bar him from the US., and the second
e tosl writings of Garvey's Negro World...” That ~ UNIA Convention, in August, 1921, :
was not only in relationship to the Rusaian Revolution, The : .
but had long before developed in relation to Marr's Caribbean and J. Edgar Hoover
view of the West Indies, Thua I had called attention to o
the affinity betwoen Marx's and Garvey's views of the A decade after he lefl, Marcus Garvey had gone-
Jamsican peasantry and West Indian revolt. (See N&L, ~ back—nat to Africa—but to hia native Caribbean where,
Jan_-Feb. and March, 1984 imues.) ;}ngthﬂthcmuwm.w Africa” nor the du- "
However, left unexplained, Garvey's praise of the bious Black Star Line that he confronts as the most ob-
Rumwuﬁonandhhmmnenuonhnmand b ; Mack -__&
Trotsky give the impression that they did not flow from >
hhﬁcwofehnn;ingthewoﬂdorwem.ul’mﬁl—liﬂ
concluded, pome sort of “paradox” or “irony.” Far from
this being an irony, the truth is that Prof. Hill intended
no such connection.

Irish Question, and Russian Revolution

The same attitude toward presenting what is crucial
to Garvey's development holds for his relationship to
the Irizh Revolution, which is Prof. Hill's most original
category. Though it is the conclusion of volume II
which fefers to the telegram Garvey wired to Eamon de
Valera, President of the Provisional Government of Ire-
iand, at ihe opening of the 1920 UNIA Convention, it s
necessary to look at it as Carvey expressed it because it
is precisely the year, 1920-21, which is the focus of the
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one in which the innermost certainty
has of itaelf as an historic sub-
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climactic Second UNIA

radicalism” in the Garve
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quecﬁve gitunﬁon also disclosed & shift in global poli-
tics.ushering in a period of reaction in which all move-

ments came under the

the turbulent 1920s.

-thiat during his stay in Cuba he had
tfavelod to" the interior “where there were thou-

whip of counterrevolution during

T

simply to the “visionary”
calogical stuggles

, noT even to the id

That this remained background to the 1921 Conven-

tion cannot be attributed
gram of Garvey,

struggles
year leading up

which surfaced in the movement in the

an address on Avg. 19, 1921, ¢ the
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which
and Black,

. developmenta. I
“of the o

have a qubli-

deude, later on what we will do...”

a8 a totality, following World

plannad -five-week Caribbean tour was
lengthenod to four months due to the machinations of
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+War ] and the Russian Revolution.
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The point is that the mere presenting of
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