ongress Anti- -Lynch Bill ||
Calls Mass Meetings 'Mobs”

‘-ed To Break Picket Lines; Pretends Federal Courts Are “Impartial™;

Only Negro Bill of Rights in Interests of Negro Masses
¢

} By HARRY H. HAYWOOD
I

, i0od of so-called “anti-lynching”
bills have been introduced in the
#%ent Congress by politicians of
the Revublican and Demecratic
Ues, Doubtless, the introduction of
ese bills at thig time, is the result
the rising movement of the masses
ainst Jynching. But are these hil's

fually directed toward stamping
“ lynebing? Let us examine the
4'Stigan-Wagner bill, typical of the
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"This bill, intreduced bv BSenator
izan of Colorado, and Waenser of

v York, is spcnsored by the Nae.
nal Association for the Advance-
of Colored Peonle (NAACP),
become the focal wnoint
which the reformists and so-
t elements, inc'nding white
friends” of the Negro, North
id Souih mobilized. A<cording
it onsors, the passage by Con-
ess of such a bi'l, will put a stop
lvnching, They imply that the
tion of lynching does not hinge
1 the organized revolutionary
ght of the masses, but on the mere
issage of a bhill. Disregarding for
e moment this treachercous assump-
ion on the part of the reformists, a
mcrete examination of the “bill it-
If. will brine out clearly its reac-
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onarv character as a weapon, not
gainst the lynchers, but against
ose who seriously wish to fight

nching.

Ihe bill provides a definition of the
rm “moh” which throws light unon
e uses for which it is intended. It
escribes a2 mob ag “an assembiave
f three or more nercons aecting in
oneert, without authority of law, for
he nurmase of depriving anv person

his life, or doing him physical in-
ire

This definition is similar to that
sed in the famous Vireinia Anti-
nehing Bill, which, although there
ave been numerous lynchings in Vir-
nia since its nassa<e, has only been
ised once, and that not in a lynch
ise, Tt was us2d. on the basis of
ist such a definition of a “moh”
vainst strikers who defended them-
elyes against en attack by ganasters
d hv po'ice cfficers. Under this de-
nition, any assemblage of workers—

demonstration of share-croopers
wainst a local landlord, & mass
icketing of workers in a strike, and
ven a demonstration against lynch-

ng—could be defined as a “mob”
wd  the varticinents mrosecuted | .
inder an “anti-lvnching” law,

In effect, the bill would leaglize the
uurder of Negroes by landiords and
their police, #s hapvened at Camp
Hill and Reeltown, Alabama. Croo-
pers and poor farmers organizing to
‘esist seizure by the landlords of
their land, tools and livestock, would
‘e defined as a ‘“‘mob . . . acting in
oncert, without authority of law,”
nd their resistatce as “for the pur-
ose . . . of doing vhysical injury”
'y those seeking to wrest from them
heir means of livelihood.
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HE Costigan-Wagner bill provides
that the federal court shall “have
“over the nrosecution of
'3|mhers whether they be officers of
the stete or merelv gangsters. It pro-
ides that a “sheriff or other officer
who fails to protect a prisoner in his
‘sustoody from lynching, shall be
Jable to a fine of $5.000 and im-
risonment for not more than five
ars, or, Tor proved participation, of
lmnsonme'nt of from five years to

I‘hl.s on the surface apuears to be
1 considerable concession to the anti-
lynch movement. But et us analyze
t carefully; let us go below the sur-
face. It is clear that this section of
the bill secks to foster the lie that
there is & difference between the at-
itude of the Federal and local courts
' the Negro question.

The canitalists and the reformist
leadership of the N.A.AC.P., while
admitting the “possible” partiality of

' local courts, would have us believe
that this i not the case with the in-
stitution of the Federal government,.

h, no! The Federal courts are im-
artial, and not influenced bv a vul-
ar class and national strife. This, in
the face of cverwhelming proof, that

1 every impeortaub issue involving
sonfint hatwean empress:d and op-
pressor, the federal courts, including

that court of “last i'lusions,” the U.
S. Suoreme Court, have invariably
ruled in the interest of the oppres-
sors. Even In the Scotfsboro Case, the
7.8, Supreme Court at first attemdt-
+4 to avold having to make a ruling.
when finally forced bv mass pressure
to hear the apveal filed by the In.
iernational Labor Defense and to
rant 2 new trial, the U.S. Suoreme

. Court carefully avoided ali funda.
| mental issues raised by the defense,
| suych as the systematic exelusion of
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Negroes from juries in Jackson and
other counties of Alabama—issues
which strike at the verv heart of the
ystem of lynching and nationa) op-
oression, and involve the constitu-
tional rights of the Negro people.
1. stead, the Supreme Court based its
decision on the least fundamental of
| the reversible issues—denial of ade-
fiate defense to the accused.

% [)1¢ it not clear that even in this

1‘ ravorable” decision, the a.uust
antlemen of the U.S. Supreme Court
ladaneyetothe interests of the
Southern ruling class lynchers?
But an even more brazen defense
5¢ the ruline class lynchers is given
in the attemot by the federal court
5f Raltimore to disbar Bernard Ades,
[LD. attorney. in punishment for
his militant defense of Euel Lee and
s vicorous struggles for the consti-
.mnonal and democratie rights of the
'iegro neople. Here we have a case
‘here the federal court is used by
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the lynchers themselves, to prosecute
and to seek to disbar one who stands
in the forefront of the real fight
sgainst lynehing in Maryland.

. L ] L ]
l’!‘ is clear, then, that this reputed

“difference” between the local and
federal courts is but 2 new and more
cunning attempt of the reformists to
preserve legalistic {llusions among
the masses and to revive thely falth
in the bourgeois government and its
institutions.

It is a new attempt to hide from
the Negro and white tollers the class
character of these institutions as in-
struments of class and national op-
pression. Federal legislation? Yes, We
gre not opwosed to effective federal
legislation against lynching, but it
can only be effective when sun
by an aroused and organized mass
movement for its enforcement. And
it is nrecisely this which the reform-
ists wish to avoid.

The hypocrisv of the sponsors of
the Costizan-Wagner bill, as well as
the othar so-called anti-lynching bills
now before Congress, is further
shown by the fact that in all of
these bills, lynching is treated as &
phenomenon entirely sevarate from
the general oppression of the Negro
people. By means of this obviods
fraud, the bourgeoisie and their re-
formist lackeys seek to divert the
masses from any real struggle against
tynehing, which, as the exverience of
the Scottsboro campaimm has showm,
can only be effective if carried thru
simultaneouely with & fight against,
and exnosure of the whole system of
national oppression, of which lynch-
ing is only one expression.

Moreover, the bilis at.present before
Congress, are all eurlpusly silent on
lynch frams-ups—iegal or courtroom
lynchings. Simultaneously with the
growth of extra-legal lynchings, we

er courtroom lynchings in this period.
Along with lynchings by “mobs” or-
ganized by “leading” -citizens, the
courts taken upon themselves the
role of carrying through the lynch-
ings, by {frame-ups of innoceat
Negroes, speedy trials by all-white
juries of business men and farmers,
conducted in & lynch atmgsphere
with denisl of the cons#ftutional
rights to the defendants—-ithe right
to choose their own eounsel, ete. This
{s & maneuver to provids a legal cloak
for the lynchers of the Negro people.

‘These legal lynchings expose more
clearly than anything the sysiem of
national oppressior: and the courts as
instruments for ¢he maintenance of
this system. Thus, anyone proposing
to fight lynchiag without at the same

vorted | time fighting against the whole sys-

tem of nationsl ovoression, frame-
ups and leeal lynching is either an
ignoramus or a sly egent of the
lynechers.,

In sharp contrast to these reform-
ist mmeasures, is the Bill of Civil]
Rivhis for the Negro Peonle, provosed |
by the League of Strve~le for Ne~ro |
Rienhts and taken to Washington by |
e SBcottshoro Marchers. The differ- |
‘ence lles in the fol'owing: (1) that|
the vromosals of the bill are not con- |
celved as something to replace a |
mass revolutionary movement against |
lynching, but on the contrary, as a
weanon for broadening out and
strengthening such a movemers which |
alone can nut a stop to lvnching: and |
(2) this Bill of Civil Rights treats|
lynching in & correct manner, not as
an isolated phenomenon, but as an
integral part of the whole svstem of
iim-crow, national oopression. I
therefore approaches the qusstion of
the fight against lynching as a part
of the fight for the constitutionzl
and civil riehts of the Negro people
and for national liberation.

| witness an alarndng increase of legal

(To be continued)

Jim Crow Negroes On
New York C.W.A. Jobs;
Are First to Be Fired
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LaGuardia and Daniels Are Responsible; Workers |
Protest Diserimination

NEW YORK . —Marce! Work, a job-
less Negro, rvepresenting the Unem-
ployment Council, demanded of C.
W. A. Administrator Daniels an end
of discrimination against Negro
workers on C, W, A, jobs in New
York City, during yesterday’s united
front demonstration against Roose-
velt's C. W. A, layofls.

Danijels shirked all responsibility
for the scandalous treatment of the
Negroes on C. W. A, work in New
York City. Under the New York C.
W. A administration snd au n(lau
of Mayor La Guardis,
ployed Negroes have been Mm
and have undergone sharper and
sharper diserimination.

There are at least 100,000 unem-
ployed Negro workers in New York
City, with a population of Negroes
which ar~cording to the 1932 Census
was 327,706. At least 60 per
of all Negro workers in the ¢ lt
jobless. In New York there is
largest conceniration of Negro popu-
lation in the world.

But of the 100,000 unemployed
Negro workers, only about 3,700 got
on C. W. A, jobs. Even in the heart
of Harlem, where the Negro workers
are segregated, whites predominated
on C.W.A. jobs at least 5 to 1. Scores
of thousands of Negro workers were
not even permitted to register. Only
about 10,000 Negroes were registered.
Even the registration of Nesn work-
ers by the C. W. A. administration
was carried out on a jim-crow basis,
Negroes were forced to register in
jim-crow offices in Harlem, no matter
medwhat section of the city they
lived,
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The skilled work was not given to |
Negro workers, Almost none of Lhel
skilled Negro mechanics or b'mdmg‘
trades workers got skilled C. W. A.
jobs. Those few Negrées who got
C. W. A, jobs were glven pick and
shovel work. The C. W. A, adminis~
tration offices are filled with thou-
sands of whites. Negroes cannot be
found in these jobs.

Where the Negro workers got un- |
skilled jobs they were segregated |
from the whites. !

In the fiving of workers now gomgg
on under Roosevelt’s orders, the|

gross discrimination to take place
without so much as a word. La-
Guardia as well as the Roosevelt-
Tammany wmachine, is directly re-
sponsible for the disgraceful Jim
Crow practices of the CWA adminis-
tration in New York City. The same
discrimination exists throughout the
~ountry.

The League of Struggle for Negro
Rights, as well as the Unemployed
Councils and the Relief Workers
Leagues are carrying on a vigorous
campaign for the rights of the
Negroes on CWA jobs, All workers |
and workers organizations should
fight against the Jim Crowing of
Negro workers on CWA jobs, a.gamst
the firing of Negro workers from
CWA projects; for equal pay for
equal work for Negroes, and against
any form of discrimination against

the unemployed Negro workers; with

no discrimination in the giving out
of jobs and relief.

Lincoln’s Policies Prc

PRESERVED POWER OF PLAN

utionary veriod in the history of
the United States—that of the Civi]

and Thesitating center
!tnandplwt but “Lincoln,

Great
.| the Great Compromiser” is the ac-

picture.

The Civil War Conflict |
The Civil War was a conflict be-
tween the rising, still young, pro-
gressive capitalism of the North and
ﬂumcuon;rydavewglmeotthe

essentially similar to the social strug-
gle which had been going on in
England and Europe since the 17th
century: the struggle of the rising
middle class, brought into being by

the development of capitalism,
against the feudal and its
supporters, chiefly the feudal land-

OWners.

Such were the Cromwellian Revo-
'ution in England, the Great French
Revolution of 1789 which brcke out
new in 1848, and the revolutions
wvhich began in Germany and Austria

'n the same year. Capitalism was
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