the gates to miscegenation and widespread racial
amalgamation.

“This belief is at the heart of our racc problem,
and until it is realized that this is the South’s basic
and compelling motive, there can be no under-
standing of the South’s attitude.

It must be realized too that the Negroes of the
U.8.A. are today by far the most fortunate members
of their race to be found anywhere on earth. In-
stead of being the hapless victim of unprecedented
oppression, it is nearer the truth that the Negro
in the United States is by and large the produet of
friendliness and helpfulness unequaled in any com-
parable instance in sll history. Nowhere else in
the world, at any time of which there is record, has
a helpless, backward people of another color been
so swiftly uplifted and so greatly benefited by a
dominant race.

What America, including the South, has done for
the Negro is the truth which should be trumpeted
abroad in rebuttal of the Communist propaganda.
In failing to utilize this truth we have deliberately
put aside a powerful affirmative weapon of enor-

mous potential value te the free world and have

allowed ourselves to be thrown on the defensive and
placed in an attitude of apologizing for our conduct
in a matter where actually our record is one of which
we can be very proud.

We have permitted the subject of race relations
in the United States to he used not as it should
be used, as a weapon for America, but as a weapon
for the narrow designs of the new aggressive
Negro leadership in the United States. It cannot
be so used without damage to this country, and
that damage is beyond computation. Instead of
winning for America the plaudits and trust of the
colored peoples of Asia and Africa in recognition
of what we have done for our colored people, our
pro-Negro propagandists have seen Lo it that the
U'nited States appears as an international Simon
Legree — or rather a Dr. Jekyll and Mr. Hyde
with the South in the villainous role.

rErlE South has had a bad time with words. Nearly
a century ago the word slavery, even more than
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the thing lself, did the South irreparable damage.
In a strange but real way the misused word democ-
racy has injured the South; its most distinetive
—and surely its greatest — period has been
enlled undemoeratic, meaning illiberal and reac-
tionary, because 1L resisted the onward sweep of a
contralizing governmental trend alien to our fed-
eral republic and destructive of the very *corner-
stone of liberty,” local self-government. Today
the word segregation and, perhaps even more
haurmful, the word prejudice blacken the South’s
character before the world and make doubly diffi-
cult our effort to preserve not merely our own
way of life but certain basic principles upon which
our couniry was founded.

Words are of such transcendent importance to-
day that the South should long ago have protested
against these two. They are now too firmly im-
bedded in the dialectic of our race problem to be
got rid of. But that very fact renders all the more
necessary a careful serutiny of them. Let us first
consider the word segregation.

Segregation is sometimes carelessly listed as a
synonym of separation, but it is not a true syno-
nym and the difference between the two words is
important,

Segregation, from the Latin segregdius (set apart
from the flock), impiies isolation; separation car-
ries no such implication. Segregation is what we
have done to the American Indian — whose griev-
ous wrongs few reformers and still fewer politicians
ever bother their heads about.. By use of force and
against his will we have segregated him, isolated
kim, on certain small reservations which had and
still have somewhat the character of concentration
camps.

The Bouth has not done that 1o the Negro. On
the contrary, it has shared its countryside and its
cities with him in amity and understanding, not
perfect by any means, and careful of established
folk custom, but far exeeeding in human friendli-
ness anything of the kind to be found in the North.
Not segregation of the Negro race as the Indian
s segregated on his reservations — and as the
Negro is segregated in the urban Harlems of the
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North -— but simply separation of the white and
Negro races in certain phases of activity is what
the South has always had and feels that it must
somehow preserve even though the time-honored,
successful, and completely moral “separate but
equal” principle no longer Has legal sanction.

Until the Supreme Court decision forbidding
compulsory racial separation in the public schools,
the South was moving steadily toward abandon-
ment or relaxation of the compulsory separation
rule in several important fields. This is no longer
true. Progress in racial relations has been stopped
short by the ill-advised insistence of the Northern-
directed Negro leadership upon the one conces-
sion which above all the white South will not and
cannot make ~ public school integration.

Another word which is doing grave damage to
the South today is prejudice, meaning race preju-
dice — a causeless hostility often amounting to
hatred which white Southerners are alleged to fecl
in regard to the Negro. Here again the South,
forgetful of the lessons of its past, has failed to
challenge effectively an inaccurate and injurious
word, Not prejudice but preference is the word
that truth requires. ' ’

Between prejudice and preference there is vast
difference. Prejudice is a preconceived unfavorable
judgment or feeling without sound basis. Prefer-
ence is a natural reaction to facts and conditions
observed or experienced, and through the action
of heredity generation after generation it becomes
instinctive. Like separateness, it exists through-
out the animal kingdom. Though the diffeience
between two races of an animal species may be so
slight that only a specialist can differentiate be-
tween them, the individuals of one race prefer as
a rule to associate with other individuals of that
race.

One can cite numerous examples among birds
and mammals. In the human species the history
of our own country provides the most striking ex-
ample of race preference. The white men and
women, chiefly of British, German, Dutch, and
Seandinavian stocks, who colonized and occupied
what is now the United States were strongly im-
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bued with race preference. They did not foilow
the example of the Spanish and Portuguese (in
whom for historical reasons the instinct of race
preference was much weaker; who in colonizing
South and Central America amalgamated with
the Indians found in possession of the land and in
some cases with the Negroes brought over as
staves. Instead, the founders of the future United
States maintained their practice of non-amalgama-
tion rigorously, with only slight racial blendings
along the fringes of each group.

Hence it is nonsgense to say that racial diserimina-
tion, the necessary consequence of race preference,
18 “un-American.” Actuaily it is perhaps the most
distinetively American thing there is, the reason
why the American people — meaning the people
of the United States — are what they are. Today
when racial discrimination of any kind or degree is
instantly denounced as both sinful and stupid, fow
wtop 1o reflect that this nation is built eohidiy
upon it.

The truth is, of comse, that there are many dif-
ferent kinds and degrees of racial diserimination,
Some of them are bad — outdated rclics of an ear-
lier time when conditions were unlike those of
today, and these should be, and were being, abol-
ished until the unpreecdented decree of the Su-
preme Court in the school cases halted all progress.
But not all kinds of racial diserimination are evil
—unless we are prepared to affirm 1hat our fore-
futhers blundered in " keeping the breed pore.”

Thus it is elear that diserimination (0o is o mis-
used word as commonly employed in the realm of
racial relations. It does not nccessarily imply
vither stupidity or sin. It is not a synonym for in-
justice, and it is very far from being, as many
scem to think, a synonym for hayred. The Sowth-
ern white man has always exercised discrimina-
tion in regard to the Negro but — except for a
tiny and untypical minority of the white popula-
{ion — he has never hated the Negro. I have
lived a fairly long life in a part of the South — the
South Carclinn  Loweouniey — where  there are
many thousands of Negroes, and sinee early boy-
hood T have known many of them well, in some
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enses for years; in town and country. I know how
I feel about them und how the white people of
this old plantation region, the high and the low,
the rich and the poor, the large landowner and the
white mechanie, feel about them.

I am sure that among white Carolinians there
is, as yet, almost no hatred of the Negro, nor ix
there anything that can accurately be called race
prejudice. What does . exist, strongly and in-
eradicably, is race preference. In other words, we
white Southerners prefer our own racc and wish
10 keop it as it is.

This preference should not and in fact cannct be
climinated. It is much bigger than we are, u far
greater thing than our racial dilemma. It is—
and here is another basic fact of great significance
—_ an cssential element in Nature's huge and com-
plex mechanism. It is one of the reasons why
evolution, ever diversifying, ever diseriminating,
ever separating race from race, species from spe-
cies, has been able to operate in an ascending
course so that what began acons ago as something
reserabling an amoeba has now become Man. In

preforring its own race and in striving to prevent

the destruction of that race by amalgamation with
another race; the white South is not flouting
Nature but is in harmony with her.

3

IF trE Negro also prefers his own race and wishes
{o preserve its identity, then he is misrepresenied
by his new aggressive leadership which, whether
or not this is its deliberate aim, is moving toward
2 totally different result, Tet us sce why that i o

The erux-of the race problem in the South, as 1
have said. is the nearly universal heliel of the
southern white people that only by muintaining o
cortain degree of separatenegs of the races can the
racial integrity of the white South be safeguarded.
Unfortunately the opinion has prevailed outside
¢he South that only a fow Sodtherners hold this
convietion — a handful of demagogic politicians
and tiheir most ignorant followers - and that “en-
fightoned ™ white Routherners recoenize the afleged
danger of reial amalgamation as trampoed-up
thing having no real substance,

(6)

Nothing could be farther from the truth. Be-
ause the ageressive Northern-Negro leadership
continucs (o drive onward, the white South {ex-
cept perhaps that part which is now mare Western
than Southern and in which Negroes are few) ix
today as united in its convietion that its racial in-
tegrity must be protected as it was when the same
conviction drove its people — the slaveholder and
the non-slhavehelider, the high and the fow, the edu-
cated and the lgnornt —— tor defend the ountworn
institutinn off Negro shivery beeause there soemed
1o he no other way o preserve the soeial and
politieal control needed to prevent the Africanizi.
tion of the Seuth by o combination of fanatica
Northern reformers and millions of eafranchised
Negroes. The South cscaped that fate becausc
after a decade of disastrous cxperiment the in.
telligent people of the victoricus North realized
1that the racial program of their social crusaders
wag unsound, or at least impracticable, and gave
up irying to enforee it.

Now in & surging revival of that “Reconstrue-
tion” crusade — a revival which is part dedicated
idealism, part understandable racial ambition,
part political expedichey national and interna-
tional — the same socind program is again to be
imposed upon the South. There are new condi-
tions which help powerfully to promote it: the
Hitlerite excesses in the name of race which have
brought all race distinctions into popular disre-
pute; the notion that the white man, by divesting
himsell of race consciousness, may appease the
peoples of Asia and Africa and wean them away
from Communism. ;

In addition, a fantastic perversion of scientific
authority has been publicized in support of the
new crusade. Though everywhere else in Nature
(as well as in all our plant breeding and animal
breeding) race and heredity are recognized as of
primary importance, we are told that in the human
spocies race is of no importance and racial dif-
forences are due nof to heredity but to environment.
Seienee has proved, so we are told, that all races are
equal and, in essentials, identical.

Science has most certainly not proved that all
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