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GARDNER MURPHY, OF MONTGOMERY.

MAKES STRONG STATEMENTS AGAINST THE
PLATFORM. WRITES FROM WHITE
MAN’S STANDPOINT.

PREFACE T0 REVISED EDITION.

Since this Letter was first published, the question of
“Convention or No Convention’ has been put before
the people of Alabama. The result means that a Con-
stitutional Convention will assemble in the City of
Montgomery on May 21st, 1901, to take in hand the
revision of the organic law of the state. :

That is the technical result of the vote. Yet the
essential facts are of strange énd startling significance.
More than twenty ofthe leadi counties of the state
have gone agaln tﬁ»ﬁ“‘ ¥ .. Among the counties

BL% Yery narrowest margin are

those eontalnm 8 stable and progressive com-
2 N &f’ and Mobile. The condi-

tions in the eity oMMan#fomery are indicated by the
~following interview, printed in the Montgomery
Evening Journal for April 24th: “Here is a strange
situation,” said one of the gentlemen who has opposed
the movement for a constitutional convention. ¢“Af-
ter a campaign which was backed up by all the power
of our Democratic organization, by the vigorous sup-
port of the Democratic press of the state, and by the
traditional sentiment of party loyalty, the convention
movement has secured the endorsement of less than
one-third of the Democratic voters of the state. On
the face of the returns, the convention has secured a
technical victory. But let us take the figures in this
city, for example. More than two-thirds of the loyal
Democrats of this city refused to give the convention
their endorsement. The total Democratic vote for
mayor in the city primaries just held, was 2418.
Montgomery’s total vote for the convention was 752.
That means that 1,666 of the loyal Democratic voters
of this city declined to go to the polls and give the
proposed convention their approval. That is more
than two-thirds of the normal Democratic vote. It is
too early to say what the returns from other sections of
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the state will declare. The indications are that, even
where the Convention has carried, the meaning of the
figures will be about the same. There is something
appalling in such a result. A convention is to as-
semble to reconstruct the organic law of the state and
to frame an instrument which will determine the
rights and liberties of all the people, but it will 'be
acting under the specific authority of less than one-
third of the Democratic voters of Alabama. The act
of the legislature should have insisted, in my judg-
ment, on the guarantee that the convention must
proceed only after receiving the expressed approval of
a majority of the qualified voters of the state.”’

If the results of the election mean anything they
mean that the proposals of the platform of the State
Convention were not of such a character as to com-
mand the moral enthusiasm or the civic interest of the
people. The platform roused no sentiment of ap-
proval. The people cared not for it.

It is a dark day for Alabama when a campaign,
involving not the precede (ce of parties nor the inter-
-ests of law and order, hus : :
stitutional welfare, i

responded with overw
ties”’!!! Every intelligent man in Alabama knows
what that means. Was it really necessary?? And
can the patrons, advisers, and abettors of such a pro-
cedure be the men who are advocating the platform
of the State Convention as a measure of political puri-
fication ? Are these the steps that are going to ‘‘purify
things?”” Is this the movement that claims the right,
in the terms of the pledges of the platform of the State
Convention, to force the judgment and to bind the
consciences of those honored representatives of Ala-
bama to whom the people have intrusted the revision
of our organic law ?

FOR, THE PURPOSE OF THIS LETTER SHOULD NOT BE
MISUNDERSTOOD. It was not intended as in any sense
areflection upon the members of the Constitutional
Convention. That is evident on every page of it. It
is a defence of the liberties of that Convention. Nor
is the Letter an arraignment of the general move-
ment for the revision of our organic law. With the
essential purposes of that movement I have been in
sympathy. The Letter is a frank ecriticism of the
platform of the State Convention; and it is an effort
to demonstrate that that platform is unauthorized,
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impossible, and inexpedient; and, therefore, is not
legally or morally binding upon the action of those
who are intrusted by the people of Alabama with the
grave and serious work of Constitutional revision.
The modification or rejection of the demands of the
platform will not mean the betrayal of the trust of the
people. The people are fully protected by the pro-
vision of the act of legislature. Under that provision
the completed Constitution is to be referred, for ap-
proval or disapproval, to the voters of the state. The
instrument is to bear at last the seal of the people of
Alabama.

T am not a man lightly to advocate the invalidity
of public professions. If I stand for anything in the
community in which I live, I hope I stand for the
simple fidelities of the promise-keeper. But there are
some promises which no man has a right to make,
and there are other promises which—if imposed with-
out authority, if false in principle, impossible in
terms, and morally iniquitous in result—mo man
has a right to keep i emberq of the (}onstitu-
tional Conventior *(‘the mosd
the people can gatblgle B the E«ervants of the
literal demagoguiy of a piftisan mstrument but
the servants of the\y 2
our honored and beloved State.

It is with that contention, that I would lay this
argument courteously and respectfully in the hands
of every member of the Constitutional Convention.
The pledges of the state platform should not constrain
you. That element of my appeal is still a living
issue. A wise and righteous adjustment of the great
problem of suffrage will mean an adjustment that
will last. It will mean a permaneunt settlement of
our difficulties. Peace, a prosperous peace, will fol-
low. A false adjustment will be but temporary in
nature, will invite ceaseless agitation, and will trans-
form the contented and profitable labor of the State
into a labor that is made impotent by vague anxie-
ties, and unfruitful by the morbid tortures of polit-
ical hysteria. [ have tried to define what, in my
judgment, is the common-sense of the situation. I
have written from the standpoint of the white man.

The people of Alabama are a God-fearing and an
order-loving people. They will reject an instrument
that fails to secure their confidence. A Constitution
that will appeal to their civic pride and that will com-
mand their moral enthusiasm, will meet their glad
and immediate acceptance.
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To MR. JoEN V. SMITH, CHAIRMAN OF THE (AM-
PAIGN COMMITTEE OF THE DEMOCRATIC AND
CONSERVATIVE PARTY, BIRMINGHAM, ALA. :

HoN. AND DEAR StR:—1I have noted your courteous
interview given to the daily press, requesting the cler-
gymen of the State of Alabama to support the present
movement in behalf of a Constitutional Convention,
and I thank you for it.

I had already given serious consideration to the sub-
jeet with which your announcement deals. I am not
sure, however, that I should have given public expres-
sion to my conclusions, for our commonwealth repre-
sents a people who are particularly sensitive to ecclesi-
astical interference in the affairs of state. ‘“Meddling
in politics” is supposed to be a perversion of the
ministerial function. Your words, however, make my
duty clear. 1 agree with you that the issues at stake
are deeper in their significance than the usual differ-
ences of faction and of party. With you, I think the

7 tention of our people

i Qtive sense, questions
of morality and of conscience, T am inelined, there-
fore, to agree with you that we are confronted with
something graver than ‘“politics,”:and that the Church
may speak with propriety upon what you call “the
greatest moral issue before the people of Alabama
to-day.” Had I entertained any doubt upon that
aspect of the situation, your courteous word would
have dispelled it. If, therefore, I venture to discuss
this greatest of moral issues, I trust it will be remem-
bered that my “interference” is not gratuitous. I
speak because the subject has been frankly opened to
the clergy of the state by the Chairman of the Cam-
paign Committee of the Democratic party;—the party
of my own allegiance. If I speak, it is because my
attitude has been challenged and my expressions have
been invited.

STATE PLATFORM EXCEEDS ITS AUTHORITY,

There are some considerations upon which we are
all agreed. The first is, that present conditions in
Alabama are most unhappy; the second is, that these
unhappy conditions are largely due to the inadequacy
of certain provisions in the organic law of the state;
the third is, that the most disastrous among these un-
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fortunate provisions is that which permiis the peril of
an unrestricted Negro suffrage. It was, therefore,
with keen interest and with genuine enthusiasm that
I noted the movement for the revision of our organic
law, and that I voted for the men from Montgomery
county who entered the recent Convention of the
Democratic party.

Under the call for that gathering, men were chosen
who should select the delegates to the Constitutional
Convention. The members of the State Convention
were not themselves selected to draft the future Con-
stitution of Alabama. The voters of the party gave to
this State Convention a mandate to determine the
delegates; the State Convention possessed no mandate
to determine either negatively or positively the nature
of the Constitution. Yet, the platform of the party
assumes the possession of such a mandate; and in
clear and explicit declarations, it attempts to deter-
mine the nature of a work which the people of this

¢ ifted and entrusted to their
anstitutional Convention.
judgment, unwarranted
e Frg pl\atform been a state-
ment of general ) Clp* and an appeal for party
unity, I could und® Ad-~its motive and I could
appreciate its terms. Butitis a direct attempt finally
to determine the provisions of the Constitution of
this State. The State Convention bore no such man-
date from the people of Alabama. It was, I repeat,
a convention called for the general endorsement of the
movement for a new Constitution and for the selec-
tion of delegates. The provisions of the platform of
the State Convention were in no case an issue before
the primaries. The people in their primaries had no
such platform before them, for acceptance or rejection.
They had one question before them, and one only.
That was the question of delegates. The platform of
the State Convention is, therefore, a clear and gratui-
tous addition to the mandate issued by the primaries,
is an unfortunate usurpation of authority, and does
not represent or bind the voters in said primaries, the
Democrats of this state, or the delegates to the pro-
posed Constitutional Convention.

I realize that this interpretation of the state plat-
form is in direct opposition to the decisions and
instructions of the State Committee. I know that you
have insisted that every nominee of the party must
yield his allegiance, not only to the spirit, but to the
letter of that platform. Yet, if this interpretation of
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the situation be the true one, some strange implica-
tions come to light. Your conclusion implies, that a
State Convention, called to pass upon delegates, can
rightly pass for the party upon grave questions of
organic law, never at issue before the people; it im-
plies that twenty members of a committee on platform
in said convention can attempt in advance to pass,
for the whole party, upon certain of the gravest ques-
tions to come before the Constitutional Convention; it
implies that the candidates of the party—the wisest
and strongest men of this state—cannot be trusted to
perform for the people the very work which the people
have committed unreservedly to their hands; it im-
plies, practically, that, so far as the party is concerned,
the Constitution—in some of its most important par-
ticulars—has already been written; it implies that,
inasmuch as the gravest questions at issue have already
been decided, without discussion before the people and
without consultation with their chosen delegates
(many of whom were noffgnrhers of the State Con-

fle subject of suffrage,
for example) were not in issue before the primaries
and were not even suggested in the act of legislature
providing for a Constitutional Convention, then, such
restrictions cannot be attempted, with authority, by a
State Convention of the party called solely for the
selection of delegates. Those delegates may be elected
by the Democratic party; but they will sit, to draft
the Constitution of the State, as representatives of the
whole people. Moreover, it must logically follow that
if the platform of the State Convention can bind the
delegates to the Constitutional Convention in one par-
ticular, it can bind them in all. If it can assume to
dictate, in detail, the nature of one provision of the
Constitution of the State, it may dictate the nature of
all. Why, then, hold a Constitutional Convention ?
‘Why not issue a new Constitution, simply as a plat-
form of the party, assembled in State Convention ?
‘Why spend $50,000 for a Constitutional Convention if
the work can be done by a one day’s gathering of the
representatives of the party; and why did we all labor
to put into the Constitutional Convention the ripest
learning, the best judgment and the most signal abil-
ity of the state (as we have done) if, upon the most
important issues which are involved, we are to send
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their representatives to the Convention already gagged
and bound ?

Believe me, I speak in no discourtesy to you—for
whom I have sincere esteem; nor do I speak in arro-
gant arraignment of the platform committee of our
State Convention—for in its membership was one of
the wisest, noblest and truest friends of my life. I
gpeak not in arraignment, but in regret, regret at a
situation which I must regard as needlessly unfortun-
ate. I should gladly and confidently have voted for
the Convention upon the understanding that the
chosen delegates of the people of Alabama were to be
left free to draft a Constitution for the state. They
are men who have been true to Alabama in war and
in peace. They would have had to hold their own
liberties and properties under the instrument of their
creation. They would have had to live under the
Constitution they might propose. They, from day to
day, would have had to face among us the conse-
quences of their counsge ; and their labors. Patriotism
could have given npo¥l hostages to discretion.
Men, in such a sit ﬁld’;ﬁa}i ell have the genuine
and uumeasured cqefi e affheir fellows. All Ala-
‘ gy men. But you have
now removed them from-#He position to which they
were promoted by the people. The people made them
free, and you, without warrant, have taken their free-
dom from them. They cannot do their best. Their
incentive has been compromised and their initiative
has been destroyed. The platform of the State
Convention, if they are constrained to obey it,
has relieved them of all responsibility for
failure, and it has denjed  them all
possible credit for success. Under conditions so
unfortunate, I am reluctantly constrained, after long
and serious consideration, to refuse my assent to your
courteous request, and I shall vote directly against
the present proposal for a Constitutional Convention.
It we are to have a revision of our organic law which
will meet the needs of our complex and difficult situa-
tion, we must have all the initiative, sagacity, integ-
rity, and wisdom that Alabama can command. These
qualities of our statesmanship have little opportunity,
if we must assume that in certain essential particulars
the Constitution of Alabama has already been written
in the platform of the State Convention.

PLATFORM DEMANDS THE IMPOSSIBLE.

There are objections still more serious. Not only
does the platform make demands upon the Constitu-
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tional Conyention which are without authority; it
makes demands which are impossible of fulfillment.
The fourth clause in the platform of the State Conven-
tion has declared that ‘‘we pledge our faith to the peo-
ple of Alabama not to deprive any white man of the
right to vote, except for conviction of infamous crime.”’
Yet, the second clause of this platform has previously
stated that the Constitutional Convention ¢“shall regu-
late all questions of suffrage so as not to conflict with
the Constitution of the United States.” Now, the
Fifteenth Amendment to the Constitution of the
United States reads as follows: ‘‘T'he right of citizens
of the United States to vote shall not be denied or
abridged by the United States or by any State on ac-
count of race, color, or previous condition of servitude.”
That is a provision of the organic law of the nation.
In so far as it represents the principle of federal juris-
diction, I, in season and out of season, both North and
South, have pleaded for its modification. But there it
stands. It is the law. The makers of the state plat-
form bind the ConstitutionalBenayention to observe its
terms. They then procegyd H‘f@d ¢ the faith of the
party to the declaratiofis ;

vichise, no white
vote ‘‘except for
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: he reconciliation of
those contradlctory demands I lea\ e to those who im-
agine that any fiat of party can steer the ship of suf-
frage between the Charybdis ofi the Constitution and
the Scylla of our wilful and deliberate illiteracy.
Would that those who have been so insistent in de-
mands had been more prolific in the suggestions for
their fulfillment. That there can be a restrictive suf-
frage, that there can be conformity to the Fifteenth
Amendment to the Constitution, and yet that there
shall be no disfranchisement of any WHITE man {(save
for infamous crime), is a triplicate dilemma set in a
corruscation of contradictions which I have never
seen surpassed among the most brilliant of the jewels
of nonsense. Such a thing was never imagined in
Louisiana or North Carolina, or even in Mississippi;
much less bound as a condition of party fealty upon a
great and honored body like the gentlemen who may
form the Constitutional Convention of Alabama. The
capacity to conceive of such an adjustment of our dif-
ficulties would represent a mental confusion of which
I at once acquit them. The platform demands the
impossible. So far from presenting a great moral
issue, it does not even present a coherent intellectual
conception.

PLATFORM DEMANDS WHAT IS UNNECESSARY.

What the platform demands is not only impossible;
it is unnecessary. I am not in favor of permitting the
peril of Negro domination within any county of our
state. VWHITE SUPREMACY, IN THE PRESENT STAGE
OF THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE SOUTH, MEANS THE
SUPREMACY OF INTELLIGENCE, ADMINISTRATIVE CA-
PACITY, AND PUBLIC ORDER. IT MEANS THE PER-
PETUATION OF THOSE ECONOMIC AND CIVIC CONDI-
TIONS UPON WHICH THE PROGRESS OF THE NEGRO IS
ITSELF DEPENDENT. Itissecurely established through-
out every section of this state. So farasIknow, there
is not an elective office held by a Negro anywhere in
Alabama. White supremacy is universal among us,
and surely if it is universal to-day, there is nothing in
the marvellous industrial and commercial development
of the Svuth that suggests the possibility of its subver-
sion in the future. The Negro is making progress.
But the white man is makinv vaster progress; and

invested in the South,

strengthened by
& aves to the South to live

by every white 1 ," :

Negro domination, inthis” day is the merest “bogle 4
It was never possrble except under the imposition of
military force. That force has been withdrawn. It
will never enter the South again. The whole country
has so willed it; and if it should come again, our intel-
ligent and conservative Negroes would be the first to
suspect its motive and to repudiate its odious compul-
sion. They got nothing from it but a change of mas-
ters; and as between his masters, the Negro prefers the
one whose interest is in the soil upon which he him-
self must live. Among all the absurdities of conjec-
ture, and among all the ridiculous imaginations of
theoretic horror, there is no phantom so spectral in
substance or so pitiably trivial in its proportions as this
“bogie’’ of Negro domination. It is making cowards
of those who should be men. White supremacy is
here, and it is here to stay. In order to maintain it,
it is altogether unnecessary to declare that we must be
so afraid of the Negro and so far conciliatory of the
irresponsible and illiterate elements of our white pop-
ulation that we must pledge our faith to the people of
Alabama that “no white man shall be deprived of the
right to vote except upon conviction of infamous
crime.” The declarations of the platform are unnee-
essary,
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PLATFORM IS INEXPEDIENT.

And they are inexpedient. They are opposed to a
sound and wholesome public policy. Isit totheinterest
of the State of Alabama that chronic vagrancy shall
vote?>—That, just because it wears a white skin, wilful
idleness shall wield those powers and dignities of suf-
frage which are to involve the properties and liberties
of the decent hard-working people of Alabama? Are
the white people of the state so weak in their control
of the situation that from fear of the Negro we must
crown the deliberate drone? I earnestly resent the
imputation! Waill the policy that would enfranchise
the wanton vagrancy of the state do anybody any
good? Must we make the ballot in the hands of our
own boys as cheap as that? And yet, that is the de-
mand of the platform of the State Convention of the
Democratic party. For wilful vagrancy is not ‘“‘an
infamous crime,” and no fair interpretation of the
ptain words of the English language can make it so.

bribes? I read in the & q
infamous crime’’ is ‘‘aju gibject to an infam-
s death (él? mprisonment in a
state prison, as treason d¢&felony I see no way by
which a fair mind can get the giver or taker of an
election bribe under this description. The present
Constitution of the state makes general bribery a
ground of disfranchisement, but the Code of Alabama
does not make election bribery a felony. The term
“‘infamous crime,” in the platform of the State Con-
vention, must refer not to crime which may be classed
as ‘“‘infamous’’ hereafter, but to crime classed as in-
famous at the time the party pledge was written and
given to the people. The new Constitution cannot
rise, therefore, even to the level of the old, if the exact
terms of the state platform are fulfilled; for the giver
or taker of an election bribe, under the actual working
code of the state, cannot now be convicted of ‘‘infam-
ous crime.” That is the frank, direct inference from
the precise wording of the platform. Must we continue
our surrender to the purchasers and venders of the
suffrage? Such odious lawbreakers are to be exempt,
therefore, under the explicit pledge of this extraordi-
nary instrument, from even the remotest peril of
disfranchisement. Can such a thing be possible?” Are
we so fearful of the power of our Negroes that we
must pay the eost of our fear by the enfranchisement
of those dishonored creatures who are apostate to the
elementary compact of society, false to the civic fideli-
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ties upon which governments are founded, and who
are putting manhood—as an articleof barter—into the
open competitions of the market? Aresuch proposals
going to bring good to anybody? Isthis the platform
that comes with the appeal of “‘purity in polities”’? Is
this the presentation of ‘‘a great moral issue”? If
there is one thing more than another demanded by
the exigencies of our political life, it is the resolute
and perpetual disfranchisement of any creature who
will buy or sell a vote; it is the rigorous enforcement
of the lesson that the ballot is not a commodity for
barter, but a trust, a trust to be sacredly administered
by the individual in the interest of the whole commu-
nity of his fellows.

There is, also, the problem of illiteracy in Alabama.
Illiteracy is not a crime, but literacy is a duty. Itis
a duty of the individual to' himself, and not only to
himself, but to the state. I should not ask for erudi-
tion, for “book-learning,’” for an advanced and unprac-
tical “scholarship.” But it is for the welfare of ail
that every man should be able to read the legal papers
which he signs gAgkGhidddys which he is expected to
t4 who cannot read the bal-
4an who has fought in the
armies of the styi shouldsPe exempt. He should be
exeepted, either by spedi#fc declaration, or by a gen-
eral provision postponing the period at which the new
Constitution shall become effective. After a period of
two years within which to prepare himself, practically
every white voter in the state could be ready to read
and fo understand simple sentences in the English
language. If necessary, put the time at three years,
or at four. I am not in favor, even though the indi-
vidual be not entitled to exemption on the ground of
military service—I AM NOT IN FAVOR OF SURPRISING
ANY MAN INTO THE FORFEITURE OF HIS BALLOT. The
state should be reasonable, she should be compassion-
ate and generous; but she should also be wise in rela-
tion to her own good and the welfare of her people.
Alabama’s percentage of illiteracy puts her, in that
category, almost at the foot of the list of states. Shall
she remain so? I am not now impugning the voting
capacity of the illiterate white man; he is usually a
better voter than the illiterate Negro; and he is some-
times a better voter than some of the white men who
can read and write. But I am arguing for the welfare
of the while man, and I am speaking in his
interest. Our Negroes are going to get
some Kkind of an education, whether we give
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it to them or mnot. They are eager,” they are
ambitious. There is no danger that they will pass our
white people in their general progress. But do we
want them to pass our white people in any respect?
Will it minister to peace and the public welfare to
have our white people, in any quarter of this state, at
the rear of the Negro population? Do our white peo-
ple not need the incentive of a slight educational test?
Will they value the ballot as they should, if we con-
tinue to make it as cheap in their hands as ignorance
iteelf? Is it statesmanlike to declare, as the state plat-
form has declared, that the Constitutional Convention
—chosen by the people of Alabama for the considera-
tion of this whole question—shall be denied the right
even to consider so elementary and so conservative a
proposal? I do not now urge, in any sense, the impo-
sition of a property test, but I venture here to recur to
a speech which I made last year in the city of Phila-
delphia. It states the principle involved in any lim-
itation of the franchig he address was delivered
under invitation of £R¥

cal and Social Scigfee Agjerican Society for the
Extension of Uni sigjﬁe’a ng, and the Civic Club
of Philadelphia. N
not only of the Fifted /
tution of the United States, but of the whole principle
of Federal interference, I said:

‘‘Southern sentiment will not approve the disfran-
chisement of the illiterate Confederate soldier. In
any civilization, there is a deep and rightful regard for
the man who has fought in the armies of the state.
But, with that exception, the state must eventually
protect itself, and protect the interests of both races,
by the just application of the suffrage-test to the
whites and the blacks alike. The South must, of
course, secure the supremacy of intelligence and prop-
erty. This we shall not secure, however, if we begin
with the bald declaration that the Negro is to be re-
fused the suffrage although he have both intelligence
and property, and that the illiterate white man is to
be accorded the suffrage although he have n€ither.
Such a policy would, upon its face, sustain the charge
that we are not really interested in the supremacy of
intelligence and property, but solely in the selfish and
oppressive supremacy of a particular race. Such a
course, through its depressing influence upon the edu-
cational and industrial ambitions of the Negro, would
but increase his idleness and his lawlessness, and work
injustice to the Negro and to the State., Take out of
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his life all incentive to citizenship, and you will partly
destroy his interest in the acquisition of knowledge
and of property, because no people will, in the long
Tun, accept as a working principle of life the theory of
taxation without representation. I do not think the
Negro will riot or rebel, but T do think he will be dis-
couraged in the task of acquiring something for the
state to tax. It is not merely a question of justice to
the Negro. Itisa question of enlightened self-interest.
No state can live and thrive under the incubus of an
unambitious, uneducated, unindustrious, and non-
property holding population. Put the rights of citi-
zenship among the prizes of legitimate ambition, and
you have blessed both the Negro and the state.

¢“If, on the other hand, we aceept the administration
of an educational and property test which is to enfran-
chise the Negro on his acceptance of its provisions,
and is to enfranchise the white man whether he ac-
cepts them or not, we shall have adopted a measure
which will be an injs sand an insult to the white
citizenship of the LAWill be an injustice to the
white man for tig rets,rg tha it places for the Negro
a premium uponiRnow edgfhnd property—makes for
him an inecentive é&thé?iuisition of an eduecation
and a home, leaves theswliite boy ‘without such incen-
tive, makes the ballot as cheap in his hands as
ignorance and idleness, and through indifference to
the God-given relation between fitness and reward,
temptsthe race which-is supreme to baseits su premacy
more and more upon force rather than upon merit.
To the white boy such a provision is an insult, as
well as an 1njustice, for the reason that it assumes his

. heed of an adventitious advantage over the Negro.

For us to ask the Negro boy to submit to a test which
we are unwilling to apply to our own sons, would be,
in my judgment, a humiliation to the white manhood
of the South. The policy which metes out a test to
the Negro which we are unwilling to apply to the
white man, suggests a reflection upon the capacity of
our white population; and our people, wherever it may
be attempted by the politician of the hour, will come
to soregard it. The absolute supremacy of intelligence
and property, secured through a suffrage test that shall
be evenly and equally applicable in theory and in fact
to white and black-—this will be the ultimate solution
of the South for the whole vexed problem of political
privilege.” —Let me now dwell upon the conse-
quences of the course proposed by the platform of the
State Convention,
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PLATFORM WILL BE UNFORTUNATE IN RESULTS.

Why should we drive our Negroes into restlessness
and discontent? I have written from the standpoint
not of the Negro, but of the white man. That,
throughout this discussion, shall be my distinctive
standpoint. No oneshall justly accuse me of wanting
to put the Negro over the white man. If anything
could bring about that impossible result, it would be
the imposition of a suffrage test for the Negro without
the application of the same test to the white man.
Such action will give the Negro the incentive to an
education, to industry, and to good behaviour; and
leave the white man without the spur of those incen-
tives. Whatever such a course may be, in relation to
the humbler classes of our white people, it is not
statesmanship. NO ONE IS A TRUE FRIEND TO OUR
WHITE PEOPLE WHO INCREASES FOR THE NEGRO THE
ENCOURAGEMENTS AND ATTRACTIONS OF PROGRESS
AND REFUSES THOSE INCENTIVES AND ENCOURAGE-
MENTS TO THE CHILDREN OF THE WHITE MAN,
Why is it that the Soqu
taken with such indGf¥ J
chise legislation of’th ut Is it because they
are done with theifZarclent gpimosities? Or, is it
because they see vith fatuous readiness
just what they would~sees€ us do? They see that
the putting of suffrage tests upon the Negro, they see
that asking of him—as a condition of the franchise—
a slight educational requirement, or exacting of him
the elementary conditions of good behaviour, will but
waken bis ambitions, quicken his activity, and make
the ballot more than ever, in his eyes, a prize of dig-
nity and power. You propose to make the ballot, in
the hands of our white people, as cheap as vagrancy,
idleness, and ignorance. The Negro has nothing to
fear from the ultimate results of such a course. Of
that, his partizans are aware.

And yet, the very proposal of racial discrimination
in our suffrage tests will, at flrst, confuse and unsettle
the Negroes of the state. The creation, among them,
of restlessness and discontent can bring no good to our
white people. THE LABOR UPON OUR FARMS WILL
BECOME UNSETTLED. IF THE WORK OF THE NEGRO
IS NOW UNSATISFACTORY, WHAT WILL IT BECOME
UNDER A REGIME OF INCREASED ANXIETY AND SUS-
picioN? If the Negroes of Alabama are not a pro-
ductive people under our present conditions, what
will be their industrial value to the state under those
conditions of persistent criticism and of disturbing
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agitation which will be inaugurated through a cam-
paign dominated by the spirit of the platform of
the State Convention? Will such conditions help
anybody’s business? Our Negroes are not an ideal
population. But they are suited to the industrial
needs of the South. Most of them are going quietly
about their work. A POLICY OF ALARM WILL NOT BE
A POLICY OF PROFIT. IT WILL NOT INCREASE THE
VALUE OF THE NEGRO To ALABAMA. ANXIETY,
RESTLESSNESS, AND DISCONTENT BRING THE PARALY-
SIS OF EFFICIENT LABOR. Political agitation iy
economic foolishness. Contented, steady, continuous
work is the most productive work in the world.
The farmer and planter know that they can get
more corn and more cotton out of a contented
labor than out of the labor that is frightened by the
beating of the political tom tom, and disturbed and
unsettled by the crude animosities of the political
hustings. It is all _unnecessary. In what respect
are our Negr})esi Qﬂdﬂf@s voters, to the uniettered
Italians, Hungafigns and Poles of the mining sections
of this stat'g? %.Duuaegﬁqes, as a whole, are not
bothering a%’}jb fmay not work as hard
as the Chinatien st, or as the lower classes
of the foreign population at the East, but they are
the only general working class that we have, and
they spend their money where they live. They do
not export it and they do not horde it. It all
gets into the channels of trade. 1t all helps everybody.
WHATEVER STRIKES AT THE INDUSTRIAL CONTENT-
MENT AND THE PRODUCTIVE POWER OF THE NEGRO,
STRIKES AT THE WEALTH OF THE SOUTH AND IN-
VOLVES THE INCOME OF EVERY MAN WHO SHARES AN
INVESTMENT, WHO GETS A SALARY, OR WHO EARNS A
WAGE. :

Prosperity is brooding over the South to-day. It
waits for its gracious and final visitation solely upon
the general peace of all our people. Election difficul-
ties and the evidences of race hatred (whether the
fault be that of Republicans or Democrats, of white
men or Negroes) are directly opposed not only to our
peace and happiness, but to our material welfare.
The South needs capital, and I believe she offers the
most productive field—when we take into view not
only her resources, but her proximity to the markets
of the world—that is to-day open to the investor, The
capital, however, which theSouth desires is not merely
that of the man with millions, but the more needed
and more effective capital of the man with his small
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personal savings who wishes to go into a new country
with his little family and settle down to the task of
making him a home. This is the capital which the
South chiefly wants. This is the capital that consti-
tutes the real wealth of a country. But it is the very
capital which is frightened away by the ‘‘scare head’’
article on ‘“Negro Persecution” or the “Race Riot’’ in
the sensational newspapers of the land. The conflict
of arms is over. The man who, with an eye single to
the truth, is working for justice, order, and peace is
the true patriot of the South to-day, the patriot not
only of principle, but of commerce, welfare, and hap-
piness.

Have we considered the bearing of the proposals of |

the platform, upon the political power of the South?
Says the New York Press, one of the most partisan of
Republican journals, “There can be no concealment of
this platform, which is of course equivalent toa renun-
ciation of the representation based upon the Negro
vote. When the papers in the case are laid before
Congress, this call will he—=d upon the top of the
heap.” But most of th ¢ Qe?l’lkfdb the North have re-
garded this movement t 3 u‘tﬁ_ wvith a co-operative
complacency. We mids welPsuggfect the motive of
their indifference. Par\$git maPAe due to a growing
indifference to the Negro.AMoet”of it may be due to
an increasing solicitude for the perpetual establish-
ment of the preponderance of political power in the
hands of the Republican party. In China the govern-
ment winks while an amiable official sends to the foe
of the State a bottle of poison and a ready-made noose.
It is but a gentle hint. In thisland of ours the politi-
cian of the North simply turns his back, while our
party Convention, by its platform, extends to the
State of Alabama an invitation to political suicide.
‘We have been asking the North to ‘‘let us alone.”
Now we may rest assured that its politicians are going
to do it — — — for the present! They see us reducing
the number of the voters of the State, and thereby re-
ducing the basis of our representation in Congress.
They see us REDUCING OUR REPRESENTATION IN THE
ELECTORAL COLLEGE, making it increasingly diffleult
for the South ever to elect a Democratic President,
They see us making our representation thus dependent
not upon the secure warrant of the Constitution, but
upon the indifference or the charity of the Republican
party. Such a course is a humiliation to our party
and to the South. To put the political influence of a
great people, or of a great section, upon such a basis is
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not only to place it upon a foundation of peril; it is to
force the South to ask as alms what she has legally
and honorably claimed under the Constitution of the
land. The enemies of the South see her placing her
political future, beyond the protection of the Consti-
tution, in the uncertain balance of the whim and sen-
timent of the vast popular majorities of the North and
West. They see us cutting the ground from under the
future political power of the Southern States, so that
those States will hold their future political influence
solely at the temporary discretion of the Congress.
For, believe me, this toleration will be but temporary.
The tempers and the fanaticisms of section are as in-
evitable as the ‘sequence of the tides. The sobering
and broadening powers of education, of religion, of
travel, of personal and intersectional friendships, will
have their influence in a growing Americanism that
shall destroy, in many, the harsh enmities of the
past. We -may well thank God for that!
But, upon great masses of the people, both North
and South, the passiorigchofsgectionalism are the
perennial opportunity; ;o? the ~ agogue. The most
intolerant sectionalisrhdis h{)Bpo Eiical but industrial.

T fif fought to the death

gles of the future, like thos€ of the past, will be called
forth by the necessities and the vicissitudes of indus-
trial competition. The South is alive to-day. The
opening of the inter-oceanic canal will make her at
last a province of surpassing wealth. The values of
American products will be determined at her ports
and within her markets. In what a case will she
then find herself if she must sit helpless in the Con-
gress of the United States, shorn, by her own sons, of
the power to protect her local policies and to deter-
mine the fullness of her destiny?

The familiar tolerance of the average politician of
the North will last no longer than his self-interest.
Let the North once really feel the eommercial and
industrial rivalry of the South, let the characteristic
policies of the South once cross those of the North,
and the political power of the South will be stretched
ruthlessly upon the Procrustean bed of the Fourteenth
Amendment to the Constitution. Her representation
in Congress and in the Electoral College will be cut
down to the basis of her voting population. Her
national representation, which is her power of self-
protection, will be sacrificed to the demands of com-
peting producers, competing markets and competing
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ports. Some suffrage restriction is absolutely neces-
sary to Alabama. Let us place that restriction, with-
out considerations of race, upon the idle and the
vicious, and the Federal Constitution will never be
invoked against us. Most of the states of the Union
would be, with us, beneficiaries of the same immunity.
Weshall deserve, and we may receive with self-respect,
what others share. We shall be protected by those
universal assumptions of common sense which precede
the letter and determine the interpretation of cousti-
tutional instruments. But, if we base our restrictions
and claim our immunities upon the ground of dis-
criminations common to no other section of our land,
we must then assume an attitude of dependence on
the indifference or the indulgence of others which is
neither consistent with the self-respect of a proud and
exalted statehood, nor consonant with the essential
interests of our political influence. That will be half
a policy of mendicancy and half a policy of peril. Tt
will invite contempt and deserve disaster. It is not
the course of sagacity, fefgpndividual or for a state,
voluntarily to hold o, Zsbriuniigy and powers at the
pleasure of a comp ﬁtot,g‘hig is an appeal, not to
prejudice, but to a %j}sonableé‘,’ rudence. Such an
abandonment of the ‘g¥eat ¥dse of sectional self-
interest would represent what I may characterize in
the phrase of George Eliot as ‘‘the step from inepti-
tude to iniquity.”

PLATFORM CANNOT MAKE FOR PURITY.

Finally, let me say that I have carefully weighed
the suggestion that. with whatever mistakes, the
present movement for a Constitutional Convention
gives the promise of purer political conditions. That,
at the first, was my own hope. It was in that hope
that I gladly followed this movement to the very hour
of the adoption of the platform of the State Conven-
tion. There and then, my faith in this movement
was defeated and destroyed. After we had all worked
to secure the best men of Alabama for a task of such
importance, the pledges of the platform have put the
best representatives of the life and thought of the
State at the mercy of the narrower and weaker men
in the proposed Constitutional Convention. Our
largest legal experience, our soundest minds and our
broadest constitutional learning, by the unauthorized,
unreasonable, impossible, and inexpedient declara-
tions of the State Convention, are delivered to the
mercy of the incompetent, If the Constitutional Con-
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vention had been left free to do its own thinking, the
people could have been safe-guarded from peril not
only by the general character of its membership, but
by the pledge to refer the completed instrument to the
voters of the State. I should have gladly supported
any measure that such a Convention might propose.
But the pledges of the platform, if literally fulfilled,
must result in a Constitution which the ablest mem-
bers of the Convention cannot approve in their own
consciences and cannot proudly defend before the peo-
ple. The political situation in this State is not a
happy one; the movement for a Convention was full
of promise; but the specific methods imposed may
postpone or defeat the essential end.

That end is the maintenance of white supremacy in
Alabama, under purer political conditions. It 1s an
end with which I have been in earnest and positive
sympathy. I know some of the men who have pro-
posed the declarations of the platform as a means
toward that end, and I respect their sincerity of
motive and their integrity of purpose as much as I
hope they will respectamy~ewn. But this result can

REHIFSN e :
not be gained nor A contaign hope fulfilled, by a

- specific and literal 50%(13‘0155_ to the pledges of the
i
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State Convention. {B, is improve the methods

by which white suf .-:" ay be maintained. I,
too. desire the change™sesrTawlessness to law. But
in order to secure that change, I do not believe it to be
necessary to put into the law itself the injustice that is
done outside the law, and I do not think it well to
demoralize our white population by forever yielding
the ballot to all the white vagrancy and bribery that
the State contains. So long as the ballot is in the
hands of such men, we shall have the purchasable
element in politics. So long as that purchasable ele-:
ment is in polities, it will hold the balance of power;
and so long as the balance of power in this State is in
the hands of men who regard the ballot as a commod-
ity for barter, our’ political conditions will remain
practically as they are to-day. The remedy suggested
by the State Convention promises to be as bad as the
disease.

My words are not the product of the moment. They
are the result of the interest and the thought of years.
I ask of every reader that he will judge them squarely
and frankly in their own light, and not in the light of
foolish rumors and street-corner misquotations, I
claim no authority to bind the will of any man, or to
assert over any conscience the odious coercion of the




ecclesiastical demagogue. I gladly yield to every man
the utter liberty of thought and speech. Do I, then,
ask too much if, outside of my pulpit, I claim the same
- liberty, as a citizen of our loved and honored State? I
care little for any influence that is based upon the
assumption that conscience, judgment, knowledge
and conviction, must be hushed in the presence of
popular disfavor and sacrificed to the bidding of pub-
lic clamor. By that course has not come the bettering
of the world. :

YOU WILL SEE THAT I AM IN FAVOR OF DISFRAN-
CHISING EVERY ILLITERATE OR WORTHLESS NEGRO
IN THIS STATE. BUT I AM ALSO IN FAVOR OF DIS-
FRANCHISING, AFTER DUE NOTICE GIVEN, SOME OF
THE ELEMENTS OF OUR WHITE POPULATION. THIS
COULD NOT AFFECT ENOUGH OF THE WHITE VOTERS
IN THE STATE TO DISTURB WHAT I HAVE DEFINED AS
“WHITE SUPREMACY,” IN ANY COUNTY OF ALABAMA.

I have written this letter with the keenest personal
regret. It represents a ground of serious difference
between myself and soneeqofrmy truest friends.

?n\%px dd as the complicity
: oespot abdicate as a citi-

this subject into my pulptts=But I must speak through
such other channels as may be open to this discussion.
I earnestly but respectfully contend that the rejection
of the platform is the best hope of the Constitution.
‘Whatever the cost of my expressions, I must be ready
to bear it. I have written frankly, earnestly, and with
all the intensity of sincere conviction. But I have
written no word of personal or rancorous abuse. My
words have represented not the intolerant criticism of -
men, but the rejection of a formal policy and of a pub-
lic measure. I have tried to write without the con-
ceit of opinion or the pride of quarrel, and solely in
the interest of this Southern land, this land of our
birth, our choice, and our homes. If the service of
Alabama means the free thought, the honest expres-
sion, the loyal pride and the impassioned interest of
her people, then I have served her. With sincere and
cordial regard, I am,
Respectfully yours,
EDGAR GARDNER MURPHY.

Montgomery, Ala., April 12th, A. D. 1901.
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