
Mr. Alan Paton 
In care of 
COLLIER'S, New York 

Dear Mr. Paton: 

Hotel San Raphael 
65 west 45th street 
New York 36, New York 
October 8, 1954 

Having read your very fine work, Cry, the Belov~d 
Country, an~ having, myself, given considerable study, 
over several decades, to literature by and concerning 
the American Negro, I have read eagerly your Collier's 
art1cle, The .!:7~5ro in America. Assuming that you expect 
to continue your scholarly interest in this racial prob
lem of the United States and your own South Africa, I 
think you might like, for your general information re: 
the American situation, some addi tiona.l data which you 
will have had neither time nor opportunity to discover 
during your necessarily brief survey here. 

I. But first, a minor correction. You have said, 
"In 1863 he (i. e. the Negro] was emancipated." He 
was emancipated on December 18, 1865, on which date the 
13th amendment to the constitution was officially declared 
passed. What you no doubt had in mind was Abraham 
Lincoln's so-called Emancipation Proclamation of January 1, 
1863. But this proclamation did not free, and was not 
intended to free, any slave. (I refer you to the text 
of the proclamation, which should be read with reference 
to a map showing the political and military situation as 
then existing.) Incidentally, a lot of erroneous assumptions 
abQut~~braham~ L1neo:ln·~ha.ve·'found their way into the world's 
folklore, upon no better authority than his signature to 
this misnamed, but purely political, paper. 

II. The United States has had one Negro president,-
a fact carefully unpublicized. He was Warren Gamaliel 
Harding, president 1921-23 (he died in office). Harding's 
colored father, light enough to "pass", moved to a white 
community, married a white woman, and brought up his son, 
Warren, in ignorance of his Negro blood. Later on in 
life, 1,~arren Harding heard rumors, spent a small fortune 
trying to disprove them, and succeeded only in confirming 
them. Luckily for his oolitical fortunes, an American 
journal just does not publish such information about any 
man, unless he is obviously and unmistakenly Negro, or 
unless he openly admits it. (You may call a oandidate 
for public office a liar, a thief, even a traitor, but 
1:6 1NB~~ ••• NO! ~ if you should be mistaken?) My 
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own information is authentic. It was given me by a colored 
second cousin of Warren Harding, a lady of culture, means 
and character, widely traveled, highly respected, who used 
to remind me of no one so much as Britain's late Queen, 
Victoria. I checked her account against Hardlng~~ official 
biographies to be found in the New York referenoe library, 
and found her version substantiated. Not openly -- heaven 
forbid! -- but for one who could read the between-the-lines 
significance of the carefully casual hiatus in accounts of 
his ancestry, yes. Their common ancestor, one General 
Harding, had been a man of weal th, who apparently made sub
stantial financial provision for his colored offspring. 

III. Communist intermeddling in the American Negro problem. 
You have ignored this, WIsely, because It would require years 

of study and observation ~o get even a superficial understanding 
of this factor, but, as a result, you have had no criterion 
by which to recognize the signs of Communist intrigue when 
they are presented to you. In your article, these signs appear 
at le8st twice: 

1. Dr. Channing Tobias ..• has been, for at least two 
decades a freque nt sponsor of Communist organiz9tions, 
pulbications, and policies. He is, doubtless, too 
clever to overplay his hand when dealing with a person 
of your calibre; but he plays MOSCOW's game, and any 
pronouncement of his must be presumed to have Communist 
overtones. 

2. Dr. Mordecai W. Johnson's account of the 135 white 
students (how could he possibly have known the precise 
number?) who met the first Negro student at a Southern 
university (what university?) is out of character for 
white Americans, even if they were sympathetic to the 
Negro's admission. But it is exactly the sort of 
demonstration so frequently organized by Jewish Communists. 
(In the United states, nearly all Communists are Jews.) 
From long observation and accurate knowledge of Communist 
tactios, I venture the belief tha t if such a demonstra.tion 
took plaoe, then, a) compara.tively few of the partioipants 
were students at the university; b) most of them -
whether students or non-students -- were Jewi sh Communists 
or fellow-travellers; and c) the real, ae distinguished 
from the ostensible, purpose of the demonstration was, 
not to welcome the Negro, but to annoy white Southerners, 
and thus to create additional racial friction. This is 
a perfect example of the fact that, in Amerioan Negro
white relations, things are so seldom wh9t they would 
seem to an outsider. 

It is quite possible that Dr. Johnson spoke without 
intent to deceive. He has, himself, used his position 
as President of Howard University to give aid and comfort 
to Communist groups, though not, so far as I know, in 
recent years. One may give him the benefit of the doubt 
a.nd suppose that he has been, at times, too naive. (One 
cannot say the same for Dr. Tobias. His encouragement of 
Communism has been too constant and long-continued for 
him possibly to be unaware that he is serving the interests 
of a foreign country.) . 
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3. Since the time element will prevent your making 
~my - study of Communist agitation of the racial conflict, 
I am taking the liberty of suggesting one piece of short 
fiction which will give you, at least, an excellent 
brief glimpse. This is the short story, Black and White 
Unite, by Marvin Elkoff, published in the April, 1953, 
issue of Commentary. Commentary, a magazine not without 
distinction, is a publication of the American Jewish 
Commi ttee • It should be found in any of the larger 
reference libraries, or, this issue could probably be 
located for you by any of the second-hand magazine outlets. 
Mr. Elkoff, though obviously not a Communist, also 
obviously knows the Jewish Communists well, and he has 
done an excellent job of fictional presentation. 

Churches 
IV • . :Y. The Negro press -- newspapers and magazines -- have 

long held that their most serious grievance is against i the 
Roman Cqtholic Church. The reason: white priests are often 
put over colored congregations, but never are colored priests 
given charge of white congregations. The Roman Church pretends, 
says the Negro press, to be without rBeial prejudice; then let 
the hierarchy prove good fai th by pla.cing a considerable number 
of Negro priestB over predominantly White congregations,-- a 
thing which this, and no other church, could do, just because 
its government is hierarchical. 

Recent modifications which you have mentioned, in 
Catholic policy, seem to bear upon minor issues, and not to 
touch the fundamental problems presented by the Negroes them
selves. 

2. ~enclature. A list of the churches in New York City 
will include: Greek Orthodox; Dutch Reformed; Ge~ Lutheran; 
French Hugenot; Welsh Congregational; German Bpatist; Chine,e 
Baptist; Hungarian Baptist; German Methodist; Swedish Methodist; 
French Evangelical Presbyterian; etc. etc. etc. Not for a 
moment would it oc cur to anyone 0 f the se churche s that there is 
anything derogatory in their use of a name indicating the national 
or racial origin of the ma jori ty of its communicants. 'Nhy 
shOUld the attitude of Negro churches differ? Until very recently, 
it did not, and the colored people took great -- and justifiable -
pride in the ~uality of the services presented in "their" churches, 
and by "their' people. Their music especial-ly, as you may well 
believe, was often superb, far excelling any to be heard in any 
white church in Christendom. 

Why the change in attitude? It coincides,in time,with 
certain stepped-up phases of Communist propaganda. There may 
be other factors also involved; but this is the only one I can 
positively identify. 

3. nr. Roswell P. Barnes. This name is in my files as 
prominently connected, in the 1930's, with Communist-aiding 
groups, some of which are listed in the U. S. AttorneY ' General's 
list of subversive organizations. My files are incomplete, and 
not up to date, so I do not know his present Party status. It 
is only fair to consider that, at sundry times, the Party has 
made most strtSnuous efforts to involve prominent clergymen in 
their "front" organizations, usually trying to conceal the 
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Party's control thereof. But whether Dr. Barnes is subversive, 
or merely overly naIve, he can hardly be a suitable person to 
present the position of Christianity. 

V. Desegragation. Tl'l3re is no such thing, actually, in 
any phase of American life. (I'm sorry; it would take pages 
to make this fully clear, and I just haven't the time.) 
Schools ••• whi te and colored children segregRte themselves 
automatically and by mutual consent, even though they sit in 
the same class rooms. 
Theatres ••• managers have to resort to many subterfuges in 
order to keep their patrons, but you need not, in New York 
City at least, sit next to a colored person unless you wieh. 
Though you may, quite freely, invite colored friends to 
accompany you. (It's better to secure aisle seats, though.) 
Parks ••• it's not too obvious, but in New York City white 
women, unless escorted or in groups, just don't go to 
most of the parks, though there are two or three very small 
sections of certain parks that are fairly safe. 
HOUSing ••• white people do not move into colored neighborhoods. 
A well-behaved co lored family may move into a white ne ighbor
hood, providing circumstances are such that it is clear this 
family is not the vanguard of a colore d influx. If it is, 
the resident whites move elsewhere. (Exa.mple: the wholesale 
exodus of whites from Washington, D. C., directly as a result 
of the increase of the colored population.) 
Social Relations ••. they are never casual, though they may be 
close, a,nd even intimate. (Colored friends invite me to their 
weddings, to family funerals; but they would never think of 
inviting me to a social gathering.) In the South, you could 
move freely in both white and Negro Circles, beeause it was 
reco ~nized that you had a valid and legitimate reason for 
so doing. Without that, the Negroes would have snubbed you, 
most emphatically. 

VI. Miscegna.tion. You have avoided the subject; but, in 
the long run, it is this which, consciously or not, rules 
American thought on race relations. This is true, both of 
whites and Negroes. And, unless you have considered any given 
phase of race relations in the light of its possible implications 
as to miscegnation •••• you just haven't con~idered it at all. 

I'm su re you will realize tha t nothing in this letter is 
in any way critical. I should not have bothered to write it, 
except that your position in co ntrib~.lting to an understanding 
of rac ial problems is, a,nd presumabl y will continue to be, 
exceptional, and you are entitled to whatever information may 
be of service to you, to that end. 

Very truly yours, 

--B-t rrr;, r;p.L--v 
(Miss) Pearl M. Graham 
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