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. Three cheers for Edward Kepnedyss '

if hisrappearance on behalf of George A

Wallace really does lead toward 2

-Democratic party capable of attract- o
ing Wallace voters into a progressive

“mational coalition. Boos and hisses—

for Edward Kennedy—if, instead,, his
gesture is prelude to another historic.
national surrender to racism, cyni-
cism and myopia. :

The precedents are bad. When Presi-
dent ‘Rutherford B. Hayes withdrew
“Federal troops from the South after
*ha selection of 1876, the nefion en-

%ﬂ sourly that the returs

tered a 75-year period in which it
tacitly permitted lily-white politics
and social institutions in a quarter of
the states; and when Richard- Nixon
bargained for the support of Strgm
Thurmond and other Southerners in
1968, he was signaling a substantial
retreat from the Federal commitmént
to equal rights and dpportunity. that
hagd emerged in the fifties andisixties.

-The outcome

; -"""'Pmlll‘i nige” -
colild’ be: éven.. mbsEl Hamagi

acknowledged that racism in America

now has shown itself to be less.a ;

Southern than "2~ T4tional problem.
And however his position, ;[;;a__ en
phrased at different times, ~afid} for
, Whatever reasons millions ‘--bi’*,‘dmﬁt
Americans—Southern and otheriiais
have felt themselves drawn to_his
position, George Wallace has always
fed primarily on racial fear and_ani-
mosity, in all their ugly aspects. It
does not change the meaning of dema-
goguery to refer in Alabama to the
“bloc vote” rather.than the “black
vote.”
The kind of effort: Mr. Kennedy
- .made on Independence Day was never-
-theless necessaryyAfte face
gwon thexFiorida primary+in, 1872; for

}; contrary example, Edmund Mu-skie'ﬁ‘;

:this
time, since Mr." Kennedy himself .

ipéAfter Mr. Wallace -
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i e T aigyeal, to
a greater extent thani} hadeimagined
some of the worst instif€ts* vt which
human beings are capable.” There is
no way that Democrats can take that
line and appeal to the better instincts

" of the Wallace voters, or to shared

interests with them; yet, in an reason-
ably close election, the Democrats
probably need the 10itg lg SHeTBt
of the voting populace - fm%’f'e
Wallaceites.

Obviously recognizing that, Mr.
Kennedy told his Alabama audience:
"I do not come to lecture you about
that racial injustice which has proven
to be as deeply imbedded and resistant
in the cities of the North as in the
counties of the South.” And he madel
broad claims for his and other Demo-.
crats’ opposition to some favorite Wal-
lace targets—high taxes, high int
rates and pervasive bureaucracy.

| |

This is not, however, a new or very
promising line, It did not, for example, .
win the Wallace vote for Albert Gore
in Tennessee. Hubert Humphrey made
similar overtures to Wallace backers
in the 1972 campaign, to little avail,
But the Kennedy line is bound .to'he
taken as a signal by any number of
Democrats running for state and GBin--

- gressional office in 1974, particularly -

in such battleground states as Michi-
gan, where the Wallace vote could

decisive. Thus, the prospect is for -
Democrats to be making wholésale |
overtures next year—and in 1976} if -
the tactic seems to work—to c_{_go;ge i
Wallace and his followers, . Lot

Mr. Wallace has never really asked

' for more. He alfeady influences the::

Nixon Republican party, Now, as ‘it”
must”Seem to him, he has sent his
message to the Democrats, too, and
the No. 1 Democrat has come to Ala-
bama to attest personally to its receipt.

But when is George Wallace going
to stdte his concessions to Edward
Kenniedy? Where is the faintest, sign
that Wallace followers are ready. to.
compromise with other Democrats, -
rather than demand a surrender? Are
they*%illing to meet the natiopal
narty*Halfway in attacking unemploy-
nent, {48k of education, poor housing,

1. adeqate medical care, malnutrition?”

i B .

They ought to be, if they aren’t,
because they are mostly white and
the truth is that poor whites suffer
more than blacks from these prob-
lems. There is, in fact, a stronger ap’
peal to Wallace voters than Edward-
Kéfifiedy’s, and ‘it was made a ‘few
weeks ago by Vernon Jordan ofithe-
Urban League: iy

“There are three times as many poor.
white families as there are poor black
families. The majority of people on
welfare are white. Of the black poer,
over half don’t get one single devalued
dollar from welfare. Two-thirds of the
families who got homes through [a
major] housing subsidy program were
white. Two-thirds of the trainees in
[manpower] programs are white; three-
fourths of on-the-job training enrollees
are white, and four-fifths of the people
employed in the public employment
program are white-, . . [black Amer-
icans] must demonstrate to -white-

Americans that our cause is, in_effeetyz |

their own, and we must be willing to

cross racial lines to build the coalitions |

around issues of importance to-both-

b!acks?n_dwhﬁe‘s” 1 semelq 17
. Would George Wallace be willing to .

share and promote that principle?:
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