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NAACP Lawyers Aided
White Rulers Frame
Crawford
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By HARRY HAYWOOD

EORGE CRAWFORD, Negro,

stepped out of the courtroom at
Leesburg, Va., hands chained by
steel cuffs, to enter the penitentiary
for a life behind bars.

Out of that same courtroom, the
representatives of the National As-
sociation for the Advancement of
Colored People stepped, with the
brand of treachery graven deeply
upon them.

* The hands of the legal represen-
tatives of the N. A. A. C. P. at that
trial are stained with the blood of
innocent Negroes. Their feet have
{ helped the Virginia courts trample
down every human right of the Ne-
gro peaple.

False Premises

To the Negro masses, the N, A.
A. C. P. appealed for funds to|
“fight” the case of George Craw-
ford. The Crawford ecase was to
be “another Dred Scott trial,” an-
other test of the rights of the Ne-
groes. The Crawford case was to
establish a ‘“new Underground Rail-
road” over which an oppressed peo-
ple could escape from slavery into
freedom.

But to the white ruling class

ership of the N. A. A. C. P. con-
tracted for service as assistants in
the persecution of the Negro peo-
ple. They volunteered as watch-
men over the privileges of the white
slave-drivers. They volunteered to
act as overseers in the bloody rule
of the American rich over the op-
pressed Negro masses.
Agents of the Lynchers

Many honest Negroes, many
white workers and intellectuals de-
voted to the cause of Negro libera-
tion, have believed that the Com-
munist Party is guilty of exaggera-
tion when it brands the leaders of
the N. A. A. C. P. as “agents of the
lynchers.” The events of the Craw-
ford case leave no doubt in the
mind of any sincere fighter for Ne-
gro freedom, that the leaders of the
N. A. A. C. P, are the hest lisuten-
ants the lynchers have at their
command.

Reading the testimony in the case

of Crawford, one is constantly
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puzzled by the question: Was
Charles Houston, the lawyer sup-
plied by the N. A. A. C. P., acting
as defense counsel—or was he part
of the prosecution? Was his evi-
dence presented to free Crawford—
or to convict him?
The Facts of the Case

Review for a moment the faects
of the Crawford case. Two white
women were found dead in a cot-
tage In Middleburg, Va., by a white
man. Under ordinary circum-
stances, the white man would have
at least been held for questioning.
As it was, the cry of “nigger” was
raised at once. George Crawford
was picked up in Boston, and on the
flimsiest of evidence indicted for
the Middleburg murders.

The fury of the Negro masses,
including the rank and file of the
N. A. A. C. P, made it imperative
that the N. A. A. C. P. take ac‘ion.
The Crawford case had all the ear-
marks of another vicious frame-up
by the white rulers. Since that his-
toric day, now three years ago, when
the organizations of the revolution-
ary workers raised their hands to
stop the legal massacre of nine in-
nocent boys at Scottshore, Ala., the
white ruling class has trembled be-
fore these organizations. The fear
that these forces will step into the
case of framed and persecuted Ne-
gro and white workers, haunts the
courts of the land, particularly the
courts of the South. For a revelu-
tionary organization to enter into
such cases, will surely mean that
the veil will be tern from the
hideous oppression of the Negroes
and the white workers. The basic
issyes involved in the degraded
position of the Negro people will be
brought out into open. No stone
will be left unturned expose the
frame-up, to free the defendant, to
make the issue ong more hammer-
blow at the whole structure of op-
pression, discrimination, Jim-Crow-
ism.

The Lesser Evil

Rather than run such a risk, the
Virginia courts agreed to let Negro
lawyers plead for a Nezro charged
with the murder of a white woman.
This was the first time such a pro-
cedure had been allowed in the
state. But these Negro lawyers
must be humble Negroes, “good”
Negroes, Negroes with no thought
of overturning the monstrous sys-
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tem of slavery in the South, Ne-
groes pledged to uyphold American
eapitalism and all its ways. On
these terms, the Virginia courts
were willing to let the representa-
tives of the N. A. A. C. P. go
through the motions of defending
George Crawford.

What happened was startling.
Charles Houston did not even go
through the motions of defending
Crawford. Quietly, politely, un-
swervingly, Charles Houston helped
the state of Virginia to erect the
prison bars about an innocent Ne-
gro.

So hrazesn was this treachery,
that even members of the N. A. A.
C. P. staff, probably believing in all
cingerity that the N. A. A. C. P. is
an organization dedicated to the
struggle for Negro rights, were
shocked inte exposing from the in-
side the tactics in the Crawford
case. Helen Boardman, veteran N.
A. A. C. P. investigator, in an article
appearing in the Natien, accused
the N. A. A. C. P. of downright
treachery. A week later Houston
answered the charges. The first
aritcle was an indignant exposure.
The second was a shameless self-

exposure.
Mazsses Demand Militant Defense
A few weeks of investigation,

and it became clear to the N. A.
A. C. P. heads that the Crawford
case would not he as “pretty” as
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they had hoped. It would in-|
volve exposing the denial of the
right of Negroes to serve on ju-
ries; exposing the practice of on-
taining forced confessions; expos-
ing the whole set-up by which the
state of Virginia keeps Negroes in
semi-slavery. The Negro masses,
roused to watchfulness on these is-
sues by the Scottshoro case, were
demanding militant defense. The
rulers of Virginia wouldn't like it
at all. The N.AACP. was ready
to drop the case of George Craw-
ford like a hot potato.

Why didn't they, then? Because,
as Houston said, “the case had
achieved an international noto-
riety, and the Association had be-
come committed to it beyond any
possibility of withdrawal.” The
N.AAACP, in other words, simply
couldn’t help itself. It had to go
on with the Crawford case. And
so, in the most efficient manner of
efficient, attorneys, the N.A.A.C.P.
counsel helped the prosecution,
helped the state of Virginia, to
find Crawford “guilty” and to sen-
tence him to a life in prison.

The Defense Forees a “Confession”

First, Houston announced tp
the world that his client was
guusy. He had, he said, ob-
tained a confession from him.
Crawiford later denied this confes-
sion. In the face of complete lack
of evidence of guilt, Orawford's
counsel nevertheless announced in
advance that the man he was de-
fending was a murderer. Helen
Boardman sums up the “evidence™
of guilt by saying: “It [tha state]
had no eye-witnesses to the crime,
none who could place him [Craw-
ford] at the scene of the crime
within seven or eight hours of it,
no finger-prints to connect him
with it, no blood-stained clothing,
murderous weapon, or recoginizable
loot found in his possession.” The
ordinary criminal attorney would
rejoice ali having a case in which
innocznec was as patent - as {his.
But not Houston, not the repre-
sentatives of the N.A.A.C.P. There
was no nced for the lynch-ridden
state of Virginia to prove Craw-
ford's guilt. Houston waived all
that. Doing the job of the prose-
cutor, ba edaimed to kave abtained
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Investigators Expose
Treacherous Policies

of NAACP
a confession. Tr—l;ls_ was but the

first step.

Judge Lowell, yjelding to the an-
ger of the workers, had refused to
allow Crawford to he sent back to
Virginia to be murdered. The
higher court set aside this opinion,
and the U. 8. Supreme Court re-
fused to review the matter. Not
once did the N.A.AC.P, open its
lips to expose this action of the
U. 8. Supreme Court.

All-White Jury—But No Appeal

The “defense” failed to investi-
gate witnesses who had seen
Crawford in Boston at the time of
the crime. The defense failed to
cross-question important witnesses
for the state. The defense called
no witnesses to testify on Craw-
ford's behalf. The case of George
Crawford was tried before an all-
white jury, but there was no ap-
peal to the higher courts on this
issue. Not only did Houston ask
for a life-sentence for his client;
he actually asked the court to
state to Crawford that one of the
conditions of sentencing him to a
mere life-term in jail—instead of
putting the noose about his neck—
was that he ajd the state of
Virginia in running down and
framing another Negro for the
same murder. “Spare the life of
this man, put him behind bars, so
that he may become the instru-
ment for a new frame-up against
my people,” said Houstcn te the
state of Virginia. Can treachery
go further than this?

Crawford having been duly sen-
tenced by an all-white jury, Hous-
ton deliberately permitted the time
for an appeal to elapse, and made
no meove.

All this time the masses of the
Negro people were diligently kept
out of the picture. No mass pres-
sure, said the N.A.A.C.P. heads. No
telegrams of protest, no demon-
strations, to annoy the excellent
gentlemen who sit in the seats of
the lynch-courts of Virginia,

(To Be Continued)
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