: manner it can be argued with some

ha

nd economic rights to which they

nder the U.,S, Constitution, al-
icose attitude shown recently
o leaders makes us doubt their

| county or a state enfranchises
such as telephones, electricity, cstablish a lega b"l_.l S | axﬂi conduct it as he
tationitis usua.lly granted amo- sees fit, so long as he operates it honestly and

itizen,

on lega.l ‘and moral prln-
d_ true even if the ques-

Negroes. Itis only logical and righr that oth-
ers are operated by white persons for an ex-
clusively white patronage. (As a matter of fact,
many such businesses will not admit white pa-
trons whom they consider undesirable),

If the owner of such an establishment agrees
voluntarily to accept Negro business -- as many
in Atlanta recenly have Jone -- he has a
perfect ri:ht to do so, Thatisa very lifrant
thing from being coerced into doing it by the
power of the Federal Government. But those
who do not care for Negro business are not
depriving a citizen of some needed service.
There.are many other places where he canob-
tain it.

The air is filled these days with cries of
‘*minority rights”. But what about “‘majority
rights”’, includlnﬁ!‘th’i righr. of any citizen to

within the law?
This right is so fundamental to the American

system of free enterprise that we do not believe
Congress will abridge it.

Senator Richard B, Russell of Georgia am:l
other Southern senators already have made il:
clear that they will conducta' last-ditch’” fili-
busner to-prevent passage of this part of the

miniscra:ion s attack on what has been a car-
dinal poim: of American freedom.

Us Fﬁdds:.fg‘éﬂ}i%lléﬁa

-pmuthe- ‘-"1t1$ that
action M

The senator also predicted that
s would pass very little
year. At one

tax bill eal be com- | §






