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Series Editor’s
Preface

Inmcs H. Laue's Direct Action and Desegregation is one of the most—and
perhaps simply the most—valuable historical sources for understanding the
teh interplay of what in retrospect were undeniably the two most important
rs of the post-World War II black freedom struggle, namely the twenty-
Er months beginning with the onset of the southern student sit-in
movement on February 1, 1960, in Greensboro, North Carolina.
Many summary treatments of the black freedom struggle, and particularly
the 1954-1965 period, may unfortunately leave the general reader
insutticiently aware of how truly crucial the early phases of black student
Witivism were to the entire subsequent course of the civil rights movement
il to all of American political life throughout the 1960s. The onset of the
Mt ins, the founding of the Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee
(SNCLC), and the evolution of black student attitudes towards older activists
wil ather civil rights organizations during events such as the 1961 Freedom
Iliddes and the 1961-1962 protest campaign in Albany, Georgia, represented
thiee of the most influential occurrences in the black freedom struggle and
i the burgeoning of youthful activism that so dramatically distinguished the
ecade of the 1960s from that of the 1950s.
Jim Laue’s 1965 manuscript, based heavily upon his own extended 1960
Wil 1962 research trips across the South and his intimate participant/observer
sence at any number of now-historic movement meetings and conferences,
s rich a discussion of that crucial two year period as any we are likely to
sver have. Especially in Chapter Four, concerning the 1960 sit-ins, and
Chapter Six, concerning the pre-history and early development of the Albany
Maovement, Laue has provided us with descriptive accounts that are and will
eimain of timeless historical value. While most any reader, and particularly
viral historians and sociologists, will likely also be notably impressed by the
perceptive and sensitive discussion of participant/observation that Professor
Laue provides in Chapter Two, readers who are not social movement






