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subordinated

LIFE SCIENCE

The less perfect the creation, the more its parts are alike or
similar and the more they resemble the whole. The more perfect
the creation the less similar its parts become. In the first instance
the whole is like its parts to a degree, in the second the whole is
unlike its parts. The more similar the parts, the less they will be
subordinated to one another. Subordination of parts
indicates a more perfect creation.
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Although a plant or tree seems to be an individual
organism, it undeniably consists only of separate parts which are
alike and similar to one another and to the whole. How many
plants are propagated by runners! In the least variety of fruit tree
the eye puts forth a twig which in turn produces many identical
eyes; propagation through seeds is carried out in the
same fashion. This propagation occurs through the
development of innumerable identical individuals out of
the womb of the mother plant.

Here it is immediately apparent that the secret of propagation
by seeds is already present in the principle cited above, and upon
closer consideration we will find that even the seed, seemingly a
single unity, is itself a collection of identical and similar entities.
The bean is usually offered as a good example of the process of
germination. If we take a bean in its completely undeveloped state
prior to germination, and cut it open, we will first find
two seed leaves. These are not to be compared to a
placenta, for they are two genuine leaves: though
distended and stuffed with a mealy substance, they also

womb, yolk

distended —

swollen,
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turn green when given light and air. In addition we will discover
the presence of plumules which are again two leaves capable of
further and more extensive development. We may also observe
that behind every leaf stalk there is an eye, if not actual then at
least in latent form. Thus even a seed, seemingly simple, we find a
collection of several individual parts which we may characterize as
alike in idea and similar in appearance.

What is alike in idea may manifest itself in empirical reality as
alike, or similar, or even totally unalike and dissimilar:
this gives rise to the ever-changing life of nature. It is
this life of nature which we propose to outline in these

pages.

empirical
reality — the

world as we

experience it

Plants and animals in their least perfect state are scarcely to be
differentiated. Hardly perceptible to our senses, they
are a pinpoint of life, mutable or semimutable. Are
these beginnings—determinable in either direction—
destined to be transformed by light into plant, or by
darkness into animal? This is a question we would not
trust ourselves to answer no matter how well we are
supplied with relevant observations and analogies. We go--."
can say, however, that the creatures which gradually emerge from
this barely differentiated relationship of plant and animal pursue
diametrically opposite paths in their development toward
perfection. Thus plants attain their final glory in the tree, enduring
and rigid, while the animal does so in man by achieving the

highest degree of mobility.
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; cause for complaint in the Kremlin’s chy).
l“c,glg{cillg l1}&(r)ncriczm socicty. He will rather experience ,
certain gratitudc to a Pr.owdcpcg: which, by provi ding
the American people with this implacable challenge_
has made their entire security asa nation dependent on
their pulling themselves together and accepting the re-
sponsibilities of moral and political leadership that hjs.
tory plainly intended them to bear.

Acceptance Speech for the Nobel Prize for
Literature, William Faulkner, 1949

I feel that this award was not made to me as a man, but
to my work—a life’s work in the agony and sweat of the
human spirit, not for glory and least of all for profit, but
to create out of the materials of the human spirit some-
~ thing which did not exist before. So this award is only
mine in trust. It will not be difficult to find a dedication
for the money part of it commensurate with the purpose
and significance of its origin. But I would like to do
the same with the acclaim too, by using this moment
as a pinnacle from which I might be listened to by the
young men and women already dedicated to the same
anguish and travail, among whom is already that one
who will some day stand here where I am standing.

Our tragedy today is a general and universal physical
fear so long sustained by now that we can even bear it.

There are no longer problems of the spirit. There is
- only the question: When will I be blown up? Because
of this, the young man or woman writing today has
forgotten the problem of the human heart in conflict
with itself which alone can make good writing because
only that is worth writing about, worth the agony and
the sweat.

He must learn them again. He must teach himself

gﬁ;ﬁf tbeCSt of all t.hings is to be afraid; and, teaching
workshop ?O,rfgrgct it forever, leaving no room in his

nything but the old verities and truths

;)tf;;hc.heart, the old universal truths lacking which any
pityy a:fdephfimcral and doomed—love and honor and
does so gnl %and compassion and sacrifice. Until he
» ¢ labors under a curse. He writes not of love
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but of lust, of defeats in which nobody loses anything
of value, and of victorics without hope and, worst of
all, without pity or compassion. His griefs grieve on no
universal bones, lcaving no scars. He writes not of the
heart but of the glands.

Until he relearns these things, he will write as thou
he stood among and watched the end of man. I decline
to accept the end of man. It is easy enough to say that
man is immortal simply because he will endure: that
when the last dingdong of doom has clanged and faded
from the last worthless rock hanging tideless in the last
red and dying evening, that even then there will still be
one more sound: that of his puny inexhaustible voice,
still talking. I refuse to accept this. I believe that man
will not merely endure: he will prevail. He is immortal,
not because he alone among creatures has an inexhaust-
ible voice, but because he has a soul, a spirit capable
of compassion and sacrifice and endurance. The poet’s,
the writer’s, duty is to write about these things. It is
his privilege to help man endure by lifting his heart, by
reminding him of the courage and honor and hope and
pride and compassion and pity and sacrifice which have
been the glory of his past. The poet’s voice need not
merely be the record of man, it can be one of the props,
the pillars to help him endure and prevail.

Chaypter 26
AMERICA AT MIDCENTURY

Just as in the field of foreign affairs post-World War II
America had no real intention of giving up its new sense
of international responsibility and returning to prewar
isolationism, so in domestic affairs it showed no over-
whelming desire to return to “pnormalcy,” to forsake

outright the liberalism and social progress of the 1930’s
for the more conservative political formulas of the dis-

tant past. To be sure, there no longer seemed to be any
great sense of urgency about domestic reform, and pos-
sibly the extension and liberalization of Social Security

benefits marked the only major step toward such re-
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Brown v. Board of Education:
Chief Justice Earl Warven
for the Supreme Court, 1954

These cases come to us from the States of Kansas, South
Carolina, Virginia, and Delaware. They are premised on
different facts and different local conditions, but a com-
mon legal question justifies their consideration together
in this consolidated opinion.

In each of the cases, minors of the Negro race,
through their legal representatives, seek the aid of the
courts in obtaining admission to the public schools of
their community on a nonsegregated basis. In each
instance, they had been denied admission to schools
attended by white children under laws requiring or per-
mitting segregation according to race.

This segregation was alleged to deprive the plaintiffs
of the equal protection of the laws under the Four-
teenth Amendment. In each of the cases other than the
Delaware case, a three-judge Federal District Court de-
nied relief to the plaintiffs on the so-called “separate
but equal” doctrine announced by this court in Plessy
v. Ferguson.

Under that doctrine, equality of treatment is ac-
corded when the races are provided substantially equal
facilities, even though these facilities be separate. In the
Delaware case, the Supreme Court of Delaware adhered
to that doctrine, but ordered that the plaintiffs be ad-
mitted to the white schools because of their superiority
to the Negro schools.

The plaintiffs contend that segregated public schools
are not “equal” and cannot be made “equal” and that,
hence, they are deprived of the equal protection of the
laws. Because of the obvious importance of the question
presented, the Court took jurisdiction. Argument was
heard in the 1952 term, and reargument was heard this
term on certain questions propounded by the Court.

Reargument was largely devoted to the circum-
stances surrounding the adoption of the Fourteenth
Amendment in 1868. It covered, exhaustively, con-
sideration of the Amendment in Congress, ratification
by the states, then existing practices in racial segrega-
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tion, and the views of proponents and o
Amendment. d Pponents of th,

This discussion and our own investigation conyjy
us that although these sources cast some light. ; e
not enough to resolve the problem with which w e

€ are
faced.

At best, they are inconclusive. The most avid

pro-
ponents of the postwar Amendments undoubtedly jn.
tended them to remove all legal distinctions among “q]
persons born or naturalized in the United States.”

Their opponents, just as certainly, were antagonistic
to both the letter and the spirit of the Amendments and
wished them to have the most limited effect. What oth-
ers in Congress and the State Legislature had in mind
cannot be determined with any degree of certainty.

An additional reason for the inclusive nature of
the Amendment’s history, with respect to segregated
schools, is the status of public education at that time. In
the South, the movement toward free common schools,
supported by general taxation, had not yet taken hold.
Education of white children was largely in the hands of
private groups. Education of Negroes was almost non-
existent, and practically all of the race was illiterate. In
fact, any education of Negroes was forbidden by law in
some states.

Today, in contrast, many Negroes have achieved out-
standing success in the arts and sciences as well as in the
business and professional world. It is true that public
education has already advanced further in the North,
but the effect of the Amendment on Northern States
was generally ignored in the Congressional debates.

Even in the North, the conditions of public education
did not approximate those existing today. The curricu-
lum was usually rudimentary; ungraded schools were
common in rural areas; the school term was but three
months a year in many states; and compulsory school
attendance was virtually unknown.

As a consequence, it is not surprising that there should
be so little in the history of the Fourteenth Amendment
relating to its intended effect on public education.

In the first cases in this court construing the Four-
teenth Amendment, decided shortly after its adoption;
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the court interpreted it as proscribing all state-imposed
discriminations against the Negro race.

The doctrine of “Separate but Equal” did not make
its appearance in this court until 1896 in the case of
Plessy v. Ferguson, supra, involving not education but
transportation.

American courts have since labored with the doctrine
for over half a century. In this court, there have been six
cases involving the “separate but equal” doctrine in the
field of public education.

In Cumming v. County Board of Education, and
Gong Lum v. Rice, the validity of the doctrine itself was
not challenged. In most recent cases, all on the graduate
school level, inequality was found in that specific ben-
efits enjoyed by white students were denied to Negro
students of the same educational qualifications. Mis-
souri ex rel. Gaines v. Canada, 305 U.S. 337; Sipuel v.
Oklahoma, 332 U.S. 331; Sweatt v. Painter, 339 U.S.
629; McLaurin v. Oklahoma State Regents, 339 U.S.
637.

In nine of these cases it was necessary to re-examine
the doctrine to grant relief to the Negro plaintiff. And
in Sweatt v. Painter, supra, the court expressly reserved
decision on the question whether Plessy v. Ferguson
should be held inapplicable to public education.

In the instant cases, that question is directly pre-
sented. Here, unlike Sweatt v. Painter, there are findings
below that the Negro and white schools involved have
been equalized or are being equalized, with respect to
buildings, curricula, qualifications and salaries of teach-
ers, and other “tangible” factors.

Our decision, therefore, cannot turn on merely a
comparison of these tangible factors in the Negro and
white schools involved in each of the cases. We must
look instead to the effect of segregation itself on public
education.

In approaching this problem, we cannot turi the
clock back to 1868, when the Amendment was adopted,
or even to 1896, when Plessy v. Ferguson was Written.
We must consider public education in the light of its
full development and its present place in American life
throughout the nation. Only in this way can it be de-
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rermincd if scgregation in public schools deprives thesge
laintiffs of the cqual protection of the laws. .

Today, cducation 1§ perhaps the most importan,
function of statc and local governments. Cor_npulsm
school attendance laws and the great cggcndlturcs for
education both demonstrate our recognition of the im.
portance of education to our democratic society. It js
required in the performance of our most basic public
responsibilities, even service in the a(mcd forces. It is
the very foundation of good c1tlzcnsh§p.

Today, it is a principal instrument in awakening the
child to cultural values, in preparing him for later pro-
fessional training, and in helping him to adjust normally
to his environment.

In these days, it is doubtful that any child may reason-
ably be expected to succeed in life if he is denied the op-
portunity of an education. Such an opportunity, where
the state has undertaken to provide it, is a right which
must be made available to all on equal terms.

We come then to the question presented: Does segre-
gation of children in public schools solely on the basis of
race, even though the physical facilities and other “tan-
gible” factors may be equal, deprive the children of the
minority group of equal educational opportunities? We
believe that it does.

In Sweatt v. Painter, supra, in finding that a segre-
gated law school for Negroes could not provide them
equal educational opportunities, this court relied in
large part on “those qualities which are incapable of ob-
jective measurement but which make for greatness in a
law school.”

In McLaurin v. Oklahoma State Regents, supra, the
court, in requiring that a Negro admitted to a white
graduate school be treated like all other students,
again resorted to intangible considerations: “*** his
ablhty to study, engage in discussions and exchange
views with other students, and, in general, to learn his
profession.”

Such considerations apply with added force to chil-
dren in grade and high schools. To separate them from
others of similar age and qualifications solely because
of their race generates a feeling of inferiority as to their



Brown v. Board of Education 435

status in the community that may affect their hearts and
minds in a way unlikely ever to be undone,
The effect of this separation on their education op-
ortunities was well stated by a finding in the Kansas
case by a court which, nevertheless felt compelled to
rule against the Negro plaintiffs:

Segregation of white and colored children in
public schools has a detrimental effect upon the
colored children. The impact is greater when it
has the sanction of the law; for the policy of sepa-
rating the races is usually interpreted as denoting
the inferiority of the Negro group. . . .

A sense of inferiority affects the motivation of
a child to learn. Segregation with the sanction of
law, therefore, has a tendency to retard the edu-
cational and mental development of Negro chil-
dren and to deprive them of some of the benefits
they would receive in a racially integrated school

system.

Whatever may have been the extent of psychologi-
cal knowledge at the time of Plessy v. Ferguson, this
finding is amply supported by modern authority. Any
language in Plessy v. Ferguson contrary to this finding
is rejected.

We conclude that in the field of public education the
doctrine of “separate but equal” has no place. Separate
educational facilities are inherently unequal. Therefore,
we hold that the plaintiffs and others similarly situated
for whom the actions have been brought are, by reason
of the segregation complained of, deprived of the equal
protection of the laws guaranteed by the Fourteenth
Amendment. This disposition makes unnecessary any
discussion whether such segregation also violates the
Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment.

Because these are class actions, because of the wide
applicability of this decision, and because of the great
variety of local conditions, the formulation of decrees
in these cases presents problems of considerable com-
plexity. On reargument, the consideration of appropri-
ate relief was necessarily subordinated to the primary
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nestion—the constitutionality of segregation in public

¢
o unced that such segregation is

avc now anno :
a Xgirl of the equal protection GECIE lum: UL Order

that we may have the full assista.nccb of the Pgl‘ties i
formulating decrees, the cases will be restored to the
docket, and the parties arc requested to present further
argfllig%ib}ﬁcy General of the United States is again in-
vited to participate. The Attorneys ancral .of the states
requiring or permitting segregation in ppbllc e.ducanon
will also be permitted to appear as amici curiae upon

request to do so. . . .

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dwight D. Eisenhower’s Farewell Address, 1961

Good evening, my fellow Americans. . . .

Three days from now, after half a century in the ser-
vice of our country, I shall lay down the responsibilities
of office as, in traditional and solemn ceremony, the au-
thority of the Presidency is vested in my successor.

This evening I come to you with a message of leave-
taking and farewell, and to share a few final thoughts
with you, my countrymen. . . .

I'wish the new President, and all who will labor with
him, Godspeed. I pray that the coming years will be
blessed with peace and prosperity for all. . . .

We now stand ten years past the midpoint of a cen-
tury that has witnessed four major wars among: great
natlons_——thrcc of these involved our own country.

Despite these holocausts America is today the stron-
gest, the most influential and most productive nation in
the world. Understandably proud of this preeminence,
we 3§t realize that America’s leadership and prestige de-
fen » Dot merely upon our unmatched material prog-
ocuss, rcl)chcs and military strength, but on how we use
bctth:)r n\;\;c;tfn the interests of world peace and human

Throughout America’s adventure i
- , ure in free govern-

ent, our basic purposes have been to keep th% peace;
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grams that appeared vastly to enhance his popularity.
And in November, 1964, Lyndon Johnson was elected
President in his own right, defeating Arizona’s Repub-
lican Senator Barry M. Goldwater in an unprecedented
landslide victory that gave him over 61 percent of the
total popular vote.

Nor did the world outside stand still. By this time
Khrushchev had been removed from office in Russia
without this signaling an end to a seemingly decisive
ideological split between Communist leaders in China
and the Soviet Union; the Chinese had exploded their
first nuclear bomb; conflict in Vietnam worsened; and
the many international problems that beset the new
President grew ever more horrendous. But there were
now new opportunities, too, largely because on the
world stage a great man had come and played his brief
role; in the long future John Fitzgerald Kennedy would
not be forgotten.

John F. Kennedy’s Inaugural Address, 1961

We observe today not a victory of party but a celebration
of freedom—symbolizing an end as well as a beginning—
signifying renewal as well as change. For I have sworn
before you and Almighty God the same solemn oath
our forebears prescribed nearly a century and three-
quarters ago.

The world is very different now. For man holds in his
mortal hands the power to abolish all forms of human
poverty and all forms of human life. And yet the same
revolutionary beliefs for which our forebears fought are
still at issue around the globe—the belief that the rights
of man come not from the generosity of the state but
from the hand of God.

We dare not forget today that we are the heirs of that
first revolution. Let the word go forth from this time
and place, to friend and foe alike, that the torch has
been passed to a new generation of Americans—born
in this century, tempered by war, disciplined by a hard
and bitter peace, proud of our ancient heritage—and
unwilling to witness to or permit the slow undoing of
those human rights to which this nation has always been
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committed, and to which we arc committed today 4

home and around the world. o
Let every nation know, whether it wishes us wel] o

ill. that we shall pay any price, bear any burden, me
an,y hardship, support any friend, Oppose any foe to 4s.
sure the survival and the success of liberty.

This much we pledge—and more. .
To those old allies whose cultural and spiritual or;-

gins we share, we _plcdgc the loyalty of faithful friends.
United, there is little we cannot do in a host of new
cooperative ventures. Divided, there is little we can
do—for we dare not meet a powerful challenge at odds
and split asunder.

To those new states whom we welcome to the ranks
of the free, we pledge our word that one form of co-
lonial control shall not have passed away merely to be
replaced by a far more iron tyranny. We shall not always
expect to find them supporting our view. But we shall
always hope to find them strongly supporting their own
freedom—and to remember that, in the past, those who
foolishly sought power by riding the back of the tiger
ended up inside.

To those people in the huts and villages of half the
globe struggling to break the bonds of mass misery, we
pledge our best efforts to help them help themselves, for
whatever period is required—not because the Commu-
nists may be doing it, not because we seek their votes, but
because it is right. If a free society cannot help the many
who are poor, it cannot save the few who are rich.

To our sister republics south of our border, we offer
a SPCCIal,PICdgC—to convert our good words into good
deeds—in a new alliance for progress—to assist free
men and free governments in casting off the chains of
poverty. But this peaceful revolution of hope cannot be-
li?lmc gllc prey of hostile powers. Let all our neighbors
& (;rbvcig.w ¢ shall join with them to oppose aggression

lon anywhere in the Americas. And let every

other , .
main tﬁower know that this hemisphere intends to re-
¢ master of its own house.

0 that world assemb]

instruments of
war hav .
of peace, we renew o ¢ far outpaced the instruments
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it from becoming merely a forum for invective—to
strengthen its sh‘lcld of the new and the weak—and to
enlarge the arcain wln.ch 1ts writ may run.

Finally, to those nations who would make themselves
our adversary, we offer not a pledge but a request: that
both sides begin anew ic quest for pcace, before the
dark powers of destruction unleashed by science engulf
all humanity in planned or accidental self-destruction.

We dare not tempt them with weakness. For only when
our arms are sufficient beyond doubt can we be certain
beyond doubt that they will never be employed.

But neither can two great and powerful groups of na-
tions take comfort from our present course—both sides
overburdened by the cost of modern weapons, both
rightly alarmed by the steady spread of the deadly atom,
yet both racing to alter that uncertain balance of terror
that stays the hand of mankind’s final war.

So let us begin anew—remembering on both sides
that civility is not a sign of weakness, and sincerity is al-
ways subject to proof. Let us never negotiate out of fear.
But let us never fear to negotiate.

Let both sides explore what problems unite us instead
of belaboring those problems which divide us.

Let both sides, for the first time, formulate serious
and precise proposals for the inspection and control of
arms—and bring the absolute power to destroy other
nations under the absolute control of all nations.

Let both sides seek to invoke the wonders of science
instead of its terrors. Together let us explore the stars,
conquer the deserts, eradicate disease, tap the ocean
depths and encourage the arts and commerce.

Let both sides unite to heed in all corners of the
earth the command of Isaiah—to “undo the heavy bur-
dens . . . [and] let the oppressed go free.”

And if a beachhead of cooperation may push back
the jungles of suspicion, let both sides join in creating a
new endeavor—not a new balance of power, but a new
world of law, where the strong are just and the weak
secure and the peace preserved.

All this will not be finished in the first 100 days. Nor
will it be finished in the first 1,000 days, nor in the life of
this Administration, nor even perhaps in our lifetime on
this planet. But let us begin.
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low citizens, more than mipe

Jn Ou? l‘] };’:ﬁ?’sﬂxg or failure of our course. Since
W’." foLLls wa; founded, cach generation of Americapg
thl? f)oumsrl}llmmoncd to give testimony to its nationg|
;msal CC{} he graves of young Americans who answereq
tﬁ}c, czl to service surround the globe.

Now the trumpet summons us again—not as a cal| to
bear arms, though arms we need—not as a call to battle,
though embattled we are—but a call to bear the bm_'df:n
of a long twilight struggle year in ‘,‘,“d year out, “rejoic-
ing in hope, patient in tribulation”—a struggle against
the common enemies of man: tyranny, poverty, disease
and war itself. .

Can we forge against these enemies a grand and
global alliance, north and south, east and west, that can
assure a more fruitful life for all mankind? Will you join
in that historic effort?

In the long history of the world, only a few genera-
tions have been granted the role of defending freedom
in its hour of maximum danger. I do not shrink from
this responsibility—I welcome it. I do not believe that
any of us would exchange places with any other people
or any other generation. The energy, the faith, the de-
votion which we bring to this endeavor will light our
country and all who serve it—and the glow from that
fire can truly light the world.

And so, my fellow Americans: ask not what your
country can do for you—ask what you can do for your
country.

My fellow citizens of the world: ask not what America

will do for you, but what together we can do for the
freedom of man,

judge of our deeds, let us o forth
) _ . to lead the land
Wi i%VC, asking His blessing ang His help, bejt kngwing
€I€ on earth Go’s work must truly be our own.
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The American University “Strategy of Peace”
Specch, John F. Kennedy, 1963

.. I have, therefore, chosen this time and place to dis-
cuss a topic on which ignorance too often abounds and
the truth is too rarely perceived—and that is the most
important topic on earth: peace.

What kind of peace do I mean and what kind of peace
do we seek? Not a Pax Americana enforced on the world
by American weapons of war. Not the peace of the grave
or the security of the slave. I am talking about genuine
peace—the kind of peace that makes life on earth worth
living—and the kind that enables men and nations
to grow and to hope and build a better life for their
children—not merely peace for Americans but peace for
all men and women—not merely peace in our time but
peace in all time. |

I speak of peace because of the new face of war. Total

war makes no sense in an age where great powers can
maintain large and relatively invulnerable nuclear forces
and refuse to surrender without resort to those forces. It
makes no sense in an age when a single nuclear weapon
contains almost ten times the explosive force delivered
by all the Allied air forces in the second world war. It
makes no sense in an age when the deadly poisons pro-
duced by a nuclear exchange would be carried by wind
and water and soil and seed to the far corners of the
globe and to generations yet unborn.

Today the expenditure of billions of dollars every year
on weapons acquired for the purpose of making sure
we never need them is essential to the keeping of peace.
But surely the acquisition of such idle stockpiles—which
can only destroy and can never create—is not the only,
much less the most efficient, means of assuring peace.

I speak of peace, therefore, as the necessary raqonal
end of rational men. I realize the pursuit of peace is not
as dramatic as the pursuit of war—and frequently the
words of the pursuer fall on deaf ears. But we have no
more urgent task.

Some say that it is useless to speak of peace or world
law or world disarmament—and that it will be useless

until the leaders of the Soviet Union adopt a more en-
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ed attitude. I hope they do. I believe we can help

lightened
th%rgtdf);]ts:o believe that we must re-examine our own
attitudes—as individuals .and as a nanon——j‘or our atti-
tude is as essential as theirs. And cvcay graduate of this
school, every thoughtful citizen who despairs of war and
wishes to bring peace, should begin by looking inward—
by examining his own attitude toward the course of the
cold war and toward freedom and peace here at home.
First: Examine our attitude toward peace itself. Too
many of us think it is impossible. Too many think it is
unreal. But that is a dangerous, defeatist belief. It leads
to the conclusion that war is inevitable—that mankind

is doomed—that we are gripped by forces we cannot
control.

We need not accept that view. Our problems are man-
made. Therefore, they can be solved by man. And man
can be as big as he wants. No problem of human destiny
is beyond human beings. Man’s reason and spirit have
often solved the seemingly unsolvable—and we believe
they can do it again.

I am not referring to the absolute, infinite concepts
of universal peace and goodwill of which some fantasies
and fanatics dream. I do not deny the value of hopes and
dreams but we merely invite discouragement and incre-
dulity by making that our only and immediate goal.

Let us focus instead on a more practical, more at-
tainable peace—based not on a sudden revolution in
human nature but on a gradual evolution in human
institutions—on a series of concrete actions and effective
agreement which are in the interests of all concerned.

There is no single, simple key to this peace—no grand
or magic formula to be adopted by one or two powers.
Genuine peace must be the product of many nations,
the sum of many acts. It must be dynamic, not static,
;hangmg to meet the challenge of each new generation.

0‘1;V pcace 1s a process—a way of solving problems.
Conﬂlitchti;uc?nta peace, there will still be quarrels and
nations V%’orl dcr ests, as there are within families and

- Peace, like community peace, does not
require that each man love his neighbor—it requires
or}ly.that they live together with & q b-

mitting their dis ; mutual tolerance, su
C15putes to a just and peaceful settlement.
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And history tcacl}cs us that enmitics between nations,
as between indivndu:}ls., do not last forcvcr.. Howe:vcr
iixcd our likes and dislikes may scem, the tide of time
and cvents will oftcn} bring surprising changes in the re-
Jations between nations and ncighbors. . .

So let us persevere. Peace need not be impracticable—
and war need not be inevitable. By defining our goal
more clearly—by making it seem more manageable and
less remote—we can help all people to see it, to draw
hope from it, and to move irresistibly towards it.

And second: Let us reexamine our attitude towards
the Soviet Union. It is discouraging to think that their
leaders may actually believe what their propagandists
write.

It is discouraging to read a recent authoritative Soviet
text on military strategy and find, on page after page,
wholly baseless and incredible claims—such as the al-
legation that “American imperialist circles are prepar-
ing to unleash different types of war . . . that there is a
very real threat of a preventative war being unleashed by
American imperialists against the Soviet Union . . . (and
that) the political aims” and I quote, “of the American
imperialists are to enslave economically and politically

the European and other capitalist countries . . . (and)
to achieve world domination . . . by means of aggres-
sive war.”

Truly, as it was written long ago: “The wicked flee
when no man pursueth.” Yet it is sad to read these Soviet
statements—to realize the extent of the gulf between
us. But it is also a warning—a warning to the American
people not to fall into the same trap as the Soviets, not
to see only a distorted and desperate view of the other
side, not to see conflict as inevitable, accommodation as
impossible and communication as nothing more than
an exchange of threats.

No government or social system is so evil that its
people must be considered as lacking in virtue. As
Americans, we find Communism profoundly repug-
nant as a negation of personal freedom and dignity.
But we can still hail the Russian people for their many
achievements—in science and space, in economic and
industrial growth, in culture, in acts of courage.

Among the many traits the peoples of our two coun-



452  From THE NEW FRONTIER TO THE GREAT SocieTy

tries have in common, none is stronger than our mugy)
abhorrence of war. Almost unique among the majo,
world powers, we have never been at war with each
other. And no nation in the history of battle ever syf.
fered more than the Soviet Union in the second wor|q
war. At least 20,000,000 lost their lives. Countless mj|-
lions of homes and families were burned or sacked. A
third of the nation’s territory, ’mcludmg two-thirds of
its industrial base, was turned into a wasteland—a logs
equivalent to the destruction of this country east of
Chicago. .

Today, should total war ever break out again—no
matter how—our two countries will be the primary
targets. It is an ironic but accurate fact that the two
strongest powers are the two in the most danger of
devastation. All we have built, all we have worked for,
would be destroyed in the first 24 hours. And even in
the cold war—which brings burdens and dangers to so
many countries, including this nation’s closest allies—
our two countries bear the heaviest burdens. For we are
both devoting massive sums of money to weapons that
could be better devoted to combat ignorance, poverty
and disease.

We are both caught up in a vicious and dangerous cycle
with suspicion on one side breeding suspicion on the
other, and new weapons begetting counter-weapons.

In short, both the United States and its allies, and the
Soviet Union and its allies, have a mutually deep interest
In ajust and genuine peace and in halting the arms race.
Agreements to this end are in the interests of the Soviet
Union as well as ours—and even the most hostile na-
tions can be relied upon to accept and keep those treaty
obligations and only those treaty obligations, which are
In their own interest. ’
alS?)OC,ﬁlrc;c]:Sag:Ot be blind in our differences—but let us
s b i cclrllttlt?n to our common interests and ths
e Bt e ose dlfferepccs can be resolved. An
help make the WO?IEW (f{ur dlfferengcs, at lc.ast we caari
analysis, our most by o versiey Jog m.the 47
habit this sma]] plancilcvsrommon link is that we all i~
all cher - We all breathe the same air. We
en’s future. And we are all mortal.

ird: I, 1 i i
€t us re-examine oyr attitude towards the
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cold war, remembering we arc not engaged in a dcbagc,
secking to pile up debating points. We arc not here dis-
eributing blame or pointing the finger of Judgn"'xcnt.‘ We
must deal with the world as it is, and not as it might
have been had the history of the last cighteen years been
different. .

We must, therefore, persevere in the search for peace
in the hope that constructive changes within the Com-
munist bloc might bring within reach solutions which
now seem beyond us. We must conduct our affairs in
such a way that it becomes in the Communists’ inter-
est to agree on a genuine peace. And above all, while
defending our own vital interests, nuclear powers must
avert those confrontations which bring an adversary to
a choice of either a humiliating retreat or a nuclear war.
To adopt that kind of course in the nuclear age would
be evidence only of the bankruptcy of our policy—or of
a collective death-wish for the world.

To secure these ends, America’s weapons are non-
provocative, carefully controlled, designed to deter and
capable of selective use. Our military forces are commit-
ted to peace and disciplined in self-restraint. Our diplo-
mats are instructed to avoid unnecessary irritants and
purely rhetorical hostility.

For we can seek a relaxation of tensions without relax-
ing our guard. And, for our part, we do not need to use
threats to prove that we are resolute. We do not need
to jam foreign broadcasts out of fear our faith will be
eroded. We are unwilling to impose our system on any
unwilling people—but we are willing and able to en-
gage in peaceful competition with any people on earth.

Meanwhile, we seek to strengthen the United Na-
tions, to help solve its financial problems, to make it a
more effective instrument for peace, to develop it into
a genuine world security system—a system capable of
resolving disputes on the basis of law, of insuring the
security of the large and the small, and of creating con-
ditions under which arms can finally be abolished.

At the same time we seek to keep peace inside the
non-Communist world, where many nations, all of
them our friends, are divided over issues which weaken
Western unity, which invite Communist intervention,

or which threaten to erupt into war.
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Our efforts in West New Guinea, in the Congy ;
the Middle East and the Indian subcontinent have béen

ersistent and paticnt despite criticism from both side?
We have also tried to sct an example for others—y,
seeking to adjust small but signiﬁgant differences Wit}};
our own closest neighbors in Mexico and Canada,

Speaking of other nations, I wish to make one pojp,
clear. We are bound to many nations by alliances. Theg,
alliances exist because our concern and theirs substap,.
tially overlap. Our commitment to defend Western Ey,.
rope and West Berlin, for example, stands undiminished
because of the identity of our vital interests. The United
States will make no deal with the Soviet Union at the
expense of other nations and other peoples, not merely
because they are our partners, but also because their in-
terests and ours converge.

Our interests converge, however, not only in defend-
ing the frontiers of freedom, but in pursuing the paths
of peace.

It is our hope—and the purpose of allied policies—to
convince the Soviet Union that she, too, should let each
nation choose its own future, so long as that choice does
not interfere with the choices of others. The communist
drive to impose their political and economic system on
others is the primary cause of world tension today. For
there can be no doubt that, if all nations could refrain
from interfering in the self-determination of others, the
peace would be much more assured.

This will require a new effort to achieve world
law—a new context for world discussions. It will re-
quire increased understanding between the Soviets and
ourselves. And increased understanding will require in-
creased contact and communication.

One step in this direction is the proposed arrange-
ment for a direct line between Moscow and Washington,
to avoid on each side the dangerous delays, misunder-
standing, and misreadings of the other’s actions whic
might occur in a time of crisis.

We have also been talking in Geneva about other
first-step measures of arms control, designed to limit
the intensity of the arms race and reduce the risks of ac-
cidental war, |

O i . i
urprimary long-range interest in Geneva, howevel,
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eneral and complete .di'sarmamcnt—d‘c.signcd to
rake place by stages, permitting parallel political dev:cll;
opments to build the new institutions of peace whic
would take the place of arms. The pursuit of disarma-
ment has been an effort of this Government since the
1920’s. It has been urgently sought by the past three
Administrations. And however dim the prospects are
today, we intend to continue FhlS effort——to continue
it in order that all countries, including our own, can
better grasp what the problems and the possibilities of
disarmament are.

The only major area of these negotiations where the
end is in sight—yet where a fresh start is badly needed—
is in a treaty to outlaw nuclear tests. The conclusion of
such a treaty—so near and yet so far—would check the
spiraling arms race in one of the most dangerous areas.
It would place the nuclear powers in a position to deal
more effectively with one of the greatest hazards which
man faces in 1963—the further spread of nuclear weap-
ons. It would increase our security—it would decrease
the prospects of war.

Surely this goal is sufficiently important to require
our steady pursuit, yielding neither to the temptation to
give up the whole effort nor the temptation to give up
our insistence on vital and responsible safeguards.

I am taking this opportunity, therefore, to announce
two important decisions in this regard:

First: Chairman Khrushchev, Prime Minister Macmil-
lan and I have agreed that high-level discussions will
shortly begin in Moscow towards early agreement on a
comprehensive test ban treaty. Our hopes must be tem-
pered with the caution of history—but with our hopes
go the hopes of all mankind.

Second: To make clear our good faith and solemn
convictions on the matter, I now declare that the
United States does not propose to conduct nuclear tests
in the atmosphere so long as other states do not do so.

We will not be the first to resume. Such a declaration is
no substitute for a formal binding treaty—but I hope it
will help us achieve one. Nor would such a treaty be a
substitute for disarmament—but I hope it will help us
achieve it.

Finally, my fellow Americans, let us examine our at-

1S 8
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s peace and freedom here at home, Ty,
ality and spirit of our own sOCIety must justify an
;]L:;)pg't our cfforts abrpad. We must show it in th(i
dedication of our own lives—as many of you who are
graduating today will have an opportunity to do, by
serving without pay in the Peace Corps abroad or in the

proposed National Service Corps here at home.
But wherever we are, we must all, in our daily lives,

live up to the age-old faith that peace and freedom walk
together. In too many of our cities today, the peace is
not secure because freedom is incomplete.

It is the responsibility of the executive branch at all
levels of govcrnmcnt—local, state and national—to
provide and protect that freedom for all of our citizens
by all means within our authority. It is the responsibility
of the legislative branch at all levels, wherever the au-
thority is not now adequate, to make it adequate. And
it is the responsibility of all citizens in all sections of this
country to respect the rights of others and respect the
law of the land.

All this is not unrelated to world peace. “When a
man’s ways please the Lord,” the Scriptures tell us, “he
maketh even his enemies to be at peace with him.” And

‘is not peace, in the last analysis, basically a matter of
human rights—the right to live out our lives without
fear of devastation—the right to breathe air as nature
provided it—the right of future generations to a healthy
existence? |

While we proceed to safeguard our national interests,
let us also safeguard human interests. And the elimina-
tion of war and arms is clearly in the interest of both.

No treaty, however much it may be to the advantage
of all, however tightly it may be worded, can provide
absolute security against the risks of deception an
evasion. But it can—if it is sufficiently effective in 1ts
enforcement and it is sufficiently in the interests of its
signers—offer far more security and far fewer risks than
an unabated, uncontrolled, unpredictable arms race.

The United States, as the world knows, will never
start a war. We do not want a war. We do not now €x-
pect a war. This generation of Americans has already
had enough—more than enough—of war and hate an
oppression. We shall be prepared if others wish it. We

titude toward
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chall be alert to try to stop it. But we shall also do our
‘)1‘1‘t to build a world of pcace where the weak are safe

and the strong arc just.
We are not helpless before that task or hopeless of

its SUCCCSS. Confident and unafraid, we labor on—not
roward a strategy of annihilation but toward a strategy

of peace. Thank you.

Civil Rights Speech, John F. Kennedy, 1963

Good evening, my fellow citizens.

This afternoon, following a series of threats and de-
fiant statements, the presence of Alabama National
Guardsmen was required on the University of Alabama
to carry out the final and unequivocal order of the
United States District Court of the Northern District
of Alabama.

That order called for the admission of two clearly
qualified young Alabama residents who happened to
have been born Negro.

That they were admitted peacefully on the campus is
due in good measure to the conduct of the students of
the University of Alabama who met their responsibili-
ties in a constructive way.

I hope that every American, regardless of where he
lives, will stop and examine his conscience about this
and other related incidents.

This nation was founded by men of many nations
and backgrounds. It was founded on the principle that
all men are created equal, and that the rights of every
man are diminished when the rights of one man are
threatened.

Today we are committed to a worldwide struggle to
promote and protect the rights of all who wish to be
free. And when Americans are sent to Vietnam or West
Berlin we do not ask for whites only.

It ought to be possible, therefore, for American
students of any color to attend any public institution
they select without having to be backed up by troops.
It ought to be possible for American consumers of any
color to receive equal service in places of public accom-
modation, such as hotels and restaurants, and theaters
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that they’re going to get their rightsis to go iy,

d dcmonstratc.,
d we OwWC oursclv
l ¢S a thter

only way
the strect an
1 think we owe them an

country than that. .
Therefore, ’m asking for your help in making it easicr

for us to move ahead and provide the kind of equality
of treatment which we would want ourselves—to give
a chance for every child to be educated to the limit of

his talent. ;
As I’ve said before, not every child has an equal tal-
al motivation. But they

ent or an cqual ability or equ
should have the equal right to develop their talent and
their ability and their motivation to make something of

themselves.
We have a right to expect that the Negro community
will be responsible, will uphold the law. But they have a

right to expect the law will be fair, that the Constitution
will be color blind, as Justice Harlan said at the turn of

the century.
This is what we’re talking about. This is a matter
d what it stands for, and

which concerns this country an
in meeting it I ask the support of all of our citizens.

Thank you very much.

The Birmingham City Jail
«Unwise and Untimely” Letter,
Muartin Luther King, Jv., 1 963

My dear Fellow Clergymen,
While confined here in the Birmingham City Jail, I came

across your recent statement calling our present activl
ties “unwise and untimely” . . . since I feel that you arc
men of genuine goodwill and your criticisms are sin-
cerely set forth, I would like to answer your statement
in what I hope will be patient and reasonable terms.

1 think I should give the reason for my being in Bir-
mingham, since you have been influenced by the argt”
ment of “outsiders coming in” . . . Several months ago
our local affiliate here in Birmingham invited us to be
on call to engage in nonviolent direct action program
if such were deemed necessary. . . . S0 I am here, along
with several members of my staff, because we Were in-
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vited here. I am here becausce I have basic organizational
ties here. o

Beyond this, I am in Birmingham because injustice
is here. Just as the cgghth-gcntury prophets left their
little villages and carr}cd their “thus saith the Lord” far
beyond the boundaries of their home towns; and just
as the Apostle Paul left his little village of Tarsus and
carried the gospel of Jesus Christ to practically every
hamlet and city of the Graeco-Roman world, I too am
compelled to carry the gospel of freedom beyond my
particular home town. Like Paul, I must constantly re-
spond to the Macedonian call for aid.

Moreover, I am cognizant of the interrelatedness of
all communities and states. I cannot sit idly by in At-
Janta and not be concerned about what happens in
Birmingham. Injustice anywhere is a threat to justice
everywhere. We are caught in an inescapable network of
mutuality, tied in a single garment of destiny. Whatever
affects one directly affects all indirectly. Never again
can we afford to live with the narrow, provincial “out-
side agitator” idea. Anyone who lives inside the United
States can never be considered an outsider anywhere in
this country.

You deplore the demonstrations that are presently
taking place in Birmingham. But I am sorry that your
statement did not express a similar concern for the con-
ditions that brought the demonstrations into being. I
am sure that each of you would want to go beyond the
superficial social analyst who looks merely at effects,
and does not grapple with underlying causes. I would
not hesitate to say that it is unfortunate that so-called
demonstrations are taking place in Birmingham at this
time, but I would say in more emphatic terms that it is
even more unfortunate that the white power-structurc
of this city left the Negro community with no other
alternative . . .

Birmingham is probably the most thoroughly segre-
gated city in the United States. Its ugly record of police
brutality is known in every section of this country. Its
unjust treatment of Negroes in the courtsisa nogorlousf
reality. There have been more unsplvcd bombings 0
Negro homes and churches in Birmingham than in any
city in this nation. These are the hard, brutal, and un-
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ievable facts. On the basis of these conditions Negrq,
12?3?;3 sought to negotiate with the city fathcrs: But th,
political leaders consistently refused to engage in gooq.

faith negotiation. . . . ’ ' .
You may well ask, “Why direct action? Why sit-ip

marches, etc.? Isn’t negotiation a better path?” yo,
are exactly right in your call for negotiation. Indeed,
this is the purpose of direct action. Nonviolent direct
action seeks to create such a crisis and establish sych
creative tension that a community that has constantly
refused to negotiate is forced to confront the issue, It
seeks so to dramatize the issue that it can no longer be
ignored. I just referred to the creation of tension as a
part of the work of the nonviolent resister. This may
sound rather shocking. But I must confess that I am
not afraid of the word tension. I have earnestly worked
and preached against violent tension, but there is a type
of constructive nonviolent tension that is necessary for
growth. Just as Socrates felt that it was necessary to cre-
ate a tension in the mind so that individuals could rise
from the bondage of myths and half-truths to the unfet-
tered realm of creative analysis and objective appraisal,
we must see the need of having nonviolent gadflies to
create the kind of tension in society that will help men
to rise from the dark depths of prejudice and racism to
the majestic heights of understanding and brotherhood.
So the purpose of the direct action is to create a situa-
tion so crisis-packed that it will inevitably open the door
to negotiation. We, therefore, concur with you in your
call for negotiation. Too long has our beloved South-
land been bogged down in the tragic attempt to live in
monologue rather than dialogue. ... -

My frier;ds, I must say to you that we have not made
asingle gain in civil rights without determined legal and
nonviolent pressure. History is the long and tragic story
of the fact that privileged groups seldom give up their
privileges voluntarily. Individuals may see the moral
fight and voluntarily give up their unjust posture; but
as Reinhold Niebuhr has reminded us, groups are more
immoral than individuals. |
i nwcicl;n\%"l"ugfo}llgh. painful experience that freedom
dematided b tallln Y given by the oppressor; it must be

Y the oppressed. Frankly, I have never yet
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in a direct-action movement that was “well
according to the timetable of those who have
d unduly from the discase of segregation
For years now I have heard the word “Wait!” It rings in
the car of every Negro with a piercing familiarity. This
«yait” has almost always meant “never.” It has been
a tranquilizing thalidomide, relieving the emotional
stress for a moment, only to give birth to an ill-formed
infant of frustration. We must come to see with the dis-
tinguished jurist of yesterday that “justice too long de-
layed is justice denied.” We have waited for morcgthan
;1::% l(l)lclingll;lecclil a;?dhtforptryhycars.for our constitutional
. n rights. The nations of Asia and Africa
are moving with jetlike speed toward the goal of politi
cal independence, and we still creep at horse and gu oy
pace toward the gaining of a cup of coffee at a luﬁgt}ll
counter. I guess it is easy for those who have neve fcl
the stinging darts of segregation to say, “Wait ”ch t
when you have seen vicious mobs lynch, our moth -
:nd fatt;ﬁrs at l:;vill and drown your sisths ancrln l(;rtofl:s
rs at whim; when you have seen hate-filled poli ;
curse, kick, brutalize, and even kill b § hrothers
and sisters with impu,ni ; when T e o e
;tgr :i£ ziotl]r mentyfmillio?ll,Nc gro }t’)?(l)ltflcccrsd:;g;tc?iﬁigoi;
. ght cage of poverty in the midst of
gl an affluent so-
. g s c(‘:Chyou suddenly find your tongue twisted and
our sp stammering as you seek to explai
six-year-old daughter why she can’t go tp atlfll1  ablic
amusement park that has just been adv%:rti 0d o o
sion, and see tears welling up in her little esc OI}IltClCVl'
;Se ;(ilhde tclilélt Funtown is closed to colored ggislc‘i\;'efln:r}:s
ressin 1 0Or1 i g
her it mental sky and see her begin t Gstort b I
tle personality by constcady d gin to distort her lit-
e s y developing a bitterness
swer for u ﬁchyca[; e,l ;Vhen you hayc to concoct an an-
“Daddy, who, da wl(:itcson asking in agonizing pathos:
Mean?™: whon you 12k people treat colored people so
it necessary to s¥e eu tm cha cross-country drive and find
able corners of p night after night in the uncomfort-
el your automobile because no motel will
Ptyou; when you are humiliated day i d :
Y hagging signs reading “white” and e lrl1 re ’Siay e
your first name becomes “ni > and i thn
s “nigger” and your middle

cngﬂgf,d
timCd,
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name becomes “boy” (however oldhyou are) and yoy,
last name becomes “John, and when your wife ang
mother arc never given the rcs;;cctzd title “Mrs.”; whe,,
you are harried by day and haunte alt night by the fy¢
that you are a Negro, living constantly at tip-toe stanc,
never quite knowing what to expect next, and plagyeg
with inner fears and outer resentments; “whcn you are
forever fighting a degenerating sense of ¢ nobodiness”.
then you will understand why we find it difficult to waj;
There comes a time when the cup of endurance runs
over, and men are no longer willing to .bc plunged intg
an abyss of injustice where they experience the black-
ness of corroding despair. I hope, sirs, you can under-
stand our legitimate and unavoidable impatience.

You express a great deal of anxiety over our willing-
ness to break laws. This is certainly a legitimate concern.
Since we so diligently urge people to obey the Supreme
Court’s decision of 1954 outlawing segregation in the
public schools, it is rather strange and paradoxical to
find us consciously breaking laws. One may well ask,
“How can you advocate breaking some laws and obey-
ing others?” The answer is found in the fact that there
are two types of laws: There are just and there are unjust
laws. I would agree with Saint Augustine that “an un-
just law is no law at all.”

Now what is the difference between the two? How
does one determine when a law is just or unjust? A just
law is a man-made code that squares with the moral law
or the law of God. An unjust law is a code that is out of
harmony with the moral law. To put it in the terms of
Saint Thomas Aquinas, an unjust law is a human law
that is not rooted in eternal and natural law. Any law
that uplifts human personality is just. Any law that de-
grades human personality is unjust. All segregation stat-
utes are unjust because segregation distorts the soul and
damages the personality. It gives the segregator a false
sense of superiority, and the segregated a false sense of

inferiority. To use the words of Martin Buber, the great

Jewish PhilOSOphcr se : . T 147
: : » Segregation substitutes an “I-it

1r' Z{:;:trl};mp for the “I-thou” relationship, and ends up

o nogt gﬁi‘sons to the status of things. So segrega-

. y politically wrong but sinful. Paul Tillich
has said that SIn 1s separation. Isn’t segregation an exis-
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expression of man’s tragic separation, an expres-

f his awful estrangement, his terrible sinfplncss?
o I can urge men to disobey segregation ordinances
because they are morally wrong. . . . o -

There are some instances when a law is just on its
face and unjust in its application. For instance, I was ar-
rested Friday on a charge of parading without a permit.
Now there is nothing wrong with an ordinance which
requires a permit for a parade, but when the ordinance
is used to preserve segregation and to deny citizens the
First Amendment privilege of peaceful assembly and
peaceful protest, then it becomes unjust.

I hope you can see the distinction I am trying to point
out. In no sense do I advocate evading or defying the
law as the rabid segregationist would do. This would
lead to anarchy. One who breaks an unjust law must do
it openly, lovingly (not hatefully as the white mothers
did in New Orleans when they were seen on television
screaming “nigger, nigger, nigger”), and with a willing-
ness to accept the penalty. I submit that an individual
who breaks a law that conscience tells him is unjust, and
willingly accepts the penalty by staying in jail to arouse
the conscience of the community over its injustice, is in
reality expressing the very highest respect for law.

Of course, there is nothing new about this kind of
civil disobedience. It was seen sublimely in the refusal
of Shadrach, Meshach, and Abednego to obey the laws
of Nebuchadnezzar because a higher moral law was in-
volved. It was practiced superbly by the early Christians
who were willing to face hungry lions and the excru-
ciating pain of chopping blocks, before submitting to
certain unjust laws of the Roman empire. To a degree
academic freedom is a reality today because Socrates
practiced civil disobedience. : .

We can never forget that everything Hitler did in
German was “legal” and everything the Hungaran
ﬁ:ecdom fighters did in Hungary was “illegal.” It was
“illegal” to aid and comfort a Jew in Hitler’s Germany.
But I am sure that if I had lived in Germany during
that time, I would have aided and comforted my Jewish
brothers even though it was illegal. If I lived in a Com-
munist country today, where certain principles dear to
the Christian faith are suppressed, I believe I would

tential
sion O
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openly advocate disobeying these anti-religioys laws, |
must make two honest confessions to you, my ChfiStian
and Jewish brothers. First I must confess that oyey , :
last few years I have been gravely disappointed with th,
white moderate. I have almost reached the regrettap),
conclusion that the Negro’s great stumbling block i,
the stride toward freedom is not the White Citizeng
Council-er or the Ku Klux Klanner, but the white mod.
erate who is more devoted to “order” than to justice-
who prefers a negative peace which is the absence of
tension to a positive peace which is the presence of jys.
tice; who constantly says “I agree with you in the gog|
you seek, but I can’t agree with your methods of direct
action”; who paternalistically feels that he can set the
timetable for another man’s freedom; who lives by the
myth of time and who constantly advises the Negro to
wait until a “more convenient season.” Shallow under-
standing from people of goodwill is more frustrating
than absolute misunderstanding from people of ill will.
Lukewarm acceptance is much more bewildering than
outright rejection.

I had hoped that the white moderate would under-
stand that law and order exist for the purpose of estab-
lishing justice, and that when they fail to do this they
become dangerously structured dams that block the
flow of social progress. I had hoped that the white mod-
erate would understand that the present tension in the
South is merely a necessary phase of the transition from
an obnoxious negative peace, where the Negro passively
accepted his unjust plight, to a substance-filled positive
peace, where all men will respect the dignity and worth
of hurnar} personality. Actually, we who engage in non-
violent direct action are not the creators of tension. We
merely bring to the surface the hidden tension that is
already alive, We bring it out in the open where it can be
seen and d.ea'lt with. Like a boil that can never be cured
as long as 'L 1 covered up but must be opened with all
ts pus-flowing ugliness to the natural medicines of air

and light, injustice must likewise be exposed, with all of

the tension its €Xposing creates, to the light of human

conscience and the air of nati i .
na an
be cured. tional opinion before it ¢

In
your statement You asserted that our actions, even
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.aceful, must be condemned because .thcy
though P olence. But can this assertion be logically
Prcc'lzlt]a-u’: this like condemning the robbed man be-
madt-:'] '{)n)osscssion of moncy precipitated the evil act of
. ns> lIsn’t this like condemning Socrates because his
robbery. ne commitment to truth and his philosophical
unls V'Vcns]l %ccipitatcd the misguided popular mind to
-~ E:]l%inf drink the hemlock? Isn’t this like condemn-
e Jesus because His unique God-Consciousness and
i?c%cr-ceasing devotion to His will precipitated the evil
act of crucifixion? We must come to see, as federal courts
have consistently affirmed, that it is immoral to urge
an individual to withdraw his efforts to gain his basic
constitutional rights because the quest precipitates vio-
lence. Society must protect the robbed and punish the
robber.

I had also hoped that the white moderate would re-
ject the myth of time. I received a letter this morning
from a white brother in Texas which said: “All Chris-
tians know that the colored people will receive equal
rights eventually, but it is possible that you are in
too great a religious hurry. It has taken Christianity
almost two thousand years to accomplish what it has.
The teachings of Christ take time to come to earth.”
All that is said here grows out of a tragic misconception
of time. It is the strangely irrational notion that there is
something in the very flow of time that will inevitably
cure all ills. Actually time is neutral. It can be used ei-
ther destructively or constructively. I am coming to feel
that the people of ill will have used time much more
effectively than the people of good will. We will have
to repent in this generation not merely for the vitriolic
words and actions of the bad people, but for the appall-
Ing silence of good people. We must come to see that
human progress never rolls in on wheels of inevitability.
It comes through the tireless efforts and persistent work
of men willing to be coworkers with God, and without
this hard work time itself becomes an ally of the forces
of social Stagnation. We must use time creatively, and
forevgr realize that the time is always ripe to do right.

OW s the time to make real the promise of democracy,
and transform our pending national elegy into a creative
Psalm of brotherhood. Now is the time to lift our na-
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tional policy from the quicksand of racial injustice to g
solid rock of human dignity. . . . ¢
... I stand in the middle of two opposing forces ;
the Negro community. One is a force of Complaccncn,
made up of Negroes who, as a result of long years of
oppression, have been so completely drained of self.
respect and a sense of “somebodiness” that they hay,
adjusted to segregation, and of a few Negroes iy the
middle class who, because of a degree of academjc and
economic security, and because at points they profi; b
segregation, have unconsciously become insensitjye to
the problems of the masses. The other force is one of
bitterness and hatred, and comes perilously close to ad-
vocating violence. It is expressed in the various black-
nationalist groups that are springing up over the nation,
the largest and best known being Elijah Muhammad’s
Muslim movement. This movement is nourished by the
contemporary frustration over the continued existence
of racial discrimination. It is made up of people who
have lost faith in America, who have absolutely repu-
diated Christianity, and who have concluded that the
white man is an incurable “devil.” T have tried to stand
between these two forces, saying that we need not fol-
low the “do-nothingism” of the complacent or the ha-
tred and despair of the black nationalist. There is the
more excellent way of love and nonviolent protest. ’'m
grateful to God that, through the Negro church, the
dimension of nonviolence entered our struggle. If this
philosophy had not emerged, I am convinced that by
now many streets of the South would be flowing with
floods of blood. And I am further convinced that if our
white brothers dismiss as “rabble-rousers” and “out-
side agitators” those of us who are working through the
channels of nonviolent direct action and refuse to sup-
port our nonviolent efforts, millions of Negroes, out
of frustratlop and despair, will seek solace and security
in blgck-pahonalist ideologies, a development that will
lcag Inevitably to a frightening racial nightmare.
bpressed people cannot remain oppressed forever.
7 ¢ urge for freedom will eventually come. This is what
hag l; :gﬁg Jgdt}}:iinAgﬁgtq tl;llcgro. Something withg-1
thing without has remj o o of fresdom; sont
| ¢minded him that he can gain it
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Consciously and unconsciously, he has been swept in by

hat the Germans call thp Zeitgeist, and with his black
wi thers of Affica, and his brown and yellow brothers
g;%sia,‘South Amecrica, and the Caribbean, he is mov-
i with a sensc of cosmic urgency toward the promised
;:u%d of racial justice. Recognizing this vital urge that has
engulfed the Negro community, one should readily un-
Jerstand public demonstrations. The Negro has many

ent-up resentments and latent frustrations. He has to
get them out. So let him march sometime; let him have
his prayer pilgrimages to the city hall; understand why
he must have sit-ins and freedom rides. If his repressed
emotions do not come out in these nonviolent ways,
they will come out in ominous expressions of violence.
This is not a threat; it is a fact of history. So I have not
said to my people “get rid of your discontent.” But I
have tried to say that this normal and healthy discon-
tent can be channelized through the creative outlet of
nonviolent direct action. Now this approach is being
dismissed as extremist. I must admit that I was initially
disappointed in being so categorized.

But as I continued to think about the matter I gradu-
ally gained a bit of satisfaction from being considered an
extremist. Was not Jesus an extremist in love—“Love
your enemies, bless them that curse you, pray for them
that despitefully use you.” Was not Amos an extrem-
ist for justice—“Let justice roll down like waters and
righteousness like a mighty stream.” Was not Paul an
extremist for the gospel of Jesus Christ—“I bear in
my body the marks of the Lord Jesus.” Was not Mar-
tin Luther an extremist—“Here I stand; I can do
none other so help me God.” Was not John Bunyan
an extremist—*I will stay in jail to the end of my days
before I make a butchery of my conscience.” Was not
Abraham Lincoln an extremist—*“This nation cannot
survive half slave and half free.” Was not Thomas Jef-
ferson an extremist—“We hold these truths to be self-
evident, that all men are created equal.” So the question
is not whether we will be extremist but what kind of ex-
tremist will we be. Will we be extremists for hate or will
we be extremists for love? Will we be extremists for the
preservation of injustice—or will we be extremists for
the cause of justice? In that dramatic scene on Calvary’s
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hill, three men werc crucified. We MUSt not forge, thay
all three were crucified for the same crime—the Crim
of extremism. Two were extremists for immorality, i
thusly fell below their cnvironment. The other, Jesy
Christ, was an extremist for love, truth, and 800dnegs
and thereby rose above h.lS cnvironment. So, after all’
maybe the South, the nation, and the world are jp, dire
need of creative extremists. . ..

I hope the church as a whole will meet the challeng,
of this decisive hour. But even if the church docs pg,
come to the aid of justice, I have no despair aboyt the
future. I have no fear about the outcome of our strug-
gle in Birmingham, even if our motives are presently
misunderstood. We will reach the goal of freedom ip
Birmingham and all over the nation, because the gog|
of America is freedom. Abused and scorned though
we may be, our destiny is tied up with the destiny of
America. Before the pilgrims landed at Plymouth we
were here. Before the pen of Jefferson etched across
the pages of history the majestic words of the Declara-
tion of Independence, we were here. For more than two
centuries our fore-parents labored in this country with-
out wages; they made cotton king, and they built the
homes of their masters in the midst of brutal injustice
and shameful humiliation—and yet out of a bottom-
less vitality they continued to thrive, and develop. If the
inexpressible cruelties of slavery could not stop us, the
opposition we now face will surely fail. We will win our
freedom because the sacred heritage of our nation and

the eternal will of God are embodied in our echoing
demands.

Yours for the cause of Peace and Brotherhood,
Martin Luther King, Jr.

March on Washg’ngton “I Have a Dream” Speech,
Martin Luthey King, Jr., 1963

I am happy 10 join with you today in what will go

down in hj
o n tlllnst(.)ry as the greatest demonstration for free-
11n the history of oy nation.

Five sco
r
€ Years ago a great American in whose sym-
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bolic shadow we §mnd today signed the Emanapagox}

oclamation. his momentous decree was a great bea
o OL]‘ ht of hope to millions of Negro slaves who had
ﬁ(ggn lském-cd in the flames of withering injustice. It came
as a joyous daybreak to end the long night of their cap-
tivity. But 100 years later the Negro SElll is not fgcc. One
hundred years later the life of the Negro is still badly
crippled by the manacles of segregation and the chains
of discrimination. One hundred years later the Negro
lives on a lonely island of poverty in the midst of a vast
ocean of material prosperity. One hundred years later
the Negro is still languished in thc; corners of Ameri-
can society and finds himself in exile in his own land.
So we’ve come here today to dramatize a shameful
condition.

In a sense we’ve come to our nation’s capital to cash
a check. When the architects of our Republic wrote the
magnificent words of the Constitution and the Declara-
tion of Independence, they were signing a promissory
note to which every American was to fall heir. This note
was a promise that all men—ryes, black men as well as
white men—would be guaranteed the unalienable rights
oflife, liberty and the pursuit of happiness. It is obvious
today that America has defaulted on this promissory
note insofar as her citizens of color are concerned. In-
stead of honoring this sacred obligation, America has
given the Negro people a bad check, a check which has
come back marked “insufficient funds.”

But we refuse to believe that the bank of justice is
bankrupt. We refuse to believe that there are insufficient
funds in the great vaults of opportunity of this nation.
- So we’ve come to cash this check, a check that will give

us upon demand the riches of freedom and the security
of justice.

We have also come to this hallowed spot to remind
America of the fierce urgency of now. This is no time
to engage in the luxury of cooling off or to take the
tranquilizing drug of gradualism. Now is the time to
make real the promises of democracy. Now is the time
to rise from the dark and desolate valley of segregation
to the sunlit path of racial justice. Now is the time to lift

our nation from the quicksands of racial injustice to the
solid rock of brotherhood.
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ow is the time to make justice a reality for
G ;ji’s children. It would be fatal for thc nation tq Zl\l(eif
look the urgency of the moment. This sweltering sum.
er of the Negro’s legitimate discontent will no¢ pasg
until there is an invigorating autumn of fr;edom i
equality—1963 is not an end but a beginning, Those
who hope that the Negro needed to blow off steam g
will now be content will have a rude awakening if the
nation returns to business as usual.

There will be neither rest nor tranquility in Americ,
until the Negro is granted his citizenship rights. The
whirlwinds of revolt will continue to shake the foup.
dations of our nation until the bright day of justice
emerges. And that is something that I must say to my
people who stand on the worn threshold which leads
into the palace of justice. In the process of gaining our
rightful place we must not be guilty of wrongful deeds.
Let us not seek to satisfy our thirst for freedom by drink-
ing from the cup of bitterness and hatred.

We must forever conduct our struggle on the high
plane of dignity and discipline. We must not allow our
creative protests to degenerate into physical violence.
Again and again we must rise to the majestic heights of
meeting physical force with soul force. The marvelous
new militancy which has engulfed the Negro commu-
nity must not lead us to distrust all white people, for
many of our white brothers, as evidenced by their pres-
ence here today, have come to realize that their destiny
is tied up with our destiny.

‘They have come to realize that their freedom is inex-
tricably bound to our freedom. We cannot walk alone.
And as we walk we must make the pledge that we shall
always march ahead. We cannot turn back. There are
those who are asking the devotees of civil rights, “When
Wﬂtlh you be sa'tlsﬁed?.” We can never be satisfied as long
;Z lici Igfugtl;fl)ig the victim of the unspeakable horrors of
wivttzc €an never be satisfied as long as our bodies, heavy

thc fatigue of traVCl C . z .
| ; , cannot gain lodging in the
motels of the h‘ghw?ys and the hotcgls of thcgclitigcs.
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Julthood and robbed of their dignity by signs
adt ¢

of thelf 8+ Whites Only.”  Aricd
: Gor VWIMEES Missis-
stating " ot be satisfied as long as the Negro mb T

We canil vote and the Negro in New York believe

o cannot ] : =
sippt €7 for which to vote.

. has nothing : SO, is-
he has ll:((; wc%l,c not satisficd, and we will not lzlt: sats
fi I;I?l;nil ,justicc rolls down like watcrs and righteous
icc

, : m.
ness like a mlgh%ztfrflathat some of you have come here

not unmi 1 :
ultaé? great trials and tribulation. Some of you have
o

come fresh from narrow jail cclls.fSof{nc ;cf; n};(ig&ha(\)fﬁ

me from areas where your quest 10r ree y
f)(;ttcrcd by the storms of persecution and staggered by
the winds of police brutality. You have been the veterans

ive suffering.

Ofggitt]i:luc to wor’i with the fai.th tht qneamcd suffer-
ing is redemptive. Go back to MlSSlSSlppl, go back to Al-
abama, go back to South Carolina, go back to Georgia,
go back to Louisiana, go back to the slums and ghettos
of our Northern cities, knowing that somehow this situ-
ation can and will be changed. Let us not wallow in the
valley of despair.

I say to you today, my friends, though, even though
we face the difficulties of today and tomorrow, I still
have a dream. It is a dream deeply rooted in the Ameri-
can dream. I have a dream that one day this nation will
rise up, live out the true meaning of its creed: “We hold
these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created
equal.”

I have a dream that one day on the red hills of Geor-
gia sons of former slaves and the sons of former slave-
owners will be able to sit down together at the table
of brotherhood. I have a dream that one day even the
state Qf Mississippi, a state sweltering with the heat of
Injustice, sweltering with the heat of oppression, will be
transformed into an oasis of freedom and justice.

I h.ave. a dream that my four little children will one
day live in a nation where they will not be judged by
the color of their skin but by the content of their char-
acter. [ have a dream . . . T have a dream that one day in
; abz}m?, Wlth its vicious racists, with its governor hav-
Ing his lips dripping with the words of interposition and

nullification, one day right there in Alabama little black
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ack girls will be able to join hands with ljy,
| white girls as sisters and brothers,

. T have a drcam that one ¢,
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boys and bl

whitc boys anc

[ have a dream today . . ’
hall be exalted, cvery hill and mount,;y,

. allcy s '
ciiery vall £y low. The rough places will be made Plain,

chall be made : .
:lx;:il lthz l;rookcd places will be made straight. And the
“lory of the Lord shall be revealed, and all flesh shall sc,

o owether. This is our hope. This is the faith that I g,
lbtatc(l)qgto the South with. With this faith we will be aé;]c
to hew out of the mountain of despair a stone of hope,
With this faith we will be able to transform the jangling
discords of our nation into a beautiful symphony of
brotherhood. With this faith we will be able to work to-
gether, to pray together, to struggle together, to go to
jail together, to stand up for freedom together, know-
ing that we will be free one day.

This will be the day when all of God’s children will
be able to sing with new meaning, “My country, ’tis of
thee, sweet land of liberty, of thee I sing. Land where
my fathers died, land of the pilgrim’s pride, from every
mountain side, let freedom ring.” And if America is to
be a great nation, this must become true. So let freedom
ring from the prodigious hilltops of New Hampshire.
Let freedom ring from the mighty mountains of New
York. Let freedom ring from the heightening Alleghe-
nies of Pennsylvania. Let freedom ring from the snow-
capped Rockies of Colorado. Let freedom ring from the
curvaceous slopes of California.

But not only that. Let freedom ring from Stone
ﬁgﬁgta@n Of;. ’(I}‘corgia. Let freedom ring from Lookout

ain o '
hill and molehiTlngf? ?flej;i;?t firef“dom e tain
side. Let freedom ring PPl TIOMR CYeLy monnzaty

When we allow fr : .
o Sy o e e g
every city, we will be able to speed ontlhevcry whe analll
of God’s children, black m i e e, A
Gentiles, Protcsta,nt d at anql Whlt'e RED, Jobis 'm'd

s and Catholics, will be able to join

b (o
ands and sing in the words of the old Negro spiritual,

“Free at lag
t, Free :
free at last,”” at last, Great God a-mighty, We are

LI Y
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