Lesson Plan Erin Cook and Stan Pesick

Martin Luther King, Jr.’s
“Beyond Vietnam”

and comprehensive statement against the Vietnam War.

Addressing a crowd of 3,000 people in Riverside Church in
New York City, King delivered a speech entitled “Beyond Vietnam.”
He pointed out that the war effort was “taking the young black men
who have been crippled by our soci-
ety and sending them 13,000 miles
away to guarantee liberties in South-
east Asia which they had not found in
southwest Georgia and East Harlem.”
Although some activists and newspa-
pers supported King's statement,
mostresponded with criticism. King’s
civil rights colleagues began to disas-
sociate themselves from his radical
stance, as the NAACP issued a state-
ment against merging the civil rights
movement and peace movement.
King remained undeterred, stating
that he was not fusing the civil rights
and peace movements, as many had
suggested. Two weeks after deliver-
ing his speech, Kingled thousands of
demonstrators on an antiwar march
to the United Nations.

On April 4, 1967, Martin Luther King, Jr., made his most public

Overview

The goal of this unit is to have
students analyze, within the context
of a particular historical period, Dr.
King's decision to speak out against
the war in Vietnam. Why did he make
this choice? Whatrisks were involved?
How was his speech received? Ulti-
mately, this unit asks students to
connect this speech to the present by having them consider which of
Dr. King's ideas about America’s role in the world are relevant to us
teday. In addition to encouraging active learning and the development
of critical thinking skills, this lesson will help students see King as
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Martin Luther King, Jr., (lower right) is flanked by policeman as Harvard
University students carry signs condemning his opposition to the Vietnam
War, a position which he made public about three weeks earlier. April 23,
1967. (Image donated by Corbis-Bettman.)

more than a civil rights leader as they explore the political and social
implications of King’s position against the war and his call for
economic justice.

In addition to King's “Beyond Vietham” speech, this lesson
includes a number of primary source documents that will help
students respond thoughtfully to
the questions raised above. With-
outthe appropriate historical con-
text, however, students may have
difficulty making sense of the
complex issues that connect the
war and domestic policy, There-
fore, it is essential that students
have a basic understanding of the
history of the war in Vietnam and
the public debate that was taking
placein the U.S. at thattime. This
unitalso supports students as they
grapple with the ideas and ques-
tions raised in the documents
themselves.

King's “Beyond Viemam”
speech includes a great deal of
information, and we encourage
teachers to break the document
into at least two paris to make the
material more manageable. The
speech can be accessed in its en-
tirety on the King Papers Project’s
web site  at  <http://
www.kingpapers.org>. For this
particular unit, we have chosen to
use a newspaper editorial, two let-
ters to the editor, and letters writ-
ten to and by King to help students
explore both sides of the issue as well as give them a broader historical
context. For some usefurl information on teaching with primary sources,
see Joan Musbach’s “Using Primary Sources in the Secondary Class-
room,” QAH Magazine of History 16 (Fall 2001}, 30-32.
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National Standards

While most of us are accustomed to learning and teaching about
King in the cantext of the civil rights movement, this lesson quite
purposefully positions King in a different historical realm. Although
King's role as a civil rights leader is still very relevant, we believe
teaching about King in the context of the Vietnam War can help
students deepen their knowledge of both King and the U.S. involve-
ment in Vietnam. This lesson plan will fulfill the following standards
in the National Standards for United States History:
Era 9: Postwar United States (1945-1970)

Standard 3C: Demonstrate understanding of the foreign and
domestic consequences of U.S. involvement in Vietnam by:

» Assessing . . . the shifts of public opinion about the war.

» Evaluating how Vietnamese and Americans experienced the
war and how the war continued to affect postwar politics and culture,

+ Analyzing the constitutional issues involved in the war and
exploring the war’s legacy,
Standard 3 of the Standards in Historical Thinking: Historical
Analysis and Interpretation.

Time

This unit is designed for three to five class periods, depending on
whether students read the materials and write their reflective journal
entries in or out of class.

Objectives

+ To use primary sources to analyze the reasons Dr. King spoke
outagainst the war in Vietnam and how this action was received.
« To place King’s “Beyond Vietnam” speech into historical, social,
andpolitical context.
« To improve analytical and critical thinking skills.
« To develop strong arguments based on primary source materials.
« To broaden students’ perception of King beyond that of a civil
rights leader.

Preparation and Resources

The questions that guided the development of this lesson are: Why
did King choose to speak out against the war in Vietnam? What can
this decision teach us about King? What can the response to this
speech teach us about the social and political climate during this
period? And finaliy, how are King's words applicable today? In addi-
tion to King's “Beyond Vietnam” speech, students will work with
documents that reflect both the support and criticism that followed
King's speech. ‘

This lesson utilizes a number of materials that can be found on the
Martin Luther King, Jr. Papers Project web site at <http://
www kingpapers.org>, including primary decuments, the King Ency-
clopedia and a King chronology. The web site can be used by teachers
in preparation for the lesson and may alse be used by students to
supplernent an activity. Teachers may also join the Liberation Com-
munity, which provides access to a searchable database of documents,
a discussion group, and printable King-related documents. We also
suggest reading Chapter 30 of The Autobiography of Martin Luther
King, Jr. {1998), edited by Clayborne Carson. This chapter provides
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detailed background regarding King's decision to speak out against
U.S. involvement in Vietnam.

Procedure
Part 1: Establishing the Historical Context for “Beyond Vietnam”
» For this “anticipatory set” give students two minutes to write
downnames and references that come to mind when they think of
theV ietnam War. Next, have them do the same thing for Martin
LutherKing, Jr. Have students break into pairs and share their an-
swers. Ask students ifany of them included Dr. King in thefr Vietnam
listor if anyone referred to Vietnam when writing about Dr. King. In
addition to establishing the historical context for the lesson, thisactivity
will highlight the fact that Martin Luther King, Jr., and the Vietnam
War are taught in isclation from one another, even though each had
a profound impact on the other.
» Introduce King's “Beyond Vietnam” speech by showing the first ten
minutes of episode 4, “The Promised Land,” of the PBS documentary
Eyes on the Prize 11 (1993), if available. Follow with a discussion of the
documentary.
» Have students read the first section of “Beyond Vietnam,” availableon
the King Papers web site, or at least the excerpt reprinted in Clayborne
Carson’s article "King's Path to Antiwar Dissent” in thismagazine,
pages 27-28.

Part 2: Why did King speak out and how was his speech received?
« Have students form two groups: one that supports King’s decision
to speak out against the war and one that feels he made a error. Give
each group a packet that you have assembled beforehand, consisting
of documents reprinted at the end of this lesson: the New York Times
editorial “Dr. King's Error,” two letters to the editor of the Times, a
letter written to King, and a three-page letter authored by King. You
might supplement these documents with historical materials from
local papers, if available. Instruct each group to use the documents
that support and refute their position to develop as strong an argu-
ment as possible. You may have students write an editorial to present
to the class or have a less formal presentation where students field
questions from the opposing group. -

Some questions to consider for the activity are:

1. Was King’s decision to speak out against the war a departure
from his stated philosophical, political, and/or social commitments?

2. What relevance does his role as a clergyman have for King's
position? What aboutas a Nobel Peace Prize recipient? What about his
role as a civil rights leader?

3. Do you believe there was a relationship between the war in
Vietnam and the civil rights struggle at home? Why or why not?

4. Were there any inconsistencies with King’s stated position on
the war in Vietnam and his stated: position as a civil rights leader?
Consider the role of nonviolence.

5. What were some of the main criticisms King’s opponents made
regarding his statement on the war in Vietnam? What were some of
the main arguments made by those defending King’s position?

6. What if King had not taken a position on the war in Vietnam?
Would it likely have undermined his stated commitment to nonvio-
lence and social justice, or would it have merely highlighted his
commitment to the civil rights movement?



7. What role, if any, might King’s race have had to do with how his
statement was received?

8. Do you believe that moral, religious, and political consider-
ations should be separated if it serves a tactical goal?

9. In his letter to the editor of the New York Times, “Dr. King
Backed,” James Bevel states, “Logically, the welfare of non-white
peoples in this nation is inextricably linked with the welfare of non-
white peoples around the world.” Do you agree? Why or why not?

. 10. What sort of impact do you believe King’s decision to speak out
against the war had on the civil rights movement? If you believe it
harmed the movement, was it worth it?

11. Finally, how are these issues relevant today? How might this
relate to our current situation in Iraq? Could the case be made that our
current foreign policy has implications for domestic policy? How?

« Have students read the remainder of “Beyond Vietnam” and com-
plete the primary source evaluation included at the end of this lesson
plan. Have students share their responses with the class.

Part 3: What new information have we learned about Martin
Luther King, Jr., and Vietnam?

« In small groups, have students look in their textbooks for an entry
on King and Vietnam, If one exists, have them expand upon it
based on what they have learned in this lesson. If one does not
exist, have them write an original entry. Have students share
answers with the class.

Part 4: Essay

« Using information gathered in parts 1-3 of this unit, students should
write an essay that responds to King's call for a “revolution of values”
and discuss how his words are relevant today. Q
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Travel grants for teachers

ORGCANIZATION OF AMERICAN HISTORIANS

AN

to attend the
2005 OAH Annual Meeting

Thanks to the generous support of the Gilder ‘.
Lehrman Institute of American History, the
Organization of American Historians is offer- g
ing travel fellowships for precollegiate history
teachers to attend the 2005 OAH Annual Meet-
ing, March 31 — April 3. The annual meeting
affords a unique opportunity for teachers to
enhance their professional development by
attending sessions specifically geared to class-
room teaching, as well as scholarly research and
public history. Fellowships are for travel-related !
expenses and preference will be given to teachers
who are new to the annual meeting.

Application deadline for submission is
February 10, 2005. Apply online at:
<http://www.oah.org/meetings/2005/>.

phone: 812.855.7311 » web: <www.oah.org>
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Handout 1

~ Primary Source Evaluation

Title of primary source document:

Author: Date;_

1. Use one sentence to state the author’s thesis.

2. What is the author's intent in creating this document? Provide examples from the
document to support your answer.

3. What does this document tell us about the values and beliefs of the person or persons that
produced it?

4. What does this document tell us about the social and political climate of the particular
period when it was produced?

5. Briefly explain your response to this document. How do the issues addressed in this
document relate to our current social/political environment?

6. Write a question to the author that is left unanswered by the document.
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Document 1

. Kay's Exrar
frd o L V08T, Frocgves ove Yo Tieen
H

Dr, King’s Error

In recent speeches and statemaeats the Rev, Dr.
Mertin Luther King Jr. has Hoked his personal oppo-
sition to the war in Vietnam with the cause of Negra
equality in tis TUnited States. The war, he argues,
should be stopped not only because 3t is a futile war
waged for the wrong ends but aiso because it is a
Harzier to soctal progress in this country and theres
fore p Neg from achieving their juat place
in American Jife.

Thig i a fusing of two public problems that are
distinct and separate. By drawing them together, Dr,
King has done a disservice to both, The moral issues
in Vietnam are lgss clear-ent than he stiggests; the
political strategy of uniting the peace movement and
the tlvil rights movement cowld very wel! be diszs-
trous for both causes,

Because American Negroes ere a minority and hava
té overcome unique handicaps of racial antipathy and
prolonged deprivation, they have s hard time in gain-
ing their cbjectivey even when thelr grisvances are
Salf-evident and their elaims are indisputably just,
As Dr. King knows from the Montgomery bus boyeott
&nd other civll rights struggles of the past dozen
years, it tekes almost iafinite patience, perslsience
and courage to achieve the refatively simple aims that
ought to be theirs by right,

*.‘The movement toward racizl equality is now in the
iore advenced and more difficult stege of fulfilling
basle rights by finding more jobs, changing patterns
of housing and upgrading educztion. The battle-
groukds in this struggle are Chicago and Harlem and
‘Watts, The Negroes on thesa fronta need ali the lTead.
ership, dedication and moral inspiration that they ran
Bummot; and under these c¢ircumstances to divert
tha energies of the clvil rights movement to the Viet-
nem jssue js heik wasteful and self-defeating,

. Dr, King makea too fatile 2 connection between the
apéeding up of the war in Vietnam and the slowing
down of the war agalnst poverty. The eradication of
poverty is at besk the task of a generstion. Thia “war”
inevitably meets diverse resistance such as the hos-
Hlity of local political machines, the skepticiam of
conservatives in Congress and the intractability of
slum mores and habits, The nation eould efford to
make more funds available to combat poverty even
while the war in Vietnam continues, but there 1z no
cértainly that the coming of peace would automat-
ically lead to a sharp incresse in funds.

- Furthermore, Dr, King can only antagonize opinisn
in thiz ¢ountry instead of winning recruits to the
pezcs movement by recklessly comparing Ameriean
{nilitary methods to those of the Naziy testing “new
Jnedicine and new tortures in the concentration camps
of Burcpe” The facts are barsh, but they do mot
justify such slander. Furthermore, it is possible to
disagree with many aspects of United States policy in
Vietngm without whitewashing Hanoi.

As an individual, Dr. King has the right and even

the maral obligation to explore the ethical implica~
Hons of the war in Vietnam, but as one of the most
fespected leaders of the civi] rights movement he has
an equally weighty obligation to direct that move-~
ment’s efforts in the most constructive and relevant
WEY.
There gre no simple or easy shswers to the war in
Vistnamn or to raclal injustice in this tountry. Linking
these hard, complex problems wiil lead not ko solu-
tions but to deeper confusion,

Transcription
“Dr. King's Error,” New York Times, April 7, 1967, 36.
Copyright © 1967, The New York Times Co. Reprinted with permission.

In recent speeches and statements the Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. has linked his
personal opposition to the war in Vietnam with the cause of Negro equality in the United
States. The war, he argues, should be stopped not only because it is a futile war waged for
the wrong ends but also because it is a barrier to social progress in this country and
therefore prevents Negroes from achieving their just place in American life.

This is a fusing of two public problems that are distinct and separate. By drawing them
together, Dr. King has done a disservice to both. The moral issues in Vietnam are less clear-
cut than he suggests; the political strategy of uniting the peace movement and the civil
rights movement could very well be disastrous for both causes.

Because American Negroes are a minority and have to overcome unique handicaps of
racial antipathy and prolonged deprivation, they have a hard time in gaining their
objectives even when their grievances are self-evident and their claims are indisputably
just. As Dr. King knows from the Montgomery bus boycott and other civil rights struggles
of the past dozen years, it takes almost infinite patience, persistence and courage to achieve
the relatively simple aims that ought to be theirs by right.

The movement toward racial equality is now in the more advanced and more difficult
stage of fulfilling basic rights by finding more jobs, changing patterns of housing and
upgrading education. The battlegrounds in this struggle are Chicago and Harlem and
Watts. The Negroes on these fronts need all the leadership, dedication and moral
inspiration that they can summon; and under these circumstances to divert the energies
of the civil rights movement to the Vietnam issue is both wasteful and self-defeating.

Dr. King makes too facile a connection between the speeding up of the war in Vietnam
and the slowing down of the war against poverty. The eradication of poverty is at best the
task of a generation. This “war” inevitably meets diverse resistance such as the hostility of
local political machines, the skepticism of conservatives in Congress and intractability of
slum mores and habits. The nation could afford to make more funds available to combat
poverty even while the war in Vietnam continues, but there is no certainly [sic] that the
coming of peace would automatically lead to a sharp increase in funds.

Furthermore, Dr. King can only antagonize opinion in this country instead of winning
recruits to the peace movement by recklessly comparing American military methods to
those of the Nazis testing “new medicine and new tortures in the concentration camps of
Europe.” The facts are harsh, but they do not justify such slander. Furthermore, it is
possible to disagree with many aspects of United States policy in Vietnam without
whitewashing Hanoi.

As an individual, Dr. King has the right and even the moral obligation to explore the
ethical implications of the war in Vietnam, but as one of the most respected leaders of the
civil rights movement he has an equally weighty obligation to direct that movement's
efforts in the most constructive and relevant way.

There are no simple or easy answers to the war in Vietnam or to racial Injustice in this
country. Linking these hard, complex problems will lead not to solutions but to deeper
confusion. O
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Document 2

Transcriptions
“Letters to the Editor of The Times,” New York Times, April 12, 1967, 46.

Dr. King Backed

To the Editor:

The New York Times has rendered a great disservice to
the peace and civil rights movements in this country by
making a futile attempt to dissociate the two.

In an April 7 editorial The Times severely criticized
the Rev. Dr. Martin Luther King Jr., president of the
Southern Christian Leadership Conference, for “fusing”
the peace and civil rights issues into a single concern.

Logically, the welfare of non-white peoples in this
nation is inextricably linked with the welfare of nonwhite
peoples around the world. American Negroes, Puerto
Ricans, Indians and Mexicans all have an exceedingly
direct stake in the Adminisiration’s posture in Vietnam.
They have experienced first hand the Government's
disrespect for humanity and dignity at home and are
compelled to voice their outrage at the calculated de-
struction abroad of their Vietnamese brothers.

The American Governient seems, in fact, to be
embarked upon a program of systematic genocide in
Vietnam and it is for this reason, perhaps more than any
other, that colored peoples everywhere must speak out
and act courageously.

Those Americans opposing the war cannot any
longer be guilty of silence while American nonwhites
who have been deprived of their full citizenship are sent
to their death in President Johnson’s illegal, immeoral
and unjust war.

In order to dramatize the growing opposition to the
war, thousands of Americans of all races, creeds, reli-
gions and national origins will gather together in San
Francisco and in New York City on April 15 for Spring
Mobilization protest march and rally. .

Before the eyes of the world the Spring Mobilization
will launch a sustained, serious movement which will
begin to put an end to the senseless slaughter that is
taking place in the name of democracy.

[Rev.] JAMES BEVELL
National Director

Spring Mobilization Comrnittee
To End the War in Vietnam
New York, April 8, 1967
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War Stand Rejected

To the Editor:

I consider that my support of the Urban League and
membership in the N.AAA.CP., to say nothing of my
centributions to various liberal causes, entitle me to con-
sider myself a white person of goodwill as that term was
used by Dr. Martin Luther King in The Times of April 5.

Far from being willing personally to boycott the Viet-
narm war, however, or even to have my son claim status as
a conscientious objector, I assert that it is necessary to
support the war in Vietnam.

Dr. King's simplistic assertion that our Government is
the “greatest purveyor of violence in the world today” and
his analogy between the use of new weapons by our forces
in Vietnam and the use of strange medicines and torture by
Hitler’s murderers in the concentration camps of Nazi
Germany raise grave doubts in my mind as to his ability to
think clearly.

Dr. King and his ilk do not speak for me and mine.

JOSEPH LEWIS SIMON
New York, April 5, 1967




Document 3
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Rev. Mdrtin Tuther King
332 Auburn Avenve, N.E.
Atlanta, Georgia 30303 PERSONAL

————

Deayr Dr. King:

Your vecent prououncements wihich now gU S0 far as to
sugzest the possibIlity of cncouraging civil disobedience over Vietnam,
- . S eerm—"
cause me a4 great perFonal dilemna.

You will see enclosed my anowal 5CLC $ustaining Contributors
Lard. T never thought I would find ayself in a position whereby it cizhl

seen norally indefensible to contribute to SCLC, But thab. sir, is m
awful problém.

1 beleny to a school of thought which T hope i large.

To wit: I find it rotally consistent to be williny ko die, if necessary,
for the cause of civil rights in the United Stages and, equally, to

dig, if cecessary, to defend the rights of those to whom we have pledged
our aid in Vietnan.

I do uot weau to argue the issuve. You undoubtedly koow
wy position and I know yours. Viecnax £s oue of the most conplex issies
in our national historv., I am a wan Wio can respect your peink of view
and T do. And I know enouyh about yipu to know thar You can al ance respect
and disagree:with me. But if T sec mv contributions doing inereaslkazly
to SUppOYL A4 campaizn againsc Vietnam, where am 1 1eft?  Tluak is not
wy purpose in supporting SCLC.

And ver, wounld ir not be a4 vieious way Eo show mv
oblection 1€ I withdrew my supporr From SCLCY There ig my dilecma.
I expect that I will resclve fc by contimiing, as in the past, to
give all I can t6 the nezro gscholarship fund, tae legal defense Ffund,
the ACLU, ece. But I deeply regret that T can no longer in good
conscience pay help pay the overhead of the. extremely iuportant SCLC.

I have pondsred this deeply. I koow that the civil rignts
rovement relates closely to ¥ietnam, I know the national Creasure being
expended on Vietnam detraccs from the civil rights programs. [ know tnat
a deprived negre family in an overcrowded tensment finds scarce comfort
In the thought that his welfare may be subordinzced to the progress of a
war on the other side of the wortd, And yet 1 feel so stroagly that this
is one of the many times in US history where domestic priorities must
be temporarily re-arranged in order to secura the survival necessary teo
fight the domestic causes that I siwpl y cannor suppert any agzency which
uses its power to oppose a foreiun policy in which T deaply belicve.

i believe 1 am Tight aud that is all there is to say. Tf we are not
succassful in our foreizn policies, the yrandchildren of the deprived

tenement dwellers of today will nor be members of tomorrow's American
wmiddle classes.
Respectfully wvours,

NA\
Jay 1. Cexf
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Document 4

334 Auburn Ave, MN.E.

Atlanis, Georgio 30303 3t oy ythern Christian Leadershi p Conference
Telephone 522-1420

Nitttin Lutiver Kang J1, Prevideey © Ralph A¥ernathy, Teruvurer Audrew J. Young, Ezrcutive Directss

Thank you [ory your recent letter to me,

I am sorxy that my recent speeches on Vietnam has cost
ug your support. Iowever, I feel Lhat war is no longer, if
it ever was, a valid way to solve international problens.
Even the negalive good served by a war aygainst an evil force
such as Hitler can no longer be considered worth the costly
risk to mankind, for the ultimate weapons of today mean only
the destruction of mankind. Man can no longer afford war.
We must find a non-violent way Lo settle the problems of the
world,

It has been my consistent belief and poesition that non-
viclence is the only true solution to the social problems
of the world and of this country. ‘The principle of love
which has motivated so many to strike out against the evils
of racism here in America must motivate us to protest the
brutal destruction of the Vietnamese Peopie. It wonld be
false for those of us wha have proetested against the contin-
uation of American oppressiveness ol its klack minority, to
not also protest against the altempted continuation of
colonialism in Vieknam. For the Vietnamese have been strug-
gling for 30 years against massive Japanese, French and
American occupation forcss.
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Af'ter participating in the defeat of Japanese militarism,
the Vietnamese proclaimed their independence under Lhe leader-
ship of their war time commander against the Japanese - llo Chi
Minh. They likened their own course tu +hat off the aAmerican
patriots who fought in the Revolutionary War, quoting in their
own historic documents from our own Declaraticn ¢l Independence,
They did not seek alliances with Moscow or Feking but petiltioned
Lo be made a member of the French Commonwealth. YTheir petition
was refused. fTheir right to choose their own destiny was
denied. ‘They wexe thrown onto their own resources, and thoge
of whocver might help them, whilc Prance waged a senseless and
wasteful war of colonial suppression.

IF North Vietnam is communist today, we have ourselves
to blame. If they are alienated from America and American
ideals we have ourselves to blame. For we rejected their
appeal for friendship and understanding.

I do not intend to link the Civil Rights Movement organ-
ically to the Peace Movement. 'The Vietnam Summer Program and
the Soulhern Christian Leadership Conference are in no way
linked organizationally. T feel, however, that it is not
possible for men of good will to segregale their principles
for matters of expediency, tactics or any other reason. ‘The
presenca of Lwo evils requirés us to speak out against The
two evils,

I am not claiming for the Negro people special privileges
Lo choose which war theyv wish to fight in. although lhig construc-—
tion has unfortunately been placed on some of my remarks. I am,
cather, stating general principles, which I believe that all men
of good will can Follow and adapt to itheir persoconal Lives. lowever,
I do feel thal the Negro people, because of their peculiar experi-
ences with oppression through the use of physical violenoe, have
a parlicular responsibility to not participate in inflicting ap-
pressive violence on another people.  This is not a privilege hut
an exceptional moral responsibility, the weight of which is far
from a happy burden.
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I lgar that much of Ameriva has failed to understand the
full meaning of the non-violenlt method, Too many Americans
support non-viclence here within the United SlLates of America
for Negroes, but do not gee in it, any such restrictions to
the U.S. Government in its conduct of foreign policy. Such
reople whe hold this contradlctory position are not true
believers in non-violence. 8¢ T say that it is wrong for
anyone Lo praise me for my non-violent stand on Civil Rights
and condemn me for bheing non-violent on Yietnam.

Finally, lek me say that 1 have taken a stand against
the war in Vietnam because my consclence leaves me with no
other cheice. I have been strongly influenced by the
prophets of old and those who place the secarch for truth
avove expediency. I would like to hope that I am not a
concensus loader, conslantly determining what is right and
wrong by laking a soxrt of Gallup poll of the majorily opin-
ion, Ultimately, a genuine leader is not a searcher of
consensus, but a molder of consensus, On some positions,
cowardice asks the guestion, is il safe? Fsipedliency  asks
Lhe question, is it politiec? Vanily asks the guestion, is
it right? There comes a time when one must take a stand
that is neither safe, nor politic, noxr popular, but he must
take it because it is right. This is where I find myself

today.

Sincerely yours, .

Mariin Luther XKing, Jr.
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