








































of federal laws, abolishment of police brutality. And six, the 
development of a black consumer bloc. 

That is basically what we describe as "black power." 
MR. V ALERIANI: Mr. Young, to follow up that question, 

don't most of the civil rights leaders go along with the concept 
of black power, but rather deplore the idea that the term is being 
used, that it has a bad psychological effect? 

MR. YOUNG: I can speak for the Urban League. We took a 
position, number one, that we should be very cautious about 
trying to interpret the slogans of other organizations. Secondly, 
Ne deplored the country's obsession and preoccupation with a 
debate about a slogan which we felt deterred the country from 
concentrating on the problems of poverty and discrimination. 
The Urban League takes a position that power is something that 
one acquires through having sufficient economic means, educa­
tional resources and political know-how. We do not feel that one 
gets pride or dignity or power simply by being white or being 
black, but by mobilizing into various groups who have similar 
ideas and working toward those ends. I think I must admit that 
any slogan, any motto that is left open to so many interpreta­
tions always runs a risk. 

MR. V ALERIANI: You talk about developing pride, and Mr. 
Meredith has talked about making the Negro whole, and Mr. 
McKissick has also talked about pride. Yet the civil rights lead­
ership seems extremely reluctant to face up to the implications 
of the Moynihan Report, which documents the disintegration of 
the Negro family. Why is this? 

MR. YOUNG: I think the opposition or the reservations that 
many of us had about the Moynihan Report was, one, that it was 
entitled "The Negro Family," which tended to indict 75 percent 
of the Negro families that are stable and not disorganized. I 
think the fact that it pointed up the social pathologies of the 
Negro and highlighted those and did not point up the social 
pathologies of the white society that had caused them was 
unfortunate. 

I think also we resented the fact that these various social dis­
organizations, such as illegitimacy and crime and various other 
things seemed rather high as far as the Negro is concerned. 
He did not point out that these are related to socio-economic con­
ditions and while the illegitimacy rate might be much higher 
among Negroes-say, as 60 percent of the illegitimacy happens 
to be Negro, actually 90 percent of the abortion rate happens to 
be white, and I am assuming the initial activity was the same, 
so there is no question of morality. But the report really pre­
sented n ot anything too new to Negroes. We had talked about 
it in our presentation of the "Marshall Plan." Franklin Fraser 
talked about it years before. It was an in-house report. I have 
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great respect for Mr. Moynihan. I think he is a genuine liberal 
in this cause, but it was an in-house document, it wasn't expected 
to be a published report. But since it became one, I feel free 
to make what I think is a valid criticism. 

MR. NEWMAN: Mr. Carmichael, I think you were disturbed 
by something that was said by Mr. Young. 

MR. CARMICHAEL: No, I was disturbed by the Moynihan 
Report. Never by what any fellow black man says. At least 
publicly. 

I was disturbed by the Moynihan Report because what he 
was trying to do was put the blame on the--

MR. NEWMAN: May I just interrupt to make it clear we are 
talking about a report drawn up bv Daniel P. Moynihan when 
he was Assistant Secretary of Labor. 

MR. CARMICHAEL: He put the blame on the black family. 
It is the same old trick of the oppressor switching the blame 
to the oppressed and saying to the oppressed, it is your fault 
why you are the way you are, without admitting that the op­
pressors are the ones who put the people where they were. 

MR. SPIVAK : Mr. Carmichael, may I ask in fairness, ask you 
this question-in fairness to Mr. Moynihan. Did he put the 
blame, or was he just reporting the facts? I have talked to Mr. 
Moynihan, and I don't believe he was placing blame. He was 
simply stating some facts. 

MR. CARMICHAEL: No, he tended to place the blame. He 
tended to say, now, if all black men and black women got married 
and had two kids, all the problems would be over. That is what 
it led to. That was the conclusion and gist of the report, without 
stating in fact that in the black ghettoes of this country black 
employment runs rampant and that is not the fault of black 
people that black mothers have to work as maids away from 
their children while everybody else has a right to be home help­
ing to bring their children up. That is not the fault of black 
mothers. 

MR. NEWMAN: I think I had better cut off the discussion of 
the Moynihan Report since Mr. Moynihan is not here to defend 
himself. 

I think-and I know him quite well-that you have mistaken 
what he said, but still-Mr. Spivak. 

MR. SPIVAK: Mr. Meredith, in your Saturday Evening Post 
article recently you wrote, ''There is much feeling that Dr. King's 
philosophy of nonviolence is no longer tenable." 

Do you believe that or were you simply reporting on some­
thing? 

MR. MEREDITH: Of course I believe it. In the first place, 
nonviolence is incompatible with American ideas. This is a mili­
tary-minded nation, and it always has been. I am very afraid 
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that if 25 million people start to go a different direction from 
what the mainstream is going-and let me say what I think t hat 
mainstream is: I think this country is one that basically is a 
tough country. It is a frontier-type of mentality, and everyone 
has the philosophy that you do right, but you make sure every­
one else does 1·ight as well. 

Now, my father never shot anybody, but he always had a 
gun above his bed and shells within reach, and I am sure that 
if someone had broke in his house to disturb his family he would 
have shot someone. 

I see great dangers in nonviolence, although there are many 
advantages to the country. 

MR. SPIVAK: But, Mr. Meredith, don't you think we ought 
to get straight on the difference between nonviolence and self­
defense? 

MR. MEREDITH: I think we should, yes. 
MR. SPIVAK: Just a minute, may I say, I think that when Dr. 

King and others speak about nonviolence they say that groups 
of Negroes shouldn't take arms and shouldn't take, as some have 
advocated--

MR. MEREDITH: That is the trick in the whole thing. Non­
violence is not the opposite of violence, and this is where the 
whole trick is in this whole business of nonviolence, and I think 
we should clear that up. 

MR. SPIVAK: I know, but there is a difference between self­
defense-! don' t think that there are many of us who don't be­
lieve in the right of self-defense of any Negro against anyone 
who attacks him. 

MR. MEREDITH: Nonviolence is not the opposite of violence, 
and this is where this country has been trying to lead the Negro 
down a wrong road. They have been trying to say to him, "If you 
are not nonviolent-if you don't turn the other cheek, you are 
violent. The Negro has never been violent. 

MR. SPIVAK: May I ask you a specific question? When we 
talk about nonviolence, we ru·e saying that the Negro ought not 
in groups or alone take up a gun or do anything else-neither 
should a white man-in order to take what he believes belongs 
to him. That is the difference between nonviolence-self-defense 
is when somebody attacks him. 

MR. MEREDITH: The Negro has never in his history engaged 
in the type of violence that people are talking about. The whites 
have always engaged in this type of violence. 

What really happened with nonviolence, they took the Negro 
as he was in 1960, or whenever it was, and they attached this 
name "nonviolence" to him and thereby gave a legitimacy to a 
particular movement. This changed nothing. It just gave a name 
to what already existed and gave the implication that if this were 
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not the case, there would be violence. The Negro has never enter­
tained the idea of taking up arms against the whites and they 
cannot. But now I think the Negro must become a part of this 
mainstream, and if the whites-now you take Mississippi, for 
instance-! know the people that shot in my home years ago. ~ 
They know the people that killed all of the Negroes that have 
been killed. The community knows them; the whites know them, 
and the Negroes know them, and I am here to say that these 
people have to be removed from our society. White supremacy 
will not allow itself to remove these people from its society. If 
they don't find a way, the Negro has no choice but to remove 
these men, and they have to be removed. You can't have killers 
running around in the society killing people themselves. 

MR. SPIVAK: Are you suggesting then that if several Negroes 
are killed or any white men are killed and the law does not punish 
them, as happens very often in the case of white men too, that 
people ought to organize as vigilantes and go out and take the law ~ 
into their own hands and commit violence? You are not saying 
that, are you, Mr. Meredith? 

MR. MEREDITH: That is exactly what I am saying. Exactly. 
MR. CARMICHAEL: If you don't want us to do it, who is 

going to do it? 
MR. MEREDITH: I know personally the man who tried to 

kill my family when I was at the University of Mississippi, and 
everybody in the community knows him. I know that in all of 
the other communities in Mississippi-and you have read about 
all these killings-during the march they killed this 65-year-old 
man, shot him 16 times, shot his head off. 

MR. SPIVAK: But you didn't pick up a gun and go out and 
try to kill that man because the law hadn't taken care of him; 
you don' t believe in that, do you? 

MR. MEREDITH: This is what we are going to have to move ~ 
to. If the law doesn't take these men, then we've got to stop this. 
We cannot continue to tolerate this. Now, I know why--

MR. SPIVAK: Mr. Meredith, do you mean to tell me that you • 
believe the Negroes in this country ought to organize, take up 
guns and if the law doesn't take care of the wrongs that the 
white man or other Negroes commit against him, they ought 
to take the law into their own hands? 

MR. MEREDITH: This is precisely, and I will tell you why, 
because the white supremacy is a system--

MR. SPIVAK : Mr. Meredith, this doesn't even make sense 
against 180 million people. If you do it, they are going to do it. 

MR. MEREDITH: Let me explain it. If you let me explain it, 
then you will understand. 

You see in Mississippi, I know it to be a fact that most of the 
whites in Mississippi are good whites. They don't like this; but 
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they condone it. They tell me-they dislike it, they tell me this, 
but they are powerless to do anything about it. They are just 
like a father who is incestuous and wants to stop his-he sleeps 
with his daughter, but he wants to stop his son from sleeping 
with his mother. 

This is what white supremacy does. The whites in Mississippi 
don't like for whites to go around killing Negroes, but they have 
tolerated it so long until the law-they cannot bring themselves 
to enforce it. And we've got to stop this. 

MR. ROW AN: Mr. Carmichael, do I detect that you agree with 
Mr. Meredith that the Negro may have to take arms? 

MR. CARMICHAEL: I am here to answer Mr. Spivak directly 
that if in fact the law-and let it remain crystal clear that in 
this country we are the only people who have to protect ourselves 
against our protection. We have to protect ourselves against state 
troopers, against police in Mississippi, against Jim Clark, against 
Bova in California, against policeman Rizzo in Philadelphia, and 
we have to protect ourselves against these, and if we do not pro­
tect ourselves, since the police forces of this country and the 
federal government and the law officials are not protecting us, 
then who is going to protect us? And I agree 150 percent that 
black people have to move to the position where they organize 
themselves and they are in fact a protection for each other and 
in fact of that 180 million people, because I am a little bit tired 
of that 90 percent theory. I want to talk about that just for two 
minutes if I may. While we may be ten percent inside the coun­
try, continental borders of the United States, we want to make 
it crystal clear that we are well located in cities across this 
country and that if in fact 180 million people just think they are 
going to turn on us and we are going to sit there, like the Nazis 
did to the Jews, they are wrong. We are going to go down 
together, all of us. 

And the second thing is that we want this country to be 
crystal clear to understand that its Army is integrated, and in 
Vietnam 40 percent• of your fighting forces are black people, 
and if you think those black people are going to fight a war while 
180 million people turn on its fellow black brothers inside this 
country and continue fighting that war, you are mistaken. 

And thirdly, while we may be ten percent inside the continental 
borders of the United States, outside the 180 are 10 percent. 
Understand that. 

MR. ROWAN: Mr. Carmichael, let me ask how many Negroes 
do you think agree with what you have just said? 

MR. CARMICHAEL: It will be left to be seen. The Harris 
polls tell me only 19 percent. 

*Department of Defense estimate: approximately 20tfo. 
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MR. ROW AN: I notice that Newsweek Magazine said 19 per­
cent of the rank and file Negroes approved of you as a leader, 
that 33 percent of what Newsweek called the Negro leadership 
approved of you and your activities. Do you believe your fol­
lowing is really this low among Negroes? 

MR. CARMICHAEL: I don't know. I was just wondering when 
I looked at that poll that had several other "Negro leaders" above 
me-l wondered why they weren't invited to MEET THE PRESS, 
and I wonder why the country is then so obsessed with SNCC 
since only 19 percent of the rank and file are listening to us. 
It seems to me there would be no worry. We're a minority, forget 
about it. 

MR. ROW AN : It could be that the press delights in misquoting 
you, Mr. Carmichael. 

MR. CARMICHAEL: It could be the press speaks from a 
white power base. 

MR. ROW AN: Let me ask you this, since we are back to black 
power again, is it that your organiza tion decided not to define 
it again because it concluded that it was a public relations blunder 
to toss out a phrase whose meaning was so obscure and whose 
emotional impact was so great that it divided Negroes, alienated 
whites and confused everybody? 

MR. CARMICHAEL: On the contrary. The protection of the 
term "black power" came from the white press, never from black 
people in this country. The debate about that was arranged 
among white people and the white 1n·ess, and it is in fact an 
attempt to smear and distort SNCC, and it is crystal clear in 
my mind that any white man in this country knows about power. 
He knows what white power is, and he ought to know what black 
power is. For the newspapers which have analyzed the power 
structure of Vietnam and the power play in the cold war, not to 
understand what black power is. in this country is certainly 
ludicrous. 

MR. KILPATRICK: Mr. Young, let me pursue a somewhat 
different theme for a moment. The Equal Employment Oppor­
tunities Commission has now been in operation for a little bit 
more than a full yeai". Are you satisfied or dissatisfied with the 
record it set over this past yeat·? 

MR. YOUNG: I am dissatisfied. I feel that the Commission 
was slow getting organized, that it initially was not aggressive 
enough in carrying out what its basic mission was-and that 
was to implement the law. I felt that initially they were too much 
concerned about trying to get people to do something voluntarily 
which they were supposed to see that they did as a matter of law. 
I don't think the Commission has been aggressive enough. I don't 
think it has pushed enough the whole matter of training as a 
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responsibility of industry. I think that it has been poorly organ­
ized and at this point is in need of a major reorganization. 

MR. KILPATRICK: Do you have in mind such a reorganization 
as that contemplated in the bill passed by the House in April that 
would give to t he Equal Employment Opportunities Commission 
in general the same powers that the NLRB has to issue its own 
cease and desist orders? 

MR. YOUNG: I think this would greatly strengthen the Com­
mission's work providing it had the right administrative leader­
ship. 

MR. KILPATRICK: Is the "civil rights lobby," if you will for­
give the phrase, pushing that House bill? 

MR. YOUNG: Oh, yes, we are supporting this. Mr. Wilkins, 
who actually heads the civil rights lobby, might be able to speak 
to this more in detail. 

MR. KILPATRICK: In the field of employment opportunities 
the statement often is made on the part of many employers that 
they are perfectly willing to hire more Negro workers but that 
none apply, or that so few who are qualified apply. 

How do you respond to that defense on their part? 
MR. YOUNG: I think this is very feeble. We have in this 

country in the corpo1·ate circles the most creative minds, the 
most imaginative people. Anything they really want to do, any 
type of worker they really want to employ or to train, they 
can do it. 

I think what has been happening is that many have assumed 
their responsibilities were met once they opened their doors. I 
think many have been looking for the exceptional Negro. They 
have been expecting a Negro to be superior to a white person 
when he had no opportunity to be. They have been looking for 
Lena Hornes for secretaries, and Ralph Bunches for accountant 
jobs. They have not been willing to say, "We will hire the whole 
range of Negroes as we hire the whole range of white people." 
They have not been willing to set aside the jobs that they have 
for mediocre white people or dumb white people and set those 
aside for the mediocre or the not-too-bright Negroes. I don't 
think industry has yet gone all out. It has certainly changed in 
its policies, its pronouncements. It certainly has opened its doors 
to the more talented, but I think it can do much more than what 
has been done up to now. It only convinces me of what more 
they could do if they really tried, because there has not been 
major disturbance in any of these areas where they have given 
new opportunities to Negroes. 

MR. EVANS : Mr. Wilkins, I want to ask you, without trying 
to join in a fight between you and Mr. Carmichael about his last 
statement, do you think it serves the Negro or the white man, 
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his purpose in any way, to threaten that the ten per cent of the 
Negro population can, if it has to, drag down this whole country? 

MR. WILKINS: I didn't interpret Mr. Carmichael's remarks 
that way. 

MR. EVANS: He said, ''We are going to go down together, 
all of us," if certain things don't happen. 

MR. WILKINS: I think Mr. Carmichael-if he weren't where 
he is, he ought to be on Madison A venue. He is a public relations 
man par excellence. He abounds in the provocative phrase. 

Of course, no one believes that the Negro minority in this 
country is going to take up arms and try to rectify every wrong 
that has been done the Negro race if somebody doesn't rectify 
it through the regular channels. 

MR. EVANS: Mr. Wilkins, may I just ask Mr. Carmichael if 
he would agree with that, that nobody in this country believes, 
as Mr. Willdns has just stated? 

MR. WILKINS: I think that Mr. Carmichael is on record­
MR. CARMICHAEL: What Mr. Wilkins is saying and you 

ought to be clear in your mind, Mr. Evans, since you are a news­
paper reporter, that we have been forced by statements in this 
country, which remind us of the 90 per cent and what they can 
do and the 180 million and what they can do-as if they say to 
us, "Now, if you don't do exactly as we want you to do, if you 
don't follow what we prescribe for you, then we have the power 
to wipe you out." That threat is not going to stand in my mind 
as a black man, and I am going to move to get the things that 
I have to get in this country to be able to function as an equal. 

MR. EVANS: Mr. Wilkins, to go back, don't you think it is 
precisely this kind of approach to the civil r ights problem, correct 
or incorrect, that has aroused so much basic concern, fear, per­
haps hostility, over the whole "Black Power" concept? Isn't this 
precisely what is worrying so many white people today? 

MR. WILKINS: I go back to-without a yes or no on that , I 
go back to the statement of Dr. King some moments ago in the 
difference between southern hatred and northern hatred, he went 
on to say that he was simply arousing-not arousing it, but 
exposing it. 

The thing that I think he omitted or gave too little emphasis 
to was the direct job competition in the north, whereas you 
didn't have that sort of competition in the south. The people in 
north who feel that the Negro is a competitor for the job will be 
more fierce in their reaction than those down south who only had 
to defend a psychological superiority. They already had the physi­
cal superiority. 

MR. EVANS: Mr. Carmichael has said in Chicago recently that 
there is a tendency for the middle class Negro, who has achieved 
exit from the ghetto, who has managed to get out of the ghetto, 
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to forget the plight of the Negro in the ghetto once he has been 
emancipated. 

Do you agree with that and, if so, is this endemic or is this 
~ peculiar to the Negro? Was this true of the Jew in this country, 

of the Italian and the other minorities? 
MR. WILKINS : In the first place, I don't agree with it and, 

in the second place, I feel that it isn't peculiar to the Ne2'fo at all. 
Everyone is trying to better his condition in life. Everyone is 
trying to get ahead. If you can move away from a warehouae 
or on a street that has no paving to a street with paving and far 
from warehouses, you will do it. That is if you are normal. 
Whether you ar e an American or whether you are a Lebanese, 
it doesn't make any difference. There is too much evidence that 
the Negro middle class in this country, while not having done 
all it should have done, has nevertheless financed and supported 
and spearheaded the civil rights fight in the days when there 
were no people arguing philosophically about whether we should 
go this way or that way or the other way. There was only one 
way to go and that was to jam your head right into the wall 
and fight the man right on the firing line. That is what the Negro 
middle class did. 

Now, because they have two suits and wear a white collar 
and can speak English reasonably well, they have to take a lot 
of vituperation from those who are still in bad and say they 
have been forgotten. They haven't been forgotten. They have 
been pretty well taken care of, but the Negro middle class can 
do more than it has done. 

MR. V ALERIANI: Mr. McKissick, what do you consider to 
be the No. 1 priority of the civil rights movement today? 

MR. McKISSICK: I think that we have got two basic pri­
orities that are facing us as a nation. I think one is racism, and 
the second is peace. I think they both are interwoven within our 
pattern of thinking. When we talk about "Black Power," for 
instance, and everybody gets excited-two little bitty words in 
the English language. One, "black" -everybody who has gone 
through the sixth grade knows what "black" means. "Power''­
everybody who has gone through the sixth grade knows what 
that means, and I get a letter from a professor at Harvard saying-, 
"Explain black power." 

That means putting black power in black people's hands. We 
don't have any and we want some. That simply is what that 
means. 

To answer the two basic questions you are talking about. I 
think we have really got to change some values in this country. 
I think the war is indicative of black men going over to Vietnam 
and dying for something that they don't have a right for here . 

.r I think that not only do we have the war, we've got racist 
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thought. It is a racist thought to oppose black people having 
power, if I can put it like that. That is a racist thought-because 
what you are saying is, "I am opposed to black people having 
power." 

Then, you join issue, and as a lawyer when you join issue, you 
start preparing and I start preparing, because the issues are 
joined. So when we say changing what are the most important 
issues today, I think you've got two. You got peace and you got 
racism. Racist thoughts. 

MR. CARMICHAEL: Can I add to that? It seems to me that 
is very indicative in terms of the foreign policy of this country 
and its racistic attitude outside of the country, its exploitation 
of other non-white countries and the way it draws their resources 
and brings it back here to be industrialized. One of the reasons 
why I think that black people now across the country who have 
become politically conscious of what is being done in Africa and 
Asia and Latin America by this country are saying they must 
join up with these emerging countries in the Third World [is] 
because they have in fact a common need-that they must stop 
this system that has exploited and oppressed them because of 
their color. 

MR. SPIVAK: May I ask Mr. Carmichael a question first? A 
short while ago, when I was questioning you, you said you weren't 
sure that you were a citizen of this country. Was that correct? 

MR. CARMICHAEL : Yes, I meant that in the sense that many 
people ques tion that right, not me. 

MR. SPIVAK: I am only questioning you. Are you a citizen 
of this country? 

MR. CARMICHAEL: Do you mean in terms of a paper? 
MR. SPIVAK: In terms of actual rights. 
MR. CARMICHAEL: Obviously not. My dear black brother, 

Dr. King, can't even march in Chicago without getting a rock 
thrown on his head. 

MR. SPIVAK: I am talking about you. Do you have a right 
to vote here? Are you a citizen, or are you still a citizen of 
Trinidad? 

MR. CARMICHAEL: I am a citizen of the United States, if 
that is what you mean. 

MR. SPIVAK: That was the question. 
MR. CARMICHAEL: In that sense, in the paper citizen sense, 

is that what you are talking about? 
MR. SPIVAK: That is right. 
MR. CARMICHAEL: A paper citizenship. 
MR. SPIVAK: You just don't identify yourself with the United 

States as it is today, and therefore you have virtually thrown 
your citizenship out the window, is that correct? 

MR. CARMICHAEL: On the contrary. It seems to me that 
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what we are saying is that we see that there are some changes 
that have to be brought about in this count ry for people to live 
on the humanistic level that other people always talk about, and 
it seems that-that is where we say that we are going to move, 
to try to bring about those changes since people in this country 
do not live on the humanistic level everyone talks about. 

MR. SPIVAK: Mr. Wilkins, the SNCC position paper which 
was recently published by The New York Times quoted SNCC 
as saying-and these are the words : "We are now aware that 
the NAACP has grown reactionary, is controlled by the "Black 
Power" structure itself, and stands as one on the main roadblock 
to black freedom." 

Many of us have long believed that your organization is one 
of the oldest, has made one of the great contributions in getting 
civiJ rights laws through the country and in many, many other 
ways. What is you1· answer to this rather serious criticism made 
by the younger, more militant groups? 

MR. CARMICHAEL: That was a private paper and was not 
for publication. I don't know how The New York Times got hold 
of that. 

MR. SPIVAK: Do you repudiate that? 
MR. CARMICHAEL: No, I am just saying that it was not a 

public statement. Privately, we have a right to analyze other civil 
rights groups, but we never do it publicly. 

MR. WILKINS: Of course, we don't agree with it, and we feel 
it is a little uninformed. This is nothing unusual in these times. 
There are thousands of young Negro people in this country who 
believe that the civil rights movement started in 1960 when they 
became active in it, and so, anything before 1960 has to be aged 
and reactionary. This is not true. We feel that the NAACP is 
one of the most radical organizations because it addresses itself­
that is, if the objective now, Mr. Spivak--

MR. SPIVAK: What is your goal? Does it differ in any way 
from theirs? 

MR. WILKINS : If the objective is to reform America so that 
the Negro can live here in equality, if you can achieve his citizen­
ship equality here-that is the goal, and that is our goal in the 
NAACP-then we have the radical approach, not the reactionru·y 
approach, because we want that equality with all the weapons 
we can muster. 

MR. SPIVAK: Both SNCC and CORE seem to feel that inte­
gration is irrelevant in the civil rights fight. As far as I know, 
most of the older and those who are called more responsible 
leaders, have always felt that this is the fight, that this is the 
battle, to integrate the Negro into America society. 

Have you changed yow· position on that? 
MR. WILKINS: We haven't changed it at all. 
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MR. SPIVAK: Do you think it is irrelevant? 
MR. WILKINS: The SNCC private paper-Mr. Carmichael 

aays it was a private paper-uses a very significant phrase: 
"SNCC has become" it says "a closed society." We can't agree 
with this in any respect. No man is an island, to quote a familiar 
thing. You can't be a closed society and function in this world. 

MR. ROWAN: Mr. Young, we all know that the Negro in the 
civil ri2'htS movement labors under a great many bul'dens. Do 
you think it wise to add to it thii extra burden of the &"reat 
•ebate over Vietnam? 

MR. YOUNG: No, I find myself tenibly distressed by a great 
ceal of this conversation here today, that, instead of focusing 
on the basic gap, the situation where the Negro today has 55 
per cent of the average f amily income of the white, that two 
and a half times to three times as many Ne2"roes are unemployed, 
that 40 percent of all Negro families live in substandard housing. 

As long as we have this situation, we will always have these 
problems that seem to upset people, and people forget that when 
they were in the same situation-the labor movement, the women, 
the Irish group-they demonstrated, they mal"ched in the streets, 
they fought for all these things. 

As far as Vietnam is concerned, the Urban League takes no 
position on Vietnam. We know this, that we had a race problem 
in this country before Vietnam; we will have a race problem 
after it is gone. We know well that the resistance, savage resist­
ance we are running into in Chicago, has nothing to do with 
Vietnam. We know that the unemployment--certainly the lack 
of employment on the part of some industries, is not related to 
Vietnam. We think that as an individual, one has a right to take 
a position. Our concern is that there be no money diverted into 
Vietnam that ought to go into the poverty program, and we also 
are concerned about the 60,000 Negro fellows who are in Vietnam 
whether we like it or not, and we want to see when they come 
back that these men, their rights, are respected, because one 
man throwing a rock seems to upset more people in Watts than 
the hund1·eds of Negro boys who are dying in Vietnam. 

MR. NEWMAN: Excuse me, gentlemen. We have j ust two min­
utes more. 

MR. KILPATRICK: I wanted to ask a question of Mr. Mc­
Kissick, if I could, relative to CORE and politics. In the book 
that he published back in February, James Farmer spoke quite 
candidly of the major change in CORE's policies that will take 
you into more direct political involvement. He caUed it "open 
political action, partisan and direct." 

Can you tell us how widely CORE will be engaged this fall 
in congressional campaigns? 

MR. McKISSICK: We will-when we talk about going into pol-
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itics, we can talk on one level about parties, we can talk on 
another level about personalities, and then we can talk on another 
level about issues. 

MR. KILPATRICK: Mr. Farmer talked on every level. 
MR. McKISSICK: Yes. 
MR. KILPATRICK: He talked even of CORE's running its own 

candidates for public office and supporting particular candidates 
and particular parties. 

On that score, let me ask a question just for information. Are 
contributions to CORE tax deductible, or are they not? 

MR. McKISSICK: Contributions are not tax deductible. 
MR. KILPATRICK: So then you can involve yourself in poli­

tics? 
MR. McKISSICK: That is correct. 
MR. EVANS: Mr. Carmichael, were you invited by Bertrand 

Russell to that so-called ''War Crimes Trials" in Europe? 
MR. CARMICHAEL: It is not so-called. It is a war tribunal. 
MR. EVANS: Are you going? 
MR. CARMICHAEL: Yes, we of the Student Nonviolent Co-

ordinating Committee have certainly accepted-­
MR. EVANS : You personally? 
MR. CARMICHAEL: - the invitat ion. 
MR. NEWMAN: Invitation to what, Mr. Carmichael? Let's 

make it clear. 
MR. CARMICHAEL: To attend the war tribunal that is being 

convened by Mr. Russell and--
MR. EVANS: Bertrand Russell. Are you going yo01·self, Mr. 

Carmichael? 
MR. CARMICHAEL: I am not sure, but I'd like to very much. 
MR. EVANS: You think President Johnson is guilty. Is that 

fair? 
MR. CARMICHAEL: I didn't say I did. That is why I am 

JrOing to the war tribunal, to see the evidence. 
MR. EVANS: You think he may be? 
MR. CARMICHAEL: I certainly don't agree with the war in 

Vietnam. I think it is an immoral war, yes. I think it is an 
immoral war. 

MR. NEWMAN: I am sorry, gentlemen. I must interrupt. 
Our time is up. Thank you, all of you, for being with us today on 
this special edition of MEET THE PRESS. 

31 



MEET THE PRESs 
as broadcast nationwide by the National Broadcasting Com­
pany, Inc., are printed and made available to the public to 
further interest in impartial discussions of questions affect­
ing the public welfare. Transcripts may be obtained by send­
ing a stamped, self-addressed envelope and ten cents for each 
copy to: 

..,1/,.J<i-le .9J. .. .kl ./he. f!lo.v 21N, i/{ulr.i"'lf'M~. _q). ~ 2(}(1/ .1 

( ~~Aum .o/1.1/iJhe,.~ <'~. , .!Ju:. ) 

MEET THE PRESS is telecast eveTy 
Sunday over the NBC Television N et­
work. This pr ogmm originated {'rom 
the NBC Studios in Washington. D . C. 
ctnd Chicago, IU. 

Television Broadcast 3 :30 P.M. EDT 
Radio Broadcast 8:05 P.M. EDT 

. ,~ . ., 


