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 225 N 70th St, Seattle WA 98103  206-789-5565   http://www.wwfor.org  

 WWFOR  seeks to replace violence, war, racism and economic injustice with nonviolence, equality, peace and 

justice.  It links and strengthens FOR members and chapters throughout Western Washington in promoting activities consistent with the 

national FOR statement of purpose.  WWFOR helps members and chapters accomplish together what we could not accomplish alone.  

 

 

BUILDING POWERFUL COMMUNITIES:  

Shattering Oppressive Systems  

with Love 

Join over 200 activists of all ages at the 59th Annual Fellowship of Reconciliation Northwest 

Regional Conference in a beautiful setting on Hood Canal. It will be held from Saturday, July 1,  to 

Tuesday July 4, 2017at the Seabeck Conference Center. There will be talks, workshops, music, 

boating, swimming, hiking, meals together, talent show, and programs for children and youth. Our 

keynote speakers:  

Nikkita Oliver, of Seattle, an anti-racism activist, spoken word artist and lawyer, who has been 

active in the Black Lives Matter movement and has been a mentor for youth in middle school and in 

juvenile detention. 

Teresa Raiford, of Portland, long-time police accountability activist who ran a serious write in 

campaign for Sheriff of Multnomah County last fall. Her interests include building sustainable 

movements. 

Workshop topics include courageous conversations about race; supporting immigrants in the 

community and in detention; community between housed and un-housed people; gay/straight, cis/

trans community; global community vs. perpetual war; taking care of our activist selves; economic 

justice; white privilege; restorative justice; climate change and environmental justice; ending the 

new nuclear arms race; and more. 

For more information, contact us at 206-789-5565 or wwfor@wwfor.org. Our websites http://

www.wwfor.org/3499-2/ and http://forseabeck.org/ has full details and application forms. 
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United State’s Nuclear Weapons Policy is a 
Violation of International Law and the U.S. 
Constitution 
By Larry Kerschner 

Twenty miles west of Seattle is the largest 
concentration of deployed nuclear weapons in the 
United States. Most politicians in this country are 
under the strong influence of the well-paid war and 
weapons making lobbyists. However, the United 
States at Nuremberg urged that individual citizens 
have an affirmative duty to publicly disassociate 
themselves from a known violation of international 
law. Chief Prosecutor for the United States, Robert 
H. Jackson, later U.S. Supreme Court Justice stated 
“International law, as such, binds every citizen just 
as ordinary municipal law.” 

International law is the “supreme law of the land” 
under Article VI, Clause 2 of the U.S. Constitution 
and therefore binding on the United States and all 
States therein. The most important international law 
principles related to nuclear weapons exist within the 
Nuremberg Principles, the Genocide Convention, the 
Geneva Conventions, and the United Nations 
Charter. The Charter of the United Nations states 
“All members shall refrain in their international 
relations from the threat of or use of force against 
territorial integrity of any state….” 

Over the past 50 years there has been a US 
military tendency towards increasing tolerance for 
the limited use of nuclear weapons delivered by 
weapons such as drones, allowing military planners 
to claim that their objectives can be achieved with 
minimal loss of civilian life. This ignores the fact that 
the entire point of nuclear weapons is their massive, 
indiscriminate destructive power. The use of nuclear 
weapons is a war crime because such use would 
violate international law by causing unnecessary 
suffering while failing to distinguish between 
combatants and noncombatants and by poisoning its 
targets with radiation. 

In September, 2002, a paper concerning the 
National Security Strategy of U.S., marked the 
adoption of a pre-emptive strike doctrine: ‘While the 
United States will constantly strive to enlist the 
support of the international community, we will not 
hesitate to act alone, if necessary, to exercise our 
right of self-defense by acting preemptively against 
such terrorists, to prevent them from doing harm 
against our people and our country.’ 

Every American citizen has the right and the duty 

to insist upon a lawful foreign policy. In post-Nuremberg 
settings, a government that flagrantly violates 
international law is engaged in criminal activity, and as 
far as related law is concerned, its policies are not 
entitled to respect or compliance. 

Last Mother’s Day, two friends and I were arrested 
for holding anti-nuclear signs blocking traffic entering 
the Trident Submarine Base in Kitsap County. 

Our trial was held on April 12 at the Federal Court in 
Tacoma. We will respectfully ask the Court to dismiss 
the charges against us on the grounds that they are 
preempted by the international laws and treaties which 
are the Supreme Law of the United States and to 
publicly define the current nuclear weapons policies of 
the US Government as an ongoing criminal conspiracy 
to violate international law and the United States 
Constitution. Its time for the Judicial Branch to act as 
the check on the Executive Branch it was designed to 
be. 

From the Ground Zero website article about the trial: 

 

The court, as it has done in every case involving 
nuclear resisters at the Bangor base, granted the 
government’s motion in limine, which disallowed 
presenting any defense involving the necessity 
defense, international law regarding the use of 
nuclear weapons, and the policies of the U.S. 
government regarding the use of nuclear weapons.  

 

From the editor: The three were found guilty in 
Federal Court on charges of “trespassing” on a U.S. 
nuclear submarine/weapons base and sentenced to 
one year of supervised probation and 100 hours of 
community service. 

Logo of the International Campaign to Abolish 

Nuclear Weapons  see http://www.icanw.org/  

http://www.gzcenter.org/
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the nation never completely restored its right to issue 
money. An exception was Lincoln’s issuing of paper 
money to pay for the civil war. He first went to New 
York bankers to ask for a loan and they wanted to 
charge 20 percent interest. Lincoln then decided to is-
sue “Greenbacks” to finance the war. The Confeder-
ates also issued paper money. 

More recently, during the 2008-2009 financial crisis, 
the Federal Reserve, using the modern method of cre-
ating new money, gave out very low interest loans to 
many banks all over the world to the tune of 13 trillion 
dollars, to bail out the financial system. So clearly, 
when there is an emergency, the leaders of our nation 
have throughout our history used the power vested in 
Article 1, Section 8. But when will they understand what 
the scientific community understands, that we are now 
facing an emergency? There is a time lag of about 50 
years between the increased amount of greenhouse 
gases in the atmosphere and the buildup of heat as 
well as a time lag of about 50 years between complet-
ing mitigation measures and their positive effect on our 
planet and our society. 

There is new enlightened thinking about money from 
several respected economists. They call their new 
thinking Modern Monetary Theory or MMT and they are 
educating the public about of how our monetary system 
works after we went off the gold standard in 1971. 
When the United States no longer backed its currency 
with gold, the amount of paper money in circulation was 
no longer limited by the amount of the gold the govern-
ment held at Fort Knox. Except for coins and paper 
money, all new money is created on a computer key-
board, increasing the amount in an account of a local 
bank or of the central bank. The main fallacy of main-
stream economic and political thinking is to assume 
that our Federal Government is like a household or 
business, that it needs income from taxes or borrowing 
before it can spend. Just like the amount of money is 
no longer limited by the amount of the gold hoard, MMT 
asserts the amount of money is no longer limited by the 
amount of taxes the Federal Government collects. If 
you could create money would you worry about debt? 

A sovereign government establishes a currency by 
spending that currency into the economy and by re-
quiring that citizens pay taxes in that currency. MMT 
says the Federal Government can create and spend 
new money into the economy without causing infla-
tion when there are there are unemployed, underem-
ployed, those who have given up looking for work. It 
is very difficult to find the number of such workers, 
but a conservative estimate is 20 million.  Actual full 

Cont. next page 

We Can Afford to Save the Planet 

by John M Repp 

We live on a beautiful blue and green planet full 
of life. The last 12,000 years has been an especially 
abundant and fruitful period for our planet and our 
species as the planet warmed and got wetter after 
the end of the last glacial period. But now we face a 
crisis, a crisis of our own making, human induced 
climate change. 

We must be clear, “to save the planet” is a meta-
phor. The planet will be here even if there is catas-
trophic climate change gravely effecting human civili-
zation. 

We know many of the things we need to do to 
save ourselves: get off fossil fuels, change how we 
farm, build affordable green housing, make our cur-
rent buildings more efficient, change how we trans-
port ourselves and our goods, plant trees instead of 
cutting so many, farm seaweed, and more. A real 
difficulty seems to be how do we pay for this? Isn’t 
the government hopelessly in debt and almost 
broke? 

Consider the clause of Article 1, Section 8 of the 
United States Constitution on the Powers of Con-
gress: “To coin Money, regulate the Value thereof,… 
” Our Federal Government was given the power to 
create money by our Founders. The monarchies of 
Europe had this power as did the Roman Republic, 
so why should not this republic in the new world 
have the same power? The Continental Congress 
issued paper currency to pay for the Revolutionary 
War. This ended badly despite the success of many 
of the colonies, especially Pennsylvania, with paper 
money. The British anchored a ship just off the 
American coast with printing presses that flooded 
the colonies with counterfeit Continentals to sabo-
tage the Revolution. The new republic did not have a 
supply of the metals usually used to coin money. 
Nevertheless, the original intent of the framers of the 
U.S. Constitution was to give the Federal Govern-
ment the power to create the money supply. “Coin” 
in Article 1, Section 8 means “create”. 

Thomas Jefferson wrote the following to John 
Wayles Eppes on September 11, 1813: “ Bank-
paper must be suppressed, and the circulating me-
dium must be restored to the nation to whom it be-
longs,…” Bank paper was the form money took for 
large transactions in the 19th century. Throughout 
the nineteenth century, money, who issued it, and 
how much was issued, was a hot political topic, but 

http://www.tucradio.org/audio/jim_white-on_sealevel_rise.mp3
http://www.tucradio.org/audio/jim_white-on_sealevel_rise.mp3
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Modern_Monetary_Theory
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=d57M6ATPZIE
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=d57M6ATPZIE
https://www.theguardian.com/books/2015/nov/20/climate-crisis-future-brighter-tim-flannery
https://www.usconstitution.net/xconst_A1Sec8.html
https://www.usconstitution.net/xconst_A1Sec8.html
https://founders.archives.gov/documents/Jefferson/03-06-02-0388
https://founders.archives.gov/documents/Jefferson/03-06-02-0388
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employment at a living wage is possible without infla-
tion. This is a break from the orthodoxy currently 
dominating policy making. Until government policy 
broke from the orthodoxy of the time – no deficit 
spending even during a downturn – and embraced 
John Maynard Keynes’s ideas, the U.S. could not get 
out of the Great Depression that started in 1929. 

One of the profound implications of MMT is that 
we can afford to save our blue green planet and our-
selves. Our government can create the new revenue 
to deal with this emergency without either borrowing 
or taxing. Congress can spend the money into the 
economy. Currently, if Congress spends more than 
the government takes in by taxation we call it “deficit 
spending”. However, if the new thinking of MMT were 
to become the norm, the words “deficit spending” 
and “national debt” would disappear from political 
discourse. The idea that we are leaving our children 
with “a massive debt” would also disappear. Taxation 
would be used to pull money out of the economy, if 
after full employment and full use of productive ca-
pacity, inflation starts to appear. 

Currently, we use the word “investment” to name 
two very distinct actions which have very different 
effects on ordinary people’s lives. Productive invest-
ment creates new factories, farms, and jobs while 
speculative investment with borrowed money creates 
new money for the wealthy. Speculative investment 
with borrowed money, using insider information to 
boot, is the providence of hedge funds where the real 
action on Wall Street is taking place today. If we fol-
low MMT we will no longer use the words “debt and 
deficit” and start using more the words “productive 
and speculative” until “speculative” practice is regu-
lated and disappears and with it the word itself. 

If MMT can get their message out and enough 
people understand the emergency we face, the peo-
ple can eventually defeat the powerful interests who 
oppose action. We can expect those interests will 
continue to use old scare tactics about hyperinflation 
or their arguments about small government to try and 
preserve their power. MMT should hold sway as far 
as the inflation scare goes. And if as Congress 
spends the new money through revenue sharing with 
the states, cities, and counties, the power of the 
small government argument can be blunted. We 
need a political revolution and candidates who will 
stand up to the big banks and fossil fuel companies. 
A hopeful sign comes from the fact that economic 
advisors to the Bernie Sander’s presidential cam-

paign were from the MMT group. 

How does public banking fit in? MMT concerns the 
power of the Federal Government. State, city, and 
county governments cannot issue money and must tax 
or borrow to be able to spend, the exception being 
funds obtained from the Federal Government. How-
ever, a state could charter a public bank, and that pub-
lic bank with its loan portfolio could insure the new 
money is used locally and productively, rather than 
globally and speculatively, which is unfortunately the 
case now. A public bank would return to the state gov-
ernment the interest on the loan, reducing the cost of 
new infrastructure by almost half. But a few, even a 
few large state public banks, cannot deal with the 
global crisis. However public banks at all local jurisdic-
tions would strengthen local governments vis-a-vis the 
Federal Government. 

The progressive left continues to think with the old 
concepts when they advocate cutting the military 
budget and taxing the wealthy “to cut the deficit and 
balance the budget”. We need to cut the military 
budget but we need to do so to make the world safer. 
There would be less U.S. military interventions to pro-
voke terrorism. When we tax, we should tax the 
wealthy at a higher rate because that decreases the 
wealth gap which creates many positive social re-
sults like better health, less incarceration, and more 
trust between members of society. 

In summation, we can afford to “save the planet” 
and create full employment with green jobs. We no 
longer need to listen to the naysayers when they say 
“we don’t have the money”. 
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Where Are We Going Politically? 
by Stan Sorscher              first published in Huffington 
Post, May 2, 2017, updated May 5, 2017 
 

Governance is all about power relationships. Donald 
Trump’s first few disorienting months leave many peo-
ple wondering what governing looks like any more. It’s 
time to look away from the political spectacle, and take 
a deep breath. Consider two opposing value state-
ments. 

“We all do better” Value Statement 

The purpose of our economy is to raise our stan-

dard of living. Here, “standard” applies to our commu-
nity and our country. 

We value opportunity and fairness, stronger com-

munities, shared prosperity, and investment in the fu-
ture. 

All work has dignity. 

We are each other’s co-workers, neighbors, friends, 
relatives, and customers. We all do better when we all 
do better. My well-being depends on your well-being. 

Under “we all do better” values, government plays a 
legitimate role – building social cohesion and promoting 
public interest. 

Markets are powerful and efficient, but markets fail. 
Climate change and inequality are the two defining 
challenges of our time, and arguably the two biggest 
market failures in human history. Appropriate public 
policies prevent or correct market failures. We should 
manage national policies and globalization to 
strengthen Democracy and well-being at home and 
abroad. 

 “Greed is good” Value Statement 

Investor/shareholder interests come first; public in-

terests second. Money and influence capture gains 
from productivity and globalization for those at the top. 

Self-interest is more important than common inter-

est. Power and leverage are used to gain advantage for 
“us” over “them.” 

Greed is good. 

I can succeed at your expense. “Others” are a 

threat to my well-being. I can demonize or vanquish 
others to get a bigger piece of a smaller pie. 

Under “greed is good” values, power and influence 
distort public policies in favor of those who already have 

plenty of 
both. These values weaken social cohesion, and 
discredit institutions of civil society. We manage na-
tional policies and globalization to prioritize investor 
interests over public interests. Workers need to sac-
rifice our living standards “to compete in the global 
economy.” 

 Lessons from history 

“Greed is good” values dominated America in 
the gilded age and the laissez faire period leading to 
the Great Depression and political instability. The 
New Deal period, from the 30’s through the mid-
70’s, reflected “we all do better” values. Congress 
passed Social Security and Medicare; funded public 
investments in rural electrification, the interstate 
highway system, and basic research; set strong la-
bor and environmental standards; and supported 
higher education. Wages rose proportionately with 
productivity. The New Deal era ended in the mid-
70s’, when we shifted back to “greed is good” val-
ues. In the 90’s, Congressional hardliners delegiti-
mized Democracy, shut down the government, took 
pride in disruption and dysfunction, and polarized 
our political system. Confidence in Congress 
dropped from 40% at the end of the New Deal era to 
9% now. Donald Trump is the end-point of that 
transformation in values. Harvard economist Dani 
Rodrik points out that other countries have done 
well, maintaining a strong sense of shared national 
interest – China, Japan, and South Korea for exam-
ple. Europe has a stronger tradition of social dia-
logue and more social cohesion than we do. Can-
ada is closer to the European model. That said, so-
cial cohesion is unraveling generally. People every-
where see themselves being left behind. 

What Works? 

Decades of narrow and divisive values have 
eroded trust, deindustrialized our economy, and se-
riously wounded the middle class. This is not stable, 
politically or economically. Of course, it’s working 
brilliantly for the 1%. One message of the 2016 
presidential campaign is that workers and communi-
ties mistrust establishment politicians. All the Re-
publican establishment candidates were quickly 
swept aside. Few voters were inspired by Hillary 
Clinton’s economic message, which seemed to be 
“We’re OK. It’s not as bad as you think!” Dani Rodrik 
asks, is it too late to restore balance between those 
who have too much power and those with too little? 
Leaders lead. Franklin Roosevelt articulated positive 
unifying values responding to 
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to anxieties of voters. He confronted corporate power 
and influence, restructured power relationships, and 
shared new gains with those who had been left out. Our 
political situation is confusing and frustrating. Tactically, 
the path of least resistance is “resistance” or full battle 
mode. However, resistance without vision goes 
nowhere. 

Here is a very simple positive first step. When we 
see others on the street, at work, in a shop, or elevator, 
think of them as a co-worker, neighbor, friend or 
relative, a customer, or someone who could become 
your customer. That is, we can stretch our personal 
boundaries between “self and other.” Make more 
people “us” and fewer people “them.” Every day. We 
can appreciate the value others bring. They are not a 
threat to our way of life. Their culture, their food, music, 
and stories enrich our lives. It’s true if we say it is true. 
We need to say it. Political leaders need to say it. At a 
recent Town Hall meeting, a House member shared a 
profound insight with angry constituents. He has two 
tools – his vote and his voice. His votes were not the 
issue. His constituents were expecting more from his 
voice. 

The neoliberal trickle-down approach is exhausted. 
Markets will not solve all our problems. Too often, what 
we are told is progress is really another distortion of 
power relationships to extract more gains from workers 
for the benefit of a few. 

All work has dignity. “We all do better” values justify 
a managed approach to globalization. 
Focused industrial strategies can create good jobs by 
investing in productive capacity. New policies can 
strengthen the employment relationship, restoring 
workers’ bargaining power. 

In globalization, we should prioritize labor rights, 
human rights and environmental protections, so 
workers and communities get a share of the gains they 
produce. Globalization could be an upward 
spiral instead of a race to the bottom. 

The corrupting power of money in politics must be 
reversed. People can lead with local efforts to raise 
minimum wages, provide paid sick leave and rebuild 
social cohesion. 

It’s time (again) to recognize our shared values and 

common interests. If people lead, eventually leaders will 

follow. 
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“A nation that continues year after year 

to spend more money on military 

defense than on programs of social 

uplift is approaching spiritual death” 

Martin Luther King, Jr. 

See Mary Lou Finley’s article on the next page 
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Chicago and Martin Luther King, Jr:  What Can 

We Learn? 

by Mary Lou Finley 

 

It was June of 1965, just three months after the 
march across the Selma bridge, when I headed for 
Chicago, a newly-minted graduate of Stanford 
University.    I had desperately wanted to work in the 
South for the civil rights movement during my college 
years, but one thing and another got in the way---
mostly my parents’ objections. I was, however,  
determined that when I graduated, I would find a way.  
Meanwhile, one of my college classmates from our 
Methodist church group, two years older and already 
in Chicago as a volunteer for the West Side Christian 
Parish’s social gospel ministry, urged me to come to 
Chicago instead.  The Parish had just hired a key 
leader of the Selma campaign and he would soon be 
on his way to Chicago. 

That was it.  I was going to Chicago.  

By September I was asked to serve as the 
secretary to the project director, just arrived from 
Selma.    Dr. King sent a dozen staff people, mostly 
also in their early twenties, from the South to Chicago, 
and they moved into the Project House where I was 
living with other Parish volunteers.  Suddenly there I 
was, in the thick of everything! 

I had grown up in Port Angeles, which I found to be 
a beautiful place, but also rather dull and “out of it.”  
When I found myself in Chicago that fall, I felt like I 
had finally landed in the midst of the kind of 
excitement and commitment to social justice that I had 
been seeking! 

We plunged into trying to make sense out of life on 
the West Side of Chicago, then inhabited by many 
recent  African American migrants from Mississippi, 
where jobs in the cotton fields had suddenly dried up.  
We found abominable housing conditions, with 
apartments chopped up into tiny spaces where 
several families lived in  “kitchenettes” in what had 
been a four room apartment,  with leaking plumbing, 
peeling paint, and children suffering from acute lead 
poisoning from the lead paint peeling off the walls.    
African Americans lived there because rigid housing 
segregation, maintained by the Chicago Board of 
Realtors, made it impossible for them to find homes in 
neighborhoods with better housing.  The grocery 
stores sold Grade B eggs at the same price as the 

eggs I would have bought at home, the city’s rat 
control program seemed to somehow skip over the 
neighborhood, leaving mothers to sometimes stay up 
all night to keep the rats from biting their babies.  

In our intensive staff meetings, we learned 
nonviolence from James Bevel, the project director 
newly-arrived from the South, and we learned about 
what we would now call institutionalized racism in 
Chicago housing, jobs, and neighborhoods, and 
Mayor Richard Daley’s political machine.    We saw all 
of these forces as connected, in what we called then, 
a form of “internal colonialism,” and decided to call our 
campaign the movement to End Slums. 

 Martin Luther King, Jr. moved into a West Side 
slum apartment to dramatize his solidarity with those 
suffering from these horrible housing conditions.  (The 
first night he and Reverend Andrew Young stayed 
there, a cold night in January, I ended up delivering 
extra blankets to them and bringing Chicago 
barbeque to them at Dr. King’s request!) 

We organized tenants into tenant unions, and 
urged them to go on rent strike to protest the terrible 
housing conditions.   At one point we had 45 buildings 
owned by one slum landlord on rent strike.   Jesse 
Jackson organized a group of ministers to call for 
more and better jobs for African Americans in the 
local grocery stores, and organized boycotts when 
store owners refused.   As we tried to think about a 
summer direct action campaign to  dramatize these 
issues, we called for an Open City, and  decided to 
begin the campaign with Martin Luther King, Jr.  
leading a  march from Soldier Field to City Hall to post 
the movement’s demands on the door of City Hall.   
We began with a call for open housing:  ending 
housing discrimination in Chicago’s white 
neighborhoods.  

When we began marching in those white 
neighborhoods, protesting realtors who refused to 
show the decent and inexpensive housing there to 
African Americans, we were met with massive 
hostility, which Martin Luther King declared was worse 
than anything he had seen in the South.  I was on 
those first few marches, where locals threw bricks and 
bottles at us, yelled obscenities, and at one point 
pushed a dozen cars into the local lagoon.  It was 
frightening, but also horrifying to see the anger and 
meanness from what could have been welcoming 
neighbors.  

Eventually that summer, there were some modest 
victories.   The landlord whose 45 buildings were on 
rent strike finally agreed to meet with us (three days 
after Martin Luther King, Jr. led thousands of people 
to march on City Hall) and agreed to a landlord-tenant 
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collective bargaining agreement which gave tenants 
the right to withhold rent until repairs were made.  
Mayor Daley, who was very distressed by the open 
housing marches, agreed to meet with the movement 
leadership, and a “Summit Agreement” was reached, 
promising modest progress on housing discrimination 
issues. Jesse Jackson and the ministers in Operation 
Breadbasket won jobs from milk companies and 
supermarkets.  

But it wasn’t until we began research for a book we 
recently completed on the impact of the Chicago 
campaign that I truly began to understand the impact 
of this movement—nearly 50 years later!   This is not 
to say that institutionalized racism is gone from 
Chicago—far from it.   But still, change did happen.  

Tenant unions spread throughout Chicago, then to 
thirty cities across the US, and then the Chicago folks 
called a national meeting, forming the National 
Tenants Union.  By 1972 landlord –tenant law began 
to change across the country, giving more rights to 
tenants, much like the rights we had won in that first 
collective bargaining agreement. 

While we didn’t win a national fair housing law that 
summer, as Dr. King had hoped, Congress did pass 
the first national fair housing law on April 11, 1968, 
two years later (and just a week after Dr. King had 
been assassinated in Memphis.) 

The local organization formed as a result of the 
Summit Agreement, called the Leadership Council for 
Metropolitan Open Communities, worked for forty 
years in Chicago, suing landlords who discriminated, 
opening fair housing centers in the suburbs to assist 
African Americans who wanted to move closer to jobs, 
and eventually holding training sessions for realtors 
on how to treat their customers fairly. Chicago 
became, at least, less segregated. 

Jesse Jackson’s work with Operation Breadbasket, 
opening up new job opportunities,  and eventually 
new business opportunities for African Americans, 
foreshadowed affirmative action of the 1970s, all of 
which played a key role in strengthening the black 
middle class.   And, the work  Jesse Jackson did in 
Chicago laid the groundwork for his candidacy for 
President in 1984 and 1988.  Even Barack Obama’s 
emergence onto the national political scene built on 
the growing black political power in Chicago over the 
decades following the Chicago movement.  

However, the work that Martin Luther King, Jr. and his 
Chicago compatriots began back then, is not yet 
finished.  Poverty, in particular, has in some sense 
worsened, as factory jobs left Chicago, wages 
declined, and jobs were few.    Mass incarceration is a 
new form of institutionalized racism which we must 
now address.   If  Martin Luther King, Jr. were still with 
us, he would be right there, calling us to action once 
again.  

What can we learn, then, from those days of fifty 
years ago, which might help us as we face into the 
issues of structural racism and so many other issues 
today?   Here are a few thoughts: 

Victories build slowly, and sometimes we who are 
nonviolent activists don’t even notice when victories 
we had been fighting for are won years later.  I 
discovered that movements can be like relay races:  
one group carries the baton for awhile, then passes it 
to another, and by the time that victories are won, no 
one remembers who started the race in the first place.  
We need to learn to recognize our victories, even 
when they come much later, and to acknowledge all 
of those who helped carry on the work.   

Nonviolence is a powerful tool, even when used 
imperfectly by imperfect people.   Martin Luther King, 
Jr. and his senior staff were wise and experienced 
strategists, but the rest of us were new, young, 
excited, energetic, and committed, but also anxious, 
often in disagreement,  sometimes confused, 
sometimes despairing.    Yet in spite of our limitations, 
we were able to move the power structure of 
Chicago—and in some sense, the nation--- with our 
nonviolent campaigns. 

Finally, I still find inspiration in the clear vision of 
Martin Luther King, Jr.   In his last book, Where Do 
We Go From Here?  Chaos or Community, he said,   
“Power at its best is love implementing the demands 
of justice.  Justice at its best is love correcting 
everything that stands against love.”   This is the 
place from which we must do our work, even today. 

 

For more on these Chicago stories see our recent 
book, The Chicago Freedom Movement:  Martin 
Luther King, Jr. and Civil Rights Activism in the North, 
edited by Mary Lou Finley, Bernard LaFayette,  
James R. Ralph, Jr., and Pam Smith (Lexington: 
University Press of Kentucky, 2016). 
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