
A New Sense of Direction 

Martin Luther King, Jr. 

A few inonttis before his assassindon i n  Meinphis, 
April 4 ,  1968, 133. King spoke to the staff of the 
S orit iicrta Christian Leci tlcrsh i t )  Conf me tice meeting 
in retreat ut Frogmore, South Carolinn. IIe iixs prc- 
p i r ing  t h i n  for the Poor 1 3 ~ 0 p k ’ ~  Campaign schcd- 
ukd for  the spring of 196’8. This is D r .  King’s last 
thorough evaluation of “the niovement,” its prospects 
ant1 prbblanu, in our p ” m i o n .  

\\We the r7cscription of urbcin violence inny seem 
tkited, Dr. King’s maltpis oj the causes nnrl cures of 
rrrLciti injristice rciiuiiis (1istur/iiiig[y re/el;ant. IICS 
i1tul~rsttintliiig of dicit icas Iiappning citnong youth 
( I S  u:ell (is his rtnrlerstaruling of American militmimi 
is, fm lwtter or lcorse, eql‘ullt~ pertimnt. EspecinlLJ 
important, i n  l;iow of currcnf claim thut Dr. King 
tcus undergoing U firtulamental change of political 
idiilo.sop7i!1-toiCfird ihe end of his life, is his conclutl- 
ing afirnuition of non-violence. 

his is ilboLlt tlic third time that I’ve tried T to grapple with this cntirc question of 
the “state of ttic “mnetr t”  in our staff retreats, die 
question o f  idicrc ice tire aiid ishere cl0 ~ L W  go from 
here. I assurc yon it isn’t easy to liavc rz new pcrspcc- 
tivc cacli time on this snmc old qucstioii, but J’vc: 
madc an attempt to rcstate it in  my cliscussion prc- 
pirod for this cvcning. I hopc as ;i rcsiilt of  oiir dis- 
cussions, togcthcr we will h? able to find iiew guidc- 
lines antl “a new scrisc of dircction.” 

In the recent past our struggle has witriessed two 
phases. The first phase began in the early fifticts 
wlicli Negroes slammed the door shut on subser- 
vience ;uid submission; the adaptation of non-violent 
rcsistaiicc to the oppressive conditions of our coiin- 

“A New Sense of Directioii” is for the first timc mndc 
availnblc to a gciicral audiencc with the kind permission 
of Corcttn Scott King. We arc also grateful to the editors 
of Drum Major, a somctimc publication of the Southern 
Christian Lcadership Conference. 
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trv. \VC ~ i i ~ ~ d  black ~ C O ~ I C  into tlic Soutlicrli streets 
to dciiinnd th:it thciir citizonsliip antl ninnhood bc 
rcspcctctl. Coiisitlcring thiit WC‘ wcrc in thc South 
--with such ;I complcs systclin of Iirutal scgrogatioii 
-i ii  t l cwl  \vc wcrc i Iiai igrirn t iiig a robcll ion. For i~icrc- 
Iy to inarch in piil)lic streets wis to rock the status 
{iio to its roots. Boycotting busos in  hlontgomcry. 
dcmonstrating in Albany and J3ir1ninghiiin-tlic truo 
citadels of scgrcgation; dcfying guns, dogs and 
clubs in Sclin a whi IC main t ai niiig disci plincd- t iic t icxl-  
non-violont strategy . . . all this w:is totally coiifus- 
iiig for thc racist riilcrs of thc South. If tIi(!y :dIo\V(td 
us’ to march, t h y  clcatroycd their inytli that thc 
black man was content. If thcv shot 11s tlown or hru- 
taIizccI us, tlic>r told tIic w o ; ~  tIiat tIwy w ( w  iii- 
Iiuiriniic brutc>s. l‘licv attc:mptod to stop 11s with 
t~irtrats of ttrrror :UI(I j;(!i~rs-t~ie tactics t M  1i:t~1 101ig 
bctcii ctffcctivc tools of siipprcssioii. Non-violciit striit- 
~ g y  I l d  mu~zlcd tlicir guris i d  Ncgro ~ C ? ~ ~ ~ I I M X  liild 
shaken tlicir confidence:. Wlicxi finally r(:iichillg for 

lliltioli watching. I t   COS ( i t  this moimtlt thnt t l ~  ~ O C C -  

er of iioii-l;iolent protest l~eccirnc niunifest. It  drnrnn- 
tizctl thc: csscntial Incaning illit1 naturo of thc conflict 
and in 1ii:ignificcl strokes ’ rnadc clcar wlio was tlic 
cvildocr antl who \viis thc iirirlcscrviiig ilnd opprcsscd 
victim. Thc Iiiltiori and tlic world wcrc jarrcd awakc 
:uid proceedctl to wipc out thousaiids of Southc:r~i 
laws, ripping gilpilig I;oies in the. edificc: of scgrcga- 
tion, through n’ational IcgisIatioii. 

Thctso wcrc certainly days of liiminous victories. 
Negroes and whitcs collaboratc!d for tliti causc o f  1111- 

man dignity. But wc must admit that thcrc was a 
limitation to our ;icfiievcmcnt. r have decided that 
this is thc basic thing that I want to cornmiinicatc!. 

Negroes became outraged by blatiint incquality. 
T1it:ir 1.11 t iiriatc &$xi1 \vas to tal , unquali ficd f rccdo r i i  . 
Thc majority of the white progressives were outraged 
by tlic brutality displayed. Their goal was improvc- 
mcmt or liniitetl progression. 0bt:iining thc right 

ClUliS, dogs :ind g1111s thc!y foulid tht: world allcl thc 
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to iise public facilities, register and vote, token cdu- 
cntioiial ildvalicc.~i~e~it, 1)rought to the Negro a sense 
of :icliici\lc’iiiciit; lic! felt the momentum. But it 
Iirought to tlic) whites a scme of cxxnplctioii. \Vhen 
Nctgrocs iissortivcly rnovcd on to ascend the sccond 
wng of tlic Iaddcr, i1 firm resistancc from the white 
comrnunity liecame manifcst. 

Rosistoncc began to charactcrizc the second phi1s(!, 
\vliicli wc arc now experiencing. TI](: arresting of tho 
limited for\friird progress by white resistillice rcvcalcd 
tlic latcvit racism which is deeply rooted in  our so- 
ciety. ‘l’hc short era of widcsprcad goodwill evap- 
orated rapidly. A s  elation and expectations died, 
Nogrocls l)cc:inic! more sharply aware that tlie goal 
of frccdoin was still distant. Our immediate plight 
w:ls yet suhstantially an agony of deprivation. 

111 the past Jcc;~de little has bcen done about thc 
gross problems of Northern ghettos. This fact was 
c?vidont brcausc! :a11 civil rights legislation had 1)een 
dcsigncd to rernedy Southctrn conditions. A sensc of 
futility ant1 I‘rustration sprcad and choked against 
thc Iiardcned white attitudes. Non-violencc a s  a rcl- 
(want protest form was iindcr attack :is :i tactical 
tlicory. Nprtlierii Negroes cxprcsscd thcir dismay :incl 
hostility in a succession of riots. The decade of 1955 
to 1!16=i, with its <:lcmcntary constructive pcriods, 
had rnislcd us. Evcryonc undercstimated the amount 
of rage Ncgrocs wcrc suppressing and the amount of 
higotry thc white majority was disguising. 

Tlic riots arc now in tlic ccnter of the stagc and are 
bcing offcrcd as thc! basis for contradictory positions 
by whitcs and Negroes. Sornc Nc:grocs argue that 
they ;ire thc iiicipicnt forms for rc ld ion  and guer- 
rilla tactics that will be the fcntrirc of the Negro re- 
volt. Thcy arc  reprcsented as a new stage of Negro 
strugglc, rcplacing the old rind allcgcdly outworn 
tactic of non-violent rcsistance. A t  tlic same time 
somc whitc forces are using riots as cvidencc that 
Ncgrocis Iiavo no capacity for constructivc change 
:ind by thc>ir lawlcss tichavior forfcait all rights ancl 
justify i11iy form of repressive iiicasurcs. 

ow I would likc to cxamine Loth ques- N tions. First, is the guilt for riots ex- 
clruivcly tliiit of Negroes? And arc they a natural de- 
vclopiiieiit to ;i ncw stage of struggle? A .million 
words will bc written and spoken to dissect the ghet- 
to outl)rc.nks. But for a pcrccptivc and vivid exprcs- 
sion of culpability J would likc to submit two sen- 
tcriccs that many of you have probably heard mc 
qiiote licforc from the pen of Victor Hugo. “If tlic 
soul is left in darkness, sins will lw committed. The 
guilty onc is not he who commits the sin but he who 
CP\ISCS thc darkness.” The policy-makers of the whitc 
society have caused the darkncss. It was they who 
crcatcd the frustrating slums. They perpetuate un- 
cmploymcnt and poverty and oppression. Perhaps it 
is incontestable and deplorable that Negroes have 
cmimittcd crimes, hut these are essentially deriv- 

ative crimes. Thcy are born of the greater crimes of 
the white society. 

I17hcn asking Negroes to alMc by the law Ict 11s 

also declare that the whitc inan docs not abidc by 
the law. Day in i d  day out he violates welfare laws 
to dcprivc thc: poor of thcir mcagcr allotments. Hc! 
fhgrantly violi1tes building codcs and housing reg- 
ulations. IIis police forces are the ultimate mockcry 
of law. TIe violates IRWS on q u a l  employment and 
ccliiciition. The slums arc thc handiwork of a vicioiis 
systom of thc white society. Negroes live in them, 
but t h y  cl0 not make them any more than a prison- 
cr makes ;i prison. Ancl so Ict us sap forthrightly 
that, if the total sluni violatioiis of law b y  thc whitc 
man over tlic yctars ;ire calculated and compared 
with the lawbreaking of a few days of riots, thc 
hardened crimiiinl would handily be the white man. 
In using the term whitc man I am seeking to describe 
in general t e rm thc Negro’s advcrsary. I seek not to 
categorize all whitc people by any usc of the term 
wliitc min. I think it is w r y  important to say this, 
for there arc? millions who have risen morally abovc 
prcvailing prejudices. T h y  are willing to share pow- 
cr mcl to accept stnictural alterations of society, cvcn 
at the cost of traditional privilege. To deny thcir 
cxistcncc as somc nltra-nationalists do is to dcny ail 

evident truth. \.lore than that, it tends to drivc away 
a1lic.s who call ilnd have strengthened our struggle. 
Tlicir sdpport scrvcs riot only to c%h”ne our power, 
h i t  their break from thc attitudes of the larger so- 
cictty splits and wcakcns our opposition. To develop 
a sense of l h c k  consciousiicss and pcoplchood docs 
not rcquirch that wc scorii the whitc race as a whole. 
It is not thc- racc per se that we fight but the policies 
ancl ideology formulatcd l y  leaders of that racc to 
pcrpotuate oppression. 

TI summing up thc: genctral caiiscs of riots I we would have to say that the white pow- 
car structure is still seeking to kccp thc walls of segre- 
gation and incqiiality substantially intact, while Ne- 
gro determination to break through tlwm has inten- 
sified. I find five basic causes of riots-the whitc 
backlasli; pcrvasivc: discriminatory practices; iincm- 
ployinent; the war in Vietnam; and the urban prob- 
lcins of crirnc ancl cxtcnsivc migration. 

Thc white bucklush is a primary cause becaiisc it 
ctxp1:iins the ferocity of the emotional content of thcir 
outbiirsts and their spontaneity. The depravity of the 
white backlash shattered the hope that new attihides 
were ill the making. Thc reversion to barbaric white 
conduct markccl by a succcssion of murders in the 
South and the recrudescence of whitc hoodlumism 
in the Northern streets and cold systematic with- 
drawal of somc erstwhile white allies constittitcc1 a 
grim statement to Negroes. They wcre told that 
there were firm limits to thcir progress, that thcy 
must cxpcct to remain pcrmancntly unequal and 
permanently poor. 
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government gnvc them free land and credit to build 
a uscful, indcpcndcnt life. In contrast, whcn thc 
Nogro migratecl hc was left to his owii initintivc and 
resources. He crowded the citics and was hcrdcd 
into the ghettos, locked out of employment, subjected 
to gross cxploitation within a contcxt of scaring dis- 
crimination. Though other minoritics had encoun- 
tcrcd obstacles, nonc havc lxmi so brutally scorned 
nor so consistently denied opportunity as the Negro. 

Thesc wcrc tlic conditions that havc becomc a 
volatilc fiicl for violcncc and riots. As a social psy- 
cliologist, Kenneth Clark, has said: “It is a surprise! 
only that oiitbreaks werc not experienced earlicr.” 
Thew arc thoughtful social scientists who arc now 
ackiiowlcdgiiig that the clemonts of soci:il catastro- 
phc have accumulated in such vast array that no 
remedies may be available. 

The pmasiueness of dtscsinainutorrr practices has 
liccn so much taken for granted that its provocative 
cffcct is cilsily forgottcn. Even as the Negro inanagcs 
to grasp a foothold on the economic ladder, discrim- 
ination threatens to push him off aftcr hc has only 
asccndcd il few rungs. It liourids him at cvcry lcvcl 
to stultify this initiative and insult his being. For the 
pitifrilly few who climb into economic security it per- 
sists and closes different doors. 

Intimately rclatcd to discrimination is onc of its 
worst conscqiienccs, namcly, unemployment. You 
will reinember that the Unitcd States tcctcred on 
the cdgc of rcvolution in the 1930’s when national 
iinclmploynicmt mounted to 5 per cant of thc pop- 
ulacc!. k i t  throughout the South and cxprcssly in the 
North, in the midst of historic prosperity, uncm- 
ploymcnt for Ncgro youth, accordiAg to govcrnmcnt 
figiros, runs as high as 30 to 40 per ccnt in many 
citics. IJndcrstanding that most of thcir lives arc? yet 
to l x  lived, thc slamming of doors liefort: thcir faces 
can IIC: expectcd to inducc rage and rebcllioii. 

Thc fourth causc is the war in Vietnam. \T7e arc 
committing gravc atrocities in Vietnam. We arc left 
standing beforc thc world glutted by our own liar- 
barity. Wc are engaged in ,2 war that seeks to turn 
t l i c  clock of history back and pcxptuatc whitc colo- 
nialism. Thc bomlis in Vietnam explode at homc- 
thcv dcstroy the dream and possibility for a deccnt 
Am’crica. I must also cornmcnt that thc poor ;ire con- 
scripted in  donblc mcasiirc for combat. 17icy consti- 
trite more thilIi 24 per ccnt of the front-linc: troops in 
a war of unprc?ccdentcd h t a l i t y .  Our young riien 
are m;irching under slogans of dcmocracy, supposcd- 
ly to tlcfcnd a Saigon govbrnment that scorns dcmoc- 
racy. At homc they know that there is no genuine dc- 
inocracy for thcir people and that on thcir rctiirn they 
will bo rcstorcd to a grim life evcn if they arc be- 
dcckctl with hero’s medals. A black man who runs 
rampant tlirough tlic glictto during a riot has bccn 
givon the clcnr c:xarnple of his own government nin- 
ning rampant througlioiit the world. 

Finally, tlicre exists n complex of causes, found 
in  tlic: dcgcncrating conditions of poruertd urban 
l i fe .  Our cities iirc chokcd with air pollution, clcn~o 
traffic conditions, and insufficient water systcms. 
Public facilities ilre outworn and inadequate. With- 
in this chaos of ncglcct Negroes are stifled at the 
very IIottom in squalid slum conditions, the cqual 
of A i c h  arc: not to bc found in any industrial na- 
tion of thc: world. Every largc city rcads thc results 
of thc myriad poor and black people who h a w  mi- 
grated there in dcspcratc search of the American 
fulfillment. Although it is ;i known fact that millions 
of Ncgroes have been forced off thc land in the South 
l y  the contraction of agricultural employment dur- 
ing the past two dccades, no national planning has 
lieen enactcd to remedy this calamity. 

\MI(;II whitc immigrants arrived in the United 
States in the late nineteenth century, a benevolent 

iriust admit I’m not totally optimistic. I Rut 1 cannot acccpt clcfcat. 1 Iielicvc tliat 
therc! i1rc soveral serious programs that can rcvcrse 
tlic tidc: of social disintcgration. ncyond this I lw 
liovc that, as destructivc :is thc riots may bo, thcy 
haiw boc:ii an:ilyxccl i n  a substmti:illy ono-sidc:tl 
fashion. Thcrc is a striking aspcct to tho violcnco 
of riots that has stirnrilntctl little commont and cvcn 
less analysis. In a11 tlic riots togctlier tlic propcrty 
chinage rc?achcd colossal proportions, oxcceding a 
billion dollars. Yet thc! phySiCii1 injury inflicted by 
Ncgrocs upon whitc people was iiiconsequential in 
comparison. ‘rile hiiising odgc of t h  w(:apon of 
violcwce in Nogro Iiaiids was cmploycd ;ilmost cx- 
chisivcly against propcrty, not pcrsons. T i i c t  inner 
rage of F4cgroc.s is not yct cxprcssd in anti-human- 
isrri. Thcre is a deeply rootcd avcrsion to violcncc 
toward pcoplc, p;irticul:irly randoin prsons who arc 
not an irnmediatc nwnac(?. Thorisands of whitc pco- 
plc arc a daily j~rcscnoe in thc: glictto and rcmain 1111- 

harmed. It w&ld be ;i scrious mistake, I fed, to dis- 
count non-violcncc ils a forcc prcscnt in  Ncgro lifc. 
3lany obscrvcrs like to bclicve that the urban Negro 
is too sophisticatod and too q g y  to Iic non-violtint. 
Hc  is depictcd ;is a scnrcctly controllcd lmitc.. Thcw~ 
samc obscrvcrs rationalize the non-violcnt marchcs 
and dcrrionstrations in the South a s  irrelevant on tlic 
grounds that they w(:rc siibstantially procttssions of 
pious, elderly ladics. The fact is that in all our 
marclics somc men who normally wcrt: of very vio- 
lcnt tendencies were fiilly involved. 

It was routine procedrirc whilc in I3irmingham for 
11s to collect hundrcds of knives lxforc thc tlcmoii- 
strations bogan to insure against moincntary wcak- 
ncsscs of participants. We know from direct ex- 
pcrience that cvon the intcnscly violent individiial 
can discipline himself if his aims are served by oth- 
er means. This experience has becn duplicatcd for 
us i n  the North. I n  Chicago, 1966, whcn vicious, 
screilming whitc hoodlums l i d  the sidewalks, our 
g“ds were, in  rnany instances, .young p i g  lead- 
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(krs ai ic l  iiicnibcrs. ‘r‘hcsc mcn, who arc i1cclistorncd 
to violcncc! and cxpcrt in its practice, had thcy becn 
r c h s c d  from tlicir commitment to peaccful march- 
ing wcrc oiitircly capable of rcducing thc white 
1)ullies to shivcring pdp. Tlicy wcrc capable of 
p~:icc~ful coilduct and iron discipline becausc they 
wcrc willing to oxpcrimcwt with us in finding a con- 
s t ruct ivc solution. 

ow this leads mc to say that w c  rnust N formdatc a program and wc must fash- 
ion the new tactics which do not count on govern- 
ment goodwill h i t  instc:ad s c n ~  to coinpc1 Lnwill- 
iiig aiitlioritics to yield to the maiidatcs of justice. 
IVrt Iniist dcmand, for instance, an emergency pro- 
griirri to provide cmploymcnt for everyoIlc in necd 
of :I job, or, if a work program is impractical, a 
gi1ar:intccd : i i i~i i i : iI  incornc! at levels that sustain lifc: 
in docc!nt circumst:inces. A second featiirc of our 
prograin must IIC the demolition of slums and re- 
I)uilding hy thc: population that lives in them. Third, 
WP must make :i massive iiiovc towird sclf-dctcrmin- 
ntiori m d  thct s1i:iping of oiir own destiny. In other 
words, wc must get rid of tlie domestic colonv which 
is thc ghctto. Fourth, WY: must clclvr! cloeply into tlic 
political ;ircii;i. Whercvcr possiblc: we mnst clcct 
w4l-qualified :uid coinmittcd Ncgro caiididatcs, ;is 
~ v e  Iiavc.: i n  ~IctveIantI, Gary, ;uid in statcts all across 
t h  Soiitli. In  Xlississippi, huisinna and Georgia wc 
Iiil\p(t, for thc first time, Negroes in state logislitiires. 
\.f’c’vc got to cw:ilatct this kind of progrm, and it is 
liigli time that wc! rctire ill1 the whit(: racists who ;ire 
i l l  Coiigrcw. They caii 1 . i ~  rctircd if WO votc in Iargcr 
Ilu1nbcrs. 

Now t h c w  is scarcoly i1Iiy division ainong Nctgrocs 
d m i t  thtrsc! Iiic;isiircs. IIivisions arise oniy ari)und 
inctliods for tlicir acliicivc?niait. 1 am still convi~iccd 
-;ind this is. t 1 ~ :  hasic point that I want to gct :it- 
that a solution of non-violcncc remains possiblc. 
I Iowcwr, non-violoiicc: must be adaptcd to urlxiii 
conditions arid rirlxin nioods. Kon-violent protcst 
i r i i i s t  i i o ~ ~  matiirc t o  ;I i i w ~  levc!l to corrcspond to 
Iictiglitctnctl blilck irnpilt ieiicc aIid stiffcncd white rc- 
sist;inco. TIIC liighcr lcvcl is rriass c i d  disobedience. 
It is a concept woll known in oiir stnigglc for jus -  
ticct. Tlicro must be morc than a statement to thc 
Iargor society-thctrc must be a force that interrupts 
its fimctioning i1t some key point. That intorruption 
iiiirst, howcvcr, not he clandestino or surreptitious. 
It must bc! op(!ri. It is not ncccssory to invcst it with 
giicrrilla romanticism. It must lie open and conduct- 
od by large in:isscs without violence. If the jails are 
filled to stop us, thc nicaning will become w e n  clcar- 
er. ‘I’hc Wcgro will be saying, I am not avoiding 
pcnaltics for brcnking the law, I am willing to en- 
dure all your pii~iislirncnt bccaiise your society will 
not be ablc to endure the stigma of violcntly and 
piiblicly oppressing its minorities to prcservc injus- 
ticcs. Mass civil disobedience as a new stage of 

struggle can traiismiitc thc: dcep anger of the ghetto 
into a cwativc force. To dislocate the functioning of 
a city without destroying it can be more cffectivc 
than a riot bccausc it can bc both longer lasting and 
more costly to thc largcr socicty, but not wantonly 
clcstructivc. I t  is a device of social action that is 
more difficiilt‘ for the governmcnt to qudl by siipcrior 
force. The limitation of riots, moral qucstioiis asidc, 
is that t h y  cannot win, and their participants know 
it. 11eiice riots arc not rcvolutionary but rcactionary 
1)ccanse thoy invite defeat. Thcy offer an emotional 
catharsis, but they must be followccl by a scnsc of 
fiitility. Civil disobcclience in its mass application has 
tlie prospect of sucwss. It is militant and dcfiant, 
but 1 i o  t des t ructive. 

iiicc: young pcoplc will havc to play a S grcat role in the kind of program I havc 
rather sketchily outlincd, lct mc say :i few words 
about the mood of Amwicaii youth. This is i m p r -  
taiit for mnny rc:isoiis, for the moocl of yoiitli is part 
of the riioocl of the nation in gc~icral. IJnclcr thc im- 
pact of social forces unique to their times yoiing 
pcoplc havc splintcrctl into t h e  principal groups: 

‘rhc largost group of young pc:oplc! is struggling 
to adapt itself t0 the prevailing valucs of our society’: 
\Vithout much enthusiasm they acccpt thc systcm 
of govcwiinctnt, tlic ocoiiomic relationships of the 
propc!rty s)sstctin, and the social stratifications our 
systcm engenders. Evcn so, t h y  arc a profoiinrlly 
troul~lcd groiip :incl are harsh critics of the status 
qiio. In this largest groiip social attitiides arc not 
Coiig(.d~d or dc!t&“od, they are fluid anc~ scarch- 
ing. Thoiigh recc!iit shitlies point to the war in Vict- 
i i i m  a s  thiir focus of conccrn, most of them arc not 
Icbiicly to rcsist the clraft or to taka clcar-cut stands 
on issiics of violcncc and non-violcncc. But their 
conscicwc!s Iinvc hctctn toucliod by the feeling that 
is growing all ovcr tlic world of tlie horror and i i i-  

sanity of war. Tl’hc!y sciisct tlic imperative nocd to re- 
spcxt lifc :ind thct urgoiicv of moving past war ;is ;I 

way to solvc intcrn:itio1i:i1’prob1ciiis. 
Tliorc is ;I sccorid group of p i n g  pcoplc, prcs- 

c!ritly sin:iII in 1ium1)cI- hut dynamic and growing. 
‘I’licv :ire tlic rxlicds. ?‘Ii(:y range from modcrate to 
r:str& i n  tho dcgrcc: to wliicli tIicy want to alter 
thct social system. All of them agrcc that only b y  
structural change can currcnt evils I)(! eliminatccl be- 
c:iusc the roots arc in the system rathcr than in man 
or in  fciulty oporations. This is a new breed of rad- 
icals. Very few adhere to any establishe‘cl ideology 
or dogma. Some liorrow from old doctrines of .revolu- 
tion, \;ut practically :ill of them suspcnd judgment on 
what the form of the new socicty must lie. Thcy arc 
in  sctrions revolt against old valucs and h a w  not yet 
concretely forrniilated the ricw ones. Thcy arc not 
repeating previous revolutionary doctrines. Most of 
them have not cvctn rctad the rcvolutionary classics. 
Ironically, tlicir rcbcllion comes from having been 




