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The unexpected emergence of Martin Luther King Jr.

BY CLAYBORNE CARSON

lt-ouldh-veh-ppenedmchmchun.l‘nt“amn
Luther Jr. pnlheMmqomerybuboymul
first d:; of the baymtr, Dzs h‘.uh:.im
1955, was
wuvhlnﬁngmavbmblnkreﬁdmad\mfzmg
t head the Montgomery Improvement Associstion
\), which was formed to continue the protest against
l(.u\gwou.idht:rldmﬂ
d so
dn(anochwnmemdsmkud\mgh Itis
pmhble that if  had, I would have declined the nomina-
tion.” A 26-year-old minister with liule more than a
ynue:pmemxupmofMomgw\eere:mh-
he was ancertain ahout his future,
bmheq-dddymddmhzhdbecmmpmohhu-
toric movement. At an evening mass rally on the initial
day of the hoycot, he conveyed the d:eicr significance
of the day’s unfolding events: “Righ Mont-
gomery, when the history bouhlmwnmnmd\eﬁ:mn.
mebodyrﬂlhmmny.'l‘herehwdn

black people, fleecy
r” mmplenm, but a people
whohaddumonlmungemmndup
for their rights. And thereby they in-
a new meaning into the veins of

and of civilization.” ”
During subsequent weeks King grad-
ly became more assured in his under-
g of the boy ’s his-
torical meaning even 15 he ized
his own limitanons and frailties. His re-
solve weakened during January 1956 as

s an-
nounced that they had joined the White
Citizens i launched a “
tough” policy that resulted in King's jail-

y slso b when white officials nego-
d\bhckmmmod‘mdnnl(mgmdmg-
t the MIA Jeader was the m:mobmdemre-
dispute. An editorial in the locsl newspaj
funds raised for boymnmovmemud
ST T
ing,” he admi . At
2 jve Board ing, he defended him-
f against criticisms before his

il
gris

iE

EE

P
:

&

CLAYBORRE CARSON

did King alter his vicws on the use of weapons for pro-
reconsideration was

mcmn. the ar-
mMumneryolmpnd&uwhomﬁrnm
aware than he of Gandhian

Cnmxemgnxhudx for influence over King,
B-yud ustin, a black activist affiliated with the War Re-
e, and Glenn E. Smiley, a white staff mem-

bcrof eﬂmhipof Reconciliation, saw themsclves
’s tutors on Gandhian precepts. Rustin was

:hoc to discover a gun in King's house, while Smilcy
mfonnedl’dlowp-cnfzmdutl(m 's hame was “an arse-

nal.” Smiley described King as either a “Negro Gandhi®
or perhaps an unfortunate “destined to swing
from a lynch mob's tree.” s conversion would, ac-

cording to Smiley, have m:ior ences for the
Gandhian movement in the United Stares: “If he can re-
ally be won to a faith in nonviolence there is no end to
what he can do.™
King was hardly a passive receptacle for the teachings
ﬁ‘;::;;::d Smiley. Moﬁhmﬁd(hl-
t Barmn 3ys ex
posed him to Gandhian principles dur
ing his {cm King
Iud remain frerward: ‘1
ldnonlyvaywcmuld solve ou-
segregation was an armed re-
volt. l felt that the Chriscian ethic of love
was confined to individual relatine-
ships™ By the tume of the bus boycan,
however, King had begun w see nonvio-
lence not only as a atic choice but
asa moral necessity. Christian con-
rged with his increasingly
sophisticated understanding of Gand-
et g el o
it ve resis-
Wmnctmne to mmﬁ;n mmbh from
the teachings of Jesus. The techniques came from
Gandhi.” In King's view Gandhi had proved that nonvi-
olence could work a8 2 method of resistance for op-
pressed e. A little brown man in India™ confronted
the Briush empire, King told a cheering sudience ar the
annual convention of the NAACP. “But in the midst of
d’mphysiul force he confronted that empire with soul
fon:

d the burdens of iolent leader-
hemmmuedm express uncertainty about his role
go‘:upmdmgAﬁ'mAmermfmdmn

hevouldnevermmhummmm ndhian
pnmpleBytheumnhe movement came to a

fore.”

s spiritual in the kitchen his
WT‘, il by e
Mon struggle. Press accounts increasingly por-
n-ymchgpmu«m for the
movement, but reczu thnhe\vupmaflgmn

in N ber 1956, King had been

and per ok formed. “Living through the actual ex-

i p:ﬁenceuflbcpmtm.rmriolmmbmnenmthmn

method 0 which I gave intell assent; it b 2 a
commiunent to 8 h&.'he'mldhm-

Mmyof:hednnp I had nox cleared ccm-

ally concerni were now din(hc

sphereo(mufulmon

The Montgomery struggle marked the birth of » new
mofAhunAmmnhmuryuuhonpﬂadthﬁz-
of King’s life. Doutws persisted,
u(,bydnendo 1956, he had accepted his calling: *1
feel that the confidence that the have in me and

xhdr. diness to follow my k-dulluphmthnmn?on
On Jan. 30, hev:med‘vury"hﬂludqidmdwy responsibility that 1 must follow through with.
could not convince local residents to return to the hm-.:. dwnﬁamd:of&eboymnhmmved:meﬁwpbof-
“If we went and asked the tog:l fers, but he assured a that he would continue to
the bus, we ;w dm ha'had z:p-ndhuhemhu-y.' b::vu lde-nmml:hu-
mass later in , he affirmed manity,” he explained, “but at this particular point, the
m&bomd:kmtmldhmnbnplm. pulpit gives me an opp ity and a freedom that |

lhﬂ

ot b o g e
] -ynboid’ protest en as 2 proponent
Gandhian nonviolence.

ngvouldlnw-dmndmndwnno(:beboyoon
hmno:ﬁrmiy !
had initially 3 awetol m«unnyo(hf:
but as a practical for a racial minority. When his

wouldn(hmmmyod:ﬂq)hmof " During
the interview, he m_lhdlcummnon ‘mh‘r Pius Bar-

;rovinlnmumlfama,l(.m
allowed himsel! mmﬁmon-hnhehadnhxmdang
on the uncertainties shead: “Frankly, 'm worried to
death. A man who hits the peak at 27 has a tough job
ahead. People will be expecting me to pull rabbirs ourt of
the hat for the rest of my life.”
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