
and Arthur Shores, who promised him that King would have the NAACP’s full legal 
support.’ Wilkins conveys a similar message in this telegram sent the same afternoon. 
I n  a statement released the next day, Wilkins derided the indictments as the actions of 
a ‘police state,” while Marshall promised that ‘<we have agreed to use all of the 
resources of the NAACP” in defending the indicted leaders.2 

REV M L KING 

309 SOUTH JACKSON MONTGOMERY ALA 

ALL OUR PEOPLE OVER THE NATION AND MILLIONS OF FRIENDS STAND WITH YOU AND YOUR 

COURAGEOUS FELLOW CITIZENS AS YOU ANSWER THE INDICTMENT OF THE GRAND JURY. WE 

WILL CONTINUE TO OFFER LEGAL ADVICE UPON YOUR REQUEST. PLEASE DO NOT HESITATE 

TO CALL UPON US. 

ROY WILKINS 

PHWSr. MLKP-MBU: Box 67, 

I. King, Stride Toward Freedom, pp. 145-146. Arthur Davis Shores (‘go+-), a native of Birmingham, 
received his B.A. (1927) from Talladega College and his LL.B. (1935) from Lasalle Extension Univer- 
sity. He joined the NAACP legal staff  in 1944 and devoted his legal career to civil rights law in Alabama, 
including Autherine Lucy’s desegregation case against the University of Alabama. 

2. NAACP press release, “NAACP Support Pledged to Bus Protest Victims,” 23 February. When the 
bus boycott began, Roy Wilkins noted privately that the NAACP “will not officially enter the [Rosa 
Parks] case or use its legal staff on any other basis than the abolition of segregated seating on the city 
buses. . . . We could not enter an Alabama case asking merely for more polite segregation” (Roy 
Wilkins to W. C. Patton, 27 December 1955). 

“Negroes Pledge to Keep Boycott,” 
by Wayne Phillips 

24 February 1956 
New York, N.Y. 

At  a prayer meeting on 23 February, King re$ected on his arrest that day and promised 
to continue using the weapons of love and protest to effect change. Several thousand 
peopk attended the mass meeting at Ralph Abernathy S First Baptist Church, including 
many reporters. The following quotations from Kings speech appeared in a New York 
Times article the next day, itsJirst front9age article on the &us boycott. 

24 Feb 

‘956 

Rev. Martin Luther King Jr., head of the Montgomery Improvement Associa- 
tion, which has directed the eighty-day boycott, told the gathering that the pro- 
test was not against a single incident but over things that “go deep down into the 
archives of history.” 

“We have known humiliation, we have known abusive language, we have been 
plunged into the abyss of oppression,” he told them. “And we decided to rise up 135 
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24 Feb 

1956 

only with the weapon of protest. It is one of the greatest glories of America that 
we have the right of protest.” 

“There are those who would try to make of this a hate campaign,” the Atlanta- 
born, Boston-educated Baptist minister said. “This is not war between the white 
and the Negro but a conflict between justice and injustice. This is bigger than the 
Negro race revolting against the white. We are seeking to improve not the Negro 
of Montgomery but the whole of Montgomery.z 

“If we are arrested every day, if we are exploited every day, if we are trampled 
over every day, don’t ever let anyone pull you so low as to hate them. We must use 
the weapon of love. We must have compassion and understanding €or those who 
hate us. We must realize so many people are taught to hate us that they are not 
totally reponsible for their hate. But we stand in life at midnight, we are always 
on the threshold of a new dawn.” 

PD. New York Times, 24 February 1956. 

I .  Another account extends King’s remarks (“Boycotters Plan Passive Battle,” iMontgomery Adver- 
tiser, 24 February 1956): “[King] told the audience that the bus boycott began because Negroes in 
Montgomery ‘were tired of the conditions they had experienced over a number of years.’ ‘We are 
using the weapon of protest. We are using the weapon of love. For ours is a protest for right,’ he said. 
He added that in a democracy a man ‘could protest but that behind the Communist Iron Curtain a 
man could not protest. That is the glory of democracy. We are free men and we can protest.’ ” 

2. Ibid.: “ ‘There is not a tension between the Negro and whites. There is only a conflict between 
justice and injustice. If our victory is won-and it will be won-it will be avictory for Negroes, avictory 
forjustice, a victory for free people, and avictory for democracy. This is bigger than Negroes revolting 
against whites. We are notjust trying to improve Negro Montgomery but we are trying to improve the 
whole of Montgomery,’ he declared. ‘There are some who like to use the word boycott. The word is 
too small. The word can be interpreted as economic reprisal or economic squeeze. This movement is 
more than an economic squeeze. It is a moral and spiritual movement. We are using moral and spiri- 
tual force. That is all we have. We are using the weapon of love.’ ” 

From Charles R. Lawrence 

24 February 1956 
Pomona, N.Y. 

Prompted by news articles on the bus boycott, Lawrence, national chair of the 
Fellowship of Reconciliation (FOR) and a Mwehouse alumnus, expresses his 
enthusiasm fm King? emphasis on love and nonviolent protest.’ Lawrence notes 

I.  Charles Radford Lawrence I1 (1915-1986) was born in Boston and graduated from Morehouse 
College in 1936. He received his master’s degree (1938) from Atlanta University and his Ph.D. (1952) 
from Columbia University. From 1936 to 1939 he taught in Atlanta public schools. He then served with 
the YMCA before becoming an instructor and research associate at  Fisk University in 1943. In 1948 he 
joined the faculty at Brooklyn College, City College of New York. He served as national chairman of 
the Fellowship of Reconciliation from 1955 to 1963. 136 
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