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Our next speaker is Gary Curtis Cepnick.  If you will come to the stage please.  He was the News Director at WFMY TV at the time of the shootings in 1979.  Prior to a major career change in 1999, Curtis employed, I believe he goes by Gary, employed, enjoyed thirty years in broadcasting, with experience in several key areas involving operations, marketing, programming, and news.  News, which he took fifteen years in middle and senior management positions with Gannett, McGraw-Hill, Harte-Hanks, and The Chronicle.  He is the recipient of numerous journalism and broadcasting awards including twelve Emmys, from the National Academy of Television Arts and Sciences, and a Golden Mic in radio.  Mr. Cepnick, would you like to, uh, read your statement, to us?

GCC:  I will.  Thank you very much ladies and gentleman of the commission.  Thanks for inviting me here today.  Um, I wish I’d had time to prepare a statement, so I will try not to ramble this morning.  We’ll keep this as focused as possible.  You can help me stay focused if I get out of bounds, I don’t think I will.  I came to Greensboro uh, early in the summer of 1979, from uh, Colorado.  Uh, I was part of the major management change at WFMY, which is the CBS affiliate.  At the time, that was owned by a Texas based publishing company called Hart Hanks.  They were based in San Antonio, Texas.  I’ll give you my background this morning because I think it lends to where we were, at that time, my personal involvement, and that of where we were going in the media at that time.  Um, I thought I was very well prepared to come to Greensboro, North Carolina.  I had covered news events as a journalist. I had covered the riots in Detroit in 1967, in fact that was my opening debut, and then we went to Newark, um, after that.  And I’d worked in smaller markets and bigger markets and so we come to Greensboro, North Carolina, and what I thought we would find here was a, a medium sized what we called in the media business, a metro market.  In other words, we’re, it’s not, it’s not three individual cities, it’s a metroplex which is more of what it has become today.  But at that time, low and behold it was uh, not a metro market.  Uh proven provincialism was alive and well.  Each city had its network affiliate television station, and it’s newspapers, and they were referred to if you were in Winston Salem, it was the Winston Salem television station, it was the High Point television station, and it was the Greensboro television station.  And the media indeed helped to perpetuate some of that provincialism, um, by the way they marketed themselves and they covered news in the communities.  Um, and I’m not making a judgment there of whether that was right or wrong.  Our goal at WFMY at the time was, we wanted to grow the marketplace.  And growing the marketplace economically for that television station meant a tremendous amount, of money.  So certainly it was money motivated, but it was also community motivated.  To grow the market place uh, we, we decided that we would make um, major changes both on air, and that’s what we call in front of the camera, the people that you see doing the news and doing the various programs, and then behind the scenes.  And in trying to incorporate the twelve county area, which was the marketplace at that time, we’re not going to be the Greensboro television station, we’re going to be the television station for the Piedmont or the Triad, whichever name you’d like to call it.  Um, in doing that, that took on a wide variety of different things had to happen to do that.  We did an extensive market research, um that really cut right to this provincialism that existed in the marketplace. Um, and how do we overcome that?  Well part of that is, is news coverage.  We set up, uh, actual studio facilities, many studio facilities in the other two cities, Winston Salem and High Point, and began reaching out to indeed, all twelve counties.  In doing so we also, uh from a research standpoint, had discovered, uh and I say we, the other management, the key management uh, that had come into the marketplace with me.  There were two other individuals and uh, we were basically, that was our charge.   So we were from another place, another, we had perspectives that were very different than what we are hearing.  Probably in retrospect that was very good because we had, we brought in different attitudes and how we were going to do things.  Um, we, in changing and making the efforts to change, we met privately, off the record, with a number, any number of so-called community leaders and business people in the marketplace.  Um, I uh, that provincial attitude I can safely say was very alive and well.  We had what I would refer to as the good-old-boy network that existed, I won’t get into that in great detail today, um we don’t have to.  But it existed then, and in some ways it still exists.  And I bring that up because I don’t think it lended itself to a healthy situation.  Um, the attitude that existed here was one that I think has been characterized in the national media as, not in my back yard.  It ain’t gonna happen here.  Not in my backyard.  It’s not gonna happen in Winston Salem, we just had this gentleman testified about, about the Darryl Hunt case, which, that in its own will be written about and talked about for years.  But it’s the attitude that existed among the so called shakers and movers, the decision makers, the business people of the community who were in leadership and decision making positions, it’s not gonna happen in my backyard.  Um, there were, it was a whole sociological phenomenon that was going on here that I was, we were quite surprised about.  We didn’t anticipate finding that, that kind of situation.  Um, in dealing with, it was again, we were gonna go out and cover the news.  So you began to look at, well what’s going on?  How are we, you know what’s, what’s really going on?….We had two newspapers in Greensboro, a morning and an afternoon edition.  Um, we again, it was good-natured competition but we had our own agenda that we were going to uh, implement.  Um, the, the powers that be um, it was easy to, uh, it was difficult let’s say you’ve asked me to address this.  I’ve addressed it privately with you, as far as news coverage in the marketplace.  Um, we had the cigarette companies, were going to tumultuous times, with uh, with the beginning of the lawsuits, and uh cancer causing, smoking causing cancer.  We’ve got the largest cigarette company in the world in Winston Salem.  Hey, you’re not gonna talk to them.  I use to get, I got calls from all three networks from time to time.  We need to interview so and so with RJR.  It’s not gonna happen.  Oh come on.  You live there.  They’re right down the road, you’re gonna, they wanna talk, you’re gonna talk to them.  They won’t talk to you. It’s easy.  It’s deniability.  If they won’t talk, there’s nothing we can do.  We can, we can paraphrase.  We can work around it.  You can only do so much without getting to the actual source.  Here in Greensboro we had a, there’s a, there was brown lung disease that was, had become common and reported among textile workers.  Um, I believe the medical term, and I may be wrong here this morning I guess was, was Byssinosis.  And if I’m wrong, I on the proper terminology I’m sorry.  Um, Cone Mills, where, which began, which served as a backdrop, uh for the organizing efforts of the CWP, uh, there wasn’t a problem. Um, I dealt privately with, with uh the leadership at Cone Mills, and we wanted to do a story on, what do you, you know what’s, what is it?  What are we doing and how does it, not just Cone Mills but if it’s a commonality in the industry, and it’s a problem, lets talk about it.  No, if we don’t talk about it, and we don’t admit anything, or corporate or whatever, it’ll go away. Not in my backyard.  Um, I’m not going to, I’m not here to denigrate any particular uh organization, company, or individual, but those are the frustrations you encountered in um, in the news media, both print, and um electronic.  And at the time, it was a different time as far as the media goes.  Bare in mind now that today we have uh, the cable universe.  We have uh, everybody and their brother’s out there today.  We have blogs now on the web, which I think is, personally is a good thing.  Um it gives a whole lot of people that need to be heard uh, a platform and a base in order to be heard.  But again at that time, the Internet was nonexistent.  Television, you had three television stations and the newspapers.  So it was a different time and a different place.  Uh, had we had the media exposure that potentially exists today, yes things might have been different.  Um, but getting back to the, the times and the backdrop that existed in June, July, August, September, October of 1979, um, it was you know, a bucolic community.  You know, it’s a nice place.  Um, it ain’t gonna happen here.  Um, so the CWP is, is doing their thing, so to speak.  And we, we had contacts and um, ongoing discussions with, with members of their organization.  Um, they certainly, it was beneficial for them to get their viewpoint to us, so that it might be reported in some way, shape or form; we giving them publicity.  Um, obviously we you know, the Klan was alive and well, the Nazi-Klan organization holding public rallies.  Um, I, when I first came in June of 79, I was a little taken a back because I had come from other areas where we, you know, the Klan was a, it was a distant memory, it’s in the history books, but it was not thriving and alive and well, whether it’s ten people or twenty-five or whatever.  Um, so again, the things that went on here, the groups that existed here, were slightly different than uh, lets say what was going on in the national uh, scene.  Um, but again the, the problems that existed, that uh the CWP was successful in organizing to a point because of the backdrop, because of what existed, the environment that existed, here.  And you put the union local under receivership, so then it can’t be, uh they, they in an attempt to stop them from any further disruption inside the plants.  Um, an interesting case.   Um, enough said about that.  Um, the incidents that lead up to the um, the shootout, the shooting, the confrontation on November 3rd, I think were, I don’t want to say adequately covered one way or another, um by the media; I mean the newspapers, the print and the electronic side.  Uh, the confrontation at China Grove that precipitated um, what happened in Greensboro.  Um, so these were all things that were going on.  Um, there wasn’t a, we didn’t, no one did in-depth reporting.  So called in-depth about the backgrounds and, and the history of the participants necessarily, but there was news coverage.  And there was an awareness.  The media had created, at least created an awareness of these, these two despaired groups and what was going on.  Um, arguably some coverage, you know in some outlets was, might have been better than others.  Um that’s, we’re not, that’s not to be, forget it.  It’s 26-27 years ago.  It doesn’t matter about the coverage so much.  It happened at the time, we the media in general I think tried to do the right thing, tried to cover the news, but bare in mind again that there are um, there is, there are degrees of difficulty in doing that.  Um, we’ve become far more sophisticated today.  On both sides of both the media and the spin-doctors and, and the people that uh, are faced with media exposure on a daily basis.  So it’s a whole different game today than it was then.  Um, leading up to, November 3rd, um the day of, um the media, and I’m going to use that as a collective term to imply print and electronic, the media basically knew where the event was going to take place, and it was there.  Um, the uh, police departments initial argument after the fact was that there had been a change, a last minute change in location and hey, we didn’t get there.  Um, I always thought it was ironic because we knew where it was and we knew where to go and where to be.  We had uh, our television station at that time WFMY, had two photographers that went to the event and uh, one reporter.  Um, ironically, at the time, one of the photographers of our television station um, was in a position, didn’t plan to be, but he was caught in the crossfire of, of the event.  And um, was able to capture the horrific footage that took place.  Um, that footage later was I think shown on, on every media outlet in the United States, big, small, all the networks, whatever.  And everybody had it after the fact.  So, um, fortunately, and I use the term in an interesting way, we are all the benefits that it was indeed caught on video, caught on tape, um because it, we had, we thought later that, well there’s proof of what happened.  At least the actual shootings themselves, and who shot who, and who did what was all on videotape.  Um, that afternoon uh, you can imagine it was pretty chaotic in this city, um as far as what happened that day.  Uh, it was a very nice day, fall day you know, typical fall; lots of people going to football games, everybody doing their thing uh, whatever that was.  And uh so, but word began to leak out via radio and the wire services about what had happened here.  So, by late afternoon, I mean everything was chaotic.  Uh, we had rallied our staff.  We had sent people to Cone Hospital, uh where they would take the victims and the wounded and we tried to spread out and cover all aspects of the story.  Um, we had some members of the CWP, showed up at the studios at WFMY.  Um, they knew people on our staff, felt comfortable in coming to the station, at least to you know to find out what we knew, what was going on and of course, the police were looking for them at that point in time also.  Um, hindsight’s twenty-twenty, we probably would have had a uh, Mr. Pitts is here I believe.  Is he still here?  We probably would of have a nice obstruction of justice case against me and the television station because uh, we literally put these people in an upstairs room at the station, and out of sight and let one of our reporters talk to them and be with them while we were trying to get our bearings and put this story on television.  Um, we received the visit, late afternoon, prior to six o’clock.  We had an entourage which included the Police Chief at the time, the Director of Public Safety, a couple of senior ranking police officers, and the Mayor.  And they arrived on our doorstep and uh, were ushered into the newsroom.  And uh, television stations on the weekend are graveyards believe it, there are a lot going on.  So I’m sitting in the newsroom trying to direct things and all of a sudden we’ve got, we’ve got the powers-that-be, so-to-speak, um demanding to know if we know where certain people are.  We don’t.  Um, and what are we doing about, what are we going to put on the air?  There was great concern about what would be said, and how it would be interpreted, um, by the public.  It wasn’t so much, don’t put the story on the air but, what are you going to do?  And this is normally not your routine.  You’re not confronted by people in, not a censorship role but borderline censorship.  What are you going to say, what are you going to do?  I said um, there’s no way we’re not going to go on with this story.  The word is, I mean the Associated Press had run the story, UPI had run the story.  It was already all over the United States.  We were getting phone calls from media outlets all over, as I’m sure the other stations and newspapers were.  What is going on here and do you have footage?  You know we need the footage. 

Um at any rate, we, we dealt with that at the time.  Uh, we were not influenced, I can safely say we weren’t influenced by their concerns.  We understood their concerns, but we did not change what we said that day and going forward later, what was said there after.  Um, very quickly, um, why is all this important?  Now I was to testify earlier.  I could not, I was traveling and so this today can happen, and again that’s another thing.  The point being with, with that situation then, and the attitude that existed, the bottom line was deniability and provincialism.  Not in my backyard; lots of that type of thing.  And a community infrastructure that was um, pretty well greased as far as who was who and how things got done.  Um, I mean, lots of little things.  The airport was basically the fiefdom of one individual.  And it’s not the airport that it is today.  Of course they, they rebuilt the airport in a different location.  But even today, the airport board is, that’s a private deal.  You can’t, you know, be on that unless you know the right people.  Um, I only bring that up as in a side, um because of the way things, some businesses still conduct it in a very interesting way.  And I think it’s, um, it’s a statement in itself that the Greensboro City Council refused to participate in, in your efforts.  Um, we can, you can draw lots of conclusions from that.  Um, and uh, and in some ways I came back to, I left Greensboro shortly there after, about a year-and-a-half later.  It was not hard to leave.  I had it, I was, it’s a wonderful place to live.  I’m back here now.  I’ve been here, back for twenty plus years.  I make my living here, I do business here, I do everything here.  Um, I’ve got a vested interest in this deal folks.  Um, I hate to see um, what has happened here.  This is a good thing that is being done.  This has to be talked about.  It has to be discussed.  Mr. Sales, I hope you were quoted accurately yesterday.  I was in New York City yesterday and I, so I had no idea until I went out to the driveway this morning at 6:45.  I’ve got to know what was said yesterday.  So, and you know, I hope you were quoted, including all the folks, you know they see no value in what we are doing.  You know how do we, what do we do now?  How do we deal with this?  Um, great question, begs a lot of answers.  Um, very interesting.  Um, and the frustration, uh you live here too.  All of you live in the communities here and uh, I don’t know uh what we do.  You know, some of the suggestions I think that were made yesterday were very interesting about you know, we get in front of the City Council, lock the doors and have it out until we get it resolved!  Well, that’s one way of doing it.  I don’t know, I don’t have the answers there, but uh, we live in interesting times still.  It’s even more interesting today, and a little bit more frightening, um, than it was in 1979 because it still exists here, but it exists nationally now, internationally.  It’s a whole new ballgame with some different players, but the underlying issues, um basically are still there.

Uh, can we ask you some questions now that… 

GCC:  Absolutely.

…you’ve finished your, your statement?

GCC:  Yes.

Many of the points that I’m going to ask you about, you very skillfully covered already.  The um, do you think that the various media outlets fairly covered November 3 and the trials?  And what about the underlying events of union organizing, poverty, hate- group mobilization that lead to November 3?     

I think the news media, and uh I think they, they did the best job they could under the circumstances.  Now you can, everybody has their favorite newspaper or their favorite newspaper columnist or their, maybe their favorite media outlet or their, you know TV stations.  Some of that favoritism is kind of based on whether I like that anchor person or I like that one or whatever.  So to, to broad brush the medias efforts in 1979, yes, the media overall did a good job of trying to cover the aftermath of the, the event.  Could the media have done better?  Absolutely, but that’s a question that exists today, it existed and can we, I’m not part of the media anymore, but can we, but I still feel affiliated to, tied to the media, can we do, could we have done a better job?  Absolutely. You can always do a better job.  Um, television is a headline service.  It was then, it was a little bit more aggressive then than it is today.  Um, I’m very disappointed in local television news.  Um, and that’s a cheap shot.  Um, and I don’t mean it that way, but it’s a headline service.  It doesn’t do a lot of what we would call enterprise reporting.  Um, getting, taking issues and dissecting them a little bit in, in going forth and really reporting on them.  It’s all superficial.  A fifteen second sound bite is, is horrific.  It doesn’t lend itself to, to very much of anything.  Newspapers, uh have a wonderful format.  Um their, they might argue um, differently.  But um, they have more space and more time to cover stories.  You’re never going to see a 60 Minutes type of program on local television.  Not in this market.  It ain’t gonna happen.  Um, newspaper was, so at the time though, we, we yes we did an interesting job.  We um, can only talk about WFMY.  Uh, the following week, some interesting things had happened.  Um again, going back to whether you know how we positioned uh, Greensboro.  And that’s what the city fathers, the city powers, were concerned about.  How are we, we as a community going to be viewed, by the outside world, by the rest of the country?  You know, we want people to move here, well they weren’t so gung-ho at the time about having people move here.  I was a Yankee.  I, I hey, I talked funny.  Um, news to me, uh ya’ll.  Um (laughter) I uh, I uh, you know I wasn’t, I had business leaders tell me privately, you know son, you’re not from here.  Where ya’ll from?  And I’d tell them I uh, grew up in Detroit Michigan.  Oh, Yankee!  So that was, those kinds of attitudes, but again, we were very, the city powers that be were very concerned about, about image, perception.  I say that because, ABC had just started what became Nightline with Ted Coppell.  I think most of you in the room probably have watched the show or at least know what the show is.  Um, the Iranian hostage, the uh Iranian hostage situation had just developed.  And ABC went on the air with the idea that we’re going to cover, you know they were going to do updates every night on, where are we today?  You know, have they been released yet?  You know, well that type of thing.  And that, that became that evolved into Ted Coppell at nightline.  But that very first week, and that was the very first week that show went on the air.   Uh, ABC said we want to broadcast from North Carolina, we want to uh, you know what’s going on down here?  And um, our particular, our television station was a CBS affiliate.  We had nothing to do with ABC.  But we owned, we were the only station in the market that had the technical equipment to allow them to come in and, and do what they call a link, a hookup, with the network in New York.  So, ABC broadcast live from WFMY, and they had the mayor, Jim Melvin, oh uh being grilled about what happened here in Greensboro.  And that was a very awkward time.  Um, and Mr. Melvin was obviously very concerned and disturbed about the coverage.  He didn’t want to really do it at all, but they were bound and determined, fortunately they were going to do the show with or without him.  So we were, the community was pretty much, the powers that be were all caught up in how do we look?  What do you think?  Are we going to be OK?  What do we say?  Um, do we deny, what do we do about this?  What kind of a spin do we put on this story?  Um, that week we also went out and Channel 2 did a story on the, the role of the police department, um in what happened on November 3rd.  Where were they?  What happened?  How did it happen?  Where were you?  You weren’t anywhere in the neighborhood when the shootings took place.  Um, and that’s when it got real interesting because we uncovered the fact that they weren’t anywhere in the area.  Why weren’t they?  Eddie Dawson led the Klan, the Nazi Klan group into the neighborhood and here is Eddie Dawson, this police informant, and that came out.  So that rocked everybody’s world and raised a lot more questions about who, where, what, and why.  As a result of our efforts later on, the PBS program Frontline did an excellent hour on 88 Seconds in Greensboro, which was broadcast nationally was shown you know at, raising some of the very same questions and going into you know, Mr. Dawson’s background as an informant, and how things evolve behind the scenes here.  So we did, we the media did the best job that we could about uncovering some of the various elements and raising, if anything we raised more questions than we answered, were able to answer.  But we the media tried.

Of course I think that this commission is set up because we’d like to find some of those answers.

Absolutely.

I have a couple more questions and in the interest of time, because we are constricted by our other speakers and the patience of our, of our audience, I’ll ask you to be as brief as you canon your answer.  And this is a matter of curiosity; did you know if the newspaper was approached also by the power structure, the powers that were?

I do not.

Thank you.

I don’t, to my knowledge and this is all after-the-fact, I don’t believe they were.

The question you spoke of in your statement, not here but in your interview, was one in which um, you said that the district attorney asked you for the tapes that you had, that the station had made, Jim Watters had made.  And that um, there were some discussion about whether or not you were going to give them the tape, etc.  Can you talk a little bit about that and explain to me what an outtake is?

Alright, um the District Attorney in Greensboro at the time yes, I think on Monday, as early as Monday the shooting was on Saturday, the shootings, on Monday requested a meeting with me um, because overall I had the responsibility you know editorially and everything, the caretaker of everything.  So I went to, we went to a meeting.  We the stations attorney and I went to a meeting with uh, the District Attorney and he at that point, requested all of our notes, all of our coverage, all of our video, our film, anything that we had pertaining to November 3rd.  And uh, you know we’re seeing today, we’ve had this first amendment case you know, in Washington and it’s a first amendment situation, do we give up what we have voluntarily?  Um, we were very opposed to doing that.  In fact, the attorney at the time, our attorney turned to me and said did you bring your toothbrush with you?  Meaning we were going, we were told we were going to jail that day if we didn’t turn over everything that we had.   Um, I didn’t bring my toothbrush.  We did end up turning over our, most of what we had.  But we were in a rock and a hard place because other media, we had already been compromised because other media had been, had the same request that were doing so and so there was no value in us having custors last stance so to speak uh, in withholding information.  Outtakes are, are normally what is not used in a story OK, whether it’s video or notes or whatever.  There’s the on-air product, the on-air footage, and the outtakes are that stuff that gets swept away.  Um, outtakes are normally not kept.  Um, with something like November 3rd, the outtakes are kept for a time because we didn’t know, you never know, what we may need to go back and look at or use for some reason, um some of the things were not used initially.  

I understand that you did not give them the outtakes.

No I did not.

Thank you.  Does someone else have questions?  We have many more.

I’d like to ask a couple of questions and I would apologize to Dr. Nathan because we are over the time but I want to raise…

I would too, I’m sorry.

… a couple of issues.  One, you spoke about the context for what happened at that time, and you talked about Union local and receivership.  I want to ask you to speak to that issue because I’m not sure what you’re referring to.  And then I want you to, and I realize we were told we shouldn’t double up questions so I will come back and repeat the second one, but the second one has um, something to do with what was shaping the media coverage.  And um, we understand that in the initial time period right after uh, the tragedy on November third, that the papers and the media were talking about this massacre.  And then shootout began to be the term or confrontation, as I’ve heard you refer to it here.  And I wanna know, where does the characterization of what happened on November 3rd as a shootout originate?  When, what happened that caused that transition from talking about a massacre, to a shootout or a confrontation?  And you can answer either one.  

Well first of all to the best of my recollection, the word massacre was not used by any of the media, and I may be wrong.  We didn’t use it.  We I think from day one, from the day of, referred to it as a shootout, uh or shooting.  Ok, confrontation, yea we referred to it as a confrontation, but we really never referred to it as a massacre.  Now I hope I’m not misspeaking myself and you know, but that’s to my knowledge, that’s my memory of, of the time.  Yes, it has been called all of those things since then, um, but we didn’t climb on, we didn’t say editorially in our newsroom, we’re going to call it this OK.  So there wasn’t any conscious decision to give it certain terminology.

OK, and then the union local thing receivership.  Could you say a little bit more about that?

Well they put the union local, the union was the textile union and they put the, they were losing ground in the and were facing these organization efforts, organizing efforts by the CWP to organize their workers.  So, and of course, the companies position, the companies not real happy about the union situation.  So the union here decided to put the to protect it, and kind of stall things, stall efforts, put the union into receivership.  I mean stopped.  I mean there wasn’t any local activity at that point.  Um the CWP was, was actively talking to workers in the plant.  They were working with members of the CWP and they were actively you know, recruiting into plain.  So that’s how, that’s the receivership situation.  That’s how that evolved.  

Thank you.  

I have a question.  I will try to make it brief.  You, you mentioned that the situation is more frightening today, underlying issues are still there.  Could you give us a summary of uh, of what you had in mind there, or elaborate a little bit

And Dr. Nathan, I’m sorry if I’m impugning on your time here but I’ll get right to it.  I think there’s a couple of things……….(missing tape)

…that’s me.  Um, I awoke yesterday morning to, in New York City to the comment of former Secretary of Education William Bennett saying that if we sterilize all the black babies or we abort all the black babies in the United States, we’ll lower the crime rate.  I fell out of; I almost broke my leg falling out of bed.  I couldn’t believe it!  Um, that has I don’t know how much of, if it’s received any coverage here but in New York it got coverage.  Outrageous.  He later yesterday was, got to the situation, somebody found him in an airport or someplace and he said, well the remarks were taken out of context.  (Audience Laughter)  I’m sorry, I don’t know what context he was speaking in.  Um, I personally was highly offended.  I bring it up to say, racist remarks, I mean that’s about as blatant as it gets, where are we going in 2005?  What are people thinking?  And if they’re thinking that it has no place in the public venue, um, we’ve got situations that, that beg you know, for, that are crazy.  Um, Detroit Michigan had the two worst race riots in the United States in history.  The last one killed forty-three people.  I was there.  I grew up in Detroit.  Detroit had white flight in 1967 after the riot.  Every white person that could, could in find a way, got out of Detroit.  Dreaded blacks are taking over the city.  Man this is crazy.  So the whites flee to the suburbs, and um the blacks you know, take over the city as far as the whites are concerned.  They elected their first black mayor, not a bad thing.  Um Detroit moves forward.  Detroit in the 80’s gets, becomes the largest area in the United States for Arabs, Muslims, and Middle Eastern people of Middle Eastern decent living in Dearborn which is right within, beside Detroit.  So you got, now we’ve got, that’s an interesting situation.  FBI doubles up, doubles their office size in Detroit to cover the, and of course because of 

9-11, it brought much more focus to the Arab community in Detroit, the Muslim community.  So, and you’ve got a this huge melting pot of people.  So I encountered this week, this week and I bring this up to say because of the racism issue and the issues that we are all dealing with.  Uh, turns out that the, the Poles and the Italians and the, the other, some of the other ethnic groups moved into one area.  Now they’re fleeing that area and they are going to another area.  And when they were asked why by the media, they said, ah those crazy Arabs and Muslims, they’re moving over here and you know we gotta get out of here.  So there’s this transition going on in Detroit among the various uh, ethnic uh, groups and organizations, and the hatred still exists.  The hatred is all below the surface but it’s not a healthy situation.  Um, there was guy named Kali Chick Mohamed.  Anybody here recognize that name?  Some of you might.  Well he led a group of hateful men who spent several years imagining how they could kill as many innocent people as possible.  And then in 1999 they met in Kandahara Afghanistan with Osama Bin Laden in March and April of that year, and concocted the 9-11 plot.  Um, Kali was the, was the architect of that plot.  Ironically years earlier he was just another eager, innocent, mechanical engineering graduate of A&T State University in Greensboro North Carolina.  It’s even more bad publicity for our city.  But, point being that, that it exists.  That these, the next time around it’s, we don’t have, is it going to be Jihadist?  Is it going to be Blacks and Mexicans?  Is it gonna be Muslims and, and what’s it gonna be?  What is the incident, I mean it’s not the incident, but what’s going to, what’s it going to be?  The one of your Nazi/Klan leaders was here and testified I believe, and said well you know, I was in Vietnam and you know, we were taught to kill communist so I guessed it was OK to go out and shoot a communist.  Um, well now we’ve got American soldiers coming back from Iraq and they’ve been told to kill Muslims, or I mean, they have killed Muslims.  So I mean, next time around, it’s going to be OK to kill a Muslim.  Um, it’s horrific.  Um, you’ve got interesting situations and how do we deal with them.  I think that the bottom bottom line, and I need to get out of here, but it is um, the hates that exist today, they’re just different; different day, different time, different group.  Um we’ve got to come, we’ve got to come to better terms with, with this; the white community, the black community, all the communities.  The largest Muslim country in the, and the second largest Muslim country in the world is not Saudi Arabia.  The first is Indonesia.  The second is India.  India has more Muslims, second largest again.  There were, there are no Muslims from India, that I know about, that are in Guantanimo right now.  They’re not in Afghanistan and they’re not in Iraq.  Um, India has done a wonderful job of educating its population.  The young people of India are really happy doing uh, offshore globalization.  Um doing work that should have stayed in the United States.  Um, but they’re doing it, and doing it well.  Delta airlines, you’re reservation’s taken in India.  Circuit City, you you’re your demand, your wishes are probably going to go to Ban galore.  Um, so they’re not interested, they did a poll recently about, about the young people in India, and they’re not interested in fighting with Pakistan.  They’ve got jobs.  They’re employed.  They want, the, the dream of success.  We want to work, we want to make more money, grow successful, have businesses, that type of thing.  Ireland, scene of, of confrontation for years and years and years with the Catholic and the Protestant, and Ireland figured out a way, some years ago, they completely turned it around.  They changed their tax pace.  They changed everything.  Kids get a free college education, if they’re qualified, and they can qualify, they get to go to college for free.  What a wonderful thing.  It takes people, it takes people off the streets, it gets them jobs, it gets them educated, and we’ve got to figure out ways to do that too.  Um, education is probably one of the key things that we’re going to deal with.  Truth, education, and patience and tolerance.  Um, right below the headline for the News and Record today:  Lexington cuts jobs.  So we’ve lost hundreds and hundreds and hundreds of jobs and, in the Triad area.  And some of those jobs will, they’re not going to be replaceable.  And those people probably will suffer for a long time to come; quietly so because there aren’t jobs for them.  Uh, we gotta find ways to do things, and I’ll wrap it up with this, and I thought it was interesting.  It was a computer scientist at IBM, an obscure computer scientist, uh describing the long-term situation very well.  The guys name is Irvin Vladowosky Burger.  He said this:  “We need to think more seriously than ever about how we encourage people to focus on productive outcomes, that advance and unite civilizations.  Peaceful imaginations that seek to minimize alienation and celebrate interdependence rather than self-sufficiency, inclusion rather than exclusion, openness, opportunity, and hope, rather than limits, suspicion, and grievance.”  Pretty articulate guy.  

Thank you very much for your testimony.  It’s been thorough, and very very interesting.

(Audience applause)   
