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6 |  EYES ON THE PRIZE

The documentary series you are about to view is the story of

how ordinary people with extraordinary vision redeemed

democracy in America.  It is a testament to nonviolent passive

resistance and its power to reshape the destiny of a nation and

the world. And it is the chronicle of a people who challenged

one nation’s government to meet its moral obligation to

humanity.

We, the men, women, and children of the civil rights move-

ment, truly believed that if we adhered to the discipline and

philosophy of nonviolence, we could help transform America.

We wanted to realize what I like to call, the Beloved

Community, an all-inclusive, truly interracial democracy based

on simple justice, which respects the dignity and worth of every

human being.  

Central to our philosophical concept of the Beloved

Community was the willingness to believe that every human being has the moral capacity to respect

each other.  We were determined to rise above the internal injuries exacted by discriminatory laws and

the traditions of an unjust society meant to degrade us, and we looked to a higher authority.  We

believed in our own inalienable right to the respect due any human being, and we believed that gov-

ernment has more than a political responsibility, but a moral responsibility to defend the human rights

of all of its citizens.

When we suffered violence and abuse, our concern was not for retaliation.  We sought to redeem

the humanity of our attackers from the jaws of hatred and to accept our suffering in the right spirit.

While nonviolence was, for some, merely a tactic for social change, for many of us it became a way of

life.  We believed that if we, as an American people, as a nation, and as a world community, are to

emerge from our struggles unscarred by hate, we have to learn to understand and forgive those who

have been most hostile and violent toward us.  

We must find a way to live together, to make peace with each other.  And we were willing to put

our bodies on the line, to die if necessary, to make that dream of peaceful reconciliation a reality.

Because of the fortitude and conviction of thousands and millions of ordinary people imbued with a

dream of liberation, this nation witnessed a nonviolent revolution under the rule of law, a revolution

of values, a revolution of ideas.

FOREWORD

REP. JOHN LEWIS
5th Congressional District, Georgia

“If you will protest courageously and
yet with dignity and …. love,  when
the history books are written in
future generations, the historians will
have to pause and say, ‘There lies a
great people, a black people, who
injected new meaning and dignity
into the very veins of civilization.’
This is our challenge and our
responsibility.”

Martin Luther King, Jr., 
Dec. 31, 1955 
Montgomery, Alabama.



Fifty years have passed since the first days of the Montgomery Bus Boycott and the lynching of

Emmett Till. Forty years have passed since that “Bloody Sunday” in Selma, Alabama and the passage

of the Voting Rights Act.  Gone are the legal barriers of segregation, but our freedom as a nation has

not yet been won.  We have come a great distance, but we still have much further to go before we lay

down the burden of race in America. And if we are to fulfill the true destiny of this nation, then that

struggle must continue. In the civil rights movement we used to say that our struggle was not for a

month, a season, or a year. We knew that ours was the struggle of a lifetime and that each generation

had to do its part to build the Beloved Community, a nation at peace with itself.

Consider those two words:  Beloved  and Community.  “Beloved” means not hateful, not violent, not

uncaring, not unkind.  And “Community” means not separated, not polarized, not locked in struggle.

The most pressing challenge in our society today is defined by the methods we use to defend the dig-

nity of humankind. But too often we are focused on accumulating the trappings of a comfortable life. 

The men, women and children you witness in this documentary put aside the comfort of their own

lives to get involved with the problems of others.  They knew that if they wanted a free and just socie-

ty, they could not wait for someone else to create that society.  They knew they had to be the change

that they were seeking.  They knew they had to do their part, to get out there and push and pull to

move this society forward.  

As American citizens and citizens of the world community, we must be maladjusted to the prob-

lems and conditions of today.  We have to find a way to make our voices heard.  We have an obliga-

tion, a mission and a mandate to do our part. We have a mandate from the Spirit of History to follow

in the footsteps of those brave and courageous men and women who fought to make a difference. 

This study guide for Eyes on the Prize reminds us of our legacy and our commitment.  These read-

ings will help you examine the power you have as an individual citizen to make a difference in our soci-

ety, and they will help you examine the tools of democracy that can create lasting change. 

Eyes on the Prize serves as an important reminder to all who view it of the sacrifices one generation

made for the cause of civil rights.  It serves as a reminder to all who view it of the sacrifices we may

have to make again, if we do not value the freedom we have already won.  It serves as a reminder to

all who view it of the sacrifices it takes to answer the call of justice.

Let this study of history inspire you to make some contribution to humanity.  You have a mission

and a mandate from the founders of this nation and all of those who came before who struggled and

died for your freedom.  Go out and win some victory for humanity, and may the Spirit of History and

the spirit of the modern-day civil rights movement be your guide.

REP. JOHN LEWIS, 5TH CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT, GEORGIA
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INTRODUCTION AND ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

When I read through the Eyes on the Prize study guide, it evokes emotional memories of my experiences

as a young civil rights worker in Mississippi in the mid-1960’s.

I remember the fear I felt about leaving my comfortable college life in New York and going down

South to become a civil rights worker. I went down to Mississippi to work on the voter registration cam-

paign and to build a Freedom School to provide remedial help to youngsters.  It was shortly after the

three civil rights workers, Goodman, Chaney, and Schwerner, had disappeared and tensions were

high. Resentment was focused on us and there was an underlying threat of violence, but at the same

time, community support was unparalleled. 

I remember staying with an elderly couple who volunteered to have me in their home because they

believed in the cause. The local police retaliated by sitting outside all night with their patrol car high

beams glaring into the couple’s house. This was, of course, terrifying for the volunteers—yet despite

their fear they still wanted to shelter me.

I remember the day I felt I had truly made a contribution.  A young black man with cataracts was

going blind because he was afraid to go into Jackson to the “white” hospital to get his surgery.  I went

with him and together we met this challenge. He came by the Freedom House one day to hug me and

say thanks.  What a privilege for me!

I remember creating a Freedom School from a burned-out building. Members of the community

came to help and together we cleaned up the site, got donations of books—and suddenly I was teach-

ing. I loved it, and have continued to find innovative ways to educate and mentor throughout my

career.

Learning, teaching, and giving back to the community have always been very important in our fam-

ily. Our father, Henry Hampton, Sr., was the first black surgeon to become a Chief Hospital

Administrator in St. Louis, Missouri. After the Supreme Court ruled in Brown v. Board of Education

in 1954, my parents decided it would be in our best educational interest if my brother, Henry, my sister

Veva, and I were to attend a previously all-white school. Later, in high school  (which I integrated with

a few other students), my classmates elected me class president, but the restaurant where the recep-

tion in my honor was to be held turned me away at the door because of my color.  It was one of many

experiences that strengthened our family’s commitment to civil rights—and to spreading the message

through education.

Although Henry Hampton was widely known and acclaimed as a brilliant filmmaker, he was also

an educator at heart.  Now, with this new study guide written by Facing History and Ourselves, the edu-

cational influence of Eyes on the Prize will be extended through many generations. This thorough and

JUDI HAMPTON
President, Blackside

 



balanced guide will teach young people the history and significance of the civil rights epoch. But

beyond the historical value, the study guide and film series have another purpose:  to provoke discus-

sion about today’s pressing human rights concerns. When Henry first made Eyes, his goal was to spark

a national dialogue. This guide will help to rekindle it.

I would like to thank Margot Stern Strom, Adam Strom, Brooke Harvey and the staff and interns

at Facing History and Ourselves for their excellent work on this study guide. Thanks also to Robert

Lavelle and James Jennings for their careful reading and editorial guidance.  

My deep thanks to Sandra Forman, Project Director and Legal Counsel for the Eyes on the Prize re-

release, who took on the many challenges involved with bringing Eyes back before the public after a

long absence.  She raised funds, managed all aspects of the project, and was the driving force behind

the return of Eyes on the Prize to public television and educational distribution.

Many thanks to the other dedicated and hard-working people on the re-release team, without

whom the return of Eyes would not have been possible. I am also grateful to all the talented people

who worked to create the Eyes on the Prize films and books in the 1980’s and ‘90’s. 

Thanks to the Zimmermans: my sister Veva, David, Tobias and Jacob, and to the memory of our

dear parents, who would expect nothing less than for us to continue to fight for what we believe in.

Since my brother’s death in 1998, it has been my primary goal to preserve his legacy. In particu-

lar, I have struggled to make Eyes on the Prize available to a wide audience.  With the rebroadcast and

this superb study guide to accompany the educational distribution of Eyes, I feel assured that this

monumental series will be a permanent resource for all generations.

Much love and gratitude to my big brother and soul mate, Henry Hampton, for giving me an

opportunity to extend his great gifts to the world.

JUDI HAMPTON

PRESIDENT, BLACKSIDE

CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS

AUGUST, 2006
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INTRODUCTION AND ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

A black-and-white photograph of Henry Hampton sits perched on a shelf overlooking the table where

the Facing History and Ourselves writing team assembled to create these educational materials to

accompany the film Eyes on the Prize, Henry’s magnificent, truly groundbreaking documentary series

on the history of the civil rights movement in the United States. I knew Henry; he was my friend and

understood Facing History’s mission. We both believed education must help citizens confront contro-

versial and difficult aspects of our history if we are ever to understand the responsibility of living in a

just society. He demanded the highest standards and would have been pleased with the process that

Adam Strom and Brooke Harvey have led for the “Eyes on the Prize” team at Facing History. 

We are grateful for the trust and support of Judi Hampton, President of Blackside, the production

company founded by Henry in 1968, and Sandra Forman, Project Director and Legal Counsel for the

Eyes on the Prize re-release project, and are honored to have spent this collaborative year together.

Facing History’s partnership with Blackside will enable us to deliver workshops for teachers and the

community and continue to offer timely and relevant resources online for students and teachers.

As stacks of books, videos, and computers invaded our writing table, the conversations deep-

ened. The learning community that emerged from this project included Facing History staff who

had assembled from our offices worldwide, both face-to-face and virtually. This team included Dan

Eshet, a historian and writer; photo and archival researcher Jennifer Gray; Dadjie Saintus, who

interned as a researcher; Aliza Landes, who interned as an editor; the editorial team of Phredd

Matthews-Wall, Howard Lurie, Jennifer Jones Clark, Jimmie Jones, Tracy Garrison-Feinberg, Marty

Sleeper, Marc Skvirsky, and myself. We met regularly to read aloud drafts—often many drafts—for

each of the fourteen parts of this series. We searched memoirs, biographies, and histories of the

movement and considered the viewpoints of the advisors Adam had consulted. The comments of

historian and activist Vincent Harding, Robert Lavelle, former head of publishing at Blackside, and

James Jennings, Professor of Urban and Environmental Policy and Planning at Tufts University,

helped us interpret our perspectives and evoked memories of the events depicted in the series.

Congressman John Lewis, our friend who accompanied the staff and board of Facing History and

Ourselves on a trip to the South in 2001 to learn more about the civil rights movement, agreed to

pen the introduction to these materials.  

Together we meditated in a group setting—black and white, young and old—marveling at the beau-

tiful principles of freedom exemplified by the moral dilemmas that faced not only the leaders, but also

the ordinary men, women, and children who, dedicated to nonviolence, struggled to force a nation to

reckon with brutal injustice and to transform itself. Indeed, we were all students. For the younger

MARGOT STERN STROM
President and Executive Director, Facing History and Ourselves

 



among us this was “ancient” history—it happened before they were born. For others of us, we were

rediscovering new meaning for the history we had come of age in. For me the work was personal.

I grew up in Memphis, Tennessee, before the civil rights movement began—at a time when sepa-

rate meant never equal. For it was in Memphis that simple childhood notions of logic and fairness

were shattered. It was there that water fountains for “colored only” didn’t spout water which reflected

the colors of the rainbow as the child might expect but instead, as one learned later, stood as symbols

of the unchallenged dogmas and practices of racism—dogmas that attempted to instill indignity,

shame, and humiliation in some and false pride and authority in others, and practices that reflected

centuries of unchallenged myth and hate. 

I grew up in Memphis at a time when black libraries housed books discarded from the white

library; when there were empty seats in the front of the bus for young white girls on a shopping trip

downtown, while those of darker skin color crowded the back of the bus on their way to work; when

Thursdays were “colored day” at the zoo and a rear entrance led to a colored section in the movie the-

atre balcony—if admission was allowed at all. 

I remember an officer of the law in that Memphis explaining to me that I shouldn’t ride in the front

seat of the family car with a colored man—a man who had worked for my family and with whom I had

ridden in the front since I was very young, but was suddenly suspect now that I was an adolescent. (I felt

his discomfort—part shame, part anger, part humiliation—as the policeman righteously walked away

from the car.) Later I listened when the phone call came from family friends in Mississippi warning my

parents to keep my brother, then a Justice Department lawyer working on voting rights legislation, out

of Mississippi (They, like Judge Cox of the Circuit Court, questioned why a white Southerner and a Jew

would be causing such “trouble.”) Later, I read the letters sent to our home declaring that my brother’s

work for Negroes must be inspired by the Jewish-communist conspiracy and that he would have to be

cremated, for his body, if buried, would contaminate the earth just as fluoridation had done.

All this and more I brought to our writing table. Each of the other team members brought their own

experiences, and the sum of these experiences—and more—can be felt in these educational resources.

At our editing sessions we all found a renewed appreciation for the contribution—the gift—of

“Eyes.” Our appreciation grew as we saw how carefully and honestly Henry and Blackside had pre-

pared their teaching tool—their documentary of history for a new generation of students of all ages

who, in classroom, home, and community settings, will use their work to confront the fundamental

reality that a strong democracy depends on the education of its youth to the meaning and responsi-

bility of freedom. This is the “Prize” Henry left us. Facing History and Ourselves is dedicated to bring-

ing important and challenging history to the teachers who will tap the next generation of moral

philosophers ready to be engaged in the hard work of thinking and acting with head and heart. 

That is the promise we make to Henry and to the future.

MARGOT STERN STROM

PRESIDENT AND EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

FACING HISTORY AND OURSELVES
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This study guide serves as a classroom companion to the acclaimed Eyes on the Prize film series, the

most comprehensive television documentary ever produced on the American civil rights move-

ment. The series was created and executive produced by Emmy award-winning filmmaker and

historian Henry Hampton, who endeavored to honor the voices and perspectives of those who

shaped the civil rights movement in the United States.1 The guide focuses on the individuals

and groups that over three decades fought to dismantle the laws and customs used to discrimi-

nate against black Americans. Often at great personal risk, these civil rights activists forced

America to face its entrenched culture of racial injustice and extend its promise of equal rights

to all its citizens.

Each episode in the series has a corresponding chapter in the study guide. Each chapter

includes a brief overview of the episode and a series of questions designed to stimulate a discus-

sion on its basic themes. A timeline in each chapter identifies the episode’s key events and dates. 

The documents were selected to reflect themes and events in the episode. A brief introduc-

tion frames the documents, each of which is followed by “connections”—a list of questions that

underline the broader themes within the episodes. These questions are also designed to promote

personal engagement with particular aspects of the events described in the episodes and to

encourage viewers to explore their own perspectives, as well as the national and international con-

text of these developments.   

The readings were selected from memoirs, oral histories, public documents, declarations, and

news stories. In addition to a number of recent reflections and commentaries, many documents

came directly from the interviews and other materials produced for the series.2 Others were

selected from earlier Eyes on the Prize study guides edited by Steve Cohen. 

Most episodes cover two stories. In an effort to update the stories, we elected in some cases to

include materials produced after the series was originally aired. In a few cases, we highlighted

aspects we deemed especially important for contemporary viewers. Sample lesson plans using the

film and the guide are available on the Facing History and Ourselves website:

www.facinghistory.org.

The introduction to the study guide was written by Congressman John Lewis, who, like the

individuals discussed in the series, aspired to compel America to fulfill its promises of equality

and justice for all its citizens. By shattering stereotypes, opening public dialogue, and striving to

empower black citizens politically and economically, Lewis and other activists in the civil rights

movement transformed the attitudes of both black and white Americans and inspired other

USING THE STUDY GUIDE
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groups around the world to explore their ethnic, religious, and cultural heritage.

Over 50 years ago, civil rights movement leaders articulated a vision for social change in

America. Embedded in their vision was the belief that voting is the primary engine for nonviolent

change in a democracy. We hope that the series and the new study guide will inspire a new gen-

eration of students to explore this idea, to become informed citizens, and to aspire to fulfill the

movement’s commitment to a diverse and tolerant democracy. 

In addition to this study guide and to The Voices of Freedom: An Oral History of the Civil Rights

Movement from the 1950s through the 1980s (published by Bantam Books), educators will find the

first series’ companion book quite useful. That book, Eyes on the Prize: America’s Civil Rights Years

1954-1965, by Juan Williams with the Eyes on the Prize Production Team (published by Penguin

Books) is now in its twenty-third printing and has been a resource to countless secondary and

post-secondary students.

1 Blackside, Inc., founded by the late Henry Hampton in 1968, is a production company devoted to raising awareness about America's
social issues and history through documentary films and other educational materials.   
2 Clayborne Carson, David J. Garrow, Gerald Gill, Vincent Harding, and Darlene Clark Hine, The Eyes on the Prize Reader: Documents,
Speeches, and Firsthand Accounts from the Black Freedom Struggle (New York: Penguin Books, 1991); Henry Hampton and Steve Fayer, Voices of
Freedom: An Oral History of the Civil Rights Movement from the 1950s through the 1980s (New York: Bantam Books, 1990).



The stories in Episode 12 investigate the relationship between racism and the criminal justice system—
the police, courts, and prisons. Exploring the systematic targeting of political dissenters, civil rights
activists, and minorities, the episode questions the assumption that the law in mid-twentieth-century
America was universally and uniformly applied. It also links inequity in the criminal justice system to
the discontent and distrust members of these groups harbored.  

In the spring and early summer of 1968, as US
involvement in the Vietnam War continued to
expand, Reverend Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., and
Senator Robert F. Kennedy were assassinated. Their
murders sparked riots and protests in streets across
the nation. Further violence flared later that sum-
mer at the Democratic National Convention when
antiwar protestors clashed with Chicago Mayor
Richard Daley’s police force. Republican candidate
and former Vice President Richard Nixon respond-
ed to the turmoil by campaigning on a platform of
“law and order”; that fall, he was elected president.

The first segment describes the killing of Black
Panther leaders Fred Hampton and Mark Clark in
Chicago on December 4, 1969. Earlier, in 1967,
Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) director J.
Edgar Hoover launched a new, secret program
under a domestic surveillance initiative called
Counter Intelligence Program or COINTELPRO.
The new program was designed to crush what the
department called “militant black nationalist
organizations,” which included the Southern
Christian Leadership Conference (SCLC) and the
Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee
(SNCC). With President Nixon’s approval, COIN-
TELPRO intensified years of covert surveillance of
civil rights organizations in an effort to undermine
their leadership. 

By late 1968, members of the Black Panther
Party (BPP) and the police had clashed in several
cities. The BPP, which Hoover called “the single
greatest threat to the internal security of the United
States,” became the focus of the FBI’s attention. 

Using the Oakland chapter as a model (see
Episode 9), the BPP opened a new branch in
Chicago’s West Side in 1968. Under the leadership
of Fred Hampton and Bobby Rush, the new chap-
ter started social service programs, including a free
breakfast program. In the fall of 1969, after several

EPISODE 12: 

A NATION OF LAW? (1968–1971)

1968

Apr. 4 Widespread riots follow the assassination of King

Apr. 22-30 The antiwar movement stages a massive

demonstration against the Vietnam War at the

Democratic National Convention in Chicago,

Illinois

Nov. Republican candidate Richard Nixon is elected

president

1969

Jul. 31 Chicago police raid Black Panther headquarters

on Monroe Street; five police officers and three

Panthers are wounded

Dec. 4 A police raid on BPP leader Fred Hampton’s

apartment leads to the deaths of Hampton and

Mark Clark. Other Panthers in the apartment

are beaten and arrested

1970

Aug. Activist Angela Davis is put on the FBI’s most

wanted list. She is arrested two months later

1971

Mar. Political activists break into an FBI office in

Pennsylvania and uncover confidential docu-

ments on the bureau’s counterintelligence pro-

gram COINTELPRO. Shortly after the discovery

the program is officially discontinued

Aug. 21 George Jackson, a Black Panther, is killed in

San Quentin Prison, California

Sep. 9 At the Attica Correctional Facility, New York,

twelve hundred inmates take over the prison

and hold several guards hostage 

Sep. 13 The Attica prison revolt is violently suppressed;

twenty-nine inmates and ten hostages die of

gun wounds inflicted by guards and state troops 

1972

After spending 16 months in jail, Angela Davis

is acquitted of all charges
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police raids and other confrontations, the conflict between the BPP and the police escalated. In
December, Chicago police raided Fred Hampton’s apartment. Hampton and Clark were shot dead.
Despite police attempts to portray the shootings as self-defense, evidence produced by independent
investigators indicated that the police had likely murdered the two Panthers. 

Following Hampton’s death, critics of the criminal justice system expressed growing distrust of
the FBI and its “counterintelligence” program. In March 1971, political activists broke into the FBI
office in Media, Pennsylvania, and uncovered evidence that the FBI engaged in widespread spying
and civil rights violations. The scale of FBI surveillance and harassment of radicals, civil rights
activists, and black Americans suspected of “subversive” activities highlighted the connections
between law enforcement and racial oppression in the United States. Further analysis by social scien-
tists exposed the disproportionate incarceration of minorities in the US penal system. As a result,
some activists shifted their focus from working in the streets to reforming the criminal justice system
and clamored for its reform.

In the Attica State Correctional Facility, in upstate New York, black and Latino inmates, who con-
stituted the majority of prisoners, lived in inhumane conditions and were subjected to routine abuse
by the predominantly white correctional staff. Influenced by the ideas of black power (see Episodes
7 and 11), the prisoners began to agitate for more humane and dignified treatment. When news of
the killing of Black Panther George Jackson by correctional officers in a California prison reached
Attica on August 21, 1971, troubled prisoners protested his death. Three weeks later, a fight between
two prisoners and guards sparked a full-scale revolt in the prison. After a violent takeover, inmates
subdued guards and established new prison leadership. They then demanded that the state negoti-
ate a resolution of their demands, which included an amnesty for the insurgents, increased wages,
and educational opportunities for prisoners.

Negotiations with state officials broke down, however, when New York Governor Nelson
Rockefeller refused to grant amnesty for those participating in the uprising. The standoff contin-
ued until Rockefeller ordered two hundred state troopers to storm the prison. During the assault,
thirty-nine people died (ten of whom were hostages), and eighty-eight were seriously injured.
Evidence produced subsequently proved that all casualties had been inflicted by state troopers and
prison guards. Testimonies and news footage also showed that all prisoners were subjected to bar-
baric treatment in the wake of the uprising. 

Despite the termination of COINTELPRO in 1971, the murder of Black Panthers by local police,
other revelations of FBI illegal activity, and the criminalization of minorities in the 1960s and 1970s,
provided strong evidence that there were fundamental flaws in the US law enforcement system.

EPISODE 12 |  179

1. How do abuses by law enforcement agencies undermine the foundations of democracy? 

2. What connects the stories in this episode? How did the people in the episode explain the relation-

ships between these events?

3. What did Nixon and his supporters mean when they stressed a need for “law and order”? How do you

think the civil rights activists would have defined “law and order”?

4. How do you explain the abuses of power that are depicted in this episode? To whom is law enforce-

ment (the police, the courts, and the prison system) accountable?

5. What civil rights and civil liberties are essential for a healthy democracy? What rights should prison-

ers posses? 

KEY QUESTIONS



In 1966, Bobby Seale and Huey Newton
opened the first chapter of the Black Panther
Party for Self Defense (BPP) in Oakland,
California (see Episode 9). Their organiza-
tion was highly influenced by Black
Nationalism and the militancy of Malcolm X.
The Panthers declared themselves a revolu-
tionary party and developed close connec-
tions with other radical groups. 

In 1969, twenty-one-year-olds Fred
Hampton and Bobby Rush opened a branch
of the BPP in Chicago’s predominantly black
West Side. The declared purpose of the
organization was to defend blacks against
police brutality. At the same time, Hampton
and his colleagues started a free breakfast
program, health clinics, and educational pro-
grams for blacks. Soon, however, the organi-

zation became a target of law enforcement agents who tried to portray it as a band of thugs and, in an
attempt to destroy its reputation, pitted it against local armed gangs. 

William O’Neal, grew up in Chicago. After he stole a car, an FBI agent recruited him to serve as an
informant and, in return, cleaned up his police record. O’Neal’s assignment was to join the BPP in
Chicago and report to his FBI supervisor on its actions. In this Eyes on the Prize interview, O’Neal
described the organization:

Almost immediately after I joined the Panthers, probably within ten days, I began to real-

ize that the Black Panther party was a little bit more sophisticated than a gang. I think the

first set of reference books I saw inside the Black Panther party was the selected works of

Mao Tse-tung, which I had begun to associate with communism. It wasn’t too long there-

after that I started to see books like the Communist Manifesto of Karl Marx, and the collect-

ed works of Lenin. And every night, after the office had closed, the Panthers would sit

down and they would study these books. We’d go through political orientation, and we

would read certain paragraphs, and then Fred Hampton and Bobby Rush would explain to

us, the new membership, basically what it meant and what was happening. And they’d

draw parallels to what was going on in the past revolutions in the various countries, for

instance China or Russia. So I understood them to be a little bit more sophisticated than a

gang. I expected that there’d be weapons and we would be out there doing turf battles

with the local gang members. But they weren’t about that at all. They were into the politi-

cal scene—the war in Vietnam, Richard Nixon, and specifically freeing Huey [Newton].

That was the thing.1

Much like other radical groups in the 1960s, the organization developed a revolutionary theory
which called for violent struggle to bring about fundamental change. In the speech below (entitled
“The People Have to Have the Power”), the charismatic Fred Hampton explained his Marxist inter-
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Document 1: THE PEOPLE HAVE THE POWER

August 1969. A door is riddled with bullets after a police raid on the BPP headquarters
in Chicago. In 1969, Fred Hampton and Bobby Rush opened a branch of the BPP in
Chicago. Their offices became the target of several FBI raids.
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pretation of the Black Panthers’ struggle.* Hampton’s revolutionary theory assigned the role of the
working class to blacks and other minorities. Racism, in his mind, was designed to exploit the poor.

His interpretation was influenced by twentieth-century interpreters of Marxism, including the lead-
ers of the Soviet Union and China—Vladimir Illych Lenin, Joseph Stalin, and Mao Tse-tung. As heads
of states, however, these figures had been involved in their countries’ massive violations of human
rights, and the antidemocratic and territorial nature of their regimes made many Americans abhor-
rent of Marxism, socialism, and communism (especially during the Cold War). 

In speeches filled with Marxist rhetoric, Hampton expanded on the connection between racism
and economic exploitation, which King and the SCLC highlighted in the 1968 Poor People’s
Campaign (see Episode 10). His speech also discussed the incredible risks he and other activists
endured in the struggle to liberate black Americans:

A lot of people get the word revolution mixed up and they think revolution’s a bad word.

Revolution is nothing but like having a sore on your body and then you put something on

that sore to cure that infection. I’m telling you that we’re living in a sick society. We’re

involved in a society that produces ADC [Aid to Dependent Children (welfare)] victims.

We’re involved in a society that produces criminals, thieves and robbers and rapers.

Whenever you are in a society like that, that is a sick society […].

We’re gonna organize and dedicate ourselves to revolutionary political power and teach

ourselves the specific needs of resisting the power structure, arm ourselves, and we’re

gonna fight reactionary pigs with international proletarian revolution. That’s what it has to

be. The people have to have the power—it belongs to the people […].

We have to understand very clearly that there’s a man in our community called a capitalist.

Sometimes he’s black and sometimes he’s white. But that man has to be driven out of our

community because anybody who comes into the community to make profit off of people

by exploiting them can be defined as a capitalist. […]

You know, a lot of people have hang-ups with the Party because the Party talks about a

class struggle. […] We say primarily that the priority of this struggle is class. That Marx

and Lenin and Che Guevara and Mao Tse-tung and anybody else that has ever said or

knew or practiced anything about revolution always said that a revolution is a class strug-

gle. It was one class—the oppressed, and that other class—the oppressor. And it’s got to be

a universal fact. Those that don’t admit to that are those that don’t want to get involved in

a revolution, because they know as long as they’re dealing with a race thing, they’ll never

be involved in a revolution. […]

We never negated the fact that there was racism in America, but we said that the by-prod-
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coerced to do so, a process he called a revolution.



uct, what comes off of capitalism, that happens to be racism […] that capitalism comes

first and next is racism. That when they brought slaves over here, it was to make money. So

first the idea came that we want to make money, then the slaves came in order to make

that money. […]

Like I always said, if you’re asked to make a commitment at the age of 20, and you say I

don’t want to make no commitment only because of the simple reason that I’m too young

to die, I want to live a little bit longer. What you did is […] you’re dead already.

You have to understand that people have to pay the price for peace. You dare to struggle,

you dare to win. If you dare not struggle, then goddammit you don’t deserve to win. Let

me say to you peace if you’re willing to fight for it. 

Let me say in the spirit of liberation—I been gone for a little while, at least my body’s been

gone for a little while. But I’m back now, and I believe I’m back to stay. I believe I’m going

to do my job. I believe I was born not to die in a car wreck. I don’t believe I’m going to die

in a car wreck. I don’t believe I going to die slipping on a piece of ice. I don’t believe I

going to die because I have a bad heart. I don’t believe I’m going to die because I have

lung cancer.

I believe I’m going to be able to die doing the things I was born for. I believe I’m going to

die high off the people. I believe I’m going to die a revolutionary, in the international rev-

olutionary proletarian struggle. I hope each one of you will be able to die [in] the interna-

tional revolutionary proletarian struggle, or you’ll be able to live in it. And I think that

struggle’s going to come.2

CONNECTIONS

1. How did Hampton and the Chicago branch of the BPP hope to inspire people in their community to

make a difference?

2. What terms in Hampton’s speech do you think listeners found threatening? What parts of his speech

resonate with you? Are there parts that you disagree with?

3. Like King and others, Hampton linked racism and poverty. Compare the way King addressed ques-

tions of racial and economic justice with Hampton’s analysis of the problem.

4. Many people remember Hampton as an inspirational leader. Elaine Brown, a member of the BPP

from Los Angeles, remembers:

“He was unbelievable. You could not not be moved by Fred Hampton. It was like Martin Luther

King. You just had to see Fred Hampton mobilize people who wouldn’t have moved for anything

else that I could imagine on the planet, much less get up and cook breakfast [for a free break-

fast program].”3

What qualities make a person a good leader? Why do you think people felt inspired to follow King?

To follow Hampton? What qualities did they have in common, and how did they differ?
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5. Like many leaders of the time, Hampton often used language that was perceived as threatening, yet

his followers insist that he only advocated self-defense in the face of police brutality. How do you

account for this discrepancy?

In 1956, the FBI started a covert program called COINTELPRO. The
purpose of COINTELPRO was to disrupt the work of domestic dissi-
dents and radicals. In July 1969, after a long period of surveillance,
the FBI initiated a campaign to destroy the Black Panther Party, slan-
dering its leaders and pitting armed street gangs against it. On
December 4, 1969, using floor plans and intelligence obtained by the
FBI, the local police raided the apartment of BPP Chicago branch
leader Fred Hampton. Hampton and his bodyguard, Mark Clark,
were killed, and other Panthers were wounded. 

The police accused the Panthers of initiating the shooting, but
their claims were immediately challenged. A commission, co-chaired
by National Association for the Advancement of Colored People
(NAACP) executive secretary Roy Wilkins and former attorney gener-
al Ramsey Clark, was formed to investigate the events. In 1973, the
Commission of Inquiry into the Black Panthers and the Police issued
a report entitled Search and Destroy. In their report, the commission-
ers addressed the facts of the raid and criticized the investigation that
followed the death of the two Panthers. Their findings indicated
clearly that the responsibility for the killings fell squarely on the
shoulders of the police. 

Furthermore, attempts to find the truth about the raid were severely hindered by the police whose
investigations, the report claimed, “were designed not to determine the facts but solely to establish the
innocence of the police.”4 The authors concluded that the false reports produced by police investiga-
tors had sown deep seeds of distrust in the black community. For, the commissioners argued: 

Of all violence, official violence is the most destructive. It not only takes life, but it does

so in the name of the people and as the agent of the society. It says, therefore, this is

our way, this is what we believe, we stand for nothing better. Official violence practices

violence and teaches those who resist it that there is no alternative, that those who seek

change must use violence. Violence, the ultimate human degradation, destroys our

faith in ourselves and our purposes. When society permits its official use, we are back in

the jungle.5

The question of who will police the police (as the commissioners put it) echoed loudly in a series
of reports published between 1975 and 1976 by the US Senate Select Committee to Study
Governmental Operations with Respect to Intelligence Activities. The committee, led by US
Senator Frank Church investigated intelligence gathering operations by the CIA and the FBI
including COINTELPRO. The Church Committee asserted that: 

[s]ince the end of World War II, governmental power has been increasingly exercised
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Document 2: SEARCH AND DESTROY

In 1969, FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover viewed the
BPP as “the single greatest threat to the internal
security of the United States.”
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through a proliferation of federal intelligence programs. The very size of this intelli-

gence system, multiplies the opportunities for misuse.6

The Committee charged that the FBI systematically misused its authority: “The Committee’s fun-
damental conclusion [was] that intelligence activities have undermined the constitutional rights of
citizens.” It also declared that the COINTELPRO’s “domestic intelligence activity has threatened
and undermined the constitutional rights of Americans to free speech, association and privacy.”7

The author went on to analyze the effects of these violations of constitutional rights on
American democracy:

That these abuses have adversely affected the constitutional rights of particular

Americans is beyond question. But we believe the harm extends far beyond the citizens

directly affected.

Personal privacy is protected because it is essential to liberty and the pursuit of happi-

ness. Our Constitution checks the power of Government for the purpose of protecting

the rights of individuals, in order that all our citizens may live in a free and decent soci-

ety. Unlike totalitarian states, we do not believe that any government has a monopoly

on truth.

When Government infringes those rights instead of nurturing and protecting them, the

injury spreads far beyond the particular citizens targeted to untold numbers of other

Americans who may be intimidated. 

Free government depends upon the ability of all its citizens to speak their minds without

fear of official sanction. The ability of ordinary people to be heard by their leaders means

that they must be free to join in groups in order more effectively to express their griev-

ances. Constitutional safeguards are needed to protect the timid as well as the courageous,

the weak as well as the strong. While many Americans have been willing to assert their

beliefs in the face of possible governmental reprisals, no citizen should have to weigh his

or her desire to express an opinion, or join a group, against the risk of having lawful

speech or association used against him.8

COINTELPRO was officially dismantled in April 1971. In October 2002, Robert S. Mueller, III,
then director of the FBI, expressed his belief that COINTELPRO’s actions targeted “persons involved
in civil disobedience with investigative measures that crossed the line.”9 Nearly forty years after his
death, a Chicago group is working to honor Fred Hampton by naming a street after him. 

CONNECTIONS

1. The authors of Search and Destroy concluded that the police cover up of the killing of the Chicago’s

Panthers had created deep distrust in the black community. What do you think can be done to build

bridges between the community and the police?

2. The authors of the Search and Destroy argued, “of all violence, official violence is the most destruc-

tive.” How do they explain their argument? Do you agree with their assertions?
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3. According to the Church Committee how did intelligence programs like COINTELPRO harm

American democracy? 

4. Considering the arguments made by the Church Committee, are there conditions when the rights of

freedom of speech and freedom of assembly should not apply? If so, what legacy would their sus-

pension leave?

5. Why do you think a Chicago group wants to name a street after Hampton? What do they hope it will

accomplish?  What role would it play in helping to rebuild trust?

Angela Davis, a black activist who was born in Birmingham, Alabama, attended the Little Red
Schoolhouse in New York’s Greenwich Village and studied philosophy in France before becoming a
lecturer at the University of California, Los Angeles (UCLA) in the late 1960s. At the time, Davis was
associated with the BPP and was a member of the American Communist Party. She was concerned
about the inhumane treatment of prisoners in the United States and became a vocal supporter of
George Jackson, a BPP member who, while in prison, published letters on prison reform. In 1970,
Davis was falsely accused of supplying a gun to Jackson during an attempt by his brother to help him
escape. Davis fled and was placed on the FBI Most Wanted Fugitives list in 1971. After her arrest, she
spent 16 months in prison before all charges against her were dropped. 

After her imprisonment, Davis wrote many books on black culture, feminism, and the abolition
of the prison system in America. The winner of numerous honors and awards, Davis is now a tenured
professor at the University of California in Santa Cruz. In this interview with the producers of Eyes on
the Prize, Davis analyzed the relationship between racism and the criminal justice system: 

We had talked about police brutality, the Black Panther party talked about the police as an

occupying force in the community, but we had not really understood the extent to which

the whole criminal justice system—the police, the courts, the prison system—is very much

intertwined with the economic oppression of black people. There are no jobs for certain

numbers of young people in our community. What happens to them? There’s no recre-

ation available. The schooling is not the kind of enlightening process that it should be. So,

what happens to these young people? They might go out and get involved in petty crimi-

nal activity as a result of the lack of these facilities in the community. And then they end

up, of course, spending, many of them, the rest of their lives in prison. 

When Soledad Brother was published, the collection of George Jackson’s letters, it was an

extremely important moment for the prison movement, both inside and outside. For the

first time, there was an attempt to develop an analysis of the relationship between what was

going on in our communities, in the streets, in the factories, in the schools, on the cam-

puses, and what was happening inside the prison. Large numbers of prisoners, of course,

could relate to what George Jackson said in his letters, the stories about the horrible

repression that he suffered, the fact that he was never able to spend time with his younger

brother Jonathan outside of the manacles and chains that he wore. So that there was a

very important emotional effect of his book on people, both inside prison and, perhaps

more importantly, outside. 
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Because those of us on the outside had generally not taken the time to try to under-

stand what the experience was. We might have, at that time, been fighting for the free-

dom of political prisoners or challenging the prison system. But what George Jackson

managed to do was to make that experience palpable, make it concrete, so that it

became something that people could relate to as human beings. 

There’s always the tendency to push prisons to the fringes of our awareness so that we

don’t have to deal with what happened inside of these horrifying institutions. And there is

the tendency also to look at the prisoners as having deserved what they have met with

there. So that the criminal is a figure in our society who has very little credibility. And what

George Jackson demonstrated with his letters was that prisoners are human beings.

Prisoners are intelligent human beings. Prisoners have families. They have feelings.10

CONNECTIONS

1. What does Angela Davis see as the connection between oppressive social conditions, racism, and

incarceration? 

2. What does Davis’s critique of the criminal justice system suggest about the importance of equal pro-

tection for all citizens in a democracy? 

3. Another word for prison is penitentiary. The root of the word is penitence, which means to show

remorse for past offenses. What function did Davis believe prisons serve? What role do you think

they should play?

4. Davis has spent much of her career advocating for prison reform and prisoner rights. She explains,

“There’s always the tendency to push prisons to the fringes of our awareness so that we don’t have

to deal with what happens inside of these horrifying institutions.” Why do you think many people

tend to push such thoughts aside?

On September 9, 1971, twelve hundred
inmates of the Attica Correctional Facility, a
maximum-security prison in New York with a
majority of black and Latino inmates,
rebelled against prison authorities, and took
over the facility, taking a number of guards
hostage. 

Trouble had been brewing at the facility
for a long time due to the poor conditions
and openly hostile, all-white correctional staff.
A week prior to the revolt, inmates, angered
over the death of Black Panther George
Jackson at the San Quentin Prison in
California, had worn armbands, held a
moment of silence, and refused to eat. The
takeover was triggered two weeks later after
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September 1971. Inmates at the Attica Correctional Facility gave the Black Power
salute during the prison takeover. Black and Latino inmates were subjected to
inhumane conditions and routine abuse by white correctional staff. On September
9, they took hold of the prison.
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the brutal beating of two Attica prisoners. Once they had control of the facility, inmates drafted a list
of demands that began with a cry that echoed the civil rights struggles: “WE are MEN,” and demand-
ed that their dignity be secured in more humane prison regulations. They also called for practical
changes: they demanded things as basic as free supply of toilet paper and an increase in work wages
and better healthcare services. With remarkable discipline, the inmates quickly installed new prison
leadership and called for open negotiations with full media coverage: 

THE FIVE DEMANDS

To the people of America

The incident that has erupted here at Attica is not a result of the dastardly bushwhacking

of the two prisoners [on] Sept. 8, 1971 but of the unmitigated oppression wrought by the

racist administration network of the prison throughout the year.

WE are MEN! We are not beasts and do not intend to be beaten or driven as such. The

entire prison populace has set forth to change forever the ruthless brutalization and disre-

gard for the lives of the prisoners here and throughout the United States. What has hap-

pened here is but the sound before the fury, of those who are oppressed.

We will not compromise on any terms except those that are agreeable to us. We call upon

all the conscientious citizens of America to assist us in putting an end to this situation that

threatens the lives of not only us, but each and every one of us as well.

We have set forth demands that will bring closer to reality the demise of these prisons,

institutions that serve no useful purpose to the People of America but to those who would

enslave and exploit the people of America.

Our Demands Are Such:

1. We want complete amnesty, meaning freedom from any physical, mental and legal

reprisals.

2. We want now, speedy and safe transportation out of confinement, to a non-imperialistic

country.

3. We demand that the FEDERAL GOVERNMENT intervene, so that we will be under

direct FEDERAL JURISDICTION.

4. WE demand the reconstruction of ATTICA PRISON to be done by inmates and/or

inmate supervision.

5. […] We invite all the people to come here and witness this degradation, so that they can

better know how to bring this degradation to an end.

THE INMATES OF ATTICA PRISON
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THE FIFTEEN PRACTICAL PROPOSALS

Practical Proposals:

1. Apply the New York State minimum wage law to all state institutions. STOP SLAVE

LABOR.

2. Allow all New York State prisoners to be politically active, without intimidation or reprisals.

3. Give us true religious freedom.

4. End all censorship of newspapers, magazines, letters and other publications coming

from the publisher […].11

CONNECTIONS

1. Why do you think the prisoners felt a need to declare, “WE are MEN,” using capital letters? What

point did they hope to make? Was their point similar to the one made by sanitation workers in

Memphis who carried signs reading, “I AM a MAN” (see Episode 10)? Historically, black men in the

United States had been frequently called “boy.” Is this why members of both groups needed to

assert their identity as men? Were there other reasons?

2. How did the prisoners hope to appeal to the conscience of the American nation? What reasons did

the prisoners give for their revolt? 

3. What were the prisoners’ general demands? What were their practical demands? What civil rights

and constitutional tenets were echoed in these demands? Do they seem fair to you?  

4. What rights should people who break the law possess? 

The revolt in Attica came to a violent end on September 13, 1971, when New York Governor Nelson
Rockefeller refused to grant amnesty to any of the inmates and sent state troopers to storm the prison.
A bloodbath followed, during which thirty-nine people died and the prison inmates were humiliated
and abused. 

Newspapers falsely reported that the deaths of ten hostages had come at the hands of the insur-
gents. An investigation into the storming of the prison proved that all thirty-nine men who died dur-
ing raid were victims of police gunfire. None of the troops were prosecuted; those who had participat-
ed in the revolt were given life sentences. The events at Attica challenged the nation to take a closer
look at the state of prisons throughout the country. 

Frank Smith—known as “Big Black” for his size—was sentenced to prison in 1966 for robbing a
dice game. A gentle giant, Smith became a popular figure in the prison, where he worked as a laun-
dryman. In an Eyes on the Prize interview, Smith described the conditions in Attica:

Conditions in 1971 was bad—bad food, bad educational programs, very, very low, low

wages. What we called slave wages. Myself, I was working in the laundry and I was making

like thirty cent a day, being the warden’s laundry boy. And I’m far from a boy. 

You get one shower a week. You know, a shower to use in Attica state prison is a bucket of

water, and if you lucky and you get the right person outside of your cell that would bring

you a second bucket, then you can wash half of your body with one bucket. What we would
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do is wash the top of our body with one bucket, and if we get a second bucket then we will

wash the bottom part of our body. And you get one shower a week.

The books in the library was outdated. They didn’t have any kind of positive recreation for

us. If there was any recreation, it was minimum. It would only be on the weekends. And

Attica is four prisons in one. You got A yard, B yard, C yard, and D yard and two mess

hall[s]. And the only time you would see a person that’s in A block if you in B block, like I

were, is when you would go to the mess hall and sometime you might run into him.

“Dehumanizing,” the word would be for the conditions in Attica in 1971.

During the prison revolt, representatives of the inmates tried to negotiate a reform of prison rules with
Russell G. Oswald, commissioner of corrections for New York State. But they received the same treat-
ment as before—their demands were flatly denied. Smith and the other prisoners quickly realized that
negotiations were futile. Smith, who was nominated chief of security to protect negotiators during the
prison revolt, continued: 

After Oswald left the taped message to the brothers in Attica, we’d say, “Aw, you know, he

ain’t high jivin’, he thinks somebody’s head is screwed on.” He was going with that same

rhetoric, you know. This ex-commissioner of parole, he’s shooting us a lot of whitewash

again. He’s not going to do anything. The situation that we’re talking about or any mani-

festo that was given to him, he’s not going to adhere to it. He’s not going to go with any of

the demands or the suggestions. He’s not going to go with any of it. I thought he was

going to take it as a laughing matter. The conditions in Attica—he knew. It wasn’t the first

time that it was thrown out there. Long before 1971, there’d been a lot of letters, even

from our families, talking about the conditions in Attica—the over crowdedness, and the

slave wages, and not being able to get any kind of productive programs in Attica. The sys-

tem knew we been talking about it. The Oswald tape-recorded message was a bunch of

hogwash. We never took it serious because we knew he didn’t take it serious. It was anoth-

er dupe situation. Period.12

But the prisoners did not expect the kind of attack that Commissioner Oswald and Governor
Rockefeller were planning. When Smith was interviewed by producers at Public Television’s The
Rockefellers Series, he discussed the violent assault on the prison and the treatment he and other prison-
ers received from the troopers long after they surrendered:

FRANK SMITH: The first thing I seen and hear was a helicopter circling over the yard, you

know, and then gas, and then a loudspeaker, “Put your hand on your head and you won’t

be harmed,” and all that type of stuff: But shooting at the same time, you follow, and

everybody hit the ground, I hit the ground over by the observers’ table.

And then they were coming over the wall, the assault forces, coming over the wall, shoot-

ing, and eventually I start hearing my name, you know, and then some friends of mine

told me, you know, take my clothes off, because that gas that everybody burning and what
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we were doing we was putting milk on ourself, that supposedly, you know, prevented a lot

of burns and stuff. So I finally got my clothes off.

But they were making people strip anywhere, as you come out of D Yard and go into A

Block, and, and you [were ordered to] fall on your stomach when you go through the

door to A Block and [you] had to crawl, and I’m in A Block now and then I hear my name

and the person that I worked for in the laundry said, “Here’s Black, here he is,” and they

made me get up, beat me, and beat me into an area of the yard and laid me on the table

and put a football under my neck, up under the catwalk, and told me that if it fall, they

was going to kill me, and they spit on me and dropped […] on me, and went through the

torture word, you know, while I was laying there, “Nigger, why did you castrate the officers,

why did you bury them alive? We going to castrate you,” and I’m laying on the table

spread-eagle, buck naked. But everybody in the yard was naked, the majority of the peo-

ple, you know, and that went on for, like, three, four, five hours.

You know, and right behind me, I’m laying here, and here’s the catwalk, and right here’s

the hallway, they had a gauntlet set up and it had glass broke on the floor, and they was

running everybody through the gauntlet, beating them—they had 20, 30 people each

side—with what they called their nigger sticks.

AMERICAN EXPERIENCE: So even if Rockefeller did go, all it would have done is delay

the inevitable, and what happened pretty much had to happen.

FRANK SMITH: He made a bad mistake. He made a very bad mistake […], the conditions

in prison had to be changed, you know, because humans don’t need to live that way. So

don’t tell all the lies, you know. We need to get some factual stuff out of this, something

has got to come out of this other than just people moving around, casting the blame, and

moving the blame around. You know, Attica is more than that. Attica was a slaughter and it

didn’t have to be. And if the governor would have took it on, and would have really did

the executive job that he’s supposed to do, then it wouldn’t have happened that way,

instead of sending some cronies like the commissioner and people to come there, to give

up some token, to give up some lineament [sic]. And now you got, you know, forty-three

peoples in all, thirty-nine they say that got killed on the retaking, that’s dead today.13

In the wake of the revolt, Smith joined lawyer Elizabeth Fink and a group of former inmates known as
the Attica Brothers. Together they filed a lawsuit against the state of New York for the abuses commit-
ted during the retaking of the prison. In 2000, after a twenty-six-year legal battle, the Federal District
Court awarded a twelve-million-dollar settlement to the plaintiffs.14 Smith died of cancer on July 31,
2004, but was remembered by those who knew him as a gentle crusader for human rights. 

CONNECTIONS

1. What inhumane conditions existed in Attica? Why did people allow these conditions to exist? How

were these conditions justified? What prejudices made it easy to treat prisoners as outcasts?
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2. Why were the prisoners’ demands before and during the takeover dismissed by state officials? 

3. Frank Smith and the other prisoners in Attica sued the state in proceedings that began in 1974 and

ended in 2000. Why do you think the proceedings took so long?

4. What did the assault on the prisoners by the state troopers say about the way public authorities

viewed the prison population? How did prejudice and racism make it easier for troopers to humiliate

and torture the prisoners?

5. What do you think the rights and privileges of prisoners should be? What can people do to remedy

the attitudes that relegate criminals to the margins of society?
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