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I come before you not at all bloody, and in a way I come 
because I am unbowed. I find that it is di’cult to do the 
things that I think are in the interest of the country and 
also maintain the standards of prolocol and diplomacy 
that you and many people in the nation make us adhere to. 
I have felt that perhaps I could best serve my country by 
asking President Carter if he would accept my resignation 
as the Permanent Representative to the United Nations, 
and if he would decide j u s t  when that resignation should 
become eflective. 

Thus spoke America’s U.N. ambassador, Andrew 
Young, during a press conference at the U.S. State 
Department after submitting his letter of resignation to 
President Carter on August 15, 1979. Young’s resigna- 
tion followed his “secret” meeting with the Palestine 
Liberation Organization’s U.N. observer, Zahdi Labib 
Terzi, which violated U.S. policy of no contact with 
PLO representatives, a policy initiated in 1975 by for- 

0 mer U.S. Secretary of State Henry Kissinger. 
Later, Young characterized this U.S. policy as “ridic- 

ulous.” He defended his meeting with Terzi by saying 
that “the refusal to communicate” holds the peril of 
future bloodshed. He cited the Korean and Vietnam 
wars as examples of what the U.S. refusal to talk to 
China for more than two decades had wrought. 

Not long after this I was fortunate to have a long and 
uninterrupted conversation with Ambassador Young at 
his residence in New York. I had made known my inten- 
tion to his aide: that, while the ambassador’s resignation 
and the discontentment between blacks and Jews were 
making headlines, I would be much more interested in 
discus$ng Africa, Nigeria, and Third World affairs. 

Ourlconversation ran the gamut of U.S. foreign poli- 
cy: his own policy of openness and candor as opposed to 
Secretary Kissinger’s policy of secrecy and confidential- 
ity; his trade mission to Africa; the relationship between 
black Americans and their African brethren; U.S. eco- 
nomic interests; and Andrew Young as private citizen. 

MR. OGUNLANA: Mr. Ambassador, how would you define 
U.S. foreign policy, its role in world affairs? 

AMBASSADOR YOUNG: I think U.S. foreign policy has 
been in transition under the Carter administration. I 
think, essentially, our foreign policy is based on the 
values that we, as Americans, have found most meaning- 
fu l  to us. So human rights really has become one of the 
primary goals of our foreign policy. I would say that 
national security and human rights will be the primary 
objectives of our foreign policy. Now, interestingly 
enough, I am trying to get our foreign policy more in 
tune with our economic interests. We are always 
accused of having our foreign policy to protect our eco- 
nomic interest, but now that our economic interests have 
shifted-mainly to Africa and the Third World, espe- 
cially with this kind of new-found power in the oil- 
producing nations-we have not readjusted our foreign 
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policy to protect our economic interest. And I think that 
we do, though, have a pretty good sense of how to pre- 
serve our national security against military intervention 
and attack. And also, I think we are much more con- 
scious of the fact that we, as a nation, want to be on the 
side of democracies, of countries that protect the rights 
and opportunities of their own citizens. So we have seen 
a gradual weaning of ouiselves from the military dicta- 
torships and rather fascist kind of oligarchies that previ- 
ous administrations have found most comfortable. 

Let me follow up on that. Many of the stated purposes of 
US. foreign policy contain ingredients of high aspira- 
tions: the goal of durable and universal peace, the right 
of all people everywhere to choose their own governments 
freely, a world without hunger, and so on. These stated 
purposes have beep misunderstood in part because of the 
inconsistency of U.S. foreign policy. Why should there 
be a contradiction between its stated purpose of a free 
and just world and the ability to perceive the world as it  
is? In other words, why is there a failure to come to grips 
with the ambiguous relationship between words and 
deeds? 

I think that’s probably true of every country, and I 
think we work at it harder than most. And what has 
happened is, for ten years prior to this administration 
people were not concerned about democracies; they 
were concerned basically about what they saw as short- 
term economic or strategic interests, and nobody gave a 
damn about human rights or about the values of our 
society being projected in foreign policy. So, really, for 
almost ten years we were on the side of repressive 
regimes. We were basically linked up with the two 
regimes-Thieu and Ky-in Vietnam, with the shah of 
Iran, with Somoza, with South Africa, and I think that 
we have begun to change that. But you can’t change it all 
overnight. I mean, people now are accusing this adminis- 
tration of abandoning our old friends because we did not 
intervene militarily to try to protect the shah and Somo- 
za, and they are interpreting this as weakness. They 
don’t realize that in today’s world a country has to 
advance itself-its interests-by moral means and that 
the abuseof power, as it was exercised in Vietnam, or in  
the intervention in the Dominican Republic, nowadays 
it’s counterproductive. It works against the interest of 
the nation. 

The late grandson of John Quincy Adams once wrote: 
“Man has alhays yearned for a moral law which reflects 
the thought of a supreme benevolent being, by whose 
means even handed justice should e done.” President 

problem for the U.S. to solve was how to develop its 
wealthNon a collective and not a competitive, selfish 
basis. He said that dominant private interests dictating 
policy would be fatal. Now this is the twentieth century 
and some say that foreign policy is actually still being 
determined by dominant private interests. What is your 
comment? 

I think it’s just not true. For instance, Gulf Oil com- 
pany is very deeply involved in Angola and they would 
like Angola recognized. I would like Angola recognized. 

Adam harbored those visions an I! said that the only 
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But those economic interests are not dominant in  the 
Democratic party, frankly, and it’s much below the 
interest of the  labor unions, of the  liberal intellectuals, 
and of a new-found citizen activist base that probably is 
most determinant. But  the other group you have here is 
the old cold warriors, people who are afraid of commu- 
nism without understanding it or knowing what it is, and 
that’s a mood that clearly has no economic significance 
whatsoever, because, clearly, clearly, our economic 
interest would be advanced by a more liberal trade poli- 
cy with the Soviet Union. Yet we have not been able to 
move ahead on trade with the Soviet Union, essentially, 
because of people who are fearful of any association with 
communism and who tend to react emotionally, rather 
than in their own economic self-interest. 

. . . all my l$e has been a struggle to 
change things. I could not accept the 
status quo, because that puts me in the 
back of the bus.” 

6 6  

Since you became ambassador to the U.N. you have been 
practicing a systematic approach to openness and can- 
dor with respect to U.S. foreign policy, as opposed to 
Henry Kissinger’s method of secrecy and confidentiality. 
Why did you choose to be different? 

I was born different. I mean I was born black, for one 
thing, and I was born poor, and all my life has been a 
struggle to change things. I could dot accept the status 
quo, because that puts me in the back of a bus. And so, 
in an attempt to shrug off my shackles, I had to be very 
truthful about my situation. And I also, through years of 
work with Martin Luther King, found out that there is a 
certain power in truth; and that when you confront the 
world with a new understanding of reality, you are in 
fact contributing to bringing about change. So, it’s basi- 
cally very much in  my self-interest to change things, to 
be honest about the way I see the world. I have no vested 
interest in the State Department’s bureaucratic system. 
I see that as a system of repression. The traditional ways 
of.diplomats doing things I think led us into war in  
Vietnam, into conflict in Korea, neither of which I th ink  
we can say we got anything out of. So, as far as I’m 
concerned, and in my view of the world, the traditional 
patterns of diplomacy have been a miserable failure. So, 

the last thing I would want the diplomatic world to do is 
the same thing that has killed people and destroyed 
resources in  all of the decades of my life. I thjnk that the 
combination of my experiences with Martin Luther 
King, my reading of Gandhi, my understandings and 
empathy with the aspirations of freedom and dignity all 
over Africa and Latin America, gave me a different view 
of the world, and so I have to be true to that view of the 
world. Now 1 also happen to think that that view of the 
world is also most relevant and helpful to the United 
States. And for the United States to think that the world 
will be the United States, Europe, and Japan ignores 70 
per cent of the world’s population and much of the 
world’s natural resources. And any foreign policy that 
excludes 70 per cent of the world is bound to get your 
own country in trouble. So, I don’t have any hesitation 
to call people’s attention to the truth, as I see it, and the 
relationships that our nation ought to have with the 
majority of the people in today’s world. 

You have been much involved in shaping U.S. foreign 
policy in recent years, particularly in Africa and the rest 
of the so-called Third World countries. However, I 
would like twgo back a little further than that. How do 
you view the stability of US. policy in Africa since the 
end of the World War 11, and how would you say the past 
policymakers were handling it? 
. I think it’s been a mixture. I think right after the 
Second World War, with the founding OF the United 
Nations, the U.S. put itself on the side of self-determi- 
nation and independence. I think i t  was largely the 
United States influence that made it  possible and neces- 
sary for Britain and France to allow their colonies to 
become independent. And overwhelmingly, of the over 
forty-nine independent African states, at  least forty of 
them achieved their independence through political 
means, without massive violence and disruptions. And I 
think I give the U S .  credit for that. Because we encour- 
aged Britain and France to move, with the spirit of 
freedom and self-determination that was founded in the 
U.N. And it was only the Portuguese that refused to go 
along with that notion. So that, from 1945 almost to 
1965, we had a very positive Africa policy. We made 
available many scholarships, we had tremendous techni- 
cal assistance, food aid programs to the African conti- 
nent. 

I think the most significant thing probably was the 
scholarship program that brought African young people 
to the United States and gave them opportunities to 
study, and they’d go back home and run their countries. 
Essentially, I think the whole spirit and independence 
and freedom in Africa has been generated by these 
young people who studied in the West and who went 
back home. Then, about 1965, when we began to get 
bogged down in Vietnam, we lost interest in  Africa. 
Africa was very critical of our involvement in Vietnam, 
as we were in this country, as black Americans. And 
many white Americans. I n  fact, ultimately, most Amer- 
icans came to consider the Vietnam war wrong, and 
that’s the reason we got out of it. But during that period, 
especially from about ‘65 to ’75 roughly, America’s pol- 
icies toward Africa were essentially tilting toward the 
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Portuguese colonies and South Africa and Rhodesia. It 
was a ti l t  toward white Africa, and a taking of black 
Africa for granted. When President Carter started run- 
ning for office-in fact even before that, in the Con- 
gress, I was introducing amendments that would prevent 
the Portuguese from using their American weapons in 
Angola and Mozambique. We also passed an amend- 
ment .to prevent the CIA from having money to get 
involved in Angola. And so the change in policy started 
in Congress about 1975. And when President Carter 
came in in  1977, he came in under that new Africa 
policy. In fact, one of the reasons I supported President 
Carter was that, as a candidate, he asked me to discuss 
with him what I thought our Africa policy ought to be. I 
pulled together a lot of information for him from a 
variety of sources and talked with him at length about it .  
And because I felt he understood Africa, and under- 
stood what I thought Africa policy should be .... Then 1 
felt that .... in fact, more than any other candidates he was 
sensitive to the problems of the poor because he had 
been poor. I mean he grew up in an area where there 
were no electric lights, no plumbing; he understood the 
problems of development. Because the South had devel- 
oped during his childhood, in his lifetime, so he could 
remember the  time when his region was an underdevel- 
oped nation within our nation. He also grew up in a 
region that was predominantly black. I mean the county 
in which he lived had more blacks than whites. And in 
the region of that county that he lived almost all of his 
childhood friends and playmates were black. So, he was 
comfortable with black people, he understood the prob- 
lems of poverty and development, and that made it easi- 
er for him to understand Africa. I think. 

Nigerian relations with the United States have improved 
considerably since President Carter took office. What 
brought about this improvement? 

The main thing was the changes in our African policy. 
But I think also i t  was the new government in Nigeria. I 
have a great deal of respect for General Obasanjo and 
former Commissioner of External Affairs Garba. I think 
they established a new relationship wi th  the United 
States from Nigeria’s side, and I think I was sort of a 
contact point, and I began to establish ... I began to take 
Nigeria seriously. Also, you can’t discount the fact that 
Nigeria’s power just became much more apparent as the 
result of the increase in the price of oil. Nigeria actually, 
in  the embargo of ’73 and ’74, became the largest suppli- 
er of oil to the United States from abroad for almost two 
years. And it  suddenly called Nigeria to all America’s 
attention. Now I had known Garba and General Obasan- 
jo, and there were many Nigerians that had been in  
school with me twenty-five years ago at Howard Univer- 
sity, so I always had respect and admiration for Nigeria. 
1 th ink  that that combination brought about a new rela- 
tionship. 

During your first official visit to Nigeria as U.N. ambas- 
sador, a Nigerian newspaper editorial caption read: 
“Send a nigger to catch a nigger.” What was your reac- 
tion, and how did you overcome this prejudice-coming 
from your own brethren? 

Well, I really laughed at it. I have since met the 
author of that article. It was a very challenging, percep- 
tive article, and basically, it.’s true. It said in effect that I 
could not come to Nigeria and just lull Nigeria into a 
sense of complacency because I was black. That if I 
didn’t bring any policy changes, then the fact that a 
black man came telling the same lies that white men 
have been telling wouldn’t make any difference. Well, I 
said to him as soon as I met him-in fact, we were on a 
television program that week-I said “Look, I guarantee 
you that the Byrd amendment will be repealed and that 
we will have changes in our attitude toward South Afri- 
ca,” and I spelled out the kind of policy shifts that I 
thought we are ready to make. I said “ I f  I can’t deliver 
on those-we as a nation can’t deliver on those-Niger- 
ia ought not to respect us, and Nigeria ought not to have 
a new confidence in us. But if  we do deliver, then Niger- 
ia ought to realize that there had been some changes in 
the political structure of the United States.” 

Do you still feel that Nigeria should trust the United 
States? 

Oh, yeah, 1 do. 

Why? 
Because I t h i n k  it’s in Nigeria’s self-interest to trust 

the United States. I think the big problem for Nigeria is 
how to use its oil wealth’to produce an agricultural 
infrastructure, housing, schools, and health. And I t h ink  
those are the things that we do better than anybody else 
in the world. And a closer relationship between Nigeria 
and the United States will  enable Nigeria to look at the 
United States almost as a gigantic supermarket, a 
department store, and it  can pick the things that i t  needs 
from us that are not available from many other places in 
the world. But what i t  doesn’t want, i t  shouldn’t take! 
But Nigeria ought to have a trust in  us insofar as Niger- 
ia knows what its sense of direction is. And 1 think as a 
result of that, Nigeria can profit greatly by a relation- 
ship to the United States. I th ink  in the process the 
United States will profit greatly by a relationship with 
Nigeria. 

In the recent issue of Africa Report, Mr. Bolaji Aki- 
nyemi of the Nigerian Institute of International Affairs 
was asked if he feels the Carter administration has car- 
ried out its promise in Africa. He said: “No, i t  hasn’t.’’ 
Mr. Ambassador, do you feel this administration has 
really fulfilled its African policy promise? 

Not yet. But I th ink  it’s in process. You see, you can’t 
blame us. 

Who should we lay the blame on? 
Well, I don’t know. 1 mean, you can lay it on the 

Patriotic Front just as easily as you can lay it  on us. See, 
it’s just like me saying “I blame them for not winning 
the war.” Five years ago people were saying the Patriotic 
Front will win the war in  Zimbabwe within a year. Five 
years have passed, they have not won the war. 

We tried a diplomatic initiative, one which Africa 
gave veiy reluctant support to. Nigeria gave some sup- 
port, then pulled out, when it looked like it wasn’t going 
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well. Tanzania has probably stayed very close to us, but 
there was a period when Zambia decided it was not 
going to follow the Anglo-American plan, but it was 
going to work out its own arrangement with Ian Smith 
and Nkomo. I don’t think you can blame us for that, see. 
We were in a supportive role-supporting Africa and 
Britain, in  trying to find a political answer to the prob- 
lem, and I think we have remained true to that. But 
other changes have come about that we were not in 
control of. And I th ink  you’ll find that we are still true 
to the principles we set forth, and I think now, we have 
even brought, with Nigeria’s help, Margaret Thatcher 
around to that position. And so we really kind of wasted 
two years in there jockeying for position. But we’ve been 
consistent in our support of majority rule through free 
and fair elections under United Nations supervision. 

What is the main purpose of your coming trade mission 
to Africa? 

Well, right now the United States runs a $12 billion 
trade deficit with Africa. Africa is selling us $18 billion 
worth of goods and services, mostly raw materials. We 
are only selling Africa $6 billion worth of goods in 
return. I think that hurts us in  the United States, but I 
think that also hurts Africa. I th ink  there are many 
things Africa needs that we have. So, we selected corpo- 
rations that produce agricultural goods and services, 
infrastructures, contractors, and construction people. 
And we are bringing them to Africa, to the Ivory Coast, 
Senegal, Liberia, Nigeria, Cameroon, Kenya, Tanzania 
to help them get to know the African market, and to 
help Africans get to know the American productive 
capacity a little better. I find that Americans are afraid 
of Africa. And it  is big, it is complicated, and they don’t 
know very much about it. Also, it’s easy for American 
companies to make all the money they can make and sell 
all the goods they can sell at home. We have a big 
enough domestic market so that almost any company 
can make all the profits it can make within our shores; 
or, say, within Canada, or Mexico, for instance. They 
don’t need to come overseas. They don’t! But  I th ink  
Africa needs American building techniques, and Africa 
needs some of the goods and services we can produce. 

And so I would hope that by helping Africans to get 
to know American businessmen that we, as black Amer- 
icans who have had good experience with trust, and we 
introduce them to our African friends, and if they can 
work out business arrangements that are mutually bene- 
ficial, O.K. I f  they don’t, it’s still all right. 

So, it’s not the intention of shoving something down the 
African throat? 

No, not at all. 

You said Africa needs American business. What about 
Americans needing African business? 

Oh, no question about that. I mean we are running a 
trade deficit, that’s one of the things that contributes to 
our inflation, it’s one of the things that contributes to 
the devaluation of the dollar. But, for instance, while the 
dollar is low, it  means American export goods would be 
cheaper. So, you see, it’s a good time for Nigeria and 

other countries in Africa to take advantage of the pres- 
ent market situation, and I hope they do. 

I think there’s some kind of bias game being played: You 
normally don’t see African locally produced goods in the 
American market, but you can easily find American 
goods in Africa. 

I think that our borders are open. I think that we’ve 
developed very good trading relations. Frankly, we 
import mostly raw materials from Africa. But I think we 
are prepared to do business on a broad base with Africa, 
and that’s one of the things that we want to talk about. 
We are not just talking about exporting consumer 
goods, we are talking also about industrial capability and 
technical assistance and a full varietyof things. 

How do you perceive the Afro-American role in world 
affairs? 

I happen to believe that race is one of the most divi- 
sive things in today’s world. I think black Americans 
have developed a certain ability to deal with white 
Americans, and we are comfortable with white Ameri- 
cans. We are also comfortable with Africans, and I think 
that I see black Americans as something of a bridge 
between the two continents. I also see Spanish-speaking 
Mexican Americans as a kind of a bridge between 
America and Latin America. I th ink  overcoming the 
cultural barriers around the world is an essential prob- 
lem for world peace and prosperity, and I think we, who 
are genuine Afro-Americans, who are a true hybrid, 
have a very important role to play in terms of educating 
our country about African realities and sensitivities, and 
also I think we can help Africa understand a little more 
about how the United States operates. 

What do you think the relationship between black Amer- 
icans and Africans should be? 

I th ink  it’s got to evolve rather gradually, frankly, 
because I th ink  there are differences. But I think those 
Africans who have studied in this country have realized 
that those differences are fairly easily bridged, and I 
think black Americans will begin to find a way to bridge 
the gaps in their relationship to Africa. I think where we 
have something that the other needs-for instance, in 
Guinea, Sekou Toure invited a black man, an automo- 
bile mechanic: he’d been a foreman at the Ford Motor 
Company in Detroit and he wanted to move to Africa. 
Here was a man who had some concrete skills in auto 
mechanics, and so Sekou Tour6 invited him to Guinea, 
and he set up an automobile shop, and he trained the 
yobng Guineans to fix automobiles, and he took personal 
charge of the automobile shop for the government. I 
think those kinds of relationships, the kind of relation- 
ships between school teachers that have come to teach in 
Africa, are the many things that are possibly building 
bridges there. 

Can you tell us what you think the blacks should be doing 
in Africa, and what the Africans should be doing in the 
United States? 

You know, I don’t know much about that. I have 
discouraged blacks from going to Africa unless they 
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have something to offer. 1’11 say don’t go to Africa 
expecting to get something. That with all of the wealth 
and power and opportunity you have in this country, you 
have not developed your skills to the place where you 
can take something to Africa that they need. Don’t go! 
And don’t go to Africa if  you are trying to escape from 
white America. I mean, when I went to Kenya for the 
first time and saw a Kentucky Fried Chicken stand on 
the corner of Uhuru Boulevard and Jomo Kenyatta Ave- 
nue, I said “white America is in  Africa.” See, if  you go 
in trying to escape from white America, and you have 
not been able to deal with white America in America, 
you’re not going to be able to deal with white America in 
Africa. And so, I think that people have to know what 
they want from each other. I would say right now, the 
most valuable thing for Africans to do would be to come 
to the United St,:es to study, and/or to work in Ameri- 
can business. I would say the experience of working two 
or three years for any American company would be very 
valuable, if  then you went back to Nigeria or Ghana, or 
wherever you’re from, and use the things that you’ve 
learned, in any way you want to, in your country. 
There’s a lot to be gained from this kind of technical 
assistance and cultural exchange. 

66 . . . we’ve been consistent in our sup- 
port of majority rule [in Zimbabwe] 
through free and fair elections under 
United Nations supervision.” 

You said Africans can come here and work two or three 
years to gain experience, but what about the problems 
they have to go through before they can even get their 
feet in the door? 

Well, I th ink  that’s going to change. I think if  you 
come here as a student and then t ry  to get located in 
business .... But there are many well-educated Nigerians 
who, if they come here with American companies and if 
they are recruited .... What I have been saying to all 
American firms that I have talked to is that they ough 

executive training programs-and that they ought to be 
bringing people from the developing world and particu- 
larly Africa into those management training programs. I 

to have an executive training program-they do hav k 

was at the General Motors Institute, and they had a 
number of Africans there, particularly from South Afri- 
ca. I thi,nk in the long run that kind of company-to- 
company opportunity is even better than coming as a 
student, because when you come as a student, you’re 
very much on your own. When you come with an exist- 
ing economic institution, you’re almost guaranteed an 
economic future back home when you go back. 

Several black Americans have been reported going to 
South Africa. Most of them have come back pro-South 
Africa. One was a black American P.R. man who claim- 
ed he personally promised Prime Minister Vorster that 
Senator Dick Clark of Iowa would be defeated in the last 
senatorial elections, claimed that he got $250,000 for his 
activity to help unseat Clark. I f  something like this can 
happen, how would you expect Africans to trust the 
black Americans? 

That may be the only one. You see, Jesse Jackson 
went to South Africa, and 1 th ink  he made a significant 
step toward advancing revolutionary change in S.A. 
Arthur Ashe has been back and forth to S.A., and main- 
tained his political integrity and challenged the system. I 
think you’ve had a few people, mostly show business 
people and athletes, who are not very well educated, who 
don’t understand the political nuances, and this case of 
this public relations man, I think was just a case of a 
black mercenary. I th ink  there’s no question that you’ve 
had some Nigerian mercenaries in various places, but 1 
think you would not say that about all Nigerians. In fact, 
I know of a former Nigerian who had also been a consul- 
tant for the S.A. government. But that doesn’t mean I 
would say that all Nigerians support S.A. And I th ink  
you just have to realize that there are going to be some 
mercenaries on both sides who have some good relations 
with S.A. But overwhelmingly, I think that just as 
Nigeria is very solid on the question of its relationship to 
S.A., black America is very solid on its position to 
S.A. 

To talk about trusting someone is  one thing, to put the 
trust into a positive action, i s  another. A majority of 
modern-day Africans would like to do more than trust 
black Americans, but there’s a growing concern over 
white South Africans, even whites anywhere, playing OB 
black Americans against the black Africans to the detri- 
ment of both. What’s your opinion on this?. 

I don’t think they’ll be able to do that .... 

The fact is, they have been doing ii,-Mr. Ambassador. 
Well, not with very much success. Now you might get 

a few blacks in the State Department, who I say may not 
even be black, they just .... They have been pretty much 
brainwashed, just like you have what I used to call the 
Oxford African, who was more Oxford than African, 
who didn’t want to be African-an African leader who 
said he wouldn’t fly on a plane piloted by a black man, 
and he would never let a black doctor operate on him. I 
know Africans like that, and there will be some black 
Americans that will hate being black Americans, or 
black Africans. 
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Some Africans believe that the effective penetration of 
white South Africans and pro-South African whites into 
the black community is having a direct impact on’black 
African diplomacy-which, on the one hand, makes a 
relationship between the two black groups virtually 
impossible and, on the other hand, makes it difficult for 
the Africans to  perform effectively in the diplomatic 
community. What’s your comment? 

Well, I don’t think that’s true. I don’t think there’s’ 
any impact of white South Africans on black America. 
Now the one guy that you talked about has been totally 
discredited. He would be shouted off the stage in any 
black community gathering he went to. But just like 
there were black people around here, black people who 
were paid to go around to say that Martin Luther King 
was a Communist-they didn’t say that to black people; 
they went around saying that to white people, and made 
a lot of money doing it-but they had absolutely no 
impact on the black community. 

How effective do you see your role as a spokesman for 
blacks, now that you are stepping down as U.N. ambas- 
sador? 

I think my effectiveness as a spokesman for blacks has 
never depended on my job. I t  was basically dependent on 
the years of contact and credibility that had been built 
u p  with the black community, with the white liberal 
community, with young people, with the labor unions. I 
mean, my influence in this administration did not come 
from the president, it came from the people, and in a 
sense, I brought the people to the president. And the 
president asked me to take the job as ambassador. But 
without the job as ambassador, 1 still have the political 
power base that is absolutely essential for the president. 
So, in  a sense, I think I will be more effective and more. 
free, and more able to respond to the needs as I see 
them. Because I no longer have to consider what the 
State Department is going to say about what I say. You 
see, as long as they felt responsible for me, and as long as 
they felt that I had to be a spokesman for American 
policy, there was always a little caution on my part. And 
I say, for everything that I said that was controversial, 
there were twenty-five or thirty things that I wanted to 
say that were even more controversial, and I sort of 
withheld myself, because I realized that it was creating 
problems for the State Department and the president 
was being blamed for what I was saying and thinking. 

Now that I am a private citizen I still have the politi- 
cal power base and I can say anything I want about 
anything and be responsible for it myself. I also can say 
anything to the president when I want, and 1’11 probably 
be in much more close communication with the presi- 
dent now than I was as an ambassador. Because I used to 
feel that I had to work through the channels of the State 
Department. Now I don’t have to do that. So, I don’t 
th ink  there is any disadvantage. I n  fact, i f  you noticed, 

‘ 

only yesterday [August 26, 19791 Robert Strauss, our 
ambassador-at-large to the Middle East, has asked to be 
off the payroll and to serve as a dollar-a-year employee. I 
think part of it is that he realizes the same thing: that 
you have much more leverage. And if you want to get 
much more personal in the Nigeria context, who do you 
think is most influential-Dele Cole, or one of your 
ambassadors or permanent secretaries who’s an employ- 
ee and civil servant? I mean, there’s no question that the 
people with independent political access have more 
influence than the people who are on the payroll. So, I’m 
changing from a person who’s on the payroll to a person 
who has independent political access and his own politi- 
cal power base. 

Let me briefly touch on the Middle East subject. Your 
resignation was caused because you met with the PLO 
U.N. observer, Terzi, in violation o f  U.S. stated policy to 
Israel. When that meeting was made public, you resigned 
from your post, before the president could have the 
chance to make up his mind, because, in your own words, 
you thought it was a gentlemanly thing to  do. To resign. 
Now there’s a conflict between the Jews and black 
Americans right after your resignation. Would you care 
to comment on the rift between these two groups? 

I think it’s a greatly exaggerated problem. I think, by 
and large, blacks and Jews have had a great deal in  
common. It’s no greater than the tension between blacks 
and whites in general who are non-Jews, or between 
Jews and whites who are non-Jews. That by and large 
there’s less tension between blacks and Jews than 
between blacks than any other groups. But there’s some 
differences, and one of the differences is on the Middle 
East. Another one of the differences is on affirmative- 
action programs at home. And I think a third problem, 
which may be the greatest problem, is that the Jews 
have moved into positions of influence and power, and 
there’s a power struggle going on! 

I understand you intend to establish your own policy 
institute. Will this be on world aflairs or principally on 
Africa and Third World countries? 

It  will be based on both. I t  will be based on foreign 
and domestic issues, and we’ll probably locate it in  
Atlanta, and we will t ry  to continue to mobilize the 
black community to have an impact on our foreign and 
domestic policy. We’ll try to be a bridge between the 
Third World and the United States in economic rela- 
tions, and we’ll try to do it on a nonprofit,basis, so that 
we will be independently funded. But we will  be able to 
help other people, we wi l l  give our services to other 
people, so that nobody thinks that we are trying to profit 
by the relationships and experiences we’ve had in the 
government. I also want to remain in public life, in  a 
nonelected capacity for a while, and I think that this is 
probably the best way to do it. F l  


