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THOI.I C STUDENTS and POLITICAL INVOLVEMENT 

Human beings need each other and human in
titutions depend on one another. Students 
ssess the sane qualifications for organizing 

being heard as any other societal segment. 
:i:qually as necessary, the educational com

nity and society itself has need of the stu
t. i3eyo:id the basic need to protect itself 
free association, the student body is one 

oietal segment that bas no ·1ested interests 
speak of. It is free from any great poli ti

ul or economic pressures (admttedly there are 
exceptions to this generalization, notably 
tr. se students who are putting themselves 
t ugh school and those on scholarship; how
ever, in most of these cases there still is no 
reat pressure prohibiting articulation or in
olvement in controversial areas). The student 

, of all the social segments, is freest and 
st inclined to articulate and initiate social 
nge and renewal from an ideological stand

ioint rather than one of self-interest or self-
servation. A society tr.at loses this voice 

is in danger of losing its ideals; in danger of 
losing itself to apathy and helplessness and in 

gar of losing its young to boredom and self
in er est. The University that becomes a pawn 
f this ideal-less society is little more than 

a 113chine producing a product to fill needs. 
iety feeds on the university and determines 

its goals instead of the university renewing 
aociety. 

The student of the Catholic faith must 
sider an imperative that includes his human

ness and extends itself to what is innate in 
s Christianity: what was witnessed by the 
carnate God. The Christian student must in
nate his milieu -- must be apostolic -- not 

a an additional act.ivity or an activity peri
p ral to his Chris tianity -- but because he 
ka Christian. He needs no hierarchical man

ta, he needs no ecclesiastinal sanction, he 
n ed not belong to an organization, for these 
a not the things that make him apostolic. He 
sapostolic by the very fact that he is bap

tf;ed. It is a human value that we take res
Jl(!nsibili ty for one another. This is required 
hi the nature of what we are and for our own 

lf-preservation. It is a divine value -- a 
Vine requirement that we "love one another as 

l have loved you. 11 11 As I have loved you" indi-
tes a divine love that recognizes and encom
sses the human with all its paradoxical poten

tr great evil or great good -- great hate or 
I at love. Baptism lifts the hwuan to the di-

by MARY VARELA 

vine, enabling him to meet the demands of this 
divine lovs; a love that requires love of 
neighbor whether he be friend or enemy. "What 
ever you do to the least of my brethren you do 
to me" is not just token rhetoric; it outlines 
the whole Christian mystique. That mystique 
that each baptized person brings to his human 
milieu the reality of his divine sonship and 
that each person is responsible for this son
ship in his neighbor. 

And herein lies another area of misunde~ 
standing. For those unfamiliar with the Church 
this divine sonship would seem to impose unnat
ural or unhuman obligations that would seem to 
desire the destruction of human nature. And 
those within the faith have inherited the loss 
of the layman's theology; that theology of 
sanctity within and of the world. What is left 
in the wake of this loss seems to be an empty 
faith of religious practices, observances and 
rituals alone with the contingent conviction 
that sanctity is "otherworldly, 11 thus revoking 
the human birthright. The Church bas for cen
turies been marked with this introverted spi~ 
itualness; and even with the great social-mind
ed Popes, starting with Leo XIII, who called 
out for Christian involvement in the world, the 
heresy of uninvolvement goes quietly on, perme
ating generation after generation -- leaving 
the world without the imprint of Christ -
leaving shells of human beings aspiring for di
vinity without understanding that Christ was 
God -- i n c a r n a t e d in human flesh. 
Father Yves de Hontcheuil, in For Men of Action, 
notes that Christ " ••• indeed, appeared to His 
contemporaries as one of them. Not in spite of 
all this, but because of it. He appears to us 
who, like Him, are so deeply marked by our 
times and our race, as a true roan. He is not a 
stranger to us. Irrleed, He lived our human 
life. And as if to emphasize this impression, 
He did not wish to take on the appearance of an 
ascetic life. He came, as he himself says, 
'eating and drinking'." To be Christ-like is 
to take on this mystery: "Through the life of 
Christ, though so human, a charity shines which 
is not horn of man. It is impossible to ex
clude Him from Humanity, and yet impossible to 
limit Him to it. He represents a mystery in 
the clothing of human life. He testifies that 
human life can be lived at a height which sur
passes man ••• (therefore) it suffices to lead a 
life which, in the eyes of the world is fully 
human and integrally Christian, a life which 
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sticks to the world aoo through which God is 
revealed. we owe this witness first of all to 
our milieu.• 

And what has more effect on us than our 
milieu7 The inescapable reality that our exis
tence in our milieu directly affects it for the 
good or bad prohibits daydreaming about future 
milieus: after graduation, after marriage, af
ter retirement, after life. It demands the un
derstanding that we~ -- now; that our unique
ness as individuals means that unless we con
tribute to, participate in, involve ourselves 
with, our milieu -- n o w -- it is losing (and 
the world will lose) for all times what each 
person as a unique being would have brought to 
it. This remains a shuddering responsibility 
for anyone who takes his humanity no less than 
his divinity seriously. 

For the student, his milieu is the learn
ing community of his university, his nation and 
the world. His means of exercising responsib
ility toward his milieu is through participa
tion in the organized structure of these coo.
munities. The broad sweep of this vision 
places a great deal of responsibility and mean
ing in the student' s existence with infinite 
implications for the Christian student. If he, 
through the character of his Baptism, is ob
liged to witness to bis milieu, then he must 
find the means to discharge this obligation. 

* * 
Witness is a mystery itself. It is not 

"good example"; it does not consist of prosely
tism. The Christian working side by side with 
the humanist -- the agnostic or atheistic Im-

manist -- fioos little outward C1i1Terence in 
their co-operative analysis of the ::iilieu an: 
subsequent plans of actior.. In fact, the ne-.: 
awakened Christian at this tL~e in history 
finds to his discomfort that when he revokes 
his inheritance of "otnerworldly" spiritual:~ 
it is ab:iost necessary to serve an apprer.~c~ 
ship under the humanist in order to regain ac 
understanding of the value of humanness. 

The witness the Christian brings to his 
milieu is an impassioned desire for human di;
ni ty, justice: hwtan freedom from poverty, 
lack of opportunity, huaan fulfillment, witn 
the conviction of a lover tr.at can o·,erlook t: 
man weakness, begin again after failure, and 
persist in spite of hopelessness. He brings• 
his milieu a whole body of Christian teac~ 
which, as Pope John XXIII has stated in Mater 
et }:agistra, "rests on one basic principle: 
individual human beings are the foundation, t:. 
cause and the end of every social insti tutioo, 
That is necessarily so, for men are by natu" 
social beings. 11 

The witness of the Christian demands 
presence and cannot justify a provincial iso
lationism from a significant arena of in
volvement, cannot justify a "religiously" 
cloaked reaction to significant controversy, 
and cannot tolerate the use of an authority 
that rein.forces the security of the "unrock~ 
boat• with "religious" vagaries. The requirr. 
ment of love is such that God I s becoming man 
did not end with the crucifixion but conti1111e1 
on as each Christian incarnates himself into 
the world. 

Diary of a Korean Exchange Student 
by KWAK IL HOON 

I have been in this country for almost 9 
months now. During this time I have learned 
a good many things about the U. S. A. and her 
student movement through personal contacts and 
at various formal occasions. !any abbrevia
tions and strange concepts sound quite natural 
now while they sounded foreign in the begin
ning of the year. However, knowing the com
plexi ty and plurality of the society I really 
am not sure if I have an adequate uooerstand
ing of this community. 

Before this effort of mine to write some
thing about my impressions and evaluation of 
student life and the community as a whole, I 
tried several other forms of writing, about 
which I did not feel safe. Therefore, finally, 
I decided to substitute excerpts of my diary. 
I tried to make this more or less coherent by 

centering it around. issues such as In Loco 
Parentis, segregation, apathy, etc. 

• • • • 
I still don't understaoo how "Liberals' 

and "Conservatives" have grown so far apart 
from each other. Like the two party system, 
it may help both groups to be more active. 
However, I believe that it is detrimental for 
any society to be so sharply divided and thus 
lack a feeling of unity. Harmonious society 
can only be achieved when people try to und~~ 
staoo others' opinions and positions. I thicl 
I should look at things with more analytical 
eyes during my stay here. Maybe an analytical 
mind is one of the elements of the Western 
world. 



* * * * 
I am more and more amazed at the variety 

student activities. This may be the plur
American society. 

* 
I am involved in a col11!1li.ttee which they 

ull the Committee of 42. One thing bothers 
very much about the committee. I somehow 

rel that almost half of them joined the com
ttee to keep up their image as a big man on 
npus, They are not too enthusiastic. I 
sh I could help the commit tee, but I do not 

the situation. I have to study 

* 
I am so disappointed to know that most 

dents signed the petition not because they 
orsed it but oecause it was easier to sign 
n to talk about the issue. As a matter of 

!act quite a few students ciid not know what it 
s when they signed it. To them it was one 

of T-H-0-S-E petitions which :1ould make no 
'fference. 

it seems that petition is a real 
communication and protest as well. 

wever, by using it too much it has beco:ne 
·te and meaningless here, and so students 
ss it off lightly. How the hell do they 

(student activists) expect the administration's 
e attention? This remindc me of the fact 

that when friends meet after a long time they 
say, 11How are you, you bastard", instead of 
ly dear friend, I missed you for so long a 

time. How are you 711• It seems to me that the 
reason they do this is that they use the lat

r expression so much that it sounds trite 
arrl somehow wrong and does not convey the con
enial feeling. So t he:,r say YOU BAST ARD. 

I hate those ladies who always say "Ohl 
Aren't they darling! It's just wonderful!" 
hen actually "That's good" is enough. When 
1 sing, people say that I have a "wonderful" 
oice, At most I have a •good" voice. People 
hould reserve especial adjectives and mea-

es for more important and proper times. 
11Special issue" -- most periodicals like 

hat title, and it was successful in the be
ginning, but since there is not any 11non-spe
ial-issue11 this has now become meaningless. 

* * * 

President Carr r.aid in his speech about 

the small dormitory issue that undergraduates 
should not challenge decisions made by mature 
adults. Are students mature? Though this is 
a very general question the college adminis
tra tion would say No I Let' s say no. Now, 
what should school authority try? Is it good 
for the:n to take the attitude "You immature 
undergraduates, stay out; we will make deci
sions for you 117 When will the students be ma
ture? Are adults really mature when they take 
this kind of stand? I think the best way for 
us students to fight "in loco parentis" is to 
prove ourselves responsible. We must do some
thing positive to prove our maturity. 1{e 
must display the ability to control and mod
erate our vigor and show them how discreet we 
can be. Are we trustworthy? I am not sure. 
Too many of our actions inevitably include 
trifling things and hurt the image of maturity 
we are trying to build. 

• 
I have found what I think is one of the 

most unfortunate situations on the campus. 
Though there are always very valuable foru:ns 
or speeches, few people co:ne, and now I can 
predict whom I will see at a certain meeting. 
Furthermore, if the meeting is sponsored ~ya 
liberal group or if the speaker is known as 
being out-spoken, conservatives don't come. 
The opposite situation is also true. They 
choose their side first, then pick up sup
porting ideology, and do not listen to the 
other side. This attitude brings them to a 
more and more extreme position. It is exclu
sionism rather than positive assertion of one~ 
belief. We should always be willing to listen 
to different opinions and to change our views 
and attitudes if necessary. The good quality 
of college life (freedom in pursuit of differ
ent ideologies without cornmitting oneself too 
much) is driven to the far corner by narrow
minded stubbornness. I hope I a~ wrong. 

• * 
I heard Mrs. r1ae Yiallory speaking about 

her experiences in the South. Was she mili
tant! She did not want to use the word 
"Negro". Instead, she said 11.Afro-american". 
.Advocating violent action she shouted, 11':Jhat 
has been done in the hundred years since the 
Emancipation Proclamation? I tell you that 
two years of violent action will bring real 
change. Let's not be chicken. Let's try for 
two years I" 

She reminded me of the Black Yillslim move-
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ment. Since the Civil War there has been al
most no movement a6itating for rights for the 
Negro. The non-violent movement did start a 
couple of years ago. It brought many good 
changes and will continue to do so. I talked 
with her after her talk but she was not dis
posed to listen to me. It's horrifying to 
think that even though she is working for 
rights for Negroes, if she is successful in 
provoking violent action the law would not be 
on her side. The Oberlin group was very calm 
and rational. But is ;berlin typical or 
unique? I am worried. 

* * * * 
Tonight Student Council voteci to send a 

telegram to Governor JiSalle giving reasons 
why }'Jrs. Mae ,4.allory soould not. be extradited. 
Only one person knew about her case, but all 
voted for the motion anyhow. Due to my effort 
it was changed and modified so that the reason 
we didn't want extradition was because we were 
afraid she would get an unjust trial. It 
seems to me, however, that Student Council 
would have been wise not to 'lave done anything 
at all. In the first Jlace, it is not our 
right to 6ive a value ~udg:aent. on her inno
cence or guilt. Secondly, it is quite clear 
that she will be extradited. In the third 
place, she is likely to have a pretty fair 
trial. But if she is given an unjust trial, 
the effect of such a telegram protesting the 
injustice of the trial would be much greater, 
especially since her case is pretty well and 
widely known. I really t~unk tnat to try to 
do too many things is detri:nental to the coun
cil and student movement. 

Is this not one of the elements helping 
to form a more apathP.tic attitude in the stu
dents? I wonder if there is aey way that I 
can persuade them to save energy and means for 
more important and proper occasions. I guess 
the best way for me to bet~ve in this situa
tion is to talk with more or less apathetic 
students and try to direct tneir interest in 
student movement rather than doing something 
with activists on the campus. Unless some
thing really important happens I 111 not be ac
tive on this campus. 

* * * 
The peace issue is at its high peak now. 

It is amazing how people think about problems 
like this. No one says that he does not like 
peace. But how many people try to do some-

thing for that cause? "Disarmament is good 
but it's impossible. So why bother?" I gu 
it is easier to take a negative attitude to, 
ward problems like this. True, people desi 
something when it seems to be possible. Poi 
bility provokes desirability. But isn't the 
reverse true too7 If I desire something I 
think I should try to make it possible or 
realized. Negativism prevails too much in 
society. There must be some solution to tbi• 
Perhaps EDUCATION. I am glad to see growi"6 
concern on the peace issue, and people's po~ 
itive action. 

* * * * 
Swarthmore conference [on disarmamen.s] 

really stimulating. I really am grateful 14 
those who made it possible for me to learn 
more about the problems involved in disarma
ment. Paul said (rather complained) that 
there was no conclusion reached at the confe~ 
ence. But is it possible to reach a general 
consensus now? This is an immensely compli~ 
ed issue, and through extensive study and c 
stant exchange of different views and ideas• 
can approach a solution which will be agre&
able to the majority. We need time to assil!• 
late the different views. I am very optimi~ 
tic about the issue. After all, it is ju~ 
the beginning of such effort. 

One student who helped prepare the co~ 
ference was telling me that SPU .[student Peaa 
UnioJl7 is making a mistake in becoming a sort 
of action group. It may be true. And then 
added that he will try to organize another 
peace group. Good grief I What's wrong with 
these guys! There cannot be uniformity of 
ideas or opinion. If their general aims and 
goals are the same why not try to co-operate! 

So many small organizations confuse the 
miix!s of people. I receive a lot of JUNK 
(newsletters, mimeographed sheets and whatool 
which say essentially the same thing. What 1 

waste of time and energy and money. 

• • • * 
NSA [National Student Association7 has 

problems. This best-organized student assoc!• 
ation in the world needs more people who wan\ 
to do something meaningful. 

How representative is NSA? Those on the 
defensive side simply try to esc.ipe the di!fi· 
cult situation and do nothing further about I 
This is not a structural defect but a perso~ 
nel defect. 
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It is amazin~ to find out how many people 
not know what IISA means. It has got to 

nape up. 
On the other hand, those guys who accused 

A of its unrepresentativeness make me sick. 
h'hen they say "unrepresentative" they are say
ing that NSA is supposed to be representative. 

d if they think it is not as it should be, 
Hey should try to better the situation. And 

certainly not to withdraw from NSA. I guess I 
still too much a foreigner. 

* * * 

I think that generally young people are 
re progressive than old people, and under
veloped countries are more so than developed 

ones, Rich people naturally fear social 
change for they have somethin 6 which they may 
lose in a change. So they become conservative. 
!lley won't change. The situation continues, 

t someday they won I t be able to fight social 
c nge any more, and will lose all. If they 
c .ange along with the changing society -- ide

ogy, norms, system, institution, customs -
mptly enough, would they lose all? Revolu

tion is not desirable. But if one does not 
like evolution either, he is inviting a revo
lution. When I was watching a bridge game the 
other day, one fellow said to his partner, 
'When you have losers get rid of them first. 
bless you do so you will lose the whole game. 11 

is, I think, is a truth. I think I've got 
learn how to play bridge. 

* * * * 

I was riding icy bike one day when I 
passed a small gang of grade school kids. One 
boy suddenly yelled, "Give me a J. Give me an 
A. Give me a P. Nov what you got?" Other 
kids screamed in uni.son 11JAPI II On rrzy way back 
they were yelling "Remember tne Pearl Harbor." 

stopped and caught one boy and visi. ted his 
&use and talked with his mother. When she 
learned that I was a Korean she made her son 

logize. But that was not what I wanted at 
11. Re was about 11 years old -- he was not 

bol'!). until after the war. Obviously he heard 
bout the war from adults, and I think his 
other was this way, too. 11Johnny, Japs at

tacked Pearl Harbor by surprise and killed 
aey people. We should always be alert so 

that those damn Japs will never come again. 
You never know when they're going to attack us 
•~ain. 11 etc. , might have been her indoctrinary 
lines. If one has enough knowledge about some
bing, it is not dangerous. But when a boy 

has a vague kind of prejudice or fear, it is 
dangerous. It is amazing to know how many 
Americans are seized by a fever of fear for 
Communism. It think it is very dangerous. 
They feel defeated, that Communism will win 
over; they don't know how to defend themselves. 
They are filled with an unknown fear. Cap
tives of defeatism! 

* * * * 
I think Americans are geniuses at ration

alizing things which are obviously wrong or 
bad. The Co-op Bookstore charges higher 
prices than they want to to make up for the 
loss on stolen books. When I talked about 
this with stujents here, one said, "Maybe it 
is not too bad an ide~ to steal a book, study 
hard and serve the society better in the fu
ture." One boy was fined $100 by the court 
because he was caught shop-lifting, This was 
reported in the "Cleveland Plain Dealer" (the 
main daily paper in Ohio). when I talked this 
matter over with one of rrzy better acquaint
ances here he said, "But, you see, Hoon, those 
shops are monopolies and they charge more than 
they should. They ilre exploiting us. And 
after all, shop-lifting is not too bad on a 
fat shopowner. 11 On rainy days umbrellas are 
stolen in the library. If a bike is parked 
unlocked they just ride it somewhere and aban
don it, if they don't just keep it. But al
ways there are reasons and excuses. 

* * * * 
It was a real good conference. (On neu

tralism at Purdue Univ., Indiana.) But at the 
last session, which was a banquet speech, ProL 
Foster of Purdue University criticized five 
brilliant key note speakers and praised the 
one who I thought was the only bad speaker. 
This bothered me very much. It was indeed in.
discreet of him even to attempt to make com
ments on guest speakers as a host. Further
more, he was very biased in his remarks. Dr. 
Rostow, Dr. Hans Kohn and other speakers who 
spoke in liberal language were wrong, accord
ing to him. Perhaps if he had approached the 
situation in a scholastic, academic and re
searching manner, I would not object to him as 
much. But how dare he make judgment as to 
whether they were good or bad, right or wrong? 

Prof. Kingsley Davis said that neutralism 
is immoral, and besides that a neutral may be 
an enerrzy, and if the US gives them aid the US 
is helping a possible enemy. What a withdraw
alisml When he says that neutral countries 
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111ay turn out to be ene:nies, he should know 
tnat those countries are also potential allies. 
And if so, why not try to make them friends 
rather than making them real enemies by nega
tive action? This country is full of withdra~ 
alism (isolationiSill) and negatiVi.sm. 

* * * 

I noticed basketball stands in the back
yards of leaning houses while we were driving 
all morning along the Hississippi highway. 
The question to my wonder was that Negroes re
gard sports as one of the best 1neans to ac
quire social status. It is just about the 
only field where they can conpete with whites 
and in fact they often surpass white men. 
That answer rer.,indetl ,:ie of :he composition of 
the US. Olympic team. 

* * * 
I talked with an editor (reporter?) of a 

,·1ississippi daily newspaper. To m.y amazement, 
tnere was much corruption; illegal liquor, 
gambling, etc. The sheriff who is at the same 
time a tax collector ls the center of corrup
tion with an ideal combi.1ation of powers -
taxation and law-enforcement. The former 
mayor is runnin 5 for sheriff to :nake some mon
ey (accordin 5 to him it is easy to make a mil
lion d:.irin.; a two-year term). ,o/hen I asked the 
ed. about the racial situation, he wanted to 
make it clear that ne was a segregationist. 
out in the course of the discussion, I found 
out tnat he was not a segregationist. He just 
wanted to make his social position and job 
safe. He is a man brave eno!.lgi1 to denounce 
the gambling and illegal liquor practices, but 
when the question of segre 6ation arose he felt 
he had no choice. I think there must be a 
good maey such people. 

The chairman of the local citizens coun
cil blushed (obviously he felt shameful) when 
he was asked to speak to our group abo:.it his 
segregationist position. r.e provided us with 
3 chance to talk with another council member 
who never showed up. 

The South is changing. Zven outspoken 
segregationists nowadays say that "There is 
segregation in the North, too. It is unfair 
that only the South is blamed. 11 This is a 
great chane:;e. 

The desegregation organizations have so 
far been a real success in deploring the inhu
manity of segregation. It seems to me, how
ever, tbaC they should also try to eliminate 
the kind of minority feeling and fear which 

exists in the integrationists and syirpatbisers. 
They should do this through publicatiJns of 
various kinds. They should widely publicize 
good conditions (of both whites and Negroes) 
where integration has been more or less 
achieved. By doing so, it will enhance the 
willingness to accept the trend of tno!.lght 
that after all, desegregation shall be real
ized all over the South sooner or later. 

* * * 
It was very nice to meet Dr. Borinsky am 

to talk with him. I was impressed by his en
thusiasm for a solution of t. e racial problel 
am also by his theory of "academic break
through". I am glad that NSA is working out 
an exchange program based on this theory. Big 
enterprisers are cunning enough to use segre• 
gation to keep low wages and turn the poor 
white I s anger to i egroes rather than to the~. 
It is a :nost unbearable thing. However, there 
are good possibilities for manipulating the 
interest of big enterprise in favor of desegre
gation. This is because there are some busi• 
nesses which by nature suffer because of seg
regation. And they have influence on their 
respective communities. Atlanta is a good ex• 
ample. It's real nice to see changes for the 
good. 

* * * 
Long Live ArchbishoP. I Jjor excommunicat

ing three segregationist~? 
Though I have been critical about the 

hierarchical structure of the Catholic Churcn, 
I am now grateful for that structure. Way to 
go Archbishop! 

* * * * 
I think HUAC is not checking un-American 

activities but performing the most outstandini 
un-American actiVi.ties with great publicity, 
efficiency and expediency. If I were a Com
munist I would support the HUAC because it 
hurts the u.s.•s beautiful image of being a 
land of freedom, which is now a great obstacle 
to world Communism in the cold war. · 

* * * 

Pres. Carr said in effect that he is all 
for student opposition to HUAC. Then he add~ 
that he felt sorry that Student Council and tlJ 
student body did not save their energy for mo~ 
important issues like HUAC. I really agree. 
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academic freedom 

l::-•• GEW 

itED BAN DECRIED AT CITY COLLEGE (N.Y.). 1 

GEORGE LINCOW ROCKWELL AND GUS HALL INVITED TO HUNTER COLLEGE.2 

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA SIDDENTS JAILED OVER HUAC PROTEST) 

Because of the renewed fervor of American 
college students in combatting the suppression 
of academic freedom, it is strategically im
portant to trace the roots of this struggle to 
the secondary school level. This article at
tempts to expose the limitations on the exer
cise of academic and political freedom in the 
American high school. Forty-seven per cent of 
our high school graduates do not go on to high
er education, 4 and thus high school provides a 
final opportunity for these Americans to re
ceive an adequate political education. The 
following report (primarily based on personal 
interviews) was undertaken in America's sup
posedly most enlightened cosmopolitan commun
ity. 

Prior to interviewing a myriad of stud
ents, teachers, and administrators throughout 
the New York City school system, I expected to 
encounter clashing opinions and ideas, and 
conflicting solutions for the problems of res
tricted academic freedom and inadequate poli
tical education. The material subsequently 
gathered together has provided me with quite a 
shock. The devils and the angels real or 
imagined within New York City's public schools 
have been consistently exposed with clarity 
and ease. Of course, these devils and angels 
are interchangeable depending upon one's point 
of View -- but the fact remains that almost 
everyone involved looks to relatively few sit
uations as objects or praise or contempt. 

One hundred and sixty-seven high school 
student leaders of both liberal and conserva
tive persuasion have had very similar experi
ences, and voice comparable complaints. Their 
experiences direct us to some of the most ser
iously infected sores on the educational arm 
of a supposedly free social body. The broadest 

and most vehement accusation hurled by New 
York City high school students is aimed at the 
nature of their school administrations. The 
"administration" is generally conceived of in 
the person of the principal, in league with 
the faculty advisors to the student governments 
and school newspaper. The students view these 
triumvirates as unimaginative, dull, afraid, 
unsympathetic, and suppressive. 

In almost every school, student groups 
concerned with politics or social protest are 
not permitted to function (unless, sometimes, 
they are affiliated with the Republican or 
Democratic parties, hardly a base for diversi
fied political experience). Even the distri
bution of leaflets announcing a Student Peace 
Union, SANE, or Young Americans for Freedom 
meeting, or any sort of student political 
gathering, is not permitted. There have been 
innumerable instances of students seriously 
reprimanded for distributing such handbills, 
one specific case of suspension having been 
brought to my attention. The formation of in
dependent protest groups, such as several stu
dents uniting to back freedom rides with fin
ancial support, is discouraged, and more often, 
forbidden. ri'aey students who tried to interest 
others in their schools in political clubs, or 
in temporary social action groups (sin-ins, 
etc.) were officially "advised" not to go so, 
and were labelled "reds" and "beatniks" by 
fellow students and many of their teachers. 
The possibility of being ostracized for merely 
expressing an unpopular opinion is a tragic 
aspect of the educational experience. For 
liberal students, especially those members of 
the colorful 11redff or 11pink 11 Student Peace Un
ion, being called every pejorative associated 
with the Communists is frequent. From the 
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maey I have selected two representative occur
rences to offer some idea of the extent of 
such anti-peace sentiments: 

In ~rasmus High School, Brooklyn, the 
school newspaper, The Dutcnnan, published an 
editorial in October, 1961, entitled "rtussian 
Perfidy,N and among other things, it charged 
that Student SANE members in their school had 
not made any demonstrations against Soviet 
testing, and that SANE members were prejudiced 
against their own country. The SANE'rs, who, 
like so many others across the nation, bad in
deed picketed the Soviet &.bassy, therefore 
wrote a letter disclosing the correct circum
stances to the school paper. ,las it printed? 
Not a chance. The editor claimed there was 
"no room" for the letter. After this editor
ial was published, Erasmus students made a ha
bit of calling peace group members "card-carry
ing Communists" and 11:leds." ,lhy not? Their 
only source of informatio~as their school pa
per -- and just as their G.O. is supposed to 
be an example of a democratic government, the 
school ,>aper too must be representative of Aln
erica' s unimpeachable free press. 

In Francis Lewis High School, Queens, a 
highly interesting situation occurred, which 
would be amusing if the educational process 
were not so vital to the ultimate survival and 
advancement of contemporary society. This 
school's administration, as appraised by sev
eral of its students, is detached from student 
aspirations. The student government is re
garded as "an elected social club, 11 the prin
cipal is termed •highly conservative, 11 and the 
school paper, The Patriot, issued an editorial 
during the past academic year attacking the 
"subversive" activities of students who pro
tested Civil Defense Air Raid Drills, and 
charged them with "psychological resistance" 
(which certainly sounds like some heinous 
crime). Parents complain tnat when the PTA 
had some important topic of discussion, the 
school's principal was somewhere presiding 
over a prayer meeting, scheduled at the same 
time as the PTA gathering. 

The neglectful attitude of most teachers 
and administrators cannot be ignored. "High 
school is not the place for a political educa
tion," is a representative statement from a 
New York teacher. "College is when fsi£7 
these matters should be presented to the stud
ent.• This statement seems reasonable. But 
considering that two-thirds? of American high 
school students never see the inside of a col
lege classroom, these teachers are in effect 
saying tha~ the majority of Americans should 
not play a role in understanding and resolving 

current problems. 
This situation is certainly a factor in 

explaining why many Americans today complain 
of the mediocrity (and sometimes the stupidity) 
of our leadership. Examine the insufficient · 
educational opportunities this electorate wa~ 
offered to understand the issues. and the prev. 
alent attitude of "Let the colleges worry 
about political education" is seen for the fa~ 
tasy that it is. If the college has the "ob
ligation of developing leaders," according to 
one teacher, then it is the job of the high 
school to develop a thinking electorate. Un
til our secondary school educators realize 
their obligation of releasing the concerned 
students from the fear of reprisal for vocally 
expressing his opinions, and of guiding the 
remainder of the students toward exploration 
and experience, our leadership and national 
destiny will decline hand in hand. 

"The school is a social institution," 
states one Board of F.ducation official, "and a 
as such it is responsible to the people it 
serves." He goes on to state that, therefore, 
the school is unable to take the initiative, 
but must adhere to the trends firmly estab
lished by the immediate community and the ser 
ciety at large. But there are teachers and 
administrators who disagree. "The school must 
assume leadership in the colllDlunity," says an
other educator, "and must not worry so much 
about the parents' reaction.• The public, 
that huge, sluBgish, terrible reservoir of 
superior decision is a bugaboo in maey profe~ 
sional and social situations. When a delega
tio!l of students at one high school approached 
their principal to seek his permission to in
vi te Norman Thomas to speak, his quick res
ponse was, 11Wha t will the parents say? TheyU 
call me up the next morning am chew my ear 
off. They 111 drive me nuts. l o I " But there 
are those who feel differently. In the opin
ion of one teacher, it is more arbitrary to 
refuse to invite speakers because of a few coo
plaining parents, than it would be if the 
school went ahead to permit the interested ma
jority of students to encounter various ideas 
from speakers representing many points of view, 

The High School of Husic and Art in Man
hat tan, one of New rork's exceptional educa-. 
tional institutions,B has successfully solved 
this problem of controversy in the community. 
•To avoid pressures and disagreements from 
faculty and parents," a department chairman 
informed me, "we always present both points o! 
view; sometimes we have two opposing speakers 
on the same program, and other times they are 
scheduled a few days or a week apart. 11 This 
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intelligent, simple, and see:ningly satisfying 
approach is rejected by most school adminis
trations. 11Too much trouble, 11 and 11We don't 
want to get involved" are constants. But what 
is it they don I t want 11to get involved" in7 
After all, education is supposed to be their 
business. 

Nevertheless, the fact remains that ex
cept for an occasional state assemblyman, pol
itical speakers and advocates of social action 
are literally unheard of in high school audi
toriums or classrooms. Students are sometimes 
exposed to the workings of our two-party sys
tem with its one-party personality, never 
realizing that there exist other Americans 
with fresh solutions for leading us out of the 
maze our two parties have jointly trapped us 
in, 

The student governments in Hew York are 
equally as biased and unenthusiastic. I 
served in a rather •machine 11-type G.O. for 
three years in one of New York I s more liberal 
high schools. I experienced the same frustra
tions described to me by innumerable student 
leaders. we have watched students of great 
capacity relegated to the roles of dance-plan
ners, forbidden to lead their fellows in poli
tical debates, discussions, protests, or re
lated activities. Following is a representa
tive account of a situation involving academic 
freedom, where an individual clashes with a 
student government. 

A student, named Mark, wants to organize 
a chapter of the (theoretical) American Stud
ents fJr Peace and Sobriety (ASPS). In school, 
he discusses his plans with several other stud
ents, and also consul ts a teacher, who informs 
Y.ark that in order to organize any sort of 
group within the school the permission of the 
G.O. must be attained. Mark petitions the bi
monthly G.O. Council9 meeting. Upon hearing 
V~rk's request, the student president leaps to 
his feet and declares that "we were not electro 
to direct student political opinion, " and goes 
on to deny a charter. Of course, Hark never 
asked the G.O. Council to direct anyone's poli
ti.cal beliefs -- stimulating them is what he 
suggested -- but this overpowering distinction 
between the exercise of political tyranny and 
the stimulation of political interest was invi
sible to this student president. Mark there
fore tries to contact friends outside of 
School, but this proves too difficult, for 
school is the one place where youths are 
brought together in a serious atmosphere, and 
there it is much easier to reach them as an 
organized group. He therefore once more at
tempts to gain support inside of his school, 

and is reported to the principal, who warns 
ri.ark that since no individual is an expert on 
the Cold War or alcohol, no one has the right 
to advocate personal solutions. Hark persists, 
and his father is called into school. The 
principal tells l"iark' s father that his son 
won't get into college if he creates a contro
versy and upsets school rules. Mark's father, 
in all practicality, forbids his son to stand 
up for his ideals. The school newspaper had 
learned of Mark's plans, and prints a personal 
attack on him and his few supporters, mention
ing "certain students. 11 Of course, the school 
is aware of just who the paper is referring to. 
Mark returns to his regular routine, defeated, 
embarrassed, and defenseless. 

This description is a composite portrait 
of two actual happenings, and is only one of 
hundreds of such mockeries of education occur
ring within the New York City school system 
each year. 

The institution of the faculty advisor, 
by the way, is of great import. Each student 
organization, be it a camera club or an ath
letic team, must, by regulation, have a fac
ulty advisor guiding its activities. The G.O. 
and the school newspaper are not exceptions. 
Naturally, faculty supervision is usually nec
essary, but when a smile or a frown from the 
faculty advisor at a G.O. Council meeting de
cides the votes of most of the delegates, the 
situation is indeed deplorable. The student 
governments as an excellent lesson in democra
cy are held up for community praise. It is, 
conversely, as reported to me by many G.O. 
leaders, a lesson in corruption, betrayal, 
pressures, and autocracy which disillusions so 
many of our young students interested in poli
tics. That "politics" is a dirty word is for
ever after accepted. 

The question of textbooks1O is of prime 
importance. Some teachers have whispered to 
me that the American Legion must okay every 
history book used in New York City schools, 
while others have loudly voiced their denunci
ation of the "pinkoes• who authored history 
works. A Board of Education official provides 
us with the answer of how texts are selected 
for use in New York schools. A committee of 
unidentified11 teachers is selected each year 
to read numerous tax.ts and choose from these 
the ones acceptable for use in New York City. 
These teachers are not paid for their services, 
and their names are at no time released. Tnis 
method of selection is satisfactory to most, 
so the cause for the poor quality of history 
textbooks found in New York schools must lie 
elsewhere. 
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"The publishers themselves have compro
mised history." A rather brutal accusation 
made by a history teacher. Most critical his
tory teachers are making equivalent complaints. 
"To sell their product in every section of the 
United States, the publishers insure that no 
one is insulted, no one section is criticized; 
today's students do not realize that the Soutb 
really lost the Civil War! 11 The chairman of a 
high school history department told me that in 
the effort of new textbooks to apologize for 
Germany "Chamberlain seems 1!!2!:! responsible 
for World War II than Hitler." A dull, grey
ish image of mediocrity is presented, with the 
passion and fire, and worst of all, the truth 
of a situation, drained from almost all texts 
in current use. 

The dollar has taken precedence over 
truth. Therefore, the New York City high 
school student is presented with an American 
history textbook that offers a few lines about 
the destruction of the American Indian nation, 
little more than the spirit of "Remember the 
Alamo!" about the role of the U.S. in agitating 
the Mexican War, and the sinking of tt~ Maine 
as a summation of the causes of the Spanish
American War. Internationally, the Russian 
citizen is depicted as a crude peasa~t devoid 
of aey private possessions, and the Cold War 
is a bitter conflict initiated by the Russians 
(and they've been waging it all on their own 
ever since). The vital aspects of revised 
Communist ideology since Lenin and Stalin (the 
negation of the tenet that a shooting war must 
be commenced by the Communists to finish off 
capitalism), and other basic yet significant 
details such as these are neglected. 

Ex:amining the publication date of most 
books used io social studies courses, one dis
covers that they were originally published in 
the mid-'JO's, with perhaps a revision date 
extending to 1941. Students must read hastily 
composed sketchy supplements to learn of the 
results of World War II, the Korean War, the 
development of atomic power, and the current 
status of the Cold War. Administrators and 
many Board of F.d. officials explain, "With the 
present scientific competition going on be
tween us and the Russians, math and science 
courses have the highest priority for receiving 
new texts and special materials." As one ex-

cellent and interested history teacher re
marked, we are heading towards a world of di~ 
organized populations wandering around in mo~ 
star laboratories, with no trained men to run 
governments or perform social work. 

When a student leaves high school, his 
image of the current world conflict is in~ 
pathy with the well-publicized Voice of Ameri
ca advertisement which reads: "WE WILL BURY 
YOU," imposed upon a stormy photo of Khruschev 
threatening each and every American citizen. 
The student' s reaction, to the joy of many in 
Washington and elsewhere, is, "the only thill8 
left to do is bury them first." This simpli~ 
tic logic, revealing a lack of knowledge of 
the problems humanity faces around the globe 
today has been encouraged by lackluster text
books; by teachers who warn of no job oppor
tunities or of exclusion from college if one 
expresses an unpopular opinion; administrators 
who guard their students against "radical" 
ideas. This "obligation" of the school to tM 
community is too often used as an excuse to 
imprison students within a classromm-cell of 
ignorance and precaution. 

Our educational shortcomings must be ac
knowledged and then corrected before the Uni• 
ted States has assumed a secondary, or even a 
subservient role, in shaping the destiny of 
mankind. As forecast by many within the field 
of education, America is ripe for a national 
trauma in the near future. F.ducation, often 
lauded as our most powerful natural resource, 
is not receiving the 5O-odd billions a year 
the military is. Federal aid to education, 
from the primary through the higher levels, 
would be the fundamental step to reverse cur
rent educational trends. 

We seem to be indirectly creating a soci• 
ety of automatons conditioned never to step 
out of line. Even when one's actions are 
readily appraised as beneficial to society, it 
is impossible to successfully assume an indiv• 
idual stand. America may soon be in a state 
of voluntary paralysis -- rigid, inflexible, 
and sterile. Only the pursuance of educational 
policies which will present our youth with 
realities and not sugar-coated American dreams, 
can revive the stark and dynamic American 
Dream which certainly has a place in the realm 
of fact and future. 

l .Q .Q 1 ll .Q 1 J .§ 

1) 1'.!!21!2!! ~ ~. Nov, J, 1961, p. 22, col, 8, 
2) ~ ~ York Times, Har. 1.3, 1962, p. 5, sec. 1, cols 5-6. 
J) I got sick of searching the microfilm -- you can get the real verbatim headline for this one 

that I composed myself. 
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According to W. vance Grant, Educational statistician, U.S. Office of Education, Department 
of Health, Education and Welfare. These figures relayed to me in a personal letter. 
Student Governments in New fork City are generally termed the General Organization (G.O.). 
The G.O. is responsible for conducting all student social affairs, with a few additional 
minor administrative duties. 
Students professing a belief in disarmament, or known to be members of a "pro-peace" organi
zation, are often referred to as beatniks, whether their apparel adheres to the popular con
ception of a beatnik .Q!: not. Contrary to being "beat, 11 the philosophy of these students is 
one of activism and concern -- they do not ostracize themselves and shout from the outside 
fringes of society. 

7 See footnote /2. These 2/Jrds are not graduates, but the whole body of students who entered 
the ninth grade. 
Music and Art specializes in the instruction of the fine and commercial arts, classical 
music, composition, conducting, etc. Students must pass rigorous entrance exams. 

9 The G.O. Council is usually composed of the elected presidents of the freshman, sophomore, 
junior and senior classes, the elected school-wide (G.O.) president, vice-president, and 
secretary, and the faculty advisor. The G.O. President is chairman. These eight persons 
have one vote each on any given proposal or bill. Sitting in are the school's student repre
sentatives to the City-wide G.O. Council, and the borough council. 

0) Referring here to history and social studies texts, used in such courses as A.11erican History 
European History, Economics, Civics, Citizenship, etc. ' 

) These teachers are supposedly known only to the principal of their own school, and to a re
presentative of the Board of Education. 

tENNEDY , EN™ 
, by WU.SON C. McWILUAffl J 

Two years have passed since 1-ir. Kennedy's 
lection. This November his administration 
aces its first public test, in a political 
imosphere characterized by declining, but 
till massive, popularity. The hopes of the 
mocratic electorate have almost certainly 

een satisfied with Nr. Kennedy as a public -
nd even more as a private -- figure; they 
ve been equally frustrated by Nr. Kennedy as 
maker of policy. Some saw, in those days of 
60, the rosy dawning of a resurrected and 
en greater New Deal.. Mr. Kennedy's often 

S
iced, if somewhat unspecific, desire to "get 
erica moving again", and the public response 

hat this desire bad met, seemd to portend an 
dministration vigorously co:icerned to use Am

erican affluence in a positive effort to meet 
the massive problems of the age. Commentators 
alX! reporters, moreover, expressed confidence 
that the Kennedy "know-how" and "realism" that 

d steered his "team" to an easy convention 
Victory and a successful campaign would sur

unt the problems which confronted enactment 

of a new program. 11 Sena tor Kennedy, " said a 
respected columnist, "is a political pro." 

Undouhtedly, one should not hold the 
press responsible for the comments made in a 
season of campaign. The President undeniably 
looked better in contrast to the sallow and 
stubbled visage of Richard M. Nixon, intellec
tually and politically as well as physically. 

Moreover, after two terms under Eisen
hower, the working press and the public may be 
pardoned if they saw in Kennedy the farsighted 
and forceful leader demanded by the age. 

But the administration's record in its 
first two yaars has been a remarkably sterile 
one; rather, sterility has been characteristic 
of its greatest achievements. Its positive 
actions -- the tragi-comedy of the Cuban in
vasion, its disastrous searchings after a for
eign policy throughout the world, and the cat
astrophe of the Space Communications Bill, have 
been notable for their negative results. In
deed, there are times when the latest catas
trophe of the Telstar debate cloture and the 
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bill associated with it, appears like Roose
veltism run mad. Convinced of the necessity 
of"doing something,N even if it should fail, 
and balked by a Congress where success seemed 
likely, the Administration seems to have de
liberately cnosen to fail: to silence its 
supporters, to force last-ditch loyalists like 
Senator Humphrey into farcical public perform
ances (as it did earlier with Mr. Stevenson in 
the U.N. on the Cuban invasion), and to crow
ingly exult in a "triumphant" enactment of a 
bill few Democrats would have willingly looked 
in the face. 

Massive and menacing unemployment contin
ues to confront the state. The President's d&
nial that action was needed was sounded in the 
accents of a Hoover; what is worse, even the 
proposals he considered for ending the crisis, 
tax cuts and the like, appear to have been cut 
from the patterns of Republican orthodoxy. 

Yet there is little doubt that in spite of 
considering its record, the Administration en
joys a fantastic national popularity, and GOP 
candidates continue to run tooth and toenail 
against being nominated in 1964. 

Certainly both aspects of the administra
tion -- its failures and its popularity -- need 
explanation. 

At the beginning of this year, Professor 
Hans Morgenthau authored an analysis called 
"The Trouble with Kennedy. 111 Since Prof. Mor
genthau has found fault with all statesmen 
since Bismarck, it is no surprise that be 
should emerge in the role of critic; it is e
qually unsurprising that his criticisms should 
be pungent and provocative. t..r. Kennedy, con
tended Morgenthau, seeks for •certainty" and 
"predictability• in the making of foreign pol
icy. Not finding it, he seeks to mitigate or 
eliminate his indecision with more and more in
formation, which creates an undue reliance on 
his advisors. Moreover, since these advisors 
themselves cannot find the certainty the Pres
ident seeks, they are cast in the role of as
trologers striving to create the illusion of 
certainty. But, concluded Morgenthau, there 
is no substitute for the •tragic sense of pol
itics," the knowledge that risk and even loss 
are inevitable, that certainty is unobtainable, 
that man must accept his finiteness in a cos
mos of infinite dimensions and a world of vir
tually limitles~ power. 

Yet as has been his wont, Prof. Morgen
thau sought to exclude domestic policy from 
his analysis. Here, lforgenthau believes, the 
predictability and certainty the President de
sired may be approximated. This element -- a 
consistent one -- of Morgenthau's theories 

marks him as a profound and intriguing stud 
of international politics. Domestic politic, 
is full of the very tragic or ironic realiti 
which he sees abroad, as his frequent ally, 
Dr. Reinhold Niebuhr, has pointed out.2 The 
President's failure is, if anything, more 
marked in domestic than in foreign affairs, 

Of course, confronting a Congress domi~ 
ated by a conservative coalition, the Presid 
had great difficulties to overcome. But the 
are a number of issues on which Presidential 
leadership was ineffective or lacking, in wbi 
the President was unable to influence even 
ators and Representatives known to be favora 
to his basic outlook and policy. And perhapi 
most important, the problem of Congressional 
negativism provides little excuse for the ad, 
lation showered on so negative an achiev8l!!eot 
as the Telstar bill. If one cannot advance, 
it is not necessary to advocate retreat. 

The President has revealed that he seek, 
the same predictability and certainty in doii'r 
estic as he does in foreign affairs, and wi~ 
the same result. What Morgentnau sees as the 
•tragic" factor in politics, is stated perhap1 
more accurately and proverbially by the term, 
"the human factor.• The President has never 
been noted for intense personal loyalties. 
His firmest supporters have conceded that he 
lacks warmth and genuine personal appeal. His 
ambition, even when it is the broad ambition 
of a patriot for his nation's welfare, has in 
it the single-mindedness of the fanatic. 'l'ne 
President lacks appreciation of, or is annoy~ 
by, the fact that politics is above all the a 
of the personal. "Loyalty• was the first corr 
mandment of political morals for so long it 
came axiomatic to the "old pros." It is per• 
haps more vital in the mass age, with politi• 
cians facing an amorphous and vacillating pub
lic, and the public feeling itself isolated, I 
impotent and without connection to its gover~ 
reent. The mere appeal of personal solidarity 
with the leaders of the state: the 11Jack 11 and 
"Jackie" motif, should have suggested as much,' 

The President has not only shown reluc
tance to reward the loyalty of such continuou1 
supporters as Rep. William Fitz Ryan of New 
York, he has acquiesced in their punishment 01 

elimination. He has shown singular unconc·ern 
for the feelings, not to mention the dignity, 
of the public leaders required to make degrad• 
ing defenses of his policy, like Senator Hum
phrey. He allowed Mr. Stevenson to make ad~ 
fense which events showed to be not only fool· 
ish, but one which the President publicly and 
heroically •disowned," certainly a course 
which protected his own honor as much as it 
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· shonored his Ambassador to the U. N. His ad
sors have committed the unpardonable sin of 
glecting the traditions and the touchiness of 
e Senate regarding patronage. And now, as a 

rowning absurdity, the Administration, which 
ved with all deliberate slowness on civil 

· gbts, imposes a cloture rule on its most de
out supporters. If the President no longer 
ets with enthusiastic response in Congress 
if Secretary Ribicoff prefers the insecuri

es of public favor to the insecurities of 
esidential loyalty, small wonder. 

Yet the very concern for the predictable 
d the certain which stands the President so 
l in the making of ?Olicy stands him in bet,. 
r stead in the amassing of popular support. 

ere, long research in public opinion and mar
eting and the fact that one deals with masses 

equivalent statistical units, makes a tech-
cal, predictable and relatively certain pub

ic relations possible. And there the Presi
ent has been an undeniable success. 

The fact is that the success of 1960 de
uded the press and the people: the President 
s not a professional politician at all, at 
east not in the traditional sense. He lacks 
feeling for men, for the political world of 
blic policy, and for political life, He has 

he skills of a member of the new managerial 
asses, the instincts of a graduate of a 
hool of Business Administration or a Behav

ioral Research Institute in the Social Scien
ces, The Administration, it appears, has mas

red its "internal communications," its struc
e and "coordination." It can •sell the 

oduct" to the public. But political life is 
t yet reduced to the standards of the mass 

age: one cannot deal with the leaders of Con
gress or with Senor Castro, much less lf.r. 
Kbscbev, as so many statistical units, nor 
build a policy, foreign or domestic on the 
basis of press releases or an attractive fami
ly life. 

Yet in another sense, the problem of the 
Administration is the problem which always con
fronts the Nexpert• in political matters and 

t prevents him from being a statesman. The 

experts, of the type which President Kennedy 
has surrounded himself and of which he denuded 
Harvard University, may know "how" to do 
things. But even if they are able to obtain 
support for their views among political lead
ers, they are neither trained nor qualified to 
say what should be done.3 Mr. Kennedy's one 
successful idea, and pechaps his only success, 
the Peace Corps, was almost an afterthought of 
the campaign. He has demanded "sacrifices" 
without giving anv indication of what these 
might be (other than physical fitness, a con
cern shared with the mass of television adver
tisers and Vic Tanney). His concern for mov
ing "forward" seems reduced to the ancient 
goal of a larger Gross National Product. 

The indecision which demands ever more 
facts and data, or which desperately retreats 
from a fight with the Steel Industry, may re
sult less from a demand for certainty than an 
uncertainty as to what to do, and what goals 
are worth pursuing. It is the tradition of 
the expert and the bureaucrat, unable to dis
cern EOals for which to wield their power, to 
demand the illusion of certainty through rules 
and precepts. Fortunately, Mr. Kennedy and 
his advisors are wiser than that. But no lead
er will run risks, will accept the "tragic" 
and "human" facts of politics without a goal 
and a vision worth running the risks and wortn 
risking his soul. Mr. Kennedy's concern for 
bis personal virtue is as disastrous publicly 
as it is admirable privately. "Grover Cleve
land was honest," old Bryan said, "and so are 
the mothers who tr.row their children in the 
Ganges.• The great statesmen were seldom men 
of much intellectual subtiety; they were al
most uniformly men who had goals, clear, arti
culate and defined and pursued them with as 
much devotion as they did skill. It is the 
misfortune of our age that the lunatics alo.1e 
seem able to generate that kind of purpose. 
The only goal Mr. Kennedy has pursued with 
single-minded devotion has been that of popu
larity. He has attained it, but he would de
serve better of his country if he would learn 
that the ability to dream, to constructively 
conceive visions of a better world, is a bet,. 
ter touchstone of realism than electability. 

F O O T N O T E S 

1) Commentary, Jan. 1962. 
The Irony of American History, 1954. 
cf. Prof. Reinhard Bendix's often-reprinted "Bureaucracy and the Problem of Power". 
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by WALTBR N. SOU'lll 

No problem is more important to our gen
eration or more subtly woven into our social 
fabric than the individual's relation to the 
state. The state may be a useful form for 
human association, entrusted with powers over 
property and social relations; or the state 
may replace liberty with law and thus coerce 
its subjects. In such a case the power of the 
state may not possess metaphysical sanctions, 
but nevertheless it will probably be accepted 
as necessary to avoid risk of supposed dangers 
of anarchy. 

No matter how great the power of the 
state, it should not attempt to impose upon 
its members laws contrary to their convictions 
or to their consciences. Men's affairs are in 
sorry plight if they compel individuals to be 
true to their fellows by being untrue to their 
consciences, 

Henry David Thoreau once said: "There 
will never be a really free and enlightened 
state until the state comes to recognize the 
individual as a higher and independent power, 
from which all its own power and authority are 
derived, and treats him accordingly." Prudent 
politicians are quick to realize that coercion 
of conscience can create dissention and under
mine potential popular support. Brave men 
,:now that when the state deliberately forces 
i;:,:n to disobey the consequence of their con
victions, the state has usurped its right to 
exist, and they must and will die defiantly 
rather tnan live under conditio4s of coerced 
obedience. 

The problem of considering the opinions 
of minorities has concerned stuoents of state
craft in this country for several years. John 
C. Galhoun in his Disquisitions on Government 
felt tnat even in his time many of the politi
cal processes had been reduced to power poli
tics, the force of the majority imposing its 
role on the minority. He felt that many urgent 
decisions of the government should require a 
concurrent majority -- an approximation to 
unanimity such as is found in the resolution af 
a Quaker meeting or in the verdict of a jury. 

Unfortunately his concepts have never been 
considered. And today, the state has little 
tolerance ·for the opinions of small minorities 

-- especially when they assert unpopular opi~ 
ions arising from conscience. 

Since the start of universal military 
conscription in 1914, the conscientious obje~ 
tor, especially of the "absolutist" type (r~ 
fusal even to register) has declined to cone~ 
the state the right to dispose of him as it 
would, irrespective of his convictions. 

Conscriptive action has had revolutionary 
implications for our society, resulting in a 
basic increase in the coercive power of the 
state, recently made clear by considering an 
attempt to expand conscription to the civilian 
defense program. 

If conscription is extended to the civil• 
ian defense program, Congress will once again 
have to grapple with the problem of conscience, 
It had to do so when it wrote the Selective 
Service Act, by providing the following provi• 
sion: "Nothing contained in this tiUe shall 
be construed to require any person to be sub
ject to combatant training and service in tbe 
armed forces of the United states, who, by 
reason of religious training and belief, is 
conscientiously opposed to participation in 
war of any form." (Universal Military Trai~ 
ing and Service Act, Section 6-J -- 1951) 

But the Congressional attempt has not 
proven to be without problems. The provisions 
of the act have been difficult to administer 
practically; indeed, the justice of the pro
vision is questionable. 

Section 6-J continues: "Religious train
ing and belief in this connection means an in
dividual Is belief in a relation to a Supreme 
Being involving duties superior to those ari~ 
ing from any human relation but does not in
clude essentially political, sociological or 
philosophical views, or a merely personal mor• 
al code,• 

But how to determine one I s convictions at 
all? The goverrnnent in drafting the law ap:. 
parently embraced the definition advanced by 
Chief Justice Hughes in his famous dissent in 
the MacIntosh Gase (28} U.S. 605. May 2}, 19~) 
There he stated: "The essence of religion is 
belief in a relation to God involving duties I 
superior to those arising from any human rela• 
tion." · 
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The draft boards often treat philosophy 
and religion in a manner suggesting that one 
ho is religious can hardly be philosophical 

and one who is philosophical can hardly be re
ligious. Our courts, tho•Jgh, as in the United 

'"States vs. Kauten .[iJ; F. 2d 70) (2 Cir.) Feb. 
'8, 19417 have made it clear that p!:lil.osophical, 
oral, and even political and sociological 

theories can be related to re 1 i.gion. In Schu
man vs. U.S. {2.08 F. 2d d01 (9 Cir.) Jee 21, 
195.27 they declared that t:.ere is no inconsis
tency between studying philosopr:y and assert
ing to be opposed to war on the basis of re
ligious training and belief. "It seems to us, 11 

he court said, "to be a v;;laable addition to 
the field of religion. 11 

But what exactly it is to be religious 
remains unclear. As a result, tne adminis
trative decisions of local boards have often 
been confusing. It is diffi. cult for laymen 
to make decisions concernin 6 theological dif
ferences of opinion. The Peter Horst decision 
(unreported 1t)6, 149 Dist. Court of U.3., East,
ern Div. of Mich., Soutnern Division, Dec. 12, 
1957) illustrates this problem. Horst did not 
attend a church but asserted to have a belief 
in a supreme being involving duties superior 
to those arising from any human relation. He 
asserted that his concept of a supreme being 
was love. His local board denied he was re
ligi~y motivated and asserted instead tba t 
he was philosphically motivated. The district 
court, after taking testimony from Dr. Henry 
Hitt Crane and the dean of the theological 
school at the University of Chicago, reversed 
tne decision of the local board. Thus in one 
case a broad and liberal interpretation of the 
Supreme Being clause was made. 

• * * 
The government, in handling this problem 

of conscience in the Selective Service Act, has 
raised a critical legal point, to which ramifi
cations are clearly found in the First Amend
ment to the Constitution of tne United States. 
To gain an exemption under the conditions of 
the current draft law, an individual must pre
sent his views to be measured and judged by a 
~overnmental agency. Can the Federal Govern
ment legitimately ask a citizen whether he be
lieves in a Supreme Being, and extend him a 
privilege of penalty in accordance with his 
answer? 

The first two questions on Selective Ser
vice Form f1 50 are: 11 ( 1 ) Do you believe in a 
Supl'ell!e Being?" and 11(2) Describe the nature 
of your belief which is the basis of your claim 

made in Series I above, ••• state whether or not 
your belief in a Supreme Being involves duties 
which to you are superior to those arising fran 
any human relation." 

To date, there has yet to be a Constitu
tional test of the right to ask this question, 
the only two attempts having been thwarted by 
the courts. In George vs. U.S • .[i96 F. 2d 455 
(9 Cir.) April 21, cert. denied J44 U.S. 84J 
October 1), 195~7. the registrant was a con
scientious objector who admitted believing in 
a Supreme Being. But he attacked the consti
tutionality of the law, maintaining that the 
law discriminated against others not as 11reli
gious11 as he in an unjust manner. The courts 
held, though, that according to established 
constitutional principles, an individual can
not seek relief in court from a particular law, 
unless he himself is injured by that law. 

A second case, Davidson vs. U.S. (218 F. 
2d 609 cert. denied 350 U.S. 387 Nov. 7, 1955), 
never reached the Supreme Cou:i-t, but was re
turned to the lower courts for clarification 
of a technical point. Davidson admitted that 
he was an agnostic, and consequently answered 
the Supreme 3eing question in the negative, 
His petition for classification as a consci
entious objector was denied, His contention 
was that the law was discriminatory against 
him because of his lack of belief, and, con
sequently, an infringement upon the freedom 
not to worship. But the court held that a 
C.O. status is not a constituional right, 
rahter, a Congressional privilege. And since 
Congress has extended this privilege, only 
Congress could alter its own legislation. The 
question that the courts failed to confront 
was: Has the Congressional action itself been 
constitutional? 

Why does a citizen have to present his 
religious credentials to fulfill his civil ob
ligations to a governmental authority? No 
elected or appointed civil authority is re
quired to pass such a test. It is an odd logic 
which does not question this inconsistency. 
The only alternative left, it seems is to re
fuse to answer all such questions on the 
grounds of rights accorded by the First Amend
ment to our Constitution. 

A refusal to answer any questions would 
be difficult for the courts to avoid. And it 
seems a sensible action, since when a govern
mental official, in or out of court, asks an 
individual the nature of bis religious belief~ 
anyone, constitutionally, might appeal to the 
First Amendment -- "My religion is no legi ti
mate concern of yours." 
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CIVIL RIGHTS a legal approach 
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The Justice Department's Civil Rights Di~ 
ision is being frequently petitioned to protect 
students and other workers for civil rights in 
the South from intimidation and harm from vi
cious fonns of violence, The Division's res
ponse is invariably a disclaimer of any juris
diction ("Present laws don't give us the auth
ority to help you,u). The purpose of the fol
lowing is t.o demonstrate clearly that there is 
far more than adequate legislation already on 
the statute books to meet these needs. Ob
viously, then, some other reasons must exist 
for the reluctance of the Department to act on 
behalf of those struggling to achieve integra
tion, 

This conclusion has already been admitted 
by Hr. Burke !1arshall (Assistant Attorney }en

eral in charge of the Civil ~ights Division of 
the Justice Department). When confronted with 
the accusation, at a session of the lawyers' 
conference of the recent l,AACP Conference in 
Atlanta, that the Division was not in fact ex
ecuting its obligation, l1r. ,'iarshall tried to 
acquit his Division on the grounds of politi
cal expediency, In a word, the Federal Law was 
consciously being bargained for political fav
ors from the same Southern lawmakers who re
fusea to support the Democratic platform and 
tickec in 1~60, When we begin to scrutinize 
the immense power of the Southern Senators 
such as James O. Eastland of l'iississippi, it 
is obvious that Federal Law is being compro
mised. Eastland, Chairinan of the Senate Judi
ciaty Committee, passes on fully 60~ of all 
bills forwarded to the floor of the Senate, and 
approves all Federal Judge appointments, It 
appears as if the Justice Department has been 
so frightened by this and other men as to re
fuse to enforce the Federal laws of Nissis
sippi and other Southern states. At this mo~ 
ent those engaged in registering Negro voters, 
those sitting-in for equal rights, those pick
eting and petitioning for an end to segrega
tion have cause to fear for their lives, and 
live in constant danger of being beaten, 
lynched, abused. The following demonstrates 
that the Justice Department can easily and 
justifiably defend the students and uphold the 
law; the white mobs and gangs do not have to 
rule. 

A Suggested Solution 
It is-- now becoming quite clear to those 

by WILUAM HIGGS 

interested in civil rights that the state la~~ 
state law enforcement officials, and state ju
dicial systems in the South are being used to 
defy the plain command of the 1Jth, 14th, and 
15th Constitutional Amendments, and the impl~ 
menting federal legislation. state and feder
al juries, which must be made up of local ci~ 
izens (usually strongly biased in favor of se~ 
regation), will not indict or convict a defeol
ent for violation of the federal criminal 
statutes designed to protect the civil rights 
of citizens. Conversely, the juries will in
variable convict persons who nave broken the 
segregation code, regardless of the truth or 
falsity of the charge made against them. A 
jury I s acquittal is final. A conviction by a 
Southern jury, as in the Sit-in and Freedom 
Ride cases, often must reach the U.S. Court ol 
Appeals or the U.S. ~preme Court before there 
is any chance of reversing the verdict. After 
almost a year £article written August, 196i7, 
the Freedom Ride cases are still only at the 
second level of courts in Mississippi's four
level system. 

A possible way out of this dilemma may~ 
found through a close analysis of the situa
tion: federal authority which will uphold the 
Constitution and Laws of the U.S. cannot be 
appealed to until deep into the appeal proces& 
State officials arrest the violators of the 
segregation code on false charges, and state 
courts are used to prosecute them. Only after 
three or four appeals is it usually possible 
to try t.o reach the U.S. Supreme Court. But 
suppose that federal authority were used fron 
the start in the form of federal marshals and 
federal deputy marshals -- all from the local 
federal court. These federal law enforcement 
officials would simply be doing their duty as 
the federal law requires [see appendiz;;.]. One 
of them would merely station himself at the 
local bus station, another at the local train 
station. They would then arrest any:one, be hll 
private citizen or local policeman, who at
tempted to interfere with the constitutional 
rights of any other U.S. citizen. The same 
procedure would be followed at the various 
courthouses and other places of voting and vo~ 
er registration. 

One might argue that the person arrested 
by the federal marshal would never be convicte! 
by a Southern jury. However, even if he is n<.I 
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convicted, the federal marshal's arresting him 
revents him frOlll accomplishing his aim of 

:rorceably interfering with the Negro passenger 
or the Negro prospective vote;.•, as the case 
may be, In other words, the burden is now on 
t e segregationists to release from federal 
custody their would-be champion, woo has been 
unsuccessful in his attempt and, to a degree, 

nished by the arrest process. In short, fe~ 
eral civil rights law will have been enforced. 

The federal statutory authority for the 
above-outlined course of action is clear, spe
cific, and ample. Section 549 of Title 28 of 
the U.S. Code, referring to marshals, provides 
as follows: "A United States marshal and his 
deputies, in executing the laws of the United 
States within a state, may exercise the same 
powers which a sheriff of such state may exer
cise in executing the laws thereof. 11 Sections 
241 and 252 of Title 18, U.S. Code, provide fa
large criminal penalties for persons who de
prive citizens of their civil rights under col.
or of law or who conspire in any way to de
prive citizens of their civil rights. 

Section 1987 of Title 42, U.S. Code, dir-

ects federal marshals and federal district at
torneys to arrest and prosecute anyone who vi
olates Section 241 and 242 above. 

Section J053 of Title 18, U.S. Code, pro
vides: "United States marshals and their dep
uties may carry fireanns and any may make ar
rests without warrant for any offense against 
the United States committed in their presence, 
or for any felony cognizable under the laws of 
the United States if they have reasonable 
grounds to believe that the person to be ar
rested has committed or is committing such fel,. 
ony." 

Am, finally, Sections 541, 542, and 547 
of Title 28, U.S. Code, give the Attorney Gen
eral of the United States (but in some cases 
just the President) authority to appoint, re
move, supervise, create, and otherwise to deal 
with in almost any way federal marshals, depu
ty marshals, district attorneys and assistant 
district attorneys (subject to civil service 
law and subject to Senate confirmation of ap
pointments -- but not of removals). The Atto~ 
ney General may also set their salaries within 
wide limits • 

.A.f.fli.N.!111 

Title 18 - Section 241: Conspiracy Against Rights of Citizens 
IF TWO or more persons conspire to injure, oppress, threaten, or intimidate any citizen in 

the free exercise or enjoyment of any right or privilege secured to him by the Constitution or 
laws of tbe United States, or because of his having so exercised the same; or 

If two or more persons go in disguise on the highway, or on the premises of another, with 
intent to prevent or hinder his free exercise or enjoyment of any right or privilege so secured

They shall be fined not more than ten years, or both. 
Ii. tle 18 - _Section 242: Deprivation of Rights Under Color of Law 

WHOEVRR, under color of any law, statute, ordinance, regulation, or custom, willfully sub
jects any inhabitant of any State, Territory, or District to the deprivation of any rights, priv
ileges, or immunities secured or protected by the Constitution or laws of the United States, or to 
different punishments, pains, or penalties, on account of such inhabitant being an alien, or by 
reason of his color, or race, than are prescribed for the punishment of citizens, shall be fined 
not more than $1,000 or imprisoned not more than one year, or both. 
Title 18, Section 3052: Powers of Federal Bureau of Investigation 

THE DIRECTOR, Assistant Directors, inspectors, and agents of the Federal Bureau of Investi
gation of the. Department of Justice may carry firearms, serve warrants and subpoenas issued un
der the authority of the United States and make arrests without warrant for felonies cognizable 
under the laws of the United states, where the person making the arrest has reasonable grounds 
to believe that the person arrested is guilty of such felony and there is a likelihood of his 
escaping before a warrant can be obtained for his arrest. (June 25, 1948, c.645,62 Stat. 817) 
Title 28 - Section 41 : A ointment Residence and T nure of Marshals 

(a THE PRESIDENT shall appoint, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, a United 
States marshal for each judicial district. 

(b) The Attorney General shall designate places within the district for the official sta
tion am offices of each marshal. F.ach marshal shall reside within the district for which he 
was appointed except that the marshal for the District of Columbia and the Southern .Oistl·ict. 
of New York may reside within twenty miles thereof. 

(c) F.ach marshal shall be appointed for a term of four years, except in the district of Ha
waii where the term shall be six years. Upon the expiration of his term a marshal shall contin-
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ue to perform the duties of his office until his successor is appointed arxi qualifies, unless 
sooner removed by the President. 

(d) Only citizens of the Territory of Hawaii who have resided therein at least three y~; 
next preceding shall be eligible for appointment as United States marshal for the districtc'. 
Hawaii. 
Title 28 - Section 542: Appointment and Tenure of Deputies and Assistants 

THE ATTOR,-EY GENERAL may authorize any United States marshal to appoint deputies and cler! 
cal assistants. Deputy marshals shall be subject to removal by the marshal pursuant to civil. 
service regulations. 
Title 23 - Section 547: Powers and Duties Generally; 9-lpervision by Attorney General 

(a) The United States marshal of each district shall be the marshal of the district court 
and of the court of appeals when sitting in his district, and of tne Customs Court holding se 
sions in his district elsewhere than in the Southern arxi Eastern Districts of New York, and r.. 
in the discretion of the respective courts, be required to attend any session of court, ' 

(b) He shall execute all lawful writs, process and orders issued under authority of the -
ted States, and command all necessary assistance to execute nis duties. 

(c) The Attorney ueneral shall supervise and direct marshals in the performance of public 
duties and accounting for public moneys. Each marshal shall report his official proceedings, 
receipts and disbursements and the condition of his office as the Attorney General directs, 
Title 42 - Section 1987: Prosecution of Violation of Certain Laws 

Tl:lli UiUTill STATES attorneys, marshals, and deputy marshals, the commissioners appointed 
by the district and territorial courts, with the power to arrest, imprison, or bail offend
ers, and every other officer who is especially empowered by the President, are authorized am 
required, at the expense of the United States, to institute prosecutions against all persons 
violating any of the provisions of section 1990 of this title or of sections 5506-5516 and 
5518-5532 of the Revised Statutes, and to cause such persons to be arrested, and imprisoned 
or bailed, for trial before the court of t1,e United States or the territorial court having 
cognizance of the offense. 
Ti tie 42 - 3ection 1990: .•iarshal tg Obey Precepts; refusing to receive or execute process 

.C:vERY l.wlSt~LL and deputy marshal shall obey and execute all warrants or other process 
when directed to r.im, issued under the provisions of section 1989 of this title. Every 
marshal and deputy marshal who refuses to receive any warrant or other process when tendered 
to him ••• or refuses or neglects to use all proper means diligently to execute the same, shall 
be liable to a fine in the sum of ~l,000, for the benefit of the party aggrived thereby. R.S. 
Sections 19d5, 5517 
Title 42 - Section 199;: Aid of "1ilitary and aval Forces 

IT SrtALL BE LA.-IFuL for the President of the United States, or such person as he may em
power for that purpose, to employ such part of the land or naval forces of the United States, 
or of the militia, as may be necessary to aid in the execution of judicial process issued 
under sections 19<:il-19'3J or 19.:.lS-1992 of this title, or as shall be necessary to prevent the 
violation and enforce the due execution of the provisions ••• of this titie. R.S. Sec. 1939 
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'YABUT' (a review) 
by Prof. JOHN E. ULLMAN 

Nuclear Weapons and the Conflict of Conscience, 
John C. Bennett, ed., New York: Scribners, 1962 

Some years ago, shortly after fractured 
ench went out of fashion, the game of~ 
joyed a brief vogue amon; ilew iork I s night 
ub set. It consisted of concocting excuses 
·ter having oeen caught wi t1 the goods, the 
re circuitous, 1:.he more casuistic, the bet
r. (Example: /fotorist caugnt speeding, to 
affic cop: "Yabut officer, etc ••• 11) The 
llection of seven papers edited by Dean 
nnett of tne Unior. Theolo.;ical .3e:ninary has, 
fortunately, quite a few '[abut c,1aracteris
cs, Some of t,.e chapters are self-co:itained 
buts, some chapters ta~en toge1:.her are Ya
ts, and thus the entire book becomes one. 

In a group of authors, t~,ree of -ihom are 
otestant theologians, t,,i s seems ra tner ro
rkable, Hter all, oreanized Cnristianity 
s at times taken very strong starxls agai:ist 
rio11s practices of man -- ir, education, sex, 
inking, etc, Why then t is need for a 11bal
ced ticket" in a work tr.3t is designed to 

aise moral questions on 1,1..clear war? One 
uld hardly expect a reli:;io !l 6roup strongly 
posed to alcohol to accor.:J "equal tirne 11 to a 
okesman of the U.S. 3rewers r'o'.lnda tion. The 

to be that tte moral question is 
in political consideratio:-is. The 

urches, as guardians of puolic morals, nave 
een torn between the conflicting political 

news of their members anci varying interpreta
·ons of dogma, themselves sources of dispute 
or centuries. 

Bennett's introduction sets the tone: 
1/rhis book does not offer any one set of a~ 
swers to these questions. ,,Te hope that it will 
stimulate discussion because of the differences 
11 ·ch it represents. The authors share a com

n concern that these questions be raised. 11 

Elsewhere, he appears to have some doubts 
0' even •raising" these questions: "I believe 
, .. radical questions ought to be raised, but I 

so understand those whose chief fear is that, 
they are raised, there will be ~ome weaken
of the deterrent to Russion or Chinese 

ressures, 11 my italics 
This is a highly disturbing viewpoint. 

he objection to a discussion of the problem 
s grave, and if heeded, would cast doubt on 
he "credibili ty 11 of efforts to improve the 
ral climate of the world. It is co,nmendable 

that these considerations did not deter Dean 
nnett, but perhaps they had something to do 

ith his including a paper by Kenneth W. Thomp
on Which is about as apocalyptic as any woul~ 

be warrior could wish. 
The blending of morals and politics is, 

of course, not new. Neither is the inability 
of organized religion to resolve tne contra
dictions within its dogma between war and peaec, 
violence and meekness, and retribution and mer
cy. Theologians have proved adept at justify
ing violence and holy wars (a practice some
times referred to as Gott-mit-unsism). Thus, 
Professor Paul Ramsey elaborates on the 
theory of the II just war, 11 a war fought with 
some self-imposed limits on the belligerents. 
In fact, he argues for efforts to make limited 
wars workable and respectable, and he assails 
those for whom thare is no alternative between 
the banishment of force in international life 
and total war without restriction (what some 
weapons analysts term "nuclear orgasm"). 

Professor Ramsey's paper has a stran,:;e, 
dated quality about it. First, it draws heav
ily on the writings of the early advocates of 
"arms control" such as T. C. Shelling. Surely, 
by now it is recognized that their concepts 
are not workable, if for no other reason than 
that they are not negotiable with the 3oviet 
Union. The writer is also on shaky ground in 
citing precedent for "just wars." Indeed, he 
discusses the problem in theoretical terms 
only, while actually there is good evidence 
that men in war have traditionally done the 
worst they could to each other. Compared with 
the savagery of the Thirty Years' ~ar, the 
Turkish campaigns of the Sixteenth and Seven
teenth Centuria~ or the Crusades which laid 
waste a large part of Christian Eastern Europe 
as well as the Middle East, one is unimpressed 
with desultory •examples" of English students 
studying in Paris while the fiundred Yeari: 1 ·far 
raged on. Further, as all this was done at a 
time of relative concern for individual CO"l:.-,at,. 

ants, how much more remote is the chance of 
developing scruples while using the nd:oriousl.: 
undiscriminating weapons of our age! 

The paper relates an extraordinary fa~ 
tasy/analogy involving the i-latfields and the 
McCoys, their feud translated into terms of 
deterrence and agreements "to direct .IJ,hei£7 
aim upon the forcus opposing and not upon the 
babies." I fail to see what is to be learned 
from such illustrations other than once there 
were two rather primitive families who fought 
each other in some remote and benighted part 
of the country, and who were ultimately per
suaded by the law to cease. The carrying of 
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personal weapons by much of the population peI'
sisted in the United States longer than any
where else among the advanced countries. Pro
ponents of disarmament can take heart from the 
end of this practice, brought about by a vari
ety of social and economic factors, and not 
only by laws or "inspection." 

Kenneth Thompson's article has the proper 
•hard-nosed" tone: 11 ••• many are tempted to 
throw up their hands in despair, It should be 
remembered, however, that even if as many as 
ninety million Americans were killed in the 
first strike of a pre-emptive attack, tr.is 
would still leave ninety million people alive 

11 Enough said. 
In addition.to a powerfully stated argu

ment against tne apocalypse by Dean Bennett, 
himself, there is a short exposition by Erich 
lromm, which appears to have been written some 
time ago. All the arguments in defense of unj,. 
lata:-al actions ~or peace are here, but one wish
es for a more positive stance (such as that 
taken in W. H. Ferry's pamphlet for the Ameri
can Friends Service Committee) which bluntly 
challenges the arms proponents to show what 
security their policies have brought us. 

The article by John H. Herz on Interna
tional Politics and the Nuclear Dilemma des
cribes the contradictions which now exist in 
decision-making by political leaders. Again, 
however, the problem is discussed in the 
tueoretical terms of a political scientist; 
such decision models cannot be divorced from 
their applications. ~e want to know what, in 

cies are sanctioned and the judgment of the 
government is accepted blindly. Dissent is 
often muffled in the sense that people may not 
believe the government communiques, but they 
will die for them. 

.. 
In examining the moral aspects of war, it 

is not sufficient to merely "raise" the issues 
to spell out some alternatives -- but to 

make moral judgments. Bennett comes close, 
but what. I missed was somebody saying that I'll• 

clear war is evil, that it cannot be defended 
as an instrwnent of power in a world which p 
tends to reliance on Ji.vine providence. One 
contributor, Roger L. Shinn, explores some fa. 
cets of this religious aspect, but appears w 
be making excuses for God if nuclear war does 
co;ne: "If worse comes to worst, as may actu. 
ally happen, faith -- though the faith of dy
ing man -- will say these things: 1 ::;od is 1111 
the doer of these deeds. Evil is always defi, 
ance of His will.'" 

At a time when :•ian is the reluctant (or 
perhaps not so reluctant) cliffhanger, it is 
imperative that limitations on man's destru~ 
tive prerogatives be powerfully enunciated by 
all philosophers, secular or ecclesiastic, re
ligious or agnostic. We hear a lot about 
science having unleashed horror and about pol• 
i ticians being unable to control it. Let tM 
philosophers now make an earnest attempt to 
put the gin back in tne bottles. 

fact, are the proximate reasons for :iakinr; PJOM• -----------------------1 
entous and agonizing decisions. Laos? Here , epitaph 
are some recent comments from ~usiness Week from Robert Desnos 
(1-iay 26, 1962, p. 35): "Its major import, it 
is said, is U.S. dollars from the aid program; I have lived through these times and for a 
its most important export ..• is the words cabled thousand years 
by foreign correspondents •.• U.S. economic aid, I have been dead; living, not eaten but hunted, 
averaging $40 million annuallJ, is all that h~ with all hwnanity lost 
kept Laos afloat. Hostly this money has been i I was free among masked slaves. 
used to support the government budget; to some I 

degree it has kept officials in spending money, I have lived through tnese times and yet been 
as the great number of ~,ercedes-Benz cars on free. I watched river earth and sky 
the streets of Vietiane might indicate." Of turn round me, keeping their balance, 
such cloth, the shroud of mankind may well be and the seasons gave of their birds and honey, 
fashioned. I 

Vietnam? 11 ... f"rhe skeptic_!l7 insist that I you who live, what have you done with this w~ 
the average Vietnamese doesn't really know do you remember the time when I struggled? 
what a Communist is. If he knows who Diem is, have you helped each other in harvest? 
he is apt not to like him." have you made my city rich? 

It is incredible that pretensions to sac
red political principles and dogma are taken 
seriously by the press, and thus in part by a 
public that may even be ignorant of the general 
geography involved. In turn, aggressive poli-

living men, do not fear me, for I am dead. 
nothing is left of my spirit or body. 

-- Translated by Jonathan Greene 

22 



by STANLKY SILVBRSWBIG 

Radicalism has been abandoned not only 
~ once considerable segments of the Amari-
an population but also by the majority of the 
left wingers" themselves. Not only had my 
eneration to look beyond the hypocrisy and 
ediocrity of our statesmen and professors, 
ut also it was necessary to learn to ignore 
he self-pitied, embittered liberals whose on

ly remaining purpose in this ungrateful, ;nean
i,ngless age was to make certain that none of 
he nation's youth would eaten their own bare

ly curable social diseases of economic social
sm and mass democracy. The "God II had betray
hem and so tbey insisted with a half concealed 

hysteria that we follow their example of a smug 
sillusion, of a helpless, hopeless, superior 

ispair. 
And, after all, wouldn't we, who were 

ermed the ~ and the ~ have been justi
fied in taking their advice? Wasn't our ch:iJ.d
hood coincident with the bestial, methodical 
lncineration of six million Jews by a Nation 
of Nazis? Wasn't our adolescence during those 

cious years when murder and bloodshed be
came so saturating and inspired tna t the two 
cynical, sadistic bombs dropped on the civil
ian targets of Hiroshima and Nagasaki mush
roomed only the slightest awareness of frigid 
self-contempt; isn't our young manhood and wo
mnhood seeing a selfish, paranoid time when 
profit-making is the basic, domestic philoso
pl\Y azxi anti-connnunism the entire foreign pol
icy, when Americanism has come to mean the 
anatic loyalty to an insecure, Big Business 
ite7 

Who wouldn't expect us to 'bug' with 
he beatniks out of hte 'crazy scene?' (A-

118rica, go f_ yourself with your atom bomb. 
ok America, I'm putting my queer shoulder 
the wheel.) 

America, your leaders are encouraging us 
to be prepared for mass anihilation. 

We young people want no part of this huge 
Heath in togetherness. We wouldn I t rebel at 
liying for you if another Hitler became the he
o of a war-glorifying state and we had to in
est our lives to destroy it. That would be 

and was a mutual struggle in humanity I s name; 
t there is nothing mutual and hwnan about 

he next catastrophe you are preparing. We've 
seen your pleased generals on tv panel shows 
eing interviewed by ernest young college stu

tlents listening rapt to the warped, mad logic 
of civil defence, germ warfare, clean bombs, 
overkill. We I ve read of your proposed legis-

lation to enforce the building of concrete 
sepulchres, underground tombs in which we are 
to be preburied for when the alert, itching 
thumbs, poised over the buttons to the bombs 
finally press down. 

Truth is being mangled the mass media, 
The liars get the biggest headlines. The cheats 
and beasts have the best public relations. As 
a peace-loving people, we have been abandoned 
by our press, by our politicians, by our art. 
We favor no national purpose. How could we7 
Our presidents have counseled homocide, our 
poets suicide. We cannot be concerned for a 
country and a culture which apparently is not 
concerned for us, its human inhabitants. 

We share a world-wide determination. Youth 
marches against militarism in Tok-Jo and Tur
key, marches to ban the bomb in Scotland, mar
ches against fascism in France, for liberty 
in Cuba, The Congo, Algeria ••• Arrl we have a 
noble tradition to resurrect. We are the fol
lowers of those revolutionaries who tried to 
make American free from all authority, both 
church and state, which served to pervert hu
manity; we are the sons and daughters of those 
patriots who died rather than tolerate the 
rape that was slavery, we are the children of 
those countless radicals who struck and strug
gled for decent work and wage. 

You who walk instead of ride the segre
gated buses, you who passively obstruct the 
launching of undetectable nuclear submarines, 
you whose families are made to congregate in 
Northern ghettos who vermin and cold and pre
judice, you who picket the un-American com
mittees while Rockwell and the swastika picket 
~. you who attend southern schools chaperoned 
by rifles, you who are out-demonstrated by the 
Young Americans for Freedom and the John Birch
ers, you who march on the UN pleading NO MORE 
HIROSHIMAS, you who rage when Hitler's general 
becomes chief-of-staff if NATO and comes to 
fill a Washington office, you who endure the 
psychopaths' curses in the five-and-dimes, you 
who when the sirens scream their practice men
ace, when school children are made to crawl un
der their desks, come out and overflow the em
ptied streets; we must join our separate stnug
gles. Our strength and our union is on our co:n
mon demand for humanity. 

Let us build one massive protest. This 
is our world they are trying corrupt and~m. 



A Garden 

Dante-Purgatorio Ill: 34-42 

In an odd garden 
The burlap slowly frays 
Around the brain, 
Under the inconsiderate humus 
And a barrage of leaves. 
Reason rusts with the trowel, 
And passion confuses the eye, 
Ingeniously as the vine, 
Lambently as fuchsias. 
In an odd garden, 
Who would hang sharp light 
In a glass pear, 
Or pour clarity 
From a stone crueti' 

-DAVJD EBERHARDT 

LUXURIES UKB Sl'IRIT 

Luxuries like spirit 
do not matter 
in America: 
keep your tidy 
bank account 
keep your ledger 
straight, your debit 
and your credit 
all those neat figgers 
like a plague of chiggers 
very much lnfernal 
Y-cep them in order, kind, 
never mind the internal 
superfluities, love, the mind, 
spirit, value, the eternal. 

-- Tracy Thompson 
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NOTZS 01; Ti:E COilTRDUTORS 

Hary Varela is an officer of the Young Christ 
ian Students and a me-:iber of the Students fo 
a Democratic Society. 

Kwak 11 Hoon spent last year on the Oberlin 
College c~~pus. He participated actively in 
Oberlin political affairs after coming from a 
student career of activity in Korean political 
affairs. 

Ethan Geto, a nember of the Student Peace Un
ion, the S.~.S. and the Indenendent Reform Dei 
ocrotic Club of the 8th NJ in ·~ew York City, . 
a student at Colu::ibia University. 

\-1 .C .l.fcWill.iams, Sclit•"Jrial :\dvisor to The Act
ivist, is an Instruct0r of Governnent at 0-
bcrl:i.n College. :-ie is also well knmm as a 
debater and an acc,nplished political spe2.ker, 

Halter South, a graduate of Indiana University 
has 1n-1tten widely on be problems of peace, A 
Conscientious Objector, he is a r,ember of the 
War Resistors' League. 

Bill Higgs is the only lawyer in Eississippi 
to defend civil rights cases. 

Stanley Silverswili is a free-limce writer. He 
has edited The NONCONFOHHERS, published by 
i3al lantine Books in pap er back. 

J0hn E. Ullman is Professor of Management, and 
Cr..ai:r.:1onof the De"Jt. of ;.1anage.7ent, larketing, 
and Business Statistics at Hofstra College. 

Tracy Thompson is editor of SUN: A Monthly 
Poetry Journal. He has p'.-blished previously in 
The N \TION, The Literary Review, Antioch Re
view, ISIS, and r,1any others. 

David Cber'hardt iradua ted frora Oberlin last 
June. 

Jonathan Greene is a student at Bard College, 
and is an anatcur noet. Eis translations of 
F:rench poetry have·· appeared 1Iidely. 
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