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‘Behind the Lines’

Cal.HS Film Suppression

Rick Manderfeld, West Coast
regional coordinator for the May 2nd
Movement first visited Tamalpais High
School in Mill Valley March 26 to
show the National Liberation Front
film, Heroic South Vietnam. He showed
it to history classes at the invitation of
a teacher, Mr. Grant. When many
other teachers expressed interest in the
film, Manderfield returned to Tamal-
pais on March 30th for a similar
showing. .

The regular teacher, Mr. Tuck, was
ill that day and a substitute teacher
had taken his place, After the first
presentation was made, the substitute

suggested that the film be shown in .

the next class, since there was not“any-
thing important anyway.”

The film had been introduced and
the projector just started whenateacher
from a neighboring room, Mr. Pohl-
man, came running in and shouted,
“Stop that film! Stop that film! That
can’t be shown here! You (indicating
Manderfeld ) don’t belong here!”

Manderfeld responded that he had
been invited 1o show the movie by

Mr. Tuck, the teacher for the class.

Pohlman retorted, “Well, we don’t
need your kind here.” He turned to
the class and shouted, “All of you go
to the library. Right now.” No one
left.

Manderfeld then said to the class,
“This man is, of course, trying to re-
strict your first amendment rights of
free speech. But the real question for
us is why he is trying...”

Pohlman interrupted with “YOU
(pointing at Manderfeld ) shut up. I
am going to get the authorities—the
principal. All of you students come
with me to the library or face dis-
ciplinary action.” 'This ume all but
three or four students left.

As the film was being taken off the
projector, Pohlman and the vice-prin-
cipal, Mr. Bell came in. Pohlman said,
“We have free speech on this campus.
We’ve even had a John Bircher and
a Catholic Anarchist here.”

Manderfeld responded, " Tell methen
why Mickey Lima (Communist Party
Northern California chairman) and
Mort Scheer (Progressive Labor Move-

ment West Coast organizer) have been
denied the right to speak here?”

“You're the kind we don’t need
around here. You’re not interested in
free speech. You snuck (sic) in here
today to try to take over this school
I know about your kind.”

Manderfeld and his two friends, fear-
ing that the film might be confiscated
by “the authorities,” thenleft the school.
As they were driving away, six police
cars converged on the school.
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PARENTIS

Afterwards, Manderfeld was quoted
as saying, “No amount of pressure
will stop us from exposing the despic- .
able attempt of the U.S. government
to dominate the people of South Viet-
nam and all of S.E. Asia.” On April
Ist, the same film was shown by
Manderfeld at Redwood High School,
about five miles from Tamalpais. Sev-
eral other showings are scheduled for
the near future in other San Francisco
area high schools.
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Berkeley FSM Dissolves:

FREE STUDENT UNION

This semester, the Regents of Univ-
ersity of California have conducted a
successful counter-revolution.

Their success in part was inevitable
—they are the power structure. How-
ever, the Berkeley Free Speech Move-
ment (FSM) made serious mistakes.

Since December of last year, FSM has -
been trying to disband, although only

a gentlemen’s agreement was won in
the fall struggle. In December, plans
for attacks on the Board of Regents
and proposals to expand the FSMinto
a national organization were rejected.
Nobody at that time had the foresight
to suggest that FSM restructure itself
as a permanent mass-based organiza-
tion.

The following semester, Chancellor
Meyerson handed down by fiat a set

of rules governing political activity,
barring the graduate students from
entering the student government, for
a time suppressing the sale of Spider
magazine, and permanently stopping
the sale of a play titled “For Unlawful
Carnal Knowledge.” It was obvious
to all that Meyerson was carrying
out the orders of the Regents. At the
same time a bill was passed in the
State Legislature that makes it easy
for a “non-student” to be arrested for
“trespassing” if he enters the campus.

In a curious way, the recent “ob-
scenity cases” revived political activity
on campus (See “The Battle of Berke-
ley,” FREE STUDENT no. 2). FSM
was. divided on the question of giving
support to the arrested defenders of
John Thompson, the “non - student”

who was arrested for sitting down on
the Union steps with a sign that said
“fuck”; these four students included
FSM leaders Art Goldberg and Mike
Klein. Goldberg was expelled and
Klein, David Bills and Ed Zvegintzov
were suspended by a Disciplinary Com-
mittee, before they were tried in court
(they were arrested for raising bail for
Thompson). The FSM decided to de-
fend the students on the issue of due
process: there was none.

_But the FSM failed to give clear
direction to the Berkeley student body
on this issue, and the campus was
confused. This confusion persisted
while the regents whittled away student
rights in subsequent incidents. FSM
tried to reorganize several times, but
became increasingly isolated from the
campus. Nonetheless, when the four
students were kicked out by the star
chamber committee, 2000 students
gathered in the Union Plaza to protest,
Again FSM was unable to channel

the protest, and instead, four of its
leaders, Mario Savio, Suzanne
Goldberg, Larry Knip and Mike Klein
signed a telegram sent to the Regents
demanding that the four students be
reinstatea pending a hearing AFTER
their trial.

The telegram was taken to be an
FSM ultimatum. The Regents were
given five days to reply, until Wed-
nesday, April 28. On Monday, April
26, Mario Savio suddenly resigned
from FSM.

Events had illustrated that _\,M;-;!.._Aﬂ-’

Regents were attempting to destroy
the student movement at Berkeley.
Given the probability that a major
confrontation with the Regents on April
28 would lead to defeat, Savio chose

‘not to lead a vanguard into asituation

in which they could not be protfected
by the FSM.
On April 29, Berkeley studentleaders -

Continued on page 10

I.D.s Taken Away

CCNY Vigil Protests Vietnam War

The relationship between the stifling
of student expression, opinion and
thought and the war in Vietnam has
been bared at City College of New
York (CCNY).

One hundred-fifty students held anon-
campus vigil to end the war in Viet-
nam Thursday, April 15. The CCNY
Administration countered by confisca-
ting their ID cards, on the grounds
that they “may” have been violating
the college’s “general faculty regula-
tions.” According to several of the
demonstrators, when the men confis-
cating the cards, Drs. Bahn and Hicke
at the Department of Student Life, were
asked, “Which regulation?” they
replied, “We don’t know yet.” :

The fight is reflected in the studen
community. Those on the vigil were
purposely violating a-decision of the
Student Council. The night before, the
Council had voted 14-5 to prohibit
demonstrations in front of the Cohen
Library. This effectively revoked per-
mission for thevigil, which had already
been routinely granted by an executive
of the Council, Student Government
President John Zippert, '66. Zippert
participated in the vigil then resigned
from Student Government, unable to
carry out its ruling in good conscience.
He is running in re-election at the head
of a slate dedicated to student involve
ment in urgent off-campus issues, e.g.
Vietnam, civil rights. The opposing

slate defines “students as students,” -

meaning they should not mess up the
academic community with calls for
action on “outside” issues.

The Council’s decision against the
vigil was based on the assertion that
it would interfere with the normal func-
tioning of the university, by making
noise and by preventing free access
to buildings. The vigil was silent. It
stretched in a single line from the
main gate of the campus downabroad
walk in front of the library. The Coun-
cil also feared that permitting the on-
campus demonstrations would “set a
precedent.”

Precedents’ had already been set on
Friday of the week before. The May
2 Movement at City College held an
oncampus march that day involving

‘30 chanting students, some wearing

gas-masks. This was done without re-
questing permission. The Administra-
tion called the police, who drove onto
campus and watched the march con-
tinue in spite of the presence of their
riot-control wagon.

Some M-2-M members on the recent
vigil refusedto surrender their 1D cards,
discontent with the choice offered by
the vigil's leadership: leave the line or
surrender your card. The vigil was
composed almost entirely of students
who had signed up for the SDS March
on Washington, and was not officially
an activity of any campus group, al-

though CCNY DuBois Club was the
group which had both asked for per-
mission tor the vigil and had done
most of the work in signing up the
400 students who went on the march
to Washington from CCNY.

The “Student Committee for Uni-
versity Reform” came out of this conr
frontation with the Administration. Its
steering committee issued a document
with demands that would open up

channels of student expression, atpres-
ent highly rigid and bureaucratized at
CCNY. Among the most important:
10 largetables easily availableto clubs,
to be set up onthe South' Campus Lawn,
a free speech area on the lawn, where
any student can speak at any time
without permission.

Vietnam is forcing students to be
-aware that they are stifled.




“This campus is a mess!”—Professor
Robert Sitton at thefirst (illegaly Brook-
lyn College outdoor meeting.

In the past two months the combined
grievances of hundreds of Brooklyn
College students culminated in the for-
mation of the Student Protest Move-
ment. The immediate issues were the
firing of a popular teacher and infan-
tile dress regulations; but behind these
was the frustration of years of an
administrative denial of student politi-
cal life, a particularly severe interpre-
tation of in loco parentis, and an edu-
cational system over which students
have little control and in which they
have little interest.

In a letter to school President, Harry
T. Gideonse, Professor Robert M.
Sitton, instructor in philosophy, re-

scinded the oath of loyalty he took .

in order to become employed by BC.
That oath is required by the New York
State Feinberg Law, whose other vic-
tims this year have been Professor
Paul Sporn and poet Gregory Corso,
both at the State University at Buffalo.
The day after he abjured the oath,
Sitton was fired. Within a week, stu-

dents from his class, along with others,
arranged for a protest rally at which
Prof. Sitton spoke. Prof. Sitton spoke
to nearly a thousand students in the
center of the BC campus, despite the
fact that it is illegal to hold public
meetings, rallies or protests on the
BC campus.

Prof. Sitton’s remarks were directed .

primarily at the nature of the BC ad-
ministration and of student and faculty
life at BC. He related how he had
helped in the civil rights movement in
the south and now returned north to
find that his college administrationwas
equally unjust indenying democracy to
students. He said students do not have
to look elsewhere for causes, butshould
struggle for democracy and a better
educational system right on their own
campuses. He advocated an end to
loyalty oaths for teachers because they
limit a teacher’s ideas, are ineffective
against those bent on subversion, and
because students, for their own educa-
tion, should get to hear the communist
point of view from a communist.

He enumerated the restrictions on
political freedom at BC: incredible red
tape to obtain group recognition; the

rcefusal of recognition to other groups
on spurious grounds; rules prohibiting
sale of literature on campus, public
meetings  on campus, and student
groups talking to the press on their
own; a limitation on the activities and
spceakers which groups may have. He
described the selection of teachers and
courses to be given as a process in
which students have no say and pro-
posced that the only remedy was to
give students “a concrete vote” in such
matters.

When he described the campus as
“a mess,” the applause was the loudest
and longest of the afternoon. He de-
scribed the faculty as being ona“tread-
mill that can’t be stopped, unless stu-
dents force the administration to do
something.” Prof. Sitton characterized
himself as a “Kennedy Democrat” and
said it was in the democratic tradition
not to cooperate with unjust laws, such
as the Feinberg Law or the student
regulations at BC.

That same afternoon President
Gideonse was the guest at a tea spon-
sored by the Social Affairs Board and
those present at the rally decided to
go to the tea and present him with
their grievances on the issue of aca-
demic freedom, especially the Sitton
case.

However, upon arriving at their stu-
dent lounge, for which they pay a fee
of $2.00 a semester, about 50 students
were denied entry to the room in which
Dr. Gideonse was speaking because
they were not properly dressed (proper
dress for the occasion was ties and

jackets for boys, skirts and stockings
—socks not allowed—for the girls.)
Scveral girls were not admitted into
the building because they wore slacks.
The students gathered at the door of
the tea-room and began chanting, “We
want to hear our President.” They
would not go away, nor be quiet. Sud-
denly, fromout of the elevator appeared
a hall dozen city policemen.

The meeting was then adjourned and
the President of Brooklyn College,
Harry T. Gideonse, was escorted
through a university building between
two rows of city police (“for the first
time,”” gasped a shocked administra-
tion matron) who supposedly held back
what was by now a crowd of about
75. The students, who had purposely
remained deathly quiet, gave “their”
President a collective icy stare as he
filed between them.

Two days later Pres. Gideonse spoke
at a previously scheduled discussion
of “Berkeley — Its Educational and
Moral Meaning.” After half an hour
the students at the meeting felt he was
not grappling with the issues at stake
in Berkeley or their meaning for Brook-
lyn, and, as they had suspected as
much and had planned for it, 250
of the 500 present got up and left the
hall in the midst of the President’s talk.

By the time the Student Protest Move-
ment (SPM) was formally organized,
its leaders elected, and further demon-

Continued on page 10

*Jllegal BC demonstration for academic freedom.

Another U.S. War of ‘Intervention’:

The Dominican Revolution

(On Sunday, May 2, while attending the Fourth Annual Conference of the
Juventud del Movimiento Pro-Independencia (Youth of the Movement for
Puerto Rican Independence) in San Juan, I had the opportunity to speak to
two other guests of the conference. They were young men from the Dominican
Republic, one a member of the 14 of June Movement, the other a member
of the Federation of Dominican Students. Their names will not appear here
because they intend to leave Puerto Ricoto join their brothers in fighting the
U.S. Marines in Santo Domingo. They -gave me the following declaration.
We are proud to print it in FREE STUDENT. On behalf of the May 2nd
Movement, and all the student anti-imperialist front that made itself felt on
April 17 in Washington, I wished them all solidarity, and good luck in their

" fight. — Roger Taus)

In reaction against the Trujillo tyranny, on June 14, 1959, a group of
Dominican patriots invaded the Dominican Republic. Landing at Estero Hondo,
Constanza. and Maimon. bringing a program of national liberation for the
Dominican people, the heroic guerrillas were badly beaten. The few survivors
organized a clandestine movement that adopted the national liberation program
of the guerilla force, and took for its immediate objective the defeat of the
Trujillo dictatorship.

The 14th of June Movement was directed by Dr. Manuel Tavarez Gustos,

/

Among rebel troops, Col. Francisco Caamano raises clenched
fist after he was named provisional presidentby the Dominican
rebels.

and the sisters Teresa and Mirabel Minerva (killed November 25, 1960). The
movement continued its work; its members were persecuted, jailed, brutally
tortured, and finally a great number of its militants were killed.

Trujillo was killed on May 30, 1961. The people became more politically
aware and the 14th of June emerged and formed a political movement.

Sections of the wealthy middle class moved for power, to distribute the riches
of Trujillo, by forming a political party dominated by the National Civic Union.
Popular forces and students joined with the 14th of June.

In 1963 the electoral process began. The 14th of June abstained from the
election, because it was a trap planted by Northamerican imperialism to put
the National Civic Union in power. But the people were not deceived, they
rejected the oligarchical trap and elected Juan Bosch by the smashing majority
of 600,000 votes.

Nevertheless, with the beginning of the constitutional government of Juan
Bosch, the reactionary forces of the country, defeated in the election, composed
of the oligarchs, the military gorillas, and the bourgeoisie, began the plot to
crush the new democracy in the Dominican Republic. On September 25, 1963, .
these forces smashed the incipient democracy and replaced it with a military
junta led by Donald Reid Cabral and Gen. Elias Wessin y Wessin.

The people repudiated this military coup and the 14th of June, understanding
the people’s needs, launched an armed guerrilla struggle in the mountains north
of Santo Domingo, with the objective of restoring to the people their destroyed
rights, by reestablishing the power of the Constitution of 1963.

After the coup, the country found itself submerged under a military dictatorship,
found itself in anarchy. The persecutions, jailings, tortures, deportations, and
killings began again. The anarchy wastheresult of corruption in the Reid Cabral
administration and the economic chaos of a bourgeoisie 200 million dollars
in debt to Northamerican imperialism. Misery, hunger, unemployment, exploita-
tion, all these raised the desperate need for liberation from a military dictator-
ship. These conditions and the power struggle among the military gorillas for
the riches they made off them produced the war raging right now in the Do-
minican Republic.

The armed people of Santo Domingo have now taken to the streets, supported
by honest sectors of the Dominican Army, indefense of the Constitution of 1963.

The Northamerican imperialists, using the absurd mask of protecting their
nationals, have ordered a huge military intervention, have launched a vicious
attack in Santo Domingo, ignoring the self-determination of the Dominican
people. For the second time, the marines stomp on our national dignity, and
in a cowardly manner murder our pennle with their deadly modern weapons.
Marines and GIs keep pouringin, tosupportthe brutal gorilla, Wessin y Wessin.

The 14th of June now fights shoulder to shoulder with the armed people and
the rebel army, to return to power the Constitution of 1963.

The Dominican people, under the sign drawn by the 14th of June of “Liberty
or Death!” are now waging their last bitter fight against Northamerican impe-
rialism and its creole lackeys.

The will of a people must be respected.

In this hour that finds the Dominican people in a fight for their lives, the
14th of June Movement exhorts allmovements who fight against the aggressions
of Yanqui imperialism to declare solidarity with the just cause of the Dominican
people, and asks for protests and demonstrations against this new barbarity of
the Northamerican government.

Libertad o Muerte! Venceremos!
Liberty or Death! We will win!
Movimiento 14 de Junio — Federacion de Estudiantes Dominicanos .



By Steve Newman

Because most American students
know little about Indonesia and less
about the regions which comprise
Malysia, the relevance of the follow-
ing article may not be immediately
apparent. In purely physical ‘terms
this is a key area of the world. Indo-
nesia has a population of 100 mil-
lion people and it is growing rapidly.
It is considered to be one of the richest
areas in the world in foods, and
minerals, especially rare elements,
ranking with the major world powers
in terms of untapped resources.
Malaysia is similarly endowed, but
contains only 10 million people. It
includes, however, the port of Singa-
pore, one of the most important in
the world.

Militarily, Malaysia occupies a key
position in this region. It could be
used as a base by the U.S. in an ex-
panded ground war in Vietnam, and
in fact, Singapore has been used al-
ready for a fueling and stopping off
point in the present Vietnam war.

With some historical perspective, we
can see that the traditional powers of
domination are faced with defeat in
South-East Asia. France hasbeen com-
pletely removed from Vietnam, and
the Dutch from Indonesia. Guerrillas
operate with. varying degrees of suc-
cess in Burma, Thailand, Laos,
Northern Borneo, and the Philippines.
The Indonesians are now moving to
erase the last remnants of Western
control over their country. Separating
the north and south of this area lies
the British spehere of influence, which
is militarily organized under a British
Far East Unified Command based at
Singapore; embracing exactly thesame
territories ascovered by the*Malaysia”
plan. This Far East Unified Command
is linked up with S.E.A.T.O. and thus
constitutes a threat to those Asian peo-
ples who wish to work out a socialist
form of government for themselves.
It violates the United Nations Charter
because this military alliance is used
by one part of the world against an-
other and is based on the colonial con-
ception of strategic “Defense Perime-
ters” which stretch far beyond the ac-
tual frontiers of the Western powers.
Dr. Lee Siew Choh of Singapore Bari-
san Sosialis has called Malaysia, “a
Western battle-ship”.

Finally there is a possibility of war
between Malaysia and Indonesia, in
which there is little doubt that the
U.S. would back Malaysia. Weshould
ask now, before the press barrage
hits us: will we be backing a popular
government which represents the will
of the people or another South Viet-
namese-style ‘democracy’, i.e. a small
group of privileged men protecting
Western military and economic in-
terests?—Ed.

L2 1

“THE CONFRONTATION”

Indonesia, the fifth largest country
on earth, startled the world by with-
drawing from UN as a protest over
Malaysia’s getting a seat on the Se-
curity Council. This unprecedented,
dramatic action forces us to examine
Malaysia, Indonesia, and the reason
for the tremendous conflict.

American officials and opinion
.makKers are uniformly hostile to Indo-
nesia’s position. A typical interpreta-
tion of the conflict is presented by
Lennox Mills, a Malaya expert at
the University of Minnesota, in his
recent book on South East Asia.
“Sukarno’s motive might be the neo-
imperialism which has been shown by
other former dependencies which have
achieved independence, such as India
and Goa. Equally it could be for di-
verting the Indonesians from thinking
about their worsening economic con-

" dition by rousing their anti-Western
xenophobia.”

A retutation of this interpretauon ap-
pears in a surprising place. Ina month-
ly journal of the British Royal Institute

of International Affairs, Apr: 64, J.A.C.
Mackie, head of the Dept. of Indo-
nesian Studies at the University of Mel-
bourne, writes: “Why has President
Sukarno committed Indonesia to such
an uncompromising, and apparently
disastrous, economic and military ‘con-
frontation’ with Malaysia? Is his mo-
tive expansionism? Is it just a diver-
sionary tactic to distract attention at
home? Oversimplified explanations
must - be brushed aside, Itis not hun-
ger for more territory that inspires the
Indonesians—most of whom areblithe-
ly overconfident that their own nation
is vast enough and potentially rich
enough to support a much bigger pop-
ulation than the present 100 million....
The diversionist hypothesis has more
plausibility but is still not an adequate
explanation.”

Mackie says that the true explana-
tions must take into account the im-
portance of ideology, (the doctrine of
‘New Emerging Forces’ is a potent
force that must be taken seriously);
pressure from the rising strength of
the Indonesian Communist Party
(PKI) (party membership rose from
less than 8,000 in 1951 to an esti-
mated 2,000,000 today where it is
the largest party in Indonesia and
the largest non-governing communist
party in the world); the Indonesians’
concept of their historic destiny—
“British influence can quite easily be
portrayed as evidence of continuing
‘neo-colonialism’ to the Indonesians.”

GREATER INDONESIA

Indonesia feels that is being cheated
of its historic destiny by the perma-
nent “freezing” of Malaya, Singapore,
and Borneo into an Anglo-American
‘dominated Federation of Malaysia
rather than their being incorporated
in some form of ‘Greater Indonesia.’
. The most serious difference between
contemporary Malaya and Indonesia
stems from the haphazardness and di-
divisions of Dutch and British im-
perialism. The consolidation of co-
lonial administrations gradually gave
a certain reality to these divisions. The
main divergences in the histories and
cultures of the Malaphinido (Malay-
Phillipine-Indonesian)  countries are
due to the different types of colonial
rule to which they were subjected. Now
Indonesia, with its relatively high po-
litical consciousness, with its idea of a
great precolonial past and its am-
bitions for a great post-colonial fu-

ture, does not accept these divergences.
For many Indonesians these divisions

'do not .represent a ‘natural’ variega-

tion through historical evolution, but
a sign of violation and humiliation.
It is these unacceptable divisions that
are “permanentized” by the creation
of the Federation of Malaysia.

On the other hand, some form of
“Greater Indonesia” including Malaya
and Indonesia would seem more na-
tural in view of the unity of the area.

A glance at the map reveals the
geographical proximity of the areas
involved. The map shows even more
clearly that Singapore, already an es-
tablished and developed trading and
industrial center in the midst of an
underdeveloped region, ‘is the natural
major port for most of the Indonesian
archipelage. In general, any economic
or commercial separation between what
is now Malaysia and Indonesia would
be highly ‘unnatural’ to the economies
of both states.

For centuries there have been con-
stant and extensive migrations between
Malaya and Sumatra, Sumatra and
Java; Java and Malaya, Java and
Borneo. In present day Malaya there
are large communities of Javanese
and Sumatran descent. Most of the
important ethnic groups of the area
belong to the Deutero-Malay racial
group and have obvious physiologi-
cal and cultural traits in common.
Each ethnic group has its distinct lan-
guage but all ‘are more or less based
on a Malayo-Polynesian foundation
and for centuries a flexible, simple
form of market Malay has served as
the area’s “lingua franca”. Religion
is also a unifying factor. Malava and
Indonesia are the only Islamic coun-
tries in the Far East.

During World War II, under the
Japanese, market Malay was rapid-
ly developed into an all purpose mod-
ern language with the Java version
being  dominant over the older
‘Malayan’ style. By the post war rev-
olutionary period, the Malay language
(Indonesian style) had become a NA-
TIONAL language symbolizing the
struggle against imperialism. This ap-

plied on the Malay peninsula as well

as in Indonesia.

In addition, when the Japanese pre-
pared to grant independence to the
area in the last months of occupation,
both Malayan (including Singapore)
and Indonesian leaders who were con-
sulted outlined a future Indonesia which
included Malaya as a constituent unit.

‘The most impor

After the war Indonesia began her
armed struggle against the Dutch. Her
success won her considerable prestige
in South East Asia, particularly in
Malaya. Indonesia and her leaders
Hatta and Sukarno symbolized a grow-
ing Malayan ethnic and racial pride
and an impatience with the subordi-
nation to Chinese and Europeanpower.
links between the

two countries were :
cultural. A steady expansion of Indo-
nesian influence was observed. A con-
siderable number of Malyan intellec-
tuals made the pilgrimage to Djakarta.
Through a flood of Indonesian books,
magazines, broadcasts, personal com-

munications and contacts, the modern

Indonesian consciousness burst into
the stagnant traditionalist Malayan
world. For the first time, the modern
world was mediated through the Malay
language, not simply in textbooks, but
through the whole apparatus of modern
communications. Everything seeped

‘through: the growing militancy of of-

ficial Indonesian nationalism on the
world scene; the widespread propagan-
da of a vast national drive for mass
education; and the violent personal
conflicts of the new Indonesian writers,
working out in their writings the up-
heavals of the revolutionary years. It
was less the quality of this Indonesian
cultural invasion that was important
than the fact that an alternative con-
sciousness was being offered to alien
British culture and an atrophied Is-
lamic tradition. ' :

“UNNATURAL OFFSPRING”
So we see that geagraphy, pre-co-

_lonial history, ethnic and religious
" unity, ‘the wartime breakdown of co-

lonialist-inspired differences and post-
war nationalism all pointed to a nat-
ural Malaya-Indonesia unity. That
unity has been frustrated by the es-
tablishment of a British-American con
trolled Federation of Malaysia.

Let us review the history of Malaysia
to see whether Indonesia“is justified
in considering it to be a sleight-of-
hand trick; whether Sukarno is justi-
fied in calling it an “unnatural off-
spring spawned by neo-colonialism.”

The Federation of Malaysia was

Mr. Newman is a grad student in
Physics at Columbia University. He
is a leader of the Columbia M-2-M
chapter.




established in September, 1963. It in-
corporated the British colonial terri-
tories in'North Borneo (Sarawak and
Sabah which are referred to as North
Kalimantan by the Indonesians), the
island of Singapore, and the Federation
.of Malayan States (FMS).

MALAYA

The Federation of Malayan States
(FMS) itself was a fairly new crea-
tion. Before World War 1I Malaya
had consisted of 9 sultanates ruled
by a ‘benevolent despotism’ controlled
by British officials.

In a ten week campaign beginning
in Dec. 1941, the Japanese, in a land
assault from the rear through the
jungles, conquered Malaya and Singa-
pore with almost no resistance. The
Japanese rounded up all the Com-
munists (mostly of Chinese origin)
they could lay their hands on and
executed them without trial. Thosewho
escaped took refuge inthe jungles where
they formed a guerrilla organization
(Malayan People’s Anti-Japanese
Army, MPAJA) to resist the Japanese
and more importantly to fight for the
establishment of a People’s Republic of
Malaya. By the end of the war, the
MPAJA had emerged from the jungle
and has assumed- control of the coun-
tryside and the towns. When the British
Military Authority arrivedtotake over,
the MPAJA yielded to them with very
ill grace. They had fought so well
in the underground that for a time
after the war they were recognized
as a legal party. From 1945-1947,
along with non-communist Chinese,
they were very active in labor or-
ganizations which sought economic
and political objectives. By 1948 they
controlled 60 per cent ot the labor
unions. )

In 1946, the British, in their efforts
to keep control ofthesituation, brought
the 9 sultanates of Malay together
in the Malay - Union and in 1948
this was modified into the Federation
of Malayan States under areactionary
constitution and British control.

In 1948 the conflict betweenthe Com-
‘munists and the MPAJA on the one
hand and the British on the other

broke into open warfare which the
British called the Emergency.

THE EMERGENCY

The Emergency involved all Malaya
and Singapore and lasted about 12
years. (It might not be quite dead
yet since several hundred of the
guerrillas are said to have survived
in the deep jungle and over the
Thailand border.) The Emergency was
no small thing. Starting with a few
thousand, the guerrilla strength never
grew to more than about 10,000 plus

about 20,000 sympathizers. By June -

1957, 6,300 rebels had been killed
but the expense in British suffering
and money was high. The British es-
timate that it cost over $200,000 to
kill one guerrilla. In 1957 the Emer-
gency was still costing $120,000,000
a year and the total cost to Britain
was over a billion dollars. To wipe
out 6,000 guerrillas required 10 years
and the use of over 40,000 regular
troops (about 30,000 of them Euro-
pean British and the rest colonial
British). In addition it required the
services of 100,000 policeand 200,000
armed ‘home guards’. Nor did this
overwhelming military force suffice,
The guerrilla base had to be destroyed
by forcibly settling about 600,000
squatters (85 per cent Chinese) who
lived on the jungle fringes into some
550 barbed wire camps. These camps
had armed guards and no one could
enter or leave between sunset and sun-
rise. Some of them had amenities like
electric lights, water and pedigreed pigs.
(These camps were the prototypes for
the “happiness villages” which the US

_is trying to use in South Viet Nam.)

The entire Federation of Malaya and
Singapore was under a harsh mar-
tial law—administered in an inhuman
and racist manner. ’

VILLAGES PUNISHED

A morally dubious, but often used
British instrument of policy was the
collective punishment of whole villages

is some inhabitants were suspected of

aiding the rebels. It was abandoned
as a failure in 1953 although the
“operational rice ration”, i.e. the par-

British police expel peasants from their ]and in Colomal Malaya Tunku
Rahman revealea at the opening ceremony of the U.S.’s Standard Vacuum
Oil Company in March that foreign investments in the new Malayan
industries had reached 620 million Malayandollars, with11 U.S. Compan-
ies enjoying preferential treatment.

tial starvation-of erring communities,
was retained. General Templer, the
British High Commissioner, conveyec
his attitude toward the Communist
guerrillas to Supreme Court Justice
William O. Douglas who described

it in an article about his tour of
.Malaya in Look magazine Nov. 1951.

Templer said: “We have to hunt them
down like mad dogs in the jungle.”
According to Victor Purcell a British
Malaya expert, “Many Malayans
blanch at the suggestion that the Com-
munists are animals for...quite often
they are sons and brothers.” Another
feature of the Templer regime was
the policy of “divide and rule” which
exaggerated and perpetuated inter-
communal differences by discriminat-
ing against the Chinese.

Why did Britain fight thia very cost-

create a peaaaiul rep

time possession? Lets Iook at what

the guerrillas were fighting for. Along
with the Communist objectives of land
reform, free education, racial equality,

tradc dommates the commercial sec-

etc., was the declaration that when
the revolution had finally succeeded,
all British capital was to be confis-
cated; what would this meanto Britain?

IMPERIALISM

Malaya produces about 1/3 of the
world’s natural rubber (1/5 of the
total natural and synthetic production).
The large estates produce 56 per cent
of this and their share-is increasing.
Estate acreage is about 3/4 European,
mainly British owned. Tin is second
only to rubber in value of exports.
The Federation is the world’s largest
tin producer accounting for about 40
per _cent of world production. About
2/3 comes from European owned
mines. Singapore’s excellent harbor
and locat:on at -

Asiatic ports Its entrepot
tor of Malaysia’s economy. European
firms control about 50 per cent or
more of import-export operations and

[P

/{ ";.-. ///

Kalimanta

,ﬁd[&ﬂ oeeon
A7

7

 Taiwen

Ma ”%{llbll‘(‘_

of the

CHS

Philippines ~




they control 70 per cent of the im-
port-export trade of all of Malaya.
They are especially strong in ship-
ping, banking, insurance, and heavy
machinery. In 1956 Singapore han-
dled 17% million tons of cargo valued
at 21 billion dollars.

What does this mean to Britain?
In 1950 and 1951 (boom ycars), 2/3
of Britain's colonial dollar carnings
came from Malaya’s exports (mainly
rubber, then tin). The British Survey,
June 1952, says: “Without Malaya,
the sterling system as we know it could
not exist. Britain would have to halve
her imports from the USA”. An Asian
wrote in the New Statesman, May
1953: “It is Britain who buys ma-
chinery to modernize her plants, buys
food for her population, materials for
her factories and medicine for her hos-
pitals from the cheapest markets with
Malayan dollars—the MNalayans can
take what is offercd by the inefficient
British Industry or nothing at all.”

Purcell has stated: “The only things
that Malaya seemed to meahn to any-
one in Britain were ‘dollar earnings’
and ‘the containment of communism.’”

By 1957 the Emergency was largely
over and the British gave independence
to the Federation of Malayan States,
handing over the government to a
political alliance headed by Tunku
Abdul Rahman, whose leaders were
conservatives, men of affluence and of
British education. At the same time an
Anglo-Malayan Defense treaty pere
petuating the British military influence
in Malaya was signed. The treaty
has no time limit on it. By the terms
of this treaty Britaincould movetroops
anywhere within the country and could
use the troops for S.E.A.T.O. purposes
without necessarily consulting the Ma-
layan Government. Further, the right
to defend the bases was guaranteed.
This meant that if the opposition So-
cialist Front, which-is pledged to re-
move these bases, wereconstitutionally
elected, this Socialist Government
would be a threat to the security of
the bases and, under the treaty, Britain
could legally use military forceto over-
throw that government.

MALAYAN-INDONESIAN
CONFLICT

After the establishment of FMS in
1957, conflicts appeared between In-
donesia and the Malayan political elite.
Each of the incidents then between the
two governments are factors now in
Indonesia’s implacable hostility to-
wards the present-day Malaysian Fed-
eration.

First of all, those elements most con-
genial to Malaya’s Alliance Party Gov-
ernment under Tunku Abdul Rahman
—for religious, economic, ideological
and familial reasons—were gradually
being removed from their once domi-
nating positions. To further. polarize
this situation, in Malaya thelocal Com-
munist party was being hunted down
in the jungles, and in Indonesia it
was steadily rising in power and in-
fluence.

Two other incidents are still sources

pes LG

British police break a strike and arrest workers in Colonial Singapore.

David Rockefeller said that U.S.

investment in Malaysia could spiral

when his Chase Manhattan Bank opens a branch in Singapore next
month. First National Bank of New York noted the pivotal position
of Singapore as an ideal base for regional business.

of friction. In the first the Malayan
government (along with Taiwan and
the American CIA) gave physical
sanctuary and financial and military
aid to rebellious Indonesian Army gen-
erals. Indonesia quelled the rebellion
in March-April 1958, but the affair
left ill feelings. ‘

The other conflict arose when Tunku
Abdul Rahman, on his own initiative
offered to mediate the Indonesian-Dutch
dispute over Irian Barat (West New
Guinea) in 1961-1963. Rahman, a fel-
low Malay and Asianproposed lengthy
UN control for the disputed area, while
the Indonesians consider that Irian

-should have been surrendered with the

rest of the Netherlands East Indies at
the time of the transfer of sovereignty.
The resulting bad feelings added to
the long-held Indonesian suspicions
of Malaya that had been aroused by
the British-Malaya military agree-
ments which permitted broad powers
of intervention to the British. This then
is the story of Malaya (or FMS), the
major element in the formation of the
Federation of Malaysia. The second
ingredient in forming Malaysia, and

perhaps the economic key, was
Singapore.

SINGAPORE

/ For racial reasons, Singapore, be-

came a separate Crown Colony in 1946
and was excluded from the newly inde-
pendent Federation of Malayan States.
If its predominantly Chinese popu-
lation were added to the I'MS, the Ma-
lays would be outnumbered. IFigures
for 1959 are

FFMS  Singapore I'NMS-

Sing.
Chinese 2.5 mil. 1.23 mil. 3.8 mil
Malay 3.4 mil. 0.23 mil. 3.6 mil
Total 6.8 mil. 1.6 mil 8.4 mil.

(Malayans are all Muslims)

Two other factors motivated Britain
at this time. One was the need for a
stable and rcliable base from which
she could oversce her interests in the
arca. The other was that Singapore
was the largest British military, na-
val, and air base outside Europe.

Hence Singapore was kept as a
colony. By 1961 it was obvious that
the DBritish-approved People’s Action

S. M Azahari, leader of the Partai Rakyat of Brunei, leads an anti-
Malaysia demonstration, before the people of Brunei revolted. The
Brunei revolt soon spread to all of Northern Borneo, but only
Brunei has won its independence.

Party (PADP)—moderately  socialist—
could not retain power if it did not
meet the anti-colonial demands of the
lelt-wing leaders. The legally consti-
tuted communist party was making
great gains in the elections, and PAP
had lost ground in the last two elec-
tions. PAP had a majority of just one
scat in the Assembly and seemed likely
to be dcfeated in the 1963 clections if
not before. Once Singapore joined the
Federation, Tunku Abdul Rahman,
head of FMS, could control its “in-
ternal security”, i.c. arrest and deport
communists and fellow travelers.
Simply then, the incorporation of
Singapore into a new federation plan
was for the purpose of disenfranchis-
ing its million and a half citizens, for
keeping them from determining their
preferred type of government. Only
about 60 per cent of the Singapore
citizens meet the qualifications for Fed-
eral citizenship, knowledge of Malay
being a requirement for aliens. The
people of Singapore were given no.
choice about whether they wanted to
join the l‘ederation or not.

Since it was “necessary” to take in
Singapore to forcibly prevent it from
becoming a “South lSast Asian Cuba”,
one had to do something to allay the
racial fears of Tunku Abdul Rahman
and to re-establish the Malay numeri-
cal majority in the country. The British
proposed adding Brunei, Sarawak and
Sabah (Northern Borneo or Kaliman-
tan Utara) to the new federation. The
indigenous groups there could thenpro-
vide a counter-weight to the Singapore
“Chinese”. (However, more than half.
of the 1,250,000 inhabitants are neither
Malay nor Chinese but Dayaks and
other races, so that the problem wasn’t
ideally solved.)

This Malaysia plan was first an-
nounced on May 27, 1961. In Singa-
pore, the opposition to the plan took
shape in the formation of the Barisan
Socialis Party (Socialist Front Party)
which was a coalition of left-wing and
trade union leaders. One of Tunku
Abdul Rahman’s insurances against
this left opposition has been that in
November 1961 he signed an agree-
ment with the British Government un-
der which terms the old Anglo-Ma-
layan Defense Treaty of 1957 would
be extended to cover the whole of the
Malaysia territories, whatever they
might be.

NORTHERN BORNEO

The incorporation of North Borneo
into the proposed IFederation of Ma-
laysia forced the active opposition of
Indonesia. As long as North Borneo
remained a British colony, its future
was in question. Since direct colonial
rule was everywhere becoming a thing
of the past, the status of North Borneo
was neither permanent nor strong. The
accession of North Borneoto Malaysia
implied the permanent settlement of
this question along neo-colonial lines.

In Brunei, the British Shell Petroleum
Company produces4 1/2 million tons
of oil earning a net annual profit
of L.26 million. In Sarawak, 80 per cent
of the exports from oil, gold, and
timber belong to British firms where-
as in Sabah, about 85 per cent of the
rubber, timber, and copra products
are owned by British companies. In
addition, there are banking, insurance,
and other commercial enterprises be-
longing to West German, American,
French and Japanese firms.

The anti-colonial parties in the three
colonies had two objectives. IFirst, po-
litical -independence, and second to be
joined in a Federation of Kalimantan
Utara. On the basis of these demands
the independence movement grew in
strength.

The “Malaysia” plan would have
the great advantage ofenabling 'l'unku
Abdul Rahman to protect British in-
terests in North Borneo and at the
same time he could help to stifle the
left-wing movements there,

‘KALIMANTAN UTARA’ REBELS

In Brunei, the Partai Rakyat Brunci
had a 100 per cent victory at the
August 1962 General Elections—
16 clected on an anti-Malaysia plat-
form. When the British Resident Com-
missioner disallowed  three anti-
Malaysia proposals in a row the peo-
ple, through the sceretly organized Na-



tional Army of Kalimantan Utara, re-
belled. S. M. Azahari, Partai Rakyat
leader, proclaimed the independence
of Kalimantan Utara from Manila.
British troops were rushed in to sup-
press this popular revolt which quick-
ly spread to areas in Sarawak and
Sabah. The National Army of Kali-
mantan Utara was forced into the
jungle and guerrilla warfare has been
going on since. ,

The immediate effect of this uprising
was the suppression of all opponents
of Malaysia. In Singapore, over one
hundred members of the Barisan
Sosialis were arrested; in the Federa-
tion of Malaya 80 were arrested, in-
cluding the leader of the Parliamentary
Opposition. And in Kalimantan Utara
the arrests raninto thousands until even
schools had to be used as jails.

At this point, with those who most
threatened nationalization of their in-
stallations safely in jail, Shell Oil put
pressure on the British government
to let Brunei remain outside the federa-
tion. This was because Tunku Abdul
Rahman was going to ask for a larger
payment to the central government
than Shell now pays to the Sultan
of Brunei So in the end, only Sarawak
and Sabah were included, becausethey
‘'were judged to favor incorporation.

“FREE” ELECTIONS

The elections in Sarawak and Sabah
were held amidst such actions as de-
tentions without trial and the refusal of
electioneering permits to the Sarawak
United People’s Party. The judging
-on the elections was done by a UN
team headed by an American. Thecom-
mission investigation started on 26
Aug. 1963. On 29 Aug., the Malayan
government announced that Malaysia
would be formed on 16 Sept. regard-
less of the outcome of the investigation.
The investigation began a week before
the Indonesian and Phillipine mem-
bers arrived. Both the Indonesian and
the Phillipine governments refused to
accept the final finding that the peo-
ples of the two territories favored in-
corporation. They claimed that the
facilities granted to observers had been
inadequate and that the mission had
conducted the inquiry in an unsatis-
factory way. Indonesia and the Philli-
pines withheld recognition of the
Federation and withdrew their ambas-
sadors from Malaya.

ANOTHER VIETNAM

Now a large scale guerrilla war
is being fought for the independence
of Sarawak. The British are resisting
with a force of about 16,000 British
troops ‘and the war is developing on
the Viet Nam pattern. The jungle war
is openly and actively supported by
Sukarno of Indonesia, but it is pre-
dominantly an indigenous movement
of the Chinese population who fear
de-sinification and disenfranchisement
under the Malaysian Federation. In
case the 50,000 man British force in
Malaysia doesn’t suffice, the US in
Nov. 1964 sent a defense team of
Army, Navy and Air Force officers
to Malaysia to implement a US mili-
tary aid program as we once did for
the French in Indo-China. Included
will be military equipment, helicopters
and aircraft developed for jungle war-
fare. Battleships of the Seventh Fleet
pay courtesy calls to Malaysia to em-
phasize our support.

This then is the background of the
Federation of Malaysia: Malaya, a
prize colony, subdued in the ten year
anti - communist war known as the
Emergency, before being turned over to
a pro-British government; Singapore,
induced at the eleventh hour to disen-
franchise its people; and North Borneo,
incorporated by fiat (and a contested
UN investigation), where guerrillas
are now fighting a war for independence
from the Federation.

“CRUSH MALAYSIA”

We see tnat Indonesia’s hostility to
the Federation of Malaysia stems
partially from: '

1. A strong feeling that the present
boundaries of Indonesia are colonial-

ly determined and that the Malaysia =

deal reinforces this. 2. The histori-
cal memory of a Java based Greater
Malay Empire in South East Asia.

3. An image of the Malaysian gov
ernment as a cynical alliance ot feu-
dal aristocracy, Chinese bourgeoisie
and Anglo-American imperialism.
4. Resentment towards the Malayan
government which on at least two
occasions conspired against Indo-
nesia’s interests. 5. The determina-
tion to remove Western power and
influence in its neo-colonialist form
from South East Asia.

A study of internal Indonesian poli-
tics reveals that there are additional
factors that tend to make all major
Indonesian power groups (Pres. Su-

"karno, the Communist party PKI, the

Army) favor the policy of confronta-
tion that is called for by Indonesia’s
grievances.

MALAYSIAN REALITIES

The future of the Confrontation is
hard to predict. Eighteen months after
its creation, the Federation of Malaysia
is beset by very serious contradictions
and disunities. One major problem is
continued British economic exploita-
tion. The Finance Minister of Singa-
pore, Dr. Goh Keng Swee, in Dec.
64 discussed the British smothering
of Singapore’s new textile industry.
He concluded, “In spite of the benign
protestations of concern which the rich
countries every so oftenexpresstoward
the poor countries, this is still a harsh
and predatory world when one comes
down to brass tacks. Therich countries
say ‘What is mine I keep, what is
yours is negotiable.’”

Despite Malaysia’s absolute eco-
nomic growth, her per capita income
is stagnant or even declining. Unem-
ployment is rampant. Disease is not
being fought, illiteracy and birth rates
are high. Income differentials between
peasants and urban middle class are
staggering as are those between both
of these on the one hand and a hand-
ful of feudal chieftans and very rich
on the other; and between the local
population and foreign -capitalists.
Thus, to the masses of workers, pea-
sants, and even middle class. the strug-
gle against Malaysia is an economic
and political one. The Government
of the Federation of Malaya has ser-
ved to protect. British vested interests
from the growing threat of the rising
and popular left-wing parties like
Barisan Sosialis Singapore, Parei Ra-
kyat Brunei, and Sarawak United Peo-

ples Party.

Py g gus:
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This is one of many arti-Malavsian demonstrations held in Sarawak.
In a special First National Bank of New York brochure, the bank urged
economic expansion into Sarawak and Sabah. It noted that the present
Malaysian market was more than half again as large as Malaya and

four times as large as Singapore.

POLITICAL REFLECTIONS

Malaysia’s political problems were
reflected at her birth. All the Opposi-

tion political parties in Malaya and

Northern Borneo boycotted the ‘Ma-
laysia’ celebrations. As soon as the
Tunku Abdul Rahman Government
had the power to rule, it started tc
suppress the trade union movement
in Singapore and Sarawak. The Sing-
apore General Elections were held in
the midst of this suppression. In spite
of this, the anti-Malaysian parties pol-
led 43 per cent of the vote, Barisan
Socialis getting 35 ver cent of the
votes cast. Shortly after the announce

ment of these results, further arrests

of the Barisan Socialis members were
conducted, including many elected re-
presentatives. It is curious that our
press has been reporting the steady
infiltration of ‘Indonesian’ guerrillas
into Malaya, but neglects to point
out the vast popular support in Ma-
laysia for anti-Malaysia policies. Is

Indonesians have demonstrated against “Mualaysia. The slogan above
-reads “Crush Malaysia. Britain's plan is to forge a chain of military
bases in Malaya, Sarawak and Sabah, and along with SEATO bases in
the Philippines and Australia, encircle Indonesia and Southeast Asia to

suppress the national

liberation movements there. Malaysia- presently

holds a seat in the U. N. Security Council.

it possible that Malaysians themselves
are rebelling against their government
and we are being handed another *Viet-
nam story’?

FINAL RESOLUTION

On Indonesia’s side there are serious
internal economic problems, and the
precarious political power balance of
the Communist party and the Army,
kept in equilibrium by Sukarno, whose
health is allegedly failing. They do
not compare with Malaysia’s prob-
lems, though.

Whatever happens in Indonesia-Ma-
laysia, an understanding of it will not

tion to a case of Indonesaian aggres-
siveness or Sukarno power hunger.
Instead of these corrupt analyses and’
pat formulas, we see that the conflict
is not a new one but an extension of’
an old one whose resolution has been
deferred. Since British imperialismwas
never forced out of the area, it is
still there. The direct colonial 'admin-
istration has been shifted to the neo-
colonial Malyasia structure and the
British presence has been augmented
by the American (both in direct Ameri-
can military presence plus the indirect
leverage that America exerts on a de-
pendent Britain). It is”only when
western  economic, political and
military domination is finally ended
that the Confrontation will be finally

" resolvable, and resolved.
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“We are here on behall of brave men who have been fighting for their
country’s independence three times as long as we fought for ours, and with
much less foreign assistance.

—Staughton Lynd

“Thus, in our case, we have been told by the State Department that an
internationally-agreed-to plan for nation-wide Vietnamese elections in 1956
was a Communist trap; we have had soldiers called advisers, lethal chemi-
cals called weed-killers, lethal gases called benevolent incapacitators; we
have had an attack by a small guerrilla contingent on a barracks whose
guards were ahsent or sleeping transformed into a Hanoi-masterminded
conspiracy demanding aerial retaliation until, a week later, it was explained
that bombing North Vietnam was nqQt retaliatory; we have had a belated
and utterly inadequate explanation of an escalation policy, which offered
to negotiate with everyone except the people we were fighting, which spoke
of peace but said not one syllable about ending war....”

—Staughton Lynd

“....the people of
.in much more tha
tries there are pec
change their con
‘same. All our li
ability to overcom




“Americans often ask: Why didn’t the German people do something about
it? Only in the last few weeks have I begun to wonder: What- exactly did
we expect them to do? Their situation was different from ours, but not that
different. They too watched helplessly while their government incinerated
men, women and children. They too were represented by a legislature which
handed over its constitutional authority for war and peace to the executive.
They like ourselves were lied to by their government, not once or twice,
v ikt _ but over and over again in a sustained course of deception.”

—Staughton Lynd

“"We must name that system. We must name it, describe it,
analyze it, understand it and change it.”
—TPaul Potter

f Vietnam and the people on this demonstration are united
an a common concern that the war be ended. .In both coun-
ople struggling to build a movement that has the power to
wdition. The system that frustrates these movements is the
lives, our destinies, our very hopes to live depend on our
ne that system...”

—Paul Potter
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CHINA—A Canadian professor, just
returned from Communist China, re-
ports that the Chinese are de-empha-
sizing “getting a degree” and instead
are emphasizing what astudent knows.
The New York Times of April 3, 1965
anuotes Professor Casimir C. Lindsey of
the University of British Columbia as
saying, “They told me, ‘You judge a
man by what he does, not by his
degrees.’” ’

SCOTLAND—The student council
the university in Glasgow, Scotland
voted against granting an honorary
degree to Clark Kerr, President of
the University of California, because
of his “illiberal actions” towards po-
litical activity at the University of Cal-
ifornia.

Chile - Mass funeral at EI Cobre after the dam burst. Others were buried
without ceremony. “Why’ Chileans demanded, “*had the French controlled
copper company at El Cobre allowed a lake of chemical wastes to pile
up behind 3 towering mud wall above the homes of the miners?

CHILE—Demonstrations against an
increase in bus fare and other com-
modities reached a high point in San-
tiago when hundreds of students (both
University and High School)took over
Congress’ gardens. Workers in many
occupations including railroad, health
services, and copper mines havejoined
in support of the studets.

The Chilean goverm;nent quickly

moved to squash this worker-student
coalition by force. They placed therail-
roads under army control, attacked
the students in the Congress’ gardens
with tear gas and water, and in Con-
cepcion left 18 demo nstrators wounded,
arresting many. At last report, thou-
sands of copper workers were march-
ing through the mountain snows to the
capital. '

International Student News

SOUTH VIETNAM — The Second
Congress of All South Vietnamese
Youth, held at the end of March in
the liberated zones of south Vietnam,
called upgon the young men and wo-
men of south Vietnam to take part in
the revolutionary struggle. Four main
tasks were put forward by the Congress.
They are: “to kill more enemies, boost
production, build a new life in the
liberated countryside, and strengthen
the unity among youths of all strata.”
The 200 delegates present at the meet-
ing, held somewhere in the jungles of
south Vietnam, were said to represent
500,000 southern youth.

The seriousness of the tasks chosen
by these Vietnamese youth cannot
easily be overlooked.

SOUTH KOREA—The students of
south Korea, after being brutally sup-
pressed by the army last summer, are
once more demonstrating to oppose
the south Korean-Japanese talks and
the Park regime in general: Police and
students have been clashing in Seoul
and other leadng south Korean cities,
with the students exchanging blow for
blow with the U.S. trained and equipped
forces. The government has also closed
the schools in a hope that the students
will go home and forget the whole
thing. But the students feel that their
country is at stakethat after generations
of repeatedly fighting against the Jap-
anese occupation they will not quietly
give in to treaties that will once again
open Korea up for Japanese economic
control. The students say, and the U.S,
press ignores, that the treaty -would
be a colonial one—with Korea the
colony and Japan (along with the
few Korean allies Japan has always
been able to find in exploiting Korea)
as the colonizer.

JAPAN—The protest against the U.S.’s
invasion of south Vietnam is world-
wide. Club-swinging police were used
to protect U.S. State Department apolo-
gist Walt W. Rostow when he recently
arrived in Tokyo. Rostow is to tour
Japan to “explain” the U.S. “position”
in Vietnam, just as the State Dpart-

ment is planning to send some other
apologists to U.S. college campuses
to similarly “explain” their “position.”
The thousand Japanese students who
met Rostow at the airport shouted their
answer; “Rostow—Go Home!”

VENEZUELA—300,000 High School
and University Students in Caracas
boycotted classes for two days in April
to protest a government ban on politi-
cal activity on their campuses.

NORTH VIETNAM-—One million, sev-
en hundred thousand young north Viet-
namese (including 500,000 women!)
have joined the “Three Ready Move-
ment”—ready to fight, ready to join
the army and ready to go wherever
they are needed and defeat any enemy.
This spirit of willingness to fight in
defense of their homeland on the part
of Vietnamese youth is a strong com-
pliment to the unwillingness (recog-
nized in Washington) of U.S. youth
to continue the invasion of Vietnam.

In Ninh Binh province, according
to the Hsinhua News Agency, 30,000
armed youth held an anti-U.S. dem-
onstration. In one province the young
people dug 90,000 trenches and 62

~ kilometres of communication trenches.

Air raid shelters (several hundred thou-
sand of them) were dug in another
province by Vietnamese youth.

BROOKLYN COLLEGE

Continued from page 3

strations and rallies held, Gideonse
had been on ABC-TV to tell the world
that it was the Communist Party who
were the “active members...at the cen-
ter of it..and some of the outsiders
they bring to the campus...” Leaders
of the SPM denied the charges and
challenged Gideonse to provide proof
for his accusations. At the BC student
government meeting where a motion
was brought up censuring Gideonse

Pr Robert Sitton

for his “dangerous” accusations, he
proved his thesis by pointing to the
DuBois Clubs (active in SPM) as a
Communist - controlled organization
instructed to start “fireworks” on the
campus, and FREE STUDENT, which
he said was given away free at the
gates of BC (they were sold) and was
designed to spread the Berkeley spirit
on the campuses (true enough—ed.).
The leaders of SPM stood up and

‘demanded that he point out which of

them was a-Communist. Unable to do
50, he instead accused them of being
misled and duped.

However, repercussions of the red-
baiting were more serious in the exec-
utive committee of SPM, especially after
he published his “documentation” in
the school newspaper. Each chargewas
completely refuted by the SPM lcaders,
but within SPM the baiting had a
divisive affect. Thus divided against
themselves, with the onset of Spring
vacation in three days, and with exams
to follow, activity tapered off at BC.

But SPM still exists and so aoes
an incredible amount of student dis-
content which could be brought to the
surface by any incident which in
fringes on student or faculty academic
freedom or dignity. It is not surprising
that Professor Sitton defied the Feinberg
Law and at the same time was strongly
condemning U.S. policy in Vietnam.
Neither is it surprising that in the
fresh air of a struggle for academic
freedom and non-conformity, hundreds
of what were thought to be apathetic
BC students came to a position critical
ol, and rejecting. U.S. policy in Viet-
nam, and sent 5 busloads to the April
17 student march.
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FREE STUDENT UNION
Continued from page 2
announced the formation of a Free
Student Union. It is designed to bring
large numbers of students together,
rather than just uniting political groups
on short range issues. About 2000
students have already paid dues and
joined. The following statement ap-
pears on the Free Student Union mem-
bership card: ’

“As students we have certain rights
which no agency can legitimately

grant or deny; among these the right

to govern our own internal affairs;
to set our own standards of conduct;
and jointly with the faculty to deter-
mine the form and nature of our educ-
ation.”

Students at Berkeley are planning
to call for a National Student Con-
ference this summer, to discuss organ-
izing. a federation of student unions
throughout  the country. The unions
would, for example, organize student
strikes against the war in Vietnam,
as well as struggling for educatonal
reform-and student rights.

at Berkeley last Fall.

University of California girls jailed atter occupying Sproul Hall

NATIONAL TEACH-IN -May 15

The National Teach-In will be held in Washington on May 15th. It will
begin in the morning with three speeches by prominent academics. Bundy
and other prominent administration spokesmen have been invited to come
in the afternoon to speak, and answer questions from the audience and a
reactor panel, where they stand a decent chance of being academically im-
peached. In the cvening, the audience will divide into seminars; as well,
congressional leaders will be questioned on their views.

The “Inter-University Committee for a public Hearing on Vietnam” is
calling for simultaneous local teach-ins around the country. These can re
ceive, via an AT&T hook-up, the four-hour confrontation between the ad-
ministration spokesmen and the reactor panel )
persuaded to broadcast the speeches and debate.

The hook-up can be arranged for only $60-80 for a hall seating up to

- 4000. Contact the committee at Box 1383, Ann Arbor 48106, or (:313)
NOi3-4242 or 4243. You may call collect if necessary.

. Radio stations should be
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Columbia University: A Political Monograph

By Sharon Krebs and Ed Lemansky

*“Having observed closely the inner
life at Columbia for many years, I
have been driven to the conclusionthat
the university is really under the con-
trol of a small and active group of
{rustees who have no standing in the
world of education, who are reac-
tionary and visionless in politics, nar-
row and medieval in religion. Their
conduct betrays a profound miscon-
ception of the true function of a uni-
versity in the advancement of learn-
ing."—Charles Beard upon his resig-
nation from Columbia University in
1917. .

Columbia University is widely held
to be one of the more “liberal” cam-
puses in the United States. It is rela-
tively free of the petty dress and living
regulations which plague undergradu-
ates at most colleges in the country.
That women must sign out of their
dorms after 6:30 p.m., that doors must
be kept open one book-width when a
member of the opposite sex is visit-
ing (presumably for the benefit of some
hallway patrol) and that dorm living

is required for a minimum period of

time, all serve to remind us that Co-
lumbia still thinks of its students as
children to be watched over, molded,
and protected from harmful influences.
Still co-eds at Barnard are free to dress
in slacks and Columbia College men
can wear levis. And at least they are
free to visit each other in their rooms—
within certain hours.

The Contestants

Yet the history of this ivy league
school of high academic standing is
littered with the names of students and
teachers who, while permitted the free-
dom of individual non-conformity,
have been hounded from the universi-
ty when they dared to publicize their
radical views or when they tried to
organize others around a common
program of action.

Trustees have been quickte e
any resso éring political life—

(We ask independent students to write monographs on their particular
universities for FREE STUDENT. Let’s continue to ask and find out
who runs our schools, and for what purposes. )

also in 1917— and in 1932 Reed
Harris, editor-in-chief of the Spectator

was expelled for editorials attacking

the management of the John Jay din-
ing halls and exposing varsity foot-
ball as a “semi-pro” racket. Harris,
however, was supported by the ACLU,
newspaper editors and his fellow stu-
dents. 1500 students cut classes and
rioted. Finally after twice upholding
the expulsion, the wuniversity ad-
ministration succumbed to pressure
and reinstated Harris, who promptly
resigned. In an interesting sidelight,
his classmates then voted him “most
likely to succeed.”

Anti-fascist and anti-war movements
had great support on the campus
during the 1930’s. In 1935 students
demonstrated against the attendance of
Italy’s Consul General at a ceremony
held by the Casa Italiana. The admins
1strat10n opposed the protest, which was

! members of

": e faculty ‘By the time the smoke

cleared, 6 technicians who supported

Bryn Mawr Apartments—more
of Columbia’s real estate. Colum-
bia bought the building last July,
specifically to move black and
Puerto Rican New Yorkersback to
the ghetto, to make for an all-white
Morningside Heights. Columbia
wants to replace this “blight on
the neighborhood” with a new
pharmacy school building. The
University has used the courts to
sue for dispossession and a reform
tenants council organized by staff
members of St. Luke’s Hospital
(controlled by Columbia) to
weaken the protest and picketing
by the tenants. Columbia has won
its ‘suit in court, the present land-
| lord is appealing the decision, the
tenants are still hanging on in the
.Bryn Mawr.

particularly if hé espouses a serious
radical opposition to the status quo.
In 1917, for example, Professor J.
McKeen Cattell was dismissed from
the chair of psychology (which he
had held since 1891 ) because he wrote
to members of Congress opposing
measures which sent conscripts to fight
in Kurope against their will. Henry
Wadsworth Longfellow Dana, an in-

structor of English, who had made. -

antiwar speeches before the People’s
Forum was fired at the same time.
A week after Dana’s dismissal, the his-
torian Charles A. Beard resigned from
the faculty of the University in protest.

Student editors of campus news-
papers are particularly vulnerable to
the scrutiny and prejudices of the trus-
tees. The editor of the Jester, was ex-
pelled for attacking President Butler—

Sharon Krebs, a grad studentin Siavic
languages, is a member of Columbia
M-2-M.

the students were dismisséd from their

" positions at the Medical Schools.

Students came out in a general strike

" in 1936 supporting a fellow student,

Burke, who had been expelled in the
wake of a demonstration protesting

" President Butler’s acceptance of an in-

vitation to Nazi Germany. Burke was
not as lucky as Reed Harris, and was
not readmitted.

By 1940 President Butler stated that
faculty members should resign if their
opinions conflicted withtheuniversity’s
views on war and national defense.

In 1949, while General Eisenhower
was president of the university, Pro-
vost Jacobs stated that academic free-
dom was to be construed to bar “sub-
versive teachers™ from the staff. At the
same time, the administration refused
to renew the charter of the LLabor Youth
League, on the ground that the organ-
ization had "subversive ties.™

During the Korean War, the univer-
sity offered a non-credit course, "Why
We Fight,” aswell as 6 military courses.

Opposition to the U.S. participation

~ in the war was considered subversive

and championship of the government
policy was institutionalized. At Colum-
bia, the notion of auniversity as a place
where all views were debated and dis-
cussed, where a true forum for inquiry
was established, had clearly become
a shameless hypocrisy.

Not only students and faculty mem-
bers, but other workers employed by
Columbia are not permitted to develop
a fight to protect their interests. In
1952, for example, the University
smashed a two-week strike of all cafe-
teria and maintenance workers who
were demanding union recognition.
Despite considerable student support
the university successfully divided most
students from the striking workers,
and was able to maintain operations
by hiring student scabs. The striking
workers were fired at the end of the
strike.

This year, 13 years later, the Colum-
bia CORE chapter attempted to draw
attention to the cafeteria workers’ de-
mand for collective bargaining rights.
They were met by total opposition
from the University administration
which invoked the university’s “non-
profit” status as justificaton for re-
fusing to bargain with a union. This,
despite the fact that Columbia Univ-
ersity " is a giant corporation—with
assets of well over $350 million.

In 1953, during the height of the
McCarthy witch-hunts, Columbia fired
30 teachers for their “Communist ties,”
although the Columbia College faculty
attacked the investigation and de-
fended the teachers’ right to invoke the
5th amendment.

In 1964 the administration dutifully
carried out its functions by banning
campus demonstrations against official
guests. This was in response to a stu-
dent protest against the visit of Greece’s
oro-Nazi Queen Irederika. Continued
orotests finally forced the administra-
tion to relax its edict somewhat—re-
taining a provision banning demon-
strations which might “embarrass the
University.”

As one examines the history of facul-
ty and student struggle for the right
to put forward radical ideas, and to
organize to implement them, the ques-
tion of “who controls the university?”
is constantly raised.

Thé Power Elite...

Part of the answer is found in an
examination of the composition of the
board of trustees of the University—
the group which has final authority
10 set university policy.

In the early days of Americanhigher
education most colleges were estab-
lished as institutions of religious train-
ing, and the clergy who then made up

‘the boards of regents or trustees were

there to insure religious orthodoxy
and decorum. The universities became
secularized, and in the usual pattern
of this country, played the role of re-
flecting rather than guiding public pol-
icy. The boards became the property
of huge corporations which continue
to oversee the orthodoxy of the insti-
tution within the perimeters of their

interests.

In 1922, in The Goose Step, Upton
Sinclair dubbed Columbia, “the univ-
ersity of the House of Morgan.” He
demonstrated the existence of inter-
locking directorates of universities, big
corporations and philanthropic foun-
dations. He documented the assertion
that all are dominated by a relatively

'small group of men representing

finance capital.

Columbia of 1965 is in no significant
way different from the universities of
1922. The 23 men who sitontheboard
of trustees of Columbia University also
sit on the boards of directors. of corpo-
rations whose assets total well over
$150 billion. These include some of
the world’s largest corporations. For
example, Grayson Kirk, who is also
president of the university, is a mem-
ber of the board of directors of the
Consolidated Edison Co. of N.Y.
(Assets $3.6 billion), Socony Mobil
Oil Co. (Assets $4.7 billion), and IBM
(Assets $2.4 billion), as well as a
number of banks and investment cor-
porations. Members of Columbia’s
board of trustees sit on the boards of
the three largest life insurance com-
panies in the United States. Trustee
Frederick R. Kappel spends his time
away from the groves of academe as

(For these men’s complete cor-
- porate interests, see box on the
following page.)

Chairman of American Telephone and
Telegraph (Assets $28,3 billion). Kap-

~ pel is also a director of the Chase

Manhattan Bank (Assets $12.1). Mem-

‘bers of the university’s board are di-

rectors of more than 20 corporations
which each have assets of more than
half-a-billion dollars.

... Its Interests

A simple statement of the assets of
some of the major corporations with
which the University’s trustees arecon

 nected is insufficient to give one a real

feel for the kind of economic control
these men have. The connections of
these corporate giants with others can
be observed by examining any one
of the following. For example, The
Equitable Life Assurance Society of
the United States (of-which Samuel
Walker is a director) has almost all
of its assets ($11.3 billion) invested in
other corporations. $4.9 billion is in-
vested in bonds of other corporations,
and $4.3 billion is invested in loans

‘on real estate. Equitable is also a clas-

sic case of “interlocking directorates”
(for all sceptics who claim that this
sort of things went out with the robber
barons of the 1880’s). On Equitable’s
Board of Directors we find the Chair-
man of the Pacific Gas and Electric
Company, the President of the Detroit
Edison Company, the President of the
Southern Railway, the President of Bell
Telephone Labs, the President of the
Ford Foundation, the President of the
Chemical Bank of New York, the Chair-
man of the Board of Texaco, the Presi-
dent of the Cleveland Electric Illumi-
nating Company, the President of Lever
Brothers, the President of the Chase
Manhattan Bank, the V.P. of T. Mellon
and Sons, the President of Princeton
University, the Dean of the Harvard
Business School {(who is also a di-

_rector of General Foods Corporation),

and a few others.

Members of the Columbia Board of
Trustees are on the boards of a num-
ber .of large investment corporations.
Dividend Shares, Inc., one of whose
directors is Columbia president Kirk,
is a good example. Dividend Shares,
Inc. had assets of 340 million dollars
at the end of 1963. These assets were
in the form of various corporate se
curities. 15 per cent of thecorporation’s
assets are in the form of $51 million
of petroleum stocks (with $24 million
of this invested in the Standard Oil
group). $46 million are invested in
stocks of utilities companies, $230 mil-

continned
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lion in banks and financial c¢orpora-
tions, and $23 million in chemicals
and drugs. Dividend Shares has in-
vestments in IBM of $17.8 million,

‘and General Motors of $10 million.

Is it any wonder that the university,
like the government, is run on the
basis of “what’s good for General
Motors....”

Adrian Massie sits on the board of
directors of the Cerro Corp., which
will serve as an example of the kind
of imperialist activities in which our
“educational leaders” are involved. We
have chosen Cerro because itis“small”
(it has assets of “only” $288 million)
and typical of the activities of U.S.
owned corporations in Asia, Africa
and Latin America. According to
Moody’s Industrial Manual, 1964 edi-
tion, Cerro has huge mining and smelt-
ing operations in Peru. It is involved
in the extraction of copper, lead, zinc,
silver, gold, bismuth, cadmium, sele-
nium, tellurium and antimony. The
corporation also owns coal munes in
Peru, as well as its own hydroelectric
power system and railway. Further-
more, in the words of the manual,
the “company owns large tracts in the
vicinity of La Oroya, used for the pro-
duction of agricultural products and’
the grazing of about 200,000 sheep and
6,000 cattle. These provide food for
the company’s workers....(the) com-
pany also owns housing, hotels, hospi-
tals, schools, stores and other facilities
needed for support of its workers and
supervisory staff.” It also owns storage
and shipping yards at Callao, an of-
fice building in Lima, as well as other
administrative buildings.

One of Cerro’s subsidiaries, the Cerro
de Pasco Petroleum Company has pe-
troleum exploration concessions cover-
ing 2" million acres. It is important
to remember that this is by no means
the largest American operationin Latin

America. Its presence, as that of Rocke- .

feller oil interests in Venezuela, explains
the guerrilla warfare now raging in
those two countries; the:followers of
Hugo Blanco in Peru, and the National
Liberation Front in Venezuela.

Given the connection of most of the
University’s board of trustees with such
operations, it would seem to require
a minor miracle to have fair, reasona-
ble and honest teaching at the uni
versity. Such miracles have not yet
occurred—nor do they seem likely to
occur as long as the universities re-

main firmly in the grasp of these men,
and the corporations they represent.

An interesting aspect of the problem
of corporate control of the university
is revealed when one examines Colum-
bia’s own financial position. It is it-
self a major corporation, having as-
sets totaling more than $350 million.
Of this, $126 million is invested in
common stocks of corporations ($25.5
million in petroleum, $21 million in
public utilities, $11 million in chemi-
cals and $6.7 million in metals). In
addition, the university owns $56 mil-

lion worth of real estate (including

Rockefeller Center—valued at $33 mil-
lion). A Columbia student, wishing to
obtain more detailed information, visi-
ted the office of the University
Treasurer. He was told that he could
not be given such information, that
it was “too inconvenient.” We ask,
“Too inconvenient for whom?”

...Its Politics

In addition to their activities as di-
rectors of giant corporations, a num-
ber of Columbia’s board of trustees
have served and are serving in im-
portant governmental positions. Trus-

Who Runs

NAME

Grayson Kirk
(President of
Columbia Univ.)

Columbia...

CORPORATE INTERESTS

Director: Consolidated Edison Co. of N.Y.—Assets
$3.6 billion; Socony Mobil Oil Co.—Assets $4.7
billion; IBM—Assets $2.4 billion.

Trustee: Greenwich Savings Bank — Assets $798

million.
Chairman: American Telephone & Telegraph—

Frederick R. Kappel

Assets—$28.3 billion.

Director: Chase Manhattan Bank — Assets $12.1
billion; Metropolitan Life—Assets $20.6 billion;
General Foods Corp.—Assets $658 million.

Alan H. Temple

Director: Prudential Life Insurance Co.—Assets

$19.8 billion;The Monsanto Corp.—Assets $1.4
billion; First National City Bank of N.Y.—Assets
$11.8 billion.

Maurice Moore
(Chairman of the
board of trustees)

William Peterson
William Burden

Director: Chemical Bank N.Y. Trust Co.—Assets
$5.8 billion; General Dynamics—Assets $626 mil-
lion; Time, Inc.

Director: Irving Trust Co.—Assets $2.7 billion.

Director: Manufacturer’s Hanover Trust Co. —

Assets $6.5 billion; Allied Chemical Corp.—Assets
$1.1 billion; Lockheed Aircraft — Assets $545

million.
Director: Shell Oil Co.—Assets $2.1 billion (a sub-

Harold F. McGuire

sidiary of Royal Dutch Petroleum Co., thelargest
oil company in the world). '

Walter Fletcher
William T. Gossett

Director: Union Pacific RR—Assets $1.7 billion.
Vice President & Director: Ford Motor Co.—Assets

$5.9 billion.

Walter H. Sammis

President & Director: Ohio Edison Co. — Assets

$679 million.

Samuel Walker

Director: Equitable Life Assurance Society of the

U.S.—Assets $11.3 billion.

Adrian M. Massie

William S. Paley

Trustee: Greenwich Savings Bank—Assets $798
million.

President: Columbia Broadcasting System.

Note: The sources of information regarding the corporate interests of these members of Columbia.
University’s Board of Trustees are: a. Poor’s Directory of Corporations, Executives and Directors,
1964 Ed. and b. Who’s Who in America, 1964-65 Ed. The sources of information regarding the
assets of the various corporations are the 1964 editions of Moody’s Manuals. All figures are as of

the end of 1963.

tee Frank Hogan, for example, is New
York County District Attorney, and
has been for more than 20 years. We
also find a former assistant High Com
missioner to Germany (Benjamin J.
Buttenweiser), a Federal Judge (Fred-
erick Van Pelt Bryan), and a former
ambassador to Belgium (Willian A.M.
Burden). Burden served inthis capacity
from 1959 to 1961—the period which
saw the murder of Patrice Lumumba
by Tshombe and his Belgian support-
ers (See “Congo,” Free Student No.2).

That corporations are inextricably
connected with the government itself
and in fact determine its policies. has
been pointed out by C. Wright Mills
(whose career at Columbia was marked -
by continual harrassment) in The
Power Elite. “There is no longer, on
the one hand, an economy, and on the
other hand, a political order contain-
ing a military establishment unimpor-
tant to politics and to money-making.
There is a political economy linked, in
a thousand ways, with military institu-
tions and decisions.”

It is the eagerness of these large
corporations to turn over huge profits
—through the adoption of such mili-
tary and political policies as “contain-
ment of communism”—that commits
the government to the repression of
self-determination abroad and radical
dissent at home. Those who make up
the “power elite” recognize that their
ability to maintain support for their
policies depends in large measure on
their ability to isolate the coming
generation of administrators and in-
tellectuals from any serious radical or
revolutionary criticism of the existing
system. For it certainly is inthe interest
of - the university’s board of trustees
to see that Columbia produces the
materials with which to run their cor-
porations and their government. It is
in their interest to do everything in
their power to see.to it that the ideas,
“facts,” and opinions of the graduate
who enters the business-military-gov-
ernment-educational world coincide
with the outlook of the trustees and the
trustees’ corporations.

The idea of a free university, a free
student, or even a free mind is as
inimical to their interests as a liberated
Vietnam in a liberated Southeast Asia.

Ed Lemansky, a graduate of Antioch
College, is a member of Progressive
Labor.

San Jose, Galifornia: The New Student

By Louis King
San Jose State

San Jose State College (SJS), San
Jose, California, is an example of
a small, but significant, movement.
SJS has not distinguished itself as
a center of student unrest or action.
It is average in its percentage of
apathy and conformism. But a close
examination shows that the average
American student is changing.

In the Spring of ‘63 the only ac-
tive liberal element on campus was
a small peace organization (SPU).

In the Fall of ‘63 a new organiza-
tion was formed, called Toward an
Active Student Community (TASC).
TASC was to stimulate political dis-
cussion by bringing speakers on cam-
pus. But by mid semester something
new was hatched. A closed-off street
(7th St.) cuts straight through the
center of campus. On the sidewalk
of the street an unused bus stop bench
still sits. On a Friday, at about noon,
several TASC members got up on the
bench, facing the street. They carried
a sign reading 7th Stt FORUM. From
that day on, almost every Friday,
there is a “Hyde Park™ type forum
on 7th St.

As the Forum flourished, a night-
time, indoor Friday Forum was nur-
tured and created by other students.
In an “open-end” style, prescheduled
topics were discussed by and between
students and faculty. The Friday Fo-
rum took place once to twice monthly
and still continues regularly.

Other changes occurred in the fol-
lowing semesters. CORE and SNCC
came on campus. A Committee for
Socialist Action and a Humanist (ag-
nostics and atheists) group were
formed. SPU’s membership ranged
around 300. A student newspaper (in-
dependent of the Journalism Dept.)

was organized, mimeographed, and .

sold. Its name was the Campus Voice
and is infamous all over California.

MASS MEETINGS

These are the changes that have
taken place in the last two years. A
closer look at SJS this semester shows
the true nature of what the small, but
significant student action is like.

At registration SNCC passed out
information leaflets to almost every
student registering (21,000). SPU
passed out peace information and a
form letter to be signed and mailed to
the President in protest of U.S. action
in Viet Nam.

Before school even started SNCC
held two well-planned rallies on 7th
St. Every afternoon of the first two
weeks of school there was a sponr
taneous 7th St. Forum drawing large
crowds. Topics varied from FSM to
the Congo to HUAC. Several groups
on campus co-sponsored a picket of
the post office in protest of the U.S.’s
Viet Nam policy. The usually con-
servative school newspaper came out
with two columnists: one commenting
that Barry Goldwater was to his left;
the other a socialist. When the Selma
brutality started there was a three-day,

round-the-clock, vigil and picket at
the post office. The week after the
beatings in Selma there was a rally
every afternoon at 7th St. These ral-
lies culminated in a march on Friday.
About 600 faculty and students
marched through the heart of town
to the post office.

From the post office 200 of these
people marched to San Francisco, 50
miles. On the way more and more
people joined until, when they marched
up to the federal building in S.F.,
there were 6,000 people.

Recently the California legislature
has decreased the pay of State College
Professors by 1.8 per cent due to a
previous mistake in calculations and
an overpayment. Teachers, already
underpaid in comparison to other col-
leges, started complaining. Students
picked up the «<ry. But students did not
restrict their ;i evances to the pay cut.
They also voiced objection to a pro-
posed tuition, proposed health fees,
large classes, poor library facilities,
and the whole educational system.

STUDENT POWER

Three  independent, non-related
groups sprang up simulatneously. One
group existed solely to collect money
to make up the faculty pay cut (and,
thus, made fools of the legislature).

The strongest and most dynamic
of these groups (Students for Excel-
lence in Education, SEE) held a Fri
day 7th St. rally. 4,000 student
turned out. This number was matched

only once before in the history of SJS.

These groups are doing more than
usual on-campus activity one would
expect (such as a thorough investiga-
tion of the library). SEE, for instance,
is doing something that students a year
ago in America would have never
dreamed of. SEE is organizing State
University, College, and Junior Col-
lege students to initiate a referendum
for a constitutional amendment.

Students are trying, by themselves,
to get enough signatures on petitions
to have California call a special elec-
tion for an amendment stating that
California is obligated to provide
FREE, high quality, higher education.
This would mean no tuition or health
fees, smaller classes and better instruc-
tors, and moreover, a change in the
whole basis of California education.

Students in other countries have
known their power for a long time.
When a revolution takes place irrother
countries, it is the students that start,
lead, and MAKE IT.

In Japan, thousands of students
turned out on a moment’s notice to
protest an American war ship docking.

In Brazil, when a revolution took
place that students did not aid, the ad-
vancing army marched around cam-
puses. Armies skirted university com-
munities, rather than incur the wrath
of student$.

In America, until recently, nothing.

But students of . America are now
challenging the most basic assump-
tion: that.they have no right to act.

America is witnessing a new student.



Teacher-Firings, Teach-ins...

The Long Sleep Ends

Through the long years of the Cold
War America’s colleges and universi-
ties slept the sleep of the dead. During
the early and mid fifties their faculties
‘were purged of their obstreperous mem-
bers. Most of those that survived were
subjected to humiliating oaths, sworn

. and solemn, certifying that they were
not about io overturn the state.

Each professor, in full appreciation
of his rank and entitlements, filled in
a slip of paper attesting that he never
taught, conspired, nor advocated
bloody revolution. Thathewould never
do so. Administrators of the Federal
Government, of the State Government,
of “the political subdivisions thereof”
could sleep peacefully without fearing
the wrath of the professor.

Roving committees of the House and
Senate and their confreres within the
several states travelled from this cam-
pus to that upon the advice of paid
informers to flush out perjurers, men
whose fanatical commitment to dan-
gerous dogmas might subvert the
malleable minds of youth.

Some teachers complained and were
duly sent packing. Some got teaching
jobs at other institutions. Some sued
or put their case into the hands of the
sloth-paced Amtrican ‘Association of

University Professors. Some put their’

.PhDs in nuclear physics to, work re-
pairing television sets. Some went to

jail.
McCarthy passed out of th

traveled. Professors clucked to each
other in the privacy of their living
rooms about “evil times,” and “aca-
demic self-destruction.” A professor’s
wife at Brandeis stood up at a public
meeting in 1962 and condemned the
government’s policy during the Cuban
missile crisis. She and her husband
were removed from the staff. The col-
leagues clucked that the bitch was an
anchor to her husband’s career.

Most teachers quickly took note of
the “realities.” The road to promo-
tion and tenure was paved by knuckling
under to the Administration. Students
counted for next to nothing: “Keep
‘em happy, give ‘em texts, and pub-
lish like crazy.” It wasn’t only that
they had to publish that bothered
them—it was that what they had to
publish was emasculated trash industy
journals, seldom read and hardly ever
appreciated.

Solons and magnates wondered pub-
licdly why so few people with ideas and
talent went intoteaching. They required
more oaths, sent out more committees,
and wondered publicly some more.
Administrations devoted thousands of
hours to selective hiring practices: one
unseemly incident could be worth tens
of thousands from giant corporations
of the government. The mature, bland
professor was in special demand. The
Administrators complained bitterly
about the lack of trained personnel for
classrooms and turned to restricted
admissions policies, classroom TV,
and the Monster Lecture to compen-
sate for the lack of staff. They too
wondered about ideas and talent.

Finally, after twenty years of the
Cold War, after a stepped up ten-
year campaign of systematic butchery
in Vietnam, in the face of the thrash-
ing and writhing of the black popula-
tion of America, after a successful revo-
lution in Cuba, Algeria and Tanzania
and revolutionary war in Colombia,
Venezuela, Congo, Portugese Guinea,
and a dozen other countries, America’s
colleges have begun to waken.

The students, the people who will

have to live within an American night-
mare are the prime movers of the
wakening. It is their demand to under-
stand Vietnam, to understand Black
Liberation, to understand national
liberation, to wunderstand not only
Marx but Lenin and Stalin and Mao
and Che Guevara, in shoit, to under-
stand the events of the world, that
have galvanized their professors into
action.

Thus “teach-ins:” teach-ins at
Michigan and Drew, (C.C.N.Y) and
Columbia. Peculiar enterprises inwhich
the ideas that should have been
discussed all year intheclassrooms are
taught during onenight, all-night
vigils. True, when this is pointed out,
as it was by a fired professor at a
teach-in at City College in New York,
the students respond with blistering
applause. But the auditoriums are
filled and there has been no lack of
faculty members to publicly proclaim
their denunciation of the war in South-
east Asia.

Thus when faculty members are fired
because they refuse to sign loyalty
oaths, as was Dr. Robert Sitton at
Brooklyn College, students no longer
stand idly by and watch the professor

- pack his books. They protest—loudly

and vociferously, and when the brave
professor himself returns to meet his
class (from which he is barred by the
Administration), the students come out
of the classroom and the class is held
in the corridor, or on'the grounds, or
in the cafeteria.

Or when Dr. Richard Bernstein at
Yale is turned out “for failure to pub-
lish” enough dry and dusty tracts for
the academic journals, and when stu-
dents have noted that he was, in the
classroom, concerned with their intel-
lectual development, their ability to
analyse a real world (not semantics),
hundreds pour out in protest. Picket-

ing: “Teaching or Tenure?” they ask,

or “Yale vs. Knowledge?”

summarily fired at Adelphi Universi-
ty, a small, suburban school entirely
without-a history of protest, for “teach-
ing inadaquacies,” meaning, inthe per-
verse language of the academic com-
munity, “teaching too well,” or “teach-
ing dangerous, devilish things,” there
is no silence. Fifty, sixty students come
from nowhere and sit-in on a large
rug before the Dean’s Office. “And
the Truth Shall Make You Free,” pro-
claims the rug. “And - why was Pro-
fessor Krebs fired?” demand the stu-
dents. And Krebs, like Sitton, is
spurred on by the students to con
tinue teaching week after week in a

Dr. Allen Krebs

remote apartment in a remote corner
of Queens. But the students continue to
attend.

In Buffalo, after.a massive student
protest against HUAC the previous
year, after the paid informers have
cashed in on the reputation of Paul
Sporn, an English Instructor, after
Sporn is summarily dismissed before
Thanksgiving vacation for “misrepre-
sentation in signing the Feinberg Cer-
tificate,” students turn out in protest
again. They will not sit idly by while
the Administration and the jackals
oversee a purge of their own minds.

And thus, finally, page after page
of advertising space taken in the New
York Times: faculty members listing
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AFTER THE FIRING: Dr. Robert Sitton talks to a thousand students
-at Brooklyn College.

their names, their university affilia-
tions, saying, in effect, “I might have
signed the damned oath, but I damned
well haven’t sold out my mind. Here,
look! I put my name down in The
Times, against our atrocities in
Vietnam. Perhaps notbravery interms
of a Vietnamese guerrilla fighter, but
brave for these men, in this context.

So finally the campus has begun to
move again—to quicken to ideas—to

demand explanation. In short to be
a place in which you learn about a
real world. And when Mario Savio
shouts at Berkeley, “...the faculty are
a bunch of employees and we’re the
raw material! But we’re raw material
that doesn’t mean to be processed, that
doesn’t mean to be bought or sold to
some client! We’re human beings!”,
the faculty itself begins to stir rest-
lessly in response.

FS in the

FREE STUDENT has been received
enthusiastically by students interested
in reforming their campuses and in
opposing the war in Vietnam and who
see the connection between the two, ie..
their universities are training them
to fight and conduct such wars at
home and abroad. Sales have been
high and persons of many political
persuasions regard the newspaper
highly. In some quarters, however,
individuals and groups whose interests,
status, pride, ego, or psychological

.security are seriously challenged by

FREE STUDENT’s content or maybe
even its appearance, have reacted
strongly inthe negativeand havetaken
what are sometimes humorous, some-
times dangerous actions. Here arethree
such examples:

At Eastern Kentucky State College,
where from 50 to 100 copies have
been distributed, a teacher spotted a
student reading a copy of FS. She
approached him after class, took him
to her office and made a brief perusal
of FS. She handed the paper back to
the student, and told him to tear: it
up into “small pieces” right in front
of her or be taken to the President for
disciplinary action. The student, ob-
viously not used to, such a political
confrontation, alone, and not sure of
his grounds, did as he was told.

The story of Harry T. Gideonse of
Braoklyn College has been told in
some detail in both the present issue
of FS and in FS no. 1. Suffice it to
say that in his accusations against
the Student Protest Movement at BC
(See Page 3), he accused M-2-M mem-
bers of giving away “large numbers
of FS gratuitiously at the gates” of
the school. He also accused the FS
no. 1 article, “ Repression and Rebellion
at Brooklyn College” of raising all
the old. issues of “the Stalinists” -at
BC in the 30s and 40s, and that FS’s
editor is a “professional organizer of
the Committee for. Student Travel to
Cuba.”

The leaders of SPM retorted that
FS was not given away free and that
“very far from large numbers” were
sold. The fact is that over 700 copies

Field...

of the two issues were sold at the usual
dime apiece outside the gates of BC,
though at first city police and campus
officials tried to prevent thosewho were
selling from  doing so. Theissues raised
in FS no. 1 were those of students
of BC in the ’'30s and ’40s because
the article was a history of BC. The
issues raised by the present SPM are
the problems that beset -present-day
BC students. Another problem that
has remained is Gideonse. As for the
FS editor, Roger Taus traveled to
Cuba in 1963 and, as a volunteer
on the Student Committee for Travel
to Cuba, helped organize a second
trip in 1964. Both trips were in de-
fiance of a State Department “travel
ban” which a 6-3 decision of the Su-
preme Court has just ruled is consti-
tutional in the case of Louis Zemel
vs. Dean Rusk. Taus is under indict-
ment and faces 5 years in jail for
organizing the 1964 trip (See FS no.2 -
“This Passport Not Valid for Travel
to...”).

The final incident took place at a
teach-in at Fairleigh Dickinson Univ-
ersity in Teaneck, N.J. Two members
of M-2-M from New York, Sharon
Krebs and Bob Armstrong, were selling
FS outside the hall where the teachers
spoke. Adelphi professor Allen Krebs
who was fired for the Marxist content
of his teaching (See FS no. 1 “Free
Student News”) was one of theteachers
invited to speak. Mrs. Krebs and
A.mstrong were asked to leave the
building because it was “illegal to sell”
inside same. They complied with this
request, but 15 minutes later 4 police
officers apprehended them (and amem-
ber of Columbia University’s Sparta-
cist group who was only passing out
a leaflet) for “selling literature in Tea-
neck without a permit.” They were
taken to headquarters and questioned
for hours, then released in the middle
of the city. Meanwhile, at the FDU
teach-in, Dr. Krebs was prevented from
speaking. Needless to say, very few
FSs were sold that night. This is as
much of an infringement on the politi-
cal rights of the students at FDU as
it is on those of M-2-M.
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b who want to take sides.

PACIFICA RADIO is unique ¢

The three Pacifica FM stations: WBAI in New York; KPFK in Los Angeles;
KPFA in Berkeley are non-profit, non-commercial and are supported solely
by voluntary. subscriptions and contributions, tax-deductible. Because the ¢
stations are not dependent on any commercial interest, the policy of the [
stations is free. We are free to broadcast any side of any controversy, the
best In- avant-garde and traditional music, the most exciting in the spoken
word. Pacifica Radio offers a forum for the minority Idea, and a hearing for ¢
the experimental. Pacifica Radio is never bland. Pacifica Radio is for people

The basic subscription rate is,$15.00.
For special student rates, write the Pacifica station Iniyour area.

For a sample program guide, write:
WBAI, 30 East 39th Street, New York 18 New York
) KPFA, Berkeley 4, Callfornll KPFK, Loe Angeles 38, Callfornla

& PN < *-0-0-0-

00000000

PO OO OO OOOWON

O-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-¢ 000



14

'Stop the War!’

“Stop the War in Vietnam! Bring thetroopshomel!” A good part of the 25,000
people who came to Washington, Saturday, April 17, to protest the U.S. war
in Vietnam, shouted that chant as they marched toward the capitol building
after hearing hours of speeches, and after a massive picketing of the White
House. “Let’s all go, let’s all go!”chanted the hundreds at the head of the march
as they approached the capitol. But there was no civil disobedience. There was
talk of a petition being handed over to the Capitol Police. About 300 students
staged a brief sit-in behind the Capitol at that point, but were dispersed by the
police within half an hour.

The day was warm and the response to SDS’ (Students for a Democratic
Society) call for mass protest in Washington against the war was a success.
The key speeches, given by SDS president Paul Potter and Yale Professor
Staughton Lynd, both expressed the moral and the greater organizational
anger that spurred 25,000 people to come in the first place, that spurred 6,000
to march in San Francisco and 500 morestudents from the University of Texas
to mcket Lyndon Johnson at his own ranch.

The day was a success because for many th(ﬁlsands it was more than “a
moment of psychological solacein a sick sociefy” - ( see editorial, FREE
STUDENT 2.) It was a success because thousands now see the inevitability of
a continuing, massive war in Vietnam, and the vastly unequal, but necessary
and organized resistance to that war. It was only one day, but it comes into
a world charged with revolutionary change. *"We, too, are prepared to esca-
late,” said one representative of SDS. “Every time Johnson enlarges the war,

“we plan to enlarge our response.”

It was only one day of mass protest against a war in which three imperialist
powers (Japan, France, and the U.S.) have tried for 20 years to divide and
smash a people determined to be free. For Americans, for students particularly,

it is the first step across a long bridge between the symbolic and the actual,
between knowing what has to be done to stop the war, and doing it.

But soon the U.S. Government will be killing mllllons of people in Southeast
Asia with a massive land, sea and air assault. The inner logic of American
imperialism demands that, demands that its outpost in. Saigon at least hold
ground. }

It is of no use to our struggle against the war to hear one lone journalist,
L.LF. Stone, urge us to pressure Congress into pressuring Johnson into nego-
tiations, while he red-baits the emerging leadership of our own crude liberation
front. Another journalist, James- Reston of the New York Times, 21 April,
gives us a much more frightening insight into the government’s stand
regarding our fight against the war in Vietnam. “There is plenty to protest

~about, but for professors to organize it in the name of ‘teaching’ is something
elsc again, and for officials here not to take it seriously enough to counter
the revolt could be irresponsible.”

'The May 2nd Movement, with SDS ana other independent student groups
around the country, calls for a continuing revolt against the war in Vietnam.
We call for a week-long series of protests on campuses throughout the country,
(May 3-8), purposive and relentless as the Government’s bombing of north
and south Vietnam. In New York we call tor week-long demonstrations on
campuscs throughout the city, culminating in a major rally at Columbia Univ-
ersity, Friday, May 7. Into the summer, we call for organized civil disobe-
dience on campuses, at draft boards, at military installations. For revolt, yes.

It is not enough to be for peace, and never has beer. Our work in America
is finding its way, its means of struggle. In the teeth of an immense and grow-
ing onslaught, the people of Vietnam are winning. We too must fight to win,
for their war is our war also.

Imperialism & the University

Vietnam and the Congo are thousands of miles away. In our effort to in-
form and politicize students in America about these two colonial revolutions,
the May 2nd Movement has presented historical monographs and editorial
comment on them, in issues 1 and 2 of FREE STUDENT. In selling our
newspaper to students throughout the country, and in discovering that the
majority lack political perspective, are apathetic, afraid, desperately defensive
in the face of radical ideas, unwilling or unable to think about the war in
Vietnam, we are forced to take a hard look at the main domestic obstacle to
learning about these and other liberation struggles, in short, about modern
history. We mean an obstacle which not only blocks out the political move-
ments that ‘are changing the world, but which also uses those events to posit
itself as Central Intelligence of Freedom House. We mean the American uni-
versity.

It is no accident that the majority of American students are paralyzed. This
is because the policies, the politics that most aspects of university teaching
bring to bear on us, are still cold war, or “frozen” policies. Given the vague
overall nuclear detente between the two world powers, and given the expan-
sion, needs, and mlhtary might of the American empire, it is the university who
must square the empire with its potential managers, technicians, and apolo-
gists—the students. The university has largely succeeded in that task, and has
helped America to maintain and step up its oppression of millions.

The structure of the American university today implies the built-in necessity
for robots, for non-critical technicians capable of thoughtless but efficient physical
and social manipulation. As the Free Speech Movement students at Berkeley
put it, “the university is a machine, we are the raw material, we are being
processed into cogs for the larger machine.” The Berkeley students began to
understand that they were not merely rebelling, but also defecting. From the
seizure and arrest of the 800 who sat in and held Sproul Hall for part of a
day and from the remarks of the cops who dragged them out (*We’ve been
waiting years to come up here and get you commies.”) to the velled hysteria

_surrounding the ‘resignation’ of Clark Kerr (see FREE STUDENT no. 2,

“The Battle of Berkeley”), these students have begun to see the investment
placed in their skills and capabilities. They have begun to understand that
the political rights they are demanding not only do not exist, but are also
a rejection of the interests they are being trained to uphold. Thus the over-
reaction of the California Administration, a reminder that they need us, and
that they get desperate when we desert.

In order to maintain a standing army oftechnicians, managers and apologists
for its practices, the leadership of the empire often doubles as the leadership of
the university. The university plays aleadingrolein refining the lives of students
to the needs of the country, tothe ‘national interests.” That is why many students
feel an almost total divorce between their studies and their lives. That is why
it is embarassing when a real issue is brought up in class, when a student
has a real experience to relate to thecourse, about which he had little or no say
in thefirst place. Therecentteach-ins aboutthe war in Vietnam held at Columbia,
University of Michigan, University of Wisconsin, etc., are good, but we have
come to accept all political inquiry, discussion and action either after classes

i The admlmstrato:s can still afford that margin of free discus-
S garn about the war in Vletnam between mxd—

but don’t, don’t ever zero in on the way we run the university.
of the university cannot be subjected to interruption, because such mterruptlon,
implying a new and fundamental reexamination of its purposes, would be tanta-
mount to an industrial strike.

This control is what President Johnson means when he talks about our
national ‘unity.’ The university enforces and elaborates it in 8 number of ways.
History and economics are taught from a static point of view. There is always
a lot of talk about the rapidly changing world, but it is always equated to
our own technological advancements rather than the needs, the struggles, and
the achievements of the non-European, non-white countries of the world. The
concentration on Western Civilization either excludes or patronizes non-western
civilizations. This subtle racism is even more apparent in the glorified way
American history is usually treated: you’d never know that Frederick Douglass
or W.E.B. DuBois ever existed, nor that race war against whole nations of
indigenous Americans was carried on to fulfill specific economic needs.

Among the other fields in the Humanities, the social sciences have become
the leading sophists of Americanfreeenterpriseathome and exploitation abroad.

Rather than being used to seek truths and benefit men, sociology means manipu-
lating men. Sociology teachers and grad students do “market research”—selling
button-down shirts and the war in Vietnam. The department of Psychology
sums up the university: we must change ourselves to fit society, never the oppo-
site. As for literature, a whole badly beaten generation tried to express the
anguish and crackup of America, in order to break through with the notion that
poetry too reflects the ongoing nature of men’s struggle in the real world. But
in the academy, formalism still prevails.

As a scientist in a nation arming for war, the work a student will do
almost cannot help but serve military interests. Napalm or non-lethal gas?
Color photos in Life magazine showing the torture of young men who are
Vietcong, isolate, inure, and push Americans even further into a painless ex-
istence, while providing a public rationale for evil work. They make that ques-
tion neither embarrassing nor alarming.

An extra-curricular activity on any campus any afternoon or evening might
be the film presentation of the Peace Corps: a tiim that ends with an adver-
tisement by USIA and major corporations for Peace Corps graduates. Kennedy
created the Peace Corps when it became apparent that other yearly charity
drives were not enough to keep up with the social unrest in colonial countries.
In doing so, he partially succeeded in draining off student awareness and will
to act on those problems. The USIA and the CIA also actively recruit on
campuses. But the showing of a film made by the National Liberation Front
of south Vietnam about their struggle is likely to throw any campus administra-
tion into a funk. And rigntly.

The showing of this film is not a test of free discussion, nor is it a polmcal
slap in the face to the university. It is potentially a threat. It is a threat be-
cause it shows a people fighting to seize the very land, their own, off which
immense profits are reaped, profits which pay for the universities we go to,
among other things.

The money which runs the university comes from the government and huge

Continued



Playboy

Goes to War

Come then, a step further down the
alley of the American Nightmare and
wear the uniform, if only for a few
hours, of the new Ultimate American—
in tune with his world gone mad as
much as a man can be. We are all
of us James Bond by now to- at least
some extent. We have all of us been
shaped and molded by life in a garri-
son state long enough so that sooner
or later his image must strike a re-
sponsive chord. True, Goldfinger can
be considered a spoof, a tongue in
cheek commentary on spies and
saboteurs—but that only promotes the
ease of identification.

What Goldfinger does is to define
who we are and what wedointhe world
we inhabit. It suggests our monumen-
tal weakness and throws us some pap
in lieu’ of any strength. Accurately
enough, the film says that’ we are
appendages of large organizations
(with. numbers instead of names),
lackeys of machines without which we
cease to exist, prey to forces beyond
our compreheénsion which castrate, ex-
plode or decapitate. Goldfinger sug-
gests that we are capable only of tran-
sient sexual adventures without
warmth—for new assignments, new
roles require new sleeping partners
more propitious to the task at hand;
in any case our immediate playgirl
might well be killed, bought out, or
probably bought out before the af-
fair began.

Bond (007 if you prefer) has the

talents of neither Mickey Spillane nor

Sherlock Holmes, heroes of a more
benevolent age. He operates only as
the efficient employee of an organi-
zation, morcover one constantly re-
minded that he can be replaced (008
will take his place). None of the in-
struments of destruction and protec-
tion © belong to him—they must be

ed out and returned. 007 is thus

merely the servant of an anonymous

higher sphere, a corporate establish-
ment employing the individual for its
own purposes on its own terms. In
return he receives the technical equip:

ment nece , a modest
wage, and the opportunity to exist

transiently as a Playboy Anglo-Saxon,

-complete with quasi-British accent.

Spillane and Holmes were entrepre-
neurs and the worlds they inhabited
were worlds they largely made (either.

with overwhelming brutality or in-
credible intellectual vigor). To Ameri-
cans, to Westerners, this world is now
forever closed. Bond is in step with
his times.

QOur identity as human beings need,
in the meanwhile, necessarily be sub-
merged. 007 is provided as a useful
prototype in making the adjustment:
what he does he does through ma-
chinery but he can'still keep a smile
on his face: his Kkillings are brought

- about through Western devices includ-

ing no less than two electrocutions,
but the perceiving human being is
still there—he can smile, he can be
shocked, like Richard Nixon he can
say, “shocking, positively shocking.”

The fiendish evu torces, the blue-
jacketed Orientals, the Korean butler—
all. of them could be brushed off like
flies were it not for the fact that a
malevolent fellow Whiteman (one who,

~ not only can use the golf course but
“actually owns it) had taken it in his

head to make technology. available
to them. Although he’s an understand-
able Whiteman (and nota niggerlover,
a kaffirboetie), he has gone and pro-
vided them with nerve gas and lasers—
and even if donefor the perfectly above-
board grounds of increasing his own
net worth it is not acceptable. It is not
permissable to put one’s own wealth
against the interests of the race and
of the West. How much like Western
businessmen, really: selling out, deal-
ing with the Soviet Union, even with
China to fill their purses.

But even after all the structural ele-
ments are granted, even after the Or-
ganization, the Machine, the Yellow
Peril, Goldfinger allows us to be men
in the end. What is it that saves the
day? Is it the last minute intervention
of federal troops at Fort Knox? lIs
it the good conscience of Pussy Ga-

. lore’s Team of Toothed-Vagina Wo-

men, is it the patriotism of Pussy Ga-
lore herself? No. Neither conscience
nor will, machines nor patriotism
really save the day. A few tumbles
in the Irming and
ing, finally the comic-book
coupling of Bond and Pussy—awoke
in the Pussy the devotion sufficient
to. put in that secret telephone call to
Washington from Goldfinger’s stud

. farm. We might not be much, but

with” what little we got—we’ll struggle
through and lick them in the end.

Imperialism and the University (cont.)

corporate interests. The trusts Teddy Roosevelt never busted are now interna-
tional cartels which have set up foundations to further the research and teach-
ing in our universities. The University gets its endowment, and pays for it-
self on the dividends and interest rates ofthe corporations, banks, and insurance
companies it invests in and upon whose well-being it depends. Its trustees
are just that: bank presidents, corporation executives, retired military officers,
a doctor or judge here and there.

Faculty may teach within these implicit bounds, or, like Bertrand Russell,
may not. Russell was told by the Board of Higher Education in New York
City in 1949 that he could not teach mathematics at CCNY because he was
a moral subversive. In 1963, the New York Times called him politically “sub-
verted” for charging the U.S. with napalm and chemical warfare in Vietnam.
Throughout the country, many teachers are being fired for breaching their key
role in the derangement of communication, for trying to communicate real
issues to their students in the only way they can.

It is not enough to be for peace. While Johnson is invited by President Milton
Eisenhower to use Johns Hopkins University as a national forum, and 80 stu-
dents picket outside the auditorium, American bombs continue to invalidate talk
of negotiations and economic bribery. While Johnson talks of a peace the U.S.
Government does not intend, and has never intended for a minute, the Lie begins
to shine with the brilliance of a truth. Just as the war against the Vietnamese
people, north and south, grows more crucial and vicious, so will the domestic
war onstudent protest, thewar onthepoor, the war on black people grow worse.

We too are oppressed. We too have afight on our hands. It is a fight for our
lives as students, the fight for a free university. We must continue to organize
ourselves and our fellow students, as we have done for this march, with a
keener eye than we have shown so far. An eye that sees beyond today or
May 2 or the jailing of our best people. We must begin to organize, as the
French students did against their country’s colonial war in Algeria, a resistance
based on a refusal to fight against the people of Vietnam. We must begin
to organize a resistance against the smothering of our political will on our
campuses. We will not be ciphers implicated in evil. Our ranks will grow,
and we will not tolerate being told to go elsewhere. We want.a university.
We want our schools.
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'l Quit the Presidency’

(Students’ Council President Joe Eyer rocked the Haverford College, Penn-
sylvania, campus recently when he quit the jop before the whole student body
in assembly. FREE STUDENT, believing Eyer speaks for an emerging move-
ment of student self-determinationand responsibility, here reprints parts of his
speech.—Ed.) '

This day presents new, interesting exciting things to the world. Firebombing
and devastation continue in Vietnam, ravaging the country and decimating its
population. Our United States military establishmentkeeps on sending its young
officeriate into the war, keeps training them up in the killer instinct, and imbues
them with a secure dose of the anticommunist ideology. While the roots of a
French-type secret army organization thus begin to undermine American society,
the official establishment drags its feet in resolving the domestic problems of
equality and rights. A recent sociological survey reveals that during the most
intense periods of demonstration and action for civil rights, the crime rate in
the Negro community is lowest. It becomes increasingly clear that the hope: for
American society lies in democratic action, in struggle for rights, in a renewal
of ideals and aspirations for brotherhood among the great numbers of the
American people.

Yet continually, relentlessly, day by day, our society becomes more impersonal,
more nihilistic, self-centered, addicted to violence, worshipful. of force and so
called “realism.” A man is stabbed four times through the head by a gang on
a subway in New York; in response, the City hires more police. Meanwhile,
the Hammermill paper company, pleading competition and investor’s interests,
moves into Selma to support racism with its economic power.

Your President has used up great amounts of his time in-activities to expedite
changes, and in activities that are useless and depressing. Your president is a
tool in the hands of the administration; an informal campus policeman; and

the spokesman for adult morals to the “im-

mature” students. .Your president has been

asked to enforce the drinking rules; your
president has had to put the arm on visitors
that the administration suspects; your pres-
ident has protected student interests even when
it is plain that the students involved despise
him and what he is trying to do. Your pres-
ident has been required to settle all kinds of
petty campus disputes; your president has
suffered the harassment of raucous students
shouting and beating on his door late at
night. Your president has suffered the con-
tempt and indifference of great numbers of
the students.
Further, your council has run up against
" stone walls in its attempts to achieve any
real changes in the operation of the College.

The suggestion to climinate grading has

raised up a storm of righteous protestation
and defense: of things as they are, from the faculty and from numbers of stu-
dents. The combination of devartments between Haverford and Bryn Mawr
has been put off until the indetinite future.

Joe Eyer

All of this resistance to change is but symbolic of disagreement on the basic
issues of ideals. Haverford College is an integral part of a corrupt society, and
as such, stands for the status quo and not for what might be better.

What is all this about? It’s about the fact that while we live comfortably and
tactfully here, with everything smoothed over by propriety and tradition, out
there, just outside our own selves, is the world. And the world is full of people

starving, people being bombed and strafed out of existence, people being bru- -

talized by violence and the sight of violence, people being trained up to be
technicians for a society devoted to buttressing up the old regime. And this
world is reflected even here, in the undercurrents of uneasiness that belie each
act, each talking with others, each propriety, each accepted way of doing things,
each nicety and pleasure. When your best friend starts carrying around a
straight razor in order to protect himself. from gangs in New York City, this
turns: a sudden harsh light on the whole scene. When your acquaintances go
on supporting a government that stands by and passes bills while people get
their heads beat in, that spends billions of dollars to create war and a climate
of war—then your acquaintances cannot mean what they say when they talk
about friendship, about moral things, and responsibility. That is what this
is all about, that is the connecton with the terror in Vietnam.

When people commend the council or the president, what do they praise?
Our efficiency in work, our attempt to involve more students, our doing well
what councils in the past have done unsystematically. It seems that this is
the fate of all liberal and progressive-minded people who are elected to office;
they start off with aspirations for big changes, and have to find satisfaction
in praise for making the old order work more efficiently. Let me say this:
that is not what I want to do. That costs an immense expenditure of energy
and tension, a great degree of tolerance and diplomacy over really minuscule
matters, that one can produce only so much of it. It grinds away at hope and
idealism, and at the same time offers the attractions of the ‘accepted ways of
doing things. I have felt that tension before, and I do not like it.

In a nihilistic, carcless, pragmatic society such as our own, ideals cannot
survive being put in power, because all institutionalized power is the power of
the old society, is power that in one way or another represents the concessions,
failures, inadequacies, and exhaustions of past generations. The conditions,
specifically the condition of real student concern, are not yet ready for the
occupation of the lowest levels of old power in our society. The use of the
presidency, a device which should be a tactic in the struggle between old and
new, between an old power equipped with all of the strengths of legality and
form, and a new power decked out with organization, democracy, and unity
of will—the use of the presidency in conditions where that struggle is not going

~on has become a mechanism to destroy and cut down the beginnings of the

Nnew .power.

I was elected on a certain definite program. I did not intend that it should
be put off for years and years. Neither do 1 expect that the ultimate values
behind the program will remain figments of the deranged imagination.. If 1
am not miselected, 1 call for LEADERSHIP: not lcave it to Joe, but do it
YOURSELF. While 1 would like to map out the method for once, 1 might
suggest that a mass occupation of Bryn Mawr to get the bus or the meal
exchange, instead of our usual Mayday revels, might be an appropriate thing.
I call for action, for organization, if I was elected rightly. 1f I was elected
rightly, 1 call for you to lead, for you to work, for you to put your future
and reputation on the line:

I appoir}t the Council to be President in the interim. I resign the presidency.
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We, as students in the richest but mostbrutally confused country in the
world, -cannot understand that world and our part in it with the a-his-
torical education wereceive in our universities. Inorder to make ourselves
into effective social beings, and in orderto discover, sharpen, and use the
power of our knowledge, we should organize ourselves in the broadest
possible way to combat thatlack ofeducation. For it is a lack, a vacuum,
that leads to political degeneration and default. The May 2nd Movement
was formed to fight against a politics of default, specifically by organizing
student protest and revolt against our government’s savage war on the
people of Vietnam.

May 2, 1964, saw the first major student demonstrations against the
war in Vietnam. In New York City, 1000 students marched through Times
Square to the United Nations to protest what was then called “U.S.
intervention” on behalf of the legitimate government of south Vietnam.
More than 700 students and young people marched through San
Francisco. In Boston; Madison, Wisconsin; Seattle; there were simul-
taneous smaller demonstrations. A start, but nowhere near enough.
Nowhere near enough because very few students even knew about the
‘war, or if they did, knew what it means, or what they could do about it.

The May 2nd Movement responded to the initial public bombings of
north Vietnam, in “retaliation” for an unprovoked north Vietnamese
PT-boats attack on the Seventh Fleet, by again demonstrating in Times
Square, New York, last August 8 and August 15. Sixty-three students -
were arrested in the demonstrations and many of the 350 who protested
on August 15 were brutalized by New York City Tactical Police as
they attempted to march out of Times Square to the United Nations.

Now, more than 25,000 know the nature of the war in Vietnham and
its corollary deceit in the American press and in our universities, know
enough about the war and its concommitant repression at home to
march on Washington in protest. The May 2nd Movement calls that
war and the resulting lies about it athome the products of an imperialist
system.

t******’_
***

FREE STUDENT, the national student newspaper of the May 2nd Movement was designed
to reflect and help develop the growing student revolt against the mis-education we receive in our
universities, as well as reflect and develop student protest against the war in Vietnam. If it is to

continue and thrive as a student newspaper, you must participate by supporting it and contributing
news and analysis to its pages.

Three regular issues of FREE STUDENT, plus a March on Washington Special, are -already
out. We have sold more than 35,000 copies through our chapters and friends all over the country.
‘We inviteyou to join with us thissummer and in the fall by regularly contributing to this newspaper,
by selling it on your campus, by telling your friends about it. We also invite you to find out
about the May 2nd Movement by writing or visiting us at our national headquarters, 640 Broad-
way, rm. 307, New York 3, New York, or at any of our regional offices: P.O. Box 583, San
Francisco, California 94103; 39 Putnam St., Cambndge -Mass.; 315 Founders Hall, Haverford
College, Haverford, Pennsylvania.

More than a thousand young men of draft age have already signed our declaration, a refusal
to fight against the people of Vietnam. We here reprint it.

“We, the undersigned, are youngi Americans of draft age. We are opposed to United
States intervention in the war in south Vietnam. United States participation in that

war is for the suppression of the Vietnamese struggle for self-determination and
national independence. We herewith state our refusal to fight against the people
of Vietnam.

I authorize the publication of my name with the above statement.

Return to: May 2na Movemem 640 Broadway, New York City 10003 [
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