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R. BOWEN HARDESTY, A DEPRECTATION: In Kipple #38, an editorial appeared

denloring restrictions on academic
freedom at Frostburg State College, a siall and thoroughly insignifi-
cant institute of higher learning in Western Maryland Originally, the
controversy concerned the abrupt dismiscal of four English instructors
after they had vigorously protested censorship carried out by the ad-
ministrative directors of the coilege. The professors had requested
certain controversial volumes for use in their inglish classes, includ-
ing "Lady Chatterly's Lover" and "Lolita'. The administrators at first
delayed by all possible means ordering the books in question, then fi-
nally flatly refused to allowv the tomes to be used at Frostburg. The
professors protested this sanctimonious attitude,; and were shortly
thereafter dismissed from the academic staff of the institution. Three
other professors resigned in protest over tiiis harsh manner of dealing
with criticism, and many students began guestioning the competence and
good faith of R. Bowen Hardesty, president of the college. The adminis-
trators at first refused to release any statement to tire press, but fi-
nally, in response to repeated objections from both faculty and student
body representatives, offered an extremely anbiguous statement on the
controversial discharges. The academic qualificetions of the four in-
structors who had lost their positions were not mentioned: instead, they
were charged with being "immature" and not amenable to proper authori-
ty. "Young professors," it was pointed out, "should listen to reason
and mature judgement and wise counseling.' To compound the controversy,
another administrative official of Frostburg State College, Ivan C.
Diehl, consented to be interviewed by the press and made some remarkably
fatuous observations with respect to the books which had been original-
1y requested. Among other things, he said of "Lady Chatterly's Lover!
that it was "not fit for college teaching" and was "altogether too ex-
citing for a young person'.

Despite the silence of this periodical in the intervening months,
the controversy has not noticeably faded. Indeed, the high-handed and
autoeratic methods of R. Bowen Hardesty have become even more outrageous
since the initial phase of this controversr exploded into the public
eye. The four professors appealed to various bureaus and agencies con-
cerned with education in Maryland, but to no svail. They finally uti-
1ized the courts in an effort to gain an impartial hearing for their
charges of unjust restrictions on academic freedom, but when President



Hardesty issued a statement explicitly noting that the academic quali-
fications of the four were never in question, thus clearing the way for
them to find positions with other schools, the court action was halted.
On the campus, however, the situation rapidly deteriorated. Having been
exposed in the newspapers as an arrogant and inflexible autocrat, Pres-
ident Hardesty apparently decided to stifle once and for all any oppo-
sition or criticism which might develop on campus against his authori-
tarian methods. To this end, Hardesty composed a letter vhich was mail-
ed to all students and reproduced in the student handbook which is cus-
tomarily given to freshmen. In this document, Frostburg's uncompromis-
ing ruler attempted to equate criticism of college regulations with
subversion and warned that no further demonstrations of any sort would
be tolerated. If any such demonstrations occurred, Hardesty vowed, the
leaders would be summarily expelled from the institution. This ruling
established a situation in which criticism of the college administra-
tion could lead to the arbitrary expulsion of a student without bene-
ik “off arhearing of auy- sort.

Not content with even this harsh measure, Hardesty initiated
what may be considered with little ezaggeration a pseudo~-dictatorship
at Frostburg. Jerry Howie, the president of the student government and
a critic of R. Bowen Hardesty's policies, resigned from his position zs
a result of pressure exerted on him by the college president. Hardesty,
he stated, had threatened to attempt to discredit Howie by "exposing!
the fact that the student leader had once stolen a five-cent package of
ice cream from the college. In commenting on Howlie's resignation, Pres-
ident Hardesty did not deny having threatened such action, but simply
reiterated his earlier pronouncements and made this reference to the
ice cream incident:

"Reference was made to Howie's attempt...to take from
the State of Maryland more than one cup of ice crean.
The incident was discovered and witnessed by a finance
officer of the college's Dbusiness office. The volume
ofiz3ce cream lsimotiSpgniPucant. “The princinlzof the
then-vice president of the student government attempt-
ing the aet is significant."

Other students critical of Hardesty's repressive policies have
been dealt with in more orthodox fashion. Some have been placed on pro-
bation as a result of what the college administration arbitrarily terms
their "radical® attitudes. One of these students, who must report to
Mr. Hardesty each month on evidences of a change in his attitude, in-
formed newspaper reporters that he has still not succeeded in discover-
ing what "radical" attitudes he is supposedly guilty of displaying. An-
other student, it was reported, was threatened with expulsion after a
campus policeman had overheard him criticizing President Hardesty in a
private conversation and promptly reported the information to the ad-
nMimisErative orfice,

Far from having been resolved, tlien, the controversy grows hot-
ter with the passing of each day. President Hardesty has been hanged in
effigy on several occasions, and the student body of Frostburg recently
adopted a resolution condemning the authoritarian practices of the ad-
ministration by the rather remarkable vote of 1045-to-6. Finally, the
State College Board of Trustees, acceding to the demands of the Ameri-
can Association of University Professors, conducted a formal investiga-
tion of the entire situation. The probe was brief and conducted in large
part in private sessions, and the report of the three-man commission
appointed to make a detailed study of Frostvurg College's internal prob-
lems has not yet been made public. No particular genius is necessary,



however, to predict that the formal report will display the greatest
concern with glossing over R. Bowen Hardesty's conspicuous abuses and
almost no concern at all with the welfare of the students at Frostburg.
This is not likely to solve the problem, of course, but it will prevent
an embarrassing display of dirty linen being washed in public. And so
long as the basic situation fails to materially improve, Frostburg
State College will recede further and further into insignificance. E-
ventually, the intellectual level of the faculty will drop to that of
the administration, with the result that Western Maryland's grand dream
of another liberal arts college will become a nightmare.

MEMOIRS OF A YOUNG PUNK: To the average citizen of this nation, the

concept of juvenile delinquency is equated
with the flourishing adolescent crime of New York City (and, by exten-
sion, every other large metropolitan area in the United States). The
vast bullkk of literature on this subject has been guilty of an overt
concentration on this particular aspect of tlie problem, exploring in
tedious detail the exploits and motivations of street gangs and their
members. Most of this literature is remarkably homogeneous, repeatedly
covering the same ground in its fascination for those youthful crimin-
als who are responsible for the majority of automobile thefts, nuggings,
and other lesser crimes in this post-World Wer Two society. The danger
of this approach is that it promotes a tendency to conceive of juvenile
delinquency only in such terms, and by channeling productive thought
exclusively toward the most hopeless and blatantly criminal manifesta-
tions of the problem, renders more difficult the formulation of any
lasting solution. I do not pretend to nossess any comprehensive solu-
tion to the problem of juvenile delinquency, but I do believe that such
a solution may be more readily discovered if the attitude which con-
tributes to the creation of a juvenile criminal is understocd in its
less complicated early stages. To this end, I may one day author a
lengthy tome which will bear the same title as does this segment of
rJestingshs

My qualifications for the creation of such a study of juvenile
delinquency in 1ts less harmful foetal stage should be hriefly summar-
ized. The first thirteen years of my life were spent in a neighborhood
of this eity which was precariously poised on the brink of becoming a
slum (and has since tumbled into the abyss). Apart from certain limited
academic talents, I was a distressingly normal product of such a lower-
class environment. What a psychologist would term rebellion against the
mores of genteel society had caused me to conform with a vengeance to
the pattern of social behavior prevalent among the youngsters of my
neighborhood. Conserving detailed descriptions until later, 1t suffices
to say that I unhesitatingly adopted the attitudes and activities of my
youthful companions, and became a member in good standing of an in-group
possessing what at best may be considered grossly distorted values and
goals. At the same time, I retained a certain sense of objectivity to-
ward the entire situation, which, coupled with my reasonably high in-
telligence and ability to discern both my own and others' motives, al-
lowed me to learn a great deal about the situastions in which I was en-
meshed.

The in-group of which I was a member may most appropriately be
categorized as a borderline street gang. By this I mean that the mem-
bers were too young to indulge in full-fledged criminal activities such
as muggings or sutomobile thefts (one boy was only ten years old, and
no one was older than fourteen), while at the same time the various ac-
tivities of the group often progressed beyond the stage of mere child-
ish mischief. Every member of the groun was apprehended by the police
at one time or another for illegal gambling, shoplifting, or disorderly



conduct. Had this group existed witinin the environment which the popu-
lar literature on the subject appears to consider normal under such
circumstances, I suppose that the ‘older members would have been induct-
ed into a genuine street gang. Fortunately, this neighborhood possessed
no such organization, and so my in-group was allowed to remain at this
relatively moderate level of delingquency. It is because, at this level
of organization, the criminal aspects of such a gang are overshadowed
by the social aspects, that a study of this sort of group might prove
valuable to those interested in this »problem.

Space does not permit a comprehensive analysis of the attitudes
responsible for sustaining such a group; indeed, a rather long book
would be necessary in order to present a reasonably complete explora-
tion of this topic. What I shall attempt: in this article is to outline
several aspects of life in such a situation, with particular attention
to psychological motivation but with no real effort toward unity or
completeness.

One ironic aspect of such an existence which suggests itself as
significant is the degree of conformity encountered within such a sup-
posedly rebellious clique. The raison d'8tre for the gang (known as the
Black Hawks, in honor of the comic book characters of the same name)
was a rejection of the idea of conformity to the stereotype of the
"nice" boy which our parents eagerly thrust before our eyes at every
opportunity. I felt (and I am certain that this feeling was shared by
the other members of the group) that the ideal of the obedient, clean-
cut Christian youngster who invariably does his homework and possesses
an attitude of quiet reverence toward narents, teachers and other sym-
bols of authority, was intolerably restrictive. Of course, the motiva-
tion was not stated in such articulate terms; indeed, it was probably
never stated consciously at all. But in escaping from this narrow--and,
we thought, unreasonable--channel of existence, we literally created an
even more restrictive set of conventions. Far from becoming non-conform-
ists in our rebellion, we systematically conformed to a mode of living
vhieh was more rigid and less tolerable to an individualistic personal-
ity than anything which had previously been experienced. Within the
sub-culture known as the Black Hawks, behavior was rigidly prescribed
within certain channels (which might differ in many respects from those
imposed by law or custom, but were no less restrictive); modes of dress,
speech, and even thought to some extent were dictated with less leni-
ency than had been encountered in the adult-ruled society against which
we had rebelled. And punishment for transgressions consisted not merely
of a harsh word from a father or the imposition of additional homework
by a teacher; it did not even consist of simple physical retaliation,
which we would have accepted without flinching. Punishment consisted of
the worst possible fate, from the point of view of a member of the gang:
temporary or nermanent exclusion from the group.

It may seem strange that any group would reject conformity to a
relatively innocuous--and even desirable--stereotype, then welcome a
more rigid conformity incorrorating a greater penalty for infractions.
The distinction that rendered acceptable this otiierwise unfortunate
situation was, of course, the fact that the regulations and customs of
the Black Hawks were our own rulec, self-imposed. They might be harsh
and restrictive conventions, but they were imposed by consensus rather
than being rules imposed from outside the group by authority images.

The modes of dress, speech and behavior which were adhered to
were diametrically opposite those advocated by the responsible adults
in our environment. Black leather jackets and motorcycle caps were de
rigueur; no one was instructed to dress in this manner, but one did so
without conscious consideration because otherwise one would not be a
part of the group. Much the same may be observed with respect to the




other conventions to which we adhered. Smoking and violent profanity
were obligatory, particularly in the presence of scandalized adults.
The attitude illustrated by this custom was, of course, "What's the
point of being a rebel if nobody sees you?" Appearing "tough" was the
order of the day, and this was accomplished by the use of various man-
nerisms and external trappings: speaking in a crude imitation of Eng-
1ish while a cigarette dangled from one's lips, affecting a uniquely
devised strut accompanied by a nasty facial expression, wearing cleats
on one's shoes (the sound of which striking the pavement would announce
your arrival three blocks away on a quliet night), and cultivating a
disconcerting bluntness when addressing adults in general and police
officers in particular.

Much of the time, of course, we were reasonably normal young-
sters beneath these superficial manifestations of our distorted sense
of values. For recreation we would indulge in most of the normal activ-
ities of adolescents everywhere, such as fishing at a nearby reservoir,
attending a motion picture at the local theatre, playing baseball and
football in the appropriate seasons, climbing trees, ad infini tum.
Mingled with these healthy activities were a few which were decidedly
frowned upon by our elders: playing serious poker or shooting craps,
breaking windows at a nearby junior hizh school, usihg. firecracitems
defiance of a city ordinance prohibiting their possession, trespassing,
and occasionally shoplifting. The latter activity has a particular sig-
nificance to the avowed scope of this brief article. None of the mem-
bers of the Black Hawks were underprivileged youngsters, no family in
the neighborhood could properiy be considered impoverished. But shop-
1lifting was a potent status symbol in our 3Zroup. Anyone could buy a de-
sired object, either by requesting the necessary cash from their par-
ents or working for it in some manner. But stealing it, we believed,
was a mark of courage. The question of ethics or morals did not intrude
into the problem in any vay--remember that the only ethics we knew at
the time were the injunctions of our parents, who possessed a remarka-
ble double standard in judging the faults of their progeny as opposed
to their own. I am now appalied by many of my own actions during this
veriod, but there was nothing within me at the time capable of making
moral judgements, a deficiency I shared with the other members of the
clique. The only reason to abstain from stealing which occurred to us
was provided by the remments of parental indoetrination, aAd TinE AT IECs
jected a great deal of this code, it was not ok all ‘difficuli” to rejcEt
all -of 1%, '

Stealing, then, was not accounted "wrong", but 1t was acknow-
ledged as a dangerous pursuit, with the result that successful shop-
1ifting was accorded high standing in the gang Managing to pocket even
such common items as candy bars or Tastykake cupcaxes not orfly proVigee
the pleasure inherent in a situation which incorporates a certain de-
gree of danger (i.e., of being apprehended), but also resulted in ego-
gratification due to the compliments and back-slapping of fellow gang
members. I stress again that such activities took place in a moral va-
cuum, and in other circumstances it is just such an amoral attitude
which may eventually lead to the more daring (and deplorable) exploits
of a genuine street gang: assault, rape, murder, robbery on a large
scale, etc.

Among other commonly recognized manifestations of "juvenile de-
linquency" in which the Black Hawxs did not engage was gang warfare.
There were never more than a dozen or so members of our group, and we
knew of no official "gangs'" in adjacent neighborhoods, so the phnenomen-
on of a "rumble" was unknown to us except thirough the channels of the
various mass media. Occasionally, small groups of young toughs from ad-
joining neighborhoods would enter the few square blocks which comprised



our netghborhood, but real trouble/was rare. If such a visiting party
discovered any lone Black Hawk, they might terrorize him with harsh
words and a few punches (a favor which we would thereupon return by
visiting their district a few days later), but so long as three or more
members stayed together, serious fighting was unlikely. Exchanges would
consist of verbal fencing and at the most a little shoving; on only one
occasion did I participate in an actual fight between two opposing
groups. This may seem unusual because of another erroneous impression
fostered by the popular literature on the subject. According to most
accounts, fights generally occur because no gang member may retreat
from any challenge unless he is willing to risk disgrace in the eyes of
his fellow young hoodlums. I am willing to accept the word of the au-
thors concerned that this is what occurs in the standardized gangs on
which their works are based. But, like most most generalities, this
concept cannot be applied in cases where the similarity in other re-
spects is only partial. Unlike the members of a large criminal gang,
who are at best only comrades in poverty and partners in crime, the
Black Hawks were in addition friends. There was no particular disgrace
in running from superior odds or strength rather than fightings; flight
was, indeed, the prescribed last ditch alternative, if bluffing and
intimidation failed. We were a normal group of youngsters to the extent
that no one particularly looked forward to the prospect of being knifed
or badly beaten. The acquisition of status and the display of courage
took other forms, as I have pointed out, such as shoplifting or imper-
tinence to a police officer, and consequently physical combat as a means
of displaying courage was unnecessary.

On Sunday, the ordinary mode of dress was abandoned in favor of
more respectable clothing--white shirts, ties, suits or sportcoats,
newly-shined shoes sans cleats, etc. I later learned that ny parents
(and I have no reason to doubt that this applies to the narents of all
the members) were encouraged by this apparent touch of what they ideal-
ized as normalcy. We had always been encouraged to "dress up" on Sun-
days by our respective families, but assented only partially and very
grudgingly to do so. After a few rousing Sunday afternoon football
games, our dear parents wisely abandoned such ideas. Now, suddenly, they
discovered us taking an interest in such matters without their prod-
ding, and falsely concluded that this was a syaptom of maturity. Actu-
ally, our concern with our appearance was not of the normal variety,
and, contrary to the beliefs and wishes of our families, it revresented
an even deeper psychological commitment to our ludicrous rebellion. In
dressing up on Sundays, the emphasis was not on "looking nice" (by the
standards of adult society), but rather on auvpearing "cool". As with
ne=2rly everything else we did, the underiying purpose was to impress
people with the fact that we were (supposediy) hardened, supremely con-
fident young paladins, against whom it would be unwise to become pugna-
cious. Exchanging motorcycle boots and lczather jackets for flashy sport-
coats and garish ties was not tunen a sign of meturity; it was simply
the use of different symbols for the same basic and unchanging purpose.
Tt was also, to a lesser extent, part of an effort to impress the neigh-
borhood girls, in whom we were beginning to take an interest. Finally,
it is conceivable that z subconscious reason for the metamorphosis may
have been a continuing desire to strive for the idealized goal which we
had consciously rejected.

It does not seem reasonable to claim that any of us were ashaied
of our actions at the time, but I don't know how else to explain the
interesting fact that the leather jackets and asgorted accessories were
discarded in favor of more mundane clothing whenever we attended a party
at which girls were present. The civilizing influence of the female on
a male does not suffice to explain this change of heart, when you con-



sider that we were barely adolescents, young toughs whose newly-awaken-
ed interest in girls was nearly cancelled out by the increased hostili-
ty which its strangeness evoked. The only reason which seems tenable to
me for our disinclination to sport our "tough" garments at a party is
that, subconsciously, we were somewhat ashamed of what the clothes sym-
bolized. I should like to believe this, for it would provide some bond
of sympathy between Ted Pauls/1963 and the vicious little bastard who
inhabited this body ten years earlier. But I cannot honestly state with
any certainty that I regretted, at the time, my activities and atti-
tudes. (My lack of individualism and my dishonesty were not the only
character traits which I find appalling in my former self; in addition,
I was, as I have mentioned previously in this periodical, a narrow-
minded bigot, who had not yet been able to break loose from parentally-
inculcated anti-Semitism and anti-Negro sentiments.)

In these few pages, I have barely scratched the surface of a
subject about which I have often thought in the past few years. Al-
though I normally experience difficulty in writing about myself (even
when it is a thoroughly contemptible former self), in this case I could
have written much more. But such reminiscences are painful to an ex-
tent, even though I think I have achieved a certain degree of detach-
ment, and exploring my former character (or lack thereof) in order to
gain an insight into the mind of the juvenile delinquent is a distaste-
ful chore, rather like dredging a cesspool in search of a lost jewel.
Shortly after my thirteenth kirthday, my family moved to a suburban
community and I gained a new set of friends. This uprooting correspond-
ed to what may be termed, with utmost ostentetion, an intellectual a-
wakening, when I developed an insatiable appetite for knowledge o alal
sorts. To an already existing interest in zoology and astronomy, I added
an interest in every other field of science, in philosophy, in politics,
nistory, ethics, you-name-it; an interest, in short, in the world,
bounded only by the limits of available books. One by one, the preju-
dices, the attitudes, the distorted values crumbled. My faults may now
be just as numerous (including a pedantic and pompous manner), but they
are at least different from those of Ted Pauls/1953.

The preceding paragraph has been not only an attempt to bring up
to date what has gone before, but also a disclaimer of responsibility.
I realize, of course, that it is impossible to escape the responsibili-
ty for being the sort of disreputable character I have attenpted to de-
seribe in this article. But I do not feel as if I were the same child
who used to steal candy bars at a neignborhood confectionary store, and
certainly the Ted Pauls who was a segregationist and an anti-Semite is
totally alien to the present writer of this treatise. If -bhis ceuld
happen to me, then T suspect that it could happen to most of the young
delinquents of today--not to mention the young bigots and the young
chauvinists. But to affect such a transition would require a key of
some sort. And I cannot claim to possess a solution for the problems of
any other young hoodlurm, when I am only vaguely cognizant of the "key"
in nmy own experience.

Whatever the solution may be, it had better be discovered quick-
ly. Nightsticks and long prison terms do not solve the problem, they
merely compound it.

THE OVERTHROW OF THE DTIEM REGIME occurred at what for John F. Kennedy
must have been an extremely inoppor-
tune moment. Only a few days prior to the military coup d'€tat in South
Vietnam, the President had made known his dissatisfaction with the cur-
rent situation in Latin America, where military takeovers occur at an
astonishing rate. Commenting in particular on the sudden and unexpected
downfall of President Jusn Bosch's democratic government in the Domini.-




can Republic, Mr. Kennedy decried the subversion of legitimate govern-
ments by ambitious military cliques. It is axiomatic that the United
States, often through no fault of its own, has a remarkable capacity
for making itself appear foolish in the eyes of the rest of the world,
so 1t did not come as a total surprise that the Vietnemese military
leaders chose this moment to conduct their smoothly implemented revolu-
tion. The Kennedy Administration fully and publicly supported the coup,
since there was no possible alternative, and consequently opened the
way for charges of hypocrisy and duplicity in evaluating the wisdom of
military uprisings in different areas of the globe.

Senator Goldwater will no doubt utilize to the fullest extent
this apparent assumption of a double standard, and cause it to become
an issue in his enthusiastic non-campaign. To some extent, the problem
posed by this situation confronts your obedient servant as well, al-
though I suspect that my own thinking on this matter does not parallel
that of the present Administration. In my most recent dissection of
Barry Goldwater's more fatuous public statements, I disputed his con-
tention that the two most recent military coups in Latin America were
justified by the violently anti-Cormunist attitude of the insurgents,
and voiced sorrow that power had been vsurped from the Dominican democ-
racy. Having gone on record as being in opposition to the Dominican Re-
public coup, however, I must admit that I was in favor of the inevita-
ble revolution in South Vietnam, and I am pleased so far with the re-
sults. Derek ilelson and other members of the political right-wing among
Kipple's readers are unlikely to let pass this apparent contradiction,
and so, in anticipation of their objections, a few remarks are probably
in order.

When the President is called upon to defend nis agnarent double
standard, it is conceivable that he will. choose to establish this cri-
terion: that the South Vietnam coup was in the best interests of the
United States, and hence desirable, whereas the Dominican Republic re-
volution was injurious to the interests of this nation, and therefore
undesirable. Although he would not agree with this specific applica-
tion, Senator Goldwater would no doubt accept this standard in princi-
ple. As Americans, we are, of course, compelled to consider the inter-
ests of our nation in evaluating any situation, and it is certainly
true that the South Vietnam takeover favors the interests of the United
States while the revolution against Juan Bosch's government will prob-
ably be ultimately disadvantageous to this country. This is not, how-
ever, a basis on which I would care to defend my support of the Vietnam
coup and opnosition to the Dominican rebellion.

In a recent discussion, I pointed out--while challenging Gold-
water's "America first" philosophy--that anti-Commmnism cannot be the
sole criterion by which to judge a foreign government. By the same to-
ken, the value of another government cannot be considered solely or
largely in terms of the comfort and convenience of the United States.
In the final analysis, the qualities on which a2 government may properly
be judged are concerned with internal stability and popular supnort,
not the usefulness of that government to a foreign power. On this basis,
I believe that the United States should, in accordance with its avowed
principles, support those governments which best benefit their people.
By this criterion--and it is the only logically valid one--a qualita-
tive distinction may be perceived between the two specific regimes in
question--viz., Bosch's Dominican government and Diem's Vietnai regime.
Military councils are necessarily less palatable than democratic civil-
ian governments, but this does not affect the obvious fact that in cer-
tain cases even military rule may be an improvement over the previous
situation. This is obviously the case in South Vietnam, where one of
the most brutal dictatorships in the Zastern Hemisphere was deposed, and



it i3 just as obviously not the case in the Dominican Republic.

This distinction is not dependent upon the degree of anti-Commu-
nism manifested by the various regimes, nor by their friendliness to-
ward the United States, but rather by their ordering of domestic af-
fairs. President Bosch's constitutional government was hardly a paragon
of Western freedom. But it was, considering the unique circumstances of
an educationally and financially deprived country, a remarkable attempt
to adapt democratic processes to the needs of a fairly typical Latin
American republic. That it was a popular government is attested to by
the fact that the new regime found it necessary to close all schools in
order to stifle daily anti-government demonstrations. There seems no
doubt that after several decades under the authoritarian rule of the
Trujillo family, the people of the Dominican Republic were by and large
pleased with Bosch, and the pretext on which power was usurped by the
military--i.e., that Communists had infiltrated the government--is not
relevent to this question.

The Ngo Dinh Diem regime in South Vietnam, on the other hand,
was most assuredly unpopular, and could not have been accused by any
streteh of the imagination of striving toward democracy. In many ways,
it was a classic example of a dictatorship in an underdeveloped and be-
leaguered nation. President Diem and the lesser lights of his sordid
clan utilized the guerilla war against the Communist Viet Cong to in-
crease their personal pover, freely imposing arbitrary rules by fiat on
the grounds that such measures were necessary to preserve public safety
and treating all opposition as treason, punishable by death or torture.
That the Diem regime was unpopular is indisputable; the most obvious
proof of this is that anti-government guerillas cannot exist for long
except where the majority of the populace is sympathetic toward them.
The new regime, headed by a triumvirate of generals (Lieutenant General
Duong Van Minh, Lieutenant General Tran Van Don, and Major General Ton
That Dinh), is certainly not to be considered an ideal government, and
the principle of a military government is objectionable on several
grounds in itself. But the regime, which asserts itselfl to be an inter-
im governing body, reflects more closely the temperamnent of the majori-
ty of South Vietnam's inhabitants, and it should certainly be able to
rule with more visdom than Diem's corrupt dictatorship. The popularity
of the revolution is shown by the immediate reaction of the residents
of Saigon, who happily greeted the troops and demonstrated in favor of
Diem's successors. Also of significance is the repatriation of several
bands of guerilla fighters who, due to Diem's predilection for consider-
ing all opposition to his authority a sign of Communist domination, had
been mistakenly believed by United States representatives in Vietnam to
be part of the Viet Cong movement.

Of course, the maxim that absolute power corrupts absolutely 1is
no less true of Vietnamese military men than it was of Diem and his
family, and the distinct possibility exists that one or another esfiiaeT
may gain control of the military council and utilize it as a vehicle
for personal power. If that were to happen, the pcpulace would probably
be no better off than before. But despite continuing danger of such a
turn of events, the revolution would appear to have justified itself.
The quick relaxation of censcrship by the new regime, the extraordinary
tenderness with which troops treated civilian crowds when finally they
were ordered to disperse riotous mobs, and the lack of immediate retali-
ation against the Catholic minority by the long-suffering Buddhist ma-
jority all bode well for the future.

Therefore, I conclude that the differing sentiments with respect
to recent military coups are not an exercise in hypocrisy, but simply
the application of a reasonable premise to divergent situations. One
can neither favor nor oppose revolutions in general, since to hold such



an inflexible view would be to fail to take account of the distinective
facets of differing situations. Whatever defense other liberals may of-
fer, I do not consider it inconsistent with my own principles to oppose
the subversion of Juan Bosch's government while at the same time ap-
nlauding the ouster of Ngo Dinh Diem and his cohorts.

Since the above article was prepared for duplication prior to No-
vember 22nd, it has been allowed to stand as written, despite the
fact that its references to President John F. Kennedy's policies
are likely to evoke poignant memories. The catastrophic events of
November 22, 1963, are now a part of history, and mere words are
not sufficient to express the grief of the American people. On that
day, a nation which had stood against the awesome power of some of
the mightiest military forces on earth, a nation which survived
rending by a hideous civil war and rose to take its place as one of
the great nations of history--that nation was beheaded by a single
lunatic. As horrifying, possibly, as the loss of the President is
the terrible realization that despite its fantastic military power,
this nation was unable to shield its leader from an onslaught by
one individual. My reactions to the assassination were in no way
atypical: disbelief, at first, followed by incomparable shock, and
finally a dull sense of loss. EBulogies have been written in abun-
dance, praising the memory of this man who stood at the helm of his
nation, guiding it through troubled waters the like of which had
not been encountered by any past President. But the eloquence is
forgotten easily in the light of continuing events, and only one
observation, almost rude in its stark simplicity, is worthy of re-
membering: John F. Kennedy was a good President, who could have be-
come a great one but was robbed of the opnortunity.

--Ted Pauls

"The decisions we make now, as human beings, and as human beings
who are members of groups with power to act, may bind the future as no
men's decisions have ever bound it before. We are laying the founda-
tions of a way of life that may become so world-wide that it will have
no rivals, and men's imaginations will be both sheltered and imprisoned
within the limits of the way we build. For in order to think creatively
men need the stimulus of contrast. We know by sad experience how diffi-
cult it is for those who have been reared within one civilization ever
to get outside its categories, to imagine, for instance, what a lan-
guage could be like that had thirteen genders. Oh yes, one says, mascu-
line, feminine, and neuter--and what in the world are the other ten?
For those who have grown up to believe that blue and green are differ-
ent colors it is hard even to think how any one would look at the two
colors as if they were not differentiated, or how it would be to think
of colors only in terms of intensity and not of hue. Most American and
European women simply cannot imagine what it would be like to be a hap-
py wife in a polygamous family and share a husband's favors with two
other women. We can no longer think of the absence of medical care as
anything but a yawning gap to be filled at once. Inevitably, the culture
within which we live shapes and limits our imaginations, and by permit-
ting us to do and think and feel in certain ways makes it increasingly
unlikely or impossible that we should do or think or feel in ways that
are contradictory or tangential to it." --Margaret Mead, in "Male and
Female",



HARRY WARNER :: 423 SUMMIT AVE. :: HAGERSTOWN, MARYLAND, 21740
The local civil defense chief has an odd theory that
might interest you. His belief, apparently with some backing
from his observations, is that there are many more fallout shel-
ters than most persons now believe in existence in this nation.
He wants to try to make some sort of survey in which anonymity
and secrecy would be guaranteed. His reasoning is that there heas
been so much discussion over the question of what to do if your
neighbors ask to get into the shelter just large enough for your
own family that families have been keeping secret their fallout

arrangements. It would be dis-
concerting, come to think of
it, if the bombs began to fall
and I began running around Ha-
-—7~*" gerstown looking for a place to
: ;> escape, and I beheld in every
(:::j} ‘ =R l block scores of families rush-
e ANk L : i

ing into fallout shelters that

the husbands and fathers had

."‘\ ] ,
W G ( | ' i__,___, dug in the middle of the night
/ A) ‘ ' l . vhen everyone else assumed that

they weren't in the house be-
cause they were chasing after other women. (£I should think that
even in outlying districts of Hagerstown it would be virtually
impossible for a family to conceal from their immediate neigh-
bors such an imposing venture as the construction of a shelter.
In Baltimore--and particularly in the pseudo-suburban sort of
community in which T reside--it is jmpossible to dig without de-
tection even a grave for one's pet canary.s)

You are echoing the lMadison Avenue cliches about the im-
portance of television in a most alarming manner. I've never un-
derstood why people think television has such supreme importance
as an educating and enlightening medium. It is greatly inferior
to the radio and the motion picture in most respects. It doesn't
reach nearly as far across the land as the former with its sound
and it has only a small fraction of the pictorial qualities of
the latter--did you ever try to read any fine print from a hook
projected onto a television screen? Moreover, I think that the

informational and news telecasts are the very poorest fegtures
of its programming. I can understand the less discriminating per-
son enjoying the soap operas, variety shows, westerns, and other
pure entertainment telecsasts, but I can't imagine either the
less discriminating or more discriminating element getting any-
thing out of the allegedly intellectual and informative fare.
<l 2 I've never seen any documentary, ‘'exploration in
Fr- ' B e depth", or other televised informational program
gk i\\J) that contained as much information on the topic
involved as you can find in a young people's en-
cyclopedia like the World Book or get in a feature story in a
metropolitan newspaper. I don't see the slightest hope for im-
provement. Lducational television stations cost infinitely more
to operate than it would cost to run filii-lending and tape-lend-
ing services to persons interested in improving their minds and
commercial television will never appeal to anything better than
the lowest common denowminator; nay television will be even worse
if it comes, because of the direct revenue factor. (£{The visual-
ly-oriented mind of Homo sapiens is served better by television
or motion nictures than by radio. Radio, warticularly during tie
period of its golden age, provided some remarkably fine enter-




tainment, but on the whole the medium suffered from the restrictions
caused by the necessity of translating visual images into narrative or
dialogue. The medium is generally comparable to silent movies, which
occasionally managed to achieve extraordinary heights but were always
limited by the lack of sound. With the advent of sound films, the best
qualities of silent movies and radio were combined into a medium which
has gradually bhecome an art form. Television is potentially an instru-
ment of far greater value, which combines with the virtues of motion
pictures the added convenience of easy accessibility. The fact that
this potential remains largely unrealized should not obscure the fact
that it exists. As for the quality of educational and informational
telecasts, what has been done should not, again, be confused with what
can be done. Nevertheless, some impressive informational programs have
been presented in the past couple of years. A recent telecast entitled
"Greece: the Golden Age'™ furnishes one example of the value of the me-
dium in this field. The material covered is unlikely to be discovered
in even an evceptional young people's encyclopedia, and neWSpaper fea-
tures rarely attain su;f1c1~nt length or scope of coverage to incorpor-
ate this information; in addition, radio obviously would have been to-
tally inadequate for this task, since the production consisted of com-
mentary on Greek sculpture and architecture with the appropriate illus-
trations. A motion picture could easily have covered the sanme mnaterial,
but far fewer people would have watched it at a far higher price. For
another example of the superiority of television's informative programs
over those of other media, consider historical documentaries covering
aspects of World War Two, tie Xorean War, etc. Such productions could
be adapted to radio, but the effect would probably be disastrous: the
best efforts of radio could only create a ncrrative incorporating odad
background noises (explosions, screams, et al.) which are associated
with armed combat. Hewspaper features would facn the same dilemma of
translating visual images into words, but their solution would be dif-
ferent: viz., tremendous verbiage. Lven a few frames of film depicting
a battle would necessitate pages of detailed description in a written
account. Consequently, a newspaper feature, although possible, would be
intolerably lengthy if it adequately covered the same ground as a one-
hour television documentary. Motion pictures, of course, can (and have)
portrayed such events with reimarkable skill, but they sacrifice in the
process television's relatively vast audience and its inexpensiveness.
As for regular newscasts, those of television stand above radio news-
casts by virtue of their pictorial qualities, and are more immediate
than motion picture newsreels and even newspapers (can the Daily Mail
inform its readers of an event within three or four minutes of its oc-
currence?).3)

I've assumed, without taking the trouble to check up, that the
government's dislike of unauthorized trips to Cuba derives from the
danger that there will be a war-provoking incident growving out of such
visits. Cuba is close enough to anarchy to create a real international
ineident if a couple of dozen Americans were gunned down on the main
street of Havana without cause or if a planeful of Americans sabotzged
some vital Cuban feature. Russia is a different matter. It's close e-
nough to being a civilized nation (i.2., about as close as the United
States) to handle any troublemakers through recognized chanvelo Alar s
keeps a close enough control over weapons and bombs to make it unlikely
that any grave tourist problems could arise. (£The official explanation
of the State Department for its travel restrictions is that, since we
have no diplomatic relations with Cuba, the United States is unable to
protect any of its nationals who visit the island. Hence, they are not
allowed to visit Cuba.3)

It sounds to me as if you and Tom Perry and perhaps some others




could save yourself a lot of philosophizing if you realized that people
normally start to think of an embryo as a human when it reaches the
stage in its growth that wovld permit it to have a good chance of sur-
vival if born prematurely. ({The obvious objection to this criterion
was voiced by Marty Helgesen in #49: the death or survival of a prema-
ture infant often depends upon the sophistication of the medical appar-
atus at hand.;)

You appear not quite sure of the function of a grand jury. The
grand jury doesn't have anything to do with determining if an individu-
al is guilty or innocent. All that it does is to listen to the evidence
that the state brings before it to support the state's charges against
the individual, and on the basis of that, the grand jury decides wheth-
er the individual should stand trial. They can't convict, as you seenm
to think. (£I understand the function of a grand jury, though the
phraseology of my replies to Boardman may have been open to easy mis-
interpretation.}) As for the old adage that law here says that the man
is considered innocent until proven guilty, it suffers from the same
handicap that afflicts any other short adage in a complicated world:
things aren't simple enough to be summarized fully in such a few words.
There's an element of truth in it but it isn't literally true, or no-
body would be reguired to post bond or weit in jail until his case came
up for a hearing or trial. The words really mean, I imagine, that under
American law, the individual who is accused does not suffer the penality
of guilt until his guilt has been ascertained and that he must undergo
only as much inconvenience until the verdict is established as is neces-
sary to prevent the guilty ones from making a complete mockery of the
law. And even this more complicated way of stating the matter is subject
to all manner of provisos and exceptlions. For instance, the jury in a
civil case has different standards than the jury in a criminal case for
determining if the defendant is to blame.
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"Even when laws have been written down, they ought not to remain
always unaltered. As in other sciences, so in politics, it is impossi-
ble that all things should be precisely set down in writing; for rules
must be universal, but actions are concerned with particulars. Hence we
infer that sometimes and in certain cases laws should be changed. But
vhen we look at the matter from another point of view, great caution
would seem to be required. For the habit of lightly changing the laws
is an evil, and, when the advantage is small, some errors both of law-
givers and rulers had better be left; the citizen will not gain so much
by the change as he will lose by the habit of disobedience." --Aris-
totliay i " Peldrtics! .
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DAVE HULAN :: APT. #21, 17417 VANOWEN ST. :: VAN NUYS, CALIF., 91406

Deckinger and Boardman are overgeneralizing sgain--damnit, there
are plenty of people in the South who deplore the murders of Evers and
Moore as much as they do. In some areas (like Huntsville) they even
form a considerable majority. Elsewhere, as in Gadsden or Jackson, they
are a considerable minority. Birmingham ic a questionable casej; despite
all the violence there, the majority of the people seem to be moderate
and probably would convict anyone who had a really good case made out
against him. But that will have to await the test of time. "To Kill a
Mockingbird" was written about the 1930's; I have known of at least two
instances while I was in Huntsville of legroes being acquitted on rape
charges. And they weren't lynched later, either. Times do change; not
as fast as one would like, perhaps, but they change.

Incidentally, I recall that Mike, in an earlier issue, said that




my father wasn't in any real physical danger in preaching against segre-
gation. Perhaps not--but it did succeed in costing him his job. This is
not a trivial thing; the Jackson church pays in the upper bracket of
ministers' pay, and few churches in that category want to hire a man
who is over fifty. As it has turned out, he has ended up with a small
church in Kentucky at less than 2/3 what he was making in Jackson. And
he was pretty sure what would happen when he preached that sermon in the
first place. I consider that this takes courage, whatever Mike Deckin-
ger may think.

As you can probably deduce from my earlier letter, my position
regarding abortion pretty well parallels Tom Perry's. How 4o you answer
his question--would you require a court order, or would you permit abor-
tions to be performed on request, like an appendectomy? If a court order
is required, the effect of the law would be infinitesimal; I venture to
say that 95% of all illegal abortions are performed to conceal the fact
that the woman was pregnant, and requiring a court order would leave the
quacks' business practically untouched. ({The conditions under which I
would now consider abortion justifiable were outlined in #49. I do not
think it unreasonable to allow qualified physicians to be the judge of
whether or not such conditions exist, and hence I would not reguire a
court order permitting an abortion to be performed.})

As for when a foetus becomes a person--surely the logical time to
choose is the point of conception. This is the point at which, in the
absence of outside influences, the fertilized ovum will develop into a
human being. Ability to survive independently is no criterion; a newborn
baby is no more capable of survival if abandoned than a two-month foe-
tus. And science, through the use of incubators, etc., is gradually
pushing back the time at which a foetus can become viable outside the
mother--does this mean that foetuses are hecoming persons at an earlier
age? This seems philosophically absurd to me, if not to you. (£{Yes, the
logie of considering conception the point at which a human being comes
into existence is inescapable. The random combination of genes which re-
sults from the joining of the egg and sperm determines the heredity of
the individual, and the various characteristics which render each person
different are established at that time. All subsequent improvement and
increased complexity of the organism is simply the inevitable result of
the pattern established at conception. Since most of the qualities by
means of which we define a human being are more potential than actual in
this stage of development, I feel that abortion is justified when it
enhances the well-being of the mother to a significant extent, for
in her the potential is largely realized. Nevertheless, we are agreed as
to the undesirability of abortion in principle, and further disagree-
ments are likely to concern only the relatively minor matter of when
conditions do warrant sacrificing the foetus in favor of the mother's
well-being. It would seem that your pessimism with respect to the possi-
hility of converting me to your position was erroneously based on eilther
an over-estimation of my tenacity or an under-éstimation of your talent
as a debator.})

Abortion is not, you will agree, natural. Therefore, the results
of an abortion cannot be considered in deciding a natural question--i.e.,
"yhen is a foetus a person?" True, an aborted foetus is not viable--but
it is viable in its natural environment, the uterus. An adult can't live
underwater, either, but that doesn't make him less of a person.

In short, I can't understand your reasoning at all. I have a
great deal of sympathy for that schoolteacher--but my reactions are: (1)
The code of morals that condemns premarital sex is the primary culprit;
(2) Men who engage in sexual intercourse with women that they aren't
married to without using contraceptives are among the lowest types in
the world, in my opinion--there is little excuse for undesired pregnancy



in this day and age:; (3) Why didn't she quit her job on some pretext
and disappear for a while? This isn't hard to do--and there are S,
sorts of homes for unwed mothers where she could stay until the baby
came. Almost any clergyman of any of the major denominations could and
would gladly advise and help her in any way possible. My father has
done this sort of thing on many, many occasions--it's simple, eifective,
and far safer than abortion, as well as being less questionable morally.

Contrary to popular opinion, few ministers--at least of those
groups who require that their ministers be educated; I except Baptists
and most fundamentalist and pentecostal sects--are in the front lines
of the Legion of Decency types. The great majority realize that one of
the essential parts of the Christian message is "Judge not, lest ye be
judged," and "Let him who is without sin among you cast the first stone."
While they will preach against those practices which they deem contrary
to scripture (and there is some disagreement as to whether or not pre-
marital sex falls into that category), they leave the punishment or
lack thereof to God, considering Him amply capable of deciding what He
wants and punishing those who transgress. And when someone is in trou-
ble, they will help without condemning.

In defense of Si Stricklen--he didn't say that it was the Ne-
groes' fault that they were cultura<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>