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"In retrospect we can see that the Darwinian contri-
bution to biology was a part of a larger movement in
the history of scientific thought--indeed, of all
rational thought--the substitution of the dynamic for
the static, with a consequent change in emphasis from
substance to process. The solid, immovable earth of
the ancients was set in constant motion by Coperni-
cus. The primitive notion of absolute rest was, by
Newton, replaced Dby the idea of constant velocity.
The stars, which the ancients thought were embedded
in some sort of substantial sphere, have now been
cut loose from all moorings and made part of an ever-
expanding universe. Nor are the earth's 'eternal
hills' any longer eternal; in the scale of geological
time, they are no more than tiny bumps of brown sugar
melting away under the onslaught of rain and wind,
only to be replaced by other brown lunmps, equally
‘eternal', thrust up by the unceasing agitation of
the earth's crust. The constancy which man's spirit
apparently craves is to be found neither in hills,
nor earth, nor stars, nor--perhaps--even in the uni-
verse. If there is any sort of constancy at all, it
is not one of substance or position, but one of pro-
cess. Whether even this is forever constant we cannot
say from certain knowledge. But many feel that it is--
and that feeling will probably ‘be, at least for a time,
a good guide to new discoveries.™ --Garrett Hardin

Kipple is a journal of opinion and commentary, published and edited

by Ted Pauls, 1448 Meridene Drive, Baltimore, Maryland, 21212. Cop-
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|  DER STELLVERTRETER: One of the ocardinal
tenets upon which hu-

,/"7(25>fﬂ‘ man society is founded asserts that an
[/] _/q,; individual, possessing free will and the

concomitant liberty to determine the course
of his own actions, is responsible for any
evil he may perpetrate. Denied by only a
numerically insignificant school of de-
terminist philosophers, this provosition
is accepted by every society about which
we possess knowledge. (The student of eth-
nology discovers that, as one progresses
from "higher" to "lower" orders of social
structure, the degree to which evil is at-
tributed to malevolent deities or demons
increases. But even the least sophisti-
cated animists do not entirely reject the
doctrine of individual responsibility,
though they may alter its form radically--
e.5., the evil perpetrated against indi-
vidual "A" by individual "B" may be at-
tributed to the magical machinations of
individual "C", But a society which utter-
ly failed to recognize individual volition
would be one which did not impose sanc-

~ tions against the transgressors of its
ik moral code, and so far as I am able to de-
S termine such a society has never existed.)

On the other hand, the idea of responsi-
bility through tacit acceptance--i.e.,
responsibility for acts in which one does
not engage but of which one possesses
knowledge and allows, through inaction,
to occur--is a relatively sophisticated
concept and one not recognized by most
primitive communities. Indeed, this doc-
trine of responsibility through inaction
is only superficially acknowledged by the
so-called civilized societies: the premise
is incorporated into the network of be-.
liefs and standards which comprise the
moral code of the society, but it is ha-
bitually ignored in practice by the great
majority -of the participants in that so-
ciety. Thus, the law-abiding citizen who
happens to stumble upon an assault in
progress is extremely likely to disregard
his obvious moral duty to intervene and
refrain from assisting the victim in order
to safeguard his personal being; the wvhite
southerner who complzcently accepts the
distorted values of his community without
himself being nrejudiced is likely, when
accused of perpetuating bigotry, to become
extremely agitated and reply that he cer-
iz tainly has never injured a Negro; and so
it on, ad nauseum,

The interest and attention of an

articulate minority throughout the entire



Western wgrld have been forcibly focused on this issue and its broad
ramifications by the release of Rolf Hochhuth's controversial play, "The
Deputy". Both the intelligentsia and the clergy were thrown into sudden
turmoil by the simultaneous eruption of this production onto the stages
of Western Burope and the vastly more important stage of public contro-
versy; "The Deputy" was reneatedly condemned from the pulpit, and fren-
zied demonstrations, sometimes deteriorating into full-scale riots,
greeted the premieres of the play in a number of Furopean capitals.
When, several weeks ago, the English version of the nlay opened in New
York, the reaction was decidedly more inhibited. Francis Cardinal Spell-
man condemned Hochhuth's dramatic diatribe while admitting that he had
neither seen nor read it previous to damning it, several Catholic lay-
men picketed the theatre without noticeable enthusiasm, and members of
George Lincoln Rockwell's American Nazi Party exnressed their displeasure
with "The Deputy", characterizing it, strangely enough, as a "hate
play". In short, reaction to the United States premiere of Hochhuth's
vehement play was considerably milder than might have been anticipated;
it 1s probable, however, that the controversy generated by this produc-
tion will continue to grow, and when the drama leaves the sophisticated
confines of New York City and journeys out into the boondocks less re-
strained gestures of displeasure may bhe expected to greet its perform-
ances. Whatever course may bve pursued by the controversy at this public
level, it is certain that the issues raised by "The Deputy" must occupy
a prominent position in intellectual circles for many months to come,
and it might therefore be appropriate to examine at this juncture the
broader aspects of the controversy.

Hochhuth's thesis, simply stated, is that Pope Pius XII was, as
a result of his consistent refusal to publicly condemn the Nazis, guilty
of complicity in the murder of six million Jews. This assertion under-
standably provokes something less than enthusiastic agreement in Catho-
lic circles, and in the process of attempting to refute it many persons
have (deliberately or otherwise) distorted the message of '"The Deputy".
It is not Hochhuth's contention that Pius was intentionally cruel or
callous, certainly not that he was insensitive to the grim position of
Hitler's victims:; rather, the author submits, Pope Pius XII was an in-
decisive, vacillating--even timid--individual, who was syfipathetic to
the plight of the Jews who perished in Nazi concentration camps but re-
mained unwilling to risk the practical consequences of adhering to os-
tensibly "Christian" principles when expediency dictated another course.
At the same time, the pontiff was possessed of an almost obsessive fear
of the Communist domains in the East, and there scems to have been some
question in his nind as to whether or not Geraeny's defeat in the war
was desirable. Consequently, according to Hochiwth, the Vatican studi-
ously ignored the atrocities being perpetrated by Hitler's Ubermenscien,
since to specifically condemn these acts would have seriously endanger-
ed the neutrality of the Church--with all that entailed.

Many Catholies, in an effort to refute the charges contained in
"The Deputy", have offered arguments which may, for purposes of discus-
sion, be reduced to three basic assertions: (13 members of the Catholic
hierarchy assisted Jews and others to escape to freedom or remain hid-
den for the duration of the war in most of the subjugated countries, as
well as (to a lesser extent) within Germany itself; (2) the Pope was
powerless to accomplish any alleviation of the misery and suffering in-
flicted on the Jews--the Nazis were pagsns and atheists to whom the
Pope's condemnation would have been meaningless--and therefore endanger-
ing Vatican neutrality by speaking out against the mass deportations
and executions would have served no useful purpose; and (3) Pius XIT
realized that papal condemnation of Hitler and his cohorts would have
resulted in Nazi reprisals against the Church and/or individual Catho-



lics, and the first duty of the Pope must Dbe to safeguard the lives and
liberties of his co-religionists. These arguments are, I believe, Spe-
cious-~though not grossly so, as this is not an issue which admits of
categorical solutions or absolute pronouncements--and the three justi-
~ications outlined above must be scrupulously examined from an objec-
tive position in order to fairly determine their validity.

It is undeniable, to quickly dispose of the initial argument,
that many Catholic priests actively assisted potential victims of the
Nazis to escape capture (principally in the occupied countries, though
the Catholic clergy in Germany is also credited with sheltering Jews
and others destined for extermination), and while this considerable ef-
fort is certainly admirable and must not be underestimated, it is dif-
ficult to see how it is relevant as a retort to Hochhuth's assertion.
The isolated actions--however praiseworthy--of individual Catholics may
in no sense be considered a justification for the silence of Pope Pius
XII, who repeatedly refused to take a stand against the attempted ex-
termination of Buropean Jewry. The Pope was not unsympathetic to the
dilemma of Hitler's scapegoats; as a matter of fact, thousands of Ital-
ian-Jews were sheltered, with the knowledge and approval of Pope Pius
XII, in various Church-owned buildings throughout Rome. But what is at
issue here is the refusal of the Vicar of Christ to speak out against
practices which any Christian would by definition be morally compelled
to condemn. This is an historical fact, and an appalling one.

‘That papal condemnation of German barbarism would have failed to
accomplish anything of significance is hardly conceivable, though this
argument is most frequently encounterecd. The imposition of a papal in-
terdict upon all of Germany or the excommunication of all Catholics di-
rectly involved in the disposition of the Third Leich's "Final Solution
to the Jewish Question" would have constituted a formidable blow. It
might, as argued, have resulted in the desertion from the Church of pa-
triotic Germans, but there is at least an equal chance that it could
have resulted in widespread marshalling of anti-Nazi sentiment among
previously apathetic Christians (especially in the occupied countries)
and the subsequent collapse of Hitler's empire through internal disor-
der. Even if this eminently desirable effect failed to materialize,
Guenther Lewy has pointed out (in "Pius XII, the Jews, and the German
Catholic Church", Commentary, February, 1964) that,

"At the very least, it has been suggested, a public de-
nunciation of the mass murders by Pius XII, broadcast
widely over the Vatican radio, would have revealed to
Jews and Christians alike what deportation to the kast
actually meant. The Pope would have been believed,
whereas the broadcasts of the Allies were often shrug-
ged off as war propaganda. Many of the deportees who
accented the assurances of the Germans thet they were
merely being resettled, might thus have been warned and
given an impetus to escape; many more Christians might
have helped and sheltered Jews, and many more lives
might have been saved."

But Pius XII was a pragmatist and a man whose evaluation of Hit-
ler's totalitarianism permitted him to fear it less than he feared Bol-
shevism. If the neutrality of the Vatican were abandoned, he reasoned,
Hitler might undertake the persecution of Catholics or occupy the Holy
City itself; expediency therefore demanded that the Pope cultivate the
toleration if not the friendship of the Nazi leaders (a view precisely
reflected by the Germans, who were anxious not to antagonize the Vati-
can). Not only was Pius unwilling to condern Hitler's deeds because of



the possibility that Catholics might as a result be persecuted in Ger-
many and the occupied countries, but he also apparently looked upon Nazi
Germany as a counter-balance to the power of atheistic Russia and was
unconvinced that the defeat of the Third Reich was desirable. As late
as 1943, the Papal Secretary of State declared that the fate of Europe
was dependent upon a German victory on the Eastern front. Taking into
consideration these aspects of the situation, Pope Pius heeded the voice
of expediency and ignored the compassion which, it is assumed, arose
within his soul. It is essentially this craven and cowardly attitude
toward which the wrath of "The Deputy" is directed. It is an attitude
characteristic of Homo sapiens and one which dominates the thinking of
every human being at one time or another in his life; it is forgive-
able--though not acceptable--that any man could momentarily falter and
heed the powerful dictates of expediency. But it is impossible to coun-
tenance such moral weakness when it dominates the personality of the
lsader of the most poverful church in Christendom. Christianity means
many different things to the diverse sects which comprise it and to the
even more diverse individual members of each sect, but whatever Christ-
ianity means there is one thing which we cen state with certainty it
does pot mean: Christianity does not mean the casual toleration of ap-
palling evil because to protest might entall personal injury, it does
not mean sacrifiecing one's abstract principles when it is expedient to
do so. In the final analysis, the accusation vhich Hochhuth levels a-
gainst Pius XII is that he failed miserably to practice what he preach-
ed; when a choice was clearly offered, the Pope was not a Cnristian.

Rolf Hochhuth has been widely criticized for maeking a scapegoat
of Pope Pius XII, since there were, after all, thousands of other promi-
nent individuals who likewise ignored the Mazi atrocities. Most Germans,
possibly including Hochhuth himself, were at least peripherally aware
of the appalling crimes perpetrated in Hitler's concentration camps, and
though they now elaim to have been disgusted and outraged by the geno-
cidal attempt of the Nazis, few of them possessed the courage to risk
their personal security (or that of their family) and speak out against
the Third Reich. These Germans have been collectively damned for their
avathy and cowardliness, but none of them has been singled out for the
sort of philippic which Hochhuth directs against Pius Y& SRR g i e
asked, should one individual be subjected to condemnation for a failure
which was, after all, characteristic of most responsible citizens of
the era? Hochhuth's intention in doing so is not, I think, merely to
cast the Pope in the role of a scapegoat; rather, he is dramatically
stating that a moral lapse which might De considered excusable in an
ordinary man cannot be countenanced in the spokesman for one of the
world's major religions. The silence of Pope Pins XIT is more, not less
reprehensible as a result of his venerable office.

THE PURPOSE OF ILAW in a rational society is to preserve order and to
deter individuals from engaging in acts or practices
generally disapproved by the majority of their fellow citizens. It is
open to serious challenge whether the law is actmadly..an . effictent de-
terrent, but it is in any case apparent that when a specific law, by its
very structure, serves to promote rather than prevent crime, that law
may be said to be inherently irrational. An example which comes immedi-
ately to mind concerns the imposition of capital punishment in instances
where no loss of 1life has occurred. Apart from the numerous and power-
ful objections to capital punishment, per se, the absurdity of imposing
death sentences in cases involving rape or kidnapping is manifest: since
the ultimate punishment is exacted from the rapist or kidnapper regard-
less, it is bound to occur to him that murdering his victim and thus
lessening the probability of immediate apprehension is, under the cir-



cumstances, the wisest course of action. Most people, I am certain,
would prefer by some margin to be the live victims of a rapist or kid-
napper, but under the present laws in many states the attacker is lia-
ble to lose his life as a result of the initial act and may therefore
dispose of his victim without any additional risk.

More important if only because of its greater prevalence is the
sdverse effect of legal pressure in cases involving narcotics addiction,
and in this instance the fundamental irrationality of the legal dicta
is conspicuous. Reams of Sunday supplement rubbish have been churned
out detailing the more gruesome aspects of this nation's tremendous nar-
cotics problem, yet surprisingly few Americans possess any comprehen-
sion of the factors which actually constitute the problem. Narcotics ad-
diction, like alcoholism, is essentially a medical problem and as sucih
it cannot be adequately dealt with by means of punitive legislation. Un-
fortunately, unlike alcoholism--which, after many years of disrepute,
is finally coming to be recognized as a medical problem by the majority
of concerned citizens--it is commonly viewed as a voluntary submission to
immorality. The atmosphere of intolerance which exists in the United
States toward this and similarly extra-legsal problems (e.g., homosex-
wality) is hardly conducive to any but the most callous and heavy-handed
treatment of such social ailments. If the passage of constantly more
stringent legislation dealing with narcotics addiction simply failed to
satisfactorily resolve the dilemma, the situation would be unfortunate;
but not only has legislation in this area utterly failed to solve the
problem, it has, on the contrary, tended to further complicate the situ-
ation and militate against the initiation of a rational and workable
solution., Consequently, the most serious aspects of the so-called 'nar-
cotics problem" in this country are directly attributable to the laws
governing the sale and use of narcotics rather than to the narcotics
themselves.

Addiction to narcotics is essentially the same as addiction to
alconol. The majority of individuals are capable, given the proper set
of circumstances, of developing an addiction to one or another potent
drug, though certain types of people are more susceptible to addiction
than others just as certain types of people are more prone to become al-
coholics. Addiction to narcotics (usually heroin, opium or morphine)
may consist of either physical dependence or psychological dependence on
a drug, though this distinction is of little importance either legally or
factually--the difference between one variety of addict and another is,
in practice, indiscernible. Physical dependence upon narcotics generally
develops when individuals use narcotics for a ‘legitimate medical reason
and then discover themselves unable to discontinue their accustomed
doses when the initial reason for their use of addictive drugs disap-
pears. For example, a hospital patient who has been provided with mor-
nhine over a long period of time in order to alleviate severe pain may
find himself unable to function properly without the use of a narcotic
substance when the pain itself has been vanquished. Hospital personnel
are extremely cautious as a result of this and are usually unwilling to
administer large quantities of narcotics except as a last resort, but
the situation nevertheless occurs more frequently than one might at
first imagine. An individual who becomes physically dependent unon nar-
cotics is addicted in the most frightening sense of that word: he or
she is literally unable to function properly without recourse to drugs.
This physical dependence is apparently non-selective with respect to the
types of peonle affected; nearly anyone, given the proper circunstances,
may develop a physical dependence upon a narcotic substance.

Psychological dependence, on the other hand, tends to develop
chiefly in certain types of individual, especially those who are af-
flicted by neuroses or are otherwise overtly abnormal as regards their



emotional or psychological balance. Both sorts of addiction are often
p?esgnt to one degree or another in the '"user", however, and the only
significant difference between them is that the psychologically depend-
dent individual, if deprived of the narcotic to which he is addicted,
is less likely to suffer conspicuous physical reaction--though he may
be driven to an emotional or mental breakdown.

The several law enforcement agencies in whose jurisdiction nar-
cotics addiction falls do, contrary to popular speculation, recognize
the distinction between the two varieties of addicts; indeed, one wishes
they did not, since a most remarkable double standard exists in this
area. Even the most hard-bitten officer in the narcotics detail of a
city police depnartment or in the federal agency responsible for this
area of criminal activity is capable of compassion for the "average' man
who, due to circumstances beyond his control, has become dependent upon
the use of narcotics (e.g., the unfortunate hospital patient who served
as an example above). But those given the responsibility of enforecing
narcotics legisletion are callous, even cruel with respect to the sec-
ond (and far more numerous) type of addict. Most of them simply do not
comprehend the stark reality of a psychological dependence; instead,
they tend to look upon the addict as a weak-willed coward who wants (as
opposed to needs) heroin, morphine, or other drugs. Physical derendence
as a result of a medical accident is looked upon as forgiveable, albeit
evil, but psychological dependence, where the addict originally began
to use narcotics in order to achieve "kicks",; is considered somehow less
involuntary. If there is any single proposal which will facilitate the
task of eradicating the narcotics nroblem, it is this: convince the of -
ficers charged with enforcing the narcotics statutes that even the ad-
dict who embarked upon his torturous adventure to attain ecstasy is,
once he becomes addicted, no less an unwilling victim than the "acci-
dental' addict. Psychological dependence is no less real merely because
it is psychological rather than physical. (This particular aspect of the
problem is magnified by the fact that the psychologically dependent ad-
dict is often a "beatnik", a petty criminal, or a youngster from a slum
environment--in other words, an individual whom the average police of-
ficer is already predisposed to dislike.)

In erroneously dealing with narcotics and narcotics addicts as a
primarily legal problem, the ruling faction (politicians, eivic lead-
ers, etc.) in the United States has done much to create a legal problenm
which now has become a serious threat to law and order. The heart of
the '"narcotics problem!" in this nation revolves around the willingness
of the addict to commit crimes of all sorts in order to feed his habit
or to actively recruit other addicts in order to insure the continued
availability of narcotics for his own use. The inadvisability of deal-
ing with narcotics addiction through stringent laws is no where more ap-
parent than in the contrast between the seriousness of these two subsi-
diary problems in England and the United States. In the former nation,
the unfortunate addict is permitted to legally acquire narcotics for an
apparently indefinite period of time, so long as an effort is made by
him or her to effect a cure. Amid screams of "legalized immorality" and
"government-subsidized sin" ringing out from the assemblage of oninion-
ated drivelers who jinvariably interest themselves in opposing necessary
legal reforms, the singular fact emerges that BEngland has no narcotics
problem in the sense in which that term is commonly applied in this na-
tion. The reason is quite apparent when one compares the attitude to-
ward narcotics addiction which dominates the thinking on the problem in
the United States. In this country, narcotics addiction is seen to be
highly immoral (as attitude which makes about as much sense as declar-
ing hemophilia to be sinful). and many years ago public pressure result-
ed in the passage of laws ostensibly intended to curb the disease. This

.



This enabled various criminal elements to profitably enter the narcot-
ics business, in which their participation had heretofore been prohi-
bited due to the improbability of realizing a profit from such a ven-
ture. This alone should demonstrate the manifest absurdity of such le-
gislation, but even more unfortunate results followed: since the crimi-
nals came to possess a monopoly on the importation, preparation and
distribution of certain narcotie substances, they were able to charge
exorbitant prices for their service and thus realize tremendous profits.
As the laws became ever more stringent, the illicit business becamne
more lucrative, with the result that it eventually became desirable
(from the viewpoint of the distributors) to actively encourage the re-
cruiting of novice addicts. Prior to the passage of prohibitive legis-
lation it had never occurred to anyone to corrupt others in this fash-
ion. At the same time, the exorbitant prices were driving addicts to
desperation: they had to purchase narcotics in order to maintain their
habit, and since appeal to the Better Business Bureau or the Federal
Trade Commission was hardly feasible under the circumstances, addicts
began committing crimes of various sorts in order to finance their now-
expensive ailment. Thus, legislation intended to eradicate the narcot-
ics problem actually added several new dimensions to the dilemma, and
addicts were reduced to purse-snatching, burglary and other unpalatable
activities in order to purchase what wes, in fact, an easily processed
and fairly inexpensive substance. This inclination toward criminal ac-
tivity on the part of narcotics addicts contributed to the widespread
belief that addicts as a body were degraded, moraslly bankrupt crimi-
nals--thus completing the vicious circle and inspiring still harsher
legislation.

Empirical evidence is clearly in support of the contention that
these enthusiastic legal measures have not defeated--nor weakened in
any way--the narcotics problem in the United States; indeed, the magni-
tude of the problem constantly increases., As a result, law enforcement
agencies find themselves in the position of a man who, having discover-
ed that throwing kerosene on a fire does not extinguish it, cannot con-
ceive of any course of action except to constantly increase the amount
of kerosene used. Stringent laws aggravate the narcotics problem; very
well then, retorts the advocate of punitive legislation, pass still more
stringent ones, throw the victims into prison with hardened criminals,
see to it that society ostracizes them when they emerge. One hesitates
to predict how many years and how much additionezl suffering will be ne-
cessary before society finally realizes that the solution it seeks to
the narcotics problem lies not in intensifying the present indefensible
methods, but rather in tearing down the cumbersome legislative struc-
ture built around the problem and attecking it from an entirely new di-
rection.

Narcotics addiction, if it is to be successfully combatted, must
be treated as a primarily medical problem; punishing an individual be-
cause he is an zddict is insane, but attempting to treat and cure him
is obviously not only pragmatically advissble but also the only ethi-
cally acceptable course. Perhaps a government-sponsored program, allo-
cating sufficient funds to currently existing facilities and authoriz-
ing the construction of many new facilities, as well as providing for
the rehabilitation of addicts (including the guarantee of employment
and perhaps psychiatric assistance), would be the most workable solu-
tion to the medical aspects of the problem. Such a program would, of
course, be expensive and extremely difficult to properly carry out, but
some variation on this proposal is probably necessary in order to ade-
quately combat the long-term medical problem. The immediate subsidiary
problems (i.e., the legal problems) could, on the other hand, be solved
quickly and completely at a siangle stroke and at no cost to the taxpay-




ers: viz., by repealing all present laws restricting the sale or use of
narcotics. This would drive out of business in short order the disrepu-
tgble.undgrworld characters who presently operate the importation and
dlstr}butlon of narcotic drugs, and at the same time it would halt pet-
ty crime on the part of addicts by allowing narcotics to be dispensed
legally by physicians at realistic prices. If narcotics legislation,
which ha§ been uniformly harmful up until this time, were disposed of,
the now~imposing narcotics problem in the United States would quickly
shrink to manageable proportions.

THE BREEN AFFAIR: Most readers of this periodical are at least superfi-
cially acquainted with Walter Breen, and they will

consequently be aware of the zealous effort currently underway to injure
and discredit him. Charges recently levelled against Walt assert that
he possesses homosexual tendencies; in one instance, the outright accu-
sation of child molestation is advanced. Nor have the culprits been
satisfied merely to malign Walter Breen; so vicious has been the assault
that information detrimental to Walter's character and possibly danger-
ous to his continued freedom has been delivered into the hands of local
police authorities, and his fianc&e has been grossly slandered with the
same ruthless precision. This vendetta has been undertaken by a sordid
clique of self-appointed moral guardians (acting, to be sure, in the
name of decency), spearheaded by William L. Donaho, the ludicrous "pa-
triarch" of the Church of the Brotherhood of the Way. It is Mr. Donaho
who is prineipally responsible for what can only be described as an at-
tempt to systematically destroy the lives of two very fine people, and
we can only speculate as to the motives which lie buried in what mas-
querades as this man's mind.

Tt is doubtful whether the specific accusations against Walt
Breen can ever be entirely proven or disproven; some of them appear pat-
ently ridiculous, others have been discredited by eye-witnesses to the
sundry incidents described, while still others appear to be at least
partially accurate. It has been definitely established, however, only
that Walt is inordinately fond of children and displays this fondness
in ways not entirely acceptable to contemporary society. On this ground,
he has been condeuned by individuals who profess open-mindedness and
liberality. And his allegedly unsavory activities have been publicized
in such a manner and at such a time as to maximize the degree of injury
to Walter and his close friends. This deliberate vindictiveness on the
part of his prinecipal accusers introduces a new dimension to the contro-
versy; the reaction of a relative outsider must be based partially upon
factors completely irrelevant to the question of Walt Breen's technical
guilt or innocence. For even if the accusations against him were true
in every detail (and remember that some are demonstrably false), the
despicable tactics utilized by Mr. Donaho and his cohorts in perpetrat-
ing this unconscionable character assassination would impel all pro-
nonents of decency to stand at the side of Walt Breen and lMarion Brad-
ley.

Any suspicions which may have existed as to the possibility of
Donaho being solely responsible for the scandalous events in California
muist certainly have been dispelled by the issuance of the "Report from
the Pacificon II Committee on the Cancellation of the Membership of
Walter Breen''. This ceraven document purports to justify the position of
Donaho's associates, and its authors (Alva Rogers, Al Halevy, J. Ben
Stark and William L. Donaho) must at the very least be credited with a
remarkable cunning; the "Renort" is a hellishly clever chronicle. It
would be difficult to blame anyone who had examined the Committee's ex-
nlanation of their actions without troubling to acquire any independent
information if they condeuiied alter Cforthwith, Fortunately, a great



deal of collateral information is readily available, clarifying the e-
vents described in the "Report" and detailing Mr. Donaho's machinations;
I especially recommend that interested parties acquire a copy of a maga-
zine entitled "The Loyal Opposition", gopies of which are available frow
John and Bjo Trimble (5571 Belgrave Ave., Garden Grove, Calif., 92641).

Mr. Donaho and his cohorts have rightly incured the opprobrium
even of those who had previously counted themselves among their friends,
This can hardly be of significant consolation to Walt Breen and Marion
Bradley, for Walter's reputation will have been permanently and severe-
1y damaged regardless of the outcome of this controversy. But perhaps
the contempt and condemnation which must justly accrue to Mr. Donaho
will serve as a warning to other malicious individuals who may antici-
pate savoring the delicious fruits of character assassination. The avow-
ed intent of the California faction whose appalling animosity has re-
cently bubbled to the surface is the expulsion of Walter Breen from the
often-discordant fraternity of science fiction devotees (a group with
which most readers of Xipple are at least nominally associated); it
would be ironic justice were this campaign were to backfire, and result
in the adoption by this group of ethical standards under which Mr. Dona-
ho would be permanently excluded from intercourse with the micro-soci-
ety.

--Ted Pauls

"171d like to keep them out,! confided the colonel, and began
cracking his knuckles savagely as he wandered back and forth. 'Oh, don't
get me wrong, Chaplain., It isn't that I think the enlisted men are dirty,
common and inferior. It's just that we don't have enough room., Frankly,
though, I'd just as soon the officers and enlisted men didn't fratemize
in the briefing room. They see enough of each other during the mission,
it seems to me. Some of my very best friends are enlisted men, you un-
derstand, but that's about as close as I care to let them come. Honest-
1y now, Chaplain, you wouldn't want your sister to marry an enlisted
man, would you?'" --Joseph Heller, in "Catch-22".

"As part of Asia, proud of its newly won freedom, India has in-
sisted upon recognition of the dignity and worth of the Asian people.
Nehru and his colleagues have, on every possible occasion, stressed In-
dia's and Asia's proud historical legacy, their unique culture and their
promising destiny. Any assumption of superiority by the West over Asia,
any slight by the former, is deeply resented by Indian leaders. Racial
discrimination by whites over men of color stirs the strongest antipathy
in the Indian Union. From the day of independence, Indian leaders have
been implacably anti-colonial. As one well-known Indian publicist has
observed: 'The antipathy to imperialism is deep-rooted in the minds of
everyone in India, and that has been acquired not from books, but from
national experience.'" --T., Walter Wallbank, in "A Short History of In-
dia and Pakistan'.

"Religion, like love, develops and harmonizes our rarest and most
extravagant emotions. It exalts us above the commonplace routine of our
daily life, and it makes us supreme over the world. But, like love al-
so, it is a little ridiculous to those who are unable to experience it.
And since they can survive quite well without experiencing it, let them
be thankful, as we also are thankful ." --Havelock Ellis, in "The Forum".

"Were it left to me to decide whether we should have a government
without newspaners, or newsnapers without a government, I should not
hesitate a moment to prefer the latter." --Thomas Jefferson



the NON-VICLENT defense o
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In October 1955, The Progressive magazine published a discussion
of "Sneak Truth to Power", the American Quaker pamphlet seeking an al-
ternative to violence. In the course of replying to their critiecs, two
of the pamphlet's authors, Steve Cary and Bob Pickus, wrote:

"If a military-oriented policy produces a crisis, it
is just as illozical to expect the pacifist to have an
answer as it 1s to hlame the Defense Denartment for
having no answer to an invasion that followed in the
wake of a pacifist policy.™

That statement hes always hothered me, for it reflects the assumption
that pacifist contributions to specific conflict situations are entire-
ly limited by the number of pacifists around. It assumes that, at best,
pacifists must act as a minority political force to influence public o-
pinion within nations. Further, that statement appears to justify the
continued belief that pacifists should not be expected to play a signi-
ficant intellectual role, or to take responsibility for direct action
when international crises arise.

It seems to me that we have postponed such responsibilities long
enough. We need to recognize the realities of tragic situations and to
bear wlitness to values that are not shared by governments. But we have
no grounds for rationalizing submission to historical tragedy without
making every effort to incorporate these values in action at a time of
profound crisis.

The idea of organized non-violent action is poorly understood
within pacifist groups; therefore, they use such action in a limited
fashion. The consequences of confusion about the political relevance of
non-violence are two-fold: superficial understanding and usage are pro-
liferating outside peace circles and, more to the point, numerous occa-
sions in which non-violent action techniques might be used effectively
are missed.

Many people in American peace groups insist that our immediate
need is a domestic peace movement that can organize mass protests a-
gainst American military policies. The dominont tone within hard-core
peace circles is wholly nationalistic. In this context, non-violent ac-
tion is intervreted as one more technique for expressing anti-war pro-
tests. The forms of non-violent action range from public demonstrations
(picketing, marches) to eivil disobedience by individuals., While such
actions draw both liberal and radical support, tiiey have enough in con-
mon to highlight the current limitations imposed on the theory and prac-
tice of non-violence.

Current non-violent action proceeds from the assumption that ob-
jectionable policies can be reversed by amassing sufficient numbers of
protesters within a single nation. Consequently, little thought is given
to achievable goals, to constructive policies that might substitute for
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policies that are the current focus of protests, and almost no considera-
tion is devoted to the fact that major reversals in American policy a-
lone can have disastrous effects unless alternative policies offer nev
hope of influencing the Soviet Union.

Non-violent action will have to meet nev criteria of political
responsibility. It must not only serve to clarify positive demands, but
must also speak to real conflict situations that arise continually on
the international scene. And it must prepare men to act directly to re-
sist specific threats to world peace that result from Western or Soviet
policies.

} While the organization of a radical social movement is a perfect-
1y legitimate goal backed by a long tradition of socialist polemic, it
seems to me that peace groups have an obligation to act responsibly in
the absence of such a movement.

The situation in_Berlin provides a focal point for many of these
questions. As I write /November, 1961/, that situation has deteriorated

‘rapidly, far beyond the low-point that followed the sealing off of the
border by the East German governuent. Just as actual warfare develops
its own momentum, obscuring fundamental conflict and rational purpose
in a process of violence and counter-violence, the Berlin crisis isonce
again generating a logic of its owm. East German troops recently crossed
the border and snent half an hour firing at VWestern forces and West
Berliners. Their fire was not returned. Had that act of aggression been
met by the organized non-violent resistance of five or ten thousand peo-
nle, a profound change might have resulted throughout the West and in
the Communist world. But the Western response was one of retreat in a
well-intentioned effort to avoid a direct military clash. We are making
up for that retreat now, in the only way Western military forces under-
stand. If the process of local mobilization and counter-mobilization
continues, and hour by hour decision-making is transferred into the
hands of local military commanders--as it was for a time in August--the
outbreak of World War III is a distinct possibility.

It is not my purpose to developd a "balance of blame™ position,
or to engage in an elaborate nsychoanalytic attempt to explore the "real"
intentions of the Western or Communist blocs. Whether or not the Soviet
government wishes to "stabilize" its position in Furope seems much less
important than the fact that a minimel, negotiated detente only post-
pones the day when we will once again face the need for a fundamental
solution of Central Furopean conflict and repeated Power bloc confronte-
tions along mobilized borders. We must aim for something more than a
minimal diplomatic deal that solidifies the conirontation of heavily
armed Power blocs. "Peaceful co-existence" vronosals avoid that problem
completely. A profound division of the international community must be
reconciled at some point in history, and no detente formulas I have yet
seen approach the Berlin crisis as an occasion for real reconciliation
of the conflict.

The West is justifiably uninterested in a negotiated settlement
under which recognition of East Germany would require us to entrust the
security of ilest Berlin to the whims of a sovereign and hostile East
German government. On the other hand, the Soviet Union and East Germany
cannot he exnected to resnond seriously to pronosals that would unify
Germany under conditions that require a renunciation of sovereignty by
East Germany alone, and a probable shift in tiie balance of power that
would result in a stronger NATO. In short, each side is asking the oth-
er to abandon its political and strategic interests. The Communists wish
to create conditions under which they can absorb West Berlin, and the
West prefers to absorb all of East Germany. Neither side is content with
the status quo. either side is prepared to abandon its own interests.
The result is a conflict hacked by mutual threats of force.



There is deep reluctance to formalize the political status quo
in Europe when all men who are concerned with democratic values are, in
fact, unhappy with the status quo. In the present context, recognition
of East Germany implies at least temporary abandonment of the goal of
political freedom in Eastern Europe. It appears that we must give up
the last rhetorical claims of the policy of liberating East European
countries from totalitarian control. This the West is not prepared todo.

But it is essential to point out that what was most frustrating
and hypocritical about the Dulles policy of liberation was not so much
its moral content, but the West's complete inability to execute its
moral responsibhilities to the people of Eastern Europe without bringing
on a thermonuclear war. The means at hand were and still are entirely
unsuited to the end in view.

A similar problem confronted us at the time of the Hungarian re-
volt. Men throughout the world were sympathetic to the Hungarian cause,
yet that concern found no exnression in action, for our conception of
direct action is wholly military. It was clear that military support of
the revolution would create a direct military clash with the Soviet
Union and lead to a thermonuclear war. (It is still interesting to re-
call that Senator Joseph licCarthy made one of the few worthwhile con-
tributions of his life at the time of the revolt when he suggested that
the West send unarmed planes over Budapest to drop medical supplies and
food.) The events of October-liovember 1956 demonstrated the futility of
maintaining the rhetoric of liberation without the means of defending
freedom in Budanest.

Five years later, a similar situation presents itself. The con-
flict between recognition of responsibility and the absence of means to
execute that responsibility without bringing on World War III is once
more a source of frustration to policy makers and to the American peo-
ple.

We must look for a means to insure access to West Berlin--and
the recognition of Fast Germany this implies--without being left in the
position of o0ld frustration compounded by new irresponsibility. In oth-
er words, the defense of free men in West Berlin against any future
threat of gredual absorption or of naked force needs to be achieved in
a manner that is consistent with our own values and in a manner that of-
fers real hope to millions of East Europeans who are living under to-
talitarian rule. We must find a way of executing a responsibility for
democratic values without using armed force. We cannot collaborate in a
negotiated détente, a Power bloc accommodation, a "stabilization' of a
totalitarian sphere of influence without surrendering some of ourselves,
without breaking the slim bond of community established by the March to
Moscow and the larger bond of community that grows out of our political
and religious traditions and our own consciousness,

I have twvo propositions:

(1) The idea of non-violent action as a means of protest within
nations must be supplemented by non-violent action as a means of defend-
ing human beings and democratic values in international comf Xiels

(2) Respnonsibility for such action cannot be delayed until an in-
dividual government adopts a policy of non-violent defense. That re-
sponsibility now rests with pacifists in many countries. This, in it-
self, is an enormous advantage, for it indicates that non-violent de-
fense of West Berlin by an international group could not be interpreted
as action in the defense of national military interests. Such action
would be clearly recognizable as an expression of values that transcend
national borders, and, by doing so, offer a practical means of defend-
ing human beings within those borders.

An American Friends Scrvice Comnittee staff member suggested one
possible role for a non-violent rJorce; volunteering to operate trucks



and rallroad trains running between Helmstedt and West Berlin., It would
refuse to transport military supplies, or to take any action that would
provide grounds for the East German charge that access to West Berlin
is mainly intended to offer channels for entry by espionage agents of
the West, Full inspection of supplies en route to West Berlin would no
longer present a point of conflict.

Another proposal earlier this year was that a non-violent force
go directly to Berlin to form a human barricade between forces at the
border.

Many more possibilities could be defined by those who are thor-
oughly familiar with the details of the situation. The nub of this pro-
posal is that a non-violent force be recruited to implement these pos-
sibilities.

A 1ist of 5000 individuals prepared to participate in this force
should be gathered by peace organizations in all nations, including
those in the Communist world. These individuals would be asked to make
the following commltments: (1) Agreement that a non-violent force could
create a new framework for discussion of access to West Berlin by sharp-
ly delineating the issue of political freedom versus totalitarian ab-
sorption; (2) Agreement by all individuals to have their names made pub-
lic: (3) Agreement by each individual to be available for at least one
month's serviece if it becomes clear that there is an impending threat
to access rights that may provoke a military response by NATO Powers;
(4) Immediate contribution of $25.00 by each individual to support tem-
porary training centers and collecting points in the United States and
in England; (5) Agreement by all participants to accept the decision-
making authority of the U. S. Committee for Non-Violent Action both in
advance organization and in on-the-spot action.

The last point is not a presumptuous statement at all. As a re-
sult of the Walk to iloscow, there is no organization in the Western
world as justified in accepting this responsibility as the Cormmittee for
Non-Violent Action, and no group whose motivation would be as clear to
World Peace Council groups.

There are further assumptions that I make. A direct military at-
tack on West Berlin is still less probable than a war arising from West-
ern refusal to negotiate access rights with East Germany when and if
Bast Germany interferes with access. Such a situation is quite conceiv-
able as I write, and the Western military build-up in West Berlin ap-
pears to be increasing.

Preservation of rail and road access to permit passage of all
non-military supnlies is an essential condition of political indepen-
dence for West Berlin.

Non-violent defense of access rights may have a considerable in-
fluence on West Berliners, who, in the final analysis, bear the major
portion of resnonsibility for their own freedom and for a clearly de-
fined policy of self-restraint that is essential to the prevention of a
third world war in this particular situation.

Recognition of East German legal control over access does not in-
volve a betrayal of satellite citizens if recognition is made by men
vho reject the policy of liberation by armed force while demonstrating
another method of preserving the moral content of that policy.

The mere announcement that 5000 people are: prepared to lay down:
their lives for the sake of West Berlin's freedom, without retaliation,
could have a considerable impact on the West's readiness to create an
official United Nations force that could, on a long-term basis, fulfill
the role pronosed for a temporary non-violent force.

--Art Springer

/™The Non-Violent Defense of Berlin" was reprinted from Peace News./
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Conservative thinking people are often looked upon as little bet-
ter than doddering social cranks in these days of the welfare/warfare
state. Onposed alike to the anarchic excesses of nineteenth century Lib-
eral Individualism, on the one hand, and the equal excesses of the om-
nipotent, positive, paternal State, on the other, the modern conserva-
tive treads the treacherous path of the moderate in his search for so-
cial equilibrium-and balance. For all his efforts he is today condemned
as a reactionary, without vision, who yearns to evade the responsibili-
ties of modern civilization by subjectively passing his twilight life
in spiritual affiliation with bygone centuries. A more accurate descrip-
tion of the modern conservative, however, would depict him as a dis-
gruntled spectator of a world prevared to reason and plan itself into
oblivion; prepared to absolve itself of moral responsibility in favor
of expediency; prepared to abandon itself to the capricious whims of a
presumptuous intelligentsia and a nihilistiec, unprincipled, almless and
materialistic nopulace, bent upon nothing but self-aggrandizement and
the pursuit of Epicurean delights, adjustment to a world of loneliness
and mediocrity, and its own petty concern for relief from human respon-
sibility.

(I) Conservatives refuse to indulge themselves in the philosophical de-

lusion of the perfectible man. Men carry with them from birth to
death the stigma of Original Sin, the tendency to reject ordered sta-
bility, and to inadvertently prefer anarchy and chaos. Man is neither
born with a "tabula rasa', nor can a '"perfect" environment perfect his
inherently inmperfect nature.

Has there ever been a period in the history of our troubled world
in which there has been a proverbial '"golden age'"? Have we ever been
spared the miseries of affliction and vice? Has man ever been free of
the calamities of war or the threat of oppression? And if so, has this
not been hut for a short period, the cause of which lies in circumstances
rather than in human nature? Mankind has not progressed basically fron
the city-states of Sumer to the sprawling industrial giants of today.
Our knowledge has expanded. Our technicues have improved. But human ne-
ture has not changed; it still lies rooted in the sordid depths of our
primordial urges. We must always satisfy our base, animsl needs if we
are to continue to live. Although man has a '"soul" and an intellect
which separate him from the lower forms of life, his body is mortal and
dependent upon mundane nourishments like that of the fox or the lion.,
We attempt to control this human nature, and try to live in a civilized
manner in which reason and work temper these needs. But we constantly
see men acting in the most barbarous manner. And just as we do not ex-
pect brutes to attain a millenium, to live in a golden era, we ought not
to expect mankind to do so either.

Instead of being born with a c¢lean slate, man is born with urges
which were inherent in the caveman and which are inherent in all ani-
mals. To live, man must satisfy his needs. And beneath the thin veneer
of ordered social stability there lies the ever-present threat that he



will.choose an evil way of so doing, and thus deprive himselfl of the
fragile harmony and balance which 1is essential to his social existence.

{TI) Man has no right to tinker and experiment with society, no right

to destroy the traditions, ideals and principles of the world into
which he was born. There exists a "social contract" between the living,
the dead, and those yet unborn. Our ancestors have striven and even died
in order to bequeath to us a world in which the ideals they cherished
could survive. Neither by right nor by reason can we say they were
wrong, or reject their sacrifices.

Who among us would destroy the Parthenon, the Parliament Build-
ings at Westminster, the Statue of liberty, and all they stand for? It
is our duty to transmit to our descendants a world in which the wvalues
of our culture and our tradition may not perish. Men living are the
moral-bound custodians of the past. Civic responsibility implies the
role of a steward for the treasures of the past and the present. 1If
there are elements in modern society which we find unpleasant or detri-
mental to the betterment of man, as there surely must be, then it is
our responsibility to change themn. In doing so, however, we must for-
ever seek an equilibrium of social forces conducive to order and jus-
tice, in order that change may not threaten liberties hard bought. Provi-
dence has not endowed us with so much wealth, so much happiness, and so
much freedom, to permit us to engage in an orgy of riotous experimenta-
tion that would shake the very roots of our society. Because we never
change the entire fabric of soeciety at one stroke, we are never entire-
1y old, never entirely new. Ve maintain a magnificent continuity which
guards for us and preserves for our children the wisdom of the past,
upon which they can build another level; and so on, until the pyramid
of History towers so high that it is overwhelming and indestructible.

(III) The conservative looks to the Constitution for his liberty and his

security; he does not grovel at the feet.of the mighty or rely up-
on the will or whim of a man like himself. We have inherited a great
tradition of freedom and we shall not allow modern theorists to convince
us with semantic trickery that the freedoms we cherish are old-fashion-
ed or out-dated., We will never tolerate the new philosophegs who would
offer us "freedom from". We will drive them away from our Constitution
as we would a quack doctor from a friend who was ill. We demand "free-
dom. to". To those who say, "I am afraid", we reply: Jook to God for com-
fo?t, look to the past for guidance and look to the future for hope. But
do'not look to tie State. The state is but a small part of society; it
is society's tool, never its master. Never WS mennlead at the. feeb . of
the state for the freedoms which belong to us. Never will we cultivate
a bureaucrat to provide us with a living which we can earn for our-
selves. Never will we beg anyone for the security or the freedom that
was granted to us as an inheritance from our forefathers.

(IV) Men are not equal in the eyes of either nature or Providence, and
can never be. In every civil society there are to be found those of
greater ability and intellect, and those of less. It is by virtue of
fhis innate inequality among men that there arises thne inevitabllity of
social class. To conform to the criteria of social justice, however,
class must be an instrument of cultural and intellectual leadership, not
oppression; class must be open-ended in order that reward might be com-
mensurate with merit and thus in conformity with distributive justice.
In short, the class hierarchy must be an instrument of stability and so-
cial balance, impervious alike to the imperious claims of the mighty and
the democratic despotism of the unchecked majority. Those men whom Provi-
dence has endowed with superior ability, superior position, and superior



intelligence are the natural leaders of society. To provide this leader-
ship is a duty which must not be forsaken, for if it is not they who
are to raise humanity, to whom must we turn? The democratic demagogue,
or the would-be planner, is a poor substitute for the man of genuine
nobility of swnirit.

(V) Men have a natural need of stability and order, and if this is not
to be the prerogative of a "benevolent" paternal state, then it must

be rooted in internal discipline and private property. The possession
of property provides men with a stake in social order, and provides a-
like an incentive to self-improvement. If a man's home remains his
castle, then he is assured of the privacy he must have. And if a man
has property to which he can look with affection and the pride of a-
chievement, and vhich he can bequeath to his heirs, then he is less
likely to take steps which would undermine the peace of the conumunity.

(VI) Human beings are not--and can never be--mathematical computers

canable of analyzing all facets of social existence. The ''goddess
Reason" may be the guide to progress, but it is with intuition and with
emotion that man can make a contribution which is truly and uniquely
human., What is man if he can no longer feel, and sense, and want? When
the liberal decries prejudice and habit and tradition in society, when
he complains that these stand in the way of freedom as he sees it, he
is complaining that human beings are human and that they are not mnathe-
matical variables to be fit into an equation which solves the problems
of life. There are more things in heaven and earth than are dreamt of in
the materialistic philosophies of liberalism, or the tyranny and op-
pression of Communism. And it is for this reason that their philosophies
must fail, in spite of the enormous expenditures of blood and iron which
have bought their temporary existence at the price of freedom. It isthe
task and duty of thinking men to mold the world to fit human beings, not
to mold mankind to fit the philosophic delusions of the liberal do-good-
er, or the twisted, tortured mind of a tyrant.

--Publicola

"If you think that your belief is based upon reason, you will
support it by argument, rather than by persecution, and will abandon it
if the argument goes against you. But if your belief is based on faith,
you will realize that argument is useless, and will therefore resort to
force either in the form of persecution or by stunting and distorting
the minds of the young in what is called 'education’. The last is pe-
culiarly dastardly, since it takes advantage of tine defenselessness of
immature minds. Unfortunately it is practiced in a greater or lesser ce-
gree in the schools of every civilized country." --Bertrand Russell, in
"fuman Society in Ethics and Politics'.

"In the end the Party would announce that two and two made five,
and you would have to believe it. It was inevitable that they should
make that claim sooner or later: the logic of their position demanded
it. Not merely the validity of exnerience, but the very existence of ex-
ternal reality was tacitly denied by their philosophy. The heresy of
heresies was common sense. And what was terrifying was not that they
would kill you- for thinking otherwise, but that they might be right.
For, after all, how do we know that two and two make four? Or that the
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