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Bob Moses is a Mississippian by choice. Inspired by the sit-
ins he left his teaching profession in New York to move into
Mississippi with the first cadre of voter registration workers in
1961. Now, at 29, he is project director for the state’s Council
of Federated Organizations (COFO), a loose confederation of
civil rights groups: NAACP, CORE, Southern Christian Leader-
ship Conference and Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee
(SNCC).

From COFO came the pragmatic revolutionary programs: free-
dom registration, freedom vote, the 1964 summer project, Mis-
sissippi Freedom Democratic Party, the Congressional challenge
... And as a fringe benefit the pragmatic thought among young
and old across the country that the undemocratic structures in
our society could be changed if enough of us cared enough to
move our bodies.

Moses, a SNCC staffer, is the ad hoc theortician, general idea
man and Moses of the Mississippi freedom movement.

At last fall’s first western conference of SNCC, his quiet, un-
assuming, steel spring composure held a crowd of 600 at seat’s
edge attention for over an hour. He did not give a speech. He
just answered questions.

Here are some of the thoughts he expressed on the freedom
movment and the country.

... The people who run Southern society in many ways
have less freedom than Negroes who have come out in
the open. Negroes have the fredom to meet, to organize,
to plan and so forth.

White people who speak out, of course, are heretics and
traitors and they are excommunicated. Are run out. To
Jackson. And I guess if they do the same thing in Jackson
are run out of the state.

In many ways what needs to happen, it seems to me, is
not that there need to be bridges of communications be-
tween white people and Negroes like where you have
some kind of human relations council. What needs to hap-
pen is that the white people must be free within their
own society to discuss the real issues. To raise them.
Have them out in the open so they can get at something.
For themselves.

What happens to the Southern white, first of all, he’s
in the society. He’s participating in it. He knows that
sense of participation. What happens is that when he
speaks out he immediately becomes isolated. What people
run from is this extreme sense of isolation. Takes away
their whole life. They have nothing to relate to anymore.
It’s as if the whole world has now cut them off. They
don’t know any other people in their same position to
relate to.

This doesn’t happen in the Negro community. What
happens there is just the contrary. When Mrs. Quin gets
her house bombed, she finds people. She doesn’t lose them.
People come to her. She finds resources and help. They
build a sense of community and something new and some-
thing different emerges. This is real and in some cases is
the first sense of community they've found.

So if Negroes stay, I think they stay for these reasons.
Because of what they find as they struggle.

Now this raises the whole question of a movement in
the white community. The same kind of thing has to be
done. The person who is isolated has to go on and find
some other people if he’s going to stay and work. But
that’s very hard to do. Especially for the first people . .
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. The Neshoba County murders (of the three civil
rights workers) raise the whole question of what does our
society do where the law doesn’t function at all to pro-
tect people. And clearly breaks down. Where are the re-
courses in our society? And we call ourselves a society of
law and order. Where are the recourses in our society for
what can happen?

It seems to me that the country is simply not willing
to face up to that. The justice department of this ad-
ministration says it can’t be a police force. That you
can’t have a federal police force in this country. Okay.
But what if the local police force is not a police force?
What if it’s part Klu Klux Klan and part white citizens
council? And in on the planning with the terrorists? Then
what does the society do in that situation?

That question posed in parts of Mississippi is, in a
sense, most drastic. The federal government is more will-
ing to sacrifice the lives of Negroes in those situations
than it is to tamper with the structure of the govern-
ment.

The officials sit within the structure and they say, “If
we do this, what does that mean over here?” Because if
you do something in this area of the country what hap-
pens over in another area of the country? . ..

. . The Mississippi Negro community has been iso-
lated for years, and the people want to participate in the
society. They look upon the (summer) volunteers and
the people from all over the country like the coming of
the country. They bring the country with them. This
country couldn’t come if they didn’t come.

We came to grips with that ourselves. This country
could not realize what was going on unless in some sense
it participated. And the people who came down brought
the country . . .
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. . . When somebody asks about an alliance between
Negroes and whites, I always ask them a question: “Whom
do Negroes ally with? Where is the movement in the white
community that they can ally with?” And it doesn’t seem
to me that the answer is the trade union movement. For
a lot of different reasons.

Mainly it seems to me that the trade union movement
is part of the establishment. And is not available as an
ally. And that what they are primarily concerned with
is in keeping jobs for those who already have them, mak-
ing sure that those who are going to lose them lose them
with good retirement. And making sure that people move
up in the jobs they already have. _

They don't seem to be concerned about the people who
are not working. That these people should be organized.
That the trade union movement should do something
with these people.

If the unions are in that position, it doesn’t seem to
us that we can ally with them . . .

. .. Now we were shut out from politics. Couldn’t reg-
ister. Had no say about who got elected. So we did our
own. We had our own registration. Called it freedom reg-
istration. Held our own vote. Called it freedom vote.

I think we have the freedom vote and they have the
mock election.

And with the germ of that we got the freedom schools.
You form your own schools. Because when you come right
down to it, why integrate their schools? What is it that
you will learn in their schools? Many of the Negroes can
learn it, but what can they do with it? What they really
need to learn is how to be organized to work on the so-
ciety to change it. They can’t learn that in schools.

Now, why can’t we setup our own schools? If you carry
it all the way through, train people to do what needs to
be done. And why can’t our schools be accredited? And
we graduate people and they go out in our society?

That's what we're doing. We're building a society.
We're getting people who
are educated to do what
needs to be done in our so-
ciety — which is they work
and they change society.
Now, we’re not doing that,
of course, but that’s what is
evolving.

It takes a long time for
that because people don’t
think that way. They're all
trapped up. They think they
have to be qualified in or-
der to run society. That they
have to be qualified in or-
der to vote. And they can’t
get behind the qualifica-
tions to who sets them. If
they could do that, they
would know that they could
set their own qualifications.
Therefore, they could de-
termine what the standards
are for who’s qualified.
What it means to be quali-
fied. Then they can run
their lives. Because then
they're qualified to do that.
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Cause they say they are. And the people who say they’re
not qualified don’t want them to run their lives.

Now nobody sat down and theorized all this. It's just
that you went down there and started to try to do some-
thing. You didn’t know what there was to do. You start-
ed working and you learned what couldn’t be done. That
helped define what could be done. And certain things
became clear. One of the things that became clear was
all that's involved in setting up a society. In government.
In how people run their lives. Who decides . . .

... (Someone commented that civil rights has received
vast publicity and a lot of issues have been clearly defin-
ed, much more than in foreign policy) I would argue
that foreign policy and domestic issues are not defined at
all. In fact, they're covered up. So the people don’t know.

To use them as a measure for definition of civil rights
issues is simply to indicate that civil vights problems them-
selves are just beginning to be aired.

The question before this country really is: does it have
the ability to probe deeply into any issue? And does it
have the stamina once it starts probing to keep going un-
til it gets to the bottom of the problem? And that’s a real
question . . .

.. . The compromise the Democratic Party offered at
Atlantic City (the national convention) is that precinct
meetings be open to registered voters regardless of race.
That doesn’t help us. Cause we can’t register people.

So we asked Humphrey in a closed session: ““Okay, the
precinct meetings are open to registered voters. How
many voters do you guarantee us in Mississippi in the
next four years? 400,000? 100,000? 10,0007 Any?” And he
said, “We can’t guarantee you any because the Democratic
Party doesn’t run the administration.”

So you don’t expect that the decision offered us at the
convention will have any practical effect. In fact, we can




expect the opposite. That it will kill any real chance of
participation by Negroes in the Democratic Party in the
deep South. In this sense: the whites who are smart will
say, “We got to let a few Negroes in now cause it’s in the
convention call.” And they’ll argue to the other people,
“Now, you got to overcome your prejudice. You got to
sit in some of these meetings with some of these Negroes.
But outvote them. Just come out in larger numbers. And
maybe we’ll let one come through. We’ll go back to the
convention in ’68 and we’ll say, ‘we’ve complied with
your call. In fact, we have a Negro here with us’.” And
that’s it.

There are real problems in that whole decision. and
what it means for 1968. In the meantime, we go on with
our same thing. Again just like the schools we have to
ask ourselves what is the government? Who sets it up?
The people set it up. And if they do, we’re people. Why
can’'t we set up our own government? So that in 1967, if
we get organized enough between now and then, we can
set up our own government and declare the other one no
good. And say the federal government should recognize
us . ..

. .. The gangs in northern cities form a kind of com-
munity around senseless violence. Senseless in the way
that it ends in their own destruction.

What's going to happen with them? The program
which society has for them is really a program of violence.
Because that’s where it leads. In the end the program of
the social worker which takes two or three of them and
tries to place them in jobs which are in a sense meaning-
less. Can’t all get jobs. And they're back out on the streets
soon. In the end, the harvest of that is violence—riots
because the people don’t have anything and can’t get any-
thing from that program.

Now it seems to me that the nonviolent program for
‘that group would be not to break them up, but to find
some way to keep them together. To find some way to
get them to attack the institution which has them n a
box. That's the only way to find for them some kind of
community so that they won’t have the need and they
won’t participate in that kind of senseless wviolence.

Now that's a long way off. And there are lots of ques-
tions about that. Thing is nobody’s doing that. Any-
where in the North.

Nobody’s really addressing themselves to the ghetto and
those kinds of problems . .

. . . The progress we experience is mostly progress in
terms of what happens to the people we are working with.
It’s that they, in many communities, have found a new
kind of strength.

In their individual acts just going to the courthouse
(to register) is a revolutionary act. Given their lives.

A community has developed in places because of those
acts. Local people have really begun to find a way they
can use a meeting as a tool for running their own lives.
For having something to say about it. That’s very slow,
but it’s happening.

In a sense, these people have found freedom. They
don’t have any participation in society but they're free
now. They can do things that they've wanted to do for
a long time.

They've been able to confront people who are on their
backs. They take whatever is dished out— bombings,
shootings, beatings, whatever it is. After people live
through that they have a scope that they didn’t have
before. There’s a whole new dimension in their lives that
wasn’t there before.

Now I don’t equate that with democracy.

Here are people risking their lives challenging a whole
context that they've had to live in. Which has told them
all the time that they couldn’t do anything. But doing
it anyway.

In that sense it’s a revolution . . .

. . . Some of the Negro organizers for SNCC feel that
this is their movement. That it belongs to them. In a way
in which nothing else in the country belongs to them.
It belongs to them not that they thought of it, but that
it’s their energy that made it, so it’s theirs. They have put
all their energies into it in a way people in this country
don’t put energy in anything.

That’s at the heart of the whole question of relation-
ships in the movement between white and black 5eople.
Because in many cases the white people are looked upon
as other people. Just as the society looks upon Negroes
as other people. And thinks about whether it will let them
in or not.

So the white people who come down are looked upon
by the staff people as other people. Then there are very
deep tensions. They're too complicated to describe. They-
‘re the kind of things that don’t seem to be exhaustible.
In some people. In some situations. That is, you can have
it out. Talk it out. And the deep things come welling out
like poison and they spew out all over everybody. But
that doesn’t do it cause the next time it comes out the
same way. It's a real problem. And it seems to me it's a
problem that will be faced all over the country as the
Negro movement spreads out and begins to hit the ghettos.

From the point of view of the fellow who grew up in
Sunflower County, he grew up hating whites. I mean he
really hated them, because they killed him inside and they
killed his people. He saw them. They killed an uncle. Or
they killed a gaty down the street. And he couldn’t do any-
thing about it. So he hates whites.

Now he’s working in the movement, and he’s got to
get used to that funny thing where you can’t say every-
thing against all people. Can’t say you hate all whites
because you know this guy and he’s white and you don’t
hate him. And maybe you like him very much.

Part of that feeling is that they know that white peo-
ple think about them in the same way. That white peo-
ple think of them as other people . . .

... Now I listened to a white person who's on our staff
raising the question of why don’t more Negroes partici-
pate (as volunteers). From the point of view that there
must be something wrong with college Negroes that they
don’t participate in the movement.

I asked him to consider it from another point of view.
That there’s something wrong with the society and that
the people are trapped in it. Because when you look at



the college Negro population, particularly in the South
and the Negro schools, and who goes to them, and what
a small crust of the Negro population they are, and how
they evolved [rom the businessmen and the teachers, and
the middle class people who got concerned with educa-
tion. And those people evolved from mixed marriages—
and what happens in the South in terms of white men and
Negro women—so that the whole layer of mulattos—and
it'’s everywhere you go down in the deep South if you
look at the structure, at the colors of the skins of the peo-
ple who are, say, in the middle class positions.

And then you think about Tougaloo College which was
started as a school for the sons and daughters of white
men and Negro women. Really that was the purpose it
was set up. It was felt that these people should have a
better chance at an education, because they were better
people, and when you think how that pervades, really
pervades, the whole education system in the South; if you
really analyze that, those kids in those colleges are already
trapped up in something.

They’re not fertile ground for recruiting. Some of them
come, yes; but we're operating from a very specialized
thing. Now a better place to recruit Negroes is probably
the ghettos in the big cities . . .

. .. Gollege kids come down, some of the Negroes who
have come down, and are now trying to get back in school,
can’t relate to it. That raises for them the whole question
of education. What is the degree? What do I need it for?
What do I do with it after I get it?

And then all the questions about security. In our so-
ciety. Because the feeling is that we need that degree be-
cause what happens if the movement doesn’t happen? If
it dries out? If it drops dead? Where will I be? What will
I do? I'll be too old to go to school. I'll have a family.
I'll have kids. I might not be able to earn anymore.

And the whole anxiety that surrounds people about
what the hitch is going to be and how they're going to
fit into society. Now, people in SNNC are going through
that. I mean can you imagine going through all your life
only—I mean at some point in your life you got to earn
over $30 a week. Don’t you? . . .

... We asked this one guy why he came. What he was
doing. And he said, for his own personal self, he found
out what work meant. He found out what it meant to
live. What it meant to relate to people. What society
meant. That’s what he was getting in SNCC. Because who
determines what work is? How many people come up to
the SNCC people and say, “Well, when are you going
back to work?” And they mean, “When are you going to
fit into society?”

Now what the SNCC people have found in a slow pro-
cess is that they don’t have to accept that definition of
work. That they can define their own. And that they un-
derstand a little better what it means to work. That is to
really put energy into something and to make something
that’s meaningful to yourself.

In the process of that they begin to understand what
it means to relate to people, to being at least able to
break down all these things that happen in our society.

This is part of what is happening in SNCC and this
is why in a sense it is unique. I mean that these people
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have worked these last two or three years and are grad-
ually coming to the realization that they will have to do
this the rest of their lives.

And that this is their work . . .

... Did the yes vote on proposition 14 honestly
reflect the opinion of the electorate of this state? That
raises a central problem of democracy. You talk about
honest reflection of opinion. The question is education.
What do the people know? What do the people in Cali-
fornia know about housing? About laws? About the way
people live? Who tells them? How do they learn? TV,
newspapers, radio? How do they find out? What access
do they have to real information? Can they make an in-
telligent decision? How much is propaganda and how
much is the society really concerned about the people
having information so they can know?

I have certain feelings about people in general. I feel
that they're manipulated. I don’t happen to believe that
they, if they were presented with real information about
people and how they live, if they weren’t forced to live
under myths about themselves and other people, that they
would consciously choose to isolate other people. To
force them into ghettos. To restrict their participation in
soctely.

Now that's just a faith principle . . .

COMING NEXT MONTH: new Pacific Scene service
—a guide to good magazine reading.

e Your Fair-Housing Realtor

TEPPING REALTY CO.

10751 San Pablo Avenue EL CERRITO LA 6-53
1664 Shattuck Avenue BERKELEY TH 3-53

AVAILABLE SOON
FIVE YEARS ON FREE RADIO

A collection of the radio commentaries of

Marshall Windmiller

Broadcast over a period of five years on the Pacific:
Radio Stations KPFA, Berkeley; KPFK, Los Angeles
and WBAI, New York.

From all over the broadcast areas of these three radi
stations people by the hundreds wrote for copies of Mr
Windmiller's broadcast scripts. Now those broadcast
which attracted the most attention and comment have
been collected in a volume with an introductory essay
Beginning in 1958 the book covers the foreign policie
of the Eisenhower, Kennedy and Johnson administra
tions. It comments on Cuba, China, Berlin and many
other critical problems. A record of the times witt
lessons for the future.

Prepublication price — $2.08 including tax
Order from Windmiller, 2901 London Road, Oakland

5



(formerly The liberal democrat)

A reflection of what is, pointing toward what could be,
what should be. Hopefully. With spirit. With humor.
And with love.

Volume V, number 5, February 1965

Moses of Mississippi ... ... 2
editor's commentary ... 6
Sunday scene, Bunker Hill ...... ... ... ... 8
Able Dart e 10
UC regents ..o e e 12
Nation moves left ... s 14
How to fire a union teacher ... 15
Downtown Negroes 10Se .. ....oooooooo it 19
Dubious surgery, dubicus project ... ... ... 20
Conservation: GOP & Grand Canvon ... 2]
Word From Provinees ...o..occeciemn oot 22
contributing editor ... Gene Marine
foreign SCeNe . .ccoiioiiiiiiiii e Marshall Windmiller

................................... Keith Murray
.... James Smith
... Norma Crane

legislative scene ..........
DOOK FeVIEWS ... eeoeoii e cae e
promotion manager ..

valley advertising .... ... Marty Ballis
so. Calif. manager ..o Irwin Levin
no. Calif. manager ..........ccoccevemeeenen.c. . lrving Rothstein
so. Calif. ad Manager .........coooeoeieeeeeeeeeee e Bob Neorcis

publishing office
224 N. First, Fresno, California

AD 3-6274 or AM 8-7778

no. Calif. office
1910-B Lyons
San Francisco

so. Calif. office

11047 Hawthorne
Inglewood
678-0789

Subscription representatives: Michael Berman, 2262 Bagley, Los
Angeles, JE 8-5936; Joe King, 4610 W. Myrtle, Visalia, 732-8528.

Owned and published by George Ballis. Contents may be reproduced
in periodicals only, unless otherwise specified, upon notifying editor
and giving credit. Published monthly. Single copies 50 cents. Sub-
scription $4 per year. Entered as second class matter at Fresno, Calif.

20% OFF ON BOOKS Moving?

If you're moving, please let us
know four weeks before chang-
A special service to sub- ing your address. Place magazine
scribers of Pacific Scene. label here, print your new address
Subscribers may obtain  below.
current books (not paper-
backs) at 20 per cent off
list price. Send title of
book, author, publisher and
payment (list price minus  zddress
20 per cent plus four per
cent sales tax) to Pacific
Scene Book Service, 11047 itV coceeeeeo e,

Ha'\(vthor.ne, Inglewood, mail to: circulation, Pacific
California. Books sent post- Scene, 224 N. First Street, Fres-
paid. no, California 93702.

6

editor and publisher George Ballis
What's in a name? Not much. It’s not really important

one way or the other—unless it gets in the way. Unfor-

tunately, the title The liberal democrat gets in the way.

The former editors and publishers went to great
lengths to emphasize that small d, and their independence
from any party organization. Didn’t mean a thing. Small
d or big, most people still view Tld as a party organ,

It is not a party organ. It will never be a party organ,
That’s the truth. But if the magazine is to succeed, the
editors, writers, the subscription salesmen must not be
continually called upon to spend time defining and de-
fending the magazine’s small d.

So the name is changed to Pacific Scene.

‘That title describes the geography in which the maga-
zine operates. The contents of the magazine delineate its
policies, programs, purposes.

Stay aboard. I don’t promise a comfortable ride. You
might even get bruised. But you’ll know you've been
somewhere.

California needs Mississippi

California and the rest of the country need a demo-
cratic Mississippi to help free us from the tyranny in
Congress. (The much publicized rules changes and the
“purging” of two dixiecrats were only tinkerings with a
bad system, as Congressman Bolling pointed out in these
pages last month.) And as we need Mississippi, so Mis-
sissippi needs the rest of the country to free it from the
tyranny of race.

One cannot come to pass without the other. In this
context, 10 California Democrats in the House and 12
Republicans voted to seat the challenged Mississippi con-
gressmen. Thirteen Democrats and three Republicans
voted no.

The Mississippians were seated pending the outcome
of the challenge which willsreach the decision stage some-
time after July 1. Probably.

The five who were challenged were duly elected in a
society which systematically prevents one group of people
from voting and systematically suppresses all dissent.
That’s the basis of the challenge filed by the Mississippi
Freedom Democratic Party. ‘

The gathering of testimony, the filing of briefs and
counter briefs will take until July 1 when the record will
be submitted to the House subcommittee on elections and
privileges. Then hearing. Maybe, Then decision. Prob-
ably.

On the key motion to seat the Mississippians, Califor-
nia Congressmen voted:
Yes — Democrats Cameron, Hagen, Hanna, Johnson,
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King, McFall, Moss, Sisk, Tunney, Wilson and Republi-
cans Clausen, Clawson, Gubser, Hosmer, Lipscomb, Rei-
necke, Smith, Talcott, Teague, Utt, Wilson, Younger.

No — Democrats Brown, Burton, Cohelan, Corman,
Dyal, Edwards, Hawkins, Holifield, Leggett, Miller,
Roosevelt, Roybal, Van Deerlin and Republicans Bald-
win, Bell and Mailliard.

Conceivaby the no votes will hold firm between now
and that decision day after July 1. And some of the yes
votes can be persuaded.

Abolish appraisers,
purify elections

The Ballis program for the 1965 state legislature is:
(1) abolish appraisers and (2) purify elections.

This is a two step deal in which Cranston’s slush fund
would be traded for Unruh’s slush fund. Not that I'm
particularly against Cranston’s slush fund. It has a sort
of a purifying effect on California politics. But I am
death on the Unruh gold collection which has a sort of
a corrupting influence on California politics.

The cancer of the latter is so malignant that I am will-
ing to cash in the slight disinfectant quality of the Cran-
ston fund to pay for cutting out the cancer.

First of all, let me explain the purifier.

As controller, Cranston appoints friends and support-
ers to these appraiser jobs where they pick up a few
scheckles. In gratitude, they toss some into Alan’s slush
fund. To keep Cranston in public office. Logical ar-
rangement.

Alan is not obligated to these contributors. He is not
expected to support or oppose any particular policies on
the strength of these contributions.

This is clean, untainted money for the givers are obli-
gated to him. To the extent that Cranston gets campaign
funds from these people who are obligated to him—to
that extent he is a free agent in public office.

Thereform the purifying effect of the Cranston slush
fund.

Now take the Unruh slush fund. Collected from lobby-
ists and special interests, presumably both liberal and
conservative, but axe-grinders nevertheless.

These contributors pony up the cash to promote pol-
icies—good and bad. They expect dividends from their
investments, A candidate who gets such cash is naturally
hesitant to openly offend and naturally ready to listen
with a friendly ear to ideas from the check writers.

Therefrom the cancerous effect of the Unruh slush
fund.

So let’s make a deal. Let’s put the appraisers under
civil service. Let’s have the state government finance all
campaigns for state office.

That’s a package—repeat: package—deal.

The money for financing the elections could come
from savings the state would make by having the ap-
praisers under civil service.
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An act of love
is dirty

One of the fringe benefits of editing is that you get to
read a mountain of publications through exchange sub-
scriptions. In my inherited mountain I find ETC., a pro-
vocative quarterly published by the International Soci-
ety for General Semantics.

This society is dedicated to task of clearing some of
the verbal and symbolic fog barring human progress and
causing great tragedies. A couple of paragraphs in a re-
cent ETC. article by Guy Endore invite, it seems to me,
some serious consideration. So I lift them verbatim:

“Now man’s life is a far more complex and remark-
able thing, but it too may be said to have a beginning
and an end.

“Sex is his beginning, and death is his end. And man
in his books, his plays, his stories, is forever occupied
with those two dramatic and mysterious moments of his
life . . .

“But how and why these two have become so tenacious-
ly associated with certain feelings I do not know.

“How sex became colored with a sense of shame, of
furtiveness, of parental and social disapproval, in short
a sense of being dirty, unless carried on within certain
very restricted limits, and how death, especially when
part of a vast movement to kill and be killed, became
associated with glory and cleanliness, this I do not know.

“Considering that passion both in sex and in death
may bring on tremendous emotional excitement, and that
both, if carried to a certain length, may involve the loss
of body fluid, I cannot see where one is inherently more
messy than the other.

“Yet is is notorious that in the movies, In television,
on the stage, we may go much farther—very, very, much
farther—in presenting one rather than the other. In fact,
there are practically no limits on how far we may go in
presenting killing, and very severe ones for the other.

“You only have to picture to yourself a young lad go-
ing into a store to buy his first rifle, and the same lad
going into another store to buy his first contraceptive, to
realize that in the one case he will be forthright, proud,
utterly without a sense of shame, while in the other he
will be furtile, shy, tongue-tied, filled with embarrass-
ment, even though the one implies an act of hate, and
the other an act of love.”

Consumers to organize

Organization meeting of the California Power Con-
sumers’ Association is set for Saturday, February 27, at
9 a.m. in Shattuck Hotel, Berkeley. Prominent speakers
and formulation of an action program are on the agenda.
Registration for all day affair including lunch is $5.
Write Walter Packard, 773 Cragmont, Berkeley.

COMING NEXT MONTH: a vertical scene in San Fran-

cisco.



/1/(; l = _ BT

LONG TIME

ADULTONLY v DRINKI

MENTS AwD

WE Wil L

BE HERE A

APART
RODM §

Ballis photos

. —

ERECCECEL T iy

i

gL (TSRS ANT LR
L) eSSl -




. Music Center . . . Los Angeles

W

I
I




Wicioﬁa gﬁ;iel

banquet room
bar and restaurant

Basque
dinners

2524 Tulare

3 blks., Del Webb

FRESNO |

E |CAN FOOD

Featuring Sunday’s Only
MEXIBORD
4 PM to 9 PM
OPEN DAILY 11 AM to Midnight
3110 Moroa at Shields 222-4835

Basque
Dinners

cocktail bar

935
Santa Fe

Fresno
AD 7-9996

FRESNO, CALIFORNIA

Fine Food — Cocktails
L Street across from Del Webb
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comedy

pathos

cannibalism

Aside from the ‘‘parties” a
good deal of meaningless poli-
tical scurrying took place at the
January state central committee
meeting of the Young Demo-
crats.

A former YD, well over six
feet tall, once observed that the
shorter the politician, the more
frenzied and unbalanced his be-
havior. This theory—the “wee
mon” theory—proved out in
Riverside.

The Mission Inn halls filled
with little people elbowing fur-
tously, seized with their own
importance, forming imaginary
new slates, dissolving them,
wheeling and dealing in fits of
anger unknown since te days of
Paul Posner.

While I stood eye to eye with
the delegates they talked good
sense. But when I had to stoop
to hear them, they grew irra-
tional. The more I bent my
back, the more incredible grew
the nonsense I had to listen to.

Until at last when I had my
ear to the ground, I heard noth-
ing but distorted versions of pri-
vate conversations, repeated in
cunningly twisted forms calcu-
lated to inflame feelings for
factional advantage.

After Jesse, what?

Having fought 'and beaten in
turn Jesse Unruh and Mervyn
Dymally, the liberals now have
no one left to fight but each
other. The organization has to
find ‘a new purpose or the lib-
erals will eat themselves like
hoopsnakes.

The future revolves around the
candidates running for state
president. Under the old Unruh-
inspired constitution, most of
the power is concentrated in
that one office. At the moment
the possible contenders for
leadership run,_ five deep.

The leading- candidate for
state president is Henry Wax-
man of Los Angeles, former
chairman of the liberal caucus.
He is short but reasonable. He
has the support of most of the
experienced leaders of the lib-
eral coalition, including Presi-
dent Beeman, V.P. Mike Ben-
nett, ‘and a former caucus chair-

political scene

B

man, Howard Berman. At the
moment Waxman looks like a
big winner.
The Pretenders

There were two rumored can-
didates in Riverside. National
Oommitteeman Howard Schu-
mann, maddened by ambition,
had the tacit support of him-
self. And there was talk that
John Moulds from San Francis-
c¢o might declare against Wax-
man. That seemed unlikely con-
sidering the long record of per-
sonal and political loyalty Wax-
mran had given Moulds in the
past, and Moulds did not de-
clare.

Two additional candidates for
state president did announce in
Riverside. One was Jerry Za-
nelli, an affable former Unruh
booster forgotten by Unruh and
the world. He has a few hundred
votes and doesn’t appear to take
himself seriously, a viewpoint I
share.

A stronger campaign was put
on by a splinter group of liberals
committed to a newcomer in
YD politics, Tony Profumo
from Pico Rivera. Immediately
after announcing, Profumo
walked about looking solemn.

He draws most of his support
from high school students.
There aren’t enough of them to
make him a contender, but he
may be someone to watch in
years to come.

Riverside was the last state-
wide meeting the YDs will hold
before assembling in Los Angel-

es to elect their new state pres-
ident in April. Most likely Wax-
man will win.
LA cannibalism

The “wee mon” theory in the
young Democrats creates a com-
ic, pathetic scene. The same
“principle” monsterized by old
Democrats becomes  political
cannibalism.

Take the LA race for mayor.

Assembly Speaker Unruh’s
sergeant in charge of central
committee slate cards, Don Mc-
Grew, finds a “key position” in
the Yorty reelection campaign.
Asked if this means Unruh is
backing him, slippery Sam
passes the whole arrangement
off as professionalism: ‘‘Sure,
McGrew worked for Unruh. He
is a pro. Now he’s working for
me.”

Political storm signals do not
support this simple story. All
signs indicate ‘that the Unruh-
Warschaw forces are gathering
in the Yorty ‘camp, while the
Brown-Wyman people move be-
hind Roosevelt.

Many affluensé LA Democrats
are inclined to Yorty by their
own interests—concessions and
contracts with the city, appoint-
ments from Sam—but now there
are other pressures. And they
all will be applied. Both ways.

Comes the summer smog,
when the last bone has been
picked, it figures that the only
political currency left in the
bleached remains will accrue to
somebody like Republican Ron-
ald Reagan. He just might be
able to softshoe his way over
the bones into the governor’s
chair.

The constant Unruh pressure
on California Democratic Coun-
cil (CDC) is part of the same
scene. Unruh first tried to cap-
ture CDC and failed. Then he
pushed crippling legislation
which didn’t work. Now he’s
angling to thin the ranks. Dur-
ing the Cranston-Salinger pri-
mary hassle last year, Jesse’s
friends resigned from the CDC
board and pulled out a few LA
clubs

Early in January the LA
‘County Central Committee vot-
ed not to send its 63 delegates
to the March CDC convention.
The motion to disaffiliate orig-
inated in the executive commit-
tee. The author was Willard
Murray, long time Unruh pfc.
assigned to harass the CDC
board from which he resigned
in the 64 fight.

Look now for more moves to

Pacific Scene



cut attendance at the CDC con-
vention in Sacramento. Also,
with the beefed up staff in the
Unruh club movement—Demo-
cratic  Volunteers Committee
(DVC)—look for a real drive to
put some meat on the DVC skel-
eton with the idea of staging a
LA convention sometime after
the CDC affair. Purpose: dis-
credit CDC, provoke cannibalism
among the clubs, destroy any
potential centers of power which
next year might want a voice
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in electing the dozen or so new
LA state senators.

Unruh is pushing an elections
and reapportionment staff to
draw LA state senate lines—
and spot candidates. Big Dad-
dy’s final deal with the upper
house will see the senators cut-
ting up the shrunken northern
pie while he apportions the LA
goodies.

Democratic cannibalism per-
vades even the LA school board
fight. United Civil Rights Com-
mittee (UCRC) convened an

100 COPIES $2.95

By Offest Printing

Mail us your shooting copy. 82 x 11, black
ink on 20-lb. bond. We print and ship same
day received. Satisfaction guaranteed. Union
label—write or call for quotes on your cam-
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early January convention to en-
dorse a minority candidate for
one spot. Some 241 delegates
representing 116 community
organizations — mostly Negro,
some Mexican-American, a few
white—voted to support Negro
Rev. James E. Jones and pledg-
ed over $6,000 to kick off his
campaign. Tip off on trouble
came when Assemblyman Fer-
rell and LA City Councilmen
Mills and Lindsey refused to
participate. Assemblyman Dy-
mally sent an envoy; Council-

man Bradley chaired one of the
committees.

Two days after the conven-
tion an Unruh corporal in the
Mexican-American community,
Ralph Poblano, threw his hat in
the same ring with Jones. Also
in the same race are a white
liberal named Robert Doctor
and nine other folks including
two right wingers.

As P.S. goes to press frantic
efforts are being made to talk
Poblano or Doctor or both into
withdrawing before the Janu-
ary 30 deadline. But Committee
for Better Schools which has
elected liberal slates in the past
was unable to reach any con-
sensus.

So the pot is allowed to boil.
On one side is the argument
that there are no Mexican-Amer-
icans on the city council while
there are three Negroes, so . . .
But the answer is that the dis-
tricts are gerrymandered in
such a way to make election of
a Mexican-American nearly im-
possible.  Besides, there is a
liberal Mexican-American run-
ning for one of the other school
board posts. Why push Poblano
against Jones?

Well, it’s all part of the big
strategy. Destroy the centers of
independent liberal power. The
community  endorsement of
Jones represents strong step to-
ward development of such pow-
er and therefore a threat to the

" manipulators.

Odds in this case are that the
manipulators have bitten off too
big a piece to swallow.

Pat touches a cord

While LA Demos prepare the
kettles for each other, Governor
Pat in Sacramento touches Dart
with a defense of his position
against capital punishment—a
warm, human contrast to some
legislative leaders who mumble
against ‘‘government by experi-

mentation” ‘and caution against
“getting too far ahead of the
people.” Somewhere along the
way, it seems, the concept of
political leadership was lost.

Just as Pat gets me warmed
up, he turns on the cooler again
by naming his sister-in-law to
the state personnel board and
Democratic national committee-
woman Libby Gatov’s husband
to the public utiliies commis-
sion (PUC).

It do=sn’t figure that Brown
made any political hay with
these appointments—or, for that
matter, did he advance the pub-
lic interest. Why not, for exam-
ple, name a Negro or Mexican-
American 1o the personnel
board? And somebody of Will-
fam Bennett’s caliber to PUCP
Say, a man like State Senator
Virgil O’Sullivan, a good liberal
on natural resources. Appoint-
ing O’Sullivan or some other
northern liberal state senator al-
so would have eased, if only
slightly, the reapportionment
tension.

The Gatov post pays $26,500
yearly for six years; the sister-
in-law job, $8,000 for 10 years.
To accept her new job, the sis-
ter-in-law, May Layne Bonnell
will step down from a $15,000 a
year job in the governor’s of-
fice.

All this leaves the impression
that Brown wants to take care
of his own before he passes on.
Could it be that old Pat is
planning to duck out on us soon?

Become a KPFK
Subscriber and Get:

e A Portable Radio
(9 transistor, FM-
AM, with AFC)

e A Detachable
lar Speaker

® A One-year Subscrip-
tion to KPFK

ALL THIS AND MORE*
FOR $33.00

Send. your check for
$33.00 and vyour name
and address _to KPFK
(90.7 mc FMJ, Los An-
geles 38, or stop in at the
station (3729 Cahuenga
Blvd., North Hollywood) .
We have them here.
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*Price includes an ear-
phone, a black leatherette
carrying case for the ra-
dio, batteries, sales tax,
and postage.



UC regents web of financial power
(a partial record)

Edward Carter

(chairman of regents)

wealth

Bank of America (19,000 acres)

Broadway-Hale
Jesse TGPP Producers Cotton Qil (100,000 acres) I
Emporium Capwell

Northop Corporation

Pacific Mutual Life Insurance

Western Bancorporation
United California Bank
Pacific Telephone
Bixby Ranch

Theodore Meyer

Brobeck, Phleger & Harrison

\ So. Cal. Edison
Irvine Foundation
Jrvine Company (88,000 acres) 4———%.
State Board of Agriculture 3

W. Thomas Davis

Newhall Land & Farming

Blue Goose Growers

Western Fruit Growers Sales Corp.
Times-Mirror Company
Publisher’s Paper Company

New American Library

H. M. Gousha Company

Cardoza Bookoinding

San Bernardino Sun-Telegram

World Publishing Company

Atherton Real Estate Corp.

Tejon Ranch (265,000 acres)

DiGiorgio Fruit- Corporation (19,000 plus acres)
Tree Sweet Products
S & W Fine Foods
Kaiser Steel

Kaiser Cement & Gypsum (Permanente)
Kaiser Industries
Kaiser Aluminum
Safeway Stores

Dorothy Chandler

{Norman Chandler)

Donald McLaughlin

John Canaday

Santa Fe Railroad
Pan American World Airways

Buffums

Dresser Industries

Security First National Bank

Homestake Mining Corp.

United Nuclear Corp.

International Nickel

Bunker Hill Company

Cerro Corp.

San Luis Mining Company

Western Airlines «& |
Wells Farqo Bank «& 1

Catherine Hearst
{'Randolph Hearst)

Samuel Mosher Lockheed Aircraft

California Manufacturers Association
Hearst Publishing Company

Signal Qil & Gas
American Independent Qil (—————l
American President Lines

Garrett Corp.

Flying Tiger Lines

Citizens National Trust

Deep Canyon Properties

Hunt Foods

McCall Corp.

Phillip Boyd

Norton Simon

associates

Adsa V. Call
Harry §. Baker

Robert DiGiorgio

Herman Phleger

Gregory A. Harrison

Edgar F. Kaiser
Prentis Hale
Pyeston Hoichkis
"Robert Gerdes
Walter A. Haas, Jr.
Carl F. Wente

Roy G. Lucks

R. G. Follis

J. D. Zellerbach

W. H. Carr

Russell Giffen

W. W. Crocker



Edwin Pauley

)
|

William Roth

William Forbes

Frederick Dutton -

Laurence Kennedy

William Coblentz

Elinor Heller

(Edward Heller)
deceased

Edmund Brown

(governor)

Glenn Anderson

(It. governor)

Jesse Unruh

(assembly speaker)

Max Rafferty

(state superintendent of schools)
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attorney __ Pacific Gas & Electric

Key: Lines between individuals and or-
indicate
ownerships except as otherwise noted.

ganizations

Northern Pacific Railway
Wheeling Steel
Pauley Petroleum

First Western Bank
Matson Navigation

Crown Zellerbach
Pacific Intermountain Express
U. S. Leasing Corp.

Bell Brand Foods

Southern California Music

. Southern Counties Gas

Carr & Kennedy

Hollister Land Company

Kimbal Manufacturing Company
Advance Material

Union Oil
Standard Qil (215,000 acres)

Mt. Diablo Qil =

Pacific Vegetable Qil

Trans-World Airlines

Del Monte Properties

North American Aviation

Bechte| Corporation

Pacific Gas Transmission
Southern Pacific (400,000 acres)

Union Pacific Railroad

Harold Quinton

C. B. Thorton

//4\\“"' i m'\ 4 Q«

"', ','}\«‘
'/\ Henry T. Mudd

)‘,,/,,z A
’l

\"
A'M ‘

Frank L. King

Charles Hobbs

Roy Shurtleff

N. L. McLaren

James Black

Equitable Life

Shell Qil
Kern County Land Company (400,000 acres)
Walker Manufacturing Company

KCL Development Company
Watkins-Johnson Electronics

Fireman’s Trust Fund Insurance

Food Machinery Corp.

U. S. Steel

Crocker-Citizens Bank

Cyprus Mines
Yosemite Park & Curry Company

X \ S. D. Bechtel
. S|
NI George Montgome
A TR W 8 gomery
AR
A.S&\\‘}Q}(“i Porter Sesnon
| C. de Brettuille

Consolidated Lumber
Calif-Oregon Power Company

Gladding-McBean

Fibreboard

Matson Navigation

Oceanic Steamship

N

S
o'

N\
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Ransom M. Cook

T. §. Peterson

Moore Securities
California Packing Corporation

Rheem Manufacturing

Litton Manufacturing

Bankers Trust

General Electric

Pacific Lumber

=

“ W. C. Mullendore

Pacific Lighting

Bankers Trust

First National Bank, NYC

\ Herbert Hoover, Jr.

Neil Petrie

Douglas Aircraft

Marshall - Wells

Barker Bros.

directorships or
is, like

N J. K. Horton

Speech Movement researcher Marvin Gar-
son and the regular reports of Poor's
Register and Walker's Manual. The chart
the research,

incomplete and

Clark Kerr

(UC president)

Cornellus Haggerty

ACT /A Db dio

........

Dotted lines indicate former affiliations.
Lines between companies indicate con-
trol of firm toward which arrow is point-
ed. Chart compiled from research by P.
S. Legislative Editor Keith Murray, Free

merely indicative of the concentration of
economic power which is centered in the
UC board of regents.



The nation

moves left,

California
moves right

Which WY 9o liberge oo

legislative scene
Keith Murray

Ironic, is it not, how 'the po-
litical scene can become trans-
formed in so short a timeP The
Congress, until this year a hope-
less invalid obstructing pro-
gress, now stands ready for a
relatively brilliant session.

The House enacted reforms
that may not have the perma-
nent effect sought by House lib-
erals, but at least will permit
the body to function. Actually
and psychologically, the con-
servative coalition has been dev-
astated.

The Johnson administration
too is beginning to give cause
for cautious optimism. It has
moved to enforce acreage Lim-
itation in Imperial Valley and
elsewhere and blunted the drive
of corporate growers to import
foreign labor.

The President is showing
signs that his ‘‘Great Society”
is more than a campaign

phrase, and that he relates it
to fundamental issues of re-
sources use and environmental
planning. His boost for popula-
tion control is most refreshing.

Reconstructed corporationism

True, Johnson has commenced
to reward the reconstructed
corporate community for their
election support with the ap-
pointment of drug company ex-
ecutive John Connor as secre-
tary of commerce. But at least
Connor and his company
(Merck) are a cut well above
the pack of drug company pro-
fiteers. The rumor that Donald
C. Cook, a power company head,
may replace Douglas Dillon as
secretary of treasury is suffi-
cient to make one’s blood run
cold. But it is only a rumor.

If Johnson avoids this trap
and cuts the umbilical cord to
the oil and gas industry through
his pending appointments to the

THE RAILROADS IN 1964
SIGNPOSTS OF A COMEBACK YEAR

g FREIGHT TRAFFIC VOLUME
@ PIGGYBACKING OF TRUCK TRAILERS

(et | i | S | it
[l i | i

g TOTAL OPERATING REVENUE

m NET OPERATING INCOME

HAULING OF NEW MOTOR VEHICLES

WP 7%
UP 12%
UP 25%
DOWN 1%
Up 4%
UP 7%

ﬁ PLANT IMPROVEMENT SPENDING P 39%

This chart was issued by the Association of American
Railroads (AAR). It shows gains on all fronts except pas-
senger mileage. Total number of passengers rose, how-
ever, due to gains in commuter travel, the AAR reported.

On the other side of the coin, number of rail jobs con-

tinued to drop.

In November, according to t

Interstate Commerce

Commission (ICC), class I roads employed 653,453 work-
ers, down 1.6 per cent from October and 3.25 per cent

below November 1963.

The railroads are an industry allegedly depressed be-
cause of featherbedding practices by workers.
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FPC, we may take courage.

Meanwhile, political affairs in
California, which once held such
promise, are deteriorating to
new lows and this appears to be
the year that the Democratic
Party flunks out.

The path can be charted by
the series of progressively more
cynical and mealymouth Demo-
cratic state platforms, while
power struggles and personal
ambitions have replaced prjn-
ciple and public needs as the
force that makes the wheels go
around—all in the face of rapid-
ly compounding  problems
which cry out for action.

One would think the fact that
California ran counter to a mas-
sive Democratic election trend
might signal that the voters are
fed up with these self-serving
political manipulations. But in-
stead we have it from chief
manipulator Jesse Unruh that
the problem is ‘“‘complacency”
and ‘“‘disunity” and we ‘“must
recognize that the California
electorate, both Democratic and
Republican, is fundamentally
moderate.”

In other words, the solution
is keep playing it cool and cyn-
ical, but do it more vigorously
and do it together.

More realistic is the question
of whether the Unruh forces are
cynical enough in their ambi-
tions to seek to tear down Gov-
ernor Brown by scuttling his
legistative program. As politic-
al writer Jackson Doyle sug-
gests, a bipartisan economy
bloc may form similar to the
one which destroyed the Olson
administration. Scuttling the ad-
ministration program is easy
enough to do, simply by not
fighting fiercely for it and not
bulldozing it through the Senate.

No ship to scuttle

The governor’s response to
this threat is to have virtually
nmo legislative program to scut-
tle, hoping to protect his politi-
cal future by offering a small
target, in contrast to his strong
program of leadership of past
sessions. This does little to sus-
tain the hope that liberal forces
could coalesce around Brown in
the internecine wars. Further-
more, the governor chose to
alienate and infuriate his liber-
al friends by giving in to cor-
porate growers on the bracero
question and sending police in-
to the free speech conflict at
the University of California,

The state senate, a problem
in any year, has virtually in-
capacitated itself over the re-

apportionment issue. It is dif-
ficult to understand how an ob-
jective person could critically
examine the record of the sen-
ate, and note its incredible
willingness to be led by a Hugh
Burns, without concluding it
should be reapportioned. But if
this evidence is mot convincing,
the senators seem bent on prov-
ing the point almost daily, with
Democrats in the vanguard.
The chorus of attacks on the
U.S. Supreme Court would befit
red-necked  southern states-
righters. A majority of senators
destructively came out for split-
ting the state.

First place in this mischief-
making currently is held by
Senator Paul Lunardi (D. Rose-
ville) who introduced a resolu-
tion to limit. U.S . Supreme
Justices tg 8-year terms, re-
quire that their tenure be ap-
proved by the voters, and force
retirement at 65. (I love John
Birch, but oh you kid.)

The lesson in all of this should
be clear by mow: when the chips
are down most political office
holders are motivated first-of-
all not by public needs, not by
threats to their party, but by
self-preservation and political
security. :

Loveable, like shmoo

As the Democratic Party
slowly sinks into this morass,
CDC stand effete and ineffect-
ual, a victim of its fatal as-
sumption that if it just elected
“‘good Democrats™ to office, the
process of governing would take
care of itself, and even worse,
that it could influence policies
and counterbalance the power
structure of the state by being
loveable, like a shmoo. The
falsity of its assumptions is
shown by the fact that irate and
untoveable groups of citizens
are having notable success at
every hand, affecting policies
on freeways,. taxes, electric
power, minority and student
rights as never before.

What, then, is the aliemated
and disgusted political liberal,
concerned more with the future
of the state than the future se-
curity of individual politicians,
to do at a time like this?

He can learn from his juniors
in the Free Speech Movement
at the University of California.
Many of the issues are closely
parallel, symbolized perhaps by
Edwin Pauley, UC regent-Dem:-
ocratic fat-cat.

But the FSM succeeded and
CDC failed. Anyone for a Free
Democratic Movement?

Pacific Scene



EMPEROR OF THE SEQUOIAS
SHOWS

How to fire a union teacher

SOMETHING WRONG WITH OUR SCHOOLS

WHICH MONEY WON'T CURE
by George Ballis
“ . .. Public employees shall have the right to form,

join, and participate in the activities of employee organ-
1zations of their own choosing . . .”

That’s the law in the State of California.

The law at College of Sequoias (COS) in Visalia is
something else,

There the law is Ivan C. Crookshanks, the college pres-
ident. The decree of Ivan was promulgated to Executive
Secretary Ralph Schloming of the California Federation
of Teachers (AFL-CIO) in February 1963. The emperor
honored Schloming with a friendly, regal eye and declar-
ed: “I am against unions for teachers.”

A couple of months later in April—at a compulsory
COS faculty meeting—Ivan proclaimed: “Personally, I
think anybody who joins AFT (American Federation of
Teachers, AFL-CIO) is exercising bad judgment.”

The assembled teachers giggled, submissively. Know-
ingly.

During the next year the emperor of the Sequoias con-
clusively demonstrated: (1) his dislike of teachers’ un-

ions, (2) the bad judgment of AFT members, (3) his
personal superiority over state law.

How?

He fires the first president of the newly formed Teach-
ers Local 1472, And makes the ouster stick without a
court case. The union is crushed; the faculty cowed.

The emperor of the Sequoias reigns supreme. Un-
checked. Unchallenged. Undemocratic.

The union ringleaders

The union at COS is organized in late February 1963,
at the time Schloming gets the word from on high. The
ringleaders—Joe King, Tom Stamper, Curt Fischer and
Bill Harlan—work quietly for a month.

At the April 3 faculty meeting, Ivan is provoked into
his anti-union decree by King, the temporary secretary
of the local. King’s sin: he announces the new local is ap-
plying for charter from AFT, and invites all faculty mem-
bers to an open union meeting at which Schloming and
Fresno teacher unionist James Smith are to speak.

About the same time, Emperor Ivan’s sleeping giant
stirs itself—on order from himself. The long dormant
COS Teachers Association (COSTA) starts meeting, an-
nouncing, voting. Much of the voting is done by mail—
contrary to COSTA by-laws.

A May ballot on two proposed changes in the COSTA

February 1965

Ivan C. Crookshanks, emperor of the Sequoias.

constitution—conceived in the throne room—carries this
notation: “Ballots not returned to President Newcomer
by Tuesday, June 4, will be counted as favoring these
propositions. In short, you need return your ballot only
if you wish to vote against these two measures.”

Surefire formula for constructing a landslidel

June 1, King and Stamper, temporary president of the
new union, meet with Ivan in his castle to tell him the
local has been chartered and to read him a news release
on the chartering before it goes to press.

An anti-union bias

Ivan comments on the bad judgement of union affili-
ation—"a big mistake.” He ruminates about the citizens
of his kingdom: “I have lived here all my life . . . The
people here have an anti-union bias . . . I hate to think
about what might happen next year. The board doesn’t
know about the union yet, and I know they won't like
it. The probationary teachers are taking a big chance—
teachers like you, Tom Stamper—and Bill Harlan.

“I hope you are prepared to go to court.”

Stamper: “I am.” (Stamper is the only non-tenure
teacher holding a union office.)

Ivan continues: *. . . I know that you and Joe King
and Harlan are excellent teachers. No question about it.
But a teachers’ union can make a lot of people mad, and
they might apply pressure which would make it difficult
for the board to justify re-hiring you. Especially you,
Tom, and the other probationary teachers . ..

“You know what the board can do. They can even ask
me to clean out the whole faculty. Maybe by abolishing
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the entire salary schedule and putting everybody on a
state minimum.”

It seems even the emperor must anoint his schemes
with the holy water of a public blessing . . . And strive
to sanctify them by recitations from the legalisms of the
kingdom.

On June 6, 1963, Ivan writes Tulare County Counsel
Cal Baldwin. The emperor wants to know how he can
fire two probationary teachers—union members—with-
out raising the union issue.

In a June 26 answer, Baldwin is not too helpful.

Sometime between June and September, COSTA ap-
parently is officially recognized by the COS board as the
only spokesman for teachers. COSTA had made no re-
quest for recognition. The action is quietly noted in the
faculty handbook for the 1963-64 year.

The emperor speaks softly

Comes the fall, Ivan speaks softly. He asks union sec-
retary Joe King to help write the COS application for
re-accreditation. King writes. But the union moves.

In October, local 1472 asks the COS board to recognize
the union along with COSTA. Union leaders propose a
set of rules to govern the relations between the board and
all teacher groups. COSTA objects. The emperor objects.

Ivan zeros in on the union policy of unpublished mem-
bership lists and rants against the union proposal that
“the superintendent’s office shall not be used for teacher
organization business or promotion.”

Ivan grumbles: ““This obviously is so I won’t promote
COSTA . . . I feel personally that every teacher here
should belong to COSTA.”

A few days after the union petition is offered to the
COS board, a COSTA resolution censuring the union is
introduced and dutifully passed at a compulsory faculty
meeting. No previous announcement of the proposal is
made. In a double about face, the emperor at first denies
previous knowledge of the censure action. Then he says
he knew; finally he plays dumb again.

Local 1472 President Curt Fischer issues a statement
attacking the unprofessional conduct of COSTA. When
reporters contact COSTA President Jack Thiege for com-
ment, he refers them to the throne room.

Union recognition is stalled . . . then buried . . . then
forgotten.

But the union agitators hang tough. They meet. They
talk. They act. Secretary King, a terror on research and
documentation, prepares and distributes a detailed, em-
barrassing salary proposal.

Agitators disturb the kingdom

The agitators are disturbing the quiet of the kingdom.
The emperor is troubled. How to break a union? How to
fire an agitator or two? The logical candidate for outer
darkness 1s Stamper. Non-tenure teacher. First president
of the union. He’s been warned. He’s had a chance to
straighten out. But he hasn’t.

Stamper, a history teacher, came to COS in 1962 with
12 years’ experience. He carries a MA. On his previous
job he was rated a “superior teacher.” In 1956, Stamper

16

Tom Stamper, fired teacher union leader, consults with his-attorney,
Monty Carter, during July 1964 hearing following which his dis-
missal was upheld.

received a Coe fellowship at Stanford to participate in a
seminar on new trends in interpretation of American his-
tory. In 1963 he was awarded a fellowship by the National
Association of Political Scientists, the First COS teacher
so honored. In spring, 1964, Stamper carries the heaviest
teaching load in the COS social science department. A
local citizen says: “I had the opportunity to take a po-
litical science course from Mr. Stamper in your evening
school. As a conservative Republican and businessman,
I couldn’t possibly agree with many of Mr. Stamper’s
ideas, but as a student I feel that he is a brilliant, ef-
fective teacher.”

Even Ivan agrees that Stamper is an excellent teacher.

So how do you fire a good teacher when the only thing
you got against him is his union card? How? You see, even
the exercise of regal power must appear legitimate. So?

Well, you just dream up some arguments that neither
the good teacher nor any of his friends can dispute. Ar-
guments which can be forcefed to a well meaning but
compliant school board. And swallowed by a self-satisfied
conservative community without publicly exposing its
anti-union bias.

By March the stage is set. The axe falls. Stamper must
go because enrollment is going to drop in the fall semes-
ter.

How could that be when school population is increasing
like a herd of uninhibited rabbits—especially in Cali-
fornia? Never doubt! The emperor has an answer.

In fall of '64 COS is losing some school territory to
other junior college districts. Also a new mandatory tui-
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tion fee is to be instituted for out of state students. True
statements.

Palace guard moves in

Ivan marshals the palace guard. His administrators
troop before the board with facts and figures. Tables and
long lists of numbers. They “prove” that the emperor is
correct. Enrollment is to drop. Stamper must go. Not
enough pupils for him to teach. Counsel for this action
comes to the COS board from the emperor by way of
Harold Fischer, head of the COS social science depart-
ment.

Early in March, Ivan tells Fischer about the projected
drop in enrollment and the need to cut back in the de-
partment. Fischer gets the message. He extracts from the
social science teachers a vote of confidence for his recom-
mendation that Stamper go. Why Stamper? Least sen-
iority. Why the social sciences? The projected figures re-
quire it.

End of ball game.

But wait, the union agitators do some figuring too.
They claim the number juggling by the palace guard is
all wrong. That the higher standards set by UC, that in-
terdistrict agreements and that general population trends
will hold up the ’64 COS enrollment. And even increase
it.

Ivan’s ministers talk about a decline of 150-285. The
agitators figure that under the most adverse circumstances
possible the decrease could be no more than 30.

The agitators also point out that:

(1) Stamper is teaching 217 students while others in
the social science department are carrying loads of 148,
154, 169, 202 and 214. They argue that even if enrollment
drops as the palace guard predicts, Stamper could absorb
the social science loss and still be teaching as many stu-
dents as—or even more than—other teachers.

(2) The emperor insists on firing Stamper for economy
reasons while other teachers are getting pay hikes. Ivan
himself is voted a salary boost of $2400 yearly at the same
board meeting where Stamper is axed.

(3) An extensive building program is underway.

(4) Many teachers are carrying night classes for which
they receive extra pay.

(5) In December 1963 the board in its application for
re-accreditation predicted a 25 to 50 per cent rise in en-
rollment in the next five years.

The emperor prevails

But the emperor insists; the emperor prevails. The
board dutifully fires Stamper by, a unanimous vote at its
March meeting.

Stamper demands a hearing.

He is represented by a lawyer at the April board meet-
ing. A pro-Stamper petition signed by 400 students is pre-
sented to the board. The lawyer pleads. The figures are
juggled. After the palace guard and the agitators clash,
the board members ask no questions. Discuss no issues.
They vote unanimously to refire Stamper.

Stamper demands another hearing.
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A two-day courtroom type session is held in July. Two
weeks later, the board votes unanimously to rerefire
Stamper.

Stamper writes a friend:

“I still do not have a job and things look rather
gloomy.

“I think the word has been passed up the valley that I
am a ‘proud union card carrier.’

“For my stand on principle I will, at best, lose a couple
of thousand dollars, be faced with another three years of
probation in the California education system . . .

“Yet, knowing all of this, I would do it again if I had
to.

“If the law says I'm free to choose, then I must at least
fight for what is my right under law.

“In my case the law states that I am free to choose my
own teachers’ organization—that is what I did—I was
then threatened by my superintendent with a court ac-
tion to hold my job.

“The threat of the trial made me an outcast with the
administration and the school board . . .

“We have (or maybe had) a very proud local, and I
shall never forget the small number of men who com-
posed it.

“They possessed intelligence, courage and understand-
ing. They are all fine teachers because they are involved
in the real world where humans do get hurt.”

L]
By September, Stamper finds a job. A good job at Cob-
berly High School in Palo Alto.

COS opens for the fall semester, 1964. The Visalia
Times-Delta notes in its headlines: “High Student Sign-
up Fools COS Officials.”

This year, 1,880 students enroll the first week; last year,
1,780. Exactly 100 more this year.

Ivan tells a reporter that during the September census
week, to determine state aid, the average daily attendance
this year is 3,332; last year 3,146 . . . An Increase this
year of 186.

One of the palace guard explains: the higher enroll-
ment figure can be attributed in part to interdistrict
agreements and higher standards set by UC. Same thing
the union agitators said last spring when one of their
ring leaders was being run out of town.

Bitter and sweet

Vindication, bitter, comes to the union agitators. But

victory, sweet, belongs to the emperor of the Sequoias,
Ivan Crookshanks.

Teachers. Local 1472, never more than 15 members,
now is only a tattered handful. Not even the seven need-
ed to hold a charter.

During the summer one of the union ringleaders, Har-
lan, had quit COS with a blast in the press about the
emperor’s tyranny. Some had quietly resigned. Others
retreated into the woodwork.

Secretary King issues;the forgal f_,surrender in October:
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“The probationary teacher law would allow Tom to ap-
peal the board’s decision to superior court, but, unfor-
tunately, only on grounds of improper procedure in the
matter of the dismissal and board hearings. Tom’s legal
advisors believed that an appeal would be fruitless, and
Tom decided to take their advice.”

The remaining members of local 1472 run for cover to
the Fresno union, some 50 miles away.

Ivan Crookshanks, the emperor of the Sequoias reigns
supreme. Unchecked. Unchallenged. Undemocratic.

The students really lost . . .

When Tom Stamper, the union teacher victim-
ized by the emperor of the Sequoias, heard that
Pacific Scene was planning a story on the episode he
wrote the editor:

“We are settled down finally here in Mt. View,
California . . . I'm teaching American history and
government in the fine Palo Alto High School Dis-
trict and enjoying my work very much.

“Here you may join the organization of your
choice and they encourage new ideas and innova-
tion to a degree unheard of at COS.

“You know the saddest thought from the COS
fight is that the students really lost. Not because of
my professional demise there, but because Crook-
shanks proved his power to intimidate, punish and
isolate those who dared to stand up and challenge
the bureaucratic mythology of which he is the high
priest at COS.

“The school still has a magnificent potentiality
for excellence in the type of education it’s organized
for. Maybe our fight opened some eyes to what could
be.

“There has been such an intense inbreeding of
mediocrity on the faculty thanks to Ivan’s hiring
and keeping of safety first men.

“I guess he had a bad day in San Francisco when
he interviewed me. Maybe I fit the bill in part be-
cause I primarily told him my dedication to teach-

ing.
“One wonders how long it will take the school
to come out of its closet of fear. I suspect it would

take just about the length of time it takes to fire
Ivan and about five or six of his henchmen.”

COMING NEXT MONTH: junior colleges, good and
bad, by a man who has taught in both.

Experienced
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In San Francisco

Downtown Negroes

lose grip on NAACP

by.Gene Marine

“It’s a CORE takeover,” said San Francisco Supervisor
Terry Francois.

“In a time of civil rights revolution,” said one of the
leaders on the other side, “the NAACP can’t be control-
led by Negroes who have official positions downtown and
have to maintain their relations with the power struc-
ture.”

That’s about the way the newspapers played it, too,
when the San Francisco chapter of NAACP went through
a bitterly contested election recently. As usual, it’s a little
more complicated than that, and a hell of a lot more com-
picated than it looks to those who saw the contest as a
fight between “militants” and “Uncle Toms."”

The basic facts are these: a chapter nominating com-
mittee brought forth its usual slate well sprinkled with
public officeholders, elected and appointed. In a sharp
break with tradition, three members nominated a partial
opposition slate from the floor. A bitter campaign ended
with the largest election turnout since 1948. The insurg-
ents defeated U. S. Attorney Cecil Poole and inheritance
tax appraiser Joe Williams. Francois squeaked through
for the executive board by a 10 vote margin. He immedi-
ately resigned with a public blast.

Francois is ambitious

Francois is without doubt a man of deep personal am-
bition. Once active in the Republican Party (he quit the
San Francisco Republican County Central Committee,
not without fanfare, over a racial question), he switched
his allegiance and became etfective enough so that Mayor
Shelley appointed him recently to a vacancy on the San
Francisco Board of Supervisors.

Francois has advised civil rights militants on occasion
that particular tactics were not in his opinion politic, and
might do more harm than good. On one occasion during
last year’s civil rights trials, he made a public statement
about some of the other attorneys involved that can only
be described as Red-baiting. For these things, younger
militants have called him “Uncle Tom” and worse.

But to do so is to overlook years of work on behalf of
Negro equality—past years, when the issue of civil rights
had yet to arouse the conscience of most of the rest of us,
and we didn’t even know we were “‘white liberals.” So it
isn’t that simple. Reacting now in the opposite direction,
some of us sometimes forget that Martin Luther King
didn’t invent civil rights.

Dawntowners from NAACP

Today, there are a number of Negroes in positions of
prominence in San Francisco, especially politically, and
most have a history of NAACP activity. Rev. Hamilton
Boswell is on the housing authority. Cecil Poole is the
United States attorney. Willie Brown, of course, is the
newly elected assemblyman. These men have differing
degrees of “militancy,” and none is without personal am-
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bition. But though it’s easy to talk about what they could
have done and didn’t, all of them have given a great deal
to the fight for Negro equality.

Brown’s rise to the state legislature was relatively quick,

but otherwise these men, and others like them, have tak-
en a while to get where they are. In the meantime, a re-
volution is taking place, and new leaders, attuned to new
tactics, have arisen—notably Bill Bradley of CORE and
Dr. Thomas N. Burbridge, former president, now vice
president, of San Francisco's NAACP. Usually, Francois
and Burbridge, because of their relative prominence (and
familiarity to white newspaper readers), are used to
symbolize the NAACP split, although this is admittedly
unfair to a number of others on both sides.
" Any commentary as short as this one has to oversimpli-
fy, sometimes drastically, but basically Francois is a poli-
tician and Burbridge an activist. Francois is skilled at the
use of the present political structure, at maximizing the
gains in the field of civil rights that can be squeezed out
of the law, out of official action, out of the public activ-
ities of the power structure. He is a sophisticated user of
a structure he and his people had no part in building.

Looking for stress points

Burbridge is skilled at the practice of confrontation
and the resulting negotiation, at direct action, at maximiz-
ing the gains that can be-forced out of the power struc-
ture regardless of its. public image. He does not really
give a damn about the public relations of the civil rights
movement. In white political terms he sometimes appears
naive, but it’s often because he’s looking for stress points
rather than points for negotiation.

Together, Burbridge and Francois are in a sense, the
civil rights movement—and possibly a Martian anthro-
pologist on a visit might argue that they are both neces-
sary to it. But they are also both dynamic men, represen-
tatives of dynamic viewpoints, and organizational leaders;
put them both in the same organization, and an absence
of strain would be little short of miraculous.

So far, so good—but it doesn’t explain why a number
of people who favor direct action, even some people who
took part in picket lines and sit-ins, favored the Francois
side in the San Francisco NAACP split.

A similar split—that is, a division between those who
favor participation in direct action tactics and those who
prefer a more “moderate” or even legalistic approach—
appears to exist in the NAACP nationally. But as nearly
as one can tell from a quick glance, there seems to be one
major difference. The “conservative” side—if you will—
in the national fight seems to include more people who
don’t approve of direct action at all; in San Francisco, it
seems rather to include a number of people who do favor
direct action, but not by the NAACP.

CORE comes to town

CORE is a relatively new group. Its San Francisco
chapter is even newer, and its prominence as a major
force in the civil rights revolution is newer yet. SNCC,
too, is a relatively new force, and nationally, the South-
ern Christian Leadership Conference is still another force
of comparatively recent prominence. Nationally, there
must be, in the NAACP, some feeling of resentment.
One can almost hear an older NAACPer grumbling:
“We've been working at this for thirty years, and now
these guys come along and take all the credit.”

But that doesn’t appear to be the point in San Fran-
cisco. Although Burbridge won, it wasn’t really a “CORE
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takeover” in the sense that the Communists took over the
Independent Progressive Party in the late forties. If it
was a “CORE takeover,” it was more in the sense that
the tactics pioneered in San Francisco by CORE have
been chosen by the NAACP membership as the right tac-
tics for use by the NAACP.

And therein, or so it appears from outside, lies the
principal argument of what we're calling the Francois
forces (they included some people who are pretty cool to
Francois himself). In last year’s San Francisco sit-ins,
CORE led at the Sheraton-Palace Hotel, but Burbridge
and the NAACP led the sit-ins on auto row (Burbridge’s
own case caused a stir when a municipal judge handed
him a sentence far stiffer than that given the other dem-
onstrators) . Many of the NAACP’s most militant mem-
bers thought this was pointless—not the sit-in, but the
NAACP sponsorship—and have been unhesitant to say so.

After all, they argue, we have CORE. We have a direct
action group to handle that part of the civil rights move-
ment. We should also have a group such as the NAACP
has historically been—a group which includes the “lead-
ing Negroes,” a group which the white power structure is
willing to talk to, a group which can do such talking and
at least use the same vocabulary. We should also have a
group which can consolidate on the political and public
levels the gains which the other group pioneers with its
direct action. ' .

Somebody to talk to

There are times, the argument goes, when the Mayor,

dubious surgery — dubious project

Splitting a kilowatt for Reddy

It will be interesting to watch the private power com-
panies’ surgery on Governor Brown’s proposed $100 mil-
lion atomic power plant for the California Water Plan.

On January 2nd, the Governor and Atomic Energy
Commission Chairman Glenn T. Seaborg issued a joint
announcement that 2 memorandum of understanding had
been signed for state-AEC financing of a state-owned 525-
thousand kilowatt ‘“seed and blanket” power reactor.
Electricity from the plant would run the pumps in a
2000-foot lift of Feather River water over the Tehachapis,
south of Bakersfield.

Advantages to the state from a publicly owned plant of
this type are threefold:

(1) size — this would be a very big reactor; the cost
per unit of energy goes down as the size of the installation
increases.

(2) subsidy — because of its experimental nature,
much of the project would be supported by federal funds,
minimizing the need for state revenue bonds.

(3) profit — a big slice of -nower costs that the state
would pay to utilities if the plant were privately owned
goes instead into lower pumping costs for the state.

The disadvantages fall partly on the people who will
live downwind from the reactor, in the shadow of a radio-
logical disaster, and partly on all mankind from the enor-
mous increment of radioactive wastes the plant will add
to the stockpiles already under guard by the Atomic En-
ergy Commission.

But, the California Power Pool, dominated by Pacific
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or the head of the hotel association, looks around—under
pressure, perhaps, from a group like CORE—for a group
to talk to, a group which has status and prestige in both’
communities, a group which the white leadership feels it
can invest with some trust. There are times when they
can’t talk directly to the militants, or feel that they can’t
for political reasons. At such times, the NAACP ought
to be there. And it ought to be there, too, when legal
support is necessary and power-structure judges and courts
are leery of the militants they see below them—times
when a behind-the-scenes phone call from a supervisor or
an assemblyman or a U. S. attorney may do more for civil
rights than any courtroom gymnastics.

That, in any case, is the argument. On the other side,
it'’s pointed out that it would be all too easy for the white
power structure to drive a wedge between NAACP with
such an orientation and a militant CORE, that the
“downtown Negroes” with their private ambitions and
goals, and the need to maintain their public positions,
can’t be relied on. Many Negroes have a natural (and all
too often justified) suspicion of any of their fellows who
rise to prominence in the white world. A great many of
the Burbridge slate’s votes undoubtedly came from just
that sort of distrust.

At that moment, in San Francisco, the situation is qui-
escent (though not always quiet). The effects of Bur-
bridge’s victory aren’t yet clear, and there is talk that
national NAACP officials may take a hand. All that is
certain is that the affairs of the NAACP in San Francisco
were far from settled by that election.

by David E. Pesonen

Gas and Electric Company and Southern California Edi-
son Company, has opposed the project as another en-
croachment of the state into private enterprise, and they
have come up with some startling arguments.

At a hearing before Assemblyman Carley V. Porter’s
(Dem.-Compton) Interim Water Committee last Novem-
ber, private power spokesmen urged the state to buy the
necessary power from private sources until the future
course of nuclear technology became more clearly estab-
lished. This, despite the fact that the private reactors al-
ready underway (or recently defunct) are far less ad-
vanced than the seed and blanket concept.

Water Resources Director William Warne testified at
the same hearing that the state should get started immed-
iately because the atomic pumping plant would be need-
ed in the initial phases of the water plan and would save
27% on the cost of energy for the Tehachapi lift, com-
pared to prices offered for the job by the private Power
Pool. These savings would pile up to more than a billion
dollars over the next 75 years, Warne estimated.

The Times-Post Service story of the Brown-Seaborg an-
nouncement, however, suggested that the AEC’s share of
the project might have tough sledding in Congress, de-
pending on “an accommodation between the State of Cal-
ifornia and the state’s private utilities.” The story adds
that “informed sources” foresee a possible “cooperative
arrangement’’ between the state and the utilities.

But if the power is produced and consumed by the
state, where’s the room for cooperation?

There has been considerable talk of building the plant
on the coast, perhaps as far away from the Tehachapi
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pumps as Point Arguello, more than a hundred miles to
the west, to permit the later addition of a desalinization
facility. But this more economical dual-purpose arrange-
ment would require transmission of the pump power ov-
er the Coast Range—and here the private utilities would
be anxious to “cooperate.” If the transmission lines were
privately owned, a large part of the economic gravy pre-
dicted in William Warne’s estimates before the water
committee would vanish into the utility coffers.

Because of their own massive promotion of nuclear
power, the private utilities will find it hard to sustain a
frontal attack on the state’s atomic plant. But there’s more
than one way to split a kilowatt. Watch for this clue:
when the state announces the site it has chosen for the in-
stallation, the Power Pool will begin right-of-way acquisi-

tion between the coastal generators and the Tehachapi
pumps—as they have done between the Oroville Dam’s
hydro-electric plant and the PG&E substations in the

Sacramento Valley.

Power transmission is the jugular vein of public gener-
ating facilities these days, as the state has already discov-
ered at Oroville, and the power companies are skillful

surgeons.

Porter strides to right again

Assemblyman Porter began the dubious surgery on the
dubious project by pleading for a go slow approach. His
objections indicated great concern for possible contracts

with the Power Pool.

Conservation: GOP and Grand Canyon

by James M. Smith
Book Review Editor

The Future of the Republican
Party by Robert J. Donovan
(New American Library, New
York. $.60) summarizes most of
the current discussion about the
prospects of the party that went
from Lincoln to Goldwater in
100 years.

I will not bore Pacific Scene
readers by rehearsing its vari-
ous points. Donovan is an hon-
est and conscientious reporter
and he has done his historical
homework reasonably well. I
.will note, however, that the
book, like the discussion it re-
views, is weakened by equating
the survival of the two party
system with the survival of the
Republican Party.

It seems quite clear that there
is plenty of material in the
Democratic Party for two par-
ties, with a good deal left over.
And it would not necessarily
have to be a liberal-conserva-
tive split. In many ways the
rural-urban split, or even the
Eastern-Western  split, could
turn out to be more decisive.
Donovan’s arguments that the
Republican Party will survive
are not convincing.

The disabilities and incapaci-
ties he points out are specific,
concrete, and presently appar-
ent. The argument that they can
be overcome rests on more or
less vague historical analogies,
and always avoid the Whigs and
the Federalists like the plague.
And, given the diversity within
the Democratic Party, my in-
clination is not to care very
much.

The present handwringing and
teeth-gnashing is partly insin-
cere and partly exaggerated.
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Who really cares about the
Republican Party as such? Cer-
tainly not the Democratic Par-
ty, in spite of pious platitudes
to the contrary. It is equally
certain that the Goldwaterites
(with the possible exception of
Barry) couldn’t care less about
the party as -anything more
than a temporarily useful ve-
hicle for turning reaction into
a respectable alternative.

The moderates then?  Most
could live quite happily on a
permanent basis with Johnson
or his ideological successor, the
rest would settle on a wing even
farther left. In fact, the one
reason for saving the Republi-
can Party as it is never men-
tioned. A party that offers us
conventions like the ones in 40,
48, ’52, and '64, which pro-
duces thinkers, writers and
spzakers like Eisenhower, Nix-
on and Goldwater and Senators
like Dirksen should be saved
for the sake of sheer entertain-
ment value. Come to think of
it, that just might save the
GOP. It's at least as good a
chance as Donovan offers.

¥ ¥ %

That most illiberal philosoph-
er, Friedrich Nietzsche, once
wrote, “What is astonishing
about the religiosity of the an-
cient Greeks is the lavish abun-
dance of gratitude that radiates
from it. Only a very distinguish-
ed type of human being stands
in that relation to nature and
to life. Later, when the rabble
came to rule in Greece, fear
choked out religion and prepar-
ed the way for Christianity.”
Since the beginning of the Sci-
entific Revolution and its con-
sequent technological advances,
other attitudes toward nature
have developed, neither Greek

nor Christian.

First came curiosity, the in-
dispensable ally of science and
the natural enemy of rever-
ence, then a narrower utilitar-
ian interest, and finally a sort of
hostile contempt whose natural
culmination is the desire to de-
stroy what we cannot control
and use. The reaction to ‘this
was equally far from both the
Greek and the Christian, a sen-
timental Love of Nature which
expressed itself in bad roman-
tic poetry, fulminations against
science and the scientific atti-
tude, and the growing of Afri-
can violet and rubber plants in
the parlor.

Fortunately, a healthier atti-
tude has survived, evidenced in
the creation of the national
parks and game refuges, as
well as in the broader activi-
ties of such groups as the Au-
dubon Society and the Sierra
Club.

Time and the River Flowing
by Francois Leydet, (San Fran-
cisco, the Sierra Club. $25.00)
is eloquent testimony to the
tenacity of a healthy concern
for the survival of matural beau-
ty in an industrial society.

Most obviously and most suc-
cessfully, it is a collection of
101 photographs of the Colorado
River gorge from Glen Canyon
to"Lake Mead; as such, it is
quite beyond praise; one can
only turn in awe from one page
to another, and, give thanks for
Ansel Adams, Philip Hyde and
the other photographers. The
main body of the text consists of
a narrative of a boat trip down
the Colorado from Lee’s Ferry,
just south of Glen Canyon, to
Separation Canyon, 240 miles
and 17 days downstream.

Along with the detatls of the

author’s trip, in which he was
joined by eight others in three
boats, there are fascinating
glances back at earlier trips.
The first and most famous, of
course, was Major John Wesley
Powell's in 1869. Actually, Pow-
ell began his trip in Wyoming,
but the most dramatic and dan-
gerous part of the trip was
through the almost unknown and
hitherto inaccessible country of
the Grand Canyon.

Though this first trip was only
partially successful, being pla-
gued with inadequate boats( loss
of supplies in the river and, fi-
nally, desertion of the expedi-
tion by three of its members
who were killed by Indians)
Powell managed to -assemble
enough men and money to re-
peat the 'trip three years later.

Since then, as the author
notes, ‘‘the Grand Canyon has
become one of the most visit-
ed places in the world.”

The author’s trip through the
Canyon is nowhere near as dan-
gerous as Powell’s. Nevertheless
the trip has its excitment, and,
as the photographs remind us,
its incredible beauties. We are
continually reminded of our rel-
ative insignificance in the face
of the cumulative forces of na-
ture operating over immense
stretches of time. We are un-
likely ever to subdue these
forces.

Beautiful, exciting, but not in-
destructible. And it is the sense
of this ominous possibility that
gives this book its practical ur-
gency.

At the beginning of Time and
the River Flowing, and with
some photographs at the end,
we are reminded of the fate of
Glen Canyon; nearly as beauti-
ful as the Grand Canyon, but
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much less well known, it was
swallowed up in the waters of
a reservoir created by a dam
which was almost certainly un-
necessary and probably unde-
sirable even on parrow utilitar-
ian grounds. With this recent ac-
complishment of the bureau of
reclamation fresh in their minds
and ‘the vivid, if fading mem-
ory of Hetch-Hetchy, the mem-
bers of the Sierra Club looked
again at the Southwest water
plan with its proposal to build
two more dams on the Colo-
rado.

Technically, Marble Gorge
Dam would be above the Grand
Canyon National Park and
Bridge Canyon Dam would be
below it. The bureau has given
assurances that the Park would
not be harmed. Howszver, the
bureau’s record in this respect
is not a good one. To judge
from the statements from some

of its officials, the bureau looks’

on conservation of ‘‘useless”
land as the scheme of crackpots,
who are to be humoréd” when
necessary, but never taken
seriously. The department’s own
inclinations run ¢o ‘“‘pushing
rivers around.”

More important, as this book
shows, the effect of any large
dam on the Colorado is deva-
stating.

Not only is the area immedi-
ately around the lake barren of
vegetation and animal life, but
the change in the flow patterns
of the river seriously disturb
the complex living community
of birds, insects, plants and an-
imal life around it. And it is the
river as a community of life
that produces much of the beau-
ty and interest evidert in this
book.

The bureau claims this proj-
ect is necessary for progress.

But the appendices of this book
are devoted to a statement of
the scientific evidence to the
contrary. Basically, the scien-
tific evidence shows that the
high evaporation rate on large
lake surfaces results in a re-
duction in the amount of water
available and a decline in puri-
ty, and that the additional pow-
er could be more cheaply gen-
erated with steam plants for
about thirty years, by which
time other sources of power,
such as atomic generators, will
almost certainly be ‘available.

What reason is there left for
building the dams?

According to the argument of
the book, it is nothing more
than bureaucratic ambition, the
desire to expand operations.

I suspect it is more complex
than that.

Walter Prescott Webb, the
great historian of the West, has

argued that the Western United
States is basically a desert, and
that any future plans for it must
recognize that fact. Major Pow-
ell did recognize it in 1893 when
he told the First International
Irrigation Congress “. . . there
is not sufficient water to supply
the land.” But, of course, to
call the land a desert is to
recognize a limitation on our
own action, a threat to the su-
premacy of technology. Such an
admission is incompatible with
the view that all in mature is to
be destroyed or subdued at any
cost.

It is the great merit of this
book that it reminds us that
some costs may be too great to
pay. It is also a concrete re-
minder that there is an alter-
native to both contempt for na-
ture and sentimentality.

The Greeks may still have the
word for it.

WoRD FROM THE PROVINCES

QOakland

This office represents the Oak-
tand Tribune of Oakland, Cali-
fornia as their attorneys.

In the January, 1965 issue of
The liberal democrat on the Pa-
cific scene on page 7 under the
caption of a picture which con-
tains the words Oakland Tri-
bune, you have the following:
“Did this marathon picket line

against discriminatory thiring
practices at . . . Oakland Tri-
bune . . .” etc.

On page 9 you refer to alleged
pressure from the Oakland Tri-
bune, ‘‘which students had been
picketing because of its discrim-
imatory hiring policies.”

These statements are false and
libelous and The Liberal Demo-
crat has given wide circulation
to the publication of that libel.

For the past several years the
Tribune has been an equal op-
portunity employer and with
respect to job openings which
are mot subject to urdon con-
tract, the Tribune has applied
for applicants to the Urban Lea-
gue Skills Bank in order to car-
ry out their policy of offering
equal opportunity to all persons
in employment at the Tribune.
The Tribune’s hiring policies are
in no way discriminatory.

The libel which you have pub-
lished is damaging to the Tri-

bune and its reputation and de-
" mand is made for a prompt and
unequivocal retraction in ‘ac-
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cordance with the laws of the
State of California.

Richard C. Lynch of

Wagener, Lynch & Curran

Editor’s note:

The Tribune claims to be non-
discriminatory in hiring; the Ad
Hoc Committee (and Pacific
Scene) do not claim to kmow of
any specific cases where a
prospective job applicant was
turned down for employment
due to race, etc., but alleges
that the great disproportion be-
tween the percent of Negroes
employed at the Tribune and
the percent of Negroes in the
labor force is evidence of long
existing policy or practice of
discrimimation, either of design,
or unconscious.

The California attorney gen-
eral’s office agrees that such
disproportion in the labor force
of large employers is prima
facie evidence of at least form-
er discrimination. Mr. Know-
land according to the Ad Hoc
Committee, refused to discuss
this question during meetings
with Ad Hoc.

This magazine has long main-
tained that major employers
have more of a duty to society
in the correction of long
standing discrepancies between
their employment patterns and
their
tions of non-discrimination than

publicly asserted posi-

listing a few openings with the
Urban League.

The problem is one of such
urgency and magnitude as to
require all those genuinely in-
terested in its solution to under-
take vigorous and affirmative
recruitment and training pro-
grams, and to do so in cooper-
ation with civil rights organi-
zations.

Berkeley

As a long time reader (but
non-subscriber) of The liberal
democrat, I am glad to see that
this very useful magazine is go-
ing to continue, Indeed judging
by the January issue, TId is
better than ever.

My response to these most
encouraging developments is to
send you a $7 check for a two
year subscription.

William B. Coit

Albany

Your editorial in the January
issue showing the woman farm
worker as ‘““a victim of social-
ism’ proves that the term ‘‘so-
cialism” takes an awful beating.
But do you have to cut its
throat?

It’s true that all kinds of
characters cover themselves un-
der the word (Russian and Chin-
ese totalitarians, Indian nation-
ists, Castro, etc.) but you do a

great disservice by adding to
the confusion.

Now the reactionary growers
are ‘“‘socialistic” (right-wing
kind), the progrower Farm
Placement Service is soctalistic,
unemployment insurance and
other benefits are socialistic,
and braceros are “‘a semi-slave
socialistic labor supply.”

1 take it your aim is to make
the term so meaningless that it
bzcomes useless as a cuss-word;
which might not be so bad ex-
cept that genuine socialism is
thereby smeared too.

But suppose we test your new
semantic system on the name
of your magazine, which con-
sists of two of the foggiest po-
litical terms in the whole lexi-
con

While it is an unthinking jape
(or else pure slander) to call
the American Right “socialis-
tic,” it is a rigorously histori-
cal fact that the basic “anti-stat-
ist” ideology claimed by Gold-
waterism and the National Re-
view stems from the original
meaning of “liberalism.” And
it is this Right which pushes
the definition of socialism as
any kind of government inter-
vention—the definition you im-
plicitly accept.

Shall I remind you ‘also of the
sharp challenges you have hurl-
ed at so-called liberals precise-
ly because they failed to fight
for social legislation to protect
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farm workers? As things go in
this foggy world, you’d have a
tough time stretching the term
liberalism to cover the wide
spectrum of liberals.

I was going to work also on
the term ‘“‘democrat’ (like, man,
the Peoples’ Democracies in
East Europe or the Free Demo-
crats in West Germany, not to
mention a certain party in the
U.S.) but that would be too
cruel, and I like you too much,

I know why even oppressive
anti-socialist regimes like the
Russian and Chinese try to cut
in on the term “socialist”: be-
cause it’s honorific and fair-
seeming (in every part of the
world except the backward
country we live in). This has
happened and will continue to
happen to every honorific term.
The only remedy is to patiently
explain the truth; certainly not
to invent new confusions.

So, while we fight together to
get the other fellows off the
farm worker’s back, would you
mind getting off the back of us
democratic socialists?

Anne Draper

Visalia

May I compliment you on the
January issue. The photography,
especially. The boy-bible-gun-
crucifix is pure art and imagi-
nation and truth!

But bygod, get yourself a
proofreader. The issue is loaded
with mechanical faults.

Joe King

San Francisco

Congratulations, I guess, on
fraving made the format of Tld
so comparable to that of True
Confessions. Furthermore, since
you seem to be out to snare
the prurient as well as those
too weak-eyed to rtead light
type faces, allow an old sub-
scriber and contributor to ex-
press a preference: I'd rather
have naked ladies like those in
Playboy than smutty editorials
a ta The Realist. (Editor’s
note: We're searching for lib-
eral playmates.)

Also, if you please, a few
words on Marshall Windmiller’s
“The Berkeley Revolt.”

The decently educated need
not be told that American news-
papers are rarely to be alto-
gether trusted; however, Mr.
Windmiller's indictment of the
press was mot quite fair. The
Chronicle’s coverage made it
plain that the Administration’s
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ineptitude—and in particular its
foolish decision to suddenly en-
force a long-unenforced regula-
tfon—was somewhat provaca-
tive.

Also, that 800 students sat in
at Sproul Hall and UC faculty
people chose to bail them out
does not show that the cause
and tactics of the students were
just and proper.

The Regents’ adoption of a
regulation providing for the pun-
ishment of students who advo-
cate illegal off-campus activi-
ties scarcely makes poor old
Dr. Kerr a hypocrite.

Furthermore, the advecacy of
an illegal off-campus act and the
commission of that act are quite
distinct deeds, and not, as Mr.
Windmiller implies, “one
crime.”

Plainly, all Kerr meant was
that students who commit acts
of civil disobedience should not
be punished by both the com-
munity and the university.

That the university, with its
immense classes and extensive
use of distracted, poverty-
plagued T.A.'s, offers under-
graduates a second-rate educa-
tion is news to no one, but the
fact hardly justifies mob rule.

And that Mr. Windmiller
quotes approvingly the FSM’s
callow insinuations regarding
the courage of faculty members
I find appalling. Mr. Windmil-
ler should know, even if the as-
sociated boobies of FSM don't,
that a significant number of UC
faculty people resigned rather
than sign the oath; moreover,
how many current faculty mem-

bers were around in what
George Stewart ‘has called
“The Year of The Oath” any-
way?

The cost of defiance in 1950
was great, and many UC teach-
ers with families to support
and careers to pursue paid the
price. A student’s political in-
discretions tend to be forgotten.

Let he who wishes to be a
true activist be reminded that
buses leave each day for Missis-
sippi where the issues are real,
the means honorable, and the
risks substantial.

Finally, when Mr. Windmiller
notes that ‘‘university bureau-
crats, administrators, and pres-
idents, like politicians, are less
impressed by reason than by
force,” 1 have to agree with
him.

I'm not entirely sure who he
was talking about, but it's cer-
tainly obvious who used force
first at the university.

Force impresses just about
everybody, as the Grand Wiz-
ards, Brownshirts, and OAS
bombthrowers of the world will
gleefully acknowledge.

The “nonviolence” of the UC
demonstrators is, I fear, rather
closer to the more direct forms
of coercion than to the non-
violence advocated by Christ
and Gandhi. I do not doubt that
coercion is sometimes necessary
but I'd prefer to have my duly
elected and appointed represen-
tatives do the coercing, thank
you.

In the South, where hardly
anybody is duly elected, a little
free-lance, non-violent coercion
may be quite in order.

Whether or not the regents’
regulations deny anyone his
constitutionral rights is a moot
point, but even if the regula-
tions are illegal, immoral or un-
constitutional, the students ob-
viously had not exhausted all
legal, peaceful, democratic
means of petition available.

Indeed, how could they have
done so, when the chief issue—
the regulation forbidding the ad-
vocacy of illegal off-campus ac-
tivities—was only a few days
old when the demonstration
took place

Frankly, I'm waiting for the
day when Birchers, ACA mem-
bers, Nazis, and National Re-
view staff members sit4n at the
State Department to compel U.
S. withdrawal from the U.N.
Given the right-wing tempera-
ment’s affinity for the less sub-
tle kinds of force, I suppose it
will never come. But if it did,
it could hardly be more lament-
able than that unfortunate day
at Berkeley.

Barclay Bates

Classified

This publication will begin to
carry classified ads with this is-
sue. Rates are $1 a line, 30 let-
ters per line, count spaces be-
tween words as letters, enclose
payment with order. Ads subject
to approval of publisher.

Send typed copy and payment
to Classified, Pacific Scene, 224
N. First, Fresno, California.

As samples of appropriate
style, hereunder are published
classifieds from Punch, a sophis-
ticated British journal.

L100 FIRST PRIZE! Over 100
others! Send for Free Entry form
for Easy LETTER CONTEST —
plus Free ""Know-How Guide to
Writing Success.”” No Sales—No
fees training. Free ''Writer’’ sub-
scription; also two fully-bound
writing encyclopaedias. B. A.
School of  Successful  Writing
Ltd.,, (P) 124 New Bond Street,
London, W.1.

LONDOMN CLUB has vacancies for
ladies and gentlemen town and
country members. Very moderate
subscriptions.  Swimming pool,
squash courts, cocktail lounges.
Accommodation with private bath.
Secretary, White House Club, Re-
gent’s Park, N.W.1,

BEAUTIFUL HANDS AND A
WARM HOME. Nu-way oil-fir-
ing, the cheapest form of auto-
matic heat, means a comfortable
temperature always. No more
shoveling, dirt or dust. Send for
illustrated leaflet. Nu-way Heat-
ing Plants Ltd. (Box (C440),
Droitwich.

THE MARRIAGE THRO’ SOCIAL
INTRODUCTIONS BUREAWU.
(Est. 1947). Covers the whole
of Great Britain. Is the only or-
ganisation of its kind enjoying
the warm approval of Clergy and
the National Press. Can offer in-
troductions from within your own
area wherever you live. Write for
full details, write to other bu-
reaux too for comparison—and
judge for yourself! The Bourne-
mouth Bureau, 176 Old Christ-
church Road, Bournemouth.

Coming next month: Last of Primeval Redwoods.

RED CROSS for ladies

FLORSHEIM

JUMPING JACKS for boys and girls
BALLET, TOE & TAP

Mill Valley, California

for men

Telephone: 388-0432
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