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Insight and Outlook is published bimonthly by stu-
dents at the University of Wisconsin. Production and
distribution are handled in conjunction with the Wis-
consin Conservative Club and Wisconsin Young Ameri-
cans for Freedom. Editorial offices are located at 150
Langdon Street, Madison, Wisconsin.

Returning the Fire

Amidst the fury of left-wing campus activity these past
few months, ranging from bus trips to Selma and
Washington protesting something over there, to all
night vigils and pickets and marches and “teach-ins”
expressing a feeling of discomfort with United States
retaliation against the Viet Cong in Southeast Asia,
responsible conservatives have had to fight hard to
keep from drowning in Leftist propaganda. But, here
at least, they did a good job.

It was heartening to see organizing on campus “The
Committee to Support the People of South Vietnam,”
with an active program favoring a free world victory
in Vietnam. After all the noise and clamor which had
supposedly been typical of the collegian’s reaction
against “U. S. aggression,” it was encouraging to see
the snow-balling response to the Committee’s plans.
Concurrently, foreign news correspondent Miss
Dickey Chappelle sent the defeatists running with her
own on-the-spot observations of the Vietnam situa-
tion, and her suggestions for ending the war, i.e. win
it.

In this issue INsiGHT AND OUTLOOK presents several
more new writers covering neglected topics. Tom
Charles Huston, nationally known conservative rebel,
presents, for the first time in these pages, a well rea-
soned defense of the American fraternity system.
Fraternities do have faults, Huston admits, but the
present criticism heaped on the Greeks is neither fair
nor helpful. It is wholly destructive. Ross Parisi, an-
other newcomer, discovered a lesson to be learned
from an old Roman General. To paraphase a familiar
saying: we conservatives have seen the future, and it
means work. James O'Connell is back again pleading,
this time, for the right-wing to come up with another
H. L. Mencken. He’s serious. Is there a difference be-
tween what conservatives actually are and what
they're called? Jared Lobdell finds the discrepancy to
be not nearly so great as desired. The State Depart-
ment, declares Richard Wright, is so muddled up in
ideology that it is no wonder we keep slipping. In
his article he find little to praise in the whole mess.
In the line of reviews, Henry Hempe looks at an
article which uses every available stretch of the
imagination to justify a preconceived conclusion;
wrongly, as it turned out. And Dick Fischer finds
Whittaker Chamber’s last book to be rich with mean-

ing.
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Who Shall Come Over?

Amidst the furor over Medicare, the heated
controversy over President Johnson’s Voting
Rights Bill et al, another key portion of the
Administration’s program is being overshad-
owed. in the background looms S. 500, the bill
to amend the immigration laws. The measure is
not being rammed through as frantically as the
others, explaining, perhaps, the lack of contro-
versy surrounding it. In viewing the radical con-
cept changes is proposes, however, one should
expect many cries of alarm.

As it now stands S. 500 would eventually
transfer the complete immigration quota system
out of its present position as being governed
by Congress. In its stead, nearly complete dis-
cretionary power over quota allotments would
be awarded to the Attorney General. This step
is necessary, the Administration argues, to get
rid of its discriminatory attitude toward the
world. But that argument is nonsense; quotas
will remain and only their method of determina-
tion would be altered. Nothing inherent in the
proposed bill requires an indiscriminate selec-
tion of future immigrants. This matter will be
merely turned over to the Attorney General—
cutting Congress's power to empower the
Executive.

It is true, our immigration laws are badly
in need of revision; they have been for quite a
while. As with any federal measure dealing
with individuals on an IBM number basis, hard-
ships and blatant individual injustices abound.
Inflexibility in refugee cases, for instance, con-
tinually creates major problems—especially on
the books—and many outdated and inefficient
restrictions are, by necessity, still being enforced.

It is true that much of the bill does aim at
these inequities. Greater flexibility in emergency
refugee problems would be provided. An atti-
tude of leniency is assumed toward those wishing
to join naturalized relatives and, in general, the
measure would be more cognizant of world re-
alities. If that were the essence of the bill the
conservative could wholeheartedly support it.

But the proposed change in the quota system
is another matter. It has long been said, and
often with a great deal of truth, that an Ameri-
can is a mixture of a dozen nationalities or more
all melted together in a big pot. In other words

4 INSIGHT AND OUTLOOK

“American” equals the product of world immigra-
tion. That's at least how they talked when first-
generation Americans were comparatively plen-
tiful. But this is 1965, America is suffering the
effects of overpopulation along with the rest of
the world, and almost 200 million Americans,
most of which are third or fourth generation or
older, may feel that their representatives in
Congress ought to have at least as much to
say about our immigration policy as an executive
bureaucrat.

For can any deny the profound effect immigra-
tion has born on America? Indeed, different im-
migrating peoples have greatly reshaped the
nature of our nation. Their customs, their ideas
of government and the characteristics of their
nationality all produced special twists in our
otherwise predominantly English political and
social customs. America changed correspond-

ingly.

Unless the American public wishes to waive
their right to any control over their way of life,
we, as Americans, are compelled to be at least
somewhat selective in our choice of immigrants.
Reprehensible as it may seem for the U.S. gov-
ernment to tell certain peoples that they are
not desired in our nation, it is a choice forced
upon us.

The bill S. 500, in abolishing Congressional
control over the quota system, denies the Ameri-
can citizenry their discretionary power over what
peoples should be allowed to involve themselves
in shaping the American tradition. It gives that
right to the Attorney General.

The discrimination argument, when they
apply it here, is frivolous. For it is not in essence a
matter of quota discrimination at all. It is a mat-
ter of in whose hands this power should rest. Per-
haps the quota system is not the manner by
which desirable immigrants may best be chosen.
But no one realistically argues that every person
desiring entrance can be admitted. The problem
is, therefore, how to discriminate. Shall this
function be passed to the Executive under the
Attorney General, or should it stay under the
indirect control of the people affected, in the
United States Congress? Common sense dictates
the latter.

—Aetius
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Progressing Backward

A full section in the University of Wisconsin Daily
Cardinal Magazine a few weeks back drew our at-
tention to an aspect of American culture that gives
the lie to a major assumption of Liberalism. The
teature spoke of “maladjustment,” stating that about
one out of every ten students sees a psychiatrist dur-
ing his or her years at the University. They termed
the problem a “serious” one.

Liberalism, on the other hand, has made a big issue
out of the assertion that society is constantly improv-
ing, that people are solving their problems, and that
as government moves leftward “progress,” the move-
ment upward, follows naturally. According to this
assumption progress, like evolution, becomes in-
evitable. This, after all, is the idea behind the “Great
Society” theme of the present Administration — that
we are pressing onward to Utopia.

The standards by which we measure our standing
as well as what we mean by progress are the im-
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portant catch. If we measure society economically —
in terms of standard of living, luxuries, elimination of
poverty and labor saving gadgets —in comparison
with the past decades and centuries we are certainly
improving (although largely not because, but in spite
of the fact that government has moved leftward). But
are materialistic standards adequate for our age?
Liberalism, either implicitly or explicitly assumes that
they are, and it is on this basis that the “gospel of
progress” rests.

But it is obvious that materialism is very limited in
its explanation of man, and that in areas outside of
economics society seems not only to be not improving
but steadily slipping backward. Rootlessness, “mal-
adjustment,” crime, suicides, frustration and guilt
seem to be just as symptomatic of the twentieth
century as supersonic jets and the electric toothbrush.
The race problem is, if anything, becoming more in-
flamed, and each new piece of legislation becomes an
acceleration of violence and new demands. Abroad,
there are wars of one degree or another in over a
dozen trouble spots around the world with a dozen
others at the brink. Despite the flowery language, it
is beginning to appear obvious to the realistic ob-
server that the day when swords will be beat into
plowshares will not be before this world is changed
fundamentally by divine decree.

We have practically solved the problems of ma-
terial goods, perhaps, but we have not even ap-
proached a solution to the problems of society and
human relations, and we know almost nothing about
the problem of man. We can call this a great society
if we want, but let us not be surprised when the in-
telligent man and his God cannot hold back their
unbelieving smile.

Monroe Doctrine Si?

We were considerably cheered by the recent action
taken by President Johnson in the Dominican Repub-
lic. In this issue Richard Wright makes note of the
new, hardened appearance of United States foreign
policy. We think that President Johnson’s action con-
firms his contention that our foreign policy has de-
veloped some realism as a consequence of past mis-
takes—in this case, of course, Cuba.

But the aggressiveness of the action is, nevertheless,
extremely surprising. We had every right to expect
another Cuba; the elements were quite similar. For
instance, the popular former leader, Juan Bosch, had
assured us that he was not a Communist—as had
Castro. True also, President Cabral was charged with
strong-arm tactics, as was Batista. Cabral also was
the tool of the wealthy landed interests (he tried to
smash the workers strike, didn’t he?). Since when



have they needed more excuse to churn the public
anger against such a leader? Also, in both Bosch’s and
the Cuban revolution there were many revolutionar-
ies seriously struggling for a free government. Why
then, is not Bosch considered the “agrarian reformer”
that Castro was?

The same arguments have been, and undoubtedly
will be forcibly put forth concerning Bosch’s inno-
cence, but the surprising—and hopeful—sign is that
the Administration is calling them for what they are.
For this is the first time since who-knows-when that
the President of the United States actually has deter-
mined that Communists did plan, disguise and at-
tempt to execute a “popular revolution.” And all this
was done in time to completely counter the move.

What's more, the world news media are not cam-
paigning earnestly or effectively on the behalf of
Bosch. Perhaps the Revolution’s P.R. fronts are taking
the press for granted. The Liberal press also was,
from all appearances, quite surprised at the events—
and, belatedly, quite angered by the President’s bold
action.

We had been expecting another Cuba. It has been
a long time since we announced to the world that “we
don’t care what you think; we are forced to do what
is right!” Indeed, it’s been a long time since we've led
rather than followed. It’s been a longer time since we
have effectively used our vast power, and its been the
longest time since we have let on that we are willing
to fight for world freedom. It’s been a long, long time.

As we see it, the world situation can only look up.
In the first place, the marines will seriously crimp
Castro’s style; no doubt can be left in Castro’s mind
that his aggressiveness will be met with the same.
In addition fighters for freedom everywhere will re-
gain confidence in their cause, perhaps forgetting
U.S. betrayal in the past. Finally, the world will again
take us seriously; the paper tiger has fangs after all.

The freedom offensive of which we have always
dreamed is by no means fulfilled by President John-
son and the marines in Santa Domingo. It is still a
defensive action; Communism is still on the offensive.
But it is the most aggressive defense we can remem-

-
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More Outrage Needed!

It came as no small surprise when a dozen or so cam-
pus organizations, ranging from the Wisconsin Young
Americans for Freedom to the Young Democrats,
and others even further left, got together and sup-
ported an organized protest against the long known
anti-Semitism in the Soviet Union. What was really
surprising was that this protest was conducted largely
by prominent, known Liberals. Such a show of outrage
against Leftist injustice from anyone other than con-
servatives was long overdue.

We had almost lost patience with those Liberals so
eager to denounce injustices to the individual by
“racists” or “fascists” or the denial of civil liberties in
“right wing” countries or areas, who, when the same
or far worse injustices were committed by the Castros
or Sukarnos or Nkrumahs or Khrushchevs were so
peculiarly silent. Liberalism’s hypocritical second face
was revealed in 1956, for example, when its only re-
action to Russian intervention and brutality in Hun-
gary was either to apologetically justify the Russian
action in terms of Russia’s “obvious national interests,”
or to loudly oppose any retaliation on the part of the
free world.

It had become almost divine writ for the Liberals
to spend their efforts emphasizing the democratic as-
pects of Soviet totalitarianism with Soviet “liberaliza-
tion” et al, in the myopic hope of “easing East-West
tension,” while at the same time overlooking the
hordes of atrocities so typical, and so essential to the
grip of Communist power on the human spirit, the
very spirit—by the way—which the Liberals claim to
defend. The effects of Liberalism’s silence were seen
on the streets of Budapest, on the blood-drenched wall
in Berlin, in the firing squad pits outside Havana, etc.

Outrage, genuine disgust and angry protest is long
overdue. We were glad to see the stand taken against
Soviet mishandling of the Jews; we were especially
glad to see prominent Liberals leading it. But we are
also afraid that when situations arise in which protest
and outrage are desperately needed the campus and
national leaders will find the broad way—the way of
“easing tensions” and scraping to World Opinion—a
more persuasive cause for support than the dignity of
man. We shall take note.

The Design of Disorder

In assessing the impact of Communist manipulation
of the civil rights movement, there are at least two
pitfalls to avoid.

One, which is the failing of the far Right, is the er-
roneous presumption that the whole movement is
basically a Communist plot.
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The other, which is the failing of civil rights ex-
tremists, is the erroneous presumption that there are
few, if any, Communists in the movement, and in any
case, the matter is irrelevant.

The existence of Communists in the movement is
entirely relevant, and can help explain why rioting
and disorders persist even after the movement ac-
quired a massive legal weapon to accomplish virtually
every goal it ever set for itself.

This ought to be a period of conciliation, new
amity, and diminishing violence. Instead, it is a pe-
riod of unprecedented trouble which is forcing more
and more authoritarian action to bridge the ruptures
in the social order.

There is no question but that Communists are in-
volved in civil rights disorders. Of the approximately
500 persons arrested in the various San Francisco

demonstrations, some 200 had records in the Com-
munist party, its front groups, or related activities.

Significantly, the demonstrations were loaded with
the sons and daughters of known Communists, such
as Mickey Lima, Joseph North, Herbert Aptheker,
Louis Goldblatt, William Mandel, Mike Gold, Joseph
Starobin, Frank Wilkinson and Albert Kahn.

Miss Tracy Sims, who led the Ad Hoc Committee
to End Discrimination, shares an apartment with
Roseanne Forest, the daughter of a Saint Louis Com-
munist leader. She attends the Marxist oriented San
Francisco School of Science, upon whose faculty are
former Daily Worker correspondent John Pittman,
former Castro employee J. P. Morray, and Holland
Roberts, Irving Fromer, James Forest, and William
Mandel, all four of whom have been identified under
oath as Communists.

These extreme leftists have motives entirely differ-
ent from the just aims of the civil rights movement.
They are exploiting the hopes and dreams of thou-
sands of good Negro citizens. They are inciting vio-
lence when there is desperate need for peace. They
ought to be purged from the movement.



Legislatin’ up a Storm

Cy Butt

Fremont Guilfoyle goes a-law-making
While closely following the Movements
Faithfully serving the Chief

Mr. Joseph Troia got to his Steak and Martini House
this day, the 20th of March, 1965, at an early hour to
see if the swamper had gotten into the corners and
also to see if he had gotten into the top-shelf bottles
while doing it, a pernicious habit of his which Mr.
Troia deplored. There was a banging at the big
bronze doors that were created by Giuseppi Bonino,
a Milanese master craftsman, and Mr. Troia threw
back the great bolt to find Fremont Guilfoyle and his
nubile secretary, Fifi.

“The chef isn’t here yet, and anyway we don’t serve
breakfast,” said Mr. Troia.

“We shall wait,” said Fremont. “You had better
give us some martinis now for I never eat on an emp-
ty stomach. Delete the olives, please.”

“What are you doing in Madison?” asked Mr.
Troia. “I thought you'd be down in Selma where all
the action is.”

“I thought so, too,” said Fremont, “But Elbie Jay
is going to declare some new laws and I have to get
Professor Noodle up in Law school to draw them up.”

“What kind of laws?” asked Mr. Troia, refilling the
flagons.

“We're going to rig it,” said Fremont, belching, “so
that it will be a felony to identify the race of anyone
committing stranglings and stabbings and rapes and
such unless he is white. This applies to radio, TV,
newspapers and magazines.”

“That seems to cover the field,” said Mr. Troia. “But
why the law? Few of them do it now except by acci-
dent.”

“Yes, but we've got to stop those accidents,” said
Fremont. “We must have it unanimous. If a TV sta-
tion doesn’t follow Cronkite’s example, Elbie will have
the FCC cut it off the air and refuse to permit its
sale (unless it’s to Elbie for three cents on the dollar).
Elbie’s a great hand for bargains.”

“You speak smooth,” said Mr. Troia.

“There’s no doubt about it,” said Fremont. “He
parlayed 17 grand and a few judicious FCC rulings
into $14,000,000. Who has done better than that?”

“Croesus,” said Mr. Troia, getting classical, as he
does at times.

“Maybe,” said Fremont. “But not much. When Elbie
rounds up a few more stations he’s going to buy the
Chicago Cubs.”

“Why, in God’s name,” asked Mr. Troia. “They

haven’t been out of second division since before I
started to get bald.”

“Prestige,” said Fremont. “C.B.S. has the Yankees
and Elbie isn’t going to run second, Cronkite or no
Cronkite. The club isn’t so much right now, but Elbie
will declare laws making it illegal for other teams to
get more runs than the Cubs do, and they figure to
win about 162 games the year after he tucks away the
franchise in one of his trust funds.”

“There won’t be much competition, will there?”
asked Mr, Troia.

“Elbie doesn’t want competition,” said Fremont.
“He wouldn’t let Hubert Horatio go to the Churchill
funeral, and now he’s got him confined to inspection
tours of the firecracker factory at Cape Kennedy. Hu-
bert is still giddy from the constant contemplation of
the magnitude of his own magnificence, and when
this palls Elbie will give him a medal and some rib-
bons and a mirror, and that will hold him indefinitely,
especially the mirror.”

“What’s all the rumpus out on State Street?” asked
Mr. Troia. “Is there a beatnik convention under way?”

“No, no,” said Fremont. “It is the Student Nonvio-
lent Movement for Beatification of Boogies. See
there! They got a cop down and refrained from doing
more than kicking him in the head. There were only
five of them, too. So dashing, so daring, so consecrated
to Ideals! They are on their way to the Capital to
raise hell with the Governor and maybe get on TV.
Aren’t you in touch with Movements?”

“Not to any extent,” said Mr. Troia. “I sell steaks
that can be cut with a harsh word to anyone that has
three dollars in his pocket, and the rest of my time
is taken up with preventing minors from buying my
nutritious, character-building martinis, though I real-
ly can’t blame them much. Ah, how delicious they
are!ll But, these Movements come around regularly.
We had the Goldfish Swallowing Movement, the
Filthy Speech Movement, and now this one, what-
ever you said it was.”

“These are students,” said Fremont, “from that new
course the University has, ‘DeSade’s Seminar on
Sodomy: Vocational and Recreational Aspects.” But
Joseph, we must leave. I must buy some books for
Elbie, though my efforts have not succeeded as I wish
they might. Several months ago I gave him a book
of Lincoln’s speeches. He opened the book at random
and happened to hit the Second Inaugural Address.
His eye happened to light on *. .. with charity for all;
and he closed the book and slowly walked away.”

“I can believe that,” said Mr. Troia.

INSIGHT AND OUTLOOK 9



THE OLD CUSTOM

Summer Soldiers and Sunshine Patriots

Jared Lobdell

For years my liberal friends have
been telling me what is wrong with
conservatives. I have listened to
complaints about their desire not
only to turn the clock back but to
replace it with a sundial, their de-
sire to draw the wagons together
in a circle in the event of an ICBM
attack, their Birching and their
Welching and (going back a few
years) their McCarthying, how they
would have dropped bombs on
China and unleashed Chiang and
bombed Moscow (and Egypt) in
1956, defoliated TVA, sold Viet
Nam to private enterprise, how
they hid Alger Hiss in a pumpkin,
forged evidence, tried to make a
hero of Tricky Dick, despise the
poor (and want to sell them to pri-
vate enterprise), want to sterilize
unwed mothers, starve their chil-
dren, send the minority groups
back to the minority nations, un-
derdevelop the underdeveloped
countries still more, eliminate the
Federal Government, use it as a
weapon against Communists, elim-
inate defense spending, go to war,
and so on and so on. Let us for the
moment suppose that any or all of
these views have at some time in
the past dozen years been held by
some person or persons who might
be considered conservative spokes-
men in the absence of a genuine
conservative spokesman like the
late Senator Taft — what then? Is
this what's wrong with conserva-
tives?

In a sense, of course, it is. Not
because the views are wrong but
because they are contradictory, it
is clear that something ought to be
done about a philosophy that can
hold — or appears to hold — all of
them simultaneously. But that is
not, to my mind, the real fault of
present-day conservatism, or of
present-day conservatives. The real
faults lie somewhere else, and I re-
gret that one of them was recently
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evident in the writing of the man I
most admire (and like) in the so-
called conservative movement. I
will not mention his name, but in
a column on Churchill, shortly af-
ter the great man’s death, he en-
gaged in some debunking (call it
true appraisal if you like — I dare-
say it was true — but it looked from
the outside like debunking) that I
could have well done without. If
I, a conservative — begging for the
moment the question of a definition
of that word — was embarrassed
and upset by the column in ques-
tion, what was the reaction of a
person less convinced of the truth
of the conservative position?

Or are we to worry about such
things? Must not the truth be held
to at all times? Of course it must,
and yet, is it necessary to hold to
it in quite that way? There are cer-
tain conventions commonly held
to, along with the truth, and a mi-
nority group cannot afford to out-
rage them if it is to gain political
power. At least, it cannot afford to
outrage them unless the majority is
sympathetic to its desire for power
(as with the Negro struggle for
civil rights), which is certainly not
the case here. And, on occasion, I
confess I have noticed a tendency
in conservative circles to state the
truth provocatively, not out of a
desire — at least so it looks to me
— for stating the truth so much as
out of a desire to provoke. But to
provoke is not to convince, in case
no one had noticed.

So it may be fairly said that one
fault is needless provocation. And
one, I have admitted, is disorgani-
zation, or at least uncertainty as to
what exactly we are talking about
when we talk about conservative
doctrine. The others that I (after
some ten years watching the advent
of new conservatism and the de-
cline of the old) have found again
and again are clannishness — even

when I am inside and being clan-
nish — and its allied sins, faction,
the conspiracy theory of history
(that’s the polite name —my lib-
eral friends call it paranoia), what
in general might be called a hot-
house atmosphere of self-congratu-
lation, suspicion, and intolerance of
the world outside. The world out-
side calls this intolerance rudeness,
but let that pass also. It is always
possible that the world is wrong.

All this has a good side, and the
name of that side is fellowship or
cameraderie or (if you will pardon
the word) comradeship. And
when the conservative organization
can look at itself with a certain
amount of humor, knowing that it
is serious, and like all serious
things, will be a little absurd, and
more than a little absurd if it does
not perceive its absurdity — well,
then, there is hope. The Party of
the Right, at Yale (not noted as a
hot-bed of conservative virtues,
nor even as a hot-house thereof),
has so far as I know been notably
successful in maintaining this hu-
morous attitude. I have seen some-
thing of the same thing in the Na-
tional Review. I have even noticed
it (from my own experience of
him) in the person of a former Na-
tional Chairman of that un-humor-
ous group, the Young Americans
for Freedom. I have noticed it in
Barry Goldwater. But taken all in
all, conservatives are not noted for
their sense of humor.

None of this has any relevance
to the rightness of conservative be-
lief, of course. That belief must be
defined and discussed and fitted to
the truth quite independently of
what conservatives are like. But
when it comes to spreading that be-
lief, that is a different question.
You will recall what Thomas Paine
said about those who shrink from
the service of their country. How
much worse are those who cannot
perform their self-appointed serv-
ice because they need the self-made
summer and artificial sunshine of
the new conservative hot-house,
and cannot or will not face the con-
tinuing winter of freedom’s dis-
content that howls outside? I think
it is time we opened the door.



A Lesson from Quintus Fabius

Undercutting our Strength
Via the Back Door

The Roman General Quintus Fabi-
us held that the only way to defeat
Hannibal would be to avoid direct
engagement. So, by a series of
clever maneuvers, he successfully
undercut Hannibal’s strength and
defeated him piecemeal. That was
in 175 BC; yet today, Fabius’ strata-
gem remains so effective that it is
employed by every movement that
would undercut existing social, po-
litical, and economic institutions
throughout the world.

The Fabian Socialist movement
in Great Britain, for example, is a
study in piecemeal attack upon
these very institutions through the
clever maneuver of social reform.
Their rapid rise to power in Eng-
land serves as a notorious example
of the effectiveness of social agita-
tion as a vehicle for importing so-
cialist ideas into the minds of the
common man.

In 1883 a small group of Social-
ists, led by George Bernard Shaw
and Ramsay MacDonald organized
the Fabian Society — appropriate-
ly named after their historical men-
tor, General Fabius. These men and

Ross J. Parisi

their ideas were under the direct
influence of Marx, although they
modified his positions somewhat.
They knew that if socialism was to
be brought to Britain it would have
to be done gradually, and not by
violent revolutionary means. And
they were confident that it could be
done. Their plan was to initiate so-
cialism without mentioning it by
name; to offer the voters only a
small part of it at a time without
the “socialist” label. In this respect
they rejected Marx’s dialectical ap-
proach.

To meet their goal the Fabian
Socialists drew up a master plan
for peaceful revolution through so-
cial reform. They began by prom-
ising the workers higher wages,
free medicine, pensions, and bene-
fits of all sorts. Next came more
promises to abolish overtime and
establish funds for the unem-
ployed. Then demands for the na-
tionalization of basic industries —
steel, coal, transportation, electrici-
ty, and communications. (“These
belonged to the rich.”) It was not
long before this social reform took
on an air of benevolence that cap-
tured the imagination and the vote
of the working classes. At that
point, then, the workers themselves
supplied the impetus needed to
complete the revolution. They
turned to the state for correction of

all their new found ills. Many ad-
vocated “free” tax supported medi-
cine because their backs ached,
without care or concern about the
real issues involved. Others clam-
ored for nationalization of the rail-
roads because of personal reasons
or prejudices. But one thing was
clear: these divergent promises and
demands added up to socialism.
Max Beer noted that “there was no
reason for the Socialists to plot vio-
lent revolution. The realization of
Socialism began the moment the
state became accessible to social
reform ideas.”

Thus, as the King sat solidly on
his throne, and Britain’s aristocracy
slept in its grandeur and security,
a small handful of Socialist doctri-
naires rewrote British history by
successfully bringing about peace-
ful socialist revolution in Great
Britain, the birthplace of free en-
terprise.

But is the British example an iso-
lated one? Those who think so
should take another look. Here in
this country we face the same
Fabian Socialist movement that
bowled over the British. Only the
actors are different. Albeit, there
has been a visible “socialist” move-
ment here (hats off to Gus Hall et
al), but the real inroad to socialism
has been made by the American
edition of the British Fabian Social-
ist, i.e. the twentieth century Lib-
eral. The American Liberal, like his
British counterpart, denies he is a
socialist. He prefers to be called an
economic planner, welfare statist,
Social Democrat, or what have you.
He may be an anti-Communist, and
probably votes Democratic, but one
thing is almost invariably certain:
he is a socialist in the Fabian tra-
dition.

During the Depression the Amer-
ican Fabians made their greatest
gains. At that time whole broods of

(continved on page 18)
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Whose Side

is the State Department On?

President Kennedy, it had
seemed, talked of exporting free-
dom to the world. We were glad-
dened. But, as we waited, he buried
freedom’s transport license deep in-
to the murky jungles of the State
Department. The Department first
floundered in Cuba; then they pro-
ceeded to guarantee freedom’s ex-
pulsion from South East Asia and
Africa. By that time well meaning
Americans labored to escape the
conclusion that something other
than ineptness in their ranks was
responsible for these disasters.

The outward appearances of for-
eign policy under the Johnson ad-
ministration generated a spark of
hope in free hearts. But is that hope
substantiated? Recent events are
heartening, even to the Kennedy
era’s seasoned skeptics. We cannot
fail to note that the U.S. has
assumed an aggressive position in
Viet Nam; that the Communist
sympathizer in Brazil has been
temporarily deposed; and that
Moise Tshombe has gained the De-
partment’s announced support. But
are these events actually the result
of a reversal in the State Depart-
ment’s  “the-Communists-are-our-
friends” policy?

That there would be changes is
a natural thing. The top echelon
officials are bound to react to the
consequences of their mistakes.
The dog which plays in mock com-
bat, finding the real thing different,
changes tactics after his ears are
bitten. Thus, the foggy ideals of
Kennedy’s college professors, who
still run the Department, have not
adequately withstood the experi-
ence of practice. For, it is discerni-
ble that the top officials in the State
Department have developed a
more practicable view of the Com-
munist challenge. This, in part, ex-
plains the changes.
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Of course, President Johnson
may have been partly responsible
for the new look, although, it is
questionable just how effectively
the Chief of State’s formulations of
general policy filter down through
the bureaucratic levels to its prac-
tical effectuation. A general direc-
tive can be — and has been— pil-
fered beyond recognition by the
lower echelon officials working in
the field. But, the top officials re-
main responsible to the President
for any aspect of United States
foreign policy; no move blatantly
contrary to his general directive
could be afforded. Still, whether
President Johnson has so engen-
dered changes in our foreign policy
can be merely conjectured.

A best guess depends on the par-
ticular situation in question. As the
most glaring example, all indica-
tions point to the President as the
one primarily responsible for the
Viet Nam policy. This is reason-
able, since when immediate war
threatens, the Secretary of State al-
ways asks the President. However,
most of the other situations about
the world seemingly carry the
marks of the State Department. It
seems that L.B.J. generally gives
them a free hand. The President’s
interests are at home — except, of
course, he favors peace.

Pacem In Terris

That is our foreign policy, peace.
Vice President Hubert Humphrey
represented the President at the
opening ceremony of the convoca-
tion on Pacem in Terris recently
held in the U.N. General Assembly
Hall. His remarks were perhaps as
close as we will ever get to a gen-
eral statement concerning the ob-
jectives of United States foreign
policy. Humphrey’s speech re-
volved about three central themes:

(1) the new face of war—the nu-
clear holocaust; (2) the peace-en-
dangering inequality of wealth; and
(3) the need for a strong world or-
ganization to keep the peace. Now
is there anything new in that pol-
icy? No, we have watched it devel-
op from within the confines of Fog-
gy Bottom even before Kennedy.
It is the policy of our State Depart-
ment.

Humphrey’s Pacem in Terris re-
marks are, thus, a convenient
wedge into the lock box secrets of
those who promulgate the working
theory of the Department’s policy.
Referring to the pending nuclear
disaster he said:

3

. war has worn a new face.
And the vision of it has sobered
all man and demanded of them
a keener perception of mutual
interests and a higher order of
responsibility. Under these con-
ditions mankind must concen-
trate on the problems that unite
us rather than divide us.”

Because of the Bomb, they say,
we are compelled to forget our dif-
ferences. That depends, I would
argue, on who “we” refers to. If
the two H-bomb wielding adversa-
ries were the U.S.A. and, say, Great
Britain, who would argue? No
great differences exist between us;
Britain is not actively impressing
upon the world a new social order,
a system of government diametri-
cally opposed to American ideals
of free choice. Whether two nation’s
differences may be ignored, then, is
determined relative to the degree
of mutual interest. America and
Great Britain would be foolish to
war because we have many mutual
interests.

But, in their applications, Liber-
ty and Marxism are totally incom-
patible. One exists at the expense



of the other. The only manner in
which mutual interest can arise be-
tween the Communists and our-
selves is in the case that one ac-
cepts ideals of the other. Freedom
of choice suffers — as it has —
when we accept a collective (gov-
ernmental) responsibility for the
economic plight of the unfortunate
— as we have. Poverty, I'm sure,
would be a major mutual interest
cited by Humphrey and his fellows
in the State Department. The
Marxist premise has been accept-
ed; the two powers find a mutual
interest. Freedom and Maxism have
not.

The Nuclear Factor

The Bomb only introduces a
multiplication factor — little ac-
ceptance X Bomb equals more wil-
lingness to compromise. The for-
mula remains essentially the same.

It is my contention that Hubert
and the Department do indeed
have many mutual interests with
the Communists. And they are
quite willing to concentrate on “the
problems that unite us rather than
divide us.”

Again, Humphrey’s peace speech
evidences this thinking. Talking of
the inequalities in this world he
stated:

“In Latin America, in Asia and
Africa, another threat to peace
lies in the shocking inequality
between privileged and impover-
ished . . . A real threat to peace
in these areas is a revolutionary
challenge of an unjust social or-
der in which true peace — peace
based on justice — is impossible.”

What Marxist could have stated
it better? Now, not even we con-
servatives wish to perpetrate pov-
erty in the world. But the proposed
change in the social order is pre-
cisely what Mao intends for South-
east Asia — and the Communists
for the world. It is but a cruel ra-
tionalization to justify our partici-
pation in this scheme as an anti-
revolutionary project. Revolutions
don’t start among peasants, and
stable social orders are their great-
est deterrent. The goal is the
changed social order. That change
is also the object of the Communist.

I wish we could ignore Hum-
phrey’s words as the incessant jab-
ber of an ideologue; but the State
Department is sold on the policy.
The Alliance for Progress, for in-
stance, requires the Latins to pro-
mulgate sweeping land reforms.
Joao Goulart, deposed president of
Brazil, can thank his too eager com-
pliance with these demands for the
wide unpopularity he experienced.
Further, the Alliance has too often
sponsored nationalization of Latin
American industry. The program’s
object is clearly not peace, or pro-
gress to freedom; it is the Marxist
dream of the changed social order.

A second example avails itself.
Before the House Committee on
Foreign Affairs, David Bell, admin-
istrator of our foreign aid agency,
reported that the U.S. is paying for
major development programs in
India, Pakistan, Turkey, Nigeria,
Tunisia, Brazil and Chile. In all of
these — excepting possibly Brazil
under new leadership — the major
developments he speaks of are
openly socialist programs. Each
tends to change that “unjust,” feu-
dalistic, social order. Again, the
State Department embraces the
Marxist dream.

Further, incriminating evidence
is derived from Hubert Horatio’s
Pacem in Terris statements advo-
cating strengthening the peace-
keeping function of the U.N. He
says he desires a world community
(read: government). He thinks the
free world, if it would only mature,
could lock arms with the Commu-
nists and dance down the road to
Progress. Yes, he speaks for the
Department. Not only do they free-
ly and expressly agree with Hum-
phrey on the above, but they pro-
nounce proudly the fact that world
organizations — most of which
have Communist bloc membership
—now take credit for much of our
foreign aid. Why? Because they
are desirous of strong world organ-
izations.

None of them seem to consider
the impracticality of a world body
which could give fair hearing to
both the Western and Marxist
goals. One power must eventually
gain internal control; and then, of

course, world control. The State
Department sees no danger of that
happening,  Quite simply, they
haven’t yet noticed the ideological
clash between the Communist bloc
and the Free West — at least as
they view the Free West.

So, viewing this seeming agree-
ment with Marxist aims, how can
we explain the new appearance of
the hard nose approach in the State
Department? I have not claimed
that Rusk’s crew mutinies against
America out of their love for Com-
munists. That’s ridiculous. No ra-
tional human, born and raised un-
der freedom, will consciously work
to destroy that freedom. But many,
in their zeal to give prosperity to
the world, will forget their free-
dom. That is the State Depart-
ment’s disease. Sure, they cringe
when Communists murder — but
not like I cringe. They’ll fight when
the Communist dictators aggress —
but not like I'll fight. For it is in
their minds that the world struggle
is but an intra-party fight, a dis-
agreement between proponents of
two methods to the same end.
Communism, according to our
State Department, will mellow,
freedom being given its slaves. And
the Free World, they hope, will
eventually burst from the chain of
its “unjust” social order. As you can
see, mutual interests between Com-
munists and Americans abound in
such a theory; except for Commu-
nism’s extreme methods — its too
eager overturning of the social or-
der at the expense of Freedom —
no argument would be had. And
they do, in fact, find little between
themselves which will arouse their
ire.

No, the State Department
doesn’t love Communists. They
merely like them better than we
do. It is the aim of the Department
to stand off the Communist on-
slaught; they wish to save some
vestige of human dignity. For that
we must commend them. However,
it is not the aim of the Department
to eradicate Communism from the
earth; they only wish to institute
their own brand of the same prod-
uct. For that we must insist they
leave the country.
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The Glorious Blasphemer

James M. O’Connell

Although nearly ten years have
passed since his death, most Amer-
ican intellectuals find it difficult,
indeed, impossible, to evaluate H.
L. Mencken. His searing blasts at
the follies of businessmen, preach-
ers and respectable burghers would
seem to locate him in the Socialist
camp; yet, his comments on liber-
ty, democracy and capitalism are
deeply libertarian. Although he
was an agnostic, perhaps even an
atheist, he remained on fairly good
terms with men of religion—unless
they were out attempting to sup-
press liberty on their own—unlike
the Madelayn Murrays or Ayn
Rands who devote reams to the
denunciation of the “opiate of the
masses.” A Tory himself, he had
little patience with the pretentions
of authoritarian conservatives who,
at points, drifted dangerously close
to Fascism in their attitudes toward
government.

Mencken argued for aristocracy
—not the aristocracy of birth, with
its decayed scions of once proud
houses, nor the plutocratic aristoc-
racy of wealth—but an aristocracy
built on the intelligence of superior
individuals, dedicated to human
liberty, and tolerant of the attempts
by various radicals and reformers
on one hand, and authoritarians on
the other, to advocate their own
systems. Mencken believed in free
speech, just as John Stuart Mill be-
lieved in free speech; were he alive
today, his support of American se-
curity programs would be far more
conditional than most conservatives
would prefer. I doubt if he would
support fanatical groups on the
Right at all; he would, however,
limn them with his typewriter in
such a manner as to leave them
permanently ridiculous and ineffec-
tual. Nor would he confine his
shots to the starboard; the vaga-
ries of the Left: the ADA, the vari-
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ous Civil Rights groups, the super-
pacifists would all be bathed in the
searing and pitiless light of his
ridicule and consigned to some in-
tellectual Gehenna for their ab-
surdities.

We could well imagine his mirth
during the last election at the ex-
pense of the Democratic ticket;
neither the sage from the Peder-
nales and his unphotogenic brood
nor the ci-devant druggist from the
intellectual swamps of Minnesota
would have stood against the flow
of satiric wit. Nor would the Re-
publicans have fared much better.
Eisenhower, Rockefeller and Rom-
ney would have been dismissed for
the wowsers that they were, Scran-
ton would have been deflated for
his pomposities, and even Barry
Goldwater would have received
only a grudging approval, especial-
ly after he “modified” his positions
in a vain attempt to attract voters.
More than likely, Mencken would
have sat and watched as democ-
racy continued its own destruction.
Indeed, it was toward democracy,
“the worship of jackals by jack-
asses,” that he directed his most
pungent comments. Democracy in
the age of television would have
left him gasping and howling with
unrestrained glee.

Many conservatives would be
puzzled by his attitude. Why his
merriment over the decline and
fall of the American Republic? In
an article for the New Individual-
ist Review (Summer 1962) Mur-
ray Rothbard noted:

Any man who is an individualist
and a libertarian in this day and age
has a difficult row to hoe. He finds
himself in a world marked, if not
dominated, by folly, fraud and tyran-
ny. He has, if he is a reflecting man,
three possible courses of action open
to him: 1) he may retire from the
social and political world into his pri-
vate occupation . . . 2) he can set

about to change the world for the bet-
ter, or at least to formulate and propa-

gate his views with that hope in mind,

or 3) he can stay in the world and

enjoy himself immensely at this spec-
tacle of folly.

Rothbard used this approach in
his attempt to explain Mencken; as
he saw Mencken, Mencken believed
that boobus Americanus would re-
main boobus Americanus forever-
more. Most libertarians are commit-
ted to the second course® but a
case can be made for a certain
amount of “Menckenizing” in the
field of politics. America sadly
needs a Mencken when the Presi-
dency can be debased by a vulgar-
ian like Truman, a neo-Grant like
Eisenhower, a pious fraud like the
late Mr. Kennedy and a dunghill
statesman like the present incum-
bent. America needs a critic of the
arts and of literature in the age of
Norman Mailer, a critic of music in
the face of the Beatles, a gastrono-
me in the era of the Pedernales
barbeque, and a libertarian theorist
when the only popularizers of lib-
erty are Hugh Hefner and Ayn
Rand.

America needs a Mencken to
strip away the hypocrisies and
frauds of the idiot Left as well as
the idiot Right; a man who could
dump Robert Welch and Martin
Luther King into the same pot, sea-
son well with devastating logic, fry
with the roasting coals of wit, and
serve to a public famished on a
diet of pap. Above all, the conserv-
atives need a Mencken to tear
down the structure of Liberalism,
and do so with a whoop and a hol-
ler. Only then will there be any
hope of carrying the conservative
credo to the American people.
Mencken astounded a decade and
sent Prohibition and Comstockery
down in ruins; a new Mencken
may be needed to send Liberalism
tumbling after. Let us hope that he
is not long in coming and that his
reception is fitting. It is time for
a glorious blasphemer to heave
dead cats into the temple, pencil
moustachios on the idols and tweak
the noses of the high priests. May
he be up to his task!

#*See my own Lessons From an Election
and Richard O. Wright's Ne'er Buck
The Establishment in the January 1965
Issue of INSIGHT AND OUTLOOK.



The Increasing Criticism: Challenge or Threat

to the American Fraternity System?

Has the death
of U.S. fraternities

become inevitable?

The vitality of the attack upon the
American fraternity system ap-
pears to be in direct proportion
to the maturation of local frater-
nity action. As Dr. Russell Kirk
pointed out in National Review
Magazine, “Fraternities are not
getting worse, which is more than
one can say of the world at large
.. . Yet criticism of fraternities and
actions against them have been
growing more intense.” In recent
months criticism of the American
fraternity system has reached un-
paralleled intensity, while at the
same time local fraternity activity
indicates that today’s fraternity
members are more academically
oriented and less socially frivolous
than ever before.

Throughout the years there have
been many criticisms of the Amer-
ican fraternity system, the most
penetrating of which have often
been made by those who have worn
the badge and taken the vows of
membership in a Greek-letter fra-
ternity. Generally these conscien-
tious and sincere critics have di-
rected their attention to the legiti-
mate question of fraternity pur-
pose: questioning whether the un-
dergraduate members were striv-
ing to live in accordance with their
ritual and attempting to excel in
accordance with their purpose.
These friendly critics questioned
the hazing policies followed by
many chapters in the training of
pledges, and seriously objected to
pranks and practical jokes which
took up time which could better
be expended for more serious
things. The criticism was harsh,

Tom Charles Huston

but it was sincere and friendly and
just.

The loudest of our critics today
are neither sincere, friendly, or
just. Many of them are profes-
sional assailants who criticize for
pay in articles noted for sensation-
alism, not truth. Their knowledge
of the fraternity system is exceed-
ed only by their sense of propor-
tion. One critic, for example, traced
the American fraternity system
back to the Ku Klux Klan, in whose
tradition, he maintained, they act.
These cynics, so engrossed in their
own mundane, materialistic out-
look on life, cannot imagine an or-
ganization being founded on rit-
ualism and guided by idealism. The
fraternity system, says Brock
Brower, an assistant editor of Es-
quire magazine, “is not composed
of values, but of meaningless repe-
titions in form.” Mr. Brower ob-
viously does not understand that
the fraternity system exists solely
for the purpose of perpetuating
through the lives of its members
the high goals and lofty idealism
of its founders, and the “repeti-
tions in form” are the standards
and guidelines by which the mem-
bers judge their own performance.
The eloquent ritual, the demand-
ing vows, the high goals, and lofty
idealism may seem “meaningless”
to the skeptics; but to those who
share their mystery and seek their
implementation they are meaning-
ful; more than that, they are chal-
lenging and provoking and impor-
tant. Man cannot live by bread

alone, nor can he live through
pragmaticism or cynicism. The
professional critics cannot under-
stand this for they cannot see be-
yond the limits of their confusion;
they cannot understand beyond the
confines of their dogmaticism.
Their yardstick, by which they
judge the things of the world, is of
the world. They cannot evaluate
ideals or values because they can-
not touch them or see them or sell
them. But there are values and
there are ideals which are impor-
tant in the lives of men, and it is
in the American fraternity system
that the ideals of brotherhood and
service, understanding and sympa-
thy, devotion and dedication, ex-
cellence and diligence are living
values, sought after and lived by
each day on the college and uni-
versity campuses of our nation
where fraternity chapters are lo-
cated.

The Sin of Sifting

The charge most frequently lev-
eled at the fraternity system is that
it is unjustifiably exclusive; that it
encourages snobbishness and per-
petuates social inequality. On
many campuses chapters of old
and distinguished national fraterni-
ties have been threatened with ex-
pulsion because of alleged racial
discrimination, not necessarily by
that chapter, but by some chapter
within the national fraternity. This
has been particularly true of fra-
ternities whose national constitu-
tions contain “discrimination
clauses.” Many vigorous assailants,
however, have not limited their
attack to those fraternities with
such clauses, but have turned their
wrath on all fraternities which
have not shown good faith by con-
spicuously admitting Negro, Jew-
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ish, Oriental, or Catholic students
into membership. In some cases,
university administrators have
gone so far as to insist on a quota
system whereby each fraternity
chapter would be required to have
a specified member of Negro, Jew-
ish, Oriental, and Catholic mem-
bers.

Racial discrimination is one of
the most vital issues of our time,
but it is also one of the most vola-
tile. Discrimination is not itself an
evil or undesirable thing, for every
day in a thousand ways each citi-
zen exercises his capacity for dis-
crimination in buying peaches in-
stead of apples, in watching Ben
Casey rather than Dr. Kildare, in
joining the Methodist rather than
the Baptist Church. In considering
discrimination, three important
factors must be determined: (1)
what is the criteria used for mak-
ing a discriminating choice; (2)
who is the agent applying the cri-
teria? and (3) for what purpose
is the choice being made? The
Brown v Board of Education deci-
sion has relevance only where the
criteria employed are racial in char-
acter; the agent applying the cri-
teria is government, or people
doing business through or with the
assistance of government; and the
purpose for making the choice is
to deny a citizen rights explicitly
guaranteed to him. When, how-
ever, individuals acting without
the assistance of government desire
to make a discriminating choice,
they are free to employ any cri-
terion they choose regardless of its
rationale or desirability. Frequent-
ly it is overlooked that the right
of a voluntary organization to se-
lect its members on any basis it
chooses is guaranteed by the same
14th Amendment which guaran-
tees membership on an equal basis
to all who wish to join a ecivic or
publicly owned association.

National or Local?

While primary attention has
been directed to the question of
membership determination, a great
deal of consideration recently has
been given to the question of local
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autonomy. Although the two issues
can not easily be separated — the
one following as it does from the
other —it is convenient for pur-
poses of discussion to consider
them independently in so far as it
is possible to do so.

It must be pointed out at the
beginning that among those who
favor local autonomy—or who
think they favor it—there are
many who are sincere in their con-
victions, whose loyalty to the
Greek-letter system is beyond ques-
tion. There are, however, those
who see the issue of local autono-
my as a weapon to be insidiously
used ultimately to destroy the na-
tional fraternity system.

NSA Nonsense

The vanguard of those who
would use the local autonomy
question as a cudgel to destroy the
fraternity system is the National
Student Association, the Liberally-
oriented confederation of college
and university student govern-
ments which claims to represent

the American student community,
although less than one-fourth of
the universities and colleges in the
United States are members. Hay-
ing succeeded in duping the lead-
ers of higher education into accept-
ing it as the legitimate voice of the
American student, NSA has uti-
lized its prestigious position to
carry on a subtle attack against
the American fraternity system.

In its policy statement on frater-
nity membership determination,
NSA has expressed its belief that

discrimination in social organiza-
tions will not be completely elimi-
nated until local chapters have
complete autonomy over member-
ship determination. It urges local
chapters to work for this end by
demanding alterations in their na-
tional constitutions. The premise
for the position adopted by the
NSA National Executive Commit-
tee is more explicitly stated in a
resolution adopted by its Ohio-
Indiana Region in which fraternity
membership is declared to be “an
implied prerequisite to participa-
tion in the life of the student com-
munity.” The fallacies of this prem-
ise are obvious: first, if member-
ship in a voluntary organization is
a prerequisite to participation in
the life of the student community
it is because students have volun-
tarily deemed it so; secondly, so
long as students are free to volun-
tarily organize, any student ex-
cluded from one organization may
join another, or barred from all ex-
isting organizations, may form a
new organization open to those
with whom he desires to associate;
thirdly, it is unrealistic in view of
the size of student bodies and the
luxuriousness of independent liv-
ing facilities to assume that frater-
nity membership is actually a con-
dition for participation in the life
of the student community. In
short, although the premise may
be refuted on the basis of its false
theoretical assumptions, it most
easily can be refuted by analyzing
conditions as they actually exist to-
day on the campus—life in the
student community has become so
complex that fraternity affiliation
has increasingly become less im-
portant in determining the role the
student assumes in campus life.
Fraternities are but one of the
many private voluntary organiza-
tions which provide the student
with extracurricular social oppor-
tunities.

The most recent NSA policy
statement advocates the withdraw-
al of university recognition from
chapters which engage in “discrim-
inatory practices.” It is obvious
that every private social organiza-



tion engages in “discriminatory
practices.” How else would it func-
tion? The criteria for discrimina-
tion might not be based on race,
color, religion, creed, political be-
lief, or national origin, but how
would fraternities prove that such
was the case? How could they meet
the standard set by NSA unless
they let NSA select their members
for them?

It is impossible for either a local
chapter or the national fraternity
itself to meet the standard set forth
by NSA. This is deliberately so.
There is no sincere hope that the
doors of fraternity and sorority
chapter houses might be open to
all equally on their merit as indi-
viduals: there is only the veiled
desire that the doors of every
chapter house be closed forever.

Need National Strength

The Greek-letter system has
grown to its present strength for
two fundamental reasons. First, it
has met a basic need for commu-
nity — it has satisfied a fundamen-
tal desire to share with those whom
we freely choose the experiences
of our all-important college days.
Secondly, it has developed as a
national system, as an association
of chapters which share common
ideals, rituals, traditions, and poli-
cies. Because fraternities are na-
tional in scope they are able to
maintain a broad and varied fra-
ternal, philanthropic, and academic
program. The importance of a
strong national fraternity is not to
be taken lightly, and those who
would destroy the American fra-
ternity system have judged wisely
that they must first break up the
nationals before they can proceed
to the final step of eliminating for-
ever the individual fraternity chap-
ter.

Of grave concern is the attitude
of many fraternity members who
see their national affiliation only in
terms of annual national dues.
They concede a place to the na-
tional as a source of efficient ad-
ministrative assistance, but they
fail to see any further advantage.

This condition is the result of local
chapters and national officers fail-
ing to orient the individual frater-
nity member toward the national
fraternity. The perspective of the
undergraduate member is danger-
ously limited. Fraternities are fail-
ing to teach their active members
that the membership of the frater-
nity is national and its life is per-
petual. Fraternity membership does
not end upon graduation. Frater-

nitv membership is a life-time obli-
gation and a life-time opportunity.
Perhaps undergraduates tend to
overlook the post-graduate phase
of their fraternal life because of
the unpleasantness which occasion-
ally arises between the active chap-
ter and interested alumni. Alumni
must remember that each active
chapter is responsible for the ad-
ministration of its own affairs, and
although the active chapter is anx-
ious for counsel and assistance, it
naturally resents any overt intru-
sion into the day by day adminis-
tration of the chapter. Alumni must
convince, not dictate; counsel, not
control. Too often alumni forget
what things were like when they
were undergraduates — how un-
evenly things went then; how much
difficulty they had administering
the affairs of the chapter. Somehow
things always seem to work out,
and it is the experience of manag-
ing a fraternity, of making ends
meet, that is among the most
worthwhile contributions of the
fraternity system to the personal

development of the individual

member.
The Road Ahead
The national fraternities have a

difficult job ahead if they are to
justify the confidence placed in
them by the defenders of the
American fraternity system. If fra-
ternities desire to be treated as pri-
vate voluntary organizations, free
from university regulation, they
must be prepared to assume great-
er responsibility for their own con-
duct. National fraternities must ex-
ercise far greater control over their
chapters in matters of discipline,
academic standards and financing,
or else forfeit these responsibilities
by default to university adminis-
trations. Only so long as fraterni-
ties can cope with their own prob-
lems, meet their own needs, man-
age their own affairs will they be
able to retain their sovereignty.
The membership of a local chapter
changes completely every four
years. The continuity so important
in administering the affairs of a
fraternal organization is lacking in
a fraternity unless there is someone
available to see the big picture, to
concern himself with the future as
well as the present. On some cam-
puses today the national fraterni-
ties have allowed this task to fall
to umiversity administrations who
have concerned themselves with
building programs, academic stand-
ards, disciplinary problems. Fortu-
nately on other campuses the na-
tional fraternities acting through
alumni groups and national officers
have assumed these responsibilities
and have insured for themselves
that the future of their local chap-
ter is secure. The next decade will
be decisive. Either the national
fraternities will assume their right-
ful obligation on every campus
where they have a chapter and
work diligently for that chapter’s
future success or else the univer-
sity administrations will assume
this task and there will in effect be
no need for national fraternities.
The choice is clear. The action
must be immediate and it must be
vigorous.

When undertaking a defense of
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the fraternity system it is easy to
be too generous—to overlook the
faults of the system in an effort to
protect it. The fraternity system
like any social system is imperfect,
and it must constantly strive to
eliminate as many of its imperfec-
tions as possible. When it ceases
to be critical of its own perform-
ance, when it becomes self-satisfied
and unwilling to move forward, the
fraternity system will fall prey to
those who are eagerly waiting in
the shadows to deal the system its
death blow.

It has to be admitted that there
is a great need for internal reform
within the system. Life on the
campus is changing rapidly with
the demands on the student be-
coming more stringent. No longer
is the student free to spend his
time working on pledge dances or
house projects during the week.
Schools are overcrowded, and if a
student isnt prepared to work,
there is always someone seeking
admission who is.

Pledge hazing of any and all
types must be abolished. No val-
uable end is served by it, and it
merely interferes with the pursuit
of important fraternity objectives.
Emphasis during pledgeship must
be placed on scholarship, gentle-
manliness, cultural appreciation,
brotherhood and fraternalism.
Pledges should be taught to as-
sume responsibility and execute ob-
ligations. These traits need to be
taught, not forced. The best pledge
training is a good example on the
part of the members of the active
chapter. Action still speaks louder
than words.

The Final Test

Fraternities need to ponder seri-
ously their attitude toward scholar-
ship. Is the potential author or
scientist, Nobel Prize Winner or
Rhodes Scholar sought after for
fraternity membership? Is true
scholarship — the great joy of seek-
ing truth— encouraged within the
Chapter House? If the fraternity
system is going to compete on the
campuses of tomorrow, it nmwust be
prepared to seek excellence to pro-
vide an atmosphere in which true
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scholarship can flourish. If it can-
not do this, if it fails to meet its
academic responsibility, it will
cease to justify its continued exist-
ence.

The final test of the value of fra-
ternity membership is the extent to
which the member’s life is affected
by the ideals of fraternal ritualism.
The fun of joint endeavor, the ex-
perience of chapter office, the value
of social grace are all important
and meaningful derivatives of fra-
ternity life; but they do not com-
pare with that value which is most
important, which most influences
and affects the course of life. True
fraternalism is love: love of schol-
arship, love of man, love of alma
mater. With this love there is joy
and awe which directs attention
away from self and toward others.
Fraternalism is tempered with re-
sponsibility; it knows no limits; it
recognizes no restraint. It retains
color during darkness and intimacy
during absence. It sees life in all
its grandeur; and accepting the
challenge of the day, it ventures
forth to greet the unknown, un-
afraid with head held high.

The American fraternity system
today must take out of the moth-
balls of semi-annual initiation rites
the great idealistic truths which
show the way to true fraternalism.
It was upon these great truths that
the fraternity system was built, and
it has been through the nobility of
purpose and strength of conviction
of its members that the system has
survived. If the high goals and
lofty idealism of the Founders
cease to provide the base upon
which the daily life of the frater-
nity is built, the future holds no
hope for the svstem.

Fabians

(continued from page 1)

them swarmed to Washington in a
crusade to “save” free enterprise—
a la John Maynard Keynes (in the
familiar British tradition). To meet
this end they spent money—"prim-
ing the pump” as they called it. But
the pump didn’t prime, so the Lib-
erals spent more, and more, and
more.

To most Americans, the game
being played was unimportant. The
government was spending billions
and they liked it. Washington be-
came the symbol of generosity. But
what most Americans didn’t realize
was that nothing was free; they
paid for every dollar they received.
Every time the government spent a
million dollars another administra-
tive ideologue became entrenched
in the accompanying bureaucratic
mess, and another “Fabian” politi-
cian insured his perpetuation at the
next election. In 1940 a reporter
asked a Department of Agriculture
official who he thought would win
the election. The reporter was tak-
en to a vast room filled with hun-
dreds of machines which were writ-
ing out checks for farmers by the
hundreds of thousands. Huge sacks
of these were going out to farmers
everywhere. The official said, “Look
at that and tell me what chance you
think the Republicans have.”

Today, it is understandable why
the Socialist Party remains near
bankruptcy while the Fabian spirit-
ed Liberals enjoy unmatched pros-
perity. Their mode of attack is fun-
damentally different. While the
Party calls for socialized medicine
per se, the Liberals take the Machia-
vellian approach through Medicare.

The future looks no brighter.
Perhaps the President gave us a
premonition of things to come when
he labeled his administration the
“Great Society.” It was the title of
a book written fifty years ago by
Graham Wallas, one of the British
Fabian Society’s early leaders, in
which he outlined a socialist blue-
print by means much like the Ad-
ministration’s proposals. All indi-
cations seem to lead to one conclu-
sion: Hannibal will not be avenged
in America.



REVIEWS:

Rich Man, Poor Man . ..

Does the less fortunate client
get legal justice?

Carlin and Howard’s article, “Le-
gal Representation and Class Jus-
tice,” 12 U.C.L.A. Law Review
381 (January, 1965), is, at least,
provocative. Through a clever and
effective manipulation of various
statistics and social hypotheses, the
authors make a plausible case that
poor people don’t get legal justice.
Out of a total of fifty-seven pages,
almost fifty develop this thesis. In
the remaining eight pages, Carlin
and Howard do manage to solve
their fifty page conundrum. Their
answer, couched in terms of group
legal representation and increased
federal aid to indigents is hardly
revolutionary.® Ironically enough,
neither Carlin nor Howard seemed
to notice that their eight page sug-
gestions are not immune from their
own attacks on present efforts to
give justice to indigents, as well as
raising new problems not consid-
ered.

But both past and current at-
tempts to meet this problem are
rather summarily disposed of by
the authors. Legal aid societies are
primarily administrative organiza-
tions given to lofty ideals and pet-
ty degrading practices. Small
claims courts are merely additional
weapons for collection agencies,
As for court appointed attorneys,
they are either a) inexperienced;
b) financially unable to give an ef-
fective defense to indigents; or ¢)
ethically irresponsible.

If true, this is a shocking indict-

1. As early as 1950, Professor James W.
Hurst suggested group legal repre-
sentation for indigents in The Growth
of American Law, The Law Makers,
Little, Brown & Company, Boston,
1950.

Henry Hempe

ment. While this reviewer does not
have access to the plethora of sta-
tistics advanced by Carlin and
Howard, he does have a measure
of experience with several of the
agencies thus attacked. Based on
this experience, and with certain
exceptions, the C & H assault is
a gross overstatement.

Misconstrued?

Take private legal aid. Petty?
Whatever pettiness is encountered
in this organization comes in main
from the clients. Generally speak-
ing, staff members are eager to do
battle, as it were, on behalf of their
clients. Obviously, a certain re-
luctance arises when a client smells
as if his (or her) only connection
with a bar of soap was through an
ad seen on the television set the
finance company is trying to re-

possess. This, however, is a human
failure, not one of the legal aid
system.

Carlin and Howard deplore the
time a legal aid client is kept wait-
ing for action by a staff member.
Certainly, staff members are faced
with a problem of time apportion-
ment, but on the other hand, with
court dockets as crowded as they
are, speedy justice is hardly a fea-
ture of legal service to wealthy
clients either. Irritating? Certainly.
Degrading? Hardly.

Carlin and Howard charge also
that legal aid societies turn away
all but the most desperate cases.
Besides being somewhat contra-
dictory of the earlier claim of bu-
reaucratic pettiness, this charge is
again contrary to this reviewer’s
experience. Certainly, desperate
cases receive the promptest atten-
tion, but any client with a legal
claim will be represented. If Car-
lin and Howard mean that legal
aid societies won't press frivolous
claims while the privately retained
attorney will, it would appear that
in this respect legal aid societies
are manifesting a higher respect
for legal morality than private at-
torneys (as well as Messrs. Carlin
and Howard).

Ideological Confusion

Certainly, legal aid systems
aren’t perfect. Neither is the ad-
versary system, or, for that matter,
any system created and operated
by mere mortals. But the Carlin-
Howard hyperbole regarding the
faults of legal aid leads the in-
formed reader to speculate wheth-
er it is not indulged in to lend
credence to a preconceived theory
of blatant social injustice.

Carlin and Howard similarly
overstate their case against small
claims courts. The simplicity of
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procedure, lower costs, and lack of
need for an attorney (in some states
attorneys are barred from these
courts), it is argued, all operate to
the advantage of the creditor be-
cause of his greater familiarity
with these courts. Concededly, a
higher percent of judgments are
awarded to plaintiffs rather than
defendants. Most of these judg-
ments, however, are defaults in
which the defendant has simply
neglected to appear. Moreover,
there’s many a slip “twixt judgment
and execution of judgment. In

many cases, the cagey defendant is
able to delay his final reckoning
indefinitely.

This attack on small claims
courts flounders on another ground.
Inequality of antagonists is a prob-
lem throughout the adversary sys-
tem, and not confined to small
claims actions. Moreover, this in-
equality is a two edged sword; that
is, the shrewd defendant may well
have the advantage over his credi-
tor. But Carlin and Howard assume
that because a man is poor, he is
also stupid.

Interestingly enough, the Carlin-
Howard generalities about small
claims courts are not concurred in
by an eminent legal historian, Pro-
fessor James Willard Hurst, of the
University of Wisconsin law school.
Hurst sees great promise in the
development of these types of
courts as an aid to the greater
equalization of justice, provided
this development takes place in a
unified municipal court system.?

Court appointed attorneys also
draw the Carlin-Howard fire. While
it is true that a court appointed
attorney is greatly hampered in the

2. Ibid, pp. 159-163.
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preparation of his case by a lack
of adequate funds, this difficulty
has been met in many states by a
statutory mandate that such attor-
neys be compensated.? And in Wis-
consin, at least, the Supreme Court
has approvingly noted that court
appointed attorneys have achieved
an enviable record of success.® This
simply doesn’t square with the Car-
lin and Howard accusation of in-
experience or ethical irresponsibil-
ity.

The authors touch briefly on tax
supported public defenders. Criti-
cism is directed against an inade-
quate amount of public funds for
this purpose. This charge may well
be true, but for some reason, the
main defect of this system, i.e., the
tendency of the defender to con-
sider his office as an official arm
of the government for whom he
works and thus cooperate too
closely with the prosecution, is
completely overlooked. Perhaps
Carlin and Howard don’t consider
this an evil, but if this is the case,
then why the concern over pater-
nalism practiced by legal aid soci-
eties or welfare agencies?

Dignified Poverty

The fact is that Carlin and How-
ard should be not only faulted for
overstatement and omission, but for
confusion and self-contradiction, as
well. For instance, welfare is men-
tioned as one area in which indi-
gents need legal help. Recipients
of welfare, the argument runs,
should receive it as a matter of
right. The person on relief should
not lose one iota of his self-respect
and human dignity, and should, in
fact, be considered in the same
light as the responsible productive
citizen.

This is a non-sequitur. The very
act of applying for welfare and re-
lief is tangible and persuasive evi-
dence that the applicant is unable

3. See Wis. Stats. 957.26

4. “However, we believe the lawyers of
this state are and will be devoted to
their duty to render adequate and
efficient service to indigents whether
or not they receive compensation com-
parable to private practice.” Schwartz
v. Rock County, 24 Wis. 2d. 172, 181,
128 N.W. 2d, 450, 455 (1964)

to care for himself, even on a sub-
sistance level. It is ridiculous to
argue that such an individual
should not lose any of his dignity
or self respect. He has already lost
it. Any further official indignities
(the article lists budget control as
one of these) are largely super-
fluous.

Dependent Independence

Carlin and Howard’s reference
to an individual’s being the “master
of his destiny” in a “welfare state™
is ludicrous. A welfare state as-
sumes a parens patriae posture by
definition. If a paternalistic attitude
by the welfare state was not felt to
be necessary, the very need for a
welfare state could not be justified.
To be master of one’s fate in a wel-
fare state is simply a contradiction
in terms.®

Perhaps the deepest flaw appar-
ent in the Carlin-Howard article
is their tacit assumption of a status
quo class of indigents. Poverty
seems to be referred to as a perma-
nent condition. Nowhere is the
relative mobility of American so-
ciety taken into account. It is
rather assumed that 1) there will
always be poverty; 2) the same in-
dividuals will always be poor; and
3) the answer lies in making them
think they’re not poor. At times,
in fact, the almost inescapable im-
pression arises that Carlin and
Howard think an indigent should
prevail simply because he’s poor.

But, rightly or wrongly, wealth
does have its privileges, and the
attainment of these privileges can
serve as a mighty stimulus for the
individual alleviation of poverty.
Certainly - all people should be
equal before the law. But in equal-
izing justice, care should be taken
so as not to reward the pauper for
his poverty. To do so defeats the
very humanitarian ideals which
provided the impetus for the excess
— the preservation of human dig-
nity and self respect.

5..p. 338

6. Similarly, to advocate an adversary
system in a welfare state where pri-
vate citizens may challenge a gov-
ernment’s paternalistic determinations
would also seem to reflect a certain
confusion.



In Search of Meaning

“And one asks oneself where are one’s dreams. And one
shakes one’s head and says how rapidly the years fly by! And
again one asks oneself what has one done with one’s years.
Where have you buried your best days? Have you lived or
not? Look, one says to oneself, look how cold the world is
growing. Some more years will pass, and after them will come
gloomy solitude; then will come old age trembling on its
crutch, and after it misery and desolation. Your fantastic world
will grow pale, your dreams will fade and die and will fall
like the yellow leaves from the trees...”

DOSTOEVSKY,
from White Nights

The recently published writings of Whittaker Cham.-
bers make up a truly beautiful book. For Whittaker
Chambers, through some painful experiences in his
own history, has acquired a keenly perceptive insight
into the problems, the hopes, the disillusionment, the
outright plunder of our age. And in Cold Friday Cham-
bers bears his heart. The book is, above all else, the
portrait of a man as seen by the man himself, much
deeper than the surface—down even to the depths of
his own soul. Because of this Cold Friday becomes, at
places, overly sentimental. Men are that way. The

COLD FRIDAY
Whittaker Chambers
Random House, $5.95

nostalgia of the farm, the involved contemplation on
the meaning of the “farthest field to the North,” the
deep, concerned, even sobby love and respect for his
grown son; the high minded intellectual looks inside
and we see aspirations, desires, simple minded agape
love.

Whittaker Chambers is truly an “intellectual,” but
not because he’s also a scholar, historian, literary critic
and writer. His search is not in analyzing elections, or
finding out who fired the first shot, or even in logical
reasoning. Rather he asks, along with Camus, not to
live, but reasons for living. Whittaker Chambers was
concerned first and foremost with the problems that at
one time or another hit every thinking person, and his
life could be most accurately described as a struggle
to know. Chambers rejected the ideology that held

him in its grasp for a sizable part of his life not be-
cause Communism wouldn’t work, but because it was
not the answer; there must be a different, a more real
purpose for human existence. This, through a collec-
tion of brilliant essays, is at least in part what Cold
Friday is all about. But there is more.

In many ways Whittaker Chambers speaks over the
head of modern America. He both thought and wrote
on a level parallel to, but distinctly different from, the
intellectual perception of reality characteristic of the
twentieth century.

Chambers had a unique sense of the movement of
history as well as a set of values he saw being de-
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“If a nation values anything more than freedom,
it will lose its freedom, and the irony of it is that
if it is comfort or money that it values more, it
will lose that too.”

W. Somerset Maugham
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stroyed by that same movement. To him history was
not a matter of legislation, accidents, day by day
events, small wars or earth shaking decisions of willful
men. Rather it was a matter of convulsions — slow
maybe, here harder and in a different form than there,
perhaps, but fundamental eruptions — concerning the
“essential nature of civilization.” Thus he saw the Bol-
shevik Revolution in Russia, the Nazi and Fascist take-
overs in Germany and Italy, and the New Deal in the
United States all as separate facets of a general con-
vulsive revolution. He treats them not as similar but
one, varying tremendously in form, but essentially
alike. Every “front” had the common and central fea-
ture of subjugating man, of rendering him less and less
independent — politically, economically and morally.

Cold Friday will have a familiar ring to the readers
of Witness in many ways. Chambers’ struggle with
Communism and how it came to have such a grasp on
his life is beautifully spelled out through numerous
means. The revolutionary impact that American Lib-
eralism had upon his set of values and norms — the
trading of purpose giving faith for rationalism and
Science — while attending Columbia University is as
frank and honest an assessment of Liberalism’s soul-
crushing power as exists. Chambers left a West for
which he could see no future for a side apparently on
the rise. Once his faith in the life-force of the West
was destroyed Revolution was the only answer.

What is sad, and possibly despair-production, in the
book, is that in the eves of Chambers the West still has
very little to offer men searching for an answer. Ma-
terialism has almost conquered the spirit, and it is a
failure. “The West believes that man’s destiny is pros-
perity and an abundance of goods. So does the Polit-
buro.” To what, then, did Chambers and others like
him return? In his words, they “were back in a West
without meaning, a West that is unable to find itself a
meaning equal to the crisis that besets it.”

Chambers felt deeply that Western civilization had
lost that characteristic that would give it meaning, pur-
pose for being. And from this, his own retirement to
Pipe Creek Farm showed his personal answer to a
civilization that had lost its faith.

There is much in Cold Friday with which the con-
servative will take issue. Chambers’ naive ideas on the
farm problem and its solution will find few sympa-
thizers. The movement of history, the essence of con-
servatism, the opinions on the future of the world, as
well as its past, are all unorthodox. But vet, there is no
one who will read Cold Friday with an open mind who
will not be profoundly affected. For Whittaker Cham-
bers has, in his own person and in his own testimony,
lived the torture of the twentieth century and points
the way out. His words deserve a hearing.

Ricaarp FiscHER



“To be turned from one’'s course by man’s
opinions, by blame, and by misrepresenta-
tion, shows a man unfit to hold an office.”

SELUTARCH

Rare indeed is the man who can hold stead-
fastly to his basic beliefs in the face of unreason-
ing opposition. This is as true today as it was
nearly 19 centuries ago when the venerable

Greek philosopher first discussed the virtues
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At Badger Meter Manufacturing Company, our own experience
has been this:

Free enterprise has enabled our company to grow and expand . . .
create additional jobs in the Milwaukee community . . .

bring millions of dollars of new business to Wisconsin . . .
produce better products for our customers.

To our way of thinking, free enterprise is not a stand-pat
philosophy. Rather, it signifies a constant striving
for new ideas so we can meet competition in the open market.

These new concepts have included pioneer research in
magnetic drive meters, Read-O-Matic outdoor registers,
special industrial and food meters. With such ideas

as a foundation, we believe we have made at least a small
contribution to the growth of our community and our state.

BADGER METER MFG. CO.

4545 WEST BROWN DEER ROAD, MILWAUKEE
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“A revolution is taking place

which will leave the people de-
pendent on the government

finding markets will develop into
fixing prices and finding employ-
ment will develop into fixing wages.

The next step will be to furnish
markets and employment, or in de-
fault, pay a bounty and dole. Those
who look with apprehension on
these tendencies do not back hu-
manity, but are influenced by the
belief that the result of such meas-
ures will be to deprive the people
of character and liberty.”

President of the United States,
Calvin Coolidge
1923-29

‘ \fv...H. cd..‘.'

Glendale Avenue - Milwaukee'.9, ‘Wisconsin*

anufacturers of Quality Pressure-Sensitive Industrial Tape Products, Self-Bonding Nameplates, -

: Automatic Machines for Dispensing Labels, Nameplates, Masks and Tape. * Est. 1914
F - O 5 P : " . S 1

Poly-Plates

Self-bonding Nameplates
of miracle Mylar* with
permanent sub-surface
metalized printing
“DuPont’s Reg. TM

|

BIRIA[D]Y]- [C[ATL

Self-sticking All-Vinyl
or Mylar Nameplates —
surface-printed . . .
permanently protected

QUIK-PLATES

Self-bonding anodized
and etched Aluminum
Foil Nameplates

W. H. Brady Co. offers employment opportunities to competent young
men and women with a strong basic liberal arts education and with spe-
cific training in accounting, advertising, business, chemistry, economics,
engineering (chemical, electrical, electronic, industrial and mechanical),
graphic arts, manufacturing, mathematics, personnel, purchasing, sales.
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hindsights

Odd as it may seem, we find ourselves in agree-
ment with the Committee to End the War in Viet
Nam. They are right, the war ought to end. Before
the committee enlists our more active support for
their cause, however, it would only seem fair to in-
form them that our agreement does not extend to

their opinion of who the victors ought to be.

Should they remain interested, we have a sug-
gestion. Instead of picketing the President why not
send a delegation to the Communist capitals and
ask them to recall their attacking forces? Their
efforts wouldnt be very successful, but at least

they’d feel at home.

It is unbelievable! Nearly 7,000 war-mongers
on one campus alone (the University of Wisconsin)
made it known that they were definitely not in
favor of withdrawing from Viet Nam. All were
signers of a petition in favor of our present U.S.
policy. It is concrete proof of what the left-wing
has been contending all along: we rich capitalists
are all imperialist at heart. We're hotbloods too;

most of the male signers were of draft age.

“'U’" Leading in Federal Funds” ran the head-
iine, as the news story informed a tax-drained
public that the good University of Wisconsin has
been able to spend more of its money in the new
aid to education program than any other University
in the nation. Maybe it's because we're dense, but
we simply fail to see why our school has to be first

in everything.

We wonder how many people were perturbed
at the free-spending Federal Government when
they had to shell out the dough which they,
through the inadvertance (sic) of the central plan-
ners, were found owing on their income tax this

year. It hurts more when you see it go.
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