STUDENT REVOLT

Communist Takeover At Berkeley A Prototype

Gary Allen, a graduate of Stanford
University and ane of the nation's top
anitharities on civil turmoil and the New
Lefe, is author of Communist Revolu-
tion in the Streets—a highly praized and
definitive new volume on revelutionary
tactics and stratepres, published by West-
ern Islands. Mr. Allen is active in anti-
Communist and other humanitarian
cateses and is President of the Founda-
tion for Economic and Social Progress.
A film writer and journalist, he is a
Contributing Editor te Asmerican
Orinion. Gary Allen lectures soidely.

B Tue ramparts of America’s system
of higher education, long dominated by
“Liberals” and Socialists, are now under
assault by even more radical activists,
These Schoolboy Lenins have openly
declared their commitment to seizing
control of our major universities and
turning them into revolutionary en-
claves completely outside the jurisdic-
tion of local law enforcement. They say
they mean to rule or ruin, and their re-
cent successes sugeest that they may be
able to do just that

The Communists realized early that,
in order to implement student revolu-
tion on any large scale, they first needed
to control a promotype American uni-
versity where their youthful activists
could experiment with revolutionary
techniques, establish patterns, and set
precedents. The university selected by
the Communists to serve as the foun-
tainhead for student revolution in
America was the once-venerable Uni-
versity of California at Berkeley.

The capture of the Berkeley campus
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has during the past four years had a
serious impact on every major univer-
sity in the United States. It is impossible
to understand the subsequent turmoil
on nearly every college campus in
America without first understanding
tl'lﬂ prﬂ'nguu —l prﬂ'nguu wrillt.'n at
the University of California at Berke-
ley . . . “Moscow by the Bay."
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Most informed Americans are aware
that revolutionary students led by Com-
munist Bettina Aptheker and Mario
Savio first disrupted the Berkeley cam-
pus in the fall of 1964, and succeeded in
turning a phony “Free Speech Move-
ment” into a means of acquiring serious
concessions  from the administration,
This victory by student subversives was
not won in a vacuum, but had been
many years in the preparation,

Why was Berkeley the first target,
rather than Harvard, Columbia, or any
of a dozen other such presrigious Left-
ist universitics? A number of factors
made Berkeley uniquely susceprible.
Among these was irs location in the
San Francisco Bay area, a super-sophis-
ticated cosmopolitan center willing to
wolerate nearly anything, from topless
dancers, beatniks and hippies, to hard-
core subversion.

Yes, the Bay Area was just the place
for such an operation. San Francisco
has been official headquarters for Dis-
trict Thirteen of the Communist Par-
ty, U.SA., since shortly after the Par-
ty's [ounding, and the Reds' top propa
ganda outlets and training schools have
been located there for many decades.
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According to the State of California’s
Senate Factfinding Committee on Un-
American Activitics, “the Party has al-
ways operated the entire Pacific Coast
and Hawaiian apparatus from San
Francisco. . . "

Since the Communist strikes of 1934,
which brought Harry Bridges to power
in the International Longshoreman's
and Warchouseman's Union, San Fran-
ciscans have even tolerated the use of
their city as headquarters for Soviet
control over Westcoast shipping. Com-
rade Bridges, an alien wﬁo has been
identified under oath as a member of
the Communist Party by some three
dozen former Reds who knew and
worked with him in the Party, is still
a Soviet puppet. In the sophisticated
Bay area, however, Communist Harry
Bridges is a pillar of the community—
being appointed to a key city commis-
sion by San Francisco’s Mayor Joseph
Alioto, even after American Orpinion
published a photograph of his Commu-
nist Party dues card. Obviously, a com-
munity which would tolerate and hanor
a Harry Bridges would tolerate any-
thing the Reds could pull at Berkeley.

It was only to be expected, after all,
that with the San Francisco area being
so important a hub of Communist ac-
rivitics, the narion's largest university
at Berkeley would become a primary
target for Communist infiltration. It
was Communist Georgi Dimitrav, in-
structing at the Lenin School of Po-
litical Warfare, who said:

v« o Lt our friends do the wark,
. the sympathizer ir gemerally
worth mare than a doezen militaint
Communists, A sniversity pmfg.lrmr,
who withowt being a parly member
lends bimself to the interests af the
Soviet Union, is worth more than o
bundred men with party cards®

Thv:n: Wore man S'I..'I.'I:].'l prufcsmrs at

Berkeley — both those who have car-
2

ried cards, and those who have regular-
ly lent themselves to Soviet interests.

From no less an authority than Wil-
liam Schneiderman, who was for four-
teen years dircctor of all Communist
activities in District Thirteen, we know
that a sizeable campus cell made up of
members of the University faculty was
active at Berkeley as far back as the
carly Thirties.t This cell was known as
“Unit Five,” and often met in the home
of Professor Haakon Chevalier, who
was to become well known for his role
in the Oppenheimer Security Case. Unit
Five worked aggressively to spread
Marxism throughout the Berkeley cam-
pus, and recruited key students into the
Young Communist League and a con-
stellation of subsidiary student fronts.§

By 1939, ir had become evident that
the University would be conducting ex-
tremely vital and sensitive research for
the government, and the Communists
l:ﬂrcg.ln"? seeded the campus with Sovier-
controlled scientific organizations and
moved to scatter politically rehable
Comrades throughout strategic depart-
ments at Berkeley. This espionage ap-
paratus was headed by Marcel Scherer,
a graduare of the Lenin School of Poli-
tical Warfare in Moscow.

Thus it was that the foundation was
well laid at Berkeley for whatever the
Communists might eclect to do there
The Comrades worked hard, creating
an atmosphere of casy wlerance while
ar the same time infiltrating an already
“Liberal” faculty with dedicated agents
of the International Communist Con-

spiracy.

“As quoted in the report of the American Bar
Association Committee on Communist  Tacrics,
Scrategy and Objectives and reprinted in the Con-
grewimal Record, August 22, 1958, Page 17719,
tCaliformia Report on Un-American  Aciivities,
1943, Page 114,

$Onz of the young recruits at Beckeley was Na-
than Gregory Silvermaster, who later headed the
infamous Silvermaster Spy Cell in Washington,
D.C It was ac Silvermaster’s home chat highly
sccrer documents stolen by Alger Hiss from the
State Department were phorographed o be passed
on by courier to Moscow.
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Tue socaiLep “Free Speech Move-
ment” was not the first Communist cf-
fort 1o make use of Berkeley students
as fodder for riots. The demonstrations
apainst Hearings held in San Francisco
by the House Committee on Un-Amer-
ican Activities during 1960 had, after
all, been coordinated from the Berkeley
campus by a radical student organiza-
tion called SLATE, which was the fore
runner of the revolutionary groups now

active there. According to F.B.I. Direc-
tor J. Edgar Hoover, these 1960 riots —
viewed by millions of Americans in the
film Operation Abolition — were or-
ganized and run by the Communists.

Like the “Free Speech Movement,”
the Vietnam Day Committee, and the
other subsequent efforts directed by
Communists from the Berkeley enclave,
the 1960 riots were textbook examples
of a technique which the Communists
call the "United Front." This is a ploy
by which a seasoned corps of disciplined
Communists organize and manipulate
non-Communist individuals and groups
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Stowaort Albort of Communist Progrossive Lobor Party (blond in conter) recruits an Borkeloy campus.

in accord with Lenin’s dictum that
“Communism must be built with non-
Communist hands.” Chief organizer of
the student riots against the House
Committee was Douglas Wachter, then
a student at Berkeley. Wachter had
also been a student at Berkeley when
in 1959 he was an official delegate to
the Mational Convention of the Com-
munist Party, U.S.A., which announced
plans to expand agitation on the na-
tion's college campuses. He is the son

L
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of Communists Saul and Billie Wach-
ter, and has never made any secret of
the fact that he is a Red agent.®

Of course, as we noted, Doug Wach-
ter worked through SLATE—an or-
ganizartion formed at Berkeley in Feb-
ruary of 1958 to run Leftist candidates
for positions in the student govern-
mentt Among its founders were: Com-
munist DuBois Clubbers Parrick and

*Douglas Wachrer, after serving a3 a photographer
for several Communist newspapers, subsequently
recurned to Beckeley m o meemiber of 2be facwity.
150 successful was it in this regard that by 1964
SLATE was able to elect seven of its eight candi-
dates to the key positions in student government.
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Terence Hallinan, two of the five revo-
lutionary sons of avowed Marxist Vin-
cent Hallinan, a millionaire attorney;
Kenneth Clake, son of identified Com-
munists Richard and Shirley Cloke,
and a h].r-]intd columnist for the Com-
munist People’s World; Mike Tigar, a
delegate to the Communist World
Youth Festival in Helsinki, and a con-
tributor to the Communist Peaple's
World, who later received an appoint-
ment as a law clerk for the US, Su-
preme Court®; and, Mike Meyerson,
who achieved notoriety by visiting
Hanoi where he was made an hunumry
nephew of Ho chi Minh and was pre-
sented with a ring fashioned from met-
al taken from a downed U.S. aircrafr.

According ta the California Senate
Factfinding Committee on Un-Ameri-
can Activitics:

v« . from the very nception aof
rhis organization [SLATE] it is quite
obvions that ity leaders were strangly
ortented loward Communism. Some
were  enthwsiatic  fellow-travellers,
and others were simply willing to be
led by their more articilate, disci-
plined and energetic colleapnes. . ..

One of SLATE's major accomplish-
ments was its provision of an excuse for
University President Clark Kerr to
pressure the Board of Regents for a
modification of the long-standing rule
preventing  Communists  from  being
given a formal rostrum on the campus.
The first speaker to appear at Berkeley
following the rescinding of the rule was
Albert J. "Mickey” Lima, Chairman of
the Northern Division of the Commu-
nist Party of California. Cosponsoring
the much-heralded event were SLATE
and the Communist W.EB., DuBais

*The appointment wai rescinded afrer Tigar's
long record of Communist activities was pub-
licized. Mike Tigar now works in the Washington
offices of noted atterney Edward Benncrr Wil-
liama.
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Clubs. It was clearly no chance union.

The W.E.B. DuBois Clubs, lincar
descendants of the Young Communist
League, are largely an outgrowth of
cfforts of Marxist students ar Berkeley.
This organization, which is currently
under orders from the federal Subver-
sive Activities Control Board to register
as a Communist Front, began as a “dis-
cussion group” in San Francisco and
gained its first real strength when the
Berkeley chapter was formed in Ocio-
ber of 1962,

The address listed as headquarters by
the DuBois Club was 1579 Scenic Ave-
nue, the same address listed for Bettina
Aptheker, Michael and Patrick Halli-
nan, and Ken Cloke. To a great extent,
it was the leadership of SLATE which
became the nucleus of the Communist
DuBeis Club, and the DuBois Club,
according to the California Senate Re-
port on the matter, “constituted the
hard core of the so-called Free Speech
Movement at Berkeley."

Gb\rinusly. a key step in preparation
for taking over the campus was to bring
in reliable troops to lead the student
revolt. A significant cadre of the sons
and daughters of long-time Commu-
nists was now congregated at Berkeley
from all over the United States. The
queen bee of these crimson progeny
was Bettina Aptheker. Bettina had ar-
tended high school in Brocklvn, but
aheyed Horace Greeley's advice when
it came to selecting a college. Her
grades were not good enough to qualify
her for admission; but, with someone
pulling some strings, she obtained a
special waiver from the administration.

Berkeley literally swarmed with the
sons and daughters of top Commu-
nists. Among other Red Diaper Babies,
as the Communists call them, were:
Ken Cloke, son of Communists Richard
and Shirley Cloke; John Perlin, Vice
Chairman of SLATE, the son of Com-
munist Paul Perling Robert Starobin,
son of Joseph Starobin, former Forcign
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Editor of the Darly Worker; Paul Rich-
ards, son of Communist Harvey Rich-
ards; Margaret Lima, daughter of
“Mickey"” Lima, Secretary of the Com-
munist Party for Northern California;
Kathleen Grossman, daughter of Com-
munist attorney  Aubrey  Grossman;
Nora "Mufty” North, daughter of
Daily Worker columnist Joseph North;
Richard McMichael, son of Communist
minister Jack McMichael; Pete Steffens,
son of Communist Ella Winter and
Lincoln Steffens: Michael Granich, son
of Worker columnist Mike Gold; Lee
Goldblatt, daughter of Communist
Louis Goldblatt, (Treasurer of Harry
Bridges' 1.L.W.U.); Dennis Belrram,
son of Communist Elsie Beltram: and,
the list goes on and on,

A considerable number of other Red
Diaper Babics, not enrolled as students,
was also sent to the area to work on
the Berkeley campus.

Although the members of this Kiddie
Kommie Korps ordered to Berkeley
had been schooled in revolutionary ac-
tivity since their early teens, organiza-
tion and discipline was vital. The Reds
needed a top execurive for this one, and
that is exactly what they sent. His name
was Leon Wofsy.

Wofsy, who for fifteen years was of-
ficially in charge of the Communist
youth movement in the United States,
was imported to Berkeley in 1964 as a
Professor of Bacteriology. Leon is the
son of one of the original founders of
the Communist Party in America. Ac-
cording to the Worker he qualified for
the job by taking a “leave of absence”
fram his position with the Communist
Party to return to Yale for a Ph.D. in
genetics,

Comrade Wofsy was quickly brought
to the University of California’s branch
at LaJolla by its Dean of the Graduate
School of Sciences, Martin Kamen.
Dean Kamen, formerly chief chemist
at the Berkeley radiation laboratory,
worked closely with Frank Oppen-
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heimer, identified Communist brother
of J. Robert Oppenheimer. Kamen was
an assistant to Robert Oppenheimer at
Berkeley during the research that led
to the development of the atomic bomb,
and has quite a background. He was,
in fact, followed by government agents
and photographed passing classified in-
formation to two Soviet spies in a San
Francisco restaurant. So important was
he, however, that no legal action was
taken except to dismiss him from the
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Comrade Professor Wofsy makes fun of our flag.
Manhattan Project as a security risk.
Despite the fact thar LaJolla was itself
short of faculty and involved in an in-
tensive recruiting program, Dean Ka-
men wrote an impassioned letter to the
Dean of the Graduate Division at
Berkeley recommending that Comrade
Wofsy be hired. Upon arriving ar Berke-
ley, Leon Wolsy almost immediately
began working behind the scenes di-
recting the Free Speech Movement.®

*Wofsy was made a Departmental Manager dur-
ing his first year and has not been burdened—or
rested—with classroom eeaching assignments. In
his chird year he was made Department Chairman
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Much has been written about the mis-
named Free Speech Movement iself.
And, since the capture of university
classrooms and administration buildings
is hardly novel any more, there is little
need to dwell on the streetbundering
aspects of this show, Certainly the con-
troversy had nothing to do with “free
speech,” which already existed on the
campus in spades. Rather, the demon-
strations began over the ban against or-
ganizing and fund-raising on the cam-
pus by non-student political activists.
Even this was but a convenient pretext
for kicking off a Communist campaign
to radicalize and literally seize control
of the University.

Dr. Hardin Jones, for thirty-one years
a Professor of Medical Physics, a world
renowned expert in health sciences, and
virtually the only outspoken anti-Com-
munist on the faculty at Berkeley, de-
scribed the sitvation this way:

Fram the moment the Free Speech
Movement surfaced, it was quite ob-
vions that it was a tramped-up affair,
The "issnes” were simply an excrse
te demand a surrender af the admin-
istralive mechanisms af the Univer-
sity te hard-core revalutionaries. Thii
was well publicized in advance. The
SLATE organization was a Commp-
wist front and twas fornded by inch
old-line Reds as identified Commin-
wist William Mandel. The spokes-
man for SLATE, in the swmmer of
1964, was Brad Cleaveland [then «
thirty-two-year-old "student”| who
pablished an open manifesto calling
for the movement to bring the Uni-
versity to a balt and 1o enpape in
sit=ins and sivikes.

The ebject was to give the vadical
student maovement a voice in deci-
ston-making within the University.

The Regents and the Chancellors of

and thereby plays an important role in hiring new
faculty members. He also serves a3 an unofficial
leader of Leftists in the Academic Senate.
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the varions campuses, and the Presi-
dent of the University, were all no-
tified by security forces in May,
1964, of the impending tronbles and
informed that the coming agitation
was to be led by the Communists,
Notbing war done abont it

The arrest by Berkeley police, on
October 1, 1964, of Communist DuBois
Club leader Jack Weinberg (for dis-
tributing propaganda without a per-
mit) was thus only an excuse for a
move which the Communists had been
planning for months.

The Batgirl and Robin of the Berke-
ley rebellion were scif—pmf:sscd Com-
munist Bettina Aptheker and Marxist
Mario Savio.® But, as with most af the
Communists’ so-called “student move-
ments” it was seasoned leadership which
gave the Free Speech effort its cohesive-
ness and direction. This was provided

*The fates have been somewhst unkind to this
dynamic duo since their stare burst $0 brightly on
the Red horizon. It i3 reliably reporeed thar, dor-
ing the Free Speech agitation, Savio began substi-
tuting drug stimulants for sleep and became
“hooked” to the point that in 1965 he was sent
1o England by a top revalotionary organization to
“dry out.”" Savio enrolled in school in Britain, bur
dropped out afwer a month, He and his wife,
Suzanne Goldberg, returned to the United Stares
with a severely retarded child. It is believed thac
the recardation i3 linked to the uwse of LSD.

Savio subsequently served a short jail sentence
a3 a1 resule of his arrest during one of the inva-
stons of Berkeley's Sproul Hall. During his tenure
in the "crow-bar motel,” he was given a Bible
1o read. The pages had been soaked in LSD and,
it 1 sad, the time passed quickly.

Today, Mario is 3 patheric shadow of his for-
mer self. The farmer articulate spokesman for stu-
dent revolution now gives the impression of being
1 punch-drunk fighter who went ten tos many
rounds, When he was resurrected last December
in an attempt to turn demonstrations againse MNavy
recruiting at Berkeley into another Free Speech
Movement, his gpeech was so stumbling and slurred
thar he was laughed off srage.

While Bettina has not fared quite so badly, life
has not exactly been a bowl of borscht for her
cither. My souwrces tell me chat, sfter recendy
contributing another Red Diaper Baby 1o the
waorld, Rettina suffered an apparent nervous break-
down, Her husband, Communist Dulios Clubber
Jack Kurrweil, now on the faculty at San Jose
State College, mantains that Bettina s “pots.”
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Press provides mass coverage o3 Communist Bettine Aptheker gives the werd frem Reds running campus.

by such experienced Communists as at-
torney Robert Treuhaft* (who became
a member of the Free Speech Move-
ment's Steering Committee), Commu-
nist William Mandel {(who served on
the Free Speech Executive Committee)
and, of course, Comrade Professor Leon
Wolsy. It was the California Senate
Factfinding Committee on Un-Ameri-
ean Activitics which established that:
. . . members of the Communist or-
ganizations on the executive and steer-
ing committees of the FSM were in
firm control of the sitvation....”

They certainly were.

The strategy was to involve as many
non-radical students and groups in the
demonstrations as possible, and to open
the way for their recruitment into hard-
core Communist activities. A former
officer in the campus Young Repub-
licans, now a professional in law cn-
forcement, describes his experiences

“Treuhafe is the husband of identified Commu-
pist Jessica Micford, suthor of the best-selling

bock, The American Way of Death.
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with the Free Speech Movement this
way

A bunch of the Communist Bids
ran over lo us and said let's form a
Urnited Front. It sounded great 1o s,
We were inckers! The Commranints
ran the whole show and we were
window dressing to dignify their ac-
tioitter, Then the adminitiraiion
wied onr 'El.ir.f;':';'j‘mffau te deny they
fers r.-:rr.«.f.-:.r:'er.r'ug to  Communints,
It's touwph on the epo to admit, bul
the Reds rveally swebed ws in. We
wera nrad.

Just as at Calumbia three years later,
the Berkeley rebellion pitted the student
Marxists and their dupes against an ex-
tremely “Liberal” University President.
The object was to allow President Kerr
to go through the motions of “oppos-
ing” the radicalization of the campus
while bending o ir,

In the fall of 1964, after ten weeks of |

strife which featured a student serike,
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two invasions of Sproul Hall, and the
overnight kidnapping of a University
Dean, a pulicll:mun, and even theflt of
a police car, a number of Berkeley's
Department Chairmen met to try to
encourage a strong stand by the Kerr
administration.® The pasition of these
leaders of the faculty was that students
must be required to desist from the
strike and attend classes, and that mem-
bers of the faculty must be required to
teach and not to join in the student
strike (as many of them did). The im-
plication was thar those students and
f:lculty who didn't t:-b-:::,.r the school’s
rules would be dismissed, and there
would be no amnesty for past infringe-
ments.

The above decision of the faculty
Chairmen was formally relayed to
President Kerr and his wifet by Dr.
Hardin Jones, a leader of the Depart-

ment Chairmen.

President Kerr agreed to call a meer-
ing of the students ar the Greek Theatre
on December seventh. But, on  that
date he went before several thousand
assembled students and proceeded 1o
side with the revolutionaries against his
own faculty Chairmen. In the words of
the California Senate Factfinding Com-
mirtee on Un-American Activities:

*The second invasion of Spreul Hall, in which a
non-student folksinger named Joan Baez led eight
hundred persons inte the building, resuleed in
515,000 damages. The idealists and humanicarians
wemed 1o have had considerable difficuley locating
suitable water closets.

$Many are convinced thar Mrs, Kerr i3 ac least as
far 1o the Lefr as is her husband, and may be the
power behind the throne. At Kere's inaugural as
University President in 1958, he incroduced his
wife (Kay) to the crowd and told how they had
met. Kerr said that while Kay and he were stu-
denes ar Stanford chey first saw each other acros
the room at a meeting of the Communisc Party.
After the meeting, he said, both approached each
other with the same question: Are you a Com-
i aise?

A highly respected Beckeley professor who wan
at the insuguration told mer “He never answered
the question. The inference to the squares was
that they weren't, But | wonder whecher this was
a signal to the Communists on the faculty: "Boys,
we've made it.” "

8

-« be announced a further capitn-
lation promising forgiveness to sti-
dents for all affenses. . . . Members
of the teacking staff whe bad joined
the student steike and vacated their
clatser were alsa piven immuwity,

The students did not wait so much
as a minute to escalate their demands,
As Kerr finished his ralk and walked
out of the Greek Theatre, Mario Savio
ran on stage and seized the microphone,
knocking Professar Robert Scalapine
off the podium as he was about to ad-
journ the meeting. Savio denounced
Kerr and invited the students to the
plaza in front of Sproul Hall where the
Communist-led Free Speech Movement
demanded  further capitulations from
the University.

It was all prearranged. Clark Kerr
knew that the students were going to
disrupt the meeting and that it was
Savio who would lead the disruption.
Bur, attacking the Lefrist Kerr from
the Left was clever dialectics, and pro-
vided him with just the sort of cover
he needed to bulldoze the Regents. Dir.
Hardin Jones, whose brilliant career has
for decades depended upon his expert
scientific observarion, told me:

Kerr was deliphted with the caver
provided by the Leftwing attack on
hine, but this came largely from the
wndisciplived stndent core, the Left-
wing activistsy —  individwals who
hadn't enanph sophistication te real-
ize that the top leadership bad to be
pretty smaath and conldn't go all the
ity i a sinple step, bat bad to do

awe thing al a lime.

On December eighth the Academic
Senate, composed of the school’s facul-
ty, voted 824 to 115 to back rhe funda-
mental principles of the Free Speech
Movement and urged the administra-
tion to turn all control over to the fac-
ulry. This incredibly radical reversal of
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the Department Chairmen was forced
by Kerr himself. President Kerr had
sclected Professor Robert Scalapine to
carry the message to the faculty that he
approved of the demands of the Free
Speech Movement as outlined in what
was called the McClosky Resolution.

There followed a jubilant celebration
by the student revolutionaries, and on
the succeeding day Savio withdrew from
the University for the purpose of mak-
ing a national tour to spread the gospel
of the Free Speech Movement.

Kerr, who had promised key mem-
bers of the faculty that he would attend
the December eighth meeting of the
Academic Senate to support a resolu-
tion for law and order, never showed
up. The next day, Professor Jones met
with President Kerr at Kerr's Santa
Cruz mountain retreat. Dr. Jones quotes
Clark Kerr as telling him:

"Hardin, you've got to help me.
The faculty donblecrossed me. 1
didn't even Enow this Professor Me-
Cloiky. 1 saw his recommendations,
but | vewrate the first three sections
af it ta that there canld be no pos-
stbility of anyane fnterpreting this ar
the University's sanction of illegal
activily an ar off campus. The item
baving to do with twrnmpg the student
discipline over to the faculty, I
croried ant altogether,

"It was that rat Scalapine. He
doublecrossed me, The Governor and
I are calling bim Mr. Scalopini these
days, The vat told the faculty that 1
was in favor of the report on aca-
demic freedom and the McClosky
Resolption, 1 wam't! Won't you
talk to the [Board of ] Regents? You
know the Repents. You can go to
them and plead my case”

Hardin Jones is a gentleman, an
honorable man of great dignity. Such
men are often prone to credit others
with the same sense of honor. Believing

DECEMBER, 1¥6d

This is typical of the doily agitotion ot Barkeley.
Kerr, Professor Jones went to the Re-
gents in Kerr's behalf. “He gor me wo
do his lying for him!" the Professor
now says ruefully, It was this way:

Kerr bad not been forthright with
me. It was quite a shock to learn this
becawie I had been in close towch
with him ﬁ:ﬁr many years and didn't
realize  bis  totally  Machiavellian
character, I natwrally avinmed that
he was as interested in protecting
the University ar 1 twas.

Professor Jones then went on to de-
scribe to me how he began to recognize
that the Free Speech Movement was

manipulated from above as well as be-
low:

It war a terrible shock to realize
that Kerr war manenvering out
Chanceller Edward Stromg — who
wanted to enforce the University's
riles. When I realized this, 1 began
going back and checking to see pre-
cisely what bad been bappening in




the precedimg days, espectally from
the j’fﬂﬁ to the eighth of December.

I collected together the profeisors
whao bad been present with Kerr
when be talked to McClarky about
the proposition on "academic free-
dom.” 1 assembled everyome right in
this living room . . . and they all told
the same story; that Kerr bad met
with McClosky, that be bad been en-
thusiastic about MeClosky's propo-
sifton. . . .

He did not disagree and did not
challenge anything McClosky bad in
that document — which passed on to
the faculty, unchanged, with the rec-
ommendation from the President that
i was what be wanted. He wa
engineering the whole thing from
bebind the scener at the tame time
be wai decrying it ai a frand to amy-
ane he thaught capable of reaching
the Board of Regeuts to stop him.

Perhaps a brief excursion into Kerr's
background will help us to better un-
derstand just what was happening —
and why Berkeley was picked by the
Communists as their launching pad for
student revolution in the United Srates.

In 1934 and 1935, Clark EKerr served
as a field advisor to the California Re-
lief Administration. According to the
Senate Report on Un-American Activi-
ties, “This was the period when the
Communist infiltration of the State Re-
lief Administration was gathering con-
siderable momentum.” He then served
with several government agencies dur-
ing and immediately after the War, As
the Senate Factfinding Report puts it:

.. . trany of Kerr's most intimate
rolleagues during these years were at
the rame time feaching al the Com-
miwnist school and participating in «
twide variely of pro-Commanist ac-
tivities, Same of them came to work
it the Berkeley campas after Kerr be-
came ity Chancellor. . ..
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Was Clark Kerr knowingly helping
the Communists? Ahsolutely! As the
Senate Subcommittee on Un-American
Activities put it:

The tolevance of the radical stu-
dent groups, the opening of the cam-
pus ta Commanist officials, the re-
liictance to cwrb the activities of the
tiosl brash and defiant stwdent reb-
els, and the obviows distaste for ade-
gaidte Security precautions, speak for
themselves,

They certainly do. And, there has
been serious reaction.

One of the primary reasons for Ron-
ald Reagan's clection as Governor of
California was his promise to investigate
Communist activity at Berkeley and ro
put an end to subversion there. Al
though the Governor has two very able
men who keep close tabs on the campus,
nothing has as yet been done. Reagan
dropped the investigation of Berkeley
at almost the same time he announced
the dismissal of Clark Kerr. On Janu-
ary 26, 1967, Governor Reagan deferred
the probe indefinitely, “because ir
would be unfair to ask a new Univer-
sity president to take office in the midst
of such an inquiry.” This, of course,
presupposed that a new  President
would nor want the mess cleaned up
immediately.

Californians mistakenly believed that,
with Kerr removed, Reagan would ap-
point a tough administrator who would
cleanse Berkeley's Acgean stables—and
that therefore a formal investigation
was probably unnecessary.* Such was
not the case. The new President, who

*Herr was on his way out before Reagan took over
anyway. The Regents (who are appointed by the
Governor) had endured all they could take. But,
Governor Pat Brown asked the Regents to delay
their action until after the eleetion. They thus
fired Keer ar their first meeting after those elec-
tions. He has, however, since been hired to teach
industrial relations at Berkeley at che modest
salary of £30,000 per annum.
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had Reagan’s heartiest support, is
Charles J. Hitch. Like Kerr, Hitch is
a member of the notoriously Leftist
Council on Foreign Relations. He came
to Berkeley in 1965 to assist Kerr after
having served in the Defense Depart-
ment as one of Robert McNamara's
Whiz Kids. He had previously worked
for the mysterious Rand Corporation,
the Establishment's Orwellian “Think
Tank™ in Santa Monica, California.
Himself part of the Kerr regime, Hitch
was a most unlikely choice to do bartle
with the entrenched Lefr at Berkeley.
To put it succinctly: He hasn't.

The Kerr song is gone, but the melo-
dy lingers on and on and on.

111

The Free Speech Movement was an
incredible victory for the student revo-
lutionaries, bur it was a victory that
would have been totally out of their
grasp were it not for faculty sympathy.
As California’s Senate Factfinding
Committee on Un-American Activiries

reported:

. there war o militant left-wing
element in the facully. . . . many
profeisors who were sympathetic
twith the FSM wied their studenis ...
and theve were otber instances of
professori  and teaching assistants
deliberately indactrinating their sta-
denls in an attempt lo gain support
for rhe FSM.

The University of California at
Berkeley, in short, is virtually in the
hands of the Reds.

Berkeley’s Professor Hardin Jones is
powerfully concerned about the situa-
tion. He has for years studied the take-
over at Berkeley with clinical observa-
tion bred of decades of scientific re-
search. He especially emphasized to me
that “the prerequisite for this success-
ful student movement was the leader-
ship and organizational skill supplied
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by key members of the faculty.” He
recalls that John Searle, one of the fac-
ulty leaders of the Free Speech Move-
ment who was quickly promoted to
full professor, went so far as to com-
plain that the students weren't aggres-
sive enough. Dr. Jones told me he heard
Searle speaking at a freshman orienta-
tion program “chiding the students be-
cause they weren't sufficiently active in
political affairs. He said the trouble with
this glorious student movement is that
it stops whenever he and his friends
stop stoking it with leadership. He said,
“You students have got to realize that
you have to carry your own responsi-
bility. You've got to get into the student
movement and make it work.'”

Searle was the official spokesman for
the Chancellor's office, and you may be
certain that freshmen were well indoc-
trinated. He is a self-avowed Marxist.

Dr. Joncs cstimates that, when the
Free Speech Movement began in 1964,
Berkeley had about two hundred Marx-
ists on the faculty — ranging on the
political spectrum all the way from
pacifist socialists to militant Maoists
seeking to begin a blondbath on the
morrow. He told me that "recent votes
in the Faculty Senate, particularly on
the Eldridge Cleaver issue, indicate the
number of these people has increased by
about a factor of two — and they keep
bringing in new ones, This means that
practically all of the staff recruitment
has been aimed at bringing in Marxists
and revolutionaries.” Such recruiting of
Communists for the stalf is of course
facilitated by the placing of people like
Leon Wofsy in positions as Department
Chairmen, where they have a large say
in who is hired, promoted, or fired.

After observing the situation at Berke-
ley for over thirty vears, Dr. Jones has
concluded:

At the top, bebind the radical fac-
wlty wetivists—bidden from sight—is
d much maore powerfal proup which
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I Enow little abowt. This "inmer
growp” does not overtly participate
in radical activities but pives orders
to people like Weofiy who in lurn
direct the radical faculty. Curiously,
this gromp ir nat wsing Marx's theo-
ries at all, bt employing modern
group psychology for control and
manifpnlation af peaple for the pur-
pose of concentrating and holding
power. They seem to have abiolntely
no maral principles or ethici—anly
that insatiable thirst far power. It i
d criminal conspiracy which ir wiing
the students to uchieve its own ends.

Dr. Jones believes that this “inner
group” controls the faculty activists,
who in turn control and manipulate
the student activists, Each group tends
to think it is totally in control and sees
those it manipulates below, but not
those maneuvering above. “If you ralk
tor the radical students wheo are not Com-
munists,” says Professor Jones, “they
think you are insane if you say they
are playing a role in a Communist con-
spiracy. They say, ‘We are not Com-
munists.” And, of course, they are not.
They naively think that everything
that has happened here has occurred
because they have screamed, kicked,
hollered, and howled. They think it is
[hl::i W!]ﬂ arc [1'“: pntv:nt .Eﬂl'cc.

“This is pure balderdash. They would
have achieved nothing if it were not for
the revolutionary forces in the faculty
and administration. When the faculty
or adminstration surrenders to them,
it does so only to institute Leftist
schemes it has sought all along. Now,
the members of the faculty who are in-
volved, of course, clearly realize that
they are pulling strings, but in turn
they scem unable to admit the presence
of an even more powerful structure that
lies above them and manipulates them.”

Both the radical faculty and students
are controlled and well rewarded

through special grants and scholarships.
12

Leftist Department Chairmen regularly
arrange for funds provided by the Re-
gents to be given out for special proj-
ects. For example, a paper organiza-
tion called the Humanities Institute,
with large amounts of tax dellars 1o
spend, has funded two summer proj-
ects at Berkeley by Professor Eli Katz,
a relative of Leon Wofsy. Katz is an
identified Communist who was once
fired from his teaching job for security
reasons but was rehired on the basis of
his “eminence as a German scholar.”
The fact that an expert in this ficld
who reviewed this case at New York
University reported that Katz was nor
a competent scholar has been ignored.

The financing of the Left by the “In
Group,” as it is referred to, is especially
cffective in arranging financial aid tw
radical students. A real pot of gold for
the student radicals was the E:d—::rall',r
financed Work Studies Program, which
funncled great sums of money into
MNew Left activities. Leaders of the
Marxist Students for a Democratic So-
ciety have regularly told their members
that any problems they have with the
Work Studies Program will be “fixed.”

There can be litde doubt of ghae.
Work Studies workers were even paid
with funds from the federal National
Education Act to do precinct work for
Marxist Robert Scheer in his 1966 cam-
paign for Congress. Scheer, who is Edi-
tor of Ramparts, describes himself as
well to the Left of the Communist Par-
ty, U.S.A.—which he regards as to
tame. Scheer’s campaign manager was
Carl Bloice of the National Executive
Committee of the Communist Party.

v

Tue rakeover at Berkeley has severe-
Iy affected the students’ outlook on ed-
ucation. Incoming freshmen have a
strong desire to conform, to do what is
“in." The Left attempts to get to them
right off the bat and convince them that
being a revolutionary is the thing to do.
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In the 1966 freshman orientation pro-
gram at Berkeley the new students
were formally addressed by Miss Patri-
cia Popkin, whose grandparents were
co-founders of the Communist Party,
US.A. She was a national officer in
the subversive SID.5. organization and
an entering graduate student. Dr. Jones
told me:

Miss Popkin war on the program
to preel the entering freshmen, of-
ficially on the pragram mind you,
and rhe war hersalf an enteving prad-
wate stwdent from omt of state! In
ber speech she said: "l am bere fo
tell you what the New Lrﬂ' ir all
abaut. We in the New Left don't
waste any time arguing about twhat
Trotsky said to Stalin. We pet vight
down to divect palitical action. We
melend to make a revolntion m b
canntry.” Leaflets encowraging the
freshmen to join §.D.8. were banded
amt af the door.

Dr. Jones estimates that before 1964
at least seventy percent of the students
at Berkeley were oriented towards vo-
cational or professional goals. “Ar pres-
ent,” savs the Professor, “T doubt if as
many as seven percent of the students
are vocationally and professionally
oricnted, Most are just drifting around.
They haven't selected real goals in life
and they are encouraged by the radical
faculty not to sclect real goals.” Profes-
sor Carl E. Schorske, an assistant to
Chancellor Roger Heyns, even told the
new students during freshman orienta-
tion week that they should have no goals
during the undergraduate years except
trying to remake their“systems of moral
and ethical values.”

The net result of all of this has been
that far fewer students who enter school
actually graduate, Many wind up in the
Berkeley Commune — a Red center
comprised of militant dropouts who
live near the campus. It has its own
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S.D.S. chapter, which calls itself The
Molotov Cockrail Party.

Typical of the attitude of many of
the radical professors is that stated by
Vice Chancellor of Student Affairs
Boyd, who recently told an alumni as-
sociation that capitalism is essentially
wrong because it's only out for a profit,
whereas the students know that Marx
had a great deal to offer and will per-
haps win out in the end because he had
humanity’s interest at heart. As Profes-
sor Jones remarks: “After all, if they
hear this from the Vice Chancellor of
Student Affairs, and they also hear it
from most of their professors of history,
political science, English, speech and so-
ciolagy, they begin to think it must be
right.”

Given the political persuasion of the
faculty, it is almost impossible for the
typical student coming from a basically
non-ideological home to wind up on the
political spectrum anywhere bur on the
road berween the ADVA. and Mao Tse-
tung. A law-enforcement observer at
Berkeley describes the situation in these
terms:

With many of the Eids who bave
genie to Cal and pone off the deep
end it is as if they bad gowe to
Nepal. The parents dow't have any
idea where their son or dawghter
wend or what language he or she i
speaking, They dow't bnaw what i
going on or why. The pavents are in
a state of shock, How many people
de you kunow who sell Oldimabiles
that know anything abont Marxism-
Leninism?

So the Bid romes home from Cal
and wants to po te Cwba for the
summer, and they go along with it,
The yaxngster says that all the kids
in bis Societal Problems Class are
going. When the kid retwrns with a
beard and a red flap, and leaves
baome, the parents are bewildered.
The youngster will not talk to bis

13




parents because he bas been instruct-
ed that bis parents are his enemy and
that there is no use talbing to adult
reacitonaries becanse they don't an-
derstand anyray.

Such alienation is both a personal
and a national tragedy.

v

Havine surrendered de facto control
of the eampus to the students, the Berke-
ley administration is now doing its best
to make it appear to the public and the
Regents that it maintains some vestige
of authority. In order w do this it has
composcd what has come o be known
as the "U.C. Three-Step,” a variation
of an ancient theme known as “dialec-
tics.” In the U.C. Three-Step, one takes
a single tiny step forward and two giant
steps back. Although it is not taught at
Arthur Murray's, school administrators
all aver the country, taking their cue
from the maestros at Berkeley, are ger-
ting the hang of it

A perfect example of this was ex-
hibited last spring when Frank Bar-
kacke, a Berkeley graduate student and
teaching assistant was, of all things,
suspended for his part in anti-draft ac-
tivitics. Under threat of a strike by
teaching assistants, the administration
soon offered to rehire Barkacke, Thus,
bath sides were appeased. Those whao
disapprove of Barkacke and others in-
volved in pro-Vietcong activities were
appeased in February by his dismissal;
a month later, after the public and poli-
ticians had forgotten the incident, the
administration appeased the teaching
assistants by rchiring him.

The radicals and the students waltzed
together to the Three-5tep again in
April of 1968. The Tricontinental Stu-
dents Committee, a recently organized
MNew Left group whose pin-ups are
Communist Ahmed Ben Bella, Com-
munist Fidel Castro, and Communist
Mao Tsetung, scheduled a campus

14

meeting to display its support for the
Vietcong. As the day of the rally ap-
proached, irate opponents were told,
according to the Berkeley Gazette of
April first, that Chancellor Heyns “has
gone fishing.” On the morning of the
rally the administration suspended its
permission; but, as the Daily Califor-
nian described it:

A eleventh bowr compromise later
yesterday afterncon averted a major
confrontation between the Univerrity
administvation and a broad-base coa-
lition of campus radical arganizations
aver the temparary suspension of
controversial meeting. ., . At 5 pm.
yesterday, Execntive Vice Chancellor
Eavl F. Chait isswed a statement list-
ing five requirements that Tri-Con
bad apreed rto meet. He said these
were io help insure that the meering
wonld be "a purely educational and
intellectwal activity to shed more light
an the war in Vietiam."

The “intellectual activity” was de-
scribed in the San Francisco Examiner
of April second:

All six speakers in Pawley Ball-
room — twhich was decorated by a
large bandmade N.LF. [Vietcong]
flag — expressed admiration for the
Vier Cang and repugnance for the
U5, povernment. A crowd of abowt
800, including many students,
cheered and applasded whenever the
Tet offensive, described repeatedly
as 4 Vier Cong wiclory, war mien-
tioned,

The shedding of light was done by
such objective scholars as Bobby Seale,
Chairman of the Communist Black
Panther Party; Marxist agitator Mario
Savin; avowed Communist Pete Came-
jo; Red organizer John Roemer of the
Maoist Progressive Labor Party; and
Nguyen van Luy, a spokesman for the
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Vietcong. The U.C. Three-Step worked
once again, and, after the Communist
rally was over, the administration did
nothing to punish those who violated
its “conditions.”

The crowning achievement of last
spring’s revolutionary activities was to
be a Vietnam Commencement in which
faculty supporters of Campus Draft
Opposition would stage a mock gradua-
tion ceremony in honor of those stu-
dents who had signed pledge cards to
refuse military service. Approximately
two hundred faculty mcmgcrs had also
signed pledges to help drafe-dodgers
with financial aid and counseling.
Thirty percent of the senior men signed
the Campus Draft Opposition pledge,
and the C.D.O. had the support of the
University's Chaneellor, Roger Heynes,

When the legal counsel of the Board
of Regents said this might invelve a
violation of federal law, the University
told the C.ILO. it could not hold the
commencement. Then (here it comes—
one, two, three . . . cha cha cha) the
University turned around and issued a
permit for the same group to held a
Vietnam “rally” and gave them use of
the Sproul Hall steps instead of the
Greeck Theater. Campus Draft Opposi-
tion then held the exact program which
it had eriginally planned, and even used
an already-printed program for the o
casion. By a slight change in semantics
(changing the word commencement to
rafly) the administration again sur-
rendered 1o the Communists and their
supporters. The faculty organizer and
Master of Ceremonies for the affair
was, of course, Comrade Professor Leon
Wafsy.

The people of California, incidental-
ly, pay Comrade Professor Wolsy the
sum of $30,000 per vear—the same sal-
ary as thar received by a U5, Congress-
man—to carry on his activites at Ber-
keley.

This year's cause célébre for the revo-
lutionaries is the Eldridge Cleaver is-
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sue. Cleaver, Minister of Information
for the Communist Black Panthers, is
teaching a course at Berkeley in “rac-
ism.” His academic credentials are
somewhat lacking, but his eredenrials
as a criminal are ahmlutcl;r pmfussinna]
—including convictions on  narcotics
charges, rape, and assault with a deadly
weapon. He is currently charged with
the attempted murder of two Oakland
policemen.

Once again, the U.C. Three-Step is
in motion. First the administration said
that it would not prmri(ic classroom
facilities — and then relented. But, it
said, there would be no academic credit
for the course — and then it dumped
the issue in the hands of the Regents.®
The Regents, admitting that they will
do almest anything to avoid a repeat
of the Free Speech confrontation, post-
poned judgment on giving credit for
the Cleaver course until a larer daret

The radieal students are openly prac-
ticing confrontation politics, the Aca-
demic Senate is covertly practicing ne-
gotiation politics, and the Regents are
practicing procrastination  politics.
Meanwhile, the Reds run the Univer-
sity of California at Berkeley.

Vi

Tue vemimare goal of the Berkeley
Communists, and of those at every other
major American university, is to make
the campus a completely autonomous
enclave which can be used as a base and
staging ground for revolutionary opera-
tions. This situation is already in ex-
istence in many South American coun-
tries where students store weapons and
make forays into the community, yet
are immune from arrest by law en-
forcement authorities upon return to
the campus, The campus is a sanctuary

*The Regents are appointed to sixreen-year terms
by the Governor and thearetically run the Uni-
vorsity.

tOne brave Regent left the room ostensibly o go
to the bathroom befere a recent vote on the
Cleaver question and pever recurned,
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where the police have no authority.

To a large extent this has already
been accomplished at Berkeley, from
which the attacks on the Oakland In-
duction Center were organized and
launched, and where classroom facili-
tics are used by the Maoist Progressive
Labor Party to conduct courses in
Marxism-Leninism. The Berkeley ad-
ministration  officially recognizes as
legitimate campus organizations such
subversive groups as the Communist
Progressive Labor Party, the Commu-
nist Party Forum, S.D.5, the Tricon-
tinental Congress, the Communist
W.E.B. DuBois Clubs, the Communist
Young Socialist Alliance, and at least a
dozen other Marxist-Leninist groups.
The students are aiming at running the
campus themselves through these New
Left groups and turning the school into
what they call a “frec university.” Al-
ready, Berkeley police are forbidden to
arrest revolutionaries on the campus
without specific permission of the ad
ministration.

Actually the confrontation so feared
by the Regents is the only way to solve
the problem at Berkeley. Law enforce-
ment personnel close to the seene be-
lieve that by removing three hundred
of the most radical professors, and ex-
pelling a thousand student activists, the
University of California at Berkeley
could be restored to an institution of
higher learning. But, a successful con-
frontation would require a united front
composed of the Regents, the adminis-
tration, and the taxpayers. As of now,
the revolutionaries know they are deal-
ing with weaklings.

The situation is serious. As Professor
Hardin Jones maintains, the Berkeley
campus has become the first Marxist
university in the United States:

The University of California at
Berbaley iv annnally turning ont more
genwine  committed  revelutionaries
than were previonsly produced by the
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Comninnist Party in the wheole na-
tion, I estimate we are lwrming ont
mare Commanist vevolitionaries than
we are engineers. They are going to
have a terrible effect on rociety. A lat
of thew are going into teaching. It's
beg.r'uu.iug rer show,

Indicative of how important export-
ing revolutionary activists can be is the
fact that one of the faculty leaders dur-
ing the Columbia rebellion was Serge
Lange, During the previous year, Lange
had been on the Berkeley faculty work-
ing closely in the mathematics depart-
ment with Stephen Smale. Comrade
Professor Smale is one of the leaders of
the Marxist-Leninists on the Berkeley
faculty and began his career as a mem-
ber of the Labor Youth League, succes-
sor to the Young Communist League,
while a student at the University of
Michigan. By amazing coincidence,
Smale was at Columbia visiting his old
colleague, Serge Lange, when the re
volt accurred. His job apparently accom-
plished, Lange is now back at Berkeley.

Obviously, Berkeley is the key.

New Left conventions regularly fea-
ture workshops condicted by former
Berkeley students on how to capture a
university, All over the country, timid
administrators are giving in to student
demands rather than face whar hap-
pened at Berkeley or Columbia. Stu-
dents arc learning that the way to get
what they want is to make threats. They
are learning that the law of the jungle
applies in the halls of ivy. Those who
believe that all progress comes through
the threat of violenee are able to point
to concession alter concession as justi-
fication for their acts,

“Power comes out of the barrel of a
gun,” according to Mao Tse-tung, and
overy time a campus administrator
knuckles under to a small, but tough,
group of student  Marxist-Leninists,
thousands more students become con-
vinced that Mao is correct,m®
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