THE STUDENTS

And The Establishment

Gary Allen, a praduate of Stanford
University and one of the nation’s top
atithorities on civil turmaoil and the New
Left, ic author of Communist Revolu-
tion in the Strects—a highly praised and
defimisive new volume on revolutionary
tactics and strategies, published by West-
ern Islands. Mr. Allen is active in anti-
Communist and other humanitarian
causes and is President of the Founda-
tion for Economic and Social Pragress.
A film writer and jowrnalist, he is a
Contributing Editor to AMERICAN
Orivion, Gary Allen lectures widely.

B From dissent to resistance! That is
the current battle cry of the New Left
as it moves from demonstrations to
active gucrrilla warfare. In seven short
years, the Students for a Demacratic
Society (5.10.5.), largest and most in-
fluential of the radical New Left
groups, has evolved from propagating
the philosaphy of Norman Thomas to
promoting that of Mao Tsetung. This
trek across the ideological spectrum was
as predictable to students of Commu-
nism as was the mushrooming of the
(never really) non-violent “Civil Rights”
movement into a SN.C.C-Black Pan-
ther army of National Liberation.

I

By combining the predominantly
white New Left with the paramilitary
Black MNauonalists, the Communists are
in the process of creating a potential for
sabotage and guerrilla warfare with con-
sequences beyond the imagination of
maost Americans.

In the October issuc of AsEricam
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Oriaiox we detailed (primarily from
their own writings) the plans of the
Communist Black Panthers to institute
guerrilla warfare in our major urban
centers—a terror aimed first at the po-
lice and then at other blacks. Whar has
received less attention 1s the fact that the
Comrades running this show well real-
ize that the militant black Communists,
no matter how fanatically dedicated and
well-trained, cannot  effectively carry
the war much beyond their own com-
munities. Only by working together
can the black and white pincers of the
Marxist New Left create the domestic
Vietcong of which they dream.

Alone, the urban Negro terrorist is
geographically restricted to the central
city. This is primarily so because of his
high “visibility” in a largely white
America. Thus, a large core of white
terrorists 15 also needed. The principle
is a simple one. What makes the Com-
munist terrorist in Vietnam so clusive
is that once he has completed his mis-
sion, and abandoned his weapon, he is
generally indistinguishable from other
Victnamese and can literally evaporate
into the crowds. This is not true of the
black revolutionary in the United States,
Stokely Carmichael, for example, can-
not enjoy such camouflage in an Amer-
ica where most men are not black. But,
all a white revolutionary need da to
“evaporate” into the populace is to shave
and bathe—in the ultimate sacrifice for
the revolution. Thus groomed he be-
comes, presto-chango, a faceless Mr.
Straight enjoving a mobility greater
than that available to a colored terrorist
operating outside a MNegro community.

19




Some of the ways in which the white
revolutionaries are intended to help
their Black Brathers were outlined hy
Deversaux Kennedy at a 1967 *Students
and Society” forum sponsored by the
“non-political,” tax-exempt Center for
the Study of Demaocratic Institurions in

Santa Barbara, California. Kennedy, |

then President of the Student Body at
Washington University in St. Louis,
declared:

oo Il tell you the steps that 1
think will be needed. First of all,
starting wp fifty Vietnams, . . . This
i going lo come about by black re-
bellions in our cities joined by some
white people. People in wniversitics
can da a number of things to help
i, They bave access to money and
they can give these people gans,
which 1 think they showld do. They
cait engage in acks of terrorism and
sabotage outiide the ghetta. Negro
peaple have trouble petting out be-
carse they cordon those areas off, bt
white ackivists can go owtside, and
they can blow things up and | think
they shanld.

The “Liberal” commentators, looked
upem by New Left as eringing puppets
of the Establishment, are already tele-
graphing the punch. The line is that
the confrontation in the streets of Chi-
cago during the Democrat National
Convention has driven the kindly rev-
olutionaries of the New Left away from
“a belief in American political democ-
racy” and forced them “in their frus-
tration” to seck more violent means of
achieving “social change.” The New
Left, through its phony “underground
newspapers,” is also promoting this
myth.* For example, Lawrence Lipton,
writing in the Los Angeles Free Press,
refers o “Czechago, the turning point
of the revolution. From now on every-
thing will be Before Chicago and After
Chicago, BC and AC” David Bodie,
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of the East Village Other, puts it this |

way

The Enraged Generation bas taken
fo arms. Their Weapans frad to be
the ait-ins and all otber ins. Their
weaons now are silly stink bombs,
battles, vocks and the mimeo press.
Bt the call ir pow fr:r BN i i onr
side against their side. The line tws
drawn in Chicapo.

And, Bodie continues:

What is bappening wow is that we
are deciding to become revolmtionary.
The first stage ir onr changing rhet-
oric [dissent fo resistance], finding
the words lo express owr madness.
The Enrages [$ic] are now looking
for a common vaice.

The wext stage will be to merge
the ideas (theorvies ) with the actions
(the tactics) and engage in veal rev-
olution. (We've already seen revoln-
tiowary tactics in Chicags, Colum-
bia style, etc.) So one bears talk of
buying guns, learning self-defense,
practicing vevolntion, of becoming
Amearican Cong and starting planned
puervilla raids that will lead to vic-
tory: the Changed Ovder.

The horror show staged by the Com-
rades at Chicago was EEus the first step
in a major move to escalate what has
been primarily a campus movement into
a full-fledged revolution—creation of a

* While the concepr of an “Underground Press™
evokes the mystique of forbidden fruit to the
younger generation, the concept is pure fraud.
These papers are so “underground” thar they can
be purchased on wmeacly any corner in huppy dis-
trices or university campuses. The primary papers
are published by men who were over thirty when
JE.K. was running for the Presidency, and some
are approaching an age for receipt of Social Se-
curity benefits. The highly profirable papers ase
filled with ads frem the hated Establishment,
particularly these of major record companies, One
wonders when young people are going e catch
on. The so-called “Underground Pres™ is abour
as Underground as 2 McDonald's hamburger stand,
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major white revolutionary force to sup-
port the black skirmishers already in
the field.

Of course, the thought of student rev-
olutionaries emerging victorious in any
armed and open conflict with the army,
ar the police, is preposterous—and all
but the most insane Maoists know it
Even SI).5. admits in its newspaper,
New Left Notes: “We are not ready
yet to take state power. But what Co-
lumbia, Northwestern, and soon others,
will have shown us is that some prac-
tical experience can be part of the proc-
ess of getting ready.”

Whatever the leaders of the New
Left may be, they are not fools. They
have no intention of beginning an im-
mediate armed confrontation, face-to-
face, with the ranks of law enforcement.
They know that the only possible out-
come would be a decimation of the rev-
olutionary ranks. Instead, rtheir plans
call for hit-and-run tactics, for fire-
hombings, industrial sabotage, and as-
sassination from ambush.

Last spring John Hillson, S.D.S.
leader at the University of Colorado,
returned from an 5.D.5. planning sem-
inar in the East “to tell it like it is" and
to brief the unenlightened as to what
lies ahead. In his monograph entitled
“Revolution: Pen and Sword," pub-
lished in the Colarade Daily of April
16, 1968, young Hillson did just that
Here is a part of his S.D.5. policy dec-
laration:

The ideal of revalntion in America
wsed to be, even at best, sophomoric,
Well, all those sophomaores bave gone
throwgh three tonghening and inten-
stfied years of thaught, appraisal,
and serwtiny. They bave learned —
and notw, in 1968, they bave grd-
uated. The time, whether we care 1o
Enow 1 or not, bar come, and # bas
come today,

The sail coart, 1he west coasi, and
perbaps Chicago {and yon may con-
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tider this an insult if you care 12),
are the areas of conflict and action.
Mainitream, very mainsiream and
very rapid. SDS it no idyllic and con-
tempiluons cabal of egpo-trippers in
the eait. They bave been arming,
arming beavily, and they bave been
caching their weapans for over a
year.

... Like it or not, the revolution
har begun, And dow't think for a
miinule that the stove bombings in
Chicago, the violent action in New
York, and the non-vielewnce turned
now power in Memphis [sic] ism't
indicative of that. . . . Bat the in-
cidents in New York and Chicago
bad a wnified and cobesive element
bebind them. And don't fall prey to
the evilly imtoxicating idea that a
revolntion must be mass and have
many bebind i, One man can bring
a cily to its knees, for like the bighly
pr:.l’;'.rﬁed and functioning machine it
i, a city needs every cog in cinch,
every single belt and serew must
wark topether fr:.r the city-machines
to rin properly. And one man, just
one man, can simply throw a wrench
i the works and cripple the entire
scheme of things. And there is, to be
swre, many a "one man' in the rev-
alution.

First af all, who is in the revels-
tion? Anywhere from five to fifty
thowsand hard core leftist radicals,
black nationalists and  separaiists,
gunloting bippies, peace freaks and
Spanish-Americans (remember Huel-
ga? remember Delana?). There are
the dreamer Commuunisis and the
fanatic Mae progressives. There are
thousands af white, yeah white, mid-
die class kids; disenchanted, diren-
Jranchised and actively commined to
creation bailt on destrivction.

v« o These prowps and members,
then, are bent on wiolent actions,
and ultimately and hopefully, vislent
overibrow — and then, coniral. On
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the east coast and on the wesi coarn
and i Chicage these people are
building and biding for tomorrow.
Awd that tomarrow bas come m.da;,-.

. remember ane man can bring
cily to i knees, easily.

. There is a revolution. There
are and will be Macks dand whites
fighting and bambing and dying
and nonwe of this i a joke. DS
bere, Che Guevara i not dead—be
fives in the hearts and minds of more
than a maniac handfal of alienates

Hillson’s statement is a fair and rep-
resentative sample of the thinking of
the S.ID.S. leadership. That leadership
is on record, again and again, with pre-
cisely this theme, As S.D.S. Organizer
Rennie Davis puts it, Students for a
Democratic Society “must work to build
a National Liberanon Front in the
United States.” Greg Calvert, National
Secretary of S.D.S. during 1967, told
the New York Times what such a Na-
tional Liberation Front means: “We are
working to build a guerrilla force in
an urban environment. . . . We are ac-
tively organizing sedition. . . " Com-
muriist Jerry Rubin® a past national
officer of 8.D.8. and founder-leader of
the Youth International Party (Yip-
pics). is quoted in the New York Free
Prese as follows: “The storm is just
around the corner. 1 can feel the tor-
naclo. Hest thing we can achieve is to
throw the election to Nixon and pre-
pare the people for ren—thar's righr, ten
—contnuaus years of underground war-
fare.™

On July 18, 1968, F.B.I. Director ].
FEdgar Hoover released a report made,
alas. o Attorney General Ramsey Clark
concerning training of $.D.S. saboteurs.
Undercover agents attending the 5.D.5.
Natianal Summer Convention, at Mich-
igan State University, had reported to

" Rubin and 5105 founder Tom Hayden led the
revolutionaries in their Battle of Chicage at the
Democrat National Convention,
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Hoover that workshops on “sabotage
and explosives” were conducted openly
at the June meeting. According to Di-
rector Hoover’s report: “The partici-
pants discussed various deviees which
might be developed for use in planned
attacks on Selective Service facilities and
in connection with other forms of

violent demonstrations.” Mr. Hoover
added these details:

They exploved the wie of com-
bustible matevials and the variows
types of bombs which cowld be de-
viied to destroy commanications and
Mumbing systems aof shralegic build-
ings. They even discussed the finer
points of firing Molotov cocktails
from  shotgans, as well as similar
fornis of so-called defense measures
whick conld be wsed in defiance of
palice action.

In a recent issue of Open City, radi-
cal reporter Robert lgriega offered more
information in an article called “New
Peace Tactics — Sabotage.” In that ar-
ticle, illustrated with designs for mak-
ing bombs, Igriega noted:

Within the lasi twe montks this
reporter pot to loak, bricfly, at a very
detailed backyard sabotage manwal,
It went into an infinite variety of
ways o make wapalm {pixing gas-
aline and egg-whites for nstance),
and deseribing how to devise yowr
areit detandator {withowt breaking the
filament, fill a lightbulb with black
pawder; when the light's turned on
—koam!).

This was supposed ta be a CIA
mannal that was distributed and re-
produced outside afficial channels,
Except for its black ontiide covers,
it did look like an official govern-
ment pamphlet, The person who had
it sard il bad alveady gotten wide dis-
tribution  amang black internation-
alisti. He bimself was white. . . .
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If the sabotage manual was indeed a
C.LA. guerrilla manual, one wonders
why it was printed in English. What
English-speaking Government is the
Central Inrtelligence Agency trying to
aoverthrow? Indeed, one does wonder.
One also remembers, One remembers
that the C.1.A., which is supposed to be
concerned with foreign espionage, has
been caught financing Leftist student
activities in the United States by fun-
neling cash to the radical National Stu-
dent  Association through assorted
foundations. One remembers also that
the Michigan State University at which
S.I2.5. mer this summer has long been
a hatbed for C.LA. activity.

Robert Igriega continues:

In recent weeks anti-war fpeople
Bave heen petting o mimeagraphed
broadside from  Toronte, Canada,
that describes a conple of simple
firebambs and explaing at length why
tabotage is the necessary and proper
next step the movement, . . .

The ananymans writer in Canada,
obviowily an American, sweegests that
riraight [non-hippy] and otherwire
wnsuspected people pet familiar with
some  simple bambs, and  perbaps
ance every three or four months car-
ry ont an act of jabotage againit a
draft board, an indwction center, or
vame other povernment mstallation.

All of this is not merely empty boast-
ing. As lgricga notes:

According to University amii-wai
peaple at Berkeley, at least three
fires bave been sel at the Berkeley
draft board fn recent momtbi. On
Feh, I3 the Berkeley campus build-
treg wied by the Navy ROTC was bit
with four Molotov cocktails in a pre-
dawn raid that canted a reported
82,000 damage. Four days later in an-
other early morning attack a gasoline
Jire war set at the Navy ROTC
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building at Stanford University, this
time cawsing damage estimated be-
tween £3,000 and $6,000.

Since Berkeley has been the eye of
the campus hurricane, it is not surpris-
ing that the arca shm.l]d also be “pro-
gressive” when it comes to escalation of
the revolution. The highly respected
Berkeley Gazette revealed on October
10, 1968, that a revolutionary “mini-
arsenal” had been fortuitously discov-
ered and seized by the Berkeley police.
They discovered “rifles, shotguns, car-
bines and ammunition . . . [and] stacks
of Communist literature, life-size por-
traits of Mao Tse-tung plastered on the
walls, the complete works of Lenin and
other Communist authors, and a box
with a list of names of denors to a ‘de-
fense fund.'™

Daniel Guirkins, a twenty-three-year-
old Army deserter and stockade escapee,
was thereafter formally charged with
the bombing of the R.O.T.C. building
at Berkeley, as well as the bombing of
the Alameda County Courthouse. Law
enforcement officials soon linked Guir-
kins with 5.1D.5.

“What started out as a routine de-
serter arrest,” says the San Francisco
Examiner, “took on greater significance
when F.B.L agents discovered a virtual
‘bomb factory' in [Guirkins'] apart-
ment. Included in the vast array of ex-
plosives, blasting caps, timing devices
and booster charges was a particular
type of uncommon explosive” used in
the acts of sabotage. Authorities traced
a motorcyele used by Guirkins to the
home of Anthony Tankersley, a grad-
vate student in the University of Cali-

| fornia at Berkelev. As the Evaminer re-

oOTIS 2

I the Tankersley bome were
frund pertinent corvespondence of a
radical nmatwre, bombs prepared for
immediate wie, a list of targets in-
cluding telephone micra-twave ila-
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tions, power stations, power line tow-
ers, fransformers and  industrial
plants, tagetber with dynamite, blast-
ing caps, timing devices, literature
pertaining to revolution and wmaps.

Tankersley and his wife (who untl
recently was employed by the Univer-
sity of California in its Survey Research
Center) disappeared after atending
5I0.5'% Fall Convention at the Uni-
versity of Colorado. Mr. and Mrs. Tank-
ersley, according o the Examiner, have
been “linked to 30 East Bay sabotage
bombings which have occurred since
February.” More than 150 pounds of
explosives were found in the Tankers-
ley's home.

It is believed that among the jobs
master-minded by these 5.D.5. activists
was the dynamiting of nearly a dozen
of the huge Pacific Gas & Electric micro-
wave towers in the hills behind Oak-
land. The F.B.L is now conducting a
nationwide search for the Tankersleys
and for a Berkcley Commune leader
named Raj Razavi, head of a Red anar-
chist group at Berkeley called the Per-
sian Mother ®e4s48s They are de-
scribed as “armed and dangerous.”

With the S.D.S. terrorists still on the
loose, F.B.I. Agent-In-Charge Charles
Bates has noted that “Investigation is
being made into the ‘rumor’ that there
is a bomb-gun exchange between the
Black Panthers and these Berkeley
street anarchists.”

In the face of such a linkup, it is
hardly coincidental that Students for a
Democratic Society has recently pub-
lished a screed called Revolutionary
Warfare, a handbook on terrorism by
Egbal Ahmad. Mr. Ahmad is a radical
Pakistani national now teaching at Cor-
nell University. The handbook begins
by stating: “Interest in guerrilla war-
fare has rapidly developed in the U.S.
The subject is studied with a sense of
urgency in the universities. . . ." That
point having been made, Ahmad avoids

H

further reference to internal revolr in
the United States and concentrates on
the principles of revolution as Li'l::j.r have

| been applied by the Communists around

the world. For example, Mr. Ahmad
instructs the SID.8. guerrillas:

A revelwtionary gwerrilla  move-
ment . . . seeks not simply to inflict
military lasser an the enemy, but to
destray the legitimacy of iti gpovern-
ment aned to eslablish a rival regime
through the creation of “parallel bier-
archier”

Later, he contends:

A revolutionary guervilla move-
meni concenirates on oaladminis-
tering," not on "ontfighting” the en-
emy. This is a constructive and not
timply a destructive undertaking,

Terror ir alse wsed to ensure sur-
vival of the militants of the move-
ment, . . . Secand-degree  terrar,
which normally deer not reswlt in
killing, is wsed to sabotage the pouv-
ernment’s belated effort to gain mass
1npport and thus to perpetuate iy
itolation from the people. . . .

So that no one will miss the point,
the pamphlet closes with a full-page
pitch for the student of guerrilla war-
fare to join Students for a Democratic
Society. There can be little doubt about
the intended use of this handbook.

11

What sanner of madness & this
Students for a Democratic Society?

The organization was revamped into
its current form in June of 1962 by a
gathering of fifty-nine college students
at Port Huron, Michigan. Its renaissance
manifesto was the “Port Huron State-
ment,” a thirty-thousand-word Marxist
critique of American society, the central
theme of which revolved around some-
thing called “participasory democracy”
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— another Marxist euphemism for
“what’s yours is mine.” These junior
savants of S.1D.5. tell us they do not, for
example, believe that business should
be conducted through the mutual agree-
ment of buyer and seller. Instead, they
argue, the tenant should tell the land-
lord how much rent he can charge, and
the customer alone should dictate to the
rocer the price he may charge for a
oaf of bread. It is pure balderdash—rthe
usual Red bair for the callow,

Writing in New Left Notes, Clark
Kissinger, a founder and past President
of 5.10.5,, reveals the more serious pur-
pose of this organization by boasting of
its Marxist antecedents:

I 1959, the Stndent League for In-
dustrial Demoacracy (SLID) changed
itr name to Stndents for a Demo-
cratic Society. As the youth arm of
the Leagwe for Indusirial Democracy
fLID), SLID conld frace its origing
back ta the founding of the Intercal-
lepiate Soctalint Soctety in 1905, Bat
except for a brief period (1936 to
1939) when it was merged with the
Communist-controlled National Sin-
dent League to form the American
Stwdent Union, SLID comprised a
largely moribund amalgam of liber-
alr and yocial democraty whoe con-
ducted pro-labor and anti-Commin-
nist discussion growps on campuses.
Thronghowt much of itr bittory it
maintained a close velationshifr with
the Younp Peaple's Sacialict League
(YPSL), the youth arm of the So-
cialist Party. And LID's tax statny
restricted SLID to ralely edwcational
programs.

In 1966, the political activism of this
Marxist progeny had become too hot a
potato for the salad of the L.LD., and
official tics with the League for Indus-
trial Democracy were severed—appar-
ently, as Kissinger says, to protect the
parent organization’s tax status.®* Since
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then, according to F.B.I. spokesman
Eugene Methvin, 5.D.5. has moved de-
cidedly to the Left. As Agent Methvin
nates: “By mid-1968, S.D.S. claimed to
have 6,300 dues-paying members with
another 35,000 unregistered participants
in 250 chapters, all under the direction
of S.D.5. headquarters in a shabby two-
room flat on Chicago’s West Madison
Street.” Geared to the concept of re-
ceiving something for nothing, the vast
majority of the members of this or-

*This business of taxn-exemprion 13 very important.
It prohibits overt political activism. Clearly, 5.D.5.
couldn't have thaf. Afrer all, what s for all in-
tents and purposes an 5.5, front has now been
formed within the federal government.

The Associated Press carried a story on Ocrober
4, 1968 describing the "Thursday Group.” a New
Lefr cell which meets weekly in Washington in
the basemen: of a bulding housing the Depart-
ment of Health, Education and Welfare. This
group, the wire service reports, “is part af an
expanding movement of young people who are
trying to shake up the federal burcancracy from
within,” And, says AP, "they do more than just
talk, The movement has caused considerable in-
tereit—and some concern—ar top levels of the
Administration.”

Out of this noble group evolved a new and
permanent organization called Federal Employees
for a Democratic Society—F.E.ILS. While for the
record denying any official ties with S.D.5, the
FE.DS. leaders declare again and again that
“their idess closely parallel those of 5105 and
the New Left.” And, F.EDS makes no bones
aboue irs intentions, Madeleine Golde, Viee Chair-

| man of FEED.S and a researcher at H.E.W., says

the movement is designed for “internal subversion
of the system.” She proclaims: “'We are impatient
—we¢ don't want to wait any loenger. We think
there are changes thar are necded if we are going
te save the cities, if we are gomng o save the
country.”

Assaciated Press reports that “leaders of the
movement say it is really catching on. They paint
to groups thar have been formed in recent months
in the Agriculture Department, Department of
Manpower Administration, anti-poverty agencies,
Bureau of Standards, and the Executive Offices
of the President. . . . Through its luncheon meet-
ings the Thursday Group plans to bypass the nor-
mal channels to high ranking Department Offhcials
including H.E.W. Secretary Wilbur J. Cohen”

Cohen, having himself parricipated in 2 number
of Communist Fronts, comments: "“There are a
lot of people in this group and they are very
much interested in the social problems of roday.”™
But, he adds, “the movement could lead to open
rebellion. . . . That's why we want o wie them.
v oo Wilbur apparently wants to keep his eye
on FEDS to make sure it lives up to its po-
tential.
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ganization don’t even pay their dues.

The evolution of S.D.5. as a revolu-
tionary organization is traceable in the
escalation of its radical activities. In
1964, three hundred S.D.S. members
moved into mostly white “ghettos” in
seventeen American cities to agitate for
more Welfare and promote rent strikes.
During the same period, S.D.S. devel-
oped close working arrangements with
COR.E. and SN.CC, and members
of 5.D.5. worked with these groups on
voter registration drives in the South.
In 1963, SDD.5. found the issue with
which it has been most successful in
attracting campus support — the Viet-
nam War. Since that time, the Marxist
Students for a Democratic Society has
consistently been at the heart of the
organized pro-Vietcong  activity on
American campuses, regularly sending
representatives to Hanoi  for  confer-
ences with Ho chi Minh.,

In 1966, the organization expanded
its efforts on behalf of kindly “Uncle
Ho" to include overt drafr resistance,
and the following year it began harass-
ing industrial and military recruiters.
This past vear, 1968, was the vear of the
campus takeover at Columbia and other
organized revolts at literally hundreds
of American colleges. During the sum-
mer of 1968, S.1D.5. also wok an active
part in planning and carrying out the
wild and brutal demonstrations at the
Democrat Convention in Chicago.

Curiously enough, SID.S. is currently
shifting its line from “anti-imperialism”
to revolutionary “anti-capitalism.” Many
S.D.S. officers and members now open-
ly refer to themselves as “revolutionary
communists” (they spell it with a loswer-
case “¢”). The first major step in this
direction was taken at the June 1963
convention at Camp Maplehurst in Ke-
wadin, Michigan, when it was decided
to admit open Communists into S.D.S.
In his three-part history of Students for
a Democratic Society, "SLID to Resis-
tance,” Clark Kissinger notes that this
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1965 convention “destroyed the last
vestige of S.1D.5."s LID origin by remaov-
ing the long ignored communist-exclu-
sion clause from $.D.5s constitution.” |

This raises a rather important ques- |
tion: Just how Communist = 5D.5.7
Time magazine, a voice of the Estab- |
lishment which 5.D.5. claims to despise, |
has sought to minimize Communist in- |
fluence in the organization by report-
ing: “Probably no more than 2% of all
SDSers belong to the Communist Par-
ty.” While this may be true, it is highly
misleading. The implication is that to
be a Communist one must be a mem-
ber of the Communist Party, U.S.A.
Today, nothing could be further from
the truth.

The Communist Party is but one of
the crags of the iccberg which is the
Communist Movement. Whether a rev-
olutionary considers himself to be an
upper-case “C" Communist or a loswer-
case "¢” communist means little to the
Comrades or anyone else. Within 5.D.5.
may be found the complete revolution-
arv spectrum, including  “democratic
Marxists,” Moscow-lining members of
the Communist Party, Bakunin-style
anarchists and nihilists, followers of |
Mao Tse-tung, and devotees of Che |
Guevara, Fidel Castro, Ahmed RBen
Bella, and the Mau Mau Leader Jomo
Kenyatta. While they often quarrel |
with each other, there is one matter on
which they are in absolute agreement:
Capitalist America must be destroyed.

'The fact that only about two percent
of the 5.1D.5. “communists” are mem-
bers of the Party does not, however,
derogate the influence of Communist
Party leadership and influence within
Students for a Democratic Society, As
F.B.L spokesman Eugene Methvin has
declared, “The student who walks into
an SD5 meeting today hears Marxist
rhetoric often virtually indistinguishable
from Radic Moscow's warst Stalinist
paranaia.”

The Communist Party's attitude to-
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wards SID.S. and the New Left has
been described by ]. Edgar Hoover in
these words:

Here is the danper — that a dis-
ciplined, experienced revolntionary
organization, like the Communist
Party, will be able to reach into the
variegated at times almast chaotic
New Left movement, recrait yowng
peaple, and then train them inte rev-
olutionary cadres. Remembering the
words of Lenin, the Party realizer
that revelutionary zeal, wvociferows
and outspoken, is not of great valwe
unless it is channeled inte revolution-
ary cadrer — the dedicated men and
women who are trained for revoln-
tion. The tumultuons wnpredictability
of some of the New Left leaders
makes the Party distruciful of them;
but the New Left ai a movement bas
piven the Party an ideclogical bonan-
za wndreamed of fust a few years ago.

It should be remembered that, like
5.D.5., the nihilist movement of pre-
revolutionary Russia was not formally
connected with the Communist Party,
but it was the Communist Party which
reaped the rewards from the killing and
destruction wreaked by the voung nihil-
ists. The “groovy” crowd at SID.S
might be interested to know that the
editions of Encyelopedia Britannica con-
temporary with that time tell us that
the Russian nihilists dressed and lived
much like our modern-day New Leftists
and hippies, and that they too did every-
thing possible to offend conventional
taste and morality. There is nothing
new under the sun.

Of course, the idea that 5.D.5. was
ever non-Communist is pure sham. The
F.B.L's Eugene Methvin states: “Com-
munists have sat in on SDS meetings
and coached organizers from the start.
In turn, S.00.5. leaders have been wel-
comed al secrel communist conven-
tions." Then, wo, key 5.D.5. leaders
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have regularly made both sccret and
publicized trips for briefing sessions to
Communist countries. SIS, founder
Tom Hayden, for example, openly
visited Hanoi in 1965 with Communist
Party theoretician Herbert Aptheker
and Marxist Professor Staughton Lynd.
Havden has also sojourned in Moscow,
Pcking, and Havana. In Septﬂllbcr
1967, according to F.B.IL sources, ten
5.D.5, leaders journeved to Bratislava,
Czecho-Slovakia, for a week-long, ultra-
secret pow-pow  with Vietcong and
North Vietnamese propaganda special-
ists. Leaders of 5.D.S. continue to make
regular trips behind the Iron Curtain.

That June 1968 convention at Michi-
gan Stare should have served notice on
even myopic “Liberals” that S.1D.S. is
not just another group of student hu-
manitarians, The scene at the conven-
tion hall was described this way by the
San Francisco Express Times:

The SDS convention ball resembled
al times a circws, a national political
convention o la Demacrats or Re-
pachlicans, a livestock show, or the
First Iiternational. On the stage were
the ved flag, traditional sociaist and
labor flaps, and the black flag of the
Anarchists. Anarchist members were
tdentified by black beadbands; ro-
clalists by red arm bands. . .

Of the three national officers elected,
only one failed to proclaim himself a
“communist.” For example, before her
unanimous election as Inter-organiza-
tional Secretary, non-student Bernadine
Dohrn, age twenrty-six, was asked if she
is a “socialist.” Her reply was as rapid
as it was direct: "1 consider mysel? a
revolutionary communist.” At that, the
audiecnce of five hundred arose in
cheers. According to the F.B.L: "With-
out a ripple of dissent, speaker after
speaker espoused the dogma thar Amer-
ican society must be destroyed by con-
stant disruption now and revolutionary
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‘armed struggle’ when the time is ripe.”

Much of the convention time was de-
voted to a heated struggle berween
members of Comrade Mao's Commu-
nist Progressive Labor Party and others
for control of S.D.5. An intelligence
contact, who has carefully researched
the secret reports of this meeting, com-
ments:

The non-P.L. members af S.D.5.
are for the most part just as much
Mavists as the P.L. people, but they
resented baving this proap fry o
steal the whole organization. It was
pretty fumny secing the PL. people
denouncing the other §.D.5. Com-
rader ar Red-baiters and McCarthy-

iter.

Of course, Students for a Democratic
Society serves as an umbrella organiza-
tion covering members from nearly all
Mew Left organizations. The Maoist
Progressive Labor Party, however, forms
the largest contingent.
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THere cax be little doubt that 5.D.5.'s
greatest revolutionary triumph thus far
came last spring when it successfully
closed Columbia University with a se-
rics of riotous demonstrations using the
techniques of Adolf Hitler, Che Gue-
vara, Mao Tse-tung, and Ho chi Minh.#

*With the exceprion of Adolf Hitler ﬁ:h-: anly
Socialist 5.0.%, does not memaorialize), the afore-
mentioned butchers are all herces of the New
Lefe, The Lox Awgeles Timees of January 15, 1968,
carried a story headlined “Survey Finds Guevara
Hero Of Stodent Lefe.” That report, which orig-
inally appeared in the Times' affilince, che ulrra-
Liberal Washingfon Pocf, noted: " "Che' took his
place beside Maleolm X ar the altar of The
Movement. . . ." The Post declared chat “Che' is
pechaps "the most popular hero of the studenc
lefr in the United Seates and Europe.” According
to the article, “the anri-war movement i more
closely aligned wicth Guevara than it ever has
been and his name, more than any other, comes
up at the activist rallies.” It certainly provides an
insight to the true nature of the “peace”™ move-
ment to learn that sts sainted guru 15 3 blood-

cthirsty Communist butcher.
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As the F.BL's Eugene Methvin writes:
“Late last year [1967], 300 delegates to
the SDS National Council at Bloom-
ington, Ind., decided to launch a nation-
al campaign they dubbed “Ten days to
shake the empire.’ Secret caucuses picked
Columbia for a ‘beacon’ demonstration
whose flare would spark a nationwide
conflagration.”

Having sclected the target, it was
necessary to manufacture grievances at
Columbia to serve as a focal point
for the 5I0.5. disruptions. Naturally
enough, Students for a Democratic So-
ciety had no problem in accomplishing
this. It began by demanding that Co-
lumbia University abandon its plans for
building a gymnasium in what had
hitherto been a park serving nearby
Harlem. A second major demand was
that Columbia sever its ties with the
Institute for Defense Analysis, a non-
gﬂvcrnm:mal iUIIlEJiI'IC uf prﬂ[ﬁmrﬁ
advising the government on defense
problems. While there were other de-
mands, these two served as the primary
themes of the protesters’ chants. They
were the issues on which the Columbia
administrators suggested compromise.

The head compromiser, you will re-
call, was the University’s President, Dr.
Grayson Kirk — also, at the nome,
President of the Leftist Establishment’s
Council on Foreign Relations. Kirk
must have had an awfully hard time
keeping a straight face as he was being
denounced by his “enemies from he-
low.” What happened at Columbia was,
after all, merely another example of the
Communists’ technique of using pres-
sure from below to justify a Lefoward
move by their agents and dupes at the
top, as described by Communist Jan

There is, however, some disagreement within the
older "Liberal” community as to just who s the
MNumber One kol of the student activists, Joseph
Alsop, an AIA. socialist, writes that he believes
"Mao Twe-tung it now the greatest hero of the
American Mew Left, and even the less exotc
academic-intellectuals commeonly discuss Mao’s
China in the manner of The New Republic writ-
ing about Stalin in the 1230°%."
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Kozak in the Communist masterwork,
And Not a Shot Was Fired.

When the surﬂ:ndcring was finished
at Columbia, campus S.D.5. leader
Mark Rudd (pronounced rude) ad-
mitted thar the demands were a hoax
and a pretext. The Chicago Tribune of
November 9, 1968, quotes the arrogantly
confident Mr. Rudd as declaring:

Let me tell yow—iwe manufactire
the irswes. The Institute for Defense
Analysis is nothing at Columbia; just
three professors. And the gym issue
i baelly it doesn't mean anything to
anybady. I bad never been to the pym
site before the demonstrations began.
I didi't even know how to get there,

Although the'student strike at Colum-
bia was pure Communist show business,
it has produced far-reaching conse-
quences for the New Left. Eric Mann,
a New England Organizer for SID.5.
who has promised “more Columbias
| by the score,” explained all of this in

the November 1968 issue of the S.N.C.C.
newspaper, The Movement:

Far many, resistance to vadical ar-
pament stems, not from disagreeing
with the particalar fsswe being dis-
cusred, but from a belief that radicals
can't win, At Colwmbia, thowsands of
stadents came to believe that the left
was, or perbaps conld be, a real force
in this conntry, And becawse of that
feeling, they became moare apen o
our politics. . .. The Columbia strike,
more than any other event in owr
histary, har given the radical stwdent
movement the belief that we can real-
Iy change this comntry.

Mark Rudd has maost suecinetly
summed-up the goals of that “change”
to which Eric Mann refers. Rudd puts
it this way: “We, the young people,
whom you so rightly fear, say that the
sociery is sick and you and your capital-
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ism are the sickness. You call for order
and respect for authority; we call for
... socialism.”

v

Amone THE few amusing features of
this whole business is the fact that the
New Left refers to its enemy as “the
Establishment.” To rhe Left, the Estab-
lishment is anyone with a “vested in-
terest” in preventing a revolution—i.e.
parents, police, the military, business
people, and (for all practical purposes)
anyone who holds a job or loves our
country enough to stop revelution.

Conservative  anti-Communists, of
course, are also opposed to the Establish-
ment. In the view of such ann-Com-
munists, the Establishment is composed
of power hungry Insiders, powerful
collectivists conspiring within our soci-
ety to gain total control over the people
through total government. To promote
total government, conservatives believe,
this Establishment promotes the Left.
The revolutionaries at the top thus fi-
nance and glamorize the revolutionaries
at the bottom.

Hard ta believe? Okay. Why haven™t
the leaders of the New Left who have
made regular illegal trips to Commu-
nist China, Red Cuba, and North Viet-
nam been indicted by our government,
which we agree is in the hands of the
Establishment? Why haven’t the stu-
dent revolutionaries been expelled from

| their Establishment-run schools? Why

do the Establishment media regularly
glamorize the New Left?

Since Columbia, the mass magazines
of the Establishment have consistently
featured articles glonfying 5.D.5. and
its army of New Leftists. Almost with-
out exception these stories romanticize
the student Communists as intellecrual
giants leading the way into the future.
Although the reportage has not been
wholly uncritical, the New Left is regu-
larly praised in Eswablishment journals
with faint damns. While the revolu-
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tionarics may at times be a little pushy,
over enthusiastic, or occasionally (hor-
rors) obnoxious, they are, according to
the Establishment media, pure of heart,
noble of purpose, and courageous in
deed.

The Establishment's treatment of the
New Left is a twist on the old cliche
concerning Senator Joseph McCarthy.
Thar cliche went: “I like his goals, bur
I don’t approve of his methods.” With
McCarthy, the Establishment Press [o-
cused public attention exclusively on
the faults it manufactured in his
methods, and completely ignored his
anti-Communist objectives, With the
New Left, the objectives are praised and
the methods ignored. The fact that
“revolutionary communism” is treated
by the Establishment as a desirable
ideology provides considerable insight
into that Establishment's real purposes.

The treatment of the revolutionary
youth movement by the mass maga-
zines has not only served to neutralize
parental opposition, but has provided
a recruiting bonanza for S.ID.S. The
radical newspaper, The Guardian, of-
ficially cited by the federal government
as a Communist muut.hpicc.e, carried in
its issue for October 25, 1968 an article
headlined “SDS Membership Climbs
Steeply.” That article, syndicated by
the wildly Leftist Liberation News
Service, revealed:

An unprecedented number of col-
lege students have flocked to the
opening meetings and other aclivilies
of the Students for a Democratic So-
ciety on many collepe campuser,
Throughont the nation local college
chaprers are feeling the result of the
crescendn of activities from Colum-
bia to Chicago, the rash of articles
gbout the SIS in mass circulation
magazines, and the prowth of the un-
dergrownd press,

Here are some samples of the press

agentry for the New Left in those “mass
circulation magazines” which the Com-
munist Guardian says are swelling the
ranks of $.D.S.

Life magazine of October 18, 1968,
for example, presented a long article on
SD.5. with extremely flattering and
sympathetic personality sketches on four
of its leaders. The S.D.S. communists
are presented there as highly rational,
intelligent, and sensitive souls whose
goals in life are to banish poverty and
racisin, While the fact that these mar-
velous tykes declare themselves o be
“communists” is mentoned, it is done
in such a way as to assure the reader
that the leaders of 5.D.5. are really just
idealistic humanitarians given to minor
hyperbale.

The whaole technique is reminiscent
of the propaganda fed Americans only
twenty years ago about that loveable
agrarian reformer, Mao Tse-tung; or
the snow job given the public about
Castro, “the George Washington of
Cuba,” a decade later. The idea that
student revolutionaries could be manip-
ulated by wpper-case “C” Communists
is thoroughly ridiculed as carly as the
second paragraph of that Life article.
The allegation that S.D.S. has been in-
filtrated is considered by members of
S.D.5., Life assures us, to be “ridiculous
and unworthy of an answer. . . . Even
if the Communist Party wanted to take
over SDS . . . [a member stated] he
doubted very much that it could: “They
wouldn’t be able to find us.”

Old reliable Look magazine, always
in the forefront in promoting the Left,
concluded an article on these campus
activists in its issue for April 2, 1968,
with this statement:

Teo an adult autsider, the present
maod on sowe campuies may seem
like an aimless nibilism, a pomtless
Lashing owt af every target wilhin slo-
pan reach. Especially, since some of
those tarpets are the most deeply beld
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notions of the over-thirty folk. But
the thrashing about is often the out-
ward symptom of a hiphly idealistic
view. . . . Predictably, confurion vies
with ontrage, indecision contends
with despair. But ander it all runs a
strang desive ta make a poritive
achievement.

The “revolutionary communists” af
the S.D.5. were no doubt thrilled by
such appreciation of their altruism.

Look, which has always led the parade
in smearing anti-Communists, pre-
sented another pacan of praise for
S.D.S. in its issue for October 1, 1968,
This time, “doing its thing," Look
came up with the rationalization of the
year in explaining why Communists are
welcomed into Students for a Demo-
cratic Sociery:

Remembering a college generation
af the fiftier that bad been fright-
ened inte silence by Communist
witch-bunts, SDS's organizers delib-
erately decided to open its ranks to
anyone af whatever paolitical creed,
and o to remove the Red-baiting
weapon from ity enemies.

Clever, what? You take away the
Red-baiting by inviting the Reds to run
the showl

Look assures us that we have a lot to
learn from those whom thar magazine
describes as “idealists” and “visionaries.”

Then it says:

Sometimes inspived, aften chaatic,
the Stwdents for a Democratic Socie-
ty represents an effart by a key
mingrity of the Nuclear Generation
te break out of a political and moral
migze builr by their elders, It is an
wpbeaval being duplicated arownd the
world, in Communist and non-Com-
manist countries altbe. What hegan
on the campus may well prove edn-
cational for our enire society.
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Comrade Mao couldn't have put it
better.

Of course, all of the major magazines
(with the exception of U.S. News &
World Report) have scoffed at the idea
that there is any prior planning or co-
ordination to the campus riots, just as
they have been scoffing for years at the
idea there is any organization behind
the black insurrections which Commu-
nists have been leading in our urban
centers. Newsweek of May 20, 1968, for
instance — in lunatic contradiction of
both the S.D.S. leadership and the F.B.L
—declared matter-of-factly: “Some re-
ports charged, erroncously, that SDS
had planned the Columbia revolt since
last summer.” The same article assures
us that “SDS thinking has a strong
current of idealism.”

Time magazine, which described the
S.D.S. Manists as “disenchanted young
liberals,” also denied that the Columbia
riots were anything bur happenstance.
Was Columbia part of a conscious con-
spiracy? asks Time of May 24, 1968,
“That is unlikely,” Time answers irself:
“SDS was just playing a natural role
in most of the campus uprisinga ...con-
spiracy is not really its game.” How's
that for mongolistic doubletalk?

Esquire for December 1968 even car-
ried a piece — entitled “Will Tom Hay-
den Overcome?"—in which the Maoist
S.D.S. founder is pictured as a magnifi-
cent if somewhat quixotic champion of
the downtrodden. Esquire's Steven Rob-
erts described Hayden at the bloody
Chicago riots against the Democrat
Convention as if Tom were the original
kindly reformer preparing to rid the
world of wicked machine politics:

I saw him standing on a platform
wnder a tree in Grang Park, exhors-
i a crowd on the last day of the
Democratic  convention, The mere
freesence af him and a few thosusand
wthers in Chicage canred Mayor Rich-
ard [. Daley to call aut 10,000 troops,
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armed as if they were going on a
search-and-destray mission,

As you read this next excerpt from
Esquire, compare Roberts’ glowing de-
seription of Hayden to the diatribe reg-
u]nrl}r afforded conservative anti-Com-
munists in the Establishment’s mass
magazines:

His strength, I think, comes from a
rare mixture of perspective and com-
mitment, humor and  seviansmess.
Sametimer thy and surpicions al first
meeting, Hayden can become a ge-
nial companion with quick enthii-
tasms and dffections, He will inter-
rupt a mamentous discusiion ta thraw
a foothall aronnd (which be doer
very well [of conrsel) or crack a
joke. . . *® Someone bar called him
a "yowng Norman Thomas," and
that's not a bad deseription. Given

*Hayden i3 a3 very important radical. Not only
has he traveled illegally to the major Communist
countrics with impunity, but he has close ties
with such Esrablishment leaders 23 Averell Harri-
man and other Imuders. Even Figuire notes: "He
it continually attacked for talking to Awverell
Harriman, . , . for consorting with the Mew York
literary crowd, for meeting HBobby Kennedy."
Hayden, Esquire reports, was asked to join the
honor guard at Robert Kennedy's funeral.

All this for a Comrade who in Seprember of
last year declared in Brarslava, Crecho-Slovakia,
at a Communist strategy meeting with represen-
ravives of the Viercong: "1 am the Viercong We
are everywhere! We are all the Viercong” Tom
Hayden then promised Vietcong-style terrosism
throughout the United Scates.

Of course, being a street cevolutionary like Tom
Hayden apparently hay many curious advancages,
Dur intelligence sources tell ws, for example, that
when Tom was in Hanoi a while back his travel-
ing companion was arractive Annc Scheer, wife
of the wildly Lefese Editor of Ramparts, While
the billygoat-bearded Bob couldn't get away from
his editorial duties to make thar trip, Anne and
Tom were imtimate friends. Our sources tell us
that Rebert Scheer’s wife hat now left him for
Tom Hayden, on the ground thar chere is more
to Tom—as he is both a Marxist intellectual and
1 sereet revolutionary, while the aeithete Bob is
only 3 Marxise intellectual who advises ofbers to
take the revelution to the streets. Poor Bob Scheer.
He is currently trying to decide whether ro sell
his little $55,000 cottage in the suburbs or to
turn it into a hostelry for the Mew Lefr. Mean-
while, Tom and Anne are busy in the streets.
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the acceleration of bittory, be has al-
ready reem some of bir earliest
dreams come trwe. . . . Like Thomas,
he is balf-visionary, balf-pragmatist.
He snderctandr the world but some-
bow bopes it can get better. Like
Thamas, tas, be is always ready for a
new Cdiie, . . .

Esquire also has lavish applause for
Hayden's Comrades:

The New Lefr might be a lot of
things, not all of them pleasant or
tolerant. But it is neither the tool of
d conspiracy ner a group of ungrate-
ful wretches who baven't grown up.
It is the best of a generalion—and it
bis been bred by nothing more than
the world it war given,

That last part is quite right, Bur, “the
world it was given” was full of con-
spiracy led by such men as Tom Hay-

en's hero, Mao Tse-tung—butcher of
23 million Chinese — and Communists
operating from Moscow and Peking to
Paris and Washington.

The Establishment'’s press agentry in
promaoting the members of the New
Left as brilliant young idealists and hu-
manitarians has buffaloed many Amer-
icans, mature in years, into accepting
the absurdity that the New Left is com-
posed of bright intellectuals committed
to idealistic purposes. While most will
criticize “the now generation” for being
“over-exuberant,” many actually buy
the phony propesition that these school-
boy Lenins are “the hope of the world.”

What is happening is that we are
being led toward class warfare in the
classic Marxist mold. During the
Thirties the thrust was labor vs. man-
agement, in the late Fifties and early
Sixties, it became black vs. white—now
the Establishment and its political tool,
the “Liberal” Left, has opened a new
front: youth vs. age.

Since youth is always the cannon fod-
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der of revolution, and America’s current
crop of young people is enormous in
size, it is not surprising that the big guns
of the Establishment media are all being
trained on exploitation of the acne set.
What is most incredible is that it is all
being done in the name of “destroying
the Establishment.” Of course, setting
up and manipulating your own opposi-
tion is classic Marxist strategy based
upon the Hegelian concept of dialectics.

v

A Tor government intelligence oper-
ative assigned to the New Left tells me
that he expects the Reds' student Move-
ment will soon split into two basic
groups — those who will continue to
organize on the campus, and those
working underground in hit-and-run
guerrilla warfare. “A highly complex
and sophisticated urban-industrial soci-
ety such as ours,” this informant says,
“is especially vulnerable to such sabo-
tage. The primary targets of both the
Black Nationalists and the New Left
guerrillas will be the public utilities—

| gas, water, and electricity. There are

two reasons for this: first, they are a
symbol of capitalism; and, second, their
destruction will produce the maximum
amount of dislocation with the mini-
mum amount of sabotage.”

In order to create maximum effective-
ness, he says, the attacks will be coor-
dinated in a nationwide effort. To ac
complish this it will not be absolutely
necessary to have a day and hour set in
advance and agreed upon throughout
the netwark. Such a plan would be vul-
nerable to EXposure b}' government
agents who have infiltrated the New
Left, Rather, he thinks the sabotage
will be controlled h}' “manipulating the
emotional climarte.”

While the Chicago Riots are being
used as an excuse for turning to guerril-
la warfare, the plans for that show were
of course in an advanced stage long be-
fore last summer. An “emotional cli-
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mate” was created with inevitable re-
sults.

As for sabotage, we know that large
amounts of L5D were poured into the
Chicago water supply during the Dem-
ocrat Convention — a fact reluctantly
admitted by authorities who were afraid
that the news would create massive
public panic. The MNew Left group
which for several nights poured thou-
sands of dollars worth of “acid” into
Chicago'’s water tanks was undoubtedly
puzzled by the fact that the whole city
was not “tripping out." Fortunately, the
LSD was neutralized by chlorine-adjust-
ment equipment at the point of its
origin in the system. But, the mere fact
that revolutionaries attempted to spike
the Chicago water supply — and spent
thousands of dollars in doing it — is
ample proof that they are not just
ralking revolution. One of our most re-
liable intelligence contacts says of the
Chicago incident:

These people were not completely
dteare af what they were doing. For-
tanately, chlorine bar a nentralizing
effect on LSD. Nonetheless, I be-
lieve that we have more to fear from
the New Left resorting 1o chepiical
and bacteriological warfare than we
do from the New Left bombings. A
few of these kids are simply bril-
liant, and a number af them bave ac-
cers lo people in povernment re-
research projects who bave the same
beliefs which mduced |. Robert Op-
penheimer to associate with Commi-
nists while be was working on the
A-bomb. Some of these young people
bave sel np rather elaborate labora-
tories to produce LSD and other
drugs, and there is no reason to be-
lieve that they conld not do the same
:&iﬁ to support chemical and perm

KAFT dre,

Public utility corporarions in key
| arcas arc already patrolling their prop- |
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erties by helicopter, and man-hele covers

| near police starions have been welded

shut in a number of our cties, to guard
against sabotage by bombing.

In all probability, the New Left will
seck to coordinare its attack of general
sabotage with a nationwide crisis of
some sort. When the government's
printing-press monetary policies finally
lead o runaway inflation and economic
catastrophe, militant Black Nationalists
and New Leftists will attract large fol-
lowings from the heretofore apathetic.
The revolutionaries believe thar jobless
Megroes and those whose Welfare
checks no longer seem adequate will be
casily convinced that the economic dif-
ficulties are the Establishment's attempt
at black genocide or economic war on
“the poor.” Students who are driven out
of college because of the economic re-
verses will see revolution as a feasible
alternarive. The Black Panthers among
the Negroes, and the SD.S. guerrillas
among whites, will serve as the cadres
for a mass revolutionary movement,

At least, that is The Plan.

One top law enforcement officer 1
interviewed told me that he is afraid
it will take a national disaster of
monumental proportions before public
opinion will demand and receive a
crackdown against the few, but well
organized and determined, hard-core
revolutionaries now operating with im-
punity. “We seem to be possessed by a
*Pear] Harbor syndrome,'" he said,
“which keeps us from acting while there
is still time to save hundred of thousands
of lives and billions of deollars in
property.”

How can such an incredible disaster
be prevented? “First,” says this intel-
ligence officer, “Chief Justice Warren's
resignation must be accepted and a
legitimate judge appointed to succeed
him. Then our entire internal security
system must be overhauoled so thar the
revolutionaries can be prosecuted before
they can actually carry out their plans.

o4

Both federal and local law enforcement
bodies have abundant evidence upon
which to try these revolutionaries for
sediion—and they must be allowed 10
do so. Many of the key Black Nation-
alist leaders, apenly espousing Commu-
nism, have renounced their citizenship
by proclaiming that they are Africans
not subject to American jurisprudence
—they should be deported to someplace
like Cuba or Tanzania.” This contact
maintains: “Law enforcement people
dare TJ:IC most frus:tr:-lr::d Emup iI'I tI'I_C
United States. If their hands were un-
tied, the country could be saved.”

Unfortunately, rather than a crack- |
down on subversives, whar is more |

likely to happen is that the Red terror- |

ists will be allowed to wreak their de-
struction. Their efforrs will thus be used
by the Establishment as an excuse to
invoke already existing Exccutive
Orders formalizing dictatorship. The
mass media will then tell us that the
only solution to the massive sabotage,
race war, and economic catastrophe is
to establish a world authority to govern
all countries and end the “disparities”
which cause such chaos.

Under normal circumstances, the
American public would not knowingly
permit the surrender of our sovereignty
to a world government; but, in the
throes of a desperate crisis, many will
pray for a dictator and others will be
willing to grasp at any straw which
promises to stop the destruction and
restore some modicum of normalcy.
The Establishment’s media will then
hold out the straw, and the New Left
and the Black Nationalists will have
performed their final service for their
real masters—the Insiders of the Estab-
lishment they ostensibly opposed and
whose wols they were.

There is a way to stop it, of course.
A crackdown on subversives and terror-
ists would certainly put a stop to it. It
is the job of each of us to demand that
crackdown nog/ W B
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