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EDITORIAL

It can happen here
Santa Barbara Friends of the Student Nonviolent Coordinating 

Committee w ill sponsor a rally today to protest police brutality 
against civ il rights crusaders in Selma, Alabama.

There should be no question about the motives of Gov. 
Wallace and other Black Belt politicians. They are bound and 
determined to halt a movement that represents a threat to their 
power--whatever the means they have to use.

Once again the spectre of state repression has risen--but - 
this time not in Europe or Asia, where, some would hold, "the 
people are different."

This time it has risen in the United States, the land of the 
free , the stronghold of democracy.

Just as the Nazis forced the submission of those whom they 
called ‘ political enem ies" by a reign of organized terror, 
Southern segregationists have started their own program of police 
brutality in an attempt to deny Negroes their c iv il rights.

Racists for the most part have confined their attempts to 
"hold down”  the Negroes to thinly-disguised programs of economic 
discrimination and school and residential segregation.

Now they have openly used the physical force of the state to 
flout the laws of the land.

The time for Am erica to redeem itself is  now. The federal 
government should bring all the means within its power to bear 
on Selma and other Black Belt towns.

It is  time Congress saw fit to pass legislation providing for 
a system of federal voting registrars, who would oversee and 
void elections in areas where discrimination exists.

Once the Negroes are permitted to vote in a truly free  and 
open election, the mechanism of state governments in the South 
w ill be cleansed of the corrupt and twisted minds which misuse it.

Such Congressional legislation would be an extreme step, 
it is  true. But what happened in Selma Sunday cannot be allowed 
to happen again.

PETE YOUNG 
Editor-in-chief

"Police brutality? You gotta be kiddin1 !"

EL GAUCHO editorials do not necessarily represent the views 
of other staff members, the Associated Students, or the University 
o f California.
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Editor’s M ailbox
Injustice done

Your editorial of Feb. 26, in 
which you claim that Dr. Raf
ferty doesn’t “ like what modern 
Am erica stands fo r ”  does in
justice both to Dr. Rafferty and 
to modern America.

While Dr. Rafferty may be 
criticized for attacking a pro
blem - in regard to the schools

that does not really exist, 
his argument for individualism 
is  by no means a dead i .sue. 
It surprises me that many self- 
styled liberals turn a deaf 
ear to what is  being said simply 
because of who says it.

Individual attainment and in
dividual liberty are liberal con
cepts. They are the basis of 
this nation and of this university 
What Dr. Rafferty is  attacking 
is  the glorification of the group 
at the expense of the individual 
and conformity for the sake of 
conformity.

The same people who place 
so much faith in group action 
are often the same ones who 
abhor guilt by association, 
which in a sense is  fostered 
by the tendency for groupism.

OPEN FORUM

Reflecting upon the various , 
dances held at this school in 
the récent past, it seems appar
ent that each one, whether fo r
mal or informal, fits  one gener
al category-m indless chaos.

This designation refers to 
rock’n’ro ll not only of the Beatle 
or Dick Dale type, but also of 
the slower emotional type 
designed to elicit feeling 
ranging in misery from self- 
pity to despair.

Although it is difficult to judge 
which form  is  more harmful, 
we might say that the emotional 
type is  usually more popular 
with the emotion-starved eleven 
or twelve year old g ir l. There
fo re , the carry over of this form 
in college is  less prevalent than 
the more raucous "teen beat."

We might ask ourselves why, 
in an intellectual community, 
this so-called “ m usic" would 
be so popular, and why it would 
dominate the musical habits of 
so many students. Rock’n’ roll 
approached both as music and 
as entertainment has the intel
lectual content of a scream, 
and Indeed prostitutes the name 
music.

OVERWHELMING BEAT
Structurally, most of it is 

simply three chord progres
sion dominated by an over
whelming beat. The qulity of 
the melody involves a simple, 
easily remembered theme 
endlessly repeated. Above all, 
rock’n’ro ll is  simple—it is  easy 
to recall and requires no under
standing. From these con
siderations of the “ m usic" it
self, we may now inquire into 
its uses in “ dancing."

When firs t entering the 
mindless chaos of a rock’n’ roll 
dance, the most conspicuous 
fact is  the all consuming loud
ness of the “ M usic." It creates 
another world—an escape from 
the multifarous world we in
habit into a simple “ w orld " 
characterized by the omni
present beat of an atavistic rhy
thm.

We suggest that the atmos
phere encourages the partici
pants to express their re 
pressed libidinal drives through 
patternized motion. The move
ment, which is  loosely termed 
dancing, usually includes a 
bouncing gyration with a parti
cular emphasis upon sensual 
movements of an erotic nature 
(e.g. the Jerk or the Swim). 
The "dancing" is , however, 
quite harmless since the “ part
n e rs "  are usually more than 
several feet apart.

Modern Am erica needs more 
creative individuals willing to 
think for themselves. This does 
not mean that groupism must 
be abolished, but that we must 
never lose sight of the fact that 
groups are made up of individ
uals.

Just because Rafferty cannot 
“ reconcile his demand for 
individualism with the demands 
of modern society" does not 
mean that others cannot, or that 
we should give up trying.

FinaUy, as a voter, student, 
tax-payer, and future teacher 
I  would abhor the suggestion 
that the post of State Super
intendent of Public Instruction 
be made appointive. The actions 
and beliefs of one man are no 
argument at all.

CHARLES L . KINGSTON 
Sailor, History

Not relevant
Editor:

My general reply to Mr. 
Thrasher’ s criticism  (Open 
Forum, Mar. 3) of my Open 
Forum article on protest move
ment ailments is  simply this: 
M r. Thrasher is in general

Although seemingly insignifi
cant, the lack of communication 
between the “ partners" con
tains a paradox. Whereas most 
dancing in the traditional sense 
requires co-operation and al
lows conversation between the 
partners, the mindless chaos 
seems to thrive on distinctly 
asocial conduct.

OUT OF SIGHT 
The individual remains an 

individual and often appears 
to be out of sight of his “ part
n e r ."  Furthermore, the “ part
n e rs " are often not even engag
ed in the same “ dance." It 
appears, then, that this ego
tistical “ dancing" is  misnamed 
since dancing is  usually social 
in nature. There can be no dia
logue since even conversation 
is  impossible in the face of the 
blaring cacophony.

In returning to the basic ques
tion, we find that rock’n’ro ll is 
over emphasized in the univer
sity. The very fact that it is  
non-intellectual and indeed 
anti -  intellectual seems suf
ficient reason for limiting it. 
The limited vocabulary, the un
grammatical construction and 
the strictly emotional appeal of 
the “ music”  as weir as the 
lyrics appear diametrically op
posed to a rational orientation.

Furthermore, as sophis
ticated individuals, students are 
taught the complexities of most 
areas at life . The simplicity and 
the emotionality of the mindless 
“ m usic" then seem incom
patible with those persons in
tellectually inclined.

Just as taste evolves from 
comic books to fine literature, 
we should hope that it would 
likewise evolve from the ata
vism of rock'n’ro ll ’ s senseless 
roar to, at the very least, 
pleasant music, i f  not to the 
classics themselves.

BALANCE SUGGESTED 
Our suggestion would be that 

in the future, dances be of a 
more balanced nature. Since 
many, claiming that their 
mental health is at stake, will 
require the escapism inherent 
in rock’n’ ro ll, it seems that 
it cannot be eliminated.

However, for those loathing 
the mental asphyxia of its beat, 
a less noxious form  of music 
as well as a more social form 
of dancing would correct the 
unpleasant uniformity of pre
vious dances.

DON LINK 
KENDALL PICKERING 

Juniors, History

right, but his criticism  is  not 
very relevant to my expressed 
views.

For instance, since I am not 
fully informed on the activities 
of SFPA, I  was careful not to 
accuse this organization of hav
ing the ailments I outlined. The 
phrase " .  . .Berkeley »revolt’ 
and its Santa Barbara echo.. . ’ ’ 
referred to the Berkeley situa
tion at the height of its crisis 
and the simultaneous mild 
grumblings at Santa Barbara. It 
was not intended to re fer to any 
organized, informed group 
which might have been born out 
of the discontent.

There are only two details of 
Mr. Thrasher’ s article that 
upset me. First, any analogy 
between President K e rr ’ s ac
tions and those of a mass-mur
derer is  an example of the sort 
of immature, pointless lashing- 
out that does nothing but cause 
hard feelings.

The second detail is  one of 
clarification. I did not claim 
that the “ publish or perish " 
doctrine was harmless. But we 
must realize that ’ publish or 
p erish " is  built into the very 
concept of what the University 
is  to be. To alter this doctrine 
wiU be to alter the concept of 
the University. We can’t isolate 
the “ publish or perish " 
doctrine from this concept. It is 
clear, however, that this 
concept should be examined 
critically.

A s  far as I can see, the re 
mainder of Mr. Thrasher’ s art
ic le  is  quite good. I do not think 
that he and I are at odds. And 
I thank him for his kind invita
tion to look into SFPA.

ELTON A . HALL
Graduate Student Philosophy

AFTER DEADLINE

FSM confused, 
acts childishly

At last FSM has shown the 
basic confusion which lies  at the 
root of its actions. Neither 
does it know the meaning of 
free  speech, nor can it act 
in any but the most childish 
ways.

By displaying themselves in 
public and using obscene lang
uage which was printed in a 
book--“ Lady Chatterly’ s Lov
e r " - -  they feel they are using 
their constitutional right to 
free ly  express themselves.

A s  they did in their previous 
maneuvers, the FSM forced a 
situation into the physical bat
tleground in an effort to intim
idate its opponents. It is  hoped 
that their ridiculous attempt 
w ill be ignored this time,

To the FSM mentality, free  
speech is  like a new toy to be 
used for amusement. The 
adult’ s acceptance of respon
sibility appears nowhere in 
their actions.

In their extremity they may 
shout that they are not under
stood. Yet it is  they who do 
not understand. No conscien
tious effort can or w ill be made 
by these people for under
standing complexities.

. Just as the difference between 
expressing one’ s thought and 
yelling “ f i r e "  in a theater in
dicates the different pos
sibilities of freedom of speech, 
their childish interpretation 
gives away their mentality.

A s  they say, their classrooms 
have not taught them enough. It 
is  to be doubted if  anything w ill.

MICHAEL IVERSEN 
Sports Editor

Mindless chaos


