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Open Door For Reds And Wetbacks

I‘l' was recently discovered that approxic
mately 100 present and past members
of the Communist Party had been crossing
daily into_the United States in the El
Paso area”

That would be, one supposes, a state
ment by one of the more imaginative
spy-hunters. But no, that statement was
made by the head of the Immigration
and Naturalization Service, before a
House committee in December. He was
dealing with a situation which deserves
more attention than it has received,
the “wetback” (illegal Mexican immi-
grant) problem. It poses a threat to the
internal security of the country, makes
a farce of immigration laws, points up
the difficulty of administering lhe»e
Jaws and reveals a gross exploitation of
cheap foreign labor, at the expense of
American workers.

About 200,000 Mexicans come into
1his country legally each year. They are
under contracts, which provide that they
get the prevailing wage in the commu-
nity. Often it's a substandard wage—50
1o 65 cents an hour. But they are
lucky, compared to those who don't get
a contract.

These non-contract workers know that
some cotton, lettuce and melon growers
will hire them, because they will work
for less than the going wage. So they
are smuggled across (in the old days
they swam, thus the term “wetbacks”)
and the U. S. rancher pays $25 a head
to the smuggler.

During the first eight months of 1953,
almost 700,000 illegal immigrants from
Mexico were apprehended—no one knows
how many others entered the country
unnoticed. Some work for a few cents
an hour, or just food and a place to
spread their blanket.

The ranchers who encourage the wet-
backs argue that native workers won't
do the “stoop labor” that their crops
require. When properly qualified that
statement is true. U. S. workers won't
do that kind of work at the incredibly
low wages the ranchers will pay, So
the Mexicans flock in, thus taking jobs
American workers could and would do,
wparticularly during this period of rising

unemployment. .
The lem does mot end here. As
the California attorney general said re-
cently: “What appears to be an economic
problem of getting stoop labor fo handle
the year-round harvests has grown into

a grave soclal problem, involving mur.
der, prostitution, robbery and a gigantic
illegal narcotic infiltration.”

The ease with which any Communist
agent who wishes to can enter this
country is illustrated by a look at the
map. Guatemala is pro-Communist.
Agents commute regularly from there to
Russia. Guatemala borders Mexico on
the south. Any agent with an ounce of
sense wouldn't try to enter this coun.
try through regular channels. Instead,
chuckling at the spectacle of American
refusal to grant visas to Europeans of
non-Communist but leftish tendencies,
like Maurice Chevalier, they will go up
through Mexico from Guatemala.

Certainly even a partial solution of
this problem is difficult. But it would
be eased if employers were required to
hire native workers when they are
available, at standard wages, and if the
Immigration Service were given more
funds to enforce the immigration laws
and erack down on the contractors and
farmers who connive to import the
poor Mexicans illegally. Beyond that, the
problem points up the ludicrousness of
barely opening the front door to immi-
grants while the back door stands wide
open.

.
Unequivocal

AVING finished the annual struggle

with the internal revenue depart-
ments and conscience at 2 am. this
morning, we are in no mood to say a
kind word for anything or anybody in
any way connected with tax collection,

But a note of commendation, if grudg-
ingly given, is in order. The N. C. Reve-
nue Department’s new short form, being
used for the first time this year, is one
of the best and simplest tax forms we've
seen.

A good many taxpayers who can't qual-
ify to use the federal short form can
use the state short form. If your income
derives from wages, commissions, sal-
aries, dividends or interest you just put
down the total, take your deduction,
multiply, grit your teeth and reach for
the checkbook.

One could quarrel about the fairness
of this kind of form, but no one can
say it isn't simple and clear. Because
it is that way, it doesn't even give
your conscience a workout.

A Weak Answer To Murrow's Charge

EN. JOE McCARTHY's answer to Ed
Murrow’s television program was
old stuff to Tar Heels, who saw the
same false allegation used against Dr.
Frank P. Graham in the 1950 Smith-
Graham primary battle.

In his appearance on the Fulton Lewis
radio program, McCarthy quoted from
an 18-year-old newspaper the charge
that Murrow was on the national ad-
visory council of the Institute of Inter-
national Education which taught “the
violent overthrow of the entire tradi-
tional social order.” He added that “This
may explain . . . why Edward R. Mur
row, week after week, feels that he
must smear McCarthy , . . Maybe Mr,
Murrow is worried about the exposure
of some of his friends. 1 don't know.”

In May of 1950, the over-ambitious
young publicity man for the late Willis
Smith placed an advertisement in North
Carolina papers tying Dr. Graham to the
summer session of the Anglo-American
section of Moscow University in 1935.
“The ad said that the purpose of the
session was “an effort to get American
youths to go to Russia and study com-
munism under Russian teachers.”

That was not the case at all. The May
5, 1034, issue of ScrnooL & Soctery made
it clear that the school was “to provide
American educators an opportunily to
observe educational methods in Russia."
The magazine went on to say that the
advisory committee was not forced to
“sell” the summer session.

“To the end that the Soviet author-
ities may learn the American reaction
to the new Russian educational sys-
tem, an American national advisory

From The Shelby Daily Star

council of the institute has been es-
tablished,” the magazine said.

(It so happened that Moscow can-
celed the session before it was ever
held.)

On that committee, in addition to Dr.
Graham and Mr. Murrow, were such dis-
tinguished Americans as Dr. Harry
‘Woodburn Chase, former UNC president,
Vassar's famed Hallie Flanagan, the
University of Chicago’s Robert M.
Hutchins, Philosopher John Dewey, and
many others.

The newspaper advertisement served
no purpose save that of linking Dr.
Graham’s name with Moscow just be-
fore the primary election. McCarthy's
distortion of the story served mo pure
pose other than to try to “smear” Mr.
Murrow, whose loyalty, ability, and in-
tegrity need no defense from us.

Calling Moscow

RANGES from Israel, reports Tue

New Yomx Tives’ Moscow corres
spondent are selling for four and five
Tubles apiece in the Soviet Union.

At this rate, the Soviet government
will make a gross profit of more than
100 million dollars on an investment of
only 2.5 million dollars.

That's a 4,000 per cent return. Labor
is cheap over there, and middlemen
scarce, so the government ought to be
able to net at least a cool 1,000 per cent
return.

In this country, six per cent isn't bad.

Come again, Moscow—who are the cap-
italistic exploiters?

APPRECIATION FROM THE REDS

T more stark warning about Sen.
McCarthy and his legislative ac-
tivies could be found than the words of
Lenin which Sen. Fulbright asked to be
written into Tre Coneressional Recorn
last week, for the purpose of illuminating
McCarthyism?
They are as follows. They need mo

“At the present, the millionaires of all
countries are behaving . . . in such a
manner as fo deserve our heartiest
thanks. They are hunting down bol-
shevism. . . They are ‘overdoing’ it and
helping us. . .

“When the French bourgeoisie makes
bolshevism the central part of their elec.
tion eampalgn, abusing the comparatively
moderate or Socialists for
being Bollhvlk when the American

{

bourgeoisie, having tmnpletely lost its
head, seizes

“No, no, Eve, think of what you're doing. , , disease, war, A-bombs,
H-bombs, taxes, television, Arthur Godfrey. . .

Why Flanders Spoke Qut

The Sensible Senator

WASHINGTON
TH!:'RE is something oddly re-
assuring_about a talk with
Sen. Ralph E. Flandm. Repub-
lican, of Vermon!
Flanders is a wlld -appearing,
!ld!tly man, with the flat, delib-
te spasth of northern New
Englmd, ad the shrewdly hu.
morous face of a country lawyer.
He is above all an eminently
sensible man — this is the char-
acteristic which immediately
strikes the visitor — and it is re.
assuring to reminded that
American voters can be so sensi-
ble as to elect such a man,
Like other such men in Con-
gress (and there are more of
them than sometimes appears)
Sen. Flanders has not attracted a
great deal of attention in his eight
years in Washington, But a few
days ago the nation and the Re.
uhlmn party were rather sharp-
y reminded of his existence when
he arose on the Senate floor and

delivered a quietly \'levula\lni
little speech about Sen. Jou/p
McCarthy of Wisconsin.

POKED FUN

Flanders mot only bluntly
charged McCarthy with seeking to
“shatter” the Republican party.
He also made fun of MeCarthy,
something which has hardly ever
been successfully done before.
His best passage may become
classic: “(McCarthy) dons his war
paint. He goes into his war dance,
He emits his war whoops. He goes
forth to battle and proudly re-
turns with |he scalp of a pink
Army dentist."

Asked by one of these report-
ers how he cnm to make his
speech, s replied that |t
was "lmmly my own idea.
There were no urgings from (h
White House or elsewhere, It was,
Flanders realized, “a very se-
rious thing to do—to get up on
the floor of the Senate and say
how 1 felt about this McCarthy
matter.”

1t was indeed. McCarthy Is per-
sonally without question the most
nearly universally disliked man
in the Senate. Yet his bullying
tactics have been so successful
that precious few Democrats, let
alone Republicans in this Con-
gress, have dared to hrealha a
word of criticism of his

“For over a year now " Flan-
“the Republican 1
been trying to get al
the McCarthy followers and all
the Eisenhower followers into the
same camp. Perhaps it might
have been done—no one on our
side wants to split the party. But

Merry-Go-Round
Drew Pearson’s

\\ASHINGTON
IF you trace the attacks of Sen.
Carthy against most of the major \ar—

over and over again, MecCarthy
has served notice that it has to be
McCﬂthy all the way or noth-

M.\'H‘ER OF PRINCIPLE

“'As this became clear it seemed
to me that a real matter of prin-
ciple was involved.
extra day in Vermont this last
weekend, just to sit and think.
And in the end I made up my
mind that I ought to speak out."

“l have a strong feeling,”
Flanders continued “that the
President himself has got to as-
sert his leadership and authority
more.” He is, Flanders admits
in his sensible way, not abso-
lutely sure specifically what the
President ought to do. It might
have been better, for example, if
the President himself, rx!ller than
Vice President Nixon, had an-
swered Adlai Slevensnnn charge
that the Administration had sald
out to MeCarthyism. But it
appears that me President is
der the influence of the political

®
8

- advice of those who think he can

hold himself clear from MeCar-

Tlme is, Flanders says di
“no use fooling ourselves.” Even
in Vermont there are “a surpris-
ing number of people who look on
McCarthy as a gift from hea-
wven.” But it is important to re-
member that the vast majority of
these people will never vote Dem-
ocratic under any circumstances,
It is true that some of them
might stay home in November, if
Eisenhower makes his position on
MeCarthy unequivocally clear.

ly, rying the boss’ daughter.

By JOSEPH & STEWART ALSOP

“if Eisenhower goes it alone, this
will make the Republican party
safe in November. Nothing will
o that.
SPLIT WOULD HELP
“But 1 think on balance,” the
Senator continues thoughtfully,
“that a clear-cut split would help
more than it would hurt. Of
course I can speak only about
Vermont, which is Republican
anyway, and 1 may be wrong. But
1 know so very many people who
will vote Democratic if it appears
that the administration has indeed
surrendered to McCarthy.
“There is remarkably little in
a business life,” Flanders says
forgivingly, obviously with the sur-
render of the unfortunate Secre-
tary Stevens in mind, “which p
pares a man for a life
The senator speaks from experi-
ence. Again reassuringly, his raise
from bonded apprentice at sixteen
(the Phi Beta Kappa he wears on

n- his elegant mole-skin weskit is

honorary) to wealthy capitalist is
in the great American tradition.
He even followed traditior -
ders remarks smilingly,

“What taught me a lot about
politics, after fifty years in busi-

s8,” he said, “was running
the Senate the first time and get-
ting licked. I learned not to rise
to every fly in the pool, wet or
dry. 1 Jearned not to take too
much advice. I learned that the
best rule in politics is to be your-
self.” This is indeed a_sensible
rule — and one that President
Eisenhower himself might well

2

And it is no use pretending that ponder,

CONGRESSIONAL QUIZ

By Congressional Quarterly

Q—How does the government
mpport farm prices?

en the government de-

lermlnu the price-support level
for farm products, it guarantees
that farmers will receive that
price either on the “free market”
or from the government. If mar.
Fet prices fall below the guaran-
teed level, the government re.
ceems its pledge through various
devises. Among them is the non-
recourse loan, under which the
government lends the farmer
whatever his crop is worth at the
guaranteed price, using the €rop
a collateral, 1f the market pn('u
support level, ti

(armer repays the loan, reclalmu ol

his crop, and sells it. If prices
remain low, he forfeits his crop
but keeps the loan money. When

the government takes over the
crop as collateral, it keeps it off
the “free market.” By reducing
surplus supplies in this way, the
government helps strike a balance

with demand, forcing market
prices up.

Q—What is parity?

A—Parity — as applied to farm
prices and income — is a formula
to measure the purchasing pow
er of the farmer’s income from
sale of his produce. Current prices
ond income are compared to lev-
s in a base period. If a farmer
gets 100 cent of parity for a
bushel of corn, ‘the proceeds of
that sale will buy hmn nunyd

products now are supported at 90
per cent of parity.

McCarthyism Has Its Effect

On Developments In Germany
By MARQUIS CHILDS

BONN, Wést Germany

AT LIES bencath the sur-

face of this busy, hard-work-

ing Germany Is anyone's guess,

igedly int the job at

hand, moving as though with a

reflex conditioning them to keep

at it in field and workshop, the

German people mm bent on
wlplnl out the past

Yet, even pluln?

the briefest sort o

!I\m[h on

attitudes, old fears and suspicions
evoked by the memories of past
grandeur and past defeat.

The old demons that set 'he
German spirit on the path of
flame and blood can be discerned
ain. A most-significant _touch
stone In Germany is Sen. M
fhy, w become for
Europe the chief apparition on
the Western horizon. This report-
er talked to a number of Ger-

ction to revor
and “"McCarthyism"
which fill so many columns of the
German newspapers.
TWO REACTIONS
Two strikingly different reac.

lons come Lo light at once. First, ioi"or el ptying view that all

MeCarthy

those genuinely concerned wit
seeing Germany become part of
a unified Europe realize that
America must share in this un-
dertaking and at least help to un-
derwrile it. They are fearful that
McCarthy will so divide America
as 1o bring it a reversion to
the old isolationism.

This attitude is found ynrl!cw
hr]r among young people, m:
o are working adlvely ln
(uﬂhn international cooperation.
They are fearful, too, that the
ideal of democracy will be so de-
graded by demagogic tactics as
to encourage the forces within
their own country looking once
again to an authoritarian way, The
neo-Nazis, ever, are believed
to be comparatively small in num-
ber and confined, thus far, to the
extremist fringe.

The second reaction s that of
Germans who are rather happy

one who flouts
and order in a constant succes-
sion of sensational headlines, This
aititude grows partly out of a
a thinly concealed resentment of
the occupation and the restraints
llI has imposed on a deleated peo-
ple.

Semu Germans have not for.
the way In which Me-
(,Iﬂhyl name first became
known here. That was when, us-
ing the same tactics he later ap-
plied to the communist issue, he
investigated a Senate investiga-
tion into the treatment of Ger-
mans imprisoned for shooting
down rmed  American sol-

1501
eCar- dlmﬂn the time of the Battle of
of

Injecting himsell into the in-
quiry, McCarthy did everything
he could to make it seem that
Americans had mistreated and
even tortured German prisoners.
Former Sen. Raymond Baldwin,
Republican of Connecticut, tried
{o bring out the facts, clearly re-
futing this charge. Yet McCar.
thy's sensational aceusa
tions found a wide public in Ger«
many, where they supported a

the world had turned against the
German people.

1t is this latter attitude that
concerns  serious-minded G e r-
mans fearful of a revival of the
old rampant spirit of revenge,
After 1019 and the Versailles
Treaty, the stab-in-the-back the-
is took a deep hold. The German
ormy had not lost the war, the
German soldier had been be-
trayed by ftraitors behind the
lines. The generals encouraged
this line, and it was taken up by
Hitler and the Nazis and used
with great effectivencss to dis-
credit the struggling democracy
known as the Weimar Republic,

Careful observers who have fol-
owed the fortunes of the new
Bonn Republic for several years
believe that something like the
stab-in-the-back theory to upllln
away defeat can take hold ag

Stokes Vs. lvy League

By STEVEN C. SWETT
(In The Harvard Crimson)

OVE!I THE past few years a

far-western educator surveyed
the sporting scene In American
colleges and universities. What
he saw angered and embittered
him. Instead of finding athletics
run for their educational and
“character-building” value, he
saw sports as a major part of
bigtime entertainment. University
athletic departments and academ-
ic officials across the nation were
agitating over whether college
athletics were education or show
business.

Harold W. Stokes, dean of the
Graduate School at te University
of Washington, was the mn!ynr
and his analysis is contained
an article entitled “College Mh-
letics: Education or shnw B\m-
ness,” appears
March issue of the Mlu(ic Mcmh-

Stokes has assumed  that big-
time athletic ailments can best
be cured by admitting openly that
intercollegiate sports are operat-
ed “primarily as public enter-
tainment and not as educational
responsibilities.”

EDUCATIONAL REVOLUTION

To fulfill this obligation Stokes
proposes a minor educational rev-
clution which would change the
traditional relationship between

he
e two
are incompatible, and nhh!l:h
separate admissions requirements

for the athlete and for the stu-
dent. Sports scholarships would be
freely handed out to all recruited
athletes, and once at college they
would live solely as athletes.

In essence, Stokes' analysis of
the American university sporting
scene, based on the acknowl-
edgement that sports should be
public entertainment, completely
dlvm-cu the athletic from the aca~

Nm years lxo |.hl| uhmmhip
liscussed in tly differ-

znt vein. At I.hll time the eight
the

E:ll. Was sweeping post-war Amer-
ca.

Today, nine years later, a for-
mal agreement between these
eight colleges outlines a sporting
code whose |p|rn v:unlradlcll
Stokes' proposals.
ment—known as. ‘he lvv Pm"
— refutes the vi heart of
Stokes' argument. Emphatically it
Cenies s;-ha:l m‘mm‘; mm mdv.
any rightful place lergradu-
ate athletics. Athletic uhnllnhlpo
are strictly taboo; spring football
practice is outlawed, and bowl
mﬂ have no place in educa

The new agreement is built on
the prmclple that the academic
authorities should control athlet-
ics. The pact, in effect, sets up
the Ivy Group as the stronghold
of amateurism in sports,

One paragraph of the Ivy pact
clarifies the new league’s stand.
m preamble m(u the follows

‘Pllml shnll be ley Tepre-
sentative of the st body and
not co

mj of
sped!!cllly nmltad Amaln"
mndluons of the pact re-
quire that “undue strain upon
players and coaches be rllmi-
nated and that they be
mm-a to enjoy as panmmu Su
a form of recreational com)
tion rather than as moreulmul
performers in public spectacl
NO POPPYCOCK
The line of conflict between
}M analysis of Ewha and the

the entire athletic picture and in
50 dnlnllm has been forced to softe

were terms used to describe the
surge of “big-time” athletics they

The Story Behind Attack On McCon

Wisconsin suddenly accused MeCloy of
destroying records of Communists in the

had been burned at U. S.
libraries abroad at the

information llmh parents and (rizndl wanted them
demand of Sen. read. There was nothing subversive
M! these booh.

gets he has aimed at, you will invariably
detect an underlying motive of revenge
—a motive reminiscent of totalitarian tac-
tics in Europe before the war.
McCarthy attacked Sens. Tydings of
Maryland and Benton of Connecticut be-
uue one nnullnnul his_charge a( 2&\

The charge was so untrue that Me.
Carthy had to retract it publicly. But he
still accused McCloy of writing a war-
time Army order, which, McCarthy
claimed, permitied Communists to be
commissioned in the U. S. Army.

of people on suspicion uf bolnnevxam and
creates an atmosphere of panic, spread-
ing broadcast alarming stories about
Bolshevist plots; when the British bour-
geoisie . . . founds the most richly-
endowed ‘societies to combat bolshevism,'
creates a special literature on bolshevism
and engages for the struggle against it
an extra number of scientists, agitators
and priests . . . we must bow and thank
messieurs the capitalists. They are work-
ing for us.”

A scientist says the Colorado moun-
tains will have disappeared five million
years from now. Then what will the boys
with the $12-a-day motels do for a living?
~Launer (Miss.) Leaper-CALL.

[ |
a

he State
othr .::tmduml a resolution lakm( lar
of
'Mb('lrlhv now M‘l\(! to defeat Sem.
Margaret Chase Smith in Maine because
she lnlllil!ﬂ the “declaration of con-
science” reflected on him, And
of course the running feud with Secre-
tary of the Army Stevens came after
Stevens refused to admit that Fort Mon-
lmmlh wn llddlld with Commi
recent case of
mcmhy vlnulctivenm was againgt the
former assistant secretary of war, John
J. McCloy. now head of the Chase Bank.
which is not exactly a Communist insti-

McCloy has been out of government
for some years after a distinguished ca-
reer not only in the War Department but
as head of the World Bank and as High
Commissioner to Germany. Nevertheless,

out of the clear blue, the senator from Jos

[}

R For R

But while the public has read of Me-
Carthy’s attack on McCloy, they don't
know the motives behind that attack. It

- Besmort
President Eisenhower at Dartmouth last
spring in which the President condemned
book-burning. McCarthy bitterly resented
that speech—obviously aimed at him.

And since that speech was extemporan-
eous, McCarthy wu determined to find
out who inspired it, even sent an inves-
tigator all the My 1o Hanover, N, H., to
see who and what the inspiration was.
The inspiration, he found, was Mr.
MeCloy.

Actually, the inspiration was acel
dental. Here is what happened. McCloy,
100, was receiving an honorary degree
from Dartmouth, and before Iho cere-
monies, was falking fo N. Y.
eph Proskauer about the bookl that

MeCa
C-M:Mn( only a mmm of the con-
versation, Presi wer leaned
l;’rwu‘d and uhd “whlll t.h.ll, what's
this?*

“I was telling abwt the lmnlnl of
cuh Department books abroad,”

“Dh. they're not burning books,” Tke

"l‘m afraid they are, Mr, President,”
Ilccloy replied. “I have the evidence.

He then went on to tell the President K

hvwluuln official in Ger-
n-mmﬂcu

y knew firsthand
uhkumn of State Dopmneu

~wm million Germans read those
books in 1952 alone.” McCloy explained.
“Probably as many Germans
principles of our {ounding fathers as did
Americans, thanks to those books.
“And the value of those books was that

were sent to American
boys right after the war, Books which

Emnllo:ntr Is Moved

MecCarthy w: nw!\rﬂmllnlmdl
hnl.lld wires ltb:l: White House to




