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To bring sut both sides student
writes a defense of Innocency

Dear Editor:

Very often those who have been trampled on by a
pacticular organization or who have been unable to bend
ft to their own wishes, turn sour towards it and seek
to avenge themselves and their pride by openly ridiculing
it. Here are a few facts that may have colored Mr, Win-
troub's svaluation of Innocency.

1. As a big wig In the Greek faction, Mr. Win.
troub made the statement earlier in the year that the
faction must controi the Innocents, Despite his ef-
forts to gain such control this year's society thumbed
their noses at Mr. Wintroub, negleceted to ask his
permission for the things they di|d, and tried to hold
themsieves above politica.

2. Mr. Wintroub alligned the faction behind him to
get the vice-presidency of the Senior Council as a polit-
feal plum. The Innocents commendably broke the fac-
tional block and elected Norman Harris organizer of the
council and perhaps the most interested man in its suc-
cess, in his place.

3, Formality at the Junior Senlor Prom became a
party Issue, and as the big wig in the Greek faction
Mr. Wintroub wanted the Innocents to keep it strictly
formal. In order to let barbs attend and thus to make
it an all-university function, the Innocents made for-
mality optional. Perhaps this is the reason Mr. Win.
troub can say nothing good about the first Prom in
several years to have a big name band and yet break
even.

4. And finally in choosing men for the new sociely,
that body in giving credit where credit was due elimi-
nated the man that Wintroub was championing.

The above letter makes light of the challenge issued
to the incoming society. But when the bases of Mr.
Wintroub's evaluation are known, this year's society
can be proud that it has held itself in a position to
incur his ridicule,

Every society will confront men who will seek to
make inroads upon it. To stand against such men
and keep the soclety above politics is the true chal-
lenge an honest Innocent must take.

Bob McNutt.

Men in public eye cannot

expect exemption from attack
Dear Editor:

I suspect that you misjudge the times in hoping that
editorials like that ofi Mr. Lindbergh can pass without
question. Though it 18 customary in some circles to de-
plore the personalities from which Mr. Lindbergh has
suffered, he has in fact been treated with a reasonable
amount of considerations, far exceeding, for instance, that
which has been granted to President Roosevelt. The per-
sondalities which have hitherto been mentioned are strictly
relevant to the issue, since they concern his loyalty to
the democralic idea and the degree of his Information on
the questions of international politics and military strat-
egy which he publicly discusses.

Why should Lindbergh expect gentle treatment
after he had answered a radio address of the president
and called It “hysterical chatter of calamity and Inva-
sion”  Why should Wheeler after he had called a pol-
icy of the president “assinine?” Do you remeinber the
attacks on the president’s family in the last campaign 7
Why should Lindbergh be peculiarly sacred? He speaks
to the American people not as one of their elected rep-
resentatives, but as the best known personality of
American life.

Is it in the least degree irrelevant to point out that
this personality has known fascist leanings which forbid
his giving counsel to a democratic state in complete good
faith, that he has admitted sympathies for nazi Germany,
that his public reputation is based solely on a feat of
athletic heroism and involves not a single moment of ex-
perience either In war or in foreign affairs?

You say in your answer to Mr. Winnacker that “wars
for vague ideals are too costly?” Was that true of the
American Revolution or the American Civil war? If
people won't fight for “vague ideals” (liberty, democracy,
collective security), they will soon find themselves fight-
ing hopelessly merely for survival against barbarians
who fight for conquest. Why do you say that people are
no happier for the American and allied victory in 1918?
They had twenty years of peace and security as the re-
mult of that victory. Germany was flat on its back then
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How did it rise to power?
pacifists and isolationists?

Wasn't it solely because of

“Thomas M. Raysor.
Lindbergh was used merely as an example of a
case where attack upon a man's personality was in-
tended to break down his argument and shut him up,
Certainly the same criticism that was made of his at-
tackers could be leveled at those attacking the presi-
dent's family, the president or any other person con-
scientiously expressing his opinions. It is the principle
of freedom of expression and the rntlona.l discussion of
important issues that we were dcfending, not neces-

sarily Lindbergh himself,
Editor.
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Only the message of the firm

can move the common crowd
Dead Editor:

Perhaps it is beneath my dignity as an alum to
note what the undergradunte mind wallowing in Cam-
brian mud, has to say. However, your editorial “Ridi-
cule or Reason"” in the May 8 issue of the Nebraskan an-
noyed me & trifle, Now that I've beer away from those
fvy-hung cloisters for a year I may have lost what sense
of tolerance I acquired in & purely somatic fashion. You
see, I've been associating with business men.

Professor Lancaster used to ask us if tolerance
wasn't the virtue of not caring sufficiently about any-
thing.' At any rate, it does seem to have a degree of
passivity about it. And I'm sure that a goodly amount
of our so-called tolerance is merely mental laziness—
a kind of inability to carry a given premise thru to its
logical conclusion. Now your beautiful philosophy that
no one is right and no one is wrong is all very well
But today there exist certain groups and peoples who
are only too willing to exploit this liberalism for their
own ends. Doubt, uncertainty, and differences of opin-
ion ar egrist for their mills. When the thief is ready
to steal the turnip from your hands, It is pure send-
mentality to weep over his hunger.

When you say “Whether or not what Mr. Lind-
bergh believes™is right or wrong is immaterial,” (You
should have said “relatively right or relatively wrong,"
in view of your philosophy). I think you are underes-
timating Mr. Lindbergh's influence. Surely a man with
his hero's halo (slightly worn now, I admit), his charm,
and his seeming sincerity must be rather influential. And
is it so immaterial if he uses that influence in a manner
many people believe is harmful to the good of his coun-
try
faith he should be given a chance to speak and to
listened to, you expose an Achilles heel. There are
those who doubt that heé does speak in good faith.

Dorothy Thompson goes so far as to say that his
actions have all the trimmings of a future Gautleiter.
At any rate, his actions do seem suspicious for a patriot,
as, for instance, his advocating the abandonment of Brit-
gin—and the loss of our Atlantic fleet. If, as you say,
material which is written or spoken with malice should
be censored, I hear several nominations for the amputg-
tion of Mr. Lindbergh’'s speeches.

Finally, thou tellest me, comrade, that too many
of us forget they themselves aren't the ones who may be
wrong. That negative attitude again. Now wha lis-
tens to the man who doesn't have a positive message
to give? It's the voices of affirmation we listen to,
the messages of the men who believe, who have faith.
Men like Jesus of Nazareth, Dante, Goethe, Voltaire
are the ones we call great. The others are forgotten.
For further reference, | recommend for your consump-
tion Carl Becker's article, “The New Order” in the
current issue of the Yale Review.

Evelyn Taylor,

Of Lindbergh again . . .
To the Editor: )

In taking issue with the "recent article by Donald
E. Bower presenting Dr. Raysor's views of Lindbergh's
stand, may [ ask by what right does Dr, Raysor, as &
military authority, stand against Charles A. Lindbergh,
the recent colonel. To speak in terms which are abso-
lute, as in this article, is only wishful thinking for they
become false in their unconditional terminology.

No debate or argument can best be settled by reflec-
tions upon the character or individuality of the opponent
rather than his idealism., Yes, the attacks upon Charles
A. Lindbergh are a matter of some concern

According to Mr. Bower's quotation from Dr. Ray-
sor, “The tragedy of the United States...is that its
chief advisor on the isSues in gquestion is Charles A,
Lifidbergh, Is totally without military knowledge or ex-

However, when you say that if he speaks in good

by Art Rivin %

Rbnmrm:mon of & fundamental prinnciple of democs
racy, equal rights for every man regardless of race or
color, was unanimously given by the unicameral yes
terday.

Occaslon for the action was the eonsideration of
amendments to L. B. 504, The amendment itself pro-
vided that no labor union should be considered a right-
ful collective bargaining agency if that union in any
way discriminated against or barred anyone from mems=
bership because of race or color.

A most eloguent plea was made by the amendment
sponsor, the Negro senator from Omaha, John
Adams, Jr.

Senator Adams pointed out that unions today are
practically controlling the right to work and that if
a lgborer is not a member of the union he is unable
to get a job. The senator ciled numerous instances in
which Negro workers were prevented from joining the
union and were threeby prevented from holding a job.

With much emotion in his voice Ad‘!m-ntinued:
“|f this is democracy, why should my people be denied
the right to work?" “How,” he asked, “can these
labor unions pretend to represent all the workers In
matters of wages, hours, and working conditions when
some of the workers are denied membership in the
union?...and only because they are colored.”

Senator Tvrdik, also from Omaha, read without com-
ment a letter from the Nebraska Federation of Labor.
The organization opposed the bill on the grounds that it
would deny a voluntary fraternal group with the right
to choose its own members.

But what weak and sparse opposition to the
amendment was offered was completely smothered by
the one main argument of the bill's proponents: Un-
jons control the right to work in spite of the fact that
they are voluntary organizations and no man. should
be denied that right for racial reasons,

The bill was advanced to select file.
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perience. Later this statement is followed by this:
“De Seversky is one of the most famous designers of
military planes in the whole world, while Lindbergh is
merely a civililan pilot whose reputation is based solely
on a heroic feat of athletic endurance, and whose tech-
nical training is that of the self educated man.

Dr. Raysor does not take into consideration that in
the work of De Seversky he must design planes which
conform to the qualifications which military men say
they must meet. Till recently among those men was
Mr. Lindbergh. Which is better, the working out of an
fdea from data or compiling that data through experience
a8 does the self educated man? Who is better qualified
to testify as to the comparalive figures of military
preparedness than he who has had personal and imme-
diate contact with the countries now under comparison,
namely the axis powers on the continent of Europe, and
England and the United States?

Mr. Lindbergh has lived as a citizen of the United
States for most of his life and has grown up with a
large part of our military equipment of today. Until
recently he served in a manner unquestioned, as colonel
in the United States army. He lost this position because
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he felt those in & higher position did not care to have

the advisability of their recommendations questioned by
him,

A few years ago Mr. Lindbergh left the United
States and went to England to live. Here he lived in
close contact with the affairs of England, in a lesser.
.degree he knew the French situation and he contacted
the great unknown—nazi Germany. Now he has re-
turned to the United States, the land he knows to be
a refuge from the undesirable. He is attempting to
save the United States from the catastrophe that most
of Europe now is in,

I am not saying that the former colonel is entirely
right, but I, as a voling citizen, om In sympathy with a
greater part of his idealism as I understand it. Both
pro-Lindbergh and anti-Lindbergh citizens have valu-
able contributions to make and they must be combined
into an {dealism which is American. In forming this
idealism we must restrict our arguments to the issue and
not to personalities, Remember some of our most recog-
nized leaders of today are so recognized because they
stood for what turned to be the right

Very truly,
Glenn E. Clark.
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course covering the entire year.
They will also check on practical

Infantry will be examined on
Wednesday and Thursday.
pany close order drill and com-
mand and leadership for infantry
students will be checked this nft-

ermoon at 4 on Memorial mall,
Thursday morning from 9 to 10,
there will be first aid and rifle
marksmanship at the stadium for
first year basic infantrymen. From
§ to 11, a tactical problem will be
carried out at Oak Creek park
with a rifie platoon acting as ad-
vance guard for a company
against an outlined enemy using
blank ammunition,

Wednesday afternoon and

park.
Come=

Thursday morning, field artillery
students will hold field exercise In
reconnaissance and position at the
ag campus. The Thursday after-
noon battery will have a formal
mounted inspection at Oak Creek sh



