On Thursday, October 9, 1969'Preéideht'PlfzéfiﬁtatEd;'”Many members of the
Stanford gommubity opposethe war in Vietnam, and many of these men and women havé.? e
as | have -'Th%ways dictated by their individual conSCTencés7p?bfested agaiist
the war'and'againSt*i%&féffé&t’upon'Qur“sociefy,'oUr eccnomy, and our ybuths, I
understand and share many of the concerns which underlie the Oct. 15 mOratbfom,
and 1 applaud the ‘gacrifice of personal timeon the part of those who intend to'
involve themselves in 2N Thé-University must meet Tts'cintinuihg reSpoﬁstTWIéé
ties: moreové?} the moratorium seeks to elicit indimidual acts that arise from
consaience;Thé%efore,-University'peksdnne? will be expected to schedu?é'any'par#“”
ticipation they may wish to uindertake so that the University‘s'oBIigatiohs;a%ef
fully met." i . ' ' ' : ' .

Pitzer's ététemént 15 the quintessence of liberal ideslogy, and conta!gs
some implicit assumptlons which should be }nvest!gated He p05|ts the range of
choices for act:on briween his crosing dowhi " the' University, and his al?bwing
students to protest 1nd:v:dua11yq e would have us believe first of all tha& the § -
university s an institution of disinterestéed: learning removed fron the war: and .
po}ttlcs, and by impoication that this virtue of ‘sipposed neutra1|ty should be
maintained. At the other and of the 3pectrum he would’ al?ow individuals tof appease E
their consalences, as' long as no disruption of the war-effort takes: place," This
choice contains the fmplicit belief that ‘somehow we are all guiley for: the V;etnam
war because we have béen’ negligent in Speaking out’ and that zf we now raise
our voices the government will respond. : =

Both these views admirably serve the liberal function of obfuscation of the issues
by posing thé'?rdeeﬁ'%hffncbrrect térms, and therefére castratd effective political
action. in'Facf StaﬁfOTd'UnTVersify has never been neutral pOTitiEaIly; Stans
ford and itsiwbbiiyidwRea subsideary, S.R, ., have been atr the forefront of
fmerican war réséarch for 'years, Research has been conducted: in- the fie?ds'df chemical
biological warf are, electronic colntermeasure techniques {bombing), the'?n@gntion
of the peasaﬁtgpacifﬁéétﬁon program (prison camps}, and various countEr-insﬁfgenCy*”
method%fo?luéeéiﬁ'both“Thai?ahd and Berkeley. Pitzers closing down the school for .

a day would'be“moékery'df those who sincerely oppose the war, in view of the
universityrS?gﬁtive ongbfng support for thé war, The question is nqt\shGUWd in-
dividual stuaehfs'or Staﬁfb?d participate in g transient protest ‘ﬁut rather shouid
we allolvour’ lnstltutlon 0 continue its crlmlnal ssupport of” the war, ¢ ,

The second implication of Pitzer's statement Is a belief in |ndivgdué¥'res¥"
ponsibility fb} the war. This view perpetuafes an atomistic view of Society,i
and smooths ou?rfaif ithe cl8ss cdntf'adictiohggﬁ?ﬁ fact the war is being fought in the
interests of'a tEny segment of American society at the expence of the vast Méjority of

Americans. While corporation directors like Pitzer and the Stanford Board of Trustees



need to oppose the Vietnamese liberation movement n order to protect their right to
invest and.make profits in South East Asia, U,S. workers see their sons drafted,
their wages eaten up by inflation and surtax, Moreover, corporate overseas invest~
ments hurt 3bgé§rs in their daily struggles on the job. The oil strikers. in Richmond
found thelr/heﬂd down and their strike effectiveness lowered by the znvestments of Stan-
dard 0i1 in the Third World ~ the company was able to siphon its bus&ness to its
refinery in Uenezueia and thereby ignore their Richmond worker's demands..

The war ;s the result of a consistent policy of the American ruling élass to protect”
its lnvestments and:- a decaying economec order. Ce.porate capitalism demands extras .
territorial lnvestment and unproductlve spending {(the military, advert|51ng, and -
space race) |f it is to survive, and the war in Yietnam is an essantlal component
rof that :nvestment policy. In one sense the domino theory Is correct: when the.
revo]utlonary movement in Vietnam culminates in victory, revelutionaries all
over the worid will take heart and redouble their afforts to force U.S. |mper|alist
mercenar;es oqt of thelr countrles, disastrously" cuttzng into corporat;on ‘S
profits. It ls therefore not fortuitous that the rul:ng class can find no. Funds
to improve the cities, the status &f our poorer peOpIes, and our ecoiogy,: ‘while having
more than. sufflc:ent funds for armanents, wo: _;NM*J tha malntenance of a Qne
miilion man standlng armp around the world, it is not the m:sdlrection of our priorities;
this kind of heinous. spending is. ‘the essehse of our pol;tical and. econom:c policy.

The liberal version of the meratorium on the fifteenth is a regressuon of analysis
and action, Radacals at Stanford in the last few years have been actively inves-
tigating the lmperaalistlc policies of the United States, have been educatiag the
public at large in similar terms, and have been attemptang to initiate the uniy
kind of pollthcai action which would be effective in the light of such analy51s - the
Aprit Third Movement was that kind of attempt. The rul:ng class in the United
States, the; formulators and implementers of our foreign and daomestic po¥|c5$5 have
always acted co]lectlveiy and fullyaware of their class interests, At the :same time
they constant}y foist, the notion of individuz! action and repons;bllity on the
people, Ve must realize that the only way to co;_:t the rullng class, to effecslvely
end the war and eliminate its cause, is.to act collectively. Students who: ogpose
the war must untte with working people to fight against their rul;ng class who
contro?_both sur economic and foreign policy, and the university. We must; net
allow ourselvgs to be decieved by_Pitzer‘s }E;"_:? qdao]ogyﬁswg mqst_¥earn yho our
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real enemies ére.; 5
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