
+ EMERALD EDITORIALS + 

Papers and Parroting 
College newspapers in three large Amer- 

ican universities today are fighting for their 

integrity against the forces of censorship 
and control of the press. The freedom of 

these three newspapers is of as much im- 

portance to the student at the University 
of Oregon as it is to the staff members of 
the papers involved. 

The papers at the University of Texas, 
the South’s largest university; Louisiana 
State university, and the University oi 
North Carolina are all involved in battles 
to protect their freedom from those who 
would dictate editorial policy. 

Perhaps the most shocking element in 
this fight is that two of the papers are fight- 
ing not suppression bv the university ad- 

ministration, but rather suppression by 
other students. Shocking, but perhaps not 

surprising—when one considers that college 
students readily adopt themselves to the 
trends of the world around them. 

At North Carolina, the co-editors of the 

Daily Tar Heel are facing a recall election 
after a petition to that effect was circulated 
on the campus. One of the students behind 
the petition has accused the editors of gross- 
lv misrepresenting the overall views of the 
student body. Defenders of the paper charge 
that the student body president and his at- 

torney general are attempting to gain con- 

trol of the paper. 
At Louisiana State, student politicians are 

interfering in every facet of the work of the 

Daily Reveille. The student senate voted to 

censure the paper for not devoting enough 
space to certain activities, such as the Agri- 
culture convocation. 

These so-called student leaders have at- 

tempted to dictate not only what goes into 
the paper, but how long the story is, how it 
is written, and where it goes in the paper. 

At Texas the situation is somewhat dif- 

ferent, but is still suppression in its baldest 
form. That university has a faculty editorial 

'director, whose job it is to review all edi- 
torials before they appear. In spite of this, 
the Daily Texas says, the paper has tradi- 

tionally remained free from interference. 

Now, however, the Board of Regents of 
the University of Texas has moved to 

abolish the Daily Texan’s right to comment 

on state issues. Among the items the Texan 
censors have refused to approve were an 

editorial from the New York Times, one of 
the country’s most respected papers, and 
several paragraphs on press freedom by 
Thomas Jefferson, submitted as a student 
column. 

The issues and charges against all three 

papers are generally the same. The most 
■ frequently heard complaint is that the edi- 
torials do not reflect the view of the stu- 

dents. 

May this complaint always hold true for 
the press of America! The duty of the edi- 
torial page is to stimulate the minds of its 
readers, not to follow slavishly along be- 

hing the majority, parroting their opinions. 
It is the function of the university to 

teach students to think, for themselves, to 
be critical, and to continue the search for 

inrprovement in society. 
Take away the right of the student to 

think and to criticize, and the university 
has no reason left for its existence. The col- 
lege newspaper has the right and the re- 

sponsibility to fill the roll of commentator 
and critic of the students, the university, 
the state and the nation. 

The editorial page of the college news- 

paper is no more bound to present both 
sides of a controversial issue that is that of 
a large metropolitan daily. The editorial 
page is frankly the opinion section of the 
paper; it purports to be nothing more than 
that. 

Removal of the right to criticize in one 

of these areas*—state politics, for example 
-—soon leads to loss of rights in other areas. 

C'ar! Burgen, the managing editor of the 
Texan, has summed it up. He says “There 
can be no compromise of principle. 1 firmly 
believe that a newspaper is free or it isn’t; 
there is no middle ground." 

It is to the everlasting credit of the editors 
and staffs of these three papers that they 
have fought any infringement on their con- 

stitutional freedom. Those who would de- 
fend freedom of the press must speak out 

at these three great universities. They may 
speak proudly in the knowledge that they 
are on the same side with Willie Morris and 
Carl Burgen at Texas, Lynn Garrett at L. 
S.U., and Louis Kraar and Kd Voder at 

UNC. 

Round Two 
It’s round two of a familiar battle—The 

General vs. The President. The Trumati- 
MacArthur feud has erupted again through 
the graces of Life magazine. 

The latest installment contains a pointed 
reference to that day of April 9. 1951, when 
Gen. Douglas MacArthur was relieved of 
his command in the Far Fast by the then 
President, Harry S. Truman. The magazine 
gave the General a chance to reply, and he 
did—in 5,000 well-chosen words. 

It became apparent that Truman had good 
reason for his action. The General had ex 

pressly disobeyed the orders of his com- 

mander-in-chief, which cannot be tolerated 
in any military organization. 

Truman had issued an order on Dec. 0, 
1950, that no public statements relating to 

]>olicy matters were to be released without 
clearance from the department of defense. 
And yet on two occasions after that the Gen- 
eral violated that order. 

On March 24 he stated that he w as ready 
to meet w ith the enemy commander to find 
a way to end the Korean war. Then on April 
5 he complained about diplomats fighting a 

w ar with words. 
The General made no attempt in his reply 

to deny that he disobeyed orders. Instead, 
he evaded the issue by charging that he was 

dismissed because he was about to expose a 

spy ring, which would have embarrassed the 
administration. 

It is often difficult for a military com- 

mander to take orders from his civilian 
chief, who is far removed from the battle. 
But in a democracy it must be done. Mac- 
Arthur evidently didn’t, and he took the 

consequences.—(J.C.R.j 

Rejected Intellect 
Is independent thinking on college cam- 

puses becoming a thing of the past? The 
L'CLA Daily Bruin thinks so. 

“There is nothing which the average sen- 

sual man so detests as being compelled or 

even asked to think for himself,” the Bruin 
believes. 

l hrotigh all the tear and hysteria ot the 
last few years one can detect a conscious 
rejection of intellectual effort and distinc- 
tion. They come together here with a deep 
seated weakness in the American character: 
a certain shy self-consciousness that tends 

to.deny other interests than those of busi- 
ness, sports and war. There is a powerful 
strain of our American cast of mind which 
shuns or even abhors the free thinker and 
the non-conformist. 

“That America, and in miniature our own 

campus, has flaws in its economic, social, 
and political structures few deny. Tf prog- 
ress is to be achieved, corruption, special 
privilege, and misuse of power must be spot- 
lighted so that in informed citizenry can 

make intelligent use of its democratic pre- 
rogatives. 

“Only the independent, free thinking 
minds can speak for this nation. And thus, 
if free thought and non-conformists ever be- 
come synonymous with disloyalty, then 
America will have surrendered its heritage.” 
—From the Daily Texan. 

tr 
M id term Aftermath 

“Is it true that you recently Ka\<* your class ;i test ninth* up of 
unassi^necl and completely IncoiistqiKntinl nut nil?” 

INTERPRETING THE NEWS 

President to Retire 
To Consider Evidence 

By J. M. Roberts 
AP Ntwi Analytt 

President Eisenhower will get 
the evidence Tuesday and "retire 
to chambers," as the judges say. 
to ponder it. 

Within two or three weeks the 
country should know his decision. 

The President’s keen sense of 

responsibility is well known. To- 
day It makes him an object of 

sympathy. 
People generally know little 

about what he is thinking. One 

thing he has said fairly clearly; 
he does not want to accept an 

obligation which he might not li- 
able to carry out. 

Another thing he has said is 

that, regardless of how well he 
has recovered from his heart at- 

tack, he isn’t the same man physi- 
cally he was six months ago. 

The !m*M the doctor* can tell 

him, to bring It down to gen- 
eralities, Is that he hu* recov- 

ered as well as a man his age 
can be expected to recover from 
his type of attack. 
That would mean the heart 

has suffered no invaliding dam- 
age. It would not mean the con- 

ditions which produced the attack 
have been overcome. A coronary 
attack can come to almost any- 
one at almost any time. Doc- 
tors dispute whether one attack 
njakes the victim prone to an- 

other. The causes are not clear. 
There is no dispute, however, 

that the weight of the presidency 
is man-killing, and only a few 
have long-sui-vived it. 

Under the circumstances, it 

Mould seem logical for t hr 
President to say that hr, like 
nnt man, M'lnli<<t to uhsuiup no 

further responsibilities ulilrli 
might Interim1 with IHing out 
his »e*r*. 

From personal ex|H*rienc-e i 
have Irai nod. however, that «n •• 

ran develop h certain confidence 
about teeing able to live even 
with a damaged heart anil may, 
unless a tight. h-ash la held oil 

the spirit, undertake things dan- 
gerous to health. 

It would be normal for the 
President to wish to complete th 

job he undertook so reluctantly 
in the beginning That generally 
In considered to require two 
terms. His interest in the c. s,■ 

of peace alone- might persuade 
him not to quit. 

He is hound to feel a certain 
responsibility to the Kepuhll- 
can party, which insisted on 

putting him Into the biggest 
joh in the- world. He knows 
there Ih ji good chance that 
the work lie has done for ami 

through the party could he 
undone if he stops next year. 
It would be strange if such 

considerations did not weigh 
heavily with the President, whose 
way of life has been the pursuit, 
of duty. 

Yet it would seem almost in- 
credible that he should gamble 
his life against them. 

All the people can do is .stand 
back, allow him a peaceful tine 
in which to think, and wish lor 
him a wisdom that men seldom 
have. 
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