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French Gov't Gags Its Critics
The attack on freedom o f the press in  

France, largely ignored by the U.S. labor 
press up t i l l  now, has reached a point 
where the alarm must be given. The gov
ernment of “ Socialist”  Premier Mollet, as 
i t  has sunk deeper and deeper in to the 
morass o f colonialist war against the 
A lgerian people, has struck w ith  blind 
fu ry  a t the c iv il liberties o f those who 
oppose the w ar and declare tha t the 
Algerians should have the ir independence. 
N ot only has Mollet continued all the 
violations on c iv il liberties in France his 
capita list predecessors introduced, but he 
has redoubled them and in the past month 
they seem to be reaching a crescendo.

A lgeria is part of France, cry the o ffic ia l 
propagandists. For over two years now 
every issue o f La Verite, a weekly pub
lished in Paris by the French Trotskyists, 
has been seized and destroyed by French 
authorities in A lgeria. Rcently other 
weeklies, such as the independent socialist 
France-Observateur, have been suppressed 
in  A lgeria. Now issues of the three leading 
evening papers o f Paris —  Le Monde, 
Paris-Press and France-Soir —  have been 
seized by French authorities in  Algiers.

B u t supression o f the press is not con
fined to  A lgeria —  i t  goes on r ig h t in  
Paris. French police have suppressed some 
issues o f L ’Humanite, the daily o f the 
French Communist Party. Journalists 
ranging from  radical to religious — what 
they have in common is sympathy fo r the

Algerians and a determ ination to te ll the 
facts — have been arrested and face tr ia l

Principal targets of Mollet’s campaign 
against freedom of the press in France 
have been the papers o f the French T ro t
skyists and especially the weekly La 
Verite. In  1955 i t  was twice prevented 
from  appearing by French police who 
confiscated copies already prin ted, and 
broke up the type. This was repeated 
eight times in 1956. So fa r in 19(57 i t  is 
being suppressed almost every week as 
in A lgeria.

In addition to this, editors and w rite rs  
of La Verite  are being prosecuted in  the 
courts on allegations tha t th e ir w ritings 
on A lgerian independence undermine mo
rale o f the. French army. Most sinister 
move by Mollet is the transfer o f these 
prosecutions from  the c iv il courts, where 
the defendants would enjoy tr ia l by ju ry , 
to the m ilita ry  tribunals where they w ill 
get short sh rift.

The indignation and protests o f labor 
and civil-liberties defenders in France and 
other .countries against the w itch hunt 
and McCarthyism in  the U.S. were a great 
service to the American people. Con
versely i t  is today the duty of a ll class
conscious workers and defenders o f c iv il 
liberties in  th is  country to protest the 
actions o f the Mollet government and to 
support in  every possible way the victims 
of the persecution.

For a United May Day Rally
Tim e was when w'orkers throughout 

th is  country celebrated May Day in  
un ited-front rallies and parades. I t  was 
the day o f the year when the various 
workers’ organizations, despite the ir po
lit ic a l differences, joined in public dem
onstration of tha t which they had in 
common-— belief in  a socialist fu ture, 
so lidarity  o f labor and defense o f c iv il 
liberties.

This almost forgotten trad ition  was 
both natura l and proper. May Day npts- 
only originated in  America but in o rig in  
tvas a united celebration. The f ir s t  of 
May in 1886 had been designated by the 
union movement as the day on which all 
workers should demonstrate and strike 
fo r  the eight-hour day. A ll organized la
bor and a ll workers’ organizations —  de
spite b itte r  differences on other matters 
— endorsed and observed the f ir s t  May 
Day.

The Haymarket frame-up tha t followed 
against the anarchists and socialists of 
Chicago enshrined the f ir s t  of May as 
a holiday o f all class-conscious workers. 
May Day belongs to no one tendency in 
the labor o r socialist movement —  i t  is 
the common property of all. I t  is a day of 
observance and rededication to the basic 
propositions o f working-class struggle fo r 
a bette r world.

The new mood which today prevails in 
all sectors o f the socialist movement has

already brought the welcome sight of rep
resentatives o f the d iffe ren t sectors o f 
the radical movement on the same p la t
fo rm  stating th e ir various points o f view 
to audiences composed o f members of all 
the organizations plus many w ithout any 
a ffilia tion .

Surely such experience now makes i t  
feasible to consider a united-front May 
Day th is  year. Such a un ited-fron t would 
not mean the surrender o f any of the 
politica l positions d iffe ren tia ting  one o r
ganization from  another. I t  simply means 
tha t they w ork  out a program of sub
jects to which the May Day celebration 
w ill be devoted.

Do the d iffe re n t organizations have 
enough in common fo r united rallies? We 
subm it they do.

Here, fo r  example, are three v ita l is
sues, which do not begin to exhaust the 
lis t. 1) Support of the Negro people’s 
f ig h t against Jim  Crow and the racist 
te rro r in the South. 2) Defense of c iv il 
liberties and all victim s of the w itch hunt. 
3) Solidarity w ith  labor in  the f ig h t 
against right-to-scab laws such as was 
recently passed in Indiana and counter- 
preparation against the anti-labor cam
paign shaping up on the basis of the Con
gressional investigation o f co rrup t labor 
leaders.

There is the need, there are the issues 
—  is there the w ill?

An Interview with V. Hallinan
By Ed Harris

SAN FRANCISCO, Feb. 26 -  
Vincent H allinan is, as he puts 
it,  “ a (capitalist turned Socialist. 
And,”  he commented w ry ly , “ be
ing a capita list-socialist is very 
d iff ic u lt in the United States.”  He 
ju s tly  feels tha t |most o f his d if
ficu lties arise from  the fact that 
there is no antagonism so great 
as tha t against an enemy to  one’s 
class.

I  had called on V incent H a lli
nan, the candidate of the Pro
gressive Party fo r  President of 
the United States in 1'952, to dis
cuss the. three-year suspension 
from  the State Bar which had 
ju s t .been imposed on him by the 
California State Supreme Court.

H allinan was quite calm about 
the m atter. He pointed out tha t 
the Supreme Court had relied to 
a large extent upon the testi
mony of one Bruce W erlhof who 
had testified before the B ar Com
mittee tha t he, W erlhof, had been 
a member o f the Communist Par
ty  fo r  a number of years as an 
undercover in form er fo r  the FBI. 
He obtained employment in H a lli- 
nan’s office through one of the 
la tte r ’s associates and claimed 
th a t w ith in  a few  days there
a fte r he engaged H allinan in a 
conversation, “ about Communism”  
Which he fo rth w ith  reported to 
the F B I. Apparently, th is  agen
cy found noth ing in  H a llinan ’s 
opinion on communism which i t  
considered of value and W erlhof 
thereupon returned and claimed 
he engaged his employer in a 
"discussion about income taxes.”  
He alleged tha t Hallinan had 
acknowledged the evasion o f in 
come taxes. A fte r  a short em
ployment, W erlhof had been, dis
charged from  H ailinan ’s office.

USE OF STOOL PIGEONS
H allinan denied any conversa

tion w ith  W erlhof about either 
income taxes or communism. Con
cerning the government’s use of 
professional stool pigeons, H a l
linan commented, “ .Some years 
ago when 1 was employed to de
fend H a rry  Bridges, I derided his 
belie f tha t the government would

use such witnesses or tha t a court 
or ju ry  would believe the ir 
stories. Obviously, I  have had 
plenty of reason fo r  changing my 
mind on tha t subject.”  ■

The Court ruled tha t over a pe
riod o f fo u r years H allinan had 
fa iled to account fo r  approxi
mately $60,000 of his income. The 
government had charged conceal
ment of $400,000, but the 'State 
Bar had rejected 90% o f the gov
ernment’s contentions upon the 
ground' tha t the deductions which 
were charged to be illegal were, 
in fact, proper. The $60,000 was 
disallowed fo r  various reasons, 
a ll o f which appear completely 
unjust. F o r instance, $25,000 
which Halllinan had expended in 
the tr ia l o f U.S. vs. H a rry  
Bridges, including funds which 
he donated to advertise the facts 
of th a t case, was thrown out 'be
cause, some three years la ter, the 
B r i dges-Robe rtson-Schmi dt De
fense Committee was pu t on the 
A tto rney  General’s “ subversive”  
lis t.

Hallinan was as undismayed by 
the suspension as he 'was by the 
terms which the has served in 
the 'federal penitentiary, either on 
the income tax charge o r fo r con
tem pt o f court in  the defense o f 
Bridges. As he put it ,  “ When one 
s tarts  sout to  a lte r the existing 
d is tribu tion  o f wealth and power, 
one (must expect to  get h u rt in 
the process. A t the tim e  my w ife 
and I  began to move active ly in  
le ft  w ing (programs, i t  had a l
ready become dangerous fto do so 
and we did not have the slightest 
doubt th a t We would pick up a 
few scars (along the way. I  must 
say tha t ou r judgment in  th is 
connection has 'been completely 
vindicated. However, 'we in tend to 
plow r ig h t along the same fu r 
row. We may be somewhat de
layed now and then, but we won’t 
be stopped.”

Hallinan staited he intends to 
use the three years toward e ffect
ing a union o f le ft w ing  and so
c ia lis t forces in the United States. 
In  1956 he supported the Socialist 
W orkers P arty  Presidential can
didate, Farre ll Dobbs. He'belieVes

V IN C E N T H A L L IN A N

tha t his support of the SWP can
didate helped break down the 
w all betweèn le ft-w ing  parties, 
and he credits C liffo rd  McAvoy’s 
s im ila r action in New Y ork  w ith  
the same effect.

“ I  noticed the regroupaient 
program advocated by the M ili
tan t and believe tha t i t  is  in the 
r ig h t direction. I  do not th ink  
tha t at the present stage any ex
is ting  organization should give 
up its  iden tity  or activities. Thus, 
I  th ink  the .Socialist W orkers Par
ty , the Communist P arty , etc., 
should re ta in  the ir own fo rm  of 
a c tiv ity  b u t meanwhile counsult 
together to find  ways ,by which 
they can assist each other in  com
mon purpose, whether through 
po litica l means or through fo r
ums, symposiums, defense com
mittees and so on.

F R IE N D LY  R ELATIO NS
“ A  necessary element in such 

cooperation is the establishment 
o f courteous and fr ie n d ly  re la 
tions of these organizations w ith 
each other and the relinquishment 
o f sniping and name-cal'ling. I  
have always fe lt  th a t those who 
(wasted the ir energies in  such 
m atters were either insincere or 
Lucked a realistic view of the

real d ifficu ltie s  w ith  which they 
are confronted.

“ O f course, in a ll such m at
ters,” . H a llinan  continued, “ there 
arè areas in  which there can be 
no compromise. I t  seems to me 
tn a t the great division which ex
ists in the w orld  is  between the 
public and the p riva te  ownership 
o f the means of production and 
d istribution, and we should all 
sta!nd f irm ly  fo r  the ir public 
ownership and control. That is 
to say, we must be socialists, 
and not some mixed breed o f 
capita lists a n d  socialists. There 
should be no compromise on the 
question o f c iv il liberties and the 
freeing o f the colored people 
from  oppression a n d  discrim 
ination. We must be anti-w ar 
and anti-im peria list and we must 
refuse to lend even tac it aid to 
the war against socialist coun
tr ies— whether hot or cold.

T u rn ing  to  the economic prob
lems in th is  country, H allinan 
said, “ A  study of th is  situation 
must lead one to the conclusion 
th a t we are on thé 'brink o f an 
economic and po litica l crisis. Con
tra ry  to o ffic ia l propaganda, the 
standard o f liv in g  in  th is  coun
tr y  is gradually declining and 
the d istortion due to capita list 
overproduction is hanging over 
us like  the Sword o f Damocles. A 
public and private  debt of over 
a tr il l io n  dollars is s tra in ing  the 
economy a t every seam. When

the w orld  markets dried up, a 
‘backward country’ o f credit ex
pansion was created to absorb 
the surplus products. This has 
about exhausted its  possibilities.

"The position which we of the 
le ft  w ing  face is a c ritica l and 
urgent one,”  H a llinan  said. 
“ When the crisis crystallizes, the 
American people w ill he faced 
w ith  a choice of two remedies fo r  
the s ituation in which they w ill 
fin d  themselves— one, socialist, 
the other, fascist. F o r many yeafrs 
they have been educated to be
lieve there is something bad 
about socialism. I f  they continue 
to believe this, when the existing 
system collapses, they w il l  choose 
the evil road of fascism. I t  is, 
therefore, our du ty to persuade 
them to the opposite conclusion.

“ We must b ring  to the Am er
ican people the facts o f the 
achievements o f the socialist 
countries and the achievements 
which our h igh ly developed and 
mechanized country could a tta in  
w ith  a socialist policy. We must 
point out to them the economic 
basis fo r war, and national and 
racial hatreds and prejudices. We 
must show them the advances in 
health, education, cu lture and the 
general happiness o f the inhab
itan ts o f th is country which could 
be obtained from  the wealth and 
energy now wasted in the fo lly  of 
competition and the c rim ina lity  
o f war.”

Our Solid Gold 
Ambassador to England

By Vincent Copeland

The famous ex-playboy, ex-polo player, ex-theatrical 
angel, grandson o f the famous John Hay, and go lfing  
partner o f President Eisenhower, John Hay W hitney, has 
ju s t been appointed Ambassador®’

...W itch-Hunt Hearing
(Continued from  page 1) 

o f 21 people who he claimed 
were members o f the Communist
Party. Most o f those named ave 
under subpoena by the Com
mittee.

A fe tre  hearing Lautner, the 
committee attempted a grand- 
scale application o f the “ big- 
lie ”  technique by professing e<m- 
ern th a t there are about 20,000 
“ hard-core communist conspira
tors engaged fu l l  time in  espion
age, sabotage and subversion”  
and a mere 6,000 F B I agents 
to combat tbem along w ith  the ir 
other duties.

Discussion on Recent 
Convention of the CP
Dear Comrade Argus,

I  have read carefu lly your 
le tte r, published in  the March 
11 M ilitan t, in which you give a 
partic ipant’s account o f the 
po litica l developments in  the 
Communist P arty  as well as 
your estimate o f its recent 
convention.

You present your analysis of 
the convention as Counterposed 
to  the evaluation I  made in the 
Feb. 18 and 25 issues of the 
M ilita n t. I  w ill comment here only 
'briefly, bu t I  th ink  a fu l l  dis
cussion w ill demonstrate th a t 
w hile we may disagree as to the 
most s ign ifican t feature o f the 
convention, we do share a 
common view as to the roots of 
the CP crisis and the steps tha t 
must be taken by those of its 
members who, like  yourself, seek 
to  build a party of genuine 
Marxism-Leninism.

As I  understand it, your 
critic ism  is tha t my analysis 
fa iled to give proper w eight to 
the role of the w orker-m ilitants 
in  the pa rty  who opposed the 
liqu ida tion is t policy of Gates 
and who looked to Foster fo r 
leadership in a fig h t against the 
Gates line. Foster’s refusal to 
make a f ig h t on program and 
his emergence from  the conven
tion  in  a m ino rity  position, you 
view  as a setback fo r  these 
m ilitan ts .

You are of course in a better 
position than I to determine the 
extent to which those who want 
a Leninist program supported or

opposed one or another group 
in  the leadership. However, i t  
has been clear throughout the 
discussion th a t many members 
opposed Gates on the basis you 
indicate and we have frequently 
commented on this.

B u t a t the same time we have 
emphasized the fa c t which you 
underscore in  your le tte r; namely 
th a t neither Foster nor Gates 
can lead the membership back 
to  authentic Leninism, and tha t 
the most v ita l need of the 
present’ situation is a continua
tion  of the discussion u n til the 
thus-fa r obscured issue of a class 
struggle policy vs. reform ism is 
squarely faced. In  my opinion 
the convention resolved the issue 
of free discussion in a manner 
favorable to those who oppose 
the re fo rm is t program shared by 
Gates and Foster.

Those favoring  an unfettered 
continuation o f the discussion 
were confronted by the Krem lin 
in tervention v ia the Duclos 
le tter. This le tte r came as pa rt 
o f the in ternational drive by 
Khrushchev and company to 
s tifle  the storm  o f discussion 
touched o ff  in the Communist 
parties by the 20th Congress. 
Foster made clear by his wel
come o f the Duolos le tte r tha t 
he supports th is campaign to 
shut o f f  the discussion and I 
th ink tha t is why many o f the 
convention delegates v o t e d  
against him while at the same 
tim e refusing to give a solid 
m a jo rity  to Gates.

P O LIT IC A L  V IEW S
Today the committee devoted 

its  energies w ith  l it t le  success to 
p ry in g  into the politica l beliefs 
o f a number o f witnesses and 
try in g  to fram e them as mem
bers o f a “ Conspiracy.”

From the outset o f question
ing, D a ily  W orker editor John 
Gates refused to answer these 
questions on the grounds tha t 
they violated his constitutional 
r ig h ts  as guaranteed by the 
F irs t and F if th  Amendments. 
“ Everyone knows where I  am 
employed,”  he to ld the commit
tee, “ bu t I  won’t  te ll you, as 
is my constitutional r ig h t.”  

Declinen to answer the con
tinuing questions as to his poli 
tical beliefs and the namea of his 
associates, G a t e s  declared:

' “From my experience w ith this 
committee I ’ve found i t  w ill use 
any means to fram e and ja il 
people. I  have never concealed 
my views. In  fact I  am being 
deprived of my rig ht to express 
them at this very moment by 
the heads of the city colleges 
of this city.”

A t  th is  point Rep. Scherer 
read in to  the record a news 
account o f F B I d irector Hoover’s 
pronouncement in  which he said 
th a t on .the basis of in form ation 
in  his hands, and unavailable to 
the press, the recent Communist 
P a rty  convention was “ fra u 
dulent.”  Gates replied, “ W hat 
vou have read only proves that 
Hoover is  the head o f a politica l 
police force.”

Gates was followed on the 
stand by Joseph Starobin, form er 
fore ign editor o f the D a ily  
W orker who qu it the Communist 
P arty  in  1'954, Starobin dis
cussed his politica l views w ith  
the committee bu t refused to 
name individuals associated w ith  
him  in  the party. He declared 
such questions an invasion of 
his righ ts  and w ithou t relevance 
to the professed aims of the 
committee. Answering such ques
tions he said, would “ lacerate 
m y conscience.”  He explained 
that he le ft  the CP because he 
fe lt  i t  did not fu l ly  appreciate 
the developing prospects fo r  a 
“ durable era o f peaceful-co- 
existence.”

The committee had rough 
going w ith  Angus Cameron,

president o f the publishing firm  
of Cameron Associates and head 
o f the L ibe rty  Book Club. He in 
formed the v is ib ly  enraged com
mittee tha t " i t  is beneath my 
d ig n ity ; as a man ,to answer 
questions from  the likes o f you.”  
He said th a t i t  was also his 
obligation as a publisher to 
defend the F irs t Amendment 
“ against your è ffô rts  to th w a rt 
freedom o f expression.”  Cameron 
also invoked the protection o f 
the F if th  Amendment.

“ I  don’t  like  what you stand 
fo r,”  he told the committee. “ I 
don’t  have any intention to dis
cuss politica l issues w ith  you. 
You’re Clouting the Bill, o f 
R ights.”  Asked to  provide the 
committee w ith  names o f mem
bers o f “ the Communist con
spiracy,”  Cameron shot b ack, 
“ That’s a" contemptible ques
tion.”  Again invoking hi^ con
s titu tiona l righ ts, he declared, 
“ I  don’t  intend to be entrapped 
by th is  tjommittee  and th a t’s 
your sole purpose in  questioning 
people.”

The committee also tried to 
g r i l l  Rose Baron, owner o f the 
W orkers Bookshop, and M argaret 
Cowl, a publications im porter. 
Both declined to answer ques
tions on the basis o f the F if th  
Amendment. One o f the ques
tions directed to Miss Baron 
was why the hook, New Data on 
Lenin’s Im perialism , which one 
o f the ir investigators had pur
chased a t her shop, was not 
l a b e l l e d  “ communist propa
ganda.”

E ffo rts  o f committee Counsel 
Ahrens to emulate a Hollywood- 
sty le  “ communist investigator”  
did not come o ff well. W ith  Miss 
Cowl i t  produced this kind of a 
dialogue:

Q. From where do you im 
po rt Communist propaganda?

A . W hat do you mean by 
Communist propaganda?

Q. Don’t  quibble w ith  me, 
madam!

A . Among other things, I 
im port a large number o f dic
tionaries and cook books from  
Hungary.

. . .  Mideast Crisis

Incidenta lly, I  th ink  your 
statement tha t I  “ gloated”  at 
the defeat o f A. R., 21st candi
date fo r  the national committee 
results from  a misunderstanding.
I  had no reason to express any 
view about his defeat. I  simply 
cited the fa c t as one demonstra
tion tha t many delegates were 
not committed to either w ing  of 
the leadership. Foster polled a 
much higher vote than Gates in 
the election bu t could not carry 
his motion to add A. R. ,to the 
Committee.

In  m y analysis I  attached 
much importance to the fac t 
th a t many o f the delegates, 
while not committed to Gates, 
were opposed to  Foster’s pro
posed re tu rn  to  bureaucratic 
centralism. I f  you saw in the 
analysis any expression o f 
po litica l support to Gates, then 
I  fa iled to make m yself clear.

M y estimate o f w hat hap
pened at the convention m ight 
be boiled down to the observa
tion  th a t the uncommitted 
delegates ‘‘were more anti-Foster 
than pro-Gates.”  Your appraisal 
is tha t they were more anti 
Gates than pro-Foster. I  th ink, 
though, we can arrive at agree
ment on the basis of your view 
th a t “ education o f the m ilitan ts 
as to the role of the Soviet bu- 
reacracy, its origins and h is to ri
cal foundations, has s till to be 
completed. The ir ideological re
armament is Ihe key to the whole 
solution.”  F raterna lly,

H a rry  Ring

(Continued from  page 1)
is that E gypt not collect the 
fees but that this be done by an 
international organization such 
as the International Bank for 
Reconstruction and Development. 
Egypt refuses to  compromise on 
its sovereignty over the Suez 
Canal which is 100% in Egyp
tian territory . I t  claims the 
same sovereignty over the canal 
th a t the U.S. does over the 
Panama Canal, Greece over the 
Corinth Canal or Germany over 
Kiel.

I t  has countered w ith  a plan 
fo r  Collection o f to lls  by E gyp t 
and payment o f h a lf o f them to 
an in ternational bank fo r  com
pensation o f fo rm er stockholders 
o f the nationalized canal com
pany. (E gyp t nationalized the 
Suez Canal Company, an Egyp
tian  corporation, w ith  compensa
tion fo r  the stockholders set at 
the rate of value of the shares 
on the Paris stock exchange the 
day before nationalization.)

Other points of conflic t in the 
Middle East situation are the 
freezing o f a ll Egyptian assets 
in  the U.S. —  amounting to $40 
m illion  —  and the question of 
Israe l’s r ig h t to  send ships 
through Suez. The U.S. freeze 
intensifies the economic squeeze 
put on E gyp t by B rita in  and 
France and by loss o f canal 
revenues.

E gvnt has denied Israe li ships 
the r ig h t to pass through Egyp
tian  te rr ito r ia l waters in  Suez 
or the G u lf o f Aqaba since the 
Israe l-Egypt w a r t ig h t  years 
ago. This is a belligerent r ig h t 
according to in ternational law 
such as the B ritish  used during 
W orld W ars I and I I  when they 
denied German ships the righ t

to pass through the Suez Canal. 
The Israe l-Egypt w ar has tech
n ica lly  not ended —  no peace 
trea ty  having been signed. Only 
an arm istice exists. On this 
basis Israe li ships have been 
barred from  the Suez Canal 
since 1949. S ign ifican tly  enough, 
France. B rita in  and the U.S., 
who now strong ly champion 
Israel on th is  issue, never got 
aroused about th is discrim ina
tion against Israe li shipping 
du ring  the years o f B rita in ’s 
control o f the canal, b u t only 
since E gyp t nationalized it.

Cairo has indicated a w illin g , 
ness to subm it th is  issue to  the 
W orld Court in  the Hague, but 
the Ben Gurion government is 
ca lling fo r  the U.S. to force an 
immediate settlement in  its  
favor.

U. S. policy in  the Mideast 
openly aims to isolate E gypt 
and Syria since there the Arab 
an ti-im neria lis t movement is 
most advanced. In  line  w ith  th is 
the B ig  Business press o f the 
U. 'S. has been w ithou t shame 
in its  anti-Egyptian propaganda 
during  the Gaza crisis. A ll the 
more noteworthy is the fo llow 
ing  h it  o f understated but ob 
jective reporting from  the U N  
correspondent o f the C hristian 
Science M onitor (M arch 2 ): 
“ W hat has happened, U N  dip lo
mats say, is th a t the United 
States has decided to  try  to  im 
pose a settlement on Egypt. I t  
was not po litica lly  feasible fo r  
the Eisenhower adm inistration to 
impose one on Israel, i t  is said, 
and i t  did not prove possible to 
arrange an agreed settlement. 
So imposition o f a solution on 
Egyp t seemed to be the only 
available course.”

to  Great B rita in .
L ife  Magazine nodded its  ap

proval o f the choice o f one of 
the wealthiest citizens, since the 
salary is only $27,500 and the 
expenses are about $75,000. 
W hitney’s vast p riva te  income 
w ill take care o f the difference. 
L ife  did not mention, however, 
th a t the government was even at 
th a t tim e negotiating w ith  the 
Cuban American N ickel Com
pany fo r  an immense purchase, 
running- in to more than a hun
dred m illion  dollars fo r  an e ight 
year period. (Cuban American 
N ickel is a subsidiary o f 'Free
po rt Sulphur, o f which W hitney 
is the Chairman o f the Board.)

The B ritish  press was even 
more syrupy than the American, 
h u t fo r  a d iffe ren t reason. A 
Scottish paper said “ i t  was hard 
to th ink  o f a more ideal envoy 
from  a Republican adm inistra
tion .”  I t  re ferred to W hitney’s 
“ easy breeding”  as a member 
o f the well-mannered old-guard 
aristocracy. B u t i t  rea lly  meant 
something else.

C apita list B rita in  has good 
reason to welcome th is  ex-play 
boy and new super-democrat of 
the Western woi-ld. P art o f the 
reason is B ritish  antagonism to 
the incumbent, W inthrop A ldrich, 
who has been ambassador since 
1953, was a hard bargainer and 
a harsh task-master. I t  was A l
drich who f i r s t  broached the 
devaluation o f the pound to the 
B ritish . I t  was A ldrich  who 
po lite ly  suggested th a t th is 
would fac ilita te  American aid — 
u tiliz in g  possible denial o f aid 
as a club to force B ritish  capital 
to  retrench, p u tting  i t  in  a s till 
more vulnerable position as 
regards W all Street. I t  was A l
drich, a fte r the faill o f Mossedegh 
who presided a t the American 
cut-in  on the lush1 o il fie lds of 
Iran, fo rm erly  owned exclusively 
by B rita in . I t  was A ldrich who 
transm itted and implemented the 
U.S. policy o f ousting B rita in  
from  its  las t positions in E gyp t 
fo r  the benefit o f American 
Business, especially the b il busi
ness.

A ld rich  is the d irect spokes
man o f the forem ost “ o il”  bank 
in  the world, the Chase-Man- 
lvattan. He thus represents the 
Standard O il empire. (He is the 
b ro th e r - in - la w  o f John D. 
Rockefeller). In  addition he 
represents the interests o f other 
m ajor oil companies w ith  hold
ings abroad. W ith  the ruthless 
expansion o f these companies 
in to  the Carribean and the 
Middle East, there has been one 
collision a fte r another w ith  the 
oil interests o f Great B rita in . 
A ld rich  did not soften these col
lisions.

W H IT N E Y  ALSO IN  O IL
John Hay W hitney is also a 

member o f the Standard O il 
fa m ily  dynasty. H is paternal 
grandparents b u ilt th e ir fortunes 
as partners o f John D. Rocke
fe lle r. B u t W hitney is not looked 
upon as a d irect representative 
o f oil. I t  is understood he w ill do 
nothing to h u rt the oil interests. 
B u t he w ill t r y  not to be 
especially aggressive in the nar
row interests o f oil alone.

W hitney has been an invest
ment banker”  on his own fo r the 
past eleven years. B u t he has

interested him self in  “ smaller”  
cap ita l ventures. He has estab
lished broader business ties, 
among others, w ith  the libera l 
Lehmans. W hile the bulk o f his 
income is probably s ti l l  from  
Standard O il, his activ ities and 
interests have been such as to 
get him labeled as a “ New- 
Guard Republican.”

W hile  i t  is s ign ifican t tha t 
every one o f the 16 ambassadors 
to England since 1900 have had 
very close ties to the banking 
fra te rn ity , i t  was only beginning 
w ith  1929 th a t the hankers 
themselves began to consistently 
take the post. Seven out o f the 
nine ambassadors since then, 
have been e ither bank presidents, 
bank directors, or investment 
bankers —  like  M r. W hitney.

APPEAR  IN  PERSON
A ll the ambassadors to the 

banking center a t London since 
the tim e o f W hitney’s maternal 
grandfather, John Hay, have 
been closely Connected w ith  
Morgan, Rockefeller or Mellon. 
(M ellon him sef took a crack 
a t i t  once). B u t the old custom 
o f g iv ing  the post to the mere 
representatives o f the big bank
ers has now worn out. W ith  the 
decline o f B ritish  (banking power, 
there has been a rise in  the 
power and influence o f the 
ambassadors who are sent there. 
This is because the B ritish  
decline must be steered very 
care fu lly  in to  the channels o f 
W a ll S treet’s rise. And the hank
ers themselves must be a t the 
wheel.

John Hay W hitney in his 
fo rm a l character as “ investment 
banker”  seemes to be one of the 
above group. B u t he Cannot be 
compared w ith  his two predeces
sors, A ld rich  and W alte r S. G if
fo rd  —  one, the grasping 
tenacious agent o f the Rockefel
lers, the other a hard-boiled 
100% Morgan man. G iffo rd  was 
President of the Morgan in 
fluenced American Telephone 
and Telegraph fo r  23 years, 
a d irector o f the M organ-in
fluenced U nited States Steel and 
d irector o f the M organ-dom inat
ed F irs t National C ity  Bank. 
The B ritish  capita lists are more 
or less resigned to the Morgans 
and the Rockefellers te lling  them 
w hat to  do. B u t they see a ray 
o f hope th a t they are not going 
to  be told so b lun tly  or so f in a lly  
by the new Rockefeller man, 
whom they hopefuly regard as a 
ligh t-w e igh t and a liberal.

There is some foundation fo r  
the B ritish  hopes. The intense 
Anglo-Am erican r iva lry  in  the 
Middle East has put a real s tra in  
on the Anglo-Am erican alliance 
in  Europe. U.S. capital has now 
pushed England as fa r  as i t  
can from  the M iddle East, and is 
keeping its  fingers crossed 
hoping the Arab revolution w il l  
not break out against W all S treet 
as w ell as against B rita in  and 
France. Several sections o f U.S. 
capita l now desire a “ thaw”  in  
U .S .-British relations. I t  is an 
eloquent commentary on the 
majestic preponderance o f the 
b ig  banks and o il companies 
however, th a t the ir opponents 
have to  he satisfied w ith  an 
actual member o f the Rockefeller 
clan as the “ compromise”  choice.


