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LESSON IN U.S. IMPERIALISM:

Economic Pressure: Dulles’ Big Stick at Caracas

By GORDON HASKELL -

. The Tenth Inter-American Conference at Caracas, Venezuela presents a striking picture of U. S. impe-
(ome Iﬂ WItII - rialism at work. It illustrates its very special character, that which makes it possible for its spokesmen to
_ o deny that it is any kind of 1mper1ahsm at all, and for vast numbers of North. Americans to accept this.
(Iean ”ﬂllds, Adl‘" denial as good coin.

a

" Adlai Stevenson actually came right But the foreign ministers of the Latin American countries at Caracas, and tens of millioxs of the peo- e
out and attacked McCarthyism, in his ples of the countries they represent, have learned in the hard school of exploitation and oppression that
Miami speech before the Southern con- “Yankee imperialism” is not just a catchword but a hard reality.

ference of the Democratic Party; and it Before the conference got under way, tional Communism.” :

© . is a real measure of the times that by {4 was clear that there was a sharp divi- could ‘be grouped under the label of "in- The resolution describes “internation-
this fact alone Fair Deal liberals have sion between what the Latin American ternationgl Communism.” al Communism” as “interventionist,” ;-
tdrawn a long breath and declared that  countries hoped would come out of it and As we go to press, with the conference ‘‘aggressive” and a “special and imme-
the party’s honor has been saved. the objectives pursued by the U. S. The - still in progress, the U. S. has duly diate threat to the internal security of.

What it. measures, of course, is the g4 nor were hoping for economic aid and waved the carrot of economic concessions the American states, and to the right of
degree to w.h_),c_h the Demo,c-raj;s, and not concessions which would ease their posi- before the assemblage, in the form of each state to develop its cultural, peliti- -
only the Eisenhower Bepubl}cans, have 4o as raw-material-producing countries. some vague references to loans which ¢cal and economic life freely and natural-.
fled before MecCarthy’s assaults. That qpe y s was determined fo lay the may be made available, under proper LV without intervention in its mternal or
was measured in one way, numerically, - groundwork for. the justification’ of inter- circumstances; by the Export-Import external affairs by other states.”
when all but one Democrat in the Senate, ygnsion in Latin America against the Bank. Then came the big push toward its It goes on to “condemn the actlvxtws_

= ?1(1):1‘318t?o??l?&;;wﬁigtgﬁe&;c;ﬁz growth of Stglinist movements there, and  political goal for.the conference in the,  of the mternatlonal Com_w‘gms‘b move-

% ~. £ vt 43P el
q} : aied Whenr the Democrstic  nfotnbers® of aveR of~ oﬂler‘ socml me\mrnenis wlnﬂl form Fot a resolutmn agarmst‘ ﬁnﬁéma« ‘ ure fo losi pm)
‘the MecCarthy Bund subcommittee  re- v
‘turned to their seats.in his star .chamber.
It was measured when that poor wooden- : ”
head, Stevens, tried to get support from 4 ’
the Democratic subcommittee members
and failed, as soon as it was clear that
. Eisenhower was not standing by him.
- But anyway, the titular leader of the
party has dared to attack McCarthyism,
and a simulacrum of a political opposi-
tion is preserved, even though it is the
most cowa}*dly oppos.it'ion 't}}at has ever
be(Ian see}‘? 13 our_p(;lhttlcal hlStO;‘ﬁf. By AL FINDLEY new anti-Semitic campaign
t is hard enough to get enthusiastic , - . S
zfogv;:glswiacrte&%gszlrf ti’;ge“:";;zrhz;g: A cold pogrom against the Jews of the Stalinist satellite countrles Rea'dirz of ];‘IABI?]R ACt'I:IgN are S
siderations. is spreading and threatens to reach new heights in the Iron Curtain - 2¢quainted with the anti-Semitic.
(1) While Stevenson is hailed for his domain. phase of the last years of Stalin.
courage and forthrightness in speaking The Jewish Telegraphic Agency, quoting Radio Free Europe, re- Jews ngre ehmtm.aie((ii fr OThthe for‘_
"ﬁg :lghﬁ;;‘s: Lgﬁgli;'ih;‘tirgazhétt:ﬁe 28°  ports that 23 Jews were arrested by the Stalinist secret police in Pilsen, elg; oitice, resiricte ¢ n the afmy
' fnake that bghevame even to us who are Czechoslovakia, on the charge of “secret contact” with foreign Jewish 200 Engineering prolessions; alone |
ti of all nationalities denied the use
living through it!—it is also clear that Organizations. £ their 1 1l Jewish or
even in this much he is not speaking for The JTA also reports that only a little whlle ago Premier Zapotocky. © . anguageh a £ 1000 ¥
_the Democratic Party. - placed the blame for the breakdown of the Czech production pians on ganizations, even those o per.
"Th t rful D ts in C " P cent Stalinist character, dissolv=
re;sseh:;“ n:°i“l::en:ion°3°5f‘;;’l:w'i: ;‘:‘e Zionism" and the remnants of the "Slansky group.” Slansky, former A id (ad oubli et -
H ot i direcity o+ secretary general of the Czech CP, who also happened to be Jewish by €0’ & Wwidespread public campalgn -
lead of Adlai E. Stevenson in directly at " conducted to place the blame .for
tacking . . . McCarthy and Eisenhower.... birth, was tried and executed as a "Zionist imperialist agent.” The trial lit _plac the “land
His address has. not gone down well with of Slansky and his co-defendants was full of open and veiled anti-Semitic ) coSmopo Itlamim“t 03 e 1an ;
most 7f* ;hos:ﬂbe?:‘o:::s .-:;';oa::s:::: statements made by the official prosecution. . . eﬁs, . rcl)lo ess ﬂr; €rs, Zmoﬁ;
;:"m:ord_e_'f . gemmﬁ"c Congressional The arrest of the 23 Jews took place in February. Since the ma- 2oL W .On,é W%re. egls aSr; I.W. (t) ‘
opinion that entirely supported Mr. Ste- jority of Jews who remain in Czechoslovakia maintain correspondence Vo' c 05{1&1031 ured 1n tne 1 S}al llm-?k- :
venson's position seemed on mthe; gen- with, and/or receive bundles from, other countries they are all vulner- ?é;isuzsl Thoenilirrlr(;;is \?zgs regél(;Zd“:
eral inquiry fo be in the minority.” So re-  ghle to ¢ i .al r that this may. be the beginnin a : ' che
ported the N. Y. Times’ William S. White ) cusation. They-also fear tha_ y © g g of in the fantastic charges against the-
o e .t e real e [ — : Jewish doctors of the Kremlin who
The view of the real powers in the — i were supposed to have plotted the
“« h - - . , , ; - '€ plotied the,
e nat Hireetly attack ‘MeCar- His Heart Belongs to Wall Street medical murder of leading Statiey
: . . . . 18 on € order o € J oI 18-
th};xtsm without bgnina;:czssg t(;a:irggﬂ-% - When o banker -goes to Washington: to become a government official, do tribution Committe J e Sh g
‘soft-.on communis ” . his loyalties remain with the banking fraternity or does he become a “servant - r m e a Wl xe
they .ought . to .concentrate almost ex- of the people”? lief agency.
C clusively on other issues, and particu-
) . larly the economic situation.” . There may be fel\:; v‘lrho don’t know the answer, it’s good to have a banker- . NEW DRIVE
’ . F . ureaucrat tell it publicly . £
DOUBLE_ JFOR_‘ THE DE.MS - Samuel C. Waugh, Dulles’ assistant secretary of state for economic affairs; tAhter %tlalm St};ieatgl hlS appar.
© One thing this-means is that Steven- speaking before the trust division of the. American Bankers Association on ent heir threw the charges out as.
T son’s attack on Eisenhower, for not Feb. 8, was no. less-frank than eabinet member McKay who last year blurted fradu}ﬁnt, as an.attempt to Stlr up
G0 * ¢thecking McCarthy, could mge %3350“'- out that “We.are in the saddle as an admmlstratlon representing business and [ “national hatreds.” It seemed as if
¥ i - - »”
. 4 &t%:lly bxla1 ;ia;:fgei ;cgul):ls Et;g; ;f: wes; mvigs industry. the anti-Zionist, and especially -the
N reglft%"d ‘goes double for the Democrats— | “*"You do not shake off the friendship, loyalties and associations—some of anti-Jewish, policy of the Stali
- - precisely because McCarthy. isn’t their :Of ’IT"";":"“M"“J—"‘_‘*;T_':Y by xmghi.ng’you.r ';“* n a "e‘:*:ﬁ“ .i'; “;‘"!‘h‘g"’“d' ists in Russia and in the satéllite
_ thev therefore are eel that my responsibility in Washington is to represent the point of view an
2::; p?;':zrs E}?:Z’ LaEri(slenh?;vere to attack the purpose which has always permeated our thinking as Trustmen [trust-bankers] countries had changed. However
him. —the ‘purpose of preserving the traditions. the worthwhile values and our habits the information now commg
I "a group of polihcul plungers has of living which ,we :have come to call the Americdn way of life."” . i through the Iron .Curtaln, of WhICh
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(10 Electrical llmon WIII

reat ‘Security Firings

As Trade-Union Grievance

Last week’ an important American
frade union, the CIO Electrical Workers,
took the first step toward limiting the
union-busting potential of the loyalty

-and ‘security program. At a meeting of
the "TUE-CIO- Civil Rights Committee on
“Sunday, March 7, in New York, Commita
tee Chairman (and national IUE officer)’
Al Hartnett announced that the IUE
Bxecutive Board had voted to treat se-
“eurity firings “just like any other dis-
'charge” and to put the power of the

-.wunion behind a fired worker in arbltra-
““tion proceedings.

Concern ‘over the prob]em

" arose over a serious incident at a Sperry

Gyroscope -plant in New York. Seven

union members were brought up for fir-

ing by the company on the basis of a

Tetter from goverinment security officials.

The discharge question was not under

the government. It was a private firing

using - federal information as its -basis.

- According to one of the delegates at the

. JUE meeting, the men involved were not
doing classified work. One was a past
vice-president of the union local at
Sperry.

. Hartnett mentioned that at least one
of the seven men in the Sperry incident
Was® a socidlist whom he described ‘as
~.anti-Stalinist.as far back as 1936. It was
. wot clear’ whether any of “the men ‘were

T

most of them were not.

UNION JOB

““The miporfanf thing was the decisive
mdnner in which Hartnett put ihe Inter-
riational ‘Executive Board position. Accord-
ing to ‘him, there will no longer be any
nweed for outside defense committees. in
security firings in private industry. The
sinion: will demand that the issue be taken
up” ﬂlrmtgh ‘regular arbitration procedure
and will ‘back the worker's case as a
Frade-union issue. Hartnett said that such
Hrings  "cannot be _permitted to become
quesfrons Separate: and distincf from nor-
“mal gr{nevunce procedure.”

. The wunion-busting potential of the
* _loyalty and security program had been
-+ clearly 'demonstrated over two years ago.
James Schuétz, a UAW-CIO militant in
Buffalo dnd an . open member of the So-
cialist Party, was refused clearance on
“:_work .which he had to handle.  The
_charges were vague, couched in terms of

ly JACK- WILSON

=i * Unless a  totally unexpected miracle

' . @ppears—and: in economies there aren’t
vany around——the present business reces-
-sion givés every sign of deepening into
Y /CI‘ISIS far worse than expected by any-
one studying or ‘analyzing -the currernt
~ $rend: of “the Ainerican economy.

. For the basic foundation of industrial
produc“f'on—fhe steel industry—ijust took
another nose dive, one that provided such

. a-shock to economists that many of them
. :-dre 'now saying that March is not the de-
einv,e month in estimating the spring out-
: look.
* It was only. two weeks ago that busi-
“ ness publications and financial pages of
dally newspapers were carrying sdrticles
to- ‘the effect that the March pick-up in
steel would reflect itself in other indus-
trles to make for a spring pick-up in
over 41l activity.
-~ The New York Times said a weék ago
‘hhat March was traditionally the highest
. production month for the steel industry,
and thus evéryone would be watching it
- elosely.

NO UPTURN

- Thiis week, Iron Age magazine reports
that ‘production was only 70.2 per cent—a
,sfuggermg figure—and it also pointed out
. #hdt no upfurn was expected within the
‘afdxt 30 days! Now if any economist had
' Said six:monthsfago, or even three months

«. -Gt -All Your Books from
LABOR ACTION BOOK SERVICE
114 West 14 Street, New York City

in IUE

. ‘Stalinists, -but "it was made plain that-

: UAW and the UAW executive lined up -

his reputation. When brought before a
hearing, the charges against Schuetz
turned out to be almost identical with
company allegations against him durmg
a strike that had just ended. .-

In the Schuetz case, his lecal of the

behind him in support of-his case, but it
was not made a union issue. The actual
conduct of his defense was_carried on by,

the Workers Defense League in coopera- -

tion with other socialist and liberal

_groups.

Now that the anonymous accusatxon
of the various security progrdms is in
the hands of the Republicans, and espe-
cially in a period of recession, the union-
busting features are likely to come to
the fore. IUE-CIO realized, at least, that
the question of security discharges was
one that had to become a union issue with

- all the power of the organized workers

behind ‘it.

POINT OF DEPARTURE

In general, the Civil Rights. Committee
meeting of the IUE took clear and. mili-
tant stands on discrimination in employ-,
ment - (especially .a .defense of Puerto-
Rican workers) and against- McCarthy-
ism, ‘although they tied in this aspect of
their program with. support of Truman.
One -amusing sidelight ‘was a’ letter fo
MecCarthy signed .by ninety of the dele-
gates declaring that they had read Ben-
ton’s ‘charges, believed them, and would
testify to that effect.

A significant statement was made near
the close of the meeting when Hartnett
brought up the IUE membership drive
which is -aimed at unorganized workers
and dt shops controlled by the rival Stal-
inist-run union, the UE. He said that the
drive was siuctceeding because of “‘the evi-
dence we give of our understanding of
poeple’s problems and the problems of.
democracy in the United States.”" Evident-
Iy IUE has decided that a militant program

~is “Hhe beést “basis for union organization

i

rather than some of the red-baiting tac-
ties they have used in the past.

The International’s position on secur-
ity dlscharges is certainly evidence of an
increased militancy. It should serve as a
point of departure for the entire labor
movement which may well encounter
problems like those at Sperry in the 1m-
mediate future.

ago, that steel would be producing af only
the rate of 70.2 per cent in March, he
would ‘have been hustled off fo an insane
asylum (or perhaps made a senator to
serve as a flunkey for McCarthy).

The Times article also expressed the
hope of steel makers that pethaps auto
orders might bring an upswing, but none
dre -in sight, except those to maintain
current.levels of auto production.

Auto production is running .at a rate
of between 6 to 8 per cent less than last
year, ‘and with heavy inventories, the
highest in hlstory, the auto- cmporatlons
are not llkely to go'into any spring pick-

up of a kind caleulated to stimulate any .

sector of the economy.
MICHIGAN HIT BAD

In terms of employment, the real facts
—very difficult to obtain—are even more
disturbing than the continued decline in
industrial activity. It is possible only to
get glances at the true picture. .

This week it was announced that Detroit
drea unemployment rose to 140,000 per-
sons, 15,000 higher than the peak esti-
mated by professional economists in the
Michigan Unemployment Commission. Three
tore Michigan cities were put in the
“distressed ldbor" eafegory

What the picture is in steel towns,
with the' decreasing steel production,
would be alarming.

When an outstanding independent auto
producer like Studebaker just closes shop
completely for an “indefinite” perlod any
tallc about a big sprm pick-up in auto
is just- whlstlmg in. the dark. It goes
without saying that Hudson, after brave-
ty attemptmg to -produce cars again,
closed down for another week. Chrysler
rehired: 2,000 -at Plymouth ‘but lald oﬂE
1,100: at DeSoto. .

" Workers’

After That Hdheymoon Trip with Ben Fairless:

Dave McDonaId and the GAW

By PETE JARMS

Rumors, gossip and stories have
been circulating for weeks through
the CIO about the latest adven-
tures of the Steel Workers’ presi-
dent Dave McDonald. One item
might be titled : McDonald and the
GAW Mystery. ‘

- For some strange. reason u-“press
release was issued out of the Steel
Workers" union in Pittsburgh at-
‘tacking a speech made by Victor
Reuther, Walter Reuther's brother,
at an unemployment meeting in

‘Des Moines, lowa.

Vic Reuther in the course of his
speech about forthcoming events men-
tioned that “The CIO will seek the wage
guarantee [guaranteed annual wage] in
negotiations with the steel industry. this
year, and will make the same demands
on the auto industry in 1955.”

This seemed to be quite an innocent
statement. It has been a well-known fact
that when steel negotiations took -place

54, the Steel Workers were all-out for
}an annual wage. MeDonald has even told
audiences at numerous-meetings that the
ofiginal idea - was  Phil Murray’s and
Dave McDonald’s.

SWITCHEROO

The February ’54 issue of the Steel
monthly publication Steel
Labor features an article to this effect.
Tt Jproclaims that the Steel Workers’
union fully intends to “LEAD THE
WAY’™in giving workers in heavy indus-
try the same type of economic protec-
tion that their management enjoys. .

“Just as the Steelworkers pioneered
the pension and social insurance pro-
grams that set the pattern for industry
throughout the country,” ‘Steel Labor
said, “so.we propose to lead the way in
the fight against unemployment and de-
pression with the guaranteed annual
wage”’

Union negotlatlons with the industry
gets under way in May and June. “From
the wvery beginning,” the union paper
says, “the union has emphasized that
the GAW . [guaranteed annual wage] is
a matter for neg/otiations and coopera-
tive study. with industry, a proposal to
be hammered into shape at the collectwe
bargaining table.”

But on February 24, following Vic Reu-
ther's speech, McDonald sent a letter—

- ONE VIEWPOINT: SEES SLIDE INTO ECONOMIC CRISIS

Nose Dive Ily Steel Upsets the Forecasts

- If the auto situation remains at a rela-
tively steady keel for the next five
months, the best that can be expected is
a rehire of 10,000 -workers and a five-
day week, and then 200,000 more laid off
when the 1954 production quota has been
met.  If ‘the business trend econtinues
downward, as seems more likely, the un-
employment crisis in this mdustry will
be overwhelming.

MISLEADING FIGURES

The likely prospect is for unemploy-
ment, following the pattern set by autc,
to reach at least a 5 million total by fall.

What is significant about this figure is
the heavy proportion of industrial workers
contained therein. Any comparisons with
total employhient fike 59,000,000 are very
misleading, for they fail to give a true
index of the industrial picture, the wealth
created in a given year by basic and
consumption goods industries. Even in the
great depression, over 40,000,000 were

employed compared to'a 12 to 15 million - -

unemployed total. But o lawyer, " whether
malung $100 a year or $10,000.a year. is
"employed.” A clerk making $10 a week
or $60 a week is “employed.” Figures of
employment are thus, by themselves, mis-
leading in judging the health of an econ-
omy.

A far better index would be compari-

sons of manufacturing employment, with.

proper weight given to seasonal factors.
This is precisely what the press and
magazines fail to do, for it discloses a
far deeper crisis in- the economy than the
country’s rulers care to admit.

It may seem provineial but in an. in-
dustrial area like Detroit. there is far
moTe exciterhent over job and layoff re-

" ports than over-all 6f McCarthy’s’ recent .-

shenamgans put t;ogether -

‘copies to the steel union's district direc-
tors—that qioted McDonald as saying:
"l cannot help but say that this is rather
presumptuous on your part. In the - first
place, as you well know; the CIO does not
negotiate with the steel industry. Rather,
the United Steelworkers of America nego-
tiates with individual companies in the
steel industry.”

Nobody but the ' international wage-
Iiohcy committee. of the Steel Workers
union makes such -determinations,
Donald said, adding that, “this commit-
tee has not met to formulate any pro-

- posals for the year 1954. Until it does

meet, not even I have the ‘authority to
speak in its behalf.”

HINTS FROM HEARST -

What is behind. this press release? Was

McDonald, in his four with Ben Fairless,
president of U. S. Steel, told that the
guaranteed annual wage is impossible, aad
is he therefore preparing for a retreat in
negotiations? Or is McDonald opening up
his fight ugamsf the administration of
Waiter Reuther in the OIO in a fight to
the finish?

Both are p0351b111t1es. It is a well-
known fact that McDonald, in his zeal
to defend “free enterprise,” is suspicious
of the ideas of Reuther and has been
flirting " with John L. Lewis and Dave
Beck. Reuther keeps insisting on his de-
fense of the American Way of Life but
this does not -satisfy McDonald. In op-
position to Reuther’s statements on un-

< employment, McDonald has censistently

taken the position that this issue is
greatly overplayed.

This week Vietor Riesel, writing in his
nationally circulated Hearst “labor” col-
umn, wrote that the CIO may not survive
the year. He said that the union (CIO)
will be hit “a splintering blow by its sec-
ond most powerful leader.” He went on
to state that one of the first moves will
be to withhold per-capita payment to the
national CIO. McDonald, said Riesel,

_loathes what he refers to as “Reuther’s

socialist palace guard or the young
Turks,” depending on his mood.

In a recent fabor thanagement meehng
at Nofre Damre in South Bend.. Indiana, the:
Steel Workers' representatives —led by
Ben Fisher, from McDonald's "socialist"
palace guard—would .get up to oppose.
any statement made by a UAW speaker..
It was so obvious that it caused quite a

commotion in the hall among both labor -

and management people.

ANTI-UAW FEELING -

The background of the fight is well
known to those active in the union. The
anti-UAW tradition of the Steel Work-
‘ers was started by Phil Murray. The
Steel Workers were taught that having
the company pay for in-plant grievance
time by union representatives was “com-
pany-unionism,” that “wage increases
without price increases” was a ridicu-
lous slogan and had no place in economic
fights, that the escalator™ clause was a
“phony-baloney arrangement,” -ete., etc.
- McDonald, who never worked in a steel
mill or any factory in his life, is inter-
ested in modeling the “new look” in la-

bor. He has nothing in common with the -
day-to-day realities of life in the mills. - -

This was clearly evident in his tour with
Ben Fairless. His mind and-his way of
life touches that of the steel workers at
hardly any point.

Unfortunately, given the terrlﬁcally
bureaucratic setup of the Steel Workers

- and the great anti-UAW sentiment cre-

ated there, unless the rank and file rises
up in arms his maneuvers will succeed.
If they do, then along with Dave Beck’s

‘refusal to go along with any moveé to-

ward labor unity, the labor movement
will be hit a hard blow.

Labor Achon FORUM

New York

Thursday, March 18, 8:45 p.m.

Ben Hall

on

MchH‘hyism and the
Fight in the GOP

Labor Action Hall
114 West 14.Street, N.Y:C..
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High State Court OKs 'Subversive List’

. The New York Appellate court has set
- “back the fight against the tenants’ loyal-
ty oath with a decision which has re-
versed the lower court’s findings—giving
two grounds which are of wider signifi-
.cance than the immediate issue. One of
the grounds is of especial interest since
it is based on a falsehood. It will be im-
‘portant to see what happens when the
case gets to the Supreme Court.

The legal vclldrly of the attorney gen-
.erals “subversive list,” as weil as the at-
#torney general’'s procedures in connec-
‘tion with it, is directly involved.

The issue started with the Gwinn
amendment to the U. S. Housing Law,
requiring tenants in federal housing
projects to certify non-membership in or-
ganizations on the attorney general’s ar-
bitrary list. In December 1952 the New
York City Housing Authority adopted a
resolution implementing this locally.

The present case against the tenants’
loyalty oath was launched by four mem-
Dbers of the Stalinist fraternal organiza-
‘tion, the International Workers Order.
The state Supreme Court held that the
housing authority’s action constituted a
denial of the “due process” guaranteed
by the 5th and 14th Amendments. This
.decision was appealed by the city, and
+4he :Appellate lesmn was acting on this
:appeal.

‘COLDWAR LAW

In the first place the Appellate rullng
‘was based on the cold war:

"In the preseni-day context of world
.crisis after crisis, it is our opinion that
‘the danger the Congress is seeking to
‘avoid . (i.e., infiliration of government
housing by subversive elements) justifies
the requirement that tenants herein
choose befween government housing and
membership in an organization that they
know to have been found subversive by
the atforney general.” the court said.

This is a more open statement than
usual that juridical restriction of demo-
cratic rights is to be justified by the
needs of the war drive. The idea is not
new inwthe courts, im recent times, but
its expression is particularly unabashed.

While LABOR AcTiON stands for un-
compromising political warfare against
the Stalinists, we do not believe in using
the Stalinist danger for undermining
the civil liberties of any political ten-
dency, including those we so vigorously
disagree with.

But the Appellate decision has a big-
ger import than merely depriving Stal-
inists-of civil liberties. The court refers
for justification to the war crisis, ie,
the clash of Western capitalism with the
Russian totalitarian empire, but the at-
torney general’s “subversive list” does
not include only Stalinist organizations.
It also smears radical socialist organiza-
tions like the Independent Socialist
League, which is militantly antl Stalin-
ist and anti-Kremlin.

On this point, the court decision is .

colored by the fact that the specific case

. was brought by Stalinist sympathizers,

but the decision itself is a bigger blow at

~ civil liberties for socialist anti-Stalinjsts.

NEW CLAIM
" But the most disgraceful aspect of the
cour#'s acfion is another ground. presented
based on the “subversive list.,”

The lower court had based its action
in part on the fact that the attorney
general’s list is gotten up without pro-
vision for a fair hedring for labeled or-
ganizations and without any recourse
allowed for such an organization to con-
fest the administrative action of the gov-
ernment. In making up its notorious list,
the attorney general’s office is accuser,

prosecutor and judge rolled into one,

with no democratic safeguards.
- The Appellate reversal based itself on

what it described as a change in the sit-.

uation since the lower court ruling was
made, Since then, it said, the Department
of Justice has promulgated rules granting
listed organizations the right to a hearing.
" “The determination of this court,” the
Appellate Division said, “must be based
on the law as it stands at the time of
our decision. Under the provisions pres-
ently applicable, listed
{and those proposed to be listed) de-
manding a hearing are entitled to have
one before the attorney general, at which
tlme they may be represented by counsel;
mt1oduce evidence and examine wit-
nesses.’

Presumably this con51derat10n quashed .

the lower court’s argument
i But this g‘round is a falsehood.

organizations.

I+ is true that the attorney_ general's
office. has "promulgated rules,” but it is
also a fact that it yet is to actually grant
a hearing. The ISL asked for a hearing
from the Department of Justice as long
ago as 1948! When the new rules, provid-
ing for a hearing for the first time, were
put out by the Eisnchower administration
in 1953, the ISL immediately demanded

. a hearing again. To this day, the attorney

general has stalled. To this day, no hear-
ing has been secured.

THE JOKER .

The “promulgation of rules” is a far
cry from the actual right to a hearing,

when every step is completely within the

arbltrary say-so of a bureaucratlc de-
partment.

But even more important—since some
day sooner or later the Department of
Justice is likely to go through the mo-
tions of a hearing—this right to a hear-
ing, upon which the court based its scan-
dalous finding, is the right to a hearing
by the accuser, before the accuser and
with every procedure determined by the
accusing body, not a hearing before some
body which is even formally impartial
(hke a court).

The agency which is doing the “hear-
mg is an agency which has already

‘made up its mind, as evidenced by the

fact that it has already gotten up its
“list.”
Lastly, it is @ mockery of the truth when

the court says that, in this hearing, the

" listed organization has the right to "ex-

amine witnesses.” As everyone knows, the
determination by the aitorney general's
office is based, by its own admission, at
least in part, on anonymous, secret .and
undivulged charges and “evidence" by
witnesses whom the Department of Justice
refuses, and will refuse, to call publicly,
and who therefore cannot be confranted
or examined,

NO "DUE PROCESS"

It is a gross and shameful caricature
of “due process” for the court to pretend
that the “promulgation of rules for a
hearing” by the accuser is enough to
overweigh the reasoning of the lower
court, which threw the tenants’ loyalty
oath out.

Up to now, the government has dls—
ingenuously claimed with a straight face
that the attorney general’s list has only
the limited purpose of acting as a guide
to government. departments .for hiring.
If the New York Appellate decision is
sustained, this bureaucratlcally conceiv-
ed and executed “listing” ~apparatus
reaches into the very lives of people, in

"~ determining where they can live. Pre-

vious decisions by the U. S. Supreme
Court leave a great deal of room for ex-
pectation that the “subversive list” will
be given a rough time when it gets to
the high bench in connection with this
case. :

largest .Ilm- Crow
Employer Is Gov't,
Say Negro leaders

When Welfare Secretary Oveta Culp
Hobby invited a Negro, Paunl Phillips, to
take a post as special assistant (a post
from which she had ousted another

. Negro office-holder for making anti- J1m
‘Crow speeches), Phillips declined. %

‘'wife and himself,

tices,

Among others he gave the followmg
“personal reason': in the opinion of fis
|+ would be unfair and
unwise to ask my family, and especmlly
our 7-year-old son, to live in and cﬂemp'l'

‘to “adjust to the rigid pattern of racial 1
segregation that exists in Washingten.” .,

[ J

Testifying before a Senate subcom-
mittee on a bill to end racial diseriming-
tion in hiring, A. Philip Randolph, prom-
inent Negro leaden of the. Sleepmg Caz
Porters’ union (AFL) said:

"The U. S. government as .an employe;
is the largest single enferpnse in-our ng-
tional society maintaining a pplicy of
racial discriminai'ion in its hiring prag- .
staff, racial dlscnmmahon is praqﬂg‘,_,
The lone Negro who can be found .among
the White House personnel is employed.in
a limifed clerical classification..An .Amggj-A

.can Negro on the staff of the congression-

al commtﬂ'ee or in the office of a member
of Cangress is,.very rare .indeed.”

Regarding the State Department, “1t

is impossible for a Negro to crack the

lily-white color area.” In .the Atomie

Energy: Commission, Negro  Americans -

continue to experience outright exclusion
from emp]oyment in many job classificg~
tions.”

0il Workers Unions Decide to Set Up New' United Intérnatidna‘l

By BEN HALL

Thn‘ty one unions of oil w01kers, rep-
redented by 149 delegates, met in con-
vention on February 15 in Philadelphia
to plan the unification of scores of scat-
tered, small local and regional indepen-
dent unions into a single, united union.
Nine small unions called the gathering,
but the Oil Workers International Union
(CIO), which was fully represented, pro-
vided the backbone. Altogether 212,000
workers were represented,

At its four-day sessions, the conven-

tion wrote and adopted a proposed new
constitution, to govern the proposed new
union, to be called the Oil and Chemical

Workers Union. This document is not yet

binding upon the participants who are
to act individually, under their own pro-
cedures, upon ratification.

At its regular meeting, this month, the
CIO union will take up the question of

how to present the ratification sugges- -~

tion to its membership.

The AFL was represented only by two
local groups: an Office Employees’ local
of 600 members and a local of the Oper-
ating Engineers, with 1,600 members.
Neither the fuel-oil drivers of the Team-
sters - Union nor the AFL Chemical
Workers were present.

Dominant position in the industry is held '

by the OWIU-CIO. It now enrolls 131,000
workers, the only strong national union in
the oil fields. However, it does not repre-

sent the majority of workers in the indus-

try. If the new union is formed, and pros-
pects for this are good, it would mean the
organization of the majority into a single
union, for the first fime; aond it would
emerge from the. outset as one of the
largest and most powerful unions in the
country.

. Among the issues to be settled is the
question of affiliation. The conference
took no position on relations with the
CIO.

0. A. Knight, OWIU-CIO pleydent

naturally wants the new union.to become:-

a CIO affiliate; but he has announced
that he will not press the issue if it would
delay merger plans. It is remotely pos-
sible that the new union will maintain
an independent existence for a brief pe-
riod until some of its diffident sections be-
come reconcgéd to the inevitable linking
up with the*CIO. -

In recent months, the CIQ union in its
newspaper The International Oil Worker
has been conducting a spirited public
debate among its members and readers
on CIO politieal action policy. Defenders
gf the Democratic Party have been ex-

S e e TP e

changing heated Ietters with their . pro-
Reépublican crities, The union has been
backing and publicizing the cases.of Har-
vey O’Connor, its former editor; cited for
contempt by the McCarthy committee.
O’Connor, author of séveral books dis-
covered in State Department libraries,
refused to answer a McCarthy interro-
gation, taking his stand on the First
Amendment (not the Fifth) guarantee-
ing free speech and press.

Longshore Strike

Shipping in the Port of New York
gradually came to a halt when a stop-
page called by supporters of the old In-
ternational Longshoremen’s Association
began on March 5. The National Labor
Relations Board, arguing that the ILA

&

was officially responsible for the strike,.

seeks court action and.fines against it,
but ILA officials maintain that the work
stoppage was a “spontaneous’ rank-and-
file movement. ) )

One thing is clear: the strike is not
against -the employers; it is purely and -
simply aimed against the AFL. _And that
raises an inferesting angle.

The new AFL longshore union has
been fighting for recognition of its stew-
‘ards by the shipping companies. Neither
the ILA nor the APL enjoys official bar-
gaining rights; the issue of who is to
represent dock workers in -this area is
now in a state of suspension pending
NLRB action on the recent collective-~
bargaining elections, whose validity has
been questioned by the AFL on the
grounds of gangsterism and intimidation
at the polls.

In several cases, the AFL was com-

pelled to call strikes of its, supporters at

local piers.in order to gain recognition

of its stewards or to win their reinstate-
ment after firings.

Wherever the AFL was vigtorious, the
ILA countered with strikes of its sup-
porters. In this seesaw contest, the AFL
International Brotherhood of Teamsters,
Local 807, which handles most of the
trucking to New York piers, intervened
on the side of the AFL. Wherever the
ILA acted against AFL . longshoremen
and posted pickets against AFL long-
shoremen, Teamsters Local 807 stopped
all trucking to those piers.

The ILA thereupon declared a port-
wide boycott of all trucking handled by

Local 807. The NLRB went to court, and

got an injunction against the ILA, ban-
ning its boycott. It was in protest

-against this injunction that the March‘s,
so-called “wildcat strike’? began P :
Note: In the. NLRB elections, 7506
workers voted for the AFL; 9,000 voted
for the ILA; 4,500 ba]lots were chal-
lenged. The split was very close, a fact

which amazed almost everyone, since the 5
AFL had little time for campaigning

and the ILA .seemed invulnerable. Thé
vote showed that it was possible to break
through gangster and racketeer control;.
if the AFL could win one-third of the
total votes in December, it could prob-
ably .come close to a majority today. Yet,
almost all shipping was shut down this
week.

I+ is absurd to believe that the i-hou-
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sands who cast their votes for the AEL

are now eager to strike . to. prevent its
victory! Over this strike hangs the fear of
pro-ILA gunmen and thugs.

There are other aspects, of course. In
one respect, ILA officials have been hand=
ed an effective, if demagogie, propa~"
ganda weapon. ' T

The Teamsters Union under Dave
Beck is notorjously eager to expand it§
jurisdiction at the expense of other un-
ions. Its action in rejecting the AFL~

‘CIO no-raiding pact threatens to torpedo ;

not only the pact but the possibilities -of
unity in the labor movement. The Team-
sters Union has utilized. the waterfront

crisis to set up a new local to take over -

public loading, traditionally handled b)(
longshoremen, and has gone to court te
enforce its demand, announcing that i
would fight against both the ILA- ang
the AFL longshore union if necessary. -

ILA officials hold their own supporters ¢

in line by frightening them with visionsg

of teamsters taking over their jobs if the
ILA loses. And now, in the course .of
-events, the ILA is able officially or un-
officially to call a stoppage ostensxbly
against a local of the Teamsters Union;

Intimidation explains why AFL symm7
thizers stay undercover and why neutral
elements go along with the ILA. But. dggp- ;
rooted suspicions of the motives of AFL .
waterfront leaders help keep lI.A sympu-. =

thizers from breaking.
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By A. GIACOMETTI ous citizens, bestowing on them the pro- discreet hiding places. The American col-

tection of their government while they ony in Paris can read something besides
are abroad; and that it is only fair to ask the New York Herald Tribune but does
them in return fo act as voluntary ambas- so discreetly.
sadors. . It is important for Europeans and
But nowadays a passport is necessary Americans alike thz(xit this fsituat;ion be
. ’ _  to travel. Whatever the country may be changed. Many students, for instance,
aszfect ‘Zf the}hStateﬁf)epa;t*rt);‘egztlesttie)gsgs one wants to go to, it is impissible to play this game so well that they will be
port pol'zqy. o e au tor t(;w editors of leave the U. S. without a passport. If an more conformist when they return to the
{%iosz:vgbeu:%:f?pr;fem to remain un- American is sent back to his country by U. S. than they were when they left it.

named for obvious reasons. Excepting a
few inaccuracies of secondary impor-
-tance, the facts check with our own ob-
_servations,

PARIS, March 1—The French left-wing
neutralist weekly L’Observateur carries
in its current issue (Feb. 25) the follow-
ing letter from an American reader
which calls attention to a little known

undesirable abroad, he has few chances . y

to obtain a passport in the future. There- IT'S NOT NICE BUT— :

fore an incident with the "Spider may® The Americans in Paris should know that

° © mean that the American is properly they have several ways of defending them-
= : : locked up in his own country without selves. Some of them, whom we know,

.. " There is in the American Embassy in having had a hearing and with sinister have used them. :

Paris a woman named Agnés E. Schnei- implications - on _file concerning . his First of all, they can break the con-
“der. She has the rank of a consul and of “loyalty.” - 'spiracylof silence and alert public opin-
. 'an embassy attaché. The Americans who In general the French support the ion, at 'home and in Europe. Secondly,

“live in the French ecapital (students, American point of view and expel the those Americans who have difficulties
artists, office workers, etc.) call her “undesirables” when these latter are ac- with their embassy in Europe must fight
“Spider Schneider.” They like to receive cused of having participated in French back in the open, with courage and fear-

-mail, but not from her. politics. Undoubtedly this accusation has lessly.

Her letters can be something else, and often no basis in fact and is only brought We do not talk about those who are
the more ifnocent they look the more forth to justify the expulsion. But the Communists. There are hardly any of
dangerous they are. important fact is that a nod from the them left in Western Europe anyway,

“There seems to be some question con- - Spider is now considered as an order by since the CP called them back to the
“ecerning your passport,” writes Spider the police. ) U. S. four years ago, when the interna-
Schneider, “would it be possible for you tional situation became tense, and since
t0 come fo’ see me to straighten this out?” CON,S”RACY OF SILENCE then it has not been easy for them to go
So the innocent American goes to the In some cases the French government out of the country. It can therefore safe-
embassy. -~ * respects the revolutionary tradition of ly be said that the Americans who live

The Spider receives him politely. She the right to political asylum and renews in Western Europe and who are in trou-
looks at the letter which- the victim pre- or grants residence permits to Americans ble with their embassies are radicals or,

~~ - sents to her and says, "Oh yes, certainly. who have been deprived of their pass- at the most, socialists. -
And now | would like fo see your pass- ports. These cases are no doubt excep- ° Thirdly, Americans should know that an
port.” The innocent American gives her tional, but they do exist. When this hap- isvitation to come to the embassy is nof
" the passport and she puts it in a drawer pens, the American embassy vrarely an order and that, when their passport
§ & with the letter. This is the last the Ameri- presses the case. It avoids drawing~at- expires, it is sometimes possible to have

3 can hears about it. He doesn't get the tention to these goings-on. it renewed in fowns or in countries where
|- . passport back, not even the letter that On the other hand, the victims also re- there are less difficulties than in Paris.

¢ was sent to him, which would enable him ~ main silent for the most part. They usu- Finally they can apply the tactics de-
: to prove that he ever had a passport. ally prefer to return quietly to the U. S. scribed by Alexander Weissberg in ‘his

He is never told of any charges against and to find a job there rather than to book on the purges in Russia. He talks
him. The Spider only says: “You will become the object of a diplomatic inci- about the arrest of a doctor in the '30s

%00 straighten all this out with Washington. dent. who, when forced by the police to name
- - We will give you the necessary docu-’ Thus everybody remains silent, There is his “accomplices,” gave them the com-
i "~ ments for the return voyage.” a kind of conspiracy of silence between plete list of all the doctors of his town.
| ¢ the hunter and the hunted, and the story - If the American authorities are pre-
" HOw TO BE A. SUSPECT : of the witchhunt in Paris will probably pared to take action on the basis of

- What has happenied? Another Ameri- never be entirely knowh. anonymous denunciations, as we have

—can, playing the role of FBI stoolpigeon, Subjected to this sort of pressure, the good reason to believe they do, why not

has made an unfavorable remark con- Americans who remain in Paris become answer by denouncing as a “Communlst”
cerning our friend. He might simply increasingly conformist. A good number some high official who has never dared to
~ have said that his victim was “neutral.” adopt publicly and semi-publicly views think for himself? Letters of this kind
. “An American abroad is expected to be a Wwhich they do #iot actually hold. Their to McCarthy, to Republican papers, to
- propaganda agent for his country; other- example sets the tone for the new arriv- the Paris embassy, might succeed. in ridi-
wise, let him go back where he came als, who rapidly align themselves on culing the whole witchhunt. This may
from. their elders. When one talks to them, at not be a very nice procedure, but is it
Some have tried never to talk about the cafe or even in their homes, one no- any worse than accepting the anonymous
_ politics; this in itself may be sufficient to  tices that they talk openly only when “denunciations” which daily cause great
I make them suspect. The American admin- % their conversation partner has himself damage to a large number of irreproach-
|~ _istration considers that a passport is @ ‘“confessed.” There are no leftist books able Americans?
AU privilege granted to particulariy meritori- on their bookshelves—they are kept in X ...

iebate Arms Policy

u ~ BY DAVID ALEXANDER that if they could preoccupy thém that conseription should be cut down

! : : ; ; from two years to 18 months.
. e :
Bl LONDON, Mar. 4—Last week, a with making arms, they might b Churchill’s reply was mainly on tacti-

meeting of about 180 Labor MPs hlnd,ered in their competitive in- cal grounds. If we had a large army, he

g reversed the party’s previous pol- dustries. said, we could have a pad against Rus-
L

e E ; cps ) ° ‘ sian attack for a week. During this time,
i 1y of opposition to German rearm , we could (1) take precautions for saving

IE _ament, by two votes (reported in- CHURCHILL TAUNTS ' lives in- atomic bomb raids; (2) before
F - Jast week’s London Letter). The By 295 to 270 votes, the Conservatives firing, we eould appeal to Russia, if nec-

the typical ones, heard so often, program, which is costing $4,600 million bomb stocks; and (3) we would be safe

: . A . this year—the highest in the country’s from paratroop attack.
.. that remain within the framework peaceiime history.g y Among the most enlightening remarks

~of capitalist politics. There were, that Churchill made was. that “it is nec-

Attlee argued that if we made an essary that we should move eraduall
hotweV(ZI‘ two. remarks of spec1a1 agreement with Egypt, we could save keepiig in mind the three eruglingu;ury-’
‘mteres ~ the 70,000 men who were locked up in its poses [of defense]—to maintain law and

Richard Crossman said that he ;:liirfe?vsags.,; ’{h;t fsuetzro(;g:i:) ]Zl‘(,’:?’n a:ri/ci order [sic!], to deter aggressors, and to
- , Wi 0 or 1 , ai ‘fight effectively for life if 4 <h
was not satisfied that the govern- that (he thought) was a deterrent to re. | Sht effectively for life if need s ould
“ment had done all it could to obtain ¢ome,

cruiting. It was clear, he said, that the " epurchill claimed that the rearmament
“peace with Russia at the Berlin  expansion in Russian trade with the - program. initiated by Labor and continued

s i“conference. This was the general West showed that they were turning to by the Conservatives was largely respon-

i 43 ducinig more consumer goods. Attlee ; . :
tenor of most of .the opposition. pro sible for the improvement in the world
) also thought that it was false economy to situation. He further taunted Labor by

? VC.rn:nmaI I.“ Its nui:ure. from the cut the in_foi'mation services, one of the saying, "l do not understand how the lead-
- socialist point of view, was the vital media for fighting Communism. ers of the Opposition can vote for a pol-

ground given by Harold Wilson, a John Strachey said that the-arms bur- icy of arming the Germans, and at the
lquing Bevanite, for prevenﬁng den wasdlz pﬁrlggng of ghe xéationa(l)l in- same time urge :hcf we sh:ul: weofl;'en our
- come and it sho e reduced to 1 er necessary counterpoise of s reng

Germq“ rearmament. I: we .:'e:;m cent. He said that we should cut the p}:‘o- the French will certainly think it odd fhuf
,ed the West Germans, he said, ey gram by $280 million, while Richard the leaders of the British soglallsf party
‘might go to the support of East (ossman suggested twice this sum. should vote for German rearmament one

Germany in case of another rising! Crossman said that we should invest the week and British disarmament the next.”
" In the backs of the minds of money thereby saved in the engineering °

: industry, and then if war came the econ-
'qulte a few Labor VIPS WaS the omy would be in a much better situation On top of it all, Earl de 1la Warr, post-

to withstand it. Shinwell made a verbose master general, announced in the House
© contribution to the debate in suggesting of Lords that the television license fee.

‘his embassy under the pretext that he is What is the use, then, of going abroad?

arguments for and against were defeated Labor opposition to their arms ©€sSary by revealing the size of -our atomic .

Pl'oposal 'f0|"
Kenya Truce

By DAVID ALEXANDER ¢

"LONDON, Mar. 4—Warnuhiu Hote is
the man known to his friends and ene-
mies as “General China,” in command of
4000 members -of  Mau Mau in Kenya
who have been fighting against fully

armed British soldiers and their tanks,

artillery and heavy bombers. It was an
unequal “struggle, and not long ago he
‘was wounded and captured by “security
forces.” For “consorting with terrorists,”
he was sentenced to death,

Not long after the imposition of this
sentence, General China revealed "during
interrogation” that Mau Mau had suffered
very heavy casualties during the past few
months, -and that there were people in it
who were prepared to come %o terms. If
the Kenya government offered reasonable
terms, he believed that the leaders of Mcu
Mau would stop the siruggle.

General China was then taken in dls-
guise to the Nyeri district where there
has been a great deal of fighting; he
wrote 26 letters to various Mau Mau
leaders, stating the government’s terms
if they would surrender.

So far five have replied favorably and
one noncommittally. Although Sir Eve-
lyn Baring has refused to reveal _the
terms offered to Mau Mau, one would
imagine that they were the usual ones
offered under such circumstances; name-
ly, that if all the “terrorists” surrender
with their arms, only those believed
guilty of specific erimes will be tried.
Membership in Mau Mau and taking its

oath would not be considered crimes any

more.
Presumably, for his part in these nego-

tiations General China’s death sentence

has been commuted to life imprisonment.

During the same week, incidentally, a -

Kikuyu woman was sentenced to death
for possessing seven rounds of ammum—
tion. .

1t is very interesting indeed to notice
that Blundell, head of the European Elect-
ed Members of the Kenya leqlslbfure. is

-rather annoyed about the offer. He wants -

to fight the war to the peint of extermi-
nating all Mau Mau and thus leave the
Kikuyu in a state of terror. Whea the Par-
liamentary Mission from England published
its report recommending some govern-
mental responsibility for the Africans, the
settlers were against this on principle,
although some were prepared to allow
Africans into a war cabinet sclely to help
the ﬁghf against the Mau Mau.

It is not without reason that the white
settlers are fighting tooth and nail
against any African representation in
the government. The first African who
is given power will be the thin edge of
the wedge; for once it has taken this
move the government will have to go on
to enlarge African representation. The
pressure of events will move toward an

_ Africa ruled by all Africans.

The right-wing mission also recom-

mended immediate increased wages for -

Africans; if ,Africans had any power in
the government, their arguments would
become more cogent.

The reason the European community
in Kenya is so resistant to change is that
the low wages and low incomes tax make
it an ideal country for investment, espe-~
cially of “funk money.” Once the Afri-
cans had strong trade unions and even
some political power, the motive of many
investments would cease to exist. One of
the few parts of the empire where you
can still 'expect a quick return on your
money would cease to have any attrace
tiom.

was going up from $5.60 per year to
$8.40. This fee is paid by every set owner
and provides revenue for running the
television service; so far there is no
commercial television in this country.

This came as a severe shock to the
three million TV owners. Of this extira
money $11,200,000 will go to improving
the BBC service.

But to add insult to injury, $2,100,000 is
going to be put aside for a commercial
television company, which wil! compete
with the BBC. What Herbert Morrison,
Labor's deputy leader, and ail Labor sup-
porters want to know is this: Why should
we, who oppose commercial felevision, be
forced to subsidize- it out of the license
fee which we have to pay to BBC?

. If Labor comes back to ‘power, they
may find it very difficult to abolish com-

mercial television. after. it -has.been in....

existence for some years.
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FIVE CENTS

It Happened at the Intercollegiate Academic Freedom Conference

By TED BARRY

Young. Socialist League delegates participated actively in the Conference of

:the Intercolleglate Committee for Academic Freedom, whith was held on Saturdawp,

March 6, in New York. This committee is based on representatives from a number
‘of schools in and -around New York City, with individual students cooperating with

the committee.

. The committee began orlgmally -with considerable student backmg ‘and .with
‘visible Stalinoid slant and control in 1953. When it became obvious that the latter

was a barrier to effective functioning
and involvement of major student organ-
izations, the. political complexion of the

-committee itself became less obvious to

the naked eye.

" Thus, for example, this conference fea-
‘tured an excellent speaker from the ACLU
Academic Freedom Committee, who took
a clear-cut position on academic freedom
—including specifically the right of the
Stalinists to teach, while making it clear
‘that it was both undesirable and impos-
sible to cooperate with the Stalinists in
defense of academic freedom. The dis-
pleasure with which the speaker was re-
.ceived by a considerable section of the

audience was fairly indicative of the po-

litical coloration of many delegates pres-
ent.

~ The conference suffered from two ma-
jor faults: it carefully avoided any at-
tempt to define academic freedom (on the
grounds that to do this would narrow the
support such a committee could get dyr-
ing Academic Freedom Week), and
carefully avoided any discussion or men-
tion of the Stalinists. The composition of
the leading people involved in the com-
mittee seems to be about equally divided
between completely inexperienced “inno-
cents” who feel that it'is enough to get
people to support the words “academic
freedom,” and Stalinoid liberals who ob-
ject-to discussing the.role of Stalinists in
such a conference or-in.the committee
because they believe that - Stalinists
should be within such a grouping.

STALINOID INFLUENCE

The Stalinist Labor Youth League was

present in. force and-made itself evident
in the panels which discussed implementa-
tion of Academic Freedom Week—and
they, in conjunction with the more con-

V4 -~

Help Anvil!

The national office of the YSL reports
that the units are siow on. meehng their
quofas for Anvil. Now while we have no
doubt that the money will ‘be in, since the
drive is only for $250, the point is that
every day of delay postpones the appear-
ance of the anti-war student magazine of
the campuses—and ¢ quently cﬂec'l's
the sales.

We ask ali members, friends and sympa-
thizers to please help on the Anvil fund
drive. The only anti-war student publica-
tion needs the money, and time'is ‘a major
element in the drive. Send all coniribus
tions, noting the purpose, to the YSL Na-
tional Office ot 114 West 14 Street.

Ve ' N\
Big Brain

Congressman Alvin O’Konski (R,
Wis.) is the man who emerged from ob-
scurity last year when he ignored the
Logan Act and wrote to Syngman Rhee
urging him to disregard official U. 8.

pelicy.

He now emerges from oblivion to set
a mark for congressional intelligence.

In his 'state income- tax return for
1952, 0’Konski claimed $1000 in deduct-
ible income because “when I was in Paris
... 1 was short-changed by $1000 when
I converted $1400 in U. S. currency into
French franes.”
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YOU'RE INVITED

to speak your mind in the letler
column of Labor Action. Our pol-
icy is to publish letters of general
political interest, regardless of

mews. Keep them to 500 words

servative students, barred any aﬂempf' to

discuss the political basis of the witch--

hunt- on -the campus. Their current line,
with the major emphasis on some kind of a
‘untied front within which they can func-
tion but which will be respectable enough
actually to involve students, in effect was
adopted by the committee.

The LYL, however, carefully stayed in
the background as far as speakers and
publicity for the conference were con-
cermed. And apart from the ACLU
speaker, addresses were given by the
Students for Democratic ActioneStudent
Christian movement and a National Stu-
dent Association official who spoke as an
individual. Thé YSL was represented by
Bogdan Denitch who spoke after consid-
erable difficulties which are of some in-
terest.

The SDA speaker presented a good
civil-libertarian line and, except for the
overgeneralized nature of his speech,
presented a viewpoint with which it is
possible in this writer’s opinion to organ-

ize a real student civil-libertarian move-
ment. NSA’s speaker described the NSA
program on civil liberties, a program
which is so general, so vague and so qual-
ified that it is actually meaningless.
However, when the time came for the
YSL speaker to go on he was informed
that his speech had been cancelled “be-
cause certain people objected.” Since the
objections were not based on the fact
that YSL was “too radical” or “too po-
litical,” it seemed clear, at least to the
YSLers at the conference, that the objec-
tions came from the Stalinoids who did
not want a “hard” line on Stalinist par-
ticipation presented to the conference.
In the case of SDA objections were not
raised because. SDA’s name provided a

_cover for the conference.

When
‘speaker
floor a
present
insisted that the YSL be heard. The pro-
test was so strong—and it involved a num-
ber of people on the committee itself—
that at the last moment, after the panels
took place, the YSL speaker was given
time to address the conference.

TO BE RE-LEARNED
Bogdan Denitch,

it became clear that the YSL
was not going to be given the
number of liberals and SDAers

speaking for the

YSL, stressed two major points in his

talk: the necessity to defend the rights
of the Stalinists and others, if academic

approached the chairman and

freedom is to have a meaning, and the~
impossibility of cooperating with the
Stalinists in. academic-freedonr groups.

. He briefly dwelt on the numerous be-

trayals of the various progressive causes
by the Stalinists and -stressed the fact
that if Stalinists were to be involved in
the work of the committee neither the
socialists nor the organized liberals
would work with the committee. This, of
course, infurjated the Stalinists, but the
clear-cut nature of the approach. drew
considerable support from the “inno-
cents” present. - -

It is becoming more and more obvioug
that the lessons which past student con-
ferences and academic-freedom groups
learned so painfully about the role and’
nature of the Stalinists-on the campus
will have to be learned again. The stu-
dents now active have for most part had
no background and experience analogous
to those of the YSLrand SDA. Some form-
of cooperation between SDA, YSL and
the other organized démocratic groups.
on the campus is therefore necessary 1f
this lesson. is to be driven home. =

That this cooperation is possible be-
comes clearer in every contact our com-
rades have with the more consistent lib-
erals on the campus. The slogan which .
iherefore should be raised whenever pos-
sible is "unity of all democratic student
groups. in defense of academic freedom
for ail.”

indian Students vs. a ‘Gandhian’ Regime | -

By A. T. .

The United States is not the only coun-
try whose govermment encourages and
subsidizes the natural tendency of uni-
versity administrations to whittle away
the rights of students. The response of
the students, however, is seldom as weak
as it is in America.

The following article, from the Social-
ist Appeal of New Delhi, India, describes
the struggle of Lucknow University stu-
dents to preserve the independence of
their student union. These students stood
up ot only against the university ad-
ministration but against the armed force
of the state, and rallied the whole com-
munity to their defense.

A few days later, upon hearing of the
Lucknow incidents, 'students all over
India initiated hartals (general strikes)
and demonstrations in sympathy with
the Lucknow students. These demonstra-
tions provided a rallying point for work-
ers and middle-class people who turned
them inlo general protests against the
reactionary and ot best ineffective pro-
gram of the Nehru government.

The Lucknow events shed an interest-
ing sidelight on the “Gamdhian” charac-
ter of the Congress government of
India. After the shootings at the Union
building, over a hundred students started
a “fast unto death,’ a venerable Gan-
dhian instrument of protest and strug-
gle. The students were arrested for “at-
tempted suicide” and force-fed in' jail!
One Indian correspondent remarked that
now Indians do not even have the right
to starve themselves; only the govern-
ment may starve the people.

[ ]
By BHARATIYA

" This winter Lucknow appeared before
the country in giant letters in connection
with the student movement, in quick sue-
cession to. the two previous state-wide
movement, viz., those of the Patwa'ms
and primary teachers

But the students' struggqle was a llﬁle
different from its . predecessors, inasmuch
as it not only shook the whole city and
the state, but the whole country. The
bloody Saturday {(Oct. 31, 1953), as they
call it, was one of the most tumultuous
days, with revolutionary tide sweeping its
streets, in the history of Lucknow city.

/The present students’ struggle dates
back to early this year [1953] when the
vice-chancellors of the state universities
met under the governer-chancellor of
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Uttar Pradesh and resolved on certain
significant changes in the university
sphere, including one to make the Union
an appendage of the state bureaucracy.
The students’ representatives represent-
ed their stand vis-a-vis the proposed
overhaul of the University Union and
finally a compulsory federal University
Union was decided upon.

The opening session this year (1953)
recorded revolts of Allahabad and Luck-
now against the arbitrary steps of their

. respective despots to rob their Unions of

their traditional autonomy and democ-
racy. Sanity dawned upon Allahabad
University authorities earlier than ex-

pected and they conceded the legitimate -

demands of their students.

But Lucknow University authorities
were, perhaps, madé of different stuff
and they took their loyalty to the govern-
ment to be superior to their loyalty to
the University interests or to the inter-
ests of the students. They refused to
profit by the Allahabad example and re-
mained callous to student demands sit-
ting tight with bandaged eyes on their
false prestige. They also failed miserably
to assess the real force of the students’
rising discontent. Their self-complacency
was reinforced by the government back-
ing that was assured by the presence of
a cabinet minister upon the managing
body and robbed them even of the last
grain of statesmanship and sensibility.

CLASH WITH STATE

Negotiations failed on the issue of a
democratic referendum on the union con-
stitution, and direct action was resorted
to by the studenfs under the leadership of

© the Student Action Committee. The early

days of August were hot with demonstra-
tions, representations followed with hun-
ger strikes and a general strike culminat-
ing in an historic complete "hartal” in the
whole of the capital city on September 2.

The university authorities, failing in
their coercive tactics, thought to provoke
a show down and closed the University
on August 29 sine die. The students, in
their turn, faced the situation bravely
and rushed to the center for mediation,
but all in vain. September was brisk with
student - efforts to bring the authorities

- back to their senses and to give them one
more gesture for reciprocation lest the-

deadlock begome complete. But the snail
did not come out of its shell-world to
know the real horizons. Kidwai came and
went, and the stalemate continued.

-
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The University was reopened after 7
weeks without any effort on the part of
the authorities to create 4’ proper atmos-
phere for normal functioning. The in-
evitable result was a deepening of the
students’ dissatisfaction with the au--

. authorities’ attitude and a further coni-

plication of the unsolved tangle. The
movement was again launched by the
Student Action Committee, as usual in a
most peaceful and non-violent way. Hun-
ger strikes and prabhat-pheries were the
only notable features of this second
phase of the struggle.

But this time the university authorities -
went one step further in their "Hitlerite™
delirium. They refused entrance of stu- .
dents to the Union Building. The students
legitimately enforced their rights against
such irrational orders and occupied it.

This made the vice-chancellor red with
anger and robbed him of all sense of
propriety. Unable to deal with the situ-
ation, as magnified by the lens of his own
untenable notions, it appeared to him
that -his authority was threatened and
his pride injured. The result was that he
ran amuck.

BLOODY SATURDAY

Instead of handling the situation tact-
fully_himself, or. admitting his failure
and resigning his post, he supplicated
the state government for the restoration -
of his kingdom. The state government
was, it seems, simply waiting for some:
such excuse to intervene to revenge it
self upon the students for their defiance
of the vice-chancellor. It promptly ap-
peared on’ the scene on October 30 (Fri- -
day night). The police, arnied to the-
teeth, in five trucks, raided the Unioh
Building as if some dacoits, lying in am~
bush, were to be mopped up, and with its
traditional ruthlessness and repression,
seized the Union Building.

This incident—the height of Hima-
layan foolishness despite its savagery—-
put the whole town ablaze. The rest is
more or less a police-action on behalf of
the government and a “rebellion” on the
part of the people, who by this time,
came forward to back up the students,
their own sons, daughters and friends,
dgainst the onslaught of power-drunkem
ness and brute force.

From bloody Saturday (Oct. 31) to Kali
Puja day (Nov. 5), it was simply a repeti-
tion of the golden pages of the hjstory ‘of

s

the Indian Revolution. Tie passive- ‘résiste’

lC;onfmued, on pqge 6). ..
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{Continued from page 1)

the above report is only the latest,
seems to tell a different story.

" The reports tell of arrests, frials
and condemnations of Jews in Ru-
mania and Czechoslovakia. These
trials and sentences, some of which
are completely secret and others
open, differ from the previous Stal-
inist practice only in one respect.
They are no longer show frials.
They are kept as-quiet as possible.’
The.object is, of course, to. prevent
the outcry of world public opinion
that occurred during the last po-
grom. ~

It was only late in the fall that
it became known that 65 Jewish

leaders of Prague and Bratislava

had been tried and sentenced in se-
cret last August. The sentences
ranged from 10 to 25 years. The
main charge. against this group
was that they had participated in
helping restore’ Jewish property
stolen by the Nazis during the oe-
cupation. of Czechoslovakia. An-
other .charge was that they aided
the migration of Jews to Israel
during the first post-war years.

_This charge is made despite the

fact that it was legal then, and de-
spite the fact that the emigration
took place with the cooperation of
the Czech government, which was
then pro-Israel and even pro-Zion-
ist in'line.

"'RUMANIA TOO

In spite of the fact that the tr1a1s
are hush-hush, the Czech press re-
peatedly points to people of Jewish
descent and “Zionists” as the spe-

. cial “alhes of American 1mper1al—
ism.

 There-are persistent reports that
Jews are being purged from the
army, police, ‘and high economic
positions.

While the Slansky 'I'rlal and the
purges were directed pnmanly
against the Stalinists who in their
majority had no connection with
Jewish life and whose only crime
was their Jewish descent, the cur-
rent terror is directed against the
bona-fide leaders of the Jews who

had no connection wi'_l'h the Stalin- -

ist movement.
Concurrently with the trials in

" Czechoslovakia, there are similar

reports from Rumania. Only re-

_cently five prominent Jewish lead-

ers, who had been imprisoned for
a number of years, were brought
to trial. After years of prison tor-
ture, they faced a court-martial on

the charge of organizing an “un-
derground political Zionist organi-

zation.” Dr. Kenner was sentenced

to 16 years; another accused, Hor-
owitz, to 15 years; and three oth-
ers were given 10 years each. In
other trials Dr. Solomon and Dr.
Yankin were sentenced to hard-
labor terms.

For the first time in the judicial
history of the Stalinist movement,
there are reports of defendants
standing up and refusing to con-

fess. Dr. Kenner cried out to the

court: “How dare you call me a
fascist or expect me to confess te

your chatrges when 1 spent six-

years in fascist concentration
camps and was brutally tortured
on the charge of engaging in Com-
munist activities ... I am a Zionist
and believe in Zionism.”

FRAME-UPS

Another military court of Bu-
charest sentenced Joseph Lipman,
former head of the Bucharest sec-
tion of the World Jewish Congress,
to. 15 years, and gave 10 years to
Mrs. Suzana Benvenisti, a promi-
nent leader in Jewish charities and
in the Women’s Zionist organiza-
tion. Her husband was arrested
three and a half years ago and has
not been heard from since.

Lipman and Mrs. Benvenisti were .

arrested in September 1951 and re-
mained in jail for over two years
without * knowing the charges
against them. They found out what

‘the charges were only this winter,

when they appeared before a mili-
tary court. The president of the
court was the notorious reaction-
ary General Alexander Petrescu,
who has a long record as a police
agent and for the persecution of
labor and the Stalinists under the
previous Rumanian regimes, some
of which were fascist.

General Petrescu charged them
with - maintaining contact with
Zionist and imperialist spies, from
whom they received instructions
one how to subvert the Rumanian
republic; propagandizing among
the students of the Women’s Zion-
ist trade schools against the re-
gime;
Israeli delegation to propagandize
for Israel and to defame the Ru-
manian regime. In addition it was
charged that they informed foreign
delegations that Zionist leaders
were being arrested and tortured;
that they had contact with the Jew-
ish World Congress and other Jew-
ish organizations, and had report-

The Indian Students —_——

{Continued from page 5)

ance of the people, following hit-and-run
tactics, was undeterred by about half a
dozen firings, tear-gassing, countiess lathi-
charges and heavy brick-bat showers, and
‘recalled. 1942, which was even surpassed
in cerfain respects. The discontent against
the government came over the surface
everywhere and eloquenﬂy manifested .it-

self in the burning of six government buses
cnd forty-two ‘telephone {unctions, bon-
ﬁres of Gandhi .caps (symbol of the ruling
Congress party) and police turbans, the
damaging of eleven post-offices and the
smashing of over eight hundred street
lamps. - -

. This mass uprising is the index of the
rlslng unpopularity of the ruling party
that stands for bankruptey, 1ncompe—

- tence and failure in everything. It is sig-

nificant that no pmvate property was
touched during these six days of strug-
gle Despite their agitated minds, the
exercised remarkable self-re-.
straint.

- The government on the other hand,
a,ppeared in steel helmets and unleashed
unprecedented repression. Even women
and invalids ‘were not spared. A: sixty-
hour curfew was. clamped Sec 144 was'f'

L b Y
e R

enforced and armored Police Armed Con-
stabulary tfucks heavily patrolled the
whole city. It seemed that the town was
virtually in the control of the Armed
Constabulary,
had 4pparently passed on the reins after
losmg .confidence in themselves and in
their statesmanship.

It presented the scené of a besélged,

town with a collapsed government. Five
special magistrates bnd five police super-
intendents ruled the town for three days.
The police force of eighteen districts was
requisitioned and was actually on the
move to surround the town on a given
signal. The military was also in waiting.

Above all, the government was in a
perfect state of confusion and helpless-
ness. The chaos was really on their side,
not among the masses, and every repre-
sentative of the state, whether at the top
or at the bottom, behaved like a ruling
monarch, independently and without co-
ordination. This bred lawlessness in its
train.

The government proved to the hilt that '

it wants to govern for the sake of gov-
erning, whether people wanf it or not,
and to' govern more despotically than
even 1ts British predecessors.

accepting funds from the

to whom the government-

ed that the Jewish population of
Rumania was poor and suffering
from economic hardships under the
new regime, They tried, said the
court, to picture “our democratic
country as a land of terror and dic-

" tatorship.”

Here too the defendant did not
confess. After being sentenced,
Lipman declared he was active in
the Jewish World Congress only
during the time it functioned legal-
ly in Rumania, that he did nothing
to hurt the Rumanian republie, and

‘that if the Jewish Congress were

now legal in Rumania he would
again be active. Mrs. Benvenisti
made a similar statement.

From Poland too come similar re-
ports. Only a relative handful of
Jews remain where there flourish-
ed a large, culturally unique and
independent Jewish community.

The Jews in Poland suffer from
three sources: the government, the
local population, and the Yeusekes
(organized Jewish Stalinists, who
still function as such in Poland).
Paris reports in last October 22’s
issues of the N. Y. Daily Forward
state that the government has be-
gun sypstematically to drop Jews
from various posts. This is being
done quietly but thoroughly.

The local population, which is
fanatically anti-Stalinist and anti-
government and is waiting impa-
tiently for a day of revenge, have

| ISL FUND DRIVE
Now—Hit Up

by ALBERT. GATES
Fund Drive Director . .

Chicago continues to be the surprise of
the Fund Drive. With a $200 contribu-
tion this week, the Chicago branch now
has sent in $1435 or 78.7 per cent of its
quota. It looks like our friends there are
making good on their promise to com-
plete their quota quickly, go over it, and
take first place in the campaign.

Chicago is really putting the other
areas with Iurger quotas to shame with
the showing it is making. Although New
York has improved its standing with a
contribution of $977 or 24.4 per cent of
its quota, it is still a long way *¥rom
keeping up with the pace.

We did get a response from some areas
which did not show last week. Reading
jumped into second place with 70 per
cent, representing a $36 payment on a
quota of $50. A contribution of $138
from Buffalo lifted it from the zero
group to third place. Buffalo, it should
have been noted, voluntarily raised its
own quota from $200 to $300, and it looks
like they mean to achieve it soon.

Pittsburgh is now in 4th place with
43.3 per cent, followed by St. Louis and
Streator. Newark has slowed a little and
was passed by Pittsburgh.

These and other places, however, ate
really doing something about their quotas.
But what about Los Angeles? And Detroit?
And Odkland?—ijust to name a few.

- These are the branches that are hold-
ing up the drive nationally (the N.O. is
not doing well at all, either). As we go to
press, $2724.50 has been sent in, making
a total of 26.4 per cent of the goal. At
this stage of the campaign, we should
be near a 50 per cent standing, since by

Independenf Socialist I.‘eague
114 West 14 Street
New York 11, N. Y.

Enclosed iS $eeeceerreeeivinnnens
1954 Fund Drive. ‘

New Antn-Semltlc Push Under WCly _ _"V'

(1t is reported) turned on the J ews
as a scapegoat, blaming them be-
cause of the prominent positions
held up to now by some Jews in the
government, and accusing them of
“starting it all” .by leading  the
revolution in—Russia! The fable
that Jews led the Russian: revolue
tion is world-wide but is especially
strong in Poland, where it was
peddled by the Polish fascists, re-
actionaries and Nazis.

FEAR PERVADING

Jews, it is reported, are afraid
to go out alone at night, and even
in the daytime are afraid that they

may end up with a knife in the

back. Many Jews are therefore try-
ing to “pass’ by placing crosses on
their apartment doors, denying
that they are Jews, etc.

In addition, Jews are extremely
uncomfortable among themselves.
In addition to the general surveil-
lance by the police state, they are
also subject to the spying of the
Jewish Stalinists, who try fo outdo
other Stalinists. Fear is all-pers
vading, so much so that even close

relatives are afraid to-talk i'o each

other.
Such is the sorrowful state of

" the Jews in the “People’s Demoe-

racies.” Only public knowledge and

protest can prevent further suffer- -

ing by the survivors of Hitler’s ter~
ror and extermination policy.

&

the Pace!

the time this appears, the fourth week

of the drive will have ended.’

‘We are now entering the crucial mid-
dle weeks of the drive, and in.a sense,
everything ~depends on the showings
made in the next month. This means, of
course, that those branches which haven’t
even made the scoreboard, have to hustle.

Our sympathizers and readers are
asked to participate in the drive and to
help us in this campaign to sustain our
wonderful press and the activities of the
ISL. That’s what the blank below is for
—to make it simple for you to send in a
contribution.

BOX SCORE

Quota Paid
TOTAL $10,200 $2724,50 26 4
Chicago 1435 9.7
Reading .. 35 70
Buffalo ... 138 46 .
Pittsburgh ......... 150 65- 43.3
St. Louis 25° 10 40
Streator . 25 10 40
Cleveland 150" 50 33.3
Newark 400 132,50 33.1
New York ... 4000 977 24.4
Philadelphia .... 250 22 8.8
Seattle ......ccconee - 150 10 4. 6
Bay Area ... . 500 w0 . 2
Nat’'l Office ....... 1500 0 0
Los Angeles ...... 600 0 0
Detroit . 0 0
Indiana ... 0 0
Akron (L 0
Oregon 0 .. O
\ : /
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'Dlssenf Editor Rephes

To the Editor:

One learns to be grateful for small
blessings, and I am grateful that the
review of Dissent was written by Hal
Draper, whose sectarianism is awesomely
ifmpersonal; after all, the job could have
been given to James Fenwick, LABOR
ACTION’S specialist in matters mtellect—
ual.

* Draper’s review indicates that with

the best will in' the world, we can’t com-.

‘municate very well with each other, at
Teast these days. You are concerned. with
ideologies, “hammering out a line,”
scholastic inquiries into Lenin’s ‘“‘defeat-
ism.” You think a pronouncement in fa-
~vor of the Third Camp a sign of socialist
virtue (though you're hard-pressed to

g'lve “that -slogan consistent ‘meaning,
“ much of what Max Shachtman has writ-.

ten  recerntly: being clearly ‘“social-patri-
otic” by Third Camp standards of not
many years ago) And when you don't
find a “line” in Dissent on ‘“the war
questlon,” you naturally think it a lack
of .seriousness. I know this way of think-
g, having suffered from it myself for
a good many years. But I now find that
the formulas in which you trade have
little relevance to what I as a socialist
face in my intellect@ial or personal life.

You go through the motions of “taking®

positions” as if you were a genuine move-
ment instead of a handful of devoted in-
dividuals. But do these positions make
any ‘significant. difference in your be-

“havior? Do ISL people in trade unions

speak against supporting Stevenson? I
don’t blame them if they don’t; the truth
is that they really can’t. And of what
importance is it whether you have this
shade or the other on “the war ques-
tion,” how does it affect your actual be-
havior?

One aim of Dissent, as I see it, is to

" put an end to such pompous comedies; to

admit that there is no socialist movement
in America, only individual socialists;
and to stop making gestures that would
have meaning only if there were a move-
‘ment. Thus, the question of whether
“we” should “support” Stevenson has
only the faintest impotrance at a time
when “we” :have no political significance
whatever, while an effort to analyze what
actually happened to the liberal intel-
lectuals in the last election, an effort
such as I made in Dissent, does touch

. uponelements of reality. The trodble is,

you see, not that we have different an-
swers, but that we’re no longer mterest-
ed in the same question.

That’s why almost nothing in Dissent
can be valuable to Draper: it runs coun-
ter to his ingrained habit of ideological
reification. But some LABOR ACTION read-

érs may feel otherwise; at least they ~
should judge for themselves, and not let -

Draper or anyone else set up a response
for them. Subs are $2 a year, sent to
509 Fifth Avenue, N. Y. C.

It isn’t true, as Draper says, that I
urge people to abandon socialist groups.
If anyone thinks there is useful work to
be done in or through those groups, I
respect that “decision. I disagree, but
that’s somiething else. Actually, Dissent
has invited people from several socialist
groups to write for it, including  people
from the ISL. So far they’ve been pen-
shy (as they were when Dwight Maec-
donald asked them to write for Politics:
they prefer their comfortable obscumty)
The-ISL chairman was invited to join in
a Digsent symposium, but thus far hasn’t

“®troubled to answer us or have an an-

swer set. Too busy writing, I guess.
‘It takes a curious logic say, as
Draper does, that Dissent represents a

backsliding from socialism into liberal-

ism. Unless, that is, he assumes that so-
cialism and the ISL are pretty much
synonymous, as in fact the ISL generally
does. You have often said that peeple
with my views could be members of the
ISL; then, . presumably, we would be
“real” socialists.” Hence our “betrayal”
must consist not in holding certain opin-
jons, but in .. . not being ISL members.
That doesn’t" leave very many socialists
in America, does it?

Do you really suppose that people who
want to backslide from socialism need to
go about collecting dollars and running
endless chores to put out a little maga-
zine? Aren’t there enough ready-made
literary inclines for that? And doesn’t
it give you at least a qualm to see that
while you attack us for backsliding into
liberalism, the official spokesmen for lib-
eralism, e.g. Commentary, violently de-
nounce us, attributing. to Dissent .
your oplmons, declaring that we repre-
sent the same old unadulterated Marx-
ism- they can’t abide, the same intran-

" _gigenf socialism they ‘consider absurd?
-_,Doesn’t thiS suggest that the pubhc

tions” fowered, it happens, in ‘the train

al

meaning and effect of Dissent might be

rather different from what you say?
But no one is going to fool Hal Draper

so easily. A naive, old-fashioned sort of

socialist might write: “Look, in this re-
actionary moment there is a new social-
ist magazme which I don’t entlrely
agree with, and I don’t even think is
very good, and certainly think that some
editors, like Howe and Plastrik, are
rogues; but still, it’s good these days to
see any magazine that cares to speak out
for socialism.” That’s what someone
might write who was corrupted by the
sentimental notion of socialist solidarity,
and after having seen what Commentary
said about Dissent he might feel all the
better for having said it. But not the
ISL. '

For the ISL, it would have you know,
remains the “organized socialist move-
ment” which, unlike Howe .and Plastrik,
hasn’t ‘abandoned ‘“‘the -struggle.” But

which struggle? Except for a handful of

ISL trade-unionists, who command my
respect, what struggle is the ISL con-
ducting? What struggle does Draper
have except the very real one to fill the
pages of LABOR ACTION each week? Ac-
tually one could say that the people who

-spend their evenings in 114 W, 14 Street

engage in no struggles whatever (it isn’t
their fault) while someone like myself

at least gets into brawls with the official

liberals (see -recent issues of Partisan
Reveiw and Commentary.) 1 claim no
special virtue or heroism in dong this,
since I enjoy it; but as for significant
social or political struggle, why not be
honest? You’re out of it, I'm out of it,
almost all socialists in the U. S. are out
of it.

Before Dissent appeared, we asked
every radieal journal for advertising
rates. Some, in reply, even agreed to ex-~
change ads, a traditional device of small
and poor magazines for remaining small
and poor. But LABOR ACTION replied that
it would have to wait and see what Dis-
sent was like before agreeing to let us
pay for an ad in its pages.
wasn’t going to be trapped into publish-
ing an ad for a magazine edited, among
others, by Howe, Meyer Schapiro, Coser
and Plastrik, for who knows? there
might be a deviation in it.) Now the first
issue is out. As a matter of perhaps mor-
bid curiosity (it’s my past that prompts
me), I can’t help wondering: Are we now
“eligible” for the exalted honor of plac-
ing an ad in LaBor AcTION? Will you
issue us a certificate that we satisfy the
Pure Marx and Lenin Act? Or do we
flunk? Are we doomed to the outer dark-
ness, unable to touch, as we backslide
deeper and deeper into the hell of liber-
alism, the fringe of the Seat of Recti-
tude?

Well, sorry to be so long-winded. But

_knowing LABOR ACTION’s word-count and

Hal Draper’s gift for long replies, I feel
that at least this week I'we helped
Draper with his struggle.
With socialist greetings,
Irving HOWE

Only the followmg points in Howe’s
letter require comment:

(1) LA has no advertising rates, and
has never sold advertising space. LA car-
ries (or exchanges) ads for political
publications not for payment but as a
form of political recommendation. In
view of this latter point, we could not
reject Howe’s ad in advance of the mag-
azine’s appearance: he would then have
been able to write a letter -denouncing
us for “prejudging the magazine sight-
unseen.” Our no-paid-ad policy is one
well known to very unsectarian socialist
movements.

¢(2) Shachtman was invited to con-
tribute to a symposium on a triviality
by M. Rubel in Dissent: raising ‘“‘the
question of whether it would not be bet-
ter today to abanden the word social-
ism.” (Italics in original.) We cannot

‘take this symposium seriously On the

other hand, participation in a meamng-
ful symposium on socialist policy is by

_no means excluded.

(3) But Howe 'is “no longer interest-
ed” in “lines” and “taking ‘positions,”
i.e., in discussing socialist policy: More-
over, “one aim of Dissent, as I see it, is
to put an end to such pompous come-
dies. . ..” It is clarifying to have him put
this aim on paper.

Given this unconcern with policy, it is
difficult to see how Howe’s group can ex-
pect to grapple with real socialist prob-
lems or make any contribution to social-
ist rethinking. Concern with socialist
policy does not imply the- illusion that

‘one is leading “masses”; but one cannot.

otherwise answer the question “What ds
this ‘socialism! of yours?”
Howe’s unique -unconcern -with “posi-

o ey Ty -,

Na‘ti‘onal Forests alnd Parks 'Ar‘e_ in Peril

By CARL DARTON

The age-old ~struggle to prevent the public heritage from being plundered by
private interests is still continuing. It is well-known that the capitalists have chopped
down, plowed up, smoked under, and buried with industrial waste a gréat propor-
tion of the natural beauty with which America was once endowed. There are so few
relatively .unspoiled areas left that it'is a bit shocking to learn that the old game
of exploitation of natural resources is still being played.

Here and there reclamation makes some headway. The waters of the Schuykl'll

no longer flow like tar. The rapid shrink-
age of the anthracite coal industry,
¢oupled with some effective public sani-
tation measures, have made it possible
for fish to once again live in the river
water. )

~ In the West, however, where the fed-

®eial government pushed by public concern

v

(The ISL

was able to set dside some substantial
areas before industry, fransportation, and
agriculture could raze them, we find that
hard battles must still be ‘fought to pre-
serve the unspoiled.

In Alaska a group of enterprising
Japanese businessmen, backed tenfold
financially by Wall Street, are preparing
to take a considerable amount of prod-
ucts from our national forests. Wood will
be cut, shipped to Tokyo, processed into
paper products, “and -then sent to the
United States to sell at a lower price
than such goods made here. A favorable
price for the raw material, low tariffs,
and miserable wages to Japanese work-
ers add up to a neat profit for those who
seek good investments.

No doubt vast areas of the national
forest will be spoiled in appearance. The
trees are on steep slopes at the ocean’s
edge. Trees will be hard to timber, break-
age will be high, and the recovery growth
will be slow because of the cooler climate.
As socialists we do not maintain that the
national forests should not be cut but we
do claim that no profit should be made
from such cutting of publie preperty.
Also the secondary values of recreation
and -beauty should not be ignored even in
the public lands designated as forest
areas.

NIBBLING AWAY

Mcvmg down info. 'I'he Unlied S'I'uies

proper, we find that the forest industry is
attempting to- cut into the National Park
areas. Private interests are attempting to
reduce the size of Olympic -National Park
and to have part of it designated as Na-
tional Forest area so that they can log it
somewhat in the manner described above
for Alaska. Perhaps the lumber industry
can cut carefully and not spoil the nat-
ural beauty permanently but this seems to
be untikely on the basis of past experi-
ence. '

Parks are for the use of all the citi-
zens (if they can afford to visit them)
and ‘the change to a forest area would

not be a step in the bést public .interest.

It is true that good lumber is becoming

scarce, even in the Pacific Northwest, but -

we would insist that a lot more effort be
put into better lumbering practices, re-
search for ' better wutilization - of wood
products, and attempts to use more wood
gubstitutes such as plastics' and metals,
before we agree to the reductlons of Na-
tional -‘Park areas.

Another conservation feud ‘has been-
brewing for some time in the state of
Utah where the Bureau of Reclamation,
aided -and abetted by farming and power
interests, has proposed the construction
of Echo Park dam in the Dinosaur Na-
tional Monument. It is claimed that the
dam,. 525 feet high, would flood out and
ruin the scenic wonders of the area. We

of his decision to abandon certain of his

former ‘“‘positions,” particularly on war;
it is only a transitional state of mind.

The ISL is not “socialism”; Howe is
not a “backslider” nierely because he quit
the ISL; these .jibes do not deal with
anything I wrote. A “naive old-fashion-
ed” soc1allst might hail Dissent in the
manner Howe wishes;, but we old-fash-.

. joned socialists who want to build a so-

cialist movement in the best -way we
know cannot hail a magazine which sets
itself Howe's aim, one which seeks to
counterpose a politically contentless
magazine to the task of building any so-
cialist organization, including a better
one than ours. Especially “in this reac-
tionary .moment,” Wwhen there are too
many who would be grateful for a really
expert ratlonahzatlon for fleeing from
that task.

As for the regrettable jeers which fill
the bulk of Howe’s letter, surely the way
they look in cold type is their own stern-
est commentary .

- ' Hal RA‘PER.

A it e e s el

are not convinced that the power and
irrigation water is unquestioningly and
desperately needed from a dam at this
particular spot.

PARKS OR PROFIT?

The most correct use for public land is
not always easy to determine. Shall we
develop a new industrial area or shall we

preserve the forest primeval? Shall it be -

scenic woodland or a lumbering operation
needed for newsprint or housing?
Hydroeldetric power, or irrigation, or
flood control, or no dam? An uninhabited
dense forest or open forest with food for
birds and animals or even grazing for
domestic animals? Recreation or un-
spoiled nature? Answers to these ques-

tions can be glven only after considering .

technieal aspects in each particular case

.as well as the public intérest. Too often,

hov_vever, our government makes the de-
cisions on the basis. of the needs of pri-
vate capital.

Admittedly a. socialist government
would have the inevitable problems in:
making some decisions on these matters.
Interests of various ecitizen groups and

areas might be contrary. Material need °
might sometimes result in the destrue- '

tion of natural beauty or interfere ‘with.°
recreational facilities. Every public in-
terest would have to be considered. But
at least the decision would not be ren-
dered on the basis of profit. for individ-:
uals and corporations, an interest which
is often contrary to -every public one.

| s. F. BaY area |

Bay Area
Independent Socialist I.eague
&

Berkeley
Young Socialist I.eague

announce @ public forum on

“Is McCarthyism

“American Fascism?"
(A Symposium)

Friday, March 19
8:00 p.m.

2412 HASTE ST., BERKELEY
{Third Floor}

Coffee and refreshments will be
served
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(Conhnued from page 1)

ment as constituting
American affairs,” and proclaims the de-
termination of the American states to
protect themselves against it. The key
paragraph of the resolution reads:
“That the domination or control of the
political institutions of any American
state by the international Communist
movement, extending to this hemisphere
the political system of an extra-conti-
nental power, would constitute a threat
to the sovereignty and political indepen-

“dence of the American states, endanger-

ing the peace of Ameriea, and would
call for appropriate actlon in accord-
ance with existing treaties.”

And the specific steps to be initiated
immediately by the governments in ques-
tion, without lmiting action_-to such
steps, are stated as follows:

“Measures to require the “disclosure of
the identity, activities and sources of
funds of those who are spreading propa-
ganda of the -international Communist
movement, or who travel in the interests
of that movement, and of those who act
as its agents or in its behalf; " and

“The exchange of information among

* governments to assist in fulfilling the

purpose of the. resolutions adopted by
the Inter-American Conferences and the
meeting of the foreign ministers regard-
ing international Communism.”

WIDE OPEN DOOR

Of course, this resolution is not pro-
posed just to get something against Stal-
inism on the books. 1t is proposed at this
time becouse of the development of a
strong Stalinist movement in Guatemala
which enjoys o close alliance with the
non-Stalinist governmenf of that country.
And the particular form the resolution
takes, the fact that it does not mention
Guatemala, and that specific reference to
#hdt country was omitted from Secretary
of State Dulles' speech when he presented
the resolution, is a concession to the
strong resistance—of many of the govern-

intervention in.

ments and more of the people of Latin
America—to any more open or direct or
harsh intervention of the United States
into their political affairs. -

To meet as many of the objections as
possible to any resolution of this type,
the United States refrained from point-
ing the finger directly at Guatemala, or’
from defining just what action is to be
taken if any American government
should come under the “dowmination or
control” of the “international Communist
movement.” But this did not seem to
satisfy the objections of many Latin
American governments._

They saw in the resolution a w1de -opgn
door for United States intervention into
the political affairs of the weaker states
of the continent under all kinds of cir-
cumstances which could be made to fit

into the broad language of the resolution. g

The central objection was that a political
movement is here described as if it were
the invading army of a foreign country,
or at least the spies and agents which
precede-it. They were willing to adopt a
resolution which provides for joint ac-
tion against any Russian invasion of the
Ameriean continent, or any attempt by
Russian agents to subvert an American
governmert but the U. S. resolution was
far broader than that.

THE POLICE APPROACH

Dulles’ speech, in which he sought to
justify the resolution, was masterfully
planned to meet this objection of the
Latin American governments. He dwelt
at length on the fact that the Russian
Communist Party dominates- the Com-
munist Parties of all other countries,
and that the agents of Moscow dictate
policies and leaderships to them. He ad-
mitted that most of the followers of these
movements are unaware of the organi-
zational nature of the ties which bind
them to the Kremlin, but regard them as
“normal, patriotic, political impulses, led
by indigenous elements.”

This latter cspecl' of the Stalinist mave-

persuaded the president that McCarthy-
-ism is the best Republlcan formula for po-
litical success,” what about the political
poltroons who have persuaded the Demo-

cratic leaders that political success re-

quires yellow silence about McCarthyism?

If Stevenson coniplains that Eisen-
hower has disapproved of McCarthyism
only “in statements to the press” while
he lets the mud continue to fly, how much

better is he himself when he takes a fall

out of McCarthyism in a demonstrative
speech while the party which he heads
continues to give the g‘allopmg evil its
passwe toleration?

We do not doubt Stevenson’s sincere
detestation of MecCarthy’s methods
(those “methods” which are to be so
carefully distinguished from the wvery
very laudable aims which the storm-
4rooper from Wisconsin is supposed to
‘espouse in his detestable way . ) baut
then, we alse have few doubt about what
Eisenhower privately tells his cronies.
And when General von Hindenburg
called Adolf Hitler to the head of the
German state, he held his nose. :

Let Stevenson do in the Democratic Par-
ty what he righteously proposes Eisen-
hower do in the GOP, and at least he will
come into court with clean hands.

~ SOUTHERN COMFORT

(2) The second con51derat10n which
dims the joy to be felt over Stevenson’s
speech is one that has been .completely

- overlooked in commentators’ econcentra-

tion on the anti-Mc€arthyite aspects of
the speech.

WWhile Stevenson was smugly arralgning

_Eisenhower for failing -#o fight the .ex~
Aremesreactionary wing of kis party by
deeds and not only- words, Stevenson -him-
self was actually engaged in the act of
WOOING the extreme.reactionary section:
of his own party, in both deed and word.

Stevenson’s role at this conference of
the lily-white, Jim Crow and White Su-

premacy section .of his party is part of

"his eurrent tactic of making himself ac-.
ceptable to these Bourbons—a project

".wvhich he started a while back with. an-
~other speech in the South, at the side of
- Hummin’ Talmadge.

Outside of the disagreement in the
party ranks over McCarthyism, reports
Washmgton columnist Doris - Fleeson,
“Miami is reported a - great. success by
senators in attendance, possibly because

"SPOTLIGHT

- Continued from page 1

no one mentioned the divisive issue of
segregation.” And listen to this: “It is
being argued, both North and South, that
since the Supreme Court will shortly rule
on this issue, there is no need to quairel
over it again.” °

No, the Fair Deal wing of the Democrats
which follows the Stevenson policy is not
“quarreling” with the racial-McCarthy-
ites in their own ranks. The "quarrel™
which exploded at the 1948 convention;
when the ‘Democrats were frantic for

_votes, is not being. pursued by Stevenson.

Indeed, it looks as if a group of political
plungers has persuaded Stevenson that ac-
commodation to the Byrneses and Tal-

" madges is the best Democratic formula

for political success.

STEVENSON'S VIEW |

(3) But still Stevenson attacked Me-
Carthyism even though his party is
against such indiscreet eonduct. . . . Or
did he attack McCarthyism? )

To be sure, he denounced McCarthy for
smearing his own Democratic Party; he
denounced McCarthy for smearing
Eisenhower Republicans; this, he strong-
ly argued, was going too far. But what
shall we call the following statement in
Stevenson’s speech where he is no longer
dealing ‘with - MeCarthyite attacks on
such “respectable” people—

“Everyone hopes the administration will
find and remove all the real. subversives
and keep them out of our government. A
single disloyal or dangerous employee is
one too many."”

We note that Stevenson does not limit
this -sweeping »hope $o dangerously - sub-
versive employees in -sensitive .positions,
whatever that may be defined to be.
There must not be a single “subversive,”
“disloyal” ‘or “dangerous” person em--
ployed by the government— . ’

—Not even as a file clerk in the Veter-
ans’ Administration? ,

—Not even as a stenographer in the
Bureau of Land Reclamation?

—And perhaps not even as a worker
earning a living in a plant working on
~war contracts? .o

If this is a position “against McCar-
thyism,” by people who - deplore Me-
Carthy’s habits of loose definition, then
a Stevenson-type- victory against Me-
Carthyism would only ‘be a measure of
the ground that MeCGarthyism has. won .
after. McCarthy’s personal: downfall.

. .

Lesson in U.S. Imperlallsm—

ment is quickly passed over in the speech,
however. Yet it is this native Sfalinism in
Latin America as in most other countries,
which is what gives the movement its real
political drive. Yet the U. S. resolution
does  not and cannot propose to counter-
act the political and social movements
which have their roots in the poverty and
exploitation of the peoples in Latin Amer-
ica, except by treating them as a police
probiem.

Of course, the resolution was immedi-.
ately backed by the' governments of the
Dominican “republic” and oné or two
other Latin American dictatorships
which regard any social or political oppo-
sition as a matter for the police, and
which are most completely dependent on
U. S. support for their survival. But
those governments which maintain a
more democratic system, and those which
fear the economic and politieal pressures
of the United States more than they do
their, own Stalinist movements, greeted
the resolution with what is called in dip-
lomatic language “reserve,” and sought
to amend it into some form which defines
Russian intervention rather than Stal-
inist political activity as the thing to be
resisted by joint action.

In his speech-justifying the resolﬂtlon,
Dulles dwelt at Tength on the Stalinist
conquest of the countries of Eastern
Europe. He sought to draw an analogy
between the dangers of Stalinism in

‘Latin America and -this conquest. It is .

interesting to note, however, that in list-
ing the countries which had lost their
sovereignty to Russia under Stalinist
conquest he did not include China, the
only one among them where Stalinist
victory was not a direct product of the
presence of Russian troops. Yet if any

analogy in Latin America can be made .

to the advance of Stalinist conquest else-
where, it is to China and not to Latvia,
Bulgaria, Poland, or even Czechoslo-
vakia.

What real threat to the securlty of
the United States, or of the other Latin
American countries, would a Stalinist
government " in Guatemala represent?
Actually, it would be negligible, if any.
¥et the United States is willing to re-
sort to extreme measures against even
the possibility of such a development.

ANALOGY

There is an analogy here which leaps to
the mind. The Russian Stalinists demand,
‘in the interest of their “security.” that all
countries on their borders be subservient
‘to them and adopt their economic system.
Any movement in any of these countries
which opposes this demand is immediately
labeled a "tool'' of the United States and
denounced as an example of American ag-

gression, or at the very latest, interven-
sphere or
resolution; this despite the fact that al-

tion into the Russian “security"
sphere of influence.

If the East German workers 'rebel, it
is the work of American spies and
agents. If a movement for some degree
of national independence develops among
the leaders of one of the satellite coun-
tries, they are eventually compelled to
“confess” that they were acting as
agents of the United States. Not so many
yvears ago Russia actually invaded Fin-
land on the ground that this country was
being used as a tool by foreign powers
and hence represented a threat to the
security of Russia.

Dulles was quite correct in pointing
out the Russian-dominated character of
the world Stalinist movement. His in-
dictment of the complete subjugation of
the satellite countries by Russia was a
telling’ one. But between the recital of
these well-known facts and the policy
proposed to deal with the problem of
Stalinism, there remains the gap which
is evident in every attempt by the U. S.
government to fight the cold war. This
gap is the lack of a social policy which

can meet and defeat Stalinism on its

-own grounds. It is the fact that Ameri-
can 1mper1ahsm appears to the common
people of many countries, and specially
“to those of Latin America, as the most

immediate exploiter and coercer of their-

economies and governments.

And the U. S. government cannot close
"the gap by changing its economic and so-
cial policies throughout the world. They
are a function of its own domestic social
and economic ‘system. Thus it seeks to
close the gap by military and police
measures, and by winning any and all
alties which will support it in such meas-
ures. As often as not, the most reaction-
ary governments tend to be the stmmchest
allies for these purposes.

BUT NO.ONE LAUGHED ...

In contrasting the satellites of Russia
with the freedom of the.American con-
tinent, Dulles said: “In. this. hemxsphere

P

it takes no couraﬂe for a replesentatlve
of one of the smallest American coun-
tries ‘openly to attack the government of
the most powerful.

“I rejoice that that kind of freedom
exists in the Americas even if it may be
at times abused. But the essential is that
there be a relationship of sovereign
equality. We of the United States want
to keep it that way. We seek no satellites,
but only friendly equals.” :

How the assembled delegates and news-
papermen were able to keep from burst-
ing into sarcastic laughter at this point
is not recorded by these same newspaper-

men. But one of them had reported, the

day before this speech was delivered,
that some Latin American delegates to the
conference "conceded that Washington,
by acting tough and exerting economic

pressure, could push through the resolu--

tion in forty-eight hours. . . . As one
delegate remarked, 'If the United States
wanted to badly encugh, it could have
the resolution passed, declaring two and
two are five.""

At. another point, this same reporter
(Sydney Gruson of the New York.
Times) stated that after the Guatemalan
delivered a.slashing -attack on this gov-
ernment’s support of the United Fruit:
Company in the struggle it is waging.

-against his government, the delegates )

applauded.

“Senior Torlello, Gruson writes, “had
said many nasty things about the United
States that virtualy all_Latin Americans
believe. They were willing to applaud
him since it cost them nothing. But not
many were willing to vote against the
United States' when they might have to
get up later in the conference and ask
for economic aid. In the committee vote,
only Mexico, Uruguay and Argentina
sided with Guatemala.”

GUATEMALA AT ISSUE

~ There is a picture of your govern-
mental “equals.” The foreign ministers
of a dozen countries are willing to ap-
plaud a denunciation of United States
policy which they believe paints a truth-
ful picture. Thus they demonstrate that

they are far more free than the foreign'
ministers of the Russian satellites, who .

would never .dare to pubhcly*applaud an’
~anti-Russian speech.

But when it comes to woting, 1t turns
out that they are not-quite so sovereign.
The strongest and boldest among them
can resist, as can those like Guatemala,
‘which have nothing to lose in any event.

But most would be willing' to vote that 7

“two and two are five” if the U. S. over-
lord got tough enough in demarnding that
they do-it.

Everyone knows that ot the momeni
Guatemdla is the real target of the U. S.

most all dnti-Stalinist observers of the
present Guatemalan government deny that
it is run by the Statlinists. But the govern-
ment has taken strong measures against
the continued exploitation of the countfy
by the United Fruit Company, has insti-
tuted land reforms on a large scale; and
cooperates with a Stafinist-dominated. la-'

bor movement and a Stalinist-influenced

agrarian movement in its struggle with
United Fruit-and the landlord class of the
country. -

BEHIND THE FLAG

The U. S. resolution does not spell out
what action is to be taken against the
present government of Guatemala, or
even exactly how a further increase of
Stalinist igflience in the country is to
be prevented. But the governments of
Latin America sense, with an instinct
bred of long experience, that once they
have committed themselves to the propo-
sition that any assumption of power by
an - ‘““international’ «Communist
ment,” however democratically this may
be brought about, and however tenuous
its control frem Moscow may be, is to-be
treated as if it were a foreign aggres-

sion, the door will be wide open for direct’
military intervention, or at the leagt, the

harshest type of ‘economic and pohtlcal
sanctions. .

American imperialism does not operate_
in the same way as Russian imperialism,
or even as the old imperialisms of Eu-
rope. Its advance pesitions are not held
by occupation ‘troops or by politieal
movements controlled by it.. They _are
held by the enormous. economic: piessuxe
which this country can exert on its less
developed neighbors to the South. But
behind that pressure stand the planes

and troops, ready for action if the other ..

methods prove themselves  too weak to .
achleve thelr goals

move-’
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