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ThIS for Example Is Why
inning the War[

ll S. ToIerates the Amazmg Spectacle of Warmonger Rhee Stumpmg the Country for
Immediate H- Bomb War...Whlle Kremlm Dictators Are Able to Pose as- ~Peace- Lovers

€ned to follow up their victory at
Geneva with a thrust at the cap-
italist-alliance in Europe. This was
the meaning of the notes delivered

by Stalinist envoys to the British,

French and American governments
calling for a “collective security”
system in Europe as the only means
of guaranteeing peace.

The Russian notes follow the line

they presented at the Berlin con--

ference which made things so hot
for Secretary of State Dulles that
he was glad to agree to the meet-
ing in Geneva on Asia as a way of
ending the meeting in Berlin. It
calls for an end to the North At-
lantic Treaty Organization (eor
Russian admission to the organiza>

éRmsians-«";PImn y Peace’ Plan Is
Gaining in Propaganda War

The Russian Stalinists have hast- -

tion which -ameounts to thé same
thing) ; a quiet. pre-natal burial of
the European Defense Community
~ (and the West German army which

was' to- go- with it). ~These *two

structures are then to be replaced
by a _collective security pact in
which all European countries will
pledge to defend each other against
‘any aggressor, whoevér he may be.

The Stalinist hotes repeat every-
thing they have said in the past
about outlawing the atom and hy-
drogen bombs, make a number of
bows to reduction of armaments,
and put the United States in the
pillory as the dlsiurber of the world
peace.

Of course, the Stahmst note has

i{Turn fo last pcgo)

THE UNITED PRESS SUGGESTS THE REAL REASON FOR WASHINGTON'S BELLIGERENT ATTITUDE——

Behind the Provocation in the Chinese Plane Shooting

Under the head of “U.S. LOOKING FOR TROUBLE IN CHINA

PLANE INCIDENT?’ the Chicago.Daily News — a member of the
Knight chain, not noted for liberalism-—expresses a big feeling of skept-
icism about the provocative incident in which the U.S. ordered its pilots

10 get trigger-happy with the result that two Chinese planes were shot

down after Peiping’s apology.
- In fact, considering the source,

it is evident that these conservative

editors are expressing the same 1nterpretatlon of the affair as appeared

“This is not an age in which ‘inei-
dents’ cause wars. Wars happen because
somebody plans them.

“Two very ugly incidents have oceur-,
red off the Coast of China . . . {These

-were the shooting down of- the British

civilian- plane by the Chinese and the
shooting down of the two Chinese planes
by the U. 8.1

“A - United Press - correspondent sug-
gest:s that the Chinese are. trigger-happy
in that area because a big Russian sub-
marme base hag recently been constructed
in it, and they don’t want it inspected
by air. He intimates that the -real pur-
pose in sending two American flattops
to the area was to get a good look at this
installation.

"I so, that would mul(e sense of a sort,

. fhougll it would clearly show that- the fisk -
er mvolvemeni' wcs cdlculcied uf' .

“in our editorial last week. The paper wrote in part

f
“It does not make serse to send two
22,000-ton airéraft carriers merely to
‘cover’ rescu¢ operations. That is too
top-h&avy an umbrélla . . .

“Sending the aircraft carriers may. -

have been a way of demonstrating that
a couple of white .men—Adm. Radford
and “Secretary Wilson—wanted to prove
that they -at least weren’t: being intim-
idated.

-“We.are at,a loss to understand why
our leaders at Waghington ‘thought that.

we alone without the British, were ob-
liged to make the threatening gesture in
’reprlsal for the shooting down of the
transport. ‘After all, it was a. British
-plane——not a U. S. plane .

all over the world who paint the U. S. as “warmongering,”” “aggresswe,” :
" “bellicose” and itching to get into-a shooting war?

. suspect nature of Washmgtons explan—

- There-is no need to go within 25 miles of
“Kamchatka to look for weather.” He °

* formation that weather reconnaissance
) 'ﬂ1ghts hormally were made from the Ber-
J “If. it “looks. to Europeans as.’if .the -

nitei ben come w1tlnn 400 mlles of Kamchatka

By PHILIP COBEN : ,
How many times have you. read that it is only the Stalinist liars

How many lamentations have you read in the U. S. press about the
success the Stalinists have had abroad in painting such a plcture of
this country? l

When European hberals and so(nahsts (like the Bevanites). express
fears about Washington’s aggressive potential and urge that the' Ameri-
cans be.restrained, the correspondents (with the N. Y. Times’ absolutely
shamaeless London bureau in the forefront) bellow about Stahmst_,mﬂw '
ence and Russian demagogy. ’

_ 'Well, now—a little strident man is going_about the Um'l'ed S'l'ai'es :
proving that this image of the U. S. is not merely one invented by the
Stalinists. He, Syngman Rhee, gréat “friend” of the U. S., great enemy
of Stalinism—he held exactly this picture of the U. S. too! -

We are told that Rhee has been disappointed by the cool receptlon
given his pleas for preventive war. Obviously this raving warmonger. .
was under the impression that his modest little plan to start an H-bomb
war would be more popular than it is. Perhaps Rhee is the victim of !
that devilishly clever “Stalinist propaganda” which is supposed to:
explain what’s wrong with Europe and Asia. . 4

Rav1ng warmonger? This isn’t partlcularly harsh language We__
can imagine that Rhee would even be proud of the appellation. What
else can one consider a.“statesman” who is dlsappomted when he dosn’ﬁ'
get cheered to the rafters for saying—

lConhnucd on page 2]

£

on a blg scale, it may be becalise Some-

“That reconnaisunce bomber |usi w
body in Washington actually is.”
° )

not there on weather business,” Flande
asserted flatly. He added: "It may never:
theless have -been engaged on a useful.
mission." He said the presumed Russian
fighter pilots * ‘appear to have been dis- "
créet" in warning the U. S. bomber aw
from Russian territory. He asked whe'l'ller‘
the U. S. air force would have dcted in-a
similar manner ‘if its planes had met a
Russian bomber 25 miles off the coast o'
California.

“The serious thing about thls ini
dent,” said Flanders, “is the false repo
given to the American people by the aif
force. It tended and probably was -
_tended” to influence public opinion by
making the incident into.an act of a
gression . . . ”.

That was. last year Have the Ame
ican people been lied to again? Did the
American military seize ori-the. Chm
shooting- -against the - British plane to
send their own planes m for espmnag,e
over the Chinese coast, as the UP cor
respondent suggested? Did- they do .th
while provocatively yelling about Chin_e
provocation? Were they  willing to i
a ‘war “incident” for the :sake of “thig
espionage, thinking at the same tlme to
make. demagoglc propaganda agam i
) .S’cahmsts 2

That .editorial could .never have been
written that way unless the Knight edit-
ors had really decided that the UP. cor-
respondent’s explanation was to be ac-
cepted as a truthful account of an other-
wise mysterious episode. They believe it.

And this will not be the first time that
conservdhve sources have told us +that
the U, S. military was faking an “incident.”

Something over a year ago, in March
of 1953, there was a big furor whipped
up by Washington and’by the press whén
a Russtan MIG ptane threw some bullets
at a U. S. “weather plane” from Alaska.
On the floor of Congress, Vermont’s Re-
publican senator, then as now a mave-
rick, Senator Flanders, pointed out the

ation.

The U. S. Alaska-based ‘plane was sup-
posed to-be on a “foutine weather recon- -
naissance- flight” off Kamchatka. Said
Flanders: “The story is preposterous.

told the senators that he had reliable in-

ing Straits to.Attu, a course that did. not




R.S.V.P.:
A Poser for Hookites

We have a special request to make of
our readers, or at least those who are
in a. position to do something about it.
Bear with us while we get around to it.
The presenf@congressioncl fracas over
anders' ~anti-McCarthy resolution re-
mlhds us of a question we once asked in
fl'lus column, and to which we never got an
tinswer; we're getting more and more
anxious to hear the answer.

_Here’s the point: Senator Morse and
some Democratic liberals have explained
at they cannot press for Flanders’ cen-
ure 1mmed1ately because McCarthy has
 be given his day in court, in the form
proper charoves, hearings, ete. Let us
assume that this is not merely an excuse
to duck out of taking a stand. Let us as-
sume, further, as they claim, that the
Flanders proposal for censure really does
require all of this paraphernalia and
procedure, and that McCarthy has not
liad his indictment and his chance for a
fiearing, and all that.

I - .As Washington columnist Doris Flee-
g m wrote the other day: “Sen. McCarthy

name of those democratic principles he

american ‘in his lifetime.”

Ahd if the invocation of all those de-
enocratic principles were really relevant
to' the Flanders resolution, we would say
that that’s a good thing. Let’s assume it
is gelevant. It is o good thing if this de-
stroyer of democracy is haled before the
barof justice without a single imitation
of his anti-democratic practices.

. MeCarthy would use democratic rights
in order to destroy democracy, but we
who believe in democracy must ‘accord
m those democratic rights. That is what
thé liberals are saying. And we agree with
the prmclple

If that is thoroughly understood, then,
We ‘would like to remind our readers of a
sifght-contradiction 'in-the picture.
'These same liberals, or many of them,
Bo “so “profoundly demand democratic
ghts for -this destroyer of democracy
aré themselves the supporters of the
‘principle that the Stalinists cannot be
‘accorded demoecratic rights because . . .

i Tkt

S0 the argument goes, as we have heard
1t & million fimes.
“iNo - demoerth rlgll'ls for those who
would use them to destroy democracy
self: this is o thesis which has practi-
i ly become official among those liberals
= wllo have worked out convenient ways of
: go'lng along with the witchhunt.
“‘There seems to be a double standard
. of morals here, doesn’t there?

est, ‘sincere liberal who uses this prin-
ple as- a justification for enrta\lhng
talinistg’ rights (to teach, for example)
to explain to us why he is willing to ac-

orifor that matter to any avowed sup-
po_rters or admirers of McCarthy.

only.as a pretext | for. going along with the

gurrent - hysteria- against ~Sfalinists and
ﬂ-wmg *subversives"?

_ “Here's what we would like some reader
#do:- Present this poser, which troubles

us, to any liberal friend of yours who

me obliging NYU student particularly

to ask the chairman of his Philosophy

Department about it name of Sidney
k.

f at Plot Against
The Panama Canal

G

on the pretext of its “Communist tmge

a great deal was niade about the proxim-
y of Guatemala to the Panama Canal.

We forget what the number of miles was,
ut ‘whatever it is, we were “constantly

¥d" the canal - -are. at opposite ends of
entral Ameru:a “The Communxst gov-
:nment of Arbenz is only —miles from
he Pangma Canal .. .7
r wturns out that if Moscow really
over Guatemala in order to get at
Panama Canal, those. Russians are
ger dopes than are the Amerlcans
) *beheved thls porppycock in the first

Umferd ?ress s'l'ory (N.Y. Post, Aug. 2)

" being " profécted and passmnately  de- -
fénded on the floor of the Senate in “the® .

has done more to destroy than any other_

1’ﬁWhy, .because they-are totalitarians!.

Tn any case, we would like some earn- .

rd\any_democratic rights to McCarthy, -

‘Or does this princnple become operative -

agrees with said principle. We would like .

Durlng the late unpleasantness about -
erthrowing the Guatemala government-

the canai to be a first-class target in war-
time. "Not a single jet fighter covers the
air above the Panama Canal. Not a fight-
mg ship stdnds guard at either entrance

. Why? Because the men. in charge of
our global thinking have written off the
Panama Canal as a ‘second-class target.’
. « . One officer who asked his name. be
withheld -said, "Sure, there are no jets, no
fighting ships around the canal. We're
taking an educated quess we won't need
them .. ."

And -anyway, the UP dlspatch indi-

" cates, it would be child’s play to,knock

the canal out with some stratevlc suit-

" case-bombs of the A-type if Russia ever

really got serious enough about it to care.
However, maybe that line of propa-
ganda about Guatemala could have been
salvaged somehow. For example, did you
ever stop to realize how close Guatemala
is to that other well-known pro-Com-
munist government, the one in India,
and maybe the idea was to develop Af-
rica in a pincer movement between Ar-
benz and Nehru . . .
°

What Hope Could Be
Better Founded?

At the American Assembly, the gath-
ering of 60 giant American intellects at
Arden House in the Ramapos to discuss
U.S. foreign policy, great progress has
been made. As summarized in the N. Y.
Times (Aug. 1), quite accurately, it was
the “following:

"The hope is - that this series of tatks

and the ideas that come out of it will lead
to -other series of talks and other ideas.”
.A couple of days later, a longish sum-
mary of the conference’s conclusions was
published, and it did not improve on the
above insgired formulation. _
[ ]

Note on the
American Way of Life

Two. news items which. made a stir in
the past week’s papers - form a comple-
mentary -pair.

On the one hand, U.s. Attorney Gen-
eral -Brownell, for the Eisenhower ad-
ministration, has Submitted- a recom-

- mendation to buy turncoats.: He proposes
that the U.S. offer rewards up to a half

million dollars for tips on any agents or
other persons seeking. to smuggle atomic
weapons into the U.S. or manufacture
them here.

In" addition to the cash, aliens who
thus turned informer would get lifetime
asylum in this country, regardless of any

laws barring them on grounds of moral-

turpitude, criminal record, Communist

- membership, ete.

While our American leaders immed-

iately think in terms of buying informers .
__and renegades for ready cash, there was,
abroad, the mysterious - case . of = Otto

John’s defection to East Germany. The
head .of -West -Germany'’s .internal-secur-

_ity.and counter-intelligence: agency going

over..to.the Stalinists! We do not: pretend

‘to have any special theory: about this, 3l-

though we noté that it was this Otte
John who-was attacked in the Bundestag
by the Social-Democrats as building up
a new -Gestapo.

But while . Brownell proposes #o buy
counter-spies . over the counter, a N.Y.
Times dispatch- on John blandly explained
that he. was the type who could go over
to the Stalinists because of his . . . "ideal-
ism"! So the reporter was told by Amer-
ican officials. who apparently didn't have
any difficulty in. understanding how an
idealistic-type person would naturally go
over to the most bruta! totalitarians in
the world!

" The article was nonsense, but how
very much it told about the “idealism”

" of those American officials in Germany

whom it quoted! -

N

- There's No Ang_e,l Around

mded of it, even though Guatemala .

cause it’s been .backed-by.the dimes

- and: dollars: of -independent-social- -

ists: — AND YOUR SUBSCRIP-.
* TIONS.
A sub is only $2 a year— :
Sub‘scribe now'

’Warmonger Rhee - -

(Continued from page 1)

. "War must come soon and it is necessary that the United States,
the champion of the free nations of the world, be saved from a terrible
catastrophe. The later it comes the more terrible it will be. The only
difference between your president [Eisenhowerl and me is that he is
frying to save the world from destruction.” (N./ Y. Times, Aug. 3.)

That last sentence must be a languagé slip, or could this incredible =
man actually have given tongue to it? It does not matter, for his con- \
stantly repeated theme was, in any case, WAR NOW,

“Do not. think for a moment.that anything but force will bring
the Communist menace to its knees Only by- force e I am appealmg
to you....” (Ibld)

Rhee puts bluntly what Washington glosses over. They have -no
program other than force—war—by. which to defeat Stalinism. They
have no pol.ltlcal program or social appeal to be countered to the Stalin-
ist demagogy. It is not a newly learned fact for us. But Rhee shows what
follows: It must be war, and the sooner the better. This is the loglc of a
bankrupt old world.

.Rhee is the most embarrassing thing that has happened in Washmg-
ton in years, because he speaks out what his American friends believe
in their soul but are afraid to say and afraid to do.

Yes, Rhee is right on one point: his American co- thlnkers lack his
“guts.” : '

“Communism, the small, erect statesman declared; could e halted
only by force and the sooner freedom-loving peoples took up arms against
Communist countries the better it would be for the cause of liberty and
human dignity.” (Ibid.)

“‘The Americans have not got the common guts to face the problem,
he told a press interview (N. Y. Times, Aug. 1).

Start the-war now! he keeps repeating in speeches: "we must fight
the Communists how or later . . . the longer we wait the greater the
odds against us,” he told the VFW on August 1.

You gutless. Americans are afraid of the H-bomb, you're afraid of
being atom-bombed, he has been telling  American audiences for some
days now. But he, the 79-year-old head of the South Korean pol1ce-state,
Has no such cowardly fear of having his life cut short.

He made his proposition concrete in his speech to Congress. Nobody
can accuse him of soft-soaping. "The Soviet Union's hydrogen bombs
may well be dropped on the great cities of America even before they o
are dropped on our shattered towns." he told the congressmen, who
forgot to cheer the lovable little patriot at this point.

His plan was simple: unleash South Korea’s -army together with
Chiang Kai-shek’s Formosan legions in an-attack on China; while the
U. S. navy and air force (but not ground troops, he says) blockade the ,
coast. |

“Would noet the Soviet government, therefore launch its own. ground !
forces into the battle for China and its air force as well? Perhaps.”. PR !

Perhaps" That is nonsense. According to Rhee’s view of the. world ‘ 1

the answer is: without any fail. For it is precisely Rhee who argues -that

- overthrow of China would settle the fate of Moscow too. But, with this

“perhaps”’—which shows that even Rhee loses some of his guts in.fac-
ing the problem—Rhee continues:

"But -that would be excellent for the free world, ‘since it would
iusfify the destruction of the Soviet centers of production by the Amer-
ican air force before the Soviet hydrogen ‘bombs ‘had been produced
in quantity.”

Get it? Smart, isn’t he "—No, he is a raving madman.

“The N. Y. Times’ James Reston comments: “The silence whlch -fol-
lowed the delineation of this excellent prospect -for the free world was
positively deafening. . . .” N

So, Reston says, “Dr. Rhee was surprlsed at the receptlon he re-
celved in ‘Waghington.”

Read the following entirely wnwitting confesswn by Reston “Dr.
Rhee made two mistakes about the United States: He based his policy
on Washington’s words instead of on Washington’s actlons S

That was Rhee’s first mistake, you see. Basing hlmself on “Wash-

. ington’s words”—i.e., on the U. S. government’s statements, declara-

tion, propaganda, leaders’ speeches, etec.—i.e., basing himself on the same
public material on which any other man in the world has to make up :
his mind, Rhee assumed that the U. S. was ripe for his brand of war- L
mongering.

But if Rhee could make this "mis'l'a_ke." isn't ii- obvi_ous that there )
is. a thousand times more reason for the ordinary European or Asian o . .
come to the same conclusion about the U.S.? Isn't it obvious, in other
words, that Europe and Asia are richly justified in believing that the ™
U: S. is led by bellicose warmongers?

Isn’t Reston -admitting that this is a justified conclusion from
“Washington’s words,” if not its actions? Isn’t this a confession that
Washington’s foreign policy, as it is presented to the people of the
world, tends to confirmt what the Stalinists say and equally convinces
the peoples that the U. S. is not a force for peace and democracy but

_ " is pushing toward the dreaded end of World War III?
to finance LABOR ACTION. It has ap- -

- peared every week since 1940 be

Through the eyes of Rhee, whom we have called a raving war— ,
monger, and precisely because he is a raving warmonger, the U. S. can : E
see-itself, as it looks to the world.- '

- It is, to be sure, a somewhat distorted lmage, but not essentlally
untruthful in many important respects. It is an image which accurately
‘reflects American dependence on military force and threats, rather than
-on a political or social program for the world’s ills. It accurately reflects
the potential that exists within U. -S. foreign policy -making for pre- .
ventlve—war tendenmes It - completely reﬁects the total absence - from




in an anti-Israeli capacity in a

It sa Blpartlsan Farce- ( omed)

By GORDON HASKELL
The proceedings in the United States

- Senate touched off by Senator Flanders’

motion to censure Senator McCarthy are
not likely to go down in history as one of
the great or decisive events of our time;
but they do illustrate American political
life in the middle of the witchhunt era.

If the motion to censure McCarthy, in
whatever form it may ultimately ®e pre-
sented, is passed, the result might be to
remove the Wisconsin bully from -a cen-
tral rolé in the struggle for dominance
which is going on inside the Republican
Party. Thus removed, he would be retired
to the political wings either to await
another entry onto the main stage of
American politics under different circum-
stances, or to live out his life on the
lunatic fringe. But the real issues of
McCarthyism would not even be touched
by such -an action, as the jamboree now-
going on in the Senate is desighed to
leave those issues outside the area of

e debate. >

There is little enough likelihoed that
any form of censure motion will be passed.
And ‘it is this. which may induce future
‘generations to shake their heads in be-
wildered disbelief about the way in which
Americans ran their political affairs after
they appeared to be ‘quite civilized in
many other areas.

Textbooks describing the American

* political system talk about this country

having two main parti€s: One is in power,
the other in opposition. This gives the
electors the chance, every so often to

make a choice between altermative pro-
posals put forward by altermative polit-
ical organizations represented by alterna-
tive leaders and candidates.

Once they have chosen between these
alternatives, the party which has got the
majority of the votes is supposed to run

things, while the party which was re-. .
. what the chief job of a member of the

. majority party is supposed to be, caused -

jected by the majority, and chosen only
be a minority, is supposed to assume the
responsibilities and play the role of an
opposition in both housesl of the Congress.
The minority party is supposed to vigi-
lantly criticize the government, and thus
keep it honest, and also thus build. up the
record so that (come next election) the
people will once more have alternatives
between which to choose.

THE MODEL DOESN'T WORK

That, at least, is the way it is SUP-
POSED to be, Of-course, no one expeets
to see things run exactly according to
this simplified model. But they are sup-
posed to go approximafely that way.

Now, McCarthy was- elected to the Sen-
ate as a Republican, While his party was
in the minority, he attacked the Demo-
crats vigorously, as a member of the op-
position is supposed to do. But then his
party became the majority. Now it was
supposed to run the government, to put
its platform into legislation, and translate
into life.

But McCarthy had little interest in
these functions of the majority party. He
had discovered that he could still get
more headlines and fame and lecture en-

-

EXISEEN Fgypt- Ships Em

Somewheres West o’ Suez

By DAVID ALEXANDER

LONDON;, July 28—Last night Lieuten-
ant Colonel Nasser and Anthony Head,
British minister of war, initialed an
agreement over the future of the Suez
Canal, This news comes after more than
a year of negotiations.

"It provides for:

(1) British withdrawal of her 84,000
troops in 20 months’ time.

(2) British military 1nsta]1at10ns be
left intact in the zone.

(3) In the event of an attack on any
Arab bloe country or on Turkey (but not
on Iran, as Britain wanted), Britain will
have the right to “reactivate” the zone.

(4) Meanwhile the maintenance of the
Zone will be carried out by British and
Egyptian civilian firms, under contract
to the Egyptian government.

(5) The new treaty will last for seven
years (not ten as Britain wanted).

After the signing of the agreement
Colonel Nasser said that it was “a turn-
ing point in Egyptian history.” Crowds
flocked into the streets of Cairo an'd
Alexandria dancing and singing.

On the whole the treaty will be of great
advantage to the whole Middle East, al-
though Israel is still wary. 1+ wants to
know what will happen if one of the Arab
countries attacks it.

Will the British be automatically ready
"to reoccupy Suez and presumably engage
“second
round” of the war? By the agreement
"Egypt has undertaken to continue the
use of the Suez Canal as an international
highway, but she has insisted on the con-
tinued embargo of goods to~and from
Israel.

It is interesting to note that the new
treaty recognizés by default the legality
of the British base in Egypt. The 1936
treaty had allowed for only a “statlonmg
of troops” there, but did not recognize 1t
as a British military base

It is also of interest that the Egyptians
would not give way on the question of the
reoccupation of the base in the case of an
attack on ‘Iran. For over a year now
Zahedi's regime has been negotiating with
the Russians about some disputed oufposts .
on their 750-mile border. Although the Rus-
sians did withdraw from Azerbaijan in
1946, this part of the world is still’ very

* much a sore spot..

Were a third world war to break out-
here, the British (and Americans) would
presumably have to wait until the Rus-
sians reached Iraq or Turkey Dbefore re-
occupying Suez. I have a ‘notion, how-
ever, that -they might be a little more\
mpati ent than that < :

Of the 84,000 soldiers, sailors and air-
men now in Suez about half will be sent
to Kenya; Malaya, Jordan, Cyprus and
Libya. The rest will be sent back to the
United Kingdom, many of them by next
Christmas. There is also some hope that
the period of National Service might be
decreased from two years to perhaps
“eighteen months. ‘

ULTRA-TORIES FIGHT

Immediately news of the treaty reached
London, Captain Waterhouse, the ultra-
right-wing Tory, assembled his faithful
band of 40 M.P.s to discuss how they
would oppose the government’s policy.
Their numbers are sufficient to overturn
the government if the Labor Party voted
against the treaty. '

There is little doubt that Waterhouse
is leading a cruade against the whole

colohial and foreign policy of his own’

Tory government, on the grounds that it
involves a “scuttle” of British interests.
He is using the Egyptian treaty as a
rallying point.

Churchill and Eden had undertaken to
defate the treaty in Parliament before
it was signed, so the Labor Party offered
the time of a debate on steel denational-
‘ization to the government $o that Suez
could be discussed. This suited the ultra-
right Tories who hopeéd that the whole
day’s debate would give them time to
air their views, and lobby for further
Support. Churchill, seeing ‘the trap, de-
clined the Labor Partys offer of time.

There is no doubt that the spirit of the
evacuation of Suez appeals very much ¥o
the Labor Party, but the opporiunli‘y of
bringing the government down is vne that
it feels loath to let pass. .

The main ground on which the Labor
Party finds issue is the question of the
security of Israel. It feels that it may
be sacrificed. The government is, there-
fore, very anxious to eradicate Labor’s
only possible source of discontent.

It is expected that the British govern-
ment, probably in association with the
Americans and French will renew their

guarantee of Middle East security in -

such a way as to make clear their prime
interest in obviating Arab attack against
Israel. This may pacify the Labor Party
and the Israel government, but prognosti-
cations about the future of the Middle
East are fraught with uncertainty.

Doin'f miss a single week of
. LABOR ACTION
= A sub is only 3200 ‘a year!

. lican collegues.
_attack the Republican administration too.

‘the

gagements if he continued to attack the

_former administration and to pretend that

he was catching Stalinists who had in-
filfrated: the ‘government, or had written
books, or had made a living in any

- other- way " which might come to- Mc-
~Carthy’s attention."

This activity, though it departed from

little objection from MecCarthy’s Repub-
But then he began to

He found that it was just about as lax

-as the Democrats had been in throwing

“Communists” out of jobs. He began to
wage a war on his own administration
which was much more  deadly than any-
thing the Democrats weére doing to. en-
title them to draw their salaries as an
opposition.

Finally, one of the members of his

-own party decided that he had gone too
-far, .and.introducéd. a. motion to get Mec-

Carthy removed from the powerful com-

- mittee posts which he had used as for-

tresses from- which to attack the govern-

-ment. This member, Senafor Flanders, was

soon persuaded that such a motion had
no chance to pass. He then introduced
a simple motion to' censure McCarthy for
conduct unbecoming a senator. -

At this point, the roof of the august

-Senate fell in on the head of—Senator

Flanders. ,

Every politically literate person in -the
‘country knows that McCarthy is a liar,
cheat and scoundrel. The Democrats know,
to a man, that if his political logic were
to prevail, the whole leadership of their
party would some day stand trial for
treason. A goodly section of the Republi-

‘can - leadership know that McCarthy has

as little use for them as he does for the
Democrats, and that when and if he is
offered an opportunity he will not hesi-

-tate to smash the more liberal wing of
. their own party any more than he hes-

itates to falsify records, photographs, fig-
ures and anything else falsifiable in ‘his

pursuit of power. L4
DEMOCARTHYITES
" But ... but the votes for a mere cen-

sure of McCarthy are exceptionally diffi-
cult to muster. The official leadership of
the Republican Party in the Senate- is
known to be pro-McCarthy. The official
leadership of the Democratic Party in the

Senate is known not to. be too.concerned

about McCarthy, for the simple reason
that a hefty chunk of the Democratic.
Senate caucus hates the rest of the Demo-
cratic Party about as much as McCarthy
does.

These gentlemen rely on the same type

‘of reactionary supporter in their home

states as does the senator from Wisconsin,
especially when it comes to gathering . in
campaign coniributions. And. the
Eisenhower .administration, which has
been one of MeCarthy’s chief political
targets and which recently Seemed to be
quite anxious to take on-the senator in
‘the army-McCarthy hearings—well, the
Eisenhower administration has, as usual
on this question;’ been as silent as the

' _tomb

What is so curious about the whole
business? After all, everyone " in this
country knows that the two major polit-
ical parties, are not really ideological
parties, and that they are full of leaders
who disagree with official "party policies
as well as of others who have not the
guts to stand up for whatever they may
believe in.

Yes, everyone knows it, and yet when
the election campaigns rofl around, every-
‘one conspires to hide it. The labor leaders
will be boosting this or that Democraf,
and telling the workers that, by and large,
the Democratic Party represents the glori-
ous tradition of F. D. Rooseevlt, and hence
should be supported by the workers.

The truth of the matter is” that even
if FDR’s tradition were as glorious as
they say it is, the Democratic Party rep-

.resents nothing of the kind. It does not

stand for civil liberties, or civil rights,
or .adequate unempleyment “benefits, - or
a‘program to prevent unemployment or
war. In fact; it does not even stand for
just plain, ordinary garden-variety. de-
cency. Nor do the Republicans.

If you don’t believe it, just keep watch-
ing how they' vote' on the resolution to-
censure McCarthy. They ‘don’t stand for

_anythitig much except just keeping their

own garng-in power. That is one Teason
why we need a hew party which is com-

pletely unhke elther of them

" there was a lot of talk from both goV

- tic tone of the earlier months. The index;
‘of factory production (evem when ad
- justed seasonally) took a sharp dip in the
-first week of July, and kept inching down:

_sharp cut-back in production, only $1§7‘”-
_billion of the surplus has been worked:

plants fry to keep going by staggerin
:the workers' vacation periods. -

-claimed these July shutdowns are a re
-son for optimism about the economic ou

-give sales forces a chance-to work down

INVENTORY TROUBLE ' @

.of the economic school which has su
_stituted talk about an “inventory  ac
_justment” for economic analysis.
.reported, gleefully, that in June inve
. tories were whittled down by $250 mi
lion to a figure of $44.5 billion. In June
1953 when the boom broke in manufae~

.of 3.6 per cent per year.:

UNCERTAIN FUTURE

‘THE ECONOMY
‘The Optimists
‘Are Getting
More Cautious

By L. G. SMITH
During May and June of this yea‘r

ernment and private economists to th
effect that the economic recession had hi
bottom and, after stabilizing at the lo
point, had started a slow rise toward
better things.

By the end of July, however. a dls'hnci'
note of caution had replaced fhe optimiis-

to levels only a little higher than the lo
point reached at the end of last March.
Industry after industry reporied that ne
orders were slower coming in than curren'f
shipments. A larger number of plants tha
ever before reported July shutdowns f
vacations. When there is lots of busines

Such are the flexibilities of the scxenc‘e
of economic analysis that some analys

look. Their reasoning: the shutdowst
stocks of merchandise now on the shelve@!

4

Actually, this has been the big hop

It is

turing, inventories were at $46.2 billio
This means that in a whole year of
“inventory adJustment ” that is, of '

off, or to put it differently, the surpli
production is being.. worked ‘off at-a 1'8/

Aside from the ever-present- plllar
the armament economy, the major cours
ter-recession sector of the economy has
beén in building. The boom there has:
sustained much of the steel productiony:
as well as that in Jumber and other build-
shown a degree of 'vitality which-: ha§:
ing materials, above rates which could
be expected from the general economlc
picture.

y:u

Employment ﬁo-ures for July- are not
vet available as this is.written.. But it 1s
quite likely that unemployment will show
a sharp upswing in July, even though
vacation schedules may have put off the
evil day for a large number of workers:
till August.

What does the future . Iook I|ke" Ii' s
highly -uncertain. Rumor has it that #
military chiefs are going to ask Congre
for an additional $5 billion over and aboy
their present appropriations. The batt

George Humphrey reported admanantly
opposed fo increasing the - budgef and
hence the deficit. If the military wins ou
‘another $5 Billion poured into the’ econom!
have a s'hmulahnq effect. At least it cou
be counted on to i'end to prevent ‘a deepe
slump from occurring this fall and winters,
Aside from that, however, and despité:
obvious signs that the Eisenhower .adé
ministration will try to pep things up #
little before November by announcing
large contracts in various fields, things
point to a further down-trend during;thé
rest of the year, or at least contin ;
stagnatlon .

PN
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THE ZICHROM| CASE

- “The story of Amnon Ziehroni, a younyg
Ismelz pacifist, will be of interest to

- the. light it casts on the development of
~militarisne_in_that country. The follow-
ing account. is taken from an article by
\W@llwm Zukerman in the Jewish News-
letter of August 2.

-While LABOR ACTION does not agree

and. with individual conscientious objec-

‘wgainst. war;, we do most vigorously up-
‘hold.- the RIGHT to conscientious objec-
ion,; including political objection. Zich-
roni’s victory is cheering, however opti-
‘mistic one might be about its lasting
‘effects.—Ed.

. THE CASE OF
- AN ISRAELI PACIFIST

" The story of Amnon Zichroni, a young
Israeli pacifist who alone fought and
won a remarkable victory against the ris-
ing forces of militarism in Israel, is not
as sensational as the “little war” in Jeru-
salem ard has nothing to do with it di-
tectly. But in a sense, it is a part‘of the
story of the militarization of Israel, with-,

also is the only ray of hope in the rapidly
darkening scene in that part of the world.

Amnon Zichroni, a young man of
twenty-three who has conscientious ob-
jections to war in all its marfifestations,
‘refused to be drafted into the Israeli
‘army when he was called. In most demo-
-eratic countries in the world, sincere con-
~.scientious objections to war are recog-

nized as. valid grounds for exemption
from- military service. They were' so
‘recognized in Israe] too until about a year
go, before Kibya and the intensification
Lof militaristic spirit in the country. Is-
‘rael has only about 130 conscientious ob-
ectors, organized in a group known as
| gudath Sarvenei Milchama (League of
ar Resisters)  affiliated” with the Inter-
‘national-War Resisters with headquarters
:in London.-When Ben Gurio was Minister
‘of Defense, he respected their position,
‘and .no questiom about forcing them to do
‘military service was ever raised.

‘HUNGER STRIKE

It §s typical of the present climate of
Jsrael that the goverbment has recently
‘entered into an open deal with the cler-
fcalist parties to exempt from m|||+ary
service 2,000 Yeshiva students on accotnt
‘of their clleged "religious" scruples. It
as ‘also yielded to the demand of the
‘orthodox parties to exempt all orthodox
young women even from civilian defense
work. While thus yleldmg to wholesale
evasion of military service on the part
of orthodox youth, the minister of defense,
Pinchas Lavon, a Socialist and former sec-
retary of Histadruth (Israeli Trade Union
deration}, ruled that the moral scruples
130 conscientious objectors in Israel
d not deserve the same consideration as
he "religion" of the thousands of mem-
bers .of the religious parties and that
pacifism in Israel had to be eliminated by
force. Zichroni was arrested and the en-
tire- machinery of the state, army and
ress was sel in motion to break the
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A Victory Agamst the
Growth of Israeli Mi Ilta._;n_sm__?

LABOR ACTION readers, we think, for .

with - the ideology of absolute pacifism -

tion as an. effective method of struggling .

' HOUNDED

out which the picture is not complete, It .

spirit of the young man and with him,
pacifism in Israel.

But Lavon made the mistake which
most aged cynics in power make when
they judge young people by themselves.
- Zichroni proved to be of a different spiri-

“tual mettle than the Histadruth -bureau-
crat expected Israeli youth to be. The
young man declared a hunger strike
against-the-combined: forces of the army,
- government and press, and kept up the
strike for twenty-three days, clearly de-
termined to die rather than violate his
convictions.

Throughout the twenty-three days of
the young man’s ordeal, the entire He-
brew press with one single honorable
“exception, conducted one of the most vi-
cious and shameless. campaigns of in-
citement against pacifism in a manner

- reminiscent of Italian and German Fas-

cists in the days of’ their power. The
Socialist Davar, official organ of Hista-
‘druth, led the hounding campaign against
the “traitors” and “deserters” who put
humanitarianism above the Vaterland
and demanded that Zichroni be made an
example to demonstrate to Israeli youth
and to the world that the defense of Is-
rael stands above humanitarianism and
individual ‘conscience. Haaretz, the only
liberal independent newspaper in Israel,
kept up a lone fight for the young man,
as a symbol of conscientious objection,
and warned the government .that if
Zichroni died, Israel would be branded
forever as a state that puts force above
convictions and militariem as the highest
value in the land.

‘GOVERNMENT YIELDS

The small group of War Resisters in Is-
.rael frantically appealed to President Ben
.Zwi, another Histadruth stalwart, to in-
tervene with the government. but he re-
fused to doyso. They then appealed to the
ambassadors of all foreign governments in
Israel. The international office and War
Resisters in. “London appealed to Ambassa-
‘dor Elath and Professor Albert Einstein.

. The: combiled pressqre of liberal public

-opinion inside ‘and ouiside Israel, finally
~had ‘its: effect. On the twenty-fourth day
of Zichroni's fast when he was already on
the verge of death, Israeli's ''strong men™

-yielded: the young conscientious objector

- was freed, and ‘the threat to crush paci-

fism wds averted, af least for the time
being. A single youth who has remained

true to an ancient ideal of the prophets:

defeated a governmient and a people who
have deliberately exchanged the centuries-
old faith in the supremacy of the spirit
over force for the glorification of the
state. In the process, this young man also

" saved the honor of Israel.

To’ complete ‘this fantastie paradox, it
should be added that Pinchas Lavon, the
minister of defense who aspires to and
probably will be, the next Prime Min-
ister of Israel, was in his youth, when
he first came to Palestine twenty years
ago, a member of a pacifist group, Gor-
donia, and preached, exactly what Zi-
chroni does now. This is how times and
men have changed in. Israel.

YV R
MUSTE TO REPORT
ON EUROPEAN TOUR

The Peacemakers, a pacifist group, an-
nounce that oy Monday, August 9, at
8:30 am., A. J. Muste will report in
New York City on his European tour.

The place is Adelphi Hall, 74 Fifth
Avenue (between 13th and. 14th Streets).

Muste will return from Europe a few
days before that date. He has been in
Europe talking with peace and labor

groups.- The title of the meeting is “Re-

port from Europe’s Third Camp.” It will
be Muste’s. only New York meeting be-
fore he starts on a national tour.

. E i ¢

YOU'RE INVITED ~
to speak your mind in the letter

column of Labor Action. Our pol-
tey is to publish letters of general

- political- interest, regardless of
‘--»wmews. Keep them to 500 words.

AN TR

'By W. G. RUSSELL

J. B. Matthéws has ﬁnally found a
periodical which measures up to his own
standard of writing with regard to find-
ing a “red plot” behind every gesture of

Asocial progress or liberal thought.

" Under an appropriate magazine ~cover
portraymg a superimposed  image of

" Malenkov in front of St. Patrick’s Ca-

thedral, the deposed head of McCarthy’s

- investigators now takes a swing at the

Catholics, a group which has prided it-
self in its militant anti-Communism long

- before it was fashionable to do so.
His latest reckless attack against a.

religious group is carried in the August
issue of the Police Gazette, a magazine
which has some sort of a record in that
it has fostered built-up sensationalism

for over a century with little respect for

aceuracy or truth, =
Matthews® latest "exposé” would hdve

“his readers believe that there is plot

righf within the American' Catholic hier-

-archy itself to prepagate an ideoclogy

which Catholicism has fought since before

. Marx issued the Communist Manifesto,

'LATEST HATCHET-JOB

Apparently his latest piece of research
into the underworld of Stalinism and its
domestic fronts was a little too much
even for the quasi-respectable American
Mercury to stomach; and that is a mag-
azine of which Matthews is a staff mem-
ber and which has long had a record of
opposition to anything outside of the
extreme right. It was in the Mercury
that Mdtthews had unleashed his ill-fated
attack on the
clergy, calling 5000 of them “red dupes.”

Though it was the protests against this
job which cost Matthews his job as
chief ‘heretic-hunter for the McCarthy

-committee, it is doubtful if there will be

anything but a meek protest from the
fringe of liberal thought in American
Catholicism. His" attack on members of
“the Protestant clergy some thonths .ago
was hailed with .enthusiasm by sych
bigoted right-wing Catholic sheets as the
Brooklyn Tablet and Our -Sunday Visit-
or, which at the same time delighted in
the fact that apparently no Catholic cleric

had succumbed to Stahmst-front mach-

inations.

"RED PLOT"

J. B. Mathews, however, hcs found an

extensive "red plot to trap U. S. Cothol-

ics,” and, lo and behold, this infernal plan,
which is being direcfed from the "Cath-
olic_section” of the Cominform, has as its
workers (not all Communists or fronters,
mind you, but the end-results of their act-
ivities are the same) none other than a
prominent member of the American hier-
archy and some two dozen members of the
clergy. a former secrétary of state, and
two of the leading and most respected
c_ufholic weeklies in the country today!

- These are only auxiliary aids to the
real “Catholic Stalinoid” network, how-
ever, in that they are fostering “neutral-
ism” or “anti-anti-eommunism.” Focal
point of the plot is the Committee of
Catholiecs for Human Rights, a now-de-
funct organization whose aims were not
too different than those of the much-
abused Methodist Federation for Social
Action or the present ADA wing of the
Democratic Party. First credo for the
anti-Communist hack, however, is to
scratch anything supporting human
rights, civil rights, anti-discrimination
and “liberalism” and you will find a red.

American Protestant-

: Blg dupes in the Red Plot, according
to Matthews, were such prominent anti-
Communists as CIO President Phil Mur-
ray, Gene Tunney and former Secretary
of State Edward R. Stettinius, merely be-

_cause they had endorsed the work of the
- committee.

_PRAISES FASCISTS .

Chief target for the attack, however,
was Chicago's Bishop Bernard J. Sheil.
Sheil's sin consisted in being the first re-
cipient of the annual Human Rights award
of the committee, plus his attack last April
on Senator McCarthy. Matthews does not
even suggest that the good Catholic pre-
late could be a Stalinist sympathizer but
nevertheless he has “contributed mightily
to the smear campaigns™ of the Reds. The
fact that he made his speech attacking
McCarthy before Walter Reuther's UAW-
ClO didn’t help him any, either.

Ex-fellow-traveler . Matthews
claims he coined the term when he leff

_ the Stalinist jungle) also finds that about
_the only two progressive- Catholic: pub-
lications in America, the Commonweal
-and the Jesuit weekly America, are

“wishy-washy, pussyfooting and ill-in-
formed,” while he commends the Brook-

Jyn diocesan paper, the Tablet—long
‘championed by anti-Semites and the

lunatic-fringe fascists in this .country,

one-time favorite of Father Coughlin—-

for its “well-informed anti-Communism.”
ism.”

Other Catholic clerics who are named
as. suggested members or dupes of the

. plot are two obscure priests who hap-

pened to attack the congresional invest-
igations_so similar to their church’s in-
quisition of four hundred years ago, one
in a book published by the Catholic Uni-
versity of America, and the othér simp-
ly because his sermon warning of the
mounting hysteria and fear of guilt-
by-association was reprinted by the Na-
tion.’

SMEARSCW "

Of course, as might be 'e'xi)e'cied:.' 'ﬁie
"exposé" does not overlook one of the

few remaining hopes of Catholic liberals

in this country, namely the Catholic
Worker Movement, .Dorothy Day’'s Cath-
olic Worker is termed a medium of Com-
munist pills with religious sugarcoating,”

as absurd a statement as any Matthews

has made in his red-hunting career.

He substantiates his accusation by
quoting one of Miss Day’s writings after
the execution of the Rosenbergs, in which
she called them “children of that race
to which the Holy Family belonged.”
This, according to.Matthews, is enough
to prove that. the Catholic Worker must
be a Stalinist-line-organ. (As a parallel,
half of ‘the 5000 Protestants whom he
termed “red dupes” were so. listed. be-
cause of their signing a petition asking
clemency for the Rosenbergs.)

Lamenting the fact that Miss Day’s
publication was a member of the Cath-
olic Press Association, Matthews should
have referred further to the Catholic
Almanac, which he quotes in his article,
and read there that the Catholic Work-
er Movement has as one of its principles
“endorsement of the non-violent revolu-
tion to secure social justice.” And though
they have been doing this for over two
decades under the approval of the church,
this statement should hasten any anti-
Communist “exposé” hack to take up the

" pen, significantly by McCarthys former

expert
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By MICHAEL HARRINGTON

This week the Eisenhower government pro- .

posed the formal institutionalization of an in-

stallment of the Garrison State as the perman-

ent form of American society.

The move came in a proposal for a umversal
military training program which would require
Juilitary service of “all qualified young men”
followed by a period of eight years’ compulsory
service in an active reserve. -

The new law has no relation to the draft
and to the usual argument of ‘“necessity” for
conscription, since it is not scheduled to go into
effect until three years after passage. It is the
most sweeping plan for peacetime militaryism
ever put foerward in the United States.

Moreover, in the announcement of the pro- .

gram, the administration, speaking through As-
sistant Secretary of Defense John A. Hannah,
stated in the bluntest language yet used by a
responsible government figure that war with -
Russia is regarded as inevitable. Said Hannah:

“The whole thing is geared to the day of active
-war with the Soviet Union,” and “Everyone up
to the president agrees that we must have an
efféctive reserve to meet the requirements of
war with the Soviets. And that is the only war
that counts.”

As of today, the garrison state is S"’l" con-
ceived of as an emergency measure, an unfor-
tunate exception to the normal tradition of -
‘American life—or so the official rhetoric runs.
Yet now even this pretense is abandoned.

A state of mebilization is declared to be the
ordinary and natural state of things; and along
with learnin"g how to walk, going to school, be-
coming interested in sports, and the like, a
bondage of almost ten years to the military is
seen as an inevitable step in the transmon from
youth to young manhood.

The way the plan would work out is that
all young men would be inducted into a branch
of the armed forces. After service (no period
of time was stated but the current hitch is for
two years) the discharged veteran would be

_assigned to a National Guard unit which would
-be under effective federal control. The Federal
‘Reserve would be abolished. If the Guard unit
member is not active, he could then be drafted
once more for full-time duty. Thus, the-mili-
tary obligation of every “qualified” American
youth would last over a period of ten years.

Zenifﬁ of Militarization

The entire program, as pointed out before,
rests on the assumption of inevitable war with

" Russia. Hannah broke down the man-power ﬁg-

ures in the following fashion:

(1) A regular military force of 3, 047 000
men. This is ari.increase of 232,000 over regu-

-lar Pentagon ‘plans. The reason for thls is, ac-

cording to Hannah that
strength in the Far East.”

, (2) A Ready Reserve of 3,055,894 men.
These are the discharged veterans of the first

“we requ1re_ more

year obligation in a federalized National Guard.

(3) A pool of 750,000 men. These would be
soldiers who had gone through both the regular
service (category 1) and the Ready Reserve

" (category 2). They would be called up as, 1nd1-
viduals. ’

(4) A draft of 300,000 men a year. .

(5)- A reservoir of 750,000 draft—age men

few. months of another big w. war.

In other words, over seven and a half mil-
lion American youth would, at all times, be
under the direction of the United States armed
forces. No peacetime program as sweeping and
as militarist has ever been proposed here be-
fore.

The catch in the entire plan is that it has
littie or no relation to the immediate needs of
the armed forces. It is not a "selective service™
program put forth in a time of crisis.- It is a
permanent program, an institutionalization of
the garrison state, and the government does
not even propose that it be put into effect until
three years after Congress would pass the law.

Blunt War Talk

At this point, Hannah’s bluntness about war
with Russia becomes apropos. Certainly his
clear assumption of the inevitability of World
War ‘111 has beén the practical ideology of the
American ruling class for some time. Yet there
was always a delicacy which was averse to put-
ting it in so many words. :

Aesopian terms were used. The line was ex-
pressed: “If we are forced to defend ourselves
against an unprovoked and dastardly attack

from Russia, then. . ..” But now the politeness
is gone, lIanna__h calmly speaks of “the day of
active war with the Soviet Union.”

This new verbal bluntness. is not merely a
loss of semantic nicety. It is sympfgmciic of the

‘en'hre program and its meaning.

The Aesoplan language had as its basis the
old premise that the garrison state was an
emergency form of American society. The new
program, in fact, sweeps. away that pretense
by proposing a total militarization of the youth

which is not to take place for severa_l years to .

come.

It can only be based on the long-run assump-
tion that the cold war will continue as a pri-
marily military struggle until it eventually, and
inevitably, issues into World War III. The
change in language is another indication of this
central fact: that the garrison state is no

Jonger regarded as a necessary execption to

normalcy, but is now the permanent institu-
tional form of American society.

End of a Road

If the law is passed, it will assume that this
premise of the permanent garrison state is bi-
partisan. For note that the Eisenhower pro-

-gram is not to-take effect until three years
after passage, i.e. until after the presidential .

elections of 1956. It is therefore conceived as
an area of bipartisan agreement, as a basic fea-

ture of American society to which all political

forces are committed, for it would bind a Demo-
cratic as well as a Republican administration
in the future.

" Under all of this is a further admission. It is
that there is no hope—not even a hope—of

American society coming up with a non-mili-’

tarist solution fo the cold war. As such, it is the
corollary of a completely frustrated American
foreign policy which can only rely on force and

- political reaction.
category who would now be fulfilling their eight- -

It is the end of a long road that began with Dean
Acheson’s “negotiate from positions of strength,” and
wound through the tortuous maze of slogan—‘“contain-
ment,” “liberation,” “agonizing reappraisal,” “massive
retaliation”—until it emerged -in all of its present clar-
ity: World War III.-

Wlat can be done about this program?

Universal military training of this type is still con- .

fronted by a very real opposition. It is one of the few -

“areas of American life wheére the old traditions of.anti-

militarism still have a certain political viability. In the

past, it has been possible to rally a broad movement .

‘against such plans.

‘ -fo_r exgmplc.;wlﬁch by.and- Iqtge .

a New Step to the Garrison-State

suppor#s all of the basic institutions of the cold war, has

balked at universal military training, precisely because. ‘- :

of its permanent character. Liberals who defend the draf¥
for reasons of "necessity” oppose this kind of plan for:
the same reason. All pacifist groups are united to struggie
against it. With these forces socialists can join in a broad
effort similar to those which we have waged on issues

" like . academic freedom.

The Socialist Opposition

At the same time, it must be carefully pojnted out .
that some of the oppesition to universal military train- -.
ing comes from the more reactionary political forces
in the United States. The conservative elements which
made up the issolationist movement in the late thirties,
America Firsters and the completely contradictory “ge-

it-aloners” (anti-consecription and pro-World War III) = -

are in this group. It goes without saying that these
opponents of universal military training do not previde
any kind of arena for joint activity.

Yet even when working with the labor movement,
liberals and pacifists, in a broad struggle against the

-new Eisenhower program, socialists must make it clear.

that their opposition is of a totally different character.

With the exception of the pacifists, these groups
accept all of the basic premises of the .garrison state.
In a sense, their opposition is contradictory, since it

“amounts to a refusal to earry their own position to its

logical, and blunt, conclusion. The garrison state 4s a
normal feature of American life. What we have in this’

~ program is its institutionalization, an attempt to trans-

form this fact' into a conscious reality upon which long-
term plans may be made.

It is not enough to simply oppose the institutional-

- ization of the garrison state: it is necessary to oppose. .

.its very existence, whether consciously legitimized in so
“many words of a particular law or not. Amnd. at this ..
" point, crificism of the existence of the garrison state
leads inevitably. to a concern over the basic forces with-
. in the American war drive itself.

- The Young Socialist League has spelled out’ the
complex of causes which issue in American imperialism
time and time again. Yet we must do it once more, n6w
in relation to the new Eisenhower program. For it is

precisely in Hannah’s admission that there is no alter- = *

‘native that-the very roots of the garrison state can be

. seen.

Sfrike at the Base

As the YSL has constantly reiterated, capitalissmm
can provide no alternative to the problems of socisd
crisis.and revolution. It can only rely on military fores
and political reaction. Ult1mately, the only “alternative®
of American capitalism is, as Hannah himself Tee -
marked, “the day of active war with the Sovxet Union™;
“World War II1.

"It is true that liberals, and the vast majority of
the labor movement, prefer a more sophisticated versien
of this reality, one shorn of Hannah’s bluntness. They
will dress up their acceptance of the garrison state W“xth
spirited defenses of a still-born Point Four.

Yet they will not attack the basic problem of the -

“alternative: that in an epoch of social crisis and reve-

lution;-only a policy which builds upon the revolutionary
forces—the working class, the colonial peoples—ecan
possibly succeed. And this policy is anti-imperialist, be -
it Russian or American imperialism, it is anti-Stalinist,
and anti-capitallst. It is the policy of the Third Camp.
It is such an opposition that we socialists. will_rais
in any broad campaign against the new Eisenhower pro:
gram. We are not simply against universal military. trains.
ing. We. are against its root-cause, its basis. We can join.
with others in a struggle over an immediate issue, yet w;
cannot still our conviction. that this is ihe only. cl#erng-,-,
tive to the garrison state.

There is still hope that this measure can be deg-
feated. Socialists must work vigorously to this end. Yett :
the very fact that it has been proposed is evidence of i
-how far the United States has already gone.. A

‘The administration has reared the i image ‘of ‘2’ regi- "~
mented society, totally militarized, living in anticipaz” .
tion of the day of World War IIL It has ﬂeclared ltsel,f
bankrupt, morally, politically, socially bankrupt. And its.
opponents have no real program with which to, count

The tiny American anti-war socialist movement has <
a grave responsibility at such a time. For it is the only

. voice of a democratic alternative to national suicide; it

provides the only intransigent and-principled opposition
to the garrison state. The Young Socialist League is the
only nation-wide youth organization of anti-war soeial- -
-ists. All anti-war’socialists belong -within its:ranks; foit -
[its: task*is huge: we must rally American youth inte

_struggle against the permanent garrison state we mugt

.'make. clear :the “full meaning of “the ElsenhOWer P10~
gra_m' we must state the democratlc alternative ¢Z.




By. CLOVIS MAKSOUD
Controversial problems in any given area
ought to be resolved in the light of objective
- realities. The solution must serve, as far as
we are concerned, the interest of the ultimate
realization- of democratic socialism. To resort
.$o: the psychology of choosing between two
avils — and the casting of our weight into the
“lesser of the evils” — is not-only a defeatist
attitude and an escape from socialist responsi-
"bilities, but it is above all detrimental to the
cause of socialism as a whole.

The growth of an ideological movement de-
pends to a large extent on the willingness of
the movement to -initiate alternatives which
are in harmony with the requirements of doc-
trine. Thus, even when a socialist movement is
young- and- relatively weak, it should not wait
untll it "has grown to make decisive political -
commltments, but it must realize that itg
long-run growth is contingent on its readiness
and fearlessness in takmg clear and correct
posmons /

.-How far this attitude will succeed is de-
pendent on the capacity of the socialists to

show the correctness of their position and.ex- _
- with.. Needless to expose the false and misleading con-

_ pose the contradictions of the opposing ones.
This declaration of position should be preceded
by a careful and detached study of the situa-
. tion and a cognizance of the theoretical 1m—
‘plications of their stand.

It is imperative that the post-war socialist

tactics shoyld not be allowed-to continue. Their
unsocialist behavior and policies in many in-
stances have been. characterized by confusion,
splits, opportunism -~and a pragmatic anti-
‘philosophic approach to problems.

*. Their loss of initiative confined théir practical
usefulness to “throwing their lot” one way or
the other. In this respect they drew attention.
"Under pressure of their left-wing elements,
some parties (e.g., the British Labor Party)
stated their role as an attempt to “minimize”
the excesses of American policy. The Nenni
‘Socialists of Italy fit into the same category.
"8o rather than giving a fresh guide and leaving
an impact on history, Western European so-
cialists became, for all practical purposes, un-
able to provide leadership for mankind that is
‘desperately seeking a new approach.

- This must not, and does not, mean hopeless-
‘mess in the cause of socialism. It is a setback
—and a bad one and an unnecessary one. If we
have the will, and we do, we must take the
" .debacle of European socialism as an occasion
for ‘profound reassessment and self-criticism,
to enable us to act as the vanguard of the
revolutionary temper that permeates the 20th-
century mind.

: "The Arab Fight Against Israel

I dwell on the above ideas because | find it

‘necessary to. explain the intellectual and po-

litical climate that we, the Arab socialists, re-
. ‘ject and desplse. This introduction: serves also

- the soluhon of a con'l'roversml roblem,.u

-as-an.apology for- my. venturing io offer a plcn v

practice many European socialists look - at
with skepticism, sarcasm and condescending
paternalism.

In offering a plan for Palestine, I am fully
aware that its acceptance cannot possibly be
immediate. Even in case it is aeccepted, it will
not in all probability be automatically imple-
mented. However, the unforeseeability of im-
mediate execution tends to lead many socialists
to dismiss the plan as ‘“impractical.” In my

. opinion what- is conceivable in theory is ulti-

mately realizable in practice provided political
efforts are made and the will is translated into
action.

The practical implications of a soclahst theoretical
conception are even more feasible Inder revolutwnary
situations, as exist in the Near East. In such ecircum-~
stances, demands for new frameworks are more attrac-
tive,iinsistence on radical changes are more effective.
It is not adjustment to given conditions that is sought;
the change in the basis of the body politic is the ulti-
mate objective. This is true of the problem of Israel as
it is true of the other problems of the Near East.

EUROPEAN SOCIALISTS' ATTITUDE

Needless to mention here the anti-Ardb feeling that
has been characteristic of the European socialist move-
ment, Needless fo give evidence of the contempt and dis-
respect that many leff-wing elements have treated us

clusions they reached concerning the problems  of the
Near East, Besides the Palestinian question, they sup-
porfed the military dictatorships in Syria and Egypt not-
withstanding the persecution which the socialist and
democratic elements suffered from these totalitarian
regimes. Needless fo show how they engineered a defa-
mation campaign against the Arab socialists, denouncing
them as "fascist,” "anti-Semitic” or "so-called socialists.”

_ This might be hard to believé. If I did not have the
evidence—Ilots of it—in my files to prove ‘it, I would
hardly believe it myself. Yet developments in the East,
especially concerning the military juntas (conceived by
the Bevanites as a “short cut. to progress”), have
proved the corlectness of our thesis and the error of
theirs.

The~ European soc1ahst movement, in general has
never ‘stopped to make a serious evaluation of the Arab
socialist movement. Some of the socialist leaders were,
I venture to say, deliberate in this omission. There are
few exceptions: G. D. H. Cole in Britain, Claude Bour-
det in France, and Djilas in Yugoslavia. (The latter’s
dismissal was unfortunate. I remember spending with
him several nights discussing the need for a theoretical
clarification of -the socialist position on semi-colonial

areas like the near East, when I was his guest in-

Yugoslavia and when he was in Lebanon.)

It is therefore gratifying to see the Independent
Socialist League take such a genuine interest in the
problems that confront the inhabitants of the Arab
world. .

Moreover, its anti-Zionist -position, consistent with
the theoretical dictates of socialism, is a proof that the
political blockade the Socialist International is impos-

_ing on us will not prove very effective. Sometimes we

think that the latter’s blockade and discrimination
against us is a blessing in light of. its reckless right-
wmg deviation.

ANTI-DEMOCRATIC ARAB FORCES

To put the blame foia.lly on the socialists in Europe.

and America is not fair. The Arabs have in their own
way contributed to the misunderstanding of their cause.

When they found themselves isolated from progres-

sive and liberal public opinion, they sought the support
of suspect elements. In many instances, the help of
some anti-Semitic elements was. not solicited. But in
the frustration of being isolated from those whom they
expected to be their allies against Zionist encroach-
ment, their scope.of selection and choice was, rendered
ml" ' what they c'nSIdered as a declsl S battle,:

Editor’s Note

With this issue we begin a discussion,
unique in the American socialist press and
perhaps equally unique in Europe, in which,
the Arab socialist point of view on Israel -
will be presented and will be criticized.

This discussion actually began with our June 7
issue, where we published three articles by Clovis
Malksoud on “Arab Socialism and Its Parties.’
There too we introduced Comrade Maksoud to
our readers as a spokesman for Arab socialism;
he is @ member of the executive of the Progressive
Socialist Party of Lebanon, now stidying in Brit-
ain. The third of Commde Maksoud’s .articles
touched on the Israeli problem; and an accompany-
ing LA editorial, headed “Toward a Discussion”
raised the question of whether his point of view
went quite beyond mere anti-Zionism and actually
called for the wiping out of Israel as a state.

We proposed to Comrade Maksoud that he state
the position of the Arab socialists on the problem
of Israel-Arab relations in a special article. At
this time, we also sent him for his own informa-
tion the text of the ISL. resolution on Zionism,
Israel and the Jewish Question (adopted 1951),
to which he refers in his article. -

This, then, will be the first time that .our read-
ers and most socialists anywhere—will have
an opportunity to get acquainted with the think-
ing of Arab socialists on this vexing question. It
will also be the first time we know of that our
Arab comrades will see their point of view in a
“dialogue”’—i.e., a comradely discussion—with an
opposmg socialist point of view which i3 not pro-
. Zionist. This is the value of the present dzscusswn :
n our view.

We are therefore presenting Comrade Mak-
soud’s article (which was a good deal lonyer than
we expected and will have to be concluded in next’
week’s issue) in smte of the fact that we quite
disagree with its main thesis with regard to the
existence of Israel. But certainly we believe that
the Arab socialists’ view has a right to be heard.

Our reply to Maksoud for our own point of view
will follow the conclusion of his article, and among
other things it will also discuss his inaccuracy in
setting forth the ISL position which he criticizes.

S~

. reality, their own claim to a raigson,

grésanre criteria for being eligible as an ally could not
be easily enforced.

This gave scope to vocal antr!democratlc elements in
the Arab world to become more vocal. The rational derno-

cratic forces, though maintaining the allegiance of -the -

Arab masses, were maneuvered, in the emotional excite-
ment, to abstention (not in the absolute sense). Their
European and Western ideological counterparts were
in the “enemy camp.”

However, the Arab socialists conducted ihemselves in

the manner that any true socialist or progressive woulid..

In periods of passionate involvement, only senmsational
extremism gets the headlines. The Arab cause was identi-
fied with feudal lords and reuchonary elements. This in
a way is like identifying American politics as dominated
by McCarthy.

It is true that in an atmosphere of fear urespon51ble
extremists become central. They too are demonstrative.
Politics in its various phases, or .political act1v1ty, be-
comes a reactwn to this emerging and noisy lunatié
fringe.

" But the .noisiness, the shallow dominanee, and the.
apparent power of these groups (in the event of social-
ist and genuine democratic reluctance to overcome this
fringe, the apparent will become real) is not in reality.
a measure of the political componénts of our soc1ety
Their prominence is due to a temporary success in ex-
ploiting irrational fear. The continuity of this promi-
nence, which embodies ingredients of totalitarianism,
is guaranteed if liberals and socialists fall into the

trap of accepting the framework of objectives “though’

disagreeing with the methods:” By setfing this hypo-
critical exploitation of .fear as the “extreme end” of
a fundamentally valid’ dlsposmon, one is contributing,
knowingly or otherwise, to undermining democracy and
socialism.

Thus, by presenting McCarthy as an “extreme” anti-
Communist, or réactionary Arab groups as “extreme”
anti-Zionists, one is bringing to the fold of a basically
sound, though negative, position, elements who are
51m11ar in thinking, methods and ideals to the very
objects of our fear. It is becoming more and more evi-
dent that the most. outspoken and. the most violent
voices are, always, the most msmcere The continued
presence of what they appear to fight against is, in
gl étre.

Thus the more conscious elerients of these reactionary
groups have a vested interest in the permanent exist-
ence of what they call their “enemy.” The imminence
of “danger” is the backbone of their eminence. The de-
cisive defeat of the scapegoat is"the beginning of the
end for the lunatic fringe, unless;, by reason of demo-
cratic and socialist timidity, they have succeeded in
broadening the scope of their destructive activities.

IT WAS A PEOPLE'S WAR

It is therefore a fundamental error to identify the
cause of the Arabs with those who pervert it to their
selfish ends. Unforfunafely this is exactly what has beén
done.

The Israel-Arab conflict is to these elements a black-~

and-white conflict. Israel- is presented as the “only

deémocratic country in-the area’’ and the Arabs’.insist-

ence on their rights and their apprehension of Zionist .
activities is merely. an. attempt by the -Arab governs.-
‘ments, to. divert ‘the ' miasses’  attention




"~

. hausted. This -
- pressing the need for a true evaluation of the sxtu-

?

"

This has been the line followed by the New Statesman
and Nation, the [London] Tribune, the New Republic,
the Nation, and other left-wing liberal and socialist

' magazines.

I would state most emphatically that the Arab reac-
tionary ruling classes  are, in one degree or another, a
contributing factor ‘to the failure of the Arabs to assert
their legitimate rights in Palestine and outside of
Palestine in the Near East. Where imperialist influence
was most pronounced, readiness to struggle against the

" aggressive threat of Zionism was most reluctant.

The leadership of the Jordanian army was an instru-
ment of British diplomacy in the Zionist-Arab eonflict.
The Saudi Arabfan government hardly contributed any

gerious effort in the cause of the Arabs. It was the peo-

ple of Palestine who since the Balfour declaration
resisted the designs of the Zionist Agency. It was the
volunteers of Syria, Jordan, Iraq and Lebanon who
conducted the active resistance movement. In’effect, it
was a people’s campaign. Prominent socialists like
Michel Aflak, Akram, Hourani, Salah el Bitar, Abdulla
Runciwi, Abdullah Nawwas, and Ali Naser el Deen
were among the leaders.

They were not motivated by a hatred of the Jews.

(Many Arab Jews played a prominent role in the de- .

velopment of Arab radical ‘thought. Abbou Maddara is
the most prominent in the early part of this century.)
They were not moved by an #nti-Semitic feeling. (Arabs
themselves are Semitic). They were not seeking to in-
dulge the Arab people in xenophobic adventures.

Their fight against Zionism was in reality only a part
of @ much broader fight. It was a struggle against.im-
perialism with its Near Eastern agenis—reaction and
Zionism. Only in this framework can we understand the
validity of the Arab socialist position on’ 'I'Ile question
of Palestine,

INVALID JUSTIFICATIONS

There are some justifications for the Western so-
cialist support for Israel. But these are justifications
only if we admit their theoretical impotency and their
incapacity for thorough and scientific examination of
the emerging problems.

Support for Israel was a protest against discrimi-
natory practices and the inhuman persecution suffered
by the Jews in Nazi Germany and other places. In this
respect it is symptomatic of a humanist heritage. In
reacting to anti-Semitism we share a common outlook
and disposition. 5

But to conceive of the state of Israel as being the
answer is mot comprehensible unless we admit the
validity -of the Zionist-concepts. I shall return to this
subject later. It is sufficient to state here that lessons

- drawn from history show how a well-organized entity

could maneuver the agony of a persecuted racial or

religious minority toward ends _that are in the final
-analysis obstructlve to a dynamxc rehabilitation of the

victims.
- A large -number-of socialists support Israel because of

-the pioneering achievements of some cooperative institu-
- tions--there.-The collective farms and the cooperatives
- are-a segment of a total picture. To allow an attraction

fo .a part—a small part—to be sufficient ground for

 active support of the whole is-to blind ourselves to the

inherent deficiencies of the ‘whole, ahd in the case of
Israel, to its inherent dangers.

1t is moreover a romantic rationalization that resolves
the crisis of the Western socialist conscience. Because
of thls, the European socialist closes his mind against

- seeing the whole picture of Zionism and the even bigger
-totality of the Near BEast, in order to prevent recurrence

of ‘the crisis.
In a way their conscience in these matters is ex-
“exhaustion” will not deter us from

ation on their part.

QUESTIONS FOR SOCIALISTS

‘Have these socialists ever sincerely examined the
meaning of the full impact of Zionism in the Arab
world? Have they pressed to fight anti-Semitism at its
roots — namely, ‘by probing into the economic, psy-
chological and political dislocations in their own coun-
tries? Did. they ever consider that the transplantation
of Jewish technical skill from Europe was the cause
of this rapid advancement?

Did they ever challenge, as they should have done

‘spontaneously, the widely held Zionist theory that Arabs

were mccpable of develcpmg their areas? (1 emphasize
the term sppnfuneously because it is an elementary
socialist attitude that no people is incapable of self-
development if adequdte opportunities are allowed.)

" Have the Western socialists ever stopped to think
that it was due to the imperialism of the West that
the Arab developmental energies were channeled away
in the anti-imperialist phase of our struggle?

We are sorry to say that socialists in general did
not -do that. That was a case of gross socialist negli-
gence. One of the results was that the Arab socialists
were ‘against the resolution that would. have brought
the  Asian socialists ‘into - the ,Socialist International
(€emisco). The Rangoon conference of the Asian so-
cialists .gave the resolution the rebuff it deserved. This

*#Some connoisseurs use the word “effendis” to show

- their familiarity with Arab social structure, not know-

ing.that-besides the absence of usage of this Turkish

" . term the- title indicated the’ petty-bourgeois and small-

civil-servant- classes..Therefore the Zionist usage of

- “éffendis” ~and ' the ~Western liberals’ and socialists’

usage is ! sxlly, incorrect, and  does. not even .indicate:
e M:

resenting a Little-

. socio-economic maladjustment under which they live.*

‘advertently left:out:

undoubtedly would allow us in Asia to develop our
revolutionary direction free from the ufilitarian and
“let’s be realistic” climate witnessed at the meetings
of the Socialist International nowadays.

Let me remind readers of one additional current
misconception concerning the Near Eastern question:
The fact that Arab governments are trying to outbid
Israel in subservience to Western strategic interests.
This might lead to certain “advantages” if we believe

that Israel was an isolated problem and also the unique.

serious problem concerning the Arabs. This is not
true. Also, this irrational position, taken by certain
Arab circles, notably around the intellectuals of the
American University of Beirut [Lebanon], does not re-
flect the attitude of all socialist and democratic na-
tionalists in the Arab world. As a matter of fact, it is
prejudicial to our interests &nd to the unfolding \of in-
herent aspirations and the release of our revolutionary
fordes. Therefore it is mcorrect and it is being fought
vigorously.

Our opposition to the Middle East Security Pact,

and the recent shooting by the police in Beirut of two
socialist students, are only a few examples of our

awareness that our anti-Israel position is but a part .

of our struggle agamst 1mper1a11sm and the blpolar-

ization of power in the world.

Zionism and the Israeli Issue

Now | shall come to the points raised by the resolution
of the ISL on Zionism, Israel and the Jewish question’

"(published in the July-August 1951 issue ‘of the New

International) and by the editorial in Labor Action on
June 7 last. The reflections above are intended to serve
for a clearer understanding of what | shall have to say
and an introduction to the Arab socialist attitude on the
problem of Palestine,

The resolution of the ISL stated that *. .. the Arab
effendis demanded that the Jewish people, hounded in
Europe, be deprived of the. right to found a new life
in the country of their choice.”* This is, in my opinion,
a misleading statement for two basic reasons:

(1) It confines the active resistance to Zionism to
a certain limited class - (see earlier our reference to
“effendis”), and denies the broader framework of
popular feeling on this problem.

(2) It presupposes several unsocialist hypotheses

(a) Acceptance of the Zionist theory that there is a
basie raght for Jews to find life in the country of their,
choice.

(b) It disregards the means by which this right is

“to be executed, and it denies the interests of the people

in Palestine their sovereign right to admit or refuse
these claims. In other words, what is claimed by the
resolution to be an act of Jewish “self-determination”
i dependent for its fruition on an act of aggression
and imposition. Was resistance to this policy. of imposi-
tion actually an exercise of Arab legitimate rights?
Was it in reality an act of depriving self-determination
on the part of the Jews? This is where the resolution

gets into contradictions.

Self-determination presupposes the existence of a na-

tional self. This “self" has the inherent right to determine

its destiny, taking into consideration the aspirations of

‘the human components of this national self. Are the Jews

a national entity? The socialist answer must be a cate-
goric no.

And even if they were, is it a- leg}tlmate act of self-

determination that their “choice 6f a country” means’

deprivation of the inhabitants of that country of their
rights to live in it? But even more :important, is it to
the best interests of socialist and democratic develop-

ment in the Near East that a “national” state be set

up in spite of the will and interests of the people of

nown Point of

- premise—a socialist anti-Zionist posrhon seems fto us

- the salvation of -the Jews to be in the creation of a-

the area? Is it correct for the socialists to sanction -

even the establishment of Israel, even though it is not
expansionist, and therefore consecrate the disruptive
influences in the Arab world which for the last. 40
years’ imperialism have been attempting to break the
unity and cohesion of the area?.

We, the Arab socialists, say no.

It seems to us that the “pro-war” position of the
resolution (ibid., p. 227) and its advocacy of no em-

-bargo of arms to Israel because of the Arab states’

depriving the Jews of the right to exercise self-deter-
mination is, in view of our definition of the terms, un-
socialist and a dangerous precedent that was set up.
It was morally wrong. It was, in view of the ISL’s
anti-Zionist record, a decision that stemmed from an
error of judgment and no comprehension of the Arab
case. It was, moreover, an acceptance of the appearance
of Arab resistance for the real. -

WHAT JEWS ARE MEANT?
Admitting that the ISL was correct in stating that the

Arabs were depriving the Jews of exercising their act of-
self-determination, the question which the resolution did’

not answer was: which Jews have this right? In other
words, what Jews belong to this national self? or what
cafegory & Jews? Is it every Jew? Labor Action, organ
of the ISL, has repeatedly said no. Then what are the
criteria that entitle a Jew to belong to the Jewish na-
tional self? In the resolution there is no -answer.

In reality, there can be no answer unles one is will-
ing to accept the modified Zionist thesis. It is stated

- that persecution and cultural background are sufficient:

to draw the ties that. constitute -a national entity. But

cultural unity would draw -all Jews into the framework

*Editor’s note:
correcting the quotation as given in:Comrade 'Vlaksoud’
manuscript, -where: the *words “of the: 'gh

We. hdve taken. the liberty-here. of-

“Were. in-

..by intelligent Zionists. As long as only their excesses

- damental doctrine would  continue to remain unchal~

*from_ .theJ rlgh

of the Jewish nation; persecution of a religious mi-
nority does not entitle the minority to form a “national”
home. This would be a dangerous precedent and will
undermine the struggle for the elimination -of the
causes that make persecution possible.

If the Jews that are meant are those who were in
the Arab world, and who are Arabs, then their claim to
residence cannot. be challenged and must not be ques-
tioned. The Arab socialists do not, and will not, accept
the fact that they cease to be Arabs. Any discrimina-
tion against them will not be allowed. Persecution of
these Arab minorities will be vigorously fought.

Arab Jews are not the only religious minority in the
Arab world. Do these Jews (or, for that matter, the
Arab Christians, Druzes, etc.) have the right of self-
determination (in the manner it was defined in this
article) ? The answer is also no.

The socialist position-on this question cannot be com~
promised. To conceive of minorities as scapegodats has
its roots mot in inherent psychological dzsposztw'ns of
a majority but in the political and economic maladjust-
ments. The respo;nsz,bzlzt\y of the socialists is not to ad-
mit such dispositions as “natural” and therefore seek a
“solution” to it outside of the context where the problem
arises; the responsibility lies in preventing the recur-
rence of such tendencies by eliminating their causes.

In stating that the Jews have a right to a country of
“their choi¢e,” the question arises, in view of the fact
that their choice has been Palestine, as to whether they
had a right to Palestine. If so, why? In view of the over-
whelming impact of Zionist propaganda, the question
seems to be irrelevant to many. By accepting this funda~
mental Zionist premise—and it is definitely a Zionist

‘untenable,

To accept this concept of a “Jewish right to Palestine™
is to bring Zionism to the realm of being an aspect of
controversy the solution of which must be based om -
compromise. This seems to me to be the position of the:
ISL resolutlon when it supports the Israeli “defenswa
war” with no support to political Zionism.

THERE S NO ANALOGY .

It is on this point that misunderstanding between us-
and the ISL is most apparent, namely, the insistence
on the part of the ISL to distinguish between Zionism
and the state of Israel. This is apparent in the LA
editorial of June 7.

The analogy—of being anti-Stalinist arnd not anti-- -
Russian—with anti-Zionism is incorrect. Communisma:
(Stalinism) is a system of government; it is a blue-
print for organizing society. It is therefore institu- -
tional. It has policies and methods which are devised" .
to further their concepts and their ideas. Whether-
these ideas or the Communist system. is valid or not is
not for me to discuss here. But the opponents of this .
system must distinguish between the structural, institu-
tional and methodological features of Communism; or
for that matter any other system, and the people who
hve under that system.

As to the Zionist question, the problem is different;
Zionism is not an institutional or organizational formula..
It is not a theory of how a state ought to be run or the
economy organized. It is a movement to create a state
for a "Jewish nation.”

- In .other words, Israel is the fruition — partial frui-
tion —of: the Zionist movement. Israel, the sovereign
and: independent state, is the eulmination of Zionism.
This is not a phllosophy of life or a phase of polltlcal
and economic theory. It is a movement which considers.

separate -Jewish state in Palestine. It is the equation .
of Judaism with the existence of a mystxcal myth of "
“Jewish natienalism.” In this respect, it is arthreat ta-
the Jews and to the Arabs. It is, above.all, from a.
socialist viewpoint, an escape from political and moral
responsibility.

DANGEROUS CONCEPT

But it is important to distinguish between Jews and, -
Israelis (in the sense of Israel being a state). L4 in

many recent issues has clearly pointed this out, but -

in its June 7 editorial seems to be seeking to make
an exception of the Jews in Israel. In takihg a correct
theoretical stand, exceptions undermine the correctness.:

. Though clear oppositien to Zionist chauvinism is
quite evident in issues of LA, the acceptance of the-
state of Israel in its present boundarles is acceptance .
of the basic Zionist theory, namely, the need for the
creation of a Jewish state. To fight the intolerance and
expansionism of the Israeli government is simply to
fight the excesses of Zionism, which excesses you cor-
rectly conceive as inherent in their movement.

But to struggle against excesses — expansmmsm, .
treatment of non-Jewish minorities — is, despite its
importance, a relative struggle and a limifed one. As
a matter of fact, such limitation ought to be welcomed’

are controversial, and such. excesses characterize thes -
anti-Zionist .position, then the validity of their fun-

lenged. In. this. manner they . wotld not only- narrow -
the targets of their critics but: in- terms- of logic lt
would. be. difficult. to prove that the geographical eon-
fines of Israel, given the validity of thelr basw thesm,
are a fulfillment.

Briefly, the concept- of a Jew1sh natlonal self: that
is. seeking realization is’a fluid coneept. In its fuidity -
lies-its danger. I; ‘cannot,. therefore dlstlngulsh Zlomsm




lConﬁnued from page 1}
something to offer everyone in Eu-
- rope. The French opponents of
EDC and German rearmament are
-offered the neutralization of Ger-
wany .. . or at the very least, a
postponement of their having to
‘take action on EDC till after the

" dist note has been held.

'HOPE OF UNIFICATION -
'The Germans are offered the
Hope:-of the unification of the two
sections of Germany in the context
- of an all-European “collective se-
curity” pact, or to put it more ac-
curately, they are once more
- warned that Russia will not permit
“the unification of their country if
" Western Germany goes through
with rearmament under United
States EDC auspices.
‘Before the eyes of all the vie-
- §ims of Nazi aggression in Europe
is dangled the spectre of a re-
- drmed, militarized and vengeful
Germany. plunging the continent
into war once more, and the altfer-
. .native. of a peaceful, neutralized
Germany in collaboration with all
European states.

And ﬁnally, the notes lay heavy
emphasis on the Stalinist claim
that it is they who are anxious for

dtalist world, while the Americans
.and other supporters of NATO are
‘the ones who want to create ‘“closed
- military groups” which execlude
- Russia and are hence obviously di-
rected against her.

Although the:initial reactlons re-
parted in the Amnrerican press from
‘Washington, Paris, London and
‘Bonn are negative, it would be.a
mistake to sell this Russian ma-
;neuver short. Of course everyone
‘knows that the real purpose of the
. jproposal to hold a conference on
:the basis of the Stalinist plan has
ta ~minimum aim of giving the
‘French and other opponents of
'ElC an argument for further post-
- -poning any action on this treaty,
" and a maximum aim of breaking up
--the American-organized alliance in
. Burope, or at least weakening it -
as much as possuble. But the fact
that the Stalinist aims are trans-
parent does not make their move
.any the less clever. Often the most
transparent and obvious d1plo~
cmatic maneuver can also be the
most effective.

SO MUCH IS TRUE
“The difficulty with the Stalinist
" imaneuver, from the point of view
of -the State Department, is that
‘so much of what the Russians say
in their netes is obviously true.
.~ For instance: The Stalinists point
‘out that whereas in their country.
! lley have passed laws against war

ussians

. mongering,

«conference proposed-in the Stalin-

_are for a “preventive war”

peaceful coexistenice with the cap-

the American "press
openly says that the American
bases are designed to destroy the
industries of the Soviet Union. Par«
ticular emphasis is put on such mil-
itary bases, from which, according
to the design of U.S.A. military
leaders, atomic attacks could be
launched against any major objec-
tive in the Soviet Union. Note-
worthy pre the bellicose statements

by a mimber of prominent military

leaders of the U.S.A. who call for

" $he sending of bombers over Mos-

cow and Peking to drop atomic
bombs on them, though the ven-
turous nature of the entire propa-
ganda and all the publicity given
to- these aggressive plans are evi-
deni' to .every sober-minded per-
son.”

*"That there are indeed people
high in the American government
who harbor aggressive plans, who
is in-
deed evident to seber-minded peo-
ple. What is also evident, however,
is that in proposing their “peace”
plan the' Stalinists take for granted
the division of the world as they
achieved it after World War II,
and are prepared to continue re-di-
viding the world as opportunity
makes this possible.

NOT AMUSING

The orditiary American newspaper-scan-
ner who- reads about the latést Russian
note- tells ‘himself: Here comes another
Moscow maneuver, That is the part of the
truth which he is insistently told by hls
favorite news-anglers, ’

He may even be amused by this absurd
Russian insistence on turning out obvious-
ly unacceptable proposals. It is a fact of
h‘lstory, which will surely not be over-
looked by future historians, that when the
Kremlin’s diplomats first sprang their pro-
posal for a European non-aggression pact
on  the Berlin conference, there was a
spontaneous burst of laughter from the
Westérn' side of the-table. Obviously, our
‘¢apitalist -statesmen have a sense of hu-
‘mor-as-compared with the oft-publicized,
if dubious “humorlessness” of Moscow’s
men. But to coin a phrase he who laughs
last. . .

W1th that dogged persistence which is
possiblé when one has a line, the Russians
have made their so-amusing proposal into
a new bugaboo for Washington and Lon-
dorn. It is empty, to be sure; it is a fake,
to be sure; and yet it has become more
and more -impressive to Europe’s people.

‘The reason is simple: the Russians have
a proposal for ‘“peace” which can be
proved to be hollow, but their rivals have
no proposals for ﬁeaee at all,

Instead, the leaders ‘of America, with
tHeir ‘highly 'deéveloped sénse of humor,
are showing the world the spectacle of a
big national reception for a frothing war-
monger, as discussed in the accompanymg
article on Rhee's ravings.

CHEAP AT THE PRICE

So the N. Y. Times’ Drew Middleton ob-
serves that the Russian note “provided
wits in Western foreign ministries with
plenty of material for. amusement. But
these gentry do not make up the balance
of the population in- Britain or on the
Continent. To this larger group the Rus-

divi

N

Wlule Rhee Was War- Wlmopmy

Whlle Rhee-was shrilling speeches in the U S. in favor of launcthg
‘the Third World War now, and denouncing Americans as gutless be-
cause they are afraid of the-H-bomb, the following appeared in a N. Y.
’ «szes dispatch from his capital Seoul:
=y “On Wednesday an attempt was made by the go'vemment here to
stage & mass demonstration.in suppo'rt of greater military might and a
fumted*front aga.mst communism in Asia. Led by a mzlzta,ry band, some
two-score trucks loaded with civilians, mostly children in their: teens-
| amid old people, drove through the center of the city.
_“The demonstration did not draw as much attention as a-nearby
exhibition by the Otympic champion, M(L] Sammy Lee.” (Aug: 1.)

re Gainin o ;
In Propaganda War - -

sian note was not so fumny because it
touched again, admittedly in slightly

phony accents, on two subjects dear to:

the heart of the common man—peace and
security.”. (Aug. 1.)

So “the Russians appear to be leading

the way to peace;” and it is their policy

;whlcﬂ “continues to provide a surface ap-

pearance of novelty and’ en€rgy.”

A_t how chieap a priee! According to this
Jview—arid
‘turally=the- Russian ean make this shovw.
before the world simply by “touching on”
the subjects of peace’ and secifity’ with.

anything (however phony-lobkmge) that:

gives the impréssion’ of interest in' those
subjects. Indeed, if the price is’ chieap: it
is only because the Western powers de not
even “touch .on.”

Instead, as the Russians press their shop-
worn but still effective “peace offensive”.
against EDC, the United States blares it
out to the same world that its answer.is

. to rebuild German. militarism. Wash-
ington counters Moscow’s. maneuyer with
precisely that proposal than which noth-
ing is more calculated to prove Moscow's
claims, and scare all of Europe, outside.
of Germany 1tself—-and perhaps also .Ger-
many ' itself. : .

SMITH WARNS

None of this would be very amusing in
any case;, but for morbid minds a note of
comedy might be seen in the remarks
of Under-secretary of State Walter Bedell
Smith, in last Sunday’s radio interview,
As headlined in next day’s. papers, the

idea was: “SMITH SEES PERIL TO FREE'

NATIONS IN RED ‘SOFT LINE.”

He has a point, of course, and it is
obvieus; all of Stalinist diplomacy, soft
or hard, is a “peril” te U. S. diplomacy.
But i thie context of world opinion. that
we have explained aboveé, his contribu-

tion is a tpical Washington stupidity, pos-
sible .only for a government which- mainly:

doesn’t give a.damn what the rest of the
weorld is thinking.

The rest of the world is thinking that
they would like to sée the United States
take a “soft” 'line—by which they mean
a line which offers some hope for amicable
agreement and the famous prospeet of
“coexistence.” The only alternative to a
“soft” line that they know of is a belli-

- ¢ose line, a warmongering line. And here

Washington’s representatlve in the Geneva
negotlatlons is denouncing. the Stalinists
becduse . . . because they are taking a
“soft” line. Or so it would seem. :

.IMAGE OF U.S.

“Beetle” Smith said,. in adstxon, tha’c it
was his ‘“very definite unpressxon” that
Mao’s China wished now to exploit means

other than war in order to achieve their’

objective of contrelling Asia. Or, as the
papers put it, he “warned” about it!

It is a fact that most of Europe would
be very happy if they were sure that the
United States wishéd to limit itself to
non-military means in pursuing its own
objective of controlhng the world.

Try to imagine Molotov “warnmg”
the world to beware of 2 soft line by
Dulles! “The effort of imagination. is an
index to the reasons why so much of ]Eu-
rope and Asia are convinced that the
warmongering is coming from this side of
the ocean.

We cannot say too often: This is not all
a matter of simple stupidity, though it is
impossible to exclude that- factor either.
These are the results of a government
which doesno t even have a glimmering of
a notion of a suspicion qf what a demo-~
cratic foreign policy-is.
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The ISL Program

in Brlef

The Independent Socialist League stands -

for socialist democracy and against the
two systems of exploitation which now
divide the world: capitalism and Stalinism.

Capitalism cannot be reformed or liber- .

alized, by any Fair Deal or other deal, so
as to give the people freedom, abundance,
security or peace. If must be - abelished
and replaced by a new social system, in-
which the people own and control’ the
basic sectors of the ecotioiiry, démocrati-
cally controlliny. their own econome and
political destinies.

Stalinisis; in Riissia and wherever I#
holds power, is @ brital totalitarianism—
a new form of explaitation. Its agents in~
every country; the Conimunist Parties, arg
unrelenfmg enethies of sotialism.and have
nothing. iii coWimon with socialism—which
cannot etist without effective democratic
coitrol by Hie pecple; -

These two camps of capitalism and: Stal--

. inism are today at each other's throats-in-

a worldwide imperialist rivalry for domi-
nation. This siruggle can only lead Yo the
most frightful war. in:history so long as the

people leave the capitalist and Stalinist
rulers. in power. Independent Socialism -

stands. for buildi ing ond sirengthening the -
Third Camp of the people agcmsi both war
bloes.

The ISL, as a Marxist movemenf. looks -

to the working class and its ever-ﬁreseni
struggle as the basic progressive force in
society. The ISL is orgamzed to spread the

ideas of socialism in the labor movemend—

and among all other sections of the people.

At the same-time, Independent Socialists
participate actively in every struggle to

better the people's lot now—such as the -

fight for higher: living standards, against
Jim Crow ond anti-Semitism, in. defense of
civil liberties and the trade-union move-
ment." We seek to join together with oll
other militants in the labor movement as
a left force working for the formation of
an mdependeni labor party and other pro-
gressive policies:

The' fight for déitocracy and the fight

for socialism are inseparable. There can’
be'no lasting and géiuine democracy with--

- out sociailsm, and-there can be no social«

ism without dentoeracy. To enroll. under.
this banner, join the Independeni' Socialist
League!

Get Acquainted!
Independent Socialist League
114 West 14 Street
New York 11, N. Y.
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