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l In These Words a (ongressman Descnbed What Happened in the House on Aug. 1 7

~ "You Could Almost Reach Out and Feel
~ The Atmosphere of Fear in the Chamber”

As tlre (P-Outlawing Bill Passed Amid an Orgy of Hystena Led by Yellow-Liberals

lke Fakes an
“Economic Report

By L. G. SMITH

On August 12 the Eisenhower admin-
istration fired one of the early guns in
the election campaign. The “bang” pro-
f duced was - definitely sub-atomic.in vol-
- A ume, despite. the efforts of the daily press-
< to magnify. the sound as much as.pos-
sxble
This report was not issued over the
signatures of the president’s official
board of - economic advisers. Since this
‘ board was set up, they have made it a
practiée to issue mid-year reports and
forecasts as well as to prepare the an-
nual economic message of the president.

. The chief economic adviser, Burns,

-

qﬂestlomng reporters that no mid-year
report is needed, or rather, that in his
opinion his committee is carrying out its
- statutory task.
_ There .is a very strong hint here that
even though Eisenhower picked his eco-
nomic -advisers with an eye o men who
would make the kind of economic analysis
he wants, they had a bit foo much aca-
. demic integrity to be willing to subscribe
to this little Ple-l:e of campaign propa-
ganda in the guise of a scientific estimate
of the economy and its trends.

In a word, the president says that
things are just jim-dandy, and will be
getting peachier as the year rolls along.

| True, he indicates there is quite a bit
more unemployment now than there was
a year ago at this time; and business
conditions generally are not nearly as
good; production of steel, coal, oil, autos,
! electrical appliances and the like is
| down; but than that was the top of the
| boom, and this is near the bottom of the
recession, and one can’t expect things to
i keep. going at boom levels all the time.
i Anyway, there are more jobs-and more
wages being earned than there was dur-
ing the first halﬁlof 1952, when the Dem-
ocrats.were in power.
. 'The. president .reported, further, that
the seeond quarter of 1954 found things
a-bit: better than the first. From this he
drew the. conciuswn that - the. recession
has- bumped bottom, and the economy. is
en the way. up. Thmgs .will be definitely
better in. the. fall is the word.

I'HONY FIGURES

. New,, t,here is.an mterestmg fact about
this second-quarter improvement.

L]

T

mdex .of factory-produetion rose a couple
of ‘points during the. first. week “of- April
from the low it had hit at the end of
March, then remained steady through
the second week in May, then rose fairly
steadlly till the end of June. Thus April,

l&lﬂund'u.pqo 3.

was reported to have curtly replied to .

. As-noted. in -these columns before, the

By PHILIP COBEN

Literally and physically, on August-12 the U. S. Senate acted out
the wild witchhunting hysteria which engulfs the United States. -

On August 17 it was followed by the House in a similar orgiastic
saturnalia in which the most “liberal” Democrats beat out the Me-
Carthyites in throwing all sense of democracy to the winds.

*  The orgy was launched by the Senate leader of Americans for
Democratic Action, Senator Humphrey of Minnesota.

Every senator down:to Lehman
of New York, who held back the

most, crumbled-before-the-pall-of— their -opponents would -call them-

fear that swept over the House,
and voted for the measure which
only a handful are really for: the
bill to - outlaw the
Party. )

Everyone of them—against the
known views of even Eisenhower,
Brownell and J. Edgar Hoover—
disintegrated like yellow dogs at
the thought of voting No on an
“anti-Communist” measure, be it
whatever. it was.

In the House, two whole con-
gressmen could be found who stood
up even on this point and voted
No, when a slightly modified ver-
sion of the bill came ‘before the
chimber. ,They were Multer of
New York (D.) .and Burdick of
North Dakota (R.).

Congressman Multer told the
press:

-~ "Almost every member thought
it was a badly drawn bill and un-
wise bill but nearly everyone was

Super-McCarthyism

As we go fo press, the yellow-liberals
of the Demoacratic -Party have sunk .even
deeper into the mud of McCarthyism.

Again led by Humphrey, the Senate ‘has

insisted on retaining the provision apply-
ing individugl penalties against CP mem-
bers, - although the House left this part
out ot the insistence of the administration.
And now the House has gone clong -with.
this change-back,

Even more incredible is the addition-of
an- amendment- by Humphrey (taken by-
him from a draft by- Rep. Martin Dies, the -

oderlferons Texas witchhunter) which-ap- -

plies the penalties -not only fo CP' mem-
bers but so-loosely as to include every CP

. sympathizer-and lots more. A good many

pure-and-simple Fair Dealers could be lll-
cluded! More -on this next week. °
. This super-McCarthyite amendment was

‘put through -almost solely by Democratic

votes in the Senate, only 3 Republicans
voting for it! The vote was 41:39. A veto
by Eisenhower. is said to be possible.

; /7

Communist”

afraid if they voted agmnsi it,

pro-Communist. YOU COULD AL-

MOST REACH OUT AND FEEL THE -

ATMOSPHERE OF FEAR IN THE
CHAMBER.” (N. Y. Post, Aug. 17.)

The picture is well-nigh incred-
ible, even though we are quite well
aware of what has been going on
in these United States. The scene
in the Senate particularly was ‘that
of ‘a stampede of cattle; led by the

. “liberal” Democrats.

For hours no one knew what was
happening on the Senate floor as
the cattle milled about, and to this
day a straight account has to be
pieced together. The press has
opined that even the Congressional

The Studebaker Wage-Cut:
Discussion of the UAW's Policy

War on Israel?
The Mistakes of the Arab Socialists

Fisenhower’s Farm Program
Suits the Big Business Farmers

© Party of perhaps some 25,000 members—

_set up a commission to study the prob-

- the Magnuson substitute was going to be -
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Record w111 not be able to record:
the entire hubbub.

All this in order to fire block-
buster bombs against a Communis#

discredited, weakened,
population of 150 million!
The orgy began witlf the calling-up of
the Butler bill before the Senate. This
was a witchhunting bill to smash unions’
which. are desxgnated as “Communlst-_v. :
infiltrated.”
. At first, the strategy -of- theﬁso-called‘_
liberal bloc was to support the substitute:
by Senator Magnuson (D., Wash.) whlch_.-

impotent—in a

lem. This, at least, could have been inter-
preted as a devwe to get the witchhunt-" -
ing bill out of the way.

IN A BLUE FUNK . ‘.o

On Wednesday evening, however, Sen-
ator Humphrey got the running jitters.
This miserable ADA leader decided that

defeated, and that something else had to -
be done. Besides, obviously, he figured on
outflanking the GOP red-hunting strate-
gy by proving that the Democratic liber-
als were as good McCarthyites as any
scoundrel on Capitol Hill,

Thereupon this scurvy "liberal™ thought
up aond introduced his bill to outlaw the

[{Turn to last page) -

An Indict t
. In an unusual “letter to the editor” prmted in the N.Y. szes (Aug..
16), the Times’ own dramatic critie, Brooks Atkinson, drew up and pre-

sented a pithy indictment of the “compulsion toward totalitarian atti-
tudes and practices” in the U.S.A. The text of the letter follows. '

To the Editor, of the New York T'imes:
We can vote in this country. This is
doubtless the principal source of our
liberty. There is freedom of speech for
citizens willing to take the consequences.
In many respects, however, -both the
administrative and legislative branches

of the Government show a -ecompulsion

toward totalitarian attitudes and prae-
tices:

. ‘The ‘Gevernment refuses passports to
cltlzens it does not like.

Tt blocks the free exchange of ideas by
denymg visas-to eminent European scien-
ists and writers who have been invited
. by American citizens to attend profes-
sional conferences here.

It has repudiated the scientist who led-

the  world in the construction of the atom
bomb because he is not a standardized
man.

It maintains an organization of invest-
igators who collect, among. qther items,
facts concerning the newspaper reading
habits of citizens and the mall that goes

 into their homes.

It employs political m:formers.

It blackmails citizens into informing
on each other.

It summons citizens before Govern-.
ment committees to' answer for their per-.
sonal ideas, associations, ;t'rzends and’
thelr relatives.

Government committees presume to--
give absolution to citizens who confess:
their political sins and promise mnot
violate,the committees’ party line in thee
future.

The Government has permltted a Sen-
ator to set himself up as public prose--
cutor. :

It has accused the nat:onal founda~:
tions of underwriting revolution, threat--
ened them with tax reprisals and denied -
them equal rights to defend themselves..
. It sacks or rusticates- foreign service
officers who do not parrot the party ling
at home. :

It tries to consolidate itself in powe
by denouncing its predecessors in offi
as traitors.

I wonder if Americans really want i
thls way.

Brooks ATKINSON,:




By BEN HALL

~gountry.

°If these men in this union are
forced to refreat, what about the
rest of organized labor?

Alarming questions like this are
:bound to press upon all unionists,
cespecially those in other plants or-
ganized by the UAW. This writer
would like to present his views on
'what was at stake in the Stude-
baker crisis. -

~ The position of all the so-called
.independent auto manufacturers
.-has become critical in the last year.
- The Big Three (Ford, General Mo-
tors, and Chrysler) have been
wolfing an ever-increasing propor-
tion of the auto market, leaving-the
-smalle¥ companies to- fight over a
-remaining two or three per cent
Pressed to the wall, the mdepen—
dents tried- to hold their own by
‘meérger: Kaiser merged with Wil-
lys; Hudson merged with Nash;
‘and  Studebaker is merging with
Packard! Each-combination tries to
hold-on by organizing and-reorgan-
izing:; - by -cost-cutting" and - plant
“coneentration.

" Studebaker sales have dropped

raonths of 1953 to 49,600 in° the
- same period'in 1954. The company claims-

-from 124,000 in the first seven

“

In South Bend, at the main plant of thé Studebaker Corporation,
workers have yielded to company demands for wage cuts. It is an omi-
~ tious sign for the whole labor movement, for the 10,000 unionists here
are represented not by some weak and insignificant organization but
by the United Auto Workers (CIO), one of the most powerful in the

to be selling its cars at a loss, reporting
a net loss of $8,925,800 in the first six

- months of 1954.

Wage rates at the Studebaker plant
where piecework prevailed were substan-,

“tially higher than in the Big Three. The

challenge was made when the company
demanded:

(1) Abolition of piecework and its re-
placement by hourly rates equivalent to
those paid by the Big Three. This meant
wage decreases of perhaps 15 per cent.

(2) Reduction of holiday pay, wash-up
time and rest periods to similar levels.

(3) Reduction of night-shift premium

" pay on the same basis.

WITHOUT A FIGHT

The - negotiating committee and leader-
ship of UAW Local 5 accepted these de-
mands but a local memberhsip meeting
voted by a large majority to reject them.
Studebaker then issued an ultimatum: it
announced ' cancellation of its contract
with the UAW and abandonment of ifs
plant in South Bend. At a second member-
ship- meefing, hurriedly convened to con-
sider the new threat, the membership re-

versed its position and conceded té the

company.
Bluntly put, the union_retreated with-
out a fight.
But that fact -alone is not-enough' to
condemn- it. Nidt every battle can be won,
and-even -some that ccan be won’ should.

‘be avoided when the risks or costs of the

fight are too hlgh.

In this case, the workérs were faced
by - an” out-and-out -lock-out threat and
had to decide-whether -or not to begin a-

z

‘A letter received from o Midwest
trade-unionist argues vigorously: -against
“the acceptance of the Studebaker wage-
“¢ut.. Following are somé passages from
-hw letter bearing on-the case—Ed.

¢
‘I’o ‘the Editor:

; . AMbig point is made of the‘comnten-
--tion that' ‘Studebaker wages had to be cut

«down to’theé Big Three level so that it
could* remain- competmve But why-must

. Instéad of giving up the:10 per’ cent
‘night bofitis, Local 5 should - insist that
the- UAW fight to extend" it in the new
“155 comtracts. The same goes for triple

-substantial - improvement, In many re-
- gpects it is far inferior to the provisions
prevailing in’ smaller’ compames Why
-should locals™ give' up gains just because
‘they have not yet been achieved m Ford
or GM?
With the . “nation-wide publicity given
«fo the Studebaker affair, the UAW will
¢ face-serious- trouble. A rush will begin
~.among all employers who have given
more to the union than the Big Three,
-demanding that the- working conditions
‘in their plants be cut down. . ..
-+ A far as present mfurmat:on goes,
; the international office of the .UAW
adopted a strict hands-off policy in the
- Studebaker case. It seemed to take the
_Position that everything was up to the
Tiocal 5 leadership and membership. But
the decision at'Stutlebaker was one of the:
Thost important before the whole UAW,
If a wage cut can be granted after
such a demand from Studebaker, then
who iz next? In South Bend, a UAW
farm-implement shop, the Oliver Corpo-
‘yation, is in: much worse shape than
: Studebaker. Will it sit idly or will it too
demand ' the same concessions? Are they
too- entitled to' eliminate clauses from
their contracts which are superior to
GM?T ... - )
. How will this affect the competitive-
¢hops’ department of the UAW which
‘¢hases:after run-away shops? How many
times will the Studebaker case arise tfo
- plague: uilion orgarnizing teams? . . .
The UAW must face the issue. It was
ough sledding’ when'Briggs merged with

¢ contracts like that in 'GM be the model?.

timre-for ticlidays: The GM contiact needs-

ANOTHER VIEW ON: STUDEBAKER:

The UAW Is Making a Mistake

Chrysler. Hudson™is mnioving out of De-
troit. Packard is- quitting its assembly
‘plant. Ford dis det:entfahzmg Kaiser is
out of Michigan. The: niarginal company
is a‘problem -that'the UAW cannot run-
awdy from: If:Studebaker is:doomed, it
wonuld - be : idiotic" to -abandon- wage in-
creases and contract clauses won in the
past.

FOOLISH CONCESSION

Production piecework - standards -at
Studebaker: brought wage rates 15 -per

- cent higher than-in the Blg Three. Piece-

work has becomé  expensive for' some
conipéanies: GM and-Ford; with their care-
fully measured rates of preduction, get
as-niuch” pet hour” out of* their® workers
as Studebaker; and at lower wages. In
Studebaker, as in-many: other piecework
plants,  the- semi-skilled - worker could
make ‘as much or-more’ than' the skilled.
And the unskilled, because of a special
pooling system, got as mueh as 25 cents
per hour more than in the Big Three.
There can be no doubt that conversion
to day work, at present production stand-
ards and Big Three wages, is a- wage cut
pure and simple. . . .

What has happened to the 46 fight for
“Wage Increases without Price In-
creases”? One of the big arguments in-
the 1946 GM strike was that wages could
be increased without price increases.
Wages, it was pointed out, were not de-
cisive in the total price picture. Now, if
Studebaker’s argument’ that it will be
forcéd out of business by high wages is
accepted, what becomes of the union’s
stand? Wouldr't this be a foolish conces-
sion to capitalist.. propaganda _which
blames: everything on high wages? . . .

But will wage cuts: really keep Stude-
baker in-business? It seéms that the bar-
gaining committee accepted: what should
have been challenged. It should have de-
manded: “Open the Books.” An open and
impartial audit would‘ show that the
wage figure when related: to the number
of cars produced was not the critical
factor. A basic number of cars must be
sold to break even. That is Studebakers
oroblem: a drop in sales from 49,600 for
the first 7 months of 1954 compared to
124,300.in 1953 is the key, and wage cuts
will not solve ite, .. K. H.

Should the UAW Have Yiekded to e Conpany's Ultimatum?
Discussion: The Studebaker Wage-Cut

drawn-out counter-strike. And this de-
cision had to take into account some very
unfavorable facts.

According to Louis Horvath, president
of Local 5, the company work force had
declined from 23,000 to 10,000 in a year.
The average work week declined to 20
hours and since February averaged 2
days a week, with a take-home pay of
about $35. Over 9,800 workers had al-
ready exhausted all unemployment bene-
fits. Unemployment in South Bend was
high and rising. “Some of our people
are losing what they've bought on the
installment plan . .. there’s foreclosing
on homes, repossession of cars,” reported
Horvath.

Under such conditions, the local had to
decide whether to begin a fight to main-
tain its wage levels considerably abeve
that of the industry as. a whole. (It was
not a question, it should be noted, of
undercutting the basic wage levels.)

Whatever the causes, the fact that this
important section of organized labor felt
compelled to accept a wage cut can only
cause disappointment and concern to all
unions.

OPEN THE BOOKS!

But in our opinion, the question of
whether the wage cut was or was not
accepted is not as important -as another
question, namely: How did .the union and
its leaders analyze the company demands

and  how did - fhey ezplcia their own ac- -

tions?

When the workers were in a weakened
position, Studebaker pointed a loaded
pistol ‘and said: “Accept or’else.” A union’
leadership. which lives-in the-foggy land
of capitalist make-believe might there-
upon tell wonderful tales of labor-man-
agement cooperation. It might talk of
labor’s duty to see that management
made a: profit; it might murmur of la-
bor’s responsibility ‘to maintain the com-
.petitive position of the company. In sum,
‘it could swallow all the pap shoveled out
in -abundance by company -apologists.

Aill-this would be worse than the wage
cut. It would-disorient the membership.
and-teach'them to allow their employers
~to solve the problems of the ‘capitalists
at the expense of the workers. We note
Jn this connection that Paul Hoffman,
"Studebaker chairman, was an invited
guest at the: recent UAW Educational
Conference, where he was introduced as
an enlightened and responsible employer.
‘This is the UAW’s reward.

On -the "other hand, & different leader-
ship' might ‘say: The company- wants a
show-down because we are-now at a dis-
advantage. But we: do not think a knock-
down - fight is now- advisable.. We- will
‘capitulate tc these selfish, grasping de-
mands of profit-seeking -bosses -who. want
to push our wage levels down to keep their
own ‘income up.:But we will expose them
and their motives ‘to the world. We de~
mand-"Open Your Books" so that we: can
see if they are lying. And we will bide our
time., When we are stronger and better
situated we will strike back.

WHAT OF THE FUTURE?

Whether it was right or wrong in its
estimate<of the balance of foreces, such a
leadership would be fulfilling its respon-
sibilities to the worker by explaining the
present and- preparing for the: future.
And it would point the way to men in
other shops and other industries who
might be better able to resist a big push
by employers.

How the UAW leadership, local and
international, reacted to the Studebaker
crisis, we do not yet Know.

It might be argued that Studebaker
has succeeded in establishing a precedent
for wage-cutting to be followed by oth-
ers; that it would have been better in
this case to fight and lose than not to
fight at all; that the company might tear
down the local.but the UAW was strong

- enough to tear down the company; that
in any case, a bitter-end fight would
warn other employers against attempt—
ing the same.

Undoubtedly other companies will #ry
to take advantage of the Studebaker set-
tlement. But the union is not compelled to
choose the least favorable point to make
a stand; it should and can choose the best.

We note that the UAW maintains a
strike after 100 days against the Kohler
Company of Sheboygan, Wisconsin, de-
manding that the company meet the
wage sta{ldards of the auto industry.

1

- are printed when "'our agents-[U. S,

. there is no illusion in auto man-
agement circles,” reports Business Week,
“that the union is ready-to lower wage
scales generally.”

NO LIES

From an opposite point of view it could
be argued that the company is, after all,
losing money, and “we must cooperate to
keep it in business to save our jobs.”

But we have no way of knowing
whether the company is lying or not. If
it is losing money, why? There is no
proof that high wages is the cause;
there is no proof that lower wages is the
cure,. By its own estimates, according to:
Business Week, Studebaker counts on re-
ductions of only $60-375 per car. Will'

that solve Studebaker’s crisis? ean it off- .

set the big automation plants of the Big
Three? can it overcome the problem of
trade-in?

The UAW cries to all the heavens that
the way to avoid depression is to maip-
tain and increase purchasing power. One
thing is certain: an employers' wage-cuf-
ting -spree is guaranteed to magnify the
current recession.

In this case, the union may have been
compelled to accept Studebaker’s de-
mands. But it is not compeled to accept,
to endorse, or to peddle the sanctimoni-
ous lies' of the company.

Reston Points to
Gov't Lies on Spies

The government has been 'aceused of’

filling the press with lies by no less an:

authority than the N. Y. Times’ leading:

ton.

Moreover, these gnvernmentspauored -

lies of which he speaks are thase which’
. spiesl
are captured and our plcmersllnf down
from time to time in circumstances the#

cannot be put into the press without grea!’ .

benefit to-the Communist cause.”™
Coming so soon- after ‘the Cliinese

plane-shooting incident, it is quite certain’

that the words apply to it too, as well
as to previous events.

Following the above words, where Res-
ton points out that the government ob-
viously ‘eannot- tell” the - truth " about the
affair, he adds:

"There  is o growing tendency here
[Washingtonl, however, to expect the

- press td.go beyend this: not only fo leave

ﬂnngs out of the papers but to put things'
in which may -be  advantagecus to- some
particular- agency but which are not
true." :

The “particular-agéncy” under discus-
sion" in the whole-of this column by Res-
ton (Aug. 15), is the Central Intelligence
Agency, which directs U. S espionage
operations abroad.

In LA*for August'9, we .also quoted a
Chicago Daily News: ed:tomal on-the  Chi-
nese -plane-shooting which' indicated that
the editors of that conservative paper
also believed that the U, S. was éngaged
in espionage in that affair.

RASTVOROV A DUD

This same .column by Reston has some

other interesting features. It is primerily:
on the trotting-out ("surfacing") of the
Russian spy Rastverov ‘'who went over to
the U. S. camp recently. Reston ridicules’
unmercifully the State- Department denial
fhat Rastvorov was exhibited at a press
conference in Washington in order fo
counteract the effect of the Otto John
press conference in Berlin. He also makes
abundantly clear that the Rastvorov con-
ference was a farce, and that “if Wash-
ington and -Moscow are to go on H;rowing
defectors at each’ other, the art of 'sur-

facing' in Washington has clearly got to

be improved."

Of course, the trouble in Washington
did not lie in weakness- in this “art.”
Rastvorov just had nothing to say of any
political interest. He' simply told report-
ers that he had switched sides in order
to live a “decent life,” and gave bio-
graphical details of Moscow per secution
of relatives.

The striking differenceé between the
Rastvorov and .John “surfacings” was
that the Rastvorov dud was so unpolttt-
col.- And in this one sees all over again

-one of the big differences between the

two rival war eamps; and why the Stalin-
ist- totalitarianism is' winning the cold:
war. - i B T

Washington correspondent,. James Res-

ot
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Eisenhower Fa-rm Plan Suits

The Big -Business Farmers Fine

* By SAM TAYLOR

In an election year the rush of
legislation in the closing days of
Congress is passed with both eyes
on the November election. The ad-
ministration goes heavy on the

whip to push through “vital” legis-
lation, and the opposition party
comes down where it believes it
can argue with most effectiveness
in that period of mid-autumn mad-

.mess. Congressmen who sat
through two years of more or less
amiable agreement suddenly dis-
cover with the falling of the leaves
that they have differences, almost
irreconcilable ones. The easygoing
backslapping, “I'll scratch your
back if you will seratch mine,” is
put aside till the second week in
November.

The present wrangle over the passage
-of the Eisenhower farm program takes
_place in such a pre-election”atmosphere.
_The impression is almost conveyed that
‘a fundamentally new farm bill is in the

process of enactment. Nevertheless it
does show many ‘ofiithe class :tendencies:
‘at work in an important area of Ameri-
can capitalism.

The economy at present is going
-through a period of a shakedown of the
“weak, small and marginal producers. A

marked trend has developed toward the
‘merger and consolidation of many of the
largest producers in areas of the econ-
omy which have been bearing the brunt
‘of the present recession. In automobile,
all of the independents have had at least
one merger in the past year or so and
more are in prospect; also in textiles,
. ~coal and even in the steel industry.

SHAKEDOWN

In agriculture, this shakedown of the
small producer has to a large extent been
held back by the existing laws providing

‘for high parity prices on the major crops °

"and dairy products. One of the most im-

‘portant drives behind the push for the

‘flexible farm-parity program of the Eisen-
lhower administratien is to accomplish this
‘long-desired thinning out of the ranks of
‘producers’ of these major crops, now cov-
‘ered by the parity program—cotton, corn,
‘wheat, peanuts, rice, fobacco and dairy
products.
~ The hue and ery for flexible price-sup-
ports revolves around the presence of
the tremendous “surpluses” of agricul-
tural goods that have accumulated in the
years since the end of the Second World
‘War. At the present time, it is estimated
‘that the government has something over
$6 billion worth of these “surpluses,” and
with the end of the harvest season at
hand the amount will go even higher.

What to do about these “surpluses” has
been one of the trickiest problems for
American capitalism, especially since
there is no end in sight, and it is incap-
able of utilizing the great productive
capacities of the American economy for
the benefit of the people throughout the
world—or for the full extent of the
needs of the American people.

The high-parity suppert for farm

-

'90% COMMUNIST"

The course of the debate over the
Eisenhower farm bill became s0 involved
at one point that it must have- become
difficult to tell the players apart without
a scorecard. :

Senator Young of North Dakota, an
opponent of flexible parity -prices, called

attention to a “mew publication” called’

#The Low-Down on Farm Affairs in
Washington,” which he said he had “rea-
son to believe” was sponsored by an offi-
cer of the American Farm Bureau Fed-
eration, a supporter of flexible prices.
" «To show you how low some people
will .stoop,” ‘he said, “let me point out
that. this publication associates” several
members of Cengress “with the Commu-
* nist movement, just because we are in
favor of 90 per cent supports.”
" The next day on the floor of the Sen-
ate, Joe McCarthy got up to announce
that he was for-flexible-supports but be-
tween 90 and 100 .per. cent. of parity.
-y It

13 reatment,

ems like a:clear case of McCarthy:
; h i 5 ed-,- b

products was started during the Second
World War as an effort to stimulate pro-
duction. It guaranteed that the federal
government would buy everything that
could not be sold- above 90 per cent of
parity. This had the effect of bringing
into production all kinds of marginal
producers as well as land which had
never been used to farm the “basic”
crops. And it was largely successful.
After the war, the program was uskd
as a means of maintaining farm priees.
The government would buy large por-
tions of the output of these “basic”
crops to keep them off the market, and
when prices fell below parity, the gov-
ernment was also obligated to buy. In

this way, $6 billion of farm “surpluses” -

accumulated.

The flexible-support program being
pushed by Secretary of Agriculture Ezra
Taft Benson is put forward with the claim
that it will be able to cut down these
"surpluses.” That is, by lowering or rais-
ing the support price, it will be able to
cut down these “'surpluses.”” That is, by
lowering or raising the support price, it
will be able to raise or lower production.
This idea has been attacked by the op-
ponents of the Benson plan for the non-
sense it is, but not on the way, the plan is
really supposed to work. )

PRICE ARGUMENT
It has been pointed out that there is

no reason to suppose that a drop in sup- .

port prices, down to the 82.5 per cent of
parity as written into the new law, will
have any significant effect on production.
The farmers will do as they have always

_done—increase production in the attempt

to compensate for lower income. This has
been the experience with the acreage-
control program; the cut in acreage re-
sulted in more intensive farming on the
remaining acres.

Nor can much of an argument be made
that flexible supports will lower food
prices to the consumer and therefore in-
crease consumption of food. Slight re-
duction in food prices will not necessarily
mean that the lower-income groups will

buy more food, since the greatest part of

their income is already spent for food
and the preference is to buy other things.
But in addition the argument falls even
flatter on its face because a dcrease in
agricultural prices paid to the farmer
Hioes not necessarily mean a decrease in
food prices paid by the consumer.

The report of the House Agriculture
Committee headed by Rep. Clifford Hope
of Kansas, an opponent of the Benson
plan, demonstrated this. The prices re-
ceived by farmers have dropped 20 per
cent since 1951, while retail food prices
remained at the peak high of 1952. In
1948 the price of a bushel of wheat was
$2.81 and the average price of a one-
pound loaf of bread 13.8 cents. Today
wheat. is $1.91 a bushel and bread 17
cents; the price of wheat has declined
32 per cent while the price of bread has
increased 23 per cent.

It seems clear that the food processors
and the middle men in the distribution
have not lowered their prices as their
costs have dropped. This is-one area that
has always been threatened with a real
congressional investigation but the inves-
tigation mever seemed to get to the bot-
tom of the problem.

SECTIONAL ANGLE

However, these arguments for the
Benson plan are not ‘the real basis for
its existence. The Benson plan aims at
reducing the agricultural “surplus” not
in the expectation that- at lower prices
farmers will produce less, but that lower
prices will drive some producers of the
“basic” crops either out of business or
into 'producing other crops. If they go
into other erops, the likelihood is that the
“gurpluses” would soon be accumulated
again, and the problem would be back’
where it started. .

This fact behind the Benson plan.is
seen in a .place like Kansas. In a New
York Times article on July 11 surveying
how farmers feel about the Benson plan,
it is reported that “In Eastern Kansas,
a diversified area [of farming], high
support prices are more popular. In
Western Kansas, with wheat as the main
crop, sentiment tends toward lowering
supports' so marginal wheat farmers in
the East will be pushed into raising other
crops.”

The Salina (Kansas) Jowrnal is quot-

plan is . miljion mark; . the .sm:

wheat in the farms of the South and
East, where wheat production isn't eco-
nomical. So Kansas Wheat Belt farmers
are penalized the more.”

The effect of this Benson plan would not
necessarily be to drive out South and East
producers, but marginal producers every-
where. This is why it is a struggle not only
of sectional interests but.also of the big
versus the smaller farmer. And the large
farms in this country are often' run by
large corporations, "factories ‘in the
field," which are little different from in-
dustrial capitalist enterprises. It is little
wonder that the American Farm Bureau
Federation, the spokesman of the large
agricultural interests, is hot for the flex-
ible program.

THE FORCES BEHIND

The~bill incorporating a flexible price
range of 82.5 to 90 per cent of parity is
only a compromise, The Benson-Farm
Bureau proposals were for a 75 to 90 per
cent range, which would have gone much
further toward driving out the ‘small
producer. It is_as Rep. Hope of Eastern
Kansas  said, the bill' “could be “better
and it could be worse,” '

It is not that the. large agricultural

Fl

" capitalists are opposed to receiving high

parity prices for their wheat, corn or
cotton, but they realize that the present
farm program which is building up the
gigantic “surpluses” is one. that is un-
tenable and unjustifiable. They look for-
ward to retremchment in agriculture at
a lower level .of production, and while
they might have to lower production.as
they. now do under the. acreage-control
laws, if they can drive out the marginal
producers.then, they will' be able eventu-
ally to have a larger part of the total
production.

The other major support for the_le-:snn
plan has .come from -the -Republican-con-
trolled big-city newspapers -and -business
magazines, that is, the industrial; capital-
ists. They have been inferested in cutting
down the high parity. prices. because it
offers a means of cutting federal govern-

ment expenditures for the purchase of.

farm "surpluses,” and. it offers the hope of
lower food prices (at least so they hope)
seme time in the near future. The concern
is over wage negotiations with- the unions
which have been tied to the cost-of-living
index in recent years.

The Eisenhower administration for its
part has.to. tread lightly in the earrying
out of this new farm program, It.has to
be careful lest too sharp a drop in parity

prices cause a precipitous drop.in farm-

income and have disastrous consequences

lke Fakes a

May and June looked definitely better
than the previous three months when the
index had been falling steadily.

The trouble, for the president and a lot
of workers, is that second-quarter figures
are already outdated.

In the first two weeks of July the in-
dex lost everything it-had gained in June.
It steadied during the last three weeks
at about the April level, and in .the first
week of Augu$t it dropped.again to just
about where it had been at the end of
March. .

This is not the only significant index
of business activity, of course. But it is
a fairly representative .one. If it remains
low for anothier week or two, it will mean
that the third gquarter, instead of being
better than the second, will be worse—
hardly what Eisenhower hopes for.

In this attempt to review the economic
arguments the Republicans -plan to use
in the fall elections, the president said
that “the standards that our generation
apply to the performance of an economic
system are very different from those that
our fathers applied and evendifferent
from those that.we ourselves applied only
a few years ago. It is a good thing that
our standards are higher. Great economic
and social achievements will not be made
unless we are sensitive %o the need for
making them,”

In other words, the Republican elec-
tion argument will run: It is true that
things are not as good as they were at
the top of the boom. Unemployment has
remained steady at the three and a half

aving tim

.ucts has:sfood:up-well and even incréased-

‘know just where the difference-is going.
_mission -from continuing it. .
_has written into the bill a gradual drop.
“in parity prices as well-as-other mean

-eertain, It is not-a vietory for the Eisen-

.But this is an election year and they.do

. ‘push for a little more.

Report — —

facturers

s =N
r *
Who's Getting It?
The latest figures on the cost of living
issued by the Department of Labor show
that between May and June of this year -
food prices led the way in boosting the
cost of living by a tenth per cent. It was
the third consecutive month that food
prices had advanced. At the same time the
farmer was getting less for his products,
his cash receipts dropping from $258 mil-
lion in May to $248 million in June. i
The same picture is presented by a spe-
cial staff study made for the House Agri- |
cultural Committee. According to this, -
retail food prices have gone up about 1
per cent since 1951, even though prices’
the farmer receives dropped 18.8 per:
cent. Increased marketing and processing :
costs were blamed. :

“Thus far,” said the report, “almest
none of the lower prices received by
farmers since 1951 has been passed on to
consumers in the form of lower retail -
food prices.

“Consumers can expect little benéﬁt,'
however, from these lower farm prices-
unless recent tendencies to increase mar-
keting and  processing charges are-
curbed.” .

The city housewife, said the report, is
“paying the-‘highest prices -on record for-
bakery products and cereals, yet farm
prices for wheat produets are down.to
1949 levels again.”

While net income for the farmer goes-
down, profits for the food processor an
chain store are:standing up handsomely.
Thus, while the farmer’s share of the:-foad-
dollar ‘has dropped ten .cents: during. the
past nine years, the net income of leading
corporations processing agricultural prod-’

between 1952 .and 1953. Since 1951 fanm:

proprietors’ income has dropped over §3°

billion or 20 per cent. ' )
Yet, while lots-of people would like to

to, Congress last year killed an_gppropri-
ation for-such a study, and-even went so
far, as to forbid the Federal Trade Com-

\ - o

in the rest.of the.econemy. Therefore it-

of ‘easing the immediate- effects.
The -passage-of .the farm bill appears

hower administration but merely the:
opening of the door to the conservative:
“solution” to the farm problem. If they
wanted to go further in this direction at
this time, then the president could veto
this -present bill, and then let the flexible
price supports program automatically re-
vert to the 75 to 90 per cent range on.
January 1, 1955, as the-old law-provides.

not want to alienate too many small
farmers at this time. Next year they will

weak ones are going to the wall: But.*®
then, remember that things under capi-
talism have hardly ever been better than .
they were during the height of the last
boom. .For long stretches we have had:
more unemployment than we have now.
S0 count your blessings, even in this re-
cession, and re-elect us to power. T
If the -Republicans wanted to be really
vicious they could add another gambit to
that one. ' £

They could point out that the labor and
liberal Democrats always described the
era of F. D. Roosevelt as the golden age
of American enlightened ‘pro-labor ‘gov=
ernment. But at no time during Roose:
velt’s first two terms did unemployment
reach anything less than deuble the pres-
ent volume, and at that time there were
about twenty million fewer people in the
country than there are now! -

Of course, the Democrats would yel
that such a comparison is unfair, because
during Roosevelt’s first two terms ‘the
military. budget was infinitely smaller =
than it is now, and anyway he inherited
the -depression from Hoover.. g :

They would both be. right ‘in making -
campaign speeches along such .lines. :
. All they would be proving, in.reality, -
is wha‘t socialists have been saying for a
long time: under present-day. capitalism
no way has been found to maintain full:
employment without an enormous mili-
tary establishment. Even with it, the job!
is not an easy one, as Eisenhower is find-
ing out. But this is a horrible indictment
of a 'typé of soeial organmization; it can
keep. its:population .productive only whi
it is: preparing to blow them or others’
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ETTTYET STl What's Wrong with the Lefi?

Bevanites Are Cooing over

Eden and Mendes-France

" By ALLAN VAUGHAN

LONDO'N, "Aug. 11—Labor’s left
wirnig is certainly heading for some
heavy weather. Just at the time

. when clarity on fundamental mat-

ters is required, the leading repre-
sentatives of the party’s left wing

are obscuring the problems facing

the movement.

There is not a single sentence,in
~ the long and involved editorials
written by the Bevanite Tribune,
for instance, on the Geneva Con-
ference which could be supported
by a left-winger with an ounce of

~socialism in hirh. Instead of a care-
ful, methodical analysis of the real
reasons for the relative “success”

.of the Geneva Conference, we are. -

treated to a tribute to all the “great

statesmen” who made possible the.

~carve-up of Indochina by their tact,
desire for compromise and diplo-
-matic skill—i.e., Anthony Eden,
Mendés-France, Molotov and Chou
En-Ial.

And this is wrltten by the best
(1) of the Tribune crowd—Michael
Foot. .

The "peaceful coexistence" the-
ory has now established for itself
firm roots, not only among the so-
ber European bourgeoisie (which is
perfectly understandable) but also

«among the leading representatives

~ of the Labor Party’s leff wing.

- In this atmosphere the Stalinists
are certain to make headway, that
is, with their newly varnished

- Popular Front or National Front
ideology. The CP proper may not grow
itself, but its influence over important
sections and fields of left Labor thinking
will be considerably augmented.

It 1is - obvious that Tribune wants
Aneurin Bevan to be Labor’s next prime

minister, but judging from the eulogies
of Anthony Eden in Tribune, there seems

" to be no opposition to Eden as Labor’s

next foreign secretary!

- Tribune is quite happy with Mendés-
France, as if he were a French Bevanite.
The fact that the only obvious candidate
for the role of a new conservative Bona-
parte (senile or only semi-senile), Marshal
Juin, is giving his support to Mendés-
Frgnce does not trouble Tribune, not even
Fenner Bru:kwuy (who ought to know
better).

Nehru is another Tmbune god. And as
far as the United States is concerned,
the candidate they would'like to see in
the - presidency of the most powerful

" country in the world is . . . Adlai Ste-

venson or Walter Lippman (the latter a
favorite of Michael Foot’s). As far as
China is concerned, there is nothing
wrong with Chou En-lai or Mao Tse-
tung. Or if there is, it has never -seen
the light of day in the columns of the
Tribune.

That is the truth about the political
“rearmament” of the Labor Party that
is going on at the present day. Frankly,
it ‘has Tittle if anything to offer as an
alternative to the policies of the right
wing..

As far as socialism ii .connected with
the Tribume policies, its connection is
largely limited to the undoubted militancy,
the undoubted desire for a socialist path
that exists among large sections of the
rank and file of the party and trade
unions.

No greater disservice could possibly
be rendered to the left wing of the party
at this stage than to underestimate the
cleavage that is ever-widening between
socialism as based on the principles of
the class struggle and the apology for
socialism that is now being made avail-
able in large doses through Tribune and
Forward.

But this is no immediate cause for de-
spondency. Socialists may at the best be
swimming with a left current against
some very dangerous cross-currents
(anti - Geaanan chauvinism, Popular-
Frontism, ete.). At the very worst, they
will be swimming against the stream for
a whole period.” However, so long as the
dembcratic structure of the movement is
preserved during this period, there is
every chance that a genuine socialist
tendency will arise which will not only
bring. down the policies of Transport
House but also dispel the unsocialist
ideas peddled by the Bevanite leaders. )

"

| Hoodlumism on Both Sides in N.Y.C. |

New York City is seeing a routine po-
lice roundup campaign turning typically
-into a mass violation of constitutional
rights.

Recently city Police Commissioner
Adams has been campaigning for more
police. Dramatizing this campaign the
police started mass arrests of so-called
“undesirables” and hoodlums — usually
young boys and teen-agers.

At the beginning it is likely that some
genuine hoodlum elements were taken in,
but these soon made themselves scarce.
The continuing roundups simply swept
-some streets of floaters, bootblacks, alco-
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holics, ete., without any meaningful re-
sults whatsoever.

The New York Civil Liberties Unien,
however, has protested against the "drag-
net” tactics of the police as "a violation
of the constitutional rights of citizens."
The protest was contained in a letter to
the. Police Department.

“While we wholeheartedly support the
department’s aim of curbing and pre-
venting crime, and the arrest of persons
against whom a crime ean be substanti-
ated,” the letter stated, “we deplore the
use of procedures which weaken the fun-
damental principles upon which our gov-
ernment is based.

"The arrest of persons because they
may commit a crime at some future time,
or of those who have already paid their
debt to society because of a past offense,
is completely. alien to our free society,”
fhe letter continued. "There can be no
question but that such high-handed meth-
ods violate the due process provisions of
the United States Constitution,"

The letter pointed to the police round-
up prior to the elections in 1950 in which

“704. persons were taken into custody be-
_ tween October 24 and November 4 in an

effort to rid the city streets of “hood-
lums” by election day. “Most of the 145
persons who pleaded guilty reportedly
were alcoholics,” the letter continued.
“Of the others—who elected to fight by

pleading ‘anocent to any offense and.
" standing trial—only three were conviect-

ed. All were placed in jeopardy by arrest,

-by the nequ:rement of furnishing bail or

ng time in jail, and were put to
the needless expense of obt.nmmg a lgw-
fend. s

By RODOLFO LLOPIS

General Secretary of the Spanish
Socialist Party (in Exile) ‘

It is several months since the president
of the democratic United States of Amer-

“ica and the Spanish dictator signed a

military and economic pact after more
than two years of negotiations between
the two countries. Franco ceded certain
parts of Spanish territory in exchange
for a 'certain amount of dollars. The
United States accepted as its ally a dic-
tator who has been keeping the Spanish
people in slavery for the last fifteen
years.

All in the name of the defense of free-
dom!

The Spanish-American agreements fol-
lowed close upon the heels of the con-
cordat between Spain dnd the Holy See.
While the concordat secured Spain's spir-
itual subjection, her pact with the United
States brought about her military and
economic enslavement. .Framcos has ren-
dered Spain_a province of the Vatican as
well as an American colony. . . .

"A" IS FOR SPAIN

The determining faetor in the provi-
sion of economic aid [to Spain] will be
American, rathéer than Spanish, inter-
ests. When the text of the agreements
was published even the Franco press was
worried about the conditions imposed
upon Spain and the prerogatives granted
to the United States.

The latter will have the right to con-
trol Spanish trade with states “which
threaten peace.” Furthermore, within an
agreed period of time, Franco will be
obliged to sell certain goods required by
the U. S. A. because of shortages or for
the purpose of increasing stocks in
America, under “reasonable conditions of
sale; exchange or compensation.” (It will
be a question of iron ore and mercury in
particular.) Franco has also undertaken
to import “goods, materials and equip-
ment” from America duty-free, and
American investments and expenditure
in Spain—for common defense purposes
—will be exempt from taxation.

The clauses of the military agreement

are rather obscure. But it is certain that

the American government, in conjunc-'

tion with the Spanish regime, may use,
maintain and extend certain bases on
Spanish soil for military purposes. B

There is no indication of the number or
location of these bases, but one day we
shall surely be told that the ports of El
Ferrol, Cadiz, Carthage and Mahon, as
well as the airfields of Seville, Madrid,
Albacete and Barcelona belong to them.
We may then also be officially informed
that France has promised seven fully
equipped divisions. One day, no doubt, we
shall also learn that certain strategic
areas have been handed over to the U. S.
for use in atomic warfare.

What France, Britain, Denmark and
Norway refused to do, Franco Spain has
undertaken for a handful of dollars.
Thus the first blows from a possible ag-
gressor will fall upon Spain. For any ag-
gressor will choose the strategic points
from where atomic bombs might be
launched against him as the first target
of attack.

DEFENDER OF "FREEDOM'

The significance of the Spanish-Ameri-
can agreements, both for Spain and for
the world, is clear. It proves America’s
distrust of the possibility of defending
the countries between the Elbe and the
Pyrenees, and it is therefore bound to
have an adverse effect on the future sol-
diers of these countries.

A recent statement by the Spanish
Foreign Minister Artajo in the Cortes
threw light on the entire situation..This
is what he said: .

“Our alliance with the U. S. A. serves
yet another aim—the defense of Europe
and of world peace. Spain now takes her
place in the European defense lines. And
she will not be guilty of the widespread
indifference toward the enslaved coun-
tries in which the Catholic Church is so

cruelly spppressed. Spain demands the-

liberation of these countries, of the peo-
ples who are suffering under an intoler-
able tyranny.”

A man who is quilty of oppressing his
own people yet parades Iin this way as
the defender of oppresged nations must be
an ont-and-out cynic. But the political .im-
portance of Artajo's appeal for a cruscde
should ncl- be undere Ilmu!ed i

SPANISH LABOR TELLS AMERICA:
‘We Won't Defend Any Nation
‘That Allies Itself with Franco’

them? They have not been consulted, and
they have no voice. But I am sure that
they reject with indignation the shame-
ful deals into which the dictatorship has
entered. When negotiations for the pact

began, my Spanish comrades—Socialists .

and trade unionists—wrote a, letter to
President Truman which was handed to
the American ambassador in Madrid and
which said:
"~ “The American government is mis-
taken if it believes that Spain can assist
Western defense so long as her people
are enslaved by Franco.

“We remind it that General E:sen—
hower himself, only a few days ago,

stressed that peoples will only fight in-

defense of their freedom or social ad-
vance.

+Do you really believe that the Span-
ish people will fight under Franco, kmow-
ing that all they can expect is a continua-
tidh of poverty and oppression?

“The Spanish workers would fight, W'lth
enthusiasm alongside of the democraems
if they *“were allowed to live as a free
nation,

“As long as Franco remains in' power
we shall not defend any democratic coun-
try which allies itself with his fo\hﬂhrhn
regime."

NO HOPE IN AMERICA

We have no doubt that the 226 million
dollars, promised as the first instalment
under the Spanish-American agreements,
will arrive in due course and that fur-
ther instalments will follow.

But what real difference will this make
to the desperate economic position of
Spain, the result of inability and corrup-
tion? Of the 226 million dollars, 141 are
ear-marked for military purposes, but
the remaining 85 million, which are pro-
vided under the “mutual aid” arrange-

ment, will, in fact, also serve the same ;

ends.

Factories will be built andiworkers:

will find employment in the production
of war material. But huge profits will

encrue to a vast army of unserupulous

traders, entrepreneurs and middlemen.
The Cortes, significantly, rejected a re-
cent bill demanding that “unlawfully ac-
quired fortunes” should be closely in-
vestigated.

Many people are trying to:  comfort
themselves with the hope.that the Ameri-
cans will exert pressure on Franco fo in-
diuce him to modify his regime, This is
nothing but self-deteption. Franco knows
that for him to allow freedom in Spain
would mean to commit suicide. Moreover,
he has no reason to think that he must
change his regime in order to obtain con-
cessions from the Americans. Furthermore,
the Americans are usually reluctant to in-
tervene in other countries' internal affairs
—except, of course, when they want to
help such people as Cim.mg I(m-slnd or
Syngman Rhee.

Despite America’s ratal attitude to- .

ward Franeo, despite the acquiescence of
so many other -democratic countries in
the American deal with Franco, we shall
continue to fight against his dictatorship
and for the Spanish people’s liberation.
All groups of the Spanish emigrants
have signed a joint declaration to the
effect that they consider the agreements
concluded with the dictator null and void
—and we are sure that one day this will
be confirmed by the entire Spanish na-
tion.

World History—Year by Year
The bound volumes of

LABOR ACTION

are an invaluable record of the so-
cial and political issues of our day,.
and a socialist education in thems
selves. Completely indexed from
1949 onm,

1950-52...............$3 per vol,

Bound volumes of LA are: also. -
available back teo, and including,
1942, at somewhat lugher prices de--
pendmg on the year. Prices on're-
quest. A complete set of bound: vol-°

1952 is available for 340

umes for the 11 years from 1942 to °F

-
vl



5

August 23, 1954

Published by the YOUNG SOCIALIST LEAGUE

FIVE CENTS

By EDWARD HILL
The current issue of U.S. News &

. World Report contains a long direct

quote from a statement of the AFL Ex-
ecutive Committee on world polities. It
is an -extremely interesting document
from the point of view of revealing the

coritradictory elements involved in the-

politics of American labor: support of
American imperialism, eoupled with con-

_eern for the rights of labor which should

logically place the labor statesmen in op-
position to that imperialism.
The committee begins with a rejection
of coexistence and of preventive war.
“The Exeeutive Council of the Amer-
jcan Federation of Laber rejects the no-
tion that the free world must choose bet-
ween ‘coexistence’—the policy of succes-
sive or massive appeasement of the Sov-
iet, aggressors—and a policy of waging
4 preventive war against the Moscow-
Peiping axis. We sincerely want peace
with freedom. We, therefore, reject both
of these policies. The policy of ‘coexist-
ence’ can lead only to another world war
—under conditions in which the democ-
racies would, morally, materially and
militarily be far less able to resist, let
alone defeat;, the Communist' enemy.”
So far, all well and good. The AFL posi-
tion, in rejecting neutralist notions. of ex-
istence, is somewhat more sound than
their European counterparts who, whether
from. Stalineid illusions or an emotional
reaction ‘of a justifiable anti-American-
jsm, chase the will-of-the-whisp of ce-
existence as a solution to the crisis of
our time. Indeed, the AFL statement goes
on to draw a conclusion from this which,
in the abstract, might even sound like a
call for a democratic foreign policy.
They hold that “Instead of helping the
Communist dictatorship to overcome the
serious economic and political difficulties
now besetting the Soviet orbit, instead
of providing these totalitarian aggres-
sors with the commedities and credit they
need for strengthening and streamlining
their already powerful and dangerous
war machines, let the democracies pro-
pose a positive program to aid-freedom
and peace through building up their own
unity and ever-greater strength.,” -

HODGE-PODGE

But when the Executive Council begins
to speli out what it means by a "pesitive
program to aid freedom and peace, ' any
idea that this is a call for a democratic
foreign policy vanishes. What emerges
is a strangely compounded hodge-podge
of support for American imperialism af
times even tougher than that urged by
moderate conservatives, an occasional
progressive demand, and a general tone
of the old Achesen "negotiate from posi-

tions of strength” argument.

The first AFL recommendation is
“Complete rearmament—military, eco-
nomic, political and social . . . ” What is
meant by military rearmament is clear
enough. It is support of the same kind
of policy that has been in effect for over
five years: an emphasis on military co-
ercion against the military and political
threat of Stalinism. What is meant by
“deonomie, political and social” rearma-
ment is somewhat more complicated.

For example, the AFL calls for ‘“Set-
ting a definite time limit for granting
independence to the colonial and semi-
colonial peoples, as the U.S. did in the
Philipine Islands.” If we grant that such
a step on the part of America’s allies
could not take place within the context
of their present relationship, a relation-
ship which the AFL does not denounce,
this point is still a good oxe. It is typical
of the kind of peints which American
labor continually raises: a progressive
denland, but within the' eontext of sup-
port for an over-all react‘lonary policy
which makes the actual carrying out of
that demand ‘impossible. .
f ade wher the E

AFL Foreign Policy Statement
lllustrates Labor’s Dilemma

flict (Germany, Korea, China, Indo-
china) . .. ” Unfortunately, one of the
féw things the “free world” has been
unanimous on lately is to postpone the
elections in- Indo-china as much as pos-
sible—because French “democracy” ad-
mits that it can’t win such an election.
The AFL demand is good in itself, ab-

stractly eonsidered, but the politics of -

American imperialism:are not abstract.

‘Labor’s continual refusal to break with

that over-all 1mper1allsm reduces these
occasional progressive demands to the
status of contradictions.

‘BRIDE OF IMPERIALISM

That American labor—or at least the
AFL Council—is wedded to-American im-
perialism is made abundantly clear in
other proposals which are made, Thus we
have this plank:’

“Rigid and permanent opposition to
admitting into UN membership the Mao
Tse-tung regime or any other govern-
ment which (a) has been imposed on a
nation by a foreign power; (b) which
exercises effective control of the country
by denying its people the human rights
specified in the UN Charter: and (c)
which is engaged in, or has been guilty of,
aggression against the UN.”

One could suggest to the AFL that it
take a brief survey of the “free” world,
or for that matter the entire member-

ship of the UN, on the basis of these.

criteria. Under -(a) one could include
Greece, under (b) dozens of couuntries,
and under (c¢) the United States of
America for its role in the Guatemala
aggression.

For the AFL, this is, of course, beside
the point. The American liberal and
labor movement is forced into these
euphemisms for imperialism because
they do not have a criticism against the
major basis of American foreign policy:
the defense of the interests of American

{Turn to last page) L=

Army Announces Therell Be

Less Democracy” in It Now

By MICHAEL HARRINGTON

A revealing admission of trends within the United States army—
and the cause for them—has just been made by the special panel of the
army’s organization and training division.

The conclusion: More toughness, “less” democracy, and the candid

statement that American youth have no stomach for service.

going to have to tell the people
who come into the'army that they
aren’t coming in for a feather bed.
We aren’t going to call them ‘boy’
and lead them around by the hand.
They’ve got to learn to be men.”
In connection with this attitude, there
was a re-evaluation of the army attitude
on the non-firer. The non-firer is the com- .

bat soldier who does not shoot even when
he is being shot at.

Previous studies by Brlgadier General
S. L.. A, Marshall had determined that
over half of the American troops in
World War II fell into this category.

Marshall had proposed an indectrination .

system based on the proposition that
ethical reluctance to killing must be bro-
ken down by making officers “father
figures,” by p‘romotmg the notion of
“gyoup ethics,” and by turning the sol-*
diers into a mob.

RUSSIAN PARALLEL

The new repert comments on fllls aHi-

tude: "There has been a lot of talk about
failure fo fire, You assumed that this fail-
ure to fire was the end result of an Ameri-
can soldier's unwillingness to kill, which
had been taught to him from childhood.
Did you ‘ever think that this failure to fire

may result from his abhorrence of getting

killed by sticking his head up?”

I have no intention of intervening in
this dispute between -the pot and the
kettle. The important point is the conclu-
sion drawn from the new theory: tough-

You Still Can Register for
THE YSL CAMP-AND-SCHOOL

The first national Summer Camp of the Young Socialist League will take

place at Mountain Spring Camp, Rt. 1, Washington, New Jersey, from the
supper meal on Friday, August 27, to after lunch on ¥Friday, September 3.

The rates for the camp are remarkably low in this period of high vacation
prices: for cabins or rooms $38 per peérson per week; for dormitory, $35 for
the full week. For the weekend, the rate is $12 for a cabin, $11 for dorms.
Registrations should be accompanied by a deposit, $5 for a full week, $3 for
a weekend. Send reservatioris to the YSL at 114 West 14 Street, New York City.

The camp will feature socialist education, socialist socializing, and the
transitional forms of swimming, baseball, volleyball, badminton, ete.

On the educational side, Hal Draper, editor of LABOR ACTION, will give
one class on “Stalinism" and another on “Imperialism and the Third Camp."
Gerald McDermott, noted socialist scholar, will give three sessions "A Socialist
Views American History.” And Dave Delinger, a well-known pacifist leader and-
militant of the Peacemakers group, will speak, although his topic has not been
decided upon yet. Max Shachtman of the Independent Socialist Leugue will be a
guest speaker.

If you are coming, bring a towel, toilet kit, old clothes, bathing suit,
flashlight, ra:ncoat guitars, banjoes, ete. athletic equipment, cards chess
sets, etc.

‘Remember: +he camp starts on August 27.

Young Socialist League
114 West 14 Street, New York City

1 would like to make the following camp reservation:

A. [ single O eouple [0 family (how many")

B. [ full week [ weekend [J Fell. days ( to )
C. [J cabin J room O dorm

D. I enclose...............deposit, (Deposit per person: full week 85; weekend $3.
NAME

ADDRESS

CITY.

This is how the army officers summarized the situation: “We're

riess, dlsclpllne, a hard line—and "less
democracy.”

The army attitude on democracy as ~

revealed in the panel report is extremely
interesting, not only for its conclusion,
but also because of the peculiar historieal
reference which is used fo back this ups
This is a top level army committee on
military organization speaking. They
take, as their example, the development
of the Russian army.

This is the historical analysis: “The
Russians experimented with friendly co-
operation (in the army after World War
I and the Revolution). They abolished
the salute and, except fer actual duty
hours, everybody was treated the same,
Fraternization between officers and men
was encouraged. It didn’t work. They got
their tails whipped off in the war with
Finland. They had a big shake-up and

now they have the most rigidly diseip- *

lined army anywhere. We don’t intend
to go that far, but our experience has
been on that order.”

The first interesting aspect of this
analysis is the reading of history. The
Red Army of the first years of the Revo-
lution is assumed to have been the model
for the Russian army which went into
Finland.

The army's panel of experts on military -
organization have evidently. not heard of
what happened to the Russian army during
the 1930s. They simply skip the entire
process of Stalinization, the purges, the
turn to the nationalistic and military past.

Secondly, they do not mention the one
Stalinist-led army which did operate on
something like the plan which they de-
seribe, the Eighth Route Army in China
which was so impressive to various
American military observers.

But thirdly, the whole historical anal-
ysis is an obvious sham whose only pur-
pose is to lead up to the conclusion: more
discipline in the United States army—
specifically, increase in pewer for the
non-commissioned officer. This is a con-
crete reality of military organization, not
a flier into military strategy.

NO PATRIOTS?

The real reason for it is revealed in
yet another statement by the army ex-

* perts. The panel notes:

""The calibre of men we get now dlfer:
from World War Il. These people who are
drafted into the army now feel the gov-
ernment owes them something and they
owe nothing. | guess that goes back to
the home, the school, the church and there
isn't much we caon do about it. Nobody
wants to serve and if they have to; they
feel they should do as little as possible.
You can't build an army on that aftitude.
Patriotism has no place in their life."

This statement contains the routine
army attitude toward social
measures (the business .about “owing”
and all that it implies). But it also con-
tains an important admission.

The American soldier of World War II
days fought under a progressive myth-
ology, at the least. The struggle was

. dressed up in terms of an anti-fascist

crusade, as the fight for -democraey
against totalitarianism. There was' pa~
triotism and its image had a considerable
amount of social content even though it
hardly mirrored the reality of a military.

- coalition of Stalim, Chiang, Churchill and
"Roosevelt. s

Today it is different, There is an atti=:

tude of frustration rather than of patriof. :

ism.. Amerlzau youth is llnf‘\‘SIllil‘lﬂl.d h‘_

welfare’,
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A REPLY TO CLOVIS MAKSOUD

ON THE ISSUE OF ISRAEL AND ZIONISM

By HAL DRAPER

iIn-the last two issues of LABOR ACTION we
‘have published an article by a representative
Aliab socialist spokesman, Comrade Clovis
Maksoud, giving the -Arab socialist position on
dsrael.as he sees it. That article was, moreover,
written-at our invitation. And we -‘welcome this
opportunity for such an exchange of views.

The fact that we disagree quite vigorously with ifs
sentral thesis-on Israel does not, to us, lessen the value
pf bringing such- a-discussion out into the open.

: 7It-is easy to understand Comrade Maksoud’s resent-
ment at the treatment of this question by -most Euro-
. Ppean:and American socialists. It is not simply that the

* latter often tend to be pro-Zionist. That is a point of
wiew towhich they are entitled. But Comrade Maksoud
#writes us, and he has indicated in his article, that it
has been virtually impossible for the . Arab socialist
wiewpoint to get itself heard.in these quarters.- Their
press. has -refused: to print any articles by him or his
eomrades. The Arab. viewpoint has been dealt with by
. —#imple suppression. This .applies to -the British ‘Labor
Ppress. as .others, .he charges. :

It is no surprise to us that the press-and leadership
of the social-democracies:behave this way, for all their
talk of.‘being “tolerant” *“democratic socialists” who
bhave a:very special ‘horror of “Bolshevik” suppression
of opinion. On the contrary, it is typical. They will
often give space to minority-points of view-when these
represent . internal forces strong enough so that they
cannot- be ignored. -But -they” have no or little -concept
of the-inherent -educational value of an open counter-
position of views. -

- ~“The attitude of LABoR AcTioN and the ISL on this
matter has always been different, almost distinctiwe.

‘We have gone out of our way, when in our opinion the _
ends of political education would be furthered, to pub- *

lish-points of view with which we disagree. To be sure,
we have always stoutly defended our own position
against these; and we always will, because we are not
4 characterless “open forum” but a socialist movement;
but the openness of our columns to political dispute
and disagreement of an educational nature is a nearly
unique feature. £ C

In view of the Arab socialists’ experiences with. the
European social-democracies and laborifes of the Social-
#st International, we make the above clear iin order %o
feave no uncertainty as to why we have given, their posi-
#ion so much space, and alse why we believe it necessary
Fo criticize it.

Our Alternative to Chauvinism-

In fair-sized passages throughout his article Com-

rade Maksoud felt it necessary to devote a good deal of -

attention to the attitudes of European socialists, as he
found- them, even though these remarks did not bear
directly. on the mooted question of Israel. We quite
sympathize -with his feeling that the Socialist Inter-
" mational is shot through with opportunism, confusion,
#and unsocialist policies and practices. In our resolu-
tions we have ourselves expressed the hopes which we
have for the further progressive development of the
Asian socialists who federated at -Rango'oﬁ_, separate
and-apart from the effete reformists of Europe. We
would share the resentment which he expresses at' the
eondescendingly paternal.attitude of the Europeans to
most Asian socialists—we would call it bluntly chauvi-
nistic. Comrade Maksoud’s general remarks on such
gquestions as “practicality” (when he polemized against
~ the European socialist attitude) were in our eyes abso-.
Yutely sound and indeed elementary precepts of genuine
socialism. .
+"In Britain, where he ds now studying, Comrade Mak-
:soud has clearly gotten a heavy -dose of that thoroughly
chauvinistic ‘attitude -toward other poeples = (including

-alement in :British -LaboriSm-as in -continental reform-
ipmoand.inyether: types-of isocial-democrats,
bee o.M : tional

Athe- socialists' of other peoples) -which is so heavy an-

Thus, he is absolutely correct in_pointing with special
indignation to the pro-Zionist argument that “Arabs
were incapable of developing their areas.’ presumably
inherently, and that therefore a Jewish state was neces-
sary to “civilize” the Middle East. This is absolutely
mnothing else than a Zionist version of the notorious
white-man’s-burden- theory; and if .it was so easy for
European social-democrats to agree with the Zionists
on this, that was so_because of their common ground
in imperialistic chauvinist attitudes.

In our present discussion of -(and argument against)
the Arab-sacialist view, the whole basis .of the question
will, 1 think, be quite different from that .which.Comrade
Maksoud and his comrades are accustomed to meet and
deal with. _

As we see it, for one thing, ours is an attempt to
develop a position from a Marxist internationalist
standpoint. And above all, we approach the problem as
opponents of Zionism .and.of Zionist ideology and
polities.

As I read Comrade Maksoud’s article, my feeling is
that he has not appreciated the full force and potenti-
alities of -a socialist, anti-Zionist position like ours, per-
haps.because of its unfamiliarity; and- we will have to
devote some space to presenting it as an alternative to
the Arab socialists’ grievous mistake in calling for the
overthrow of the state of Israel. S

That is what is in question here, and nothing else;
although of course there is a long list of related ideas
in dispute that lie behind such a conclusion.

Theirs Is No Solufion At All

Comrade Maksoud’s conclusion. is. to..demand “the
emasculation of Israel’s sovereignty,” to do away with
-this state’s “sovereign, separate; isolated .and indepen-
dent .existence.” Instead, the Palestinian Jews are -to
be given merely “cultural autonomy.” B

Plainly, it would be simpler to make clear .that. the
state of Israel is to be conquered and crushed, by force
of arms in a war, annexed to some Arab state or group
of states, and thus wiped out. This is the “solution” to
the Israel question of which Maksoud speaks.

We will argue that it is no "solution” at all, since it

will solve nothing and mean merely -the continuation of
the present impasse in a different form. That ‘it cannot

bring the peace of which Maksoud speaks. That it will -

not save the Arab peoples from being pawns of imperial-
ism. That it will not be the key to unlock the revolution-
ary energies of the Arabs, as Maksoud thinks.

- In fact, we have here, I think, a typical -exkample of
bisymmetric mistakes. Maksoud has this in common
with the Zionist ideology: the insistence that the fate
of Israel as a state is inseparable from the fate of
Zionism. His insistence that Israel must be forcibly
everthrown is the “other side of the coin” of the Zion-

of persecuting the Arab minority. _

_At any rate, that’s the way we see it, and so will we
argue. This bisymmetri¢ pattern has certain inevitable
consequences. It is well-nigh-inevitable that we.will be
denounced by Zionists for even printing Maksoud’s
article. And I'm afraid, under the circumstances, that
it was just as inevitable that Maksoud should wind up
by charging that we are not really anti-Zionist (because
we won’t go for the overthrow of Israel); that we may
be against Zionist “excesses” but.aecept “basic Zionist
theory.”

Thus Maksoud hurls into the same (Zionist) camp
all those who would .oppose his “solution” of war
against Israel.

That is not an advisable thing for him to do.

~ If the Arab socialists insist that pro-Zionism is the

only alternative to their call for war against Israel, they
will surely help to convince a great many waverers that
:the Zionists are-the preferable side.

Thus bisymmetric mistakes always feed on each
-other. -(It-works the other way too.-When-the Arab so-
-.cialists meet only chauvinistic arguments against them,

they.are reinfq in’theiz-mistake.) « - oo o

ist-chauvinist concept of the “Jewish state” and policy -

We draw a firm line between (1) fighting Zionism, its
ideology and politics; fichting against the Zionist poli-
tics which are the official policies of the state of Israel,
and against the Zionist leadership which is the official
government of the state of Israel; and (2) fighting
to overthrow the state of Israel as such.

Now, this distinction is simple .as ABC. 1# may be
wrong in Maksoud's eyes. .It may .be a mistake in his
opinion. He has a right to argue #hat we should be
against both, both Zionism and the state of Israel as such.
But he should not close his eyes to the fact that this dis-
tinction must be made.

Yet he insists on dbing so. On June 7 last, we had
explained the difference by referring to an analogy
with Stalinist Russia. We stressed that there was a
big difference between being anti-Stalinist and anti-
Russian. (Or being anti-Nazi and anti-German). So
also, we. .said, one must not mix up anti-Zionist and
anti-Israel, in exactly the same sense.

In each case, it is plain, you have a political move-
ment (with its- accompanying didéology, :philosophy, pro-
gram, institutions, “organizational formulas,” economic
theories, ete.) and at a given time this political move-
ment (Stalinism, Nazism, Zionism) is in control of a
state—to the disadvantage of the.people of that state.

Everybody knows how easy iti:has been for reac-
tionary varieties of “anti-Communism” to pass -over
into anti-Russian fulminations. It was easy for anti-
Nazism to mask a chauvinistic.anti-Germanism, and it
does so to this-day all over Britain and France and in
the British Labor Party. If-was -gasy for reactionaries,
in the U. 8. after Pearl Harbar, to.whip up lynch senti-
ment against -all Japanese -people, -even against Japa-
nese-Americans, with filthy. phrases Jike “yellow mon-
keys.” .

In the case under discussion; we also-have a relation-
ship between a state and a political movement which
dominates, and controls “its: government today. As we
said, this political movement: @ionism (like the analogy
of Stalinism) has -its own :distinctive ““philosophy,”
program, ete. -

Basic Distinction
Maksoud rejects the.compazison. I confess that I can-

not even follow his reasoning. at that point. With re-
gard to Communism (Stélinism),-he agrees tHat—

“. . . the opponents of this: system must distin—
guish between the - structural, sinstitutional and
methodological featuzes of Communism, or for that
matter any other system, and the ppepple who live
under that system.” 4

But it is “different” for Zionism, he argues—

“Zionism is not an institutional or organizational
formula. It.is not a theory.of how-a istatei ought to
“be run or the econemy organized; It is a movement
to create a state for a ‘Jewish nation.’” .

But Stalinism is not an “institutional or organization
formula” either—not simply, and not even mainly. To
be sure, it has:its.characteristic “institutions” (like the
MVD) and its charaecteristic “organizati&rgal formulas”
—but -Zionism' has its characteristic institutions, etc.,
also. ’

_Above all, _Stalinism arose as a.pelitical movement,
with a certain . political “philosophy,” which captured

.a state, It proceeded to “create” a new. state in its own

image.

Of course, there :are several thousand differences be-
tween Stalinism and Zionism which could be mentioned
to confuse the analogy; but none of them are relevant
to the very, very simple point:

It is possible to be .onti-Stalinist -without being anti-
Russidn. It is possible' to be anti-Nazi without being
anti-German. It is passible to be anti-Zionist without
being anti-Israel,

When_ Con:zrade ‘Maksoud denies .this, then we feel
that he is failing to see. the very problem, let alone the
correct socialist solution to it.

_If he denies that it'is even possible to be anti-Zionist
without being for the overthrow of Israel, then it is in-
deed difficult for him to grapple with the issues as they
present themselves to the minds of most socialists, and
not only those with a pro-Zionist bias.* ’

In our view, this distinetion between being anti-
Zionist and anti-Israel is the nub; but we must still

*In fact, one could raise a question about what Mak-
soud means by Zionism. In his article in L4 for June 7,
he wrote: “Zionism is 2 movement which seeks to make
religion the rallying factor of a nation. As such it is
self-contained, mystical and intolerant of other reli-
%mn:l ;;E,races {cf. the treatment of Arab minorities in
srael).” - :

It is just not true that Zionism makes relicion th
“ra]lyu}g factor.” Surely Maksoud must know %hat fog
the majority of Zionists it is a secular movement; many.
if not most Zionist leaders have even been atheists or
agnostics, or at least quite unreligious; ete.. Here Mak-
soud misses the whole point about the Zionist mystigue
and the Zionist form of Jewish nationalism: the Zion-,
ist looks .on Jewry as being united not by their religion
(lfd att;ls_r) but b;r thelilr Jinher(-n'n: Jewish “nationality,”
an 18 goes for all Jews everywhere by vir
birth and “tribal” blood. v 4 e

And Zionism' is not neecessarily intolerant of “other
religions or races.” ‘Within Israel it does not advocate
discrimination .against Christians, for example. The
one religion of .which it is most intolerant is—reform-
Judaism (and not Islam)! and that basically for rea-
sons of state and not theology. Its disgraceful _and
cru_n{nal ‘persecution of the Arab minority is based on
political reasons; it is a political..and social persecu-
tion; not:a religious persecution.

Maksoud here seunds as.if he
religious.fanatics ‘or zealots! N
from ‘the mark, g
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ﬂielr (all for War on Israel Is a Grievous Error...

go on to discuss Comrade Maksoud s positive reasons
for being in favor of wiping out Israel as a state. The
first of these is bound up with his argument'that Israel
had no right to existence in the first place.

At this point Comrade Maksoud’s article presented
a rebutgal to the ISL resolutions, which we had sent
him for his information. But his presentatwn of our
position was both maccurate and inadequate, we think.
In any case, it will be useful to sketch our point of
view in at this stage of the argument. As we see it,
Maksoud’s error will be most apparent when it is seen
on the background of our own approach to the question.

Zionism and Imperialism

We have always been opposed to the Zionist program
of setting up a “Jewish state” by carving it out of an-
other people’s country (Palestine) against the will of
the latter. .

During. most of the history of Ziemsm. it has sougM to
become the willing tool of some imperialist exploiter who
would: foist the Zionist aim upon Palestine for its own
imperialist reasons. Zionism began in the 19th century
by. offering itself to Turkey in that role. After the Balfour
Declaration it willingly prostituted itself to British im-
'perialism, in the hope that the lion would set up its
"Jewish state” as a foriress for the emplre.

During most of its histéry, what it had to aim at was
the setting up of a rule by a Jewish minority over an
Arab majority, the Jewish minority-coming into power

and staying in power as the tool of an outside imperial- .

ist force.

Therefore our resolution spoke of “the criminal
policy of Zionism toward the Arabs, a policy which was
based on-the aim of minority rule by the Jews in Pales-
tine under the wing of British imperialism.”

- This political character of Zionism was not changed
by the events of-the last two decades; but at the side of
the Zionists’ reactionary aspirations there also dewel-
oped:a different, a new, an accompanying factor which
did not owe its motive force and impact to Zionism,

Our comrade Maksoud sees only the impact of Zionism.
We would like to call his attention to this other explosive
development.

This was the exterminationist fate which loomed before
a whole people in Europe, the Jewish people.

The Fate of a People

First, there was the wholesale persecution of the
Jeéws: before the war. During the war there took place
an event never before seen in the world—at least not in
our civilized days=—the unprecedented physical extermi-
nation of 6 million Jews. This was the Nazi “solution”
of the Jewish problem. Not only Germany became un-
teriable: mass ahti-Seéniitic persecution was spreading
to Italy and to France under the Nazi occupation.
Then after the war, a* new wave of anti-Jewish perse-
cution arose in and engulfed the Stalinist empire, the
satellites  as well as Russia itseif:

A whole people was being murdered and driven out
of Europe. Driven—where? Where could‘they go? Even
fleeing for their lives; where could they flee?

Wy to Paléstine? asks Comrade Maksoud in effect.
This is a problem for the whole world, not just our
responsibility. Whiy. should we have to bea'r the burden
alone?

He is ubdoln‘l’bly correct. s

The one country that was indicated in the first place
as a' haven’ was not Palestinie but’ the United States;
not the Arabs’ land but ours. Any socidlist, any half-
decent democrat, who failed to cry this out—Open the
doors of the U. S. to the Jewish refugees !—was a
fraud. Our resolution said:

“The elementary democratic demand of free emi-
gration and immigration,. long part of every genu-
inely democratic .pmgzaztf,..must be most vigorously
fought for in the specific case of the European
Jews. All barriers to immigration to the countries
of their choice must be broken down. For socialists
in the U. 8., the richest country in the world and
the one capable of absorbing the largest population,
this means the struggle against the exclusion of
the Jews from-this ecountry. For this reason, inde-
pendent socialists raised and continue to raise the
slogan ‘Open the doors of the U. S.I"”

Socialist Position on Immigration

We should like Comrade: Maksoud: to note that it has
always been the elementary democratic duty of every.
genumine socialist to fight for this untrammeled right of
free emigration and immigration, by anyone to "the coun-
#ry of his choice.” It has been called into question in the
socialist movement, historically, only by the exireme
chauvinist wing. )

The American socialist movement has gone through
this. Before World war I, to its everlasting shame and
disgrace, the American Socialist Party took the posi-
tion of supporting the Oriental-exclusion laws, The
same socialist leaders who led in this move were those
who betrayed socialism in the later war, and who be-
trayed socialism daily in their reformist politics. They
were chauvinists.

At that time the Socialist International repudiated
the American SP position and called for the genuine
socialist position. We stick with this socialist position.

We had another reason for raising the demand “Open
the doors of the U. 8.” Not only because the U. 8. is
the richest country: but also because it happens to be
the country we live in. Every decent socialist m (say)
Britai Id b equally duty-bound to demand “Open

the doors of Britain,” even though Britain is-not as
rich as the U. S. The same goes for every soclahst in
the world, bar none,.

It is no argument to prove that the influx of such
immigration might harm the standards or otherwise
impair the situation of native labor. That was the
rationale of the American SP chauvinists (mentioned
above) and they were right up to a certain point.’ They
were chauvinists nonetheless. If such immigration did
not creéate such problems, then anyone (and not only
socialist-internationalists) could easily come out for a
humane and internationalist.position,

We trust, then, that Comrade Maksoud now under-
stands what we (at least) mean by the right of the Jews
to go to "the country of their choice.” It is a right we
would fight for, for anyone, anytime. How much more so
in view of the explosive situation we have barely sketch-
ed, the extermination of q people?

The Post-War Dynamic

" In this writer's opinion (though it can be mooted)
by far the greatest portion of Europe’s persecuted Jews
would have preferred to come to the U. S. and not to
Palestine, given free choice. The influx of Jews to
Palestine was not primarily due to a sudden increase
in the pro-Zionist sentiments of Jews, out of love for
Zionism. But the U. S. banged its doors shut, while
pretending to express its horror at the anti-Jewish
crimes of others. Other countries banged the door. A

steel ring of national boundaries encircled the Jews, .

while, for many of them, the need for sheer survival
forced them or seemed to force them outward.

Something had to give.

International reaction forced the fleeing Jews into
the bag set up by.the Zionists. Here was one direction
in which they could go with some outside help—the help
and machinery set up by the Zionist movement. It was
the path of least resistance for them, and the pressure
could: relieve itself (partly) only in this direction.

This is -what: set up- the: dynamic push- behind’ the: posi-
war influx of Jewish immigrants to Palestine.

It is in this connection that-we come to the passage in
our resolution part of which Maksoud quoted, with
obvious misunderstanding. The part which Maksoud
quoted is italicized:

“The post-war influx of European Jews into
Palestine greatly. exacerbated Arab-Jewish  rela-
tions in the eountry: The Zionist leaders looked

. upon this-influx of refugees as'a means-of imposing
all-Jewish. rule: upon the-whole_country. The Arab
effendis demanded that the Jewish people, hound-
ed in Europe, be deprived- of the right to found a

new life in the country of their choice.”

It shpuld be clear to Comrade Maksoud now that what
we are talking about is the right o free immigration.
Just as. we raised the demand "Open the doors of the
U. S." so also we believe- it was tlie duty of socialists’
to support the right of Jews o immigrate to Palestine,

For Arab-Jewish Unity

In our view, as in Maksoud’s, it was a misfortune
that the Jewish exodus was channelized into. Paléstine
to the «xtent it was. That is one of the crimes for
thch- World: capitalism.and imperialism ought to an-
swer some day. But it was a fcwt and not a. Zionist
plot.

The Zionists were able to take advantage of this
anti-Semitic windfall—in general; Zionism has always
fed on anti-Semitism—but the problem that was cre-
ated had to be faced by socialists- and everyone else. It
could- not be faced merely by yelling against Zionism.

We had a program. I+ was a proposal for a revelu-
tionary solution. I+ was what we counterposed to the
Zionist solution, on the one: hand, and to the: Arab states'
policy on the other.

As concisely summarized in our resolution (directly
following the last quotation given), it was:

“The Marxlst ﬁrmly opposed to both, mdvocated
a policy which would bring together the Arab and
Jewish peoples in a joint fight against British im-
perialism in the first place, and, necessarily bound
up with this, against Jewish capital and Arab

landlordism, for a Palestine freed from all foreign

rule and governed by a democratic Constituent
Assembly based upon equal and universal suffrage.

“Such a fight was desired least of all by the
Jewish and Arab upper classes. In the course of a
joint struggle from below,. cemented by common
national-revolutionary aims and common social in-
terests, Marxists aimed for a free and independent
state of Palestine, based on the coexistence of two
equal peoples, with national and cultural rights
and autonomy safeguarded for both. This ‘was the
only progressive solution of the Palestine question,
It looked not only to revolutionary struggles in
Palestine but to the upsurge of anti-imperialist.,
and revolutionary strivings in the whole Near
East, on the road to a Near East Federation of so-
clahst republics.”

This is highly compressed, and we shall have to come
back to some points, but certain things should be imme-
diately clear.

-

Against a "Jewish State"

In the first place, it should be plain that we oppose,
above all, the basic idea of Zionism of building a "Jewish
state." The idea, the concept-aim of a "Jewish state”

.and all that it implies is central to the Zionist ideology.

As long as the people-and governme

of Israel,- follow-'

ing the Zionist road. continue to try to build Israel as u

. "Jewish state,” there can be no peace between Jew and ™ °

Arab. So we believe.

For this period when Palestine’s imperialist con-
troller was still Britain, which stood over both Jew and
Arab, the class-oriented revolutionary proposal which
we made was one which would have necessitated free:
ing the Jewish workers from the bonds of the Zionist
ideology as well as mobilizing the Arab masses free
from Arab landlordism.

There was an Arab majority in Palestine. A demo-
cratic Palestine ruled under universal suffrage meant
a Palestine whose Arab majority would decide. This wasi
anathema to every Zionist, and exactly what he would
never accept. But on the other hand, it could be ac-

cepted by the Jewish masses only in the context of an .

entirely different relatmnc;hlp between the two peoples.
Both sides would have to view the new independent
state as the home of two peoples in which both were
free. .

As we saw 1t such a development could come about
only through the rise of revolutionary class-conscious-
ness from below. As Maksoud well says in his ownr
article, it is in times of revolutionary stress and uplift
that men begin to thlnk differently, and then everything;
is possible.

Of course, we did not have any illusions about the:
immediate “practicality” of this program. We knew very
well' that- on both sides the minds of the people were
stuffed with chauvinist antagonisms. 1t was long plain
that some reactionary “solution” was more in the cards,
and not a revolutionary solution that could have been
possible only with- the existence of advanced revolution-
ary-socialist movements in the region. %

Affer Paﬂiﬁon i W

The “so]utlon” that was pushed through was partli
tion.

We were against the partition as a “solution.” Our
resolution said on this point:

“For the Marxists, the partition was and is ne
solution for either the basic problem of Jewishs
Arab relations in Palestine, or, still less; for the
Jewish problem in the world. As against partitiong
we adVocated: a different course . . .” (as already
drscussed above), :

. As compared- with the program we advos
cated, partltlon represented- a' setback on the road
to greater: understanding and‘ cooperation between
the Jewish and Arab peoples: it did indeed: lead te
a bloody fratricidal war in which ahd“after which
national feelings were inflamed even more and

state-boundary walls were set up between the two
peoples.”

And we were right, we heheve, in. our view that the
partition was no solution. Time has shown that: But
then our.resolution proceeds -to rhake a point whlch we
cannot emphasize too strongly to Maksoud.

“But, if partition and the subsequent setting up
and consolidation of the new state of Israel did niok
and could not solve ‘the bdsic problem, or -advancé
its solution, it did pose entirely new conditions
under which ‘that solution had: to be sought.” =

From my point of view, I would repeat that to Maks
soud a thousand times:

Partition was no solutien. The setting. up-of Israel was
no solution. '{m!r program to destroy Isrpel.wo&ld.bn ne
solution: The problem is how to bring together the Jewisls
and Arab peoples on a revolutionary democratic basis;
and this problem has fo be dealt with on the basis of the
conditions that' exist: Israel is a fact. Nothing will bel
gained by an Ardb-Jewish war against it, whether it wing
or loses. There is d way. o bring.peace and a umited Ilfo
to the Near East, but it is not as.simple a way as the
mere proposal, "war against Israel.”

We have outlined. the point of view of our resoiutlon
as a background for taking up Comrade Maksoud’s

arguments for war, and as the background for counter—-'
poamF this other solutwn of which we speak.

[Ceontinued next week)
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{Continued from page 1]
CP outright:-ra, proposal which the admin-

gets in ‘the way of their own pet scheme
‘on_how to cutlaw the CP WITHOUT pass-
ing a law fo that effect.

According to William Shannon of the
N. Y. Post, the Magnuson strategy had

panicked: But Democratic leader Johnson_

:Magnuson- bill was defeated 56-31, with,
‘the Demoecratic bloe defecting.

§ponsored by some of his fellow “liber-
als,” including Wayne Morse and Her-
“pert Lehman.

/At first this “outlawing” bill was of-
_ifered as substitute for the Butler anti-
sanion:bill. One presumes thatithe yellow-"
?liberals figured that they were going to

“save” the trade-union movement by
throwing the CP to the cops.

But then another Democrat ruined even
this brilliantly stupid tactic. Rep. Daniel,
Democrat of Texas, managed to tie the
two bills together into one. When the Sen--
ate finally voted, both were passed,

HOUSE OF BABBLE

+ But first some obeisances were made
to labor. Amid indescribable confusion,

bill was toned down by amendments,
The scene must have been indescrib-
able because no correspondent has yet
managed to deseribe it without breaking
down in confusion himself. Here is how
the upper house of the world’s most pow-
erful country looked as it tumbled all
over itself to outlaw a handful of Stalin-
jsts. Shannon describes what happened
when the Humphrey measure was of-
fered:
“The Republican leaders were caught by
surprise and divided among themselves as
to what to do. The Senate finally, in effect,
threw up its hands and simply passed both
-bills* and every amendment that was
“Confusion ran high. Several amend-
ments were passed which contradicted
~ one another, At times, the babble of voices
' .grew so loud in the chamber that amend-
ments were passed on voice-votes without
being read, explained, debated, or under-
stood." [N.Y, Post, Aug. 13.) #
A ‘Republican, Ferguson of Michigan,
argued that the Butler and 'Humphrey
bills were mutually -contradictory. Others
muttered that it was unconstitutional,
as. it is. Others (including the reaction-

'AFL Foreign

t - (Continued from page 5}

labor movement in a country like Thai-
" land—the labor movement will come, cut
for progressive demands within -the:

the reactionary framework as such, .

statement. It is a certain verbal adherence

. lified by statements such as "increased

. program , . .

The only thing to be' pomted out here
js that this kind of demand is always

thought, as a pious bow to the totem of

-rationalists. i
"The “conclusion which ‘T would draw

§ly 'categrorized. On-the whole, it is’obvi-
“ sous that the-AFL ‘¢and the CIO)- hack_ ap-

; -asm ‘Within trhat. support th;em*m,hsw

Fear in

istration. has. fought because it frankly

had a 50-50 chance before Humphrey"
- geized on' the Humphrey bill and decided
“t0'line his flock up for that measure. The .

* Humphrey's yellow strategy was co- -

the Butler anti-union seection of the joint -

capitalism. On some issues—free elec- -
tions, colonialism, the rights of a free -

One final category is preseaf in the AFL )
to bourgeois rationalist solutions exemp-

emphasis on advancing the cause of peace .
through promoting a genuine d:mrmcmeni 5t

. mentioned more or less as an after- .

.nineteenth-century peace planners . and,

“from this discussion ig that-the.pelitics .-
.of the American labor movement today. .
#are-complex, contradictory, and not-eas- " °

- the basic. premises of American imperial-- -
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swith the corrections clearly. printed.. = , Thete'isacornitra

ary Senator:MecCarran) pointed out that
it contradicted the McCarran witchhunt-
ing law. It didn’t matter. Everyone voted
for ‘the monstrosity ‘anyway.

After the Senate'vote, the N. Y. Times
reported :<*“Hotise leaders appeared to be
somewhat aghast' a condition that seem-

" ed to prevaﬂ also"among Senate leaders.
‘Just “what ‘was passed without a

Se’nate dissenting‘vote remained for fur-

ther study to 'détermine.” (Aug. 13.)

Although theé “Senate and House have

gurgled over with ‘committees investigat-
ing dnti-subversivé ‘'questions, always
presumably with the idea of recommend-
ing legislation, the:laws that were stam-
peded thrqugh were ones on which thexe
had»‘hever been :‘any Senate hearings or
legislative reports; Humphrey had draft-
ed his bill between midnight:and- 1 a.m,
‘the night before it was passed.

"'Democrats ‘and Republicans alike pri-
vciely expressed the hope that something
would happen fo prevenf its final enact-
ment."" (Times, Aug. 14,) :

THE ! STAMPEDE

As, we write, e see for the first time
thatthe N. Y. I’zms 1eporbed “one Dem-
ocrat at a key pust” as using the same
metaphor - that has already appeared
more than once in"this article:

“It was time to show them [the Re-
publicans] up and put them on the rec-
ord. We [Demoderats] called them and~
raised, them and they fell into lme like
stampeding cattle.”

Stampeding caffle—it turns out that
the phrase is not merely an emotional de-
scription on our part.

. Senator Lehman, the liberal of liberals
in the Senate, stoutly defended his cow-
ardly vote in public. The ‘“outlaw” bill
is a “frontal, honest attack,” he claimed.

He has a point only as compared with
the reasons for being against the meas-
ure which are held by Eisenhower and
the police-state keepers of the FBI and
Brownell’s office. These gentry opposed
‘the- outlawing measure -only because
their Smith Act and McCarren Act pro-
cedure ‘was designed to achieve exactly
the samé ‘end—though more slowly—
without risking uneconstitutionality and
without a frank declaration of. outlawry.
Before the House voted, the little differ-
~enice in tempo was adjusted. The House
‘bill-merely left out the penalties provided
for -individual CP “members, as if that
-mattered.

Multer, who valed no in the House, said:
"I told the House that | was obviously in
the muiodfy in believing it was a bad bill

PQ?'iiCjY =5

" ‘ever, contradictory elements, now sup-

port for Tunisian nationalists in the UN,
them. a. velleity to the contrary over
Guatemala, and this AFL call for the
end of colonialism.

However, these contradictory elemenis

framework of commitment to a reaction- - COR only become really meaningful H they

ary police. On other issues, they support -/

become the starting-peint for a question-

‘ing of the over-all premises.-There seems
little likelihood' that this will take place.
Yet, if is in these kinds of elements, in the
-fact that even.a- conformist labor move-
ment qannol' simply stand by when foreign
labor is‘attacked, that the hope lies for a
development in the future,

As +it is;:the AFL document presents
the chaotic and contradictory nature of
Ameriéan . labor politics within the com-

* mitment to American imperialism. This
is hardly a “p'ositive_ program.”

lcdnﬂnud'fﬂml ‘page 5]

“of 'Hre ‘confusing twists and ‘turns of a
“bankeupt American wpolicy -in -a time of
world erisis. Theve isa tremendois feeling

~thet the Korean -warJed 4o -nothing. There

‘was‘even'a’ ‘fﬁplkll“ -retistance’ to the idea
f _of" intervenfion_ in-Indochina.. The danger

will lead to a puli’cy of final . commhnlnf—
- “World " War . °

But -the- mnedmte result among the
Americah yvouth is the one deseribed by
- the* panel of ‘army - “experts: there is no
enthusiasm’ for: serviee;, ‘no - ‘patriotism.

got -pushied into this'thing and they are
going to. have to push us every step of
‘the ‘way. .

On one level the ‘significance of the
.army report is,- at bottom,

symptom of Amencan foreign poliey’s
inability" ilize

“ongress — —

" "in"such & sifuation’is that the ‘frustration -

nal attitude, ie., we

one: more -

nthusiasm for its’

and just as obviously in the minority in
being willing to vote against it.”

Burdick, the Republican- nay-sayer,
told the pressT “Congress is.treading on
dangerous ground when it is outlawing
what a man may think.” This Republican
thought the Smith Act was enough.

" [

In spite. of the leading role taken by
ADA senators in the stampede, not all
liberals will go along. This is -eertain.
The whole thing is so painfully humiliat-
ing, so stupid -even from the witehhunt-
ers’ point of view, so ecrude, so undeniable
a manifestation of panic fear before the
- world, that there will be voices talking
up, even in the pall of fear that hangs
over America.

The N. Y. Post, for exam‘ple has had
a couple of vigorous -editorials lambast-
ing the rout.! “Cewardice in the Senate
Becomes. a Clear and Present Danger,”
was the heading over one. The Post edi-
tors even pointed out how the event
proves the ground won by McCarthyism.

But will Americans for Democratic Ac-
tion speak up? There is a curious parallel
likely to be enacted at the next meeting
* of ADA’s national board. It is not a risky
guess o assume that a majority of that
board will be holding their- heads over
the affair. But will they dare #o vote to
repudiate the ADA leader, Senator Hum+
phrey? '

BLINDING FEAR

It is truly an incredible thing, even in
this American age of the.informer and
witchhunter, when a congressman can
say of a vote in the House of Representa-
tives:

“You could almost reach out and. feel
the atmosphere of fear in the chamber.”

Of what other legislature in a presum-
ably democratic country could this ever
have been said?

It could apply to the Reichstag erying
“Sieg Heil” under Hitler. It could apply
to the heel-clickers who meet as the Mos-
cow parliament. But how ean a climate
of fear so thick have brought the U. S.
Senate and House to vote against the
opinions of its members?

Fear of what?

Fear of McCarthy? °

Not really fear of the man. 1¥ was fear
of ‘the blind -and foul miasmic forces of
red -hunting hysteria which MecCarthy has

lived on, which-before -him were unleashed -

by the Truman- administration, which are
approved by Eisenhower's loyalty-oath
and subversive-list cadres of the police-
state. type.

It goes further and deeper than that, -

It symbolizes the panic fear which these
great United States feel of the Stalinist
‘forces in the world—fear not of the in-
significant CP of this country but of the
ability of the Stalinist tyranny every-

where in the world to appeal to the peo-

ples with its demagogic program.

This embattled capitalism, fortress of
an old and dying system, knows no way,
to counter  the allure of the rival impe-

" rialism which-offers an end to capitalist

exploitation—and which is able to-dupe
people who do not yet know of the rigors
of Stalinist-type exploitation..

This embattled imperialism of the West
has no program, mo political weapons,
“with which to fight the dynaaue dure of
Stalinism.

It sees Stalinism advancing every-
where, and loses its head. Its representa-
tives view the future with uncertainty,
igniorance and fear. It was that fear that
was acted out on the Senate floor, just as
a tantrum may act out a trauma,

’:‘rmy Announces —

:defense of capitalist imperialism,: Here.i is 3
the terrible feeling of mass iruatrahon, iy

the rudderless character .of so..mueh .of
‘American politrcal life. Yet there.is an
:ominous element in what the <army :pro-
‘poses-to do.

As a result of the deve}opment of the
domestic - witchhunt, ‘specifically the
army-MecCarthy dispute, the services are
being pushed toward a “hard” line: vio-

“ lent-anti-subversive measures, anti-civil-
libertarian actions which are extraordi-

- nary even for the autocratic military, a
“deep reactionary  mobilization of the

American youth. The new policy (@(ms-'

ly fits into this general approach’
Following hard on the heels of ﬂ:e ah-
nouncement of the eight year obl_tgatory
reserve‘and the push for UMT ‘this is
another indication that the militarization
of American life 13 bemg' inereased at a
rapld pace.

i

~The ISL Program
in Brief

The Independent Socialist Leaque stonds
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. It must be abolished

~ and replaced by a new social system, -in

which the people own and- control the
basic sectors of the economy, democrati-
cally conirelling their own .economic onrd
political destinies.

Stalinism, in Russia and wherever I
holds power, is a brutal totalitarianism—
a new form of exploitation. lts agents: in-
every country, the Communist Parties, ere
unrelenting enemies of socialism and have
nothing in common with socialism—which
cannot exist-without effective democratic
control by the people:

These two camps of capitalism ond.Stal-
Inism are today at each other's throats in
a worldwide imperialist rivairy for domi-
nation. This struggle can only lead to the
most frightful war in history so long as the
people leave the capitalist and Stalinist
rulers in power. Independent Socialism
stands fer building and strengthening the
Illurd Camp of the pecplb against both war

ocs.

The ISL, as a Marxist movement, locks
to the working class and its ever-present
struggle as the basic progressive force in
society. The ISL is organized to spread the
ideas of socialism in the labor movement
and ameng all other sections of the people.

At the same time, Independent Socialists
participate actively in every struggle to
beHer the people's lot ‘now—such as the
fight for higher living standards, against
Jim Crow and anti-Semitism, in defense of
civil liberties and the trade-union move-
ment. We seek to join together with all
other militants in the labor movement as
a left force working for the formation of
an independent labor party and other pro-
gressive policies.

The fight for democracy und the fight
for socialism are inseparable. Thére can
be no lasting and genuine democracy with-
out sociailsm, and there can be no socials

.ism without democracy. To enroll under

this banner, join the Independent Socialist
League! _

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

the ideas of Independent Soclal—
‘ism-and.the ISL.
O I want more information about
O I want to join the ISL. . .
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