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fPolarizaﬁon and the
‘White-Livered Liberals

. The formation by the McCarthyites of .

their organization “Ten Million Ameri-
cans Mobilizing for Justice” is probably
‘one of the most significant developments
since the Wisconsin witchhunter started
‘operations. This is not because of its pos-
‘'sible success in its stated task of gather-
ing petition signatures in favor of Joe,

‘but simply because it has been formed

‘at all. For it is the first time that Mec-
Carthyite forces as such have come out
publicly in organized form.

The crystalﬁzation -of a political ten-
dency m organized form .generatés a
i uts«avm Sothe anbx-eensure

Iy represents _the . largest Fe-emergence
-and coming together of essentially Right
Wing - groups since before the United
States entered the Second World War”
(N. Y. Times, Nov. 21). The same dis-
patch traces the interesting interlocking
in personnel and leadership of Me-
Carthy’s “Ten, Million” with the McCor-
mick outfit called “For America”™ and the
reactionary Committee for Constitutional
Government, -

If this McCarthyite crystallization be-
comes a permanent ‘organizational cen-
ter, it will be another contribution to the

- . forces that tend to polarize politics in

the U. 8. today, ag against the current

tendency of both major parties-to weal a

commo! .“middle-of-the-road” coloration.

" It is the farthest reactionary Right
- {Continued on page 4)
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Peace, Yes—but We Need Ha ve

By GORDON HASKELL

The demand for a policy of “coexistence”

in the U. S. rises and

falls with a regularlty which seems almost to bespeak some kmd of nat-

ural rhythm in diplomatic affairs.

Gaining in volume from the time of Stalin’s death, the demand
rose to a high pitch with the Korean truce. It was almost drowned out
in the battle of Dienbienphu, and the frenzied attempt to mobilize an

international army to keep Indo-
china for the French. Now that the
American government has accus-
tomed itself to the idea that Indo-
‘china is probably lost, the “coexist-
ence” theme seems to be in for‘an-
other round of popularity in the
U. S.

 Of course; the idea is popular through-
qut ‘the world. In Europe as well as in

—Asia;- the-vast-neitialist: sentiaent. fo- 7:~_]T‘Sr o II.LUSION T e e R ok g

cuses on the hope that the Stalinist and
capitalist 'worlds will find some way of
living peacefully side by side. The only
alternative to this idea.is -conceived as a
nuclear war which would shatter a good
deal of the material and social basis of
our civilization.

The Russian rulers have been quick to
capitalize on this sentiment for peace by
proclaiming to all who would hear that in
their opinion there is nothing to stand
in the way of peaceful coexistence except
the imperialist designs of capitalist
rulers, especially those of the United
States. Although most American leaders
have been afraid to use the term (for
fear of being charged with iheclinations
to appeasement if not with being Russian
agents), they have put forth the same
idea: Stalinism and capitalism could live
peacefully side by side if it were not for

'3

did not reply.

Justice was prodded again:

Genercl Internal Security Division.”

Tlrey’ll | Obe.i the Law —Some Day

On page 6 of this issue we publish the main part of the brief now before
~ the U. 8. Court of Appeals, on behalf of Max Shachtman’s right to a passport,
_as explained in our story last week. As our readers know, the State Depart-
. ment’s refusal ‘of a passport to the national chairman of the Independent
" Socialist League was explicitly based on the arbitrary “subversive” listing of
the ISL by a different government department, the attorney general’s
© At the same time, the Department of Justice has steadily refused even to
set a date for the hearing on the listing which is required of it by the terms
.of the president’s own executive decree. -
A new exchange with the attorney .general’s office now has evoked another
reply which still stalls-oh the date but makes a concession to legality. C e
The concession is in terms of what the government office said a year ago.
- Upon being similarly prodded by telegram in October 1953, the attorney
general’s office at that time would speak only of :‘a possible hearing” which
“may take-place.” The ISL then pointed to the clear provisions of the regu-
-lation which made a hearing not merely “possible” or permissible, but manda-
-tory. To this, the guardians of democracy in the Department of Justice simply

Now, at the beginning of the present month, Nov. 8 the Department of

"“Reference letter dated Oct. 21, 1953 from Assistant Aﬂ'orney General Olney
and our reply dated Oct. 29, 1953: One more year has now elapsed without our
organization being afforded the hearing provided in your regulctions. Request
yes or no answer to following question:
Socialist League a hearing? If answer is in the affirmative, when will hearing
take place?—MAX SHACHTMAN, Chairman, ISL."

This time, in reply came the following wiré on Nov. 19:

"The Independent Socialist League will be heard under Executive Order
~ No. 10450. Necessary arrangements are being made and details will be com-

-municated fo you as quickly as posslble —WILLIAM F. TOMPKINS, Asst. Atty.

- While, this may sound encouraging, the Department of -Justice’s previous
reco‘rd cof: stallmg 1s not to be. taken’-_l}ghtly But: 1t now: concedes that. lt will -

office.

Do you intend to give Independent

the Kremlin’s undeviating intention to
conquer the world by elther political or
military means.

Every politically sane person, of
course, prefers peace to atomic war. But
behind the idea of coexistence as a long-
term ‘“‘solution” to the world crisis lies
the idea that the two blocs are capable
not only of making a deal, but of making
one whigh will last for a whole historic
period,

RPN

The November 21 issue of the New
York Times carried a map showing “ma-
jor points of friction between East and
West.,” Listed were “Attacks on Allied
Planes” (the arrow points vaguely to the
ocean off Hokkaido), “Divided Korea,”
“Pressure on Japan,” *‘Vest-Pocket’
War” (Quemoy), “Subversion in South-
east Asia” (pointing to Indochina),
“Divided Germany,” “Occupied Austria,”
“Agitation in the Middle East,” “Conflict
over Atom” (pointing to UN in New
York), and “Violent propaganda attack”
(pointing to Moscow).

The idea seems to be, that if the dif-
ferences over these points of friction
could be settled, peace would be at hand.

Actually, there is no reason at oll fo
believe that the "frictions™
can be negotiated out of existence.

Both sides have an enormous stake in
preventing the other from taking all
of Korea. The “vest-pocket” war is sim-
ply a part of the war for Formasa, and

4 good deal will have to change in Ameri- -

can’ politics hefore that question will be
negotiated (it is assumed that the Chi-
nese will under no circumstances give up
their claim to the island). The Stalinists
will not stop their “subversion” in South-

_ east Asia, even though they may be will-

ing to make all kinds of deals slowing up
their conquests. And the division of Ger-
many . . . well, there seems little use
talking about it.

But even if all these present issues
were bargained away over the table, even
if nations were bartered like so many
sides of beef, would that end the “frie-
tion” and the danger of a war to estab-
lish the Stalinist or capltahst systems
over the whole world?

UNSTABLE PROSPECT

The people who made up the New York
Times map must have been reluctant to
give their Sunday readers a realistically
gloomy account of the situation. For in-
stance: in addition to ‘“agitation in the
‘Middle. East,” there is agitation in the
whole of North Africa. True, this has
very little to do with Stalinism today.
But if the French continue to resist, and
the Americans to back their resistance
to, the demand of the peoples of this
area for independence, how long will the
Stalinists remain an insignificant factor?

And then .there are France and »It'a]y'

themselves. Right.now-Europe is experi-

::encmg somethmg of -a .economxc boom .

convinced the rulers.in one of +he eamps

in these areas’

o Husions About 'Coexistence’

reflection of the state of the Furopean

economy. and its relation to the economy  °

of the rest of the world. There is social
peace in these countries today and a de-
cline of Stalinism, and one tends to for-
get that the majority of the working
class in both France and Italy still tend
to look to their CPs for leadership. But
a sharp economic dip would once more.
bring France and Italy to the top of the-
list of Stalinist danger-points in the
world.

All this is simply in thé way of illustrat-
ing how unstable and insecure would be’
any '"settlement” between the Stalinist
and capitalist worlds, even if one could be |
negotiated now. Political and socio-eco-
nomic developments inside each of the
blocs would confinie ¥o take place, and
would have their effect on those few.coun:. -
frles whlclr still resns'l' cemmrfmeni as -well

fes

opmewf in’oné or

that they could not offord to refrain from
taking advantage of it.

The most recent round of events m
Europe should emphasize the point. The "
Russian government has now started to
use the same tactics against the Paris
Pact as it did before against the Euro-
pean Defense Community. Although it
would be going too far to say that it was
Russian maneuvers which wrecked the
earlier scheme before it could be launch-
ed, Stalinist actions certainly helped in
its destruction. Now the unification of
Germany is once again offered as bait
to the Germans and the rest of Europe
in exchange for non-ratification of the

{Continued on page 2}

‘Paralysis’?

An editorial in the N. Y. Post suid Lt
on Monday

“What is more disturbing is the vir-
tual silence of many anti-McCarthy
groups during these critical days before
the Senate vote,

“Not a word has been spoken on the
issue by Americans for Democratic Ac-
tion since the Senate debate began. As

far as we can discover, the AFL and CIO

are similarly avoiding any audible -re-
sponse to the pre-MeCarthy clamor.

“It almost looks as though the liberal
and labor movements are operating on
the theory that they are truly suspect,
and that only a lifelong conservative has
the right to speak up against mecarthy-
ism at this juncture.

“If ADA and related groups with long'
records of opposition to both mcearthy-
ism and communism have lost their
voices just as this battle reaches its most
decisive stage, MecCarthy has already
won the central argument.

“Where are the liberal statements de-
fining the underlying issues of the cen-
sure battle? Where are the public meet-
ings to answer the know-nothlng' cru~ |
sade?

“It is exactly this condition of Iiberal
paralysis that the ’VIcCarthy mob hds
been trying to create.

“The McCarthylte noise.is shrxll _and
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By BEN HALL

- One thousand local leaders and delegates of the
United Auto Workers (CIO) met in Detroit on No-
vember 12-13 at a special Economic and Collective
- Bargaining Conference to review their demands in.
. 1955 when contracts with the big auto companies ex-
. pire, a moment when everyone in the union expects
big events. They endorsed without significant opposi-

tion a program mapped out by the top leadership for

broad gains in wages, social benefits, and job security.

- And while Reuther avoided any proposal to fight
“for shorter hours now, he made big concessions to-
" opposition elements who have been campaigning in-
side the UAW for the slogan "Thirty-Hour Week with
- Forty Hours Pay."

To bolster its fighting front, annotinced Emil

""','.-,"‘-Mazey, the UAW administration expects to -ask the

- April 1955 convention to increase dues by $5 a month
to be earmarked for a strike fund of $25,000,000.
Following are some of the demands for 1955.

GUARANTEED ANNUAL WAGE

' There is now no doubt- that the UAW intends to
?ﬁght for a guaranteed wage plan, a plan that would
--protect the workers against short work-weeks and
. .extended layoffs up to a total of 52 weeks.

..In negotiations early this year two other unions,
the United Steel Workers and the International Un-
ion of Electrical Workers, both limply suggested this
. demand but promptly dropped it when the eompanies
frowned. It remains for the UAW to fight for this
~highly publicized goal. )

Its membership has been readied for the struggle
in yedrs of agitation by its leaders at conventions;
- conferences and educational sessions. And now the -
;hme comes. The UAW leaders obviously do not intend
fo retreat; nor could they do so without demoralizing
the members and s‘hmula'l'mg the coni'emp'l' of corpo-
ration executives who. ‘anticipate a serious campaign
~ by the union, not mere lip-service.

' The conference endorsed the demand unanimously

as a 1955 goal. While the union attributes great im-
portance to its Guaranteed Employment Plan, it
claims no cure-all. “The Plan in itself will not elimi-
nate boom-and-bust cycles. The UAW-CIO has never
said it would,” reads anofficial union pamphlet.

~ PENSIONS, HEALTH SECURITY, ET AL.

The union demands increased pension payments;
broader coverage; establishment of vested rights for
workers who would be able to-quit their jobs without
forfeiting' accumulated credits; improved health and

' disability features including protection and coverage

durmg periods of layoffs; overtime payments for
- Saturdays and Sundays as such, and triple time for
work on holidays. .

%WAGES -

A new argument is advanced for a wage increase.
The UAW insists that the annual-lmprovement clause
in its contracts was designed not simply to give the
workers a stated increase each year but to provide
' them with a certain rate of advance in their standard
- of living. ’
.- - In practical terms this means: If inl one year a

. 4-cent wage increase is granted under the improve-

:-mernt clause, wages have then risen by 4 cents. The

- mwext year would require an increase of more than -4

- ¢ents in order to advance wages by the same percent-

age as the year before. In sum, the improvement fac-

- tor must be treated as compound interest.

On this basis, the union demands more than 5 cents

_an hour to compensate the workers for increases they
should have received since 1948 but did not.

. That is for the past. For the future, thé union de-
* mands an increase ii the annual-improvement factor
“to reflect more adequately actual changes in national

" productivity.”

- JESCALATOR CLAUSE .

All major UAW contracts contain an ‘“escalator”
clause which provide for a rise and fall in wages w1th
the cost-of-living index. At the conference, the union
leadershlp proposed to make escalator clauses a per-
‘manent contract-feature, endlng all speculation on the
adv1sab1hty of dropping them." :

“However, in 1955 the union will demand, in e'lfec'l'
i‘btlf ﬂiese clmnces become wha'l' c_ould be called

UAW Conference Draws Up
Line of Battle for 55

mitted only during the life of the contract; but once
the contract ends, all wage increases then in effect
are permanently added to the basic wage rate and
may not be canceled out by a falling cost-of-living
index. This is a final reply to every legitimate objec-
tion to the caluse. '

Past experxence under the escalator clause is sum-
marized in a conference report.

“During the Korean emergency, the existence of

Coenstence

MMusions — —

s

this formula and the determination of the member-.

ship of our union to fight for this preservation made
it possible for UAW members and for workers
througout the American economy not only -to pre-
serve the buying power of their wages in the face of
inflation but also to make actual gains in their living
standards. This was in marked contrast to the World
War II period when a rigid wage freeze in the face
of rising living costs brought about a sharp decline
in the buying power of wages by the time the war
ended.” - ,

CONTRACT DURATION :
The union is finished with long-term ¢ontracts. Con-
tracts which expire next year had been in effect for

five years. Now, it is announced, the union will sign .
for a maximum of two years and then only if the -

esealator clause and improvement demands are grant-
ed. If not, contracts will be limited to one year.
Behind this decision lies an uneasy feeling over the
future. “In the face of .potential changes of this mag-
nitude - [brought about by automation], the UAW

cannot tie itself to long-term contracts,” reported the -

union administration. “To do so would be to surrender
in advarnce the freedom to intensify the fight for high-
er living standards at the very time when this fight
may betome more urgent than ever before. If only to
maintain. economic stability and full employment in
the face of rapid progress in our ability to create
abundanee, it should be the policy of our uhion to in-
sist on short-term contracts in coming negotiations.”
°

SWITCH ON A SLOGAN _

It was automation that loomed as the great prob-
lem of the future. The introduction of gigantic new
machines and combinations of machines in the auto
industry, regulated by automatic controls and fed by
automatic conveyors, portends a great new industrial
revolution which will change the character of factory
mass production. Tedious hard labor gives way to
skilled and semi-skilled maintenance trades.

“The. typical auto workers of the future,” predicts
the UAW report on automation, “may be a skilled
maintenance man, engineew or analyst. Many of the
unpleasant jobs will be eliminated; the work clothes
of today may be largely replaced by whlte shirts in
the factory of tomorrow.”

But meanwhile, awaiting the huppy tomorrow of
white shirts and collars, automation is not only a
promise; it is a threat. As automation is introduced
it immediately brings a reduction of 25-30 .per cent
in direct labor. The union estimates that 200,000
workers in a filly au'l'omoi'ed auto industry could out-
produce one million men of foduy

If the union remained passive, mass permanent

unemployment would be. inevitable. Even now, be-
cause it is more economical to build completely new.
automatic factories rather than ‘reconvert the old,
production is shifted, shops-closed down. Old classifi-
cations, trades, and seniority lists are disrupted.

In part, Reuther counts on the Guaranteed Wage
to soften the effects of the transition period. If em-
ployers are forced to guarantee their workers a year’s
pay, they will caleulate all alternatives before shut-
ting down plants and throwing meén on the streets.

But from a long-range view, the union is compelled

at last to consider the shorter work-week. This con-
ference was the scene of a complete about-face by the
UAW leadership on this question. : .

“The enormous potential of automation promises
. that within a relatively short time, it will be possible
for us simultaneously to have both substantially in-
creased living standards and greatly increased leisure
in which to enjoy the abundance that we can create.
Our union therefore looks forward to the day when

. we will take our place in the vanguard of the Ameri-

can trade-union movement, in"the next round of the

:hIStOI‘le struggle for a shorter work—week Th1s day-
/e kngw is not dlstant Barrmg an: mcrease m 1nter-

{Continued from paﬁe 1]
Paris Pact. At the moment it seems that

"the major capitalist allies are standing

firm against the latest Russian maneu-
ver. But Molotov is far from having
played his last card.

IMPERIALIST AIMS REMAIN

He proposes a conference at the end
of November to settle Europe’s problems.
Then he is w1111ng to move the date back,”
if the ratification of the Paris Pact w1ll
be postponed. The Russians are now for

an election in Germany by secret ballot. .

Tomorrow they may come out with pro-
posals even closer to meeting West Ger-
man demands for unification, especially
if they are sure they will not be accepted.
But at all times the objective remains
the same: keep.Germany from going over
completely and irrevocably to the Ameri-
can bloc, while at the same time keeping
an effective Russian foothold in East
Germany.

All the Russian propaganda- about co-
existence does not change Russian policy
on this vital matter. And the same holds
true for American policy. It may shift
and waver somewhat this way or that,
but it will yield neither Germany nor’
Japan to the Russians.

One of the troubles with "coe)usfence
as it is meant by the neutralists is that it
is an-end-objective of policy. That is, it is
not -thought of as a breathing-spell during
which the peoples of the world can rally
themselves to do something for them-
selves. It stems from a ‘basic -attitude
which concedes to the rulers of the Rus-

sian and American blocs the real power, -

.the ultimate say in world affairs, and re-
gards the masses as a passive instrument
‘of their will.

Third Camp socialists are against war.
But they are also against the idea of
“coexistence”
This does not mean merely that they re-
ject as immoral the notion that the hope
.of the world lies in its peaceful division
between rival imperialisms. It means
that they devote their energies to teach-
ing the idea that if humanity is to have
peace in the long run, and is to becomé’
free, it must organize and mobilize itself

-against both war.blocs and struggle for -.. .
its .own interests, .its .own emancipationg - =,

Farm Workers

The AFL has recently reminded us of

the extraordinarily depressed conditiorn
of the farm workers even in an America
which is coasting along on a war econ-

“In the spring of this year . . . the

average hourly pay for hized farm work-
ers was only 58 cents an hour. ...
- “During the peak harvest season . . .
the average wage for hired farm workers
was 68 cents. This is 2 cents less than at
the same time last year.

“The lowest pay is in the southern
states, which have the majority of the:
hired farm workers. The average in Oc-
tober in South Carolina was not quite 46
cents an hour. It was 45 cents in“Georgia
and Mississippi, and only two cents high-
er in Alabama and Tennessee.

“These wage levels contrast not only
with the 75-cent minimum of the Wage-
Hour Law but with the $1.81 per hour
earned by the average factory worker in
September of this year. In the southern
states alone, the average factory worker
is now paid roughly three times as much
as the average hired agricultural worker.

sion of economic resources to de-

fense production, the timing of the
~fight for a shorter work-week de-
pends basically on the rate of ac--

.celeration of productivity advanees
and the degree -to whicH our grow-
ing productivity potentlal ds uti-
lized.”

What emerges from this spiral of cir-

-cumlocutions ‘is this: the UAW. must begin
to fight for shorter hours. The leadership.
however, must sprinkle its declaration
with qualifications . . . it had been argu-
ing for over two years that the American
workers needed not more leisure but more

goods dnd that therefore the demand for

shorter hours had to be rejected.
Paul Silver, a leader of a small oppo-

sition tendency, told the delegates that
he welcomed the statement on shorter

hours; but he was suspicious: -would
Reuther really fulfill his pledge? In re-
ply, Reuther went further to nail down:
the promise. While rejecting the demand
for shorter hours as a plank for 1955, he.
bluntly announced that it would become
the major union objective once the guar-

through imperialist deals. -

anteed wage ‘had . been - reahzed ‘The -
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Vishinsky, Faithful Servant

* As the UN held its conventional ses-
sion of mourning and eulogy for Andrei
Vishinsky, dead by heart attack, the dif-
ﬁculties were greater than usual for the
famous diplomatic task of using lan-
guage to conceal thought.

. The best that can be said for him is .

fhat he was a faithful servitor to butch-
ers, brutes and bloody hangman of the
People.

The present generchon may know his
name only as Moscow's mouthpiece at the
YN, vituperating or cooing as the current
line might dictate. His road to this rela-
tively pleasant occupation was through
his services as one of Stalin's leading tools
in the systematic murder and physical de-
struction of the Bolshevik generation that

- made the revolution.

" Vishinsky was among the large num-
ber of the Stalinist cadre who had been
violently anti-Bolshevik Mensheviks up
to the point where they were convinced
that it was time to jump on the band-
wagon of ,a new power. In Vishinsky’s
case, this was 1920.

. Typical also of this careerist influx
was the faet that Vishinsky, like most of
the rest of the ex-Mensheviks, combined
with Stalin against . the Bolshevik old
guard and the Trotskyist opposition.

. Indeed, Vishinsky first made his mark:
m this ﬁeld A sketch of his early life
appeared in LaBor ActioN for Nov. 12,
1951, reprinted from the bulletin of For-v
mer Political Prisoners of Soviet Labor
Camps.

- As rector of Moscow University, Vishin-
sky was called ""the red-haired lackey' o
account of the crass operness with which’
he licked the boots of anyone in any au-
$hority who could stand his toadying.

At the end of 1927 Vishinsky managed
to attract the attention of -more impor-
tant personages. It was at the height of
the struggle between the Left Opposition

and the Stalinist counter-revolution. At
the university auditorium a debate took
place between Rakovsky and Yaroslav-
sky; the student majority clearly hailed
the anti-Stalinist Rakovsky, and he was
being carried out to his car on the shoul-
ders of students when Vishinsky inter-
vened on behalf of the Stalinist power.
The account relates:

“At this moment the rector of the uni-
versity, Vishinsky, in plain sight of the
thousands of students assembled there
(many of them were non-partisan),

placed his fingers in his mouth and be-.

gan to whistle [equivalent of booing],
He obviously was trying to provoke a
scandal, and his attempt succeeded, but
in an unexpected direction. The students
nearest him threw themselves upon him
and beat him up. At first they slapped
his face, and when he fell, they kicked
him with their feet. Without his eye-
glasses, which he had- lost in the shuffle,
with a bloody nose, urged on by kicks,
Vishinsky crawled on all fours to get
away from the crowd of angry students.
On the following days, whenever he ap-
pearéd at the university, thé students
shouted -at him: ‘Whistler! Hooligan!
Red-haired lackey’!”

To such a degree was he held in con-
tempt. He had ‘to be removed as rector,
but 2 man with his talent for conscien-
tiously licking the boots of the powers-
that-be had to be rewarded.

He reached a new plane of importance
as the prosecutor appointed by Stalin to
act the bloodhound at the infamous Mos--
cow Trials of 1936-38, in which the dicta-
tor shot down the whole generation of
Old Bolshevik leaders, Zinoviev, Kamenev,
Bukharin, Piatakov, :and others, in a frame-
up particularly directed against Trotsky
in exile,

Fate permitted Vishinsky himself to
die of natural causes.

.

By J. F. HORRABIN

Seventeen years ago, in 1937, 1 was
responsible for a small book entitled An
Atlas of Empire (Gollancz). It aimed,

'said its preface, at “providing a compact

illustrated catalogue of those areas of
the world’s surface which are the prop-
erty, not of their inhabitants, but of
sonre other alien state.”

A great deal has happened in this mat-
ter of empires during those seventeen
years—much more than one would then
have dreamed possible within so. short a
period; and an Atlas of Empire would
be a considerably smaller book today. It
is worthwhile recalling. if only to make
ourselves realize that history is indeed
being made in our time.

The book covered the overseas posses-
sions of eleven states—nine European,
one American (the U. 8.), and one Asi-
atic (the Japanese). One of“these, the
Japanese, has been completely liquidated
(as the empire of .a European state, Ger-
many, had been liquidated after that
country’s defeat in the First World
War). - :

The empires of the European states
have, for the most part, been consider--
ably reduced in extent, only the smaller,
less “far-flung” ones remaining as they
were before. Thus Belgium still possesses
the Congo, Denmark still has Greenland,
and - Spain her two or three areas in
northwest Africa.

‘Portugal, too, holds on to her African.
territories; but her sovereignty over Goa’
is now being vigorously disputed by In-
dia, and Indonesia is questioning her
right ‘to remain in ‘the island of Timor.
Italy’s African empire has been largely
lost: Abyssinia and Libya have achieved
independence. The Dodecanese Islands in
the eastern Mediterranean have been
handed to Greece.

In 1937, the U.S.S8.R.’s on]y overseas

. Here are some more deta,zls on the

" ease of the three Hunter College pro-

fessors, fired by the New York City’s
Board of Higher Education because of
their refusal to turn stoolpigeon :and
wame other past members of the CP; in
addition to admitting their own former
membership. )

. The following vignettes from the
“trial” of the professors are from the
October issue of Rights, published by the
Ewergency Civil Liberties Committee.

By EDGAR STILLMAN Jr.

" The three teachers—V. Jerauld Me-
Gill, Louis Weisner; and Charles W.
Hughes—each declared past Communist
Party membership to a Board of Higher
Education Trial Committee headed by
lawyer Charles H. Tuttlé. Throughout
lengthy preliminary investigations, how-
ever, these three refused on grounds of
conscience to name other members of
long ago, The Trial Committee insisted

_that conscience was just another dirty

word, a trick to hide evil and necéssarily
unstated reasons.

This lust for names—characteristic of
all investigating comittees—disturbingly
pervades the pages of the Trial Commit-
dee’s report, even ﬂlough the Committee's
enabling resolution of 1953 never warns
t#eachers that they would be questioned
about others’ activities. 1¥ demands only

}  Spare That Jail!

Excerpt from a letter to the editor in
the Pittsburgh Post-Gazette:

“Fditor, the Post-Gazette :

“I hereby second architect Professor
Shear’s letter of Oct. 22. The jail is-an
integral part of the Court House and
should not be severéd from it. This archi-
tectural composition is the masterpiece
of Henry Hobson Richardson. . ..

" “The Post-Gazette says: ‘The jail is
singularly vunattractive.’ The layman is
not qualified to judge. . . .

“With the yard walls and the window

- pars ‘Femoved it would net-be a jail:but
T a thmg of beauty
'precloqu . gnd prmeless thing;like: the- ca-

;. This building-is a-

.0 Europe .and" should. be pre-
= MWoA J.

that those questioned answer "with res-
pect ‘to their possible past or ‘present
membership in or association with any or-
ganization . that ddvocates or teaches the
doctrine of the forceful overthrow of the

- Government of the United States.”

On Sept. 31, when the three professors
and-their lawyers met with the full Board
for decision, the impossibility of a fair
hearing  was clear. In the absence of a
criminal trial’s-impartial.jury and sane-
tions of due process, or without the intel-
ligent- appraisal of one’s peers in a dés
partmental hearing, ‘the Board could
have paid especial . attention to .Osmond
Fraenkel’s response to one of their ques-
tions. He had been asked how he, .as. de-
fense attorney for Professor Hughes and
Weisner, could believe their sworn state-
ments concerning Communist Party re--
signation. “In any decent:society, in any
family, in a home, people come to- knew:
the truth in what they say to each other,”
he said. “If you- have a husband ' and
children, madam, don’t you know when
they tell you the truth?”

“Where is the evidence of his moral

disturbance?” another Board member
asked of Dr. McGill. “Where’s the gen-
eral revolution accompanying the reversal
of his views?” Apparently this man ac-
cepted as the normal behavior of the ex-
Communist the dreadful public ¢atharsis
of a Chambers.
" When told that the chairman of Dr. Mc-
Gill's department of philosophy, Dr. O'-
Gorman, had been unwilling to sign his
original suspension, and had declared his
faith in the cliaracter and professional
ability of Dr. McGill, adding that he had
riever seen any atfempt of indoctrination
inside or outside the classroom, Mr. Tuttle
replied: "Isn't it true that indoctrination
can be too subtle for detection?"

SO-CALLED TRIAL

When Dr. Margaret Spahr, lawyer and
member of Hunter College’s factulty of
political secience, who voluntarily and
without pay served with Ernest Angell
as Dr. McGill’s co-counsel, affirmed her
colleague’s right to refuse to turn in-
former, declaring that the board was

-powerless against his refusal, Mr. Tuttle

began. shuffting papers like a man caught

" it a high wind. “We can’t do:anything
_-about it?” he-fumed, taking .oft his glas-..
"_des to sbare at. Dr. Spahr “We can fire.
him;”. he shouted and-. looked around ‘at -

~ Stoolpigeons or Scholars‘?

ning, Mr. Fraenkel urged the Board once
more to consider-the simple 1mmen51ty of

the events upén which they were about -

to render some kind of judgment, to see
these events in their contexts, to under-
stand that his clients had acknowledged

and corrected their mistakes, and now

must be pernntted to live,
“Yes,” Mr. Tuttlé answered. “But why
must the Board live with”such people?”
The Trial Committee report described

as the evidence of “outsiders” the testi-

mony of Prof. Richard McKeon of Chi-
‘cago. University and Prof. Houston
Peterson of Rutgers University that Dr.
McGill was a distinguished fellow-phil-
osopher of great personal integrity. In
reply, Tuttle said, “Alger Hiss had two
Supreme Court justices for his charactef
witnesses.” . )

And in Dr. Spahr’s powerful brief, the
following notation occurs:

“A minor indication that guilt has been
presumed, but one which has outraged
faculty opinion ot Hunter College, is that
the names of all three respondents have
been dropped-from the 1954-55 catalogue
of the College, although the catalogue:
went to press long before the Trial Com-
mittee presented its report.”

Because of our limited space, it is not
possible to discuss in detail the-faets of
Dr. MeGiil’s hearing, let alone the equal-

ly distressing facts in those of Hughes :

and Weisner.

One point Dr. Spahr made, however,
demonstrates the - implacability of the
Board, their furtive brutality. During

‘the painful préliminary investigations of

the accused, which were utilized, as Dr.
Spahr wrote, “to offer the respondents
themselves as the sole witness against
themselves,” Dr." Weisner said that in
1941, the year Dr. MecGill said he re-
signed, he had gone to Dr. McGill to ask
him to return to the Communist Party.

This-must mean, Dr. Spahr argued, that

at least one: Communist said that MecGill
had resigned. Other witnesses, non-Com-
munist, had declared that’ he was non-
Commumst after his stated 1941 date of
resignation. Who,. then, could persuade
the board? The former €ommunist coulld
not; because as:the Board: belreves, Com-
munists are .always Hars. Non-Commu-

.nists .could not;-because as-the board:ar-
- gues, how: could they:know.?-They-weren’t . :
--_Commumsts, -ands evenyone -knews athat -

the Commuynis ~conspzracy.
: s

‘ The Twilight of Empire ” l

possession was the northern half of the
island of Sakhalin. She has now acquired

the southern half also, as well as the -

Kurile Islands. And within Europe itself,
of course, she has added to her territories
the three previously independent states -
of Lithuania, Latvia, and Estonia. (I am*
not here concerned with “satelites”).
The greatest changes have occurred in
the British and Dutch empires. The East
Indles, Holland’s most important posses-
sion, is now the independent republic of
Indonesla, the " Dutch retaining only
Western New Guinea. Surinam and the:
Dutch West . Indian islands have been

given new constitutions making their in- |

nabitants full citizens of the Nether-
lands.

EMPIRES SHRINKING

Britain’s great Asiatic empire has
dwindled to an extent that would have
seemed quite unbelievable séventeen
years ago. India, Pakistan and Ceylon

are independent sovereign states, though = -

still members of the Commonwealth.
Burma is independent and outside the.
Commonwealth. In the Nearer East the

Palestine. mandate has:-ended, and Pales~ .

tineé and Transjordan have independence, .

On ‘the other side of the Red Sea Brit-
ish contiol-of the Sudan has ceased, and’
she is méving out of the Suez Canal Zone
(But this change has. brought about.a

reassertion of her claim to Cyprus.) The " LA

British possessions in Africa remain as..
they were; but constitutions have been

given to N 1ger1a and the Gold Coast, and

the latter is a long way advanced to=
ward complete self-govemment (Wheth-
ér the recognition of the right of Afri-
cans to full equahty in the Cdmmon-
wealth will result in the defection of the
Union of South Africa remains to be
seen.)_

Across the ‘Atlantie, some advance has
been made toward a federation of the
British West Indian islands. Jamaick
and Trinidad have new constitutions. So
has British Guiana on the mainland-=
though this so far has not had entirely
happy results. In North America; Lab-
rador and Newfoundland have becomé
part-of the Dominion of Canada. i

So-far France’s. overseas -empire: ha”s'
decreased less -than others.-But - ‘Syria
was lost at the end of the last war, and

. Indochina “has now gone. The French ,

spots of ferritory in India are -being

‘given up. Tunis has been granted home

rule, and it is suﬁicwntly apparent that

the present situation in Moroceo cannot ;
. last. much longer. Only in -Africa south-
. of the Sahara do.the French possessiofis

—=like  the British and Portuguese—re-

. mam as before.

The American empxre overseas has
been reduced by the grant of indepen-
dence to the Philippines, but increased
by the virtual acquisition of Okinawsa

and other Pacific islands near Japan and -

the Chinese mainland. But Ameriean iniz
perialism has always turned more on ecé=
nomic and financial penetration than o
outrlght political control; and recent
events in Central America have indicated

that, undet the present Republican rét -

gime; the old “dollar imperialism” is not
dead.

But the world has taken some. long

steps toward freedom, racial equallty and -

democracy since 1937.
—Plebs Magazine

Was He Joking?

Excerpt from the Parliamentary Re-
port of the British House of Commons,
Nov. 2:

“MR. PAGET (Northampton, Lab.)
asked how many of those /H-bomb/. ex-
plostions it would take to make the at-
mosphere lethal, and whether they were
cumulative.

“SIR WINSTON CHURCHILL said
he believed they were cumulative, and
certainly an undue number. of themt
ight have very serious effects. He was
informed, however, that 5000 years wag
about the limit of the time during which
the atmosphere would be afflicted.

“There was some laughter at this, and " .
Sir Winston Churchill added-that he dld -

not mean- to-treat in a facetious manner
what was perpetually in everybody s
mmd e

. [ ]

Wﬂs He Serious? .

“The doctrine’of .original sin' was called

‘one: of the: prlmary sourcest of: the "Amers
ican system “in- an ad'_ e A

1

-
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" “THE CHERRIES OF LIBERTY, by Alfred An-
. dersch. Originally published in German as
- Dce Kirschen der Freiheif. This review is
- ‘based on the French translation, Les
" Cerises: de la Liberté, Editions du Seuil,
1954, 134 pp.

AN /

. By JAMES M. FENWICK

ot s1mp1y a necessary, though insuffi-
_cient, basis for the appearance of a liter-
. ary masterpiece, then surely the great
novel of our times should arise out of
" Germany. In no other country has the
" dilemma of modern capitalism, the social
order which has held indisputable sway
over the world for 20 years, been more
typically revealed than in this land of
. poets, thinkers, and crematoria victims.
The history of the forty years since 1914,
. when German troops penetrated almost
to within sight of Paris, down to the
Bonn government’s recent re-establish-

ment of the Wehrmacht, Christian-Dem-
" ocratically rebaptized the Streitkraefte,
constitutes a panorama which in breadth,
variety, and intensity of experience is
- ripe for a fictional synthesis.

How wmany times during the war in
Europe as the war crashed over and be-
yond us all, did we ask ourselves the

question: What, in both a political and
" personal sense, are the German people
thinking? The question is still not readily
- answerable.

Not, however, in regard to the high
Nazis. The Allied tribunals and the offi-
cial researchers have sufficiently estab-
lished that. Nor in regard to the German
generals who came into the PW camps
complete with dog-robber, monocle, sug-
gestions for the breakfast menu, and the
early installments of their memoirs neat-
1y typed in triplicate in their briefcases.
. What, rather, were the inner dramas
‘of the rank and file with which history
_ is realized? What were the thoughts, for

rd

“ini- their camouflage jackets, stirring fit-

* fully in their sleep under the starlight as

we pulled guard over them in a field in
- France in August 19447

. IN THE YCL
The documentation is beginning to ar-
rive. Alfred Andersch’s The Cherries of
’ Liberty, classified as a novel but obviously
heavily cutobiographical, is the testimony
~ on this epach of one of those anonymous
millions in whom the modern state nor-
mally expresses only statistical interest.
The story begins after the First World
War with the collapse of the Bavarian
-. Workers’ Republic. From the balcony of
" his. home the author, then a boy of five,
sees participants in the revolutionary
regime being led into a courtyard to be
shot. His father curses them.
The father, an officer in the war, in
which he had received a wound from
_which he was later to die, was an ardent
" nationalist, a supporter of Ludendorff.
He was a man who “with complete un-
* selfishness had dedicated himself to a

ruin.. If my father didn’t have a cent it
was because with the defeat of Germany
‘he had suffered a personal defeat as
k well ”
- Six months after hlS father's death

If the raw material of existence were

example of those hundreds. of PWs still.

politica} idea and found in it his own-
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Andersch joined the Young Communist
League. “It represented something abso-
lutely ‘new for me; trembling, I sucked
in that wild breath of life which aided
me ‘in freeing myself from my petty-
bourgeois milieu. The word ‘Revolution”
fascinated me. . . . I went from the na-
tionalist doctrines of my father to the
ideas of socialism; fraternity, freedom of
the oppressed, and military defeatism.”

From reading Upton, Sinclair and the
Arbeiter-Illustrierte Zeitung, “so bril-
liantly edited by Muenzenberg,” he went
on to Bukharin’s Historical Materialism
and the publications of the Third Inter-

- national. .At eigiteen he became one of

the Jeaders of the Bavarian YCL.

Anderschs admired the working-class
types whom he found in the movement:
. . . | cannot forget the spiritual strength
that they radiated; today when | happen
to hear some pasty-faced businessman in a
double-breasted coat mouth what he
thinks are ideas | immediately think of
Hans Beimler and his leather jacket.” ’

GAYE UP STRUGGLE - )

Despite all the activity Andersch and
his comrades were engaged in, by the
winter of 1932-1933 the movement lived
in the shadow of defeat, of almost eom-
plete immobility before the Hitler men-
ace.

“We had no arms. The YCL in Munich
had around a thousand members; if we
had been well organized, supported by
the party, and properly armed, we could
have made a hell of Munich in two hours.
We were the victims of a determinist

philosophy which denied free will. We

spoke ‘endlessly of the masses which our
organization lacked, without seeing that

the workers would have followed us if we -

had decided to act. The enemy was in
motion; we waited for the order to begin.
No, we did not expect it; we knew that
the party would not issue a single order.
Neither -the Communist Party, nor the
Socialist Party, no one.”

The Hitlerites took over without a
struggle. Andersch was.arrested and sent

. to Dachau. Through the intervention of

his mother he was released on the basis

of his father’s war record. Arrested once

again, he was again released through the
tenacity of his mother. “When I left the
police station,” he says of his second ar-
rest, “with the late afternoon September
sun- tracing a silver web on the Renais-
sance fagade of the church of §St.
Michael, I knew that my activity within
the Communist Party was at an end.”

“To the totalitarian state,” says An-
dersch, “I replied with total introver-
sion.” He tried to forget everything by
immersing himself in art. He read Rilke
and Kleist, saw the Falckenberg produc-
tion of Cymbeline, listened to jazz, wrote,
traveled. There were great moments
(“the Umbrian hills seen'from Orvieto’)
but, he says, “the price I had to pay for
this emigration outside of history was
very high, higher, indeed, than that
which I had to pay when I was living
with the -Communist Party within his-
tory.”

FEAR AND COURAGE

But there was nothing else to be done.
“The enormous technical resources and

-the planned organization of the modern

state founded on terror and propaganda
can no longer be fought, as was formerly
the case, with the weapons of religion,
humanism, or socialism. Given the Ges-

- tapo or the Ministry of the Interior, the

underground printer ‘and the terrorist
are no longer anything else than touching
figures out of the past century.”

This period was brought to a close when

he was drafted. The year 1944 found him
in Italy, resolved upon desertion, the act

" which was to give meaning to his life.

And why not desert? The Nazis, he
says, had brought his-youth and the revo-
lution to nothing. They had executed his
comrades while’ their own elite was still
-alive. “They had corrupted the Commu-

nist ‘Party: out of a party of freédom -

‘ahd revolution théy had madeé a party of
bureaucrats-utilizing' the leadership cult
and-faseist méthods of struggle for their
-own ends.” In drafting him they had like-
wise destroyed his' retreat into esthetics

..and into a private. lifé.
- There were reasons of the future, also. .

“I did not have the least idea in the world
of 'surrendering uncondltxonally as did
the troops who were made prisoner. I

" wished to give up voluntarlly and reserve
,to myself the rlght of posmg my own
(It-g it-saying: ths

Andersch: “The Cherries of Liberty’
Novel of a German Deserter

able treatment in prison. camp but of the
post-war political situation.)”

“Finally,?” says- Andersch, quite sim-
ply, “I wanted. to -desert. because I was
afraid of going into combat and of hav-.
mg to die, whether either" act had. mean-
ign or not.”

For Andersch, fear and courage are
both parts of human nature. To' destroy

either of ‘them is to provoke the death
‘of the soul. “I would never-have had the -
courage. to desert if I had:not heen cow- .

ardly to the asme degree that I was cour--
ageous.” The preservation of.these polar
qualities is necessary for the retention
of the feeling for liberty. In general, we
cannot escape the destiny of the masses.
It follows that “in our lives liberty. ex-
ists only momentarily, but we live for
these moments—these unique illuminat-.
ing instants in which our heightened con-
sciousness is turned against destiny and
creates a new destiny.” )

As the convoy moves south to its inevit-
able . capture by American troops, An-
dersch deserts, Alone; unable to trust any
of his buddies, he moves across the coun-
tryside by mop and compass toward the
American lines, savoring the momen?s of
liberty between one captivity and another.
He comes upon a wild cherry tree and be-
gins to pick the fruit. In the distance he
can hear the mufied roar of American
armor.

“They can wait, I said to myself. I
have time. Until I finish eating these
cherries the time is mine. I baptized them
ciliege diserte, cherries of flight, cherries

.of the deserter, the wild cherries of the

desert of my liberty. I ate several hand-
fuls. They were newly rine and tart.”

A POLITICAL LIFE
What is there about this slim volume

. which makes such an immediate appeal

to a socialist? First of all, it is a life
experience viewed politically.

Beginning with the opening lines, "I no
longer exactly remember when the Work-
ers’ Republic collapsed at Munich," the
author's political insight permits an under-
standing of the coniemporary human con-
dition which is impossible in most current
literary productions. That Andersch's poli-
tics is ot one and the same time revolu-
tionary, pacifist, and liberal creates some
inconsistency and inconclusiveness. -But in
the over-all, it permits him moving effects
hardly possible with any other approach.

In the Horney typology Andersch is
obviously a detached type. This permits
him, as a spectator rather than as a par-
ticipant in his own life, to ‘describe it-
with great objectivity. And, as a solitary,

he is able to see the role masses play in -

the contemporary world. -But this con-
stant tender concern for and identifica-
tion with the fate of the masses through-
out the novel—this informed sympathy—
is a product of his political background
and is an approach almost inconceivable
in this country today.

His humanist warmth, uniteuched by
the chill “impersonality of the arty or
academic, is revealed in the breadth of
his attachment to' the living world. He:
can discuss Huizinga’s The Waning of
the Middle Ages and the Lockheed F-94
Starfire all-weather interceptor, Tiepolo
and Kesselring, the cypresses of -the
Villa d’Este and the soldier’s oath, Plato
and The Bicycle Thief.

Pervading the beok is a sense of the

dignity and worth of life, It is an effect:

achieved in . significant- part by An-
dersch’s integrity and honesty. He does
not boggle, for example, at giving the
less ingratiating reasons for his deser-
tion—a subJect which in.itself was .not

popular in post-war days in Germany.
Nor, again, is he one of those miserable
camp-followers of the imperialists-who,

having. passed through .the Cpmmumst_,

Party in his younger days, feels con-
strained te revile it in a queasy middle
age. ) o :
HEAD BEATEN DOWN

All of this is synthesized by a style of

-the utmost simplicity. The whole last sec-"
tion of the book.describing the progress.

of the convoy down the Via Aurelia is a
minor. triumph. If sensitivity to the at-

mespherics of existence is onetest of the.
artistic 'temperament, then Anderseh is’

richly ‘endowed. In ene scene after an-

other—soldiers sleeping at noem in. a’
Tuscan garden; the dusty eonvey -mov-.
ing slowly under. ‘the - ‘silvery olive ‘trees.
- at night;~ AIhed bombers swarming in. -

~in the nostrils of history; .and it is a

. issue, -

.be more important than rivalries in the

"which can create such an army, even if it

. cially those types. of affirmations which

‘period of the humiliation of the Awmeri-

SPOTLIGHT .

Continved from page 1

that is pushing for such polarization to-
day, while the liberals desperately fear
it. Let no one think this fear is the re-
sult of realistic calculation. It is the re-
flection of cowardice and panic. The rec-
ord’ of the liberals on McCarthyism,v as
on civil -liberties ‘ingeneral, is-a- stink

good thing: that the :N.-Y. Post has got-

. ten. around to saying: something almost

as blunt, as quoted elsewhere in- this

1t is because of their theory.that on no
account must there be a  polarization in
American politics that the liberals deduce
the consequence- that it must be the righf-
wingers, and not they, .who  fight McCar-.
thyism. They draw back in terror at the

.idea of preseating. liberalism (whatever

they understand ‘by that} as the nuhfan'l"
alternative to McCcrﬂlylsm .

This is not a surprising course for lib-
eralism. It happens that, for quite un-
related reasons, we have been reading
Konrad Heiden’s Der- Fuehrer, his close-
up account of the rise of Hitler to power.
Analogies between McCarthyism and
Hitlerism tend to be superficial, but there
is many a parallel in political pattern. -
And of course, in the German. develop-
ment, one of the outstanding features
was the similar theory of the “Left”-
(including the social-demdocracy) that.

- the threat of Hitler could best be staved

off by those who were most akin to him in’

politics while opposed to. him in the

power struggle. _
But kinship in politics turned out to

power struggle. - )

Whatever are the capabilities of the
Democratic liberals for learning this, it
is a lesson that labor must learn. :

day when the war in Italy placed its ear ‘
against the ground to hear the war in
Normandy’’—the whole atmosphere  of
the war is beautifully evoked. :
Andersch’s book is net the great one on ’ (
the period—the terror and the historic
sweep are missing. But beyond the values s
already indicated, the book is of sympto- y
matic interest for the answer it gives to
a centril, nagging problem. of ourtimes:.
Bereft Qf old certainties, old ideologies,
what can man do confronted by the to-
talitarian state? Andersch’s answer-iss
very little. It is another unhappy proof
that in our times there has been a sub-
sidence of all values.  There is no hybris,
no defiance of the gods, just a last-min-
ute desertion in discharge of one’s moral
obligation to society. :

PESSIMIST

The value of The Cherries of Liberty is.
descriptive, not’ prescriptive. Andersch's
outlook is pessimistic.

He speaks of the concentration camps
of the future. His religious existential-:
ism (of a low order of intensity, inciden-
tally) is more rigidly determinist than
the determinism which he ascribed to the
Commiunist doctrine. He 1is elsewhere.
more hopeful—but it comes down to little:
more than a nmance. In discussing the. -
soldier’s oath (which . played a certain: -y
role in German post-war political diseus-: -
sion) Andersch says of the army of the
future: . - i

“This army of volunteeis w111 grow m,‘ -
the case of a just defense of a country
against an unjust aggressor. From the
beginning of the war it will be augment-
ed by new volunteers and will be sup-
ported by numerous partisans created
automatically -by the-crimes of an enemy
deceived by -the -mirage of power.

“The " future belongs to ‘the society {

loses battles, even if victory escapes. it.: -+ i
And-even in defeat its spiritual superior- S
ity will turn the conqueror into the con-.
quered .in the eyes of history.” :

The Cherries 0f Liberty .is . obviously
not a book of ringing affirmations, espe-

might conceivably.be welcome during. this:

can intellectual. It is also. a book . which
evokes memories. that’ the ruling ecircles. .
in this country are more and more glad
to see obliterated in the - interest- of i the
struggle against Russia. . .
- The book,. therefore;- ig. not. hkely to be,
translated And in.view of the- quxcksand,
of trivia. swallowmb us up today, it is
8 prty
/ nma .

Dcn’f mm a-single wuk ef .
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You re Just Too
“Darn Idealistic

Youth’s jdealism, according to a

- .N. Y. Times story of November 1,
-was given-as an argument against
the 18-year-cld vote in a recent
youth forum.

Dr. T. V. Smith of Syracuse
University, guest at the forum,

- noted that while he favored youth’s
having “a voice in politics,” “young
people were prone to carry ideal-
ism into' politics and expect too
much. from government officials.”
For example, he continued, they
might take senously what is said
during the eampaign period.

They might expect candidates to -
fulfill certain . campaign pledges,
thus showing en improper attitade
about the woys of politics. And they
might alse asseme that the candi-
dates ahd their backers meant what
they said in their attacks against
their opponents. They might not then
completely understand it when one
‘candidate, after impugning the hon-
esty, integrity and morals of an-
other, resumed friendly relations
with his opponent after election
day. This “focet of politics,” said
Dr. Smith, might not be understood
by youth and in their idealism they
*“Hight spoil” it

We doubt, by the way; if youth
would do all of these things. For
young Americans are unfortunate-
ly more cynical and disillusioned
than Dr. Smith gives them credit
_for. But we have rarely heard a

. better argument- for-the 18-year-
old voting age than this one. -

INTIMIDATION ON THE CAMPUS —

At the lImvers:ty of (Im:ago;

What Ilappenell in the Student Election: >

By DEBBIE MEIER

.

The Umversuty of Chicago was the scene of a sad and disappointing
election a few weeks ago. The Student Representative Party (SRP),
the more liberal and militant of the two campus political parties, suf-
fered an overwhelming defeat in the Student Government elections.

Out of a total of 45 seats, SRP received only 3, and its opponent,
the Independent Student League, received the other 42! It was probably
the most one-sided election since the formation of Student Government

at the University of Chicago.

What does it mean? Why did it happen?

First of all the sting is not quite as bad as it seems at first glance.
Percentagewise the SRP did much better, receiving over a third of the
total votes (and only 7. per cent of the total seats). Besides it was not

contesting (for a variety of un-
avoidable circumstances) 8 seats
for which the Independent Student
League was running candidates.
Thus in actual fact SRP probably
would have received considerably
more than a third of the votes had
it been able to run a full slate of
candidates.

POOR CAMPAIGN

Nevertheless SRP, no matter how one
analyzes it, received fewer votes than it
did a year ago when it also lost the Stu-
dent Government elections, and consider-
ably fewer than it did 6 months ago when
it was vietorious in the all-campus elec-

tions of the Natlonal Student Assocm-

tion,
One of the reasons undoubfedly lles in
the sloppy and disorganized campaign run

'

by the SRP, especiclly in contrast to the
efficient campaign conducted by the Inde-
pendent Student League. SRP lost many
of its activists this year and took consid-
erable time getting on its feet, not begin-
ning any real campaigning until a few
days befere election.

The Independent Student League, on
the other hand, was actively, although
sometimes subtly, campaigning through-
out the first month of school. It attracted
many new students and increased its to-
tal active membership.

SRP on the other attracted very few
new students. Unfortunately SRP has

-recently developed the kind of “in-group”

feeling which often hmders it imr ap-
proaching new faces.

Then, of course, one must not-lgnore'
the changes which have taken place at
the U. of C. in general. While the tech-

The Oath: A Non-Signer's Story

Readers of Ch&llenge’ are fa-
milier with the issues around the
new ROTC loyalty oath which hit
many campuses this fall. Because
we feel that it will be of interest,
we present below a document writ-
ten by o student at wuniversity in
which the “eath” is e lively issue.
Written from a personal point of
view by a “non-signer,” it describes
the experiences of this student with
the witchhunt.—Editor.

By A NON-SIGNER

' The ROTC loyalty-certificate is-
sue struck more swiftly than light-
ning at our campus; there was no

preceding thunder. Most of the

men taking ROTC on campus
heard nothing of the oath until it

‘Was ._hande_d to them on the ﬁr_st

day in class.

The oath itself listed the names of
about 250 organizations. The signer was
required to give the namet of any of
these organizations of which he was a
membér or by which he was employed.
Also, if he had been present at any or-
ganizational activities, or sold or dis-
tributed literature, or been identified in
any other manner with any oxganization,
the signer was requu:ed to list these
organizations.

The students were instructed to look
over the form, sign it, and return it that
.same hour. If necessary the student
could take the oath home and bring it
back to the following class meeting.

This new loyalty certificate was the re-
sult of a rider attached to a defense ap-
propriations act passed by the recent 83rd

Congress. The act stated that “No part

of the funds appropriated herein shail be
expended for the supporf ‘of any formally
enrolled sjudent in basic courses of the
senior division,- ROTC, who has not exe-
cuted a Certificate of Loyalty or Loyalty
Oath in such form as shall be prescribed

JOIN THE

YOUNG SOCIALIST LEAGUE -
114 West 14 Street : L
= New York 11, New York:

_.[J. | want mere mﬁormhon cbouf l'he Young Socialist I.ocqu
- [ 1 want to join the Young. Soclalist League..
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by the Secretary of Defense.”
The issue here has been characterized
by three situations. -

INTIMIDATION

When it became evident that there
would be a few who would not sign, the
military and the school administration
became embarrassed over what the policy
would be toward these students.

If non-signers could not use Defense
Department funds, this would mean in
the most literal sense that non-signers
could not be issued uniforms, books, or
Pceive instruction from the paid officers.
As ROTC is required for graduation at
our school, would non-signing mean sub-
sequent expulsion from the university?

After a few indecisive days the mili-
tary and the university made up their.
minds. The military -decided that non--
signers would not receive uniforms, but
would be issued books and receive in-
struction. The university decided that’
credit would be given to those who did
not sign. The non-signers therefore were
allowed to remain in school, but had to
drill every week in civilian clothes while:
the others marched in umform. }

- The second stage of the issue came in’
the form of "amateur intimidation.” All
the "non-signers were -hauled  before - the
commanding ROTC officers, one ot a time,*
and talked their situation over. These talks-
were” on a very low. . intelectual -level,
vacillating between sympathy, argument,:

- and-a meager attempt -at intimidation.

One of the officers: showed one hon-'
signer a health’ certificate -and -claimed

- that there-was no difference between that’
- and- the loyalty eath. He mqmred ‘wheth-*

er the paremts of,a nom-sigrer believed .
the same- thmgs he did. He. offered- to let’
one non-signer use.his.own private secre-~-

. tary and military typewriters to ‘draw:
up: a statement. of why thls partlcular
didn’t

“and cautious

A be the case today with Russia. The SRP ,
‘ countered with the following pesition:”

nical sides of the campaign took thelr
toll, ‘they are part and parcel in some’
ways of the new ‘“trend” on campus (see
article in June 28 issue of Challenge by
Edward Hill).

The campus atmosphere this year is une_
doubtedly more conservative and conven-
tional. The fraternities are more active
and conspicuous ‘than ever before. The
average student is. undoubtedly consider-
ably to the right politically of his counte
port of the past few years.

While the last 6 months have seen . ai
absolute increase in the size of radical
groups on the campus, we should avoid’
the too easy assumption that this indi-
cates a growing radicalization. of the®
campus. For precisely the same tenden-.
cies”which are responsible today for in-.
creasing the number of radicals on the 7 °
campus probably result in far more sig-
nificant increases in the number of out-
right reactionatry students.

MISLEADING ISSUE

But something else must be added, in
this writer’s opinion, to explain this’
crushing SRP defeat. And that lies in
the nature of the campaign and thus also
of the polltlcs of the SRP.

The major issue of the campaign on
the part of SRP was the issue of Student *
Exchanges with Russia. The Independent -
Student League made its bid on a variety
of questions: it attacked SRP’s “preoc-
cupatxon” with “off-campus” -issues, and’
in doing so suggested subtly the “Stalin- =
oid” tendencies of SRP; it emphasized
and boasted about its own “responsible” .
approach; it promised- -
above all else an expansion of student
ticket agencies, and other such student .
“conveniences”; etc. :

But SRP replied with one issue above all
others: the Independent Student League
had voted in the NSA convention against
a Student Exchange program with the
USSR.

Now there is no doubt that ‘the Inde-
pendent Student League delegates to the
NSA convention were motivated by the
typical undemocratic reasons paraded by
our State Department. Yet their ration-.
alizations during the election for their
stand were never actually answered by-
SRP. o

The Independent Student League de- :
clared itself in favor of any studentsd.
exchange program that was free and un-~
fettered, which, they continued, cannot:

coexistence is essential; in order to have.:
coexistence we must have international
understanding and respect, etc.; and to
have this we must have international stu-:
dent exchanges with Russia. But the In-
dependent Student- League replied, thereA

{Continued on page 6}

“The YSU's Aim |
" The Yeung Socialist League-is a demes
cratic socialist organization siriving 1o
aid in the basic transformation of this se-
ciety into one where the means of produc.
tion and distribution shall be collectively "
owned and democratically managed.  The:
YSL attempts to make the young ‘workers
and students, who formits_arena of agtiv.:
ity, conscious of the need for organization
directed against ccpifulum and Stulmign

The YSL rejects the concept that s’cto:
ownership without democratic - céntrols:
represents socialism; or that soclclgsm ca;

or ﬂlmglv undemocrefic meons,. of I
shork in any way-other than.the conscions:
active parﬁcipchu of the pecple them-
selves .in .the. building of ‘the new. soclal.
ovder. The YSL. arients towerd the mnl-
ing-class; as the class which Is capable.
-leadi:‘g soe;eiy l'o the eshhlishmcnt




LABOR ACTION

\
. Last week; our front pege announced the appeal
“on the Skachtman passport case, and the filing.
" of the brief-with the U. S. Court of Appeals. This
A brief is of special importance to the field of civil
liberties in this country since the Shachtman case
.48 the first where passport was denied on ex-
- plicitly political grounds and the only one in
.. which the State Department itself has tied the
ease up with the Justice Depm tment’s. “subver-
§we” list. :
“. " Following is that section of the brief, filed by
'Aifo'rney Joséph' L. Rauh Jr. and assocwttes
: "whzch zs entztled the “Ar gument. "—Ed.

'SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT

Appellant was denied a passport so}ely becatisé the
dependent Sécialist League, of which he is Chairmari;
E pears on the Atforney Gemeral’s Designation of Oi-
Ahizations in Connection with the Federal- Employee
Sécurity Program Appellant contends that appellees’
ﬁna} action is 1Ilegal for two reasons:
1. The approprlate statute and: executive order lodge
clusive’ Jurlsdlctlon over passports in the Secretary
) ,State and require him to exercise his discrefisii when«
ver an- applcation” £6r a passport is filed. The appel-
violated the sfatutory mandate in this instance as

The First and Fifth Amendmients of thd Constitu-
N’ prevent appellees from denying appellant a pass-

tunity for hearing, that appellant’s trip abroad will
.Jeopardlze the security of our country.

ARGUMENT
) |

'fhe Secretary of Sl'a'l'e failed to exercise his
- disciretion in the muanner required by law, in
. gt he réliéd solély on a designation by the
,:’ Aifbrrrey General, which desigmation bears
"“no relationship to the issuance of pdssports

.

A The Secretary fazled to abzde by the law re-
“quiring him to exercise his discretion m
-the grcmtmg of passports.

Pitle 22 U. 8. €. Section 211A (The Passport Act)
i prowdes that: .
€ - “The- Secietary. of State may grant and issue pass-

- ports . . . under. such rules as the President shall des-
: 1gnate and preseribe for and on beha]f of the United

"did not -exercise any diseretion but acted solely
on the ex parte de51gnat10n of the Attorney General.

port unless and until they find, after noti¢e and oppor- .

cnd wlm:h was mcde wrl'hou'l' no'hce or heur- _

States, and no other person shall grant, issue or
verxfy such passports.”

The President. by Executive Order 7856 (3 FR 681)
authorized the Secretary of Sfate in his discretion to
igsue passports and to make regulations on the subject.

The.discretion to issue. passports having been vested

by law in the Secretary of State, he cannot lawfully

abdicate his responsibility to some other agency, yet
that is precisely what the Secretary did in this case, by
relying entirely upor a determination of the’ Attorney
General without even any knowledge of the basis for
that determination. The Supreme Court struck. down a
similar failuré to ‘exeiciseé the 'discretion required by
law in Accardi v. Shaughnessy, 347 U. S. 260. In that
case petitioner alleged that*the Board of Immigration

Appeals’ denial of his application for suspension of de--

portation was prejudiced by the Attorney General’s is-
suaneé of a list of “unsavory characters” includifig his
name; Regulations governing the functioning of the
Board of Imm1grat10n Appeals provided that the Board
“, shaII exercise such diseretion and power conferred
upon the Attornéy General by law as is appropriate
and nécessity for the disposition of the case.” 347 U. S.
260: The Court held that “if the word ‘diseretion’ means
anything in a statutory or administrative -grant ‘of

‘power, it means that the reeipient must exercise his
) authorlty according to his owh understandmg afd con-

sc¢iénce.” And, the Court ¢ontinued:

“It is 1mportant to emphasize that we are not here
réviewing and révérsing thé mdanner in which discre-
tion' was exercised. If such wére the case’ we woiild be
discussing the evidencé in the récord supportlng or
undefmining the alieni’s elaim to discretionary relief.
Rather, Wwe object to the ‘Board’s alleged failure to
exercisé its 6wn discretion, contrary to existing regu-
lations.” (p. 268) (emphasis that of Court)

This Conrt in. Kutcher v. Gray, 91 U. S. App. D. C.

- 226, 199 F24 783 (D.C. Cir. 1952) has itself ruled on

the question of a government agency’s failure to exer-
cise its own discretion in relation to the Attorney Gen-
eral’s Designation. In that case the Court of Appeals
set aside an order removing Kutcher from employment
on the ground that the Veterans’ Administrator had dis-
charged Kutcher solely on the basis of the Attorney
General’s designation of .an organization of which
Kutcher was a member, The Court said:

“The final decision rested with the Administrator.

Upon him fell the duty to 1mpart1ally determine on -

all the évidence whetirer there is reasohable grounds

for belief that Kutchér was disloyal to the Govern-’

ment of the United States. That ‘was the ultimate, the
controlling issue. Kutcher was entitled to the Admin¥
istrator’s decision of that very question. But the Ad-
ministrator neither considered nor decided it.” (199
F2d 783, 787).

‘The Shaughnes$y and Kutcher cases make it clear

that the arbitrary reliance by the appellees on a. desig-.

nation of the Independent Socialist League by.the At-
torney General constitutes an unlawful failure to exer-
cise theéir own discrefion.

Wims, . . ' . | .' p B
B. The Secretary of State may not rely upon
- the Attorney General’s designation of the
Independent Socialist League, since that

designation was made~for a purpose unre-~ .
lated to the issuance of passports.

The list of organizations compiled by the Attorney
General is, as its very title indicates, designed for and
limited to the Federal Employee Security Program.
There is no rélationship between standards for dis-
charging a federal employee and standards for with-
holding a passport from a citizen. Whereas federal em-

ployment las been held to be a privilege, Bailey v.-
Richardson, 86 U. S. App. D. C. 248,182 F2d 46; aff."

by divided court 341 U. S. 918, freedom to travel has
been held to be a constitutionally protected right. Thus,
in Willm'ms V. Fears, 179 U, 8. 270 at 274, the Supreme
Court sald :

_ “Undoubtedly the right of locomotion, the right to
remove from one place to another according to ineli-

nation, is an attribute of personal liberty, and the .
right, ordmar‘llyi of free transit from or through the.

Aterritory of any state is a right secured by the Four-

teenth Amendment and by other provisions of the -

Constitution.”

Willioms v. Fears was relied upon by a statutory.
threé-judge court in Bauer v. Acheson, 106 F. Supp.
445. That ¢4se, like the present one, involved a suit to’
enjoin the Secretary of State from withholding. a pass- :

port, and the Court there held:

“While the Supreme Court was there (Williams v.
Fears) considering freedom to move from state to-

stdate within the. United States; it is difficult to see
where, in principle, freedom to travel outside:the
United States is any less an attribute of personal
liberty. Especially is this true today, when modern
transportation has made all the world easily aeces-
sible and whén the executive and legislative depmrt-
ments of our government have encouraged a welding
together of nations and free intercourse of our citi-
zens with those of other friendly countries. Personal

liberty to go abroad is partlcularly important to an -

individual whose livelihood is dependent upon the
right to travél, as is claimed by the plamtxﬂ" in thls
case.” (106 F Supp. 445 at 451)

S
ek e

Tt is alse 51gmﬁcant that Executlve Order 10450, un-
der .which the Attorney General’s Designation of Organ--

izations in Connection with the Federal Employee Seé-

curity Program was compiled, . provides that member- .

ship in a desi'gnated organization is but one factor to be

. considered in determining whether an employee should.

be dismissed. Such membership is not automatlcally a

réason for dismissal, and the employee must be given :

an opportunity té explain or refute specific chargés
agamst him. The Secretary of State, on the other hand,
has in this case arbitrarily relied on the Attorney Gen-
eral’s designation of the Independent Secialist League

"U of Chi. Electlon What Happened? — —

{Continued from page 5]
hld be no meaningful student-exchange ,

. ’program as long as Russia maintained -

ggressive and tetalitarian practices.

: -Tﬁ! DIFFERENCE WAS LOST

.Did SRP reply by pomtmg‘ out that

the U. S. is also to blame in this respect

. a=that it will not, for example, give Rus-

an students visas to this country at all,
much ltess for restricted and selected

tours as Russia does? No, this argument )

.was by-passed.

30

Did they point out that ‘the failure to

.lnvxte Russian students to the U. S.

.sﬁ:rengthened rather than weakened to-

“thlitarianism? No, thie problem of student
. €kchange was never placed in this light

“Hecause of the general naiveté on the part

'of the SRP about world politics and Stal-

. The nolnf cbouf student exchanges was

“cis ‘much lost to SRP as to the Independent

Student League. Both saw it merely as a

tc"ol in their own political frumeWork—ihe_

ndependenf Student League as a tool in

'Iﬁe cold war and the SRP as a fool for

“icoexistence."

And one would therefore he justified
. askmg SRP whethe1 they would there-
ﬁre oppose frée ‘student exchanges in
e théy should result in greater, not
Jésened, hostility? Suppose our Afweri-

o#iT gEudent returned more anti-Staliniist?

Sﬁppose our Russian  student returned
vifbie- anh-capltahst" ‘We ¢an only assume
tHat in such a cise the'SRP would oppose -

: freg 4 fettered student exehang‘e pro-

’ chanves sponsored by NSA should - be -

more than mere propaganda tools; they
are correct in insisting that only a free
and unfettered tour can avoid bemg SO
twisted.- But the Independent. Student
League, while it opportunistically makes -
this kind of correct argument and appesl,
should be exposed by SRP as hypoeriti-
cal. For they, as much as the Russians;:
favor and continue to plug for a student-
exchange .program which is used as a
weapon in the cold war, which is used as
propaganda They are incapable of redl-
izing that in the world today both ftlie .
U. 8. aiid the USSR Havé theif owii rea-
sons for opposing -any such genuine free

‘ and unfettered exchange.

But SRP made ne such arguments. It
merely prated about coexistence, under-
standmg, sincerity and good-will, Thus
they made their major fight on their
weakest and most naive arguments.

But while this type of naive thinking
(and in some cases Stalinoid or Stalinist

thinking) is, as alwadys incorrect and po--

litically pernicious, it is in addition no
longer effective on the campus.

Most students in the process of the de-
bate lost all perspective about the other

more erucial distinctions between the iIn--

dependént Student League. SRP's militancy .
on civil liberties and on student needs was
effechvely covered up and lgnored. Both.

tended to sound. similar on everyﬂuinq but

this one. point.

.And on this 1ssue the students were
faced with-a: chdice betwéen-a’ reasonably

argued and: we}l-ratfonahzed “cold: war

01gan17e and re-evaluate their thinking
oh this and stmilar questions, this writer
thinks that the student body will continue
to make the sdine choice. This is not the

. same thing as saying that on the campus-

téday a ‘more solidly based attack on the

Indepen‘dent Student League (for their -

over-gll capitulations to “cold war” poli-
tics) is guaranteed to win! An intransi-
gent defense of civil liberties and democ-

racy is-mot a popular stand today, but-

its eventual victory is- dependent -orf an

understanding of politics and net on’

Wishful thinking.

Non-Slgner s Story —_—

{Continued from page 5)
' Orie student was askéd about his ma-

jor [field of study] by the commanding -

officer. The studént told him, and the
officer said, “Well, you would have had
a nice future before you. I'm sorry.”

FEELING OF UNITY

On the drill field every non-signer- is
singled out as he marches in civilian
clothes. Without any comment from other
students, it is uncomfortable enough. By
and large the other students on the field,
including student officers, are indifferent.
However, one non-signer who had volun-
teered to be a squad leader at the begin-
ning of the term was_approached by a
stiudent officer after it was diséovered

.that this student was a ronisigner; ahd -

he was told that at a staff meeting, it
was decided  that non-signers weren’t to

- oceupy positions -of -authority on the

field.
‘The third important phase of the issue

W&'e ¢

is sbudent opinion. Because so. many-stu-".
demss are ehrectrly invelved; studont opm—--
har

the' semester announcing: “military -and
university policy. There were some con-
troversial editorials and letters in the
campus paper. Student opinion, as deter-
mined by sketchy polls, showed students
to be equally divided on the issue.

But as policy was clarified, the news
articles left the front page and gradually
the issue sunk into obsecurity.

Of course, almost everyone signed the

oath. Approximately one-half of one per:

ceiit, a mere hahdful, make up the non-
signers. Their names have been sent to
Washmgton for clearance, whatever that
means.

o

However, these few students have forni-‘«:

ed a loosely organized committee to see

what compus dction can be taken. The °

parents of the ‘néf-signers have also met
and have formed a "Parent's Commrﬂee
Against Student Loyalty Oaths."

‘But reg'ardless of the number of dis-

senters, there ls a feeling of strength -
The ecurse -which- -
we've ‘all- been talking about for so. long. -
vhas-hit-us;- But istead ot fearing it and

and. unity among us.

faItemng before it,- 1t"‘_has 'nspn:e
per: X 4!
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Against the U.S. Passport Curtai

as final and conclusive proof that appellant should be

‘denied a passport without a hearing. on the merits.

C. The Secretary of State may not adopt and

put conclusive reliance upon the Attorney
General’s designation of the Independent
Socialist League, as the Attorney General
acted without notice to the Independent So-
cialist League and without aﬁordmg it an
opportunity to be heard.

The designation of the Independent Socialist League
by the Attorney Gemeral, upon which appellees placed
exclusive reliance in“denying appellant a passport, was
made without notice or hearing. This was despite the
fact that both appellant and the Independent Socialist
League made repeated attempts to obtain a hegring be-
fore the Attorney General. (J.A. 9-12).

“Mere legislative fiat may not take the place of fact

‘in the determination of issues involving life, liberty or

property.” Manley v. Georgia, 279 U. 8. 1, 6. The desig-
nation of the Attorney General, being the result of an
ex parte proceeding, is entitled to little or no eviden-
tiary value. The courts have given it-little weight in
matters unrelated to federal employment. In United
.States v. Remington, 191 Fed. 246 (CA 2, 1951) the
Court held that membership in an organization on the

_“Attorney General’s list could not be utilized for pur-

Jboses of 1mpeach1ng w1tnesses and said the followmg

. the list is a purely hearsay declaration hy the

Attorney General. . It has no competency to prove
‘the subversive character of the listed associations.
..G7(252))

“In Gordon v. Heikkinen, 190 F2d 16. (CA 8, 1951), dis-
‘missed as moot, 344 U. S. 870, .it was held that one who

was sought to be deported could not be denied bail be-
‘cause of his membership in an. organization designated

by the Attorney General as subversive because:

“The Supreme Court in Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee
Committee v. McGrath, 341 U. S. 123 held that the
organization known as the International Workers
Order can no longer be considered a subversive or-
ganization.” (p, 21)

In United States v. District Director of Immigration,

.Ete., 99 F. Supp. 366 (8.D,, N.Y., 1951) the Immigra-

tion authorities, pursuant to regulatlons, refused to
-aecept the bond tendered by:a-person belonging to an

‘orgamzatlon listed by the Attorney General as subver-

sive. The Court, after referring to the Joint Antz—Fas-
cist case, held that:

“The refusal to accept Government bonds from the
proposed surety solely on the ground of his member-
Shlp in the proscribed organization .. . is not an ex-
ercise of reasonable discretion but an abuse of dis-
cretxon

In Adler v. Board of Education of City of New York
342 U. S. 485 a divided Supreme Court sustained the
constitutionality of a New York law requiring the
Board of Regents to list subversive orgamzatmns, -and

_providing that membership in an organization named

upon any listing shall constitute prima facie evidence
of disqualification for employment as teacher. The Su-
preme Court held that no question of procedural due
process arose because no organization could be listed
until “after full notice and hearing” and because-the
person against whom the presumption or disqualifica-
tion arose had full opportunity to rebut it. Here the
Attorney General gave no notice or hearing to the Inde-
pendent Socialist League, and the Secretary of State
gave appellant. no opportunity to rebut whatever infer-
ence might logically flow from his chalrmanshlp of the

Independent Socialist League. In short, the ipse diwit

of the Attorney General took the place of fact in deter-
mining the issue of whether appellant was entltled to

2 passport.

D. The Passport Act and Executive Order 7856

should be construed -to require o hearing
and to prevent the Secretary of State from
relying on the Attorney General’s Designa-
‘tion, in order to avoid questions of uncon-
stitutionality. ' ’

. The Passport Act and Executive Order 7856 vest the
- .discretion to issue and withhold passports exclusively
with the Secretary of State. Both the statute .and the
- “Executive -Order are silent as to the manner in which
- ‘the discretion is to be exercised. But this Court, in

order to avoid serious Constitutional issues, should read
into the delegation of authority to the Secretary of
State the fundamental due process requirements of ro-

‘tice and hearing before allowing hlm to withhold a pass-

port. Indeed, the Statute and the Executive Order have

‘been so mterpreted by a constitutional three-judge ‘court

m Bauer v. Acheson, 106 F. Supp. 445 which said:

“This court is not willing to subseribe to the view
that the executive power includes any absolute discre-
tion which may encroach on the individual’s constitu-
tional rights, or that the Congress has power to con-
fer such absolute diseretion. We hold- that, like other.
curtailments of’ personal liberty for the public good,
: regulatlon of passports must: be' aldmlmstiered not
Y <aPP.

2 the :

with due process adapted to the exigencies of the sit-
uation. We hold further that such administration is
possible under the existing statute and regulations. ...

“. .. The President’s regulations authorizing with-
drawal of passports . . . is susceptible of and must be
construed as exacting notice and opportunity to be
heard prior to any judgment effecting revoecation. or
refusal to renew a passport.” 106 F. Supp. 445 at 452.

* The Bauer decision follows sound judicial precedent.
As Justice Frankfurter, concurring in Joint Anti-Fas-
cist Refugee Committee v. McGrath, 341 U..S. 123 at
165, said: “. .. from a great mass of cases, running the
full gamut of control over property and liberty, there
emerges the principle that statutes should be interpret-
ed, if explicit language does not preclude, so as to ob-
serve due process in its basic meaning.” This is a corol-
lary to the rule that “when the validity of an Act of
Congress is drawn in question, and even if a serious
doubt of constitutionality is raised, it is a cardinal
principle that this Court will first ascertain whether a
construction of the statute is fairly possible by which
the question may be avoided.” Crowell v. Benson, 285
U. 8. 22, 62. This principle has been reaffirmed in recent
years in United States v. Congress of Industrial Rela-
tions, 385 U. S. 106, and United States v. Harriss, 347
U. S. 612.

If this Court refuses to interpret the statute and Ex-
ecutive Order as we have urged above, it will then be-
come necessary to consider the arguments as to urncon-
stitutionality which follow. .

"'The Passport Act and Executive Order 7856, as

applied to appellant, are unconstitutional, in
that they abridge his freedom to travel,
‘speak and assemble in violation of the First
Amendment, and in that they ‘deprive him of
liberty and property without due process of
law in violation of 'I'he Fifﬂ'l. Amendment.

A In arbitrarily withholding a passport from
appellant, appelleées have seriously
abridged his freedom of speech, of assem-
bly, and to travel, without furthering or
protecting any national interest, in viola-
“tion of the First Amendment to the Con—
stitution. o e :

Appellant advised the State Department and has
alleged in his complaint that he wishes a passport
“solely for the purpose of consulting those people in
Europe whose knowledge of political conditions on the
continent he respects, and of observing those conditions
so that he can acquire material for his work, namely,

.writing and lecturing on political conditions.” (J.A. 4.)

Further, appellant advised the State Department and
has zlleged in his complaint that he believes in change
by democratic means and opposes the violent overthrow
of our Government (J.A. 3), and that he “will not en-
gage in activities while abroad which would violate the
laws of the United States or which, if carried on in the
United States, would violate such laws, or which would
reflect upon or embarrass the United States” (J.A. 4).

Certainly -the Government has an obligation to safe-
guard national security, even when to do so requires a
restriction of freedoms guaranteed by the Constitution.

“When the Government claims the necessity for such

restriction, it becomes the responsibility of the courts
to balance the alleged danger to the national interest
against the danger of the proposed limitation of indi-
vidual freedoms. As a guide in striking this balance, the

.Supreme Court has adopted the so-called “clear and

present danger” test, which provides that, before there

can be any restriction of civil liberties, there must be

(1) a real likelihood that a substantive evil will result,
(2) the evil must be very serious, and (3) it must be
imminent. Schenck v. United States, 249 U.S. 47, 52;
Bridges v. California, 314 U. S. 252, 263; Terminiello v.
Chicago, 337 U. S. 1, 4. “In each case (courts) must ask

whether the gravity of the ‘evil,” discounted by its im-
probablllty, justified such invasion of free speech as is’

necessary to.avoid the danger " Dennis v. Unzted States,
341 U. S. 494, 510.

In light of the allegations of appellant’s/complaint
cited above, the withholding of his passport averts no
national danger, real or potential, and neither furthers
nor protects any national interest. Accordingly, if ap-
pellees’ action in withholding the passport was as a
result of a correct interpretation of the Passport Act
and the Executive Order, that Act and that Order must
be held to be unconstitutional as an abridgement of
appellant’s First Amendment rights to speak, assemble
and travel.

'B. The withholding of a passport ﬂom appel- -
lant on the basis of his chatrmanship of an

organization, without giving either him or

the organization notice and an opportunity. .

to be heard on the question of the nature

of the organization is . de'privation of lib- -

erty. without due process of law, in viola-
tion of the Fifth Amendment to the Consti-
'tutum

= It must be respected in periods of calm and in tim

portumty to be heard” (p. 452).

' . contents itself with saying that in gathering them it

— B SR

State has at any time granted appellant or the Inde- e
pendent Socialist League a hearing on the sole ground .

for the denial of appellant’s passport, namely, the des--,f
ignation of the Independent Socialist League by the |
Attorney General on his list of Organizations in Con-
nection with the Federal Employee Security Program.‘ :
The Independent Socialist League’s right to a hearmg 5t
was decided by the Supreme Court in Joint Anti-Fascidt: .
Refugee Committee v. McGrath, 341 U. 8. 123, which = =
held that the Attorney General cannot des1gnate a
organization as subversive .without first affordmg that’
organization a hearing. The issue in that case was-
whether the ‘Attorney General had authority to desxg
nate the Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee as ‘a’
Communist organization without first affording the. or
ganization a hearing. The Joint Anti- Fasc1st Refugee
Committee brought an action for declaratory -and in:
junctive relief, alleging that it was not Commumstlc.
The Government moved to dismiss. This motion was: +

granted by the District Court and sustained by this -
Court. The Supreme Court reversed, however, holding
that “if the allegations of the complamt are taken as:

true” (p. 126), which “must await determination .by:+
the Distriet Court upon remand” (p. 142) “the conduh

ascribed to the Attorney General . . . is patently arbi
trary” (p 136). There were four concu1rmg “Opinio
each cofiddemning the manner of the Attorney GeneraLs
designation. :

Justice Black: ..the due process clause of . the.
Fifth Ame“ndment would .bar such condemnatio
without notice and a fair hearing” p. 143. _'

Justice Flankfurter “The requirement of . ‘du‘é.
progess is ‘not a fair-weather or timid.assurance.

of trouble . .. (p. 162). The heart of the. matter
-that democ1acy implies . respect forthe elementa 5
rights of men, however suspect or umvorthy
cratic government must therefore. practice falrness'
and fairness can rarely be obtained.by secret, oné-
sided determination of facts decisive of rights . .. .o
(p. 170). The Attorney General is certainly not im-
mune from the historic requirements of fairness
merely because he acts, however " conscientiously, i
the name of security ...” (p. 173). :

Justice Jackson: “. . . to promulgate with force _of
under- our system- of government need no.elaboration.
A party is entitled to know the charge against. hix
he 'is also entitled to notice and opportumty to:
heard. Those principles were, in my. opinion,vit
here. . . .” (p. 175-176). “The gravity of the présent
charges is proof of the need for notice and hearin
before the United States officially brands these or:
ganizations as ‘subversive.” No more critical govern

- mental ruling can. be made againgt an. organization
these days. It condemns without trial. It destroys
without the opportunity to be heard. The condemma- -
tion may in each case be wholly justified. But govern= -
ment in this country cannot by edict condemn .or, °
place beyond the pale. The rudiments of justice, as'
we know it, call for notice and hearing—an .oppor~
tunity to-appear and to .rebut the charge” (p. 178)

Justlce Jackson: “ .. to plomulgate wtih force of

law a concluslve ﬁndmg of disloyalty, without. hear-
mg at some stage before such finding becomes ﬁnal,
is a denial of due process of law” (p. 186).

Appellants rxght to a hearing was decided by the~
three-judge. Court. in Bauer v. Acheson, 106 F. Su
445, which held “freedom to travel outside the United
States . . . an attribute of personal liberty” (p., 451),,
and that “the 1egulat10n of passports must be. adminis=.
tered . . . with due process” including “netice and. op‘

It is indeed .axiomatic that under the Fifth Amend=
ment the Government must. thoroughly .inform. the citis:
zen ‘of redgons for contemplated action against himg
when the Government purports to act upon infornmation’, .=
not-disclosed to the citizen, the courts are-quick to calk '« 7
a halt. Federal Trade Commission v. Gratz, 268 U.:S:
421 Interstate Cowmerce Commission v. Lomsmlle&

.-Co., 227 U. 8. 88; Morgan-.v. U. 8., 304 U.;S. 1;
West tho Gas Co. v. Publw Utilities Commzsswn, 294
U. 8. 63; Crowellv. Benson, 285 U. S. 22 Unzted States
v. Gray, 207 F24 237 (CA 9, 1953). o

The followmg language of Justice Cardozo, speakm <
for the Court in Ohio Bell Telephone Company v. Publie
Utilities ,Commission, 301 U. S. 292, sets forth-precisely -
and dramatically the nature.of the violation of ‘appel=
lant’s due process rlghts by appellees in this cage. AIY
the Court need do is substitute “Secretary of . State”
for “Commisison” and “Attmney Generals De51gna-'
tion” for * Jou1nals and tax lists.” .

“From the standpoint of due plocess—the protec- :
tion of the individual against arbitrary action—&" =
. deeper vice is this, that even now we do not-know the
particular or evidential.facts of -which the Commis-
sion took. judicial notice and on which ‘it rested 1ts ‘
conclusion. Not only are the facts unknown; there is
no way to find them out. The CommISSlon Rk

. went to journals and tax lists, as if a judge were, to’
tell us ‘I looked at the statistics in the lerary of
Congress and they teach me thus and so.” This erl
never do if hearmgs and appeals are to be more than
empty forms.’ o

CONCLUSI»O.N
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““To the Bditor:
T take it from a careful perusal of two
- _articles that have been published in
" LABOR ACTION, that the evaluation of
_'the Labor Party delegation’s visit to
i Russia and in particular China, as pre-
sented in “London Letter,” are at sharp
variance with the views held by LaBor
AcrioN. This difference of viewpoint also
-utmaa pue uesdg JO 9[OI 9y} UO $OYINOY
ism in the Labor Party. I would like to
‘deal with these points at least briefly, in .
the compass of this short letter.
- ‘Firstly, I entirely approve of the La-
or Party delegation’s visit to Russia
#ind China. This action was met with by
{'str'ong' opposition from many quarters
in the States on the grounds that it
would impair the, close working alliance
‘of Britain and America. As a socialist,
1 approve of all steps by the Labor Party
- which serve to weaken the ties of the
Labor movement with the policies of the
State Department. At the same time, I
dlsapprove of any link-up between the
right-wing or left-wing leadership with
talinism, Maoism or Titoism. Any pol-
iey which fails to tell the truth about
-Stalinism can only assist and.abet it.
Secondly, it is quite false to give the
: impression that Attlee or Bevan were
= *taken in” by Malenkov or Chou En-lai.
Unlike the top-ranking Labor delega-
“tions during the Popular Front period
or during the war, this delegation went
‘with a very critical eye. The reports,.
~.speeches and articles of various members
. of the Labor Party delegation indicate
~ .that they were not reconciled to totali-
-tarianism or the ugly features displayed
.in .the Stalinist world. It is true, of
.course, that the delegation had certain
:illusions about the post-Stalin develop-

.eharacter of the.Chinese government—
* but these 'illusions are shared by ‘the
‘British bourgeoisie, and, above all, by
.the “neutralist” -and seimi-neutralist
:French beurgéoisie -(whose spokesman is
‘Mendes-France). Both Churchill and
tAttlee have discussed -the . possibility of
“tpeaceful coexistenice between West -and
East—a possrbxlity made ‘more real by
the “modifications” in .the Soviet bloc
» following “the ‘death of Stalin “(the
Kotean armistice, the Geneva econfer-
~ ence).

<~ Of Bevan’s views of Stalinism’ much
has' already been written. It i§ true that
“his - concept of Stalinism is a sort of
“forced march” socialism, and that he
‘takes at face value the reforms carried
“out by Stalin’s epigones in the Soviet
- Union. However, it is absolutely false
~and unTair to make the statement that

“dt no point did he even  indicate that
there were some inadequacies in the po-
=litical regime from the point of view of
“democratic rights” (see article “Bevan’s

Pro-Stalinist Speech in Peiping”). His
“‘articles in Tribune, inadequate and in
some ways grotesque (particularly on
Mao and birth Icontrol), are far from
tmeritieal of the Mao regime.

- ‘What I think has to be emphasized is
hat Bevans concept of peaceful coex-
sbence is a different and more realistic
ofe than that of the right-wing Labor
3leaders. For Bevan, peaceful coexistence
an only come about by a recognition of
he colonial revolution, by a break with
he. preventive-war . representatives of
United States imperialism. In this 'sense
Bevan’s understanding of what is meant

As the Pan-American ecdnomic ‘eon-

“ference opens near Rio de Janeiro in
“Brazil, its prospects look something less
“than bright.
‘Tt will be remeémbered that at the last
general Pan-American Conferénce ‘at
Caracas, the U. S. insisted that the main
~«point of the agenda be the “anti-Commu-
nist” resolution covertly attacking the
‘Guatemalan government. The Latin
“American. states reluctantlyswent along,
although they” were more interested in
.their economic problems, which were
- shunted aside. The present conference is
“supposed to take these up.

’be known that it's not handing out lar-
gesse Assistant Seeretary of State Henry
Holland, head of Latin American affairs,
has declared that it is Washington's policy
to réfer Latin American financial needs to
vate: ccplful and Invesfmenf;

.ments in the Soviet Union, about the true -

" However, in advance the U. S. has let it

f'le U S.-

"AN EXCHANGE BEVANITES AND COEXISTENCE

by peaceful coexistence comes very close

to the strong anti-war, neutralist and

semi-pacifist currents not only within the
Labor movement but also in sections of
the European ruling classes. Peaceful
coexistence on the basis of the status
quo—that is impossible: this Bevan real-
izes. Peaceful coexistence on the basis
of a direct-impetus by the British Labor
Party, on the basis of a check on both

‘the militant representatives of the West

and East—this is another matter, and
wholly realizable.- *

I have a general impression that
LABOR ACTION is unable to distinguish
between Stalinist:inspired movements
and tendencies in Britain with move-
ments that take up what have been or
what are current Stalinist slogans. The
fact that Churchill talks about peaceful
coexistence does not make Churchill a
Stalinoid or a fellow traveler—although
a few. years ago it would have been
heresy maybe. The same goes for the de-
mand for a Big Three Power Conference
(an old Stalinist demand) .taken up by
Churchill in May 1953. ‘East-West trade

‘—a Stalinist. slogan exclusively (until

comparatively recently) is now the offi-
cial policy of His Majesty’s government.,

I suggest that LABOR AcCTION should
concentrate more on Bevan’s false at-
tachment to social-democratic ideology
than to his inadequate understandlng of
Stalinism qwhich, after all, is a by-
product. of reformism and " the whole
bourgeois-democratic. attitude  to world
polities),

Allan VAUGHAN

(1) Half of our discussion article of
Aug. 30, on the Labor junket to Russia
and Chma was devoted to attacking the
pro- 1mper1allst critics of the Laborites—
those who objected to the trip from the
pointof view of U. S. foreign policy. The
sécond -part was devoted to explaining
why socialists could not approve the spee-
tacle of socialist leaders backslapping to-
talitarian butchers of the- ‘working class.

-Coimrade Vaughan .repeats the fifst,
but ‘does not take up the second. Net in
one word of his letter does he suggest
-any ‘réason why he “entirely approves”
‘of this unsocialist spectacle. Surely it
cannot be merely because it “serves to
weaken the ties of the Labor movement
with the policies of the State Depart-
ment,” for obvious reasons. Qur article
discussed this in advance.

Nor can it be merely because Attlee
and Bevan staunchly remain opponents
of Stalinism.

, Two socialist leaders, appearing before
the eyes of the Chinese people, gave the
people to understand that they gpproved
of 'their Stalinist hangmen, that they

were all comrades together, that they .

supported this despotic regime; and
again we would refer Vaughan to our
fuller discussion of this pgint on Aug.
30—which he does not dlSC!}SS

This ‘was a blow to the cayse of soeial-
4ist democracy. ‘To be sure,*it also dis-
pleased Washington, but Few can this
sufficiently sweeten such® an offense
against the working class in the eyes of
@ Third Camp socialist?

(2) .Instead of discussing this central
c_onsideration, Comrade Vaughan knocks
down some straw men, We did not “give

the impression” that Attlee and. Bevan -

were ‘‘reconciled to totalitarianism,” but

‘Expect Pan-Am Confab. to Flop

‘U..8. offered nearly 6% million dollars
to the Guatemalan government in aid,
“to-keep communism from getting a new
-grip on the Central American republic”
(reported the N. Y. T'imes on Qct. 31),
“Foreign aid officials made the offer pub-
lic here in the hope that it would answer -
‘a recent charge by Sen. Joseph R. Mec-
Carthy that the administration had been
lagging on aid to the anti- Commumst
government ” .

In contrast with Guatemala, most of
the Latin American states—which can-
not flaunt any red “grip,” “threat,” or
other subversive menace capable of
bringing McCarthy’s publicity depart-
ment to their rescue—feel that they are
going ‘to go away empty-handed.

On October 31:a leading Brazilian -

paper Correio da Manha. frankly blurted
out that the conference was foing- to. be
”futlle, after ‘Holland’s statement: “With:.

1t mueh difficulty: it ca 'be affirmedithat .

rather condemned American “journalis-
tic hypocrites” for hinting just this. We
denounced Beyvan’s speech mad® in Pei-
ping, and mentionéd (in the sentence just
before the one that Vaughan chooses to
quote) that Bevan not only endorsed the
regime in general but refrained from any
criticism in this speech. And Bevan was
“taken in” by his pro-Stalinist illusions
before the junket, as both we and
Vaughan have explained.

(3) It is no news that Bevanite illu-
sions about the Malenkov and Mao re-
gimes are widély shared in Europe, even
by bourgems circles. What we do not un-
derstand is whether this is supposed to
apologize for Bevan fréom the Thirid
Camp socialist point of view. It is no
news that Churchill too has “disecussed
the possibility of peaceful coexistence,”
ete.; what we might inquire is how this
bolsters Bevan’s posxtxon from Comrade
Vaughan’s point of view.

(4) What then is the 1mport of Com-
rade Vaughan’s letter? We are really not
sure, but find the second part of his letter
more than disconcerting. The theory of
peaceful coexistence he.expounds surely
deserves clearer explanation.

Bevan is “more realistic,” we under-
stand from it, because his ‘“‘peaceful co-
existence’” with Stalinism ‘“can only -come
about by a recognition of the colonial
revolution, by a break with the preven-
tive-war representatives of U. S. impe-
rialism.”

Yes, recognition of the colonial revolu-
tion is a fundamental precondition for
a socialist foreign policy which can de-
feat Stalinist as well as. capitalist impe-
rialism; but how does Vaughan make it
out to be a basis for “peaceful coexist-
ence” with this rapacious Stalinism?

Furthermore, the fact is that “Bevan’s

. concept” of peaceful coexistence, as ex-

plained by Vaughan, is identical with
that of many neutralists everywhere and
of the Labor right wing as well, although
this is the.point denied, -

In other wofds, Vaughan seems-to have
c¢hanged his mind about .the neutralist
“coexistence”. policy, which he now as-
serts to be ‘“wholly realizable.” Very
‘well;. it’s surely a vital thing to diseuss;
but it should not be -announced as “the
postseript of sueh a letter as Comrade
Vaughan has written above.

Only a week before our own Aug. 30
articlé, which Vaughan now attacks, it
happens that Comrade Vaughan himself

had written a vigorous (nay, violent), -

attack on . .. the Bevanite theories of
peaceful coexistence. “It has little if any-
thing to offer as an alternative to the

" policies of the right wing;’” he wrote. He

unmercifully attacked “the unsecialist
ideas peddled by the Bevanite leaders,”

discussing -precisely their foreign policy -

and adoption of “peaceful coexistence”
illusions.

It'is in this article by Vaughan, also,
that we discover the statement: “As far
as China is concerned; there is nothing
wrong with Chou En-lai ro Mao Tse-

. tung. Or if there is, it has never seen the

light of day in the columns of. the

ribune.” It woiild seem that the strie-
*tures in Vaughan'’s letter apply to him-
=gelf; though not tg us.

This Aug. 93 London Letter by
Vaughan also happened to be the first
article appearing in LA in a long time
which concerned itself with the Bevan-
ites’ ‘pro-Stalinist illusions. We had
brought-it up every once in a while but
not enough. We mention this because of
the curious last sentence in Vaughan’s
letter now, in- which he seems to com-
plain that we “concentrate’” too much on
Bevan’s “inadequate understanding of
Stalinisin’’!

In sum, if Comrade Vaughan wishes
to revise or:re-discuss his views on Be-
vanite illusions about Stalinism ‘or
“peaceful eoexistence” policies, it is his
right and duty to do so; but a flank- at-
tack on ‘another subject is not the most
educational Way of doing so.

’ Philip COBEN

The ISL Program
id Brlef

The Independent Socialist League stands
for socialist democracy and against the
two systems of exploitation which now
divide the world: capitalism and Stalinism.

Capitalism cannot be reformed or liber-
olized, by any Fair Deal or other deal, so
as to give the people freedom, abundance,
security or peace. It must be abolished
ond replaced by a new social system, in
which the people own and c¢ontrol the
basic sectors of the economy, democrati-
cally controlling their own economic and
polificdl destinies.

Stalinism, in ‘Russia and wherever it
‘holds power, is ‘a ‘brutd! totalitarianism—
a new form of exploitation. ts agents in
every couniry, ‘the Communist Parties, are
'unrelenﬁng ‘enemief™of socialism and hove
nothing in common ‘with ‘socialism—which
cannct exist withouf eéffective democrchc
control by the people,

These two camps of capitalism and Stal-
inism are today at each other's throats in
a worldwide imperialist rivalry for domi-
‘nation. This sfruggle can only lead to the
most frightful war in history so fong as the
people leave the capitalist: and ;Stclinlsl'
rulers in power. Independent S Eialism
stands for building ‘and strengthening the
Third Camp of the people against both
war blocs.

The ISL, as a Marxist movement, looks -
to the working class aad 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
end among all other seeﬁom of.the people.

At the same time, mdependeni Socialists .
participate actively in every struggle to
better 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 seck fo join together with off
other militants in the labior movement as
o left force working for the formation of
an independenf labor party and other pro-
gressive policies.
~ The: fight for: defnocracy : and fhe ﬁghf
“for “se¢ialism dre : msepcrcﬂe. ‘There can
“Be'no lasting and genvine democirdcy wifh-
-out socialism, and there can be no sociak -
“isin “without ‘demoeraey. Yo envoll- unde:-. ;
“Fhis Banwer, join-the: fndependent Socialist
“Leaguel . o

[ et Acquainted! |

Independent Socialist League
114 West 14 Street.
New York 11, N. Y.
O I want more information about

the ideas of Independent Soclal-
ism-and the ISL..

J I want to join the ISL. -

~

NAME (please print)
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