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.'A Testimonial to
The Power of Words

We first want to throw- the Spotlight
on a great subject, ladies and gentlemen:
the Power of Words. There will be three
exhibits. ) '

. Exhibit I is from the Nation for De-
cember 4, illustrating a typical National
type of agility with greased ideas. It oc-
curs in that part of the magazine en-
titled “The Shape of Things,” consisting
of paragraphs of editorial comment—
roughly similar to our Spotlight, in fact.
We mention this because reading it fills
us with admiration and a certain amount
of temptation to learn how to juggle
slippery ideas with equal talent.

. It is entitled “Vishinsky Departs,” and

-_bitterly deplores the “bitter, even vindic-
4ive-reaction of the U. 8 press to the

old butcher’s death. Even in papers like
the Times, for example, we know, obits
had played-up.the deceased’s role in de-
manding the bloed and gristle of the old
Bolsheviks in the Moscow frameup
trials; it’s a far cry from the days of
Walter Duranty to the days.of the cold
war, and the Neation is sad about how
they treated the. present corpse, even
though in another day it never had nice
things to say about the corpses that
Vishinsky created..

. Very well, but is it possible even for
the Nation itself to run an obituary
which doesn’t mention the less savory de-
tails of ‘the man’s rise to fame? Noj; but
there’s where the fine hand comes in.
They mention -it, they de—by deploring
the fact that the rest of the press “con-
eentrated” on it..And no one can actually
say they glossed over unpleasant facts
out of sorrow over the bier.

. More important, if the Nation's com-
plaint is that no one found anything good
40 say about the late jackal of Stalinism,
what are they going to find to say, them-
selves, that will be suitably complimen-
tary, if not eulogistic? I's a problem. We
can just see the Nation's Shaper of Things
sitting in deep thought for minutes at a
time wondering how to do it.

CRUELEST BLOW

' Can he say that Vishinsky was a force
for peace and détente in the cold war in
4hese latterly happy days .of UN good-
fellowship? Apparently He can’t bring
‘himself to do so because of the common
knowledge that Vishinsky had nothing
to. do with making-policy in the Kremlin,
but got it hot off the wires. Still it must
be said that “the loss of Vishinsky may

:be . unfortunate.” (Not “will"—that's

Daily ‘Worker stuff.)
" Why may the loss be “unfortunate”?
Won’t - Malik represent precisely the
same Kremlin policy? The Shaper of
Things recognizes this.

Why then? Because (he squeezes out

_in his last paragraph) unlike lesser men,

“Vishinsky could move along the lines
jaid down with an agility and inventive-
ness, backed by experience, that his sue-
cessor cannot be expected to match. The
West may yet have reason to regret his
abrupt disappearance from the interna-

' tional scene.”

What a final indignity to the shade of

Vishinsky! This absurd: nonsequitur is
il that the Nation can grind. out. of Ats
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The Senate Votes to Censure
ut McCarthyism Goes Free

the part of the Senate which will have a deep-going
effect on the morals of public life. That it took all the
political courage they could muster for many of the.
senators to vote against the Wisconsin bully, no one
will doubt. But the form this attack on McCarthy .~
took is just another indication of what a scarce and *
precious commodity political courage is these days.~

What was McCarthy condemned for? Was he pil- * -
loried for his blunderbuss and omnibus attacks on fens =
and even hundreds of men in government employment '
as well as in private life as "reds” and "security -
risks" and "Fifth Amendment communists™ under cir- =
cumstances in which they had no means of self-de-

By GORDON HASKELL

The Senate has voted to censure Senator McCarthy.
There is no doubt that this is a blow against him and
the reactionary forces he represents. _

But it has left McCarthyism uncensured and un-
condemned.

It has acted not as a legislative body charged with
the duty of defending the rights and liberties of the
inhabitants of this country from unwarranted and
extra-legal government attack; but rather as a gentle-
man’s club which sought to rap on the wrist a mem-
ber who had taken to calling his fellow-members
names in public. .

The Liberal-Democratic and. pro-Eisenhower press
of the country has hailed the passage of the censure
motions as if this were an act of political courage on.

Expel McCarthy?
A McCarthy-Type Proposal by Liberals

During and after the censure session of the Senate, a number of
liberals, led by Senator Wayne Morse, have stated or suggested that cen-
sure should be followed by a move to expel McCarthy from the Senate.

This is a truly scandalous proposal. And it seems to be exactly the
kind of-scandal which one has come to expect from “men of principle”
like Morse (and Humphrey and Douglas). }

Neither these gentlemen nor the Senate as a whole have dared take
up McCarthy on his venomous attack on civil liberties in this country.
So they. censured him for doing things which senators have been doing
since time immemorial, as pointed out in the lead article on this page.

That may fall inside the realm of democratic political struggle, be-
cause a vote of censure is simply an expression of displeasure which in
no way deprives the senator of any-of his democratic political rights.

To expel him, however, is a different matter altogether.

On what grounds would they justify expelling him?

That he abused his senatorial privileges as an investigator? But .
why did not the Senate, which controls both the appointment of com-
mittee heads and the rules under which investigations are conducted,
either remove him from that post or set up rules which would have
precluded his abuse of witnesses? Because not enough senators can be
found to vote against the seniority rule on committee chairmanships,
regardless of the damage tb the national interests caused by the incom-
petence, venality or wrong-headedness of any given chairman. Should
McCarthy be expelled by a body which did not try to control him?

THE PROPOSAL TO EXPEL IS A CONFESSION

And how about the citizens of Wisconsin, and their right to be repre-
sented by a man of their choice?

We deplore the choice they have made. As socialists we are con-
vinced that the political and economic system is rigged in such a way
as to undemocratically limit the effective choices open to the electorate,
and to give a privileged position to the candidates of the capitalist par-
ties in general, and to those with the biggest financial backing in par-
ticular., :

But when all that is said and done, Senator MecCarthy won his seat
under the same rules and the same party auspices as Senator Morse. The
voters had just as good an opportunity to find out what he stands for,
and to vote for or against him. He has not changed his stand or his

fense?

The British Labor Party Crisis:
Right, Left and (enter

Not at all. After all, the Truman and Eisenhower
administrations have created vast administrative pro-

"~ petrate the same kind of ‘attack on’

- and all their highest spokesmen to.

Ipf;_!:h@dg ml_l_(_:l_h si;;lqg_ the last '_elg(_:_tjio_n (and it would be a fine day if sena-
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cedures and machineries to per=

whole organizations and their .
memberships under equally extra-
legal setups. How ceuld McCarthy ™
be condemned for doing in his own
back-alley manner what respected
presidents and attorneys general .
have done in smoother and more = -
urbane fashion? :
Did the forces of high public -
morality vote to censure McCarthy
for publicly lying about the num-
ber of “communists” or “subver-
sives” or “security risks” whose
names he “held in his hand” at one
time or another when addressing
the Senate or vast radio audiences?

HOW COULD THEY?

How could they? During the last
election campaign both major par- -
ties charged each other with lying.
about the number of people who
have been discharged from the
government service for being “se-
curity risks” or “loyalty cases.”
Vice-President Nixon made the
artistic jugglery of such figures a
central attraction during his West-
ern campaign to keep the Congres
Republican. :

To eliminate public lying from
political life in this country would
be to condemn both major parties

silence on the major issues of our
{Turn to last pagel
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Ruth Re ynolds Wins Case
In Puerto Rico High Court

.. Ruth Reynolds, who was framed up
and convicted of consgm ‘acy to overthrow
'tfw U. S. government in Puerto Rico, has
been vindicated by o long-delayed deci-
“sion of the Supreme Court of Puerto
Rwo, to which the case was appealed.
iss Reyno!ds an American pucifist, had
een accused of attending a 1949 meeting

f the Puerto Rican Nationalist Party

nd there taking an oath for indepen-

énce, with others, which the govern-

ent claimed was a wviolation of the

land’s “Little Smith Act.” A Ruth Rey-
#nolds Defense - Committée was formed,
‘and in January 1952 LA dnnounced a
cross-country tour by Comrad Lynn on
ier case.

“Following is the statement released by

iss Reynolds on the Supreme Court de-
cision.—Ed.
5 : P
. The New York Times informs me that
the justices of the Supreme Court of

‘uerto: Rico, after deliberating for one
year and twelve days, have reached the
conclusion that it would not have been
criminal for me to have taken the oath
1-'did not take on December 19, 1949, but
for the taking of which I was sentenced
{0. six years of imprisonment at hard

or.

.For my parents this decision repre-
3ents the end: of four years of unforget-

hle. angl.ush their suffering is the only.
torture for which my heart feels no for-
giveness.

‘For- my . ,PNHQ Rl:un friends, whose
tgal's and pruyers have accompanied me
ih.this dark j |onrlley it brings one moment
of .rejoicing in the. midst of . replcil‘lg in

midst. uf iorj‘ow. For my Amerlcun

Jpnds. whose zeal and loyulhf have made~

- his \ncforv possible, it is dn accomplishe

mellf which- should breed: faith for the
llldre  difficult tasks - -ahead. For. me per-
sonully, it.is a hard-won_admissian on the

art of our government that it has no
right to prosecute anyone for devotion %o

" 3he. independence of Puerto Rico.

Juridical -interpretations of this decl-
jon'. I will leave to lawyers who- are
'allﬁed to make thern. I am more coh-
cerned with moral 1nterp1etat1ons, which
‘appear to me to be, in this case, more
far—reachmg For if the government now

- admits that it would not have been wrong

for me to pledge life and property for

. the mdependence of Puerto Rico, can it
sustain that it is wrong for anyone to do

? If 500,000 Puerto Rican Nationalists
ould meet tomorrow and take that

_oath, would the government not have to .
‘Yet them do it?

,And if it is not wrong to pledge hfe
nd property for the hberatlon move-

:Sfﬁre--ﬂelp Nee‘ded in Dz
Testing Rights of Non-Religious C.0.s

.- Bulletins of the Vern Davidson Dé-

fense Committee inform that new addi-
tions to the committee, in addition to

“A. J. Muste; include Michael Harrington,
:- of the Young Socialist League and for-

mezly with the Catholic Worker, and

_Ste\fe Siteman, prominent in the Socml-
:3st” Party. The Central Committee for
Conscientious Objectors has sent.moral .

and  financial ‘support and the National

iService. Board for Religious Objectors

1S éxpressed its hope that Davidson win'
he case.

“The special feature of the Davidson case
is i-hai Vern Davidson is fighting for. C.0.
$ fqi-ns on a non-religious basis.

The Defense Comm1ttee also. announc-
-65 ‘that after December 1, its address

THE FIGHT
FOR SOCIALISM

by
Max Shachtman
A basic primer on the ideas
“of Independent Socialism!

: $1.00

Cloth $2.00
'-ctmn Book Semee

Is the government not admlttmg the
invalidity of all its reign of terror, that
make a Puerto Rican fear that imprison-
ment or economic reprisals may result
if he so much as gives a nickel for a
Nationalist’s defense?

Is it not saying that cooperation with
the liberating movement is no crime, and
that therefore the current wave of prose-

cutions in New York and Chicago and:

Puerto Rico, on the basis that someone
knew someone who- knew someone who
knew someone who knew . semeone who
knew Lolita Lebron, is unjustified?

Is the government not now morally
obliged to delete the phrase “as an active
member and leader of the Nationalist
Party of Puerto Rico” from political in-
dietments, and- with it the -whole Astol
Calero type of testimony, which makes
it criminal to sell a 5-cent Nationalist
periodical today because a Nationalist
allegedly shot a policeman in 19357

Is not the Supreme Court saying that
Puerto Rican patriots, and their associ-
ates, must be judged on the basis of their
deeds, not on the basis of what their
lives and property are pledged 1:(::'."I

Is it not admitting that the hundreds
of men and women jailed in 1950, but
who did not participate in the revolt,
were unlawfully jailed,.

ican history?

This decision eannot” erase- what has -
" gone’ before. It eannot now save me from

one ‘moment of the 19%% months of im-
pnsonment which' the government now

~admits it had no right to inflict upon

me. It cannot now turn back the calen-
dar, and have published in November
1950 the manuseript that jailed me to
“prevent me from publishing, and which
might have brought understanding
where today-are only suspicion and fear.
It cannot now spare my parenis the
heartache that has made them old.

Military might accomplished its purpose
in 1950, as it is-accomplishing its purpose
in 1954. Yet military might recognizes that
might does not make right, and asks the
courts $o sanction its acts. This the court
has, in this -one case, at long last refused
to do.

This decision represents onhe minor
triumph in a long, hard war. It is impor-
tant only as a portent for the morrow,
as token that truth, if held too stoutly,
can eventually conquer military might,
and Puerto Rico can .be free. In this
struggle I pledge the Puerto Rican peo-
ple today, as I never have before, my
life, my fortune, and my sacred honor}

Ruth REYNOLDS
Nov., 19, 1954. '

Davidson Case

will be changed to 17 N. Venice Blvd.,,
Vemce, Calif, )

The letter that foIIows, received  from
secretary David McReyrolds of the com-
mittee, is for our readers.

®
Friend:

We know you are interested in the
progress of the Vern Davidson case. We
expect a decision in Decembér or Janu-
ary and are optimistic about the result:
We will let' you know as soon as the
ruling on the-appeal is.made.

Our lawyer, J. B. Tietz, has woxked
particularly hard on this case and we are
erateful. But like everyone else, he has
to eat, and we are short on funds to
meet not only ‘his fees, but the heavy ex-
pense of printing the transcript, ete.

We need your help badly. We are

roughly two hundred dollars short of our’

goal. Many of you.reading this letter
have given already and given generously
to support this civil liberties case. We
turn to you again only becduse the need
18 80 urgent.,

I am troubled also because, havmg re-
fused induction into the army in August,
I will be arrested shortly and even with
the delay of my trial cannot expect to be
free more than two or three months. I
would very much like to conclude the
affairs of the committee while I am still

_able.to do so.

Will you. take the time today to send
your contnbutlon" ;

] and that the-
“whole episode is'a shameful one in Amer-

(Continued from page 1}

conscience as a good word for the old
bloodhound, even as it condemns its col-
léagues of the press for being too harsh!
What could be harsher?

TRUE LOYE CONFESSION

Exhibit II, by a coincidence stemming
from the Fitness of Things, comes from
a magazine that is being. sued by the
Nation for political defamation. This is
the New Leader, which glosses over the
sins of American imperialism with some-
what less skill than the Nation sometimes
uses to cover up the dirty tracks of Stal-
inism.

A letter to the editor by ex-radical
James Rorty presents the confession:

At the risk of further distressing my
friends, | now confess that | have never
been a good positivist or materialist, have
always been skeptical of the human end
results of technological ‘progress,” and
have always been attracted by the re-
ligious concept of love as Mr. Kirk uses it.
If love is in itself inadequate as the foun-
dation of a social or economic program

. .. it is certainly better in my opinion

than the Marxist concept of the class
struggle, which, as employed by the Com-
munists, involves the systematic inculca-
tion of hate."

We pass over (as Cicero used to say)
Rorty’s: belated admission :that he never
was a good radical ‘(“materialist”),
though' this: could be used by some to
prove that a real good radical eould never
. have become a right-wing Republican;
thereby allaying the fear of any present
good radical who may wake up shivering
some fine morning with the thought,
“What if I turn out some day to be such
as these!”

But determinedly passing over this
and other digressions of an interesting
and repellent nature, we come bhack to
the Power of Words. Rorty is for Love,
the religious concept of it anyway. We
offer a paraphrase for the sinuous argu-
ment which he makes to prove the su-
periority of love over Marxism. We will
prove the superiority of monarchism over
republicanism:

"If monarchism is in itself inadequate
and imperfect as the foundation of a so-
cial or economic program, it is certainly
better in my opinion than the democratic
concept of republicanism, which, as em-
ployed by McCarthy, involves the system-
atic inculcation of dictatorship and dema-
gogy.”

The conclusion is obviously irrefutable.
No doubt, scholars have a name for this
sort of thing and we will send a free copy
of LABOR ACTION to anyone who sends it
in, with one LA masthead or reasonable
facsimile thereof attached.

HINDU HUCKSTER :

Exhibit III, to retain our international
franchise, comes from India. We have
often heard that the Hindu mind and the
Gandhian tradition have much to offer
us, and no doubt that it is as true as it
is of most peoples and their contribution
to the intelmingling of cultures; but one
thing is certain: Gandhi’s No. 1 disciple
and successor is not much. behind the
non-Hindu hucksters of Madison Ave-
nue and Capitol Hill in using the Power
of Words to deceive,

A couple of months ngo Nehru was out
watching sea maneuvers of the Indian
navy, and in a speech declared that he
I-l_oped "the ‘Indian navy, like the army and

- air force, would remain a symbol of India's

unity, eﬁciency and good work" and that
when he saw the navy at work “his heart
was ‘warmed.” There would be nothing
noteworthy about this at all except that
this Nehry is supposed to be the devoted
disciple of Gandhi, who usually preached
-absolute ‘pdcifism" and the unfouchability
of death-dealing arms.

" Even-this would not be noteworthy, for
it is amrold story about disciples too. But
in this same context, the same Nehru
had the non-Gandhian -gall to say also:
“On this day we should pledge ourselves
anew to do the task given by the Father
of the'Nation and to translate into action
his great téachings.”

India is a young nation but its leaders.

learn fast. In the United States Senate,
Bill Jenner can quote John Stuart Mill

on Liberty ‘in favor of McCarthy, but it

‘took more time for the U. S. to get that
way.

-Defense by

Mlsi‘aken ldenfify

'
which is something that we would like
to say just as sharply. Murray Kempton
wrote on the case of Dr. Davis D. Henry:

“Dr. Davis D.-Henry can now be presi-
dent of the University of Illinois if he
wants it. Dr. Henry, plesently vice=
chancellor of New York University, was
an assured candidate at Illinois until his
supporters ran into a rumor that he was
a security risk., a

“Dr. Henry has the old-fashioned vir-

tue of dignity, and he told Illinbis that -

he didn’t want its laurels if their price
was a public investigation. Now the Illi-
nois trustees are begging him to recon~
sider.

"The - charges dgainst Dr. Henry were
anonymous. The one to which the trustees
gave the most serious attention asserted.
that, in 1947, as president of Wayne Uni:
versity in Detroit, Dr. Henry had been

" slow in ordering the dissolution of o cam-

pus chapter of American Youth for De-
mocracy, a Communist Party youth group.

“The Illinois trustees preferred send-
ing their own investigator to Wayne to
taking the word of the presumably re-
spectable citizen they were considering
for the highest office in their keeping.

“The facts turned out to be that Dr.
Henry had been as previous.as anyone
could wish in banning the American
Youth for Democracy from hig halls. He -
had written the Department-of Justice in
1947 asking about its status, and been
told, in an infrequent lapse in the divine
powers of J. Edgar Hoover's subordi-
nates, that  A.Y.D. did not appear sub-
VEIS]VE.

"There followed a hasty letter saying
that Hoover himself had labeled it such
at a Congressional hearing. Dr. Henry
then ordered Wayne's A.Y.D. chapter to
dissolve, and seems fo have beaten the
attorney- general's subversive list to the
draw by some weeks.

“Dr. Henry turned out on inspection té
be a past member of the Detroit Rotary
Club and to have the frantic indorsement
of Harvey Campbell, president of that
city’s Board of Trade, a man who enly
lately ceased to be red-eyed from»mttmg

up all night worrying about Walter Reu- =

ther. It had all been a painful misunder-~
standing.

“We have in short one of those empty
victories .for freedom of opinion which
we win so often these days. To.think how
hollow it is, we have only to imagine the
case of a Doctor X, who might have been
president of Wayne in'Dr. Henry'’s place. ,

“Let us suppose that Dr. X believed .

in freedom of education from federal
control to the extent of not asking Dept.
of Justice approval of an .organization
on his campus. Let us say that he as-
sumed that the Justice Department’s
listing was relevant for federal employ-
ees, but not necessarily binding for pri-
vate citizens.

"This Dr. X might have felt it his duty to .

warn the student body that the best au-
thorities had found that AY.D. was &
Communist front and then let its: Wayne
chapter exist as a monument to his faith
that a bad idea does not flourish in the
open air.

“It does not-seem unfair to the Illmcus
trustees to suggest that Dr. X would not
have been considered 10 minutes. And
yet, we are imagining no whimsical non-
conformist; we have only conjured up a
careful, reasoning man who had-tried to
root his decision in what is, after all, a
tradition in our culture.

"We have come so far from that #radi-
tion, all of us, that we defend most of the
targets of our time, not by prucldlmlaq
that they are non-conformists and that we
need non-copformists, but by proving that

they are absolutely safe. The defense is fo :

claim mistaken identity.

“The right of dissent, after all, rests
on the notion that we can afford to g‘mnt
each citizen the privilege of making &

few mistakes. Did we think, when all this’

began, of the time which is with us, when"
this right could only triumph if the man.
who claimed it could show a slate free
alike of mistake and dissent?

WEEK by WEEK . . .

LABOR ACTION screens and analyzes
the week's news, discusses the cur-
rent problems of labor and soclallsm,.
gives you information you can't find
anfwﬁere else, :

!
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ESEY  Churchill:
A Boner for His Birthday

By DAVID ALEXANDER

-LONDON,: Dec, 2—Nobody really knows
-why, during a speech a fortnight ago at
Woodford, his-own constituency, Sir Win-
ston Churchill revealed that in 1945 he
‘sent a telegram to General Montgomery
dnstructing him to pile up the arms of
the two and a half million surrendering
‘Germans, in case it would be necessary
to rearm them against the Russians.

Even the most superficial examination
of documents of that period published by
Churchill and other allied leaders has re-
vealed that the British premier was con-
stantly aware of the expansionist de-
signs of -Stalin’s regime. Roosevelt was
not quite so sensitive.

However, during the final double-
fronted attack on Germany, eonsiderable

apprehension: was felt at the Foreign .

Office'lest the Russians would not stop
at the agreed lines. and would. occupy
Denmark and.even the. Low Countries.
It would have been extremely tactless
of the British government .to make
known its fears then, but it nevertheless
acted on them, if we'are to believe in
the existence of the alleged. telegram.

" Needless .to say, a storm of protest
against Sir Winston Churchill’s revelations
came from the Labor Party. Many mem-
bers of Parliament wanted.to know why
he had chosen this juncture; at which we
were apparently geiting on reasonably
well with Malenkov, to say rude things
about the Stalin regime.

. Pravda came out with a violent attack,
one stronger than.the Daily Worker; but
the Labor Daily Herald and the literary
New Statesman attacked him in polite,
but hardly less equivocal terms.
. The Daily Mirror, whose circulation is
4,000,000, came out with two front-page
attacks on. Churchill’s blunder, but still
did not offer any convincing reason for
it.

TORIES DISCOMFITED

. By contrast, the Tory newspapers
stressed how far-sighted Churchill had
been. While negotiating with. Stalin it
wastnecessary to strengthen one’s own
position. Yalta, Teheran and Potsdam
had shown how adept the Stalin regime
was at making agreements in words
while at the same time consohdatmg its
political position by force.. There is no
doubt, they argued, that had Churchill’s
plan for a second front through Italy, or
even Greece, been accepted by the Ameri-
can military authorities, the Iron Cur-
tain would have fallen on the borders of
Russia, and not half way through Ger-
many.

In Parliament, Churchill asked the
members to consider the interests of
Russm as being far more important than
'l'.he words exchanged about them. He
implied that the Russian need for “co-
existence” now: was irrelevant to our
rudeness or politeness: to them.

. With Churchill's birthday imminent, the
Labor Party hoped fo make capital out of
+his blunder to disgredit him. The Daily
Mirror suggested- that-he was- gﬂﬂngrold
and-might’ go. Many Sfalinist fellow frav-
ellers started beating the big drum. Even
*ille Tories were " discomfited by what they

considered an unnecessary and tactless

liberty. -

BOMBSHELL |
+ Churchill’s birthday came, an_d_ you
probably heard as much about it as we

-endured.- He is undoubtedly. ndmg on a

high tide of- popularity.

Besides the congratulations from many
heads of states he had 23,000 letters and
Rarcels A’fund set up by Lord Moymhan
collected a_.vast sum of money in sinall
lots. The first check for $420,000 was
presented to him.

With his ‘great historic’ sense, he has
declded to endow his county house Chart-
well as a museum. This very smart move
is calculated . to guarantee himself a
p}ace in history for all time.

Naturally, the Tory party is immense-"
ly pleased with Churchill’s popularity. It
is worth a few million votes. On top -of
thig, he has announced an ircrease of $1

<8 week in old-age pensions. Nowadays,

the -old are (mdeerl must be) thankful
for small mercies. ‘This also will do the
Tories an electoral world of good.

. After Churchill had revealed the dis-

& -
_Don't miss a single week of
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-

patch of the famous telegram, Lord
Montgomery, presently in New York,
confirmed " its receipt and the wisdom of
sending it. A search was made of the
archives of the Féreign Office, of 10
Downing Street, and of Churchill’s pri-
vate files.

Then the bombshell exploded. To a
crowded House, the day affer his triumph-
.ant 80th birthday, Churchill- had o admit
that perhaps he had not sent the telegrgm
after all. Now Munfgomery. having  ad-
mited: receiving it, was” baHing on a
sticky wicket. Churchill asked him to
.search for it in his own personal files.

‘Whether or not, such a telegram exist-

ed.is inconsequential. It proved one thing -

we socialists ‘said at the time, that even
in those back-slapping, toast-drinking,
days, beth the-heads of the great blocs
were maneuvering ‘into the most advan-
tageous positions to continue their cold
war which had been going on since 1917,

CASSANDRA, STILL

There is no doubt that they would
have preferred a shce-up of the world
in victorious style; but in the war of
ideology, that could not be. Beside a num-
ber of purely military escapades, ‘like
Korea, Bukovina, the Baltic states, the
Stalinist bloc has achieved victory in
Czéchoslovakia and China with the indis-
pensable aid of an ideological attack.
Against this the West is quite powerless.

In a more local sense, Churchill’s reve-
lation could have gained him no support,
and the rather humiliating experience
of having to apologize for it in Parlia-
ment did not do him much good either.
. Yet the figure of the tired, old, but good-
" humored leader might still appea] to the
British electorate.

Recent events,

discussed in London

.Letter point strongly to the likelihood

of an election next May, in the sun of
spring and the warmth of Churchill’s
popularity. Like Cassandra, we continue
to warn the Labor Party of the necessity
to formulate a new policy, instead of try-
ing to win through on the expected blun-
ders of its wily opponents.

By PHILIP COFEH

LABOR-ACTION readers really should be
informed of some of the odd things that

are happening to the term “Third Camp”.

in England.

In the background is a very healthy
development: widespread interest in the
idea as-the result, in part, of a Third
Camp Conference at. Oxford which was
modeled after the Third Camp Confer-

THE TWO-AND-A-HALF CAMP

Britain: How the Thlrd-Camp Idea Is Clasped
To Various Bosoms i in a Crushing Embrace

ence held in. New. York in which Indepen- -

dent Socialists’ took such an active. part.
Pacifist circles have taken it up quite en-
thusiastically, and .this has helped too.
The other side of this wider popularity
is some weird developments on its fringe.
These. have. popped up particularly in
some. pacifist circles. Peace News, for ex-
ample, writes: Since the launching. of

" the Third Camp [in England} there have

been a host of people with ‘private pana-
ceas’ hurrying.to jump on the bandwagon
—and there will no doubt be more: ‘The
Third Camp,’ they cry, ‘Why that is what
I have been advocating for years in my
movement .. for land-reform, tax-reform,
currency-reform, diet-reform, religion-
reform, marriage-reform, and what-
have-you. Unless it takes my box of pills
the Third Camp will die.!” (Tom
Wardle, Oct. 22.)

These wise words did not stop Wardle
himself,. a leading pacifist, from pro-
claiming his own nostrum in the same
article. What binds. all “Third Campers”
together, he announces, is their “repudia-
tion of power as the determining :Eactor
in .world " and national affairs”—the
“Thlrd Camp” opposes all policies based
on power ? It happens, of course, that
this "notion is not evén common to all
pacifists, let alone others.

There is perhaps even a danger that in
England the térm "Third Camp” may be-
come the property of the panacea-mong-
ers.

STALINOID CANT

Turning to more serious terrain, Pro-
fesor G. D. H. Cole has been very actwe
as a *apokesman for a kind of “Third
Camp” idea. He was, for example, one

From the CIO News, Nov. 15

For nearly a year James Bury, a mem-
ber of the CIO Packinghouse Workers
and formerly a member of the Canadian
Congress of Labor Executive Council and
secretary-treasurer of the Vancomer
(B. C.) Labor Council, has been in Ken-
ya, Africa, as o representative of the

Intl. Confederation of Free Trade Un-

tons. Here are excerpts from an open
letter he wrote delegates to the recent
CCL convention in Toronto.

To. understand the trade.union situa-
tion here you almost have to get a plcture
of polltlcal developments. A civil war has
been raging in Kenya since 1952. The
Mau Mau attacks and the measures taken
by the Kenya government against them
have turned Kenya into one big armed
camp.

. Let me give-you some examples. On
Aprll 24, after a series of Mau Mau
lalds, the administration began a mop-
ping up operation. Over 30,000 suspected
Mau Mau sympath:zers were,_‘plcked up
by ‘the police and .army, of whom 19,000
were detained in camps for sereening.

Half of the full fime or part fime union
officials in Kenya were drrested and sent
to camps, and despite repeated requests
and Infervenhons. we were able to cleur
only a quarter.

One of our local union officers was shot
in the leg. He was sitting in the offices
of the Kenya Federation of Trade Un-
ions (affiliated to the ICFTU) when some
trigger-happy policeman shot a bullet
through a wall. The guy confessed
inonths later, when we presented the evi-
dence against him.

Naturally, this kind of atmosphere not
only hinders the growth of the trade union
movement, but virtually paralyzes it. Many
workers now feel that participation in it
means a one-way trip to a detention camp.
Acfions of the police und army have given
them plenh, of reason for feeling that
 way. Snme of . our: members have been

ion: 'rd ~Al

‘White Man’s Burden’ in Kenya
Requires Union-Busting Too

g v

every union leader has been tailed con-
sfuntly by the police.

All this is a bit heartbleakmg, hecause
the need for strong unions iz damn obvi-
ous, and the emergency has made my
job so much tougher. I/a.vmg conditions
for Africans are hard .te imagine. Of
course I have no sympa.tky for.the mur-
dering tactics of the Maw Maw. But I can
understand why they've made so much
headway.

A ‘small European  settler group, of

in.Kenya and almost five million Africans
are trymg to eke out an existence in na-
tive ‘reserves. The administration has
done little in the way of opening up more
arable.land thruugh n'r:g;at.mﬂlt nor has
it taught.the African more efficient meth-
ods of agrlculture

The minimum wage  for industrial

-workers- (often the ngaxlmu;n) is §7 a

month, .Chances for advancement are
practlcally nil. ' On $7 a month, you're
lucky if you stay alive._

I'm afraid it would reqmre a couple of
hours for me to tell how bad conditions
really are. Take my word for it, they're
lousy. And the Africans in Kenya are®
fed up. They no longer want to remain
the hewers of wood and the drawers of
water.

They see Africans in other terrltones
governing themselves. But here 40,000
Europeans elect 14 memhars to the Legis-
lative Council while oniy six Africans sit
in Parhamen’w—and these are appointed
by the governor. The days of 1.:1wpposed
white supremacy in Kenyd are over.

Despite-the emergency, we are making
affiliated to the federation. Nominally
some headway. There are 10 unions, all
the federation has 50,000 members, but
job has been to act as a father confessor,
by no means all of it is dues paying. My
legal adviser and union representative.
I've run schools for Work_er_s, helped in
negotiations, set up new union constitu-
tmns and performed a host of other du-:

. 40,000 has munopohzed all the good land

Jines. clea fro
i le_'

of the main speakers at the Oxford T,hi-];é!
Camp Conference. :

But when we turn to Professor Coie
ideas on the subject, it is'not at all ¢
tain after all that we are on more ser
ground. We have immediate refewx;c ot
an article of his entitled “Is a" Thirc
Force Possible?” . (quoted. here.from..
view of International Affairs, but apps
ently a reprint, perhaps from the N
Statesman)

We are not talking now. merely of t
typically “neutralist” emphases of Brit-
ish and- European leftists, which ﬁll P
fessor Cole’s article. That would be us
For Cole, it seems, the “Third ,For '
“Third Camp” of which. he "somet
speaks seems to be exclusively a’ t?’.’d
bloc of neutralist governments unco
mitted. to either of the main: two;. ax
there is no hint here of the concept:of:
Third Camp movement of the worki
class and masses of people directe
against the dominant social systems jthat
rule the world. But this is the usual. tBlhqg
and not worthy of special comment.

Nor is Professor Cole a pr mclpled op
ponent of imperialist war. He is ready;
defend Western Europe against Russi

armies if it comes to that This too
usual. :

Nor should we be too surprised to #i
that this #ypically European socialist T
tellectual has all kinds of soft feelmq
about Stalinism.

He cannot see hope of a detente, he
wntes, ‘as long as the Americans .
regard ‘it as their mission to prevent the
development of Communism in Asia.”
This is a peculiar kind of 1nd1ctmen or
Cole. On other occasions ke pmperl;r has
his own socialist reelpes for preventing '
the spread of Stalinism in Akia. = 1%

He writes that socialists should not,.
line up “against China as long as the
Chinese are doing no more than range
themselves with.the opponents of imp
rialist rule.” Is that all Mao is doing,.
his opinion? If so, Cole is somewhat more.
obtuse than Bevan.

At another point. he ,objects <o Ame
iea’s ‘“clear-. encouragement - to exile
groups to stir up trouble inside the :Sos
viet Union itself.” He does not indict.the
U. 8. for its actual policy of encourag:
ing only reactionary capifalist-restora
tionists. He falls into the Stallnmd cant
Perhaps it is slipshodness.

SOME COLE-ISMS

But then astonishment, even at Cole,:
must increase as one reads further that
“One necessary step toward the creation
of the Third Force in Europe is 2 lessé
ing of anti-Communist feeling” amo
democratie socialists.” It is not an un-
known - thought—we know many Eufo
pean socialistic Stalinoids who wouild say’
the same thing, but not one who is: greét-
ed by many British. left-wingers "as " a
spokesman for the. Third Camp, which
presumably is directed egainst- hoth Stal .-
inism and capitalism. 3

The astonishing' ‘becomes. the- }udlcrous
however, when we find out further from
Professor Cole that.the “Third:Foree,’
at least in France and Italy, canhot ge
anywhere: unless it is supported by==the
Stalinists themselves! that 13, by theﬁ
“second” force! .

This is what he actually wrote: 4

A Third Force cannot be built w:l'houi'.
the united support of the working class,
or at least of fthe great majority ofit;:
and this means, in France and Haly, that
no such force can be built unless the’ Com-:
munists can_ be brought to supporl- |i. -if”
not to form part of it."

Just like that. It does not seem out-of-
the-way to him, since he tosses it off’ hke
some of his othet quick ones. . y

He does not explain why, in the U. S.,.
where the majority of the working class
is dominated by the Temocratic Party,
this outlandish “Third Force” of his must -
not have the support of Truman ' and
Stevenson, by the same token. "'

After t.}us, nothing will astonish from
this Third-Force advocaté, and so .We can;’
relate quietly that he ends this "article:
by Qalhng on “the Third Force” to “take
its stand against exploiting capltalxsm,
against feudalism, and against—”"

You expect him to continue wnth
agamst Communism”? No.
“—against hysterical
nism. . . .” :
~ Certainly, we Independent Soclahsts; ;
wish no patent-monopoly of our own on!
the coneept of the Third Camp; but also’
certafhly, genuine Third Camp advocates
in England have a task m keep 1 h
~the

Antz-Commu-t
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" THE CAMP OF LIBERATION by A. J.
‘Muste.—A “Pedce’ News" pamphlet, 16
‘:pages. Distributed by Fellowship of Recon-
" ciliation, 15 cents; in bundles of 10 or
- more 12 cents; in bundles of 100 or more
10 cents.

By GORDON HASKELL

In this small pamphlet A. 'J. Muste
analyzes the struggle for the world which
is going on between the two great war
~camps, and describes the need and the
'-pOSSlbllltIES of the creation of a Third
.Camp, the “camp of liberation,” as an
" alternative to both. E

- "It is a simple pamphlet, evidently de-
" signed to introduce the Third Camp idea
.+ to wider circles of people to whom the
“yery possibility of thinking in such terms
‘is a novelty. In it the author strongly
stregses the difference between the con-
:ception of a positive, militant and revolu-
tionary Third Camp movement, and the
‘passive “leave me out” attitude which
~dominates much of neutralist thought in
‘Europe and Asia. He is particulatlv con-
cerned to show that neutralism in itself
“is an illusion, and the notions on which
it is based tend in the long run to slip
- the people who hold them into support of
one camp or the other,

As an absolute-pacifist advocate of
~Gandhian techniques of non-violent po-

LY
. Bouquet
. To the Editor:

3 A new subsecriber thanks you for as-
7 sisting in my rescue from the comfort-
—‘able and still-respectable recesses of the
< “Democratic Party., You have verbalized
~a suspicion into a now-obvious truth:
~that my party offered no real alternative

‘to its mondlithie counterpart. Your anal-
' ysis of the McCarthy censure hearings
~ ms a matter of transcendant irrelevance
. (paraphrase mine) is superb and puta
. the whole affair into a perspective which
. too many ilberals, I fear, have lost.

Your paper, by any journalistic or
¢ philosophical standards, is excellent. For
~ honesty, lucidity, historical perspective,
balance, and even typography, LABOR
" AcTioN ranks with the very best in
" American journalism. This from one who
subscribes and reads such as Harper's,

Nation, Progressive, Reporter, Frontier,
- Atlantie, Sat-wrﬂay Review, ete. No paper
_‘or magazine is read by me more thor-
~ oughly, and more rcwazdma'ly, than
. LABOR ACTION.

I must admit, however, that my anti-
doctrinaire bias almost kept me from
reading beyond your masthead. “Labor
“Action” as a title just does not express
“the scope of your editorial and news
. coverage. And your apparent basis for a
- ‘democratic ' socialism appears to that
amorphous designation “Labor.” Has not

 history demonstrated that that classifi-
" “cation is not significant? Is the fact that
* a man is a laborer the real common de-
'nominator? A man is young or old, mar-
. ried or single, liberal, radical, or con-
" servative, all before he is a “laborer,”
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'The Camp of Liberation’

litical and social struggle, the author
lays heavy stress on total disarmament
and the applicability of these techniques
to the present world scene. Whatever one
may think of the contention that the
adoption of the methods of non-violent
struggle is integral to the formation of
a really positive and revolutionary Third
Camp * (and neither this reviewer nor
LABOR ACTION agrees with it), Muste’s
approach to the problem of militarism,
disarmament and the like has little if
anything in.common with the kind of
approach which is too often associated
with pacifism.

He in no way fosters the illusion that
the present American and Russian govern-
ments can be got to disarm themselves by
mass appeals to their conscience. He
stresses the fact that armaments are a
necessary consequence of the socio-eco-
nomic structures of both power blocs and
the type of conflict which is raging be-
tween them, and hence that a political
movement which hopes to prevent the ulti-
mate horror of nuclear warfare must di-
rect itself against these structures.

The Camp of Liberation is not only a
good title for this attractively got-up
pamphlet, but is a term the positive con-
tent of which may well bring its use into
increasing favor in the Third Camp
movement. The pamphlet may be ordered
from the Fellowship of Reconciliation,
21 Audubon Ave., New York 82. We are
informed that in bundles of 10 or more
they may be had at 12 cents per copy.

rs
which is, after all, a fortuitous eireum-
stance. Rather, I feel, a political realign-
ment or a socialist evolution (or revolu-
tion) is more properly based on the sup-
port of men dedicated to peace, justice,
and freedom, regardless of occupation.
What does the ISL think of my point?
Perhaps, it is just 2 matter of semanties.
Good luck to your excellent paper:
Sincerely, -
J. G. S.

Seattle, Wash., Nov, 29

We'd hate to argue here with a new
reader who likes us so much, but imme-
diately we'd suggest-only this: To find
out why.we lay the stress that we do on
the working class, we'd urge that our
correspondent get acquainted with the
ideas of Marxism, which as a matter of
fact is the basis of that “historical per-
spective” to which he refers.—Ed.:

4 Y
CORRECTION

The office of India’s delegation to the
UN informs us that Purshottam Trikam-
das, one of the speakers at the Interna-
tional Freedom Day rally which we re-
ported, is a delegate to the UN, and not
an adviser to the delegation.

\ S
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SHOULD SCIENTISTS GET DRAFT DEFERMENT?

By CARL DARTON

Going along with the problem of scientific manpower scarcity, re-
cently discussed in this column, is the question of draft deferment for
specialized personnel. As with so many scientific problems: today, this
question has far-reaching economie, social and pohtlcal ramifications.

The technical and scientific journals have been full of discussions
on the subject and now the general press has entered the controversy.

The New York Times in a recent
editorial writes:

. “Can there be a more inexcusable
waste of resources than to sub-
ject a brilliant young scientist or
engineer to military duty unrelated
to the technological defense of this coun-
try? The concept of equality of service
must yield to the basic security needs of
our nation.”

The Chicago Daily Tribune in its edi-
torial of November 3 ‘states:

“Let’s have a little more common sense
in our preparedness program. If selec-
tive. service must be continued, let’s se-
lect men according to the way they ean
render best service to the United States.
And let’s resist every effort.to develop
a military establishment geared to the
needs of wars that already have been
fought.”

With the support of the big newspapers
there is no doubt that a number of bills
affecting deferment of technical person-
nel will be reconsidéered by Congress in
the coming sessions. A review of fhe view-
points and interests involved is now time-
ly. How do, the technical men themselves,
as well as the industries, who are finding
ever greater need for their services, and
the military line up on this question? What
should be the reactions of the great mass
of non-technical workers?

ETHICAL OBJECTIONS

The scientists and the engineers are
fairly well divided in their opinions.

- Within the past several months in the

Chemical and Engineering News there

"have been letters of expression pro and

con. These serve not only to highlight

‘some of the issues involved but also il-

luminate the thinking of the technical
man. Writes one ehemist in the Septem-
ber 20 issue:

“The place of any person, scientist or
not, in the military program must be
decided in the light of two principles:
that of maximum personal contribution
and that of equal risk of life. This latter
principle, fundamenptal to any conception
of democracy and even to all Western
thought, has been largely overlooked.

“By recommending, that scientists
should not be liable for military duty, or
that they should have non-combat mili-
tary duty, we are also, inevitably, ree-
ommending a differential risk of life in
our favor. There are at least two ethical
reasons why this should not be done:
(1) The major Western religions hold
that one personal life is as intrinsically
valuable as another. This means that the
slave’s life is as valuable as the free-
man’s, the unskilled laborer’s as valuable
as the nuclear physical biochemist’s. You
have no right, according to this, to risk
another person’s life for him. (2) Among
the beliefs on which this country was
founded, and central to them, is one stat-
ing that each person has certain inalien-
able rights, among them ‘life, liberty, ‘and
the pursuit of happiness.’”

FOR DEFERMENT

Proponents within scientific ranks for
preferential treadtment for themselves take
cdre of the moral issue by pointing out
that stay-at-homes may be more vulner-
able than those in uniform. Since this is a
general popular conception we quote from
another letter as follows:

“The realities of modern warfare have
eliminated the need for such argument.
The atomie bomb and biological warfare
are the great levelers. No longer need
the stay-at-home suffer moral discomfort
(if he does) at the thought that the vali-
ant provide the sacrifice that he might
live. An atomie bomb is not so effectively
used against an army in battle as against
its source of supply. The practically il-
limitable potentialities for destruction by
the fusion bomb make it important
against civilians, relatively unimpertant
against the military—particularly use-
less” against military lecked in .battle.”.

We nught adcl that this populm con='

ons and the possibility of their limited
use in “the mext war.” This supposed
“levehng of danger in favor of those
in the armed services compared* with
civilians also fails to recognize the gen-

eral dislocating effect of military life on -

the ‘individual.

The second arguiment of the technical
men themselves in favor of special treat-
ment is that regardless of the sentimen-
talities of “equal service” they should be
kept where they can do the most good.
In today’s warfare they feel this means
working in the laboratory rather th.m
“behind the gun.”

The feelings of the scientists and engi-
neers themselves are not likely to be too
decisive in the matter. More influential,
obviously, in deciding government policy
will be industry and the mmhry

INDUSTRY'S STAKE

A 1952 survey of industrial and tech-
nical manpower vulnerable to call by the
armed services shows the reason for in-
dustry’s concern. Taking as the criteria
the total of engineers and scientists who
were members of the Reserves or Na-
tional Guard, plus those in classifications
1A and 24, the electrical machinery in-
dustries, for instance, could lose 35 per
cent of its technical manpower upon war
mobilization. In the same manner the air-
craft factories could lose 29 per cent,
and the chemical industries 22 per cent
of its eritical and difficult-to-replace
technical manpower. Today these figures
wotild, undoubtedly, be at least equal or
higher,

It is small wondeér,. then,: Jthat asuch i

groups as the National Association of
Manufacturers and the Chamber of Com-
merce of the United States are interested
in modifying the Armed Forces Reserve
Act to favor preferential deferment of
technical men. It is their aim to super-
vise the recall of reservists with “proper
regard for the need of the ‘production.
army’ as well as the fighting- forces.”.

There is no question -of the ethical and -

moral issues here, but merely -how best
to keep the industrial machine (and
profits) going. -

The military, however, will not readily
yvield its increasing control over the
manpower, technical or otherwise, of the
country. Not only does this include its
direct control through the Reserves and’
Selective Service but also its own ever-
expanding technical facilities.

SOME QUESTIONS

Added also- is its ever-deeper penetra-
tion into university and:industrial labora-
tories through its present and projected-:
defense contracts and- security programs.
With the arms race dependent upon scien-
tific ond "pushbutton” warfare, the mili-
tary itself are increasingly putting their
uniformed technicians and engineers to
work in their trained :upa:ihes within
their own ranks.

With this battle of the failitary and
industry for the services of scientists.
and engineers and their preferential
treatment, what should be the position
of the less favored workers and the trade
unions? One ‘background fact has been
expressed before in LABOR AcTION: the
college-technical and scientific population
is overwhelmingly from the upper and’
middle classes and any preferential de-
ferment of such specialized personnel

stends to have a class bias automatically.-

With this stc'aicking of the cards against -
the lower-paid workers, should trade-
union workers campaign for the more
equitable distribution of scholarship
among the lower-income groups and thus:
place a greater percentage of their chil-
dren among the scientists,. technicians:
and engineers? Should there be a federal
program of student aid? Should . the

trade-union position be that of “no draft

favoritism for any oceupational group”?

Or should socialists concentrate their ef-

forts against all' warmaking - policies

without considering ~such - ‘immediate

problems’ as defermentr of spec;ahzed ‘per-
1

————

q




Lo

. Given the various “coexistence”

& December Iﬂ. 1954

Published by the YOUNG SOCIALIST- LEAGIJE

FIVE:CENTS

~YSLer Debates
Stalinist at CCNY

NEW YORK, Deec. 2—City College was
the scene today of the first debate to be
held between the Young Socialist League
and the Stalinists. Over 80 students
jammed the meeting room to hear Max
Martin of the YSL clash with Sanford
Rose, who spoke for the Stalinist group

. on campus, the Marxist Discussion Club.

The large turnout resulted from an off-
campus leaflet distribution by YSLers. De-
spite the fact that their group was spon-
soring- the event, the Stalinists did not
distribute leaflets for the meeting and in

general did little to aftract outsiders to

it, making certain only that all of their
supporters turned out for the debate. Mur-
tin and Rose confended over the question,
“'What Are the Origins of the Cold War
and How Can ¥ Be Ended?"

Martin led off with the first 20-minute
presentation and presented the Third

+Camp socialist position on the gquestion.

“The irreconcilable conflict between Rus-
51a and the United- States,” he declared,
“is no mere accident of misunderstand-
ing, but has its roots in the imperialist
clash of their social systems.”

He pointed out the reactionary and
illusory nature of the proposal for end-
ing the cold war by a deal to divide the
world between the rival imperialisms. He
pointed to the struggles of the interna-
tional working class and the colonial peo-
ples against both camps of exploiters as

the road.to a world of peate, freedom and -

plenty.

The 1953 uprising of the East German
workers, he said,"was the kind of action
which is a significant and meaningful

“step toward preventing World War IIIL
~ TWIST IN THE LINE

The line taken by the Stalinist speaker,

-_Rose, was extremely interesting as an in-

dication of their-current pretense at a

s political position, at least on the campus.

This new-Stalinist political line has some
appeal to many students today and is
undoubtedly responsble for the slight re-

vival  of - strength which the Stalinists

have had on campus in recent months.

-The line which Rose presented was the
current CP stress on “coexistence” and

-"big-power negotiations.” What is inter-

eshnggiluﬁnver. is that this program wias
not presenfed in the framework of partis-
onship for Russiac. On the contrary, Rose
went out of his way to-dissociate himself

from-auy ‘of the specific Russian propesals-

for a sefflement with the United Sfd&‘.
and in general muted identification of ‘his
political line with that of the Kremlin.

"“We don’t ask you to agree with the
Russian proposals,” he said, “just let
them sit down and negotiate.”

Presented in such a fashion, the Stal-
inist line does not appear to the average
student to be very much different from
the “coexistence” ideas of many liberals
and anti-Stalinist neutralists, a shade
more critical of American policy perhaps.
illusions
now in vogue ameng all sections of stu-

dent opinion; the ignorance of a2 new gen- '

eration of students about Stalinist hypoe-
risy, and the seeming “reasonableness”
of the Stalinist line, the CP youth can

* make some headway among students who

are critical of Washington. Indeed there
was evidence that some members in the
ndience were so affected.

" Despite the fact that the debate was

therefore not an unqualified success for
‘the YSL,”

it had considerable value. It
enabled the position of Third Camp so-
cialism to be put ferth at City College

for the first time. I also put the YSL in

contact with several . and

others.
' The more traditional task for the ¥SL

- Stalinoids

. . of demolishing .pro-American illusions

must, now be supplemented (at least at

C:lty College) by that of debunkmg the £

| DISCUSSION: T wo Views on tlte Ouestmn -
Have Faclsts the Right to Organize?

The comrades of the Berkeley
unit of the Young Socialist League .

‘have raised an objection to Chal-

lenge’s defense of the right “of fas-
cist students to organize.” We wel-
come thig discussion article for it
gives us an opportunity to explain
our attitude toward this problem,
one which has disoriented many so-
cialists and liberals in the past and
which still serves to confuse the
thinking’ of some people on the
question of the rights of Stalinists.
At the same time it enables us to
put forth our views on this matter
in greater detail than heretofore
and to clarify those aspects of these
views which may have given rise
to misunderstandings.

To begin with, what precisely do
we mean when we speak of the
“rights” of fascists, or of those
other totalitarians, the Stalinists?

We clearly have in mind the
right of all, including totalitarians,
to held opinions, even obnoxious ones, and

.to express their views in meetings, news-

papers, etc., that is, through the exercise
of the rights of freedom of speech, press
and assembly.

When we defend the right of fascists

to. organize we mean their right to or-
ganize for these purposes; for the ex-
pression of their ideas, for those activi-
ties which all have to be allowed to en-
gage in, if a society is to be a truly
democratic one. We oppose therefore any
attempts by the government to cirecum-
seribe or limit or do away with anyone’s
right.and ability to express his ideas, as
the government is doing today.

ACTS AND OPINIONS
The Berkeley comrades state that de-

fense of civil liberties involves defending"

the right of fascists to teach or hold gov-
ernment jobs if they have the necessary
competence, their right not to be dis-
missed from such positions for their po-
litical opinions. They draw the line, how-
ever, at “organization,” and raise the
question of fascist violence in this con-
nection.

Obviously the YSL does not defend
fascist violence and terrer; on the con-
trary, ‘it - struggles against them and
urges the labor movement to do likewise.
Nor do we defend the right of fascists
to organize violence against radicals and
workers. We do not protest action by
the government against such activities
nor the government’s punishment of fas-
cists for acts of violence. Indeed we call
upen the state to take action against fas-
cist hoodlums (peinting out to the work-
ing class, at the same time, that it can-
not rely upon the bourgeois state to dé-
fend it' against fascist attack and that
it must rely mstead upon its own ef-
forts).

- Coming Event

The Young Socialist League will
participate in a symposium spon-
sored by the War Resisters League
on Wednesday, December 15, at
8:15 p.m. Representatives of Stu-
dents for Democratic Action, the
MecCarthyite Students for America,
the WRL and the YSL will discuss
“American Foreign Poliey.” Com-
rade Sam Taylor will present the
YSL viewpoint.

The -symposinm, which will be
chaired by Bayard Rustin ef the
WRE, is being held at the home of
John Haynes Holmes, 28 East -35
Street, New: York City.' Al Cheal-
Isnge readers in the -New York

~ Point of View

The Berkeley unit of the Young So—
cialist League wants to call the attention
of the YSL and its friends to a mistaken
plank in the recent program advanced
by the YS Challenge of October 4, 1954
(“A Program to-Defend Democracy for
All”). In section II, sub-point 4, there
is the following incoryect statement;

“We defend the right of Stalinist and
fascist students to organize, and we
shall participate in the struggle to con-
vince the student body that they must
reject the leadership of these, or any
other anti-democratie groups, freely,
openly and demoecratically.”

While socialists support the principle
of academic freedom, that teachers—in-
cluding- fascists—should not be deprived
of their jobs for political beliefs, as op-
posed to academie incompetence proven
in the classroom, we are not defenders
of the fascists’ right to organize.

Does this make socialists hypoerites
with regard to civil liberties? Not at all,
The crux of the matter is: What are we
talking about when we characterize a
group as being fascist? Is a fascist group
merely another ecolor in the political

-spectrum, albeit on-the extreme right?

Or is there some special feature of fas-
cist groups that singles them out from,
say, Stalinist groups, which are also un-
democratic?

The socialist movement, and most par-
ticularly the Trotskyist section of it, has
always distinguished the fascist parties
by their violerice and vigilante tactics in
their efforts to smash the strength of
workers’ organizations. or ‘socialist par-

- ties which attempted to lead the working
.class. Fascist groups use violence, not as

an incidental step at certain periods of

their growth, but as their hallmark and,

attraction to those who would join the
fascist movement. If they are successful
in initial efforts to ‘destroy physically

‘their most self-conscious enemies, further

resistance. becomes more and more diffi-
cult. The -fascist movement must be
smashed in the egg and by means of di-

from Berkeley |

rect and violent tactics of workers, so-
cialists and others who would . prevent.
the immediate curtailment of whaﬁever
freedom exists in the social arena.

Socialists do not therefore call upon :
the state or the police of a capltahst
country to do this job, since there is gen-
erally much sympathy to the efforts of "
the fascists among sections of the bour-®
geoisie, but upon workers and socialists
for this jeb. In addition, whatever pow-
ers to ‘“suppress’ fascist or other politi-
cal groups are placed in the hands of the
state will not only not be effective, but.
will be used in their most rigorous form
to smash workers’ or socialist erganiza-
tions, the true enemies of the capltallst
state, -

Socialists defend the Stalinists’ right
to organize, not out of sympathy with
their aims and influence—which we con- -
test—but because the Stalinists, in their
efforts to demagogically lead the working
class, do not use violence to smash work-
ers’ organizations, They are a danger
within the workers’ movement, although
advance agents of the bureaucratic.Stal-
inist class across the ocean, who would
wemually smash any independent work- ’

ers’ organizations after taking power. : '

Therefore, socialists (1) defend the
rights of fascist intellectuals (including ’
teachers) to hold government jobs; (2) =
defend the rights of reactionary groups -
which are sympathetic to past fascist
regimes—although these.are a real dan-
ger today and must be combatted politi-

- cally—to exist free from governmient in- °

terference; but (3) do not defend the

rights of genuine- fascist action groups

(such as Students for America in Los

, Angeles, or .G L. K. Smith in Detroit) to "

organize.

It is a mistake of no small proportions
to allow our very real concern for the "
extension and preservation of civil liber-
ties to blind us to the immediate conse-
quences of a serious fascist movement m
America,

Jack WALKER

Should the government ar rest a fascist
hoodlum for beafing up & trade-union
militant, we-would not regard it as a
violation of eivil lberties, for nobody has
the democratic “right” to engage in such
actions, just as we do not regard gov-
ernment action against a Russian spy
for espionage as a violation of civil lib-
erties. Government action against a fas-
cist or a Stalinist for expressing fascist

or Stalinist opinion, however, is another .

matter.

The distinction, then, is between acis
and expression of opinion.

The objection te our view seems to be

based, however, on a denial that such a

distinetion may be possible in the case
of fascists, on the argument that the
existence of a fascist group is necessarily
equivalent to the existence of fascist
violence. The comrades say: “Fascist
groups use violence, not as an incidental
step in certain periods of, their growth,

but as their hallmark ‘and attraction to .
those who would Jom 'E'.ﬁe fasclst mo\re-"

ment.”

Now it is et:lue that- from their very:

inceptiony fascist groups ténd- t6°péipe-

trate violence and.terror.against social- -

ists, radicals, militant workers, members

-of racial and ethnic minerities, ete.

For this reason, ‘the defense of..the

eivil liberties of fascists is in good partl_

an abstraction, Even' if it’ were en'f.lrely
an abstraction, it ‘weuld still be imper-
tant to set forth the distinetion, making

- clear that we are- Afor: pumshmg faseists _
‘ fm: acts and_ not for: ,oplmons Actually,, :

commit acts of violence. We are sure
that, in fact, there are such.

QUESTION OF LABEL?

It is at this point that what the com- :
rades from Berkeley have in mind is not .
entirely clear. It may be that they with-
hold the label "fascist" from all but those '
who are actually engaged in violence and
have committed violent acts.

Several remarks in their penultimate
paragraph indicate that this may be the
case. The “reactionary groups” whose
rights they are for defending may be -
ones that we would call faseist. In that .
paragraph they further speak of net de- .
fending the rights of “genuine fascist ac- -
tion groups,” perhaps making thereby the *
same distinetion we do. In that event,
‘there is really no difference of view on -
the question of civil liberties for fascists, |
but rather one on what groups to call
“fascist.” .

On the other hand, it may be that the
Berkeley comrades hold the opinion that: .
fascist students-do not have the right to
organize even if they have not engaged
in and are not engaging in violence, on -
the ground that the overwhelming proba- -
bility is that sooner or later they will do'-
so. In this event, the YSL viewpoint and
theirs do differ.

Their argument would then be that an.’

" inevitable or pr obable future violence by !

fascists justifies a present denial 6f their

civil liberties. Such an argument plays, _

into the hands of the witchhunters, whe .

frequently adduce the same argument in

favor: of suppresswn of the Stalin ise!:s.i :
ainst denial of

4%
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_ By ALLAN VAUGHAN :
; London, Dec. 1
- Is Bevanism dead, as the wishful thinkers of
- the capitalist press, particularly its Liberal rep-
- resentatives, would have us believe?

“" . This point.of view, expressed for instance by
_ the Manchester Guardian and the London Daily
Mirror at the Scarborough Conference of the
Labor Party, confuses as usual the wishful
thinking of the sophisticated sections of the

capitalist class with the actual reality. Events-

over the last few weeks have borne out quite
conclusively * that Bevanism, far from being
dead, is very much alive and a constant threat

 to the official leadership of the party.

" The right-wing leadership of the party won
a Pyrrhic victory at Scarborough over the op-

ponents of German rearmament. We have re--

ferred to this fact in a previous London Letter.

- Despite the tremendous pressure from the
official leadership of the Parliamentary Labor
Party, only 124 of the Labor MPs voted for the
London Nine-Power Agreement on Germany in
the group’s vote, while 72 opposed it. Moreover,
for fear of revealing the real position within
the Labor Party.at large, the party Whips on
the advice of Attlee and Morrison instructed the
Parhamentary Labor Party to abstain on the
vote in Parliament for the Nine Power Agree-
ment! Seven Labor MPs disobeyed the instrue-
tion (six voted against the agreement, and one,
John McGovern, voted for it). ;

. The Economist this week has some unkind
words for the Parliamentary Labor Party lead-
edship for allowing itself to be "stampeded"

into ubsimmng on the vote for German rearm- -

ament as expressed in the terms of the London
Agreement. The expulsion of the seven MPs from
the Parlmmenhry Labor Party but not from
the party itself is sure evidence of the author-
ﬂ'y and respect that these MPs commiand in the
Labor Party. Only if the leadership of the Labor
Party is prepared to cut off the living body of
the Labor Party at its base level— i.e., at the
constituency party level—would it . proceed
f#arther than it has done in dis::pl;mng 'H:e
Bevanites and their offshoots.

. - All of this-brings us-to-the great dock and bus
- strikes, which have a bearing on the question.

lmpccf of the Dock Strike

The two general unions, the Transport and -

General Workers Union (TGWU) and the Na-
tmnal Union of General and Municipal Work-
ers are the real power behind the official leader-

ship of the Labor Party. Without their -bloc
votes at the Labor Party conferences, without

the substantlal financial backmg they give to-

Transport House, the Bevanite leadership
would have been in the saddle years ago. “In this
sense they are the chief obstacle to a.socialist
forward thrust within the Labor Party and
the trade unions.

“The recent dock and bus strikes have, be-

; .ftween them, done more to undermine the basis

of the TGWU than years of Bevanite propa-
ganda within the constituency parties.

. The TGWU is divided into trade groups, such
as Docks Section, Passenger Workers. Section,
. ete. Through these sections, Arthur Deakin is
able to establish ascendancy within the Trade
Union Congress and thus the Labor Party. ‘Any
undermining of the authority of the TGWU

leadership within these trade groups has reper-

cyssions throughout “the whole trade-union
movement. A mass movement away from the
PGWU, into the Stevedores Union for instance,
- can but lower the strength and prestige of the
% qudershlp of the TGWU.

docks

And thls is- Just What has happened on the -

Strikes of an mi'ensd'y not known' since the
qeenru! strike have taken place in the face of
the opposifion of employers. the Dock Labor
‘Board-{which was set up-by the Labor govern-
ment) and the TGWU. The transfer of thousands
of dockers in Hull and the ‘Merseyside from the
“white" union (the TGWU) to the "blue™ union
—the reefrence is to the color of the union
card—has dealt a great blow to the official
leadership of the Trade Union Congress. '

This is particularly true in view of the oppo-
sition of the Stalinists to this transfer. The
Stalinists fear this whole movement as it is a
break not only from Fransport House but is also
quite independent of King Street [the CP]. The
accusation that the dock strike was Communist-
inspired is not taken sériously even by the
Manchester Guardian! Only London Tribune,
edited by the Bevanites, has had the courage to
take up the cudgels on behalf of the Stevedores
leader and the busmen.

Behind the nght-ng Drnre

If we take the two issues together, the open
and courageous support of the dockers and the
continued opposition to-German rearmament on
the part of Tribune, the blunt warning of the
Labor Party’s National Executive Committee to
the editorial board of T7ibune can be seen to
reflect a real fear that if the trade-unionists in
this country line up together with a Bevanite
movement supporting the wage clalms and gen-
eral interests of the working class, then the
days of the Transport House leadership are
numbered.

For once the uuihord’y of the "general” un-
ions qnd their leaderships begins fo wane, be-
gins to crumble, the whole basis of the right

'wing party leadership will fall away with it.

Instead, new forces, emerging out of the Amal-
gamated Engineering Union, the National Union
of Railway and the National Union of Minework-
ers, will take over the Ieadershlp of .the Trade
Union Congress.

It is agamst this background that the drive
of the right wing: agamst ‘the party .as a whole
has to be viewed.

“There can-be -little doubt that some “of the
leaders of the Transport and General Workers
Union, also the Steelworkers and -Municipal
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Workers, are not at all anxious to see a new

Labor government. They made it quite clear
some years back, when the Tory government
first came back to office. For them, it was “busi-
ness as usual”—come Tory, come Labor. '

The prospect of a Bevanite Labor govern-
ment, or even a Bevanite-influenced Labor'gov-
ernment, is for them a more unhealthy prospect
than the continued functioning of a Tory gov-
ernment, with a real bias toward the Deakin-
Williamson type of “neutral” or "semi-political"
4rade-unionism. .

Not unnaturally, their faction within the
Parllamentary Labor Party, led by George
-Brown, is anxious for a showdown with the
Bevanites, for their expulsion fromthe party—
even if this means decapitating the constituency
parttes or cutting them to pleces This right-
wing faction was very critical of the Attlee-
Morrison decision to abstain on the Nine-Power
Agreement and the willingness of Attlee-Mor-
rison to be “pushed around” by the Bevanites’
(as they see it).

"This faction wants Tribune suppressed; it

wants a Labor Party manipulated by the TGWU.
to replace the .present “anarchic” situation,

where the Attlees.and Morrisons have to take:

into account the pressures from below. .

Center vs. the Right

Attlee and Morrison, on the other hand, want
to take office. To do this they need a well-func-.

tioning Laber Party — wards, trade-union

branches, and rank-and-file-men and women to
do canvassing and the donkey-work of the par-,
ty. Quite naturally, they find themselves at log-.

gerheads with the present drive of the Trade
Union Congress leadership to rid the Labor
Party of “Bevanites,” “Communists” and

“Trotskylsts '—not because that is not their’

own ultimate: object also but because the pres-
ent situation is not ripe for such a drive.

The d;ﬁerence between Attlee and Deakin is,

therefore, not fundamental. It is a difference

over timing the drive against the. left wing.

The retreat of the NEC before Tribune’s
counterblasts. pinpoints: the differences that are

undoubtedly at the root. of the present conflict
between the Labor Party and the Trade Union

leadership: When the liberal bourgeois press—
the Observer and the Manchester Guardwn——

have to rebuke Transport House for their illib- .

eral and undemocratic behavior in relation to
the Bevanite “minorities,” then the Labor Party
leadership, abnormally sensitive to criticism
from its friends in the bourgeois parties, sits
up and takes notice. Unfortunately they are less
sensitive to criticism from below.

And to cap.it all, the recent Churchill bomb-

shell (on arms to German troops in 1945) has
knocked the right-wing Labor leadership for
six. The whole basis of their argument for Ger-
man rearmament has gone up in smoke. How
they.. can extricate themselves from this embar-

rassing situation, without immeasurably adding
to Bévan’s support and strength, it is dlfﬁcult .

to see.

A-Road -;fo the .Euf.ure

What is important for all socialists to recog-

nize is this: the official leadership of the Labor

movement js not as monolithic as would appear

on the surface. A concerted drive of the type
Michael Foot has conduc{'ed in Tribune on the

side of the dockers and busmen, and soon the -
.railwaymen, taken as part of a general drive

against the unofficial coalition policies of Attlee
and Morrison-(as on German rearmament), can

throw the oﬁclul Ieodershlp on the defensnve._

A policy of evasions and equ_lvocatlons can
only show the green light for further attacks

_of Transport House against democracy within

the party.
The Stalinists are entirely out on a limb in

these struggles, currently supportlng the adven- '

turist (if heroic) decision of six Labor MPs to
defy the Labor Party Whips. Like the official

bureaucrats, the Stalinists want an adventurist. =&
break of the left wing from the Labor Party =
* which would tend to 're}y on CP trade-union in-

fluence to keep it moving.

A resolute opposition to such adventurlsm, =%

a firm reliance on the forces within the Labor
Party and the trade unions can lead to a posi-
tion where it will be the Gaitskells who leave
the Labor Party rather than a small sect of

" Sidney Silvermans. Socialist ideas can find a
. .mass basis in such a forward development Thxs
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i PRO AND CON: DISCUSSION

Third Round:

Israel, Zionism, and the Arab Question

‘To the Editor:

I have just read in LABOR ACTION for

QOct. 25 the translation of my letter on
Zionism and the Arab question, and the
reply by Hal Draper. This reply obliges
me to write once more (I hope it will be
‘the last) in order to state my point of
view precisely.
% First of all, I spoke in my letter of
Lebanon [in French Liban—Trans.] and
_not of Libya [in French Libye—Trans.].
_This error of the translator léd Hal Dra-
par to believe that I was referring to
Libya, evidently a mistake. [The trans-
lator apologizes profuseély, though we
add, to cover up his confusion, that it
was a question of decipering handwriting
as well as of translating.—Ed.]

For Hal Draper, the central question
is the following: Is it necessary to de-
stroy the state of Israel by armed force?
And he sees no solutjon other than that
if one is opposed to the very existence
of the state of Israel. I regret to say that
the alternatives seem to me to be false
ones. By no means do I propose a re-
veormimencement of the armed struggle be-
-tween the Arabs and Israel; I very
strongly wish that it should not happen.
.But I am for the fusion of the Arabs and

" the Jews of Palestine into a single peo-

ple, and Draper seems to be in agree-
-ment on that. How is this fusion to be
-dchieved? For that we have to rely on the
_socialist and internationalist propaganda
.on which we agree, it seems to me. But
Draper does not seem to see that.such a
fusion will' necessarily end in the destruc-
.tion of the state of Israel—which is that
of a religious group—and its replace-
ment by a state of Palestine. How can
oné suppose that the Arabs could accept
as their own a state based on Jewish
.racism? A unified state—even if it is
federated as Draper proposes, which
deems to me an inadequate solution—
could not be Israeli but. Paleéstinian. That
seems to me evident, and T do not ander-
stand how Draper can suppose that the
‘state of Israel could survive a fusion
wzth Arab Palestine.

I know that LABOR ACTION condemns
‘thé anti-Arab racism in Israel; that has
never been in question. But I said that

Draper had not spoken in his reply to -

Maksoud dbout the expulsmn of the
Arabs of Palestine; and that is for me
‘the center of the pr oblem.

And Draper still does niot answer the

‘question: Doés a population removed
from all parts of the globe have the rlgh't.
'to colonize a country? If one 1ec0gmzes
the Jews’ right to establish themiselves in
‘Palestine, it is inevitable that they
should take the Arabs’ lands and that
they should drive them out besides,
_ There is a curious contradiction in the
_position of Draper and LABOR ACTION.
Draper declares that he agrees with me
on the return and the indemnification of
the expelled Arabs, the reunification of
Palestine, the right of Jews to leave
Israel if they so wish, complete equality
for all the peoples. Very well. But he
does not say a word about limitation on
Jewish immigration into Israel. Is he in
favor of letting this immigration go on?
If he is, there is a contradiction in his
ideas, for immigration necessarily pushes
.the Jews to occupy the Arabs’ lands and
to increase their territory at the latter’s
expense. The role of internationalists is,
then, to alert the Jews who want to emi-
grate to Israel, and ‘to make them under-
stand that by acting in this way they are
working against socialism.

Between - Draper’s position and -mine,
then, - there are very important .diver-
gences:

(1) The state of Israel, in my opinion,
must be replaced by a state of Palestine.

(2) Jewish immigration into Palestine

must-in my opinion still be stopped bé-

fore it is to late, that is, before it ends

‘in an armed conflict which I do not w:sh

-any more than does Draper.

' Very fraternally,
J. GALLIENNE

Duamaseus, Syria, Nov. 23 '

'R’EPI'{.Y:' ISRAEL AND JEWISH IMMIGRATION

Comrade . Gallienne’s second
above, is welcome; it is clear that his
veiws are not quite as different from the
ISL’s as seemed to be indicated in his

original letter. One reason seems to me to ’

be that he was not familiar with the ISL
resolution and policy (on Palestine fed-
eration, for instance), as was Maksoud,
‘and as I assumed he was too. Another
redson is that in his first letter he seémed
to be soildarizing himself entirely with
the line of the Arab socialists as ex-
pounded by Comrade Maksoud in the LA
discussion. We had challenged Maksoud
on the war-against-Israel line. Gallienne
had not differentiated himself.

(1) In his present létter he discloses
that in demanding the “destruction of
the state of -Israel” he means absolutely
nothing more than the fusion of Israel
and Arab Palestine into a “state of Pal-
estine”—that he agrees with this demand
of ours which we counterpose to the
Arabs’. perspective. We assume also that

“he means a voluntary fusion.

Very good. To be sure, o use "destruc-
tion -of the state of Israel” as the term
to deugnﬂ'}e the peaceful fusion of two
peoples is a very ferocious way of talking
politically. To be sure, it is also a very
sfrange and misleading sort of ferocious
talk when there are so many people
-around in Comrade Gallienne’s part of the
world who by no means have his peaceful
intérpretation of the words.

But notwithstanding, there is certainly

* ‘no doubt that our proposil—and Gal-

llenne s—for a fusion of Jews and Arabs
4n a united Palestine would mean the end

- of Israel as the present sovereign “Jew-

‘ish state.” That iz why we raised it. The
center of our attack on Zionism is on the
concept and practise of the “Jewish
We are for transforming Israel
into a “bi-national” state .precisely in or-
ey fg make possible Jewish-Arab fusion.
As for the federated form: Gallienne

“is ‘beside the point when he comments
“that a federation would be “inadequate. »

It is our proposal not because it is an
‘end in itself but because we are convinced
that it is the only practicable initial formr
for such a fus:on Gallienne should re-
member that, we’ are talking about two
peuple who rlght now are closer to going
to war again than they are fusmg volun-

z tarﬂy Jn a Palestine which' is reunited

¥, ‘one :section Wn:uuld of course

letter,

repel Gallienne too violently. In any case,
it is another reason against talking in
terms that sound like “destroying Israel,”
and leétting it go at that.

Our own thinking has been, most oft-
en, in the framework of asking this ques-
i‘lon- What would be a revolu%ionory so-
‘cialist program for an anti- Zionlst move-
ment within Israel? Perhaps Gallienne has
‘dévotéd more attention to dnother impor-
tant question: A revolutionary socialist
pregram for the Arab world. The two can-
not be identical, of course, but they must
not be conirudlehry. They must be com-
patible ot the worst; complementary, &t
the best.

(2) Now in the course of this thinking,
-we have paid a great deal of attention to
attacks on, and demands about, the Is-
raeli erimes against the Arab refugees
and expellees. For the second tim€ Com-
rade 'Gallienne complains that I did not
mention this in my reply to Maksoud,
and for the second time I am forced to
reply that it had nothing to do with our
differences with Maksoud. Comrade Gal:
lienne makes ‘no connection with any-
thing; he just notes, It isn’t very helpful.

(3) “And Draper still does not answer
the question: Does a population removed
from all parts of the globe have the right
to colonize a country?’—Such obviously
loaded questions are ‘also the reverse of
helpful.

No one ‘has
countiy.”

What Gallienne intends:is a queqtlon
about the right of immigretion, which I
discussed at length in the polemic with
Maksoud. It is Comrade Gallienne's way
of making an argument: in this case, hé
is asserting in effect, immigration is
identical with colonization. Al immigra-
ton of Jews, or only Zionist-type mass
immigration? He does not say.

Is it possible to develop a socialist pol-
icy which will reconcile the right of
Jews ‘to immigrate to countries of their
choice (includinhg Palestine), with the
fight against the Zionist aim of carving
a Jewish state out of the Arab world?
Well, this is exactly what we tried to do;
exactly what I tried to explain in the
discugsion against Maksoud; exactly
what is set forth even more cogent]y in
our resolution. .

But all Gallienne does is simplistically

fe idenﬂfy any immigration with coloniza-
-.=uni'i this adds:ndthing that | ‘need dis-

“the right to colonize z

But if at war's-end there was a spe-
cial problem of an upréoted people in

_Europe who, were being strangled to

death before the eyes of the world (a
problem which, I am afraid, plays no

'role in Gallienne’s considerations) and

the need for a socialist policy which could

-take account of their plight as well as of

the real crimes of the Zionists against
the Arab people, then what about today?
Obviously this special ‘problem has dim-
inished substantlally and no longer calls
for action in the same way.

- Then what about the problem which,
Gallienne says, I omitted -—namely, “lim-
itation on Jewish immigration into Is-
-rael.” That is easy, but further on, Gal-
lienne refers ‘to “stopping” Jewish im-
‘migration; and in his first letter he de-
manded “the end of the Jewish immigra-
tion into Palestine.” !

The question arises: Is Gallienne real-
-ly talking only about a “limitation” on
Jewish immigratioh; or is he demanding
a ban on Jewish immigration (the latter
-being a not unpopular slogan in his part
of the world) ?

The fact is that the Israeli Zionist gov—
_ernment has itself, these days, adopted a
-policy - of limited immigration, against
-extreme-Zionist demands for unlimited

mass immigration. But that is tactical
-for them. Zionist immigration policy is
.ultimately directed to expansionist and
anti-Arab ends in its very bases. Gal-
- Henne would have been perfectly eorrect
if he had limited himself to this point..

It follows, in- my view, that a socialist
anti-Zionist policy in Israel would certain-

‘ly concern itself with the limitation [not
-stoppage) of Jewish immigration. What

‘would be the socialist criteria as against
the fundamentally expansionist aims of
Zionism? | suggest these:

(1) Priority for resettling *the Arab
refugees and expellées over against any

-and all Jewish immigration.

(2) The fixing of a quota for immi-
gration on the basis of the economic and
social absorptive power and needs of the
country; not on the basis of the Zionist
-aim.

(3) Whether a gwen hxgher or. lower

‘Ammigration rate would help the produc-

tivity of the country, or depress its living
standards and burden its resources, is to
be determined by -competent economic
technicians.

(4) If a federated Palestine is to be
possible, it will undoubtedly hdve to be
based on prier agreement on immigra-
-tion ‘quotas, through peaceful negotia-
tions and a will.to come to agreement.
Such agreement with the Arabs would be
impossible or unstable as long as Zionist
policy and ideology rules Israel.

These are some thoughts on criteria
for limitation of immigration. I should
like to think that here too Comrade Gal-
lienne means the same thing we do when
he himself uses the word “limitation.”

By the way,’ I note that the “curious
contradiction” in our position turns out
to exist in an answer I do not give to
the above-mentioned uncléar question.

Hal DRAPER
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‘ley unit states:
-powers to ‘suppress’ fascist or .other po-

Georges Si- .

Challenge —

[Continued from page 5)

Yo fascists and Stalinists, not because we
.feel concerned with their rights but be-

cause of the political consequences of
grdnting that they lack such rights, consé-
quences that can dnd do redound #o the
harm of the progressive forces in fHe

. country dnd to the state of democracy in

general

GERMAN ANALOGT - :
The-question of Germany is fr equently

Jalsed as an analogy at this point. This

misses the mark for the German situa-
tion is not analogous to what we are
talkinig about.

Socialists and others in pre-Hitler Ger-
many demanded, and correctly, that the
government do somethingf about Nazi ter-
ror, not Nazi opinions. Analogously we

‘demand that the government outlaw Jim

Crow wacts, not that it make Jim Crow
-opinions punishable. The difference be-
tween acts and opinions is the key to our
attitude toward the rights of fascist stu—

. dents to organize.

A fascist student group which sponsor_s
campus meetings to disseminate fascist
ideas is one thing; one which beats up,
-let us say, Jewish students, is another.
(Incidentally, we lack adequate informa-
_tion to judge as to which of these two
categories the Los Angeles section of
"Students for America, which the Berké-
‘ley eomrades refer to, falls under.) ’
ROLE OF THE STATE

One further pomt. requires some com-
ment and that is ' with reference to
whether socialists “call upon the state or

_police. of a capitalist country to do this

job,” that is, to act against fascist vig-

fence and terror and to defend the lahor

movement against it. As has already

“been stated, socialists try to educate the
.wotking class not to rely upon the bour—
.geois state, to organize their own defense

‘instéad. This does’ not mean; however,

‘that socialists do net and should not ever
ask the capitalist governtient to take
.such action. Many times it is desirable to

make such demands of the government

"(while continuing to educaté the workers
‘about the government’s unreliability)

either in order to .expose the government,

.or else because in specific contexts the-

government may actually take such ac-

tion. As mentioned above, Gernian social-
ists did call upon- the government to act’
-against’ the Nazi movement. ]

In arguing against calling for rrovem--
mental action, the article from the Berke-
“In addition, whatever

litical groups are placed in the hands of
the state will not only not be effective,

but will be uséd in their most 11gorous
form to smash workers’ or-socialist or-

ganizations, the true énefiés of the eapl-—
talist state.”

But we are talklna of the power of
the government to take action against
acts of fascist violence, a power which
the state already has, and which fre-
quently it does not use against such
spreaders of fascist terror as.the KKK.

To deny- the right of fascists to organ-~:

ize for the-purpose of -expressing their

‘views and to grant the government the

right to suppress groups or pu‘msh them-

-for holding certain political views would

and indeed does lead to-the results ‘quot-
ed. Which is not the least reason for our
opposing, them.

Max MARTIN
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tiffies. And to select only the crud-
ity with which McCarthy has per-
petrated his frauds for condemna-
tion would be to publicly proclaim
.that it is not the big lie which is
.repulsive to the morals of our na-
tional leaders, but only the sloppy

one. )
Did the Senate condemn Me-
‘Carthy for his whopping contribu-
~tion'to the atmospher? of fear and
‘insecurity in this country, in which
-¢ll one has to do-is to shout “com-
imunist” to create a panic among
“f#eachers, ‘government employees
‘and large segments of the popula-

. +tion in general?

. ‘How eould they? The Federal
.Bureau of Investigations has done
more to create this feeling of inse-
‘curity and fear through its far-
"flung prying and nosing into every
.facét of the public and private
-lives of the American people than
:McCarthy could dream of doing.
"And the Congress has appropriat-
ed every penny which the FBI has

squandered on such work.

COMMON GROUND

Why should McCarthy be cen-
.sured for acting on the assump-
-tions which have been repeated
publicly for at least a decade by
that most untouchable of all high-
muck-a-mucks, - J. Edgar Hoover
himself? How could he be con-
‘demned for his no-holds-barred, or
“Indian” Charley,” attack on Stal-
inism if. this presents such an.im-
«minent. peril to the capitalist sys-
tem as seems to be implied in the
.adoption by the last session of Con-
‘gress of laws to illegalize a whole
.-political movement?

Did the forces of law .and erder
“in public life vote to censure Me-
Carthy for setting up an illegal es-
.pionage center to gather secret
data from government workers
‘which he could use in “digging out
communists” or in harassing the

- Eisenhower administration in any
-way he saw fit?

Expel

- They might have, but they
thought better of it. After all, hy-
pocrisy can only go so far before
it exhausts its usefulness. Every
senator gathers information where
he can for his own purposes. If the
departmental “leak” were elimi-
nated, information vital to the
elimination of bureaucratic abuses
as well as to the in-fighting among the

vested interests.represented by each sen-
ator would be unobtainable.

DRIPPING HANDS
The list could go on and on. The point

- is clear enough. McCarthyism, all that is

reactionary and evil in it, has eaten iis
way into the general consciousness and
has -corrupted :public morality quite aside

:from an- independently -of-the :person .and
‘#he ‘works of the man himself.

The ‘hands of Congress are dripping
with the gore of McCarthyite legislative
deeds. The men who were called upon to
vote for censure dared not lift their
hands, thus polluted, to point their fing-
ers at him. '

For that they had not the courage. To
attack McCarthy on the grounds of Me-
Carthyism would mean to defend. civil
liberties in this country against the Sen-
ate itself. It would mean to condemn the
administration’s whole loyalty and se-
curity program as an hysterical night-
mare into which injustice, arbitrariness
and contempt for the rights of the indi-
vidual are built in as integrally as the
hull on a battleship. ’

It would mean to stand up and con-
demn the blacklisting, blackmailing and
firing of people from government and
private jobs for the sole “erime” of in-
voking their constitfutional rights under
the Fifth Amendment before some con-
gressional committee or administrative
tribunal. It would mean to defend the
rights even of actual proved, admitted
Stalinists to freedom of speech and as-
sembly and political organization, of
which rights they have heen progressive-
ly -despoiled under the: Smith-Aect prose-
cutions, and to which rights a final end
is-to be put by the infamous Humphrey
law- passed- by the last Congress.

For all that, the worthy senatois had
no stomach, )

But they felt that something must be
;done: about McCarthy.. He had become .a

‘real problem to the ‘Republican: Party in

particular. Since he got through the army

hearing without any irreparable damage.

to his position, the Eisenhower wing of
the party decided that he must be cut
down to size if he was not fo endanger
the unity of the party and hence its wan-
ing prospects for1956.

So they found some charges which con-

McCarthy? —

[Continued from page 1) ~

tors could be deprived of their seats just because they took an opposite
stand in the Senate to that on which they had got elected!).
3 No one wants to see McCarthy retired from public life more than we do. But o
propose simply to throw him out of the Senate, not for any legal crime, but because
we object to his politics both in form and content, is a violation of that democracy
which he may. hold in contempt but which we hold dear.

And why do these Iibe?als propose to throw him out? We can only guess at the
answer. But our guess is informed by our observation of their relations with Mec-

Carthy over the years.

_ .They want to throw h_im out of the Senate because they don’t have the intestinal
fortitude to stand up to him, day after day and month after month, and slug it out

with him politically,

Of course, that way they would educate the electorate and the country at large.
That way they would rally the forces of progress in the country in the same way
that McCarthy is rallying the most militant forces of reaction.

“ANTI-McCARTHYITES IN THE BOG

H.is true that in any real political fight they are at a terrible disadvantage when
':vtlleg come up -against ‘McCarthy. The .disadvantage we are thinking of is not at ali
*that he fights dirty while they are gentlemen. The disadvantage is that they dare not

-‘challenge the ground on- which he fights!

“They dare not stand on.a ground of democratic ‘principles, of respect for the

them.

- - civil liberties  of -Stalinists-and- radicals, of ‘confidence-in-the_ability of the majority
wof the people to recognize and reject. Stalinism. when a bétter alternative is offered

»

: Of course, it is hard to fight a venomous swamp mocassin if you insist on sinking
into the bog up to your armpits before the battle begins. The authors, supporters
and defenders of the “anti-communist” law passed in the last Congress would find
- it.much more convenient to throw McCarthy out of the Senate than to have to argue
with him on what line of action flows logically from the assumptions on which their

own law was based.

: But. that would be another big step on the road to the destruction of democracy
ih this country: Once one starts throwing men—even a McCarthy—out of the Senate
because one disagrees with them, no matter -how violently, instead of defeating them

in elections, the
than it is now.

osal to throw him out is
hod 't

;itself one-more-evidence. of .the ac:
X th Ll

political atmosphere in the country would be .poisoned- even more

McCarthy and McCarthyism can be defeated politically, though not by methods-
therto used by the brav-re liberals -who now propose to throw him out.

ut the pro-.
tance-of - anti-demo-:

- Senate Votes Censure — —

stituted an offense to the dignity not of
ordinary citizens but of senators. They
condemned him for refusing to appear
before the Senate committee which in-
vestigated his finances a few years ago,
and for denouneing the Watkins commit-
tee and the censure procedure in un-
gentlemanly tones. :

It should be noted in connection with
the first charge: the findings of the com-
mittee which MeCarthy refused to honor
with his presence have been in the hands
of the Department of Justice for many
months now. The failure of that depart-
ment. to- act can only be aceounted for on
‘the following basis: (a) No illegal ac-
tivity was actually proved, in which

-event McCarthy had -a point in denounc-

ing the committee’s report as-a political
attack on him. (b) Even though illegal
activity was proved, the Justice Depart-
ment is reluetant to -prosecute .either be-
‘cause they vreally den’t want to kill Me-
Carthy’s value once and for all, or -be-
cause too many important people might
be involved, or because the practices are
too widely known to be engaged in by
government officers to permit the selec-
tion of one of them for special action,

MUTED PITCH

On the censure votes, the Republicans
in the Senate split right down the mid-
dle, while the Demoecrats lined up solidly
against MecCarthy. This symbolizes the
deep split in the Republican Party on the
one hand, and the fact that the Demo-
cratic Party, however it may disagree
within itself on questions of policy, is
willing to make a united political demon-
stration against the man who accused it
of “twenty years of treason.”

It is true that not a single senator
proposed to censure MeCarthy for Me-
Carthyism. (In all fairness it must be
said that Watkins is reported to have
stated in the debate on the Senate floor
that we must put an end to labeling peo-
ple “Fifth Amendment communists” just
because they avail themselves of their
constitutional privileges. That comes the
closest of anything that happened in the
Senate to a remark, if not an action, di-
rected at McCarthyism as .a political
ideology.) :

But such are the ¥imes in which we live
that we must be thankful that half the
‘Republicans and «all -the Democrats - were
oble to screw .up ‘their courage .even to
this. low. and- muted pitch.: For it is quite
evident - that the senators did not line up
so much on the basis of their convictions
on the appropriations or legal correciness

of the centure motions, but on whether.
or.not they were willing to stand up and .

be counted against the most extreme,
know-nothing, chauvinist, bigofed, reac-
tionary segment of political opinion in this

country, -whese standard-bearer is Mec-

Carthy.

PLAYING TO-THE GALLERY .

And what did McCarthy himself have
in mind? Throughout the censure debate
he acted in his typically arrogant, con-
temptuous, provocative manner. Even af-
ter it had become evident that the vote
would go against him, he made it virtu-
ally impossible for the wavering senators
to stay on his side of the aisle. He gave
them no help at all. He acted exactly like
a man who is unconcerned about what
was going on in the senate, but was play-
ing to a more important audience outside
its walls, !

That audience was listening. It g‘a.th—‘

ered at Madison Square Garden in New
York to demonstrate its strength, and it
collected signatures to petitions all over
the country. But despite the time given
its organizers by the famous elbow in-
cident, it showed itself to be relatively
feeble and quite unready to form the
hosts of a new political party.

Just what MecCarthy may have con-
cluded from this episode about his fature
line of action, only time will tell. It will
be worth: noting whether, once relieved
of his committee platform in:the.new
Congress, he will spend most of his: time
.assembling and organizing his movement

in the country at large, -or will seek to .

reintegrate himself into the Senate which
hlasbnuw chided him for rudeness to the
club.
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for sociolist -democracy- and agginst the - -

two systems: of exploitafion which now -
divide the worid: capitalism and Stalinism.

Capitalism cannot be reformed or liber- . .

alized, by any Fair Deal or other deal, so -
as to give the people freedom, abundance,
security- or- peace. It must be abelished
and replaced by a new social system, in

which the. people :own and control -the 58

basic sectors of the economy, democrati--
cally - controliing their.own economic- and
pelitical: destinies. - sl

Stalinism; .in .Russia and wherever it

‘holds-power, is a:'brutal totalitarianism— .

a new form-of :exploifation. Hs agents in
-every counfry, the Communist Parties; are
unrelenting: enemies of socialism and-have
‘aething jn-common with socialism—which
canncé exist:without effective democratic-
control by the people,

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

The 15L, as a Marxist movement; looks
to the working class and its ever-present -
struggle as the basic progressive force-in-
society. The ISL is organixzed to spread the -
ideas of socialism in the labor movement
and among all other sections of the people.

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

"The fight: for democracy and the fight
for socialism are inseparable. There can
be no lasting and genuine demecracy with-
out socialism, and there can be no socials
ism without ‘democracy. To- enroll under -
this banner, join, the; Independent Socialjst
League! o e -
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