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Does the FBI Work
For Franco Too?

Belatedly we want to call attention to
a shameful incident of collaboration be-
tween the FBI and the Franco govern-
ment’s own brand of fascistic witch-
hunting—belatedly because the news
item appeared in the N. Y. Times of May
26.

The case concerns an American GI
who had served in the North African
campaign and in the U, 8. navy after the
war, then gathered his savings to set out
from his Long Island home ‘to see the
world.” Instead, Angel Elardo spent the
spring in a Spanizh jail. The Madrid
correspondent of the Times said that
“His crime, according to the police, was
that he had repeatedly wolunteered that
he did not like the way Genarilissimo
Franco was running the country,” but
no charges were preferred against him
at the time of his imprisonment.

It might have been imagined _-that the

American authorities would have had
enough influence with the France gov-
ernment to secure the quick release of an
American citizen jailed on such grounds.
One might even imagine that if the
Spanish dictatorship did not release him,
the American eagle would be insulted.
What actually happened was quite dif-
ferent. The fascist regime requested the
American government to make o political
investigation for it into the political views

and offiliotions of its victim. And the FBI
did just that, for France. It took six weeks
before reporting back to the fascists thot
their imprisoned American citizen was not
a Communist, during which time Elardo
spent 12 days in solitary confinement, hav-
ing finally been charged with '"'the crime
of insulting the chief of state.”

After the FBI gave the victim a po-
litical clearance, the U, 8. consulate in
Spain was able to obtain his release, af-
ter 2% months in prison, on condition
that he leave the country.

What we want to know is this:

{1) Why didn’t the U. 8. government,
in all its vaunted majesty, insist on the
freedom of a citizen from this police-
state persecution?

(2) If the FBI had found, somewhere
in its unevaluated files and dossiers of
anonymous denunciations, stoolpigeon
reports; neighborly rumors, and assorted
data, some kind of evidence that Elardo
was a “Communist,”" even evidence as
good as that against Ladejinsby or Pro-
fessor Peters or Val Lorwin et al.—
would then the FBI have reported this to
the fasecists and would Washington have
fought as hard or fought at all to ob-
tain his release?

Is the FBI now working also az a part-
time auxiliary for any dictator or police
state that gets itself allied with Wash-
ington?

i

It is good to hear the AFL-CIO and
also Americans for Democratic Action
take cuts at the Democrats for their
spineless yessing of Eisenhower in the
recently ended session of Congress.
Everybody is blaming everyone else for
the particularly empty record (outside
of an item like the $1 minimum wage),
and everyome is right as right can be.

As far as Republican responsibility is
concerned, the labor-liberal elements can
say “I told vou so,” but what can they
say about the bankruptey of the party
for which they ask votes as the hope of
America, and whose bankruptey is their
own? The present Democratic Party is
perhaps the most cowardly political op-
position to an administration ever seen
in' the history of this country.

But at least the labor-liberals spoke up
with a piece of their mind publiely, and
one can hail this as much better than
nothing. But what is to be done about
it? How can they hope to put some back-
bone into a party which is not even will-
ing to make a ficht against the incum-
bents which would seem indicated by the
mere fact that an election is nearing.

The trouble with the labor leaders” and
ADA's gesture is that they are commit-
ted in advance to support the Demoerats,
no matter what they may say in resolu-
ions, because they have no alternative
party of their own to support, and the
Demoerats know this. '

Mot only that, but the ADA knows it too.
It is reliably reported that ot a recent
National Board meeting, the ADA leader-
ship decided on i¥s tactics in anticipotion
of the Democratic Party convention. Did

Newton's First Law
0f Politics for the ADA

it draow sp a liberal platform to push,
perhops? It seems not. The leaders of this
liberal organiration decided that at any
given porty convention it could success-
fully push only one point, and for 1956
this was going to be—party loyeity. Loy-
alty to the Democratic Party, naturclly.
The issue was going to be the non-seating
of delegates of the Shivers type.

It is &4 trenchant comment on the level
of American politics, and specifically of
liberal polities, when it takes the lefi-
wing foree in the old capitalist party to
rally aroufid the elementary issue of
party regularity.

We need mnot- present the “practical-
polities” rationale for this liberal futili-
tarianism; it is well known, and has
been running liberalism into the ground
for longer than the ADA’s lifespan. As
the party becomes more an d more sure
of liberal-labor allegiance, and therefore
more disregardful and scornful of any
pestures of appeasement in this direc-
tion, the very issues on which “practical
politics” has to take its stand shift fur-
ther and further to the right, away from
anv meaningful liberalism.

This flows from the Newtonian Law of
politics: Push o wman, and he's got fo
move TOWARD you, in order to resist.
But the Democrats feel a push only from
the right-wing elements in the party and
in the country; they feel only a rizht-
wing threat; and so they move back
in that direction.

As long 4s there is no labor-liberal
alternative to supporting the Democrats,
complaints against the Democrats’ rec-
ord will only be good for the conseience.
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Second Honeymoon
With the Russians?

By PHILIP COBEN

Here is the straw in the wind—the big wind of the “Geneva spirit”
that has been sweeping in since the Russians decided on the tactic of the

“new friendliness”:

"THE VOICE OF AMERICA
IS CHANGING ITS TUNE"

—=30 headlines the Times. “Since
Summit Meeting It Has Done Leéss
Denouncing,” goes on the subhead.

To underline this; the Washington dis-
pateh notes some anxiety about the non-
governmental propazanda agencies run
by Radio Free Europe, privately financed
by Americans,

“But adjustment to the new order is
likely to prove more difficult for the
privately run and more hard-hitting Ra-
dio Free Europe and Radio Liberation in
Munich. Radio Free Europe broadeasts
to the satellite countries and Radio Lib-
eration to the Soviet Union.

“Even for many on the Voice staff the
new tone of conciliation is hard to take.
The permanent foreign-language staff
have to be United States citizens, but
many have left Communist-ruled coun-
tries sufficiently recently to have wivid
memories of suffering. They tend to re-
gard their broadeasts strictly as a form
of psychological warfare. But they have
little individual freedbm in determining
the content of their broadcasts and must
fall in line with the new psychological
‘peacefare.”

A whole world of politics—eor rather
the whole difference between two worlds
of politics—is contained here, in minia-
ture.

It illustrates our thesis that for Amer-
ican capitalist foreign policy the only
alternatives that exist are the reaction-
ary ones of preparation for imperialist
war or imperialist peace.

For them, “peace” means a political as
well as a military truce with the totali-
tarians. For them, as for the Stalinists
themselves, political whitewashes go
along with diplomatic deals.

It is not here a guestion of exasger-
ating the importance of the Voice of
America itself. On the contrary: as we
have emphasized in the past, the Voice
reflects Washington’s constitutional in-
eapacity for effective political warfare,
gnd it would be hard to exaggerate its
ineffectuality, except as a reminder of
Western hostility to the Moscow rulers.
It is the symptomatic significance of the
change of tune that is relevant.

Likewise it is not a gquestion of pre-
dicting any long-continuance of the cur-
rent “Geneva spirit”; neo one knows, and
Washington iz cautiously and suspicious-
ly feeling its way even as its tune
changes. What is clear is that, implicitly,
. 8. eapitalism is indicating to the Rus-
sians that pelitical payment goes alone
with any diplomatic deals that may be
made.

During the honeymoon period of World
War Il, when Russia was our "noble ally,”
American officiol ond unofficial politics
went all-out in a whitewash of Stalinist
totalitarianism. Life magazine could peint
Uncle Joe as a relative of Abraham Lin-
caln; Hollywood could make the notorious
film Mission to Moscow; a big publisher,
Harper's, having already printed off Trof-
sky's new book Stalin, could store the

whole supply in its cellars in order to
suppress the critical work for the duration
of the great friendship; in the labor move-
ment right-wing labor leaders could col-
laborate enthusiastically with the Stalin-
ists in suppressing militant unionism in the
name of national unity . . . this whole
story has been detailed elsewhere.

If a second honeymoon is due, it is not
necessarily a gquestion of a repeat per-
formance of this great whitewash, in
which Stalinist totalitarianism was posi-
tively painted up as a new democracy
with all the same vast resources which
in the last cold-war period “have been
carrying on the anti-Communist witch-
hunt, But it is clear that for the im-
perialist mind, it is not possible to pur-
sue a policy directed against the out-
break of war while at the same time
pr_essing a political attack against Stal-
inism.

For us Independent Socialists, on the
contrary, a genuinely democrati¢ and
anti-imperialist program of political
warfare against Stalinism has always
been the altéfnative counterposed to the
U. 8, program of military alliances with
évery reactionary in the world backed up
by flaunting of the H-bomb and military
bases pockmarking the entire world.

The subject might be called: “Their
‘Anti-Communism’ and Ours.”

We can leave to the quarrels of Demo-
crats and Republicans (and liberals and
MceCarthyites) any dispute over who's
“more anti-Communist” than whom,

What is hammered home by the change
of tune is the contrast between two fun-
damentally different types of “anti-Com-
munism"—two distinet genera which can=
not even cross-breed.

Theirs is the “anti-Communism” of
the leading ruling class of Western capi-
talism which faces the imperialist threat
of a rival exploiting system.

Ours is the anti-Stalinism of revolu-
tionary socialism, based on the interests
of the working class whieh is threatened
by this rival exploiting system, and not

“only by its historic enemy capitalism.

What this points to is the basie con-
figuration of world politics today: the
triangle of forces.

The world picture today is not simply
the old duel between ecapitalism and so-
cialism; nor the new one between capi-
talism and Stalinism. Just as the new
Stalinist despotism is both anti-capitalist
and anti-labor; just as the old capitalist
exploiters seek to suppress both Stalin-
ism and the masses of people at home
and in the coloniez; so alse the move-
ment that fights for socialism wmust be
intransigently oppogsed to conciliation
with either of the boss systems. This is
no less so when the two brands of ex-
ploiters get together for a deal, however
transitorily!

No more than in the war will Tnde-
pendent Socialism go along with a see-
ond honeymoon. But while it lasts it
will prove day by day the Independent

Socialist view that the ficht against:

Stalinism can be carried on consistently
and to a progressive end only by thosze
Fr:rrces whao are at the same time consist-
ent enemies of the capitalist power.
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By AL FINDLEY

LABOR ACTION

In the Israeli election to the 3rd Knesset (parliament) on July 26,
the results upset the predictions both of-those who gained and those

who lost.

The largest losers in the balloting were the two main coalition
parties, the General Zionists (conservative) and the Mapai (right-wing

laborite).

The General Zionists were re-.
» duced from.second place to third in

numerical standing in the Knesset.

= In the last session they had 20

deputies; now they have 14.

The trick which this party at-
tempted in the last weeks before the
election—going into opposition—did not
help them. It had pulled the same trick
in 1950, but this time the electorate
judged it as a part of the government,

The General Zionists lost in the general
wave of a protest vote against conditions
us they are, despite the fact that they had
made a record of fighting within the
coalition. In addition, they seem to have
los* some of the middle-class vote that
has come to look on the party as the rep-
resentative of the upper-class merchants
apd industrialists.

To some extent, the decline in the
votes of the General Zionists represents
& return to normal, Organizationally the,
General Zionists are weak in Israel, In
the 1050 elections, they were surprised
when they became the second strongest
party. Unless they can recapture some
of the special conditions of 1950, they
should decline, relatively to the other
Israeli parties, and particularly relative-
1y to the Progressive Party, which is the
other Isracli wing of the world Geperal
Zionist movement.

WHY MAPAI DECLINES

The losses suffered by Mapai were
more surprising. Everyhody had expect-
ed it to come out victorious. Ben-Gurion
had even predicted that it would get a
majority. (Whether he believed this or
not is immaterial to the point.) The vie-
tory of Mapai in the May elections to the
Histadrut (trade-union federation)
seemed to assure like success in the par-
liamentary contest. But the voters decid-
ed otherwise, and Lthey reduced the rep-

- resentation of the party from 45 to 40

deputies in the new Knesset.

-To be sure, there iz no change in the
fact that the Mapai is still the largest
single party and also the party in the
central strategie position politically. But
the results should bring serious soul-
searching among Mapai members. The
Mapai reached its height in 1947 with
47 deputies, and it has gone down sisce
then. In 1950 it declined to only 45, and
now in 1955 it is down to 40 in this
steady slide. Surely there must be rea-
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sons for the uninterrupted descent, rea-
sons that no doubt interest all Mapai
supporters,

For one thing the recerd of Mapai in
the government is clear. ¥ has placed
“national” and “'state” interests las it
conceives thesel obove the rights ond
needs of labor and of the new immigrants,
It has followed o policy of reducing the
standard of living of the Israeli peaple in
the interests of armomenis ond in the -
terests of increasing [nvestment in ma-
chinery and long-term projects. In addi-
tion, it has made sacrifices even of its
minimum sociol-democrotic platform
plonks in order to meet the demands of
its bourgeois and refigious coalition part:
ners. ' .

Only a radical turn in Mapai policy—
one which recognizes that the needs of
the workers should not be subordinated
to “state” and “national" interests which
are set over against these needs—could
return Mapai to an upward path.

NEW TURN NEEDED

For example, in order to reduce the
gap between exports and imports, and
raise productivity the state has decreed
a raduction in the standard of living of
the people and in investment in machin-
ery.

This policy, however, reduces the de-
gire of the workers to increase their pro-
ductivity. As even the more enlightened
bourgeoisie has learned, the human fac-
tor is most important in raising produc-
tivity. The workers need greater incen-
tives. It is no accident that in Russia
machinery is almost on a par with U. 8.
industry but productivity is very much
lower.

Attention to the needs of the workers
and especially of the new immigrants
would benefit Israel. Primary attention
to the needs of the state as heretofore
practiced will benefit neither the people
nor Israel.

Among the secondary reasons for the
decline of Mapai are also: overconfidence
as a result of the Histadrut election;
little or no campaigning in the Yiddish
language; and the question of “activism™
against thie border Arab states.

The Achdut Avoda-Left Poale Zion,
the moderately pro-Stalinist split-off
from the pro-Stalinist Mapam, emerged
from the election with 10 deputies again
as in the Histadrut election, topping the
official Mapam (Hashomer Hatzair)
which got 8 or 9. The gain for Achdut
Avoda is attributed to the fact that it
benefited from the anti-government pro-
test vote and that it stressed militant
and “activist” fighting against the
Arabs.

THREAT FROM RIGHT

Emphasis en the “activist" issue as ex-
planation for the results of the election
receives strong support from the surpris-
ing gains made by the Cherut party.

This party was formed from the ranks

© of the revisionists and followers of the

Irgun, Its leader is Menachem Beigun,
commander of the Irgun. It has a belli-
cose irredentist program for taking all
of Palestine and Transjordania, and of
course it advocates a “strong™ policy on
border attacks. In addition, Cherut has
a social policy that tries to combine wor-
ship of the middle class and capitalism
with demands for the workers.

Cherut is now the second largest party
in the Knesset, having increased its rep-
resentation from 8 deputies to 16. The
gains of Cherut come from the fact that
it was the most vigorous opposition to
the government on all questions, as any
reading of the Knesset debates will shew,

Mapai accuses Achdut Avoda of aiding
the victory of Cherut by stressing the
“activist” issue. An Achdut Avoda lead-
er who was a former commander of the
Palmach (shock troops in the Israeli-
Arab war), Yigal Alon, conducted a ter-
rific eampaign for militarism and for
“teaching” the Arab states at any oppor-
tunity that they dare not touch Israel.
Mapai argues: the “leftist” Yigal Alen
helped the extreme rightist Beigun since
those converted to “activism" naturally
turn to its pure exponents in the form of

Trends in Israeli Election Show
Discontent with Government

extreme nationalism rather than in the
hybrid form of Achdut Avoda.

The fact of the matter is that Mapai
also played its cards on "activism."” For
the campaign it recalled Ben-Gurionm, its
best known "activist,” and let it be known
that he would be the new prime minister.
Ben-Gurion set the tone for the campaign
by combining peace talk with "“activist”

*practice, i.e., the hero of Kibya carried

through the attack en Gaza.

While there is no doubt that increased
sentiment for “activism™ is shown in the
election resalts, too much emphasis
should not be placed on this issue, but
rather where it rightly belongs—on the
dissatisfaction of the Israeli population
with existing economic conditions and
their protest.

The only governmental . parties to
make pains were the religious parties,
the Hapoel Hamisrachi and Misrachi.
They obtained 12 deputies, a gain of two.
The anti-governmental religious parties
Agudat Israel and Poale Agudat Israel
won six deputies in place of five.

Their greatest gain came from the
vote of the religious immigranis from
the Oriental and Arab ecountries. Had
there -been a United Religious Bloc of
all religious parties they probably would
have made even greater gains. The
struggle for the political allegiance of
the new immigrants is erally just begin-
ning.

A gain was also made by the Progres-
sive Party (liberal General Zionists),
from four to five,

COALITION BROKEN

The Communist Party (which is dis-
tinct from the pre-Stalinist but also pro-
Zionist Mapam) had elécted five deputies
to the old Knesset. In the ¢ourse of the
life of this-body, it increased its fraction
to seven when Dr. Moshe Sneh and Adolf
Berman joined it in a split-off from
Mapam. In the present election, the CP
again elected only five deputies but in-
creased its popular vote somewhat.

The political physiognemy of the “new

PENNSYLVANIA

Knesset is such thot about 10 parties are
represented and me two parties have a
majority. This makes the old coalition pol-
icy more difficult and gives the smaller
porties more importance.

If Mapai should again try to form the
core of the government, as its policy in-
dicates it will, it has fewer choices. It
will now more than ever be dependent
on the religious parties. Together with
the Mapai's 40, the Progressive Party's
6 and the religious bloc’s 18 make up a
total of 64, which is a majority of four,
But this is too shaky a majority to gov-
ern.

There are rveports that Bem-Gurion
would like to add the 10-11 deputies of
the Achdut Avoda group to this coali-
tion provided they do not ohject to a
“defense pact with the TUL8.” Moshe
Sharett is reported to be adamant a-
gainst such a coalition, But the develop-
ment in relations between Mapai and
Achdut will be one of the most intereat-
ing things to watch in Israeli politics,

PARLIAMENTARY CRISIS

There would seem to be many diffi-
culties in re-establishing the old coali-
tion of Mapai and General Zionists plus
the small parties, The bitterness of the
campaign may rule out such a coalition,
The General Zionists would profit by
remaining in opposition.

There is always the possibility, mathe-
matically speaking, of forming a purely
labor government of Mapai (40), Ach-
dut Avoda (10), Mapam (8), with the
aid of Hapoel Hamisrachi and Poale
Agudat Israel. This may require some
concessions on  religiqus  questions,
though in this connection it would be
easier to deal with these two religious
groups than with the other religious
Eroups.

Such a ecoalition, as an all-labor gov-
ernment, would not have to compromise
on social and economic questions; but
itz real difficulty comes on foreign pol-
icy. The extreme pro-Stalinist position
of Mapam and the pro-American posi-
tion of Mapai would rule it out, except
on the unlikely possihility that one or
the other side would submit to majority
rule.

" There -is also always‘ the possibility
that Ben-Gurion may form a caretaker
government, and try for a stricter elec-
tion law to reduce the number of parties
in a new election.

State Taxes Are Hot Issues

By GERRY McDERMOTT

American workers take more of a
bedting today at the hands of state gov-
ernments than they do from the federal
government, Events in the state capitals
are less dramatic than events in Wash-
ington, but precisely because state poli-
tics i= obscure, a great deal of dirty
work is done there. Because the labor
movement has no party of its own, labor
finds it virtually impossible to keep track
of what is going on in the 48 capitals,
and when the labor movement does find
out, it has no real machinery for doing
anything about it.

The reactionaries are fully aware of
the advantage they have in the state
capitals, and this is a biz reason be-
hind the “states-rights' philosophy of
the Dixiecrats and of the Eisenhower
administration.

The red-hot state-tax problem in Penn-
sylvania illustrates the problems of jaber
in the state government field.

Pennsylvania badly needs new tax
revenues, A series of Republican big
business administrations have neglected
care for the aged, the mentally ill, the
unemployed, handicapped children, and
so on, for years. Now, revenue must be
provided to meet these needs.

Taxes on corporations are out of the
question in Pennsylvania. The state is
presently becoming a ‘“depressed area”
with industries moving south and unem-
ployment the highest in the nation. It is
felt on all sides that corporation taxes
would simply drive more industry out of
the state to the low-tax South.

The most progressive answer to the
tax problem would be an income tax,
graduated according to ability to pay.
But the big-business-written state con-
stitution forbids this, and amending the
constitution would take years of sus-
tained effort.

The Repubkcans propose to raise the
necessary revenue by quadrupling the
present 1% sales tax, a measure which
would, of course, strike hardest at the
poor, who spend almost all of their in-
come and therefore would have almost
all of their intome taxed. The wealthy,

who save and invest most of their in-
come, would get off easily.

The current Democratic edministrotion
of Governor George Leader hes proposed
a ¢lossified income tax. This tax would try
to get around the constitutional ban on a
graduated income tax by setting a differ-
ent tax rate on different types of income,
Thus, while wages would be taxed at one
per cenf, capital gains would be taxed ot
five per cent, and so on.

Any new tax program is unpopular,
and this one is no exception, Big busi-
ness, which prefers a sales tax, attacks
the Lead tax program as a wage tax,
which it is not.

LABOR-STATESMANSHIP

The labor movement, on the other
hand, fearing a sales tax, is supporting
the Leader tax program. As a matter of
fact, the cynical and astute politicians
of the Democratic Party are making it
appear that it is solely labor which
wants the tax. The daily press is delight-
ed to go along with this game, so that if
the tax passes, labor will bear the onus
in the eyes of much of ‘the population.

It will be the Democrats who spend
the money, however, who will get 'the
patronage and get the evedit for the
measures financed by the new texes. This
is the fruit of the “labor statesmanship”
which ties the unions to the Democratic
Party. .

[ ]

An interesting side issue has been the
support of the Communist Party of
Pennsylvania for the Democratic tax
program. Just as the Stalinist-dominated
unions are now crawling back to the CIO
and AFL, so the Stalinists politically
are crawling back to the Democratic
Party.

It must be hard for Stalinist leaders
like Steve Nelson and James Dolsen, who
were convieted under the Smith Aet by
a Democratic administration, to sing the
praises of that party now. But then
everyone knows that they do not think
for themselves. Their “soft” policy in

Pennsylvania politics is dictated by the.

needs of Russian foreign. policy.
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ON THE HOMF FRONT

lamly (ase:

By MICHAEL HARRINGTON

As if to underscore the m.eaning of the Watts report which was

presented to the Defense Department last week (and which is com-

mented on in Challenge on page 5 of this issue), the navy withheld the
granting of a commission to Eugene W. Landy, second-ranking student
at Kings Point, on grounds of his association with his mother. The Watts
report had detailed all of the various relationships, of kin and law, that

could make a man a “subversive.”
The government obliged the next
day with the Landy case, giving a
somewhat Hollow ring to Army
Secretary Brucker’s statement: “I
think the systeri we have now is
working well.”

The facts in the Landy case are
now familiar, having been widely
publicized in the press. It would be
easy enough to write it off as an-
other farce in a grimly farcical se-
curity system. But it i3 more than
that.

For the Kafkaesque conclusion of
this incident is that the victim him-
self has accepted the government
criteria, lock-stock-and -barrel.
This gives the case a quality of
pathos and emphasizes the human
loss which the Workers Defensé¢
League could only treat tangenti-
ally in the Watts report.

Landy was second in his class—
the DAR still intends to give him
an award for that, But his mother
had been a member of the Commu-
nist Party, She had quit in 1947,
but still continued to receive the
Daily Worker. In a statement typi-
cal of his entire defense, Landy re-
ported that his mother “rarely
ever looks at" the Daily Worker
which she receives.

DAMNING DEFENSE

Shortly before graduation, Lan-
dy ‘was interviewed by Naval In-
telligence agents. He remarked:
“Right from the first the Intelli-
gence agents seemed to accept the
fact that I am, and always have
been, very conservative in my po-
litical views. . . . Their guestions
were all about my mother, about
her political associations, .the

THE STOOLPIGEON
RECRUITING SYSTEM

The House Un-American Conmittee
has added its bit te the Landy case by
proposing to Mys. Landy that she steol-
pigeon on her ex-associntes in the CP
in order to help clear her son,

The eommittec’s investigator, o Mrs.
Seotti, invited Mvs. Landy to testify be-
fore the ingmisitors. “We want you to d_ﬂ
your patriotic duty. Your government is
calling you,” she told the Kings Pointer’s
mother.

“I got furious with her" related Mrs.
Landy, “when she said it would be bet-
ter for my boy if I told about ell iny

© former Commaunist aotivities to the com-

mittee. I told her that sy activities were
insignifican and that some of the people
with whom I was associated are dead
and that others arve just retived and lead-
ing conservative lives just like me. Then
she said, 'Let us be the judge’ I told her
I didn't want fo ruin other people's lives.
Besides, how will it afect my boy?"
{N. Y. Post, Aug. 10.)

Added Mrs. Landy: “They want to
barter iy soul for my son's commission.”
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newspapers she reads, and so on.”

This -point leads to what is the
center of the Landy story, As re-
ported in the New York T'imes,
Landy's mother said of her son:

"He has been a loyal American.
He gave me an ultimatum—to quit
or he would leave home; to choose
between him and the party—and |
chose him. He reformed me and yet
he is suffering for it. | wish they'd
punish me instead of him. I'd rather
go to jail than have him suffer.

LONDON LETTER

The Real Pathos

They're all with him at the Acad-
emy. They know he's without blem-
i’h‘“

This tragedy would be enough in
its own right. Add to it the compli-
cation of the navy denyving a com-
mission on the basis of Landy's
association, and it is compounded.
But perhaps the most ineredible
thing is the line of defense: for it
is always implied that i{f Landy
had not threatened to leave home

‘over a political issue, if his mother
-were still in the Party, ¢f she actu-

ally read the copy of the Daily
Worker which she receives, then it
might be legitimate for the navy
to act as they have.

FANTASTIC LOGIC

In other words, the accused has,
more or less, accepted the premises

of the accusers, that a relationship
with a “subversive” mother makes
& man subversive, He disagrees
only with the empirical judgments
involved: his mother is no longer
subversive, and anyway his filial
association with her was based oh
anti-Communism.

The logic of the situation is a
fantastic one. And all the more
fantastic is the fact that the press
(which has come to Landy’s deé-
fense) also takes this line and im-
plies the basic premise.

The terrible thing about the

Landy case—and this within a

bourgeois concept of civil liberties
—is not that a mistake has beeh

~made. That’s bad enough, and typi-

cal enough, but it isn’t the heart of
the case. The terrible thing is that
both sides, including the accused,
has in practice accepted the gov-
ernment’s assumption that it is
“subversive” to associate with a
persop’s own parents if they aré
suspect.

BLP Branches Prepare for the Conference

By OWEN ROBERTS

LONDON, Aug. 4—Although it is yet another nine or ten weeks before
the delegates to the Labor Party Annual Conference assemble in the
Winter Gardens of the coastal holiday resort of Margate, signs of activ-

ity are already in evidence.

For some weeks the advertisement columns of the Labor press
have contained notices extolling the virtues of this or that particular

hotel. The advertisements range
from the modest guest house,
which offers bedrooms facing the
sea with hot and ecold water in
every room for a modest fifteen
shillings a day, to the more illus-
trious hotel on the Eastern Esplanade

which boasts of its “excellent table,” is
licensid to sell liquor and has a lift serv-

.ice to all floors, at the cost of thirty

shillings a day. .

But, irrespective of the differences in
the quality of their off-conference hours
habitat, the delegates will at least be dis-
cussing a common agenda during the
conference sessions. The resolutions on
this agenda were released to the press
this morning by the party’ headguarters
at Transport House.

There are a large number of resolu-
tions—418 to be precise—and they cover
practically every subject under the sun
—and quite a few under the moon!

The resclutions are grouped under vari-
ous headings and although this is rather
an arbitrary precess, and one which some-
fimes leads to rows at the compositing
committees which are held a day or two
before conference proper begins, it gives
a rough indication of the general temper
of the local parties.

The largest number of resclutions fall
under the rather vague heading of “Fu-
ture Policy" and there are 52 of them.
It is sad to note that many of them are
as vague as the heading itself.

They nearly all, in one way or ancther,
demand a change in the policy of the
party, and they nearly all demand a so-
cialist poliey—in fact they specify many
kinds of socialist policy. “A full-blooded
socialist  policy” is demanded by the
Blaydon Labor Party whilst the Wands-
worth Central party want “a pure so-
cialist policy.” Other adjectives used by
the local parties to designate the par-
tieular type of socialist policy which they
wish to see adopted are: genuine, real,
better, new, militant, vigorous, fighting,
and dynamie.

“NOT ENOUGH"

All of these are doubtless admirable
ohjectives but the real tragedy is that
very few of the local parties have speci-
fied exaeily what they mean and even
fewer have stated precise ways in which
their ideal policy should be formulated.

*Many of them, it is true, indicate that
they are discontented with the current
policy and want, in particular, an exten-
sion of public owmership ond a keener
fight against the Tories. Unfortunately
they fail to develop the theme, and as o
consequence o great number of the reso-
lutions are purely negative.

But, negative or not, there is no doubt-
ing the sentiments behind theé resolu-
tions. As inadequate and poorly framed
as they are, they indicate the strong feel-

ing of dissatisfaction apparent in' the
party at the present moment.

This is quite clearly, and humorously,
expressed in the resolution standing in
the name of Morecambe aml Lonsdale
Constituency party. It reads: “This Con-
ference believes that ‘Labor Reformism’
has reached the end of its usefulness as
a basis for political action; that the basic
econontic injustices of capitalist society
remain untouched, and in many cases
are more blatant than ever, and that the
situation facing the party and our so-
ciety ealls for a more militant approach
in the political and industrial fields, Full
employment and a decent funeral are not
enough.”

Tnder other headings on the agenda
the resolutions tend to become more posi-
tive and more detailed, although the gen-
eral trend i= still toward vage opposition
to ecurrent policies,

The hydrogen bomb attracts resolu-
tions from about two dozen local parties,
and by far the greater majority of them
express opposition to the line adopted by
the party leadership in supporting the
Tory government’s policy of manufactur-
ing the H-bomb in Britain. Some 18 of
the resolutions say with complete deter-
mination that the Labor Party should
not sanction the manufacture or use of
the bomb by Britain, The remainder
make various pleas for the party to try
to secure international agreement on the
banning of the H- and A-bombs.

AGAINST CONSCRIPTION

The growing interest in Britain in aqute-
maotion is reflected by the T9 resolutions
which oppear under the ququ "Auto-
mdtion and Nuclear Developments in In-
dustry.” This is fhe firsf time that this
subject has appeared on a Labor Party
agenda.

Many of these resolutions demand
that, in view of the consequences of auto-
mation, the Labor Party should extend
its plans for mationalization of industry.
One even demands that the party “adopt
a policy of complete nationalization and
control of industry.” Nearly all of them
advance the view that the Labor move-
ment should campaign for a shorter
working-week, higher wages, longer holi-
days, and similar improvements,

The vesclutions on military service
prezent an extremely interesting fare
this year. They are 22 in number and are
all eritical of the present party policy of
support for the now ruling 2-year period
of national serviee.

What makes for particular interest is
the fact that no less than 15 of the resolu-
tions demond the complete abolition of
conscription, This is a startling increase
on previous years when usually it was anly
the odd one or two resolutions which de-
manded complete aobeolition while the re-
mainder advocated a cut in the length of

service; this year It is the other way
around.

This seems an indication that the Stal-
inist influence on resolutions is less thisg
year than ever; for the British Stalin<
ists are in favor of conscription in Brit-
ain and confine themselves to demanding
a reduction of 12 months in the length
of service.

A few weeks before the Labor Party
Conference the Daily Worker, the news-
paper of the British CP, lh Holding &
conference fo which it invites all local
Labor Parties in order that a “common
policy of action” may be discussed, It
will he interésting to see how the Stalin-
ists handle this particular situation. Not.
that it will make very much difference
because indications are that only the
usual ‘fellow-travelers, Stalinoids, starry-
eyed political infants and Joud-mouth
imbeciles will attend the Daily Worker
priming session, and they long ceased to
count. for very much in the Labor Party.

LACKING ELEMENT

A dozen or se resolutions appear on the
order paper dealing with the nationalized
industries, ond they neorly all follow the
sameé Broad pattern, Compensation to ex:
owners is rejected and some form of
workers' control or participation in man-
agement is' demanded.

Unfortunately this section also dis-
plays a grave weakness and none of the
resgolutions atlempts to expound a poliey
for the development of industrial demoe-
racy. This is 4 feature which has heen
the subject of frequent comment in pres
vious articles from London and is one
which seems determined to persist. 1t is
nol because of any lack of awareness,
for most of the forward-thinking party
members tealize that development is
needed in the nationalized [ustries,
What is lacking is any coherently ex-
pressed thoughts on the subject. This i is
clearly demonstrated in the resolutions.

A sprinkling of resolutions deal _swith
the Parliamentary Labor Party,-and ad-
minister criticism of its passive attitude
in the Housze of Commons during f.hﬂl
past few years. Says Hornchurch Labor
Party: *Qur defeat in the ‘general elecs
tion was partly due to the lack of eners
getic opposition to the Tory government
shown by the Parliamentary Labor Par-
ty in the House of Commons.” Because
of this it urges the Parliamfentary Party
to carry on vigorous and dontinuous ops
position to the government which will
instill Labor supporters with a sense of
enthusiasm and fighting spirit.

This brief reviewwould not be complete
without a mention of the reselution from
the Ebbw Vale Labor Party, Aneurin
Bevan's constituency. One would expect
from here a resolution which fairly siz-
zled the paper on which it was printed
and which singed the eyebrows of the
party leadership,

Such expectations are shatiered when
one reads that Ebbw Vale deplores tha
the Tory government has not built a
bridge over the Severn River and calls
upon the Parliamentary Labor Party to
put pressure on the povernment to
achieve this objective. As they say in
Wales: “Indeed to goodness”—which is
an exclamation of surprise defyving
translation in printable English.
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DISCUSSION

A Pro-Stalinist Comes to the Defense
Of Simone de Beauvoir’s Novel

To the Editor:

A year ago a book was published in
France that was one of the greatest
literary and political events to take
place in the life of the intelligentsia in
recent years. Although, as has been an-
nounced, it will be some months before
a translation of Les Maundaring ap-
pears in America, the prevailing climate
of hysterical - vigilantism has .ensured
that sniping_shots were fired before the
book reached” this country. For, in the
view of some circles, the Mandarin, like
the French liner “Liberté”, is anticipated
to carry a crew of undesirables. Hence
the - preliminary tracer, dum-dum, and
‘high exposturatory express bullets which
are fired by the guardians of our insu-
larism. Indeed, the intensity of their
fire would lead us to imagine that, in-
stead of a cargo of ideas, a shipload of
Red Army soldiers was about to disem-
bark on these shores.

The authoress of Les Mandaring, Sim-
one de Beauvoir, is one of the few writ-
ers who have prevented French litera-
ture from salienating itself from reality
in the post-war years. A doctor in phil-
osophy, and the author of novels, plays,
and essays, she took part in the anti-
Nazi underground resistance during the
Second World War, and has since been
in the very centre of Parisian political
and philosophical activity. She is best
known to Americans through Amerifa
Day by Day—a book which, although
hardly more than an informal diary,
nevertheless contains wvaluable insights
into American life as seen in terms of
the European intelligentsia of the left.

Although it may be assumed that the
majority of the readers of LABOR AC-
TION have not read the hook, they have
already been presented with a set of
views .concerning it by Mr. Giacometti,
in an article entitled “Simone de Beau-
voir's Road to Stalinism"” which appear-
ed in the issue of June 6. It will there-
fore be profitable and proper to examine
this book in funetion of what Mr. Gia-
cometti has’ alveady said about it.

"BIG BUSINESS VIEWPOINT"

That the task.of denouncing Les Man-
darins haz fallen to Mr. Giacometti does
not detract from the faet that—even
before the appearance of the translation
—one view and one view alone has been
presented to the American publie. At
first it might seem ironical that Mr,
Giacometti, a European supporter of the
left, should join in the reactionary
chorus, thus identifying himself with
the viewpoint of big business and those
who gain their livelihood by advancing,
in various forms, the thesez that big
business would have the publie accept.
But in fact this contradiction is not a-
typical of those whose adherence to the
left remains traditionalist rather than
dialectical in character. It is therefore
important to examine Mr. Giacometti’s
errors in the interpretation of the book,
for his misconceptions reveal a para-
doxical conservatism which is averse to
facing up to the contemporary politieal
gituation in the world.

Mr. Giacometti states that the publi-
cation of Les Mandarins in France was
a political rather than a literary event.
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He should be sufficiently familiar with
the contemporary European atmosphere
to know that the two are so inextricably
commingled that the idea of separating
them in this way seems absurd; the
book is neither political nor literary,
but both together.

He further states that the story con-
cerns “a group of left wing intellectuals”
in post-war Paris. This is misleading.
The group of intellectuals, at the time
the story opens, was politically repre-
sentative, and not. left-wing—otherwise
there would have been no necessity for
the book’s being written. Nor do the
members of this group all become left-
wing. Lambert, the young journalist,
turns eventually to the right; Volange,
the “ex-collabo,” stays there; Scrias-
sine ig in the pay of the State Depart-
ment. Mr. Giacometti would have done
more justice to Les Mandarins if he
had told LABOR ACTION readers that
the book, instead of being the “story of
some left-wing intellectuals,” portrays
the moral and therefore political re-
polarization, as it took place on the per-
sonal level, from the time of the defeat
of Hitler's armies down to the mid-fif-
ies. The point is that whereas at the
time of the Liberation all were fighting
for Freedom versus Nazism—a question
which needed no discussion—after the
defeat of Nazism it became a question
of further crystallization—freédom for
whom and for what, The characters in
the book seek ethical principles in the
name of which they are to deal with the
conflicting realities of the contemporary
waorld.

Nor should we rigidly identify, as did
many literal-minded critics, Anne with
the authoress, Sartre with Dubreunil,
and so on. For while there is a degree of
artistic truth in this identification, close-
Iy held to it becomes a naive allegory
and a false parallel. For example, Du-
breuil writes a book illustrating the use-
lessness of literature, whereas Sartre did
exactly the contrary in Qu'est ce que la
Littérature? There have .even been in-
sinvations that Miss de Beauvoir is
manipulating facts to her advantage by
saying that it was the fietional L'Espoir
which first released details of the Rus-
sian” camps, instead of David Rousset
in Le Figaro. The point of this “mani-
pulation” is plainly to face the protagon-
ists with the crux of the problem which
the Left then faced, thus dramatizing it
for the reader. The only alternative to
this approach would have been to write
a shallow fictionalized account of the
period in which the characters, organ-
izations, and newspapers are all re-
labeled with pseudonyms so that the re-
sulting book could be passed off as “fic-
tion,”

THE "MORAL PLANE"

One is completely staggered, however,
to read Mr. Giacometti’s assertion that
Miss de Beauvoir has “reversed her-
self in spectacular fashion, declares her
readiness to defend every falsehood in
the serviced of a powerful tyranny, and
strikingly reveals her political ignor-
ance”—since she does nothing of the
kind.

To begin with she does not deny the
reality of the labor camps in Russia, nor
does she imply that a doubting attitude
should be held today towards their exis-
tence. Furthermore the Communist
characters in the book are either present-
ed schematically (therefore as faithful
mouthpieces of the party) or even, as in
the case of Lenoir, ridiculed.

Regarding the labor camps, Simone de
Beauvoir iz not “defending falsehood”
at all. Instead she shows Dubreunil and
Henri faced with a moral problem—that
of publishing materials that, at least
for them, have nothing that is adequate-
ly verified, and which, moreover, if pub-
lished, will appreciably advance the
cause of reaction. Thus Miss de Beauvoir
does mot so much “defend” the poliey
of labor camps as attempt to show how
this Russian problem is understood by
the left-wing French intellizentsia—as
part of the policy of a prowing socialist
nation faced with economic and organi-
zational difficulties. She also shows how;
on the universal moral plane, the exis-
tence of these labor camps is dwarfed by
the threat of nuclear warfare. Thus
while readers of Mr. Giacometti might
be led to believe that Simone de Beau-
voir has endorsed lies which attempt to

conceal labor camps, she does nothing of
the kind, and shows no tendency to hide
any truth however unpleasant or em-
barrassing. Her conclusion is that in a
choice between a life which includes
labor camps and a life which includes
nuclear war, the former is preferable,
and doubly preferable when into the
balance are thrown the millions of ex-
ploited workers to whom a capitalist
future offers no hope.

Mr. Giacometti, however, having
damned Les Mondarins with unreflected
comment, instead of exerting himself to
substantiate his statements, eases his
muscles by hiring a donkey in the shape
«0f an anonymous reviewer from the Lib-
érateur to carry his burden to the end.
Here again hostility is the hallmark.
The reviewer speaks, for example, of the
protagonists’ “impulse to escape respon-
sibility.” This simply is not “true. The
majority of the characters accept their
responsibilities to the limit. If the book
portrays “hesitations” and moral con-
flicts it is precisely because the charact-
ers seek their way to assume such res-
ponsibility as will realistically advance
the cause of the working class within
the present configuration of forces. If
there had been no sense of responsibility
the book would not have been written.
Even Anne is saved from suicide by her
sense of responsibility. “I have no right,”
she says.

THE INDELIBLE STAMP

The charge is further made by the
Libérateur incognito that the “manda-
rins of the Left are strange people. They
never meet workers, and not a single
wage<earner appears in the novel, These
progressive intellectuals are not even in
touch with organizers of working-class
origin,” This is a childish quibble, since
both the lives and writings of Simone de
Beauvoir and of Sartre bear indelibly
the stamp of close association with the
working class, and the fact that Les
Muondaring does not concentrate upon
this aspect is not a valid argument, The
point here is that the Tundamental pre-
mise of capital versug labor is assumed
from the outset, and does not therefore
stand in the necessity of being proved
again in these pages. One does not ne-

cessarily have to describe the evils of
exploitation on a plantation to write a
play about the moral dilemma of being
for or against the abolition of slavery,
Although the workers are not specifi-
cally described, since Les Mandaring is
a book sbout French intellectuals, their
presence is nevertheless felt throughout.
“The little lights along the Tagus, vou
can't deseribe them when you know that
they light up a starving eity,” as Henri
says. It is also plain that both Henri and
Dubreuil get the atest pleasure when
the workers read them. “The next day
I shall not see workers buying my pa-
per,” says Henri in distress when he
considers publishing articles on the la-
bor camps. .

“All the heroes of Sinmne de Beau-
voir's novel live in a state of constant
anxiety wondering what the Communist
leadership will think of every initiative
they take.” This interpretation also be-
trays am unfair bias. Henri and Du-
breuil are not concerned with what La-
chaume or the Communist Party leader-
ship think. They are concerned with the
relationship between the working class
in France and an existing worker's re-
public—Soviet Russia. It is not there-
fore a matter of what the French Com-
munist Party says. More precisely they
are concerned with the fate of a French
proletariat endangered by the reaction-
ary maneuvers of the State Department.

Much more space would be reguired
to deal with Mr. Giacometti and his
helpmate than may be demanded here,
but one might perhaps take up the Li-
bérateur reviewer's conelusion which
is that "Les Mandaring is little help for
the building of a proletarian, socialist,
and independent New Left.” Les Man-
darins is largely devoted to explaining
why in the present configuration of for-
ces in France there is no possibility of
a “New Left,” and how the whole con-
cept of a “New Left"” is a dangerous
illusion, a utopian dream which can only
lead to the victory of reaction.

An article, such as that of Mr. Gia-
cometti, does great harm to the labor
cause by presenting in a distorted light
to the American reader the ripening of
contemporary political reality in Europe.

EDWARD SCOTT

Reply: The Mandarins View of Politics

A peculiarity of Mr. Scott’s eriticism
is this: It iz quite clear that he agrees
that Simone de Beauvoir has taken the
road of apologia for Stalinism, for this
iz precisely the political merit of the
book for him. Yet he manages Lo sound
as if to report this fact, which I high-
lighted, is to misrepresent her.

Stylistically, he achieves this effect hy
relabeling Stalinism “the ripening of
contemporary political reality,” and re-
labeling his own pro-Stalinism as “fac-
ing up to the contemporary political situ-
ation in the world” and *“dialectical” ad-
herence to the “Left,” by which he means
that “workers republic'" of the Russian
totalitarians.

Mr. Seott's methods resemble his poli-
tics at a few other points too (to take
some minor but illustrative mattéers up
first), For example, he guotes me as
writing that the book was “a political
rather than a literary event,” which
would imply that it was no literary event
at all; whereas I had written “more a
political than a literary event"—which
perhaps may still arouse his disagree-
ment but should mot aromse reasonable
strictures about “separating” the two as-
pects. Indeed, I was merely stressing
that I wished to deal principally with
the hook's political aspect, as distin-
guished from its literary and psycho-
logical qualities, which are great. Since
Myr. Scott also devotez himself to the po-
litical angle, T fail to gee the relevance
of his comment,

Unfortunately, Mr. Scott's criticism is
not altogether political. He leads in fact
with the familiar Stolinist method of
charging that | am "identifying [myselfl
with the viewpoint of big business” and
the "reactionary chorus”—by "denounc-
ing Les Mandarins." This is as obnoxious
os it is dishonest. What he means, of
course, Is that ony left-wing opponent of
Russian Stalinism must be systematically
vilified as an "agent of reaction” in a@c-
cord with the Moscow Trial prescription
for book reviewers. Surely this shows Mr.
Scott is qualified fo defend de Beauveir
against the charge of '‘defending false-
hoed."...

But in view of Mr. Secott’s amalgam
of “big-business viewpoint” with any

criticism of Les Mandarins, I must point
out that Les Mandarins got a vave notice
from Emile Henriot, a conservative critie
from the French Aecademy, writing in
Le Monde, a paper of bir husiness if
there ever was one, The militantly reac-
ticnary organization Paie et Liberié
also praised the book in its radio pro-
gram. I do not mean to suggest, however,
that Mr, Scott shares Henriot’s or J, P.
David's political opinions. The enemies
of our enemies are not necessarily our
friends....

TO TELL THE TRUTH

This is also why it is important that
the “revelations” about Russian slave
lahor should not have appeared in
“L'Espoir” but in Le Figaro Littéraire.
The political meaning of Rousset's ex-
posure would have been different had it
taken place within the context of an in-
dependent, revolutionary policy, instead
of in the pages of a reactionary paper.
The truth can only further the ecause
of the working-class—but, even more im-
portant, the full truth should be told at
all times. While the Stalinists and their
camp-followers are in a position to tell
true facts about capitalism, Le Figaro
Littéraire, Preuves or Seriassine {(who
defends State Department policy but is
not “in ity pay”) are in a position to tell
true facts about Stalinism. On the other
hand, only independent socialists are
able to tell the full truth about both,
without being anybody's agents or in
anybody's pay. -

The group of individuals portraved in
Les Mandaring is fortunately not repre-
sentative of the whole left-wing intelli-
gentsia in France, nor was it so in 1945,
It is the staff of Les Temps Modernes
and, in part, of Combat. It is true that
these groups were not as homogeneous
then as they are now. The committee of
Les Temps Modernes included at the
time conservatives like Raymond Aron,
now a frequent contributor to Preuves,
or Albert Ollivier, who joined the Gaul-
list movement. Among the contributors,
there were David Rousset, Richard
Wright, Arthur Koestler, Albert Camus,

(Tura to last pagel




August 15, 1955

Edited and Published by the YOUNG SOCIALIST LEAGUE

-

FIVE CENTS

Watts Report Reveals Military Reaching
Out to Impose Controls on All Youth

By EDWARD HILL

“A careful study of the Army Military Personnel Security program
and its application to inducted men makes it difficult to avoid the con-
clusion that the ideal draftee is an only child of spontaneous generation
who, despite a hermit childhood, has miraculously acquired the ability
to read and write English but has never made use of these useful skills.”

This is the opening statement of
the introduction to The Draftee
and Internal Security, a two-vol-
ume monograph by Rowland
Watts, national secretary of the
Workers Defense League. On the
basis of solid documentation
drawn from one hundred and ten
cases of army discharges, Watts
has written a first-rate analysis of
a little-known aspect of the witch-
hunt. The importance of his work
for the socialist youth movement
is obvious.

The development which Watts
reports is relatively new. In its
most extreme form, it probably
dates from the Peress case and the
army’s hysterical reaction to it. In
March of 1954, Army Secretary
Robert T, Stevens told the Senate
Armed Forces Committee:

“The trdditional policy of the
army has been that the discharge
given should reflect the service
rendered. . . . I recently changed
it in one aspect and directed that
where a man is discharged -from
the service because he is found to
be disloyal or subversive, his sepa-
ration within the limits of the law
should be under other than honor-
able conditions, regardless of the
actual character of the service ren-
dered.” (Emphasis added.)

ARMY'S SYSTEM

In concrete terms, this change in
pelicy has resulted in granting the
army "'political and social control
over every young man subject to
the Selective Service Law from the
dawn of his mature understanding
until he approaches thirty."

This, of ecourse, follows as a re-
sult of the conscription policy,

which plaeces young men under
military obligation, through the re-
serves, for a period which is some-
times as long as ten years.
Throughout this time, the army
has the right to brand a man for
actions taken prior to entry into
service, in some cases actions which re-
quire the army not to allow the inductee
to serve in a normal fashion!

In working out this fantastic policy,
the army has set up a system of investi-
gation, accusation and clearance which
is almost totally devoid of any rights for
the accused. The rule here is the anony-
mous witness, the omnicompetent board,
the secret hearing.

When a young man enters the army,
either as a draftee or a volunteer, he is
required to sign a Loyalty Certificate
which is primarily based upon “member-
ship in, affiliation with, or sympathetic
association with” organizations listed by
the attorney general. In many cases, it
has been pointed out to army boards that
none of the organizations on that list
have had a hearing, that the list is ex-
plicitly for the purpose of determining
employability in government jobs (and
is not even mandatory in those cases),
but this hags made little difference.

WHAT FOLLOW'S THE "FLAG"
In point of actual fact, it would even
be a step forward if the army would con-
fine itself merely to the onti-libertarian-
ism of the list. Some of the charges that
have been made go so far beyond the un-
democrafic criteria and Intent of the list
that one might look back at Tom Clark as
‘a consistent democrat.
# Once a charge is placed against a man,
he is “flapged,” i.e., he cannot be pro-
moted, moved out if the military district,
assigned to normal tasks, or discharged.
In some cases, individuals have spent
their entire twenty-four menths in the
gervice under these conditions.
sAfter the “flaging,”” the accused is in-
vestigated. Oceasionally, he will be clear-
ed at this level. However, he is given no
notification of this fact other than that
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he is now open to assignment to some
regular military job.

# If he is not cleared by the investiga-
tion, the inductee is served with -a Letter
of Allegations of Derogatory Informa-
tion and he may request a hearing,
These will he described a little later.
# If he fails clearance at the hearing, he
may file additional information with the
Army Review Board—although neither
he nor his counsel may appear before it!
Again, there is no notification of clear-
ance other than assignment to normal
military training.

* If the accused is not cleared by the
Army Review Board, this fact may be
kept from him for his twenty-four
months of service. He will then receive
either an “Undesirable Discharge” or a
“General Discharge under Honorable
Conditions,” the latter if there is some
“doubt” about him.

¢ He may now appeal to the Army Dis-
charge Review Board. This board is not
part of the security program and there-
fore has no criteria to guide its deter-
mination.

e Assuming, as is usually the case, that
the Army Discharge Review Board does
not clear him, the inductee has his last
chanee: an appeal to the Board for the
Correction of Military Records. At this
level, his opportunity for a reversal rests
on technical or mechanical error,

¢ Finally, he may appeal to the secre-
tary of the Army and the secretary of
Defense. There is no probability of re-
versal unless some “startlingly signifi-
cant new evidence” is introduced.

LABYRINTHINE WAYS

The allegations which must be fought
in this lobyrinth are probably broader
than any in the various loyalty and secur-
ity programs. Te begin with, there Is
membership, affiliation or sympathetic as-
sociation (ottended meetings, subscribed
to paper, etc.) with listed orgonizations,
Then there Is membership, etc,, with or-
ganizations cited by the House Committee
on Un-American Activities, the California
Committee on Un-American Activities (the
Tenney Committee), or "anonymously
cited" organizations.

The signing of petitions, reading of
certain litérature (the accused was “an
ardent reader of Marx and Engels”; the
accused “carried Russian publications to
college classes"), writing of articles,
writing of letters to subversives, keeping
of addresses (“listed in yvour notebook
the names of eight individuals all of
whom have subversive backgrounds")
are all considered relevant eriteria.

One other brand of accusations should
be given special consideration; this is
guilt by consanguinity, or, in some cases,
by legal relationship. Association with a
grandmother, with a grandfather, eleven
cases of association with a mother and
three with step-mothers, ten with
fathers, five with brothers, two with sis-
ters, eight with wives, and one each
with a mother-in-law, a father-in-law, a
sister-in-law and a brother-in-law, are
recorded in Watts' report,

DANGERS OF LITERACY

These accusations must be answered
in a hearing. The hearing itself is secret.
Formerly, a “Confidential File,” the G-2
report on the accused, was kept secret.
Now a summary may be requested, al-
though in some cases this has become a
play-aet fotmality of no benefit to the
“Individual Concerned” (the army's
Kafkaesque little term for its victim).

During the hearing, questions are not
confined to the allegations. The entire
G-2 file must be rebutted, though the ac-
cused and his counsel can only infer the
nature of these charges from the gues-
tions which are asked:

One tendency which Watls reports in
this hearing is a fear on the army's part

of books, reading and writing. Witnesses
are repectedly asked, "Does he read?™
"What books dees he read?™

In one e¢ases, an *“Individual Con-
cerned” who had evidently called him-
self an intellectual was asked, “What do
¥ou mean an intellectual? Does that
mean you question our present way of
living and our present government? Is
that what you mean by an’ intellectual?
In other words, you don't accept for face
value, Is that what you mean?”

The consequences of this nightmare
experience are terribly real. Watts
writes;

“This ‘branding’ is not a theoretical
thing. A man with an ‘Undesirable’ dis-
charge from the army has little hope of
getting an industrial job or any other
job with a productive future. Ewven a
‘Genéral Discharge under honorable con-
ditions' creates insurmountable obstacles
in many fields. The man with no dis-
charge at all, pending ‘determination,’ is
in a mnever-never-land of employment
hopelessness. Seven jobs in three months.
is one fantastic fact.”

A BOW TO WDL

Perhaps the most important aspect of
this proeblem, one which Watts emphasizes,
is the extent of social control which this
sysfem grants to the army. In the present
situation i* means, as Watts pointed out,
that the American male is accountable to
the military for his actions, essociations
and relatives from the time he is born
until the time he Is thirty wears of age.

Developing quietly and with little at-
tention, this program is probably the
most potentially totalitarian of all ‘the
witchhunt apparatuses,

We are all deeply indebted—as we
have often been—to Rowland Watts and
the Workers Defenze League, and to the
Fund for the Republic whose grant-in-
aid made it possible for Watts to make
the study. The relation between this as-
pect of the WDL’s work and the present
case which it is conduecting for the ISL
against the attorney general’s list (with-
out which the army program could not
exist) re-emphasizes the importance of
support to the League in the fight which
it is condueting on* all fronts of the
witchhunt. : P

i . o N
Last sessions
in the N. Y. YSL elass

THE FUNDAMENTAL IDEAS
OF SOCIALISM

WEDNESDAY EVE’S at 8:15

(6) Aug. 17 .
Democratic Socialism and the Fufure

All gessions will be held on consecutive
Wednesday evenings at 278 Madison
Street, Apt. 3A (Lower Euast Side), New
York., Take D train to E. Broadway sta.

N\ ”

YSL CLASS = NEW YORK

THE NEXT SESSION
IN THE CLASS

Perspective on
History & Revolution
TUESDAYS at 8 p.m.
IS

Aug. 16—GorD0oN HASEELL
Revolution in Asio—I

Aug, 23—GorDON HASKELL
Revolution in Asia—il

114 West 14 Street, N. Y. C,

i




Page Six'

LABOR ACTION

Exploring the Parallel
Between Two Movements

ZIONISM
and STALINISM

By HAL DRAPER

Perhaps it could have happened only in Eng-
land.

England is the country where even Stalinist
intellectuals sometimes write with a freshness
and independence never seen in any other coun-
try’s party-liners or fellow-travelers. Whatever
# iz in the English tradition of independent thinking
that breeds a relative mnonconformity ‘even in mono-
Jithized movements, the same thing is trite of the Eng-
Tish Zionists.

The official organ of the British Zionists, Jewish
Observer & Middle East Review, is edited .by Jon
Kimche; and in the past too it has sometimes carried
material which would not have been touched. by its
American counterparts with a ten-foot pole, Yet it was
still startling when in its May 13 number this Zionist
organ published an article which set out to draw a
parallel between the Zionist movement and ideology
and—Stalinism,

The parallels between the two movements have often
impressed themselves upon-anti-Zionists, including the
present writer; and as far as we are concerned, most
sharply with respect fo the question of attitude toward
eritiecs and opponents. No other movement that pre-
tends to be demoeratic is as similar to the Stalinists
in its fregquent readiness to vilify the mildest critic,
and to do so with a Stalinist-type formula: Where, for
the Stalinist, his opponent is semi-automatically an
“agent of fascism” or “agent of reaction,” for the
fanatical Zionist his critic is semi-automatically an
“anti-Semite.”” (One of the latest of the phantasmagori-
eal smear compaigns in the American Zionist press has
been against Arnold Toynbee, as nothing less than an

“gnti-Semite,” because of the viewpoint he expresses .

on the Israel-Arab conflict in a concluding volume of
his Study of History.) - :

But this sort of thing is not ot all what Michael Lewis
is thinking and writing about. He is concerned precisely
with the politics of Zionism, and most particularly with
a parallel which goes like this: In Stalinism there is the

roblem of the relations between the world Communist

arties and the state apparatus of Russia; in Zionism too
there is the problem of relations between a state, Israel,
and the world Jewish communities.

The finding of neat parallels, in history past or eur-
rent, can be a very tricky amd self-deceptive pastime;
but let us see how far Lewis has pushed his parallel
and what he has turned up.

Heart of the Parallel

His starting subject is “What's Happened to Zionist
Ideology?" The underlying problem is one we have
discussed at various times in these pages: Does Zion-
ism have any role outside Israel, now that its state ex-
ists, other than to funnel all the “exiled” people back
to their promised land as immigrants?

This suggests the first parallel to Lewis. "In some
ways, despite ohvious differences, world Zionism has
reached a similar impasse to world Communism.” It's
the “negation of the negation”: as communism is real-
ized in practise, the need for communist parties natur-
ally withers; and as Zionism iz realized in practise
(i.e,, insofar as all Jews return to Israel), the need
disappears for Zionist parties, organization, activity
and theory.

At first glance, to one who is reading very rapidly,
this mdy appear like a neat parallel, but a moment's
thought shows an oversight by the parallelizer which
will reveal much.

"When communism is “realized in practise” in Russia
{to follow Lewis' parallel), does the need for the com-
munist parties in the rest of the werld tend to dis-
appear?

Lewis iz ‘obviously completely unaware that this gues-
tion even exists in the terms of his parallel. Through-
out, he slurs over the difference between the “realiza-
tion™ of the program and its “realization” in one coun-
iry, in which latter case the need for militant parties
in the other countries is not less but if anything
greater.

Thie, of course, would completely destroy his neat
parallel. For by the terms of its ideelogy, the Zionism
of Israel—unlike genuine Marxiain socialism or com-
munism—Ilecks to victory only in one country. _

Implicitly, therefore, fhe communism with which Lewis
is working his parallel is the national-chauvinistic "Com-
munism” of Stalin's theory of socialism-in-one-country.
The movement with which Zionism is put in parallel is not,
and cannot be, on internationalist communist (Marxist
socialism) but only Stalinism.

Before we see where this leads us, let us note that
Lewis shows in passing throughout his article that he
naively accepts Stalinism in this sense. Of the “reali-
‘zation” .of Communism “in practize,”” and the conse-
quent “end [of] the need for the class struggle, for
Communist ideclogy, @nd thereforé for Communist and
other parties,” he says:

i

e

¢

“With the rise of the Soviet Union, and now of
Communist China and Eastern Europe, that stage is
at least theoretically many decades nearer.”

He uses more than once the typical Stalinoid apolo-
getic phrase about the inevitable difference “between
partial achievement [in Russia] and the ideal goal,”
with its subsumed notion that the disconcerting blem-
ishes which one might find in the Russian system are
temporary imperfections incident to tramsition toward
the ideal.

In fact, as he goes along in the article he even ex-
plicitly mentions *the building of socialism in one coun-
try” as something which Russia was. “foreed” to re-
treat into, by disgppointment over the failure of revo-
lution in Germany. “The distortions of the original
ideals of Russian Communism can be traced from this
point," he explains, and it is clear that for him these
regrettable “distortions” were necessary and unavoid-
able (Stalin's “realism”).

The Border-Guard Role

What, now, Lewis is deing in his article ¥ parallel-
ing present Zionist difficulties to these “distortions,”
i.e., to the Htalinist transformation of the revolution
into national-chauvinist lines.

Thus for Stalin, the Communist Parties did indeed
have to disappear as communist parties; they had to be
transformed into border guards for the national state
of the new” Russian bureaucratic ruling class—parties
which continued to speak in internationalist terms but
which: functioned decisively only in terms of “What is
best for the immediate national interests of the Rus-
sian fatherland?”

But this is exactly the function which Lewis (and many
other Zionists) see for the Zionist groups of the diaspora
now—+to do for lsrael what the Stalinist parties do for
Russia, most particulorly, to mobilize political support
for the Israeli government's aims. (Of course, the func-
tien of finonclial support is a special Zionist form of this
role.) If lsrael is attacked by an Arab foray, the Zionists
and their fellow travelers must make an International
scandal of it; if Isroel massacres an Arab village, the
Zionists must cover up, and denounce any critics as anti-
Semites; ete.

This “border guard” function for the world Zionizt
movement ig, of course, explicitly verbalized by most
Zionists, and by Lewis also, although they also try to
think up domestic reasons for Zionist existence. The
results here are sad, including futile talk about the
Zionist movements finding a home-grown funetion by
pretending to be community aetivity groups. Lewis’
article does not go in for this, though he winds up with
a hopeful sentence about *“Zionism will succeed only to
the extent that it answers the needs of the different
sections of world Jewry, and not only of the state of
Israel.” How this devoutly-wizhed-for consummation is

to be achieved hy Zionism-in-one-country is not dis-,

closed, since Lewis’ article ends right there,

Two-Stage-Consolation

Lewis' identification of Zionism with precisely the
nationalist-chauvinisn of Stalinism is further set down
in words as he writes:

“What conclusions can be deduced from this situation
[conflict of interest between Israel and non-Israeli
Jews], particularly in terms of contemporary Zionmist
ideology? The most obvious is that Zionism can only
be “realized in stages, end not asz an uninterrupted
process,”

Since the whole article is cast in the form of the
analogy with Stalinism, by “uninterrupted process”
Lewis is of course thinkihg of the world-revolutiondry
perspective (“Permanent Revolution”) which was
counterposed to Stalin's nationalist counter-revolution.

The Stalinist theory of “stages” which is behind his
words is thiz: In the first stage, the Russian state (in
which The Revolution is deposited as in a safety-deposit
vault, or like the caterpillar in the cocoon) grows dnd
grows and grows, on its own nationalist-state basis,
until the day when it has become so strong that (see-
ond stage) by its own sheer power it spreads The Revo-
lution further. Indeed, we have seen Lewis’ own refer-
ence to this second-stage revolution in Eastern Europe
and China.

We know that what actually come out of the cocoon
of Stalinism-in-one-country was not the butterfly of so-
cialism but the slugworm of a new bureaucratic despot-
ism which is as onti-socialist and anti-labor as it is anti-
capitalist. But all this is quite olien to Lewis' thinking.
He is trying to suggest that Zionism, because it is so like
Stalinism, can perhaps alse solve the WORLD Jewish
problem in sofe '"second stage,"” but only after a first
stage (the present one) in which the slogan is “Every-
thing for Israel.” This functions as a justification—a con-
solation—fer the imperfections of the present stage.

But even within the framework of the Stalinist anal-
ogy this is plain silly., Stalinism can be spread to all
countries; or be imposed’on thémi,-for it is now a type
of social system, albeit one which has developed out of
a nationalistically degeneratéd revolution against capi-

talism. But it is simply meaningless to think of “spread-
ing” Zionism outside of Israel in any sense, The “reali-
zation of the program® of Zionism is the reverse of &
spreading; it is the notorious “Imgathering of the
Exiles.” The eonsistent Zionist program for solving
the problem of world Jewry is to abolish any world
Jewry.

Lewis in one passage notes the difference with regard
to direction (“concentrates inward” versus “spreads
outward”) but does not link it up with his later mus-
ings about “stages."

Here then, we have o Zionist writer who, frankly in @
quandry cbout the impasse of his movement, turns #o @
sympothetic parallel with Stalinism in an effort to see o
way out. He is disturbed by what the Zionist reality has
turned out to be, and he reminds himself that he should
not take this disturbonce too seriously, or at least any
more seriously than a good Stalinoid sheuld take his
qualms over the contradiction between “partial achieve-
ment" and “ideal” in the Russian reality. His practise in
swallowing and rationalizing the crimes of Stalinism
serve him in good stead to digest the peccadillos of
Zionism.

This pattern can be seen at many points. Right after
the train of thought above-noted about the “distortions"
which Russia was “forced” into by socialism-in-one-
country, he appends his parallel for Zionism:

“Israel, faced with Arab encirclement, and a threat-
ened fsecond round,” needs the vietory of the Zionism
of aliyak [immigration te Israel] in countries like
England and the United States; but she, too, may find
her original ideals and aims distorted by a lack of re-
sponse and readiness on the part of Western Zionism.”

He_re (unrelated to the rest of the parallel, for these
are just musings) the analogy of “world revolution”
becomes, for Zionism, “the victory of the Zionism of
aliyak” outside Israel. But this “victory,” as we have
already seen, points exclusively to the liquidation of
world Jewry and not to any solution which “answers
the needs of the different sections of world Jewry, and
not only of the state of Israel.”

Within his analogy—Ilike all other Zionists who can-
not steel themselves to accept the consistent program
of “Imgathering of the Exiles”—Lewis is intellectually
shutth:ng between lip-service to aliyah and efforts to
establish some different kind of relationship between
the State and the Movement,

Common Ground

- Yet, although his specific parallelisms break down
again and again—and have to break down, since the
example of Stalinism does not really offer any solution
to the impasse of Zionism, which is sui generis—what
Lewis has done is fix attention willy-nilly not on &
tricky set of parallels but an a certain portion of com=
mon ground between Zionism and Stalinism.

It is & ground _which iz common not only to these two
movements and ideslogies but to others; that is true;
but it is still a useful thing to highlight quite apart
from “parallels.”

This commen ground Is notional-chauvinism, in +he
sense we have explained.

There are few things which are bhetter guaranteed
to make a Zionist boil with indignation than such a
diagnisis, For the typical Zionist of the diaspora not
only thinks of himself as an internationalist but is
very proud of it, He is rightly scornful of the narrow
hourgeois nationalism of anti-Zionists of the type Tep-
resented by the American Council for Judaism. In fact,
in the artiele by Michael Lewis under discussion here,
it is “the international character of both movements”
which, he says, produces the parallels he plays with.

This “internationalism™ of the Zionist has a kernel
of truth. The consistent American Zionist, for.example,
does not see politics through the nationalist lens of
American (capitalist) interests, ideas and folk myth-
ology about foreign affairs. He tend: to see all politics
through a different national (and nationalist) lens, the
Israeli. The fact that his thinking is not tied down to,
or primarily conditioned by, the nationalism of the
country in which he lives, but by another country, is
the Easis of what he likes to think of as “international-
ism.

It is obvious that the American Stolinists are just as
“infernationalist” in this sense, insofar as they are good
Russian chauvinists (displaced geographically).

The Exo-Nationalist Link

) In this sense, too, it is correct that (as Lewis wrecte)
it is “the international [but not internationalist] char-
acter of both- movements” which produces the parallels,
such as they are. There are not@many cases in the world
where groups of people in many scattered countries
have adopted politics which depend on an extra-national
“lens” of the type we have deseribed in,

In the case of Stalinism, we know the source of the
appeal, and it is a political one. There is an extra-
national “lens” effect in the case of world Catholicism,
in part. There is one other appeal which has brought
about this “lens” effect. It is racism. There was a quite
small and embryonic example of it in the “displaced
nationalism” of pro-Nazi Germans throughout the
warld for a period in the '80s. Yet this is hardly com-
parable to the “displaced nationalism™ of the Zienist
sector of Jewry, so great is the difference quantita-
tively. It is only in movements of an “international
character” that this displaced nationalism can occur as
4 large-scale phenomenon.

Hence, although the common ground of Zionism and
Stalinism is national-chauvinism, it is more specifically
the displaced national-chauvifiism, or—if we need to
invent a technical term—the exogenous nationalism, of

an internationally distributed group. This sums up .

what makes possible the finding of intriguing parallels

- between a totalitarian-political movement like Stalinismi

and a racist-political movement like Zionism.
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- To the Attorney General:
An Appedl
For a Fair Hearing

=t e 1

Ag reported in LABOR ACTION last week, the Department of Justice hearing on

the “subversive” listing of the Independent Secialist League was recessed on

August 3 while an appeal for a foir hearing was laid before Attorney General
Brownell. ISL ecounsels Joseph L. Rauwh Jr. and Isanc Groner had wmoved to dis-
qualify the hearing examiner who had been appointed by the Department, E. M.
Morrissey, in a telegram to the attorney general. The attorney general replied by
proposing that the case against Morrissey be put into en affidavit and submitted
to him, with the government attorneys given time to reply. .

Following is the text of the affidevit now submitted by counsels Rauh and
Groner on behalf of the ISL, in pursuance of the case for a faiv heaving; to it alse
iz appended a Memorvandum on the afidavit by the same counsels.

We wish fo emphasize one point made in the document itseif. What is involved
here is not merely some personal question involving an examiner named Morrissey.
What is involved Is the Issue of whether the government wishes to give the minimum
essentials of o fair hearing on the list. If the aHorney general does not, then it will
be up to the courts to pass oa this aspect of the government blocklist system as well

as on the substonce of the ISL case.

We publish these documentz in line with our aim to present publicly as far us
possible a full record of the whole case of the ISL vs. the Subversive List. Two
textual points: (1) The “R" numbers with which the text {g sprinkled refer to
pages in the offictal record. (2) The term “the organizations” refers to the fact that
the hearing includes in one package not only the case of the ISL but also the listing
of the ISL's pr:edecessnr, the Workers Party and its youth group the Socialist Youth

Leagice,

Jozeph L. Rauh Jr., and Isaae N,
Groner on oath depose and suy,

That they are counsel of vecord for the
designated organizations in the above-
entitled proceeding.

That, while affiants have no reason for
questioning the honor and integrity of
Edward M. Morrissey who is presently
assigned as the examiner in the above-
entitled proceeding, they are convinced
that the said examiner (i) has a fixed
opinion that the organizations have been
and are properly designated by the At-
torney General and (ii) has such a_ﬁxe!ﬂ.
personal bias and personal prejudice in
favor of the povernment and against the
organizations, that affiants would be re-
ereant in their duty to insure for their
clients a fair and impartial hearing if
they did not respectfully request the
Attorney General to disqualify the ex-
aminer from any further connection
with this hearing, all on the basis of the
facts and reasons hereinafter stated:

ROUTINE RIGHTS REFUSED

(1) The examiner has refused to aec-
cord to the organizations even the most
routine and formal requirements of an
orderly hearing.

(2) The examiner has refused to read
into the record his letter of designation
as an examiner. Counsel’s routine re-
guest that this be done was followed by
a hostile denial, as follows:

“Mr. Rauh: Mr. Examiner, we would
like you to read the full letter of desig-
nation as Examiner into the record, if
you don't mind.

“Mr. Morrissey: [ have made a state-
ment for the purpose of the record rela-
tive to my designation as Hearing Ex-
aminer in thisz particular case. I think
it is complete and a partyof the record.
That request will be denied” {R‘ng'i.]’

(b} Counsel for the organizations,
thus denied the elementary right to
have the full letter of designation read
into the record, quite naturally pursued
the subject and sought to place on the
record any cohversations which the ex-
aminer had had with representatives of
the Department of Justice. The examiner
at first “declined to discuss it [the con-
versations] with the counsel for the or-
ganizations” (R. 295); then, after coun-
sel moved to disqualify the examiner, the
latter stated sharply: “Before I rule on
your motion, let the record show that at
no time or under any circumstances have
I ever consulted with any official of th_e
Department of Justice relative to this
hearing. Now your motion to disgualify
the Examiner will be denied” (R. 208).
In an effort to clarify the record as fto
the scope of this denial, counsel for the
organizations immediately asked wheth-
er the examiner had had “eny conversa-
tions with the Department of Justice”
about the examiner sitting in this mat-
ter: the examiner stated that “I have
my answer for the record” (R. 298), At
the present time, therefore, the record
shows a denial that the examiner “con-
sulted” “relative to this hearing,” but
no denial of discussions with the Depart-
ment about the examiner’s participation

in the hearing, or discussions concern-
ing the examiner’s general views on the
Attorney General’s list, radicalism, ete.,
or discussions concerning the Attorney
General's general approach to hearings
under these rules, the legal results hoped
to be achieved, the kind of evidence to be
taken and records to be made, the treat-
ment of organizations’ counsel and other
matters which might convey the Depart-
ment's viewpoint but not be consultation
Yrelative to this hearing.”

(¢) Regardless of the question wheth-
er there is anything in the letter of des-
ignation or in any conversations with the
Department of Justice which would in-
dicate favor toward the government or
hostility toward the organizations, the
fact that the examiner was unwilling to
clarify these matters on the record is
itself evidence of hostility to the organi-
zations.

(d) In addition, the examiner refused
the simple request of counsel for the or-
ganizations to eclarify the rules under
which the hearing was proceeding, as
follows:

“Mr. Rauh: I am asking you this ques-
tion, which can be answered very simply,

Mr. Examiner, In a case of confliet be- ,

tween the Administrative Procedure Act
and the rules of the Attorney General
for these hearings which will govern?

“Mr. Morrissey: Well, that will be de-
cided when we are confronted with that
situation™ (R. 123).

"SUBSERVIENT"

(2) At the very outset of the formal
hearing, the examiner ruled spontane-
ously and subserviently exactly as the
Government counsel requested him to do
(R. 14-15, 16, 18, 19-20, 23-24, 25, 55, 57,
59, 107). )

(3) The examiner has shown absolute
unawareness of the fundamentals of a
fair hearing, He stated, “I frankly don’t
know what you mean by standards, Mr.
Groner™ R, 30-31). When this was ex-
plained many times. over as “some idea
of what communist means for the pur-
pose of ultimate determination in this
proceeding” (R. 31) and “what defini-
tions or means the Attorney General will
use in order to make his decision” (R.
45), and after counsel for the organiza-
tions repeatedly made the point that the
Statement of Grounds was not the equiv-
alent of standards because the standards
were required to evaluate the grounds
and the proof in reaching a decision (R.
54-55, 57-58, 101-106), the examiner =sim-
ply parroted the Department of Justice
line (R. 43-44, 52, 55, 56-57, 100-101,
106, 134-135) that the standards -are
clear because of the statement of grounds
(R. 109-110, 167, 169-170).

(4) The examiner has refused to indi-
cate any standards whatever by which
he will judge the organizations, thus

‘making a fair hearing impossible (R.

109-110, 128, 131, 133, 167, 169-170).

(5) The examiner has ruled against
the organizations automatically and
without consideration of the issues in-
volved.

(a) The major issue. in this proceeding

7

is the meaning of the word “coMmmuNIST"
and whether big “C"” or little “¢” is in-
tended. If the word “coMMUNIST" means
an organization directly or indirectly
connected with the Communist Party, it
iz undisputed that the designated organ-
izations are mnot “COMMUNIST" since
their opposition to Communist Party,
Communist International and Soviet
Russia are well known and admitted
even by the government, If the word
“COMMUNIST” means a group of believers
in a society based upon common owner-
ship of the means of production and dis-
tribution aiming at establishing the prin-
ciple from each according to his ability
and to each according to his needs, then
the organizations proudly plead guilty
and no hearing is required on the facts.
The examiner overruled repeated efforts
(R. 31, 128, 1381, 133, 167, 169-170) by
the organizations to require the govern-
ment or the examiner to state which, if
either, of the above meanings of word
“coMMUNIST” would be applied at the
hearing and, if neither of these, what
the meaning of word “coMmuNIST” for
purposes of this hearing actually was,
After ‘overruling every effort by the or-
ganizations seeking to clarify the mean-
ing of the word “communIsT” (R. 109-
110, 128, 131, 133, 167, 169-170), all
predicated on thorough explanations of
the difference between big “C"” and small
“o" organizations (R. 31-43, 45-47, 48-49,
50-52, 124-127, 130-131), the examiner

.asked counsel for the organizations what

the difference between small “c” organi-
zation and a large “C" organization ac-
tually was: “will you explain to me the
difference between the small ‘2" and the
large ‘C’ (R. 153); “I am asking as not
to be facetious or anything else if you
can define for. me, I would appreciate it,
the difference between the small ‘¢’ and
the large 'C'" (R. 154). In other words
the record demonstrates conclusively
that the examiner ruled against the or-
ranizations several times on the crucial
issue in the proceeding without under-
standing or trying to understand the
basic issue being raised by the organi-
zations,

(b) Counsel for the organizations
moved to dismiss five of the grounds be-
cause they charged action which the or-
ganizations would or might take after
coming to power (R. 84). Counsel point-
ed oot that the charges “are on their
face statements of the end society which
we might hope to put into effect if these

organizations ever gain power. They do.

not on their face purport te recite what
the means. are of gaining power” (R.
84). Counsel for the govermment failed
to respond to this point, yet the exam-
iner, without giving any reason, denied
these motions (R. 110). In other words,
the examiner sustained charges forbid-
ding the advocacy of demoeratic social-

Iism in America without argument on

this point by the government or giving
a reason himself.

BIASED RULINGS

(6) The examiner has shown a lack of
minimum substantive knowledge of the
field required for independent and im-
partial rulings (R. 47, 115, 153-154).

(7) The examiner has denied motiong
of the organizations on the ground that
the views of both parties “have been
fully explained and argued and are a
part of the record" (R. 167; 174). When
counsel asked for a definition of the word
“COMMUNIST,” the examiner said, “my
ruling on that is that it is already in the
record from both sides™ (R. 169) and “as
far as I am concerned, I have made my
statement for the record and it may
stand” (R. 133). These refusals to make
responsive rulings (see also R. 238) are
certainly not unbiased reasons for deny-
ing motions by the organizations.

(8) When counsel for the organiza-
tions pointed out that defining standards
was duty of government and that the
government, mnot the organizations,
should state the difference between small
“¢" and large “C"” organizations (R. 154-
155), the examiner stated to counsel for
the organizations: “If you don’t desire
to do it, I am going-to request the De-

partment to do it, because I would like to
know" (R, 154). Yet the examiner never
did require the Department to do so.

(9) The examiner did not require De-
partment counsel to gpecify the language
or the place in the Executive Order
where the standards were recited, al-
though government coungel stated flatly,

“The standard is set forth in the Execu-,

tive Order” (R. 52), and counsel for the
organizations repeatedly reguested the
reading of the particular language (R.
52, 53, b5, 56).

"ABDICATED"

(10) Counsel for the organizations
quite naturally sought to determine

whether the charges against them of .

advocacy of overthrow of the govern-
ment by force or violence would be
judged in light of the clear-and-present-
danger test (R. 134). The examiner ab-
dicated his role as examiner and left the

matter entirely to the government, as,

follows:

“Mr. Rauh: . .. Now, we are being
charged with advocating the overthrow.
of the government by force and violence.
I would like the examiner or the govern-
ment or somebody'!to tell me whether
there is any time limit on this force and
vielence or whether advocacy of this in
some future era many centuries off is to
be prescribed? In other words, is this
hearing guided by the clear-and-present-
danger [test] or is it not?

“Mr. Morrisey: Well, now, you pose

that question to the examiner, and I am

not going to answer it. If the Depart-
ment sees fit to answer it, they may so
do.

“Mr. Alderman: The Department
made its position for the record in con-
nection with the hearings last week on
the motions” (R. 134).

(11) Counsel for the organizations,
also quite naturally sought to determine
the purpose of the Attorney General's
ligt, sinee this purpose should be rele-
vant to any standards which may ulti-
mately be utilized in judging whether
the organizations were properly listed,
The examiner denied this request, too,
without giving a reason:

“Mr. Rauh: . .. I would like someone,
I don’t know who, in the opposition or
the Examiner, # state the purpose of the
list.

“Mr. Waterman: T object to that ques-
tion, Mr. Hearing-Examiner.

“Mr. Morrisey: The objection will ba
sustained” (R. 136).

"HOSTILE"

(12) The examiner is allowing the De--
partment to proceed without explaining
the theory of its case. The examiner
overruled the organizations' motion to
require the government to make an open-
ing statement setting forth its theory of
the case (R. 292). The organizations are-
thus being forced to proceed with a hear-
ing, not only without knowing what
standards the examiner and the Attorney
General may ultimately apply, but with-

out even knowing what the theory of the.

government's case actually is.

{13) The examiner has made hostile

remarks to counsel for the organizations.
For example, he has stated, “I am not

going to sit here ., . . and let you people.
expound your political views for the pur-
pose of this record” (R. 129). He has

accused cqunsel of seeking “To indirectly
do what 1 ruled against Your doing di-

rectly” (R. 197), when all that counsel.
was trying to do was to explain an ob-
jection to the admission of evidence. He.,

has implied case cited may be “falza”
(R. 23-24, 27). He has admitted evidence
without even hearing our objections (R.
184). Probahly the- best statement of ex-
aminer’s views is the following: “Let's
let the Department proceed as they see
fit” (R. 203).

(14) The examiner repeated several
times that counsel for the organizations
had agreed to certain matters that the
record shows they never agreed to (R.
212, 213, 256).

/s/ JosEPH L. RavH JR.
/s/ IsAAc N. GRONER

MEMORANDUM

Counszel for the organizations do not
deem it necessary to-submit a detailed
memorandum of law to the Attorney

General on the subject of prejudice and .

bias. The government memoranda in the
case of the attempted disqualification of
Judge Luther W. Youngdahl contain all
the relevant decisions and there would be
no useful purpese in repeating the cita-
tions and quotations here.

We desire, however, to make the fol-
lowing four brief observations:

(1) The Attorney General apparently
shares the view of counsel for the or-
ganizations that the facts set forth in
our telegram of July 26, 1955 state a
prima facie case for disqualification. of
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Page Eight

PRO and CON: DISCUSSION

[Continued from page 41
Les Mandaring also portrays a variely
of people,

The important fact is that, efter de-
scribing o series of purges, peolarizations,
ete., Simone de Beauvoir takes sides with
a small group whose ideas, problems and
conflicts resemble closely the ideas, prob-
lems ond conflicts of the present staff of
the review. Specifically, #their ethical
principles have led them to deal with the
conflicting realities of the contemporary
world by supporting Stolinism o the hilt.
Their views, which are olso Simone de
Beauveir's, are the political "message™ of
the beok, that is, precisely what | set out
to criticize.

THE MANDARIN'S PITY

Mr. Scott further says that “the lives
and writings of Simone de Beauvoir and
of Sartre bear indelibly the stamp of
close assoeiation with the working class.”
Why? Because the “fundamental pre-
mize of capital versus labor iz assumed
from the outset,”” and because Perron
and Dubreuilh want their paper to be
read by workers, It is obvious that Mr.
Scott has much the same idea as Dub-
reuilh and Simone de Beauvoir as to
what “association with the working
class” means. Tt does not mean to harbor
good intentions toward the working
elass, to be for the underdog or to pity
the starving people of Lisbon. It means
personal, militant association over a pe-
riod of time with workers in trade un-
jons or in working-class parties, Such
contact alone can provide the knowledge
of what workers think and feel. That
Perron's vacation is spoiled by the
knowledge that people in Lishon are
starving is all to his credit but does not
testify to “close association with the
working class.”

The same Is #rue for Debreuilh and
Anne, as it is for Sartre and Simone de
Beauvoir, who have never seem working-
class life and activity except from afar,
While it is true that this is_a book about
intellectuals, these intellectuals are par-
ticularly remote from reality and confined
in Paris provincialism. What is present
‘throughout the novel is not the workers
but the mandarin's ideas about workers.

Their ignorance abhout these matters
lead Miss de Beauveir's mandarins fo
manipulate abstractions instead of par-
ticipating in real organizations and move-
ments with real people. Only bourgeols
intellectuals are taced with the anguish-
ing problem of communicating with that
strange and remote sphinx that the
worker is in their eyes.

ALIAS THE CP

Instead, Dubreuilh, Sartre, ete. sub-
stitute the CP for an actual working-
class, considering the CP to hold a mon-
opoly on working-class representation.
Thiz at a time when the proportion of
workers in the CP is steadily diminish-
ing, when its membership has failen
from 1 million in 1945 to 500,000 in 15{54,
when 25 per cent of its wage-earning
members do not belong to the unions ex-
isting in their field, when the majority
of French wage-earners abstain in the
elections, when the CGT is no longer
able to call important strikes but only to
contain them.

Worse yet: to them the working-class
is not even the workers in the CP (whom
they do not know), but specifically CP
hacks like Lachaume (whom they know).
This attitude of reverence for the Stal-
inist “apparatchnik” on the part of the
important intellectual is nothing new for
the mandarins, Tt appears in Sartre's Les
Maing Sales and throughout Les Chem-
ing de la Liberté. If their concern is with
“the fate of the French proletariat en-
dangered by the reactionary manoceuvers
.of the State Department,” there is no

. evidence that they see the problem other-

wise than from the patronizing heights
of their literary eminence, and through
the glasses of Stalinist mythology of the

. miost vulgar kind.

At-no time did | [or my comrade frem
Le Libérateur) state thot Simone de Beou-
voir denies the existence of Russian slave-
labor camps. What | am saying, is thot
she justifies their existence within the
framework of Stalinism (perhaps reluct-
ontly, perhops with anguish), in the name
of an ideclogy which necessarily has not
the remotést connection with Marxism or
socialism. This same justification holds for
the Moscow Trials, for the assassination
of tens of thousands of revolutionary mili-
tants in Europe and Asia, for the extermi-
nation of several small nations, ete. Lit-
#le maotter. Blood under the bridge, as
Merleau-Ponty said in Humanisme et Ter-
peur or, as Mr. Scott so delicately puts it,

= s
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the “ecomomic and social difficulties of a
growing secialist nation.'

Mr. Scott justifies the slave-labor
camps in the same way. 1 therefore again
fail te see the relevance of his criticism,
since the main point of my review was
precizely that Miss de Beauvoir had be-
come an apologist of Stalinism. My, Scott
seems to think this is all to the good, It
would have been simpler to say from the
beginning that he agrees with her and
not with me, .

NONE SO BLIND

The lack of understanding or even of
interest in the social nature of Stalinist
Russia and of the Stalinist movement,
drives the mandarins to ignore funda-
mental faets +which should determine
their political choice. They ignore the
fact that there has been a counter-revo-
lution in Russia, which has replaced a
workers' republic with a new society of
explvitation; they ignore that in the
course of this counter-revolution, the
Communist International was trans-
formed from an instrument of revolution
into an instrument of imperialist policy;
they ignore the drives in Stalinist impe-
rialism that contributed to give rise to
the threat of nuclear warfare, as they
ignore the millions of exploited workers
in the Stalinist countries, ‘to whom a
Stalinist future offers no more hope than
capitalism does to workers in France
and elsewhere. More immediately, it
leads them to ignore the existence of
Russian H-bombs, which are even now
infecting the Japanese atmosphere from
the north, just as American H-bombs are
infeeting it from the south. In so doing,
they make their small, reactionary con-
tribution to the apology of imperialism
and exploitation, and to the polarization
of the world into two military bloes that
endanger the future of mankind. Is this
responsilile political behavior? Not by so-
cialist or Marxist standards.

The alternatives of the mandarins are
artificial: the bourgeocis intellectual is
either condemned #o compromise with
bourgecis society, as Perron does, to be
a hack for the State Department, like
Seriassine, or to be o hack for the Stalin-
ists, as Sartre and Simene de Beouvoir ore
preparing fo be while holding their noses,
The choice of being with the exploited
and oppressed of both camps is one which
they might fleetingly flirt with (oround
1947), but one which their whole lives,
outlook and environment prevents them

from permanently adopting, They do met
understand class sfruggles; they only per-
ceive the proletariat as o docile herd of
oxen led by the nose by one bureaucrat
or another.

Because it does not fit in with this view
of society, Simone de Beauvoir has sys-
tematically ignored in her book the inde-
pendent, revolutionary socialist position.
The remarkable fact about this, of
course, is that revolutionary socialist
elements played a decisive role in the
RDR, that Sartre and Simone de Beau-
voir supported them, that they were en-
gaged in constant diseussions with Trot-

+skyist organizetions, that they were

called names in return by the Stalinist
press. What was the position of these
people? What is it now? Not a word
about it in the book. For the same rea-
sons, no doubt, that Daniel Guérin’s ar-
ticle was not included in the special issue
of Les Temps Modernes on the Left, and
that Claude Lefort was not asked to con-
tribute.

KOESTLER'S COUNTERPART

The symmetrical view is offered in
Koestler's Age of Longing, a book which
may fairly be said to represent Scrias-
sine’s views. It deals with comparable
people at about the same time. From the
literary point of view, Les Mandarins is
incomparably more important. From the
political point of view, it is fully as bad.
Both books express the political eonfu-
sion of people who have not seen their
way clear of the ideologies of exploita-
tion and barbarism that dominate the
world of our intellectuals,

In conclusion, I wish to stress that [
do not question Simone de Beauvoir's
motives,. but her way of thinking, which
is related to her social pogition. I believe
her to be as zincere as she was when she
supported the RDR, and I believe that
she is-still as attracted to justice as she
was when she wrote Le Deuxieme Sexe.
I do not believe that she is altogether
happy in her present condition as a Stal-
inist auxiliary, even knowing as little as
she does about Stalinism. For one thing,
she knows the Stalinists: a Kanapa, a
Servin, a Casanova, a Billoux. . . . Other-
wise, as Mr. Seott suggests, there would
have been no necessity for the book being
writtern.

She has eyes to see, but chooses to keep
them shut. Tt is all the more important
for us to uncover the reasons for this
strange disorder. e

ANDRE GIACOMETTI

To Attorney General — —

{Continued from page 7)

the examiner. Otherwise, there would
have been no point in the Attorney Gen-
eral sugpesting that counsel file this
affidavit. We cannot believe the Attorney
General would put counsel to the effort
and expense of preparing this affidavit
if a prima facie case had not been made
out in the telegram.

(2) In the case of Judpe Youngdahl,
the Department of Justice filed an affi-
davit indieating that the judge had a
fixed opinion on the guestion of guilt or
innocence. There is no doubt in our minds
that Mr. Morrissey has a fixed determi-
nation to justify the Attorney General's
listing—a clear equivalent of a fixed
opinion on guilt.or innocence. We cannot
helieve the Department of Justice will
apply one standard in trying to. disquali-
fy a distinguished federal judge and an-
other standard for its own agents and
examiners, Actually, the case for dis-
qualification here is many times as
strong as that supporting the govern-
ment’s efforts to disqualify Judge Young-
dahl. Here there is a withholding of the
formal designation of the examiner and
apparently of conversations with the
government. Here thereé is clear evidence
of hostility toward the organizations
and their counsel. Here there is deliber-
ate concealment of the standards of
judgment. Here there is a fixed opinion
on guilt. If citing alleged irrelevant ma-
terial was proof of bias in the Young-
dahl case, how much more direct evi-
dence of bias iz there here.

(3) The United States government es-
tablished, at the very inception of the
loyalty-security program in 1947, the
policy, that “Advocacy of whatever
change in the form of government or the
economic system of the United States or
both, however far-reaching such change
may be, is not disloyalty unless that ad-
vocacy is coupled with the advoeacy or
approval either singly or in concert with
others of the use of unconstitutional
means to effect such change.” This policy

flows from 165 years of the Bill of Rights
and of judicial decisions implementing
the fundamental principles of American
demoeracy. The examiner has reversed
this history by allowing charges based
on advocacy of a particular end society
to stand in this proceeding. The Attor-
ney General must either act himself at
this time or be deemed to condone the
unconstitutional and undemocratic prin-
ciple that the government may restrict
speech favoring far-reaching changes in
our economic and political system.

THE LARGER ISSUE

(4) What is at stake here is not only
the examimer's personal bias and preju-
dice, but also the fundamental gquestion
of the type of hearing to be accorded the
organizations (see particularly our tele-
gram, R. 124-127), If all the Attorney
General means when he states publicly
that he will grant hearings to desig-
nated organizations is that the govern-
ment will put into a record all the mate-
rial it considers relevant and then the
organizations can do likewise, all with-
out standards of judgment, clear
charges, rules of relevancy, ete., then
there can be no fair hearing whether or
not the examiner is disqualified. We have
no doubt that if this-is the tvpe of hear-
ing the Attorney General is offering the
organizations, the courts will again re-
verse the Department of Justice as they
have in virtually al] cases to date involy-
ing the Attorney General's list. 1f, how-
ever, a really fair hearing is to be of-
fered, the time has come to start over—
to designate a new examiner, to direct
the Department of Justice representa-
tives to set forth standards of judgment
and clear charges, and generally to cre-
ate an atmosphere for thiz hearing that
will meet the expectations of {fair-
minded Americans.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ JosepH L. RAUH JR.
/s/ Isaac N, Gmin'na

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

Capitalism cannot be reformed or liber-
alized, by any Fair Deal or other deal, se
as to give the people freedom, abundaonce,
security or peace. It must be abolished
and replaced by a new social system, in
which the people own and control the
basic sectors of the economy, democrati-
cally controlling their own economic and
political destinies.

Stolinism, in Russia ond wherever W
holds power, is a brutal totalitarianism—
a new form of exploitation. Its agents In
every country, the Communist Parties, are
unrelenting enemies of socialism and have
nothing in common with socialism—which
cannof exist without effective democratic
control by the people.

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

The ISL, as o Marxist movement, locks

to the working class and its ever-present-

struggle as the basic progressive force in
society. The I5L is orgonized to spread the
ideas of sociallsm in the labor movement
und among all other sectians of the people.

At the same time, independent Socialists
participate actively in every struggle to
better the people’s lot now—soch as the
fight for higher llving standords, against
Jim Crow and anti-Semitism, in defense of
civil liberties and the #rade<union move-
ment. We seek to join together with all
other militants in the labor movement as
a left force working far the formation of
an independent labor party and other pro-
gressive policies.

The fight for democracy and the fight
for socialism are inseparable. There can
be no lasting and genuine democracy with-
out sociclism, and there can be no social
ism without demoecracy. To enroll under
this banner, join the Independent Socialist
League!

Get Acquainted!

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

O I want more information about
the ideas of Independent Social-
ism and the ISL.
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