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A Rude Reminder

Last week, LaBor AcTioN reported the
difficulties staff members on the Voice of
America are experiencing in adjusting
themselves to “the new tone of concilia-
tion" which that agency of State Depart-
ment propaganda has adopted since the
Geneva Conference. We guoted the New
York Times to the effect that “the para-
mount foreign langnage staff have to be
United States citizens, but many have
left Communist-ruled countries suffi-
ciently recently to have vivid memories
of suffering."

A later dispateh to the Times (August
15) indicates that if there are any
among the Voice staff who, in the rela-
tively cozy atmosphere which has been
established between the Russians and
American governments, have tended to
let their memories of the true nature of
Stalinism grow dim, they have now been
served with a stiff reminder.

“In spite of the ‘Geneva spirit,
writes the Times, “some aspects of the
‘eold war® still go on. Word reaching
here is that at Munich, Germany, refu-

v

-gees employed by Radio Free Europe and

Voice of America have been getting
frantic letters from relatives in Hun-
gary imploring them to quit their jobs.
Apparently under pressure from Com-
munist officials, these relatives say they
will be foreed from their homes unless
the refugees stop their propaganda ac-
tivities. Some of the letters beg Radio
Free Europe employees at least to re-
frain from sending food packages, for
nothing peinte the finger of political sus-
picion like a gift from the West. . . .

“A disturbing aspeet of the letter
campaign from Hungary is that some of
the refugees who received them had kept
their names and voices off the air and
thought they had dropped out of sight
go far as the Communists are con-
cerned."

Threats by the Stalinists against the
relatives of refugee political opponents
are nothing new, and certainly need not

have anything to do with the “cold war.”
It is part and parcel of the political re-
gime of Stalinism, or any other totali-
tarian system, for that matter. It ig not
altogether without significance that the
Times copy-editors describe normal Stal-
inist political behavior as if it were some
thoughtless throw-back to procedures pe-
culiar to the long-gone “eold war.”

The report that some of the refugee
employees of the Voice who have re-
ceived these Jetters from Hungary
“thought they had dropped out of sight
so far as the Communizsts are con-
cerned,” gives rigse to the thought that
despite their “vivid memories of suffer-
ing,” these State Department propagan-
dists apparently have a lot to learn about
the “vivid memory" and the long arm of
the Stalinist secret police where political
opponents are concerned.
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Another "Landy" Case?

= Another “Landy” case broke in New
York last week. Alfred Aresco was re-
fused appointment to the police depart-
ment of New York City, although he had
graduated from the police academy. The
basis of this refusal to appoint him: 16
yvears ago Alfred’s father, then a street-
clegner for the city, signed a petition to
nominate a Stalinist for city councilman.

According to the father, this is how it
happened: “It was 16 years ago. [ was
working for the city Department of San-
jtation. A man from City Hall came in
and said, ‘we need 500 signatures for one
of our councilmen.” There were 10 or 12
of us in the room. The foreman said,
‘let's sign,’ 8o we all signed. [ didn't
even read it."

In view of growing public impatience
with this kind of thing, the police depart-
ment has sought to deny that their re-
fusal to appoint Aresco was based on the
petition signed by his father. On a TV
program, Deputy Police Commissioner
Vincent L. Broderick claimed that Ares-
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Steel Workers Push
GAW to New Levels

By BEN HALL

Labor's campaign for a Guaran-
teed Annual Wage got a big push
forward; this time from the
United Steel Workers Union. In a
two-vear contract with two leading
can manufacturers, American and
Continental, covering 35,000 work-
ers, the union won a 13-cent hourly
wage increase and at the same
time gained a 52-week guaranteed
wage, the first in any major manu-
facturing industry.

According to first reporis, the wage
guarantee will be financed by company
contributions of 6 cents per hour; it will
apply to all workers with at least three
years seniority; it provides for supple-
menting unemployment insurance up to
656 per cent of the workers' normal take-
home pay. And these payments will con-
tinue if necessary up to 52 weeks.

INFINITELY SUPERIOR

David MacDonald, president of the
Steel Union, told reporters that the plan
was infinitely superior to the UAW
agreement with the auto companies
which provides for payments for a maxi-
mum of 26 weeks up to 60 per cent of
takehome pay. The reported agreement
was announced suddenly; the prelimi-
nary negotiations were not in the news;
and no details of the plan's actual opér-
ations are available. But MacDonald
said: “If I may be so bold as to brag,
nothing like this has ever been achieved
in American labor-management negotia-
tions. This is out by itself.”

Most significant is the contract's im-
pact on the basic steel industry where
the Tunion represents 650,000 workers.
Up to mow, the steel industry has re-
jected even the demand to “study” the

" Freedom From Socialism

1t was 1959, and the American Way
had been almost entirely cleansed of So-
cialism, following the report of the third
Hoover Commission. This commission
had been made up by simply naming the
presidents of all American corporations
with assets of $1 billion or more. Their
vice-presidents and public-relations men
made up the task force.

All Socialistic enclaves of public power
like TVA and the Grand Coulee had been
sold to the Power Trust for token pay-
ments of §1. All federal-state and other
conflicts over federal mineral resources
on land or undersea, had been resolved
simply but effectively -by quit-claiming
all such resources, “mow known, or ever
to be discovered” to a new private cor-
poration created for the purpose.

A similar corporation organized _by_the
lumber companies now owned the nation-

al forests, plus all worthwhile timber-.

lands in the national parks. This corpe-
ration had been praised for its gemer-
osity when as “public relations,” it left
gbveral hundred acres, even of the best

marketable timber, for future genera-
tionz to look at.

It had cost the government little to
cleanse itself of Socialism in these re-
spects, but the Post Office Department
was different. Universal Express Co. had
had to be paid $500 millions to take it
over, because it was such a money-loser.

By putting home deliveries on a twice-
weekly basis, abolishing RFD, cutting
carriers’ wages and requiring them to
carry up to 100 pounds of mail, and
other such reforms, Universal was able
to pay 100 per cent profit yearly. Even
then some stockholders complained that
other corporations that had helped res-
cue America from Socialism were being
much better rewarded.

A mammoth mew corporation - had
taken over the 42,000 miles of federal
highway. There were tollzates every 18
miles, but any motorist could drive
straight' through by buying (from the
corporation, of course) for only $1,000
an electronic gadget that automatically
flashed .a “iree” signal.

The Defense Department had become
a division of General Motors,

This company had gotten for $1 all the
weapons and other property of the De-
fenge Department. Even at that it had
difficulty making enough money to satis-
fy stockholders off its eontract to defend
the nation, until it put most defense
equipment into mothballs, closed all for-
eign airbases and Polar warning instal-
lations as inefficient and too scattered,
fired 90 per cent of personnel, and put
most of the rest on standby at half pay.

This worried the Secretary of Defense
(Congress had retained the office for sen-
timental reasons) and when the world
situation grew tense he used to call up
and ask, please, could not the defense in-
stallations be at least partially reacti-
vated?

At first the corporation executives
were polite, and told him that their pri-
vate-enterprise espionage system was
much more efficient than the old SBoeialis-
ticaC'Iﬁ.. and would give them at least six
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guestion of GAW. But now, the union
announces that “without question” it
will make the same demand of “Big
Steel” when negotiations begin next
vear. At the same time, the UAW, which
initiated the fight for GAW and broke
through in auto, will have to set its
sights higher. It has not yet completed
signing up the major companies and al-
ready has to think of the next stages in
the fight.

Resistance to UAW demands loomed
as a distinet possibility in the agricul-
tural implement field where the compa-
nies have repeatedly fought against ex-
tending gains won in auto into their in-
dustry. On August 7, the UAW an-
nounced that both the Caterpillar Trac-
tor Co. and the John Deere Co. had met
the full GM-Ford pattern. But negotia-
tions are still in progress with Allis-
Chalmers and International Harvester,
two companies that have never recon-
ciled themselves to unionism. In both
companies, the UAW is armed with over-
whelming strike votes. The agreement in
the can industry puts new pressures on
the two hold-outs.

But in the electrical industry, the In-
ternational Union of Electrical Workers-
CIO is stalled, It has just signed a five-
vear contract wtih the General Electrie
Company which omits the GAW in any
form. Although the union won important
wage concessions, the final settlement is
a set-back that puts off GAW in the
whole industry. Among the union's top
demands was the GAW. In fact, James
Carey announced that he was insisting

on going further than the Ford-GM
plan,
GE HANGS TOUGH

General Electric, however, rejected

the demand in toto. It was clear that the
union would have to strike to win it;:
locals in the Gemeral Eleectric chain had
voted by big majorities for a no-contract,
no-work policy. But when it came to a
showdown, the union gave up its de-
mand. The IUE was unable or unwilling
ta fight for the CI0’s major objective;
despite its size and the importance of its
industry, the union has not yet emerged
as a decisive szection of the labor move-
ment, 2

Other unions are getting ready, in-
cluding the Amalgamated Lithographers
Union (CIO). Ivan T. Brandenberg, In-
ternational Councillor of the union,
writes in the Lithographers Journal:

“Although the TUnited Automobile
Workers were successful in securing
through negotiations the basie idea and
plan for a GAW, I persdnally think that
our organization must go much further
in securing a better guarantee for our
members—at least 80 per cent of their
wages during periods of shortened weeks
or total unemployment.

“In my opinion the TAW did not go
far enough. Their plan is a fine begin-
ning for an industry with widespread,
mass layoffs. In our industry, however,
we also must guarantee the B0 per cent
to the member who faces a partial work
week.”

Despite a temporary sethack to the
IUE, the victory in the can industry in-
dicates that the campaign for GAW will
extend to all industry and, as time goes
on, the unions will win far more compre-
hensive GAW plans than the UAW got
at the beginning.
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Negotiations Snag Over Working Conditions as

Chrysler Tries to Set the Clock Back

By JACK WILSON

DETROIT, Aug. 13—Many of the problems left unsolved by the General
Motors and Ford agreements are coming up in sharper form in current
negotiations between the United Autoworkers Union (CIO) and Chrys-
ler, and also American Motors Corp. (Hudson-Nash) .

In the case of Chrysler, the crucial area of disagreement between
the corporation and the union centers around working conditions, work

standards, and bargaining proce-
dure. FEssentially, what the corpo-
ration keeps asking, or offering, is
the GM package to the UAW. To
accept a GM package would mean

a major step backward for the
Chrysler workers in the vital area of
bargaining structure and work stand-
ards, And here the union leadership
faces a delicate as well as difficult prob-
lem.

It may be recalled that' Chrysler
bought out the Briggs plants which pro-
duce most Plymouth bodies as well as
much other material for Chrysler. The
purpose of this purchase was to lower
labor costs and put the company in a bet-
ter competitive position in relation to
Ford and General Motors.

As a “first step, Chrysler offered the
Briggs workers, netably those represented
by Local 212, the same contract which is
in operation at the rest of the Chrysler
plants. In spite of some pressure for ac-
ceptance of this deal, the Briggs workers
under the leadership of Ken Morris, presi-
dent of Local 212 at that time. stuck to
fheir position and forced Chrysler to re-
4ain the Briggs contract intact. Inciden-
taily, at that time, the official story in the
UAW was that the Briggs contract was
better in o few respects than Chrysler
contract, but in others the Chrysler con-
tract was superior.

© As a matter of fact, it turns out, and
this has been revealed to everyone in the
course of current negotintions, the
Briggs contract is superior in most key
respects, from union shop, to bargaining
structure and procedure, and to wage
rates, not to speak of the best function-
ing shop steward system in the UAW.
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And this Is preecisely what Chrysler
wants to change, in return for a modi-
fied GAW, and the other fringe benefits
won at GM and Ford. In two of the
Chrysler loeals, Loecal T and Dodge Local
3, where local tradition and militant his-
tory have served to stretch bargaining
rights into something close to the Briggs
set-up, especially the use of full-time
chief stewards, the company has two
further obstacles, from its viewpoint, to
get its labor costs down, and its plants
functioning in what its plant lahor rela-
tions men call “the GM manner.” -

STRIKE SET

The TAW negotiators turned down
the Chrysler offer this past week, al-
though it had all the other~henefits of
the GM and Ford package, because the
company insisted on having its way on
these shop problems. Thus a strike vote
is now being taken and a deadline for
strike action set, the 31st of August
when the contract expires.

Adding to the difficulties in the situe-
tion are the skilled #rades problems, for
dissatisfaction in those ranks over the 14
cent raise are o major headache for the
entire UAW; the fact that Briggs werkers

FERMENT IN AFRICA

have their own contract, while the Chrys-
ler workers weant a single corperotion-
wide contract which would place them on
an equal stotus with the Automotive Body
Division, os the ex-Briggs plonts ore now
called; alse o strong demand for o retro-
active wage increase to June 1st, for
Chrysler workers did not receive on an-
nual improvement factor boost at that
time, much to their surprise. A

Other- guestions that remain unan--
swered include a sensitive one for the
power-relations inside the UAW leader-
ship: why should there be two sets of
negotiators in the Chrysler talks when
GM, which is three times as big had only
one set, and Ford which is a little larger
than Chrysler also just had one team. In
the case of Chrysler, the union has had
Norman Mathews, UAW Chrysler direc-
tor, as head of the talks for the non-
Automotive Body division, while Emil
Mazey has been negotiating for the ex-
Briggs locals, The Internationzl Union
Executive Board has recommended one
contract, and one director, and it re-
mains to be zeen how éhis works out.

AMERICAN MOTORS

In dealing with American Motors the
UAW, through Leonard Woodcock, is
negotiating with Ed Cushman, formerly
on the UAW advisory committee for the
GAW. He is now director of industrial
relations at Ameriean Motors. Whut he
is trying to force on the UAW is a con-
tinuation of the policy that was allowed
at Studebaker, namely “helping a com-
pany out.” Cushman is not asking for
wage cuts, as Studebaker did, but for a

lower price on the package than at GM,
whose $621,000,000 net profit for six
months is somewhat in contrast to the
earnings of the smaller corporations.
Likewise the company wants to break
down the good working conditions that
Hudson has had, especially on relief time
for assembly line workers. Negotiations
here are in the ¢rueial stage too.

As a matter of foct, most of the auto
industry is trying hard %o get a GM sys-

‘tem in. operation. GM committeemen, for

example, finally got 3 hours bargaining
time per doy under the mew contract, an
improvemenf over the 2 hours allowed be-
fore, At Briggs, the #weo big Chrysier
plants, and also at Hudson-Nash, the union
representatives have foll time, and thus
maintain a far moare vigilant aHitude to-
ward company attempts to violate senior-
ity, increase work loads. speed-up. and
other plant problems,

In current negotiations, the corpora-
tions are also trying to break down some
of the seniority standards that have been
won through many hard years of strug-
gle, and also to change promotion pro-
cedure to give greater weight to “merit
and ability,” that is, foremen’s pets.

Since the GAW is out of the way as
an argument in these negotiations, both
companies conceding to the package in
principle, the Tocal point of the struggle
is -working conditions, and bargaining
structure, It is here that the question
will be answered on the frequently heard
charge that the UAW leaders too often
give up on shop issues to get so-called
principles  established. Chrysler and
American Motors settlements will pro-
vide the answer for all to see,

WHAT

By PRISCILLA CADY

A recent article in the London Times,
based on “an analysis of field reports,”
gives us an interesting deseription of the
nature of the Mau Mau. It is run (we
are told) by the Parliament of Kenya,
which holds regular meetings of a Sha-
dow Cabinet and whose Prime Minister
is “Field Marshall Sir” Dedan Kimathi
The fighting forces, calling themselves
The Kenya People's Lantd Liberation
Army, are divided into four divisions,
one of which is led by Kimathi. The re-
turned Kikuyu veterans of World War
I1 have managed to manufacture compli-
cated modern rifles from the most un-
promising materials,

This report is so different from the
usual characterizations of *a bunch of
savages running amok” that one is in-
clined to place at least a certain amount
of credence in it. It does correspond to
what we are told of Mau Mau guerilla
warfare, new beinz carried on almost
solely in the Aberdare Mountains by the
hard core. Mbiyu Koinange, in The
People of Kenya Speak for Themselves,
refers to Dedan Kimathi as “General”,
the Chief of the African Fighting For-
ces.

Whether or no# one accepts this report
as gospel (aiways remembering that the
ways of the London Times are devious and
their paths to Whitehall many), questions
stiil remain. What was the inception,
whose the leadership, what the activities?

SOME THEORIES

We have, of course, the common gard-
en, or L. 8. B, Leakey variety of theory
that says in general that the unspoiled,
primitive Kikuyu was fine and dandy
but some of them just couldn't handle
all this ecivilization and were spoiling
for trouble when taken over by the Ma-
chievellian hand of Jomo Kenyatta. (Ru-
ark adds the notion that an unnamed
Russian and Indian were in on the con-
trol of the Mau Mau, to which Walter
Alien in the New Statesman and Nation
retorts that he doesn't know one way or
the other but can only suggest that the
“uprising” would have been more success-
ful if they had been.) It is doubtful that
the British Government ever intended
that Kenyatta should bear the full res-
ponsibility for the Mau Mau in the way
that many have placed it on him. He
was tried wth a number of other men,
and the government’s aim was obviously
to diseredit the whole Kenya African
Union and have an excuse to ban it. If
he was the leader, and the Mau Mau a

S THE MAU

subsidiary of the KA, we won't know
unless or until he tells us; the evidence
the British adduced at the trial was only
capable of indicating sympath¥ for the
Mau Mau by Kenyatta and the others.
The British may have been right or
wrong—we don't know.

Nobody else knows either, but a lot of
people have theories. J. D. Rawecliffe, in
The Struggle for Kenya, suggests that
the Mau Mau arose from one of the re-
ligious cults, common to' people whose
way of iife has been invaded by Chris-
tianity and colonialism, which combine
the old and new religions and frequently
produce Messianie prophets who exhort
the people to drive out the invaders. The
level .of political understanding of such
men as Kimathi certainly seems to pre-
clude this although it is possible that
under the name of “Mau Mau" various
ideas and groupings may have operated.

The idea that the Mau Moau is made up
of the members of the old Kenya Central
Associotion, predecessor to the Kenya
African .Union which was banped for po-
litical activity some time oge, is purely
speculative. Quite a bit of fime hos
elapsed since its suspension, and one
would rather assume thot the old mem-
bers would have been working in and with
the mew KAU.

Another theory which iz of interest is
based on Kikuyu law, To celebrate an
age-old revolution against monarchy, the
Kikuyw people periodically underwent a
ritual revolution—ritual in form but
not in content. The elders who were the
top governing body (there were no
chiefs—they ‘are, in the Kikuyu tribe,
an invention of the British)—were dis-
placed by the younger generation. Thus
the theory goes;, the “Forties”, that is,
the age-group initiated in 1940, consis-
ting to a large extent of veterans, wers
due to take their place as leaders and,
finding resistance among their people
sought to impose their tribal rights by
violence. This would help to account for
the fact that only a small proportion of
English to Kikuyu have been killed—in
spite of obvious opportunities. Although
interesting, this is also speculative,

AFRICAN RESISTANCE

It has also been said that there was no
such thing as Mau Mau and that it only
arose as resistance to the “Emergency”
of the British, who were anxious to
break the ever-growing political
strength of the people of Kenya. Koi-
nange writes: “The Emergency was to
smash this movement of the people who
had made no seeret of their needs nor of

MAU?

how they thought they should be met
« «« it had been long prepared for by the
amassing of civil police, police reserves
. « . all these forces began to make their
presence felt by beating up and arrest-
ing Africans.”

Certainly the only acfivity attributed
to the Mau Mau of which one can be cer-
tain is the actwal warfare carried on in
the forests and mountains, and this is ob-
viously of a defensive nature, Killings are
freely atiributed to the Mau Mau, but one
is at a loss to discover how the autheri-
ties can look at o body an know who was
respensible for the murder. When the
slums on the outskirts of MNairobi were
razed las o "precoutionary and discipli-
nary measure''—driving people from the
worst possible kind of homsing inte no
housing at all) and bodies were found, the
outhorities shook their heads wisely—
they'd known it had been a hotbed of
Mou Mau-ism, Hotbed it may have been,
but how did they know? We have no fig-
ures on the number of ordinary murders
committed before the Emergency for pur-
poses of comparison—these crimes may
have been those of passion and greed
which slums generate.

E. Cary Francis, in African Affairs,
July '55, tells of two incidents at schools
where there was wandalism, and warn-
ings were left that if the teachers con-
tinued to teach they would be killed “by
order of Dedan Kimathi.”" He praises the
bravery of the teachers who did carry
on, and adds that nothing happened to
them. Mau Mau? Or a juvenile prank?

It has been said that the presence of
a disemboweled animal at the scene of
a murder iz the sign of a premeditated
Mau Mau attack, but one ecan only won-
der at the small number of whites killed
and the random selection—is this con-
trolled aectivity, or only individual acts?
To quote Koinange again: ‘“the Africans
have resisted in such a way as to spare
lives” (here he mentions non-violent
methods, such as boyeotts) “. . . talk of
Mau Mau atrocities is dezigned to ob-
scure the issue of the liguidation of Af-
ricans and win sympathy for the settlers
as represcntatives of eivilization. . . . to
the extent that some Africans have re-
verted to outmoded tribal customs, the
responsibility belongs to those who have
denied them the opportunities of pro-
gress . ., "

We do not know, we cannot know at
this point, the specific details of the Mau
Mau. The vital facts about Kenya cannot
be disputed, however—Africans are
fighting for their land and freedom a-
gainst their colonial overlords. .

=
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LONDON LETTER

Stalinists See Chance to Woo Bevanites

British CP and the Labor Party Left

By OWEN ROBERTS

LONDON, Aug. 10—A few weeks ago the British Communist Party

celebrated its thirty-fifth birthday,

1t was. at a convention held in the

Cannon Street Hotel in London over the week-end July 31-August 1,
1920 that about 150 delegates from the British Socialist Party, a fac.
tion of the Socialist Labor Party and the South Wales Communist Coun-
¢il held discussions which resulted in the formation of the Communist

Party in this country. Since that
time it has led a chequered life—
its ups and downs, twists and
turns, being more or less a faithful
mirror of the world pattern. Now
—in its thirty-fifth year—the Brit-
. ish Communist Party seems to be in the
middle of =a new upset.

This new crisis in the internal affairs
of the British CP can be trhced directly
back to one source—the growing left
wing of the Labor Party. For years the
Stalinists have zought to cultivate and
create a left force within the Labor
Party—but a *left” that is firmly an-
chored to the ship of international Stal-
inism in general and the rowboat of
British Stalinism in particular. When
signs of a developing left expression be-
came apparent in the Labor Party a few
vyears after the 1945 election which
swept the Labor Party into power, the
Stalinists viewed it with mixed feelings.
On the one hand they weleomed it as an
ally in a fight against the Labor Party
leadership and vet, on the other, they
were afraid that it would develop out-
side of the control of the Communist
Party. Hence great efforts were made to
seduce those who expressed discontent
with any particular aspect of the Labor
Party policy.

TOE STALINIST LINE!

In 1947 Harry Pollitt, the zecretary
of the British Stalinists, wrote a book
entitled Looking Ahead in which he gave
much space to consideration of this
point. After welcoming the appearante
of a left wing opinion he uttered many
complaints about its conduct. He com-
plained, for instance, that when he had
tffered advice to members of the Labor
Party left on policy and tacties prior to
a Labor Party Conference he was rudely
told by these left wingers that they
didn’t want “you fellows slung around
our necks” and that they were quite
capable of putting their own case and
organizing the tactics to put the case
over, Said Pollitt: “The answer to this
demands a straight approach and plain

speaking. There can be no réal Left
movement inside the Labor Party that
exeludes the Communist Party from par-
ticipation in it.” In other words Pollitt
was waving the big stick at the Labor'
Party left and saying: either you toe
the Stalinist line or else. . .

For some time the British Communist
Party was partly successful in its en-
deavors to influence and provide the po-
litical leadership of the Labor Party
left wing, bhut with the resignation of
Bevan, Wilson and Freeman from their
government posts in 1951 the situation
changed and the Labor left began to
shake off some of the shackles imposed
upon it by the Stalimists. The fact that
it was Bevan who emerged as the focal
point of the Labor left caused no joy in
the King Street headquarters of the
British Communist Party. for Bevan had
long been the target for Stalinist propa-
gandists due to his refusal to play ball
with them, An indication of the depth of
these attacks can be judged from an
article written by William Gallacher,
who was then a Communist member of
Parliament, in Labour Monthly of Feb-
ruary 1850. (Incidentally, readers should-
not be put off by the title of Labour
Monthiy, for the magazine is in fact a
Stalinist sheet and has as its editor
R. Palme Dutl, leading theoretician of
the British Communist Party and one
generally tipped as the Moscow contact
man.)

ATTACK ON BEVAN

Gallacher in his article made a slash-
ing attack upon Bevan whom he asserted
was “linked up with every Fasecist and
near-Fascist supporter of ecapitalism in
piling up armaments far and away be-
yond the capacity of our economic re-

“sources.” He said that Bevan was as

wordy and confusing as Ramsay Mac-
Donald ever was but that Bevan “sought
to give hiz demagogy a working class
content” by going for the “big fellows"
such as Winston Churchill, But, said
Gallacher, Churchill in reality was
Bevan's friend because no matter what

JUE Strikes Westinghouse

By JOE SENTNER

EAST PITTSBURGH, Aug. 16_-—-With
the grievances which caused a strike last
month sfill unséttled, Local 601 of the
IUE-CIO at the main Westinghouse
plant in East Pittsburgh is again on
strike as this is written. The last strike
was to force the company to give more
consideration to grievances, The strike
was ended by setting up a union-cont-
pany committee to investigate the griev-
ance system. The committee has not yet
reported, R

The present strike began when «lay-
workers walked off their jobs on August
1st in protest against company attempts
to make time studies of their job. {Day-
workers are non-incentive workers, such
as eranemen, hookers, material handlers,
and the like.) The time study was obvi-
ously the first step to laying more day-
workerz off. This would have eventually
hurt production workers as well, because
unless they are serviced by a sufficient
number of dayworkers, incentive work-
ers cannot make out.

There are 3000 dayworkers in a tetal
of 9500 workers. At @ union meeting
called fo consider the walk-out, it was
moved fo let the dayworkers themselves
vote on whether to strike or not. This mo-
tion possed easily. (If the ‘whole member-
ship had voted, a strike might possibly
have been voted down.) The sirike is legol
and is authorized by the international. Bob
Nellis, chairman of the Westinghouse Con-
ference Board of the IUE, spoke at the
meeting.

The company claime that the efficiency
of the plant {(and, therefore, the time-
study) is none of the union’s business.
The daily press has viciously attacked
the union for “opposing efficiency and in-
terfering with the way the company con-
ducts its business.” Actually, the com-
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pany ecould cut the union to pieces under
the pretext of “efficiency” -and “manag-
ing the plant.”

The union claims that since the time-
study affects working conditions, rutes
of pay, and hours, that the company
must first bargain with the union over
the time study. The workers know that
behind the time study is pure and simple
speed-up, with lay-offs as a result.

By now, the entire plant is shut down,
and federal and state mediators are at
work on the case.

This time-study is just one more step
in the introduction of automation. Jobs
are at stake. In order to really fight seri-
ously to save jobs, a big push is in order
for a thirty-hour week with forty hours
pay. After all, the electrical industry
has been making record profits for years,

-and could afford it.

The present strike also affords an op-
portunity to win the salaried employees to

‘the IUE. At present, salaried employees

are in on Independent unien. This division
of the workers hurts both saloried and
hourly workers. The salaried workers are
in as great a danger from the time study
as the hourly workers, and they know It
The IUE should approach the salaried

workers union for united action on l'hlsl

matter.

The union has bent over backwards to
try to settle disputes in recent weeks,
but with the company’s arrogant attitude,
the union must soon realize that coneili-
atory movea do not take the place of con-
stant and thorough education of its
membership.

At a general membership meeting fol-
lowing the dayworkers meeting, the lo-
cal approved the “no-settlement, neo-
work” stand of the Westinghouse Con-
ference Board with regards to wage ne-
potiations now in progress for the chain
as a whole. October 15 iz the deadline.

Bevan said about Churchill in the House
of Commons it could always “be sorted
out in the smoke-room" afterwards.
“Here in this eountry,” said Gallacher,
“we will fizht sgainst your war policy,
Mr, Bevan, and you can pass that infor-
mation on to Mr., A. V., Alexander and
to the pious Sir Stafford Cripps.”

"FAITHFUL SERVANTS"

Such attacks did not cause Bevam to
lose any sleep and he chose mainly to
ignore them, but he did not ignore the
Communist Party. In 1951—the year of
his break with the Labor official policy—
he showed just what he thought of the
Stalinists when he wrote a foreword to
The Curtain Fualls, a book which record-
éd the fate of the Socialist and Social
Democratic parties of Eastern Europe
after they had been “liberated” by the
so-called Red Army. Said Bevan: “The
Communist Party is the sworn inveter-
ate enemy of the Socialist and Demeo-
cratic Parties. When it associates with
them, it does so as a preliminary to de-
stroying them . . , It is necessary for
Socialists - to understand that they are
not now talking the same language as
thos@who have come under the influence
of Stalinist doctrines. The Communist
does not look upon a Socialist as an ally
in a common cause. He looks upon him

as a dupe, as a temporary convenience,
and as something to be thrust ruthlessly

to one side when he has served his pur-
pose.” Small wonder that the British
Communist Party did not welcome the
ided of Bevan leading a Labor left wing
and that Provda deseribed Bevan, Wil-
sofi and Freeman as “faithful servants
of Imperialism.”

In the four years which have now
passed since the emergence of Bevan as
an expression of the Labor left the Stal-
inist fortunes have declined consider-
ably. It is true, of course, that on many-
issues Bevan pursues a line which—if
not exactly similar to that of the Stalin-
ists—shows illusions concerning the role
of Russia in world politics. But never-
theless his fundamental distrust of Stal-
inism and utter contempt for the British
Communist Party remains, and as a con-
sequence the direct influence of the Stal-
inists upon the British Labor Party left
wing has declined. With this deeline has
come a deeline in the strength of the
CP itself because many left wing work-
ers who might have been attracted to
the CP in the absence of a Labor left
are instead now inside the Labor Party.
Recent happenings inside the Commu-
nist Party show this quite eclearly.

Faced with a falling numerical
strengih, coupled with the knowledge
that even much of the alleged strength
exists only on paper, the Executive Com-
mittee of the Communist Party has re-
cently been making an attempt to rec-
tify the position. This takes on three dis-
tinct forms; first a checking and tight-
ening up on the membership of the CP
itself, secondly in increased efforts to
win over recruits to the CP from the
Labor Party left wing, and thirdly by
endeavoring to widen the area of con-
tact and influence of the CP upon the
Labor Party left.

CP CENSUS

As part of the internal check upon the
CP membership the executive commit-
tee decided to hold a national check of
membership cards. The result for them
was not very pleasing. Out of a member-
ship of 33,000, some 18,000 eards were
checked. The remainder are either still
in the process of being checked or else
are not able to be checked due to lack of
active workers and bad organization.
But the figures leave no doubt as to the
situation. One third of the members who
have so far had their cards checked are
in arrears in membership dues, and 3,000
of these are over four weeks in arrears.
These can reasonably be expected to be
the cards of members wha are in the hest
position—in the hest organized areas.
The situation in so far as the other
15,000 members are concerned can easily
be imagined. This, of course, means a
logs of finance for the CP but, even more
important, it shows the unstable charae-
ter of the membership. At a meeting held
at the beginning of July the Executive
Committee of the CP adopted a resolu-
tion which said: “Bad dues payment in
the Party and excessive fuctuation in
membership go hand in hand. The fight
for clear cards is part of the battle to
establish that pride of Party member-
ship which is the guarantee that our
ranks not only remain strong but are

_rapidly extended.”

=

This evidence of internal weakness in
the CP organization accounts, in part,
for the fresh attempts which are now
being made to win over recruits from
the Labor Party left. What the CP hadly
needs at this moment is an injection of
fresh blood |to revive its failing energies
—and it seeks this fresh blood from
amongst the politically immature, but
physically extremely active, members of
the Labor léft.

On August 2nd, R. Palme Dutt, the
vice-chairman of the CP, wrote an ar-
ticle in the Daily Worker designed to
eonvince members of the Labor left that
they should be inside the Communist
Party. Said Dutt: “We are sure vou are
doing a good job in the Labor Party.
But you ecan do a better job in the Com-
munist Party.” The reasons, according
to Dutt, are that the leadership of the
left, and he mentions Bevan, Cressman
and the Tribune in particular, are handi-
capped by threats of expulsion by the
right wing and that the ultimate victory:
of the left can only come about through:
a party based on Socialism, And that
party, says Dutt, is the Communist Par-
ty. Other articles of a similar character:
have appeared in the Daily Worker of
late and today Emile Burns, another of:
the back-room theoreticians of the CP,
launeches an attack against the Labor
Party leadership and asserts that “no
Social Democratic or Labor Government
has ever changed the class basis of eapi-
talism or the  Capitalist- State.” From
this Burns draws the .conelusion that all.
who want Socialism—whether they are:
in the trade wumions, the cooperative.
movement or the Labor Party—should-
join the Communist Party.

TWO CAMPAIGNS

Alongside these endeavors to tighten
up the CP machine and to gain recruits
for it from the Labor Party a parallel:
campaign is deyeloping which is directed,
toward increasing the influence of the
GP within the local Labor Party organi-
zations. The editor of the Daily Worker,
J. R. Campbell, emphasized this point in:

a recent reporl he made to a meeting of .

the CP Executive Committee. After:
stating that the CP should “multiply its.
contacts” Campbell, urged that the
strength of the trade union movement be
used Lo bring about “a different type of
Labor Party.” In other words Campbell,
and the Stalinists, want the aid of the
fellow travellers and Kremlin camp fol-
lowers in the Labor Party to enlist the
Left Wing generally in peddling the
Stalinist line. This means that ultimake-
ly they hope to break down the rules
which prevent members of the CP from
being members of the Labor Party or at-
tending Labor Party conferences as dele-
gates from trade unions.

In order that their campaign should
be successful the Stalinists are doing
their utmost to convince members of the
Labor Party leit that it is useless to
struggle against the right wing without:
the support of the Communist Party.
The National Organizer of the CP, John
Gollan, played this line strongly " when
he wrote an article in the Stalinist week-
ly Warld News of July 23. He wrote that
since 1945 there had “been the effort to
build the Left in the Labor Party with-
out the Communist Party, with some of
the Left leaders playing the andi-Soviet
game, arguing that the Communist Par-
ty is unnecessary, that the Left in the
Labor Party is enough and so on.” In a

way typical of the Stalinists, he implies
that the members of the Labor left who:

attack the CP only do =0 in order to pro-
tect themselves from the wrath of the!
right wing; that they hide behind “anti-
Soviet" slogans not because they really:
mean them but because they think this
will protect them from the right wing.
One would never think—by reading Gol-'
lan’s article—that many of the active
Ieaders of the Labor left, both national
and local, had fundamental political dif-
ferences with the Stalinists. This much
is evidenced when he bleats again the
old, old, story: “For Left policies to tri-
umph in the Labor Party, all cbstacles
to unity in the working class must be
overcome; there must be cooperation,
joint ecampaigning and work of all the
Left forces and the Communist Party.”

This situation in which the CP finds'
itself is an excellent signal for the left
forces of the Labor Party if they but
recognize the fact. The CP realizes that
at this moment of time the Labor Left
has developed into a force which must
be acknowledged and either seduced into

Stalinist conformity or wrecked lest it

hamper the political influence of the CP,
{Continwed on puge M,




fage Four

S Tt e L

~ [US.—LAND OF FREEDOM

Puerto Ricans' Rights Limited to UN Sanctuary?

By RUTH M, REYNOLDS

During periods of political persecu-
tion, the behavior of most Puerto Ricans
can be understood only in relation to
their behavior during a hurricane. When
“the look of the sky" (not the Weather
Bureau report) announces an approach-
ing storm, they board up everything
they possibly can, lock themselves with
their children, pigs, and poultry inside
their houses, and settle down for a long
siege. They do not emerge with the first
lull in wind velocity—for it may be only
the calm center of the storm, with an-
other gale to come as bad as the preced-
ing one. They wait until they are certain
that the storm” has passed; then they
survey the damage done, quietly set to
work to salvage what they can, and re-
gume their normal life,

If one were to take a census of the

Puerto Rican population by counting

noses out-of-doors during a hundred-
mile-an-hour windstorm, he would con-
clude that Puerto Rico was an uninhabit-
ed island, on which little houses pgrew
mysteriously instead of trees. No statis-
tician would be so silly. Yet our liberal
sociologists are quite as foolish, for they
choose to judge the strength of non-
cooperation sentiment in Puerto Rico by
counting open supporters of the Nation-
alist Party at times when such support
brings certain persecution, from loss of

" job to long imprisonment on perjured

testimony.

The present hurricane of political per-
secution is already five years old, and
restless patriots, impatient with long re-
straint, ore wondering whether the cur-
rent lull (ten monrths without new arrests,
and no new prosecutionss pending in the
courts) means that the storm is over, or
only that the holf-way mark has just been
possed. A tentative feeler was put forth
in Mew York last week, and this is what
transpired.

~"NOT ALLOWED TO"

There were two of them, a man and a
woman, and, earryving leaflets entitled
“Puerto Rico’s Freedom Vietim of the
United States Democracy, 25 of July in
the Year 1898" they stationed them-
selves at the Visitors' Entrance to the
United Nations at 11 a.m. on August 8th,
and began passing out their leaflets to
the passersby. They had been there not
five minutes when a uniformed United
Nations guard approached and told them
to desist, that they could not pass out
leaflets there. -

“Why not?” they asked.

“You're not allowed to,” he replied.

They told him that they understood
they were allowed to, and that if he
thought otherwise that he should tele-
phone their lawyer. He said he didn’t
want to talk to amy lawyer, but that he
did want them to move across the street.
They answered that, until they were con-
vinced that what they were dong was
illegal, they would stay where they were
to pass out their leaflets.

By this time two burly fellows dressed
in civilian clothes had joined the United
Nations guard,

“You ean't stay here,” they stated.

“Qur lawyer says we can."

“If you insist, we'll have to arrest you
for disturbing the peace.”

“You can’t arrest us here,” the Puerto
Rican, with a smile, told the plainelothes-
man, “for this is international territory.”

Although these “civilians"” at no time
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identified themselves as F.B:I. men, or as
anything else, they did not deny that
United Nations ground was outside their
jurisdiction, Instead, they turned to the
young lady:

“You're Miss Collaze, aren’t you?”

“My name has nothing to do with my
rights here,” she countered. “So far as
you're concerned I have no name. The
only name I'll give you is this one.” And
she handed him the calling card of At-
tornty Conrad J, Lynn.

With that, the plainclothesmen, wha by
this time had multiplied to six, forced her
bodily outside the fence that now sur-
rounds the United Nations buildings, and
lecked the gate. They told her never to
come back there. and threatened her that
if she did they would be prepared for her.

Meanwhile, her companion was en-
gaged in conversation with the oceu-
pants of two squad cars, which had just
pulled up. They asked him why he and
his companion would not move across
the street, as the United Nations guard
had requested.

“What for?” he asked. “So you can
then arrest us?™

The six plainclothesmen, four uni-
formed policemen, and one United Na-
tions guard then went into a huddle.

“You'll have to arrest them,” the
guard told the uniformed police,

“We can’t. This is your headache,” re-
plied the cop.

Takinz advantage of this cpening, the
lady exclaimed: “Why, officer, he won't
even go ingide to find out what the regu-
lations really are, He won't even talk to
our attorney.’”

“Well, T will. What's his number?”
asked the cop.

By that time Mr. Lynn was out to
lunch, and it was half an hour before
he could be reached. The policeman
asked him whether he would please ad-
vise his clients to be reasonable, and
move across the street.

“I can't do that," said Mr. Lyan. "Why,
in August, 1953, | defended that young
lady when she picketed the United Na-
tions with o group of Puerto Rican wom-
en. They complied with your request that
time, ond moved aecross the street, and
were immediately arrested. That's just
why I've fold her now she need not
budge,”

“But we guaranteé we won't arrest
them.”

“How ecan they trust you?" asked
Lawyer Lynn., “It's going to be a long
time before any Puerto Rican patriot
believes your word again.”

UN SANCTUARY

Redfaced, the officer emerged from
the {elephone booth and advised the
United Nations guard to take the Puerto
Ricans inside and «determine with the
Security Office just what the regulations
are. This process required another hour-
and-a-half, during which time United
Nations legal personnel conversed by
telephone with Conrad Lynn and, it may
be supposed, with divers other persons,
The conclusion reached was that the
leafleteers could he arrested only if the
United Nations should waive jurisdie-
tion over them, and allow the city police
to act. Dubious about the advisahility,
from a public relations standpeint, of
issuing such a waiver to permit the ar-
rest of membhers of a colony for passing
out a perfectly legitimate leaflet, the
Security Officer finally assured the Puer-
to Ricans that they were within their
rizhts, and that these rights would be
respected. e requested them, however,
to move across the street to continue
their distrvibution. “We'll stay over here,
thank you, where we have some protec-
tion,” they replied.

Their beachhead thus established, the
two Puerto Ricans returned the next day
to the same spet, and were unmolested.
In order o punish them for their imperti-
nence in expressing long-silenced non-co-
operation sentiment, it seems that our
government will have to wait for some
pretext for another conspiracy charge
against the innocent. Until then, there
seems to be one spot, continguous to land
over which the American flag flies, where
Puerte Ricans, without fear of reprisal,
can exercise their universally recognized

‘but wnrespected right to freedom of ex-

pression.

But one small city block is not enough.
Puerto Rican patriots can not be ex-
pected to remain much longer under the
“hurricane psychology” that has pre-
dominated during the past five years.
They must and they will express them-
selves. Traditionally, they have done
this through educational and diplomatic
means so long as these were open to

Choose Sides!

To the Editor;

I received in the mail the other day
a copy of your weekly paper LABOR Ac-
TION. It seems to be a militant and cour-
ageous publication,

However, in commenting on your
“Program in Brief” of the ISL, I must
say that 1 find it quite opportunistic, de-
cidedly un-Marxian and, from an histori-
cal ‘point of view, absurd. It dismisses
the greatest political, economiec and so-
cial upheavals in recent history as mere
“Stalinism” and, laughably, as a “new
form of exploitation.”

Even an organ of the Trotskyites, the

* American Secialist magazine, does not

take this futile, hopeless outlook, and,
while calling “Stalinism” (so-called) a
“despotizm,” correctly calls it an histori-
cal event without equal. And Trotskyists
are usually the most feverish in the
rabid anti-Sovieteer phobia that charae-
terizes the various “socialist” sects, flea
groups and grouplets, |

If this is your viewpoint I cannot un-
derstand for the life of me why the ISL
is on the attorney general’s blacklist. To
be on thatdist, for a truly revolutionary
socialist organization, is an hemor and
should bé pointed to with pride. _

But your program agrees fully with
Sen. Joseph R. MeCarthy (R., Wis.) that
in “every country, the Communist Par-
ties” are the “agents” of the Kremlin.

Then why should the reactionaries
persecute such stalwart allies of theirs
as this? After all, the ISL occupies a
position close to the American Left and
thus serves capitalism via itd strategic
position from which it throws sand in the
eyes of the workers. Lenin's description
of Trotsky in 1917 fits the role of the
ISL today: “Left phrases and a bloec with
the Right against the aims of the Left!”

Most unappreciative, these capitalists.

I therefore wish you hearty success
in your efforts to have the ISL extracted
from the attorney general’s damning
list. The ISL deserves it's rightful, re-
spectable place amid the ranks of the
defenders of capitaliam, and should not
be an outcast to be cruelly identified with
the “agents” of the Kremlin hobgoblins.

Irrefutable proof that groups such as
the ISL.ave faithful props of the bhour-
geoisie lies in the fact that they can only
flourish in a hate-filled atmosphere such
as is generated by today’s cold war and
its accompanying witchhunt hysteria of
MeCarthyism. Groups like the ISL, such
as the French Socialist Party, in the end
expose themselves with such actions as
voting for West German Nazi rearma-
ment.

For further evidence, Jet us compare
the wrecord of the ISL to that of the
American “Stalinists”—the comparison
answers itself. The ISL being “persecut-
ed” by the bourgeoisie stands as nothing,
absolutely nothing, compared to the vi-
cious persecution being visited upon the
fanged “Stalinists.”

But let's not be that cruel, Let vs com-
pare the record of just one Tyrannosau-
rus Rex Stalinist to the whole ISL—the
record of Steve Nelson, author of The
Thirteenth Juror. Again the comparison
answers itself.

But the final bankruptcy of the ISL
program is shown in that it equalizes the
camp of Socialism (which it has created
into its own monster like any ordinary
Wall Street banker) with the receiving
camp of capitalism, when any cool-head-
ed socialist thinker knows that without
the influence upon history of the USSR
and the other new labor republics, we
would probably still be fichting in World
War II and would perchance be under a
reign of total fascism instead of its kid
brother, McCarthyism, if the camp of
Socialism did not exist and there was
merely a brutal totalitarian imperializm
in its place, for that would mean that

them. But when our government has
closed these avenues of expression to
them, some of them have used other
methods, more costly both to them and
us, to demonstrate their legitimate de-
termination to be free. As one of the
Puerto Rican leafleteers told the plain-
clothesmen the other dayv, when they
ushered his companion by force and vio-
lence outside the United Nations gate,
“So long as there are people like you in
the United States government, some of
our people will be tempted to get too pa-
triotic, and go again to Washington.”

It is up to comsistent democrats and
socialists in this country to fight for the
right of Puerto Rican nationalists to
press their case for independence with-
out hindrance or restriction by the
American government.

.
there would be no great organized mass
movement for peace and demoeracy in
the world.

The ISL erusade for a “Third Force”
is also exposed as a weapon of the bour-
geoiz in that it fulfills the role of the
old capitalist trick of “divide and rule”
against the international proletariat.

The “Third Force" idea falls into final,
total bankruptey when it is shown that
there is nmo hope for its success since it
has little or no basis in objective histori-
cal necessity.

True, the program does reveal a cer-
tain sympathy for socialism.

But no secialist movement can be sue-
cessful' by ignoring the vast treasury of
experience contained in the camp of
"'Stalinism,” Socialists should extract
from it what is good, reject what is bad,
take warning or take inspiration from
whatever the lessons studied show. It is
absurd to either totally reject or totally
accept everything “Stalinist.”

Hence I leave yvou with these words:

Choose sides.

“A YounG WoORKER"
Massachusetts, July 10,

Reply !

We print the above letter as a petri-
fied, i not classical, example. of the
Stalimist mind at work. The only thing
which prevents it from being a classic
is that the writer is apparently unaware
of the total arsenal of Stalinist lies and
slanders against revolutionary socialists,
This may be accounted for by the faet
that he is a “young worker,” and hence
can be excused for omitting the charges
that "Trotskyites” worked for the Nazi,
British and French secret servicez (all
at once), signalled to Japanese bombers
in China, ete, ete.

The only really puzzling thing about
the letter is its ending. After submitting
“irrefutable proof that groups such as
the ISL are faithful props of the bour-
geoisie,” (the “proof,” of course, being
as factually far from the mark as every-
thing else he writes) he ends up by ad-
juring us to “choose sides.” Is it possible
that after all he has written he feels
there is some chance that we really don't
know what we are doing; that we are
“subjective” soecialists who just happem
“objectively” to be bourgeois agents in
everything we say or do? If so, his Sta-
finist mentors will soon straighten him
out on this.

There is, perhaps, only one point worth
making on the substance of “Young
Worker's" letter. It is his statement that
“if the camp of Socialism [by which he
means the Stalinist governments—G.K.
H.] did not exist and there was merely
a brutal totalitarian imperialism in its
place, for that would mean that there
would be no great organized mass move-
ment for peace and democracy in the
world."”

This is the line of reasoning which
attracts to Stalinism many people who
have become disillusioned with capital-
ism. Without the power of the Stalinist
povernments, what chance would there
be for socialism?

Before the Russian Revolution, there
were no socialist governments in the
world, That did not prevent Debs, Lenin,
Marx, Rosa Luxemburg and millions of
rank and file workers from being social-
ists, from having full confidence in the
capacity of the working class and op-
pressed masses penerally to overthrow
capitalism and establish  socialism
through their own, independent revolu-
tionary action.

Since the degeneration of the Russian
Revolution, the Stalinist bureancracy
has corropted the whole idea of socialism
by insisting that without the leadership
and support of Russia, no socialism is
possible. And all over the world, people
whose confidence in the revolutionary ca-
pacity of the workingz class bas heen un-
dermined by the defeats and failures of
the last three decades, have gone for this
line with a vengeance. “There i3 mno
hope" for the success of the Third Camp,
writes our young Stalinist, “since it has
little or no basis in objective historical
necessity.”

The independent struggle of the work-
ers and oppressed for democracy and so-
cialismr, vou see, is hopeless, The only
thing which" gives hope is to attach one-
self to the gun-carriages of the Stalinist
armies.

He is welcome to that kind of “hope.”

G. K. H.

v
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To the Editor:

Permit us to compliment Mr, Eli Fish-
man for his able, long-awaited presenta-
tion of your point of view on the month-
old SDA convention in the July 18 Chal-~
kenge. However, his article contained er-
“rore of fact and, we believe, of judgment,
which deserve comment. In the first
place, his title was factually wrong. SDA
did mot Take a Middle Road on ADA
Relations: it gave in completely to
ADA's demand that it not defend the
civil liberties of Stalinist teachers.

In the second place, Mr. Fishman
wrongly states the position of what he
ealls “the left wing” at the convention.

YSL CAMP
SHAPES UP

Plans for the Young Socialist League
eamp at Genoa City, Wis., are rapidly
shaping up in final form. From all ap-
pearances, this camp, to be held from
September 6-11 will be even better than
the one held last vear in New Jersey.

On the educational side, the camp will
feature a series of lecture-discussions by
Hal Draper, editor of LaBoR ACTION, on
#(Crities of Marxism™ (Dewey, Schumpe-
ter and Aaron), and by Gerry McDer-
mott., well known socialist lecturer, on a
series of topics which are to be an-
nounced in* the near future. In addition
thers'will be a series of panel discussions
led by Detroit and Chicago trade union-
ists on such topics as “The Labor Move-
ment Today,” “Labor and Politics,” “La-
bor and Civil Liberties,” and “Socialists
in the Labor Movement.”

It is elear from the above that the
educational side of the camp will be a
valudble experience for all young soecial-
ists and young liberals interested in so-
cialism. But as in last year's camp, ele-
vation of the mind is not its sole pur-
pose. Ample time is provided in the six-
day program for elevation of the spirit
also. Square dancing, a campfire, party,
and time for all kinds of sports (includ-
ing one listed as “loafing”) are on the
ProOgram.

The Recreation Camp at Genoa City is
60 miles north of Chicago. The camp
starts at 10 a.m. Tuesday, September 6,
and ends after supper on Sunday, the
11th. Prices are really a bargain for
these days. $28.00 for the full camp;
$5.50 per day for week days, and $6.00 a
day over the weekend. ]

Every reader of Challenge, and all
their friends are urged to attend. To
register, or for further information, fill
out the blank below,

Mr. Fishman’s left wing did not oppose
SDA’s capitulation to ADA., They did
not offer a motion to substitute for the
“right-wing” motion that finally passed.
They did not even wvote against it: they
abstained.

What they offered instead was a peti-
tion humbly addressed to ADA. Was the
petition even as little as “an attempt to
negotiate the question with ADA"? It
was not: incredible as it seemed at the
time, the petition differed in no essential
way from the “right-wing” motion, ex-
cept for an oeccasional whimper that
ADA had not pla fair. It did not even
imply that SDA Id make a fight to
it.

The YSL has condemned Bevan and
the British Labor Party for abstaining
on such issues as the rearmament of
Germany and the building of an English
Hydrogen Bomb. It has condemned (in
retrospect) Roosevelt for his “neutral-
ity” during the Spanish Civil War, Is it
not inconsistent to urge a policy of ab-
stention at the SDA convention?

Mr, Fishman seems to have confused
his *left wing” with what he calls the
convention’s “ultra-left” wing. For it
was these “ultra-lefts” who proposed
what Mr. Fishman undoubtedly believes:
that SDA must be able at least to pub-
licize its position in defense of the ecivil
liberties of Stalinists if it is to be an ef-
fective liberal organization, and that it
should fight for its rights without hesi-
tation. But both his right and his left
rejected their motion. What they reject~
ed, we might add, is also the official posi-

tion of the Columbia University chapter
of SDA,

If Mr. Fishman does believe this, it's
a shame that he does not follow his own
argument out to its logical conclusion. If
at least this much autonomy is absolute-
ly necessary for SDA, if without it SDA
will shrivel and die like so many of its
predecessors, then no threats—not even
the threat of disaffiliation—should make
SDA give up what amounts to a struggle
for its very survival,

Ralph Browmn
Linda Greenberg -
Gaya Feinerman
Robert Ilson
Arthur Mitzman
Tony Ramirez
Gerald Schamess
Arthur Steier .
concurred in by:
Michael Shute
Awgust 4, 1955
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Reply

As far as 1 know, the SDAers who
signed the above letter all take a position
in defense of the civil liberties of Stal-
inists, and in particular reject the no-
tion that Communist Party membership
is automatic grounds for a teacher's dis-
missal, We are, therefore, in general
agreement—indeed our dispute is one
among friends. Where we differ 13 on a
tactical question: how can an effective
presentation of this position be made
within the liberal movement?

Note that this iz a question, of a
liberal organization, Ideally, I may want

Discussion of Tactics at the SDA Convention

all liberals to cease being so and to be-
come socialists. Concretely, I am faced

with a specific problem of the liberal-

movement as i mnow exists. Given the
actual state of that movement, I begin
with an empirical judgment: that there
is no possibility today of an independent
liberal youth organizaton, i.e., that the
choice is between a liberal youth organi-
zation affiliated to ADA and no liberal
youth organization at all. If the writers
of the letter are to objéct to my position
they must contest the factual accuracy
of this propesition.

As I understand it, it had been made
absolutely clear that if SDA took a

“hard” line on their autonomy, disaffilia~
~ tion would follow. T object to this en alk

kinds of grounds, in terms of opposition-

to bureaucratic maneuvering on the part
‘of ADA, of a bad policy imposed upon

the youth, ete. I want to change this situ-
ation. But given my initial judgment,
this change can only come from within
the liberal movement, that is from an
SDA affiliated to ADA. It could hardly
come from the non-existant liberal youth
organization which (I think) would be
the inevitable result of disaffiliation.

I believe that the British Labor Party
could take a position on German rearma-
ment or the Hydrogen Bomb without de-
stroying itself. Therefore, such a policy
is realistically within their power. I am
disappointed when they do not exercise
their choice. But S8DA, in this situation,
had no choice,

This analysis leads to a further point,
The way to actually gain a vietory for

[Tura to last pagel

What Price Truth on Television?

By LEO MEL

The social significance of the
television industry has been a topic
of much discussion in many circles
for the last eight years or so, and
socialist eireles have been no ex-
ception. I have heard views ex-
pounded on the subject all the way
from TV being the greatest contri-
bution to the raising of the popular
educational level since the inven-
tion of the alphabet, to it being
just a new competitor with re-
ligion and baseball for the title of
“gpiate of the American maszes.”

Ta be fair it must be admitted that
some worthwhile material does manage
to get on the TV screen. Just recent]y 1
had the pleasure of seeing a presentation
of John Galsworthy's “The Mob,” about

At Genoa City, Wisc.

ATTEND THE YSL SUMMER CAMP—SEPT. é-11

Socialist Education—Recreation—Cemradeship
Fill out and send in the blank below.

YSL —c¢/o Meier
5426 8. Maryland
Chicago 15, I1L

1 would like to register now for the YSL camp.
[1%5 deposit enclosed. [J Please bill me for $5 deposit.
00 I may attend the camp; please send me brochure,
(Make checks, payable to D. Meier or Young Socialist League.)
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an anti-imperialist British MP who gave
up his life for his ideals, a story with
about as much social significance, or
rather much more social significance,
than you might expeect to see on a com-
mercial television program.

On the other hand, no one who has ever
had to sit before a television sereen for
more than fifteen minutes can deny that a
great deal of painful trash is turned out.
And this quite apart from the commer-
clals, many of which, as any TV viewer
can testify, are of such @ nature that one
wonders why capitalism was not over-
thrown by irate television fans about ten
minutes after the first one was broadcast.

Some of the factors which drag TV
down from the level of ‘“educational
benefactor” to that of “opiate” and mili-
tate against a higher level-of material
being used on TV are discussed by tele-
vision drama writer, Rod Sterling in a
recent article in a well-known writers’
magazine (“TV's Sacred Cows,” Writer's
Drigest, July, 1955).

Mr, Sterling suggests that if a would-
be television writer writes about a poli-
tician, he can just drop the script in the
nearest wastebasket rather than the
mail box. If you're the brave sort and
choose politicians as a suhject, just be
sure “to find an issue which really isn't
an issue at all.” And “a conflict which
must never have been a conflict—at least

not in the past 100 years.” And what *

ever you do, don't have your character
say, do or think anything that might
link him with any real existing political
party. This restriction gets troublesome
when even smiling at the words “labor”
or “tariff” may be considered partisan
activity, or so attests Mr. Sterling.

New politicians aren't the only people
who are always "nice guys" as far as the
television industry is concerned. No In-
deed. Television politicians, on the nation«
al level anyway, are all one hundred per
cent trustworthy, loyal, helpful, etc. But
they're not the only ones, TY lawyers are
honest. Doctors are honorable. Ministers
are holy. Army officers from major up are
noble and fair.

Certain professions are only some of
the. things that you have to watch out
for in TV drama. Certain ideas are even
more  strenuously banned than ecrooked

lawyers and drunken doctors. Merey kill-
ing, fratricide, and segregation are some
of these. One television show once did a
story dealing with prejudice. This pro-
duced a pile of vehement letters on the
theme of “You guys mean to tell us that
this goes on in the U, §. A7

The above is only part of the story of
restrietion and censorship discussed in
Sterling’s article, Some other examples
are even more ridiculous—Westinghouse
insizted that the name of Kipling’s “The
Light that Failed” be changed to some-
thing “not so suggestive of bad bulbs”
before an adaptation of the story eould
be presented on its TV theater.

It is an interesting sidelight to notice
what purpose the Writer's Digest article
iz intended to serve. To arouse the indig-
nation of writers or viewers over these
cases? Not at all. After all, writing tele-
vision scripts, just like almest anything
under capitalism, is a business, intended
to make money. If originality or depth
in your writing is likely to keep you from
selling your stuff—originality and depth
have to go. The “hlurbs” at the head of
the article promises *, . . you ean learn
to live with TV's taboos."” Indeed, Rod
Sterling hastens to assure us that he
cites these cases “. .. as an indicition of
the subtle problems the writer needs to
explore before putting kevs to paper .. .
to what vast depths of care he must go
for fear of treading on a sensitive toe or
plucking too enthusiastically on the teat
of a sacred cow.”
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LABOR ACTION

DISCUSSION

PRO & CON:

,_ﬂass Character of the Peron Regime;
Tactics for Socialists in Its Crisis

I must take issue with Juan Rey's in-
terpretation of the Argentine events
(July 25). I believe his analysis of the
Peron regime and of its opponents is
very superficial, and his conciusion is
incorrect.

First of all, what is the Peron regime?
That it is a dictatorship which must be
overthrown is, of course, absolutely true.
But there are dictatorships and dicta-
torships; and only a concrete analysis
can yield a realistic perspective in re-
gard to a particular regime. Rey charac-
terizes the regime sometimes as “total-
jtarian” and sometimes as “semi-totali-
tarian,” without any attempt to support
his characterization or to reconcile the
obvious contradictions in his article, This
jg @ wital question, not at all to be taken
for granted, since it involves the relation
of forces in the class struggle; and what
i involved in Argentina is the class
struggle and not, as Rey believes, an all-
class, “national” struggle for demoeracy
against an over-riding, classless tyrant.

NOT "TOTALITARIAN"

- A totalitarian regime iz one which
hasg succeaded in destroying all indepen-
dent political and social organizations,
and especially the parties and trade un-
ions of the working class. Totalitarian-
ism represents a definitive and long-term
victory of the capitalists and landlords
over the working class and peasantry.
This is not the situation in Argentina.
Trade unions exist, and earry on strikes
which bring them into conflict with the
government which they support. Fur-
thermore, as Rey reports, “In Argentina,
the Radical Party, the Democrats, and
the Socialists [are] practically outlaw-
ed.” (My emphasis). “Practically,”

though unsatisfyingly imprecise, means,
at least, mot completely. The error of
characterizing the Peron regime as
“spmi-totalitarian” Js just as real,
though somewhat more difficult to de-
monstrate, because of the inherent am-
biguity of the term. The Castille Armas
regime in Guatemala iz, in my opinion,
semi-totalitarian. It has administered a
severe defeat to the working class and
peasantry, but has not succeeded in com-
pletely destroying all independent mani-
festations. Peron did not come to power
as the result of the defeat of the work-
ing eclass. The perspective of Peron is
not the destruction of the trade unions.
There is a vital distinction between Cas-
tillo Armas and Peron; to subsume them
both under the term “semi-totalitarian™
is to obscure this distinction, and prevent
the presentation of a’clear picture of the
actual course of events,

The characterization of Peron made
by Hal Draper (June 27) is much more
meaningful. Peron, says Draper, iz a
militarydictator with a mass labor base
loyal to himself. In 1945, Draper points
out, “Peron used his mass labor support
as a weapon against his partners inside
the military junta in.order to make him-
self supreme as against them. In his en-
suing period, he had to balance off the
army against his labor support.”” This
is the picture of a typieal Bonapartist
regime. I deem it curious that Draper
does not use this term to describe Peron-
ism.

Peron, then, holds power by balancing
off two fundamentally antagonistic so-
cial forces: the armed forces, plus the
church, against the trade unions. Here
another question is raised by Draper's
article: why he puts guotation marks

New Members Join WDL Committee
To Support Case Against “List”

The Rev. Donald Harrington of the
Community Church of New York and
Dwight Macdonald, an editor of the New
Yorker magazine and former publisher
of the magazine Politics have joined the
Workers Defense League Committee in
support of the ISL case against the At-
torney General, Rowland Watts, Secre-
tary of the WDL, announced this week.

This Committee is preparing a finan-
eial and publicity campaign on behalf
of the case, for which preliminary steps
have already been taken. At the time of
this writing, ten people have joined the
committee initiated by Norman Thomas
and Watte.
~In oddition to Thomes, Watts, Harring-
fon and Macdonald, Jomes T. Farrell,
noted auther, and Walde Frank, veteran
of the liberal movement, have become
members. They are joined by Meyer Scha-
pire, Columbia University, moted historian
end critic of arf, and Prof. Kermit Eby of
Chicage University.

Other members of the Committee in-
clude Lewis Coser and Irving Howe, edi-
tors of Dissent, and Naney Macdonald,
kead of the Spanish Refugee Aid Com-
mittee, and Frances R. Grant, a well
known figure in Spanish-speaking liberal
movements,

The hearing of the ISL before a Hear-
ing Examiner of the Department of Jus-
tice has been temporarily adjourned to
await a decision of Mr. Brownell on the
motion of Attorneys Rauh and Groner
to dismiss Mr. Edward Morrissey as
hearing examiner on the ground of bias
(see Rauh’s and Groner's affidavit in
LABOR AcCTION, August 8).

This decision should bhe forthcoming
within a few days and the hearing will
reconvene thereafter, whether with a
new hearing examiner or with Mr. Mor-
rissey, depending on the decision of Mr.
Brownell.

The Workers Defense League and At-
torneys Rauh and Groner are, it goes
without saying, confident of the outcome
of the ISL case, considering the case as
of the utmost importance in the fight for
¢ivil liberties, The ISL is the first or-
ganization to have received a hearing
from the Attorney General in almost
eight wears that the “list” has been in
existence,

The case is o test, nat only of the false
listing of the ISL, but as much of the pro-
eedures, techniques and the purposes of
the "subversive list" itself. It therefore
transcends Iin Importance the immediate
hearing itself, for the ISL fight is a broad
one. In the same way that the Shachtman
passport case has set a precedent for
other cases, so, too, the ISL case against
the Attorney Generol's listing, will. have
far larger implications.

It deserves the widest puhhc support,
both moral and financial. Right now, the
committee is seeking financial support
which is indispensable to carry on the
legal fight. The old axiom that litigation
costs money, is particularly true in this
ecase. Without finaneial support, the case
can hog down at its most erucial points,

We therefore call upon our readers to
give their support to the ISL case by
sending a finaneial contribution to the
Workers Defense League, using the con-
tribution box helow for that purpose.

Workers Defense League
112 East 19th Street
New York, N. Y.

Enclosed please find §...............c........2a8 my contribution to the
WDL'’s fight against the “subversive list.”
ADDRESS .o
CITY . ST warve DRI E B criisiyissronensisnncnnninssusit

{ﬂ:mke checks ;&yabié to t.’w Workers Defense League)
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around the term "trade umons”. they
actually are organizations of workers,
they actually do carry on the class strug-
gle (of course, in a halting and distorted
manner). Their reactionary political
ideas and their reactionary leadership
are not sufficient to rob them of their
working-class character. This hesitancy
in assigning a class charaeter to the Per-
onist trade unions is matched by Draper’s
complete failure to assign a class charae-
ter to the armed forces and the church,
His term for them is—“reactionary”,
and he uses the term not in relation to
thier class character, but only in relation
tq their attitude toward democracy.

“It must be said,” says Draper, “that
what we have pictured here is the dy-
namics of a reactionary regime whose
reactionary component forcegs have been
cracking up. That does not make these
reactionary components ‘progressive.
The army cligues are profoundly reac-
tionary, as we have said. The hierarchy
{with the exception of a number of cour=
ageous and principled cleries like Andrea
who deserve all respeet but who have
been powerless to move the policy of the
church) has been happy in its alliance
with the dictatorship, from which they
have benefited greatly, These people and
their political role . . . do not become
any more progressive or respectable in
demoeratic eyes when they break with
Peron in order to preserve their own in-
terests."”

OFFICER CAST & HIERARCHY

The officer caste and the hierarchy are
indeed reactionary, and their break with
Peron does indeed fail to make them pro-
gressive -{ahout respectable, I don't
know) ; but their reactionary character is
rooted not in their opposition to bour-
geois democracy (which is a by-product,
and not a necessary one at that) but in
their class character, which, as T have
said, Draper does mot mention. The offi-
cer caste and the hierarchy represent
the landowners, capitalists, and foreign
lmper:almt interests. As long as the fa-
vorable “economjie situation permitted
they could, through Peron, though un-
willingly, grant concessions to the work-
ing class sufficient to retain its support.
With the worsening of the economic sit-
pvation and the withdrawal! of the con-
cessions, mainly through inflation, the
support of the werking class is gradual-
ly dissipated. At the same time the need
on the part of the landlords and capital-
izsts to take still more from the workers
and peasants and to destroy their organ-
izations increases.

The bonapartist dictator, capable of
muting the class struggle in good times
by threats and concessions, mixed with
repressions directed mainly but not en-
tirely against the working eclass, finds
‘himself, as the elass struggle sharpens
under economic preesures, astride a de-
veloping ogvil war. Tha revolt against
Peron was the opening act in the ¢lass
war of the landlords and capitallsts a-
gainst the workers and peasants. Peron,
still trying to keep the class struggle in
check—the necessary condition of his
rule—called for a limited (very limited)
mass mobilization; but his main reliance
was on his generals and on negotiations.

CLASS INSTINCT

Juan Rey, consistent with his failure
to see the class components of the strug-
gle, looks with favor upon the revolt
against Peron. “The Argentine civil war,”
he says, “is a very significant form of
the spontaneous political and anti-total-
itarian reweolution against a dictator-
ship.” This line, with its tactical imphl-
cations, would be suicidal for the soecial-
ist movement in the concrete situation
as it has unfolded. For it would mean
isolation from the working elass and aid
to its enemies, The workers who came
out to fight the navy revolt were impelled
by class instinct.

Draper is well aware of the reaction-
ary nature of the revolt. “It is to be ex-
pected,” he writes, “that there will be
an attempt to replace the shaken Peron
gtructure with a military-clerical au-
thoritarian substitute. It may even be
successful.” The possibility of such a
military-clerical authoritarian regime
is a deadly danger to the working eclass,
which must nol be underestimated. Such
a regime would be one of civil war, which
could remain securely in power only over
the shattered bones of the working-class
organizations and the corpses of their
leaders. Such a regime would differ from
Peronism in this—that it rejects the left
base of Peron’s power, the trade unions,
and sets out to destroy them.

. .Against. the  establishment of such a

military-clerical authoritarian regime
the workers must fight! They will fight.
Socialists must participate in this fight,
and lead it in so far as possible. This
fight has already begun, in the form of
the mobilization of the Peromist trade
unions against the navy revolt.

I anticipate that my position will be
attacked as being pro-Peronist, But such
an appreciation would be entirely false.
A vietory of the organized workers over
the military forces would upset the hal-
anee which allows Peron to rule as the
supreme arbiter. It would prohably re-
sult in his overthrow; and this probabil-
ity would vary in direct proportion to
the active participation of socialists in
the struggle. For the economie situation
will continue to worsen, making imper-
ative radical measures for its solution,
such measures as a capitalist regime
would find very difficuls, if not impossi-
ble, to carry out. 8 R
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Reply

Comrade S.R.'s very interesting letter
finds me packing up for vacation; it de-
serves a more careful discussion than
the following hurried notes:

(1) I too quite disagreed with many*
things in Juan Rey’s discussion article,
but I let my own article imply my eriti~
cisms of Comrade Rey's.

(2) I would be very suspicious, to say
the least, of the trend which S.R.’s ar-
gument takes. He anticipates that it may
be attacked as pro-Peronist: It may be,
indeed. It sounds to me very like the be-
ginnings of a position (I would say, not
yet thought through) of erifical support
to the Peron regime along the lines which
have in faet been taken by some Trot-
skyistz in Latin America. To say this is
not yet to “attack” it; it is worth dis-
cussing; but I wonder whether S.R. has
quite faced up to the full policy which
may flow from his trend of thought, as
the aforesaid Trotskyists have done,

CRITICAL SUPPORT

Thus S.R. denies that he is “pro-Pe-
ronist” beecause, he argues,’a victory
(within the pro-Peronist eoalition, he
means), against the army, by the *or-
ganized workers” (organized, I take it,
in the Peronist “trade unions”) would
upset Peron’s balance and “probably re-
sult in his overthrow.” But what he is
thereby describing is precisely a position
of eriticel support—support not of Pe-
ron the man, whom he wants to over-
throw, but of the Peronist regime and
the Peronist movement, within which the
working-class sector is to cofijuer.

The “pro-Peronism” which &R, im-
plies is very analogous indeed to the
pro-Stalinism of the Trotskyists who
have come out in favor of giving critical
support to the Stalinist movements and
regimes while still vowing hostility to
the Stalinist leaders.

Now if S.R. recognizes that this is
the type of position he is moving toward,
well and good, he is in a position to di-
scuss it intelligibly; but if he doeg not,
as his disclaimers lead me to suspect,
then the first thing is to think the posi-
tion out to its end.

(3) S.R.'s discussion of “totalitarian-
ism” rather reflects this, I think. To be
sure, I stressed in my article that the
Peron regime remained essentially “a
military dictatorship, but I carefully
added twice: “though with totalitarian
trappings and tendencies.” S.R, does not
comment on this not unimportant quali-
fication. He is mainly interested in
simply disearding the ‘“totalitarian” la-
bel on Peronism; perhaps because it is
disconcerting to start thinking in terms
of giving critical support to a “totalit-
arian” regime?

PERON AND ARMAS

I would not comment on this, perhaps,
were it not for S.R.'s rather astounding
confrast hetween Peron and Castillo
Armas. The Guatemalan regime's milit-
ary, tictatorial and authoritarian char-
acter does not begin to have (yet) the
“totalitarian trappings and tendencies”
that Peronism has seen for many years!
Yet S.B. insists that the Castillo Armas
regime is at least “semi-totalitarian™
while he emphatically denies even that
ambiguous term to Peronism, This bea
gins to come perilously close to white-
washing Peronism, though S.R. does not
wish to do that.

{4) Hence also, I think, S.R.’s one-
sided view of the Peronist “trade un-
ions,” If anyone thinks these “trade un-
ions” are as fully totalitarianized and

{Tarn to last pagel
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BOOKS AND |IDEAS

A Sterilized History of American

By HERMAN BENSON

‘Fouis Hartz's book on liberalism comes highly recommended but
it is a big disappointment. Richard Hofstadter, author of The American
Political Tradition, called it “a brilliant book that will have to be reck-
oned with by all informed students of American society” and he was
impressed by it as “the latest and in some respects the best” recent
effort to portray American tradition as something “new and different.”

Hartz lays claim, too, to a deep
understanding of the weakness of
socialism in America. A book by a
serious critic could indeed be a
worthwhile contribution to politi-
-cal clarification; but this one turns
out to be ponderous and superficial,
though not without sweeping pretensions
to learning.

LIBERALLY BESPRINKLED

His pages are liberally besprinkled
with passing references to the names of
famous and not-so-famous men of his-
tory and politics, references which often
add little to his own line of thought but
which apparently serve as his creden-
tials to scholarship and deep thought.
He hrightens up one point by brushing
lightly over the name “Friedrich Las-
salle.,” The fact that the founder of Ger-
man socialism was Ferdinand Lassalle
changes little; even use of the correct
name would have added nothing; conse-
quently the error can detract just as
little. -

Why was Hofstadier so impressed? An
answer to this question is instructive: it
gives the key to what Hartz's book ap-
pears to be bui iz not.

In his own book, which appeared in
1948, Hofstadter commented as follows:

“[These] studies . . . have convineced
me of the need for a reinterpretation of
our political traditions which emphasizes
the common ¢limate of American opin-
ion. The existence of such a climate of
opinion has been much obscured by the
tendeney to place political confliet in the
foreground of history. It is generally
recognized that American polities . . . has
not shown, at least until recently, many
gigns of a struggle between the proper-
tied and unpropertied classes. What has

rd ~

THE LIBERAL TRADITION IN AMERICA,
an Interpretation of American Political
Thought Since the Revolution, by Louid
Hartz.—Harcourt, Brace and Co., 328 pp.,
$4.75.

<
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not been sufficiently recognized is the
consequences for political thought. .. the
range of vision embraced by the primary
contestants . , . has always been bounded
by the horizons of property and enter-
prise. . . . Even when some property
right has been challenged—as it was by
followers of Jefferson and Jackson—in
the name of the rights of man or the
rights of the community, the challenge
when translated into practical policy has
actually been urged on behalf of some
other kind of property.” (To be strictly
accurate, Hofstadter should refer not to
property in general but to bourgeois pri-
vate property.)

NO CLASS STRUGGLES

We quote this at length because Hartz'
thesis bears a certain superficial simi-
larity to it. Basic to American tradition,
he avers, is the lack of a feudal tradi-
tion; there never hawve been classes in
America of the “European type;” conse-
quently, no class struggles and no class-
consciousness. And in the absence of
classes and class struggles; the American
working class never became e¢lass-con-
sclous.

“. . . where the aristocracies, peasan-
tries, and proletariats of Europe are
missing, where virtually everyone, in-
cluding the naseent industrial worker,
has the mentality of an independent en-
trepreneur, two national impulses are

L]

bound to make themselves felt:=the im-
pulse toward democracy and the impulse
toward capitalism. The mass of people,
in other words, are bound to be capitalis-
tic and capitalism with its spirit dis-
seminated widely iz bound to be demo-
eratie.”

From such similar beginnings, the two
authors diverge sharply. Hofstadter ana-
lyzes the limitations of America's early
conflicts but recognizes ot {he same time
that these were real struggles arising out
of the material world between "two kinds
of property.” Horiz is preoccupied with
the tosk of prettifying American history
and making it respectable. If there were
conflicts, i was all a mistake.

Of Federalists and Whigs, he writes,
“Their crime was not villainy but stu-
pidity.” The fight between Whigs and
democrats was an idiocy: “Thus what
Whiggery should have done, instead of
opposing the American democrat, was to
ally itself with him. . , . Tt should have
made a, big issue out of the unity of
American life, the fact that all Ameri-
cans were bitten with the ecapitalist
ethos, which it was trying to foster. It
should, in other words, have developed
some sort of theory of demoeratic capi-
talism which fit the Tocquevillian facts
of American life.”

SOCIAL ANTAGONISM

= Even on the basis of hourgeois prop-
erty, manufacturers, speculators, and
merchants were engaged in a bitter
struggle with small farmers. This social
antagonism Hartz would wipe out in re-
trospect.

The chief fact about the American
Civil War would appear to be that it was
indeed a civil war. But Hartz is busy
with other matters.

He finds that the South could never
create a firm ideological platform of
self-justification; its thinkers, he main-
tains, were torn between two irreconcil-
able tendencies. They were for Jefferson,
democraey, and liberalism; and yet, they
were for human slavery.

Let us grant it: let us forget that the

same dilemma “faced all American states-

men. This would remain: without a consist-

Alois Neurath — Socialist

In April of this year Alois Neurath, the former Sudeten-
German labor leader, died in Stockholm (Sweden). Thus
another of the revolutionary socialist leaders of the gener-
ation of Lenin, Trotsky, Karl Liebknecht and Hosa Luxem-
burg, with whose names the history of the labor movement
of Europe for the first four decades of this century is in-
separably associated has gone to his grave, The Sudeten-
German workers have every reason to grieve deeply over
Alois Neurath for in him they have lost not only their
wisest socialist head but also one of the clearest and most
upright leaders of their political movement.

Before and during the first world war; Neurath stood at
the most leftward wing of the Austrian Social Democracy.
When the triumph of the October Revolution heralded the
onset of a mew historieal epoch and when right after-
ward th® German Revolution threateningly raised its head,
Neurath was one of the first labor leaders of the Sudeten-
land to summon the working class fearlessly and passion-
ately, “Hic Rhodus, hic salta!”

The first assault of the German Revolution was smashed
by the reaction_ thanks to social-democratic assistance; the
revolution in the countries of ‘old Austria suffocated in the
chauvinistic delirium of the nationgl wprisings; and the
Sudetenland, without recourse to o populor referendum and
by virtue of the peace-dictate of Yersailles, was incorporated
inte Czechoslovakia,

The problem of the revolutionary socialists of the time
was now, under changed conditions, to assemble and to pre-
pare the forces for a mew assault. With enthusiasm and
dogged courage, Alois Neurath plunged into this task. He
was one of the crganizers and founders of the:first Com-
munist Party in Czechoslovakia and was soon elected to
the Executive Committee of the Communist International.
For him there followed years of the most intensive agita-
tional work, as a Communist deputy in the Parliament at
Prague, as the publisher of the Vorwaerts (Forward) of
Reichenberg and in the International.

Meanwhile the revolution in Central Europe, after several
isolated assaults and waves, had ebbed, and after Lenin’s
death the signs of the approaching counterrevolution ap-
peared in Russia itself. In the Communist International the
period of the great factional strugeles, the embittered bat-
tle of the tendencies for a way out of the inexorably ad-
vaneing crisis now began. Neurath of course was in the
thick of this ideological struggle, and when the victory of
the Stalinist counterrevolution in Russia spread to the
parties of the Communist International, he was ‘expelle.d
from the CP of Czechoslovakia for his uncompromising posi-
tion and resolute rejection of Stalinism.

After a shert period of feeling his way. Alois Neurath
joined Trotsky's movement in 1928, and up to the time of
the occupation of Czechoslovekia by Hitler in Morch, 193%,

he was ot the very center of the Troiskyist movement in the
ceuntry. In 1939 he succeeded in flecing to Norway but when,
o year later, the armies of Hitler occupied this country, tos,
he was arrested and brought back to Prague. Only by an
accident ond a trick was he able to save himself from Hitler's
hangmen and to escape to Sweden.

After the war Neurath remained in Sweden and was
active as a journalist in the social-democratic papers of the
country. At the same time he kept working among the
circles of his former friends and comrades in struggle,
sharply decimated by the war and scattered to every corner
of the globe, to create a new, revolutionary socialist group-
ing, and to inspire the despairing and the discouraged
among them with a new fighting spirit. E

In the period from 1939 to 1946, Aleis Neurath had no
possibility of taking part in the great and fundamental
discussions within the Trotskyist movement, or even of
getting information about the basic gquestions that were at
stake. It is therefore all the more remarkable that, out of
his own political and theoretical analyses, he arrived at
similar conclusions to those of the Independent Socialist
League in the United States. A few years ago, he published
a brochlire in Germany under the pseudonym of Josef
Schmidt called “Vom Roten Oktober zur Diktatur der
Buerokratie” (From the Red October to the Dictatorship of
the Bureaucraey) which, in simple language and terminol-
gy, understandable by any worker, ripped to shreds every
possible form of socialist illusion about the progressive
nature, the class character and the possibilities of develop-
ment of Stalinism, and which showed the workers the only
possible road, even today, of revolutionary, democratic,
independent socialism. It is indeed the only work in the
German language that goes to the heart of the burning
problem ‘of socialism: the dispute with Stalinism, from a
Marxist point of view, in an absolutely clear, unambigunous
way and without the slizhtest opportunistic concession to
hysterieal anti-Bolshevism or he modern revisions of Marx,

The framers of the Prague witchcraft trial of 1953 found it
necessary to drog in the nome of Alois Neurath ds ome of
the superiors and wirepullers behind the “conspiraters.”
Neurath who, in earlier years, had been teacher, counsellor
and model of many of the accused, utilized this opportunity
in order once again to fling his contempt. over Radio Free
Europe, into the faces of the wretched Quislings in Prague.

The life of Aloiz Neurath, which was dedicated to the
full and with all intensity to the struggle of the working
class, has been extinguished. The spirit that animated him
gleams today but weakly among the workers of his peaple
who once were swept along with enthusiasm by the zlow
of his speeches at.thousands of mass meetings. But another
day is coming again, and then many streets and squares
of the cities of the Sudetenland will bear the name of Alois
Neurath. '

Liberalism

ent ideology, the South was able fo fight
in the bloodiest war in American history,
with the exception of World War II. Ma-
terial interests triumph over ideclagy. °

But Hartz has a fondness for such
materialism only when it bolsters class
harmony, When materialism threatens
to bring class struggle he tukes refuge
in a liberal mystique.

MATERIAL INTERESTS

Notice, in the long quotation above
from Hofstadter, that “the common ¢li-
mate of American opinion” is linked
clearly and firmly to common material
interests, 1 widespread diffusion of prop-
erty. And, if he finds few signs of a
struggle between propertied and unprop-
ertied classes, he quickly adds the neces-
sary qualification “at least until re-
cently.” b

“Recently,” in American history, a
massive wageworking elass has
emerged; it is now organized into power=
ful uniens; it is intensely union-con-
scious. This elass iz a non-propertied
class. If the “common climate” was based
upon ownership of property, the rise of
this non-propertied class is 2 fact of
overwhelming significance. It is decisive
to- the fate of socialism as it is to the
ideology of capitalism,

But if author Hartx is busy cleaning wp
all American history, it is not for the par-
pose of allowing the dusty old class strug-
gle to sneak in ot the last minute. In fact,
his chief aim seems to be the literary
liquidation of socialism yesterday, now,
and forever.

“Actually,” he writes on page 6, “so-
cialism is largely an ideological phe-
nomenon, arising out of the principles of
class and the revolutionary liberal revolt
against them which the old European
order inspired. It is not accidental that
America which has uniquely lacked a
feudal tradition has uniquely lacked alsa
a socialist tradition. The hidden origin
of socialist thought everywhere in the'
West is to be found in the feudal ethos.”

If socialism iz simply an ideology aris-
ing out of feudalism, it would belong in
America only in a museum. But socialism
is more than “ideology.” Wherever eapi-
talism exists, except in the United
States, socialism appears as a movement
of millions of workers. It is a material
class force as well as an “ideclogy.”

The same class that creates the gocial-
ist movement exists in the United States,
where it has been gwowing, evolving,
changing. And this eclass, in the United
States, carries on its struggle against its
employers.

Where is it going? If Hartz did not
answer this question, we could not com-
plain. But he does not even deal with it.
He does not deign to mention the real
class, here and now,

Ne mention of the CIiO. No menticn of
labor's rale in politics. No reference to

{Turn to last pagel

British CP — —

{Centinved from page 3)

itself. The Stalinists can see that the
Labor Left is now hesitating following
the electoral defeat and the recent
change of climate in international. rela=
tions, Thus if the CP is to gain any
measure of control over the Labor Left
now as the time to do it. Tomorrow or
the day after will be too late,

It would be unrealistic to say -that
there are not a number of left-wingers
who may fall for the latest Stalinist line,
particularly if the Bevanite leadership
fails to respond in a most positive fash-
ion to the situation now existing inside
the Labor Party. But the political in-
fants who will be sucked in by the Stal-
inists are far and away outnumbered by
Labor left wingers who—while seeking,
a new road for the feet of the Labor
Party—know that this cannot be provid-
ed by the Stalinists.

The answer was provided in the
August issue of the Socinlist Review, a
Labor left wing monthly journal, which
said that the extent to which the latest
attempts of #he CP to influence and in-
filtrate into the Labor left succeeded “de-
pends upon those of the Labor Party
Left who stand in clear opposition to
both Stalinism and capitalism and con-
sistently advance the Third Camp. posi-
ti-:ln. By exposing the fundamental reae-
tionary character of Stalinism they will
frustrate the attempts of the CP to' in-
fluence those members of the Labor Par-
ty who, while dissatisfied with the pres-
ent policies, are not yet able to see that
Stalinism offers no socialist alternative.,”
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Nature of Peronism — —

{Continued from pnjge L]

bureaucratized as the Hitler Labor
Front, then of course S.R.s reminders
would be useful. They are “organizations
of workers” and (as I pointed out in my

—

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

Capitalism cannot be reformed or liber-
alized, by any Foir Deal or other deal, se
as to give the people freedom, abundance,
security or peace. It must be abolished
and replaced by o new social system, In
which the people own and contrel tha
basic sectors of the economy. democrati-
cally controlling their own economic and
peolitical destinies.

Stalinism, in Russia and wherever It
holds power, is a brutal totalitarianism—
o new form of exploitotion. Its agents in
every country, the Communist Parties, are
unrelenting enemies of socialism and have
nothing in common with socialism—which
cannot exist without effective democratic
contrel by the people.

These two camps of capitalism and Stal-
inism are todoy ot each other's throats in
a werldwide 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 and Stalinist
rulers in power. Independent Socialism
stands for building and strengthening the
Third Camp of the people ogainst both
war blocs,

The ISL, os @ Marxist mevement, logks
to the working class and its ever-present
struggle as the basic progressive ferce in
society. The ISL is organized to spread the
ideas of socialism in the labor movement
ond among all other sections of the people.

At the same ¥ime, independent Socialists
participate actively in every struggle to
better the people's lot now—such as the
fight for higher living standards, aogaoinsi
Jim Crow and anti-Semitism, in defense of
givil liberties and the trade-union move-
ment. We seek te jein together with all
other militonts in_the laber movement as
o left force worltfng for the formation of
an Independent labor party and other pro-
gressive policies.

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

article at the heart of my argument)
the irrepressible eclass struggle has
broken out through them.

But 8.R.’s description of them would
also apply to (say) the bona-fide but
right-wing trade unions of the AFL.
Is there no difference, in his opinion? He
makes none, and indeed he is discussing

the subject because I indicated a quali-

tative difference by using quote-marks.
For me the bona-fide trade unions of Ar-
gentina are organized in the illegal
COASI.

The Peronist “trade unions” are con-
trolled by the state and agents of the
state. This does not prevent working
within them or prevent class struggle
from breaking out through them. (It
doesn’t in the Stalinist “trade unions,”
either; it didn’t in.the police-organized
‘trade unions” of tsarism, which could
be won over too; and it didn't even in
American company unions, many of
which in the "30s were won over and
transformed into CIO locals.) This one-
sidedness of S.R.'s  characterization of
the Peronist “trade unions” would also
be astonishing, were it not for the sus-
picion I have voiced in point 2.

(5) I termed the army officer caste
and the hierarchy reactionary not simply
because of their attitude on democracy
but because of*their social program and
record. But S.R. wants to know: why
didi't my article go further and label
their clasz character? A legitimate ques-
tion; so legitimate that S.R. should have
been sensitive to the fact that when he
begins his letter by asking “First of all,

what is the Peron rezime?" he never
sayvs a word about the class character of
the Peronist movement and regime! For
one who is so insistent on class-charae-
terization, this is thought-provoking.

More than that: S.R., who is very an-
xious to class-characterize the anti-Peron
rebels, says these “represent the land-
owners, capitalists, and foreign imperi-
alist interests."” Suppose this were true:
it leaves very [ew classes for Peronism
to represent, doesn’t it! Is S.R. willing
to face the conclusion that Peronism
must be . . .a workers' and peasants’
government?

I submit that this is pelitically absurd,
and I don't think S.R. believes it, but he
has boxed himself in,

Now I might as well say very guickly
at this point that (1) I think that the
nearest approximation that T can make
with regards to labelling the class roots
of Peronism iz that it primarily repre-
sented, at least in its heyday, the inter-
ests and perspective of the relatively
new industrial capitalist elements in the
country; but (2) I have long been very
conseious of what I think 15 a much more
complicated social chgracter and role of
the Peronist phenomenon as a whole, one
which 1 think can be discussed adequate-
ly only within the context of world
trends toward a statified bureaucratiza-
tion of capitalism. Simply raising this
question is enough to show how much
work the question needs, But I do not
think much work is needed to discard
S.R’s proposals for class-labels.

As for a clasd characterization of the

rebels, there is a great deal more I
would like to know about them, though
perhaps 8. R. is satisfied with his own
stock of information,

Up to now at least (leaving aside nat-
urally the anti-Peronist sectors of the
labor and socialist movement) the main
bastion of anti-Peronism has been in the
landowning class; and there apparently
have heen important anti-Peronist sec-
tors in the urban petty-bourgeoisie. But
it does not follow automatically that
therefore the elass lines in the recent
revolt were clear-cut. Why should they
be? My feeling is that there is a great
heterogeneity and flux in this period in
the social forees that have backed Peron-
ism. Even as far as industrial-bourgeois
elements are concerned, one cannot as-
sume that the regime still is the best
instrument to express their present
needs. Peron's relatively recent turn to-
ward capitulation to U. 8. imperialist
pressure in order to attract capital in-
vestment shows that there has been a
great squeeze behind it. Would not a dif-
ferent type of auvthoritarian regime,
cleansed of Peron’s demagogy and past,
be better adapted to get the best results
for the bourgeocisie? Some may indeed
think so. - -

And so my best guess would be that
behind both Peron and the anti-Peron
c¢abal right now are split class forces.
The whole unstable atmosphere of Ar-
gentine polities at this momént, and the
very tactics of the revolt, would seem to
me tao ery this conclusion, too.

HaL DRAPER

A Sterilized History — —

i{Continued from page 71
erganized labor. No discussion of modern
strikes. He refutes De Leon shatteringly:
“the people who are suppesed fo moke
the revolution are inveterate capitalists.”
Are the modern wage-workers "inveterate
copitalists”? He implies it without saying
150, >

He scorns Granville Hicks because “he
missed completely the historic implica-
tions of a middle-class America because
of his concern with the decline of indi-
vidual property holdings and the rise of
an ‘objective’ proletariat.” America then
will remain eternally middle class; per-
ish small holdings: rise working class. ..
vet the tradition of capitalist liberalism
will remain forever.

1t is clear that Hartz is soaring aloft;
his ties with the real world which seemed
so firm at the beginning have been
broken. The liberal tradition is trans-
formed into an eternal mystique.

Thus he writes: “If the Great Depres-
sion of the thirties suggested anything,

SPOTLIGHT

{Continued from page 1)

¢o's rejection was based on his “whole
record.” The only other “damaging” ma-
terial in Aresco's record appears to have
been truancy while he was a school boy,
and two courts martial for “miner in-
fractions while he was in the navy dur-
ing the Korean war.

Alfred Aresco continues to insist that
when he was questioned by police officials
about his past “only about three minutes
were devoted to questions about the
.courts martial. The next 22 or 23 min-
utes were devoted to questions about the
Communist issue. Bringing up the courts
martial now is definitely an after-
thought by the police department.”

Aresco has hired an atterney who will

appear before the state Supreme Court
on August 22 to ask an order directing
his client’s appointment.

In this case, the victim and his fa-
ther, (and, apparently, the liberal press
which has taken up the cudgels for him)
play heavily on the fact that there is no
basis to the charge that the old man was
sympathetic to the Stalinists 16 years
ago, or at any other time. Another case
of “mistaken association,” it would seem.

But what if the father had knowingly
signed a petition for a Stalinist, either
because he was actually for such a man
in office, or-because he believed in giving
the Stalinists the right to appear on the
ballot? Would that have made his son
unfit to become one of “New York's
Finest1”

Freedom From Socialism — —

IContinued from poge 1)
months' notice of any enemy plan to at-
tack.

He bothered them so much though,

“that at last they got tough with him, and

asked him if he remembered the old fable
of the boy and the wolves. He was a sen-
sitive soul, and finally got the hint and
quit calling up.
It seemed by the end of 1859 that even
e most ardent foe of Socialism should
be satisfied with the new American way.

= L B T e e

But one day his aides found him sitting
in his Washington office gloomily gazing
at the Stars and Stripes flying over the
Capitol.

“Gentlemen,"” he said, turning to them
a mien of mingled determination and
high resolve, “onr work is not yet done,
as long as our very Capitol building it-
self remsins a bastion of Socialism, and
is notleased to the government by free
private American enterprise. We must
have a fourth Hoover Commission!”

—TFrom Union News

it was that the failure of socialism iIn
America stemmed from the ideologic
power of the national irrational liberal-
ism rather than from economic eircum-
stance.” And later: “one can easily won-
der whether any purely domestic crisis
could shake the national faith, whether
innovations even larger than those the
New Deal dreamed of could not be made
on the basis of the mechanism it used.”

The liberal foith is now immune to “eco-
nomic circumstances” and “‘domestic
crisis." 1t lives on in o sterilized world of
its own.

Hartz wastes no time on Stalinism,
expressing only contempt for those who
have tried to grapple with its signifi-
cance: “The American Marxist learns
nothing and forgets nothing, and if evi-
dence of this were ever needed, the New
Deal era provides it aplenty . . . the
Marxists fought out with a fine integrity
every one of the battles which split apart
their brethren abroad. Trotskyites blast-
ed Stalinists, cherishing an American
branch of the Fourth International and
insisting on a puristic version of ancient
texts.”

Stalinism may have disoriented and
finally destroyed American socialism;
world politics may be dominated by the
problem of Stalinism, what it is, how to
fight it. But our euthor is mnot to be

coaxed out of a determined grasp on ut-
ter ignorance,

And that is what makes his last chap-
ter an impressive achievement, a mnote-
worthy tour de force. For 25 pages, en-
titled “America and the World,” he elam-
bers over the terrain of world politics
guided by mysterious compass quiverings
of a thesis on liberal tradition. If he
knows mnothing about Stalinism,. he
proves it to the hilt.

The ecrisis of modern liberalism is in-
separably linked to the rise of world
Stalinism. The demoerat wants to fight
off Stalinist totalitarianism but at the
same time extols capitalism which pro-
vokes pro-Stalinism the world over; he is
cager to defend democratic rights but at
the same time is ready to suppress the
dtemocratic rights of Communists, And
so, liberalism today is in a state of in-
tellectual disintegration.

Hartz, too, finds his liberal world in
a guandary; he notices a tendency to-
ward conformity; in his view, the trend
toward a submissive uniformity Hows di-
rectly out of the American tradition; it
is simply the tendeney toward “tyranny
of the majority” implicit in liberalism
and democrecy.

We have here a theory of the liberal

tradition which does everything except
gtimulate the fight for demogmcy.

SDA Convention — —

[Contlaged from page 5)

the eivil libertarian position is not to
pass a resolution whose objective conse-
quences would be to disrupt, and perhaps
decimate, the libera]l youth movement. It
is to carry the fizht on into-ADA so that
both the adult and the youth organiza-
tions will have a civil libertarian posi-
tion. This is what 1 would call the pro-
gram of a responsible left-wing. It is this
attitude which 1 would recommend te the
writers of the.letter.

To recapitolate: (1) T am for a liberal
youth organization in America; (2) I be-
lieve that this organization can only
exist today as an affiliate of ADA; (3) I
am for winning adherents and organiza-
tions to a civil libertarian position; (4)
the only practical way of doing this to-
day in the liberal movement is to have
SDA stay in ADA and militantly fight
to change that organization’s attitude.

; Ent FISHMAN

No. 5—What is Stalinism?

READ ABOUT INDEPENDENT SOCIALISM!
In four special pamphlet-issues of LABOR ACTION, the basic ideas
" of Independent Socialism are vividly and simply explained.
No. 1—The Principles and Program of Independent Socialism
No. 2—Independent Socialism and the Third World War
No. 3—The Fair Deal: A Socialist Analysis

No. 4—Socialism and Democracy
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