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By OWEN ROBERTS

British Labor Shifts
Left as Bevan Wins

London, Oct. 7

Blackpool is one of Britain's best-known holiday resorts on the
northwest coast. It has lots of bright lights, plenty of fun and laughter

and invigorating seaside air. As a
Blackpool ranks high.

Last week the Labor Party paid a

cure for depression and doldrums

trip to Blackpool for its annual

conference and came away fresh, full of fight and enthusiasm.

BEVAN

But the cure was not due to the
physical attractions of Blackpool;
it was due to the fact that the par-
ty conference continued on the
leftward turn which marked out
the Trade Union Congress early in
September and so filled porty workers
everywhere with the hope that the Labor
Party is finding its way back to a point
nearer to thot from which it departed
around 1950.

The symbol of this leftward turn came
on Tuesday morning when the delegates
assembled and anxiously awaited the re-
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Even the Promises Are
Getting Thinner This Year

By GORDON HASKELL

If ever a political campaign seemed designed to demonstrate the built-in ir-
responsibility of American big-party politics, the presidential campaign-of 1956 is
it. It is not so much that this campaign is unigue in this respect, as that it repeats
with suel deadly and unrelieved monotony what has happened so many times before
that it seems almost impossible the point will not be driven home to a significant

zection of the population.

. The Republicans hope to hang on to as much of their 1952 victory as possible on

the basis of three “issues.” These are the
economic boom, the faet that there has
been no shooting war since the Korean
truee, and the personal popularity of
Eisenhower.

The Demoerats hope to return to their
status as the majority party not by con-
trasting their actual political record of
the past four years with that of the Re-
publicans, but by appealing to the gén-
eral idea that they are the party of the
common man while the Republicans rep-
resent big business and the “special in-
terests."”

Stevenson is seeking to give this idea
a revival by his “policy papers” dealing
with aid to edueation, health insurance,
and the like,

VOTE SOCIALIST! Write in Darlington Hoopes
and Samuel H. Friedman for Pres. and Vice-Pres.

~

rd

The programs outlined in these “New
America” papers are all very well in
themselves. They vepreseni relatively
cautious proposals for the expansion and
supplementation of existing programs
in variond fields of social policy.

But the point is that they have absolute-.
Iy no.relationship to_the real program of
the Democratic l‘arh;. that is, o what any
reasonable person could expect a Demo-
cratic administration to legislote and
cdminister if it were overwheimingly elec-
ted by the American people. It is just the
old-foshioned business of campalgn prom-
ises unrelated to past or future perfor-
mance.

And the promises themselves are thin-
ner than ever.

Of course, it is hardly to be expected
that the Democratic senators and con-
gressmen who have had ample oppor-
tunities in the past to enact legislation
along the lines of Stevenson's “New

{Continued on page 3)

Why They're Talking 'European Unity’

By HAL DRAPER

A terrific light has been cast in the last couple of weeks on the
conception of “European unity” as it has been bandied about for years

in Europe’s ruling ¢ircles.

Nothing better than the Suez cr:31s eould have been devised to bring
put in full color the fundamental difference between two ideas of Euro-
pean unity: what it means to socialists and what it means to the Euro-

pean bourgeoisie,

As a result; as one correspondent
put it, there has been more talk
about European unity in-a week

*. than:in the preceding two years.

Soctialists  have always - vietved -

' Buropean unity a8 an: histori¢c conquest .

i

of & socialist, United States of Burope,
to whith they looked forward, As. long

: 45 each ‘state, in this ‘small “continent

cnsacmssed by nufional- boundaries, re-
nain 'dcmuna"ted—by & capitalist: class
m‘her.ested in: maximiving :ts own profits. -
and ;powe:: “within its own tight borders,
in ‘a mmpehtm strugele of * meeml-
isms, it -would -beentirely- otopian to

: - think: that they can-be indnesd to give -
" up,-their: precious’ national “sovereignty. -

{and its perqum:tasj for the sake uf

= some. fair-ideal:

“ But still .. Eurepe is.. driven. towsrd -

some kind. of unification simply ‘by the
atate of ‘weakness and debility which- is
its mntemporary lot: due to destruction
in the war; dué o the révolt of the co-
lotial world “ against its once pmﬁmbie
exp;m'l:at:on due to fhe overshadowing
power of the two ghants of ‘the cold wm,
the .U. 8, and Russia.

Aml so ever since e énd of “the-war

 there hsve. been: intermittent bursts: of,
“aspirdation - toward: a united Eurnpe,

while at the- same:time every-proposal .
for a“‘real step in’ that direction. “has

. gotten' nowhere:; As n matter  of fact;

evén othér’kinds of steps of & unificatory

- nature havebeen torpedoed by the:clash

of - national-capitalist. interests: the ill-

fated - European:- Deferise. €ommunity .

project, for-example, even though this
" took oﬂ’ from wrt,sl military cumi:!er;.-
~-tions.”

We have herve a typical contradiction
of the system: this capitalist Europe
must unite, and it eannot unite.

Every now and then, it is the first port
of this contradiction that is moved by
events into the spotlight of consciousness;
and then there is the burst of unity talk.
That is what is happening now. but in
such a way as to clarify for o long time
what the European bourgesisie means by
unity.

LIBERAL 1MPERIALISTS

It hit thé news first in the reports
out of '@  guaint: zathering in Stresa,
' Fealy, of_a -sp-called “Liberal. Interna-
tiongl.” This -is an-imitative name; sig-
mﬁcant of -a wvearning if nothing else,
given to a periodic coffee-clatch of center
pérties fmm some- West Eumpe.a-n coun-
tries.-

Fire-mmain theme of itg first session. on .
September 13,. reported the.-press, was -
_that. the gniﬁm:.iun of . Europe  was the. .

“real’ answer” to. Nasser. on the Suez--
- Canal d:‘-lpute ‘The organization’s presi-
dent;, Senator. Motz.of Belgium, launched
it:

'“Wquﬂ Col. Nasser have-dared na-
tlonﬂhzz the Suez Canal, would the. Al-

‘gerian Tebels have- thought of ' gaining .
" somefhing by taking. dp arms?’_Succes-

sive speakers amswered M. Motz's the-
torieal question with a resounding ‘no.”

“The efforts of Arab-Asian national-
ists to oust Europeans from influential
positions in those parts of the world are
seen by the_liberals as the newest and
most challenging reason for accelerating
West European unity." (N.XY. Times,
Sept. 14.)

That's abeut os clear as you need it
The conmection between Swex end Eure-
peen unity does mot run through ‘slogans
about - international morolity; - it rus
thréugh Algeria, throwgh fhé- whols - Mid-
die Eait and “Asie; in sherd, ﬂ !ﬂn
fecling thaf only o strénger y cam
collectively defond its lﬂplriilhlﬂ dqiiﬂ'l'
assoult by its - victima,

It is “liberals” w}m tell us that.

' DIVISION OF LABOR

“Signor Cocco Ortu-fan Italian liberal
delegate] said-the Liberals’ duty wasito
try to convince ‘the newly indepéndent.
nations that- exeessive - nationalism - did:
not. pay....”" -

That suggests. & reazonable diviziont'of

. dutiés, Tt is the doty-of Eden and-Mollet

to mobilize troops; fleéts-and helicopters;
it is-the duty  of ‘Dulles to thmk-up iegul §
formulas-to tie:up Nasser; snd it is"the '

(Continvid oh page ¥}~ 5|
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Packingliouke Unions
Win in Joint Strike

By KEN HILLYER

Chicago, Oct. &

Packinghouse workers won a historic battle last week and laid the
basis for even greater gains in the future.

The settlement of the Swift & Company strike which began on
September 20 followed earlier settlements with Armour and other large

packing firms.

The strike, conducted jointly

and the United Packinghouse
Workers, marked the first time
these two unjons had worked fully
together in united negotiations. It
was supported by the united labor
movement; the Teamsters cooper-
ated to make it effective,
. When the United Packinghouse conven-
tion endorsed mmity with the Amalgamat-
ed Meat Cuiters recently, 800 delegates
cheered the slogan on a giant banner:
“Merger Means More Pay.” The strike
became a living demonstration of the
power_of unity and a refutation of those
whe have minimized the significance of
the merger.

For many years, minimum wage rates
in packinghouses and steel mills used to
be identical. But when divided unionism
proved unable to handle the meat monop-
olies, the lowest wage rate of meat
workers fell 13 eents hehind steel. Basic
labor rates before the strike weve $1.69
per hour with an average of $2.06. A far
higher proportion of workers in packing-
houses were paid at the minimum rate
than in other mass production industries.

* Meanwhile profits were soaring:

Wilson and Co.: Earnings for the pe-
riod ending June 30 were $5,112,000,
compared to $3,231,000 for the same pe-
riod last year.

Swift and Co.: It made taxable profits
iof almost $42 million in 1955, an increase
of 12 per -cent over the previous year.
But its six-month report for 1956 shows
@ rate of profit tripling that of 1955!

! Armour: Its profits increased six times
from 1954 to 1955, If the ecurrent rate of
profit for 1956 holes up as expected, _‘it
will go 18 times higher than the 1954
figure.

These profits have come from, two
gources: (1) constant increases in pro-
ductivity; (2) decreasing prices paid to
livestock farmers. The union points out
that although the companies paid the
farmers less for their meat, the con-
gumer paid as much as ever in the
puteher shop.
| The twe. unions now move toward or-
Fanic unity. Merger had almost been
lompleted when a rift developed over
erms: the Amalgamated unexpectedly
ugmandm] that the new constitution obli-
Fate all union officials to take a Taft-
Tartley-type oath, but the UPWA de-
nurred. A compromise was reached
vhen it was agreed that all officers re-
{ﬁi:*ed by law to sign affidavits do so in
irder to qualify the union for services of
he National Labor Relations Boavd.
_Conventions of both unioms have since
roted overwhelmingly for unity; a defini-
ve date will soon be set.

AINS -

The unions failed to win one of their
t_ig demands, a modified union shop; but
in the whole the settlement was a labor
iietory, .

" Wages: A 10-cent increase this year
ind annual inereases of T% cents in the
iext two years, Inequities in rates paid
‘o women and certain labor grades were
orrected. Geographical rates below the
wevailing standards were raised. Bonus-
s for Saturday, Sunday and night work
were extended.

|. Seniority, health, pension, and insur-
mnee clauses were strengthened.

| Beverance pay for-workers eliminated
iy automation was mnegotiated for the

0= b

YOU'RE INYITED

o speal: your mind in the letter column
f-Labor Action. Our policy is to publish
etters of general political interest, re-
spdies of views. Keep them to 500

M

by the Amalgamated Meat Cutters

first time. The principle of a guaranteed
36-hour week for workers scheduled to
work in any given week was established.

Vacation pay was extended. An esca-
lator ¢lause was adopted, similar to one
recently negotiated in the steel industry.

Because the strike came during the elec-
tion campaign, it offered some interesting
sidelights.

Secretary of Agriculture Benson threw
in his two cents, warning that if the
strike continued too long, livestock farm-
ers would get lower prices., But this
crude attempt to play farmer off against
worker was answered by the unions,

In a special letter to farmers, the un-
jons made clear that their strike was
limited to the Swift chain, and “the
other packing companies have more than
enough extra capacity to take care of
livestock which Swift customarily buys
in the public markets and directly.”

And the letter took the opportunity to
make other things clear: “soaring profits
have come from low prices paid farmers
for livestock. Big profits have also been
taken out of the hides of the plant work-
ers in higher labor ocutput, through auto-
mation and speed-up, . . . Contrary to
any packer propaganda, we believe the
interests of plant workers and working
livestock farmers are basically . the
same.”

Adlal Stevenson had an excellent op-
portunity in his farm speech to tell farm-
ers that their interests were the same as
workers, both victims of the meat packers.
But instead he confined bhimself to de-
scribing how city folk did not understand
farm problems and were propagandized
against the farmer. He handled the sirike
like the civil-rights issue: he ducked lest
he be “misunderstood.”

STRIKE TACTICS

The strike threw light on some inter-
esting questions of union tacties. In the
past, Packinghouse Union leaders insist-
ed that only an industry-wide strike
could be effective. This time they tried a
“one at a time” tmnetic and it succeeded.
{Incidentally, the acceptance of an esca-
lator elauze was also a new departure
for them.)

It was erroneous, in the past, to insist
“in principle” upon industry-wide action
exclusively, Under Truman, for example,
the Packinghouse Union called an indus-
try-wide strike and waited hopefully for
the Washington administration to get
them a good settlement. But when Tru-
man ignored them, they were forced to
call off the strike without winning any
of their main demands. The union was
humbled and weakened, adeepting terms
far below the national “pattern” in mass
production.

This time “one at a time" proved sue-
cessful but it would bLe just as wrong to
make some kind of eternal prineciple out
of it. The living situation will determine
the correet line.

“One at a time” takes advantage of
the competitive pressures acting on each
company; industry-wide action brings
the pressure of united class action where
employers arve solidly united against la-
bor and at the same time tends to raise
guestions of polities and government in-
tervention. There is no “one road” good
under all circumstances.

The meat unions will now begin to con-
solidate their victory. The next task is the
building of a strong united democratic
union to attract the tens of thousands of
wotkers in independent unions and other
thousands in unorganized plants.

The 1956 strike opens the way to a
big advance.:Every union militant will
cheer the joint victory of the Amalga-
mated Meat Cutters Union and the
United Packinghouse Workers Union and
looks forward to their unity.

At Miner's

By GERRY McDERMOTT

John L. Under Fire

Convention

The recently concluded United Mine Workers convention was the
liveliest one in recent years. That is to say, there was some opposition

to John L. Lewis, for a change.

To he sure it was not like the old days in the twenties when oppo-
sition leaders rushed the platform and were thrown back-bodily into
the front row, and when Lewis once stated, “May the chair observe

that the delegates may keep rais-
ing points of order until they meet
each other in hell, and the chair
will still not recognize them.” But
still there was some controversy,
some new and some old. .

The principal source of opposition to
Lewis is in the Monongahela Valley of
southwestern Pennsylvania and northern
West Virginia. In this arvea, located as
it iz on a fine freight-carrying river and
containing the famous Pittsburgh Seam
of high-grade metallurgical #oal, are the
largest and most.modern coal mines in
the world, the highly mechanized and
rationalized mines of Pittshurgh Consol-
idation Coal Company, giant of the in-
dustry, and of other bir Northern pro-
ducers, Unlike the mines of only ten
years ago or so, these hire large numbers
of men; the Robena DMine in south-
western Pennsylvania hires a thousand.

Thus there are big locals in this area,
and quite a number of locals are under
the same management in many cases.
Such locals or groups of locals provide
a base for opposition to the International.

Much of Lewis's success in dominating
the union in the past is due to the fget
that the locals.were very small, as com-
pared with other unions, and provided
no base of operations for an opposition
such as Local 600 in the UAW, Local 5
of the Rubber Workers, Locals 201, 201
or 601 of the IUE, ete.

For the past few years, these locals
have engaged in many wildeat strikes,
much to Lewis's displeasure. A few years
age, when soft-coal production was way
down, the operators were worsening con-
ditions wherever they could. The big locals
fought back with the traditional tactics
of the miners: roving bands of pickets in
cars would close down all the mines in the
valley over a dispute at one mine.

DEMAND AUTONOMY

The UMW contract with the operators
provides that the UMW Executive Board
can fine a local or individuals for wild-
cat strikes, and that thiz fine will be de-
dueted from the workers’ pay checks.
Lewis has indicated that he is really go-
ing to erack down by this means on fu-
ture wildeats.

A resolution was introduced at the
convention denyving the Executive Board
the right to levy fines. It was defeated
after Lewis made a fire-eating speech
accusing the wild-cat leaders of being
yvoung “‘hot-rodders”™ who stay out too
late the nirht before and don't want to
work, so they call a strike. Or, he said,
some of the leaders were older men who
drink too much and eall a strike when
they don't want to work. Lewis said he
would be “breathing down their necks”
in the future.

The other fight came over an issue as
old os Lewis's presidency of the unien, and
that goes back te 1917. That is district
autonomy—the right of districts to elect
their own director.

At present, only 13 of 30 districts have
that vight—in the other districts, Lewis
appoints the director. For at least thirty
years, the cry for distriet autonomy has
been a rallying point for progressives in
the union. In recent years, it has not
often been heard.

At this conyention it was raised again
with some vigor. Lewis replied with his
usual arguments, that they could have
autonomy when they demonstrated “re-
sponsibility”—i.e., when they don’t use
their autonomy.

Demands for sautonomy came from
District 31, northern West Virginia, and
from Districts 2 and 5 in western Penn-
sylvania. District 2, in the twenties under
the leadership of John Brophy, was the
seat of a strong socialist opposition, and
gome of that sentiment still remains.

For example, the St. Mary's (Pa.)

local, long an anti-Lewis and pro-social-
ist stronghold, introduced resolutions
calling for the formation of a labor party
and for government ownership of the
coal industry. Both were defeated.

SNARLS AT REUTHER

Lewis used the debate on autonomy
to take a crack at Walter Reuther and
the UAW. He has ne love for Reuther,
and Is especially peeved because a rve-
cent histroy of the TAW published by
that union does not mention the consid-
erable role that Lewis plaved in the
early days of the union. (As a matter
of fact, the omission of Lewis from
the history is something of a disgrace to
the Reuther leadership.)

Al any rate, Lewis told the convention
that if they wanted more democracy,
they should go to the auto workers.

. “Every morhing they issue a T000-word

statement about democracy and in
Thanksgiving week, they talk about the
economie problems of the organization.
So there is about 11 months for democ-
racy and one month for eating money.
They will get all the democracy they
want in the UAW—I do not know whe-
ther they could keep up with the reading
or not. They would be told how to settle
the situation in Persia, Cambodia, Viet
Nam or Goa, but not much on how to
zet as much wages as the UMW are go-
ing to get."”

This ill-tempered outburst was the sort
of thing the old-line AFL leaders said
cbout Lewis in his better days. That's
probobly where he learned it.

Az the convention’closed, Lewis was
able to announce a new contract and a
wage increage which brings the miners
basic wage to $22 a day. (That isn't so
much if you work only two or three days
a week, by the way, as is true of many
mines.) )

Lewis ig still on top. Whether the T76-
vear-old president will stay there will
depend on what happens the mext time
there iz a big wildeat, The big advantage
Lewis has, of course, is his control of the
Welfare Fund. He can expel and has
expelled a miner and thus make him in-
eligible for the great benefits provided
under it.

Nevertheless, it is elear that the fu-
ture of the UMW is with the big modern
loeals, and that sooner or later they will
take over leadership of the union and
lead it into‘the AFL-CIO where it be-
longs, among the vanguard of American
labor.

r Y

Shachtman in Chicago

Max Shachtman, national chair-
man of the Independent Socialist
League, will give two addresses in
Chicago this coming week.

On Wednesday evening, Oct. 17,
he will speak on the elections ot
the University of Chicago, under
the combined auspices of the uni-
versity Socialist Club, the Socialist
Party, the ISL and YSL, who hold
a joint "Socialist Forum." Place is
Ida Noyes Hall, 1212 E. 59 St.

On Friday evening, Oct. 19, he
will speak at a Labor Action Forum
to give a report on the Washington
hearings in which the ISL has been
fighting the Attorney General's
List. This will take place at Roose-
velt University, 430 5. Michigan.

r a2
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Swedish Election Shows S-Ds
Marking Time in "Welfare Rut

By TRYGVE CHRISTENSEN
Oslo, Oct. 1

Aboug 80 per cent of the Swedish elec-
torate of 4,800,000 cast their votes on
September 16 for the lower house of
parliament, an election which is held
once every four years. The Social-Demo-
cratic Party (SDP) retained its long-
dominant position in Swedish polities,
winning 108 out of 231 seats.

1t is expected that the Social-Demo-
erats will continue their coalition with
the Farmers Party which won 19 seats,
suffering a logs of 7. This so-called red-
green coalition has had its joint total of
136 seats reduced to 125, still a majority
of the total of 231 in the lower house,

In the less important and indirvectly
elected upper house, the SDP enjoys an
absolute majority, 78 of 150 seats. In
both houses, seats are apportioned on a
basis of proportional representation
which favors the large parties.

The ﬁgures below show party strength
in seats in the lower house as a result
of the recent elections compared with the
previous election in 1952.

Party 1956 1952
Social Democratic Party........ 106 110
Farmers Party ..o s 49 26
Liberal Party.....ousion. 58 58
Conservative Party ........ e 42 31

Communist Part¥........u.. G 5

The election campaign was character-
ized by a lock of excitement and by low
attendance at political meetings. With
respect to the domestic progrom, all
parties, with varying emphases, supported
the SDP basic planks of full employment,
shorter work-week and improved pensions,

In addition, the Farmers Party sup-
ported high fixed farm prices, a policy
which, semg times in the past five years
of the red-green coalition, has caused the
SDP trouble through increases in the
cost of living. )

The oppesition Liberal and Conserva-
tive Parties accept the “Welfare State”
philosephy of the governing coalition but
proposed an increase in ‘“freedom of
enterprise,” an end to the acute housing
shortage, and Jlower taxes. The great
emphasis laid on lower taxes hy the Con-
servative Party is believed to be one
reason why it zained 11 seats in the

election. A token income-tax cut intro-
duced by the government prior to the
election probably staved off greaier de-
fections. .

The CP, strong in the remote sections
of northern Sweden, proposing higher
wages and lower living cests, picked up
another seat,

In regard Lo foreign policy, all parties
unanimously support the traditional “al-
liance-free” policy of Sweden, Sweden
was Tortunate in avoiding World Wars I
and 1I and, despite pressure brought
upon her, did not enter NATO. How-
ever, both the Conservatives and Liber-
als faver a more clear-cut ideological al-
legriance to the West while the CP en-
deavors to tilt the “Middle Way" to the
East, The government and the CP were
attacked by the Conservatives and Liber-
as recently when information was an-
nounced revealing another spy-ring in
Sweden, allegedly directed by the Rus-
sian embassy in Stockholm.

COALITIONISM

The strength of the SDP at the polls is
not surprising; it is rooted in & long his-
tory of parlfumenturism and class-collab-
oration.

Briefly, the SDP which had adhered
to Marxist theory in its earlier days,
chose to vollaborate with the Liberal
Party in a coalition in 1917, From 1921-
1925 SDP Prime Minister Hjalmar
Branting .headed a series of minority
governments which toeck no steps to so-
«cialism.

After suffering losses in the 1928 elec-
tion in which the SDP offered the voters
a program with some socialist confent,
the parliamentarist SDP in 1932 pre-
sented a reformist program of ‘economic
recovery within the capitalist frame-

work, not unlike the New Deal program..

This non-socialist program was success-
ful with the voters and the SDP increas-
ed its number of seats in the 1932 elec-
tions, but did not win an absolute major-
ity.

yme 1032 until the present day the
SDP has formed the government with
the exception of a 3-month interval in
the summer of 1936. During the period
from 1932-1939, except for the afore-

- Canadd’'s Socialist CCF and the Trade Unions

Union members in the United States
will be interested in the relationship be-
tween the Cooperative Commonwealth
Federation of Canada, a socialist party
with real strength in the working class,

and the umions. An active Canadian
TTAW. member writes the following:

“Prior to the founding convention of
the CLC (Canadian Labor Congress)
which did not support the CCF in foto,
only the Canadian Congress of Labor
(CI0O) had endorsed the CCF as “the
political arm of labor."” .

“The Trades and Labor Couneil
{AFL) as a body never took such aection;
one or two affiliates, notably the T\.pu
and Litho locals in Ontario, had gone on
record for it but most of the other AFL
affiliates remained aloof. The Catholic
Confederation in Quebee, while left-of-
center in leadership, had not officially
endorsed the CCF and, of course, tl‘le
Railway Brotherhoods took no part in
pohtual action.

“Mine-Mill, UE and other so-called
independents, corresponding to the affil-
iates ejected from the CIO in the U.5,
followed the CP party line and supported
the Lahor Progréssive Party (CI' of
Canada) either openly or sub rosa.

“While our national organization sup-
ported the CCF, it was a matter of local
autonomy whether or not this policy was
followed.

“Steel locals, fm‘ the mosy part, were
hludgeoned inte support, as were some
Packinghouse locals, In UAW, our Ca-
nadian body (District Council 26) sup-
ported such action but the response of

the locals was spotty. As far as 1 kmow,
ours is the only International with a
compulsory fund set up for political ac-
tion. Five cents per member is set aside
each month in a ‘Citizenship Fund' to be
used for political education and activity
but it may be spent only with the con-
sent of the Regional Director. Unless
there is a determined group in any local
that will push for spending from this
fund in support of the CCF, there is
very little politieal education or activity.
Other groups might succeed in passing
motions to support the Cnm.ewal,wes,
Liberals, or LLP here (or Republicans,
Socialists, or any non-Democrats in the
United Statez) but in all probability
there would be no authorization from the
Regional Director and consequently no
political action.

“T am sorry I can’t give an estimate of
CCF membership—I have seen no figures
on actual paid-up membership for some
time—and then of course the party does
influence some people who are not actual
members. Saskatchewan is its strongest
province and it has a comparatively large
membership in British Columbia. In On-
tario, the biggest manufacturing pro-
vince, one would expect a large CCF
membership; but the reverse is true in
comparison to the large number of work-
ing men and women. There is a concen-
tration of members in Cape Breton, part
of Nova Scotia, but in the other provin-
ces the membership is small. Winnipeg,
in Manitoba, at one time had a strong
CCF concentration, but I believe that in
recent years it has deteriorated.”

mentioned interval, the SDP governed
either as a minority govermment with
shifting support or in a coalition with
the Liberals or Farmers.

During this period, the SDP intro-
duced old-age pensions, unemployment
insurance, higher prices for agricultural
produets, and subsidized low-cost hous-
ing, but not socialism. The reduction in
the large numbers of unemployved was.
aided by the international armaments
race,

In 1939 ofter World War |l had begun
in Europe, the SDPF formed a broad, closs-
collaberationist, national gevernment, in-
cluding all parties except the CP. This
coalition was continued throughout the
war (in which Sweden wos neutral) de-
spite the fact that the SDP had won an
absolute majority in both houses of parl-
ioment by the early forties.

In 1945 this coalition was dizssolved so
that the SDP, with its absolute majority,
could launch a program of nationaliza-
tion and social veforms, 4 program which
was soon swept away on a tide of infla-

tion. The Liberal Party in the 1948 elec-

tions, utilizing the inflation issue, won
an increase of 31 seats, thus breaking
the absolute majority of the SDP.

The SDP in 1951, in order to establish
a working majority, finally made cause
with the Farmers Party in the forma-
tion of the red-green coalition which has
not yvet been upset, The SDP has not,
during this eoalition, endeavored to estab-
lish socialism; it has merely added high,
fixed farm prices (the price of coalition)
to its “Welfare State.,”

TRADE-UNION BASE

The great base of the SOP is now and
hes been the trade-unian movement, which
has been highly successful in organizing.

Recent estimates reveal that 95 per
cent of the manufacturing, building and
transportation workers are organized,
while in the white-colar and government
fields union organization is about 80 per
vent. The dominant Federation of Labor
has about 1,400,000 members while the
White Collar Federation has approxi-
mately 335,000, Another 100,000 white-
collar workers are members of indepen-
dent unions; and the anarchosyndiealist
Swedish Workers Central Organization
has abour. 17,000 members. (This an-
archo-syndicalist group split from the
Federation of Labor after the great gen-
eral strike of -1909 was lost.

With the exception of the anarcho-
syndicalist leadership, all top Swedish
trade-unionists support the moderate
SDP. The CP does not contrel and never
has controlled a single national union.

A joint committee from the SDP and
the Federation of Labor coomdinate ac-
tivities and programs of hoth organiza-
tions. A large percéntage, perhaps two-
thirds, of the total SDP membership are
not individual memberships but rather
members who ave collectively affiliated
to the SDP through majority votes in the
loeal unions.

Of course an individual worker may
“contract out” if he wishes, but this is
not too common. While the collective af-
filiation of SDP membership provides
the party with a steady financial base, it
does not provide active party members.

BUREAUCRATIZED

Rank-ond-file apathy and  bureaucracy
{oppesite sides of the same coin) are
big problems in the Swedish labor move-
ment.

Centralization of decision-making has
zone a long way in the Federation of
Labor. Local union workers do not de-
termine their contract conditions .or
whether or not to strike. National union
and Federation officials have relieved
them of this responsibilty, sometimes
permitting the workers referendum
which is only adwvisory in nature. In re-
cent vears national union and Federa-
tion bureaucrats have dropped the class-
conscious slogans of fighting trade
imions for the more responsible slogan
of increased production.

A review of the SDP record reveals
that it has, in association with the
hourgeois parties, established a “Welfare
State’ with a multitude of social reforms

financed from a progressive taxation
scheme; it has emphasized the full-éin-
ployment society and a Torm of Keynesis
an partially planned economy.

In regard to two fundamental aspects
of socialism, namely collective ownership
and democratic management, here is the
record,

(1) On collective ownership, figures
recently released this year show Swedishi
employment to be divided among the
three-sectors as follows: private 84 per
cent; public 13 per cent; cooperative 4
per cent.

The public ownership sector is primar-
ily located among public utilities such ds
the post office, telephone and telegraph,
municipal transportation and the rail
roads. According to Tage Lindbom's
Sweden's Labor Program, published by
the League for Industrial Democracy: °

All government ventures into business,
it is of interest to note, were made either
by non-labor cabinets or with the sujp-
port of non-labor parties. In recent years,
moreover, no serious proposals have been
matde to restore private management lrt

"any publie utilites.”

(2) On democratic management or,
workers’ control of industry, the SDP,
has a spotless vecord. It has done nothmg.,

In short, the Social-Democratic Pal
has not brought any kind of Socialist,
society to Sweden,

%

Promises ---£f

i{Continued from page 1) .
America” papers will speak up now and
tell the voters that they are against the
program of thelr standard-Learer. They
know what the function of these press
releases is, as well as he does. But’ the
voters, it seems, are supposed to take &
seriously, no matter how many timds
the same game is played at their cx-
pense,

On most issues of foreign policy, this
campaign has witnessed a watered-down
and politened-up version of the old “yow
helped the Communists most” theme of
four years ago.

Stevenson warns against anyone bem
fooled '.by the Stalinist sweetness-and-
light campaign, and points out tha‘t,
American foreign policy has been rumi-
ning in a blind alley for some time now.
Eisenhower replies that things aré cer=
tainly better in this respect than the_v
were four years ago. Neither even ate
tempts to grapple with the fundamental
questions of a reorientation of American
foreign policy to meet the old problens
which it is encountering in & new form:
now,

WHAT "NEW AMERICA"?

Stevenson showi that he is far !rnm
being naive peolitically by sn.hmg to un-
dermine some of the Republican "peace!'
capital with his vague expression of o
hope that the draft con. be ended some
day, and his less vague but stiil far from
concrete proposal on the ending of M-
bomb tests. How fhis squares with ﬁ
record of the Democrats in Congress, w
have denounced the Republicans _more
than once in the past four years for cu
in the military field, is o matter, it w
appear, for the voters and not the :uldlg

ates to worry about. b

andamentally, the point is not really
whether Stevenson is sincere in his pro:
posals. There is no reason to beliéve that
he is really any less for these things than
the next man.

The point is that the organization of
American politics is such that the eléed
tion of Stevenson would mean, above all,
a vietory for the Demoecratic Party, and
the relations of forces in that party are
such as to preclude his “personal” piro-
gram (if that is what he is trying fd
runron) from being put into efféct.”And
as long as it remains organized the way
it is now, no politically efféctive Tneans
exists for effectuating such a program,
let alone a better one.

This is not going to prevent the labor
movement and the organized liberals
from working like beavers for Steven-
son’s election, and from kidding as mueh
of the electorate as they can reach, and
even themselves, into the idea that what
is at issue in this campaign is really a
“New America” versus the Cadillac
Cabinet. ;1
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(Per Debates Stalinoids
On Future of the Party

By GEORGE HANLEY
New York, Oct. 8

Early in September an informal com-
mittee was organized by John T, MeMan-
us, Paul Sweezy, Clifford T. McAvoy and
Michael Bartell in an attempt Lo link
these independent-Stalinist leaders into
a coalition aimed at a unity drive be-

| tween the Amerviean Communist Party
| and the Stalincid trends in this country.
They hoped to make the most of the
crisez and confusion that has wracked
the CP since the Stalin down-grading
campaign began, and to utilize the “unit-
ed front” policies of the 20th Congress
| of the CPSU as a lever for admittance.
| “ The assumption waz that the current
leaders of the American Stalinist move-
| ment had been so widely discredited that
they could easily be deposed in favor of
a new “progressive”’ leadership. The re-
cently published Draft Resolution of the
CP came as a dash of cold water on the
| .Stalinoids, with its abstract allusions to
" past errors and outlawing of internal
“factions and publications,

This situation was sharply aired at the
forum held at Jefferson School on October
5, #o debate the droft resolution.

John McManus blasted the decument

as “Sewer-socialism . .. offering no lead-

|er'-‘h1].| to a bewildered American Left

. not recognizing the soeialist currents

m the mass movement in the United
| States.”

Joseph Starobin—who defected from
the CP only a short time ago—denounced

| the document as “a compromise, stacked
with duality,” and went on to advocate
a return to Browderism, He averred that

STATEMENT REQUIRED BY THE ACT
OF AUGUST 24, 1912, AS AMENDED BY
THE ACTS OF MARCH 3, 1933, AND
| JULY 2, 1946 (Title 39, United States
Code, Section 233) SHOWING THE OWN-
_ERSHIP, MANAGEMENT, AND CIRCU-
LATION OF LABOR ACTION, published
weekly at New York, N. X.. for October 1,
1956,

1. The names and addresses of the pub-
“lisher, editor, managing editor, and busi-
ness managers are: Publisher, Labor Ac-
“tion” Publishing Co.; Editor, Hal Draper:
Managing Editor, None; Business Mana-
| ger, L. G. Smith, all of 114 West 14th St,
i New York 11, N, ¥.
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|'ing Co., Max Shachtman, Gordon Haskell,
| Herman Benson, all of 114 West 14th St,
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1and other security holders owning or hold-
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under which stockholders and security
holders who do not appear upon the books
of the company as trustees, hold stock and
securities in a capacity other than that of
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RENEW NOW!

“the main tazk for socialists is to agitate

for ‘peace:ul coexistence.! Then, as
American capitalists find the Soviet
Union surpassing them in production

and international prestige, socialist com-
petition will force them to revert to do-
mestic socialism."” He renounced any
ideas of “socialist inter-nationalism" be-
cause “each country must find its own
socialist pattern through ‘competition’
with other countries who are looking for
their socialist pattern.”

Sidney Stein (released on bail from the
lotest New York Smith Act persecution)
then rose to defend the resolution he had
heiped to draw wp, with blatant dema-
goguery, presented in the manner of Or-

well's "Big Brother." He announced that
the American road to socialism was
through "a people’'s coalition against the

monopolies,” and ottacked McManus for
not recogmizing the emergency need to
defeat the “Eisenhower Cadillac Cabinet.”

He rebutted the ‘“sewer-socialism”
charge by asserting the liberal, collabor-
ationist policies were the only way to
prevent “further isolation of Commu-
nists from the labor movement."” He felt
that it was unfortonate that many people
had misinterpreted the draft resolution,
but assured everyone that “the National
Committee will elarify problems and
mistakes soon.”

One could find nothing in this lafter
statement to justify the promises in the
foreword of the resolution of increased
inner-party democracy.

STALINOID ROLE

In case the Stalinoids had not yet got-’

ten the point, however, Stein Tanted on
in an angry voice: “No nebulous social-
ists will lead the new American socialist
current ... the Communist Party has
and always will be the only strong and
capable socialist current in the United
States!”

In two significant revelations of policy,
Stein declared that “a re-evaluation of
Browder is needed,” and that “Foster
will not hold the Party back—even if he
wants to!"

in the summary period that followed,
McManus perhaps fearing the CP might
cut the ground out from under his liveli-
hood, the Nofional Guardion capitulated
to Stein, and discovered that "American
socialists need the Communist Party be-
cause it is the only socialist party in the
United States thaot defends the rest of
the socialist world."”

Starobin, on the other hand, completed
his rejection of the CP with a comment
about its continued “dogmatism and sec-
tarianism” and challenged '“‘new soeial
processes at work to organize a new so-
cialist Left in which old-guard Commu-
nists could participate but not Jead.”

Stein met this final blasphemy by
warning “everyone here tonight that
further ecriticism will only aid destrue-
tion of the Communist Party”: and in
an effort to bribe those potential erities,
he releated that he would propose an
amendment to the resolution, asking ex-
pelled CPers to come back to the fold.

After this “debate" it should be clear
that the Stalinoids don’t stand a chance
—either through coalition or infiltration
—of !mzmg control of the CP or its re-
maining cadres. The only funetion they
can serve is to eatch disillusioned Stal-
inists on the rebound and keep them tied
to Stalinists politics.

SCIENCE

Experiment in Conformism and Dissent

By GENE LISTER

What role ean the radical as a social
dissenter play when he is isolated and
his opinions stand almost alone in a sea
of conformipy? What are his chances of
making his small voice count when he is
an overwhelming minority?

An Interesting discussion of thiz ques-
tion ig given by an article in the Nov-
ember 1955 issue of Scienfifie American,
“Opinion and Social Pressure,” by Solo-
mon E. Asch.

Dr. Asch describes o series of experi-
ments in which a small secial group, in
this case college students, duplicate so-
ciety as @ whole in exerting influence upon
o lone dissenter,

The nature of the experiment is de-
seribed as follows:

“A group of seven to nine young men,
all college students, are assembled in a
classroom for a ‘pévechological experi-
ment’ in visual judgment. The experi-
menter informs them thap they will be
comparing the length of lmes. He shows
two large white cards. One is a single
vertical black line—the standard whose
length is to be matched. On the other
eard are three vertical lines of various
lengths., The zubjects are to ‘choose the
one that is the same length as the line on
the other card. One of the three actually
iz of the same length; the other two are
substantially different, the difference
ranging” from three-quarters of an inch
to an inch and three-quarters.

“The experiment opens uneventfully.
The subjects announce their answers in
the order in which they have heen seated
in the room, and on the firgt round every
person chooses the same matching line.
Then a second set of cards is exposed;
again the group is unanimous. The mem-
bers appear ready to endure politely
another boring experiment, On the third
trial there is an unexpected disturbance.
One person near the en_d of the group
disagrees with all the others in his selec-
tion of the matching line. He looks sur-
prised, indeed ineredulous, about the dis-
agreement, On the following trials he
disagrees arain, while the others remain
unanimous in their choice, The dissenter
becomes more and more worried and
hesitant as the disagreement continues
in succeeding trials; he may pause before
announcing his answer and speak in a
low voice, or he may smile in an embar-
rassed way.

“What the dissenter does not know is
that all the other members of the group
avere instructed -by the experimenter be-
forehand to give incorrect answers in
unanimity at certain peoints. The single
individual who is. not a party to this
prearrangement. is the focal subject of
our experiment. He is placed in a posi-
tion in which, while he is actually giving
the correct answers, he finds himself un-
expectedly in a minority of one, opposed
by an unanimous and arbitrary majority
with respect to a clear and simple fact.
Upon him we have brought to bear two
opposed forces: the evidence of his senses
and the unanimous opinion of a group of
his peers. Also, he must declare his jude-
ments in public, before a majority which
has alzo stated its position publiely.”

This is the setting for a series of psy-
chological experiments varied to study
the ability of the individual to stand up

rd

b

$10,000 for Letters on Defense of Liberty

The Fund for the Republic has an-
nounced an “American Traditions Pro-
ject” in the form of a contest offering
$10,000 in prizes “for letters giving true
stories about Americans who, by their
deeds, expressed zhat love for freedom
which lies at the heart of the American
way of life...particularly in conflicts
or disputes which may never have reach-
el the headlines.” )

The letters, limited to 1000 words, may
be “about groups or individuals who suc-
cessfully stood up for the right to think
and read freely and to follow the die-
tates of conscience, or who applied the
Bill of Rights to human situations, in
the face of considerations of ‘expedien-

Y

ey.’” The incident must have happened
within the past 6 vears.

Letters must be mailed before Novem-
ber 15 to the Project's address, Box 1803,
Grand Central Station, New York 17.
Supporting documents or photostats may
be sent hut will not &e returned.

The judges’ panel of seven consists of
a trade-union leader (James Careyv), a
general (Dean), a college president, a
retired company president, a Protestant
Episcopal and a Catholic bishop, and a
politician (Sam Rosenman}).

First prize is 32500, second 3$1000,
third 2500, and ten prizes of $100; also
each. winner will designate a tax-exempt
organization to receive an amount equal
to his own prize.

for his own bheliefs against overwhelm-
ing odds. What makes these experiments
so striking is that the dissenter is entive-
ly vovrrect,

In all Dr. Asch veports the statistical
results from a total of 123 “minority hut
correct” subjects from thres different
colleges. For each, two alternatives were
open: he could act independently, repud-
iating the majority, or he could go along
with themi against the evidence of his
SENSes.

A large percentage did take the easier
way out and yielded te socicl pressure:;
in fact over 36 per cent of the subjects
changed over fe the epinion of the in-
correct majority.

Individualzs wvaried in the desree of
registance to conformity. Students inter-
viewed after their tests illustrate many
of the traits which are all toe evident in
society as a whole. Many lacked the
courage of their convietions and readily
agreed that “I am wrong, they are
right'; many went along merely to be
with the majority; other dissenters
guickly changed to hide some imagined
deficiency in themselves,

MEASURING SOCIAL PRESSURE

As a part of the study Dr. Asch varied
the size or unanimity of the majority.
When a subject is faced by only a single
individual who disagrees he continues to
answer independently and correctly.
When the opposition is increased to two
the pressure increases so that the mi-
nority subjects accepted the wrong
answer 13 per cent of the time. But with
a majority of three, the pressure against
the one increased the error to 32 per
cent. Further inerease in the majority
did not increase the weight of the pres-
sure very much.

Further variations of the tests are of
interest. In one, the minority subject
finds a partner who either does not know
the prearranged agreement or is instruc-
ted to give correcy answers throughout.
Thus the pressure on the dissenting
member iz reduced greatly so that even
the weakest ones do not yield as readily.
Here an interesting question arises, Is
the partner's effect merely a consequence
of his dissent in general or is it relaled
to his aceuracy?

This question was answered by an ex-
periment in which an individual was
instructed to dissent from the majority
bhut also to disagree with the subject
It was even possible to study the roles
of the “compromising” and “extremist"
dissenters.

While a mild (in this case planted) dis-
senter helped the subject to a degree, an
“extremist” produced a greaf freeing of
the subject and increased sccuracy to a
large degree. This illusfrates #he valuable
role of @ man who. though isolated, stands
firm in o correct position and thereby in
a crucial situation exerts an influence for
independent thinking.

Such a conclusion may not be new (o
any socialist who knows his history of
past struggles for social justice. How-
ever, it is interesting to see how it is
confirmed 'in an experiment which strips
the dissenter’s situation down to its
elements,
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C At It Again: Suspends Student Critic

By JACK LEVINE

Academie freedom at Brooklyn College has once again suffered a
gevere blow at the hands of the college administration. The latest event
in this school’s dark history is the suspension of Arthur Steier for the

remainder of the term.

Steier, Challenge readers may recall, helped to found the movement
for the restoration of student government at Brooklyn in 1954. This

group, functioning off campus, dis-
tributed a series of leaflets known
s “Common Sense,” which dealt
with the eclub-government system
at Brooklyn and other abuses of
campus democracy.

During this same period Steier sent
a number of personal letters to President
Harry Gideonse in which he accused the
Office of Student Activities of being “un-
scrupulous,” committing *vile indecen-
cies” and taking actions that were “a
sham and a disgrace by any standard of
respectable education.” He requested
Gideonse to repudiate the tactics the
0.S.A. had used in interfering with
Steier and others interested in campus
reform. As a result of these letters and
his other activities, Steier was suspended
from school during the spring 1955 term.

Steier was readmitted on probation in
September 1955 and was prohibited from
holding office, but not membership, in
student organizations. During that aca-
demie year Steier tried to get his group,
Students for Campus Demoeracey, through
the restrictive elub regulations so that
it could funection on campus. After many
sethacks it finaMy received a charter late
last term.

During that year, it should be noted,
Steier’s econduet and pronouncements
were of & much more temperate nature.
In addition there was a marked improve-
ment in his academic work. In spite of
this, on June 11, 1956, he received a let-
ter from Herbert Stroup, Dean of Stu-
dents, that banned him from membership
in student organizations.

Thus, in spite of improvements, his
actions were to be more restricted than
ever, and he would be unable to finally
assume the presidency of S5.C.D.

THE "CRIME™

In the first isswe of Kingsnian this
term, Steier stated:

“Dean Stroup's most recent abuse of
his disciplinary powers is indicative of
the discriminatory and vindicative pol-
icies which have become typical of the
administration of Brooklyn College. The
failure to state specific reasons which
might justify such prohibitions of my
extracurricular activities and the Dean's
refusal to grant me a hearing before the
Faculty Committee on Orientation and
Guidance or a student committee of
Executive Couneil [highest club govern-
ment body] proves his avowed disre-

spect for the principles of due process - .

and academie freedom."

Following the publication of the above
statement, and Stejer's presence at the
5.C.D. table ot the bi-annual ciub fair, he
once again received a letter from Dean
Stroup, on the second doy of classes. It
said, in port:

“In aceordance with repeated oral and
written warnings in the past by me and
several other college officials, and be-
cause of vour continued disregard for
the rules and regulations of Brooklyn
College, your continued indulgence: in
untruthful statements about College of-
fieers and the college, and your patent
unwillingness to heed the injunctions of
the college authorities, I am hereby sus-
penqu vou beginning with the class
zsessions on Monday, September 24 1956,
for the remainder of the term.”

Suel a letter car only remind one of
jailing ,without a trial for *erimes

S

against the state."”

In spite of protests and inguiries from
many sources, and an appeal to President
Gideonse, no specific charges have been
forthcoming {rom the dean' soffice, al-
though Steier has tepeatedly insisted
he has no desive to be “protected” by the
dean’s withholding of his “econfidential”
information.

During the week following the szus-
pension, no editorial appeaved in Kings-
maat, and no action was taken by the
Executive Council even to investigate
the situation. In contrast to this, at City
College  (uptown, Day), where a real
student government exists, an’ editorial
supporting Steier appeared in the Ob-
servation Post, and the Student Council,
by a 13-1 vote, sent a letter of protest to
the Brooklyn College student body.

GIDEONSE'S REIGN

The O.P. editorial is reprinted below:

“There are times when we would rath-
er not admit assoeiation with Brooklyn
College through even the vague muniei-
pal ties that bind us. Such a time has
now arrived.

“The heavy-handed administration of
President Gideonse (‘administration’ is
the technical term; 'reign' might do just
as well) hos often seen fit fo slop down
any feeble student struggles for o measure
of independence. The latest and meost of-
fensive blow is the suspension from school
of Arthur Steier. a student who had the
audacity to question the status quo.

“Steier has been trying for a long
time to reform the archaic setup of

Brooklyvn College’s Student Council,
which rvepresents clubs rather than the
student body, The administration, in the
form of Dean Herbert Stroup, Dean of
Students, suspended him in June for
‘obvious and significant deficiencies’ in
hig conduct—so glaringly obvious that
they did not specify them. His chief de-
ficiency seems to have been a blindness
to the wvirtues of the present system
there.

“We find it necessary to speculate on
the qualities in Steier that angered the
Dean because they are only hinted at,
and might, indeed, fit anyone the college
took exception to, Perhaps they keep
these interestingly vague descnpt:onq
for just that purpose.

“After his suspension, he dared to
give an interview to the newspaper, the
Kingsman, which the Administrators
found ‘untruthful.’ He also was alleged
to have ‘helped out’' at a Club Fair, and
this was interpreted as a dastardly
breaking of his suspension. Thus he has
been suspended from school. As before,
the Administration has surrounded it-
self with platitudes and generalities as
thick as a smoke-sereen and just about
as substantial. They find Steier ‘malad-
justed,” poor fellow. Everyone at Brook-
lyn is so smartly in step, so bubbling
with good adjustment, and Steier can’t
manage it. At City College, he might
only be advised to try a Guidance Counse-
lor: at Brooklyn, an institotion scornful
of such frivolities, he got suspended.

“If President Gideonse ean do this to
a student on such grounds with impunity,

" then all we can do iz await his corona-

tion. But if, as we suspect there are
people higher up with ideas of elementa-
vy fair play, then Steier will be restored
to the campus he has tried to improve

. his grievous error. We call upon the
Board of Higher Education to prove that
the vast difference of ethical standards
hetween campuses can be shortened. We
don’t say that it can happen here—but

it must not be allowed to happen any-
where."

The preceding editorial iz an excellent
comment on the situation. One week
after its appearance, Kingsman finally
had opposing editorials on the case. The
one ‘“supporting” Steier, however, was
unfortunately much too weak. One must
wonder whether perhaps a few “hints”
from the administration were responsible
for the delay and ‘“‘moderation” of the
editorial.

"NO CIVIL RIGHTS"

The same week, at its second meeting,
Executive Council considered the matter.
Carefully following its rules it barred
Steier from the meeting (since only stu-
dents can attend), and refused to let an
S.C.D. representative present- Steier's
case (only council members hove speaking
rights). Not so carefully, however, it al-
lowed Dean Stiroup to give on “explana-
tory” talk, and then decided to held ne
investigation.

Stroup said: “You ean’t talk about
civil rights in a college.” You “only have
institutional rights.,” “Our democracy is
of a particular sort—outlined in the by-
laws of the Board of Higher Education
and in faculty legislation. It doesn’t mat-
ter much whether you like it or I like it;
this is the legal status of the college.”

Earlier he had said that Steier was
not suspended for being a eampus radi-
cal. “We need radicalism; we need dif-
ference of opinmion on campus."

Poor Dean Stroup, he's just a vietim of

_Board of Higher Education by-laws. Per-

haps the board was all set to pounce on
him if he didn't take care of Steier for
them. Maybe it was his neck or Steier’s
—and altruism has to stop somewhere.
It must be that the administration real-
Iy wants to encourage democracy, dis-
sent, non-conformism, radicalism and’
even Steirism but the powers that be (B.

of H. E.) just won't let them. Maybe
Steier doesn’t know who his real friends
are, ..

F.O.R. Gets the McCarthy Treatment

Pacifists have virtually taken over the California public school
system and are embarked on a highly successful effort to inculcate the
minds of youth with internationalist-communist ideas. This is the con-
clusion that might be drawn by a hasty reader of the 14th Report of
the Investigating Committee on Education of the California State

Senate,

In the spring of this year the
the now-discredited Tenney Un-
American Committee, Nelson 8.
Dilworth, came out with a 190-
page document entitled, “Patriot-
ism or Pacifism, Which?" Using
every phony propagandistic device
known before and developed during the
MeCarthy era, the report makes the
Fellowship of Reconciliation, a pacifist,
religious-oriented anti-Communist group,
look as if it should head the list of “Com-
munist front groups” on the Afttorney
General's List in red capital letters.

In June 1848 the Tenney California
Un-American Committee overstepped its
bounds and caused the Presbhyterian
Synod of California to adopt a resolu-
tion requesting replacement of Tenney.
In 19490 Tenney resigned with all but
three of his committee members. Nelson
Dilworth was one of the three die-hards.
This spring, working through another
committee, Dilworth was back attacking
the “reds.”

Several interesting examples of smear
technique deserve closer observation,

committee, headed by a veteran of

The committee gave a “sampling” of
hooks distributed by the FoR. The liter-
ature list from which the “sampling”
‘was taken includes 110 titles in nine
catepories. But the “sampling” of ten
titles included all wine titles under the
category “Race Relations.”

The FoR significantly asks: “Was this
preoccupation with the subject of race

. an unconscious display of the investi-
gators’ own attitudes?"' When we recall
the situation of the Nisei and the Mex-
icans in California we wonder.

The secretarv=emeritus of the FoR is
A, J. Muste. “ ‘Used to be a preacher...
before he went straight,’ according to
Fellowship. .." said the Dilworth Com-
mittee, implying that the FoR is an ir-
religious, anti-Christian organization.

What actually happened is that Milton
Mayer, pacifist columnist for the Pro-
gresgive, in a biographical article about
“A.J. in Fellowship, reports an anecdote
told by a union official at A, J."s 65th
birthday party. The official was on strike
in Paterson in 1931, when Muste was a

leader of the American Workers Party.
He listened to Muste speak, then turned
to a worker next to him, asking who the
speaker was. The worker replied, "It's

Muste. Used to be a preacher before he

went straight.”

Follow the logie? Yet there it was, in
the face of what everyone knows: that
Muste left Trotskyist ranks in 1936 to
return to his previous radical-Christian-
ity and pacifism,

Another cute one was to tie Kirby Page,
a California pacifist, to Communism. Page
wrote a book, The Creative Revolution of
Jesus, in which he quoted from Myrdal's
American -Dilemma. Dilworth caught that
fast, then quoted James O. EasHand, who
called Myrdal a “Socialist whe had served
the Communist cause.”

It happens that Myrdal was hired by
the Carnegie foundation, which also
hired Alger Hiss. Are you still with us?

We could go on like this, but if you're
interested in more, we sugpest yon get
hold of Fe“uwah‘r'p or the actual Dil-
worth report,

Among other men (non-pacifists, in
these cases) attacked ave Bishop G.
Bromley Oxnam and that awful red
Harry Emerson Fosdick (via the guilt-
by-letterhead association method).
the Workers Defense League, “formed
in May 1936 by leading members of the
Socialist Party.”

Why the WDL? Here's a good example

(Turn to last pagel
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ISL vs. the Subversive List:

- The Gov't Sums Up Its Case

By ALBERT GATES

" Alhert Gates), and they were expelled
i’

Two weeks ago Attorneys Joseph L. Rauh and Isaac N. Groner,
Workers Defense League counsel conducting the ISL case against the
Attorney General's List, received a copy of the government's “Proposed
Findings of Fact” delivered to Hearing Examiner Edward Morrissey,
who presided at the Washington hearings on the ISL case.

In the 60 days at its disposal, the government attorneys drew yp

a document 105 pages long. But
like the case it presented during
the hearings, the “Proposed Find-
ings of Fact” is bare of facts,

It is quite apparent that for the

attorneys of the Department of
Justice, and the department itself for that
matter, the hearings meant nothing at all.
The “Proposed Findings" is, in ils major
form, a mere restatement of the original
“Statement of Grounds and Interroga-
tories" presented by the attorney general
two years ago before the hearings began.

What the government attorneys have
done is to restate some of this "“State-
ment.”” Having done that, they proceed-
ed to “prove” their charges by quotations
from Lenin, Trotsky, the Fourth Inter-
national, Shachtman’s pamphlet The
Fight For Socialism, their witness Pro-
fessor G. T. Robinson’s guotations from
Lenin (not what the professor said, for
he said nothing, about the organizations,
never having heard of them before the
Hearings), and their rebuttal witness
James Burnham. -

But what the government attorneys
did not do is base their proposed findings
n the evidence produced in the hearings.

hile they quote Burnham's “opinions”
(not evidence) about the organizations,
there is no reference to the actual pre=
dentation made by Burnham, nor to the

cts which established him as an irre-
sponsible, disreputable and unworthy
witness.

Moreover, the “Proposed Findings" de-
Liberately avoids reference to the wit-
nesses who appeared for the organiza-
tion, The document does not refer to
them by name, nor t¢ their testimony.
., As our readers know, in addition to
Max Shachtman, who testified for days
on the theoretical and political positions
of the ISL, the organizations had as wit-
nesses Norman Thomas, Harry Fleisch-
‘man (formerly national secretary of the
Socialist Party), Dwight Macdonqld.
member of the editorial board of the
New Yorker, and Daniel Bell, labor edi-
tor of Fortune magazine.

These were genuinely impartial wit-
nesses who, though each of them is a
political opponent of the organization,
camie to tell the truth about them from
their personal knowledge ‘over years of
assoeiation and contact with them. The
qualifications of these witnesses to tes-
tify about the politics of the ISL was in-
finitely higher than the silent informers
who never did make an appearance in the
Hearings.

WHAT'S MISSING

__Yet, as. to-these witnesses who came-to
t_ﬂ!e,hié.ri.ﬁgs as disinterested parties and
{éstified, without being contradicted, that
the government charges were false, the
“Propesed Findings” make no reference
whatever, neither to challenge their testi-
fiony nor refute it.

" The obvious reason for that is that
their evidence ecould mot be challenged
ér refuted. And so, the government at-
torneys chose to say nothing about their
testimony altogether, preferring to rely
on gquotations and the discrefdited testi-
mony of Burnham.

Equally important, Shachtman testi-
fied for almost two weeks on every single
phase of the theoretical and political
views of the organizations. He explained
in patient detail what the organizations
meant when they said they followed in
the traditions of Marx, Engels, Lenin
and Trotsky.

He refuted the government’s charge
ihat the organizations advocated the
_overthrow of the government by force
and violence, explained at great length

_ the organization’s fight for democracy

and socialism, relating it to theirfmain
political orientation for the formation of

an independent labor party. Shachtman
elaborated .on the views of the movement
over the yvears, showing its evolution to
the present day, demonstrating that the
goverpment’s position was absolutely
untenable.

But to all that testimony, which took
hundreds and hundreds of pages. the gov-
ernment had nothing to say. As a matter
of faet, the government did not care what
evidence and testimony was adduced by
the organmizations in their hearing. This
was evident during the hearing; it is
borne out by the “Proposed Findings of
Faet.”

An example of the kind of material
the government relies om can be ascer-
tained from the following, In its original
Statement of Grounds, the government
from the Communist Party. This charge
was properly answered by the organiza-
tions when it was fivst made; but it turns
up again in the current document, The
government attorneys reiterate that the
leaders of the organizations “were asso-
ciated with Communist organizations
and the Communist International, which
advocated the employment of illegal
means to overthrow the existing form of
government in the United States.”

This has been characteristic of the
government in its case against the or-
ganizations. It has never charged direct-
ly that the organizations held such views.
The charge is built up by inference, as-
sociation and conclusions.

As a matter of indisputable fact, only
two leaders of the ISL were in the Com-
munist movement (Max Shachtman and

from it almost thirty years ago! With
charged that the leaders of the ISL came
the same indifference to facts which
characterized their general conduet in
the hearing, the government attorneys
just repeat the charge in the “proposed
findings."

Interestingly enough, “the aforemen-
tioned were associated with the Commu-
nist movement in a period which the Su-
preme Court, in the famous Schneider-
man case, declared was not one when the
Communist Party advocated foree and
violence!

It is'very difficult to summarize the 105
pages of irrelevant material conjured up
by a government interested not in estab-
lishing the truth about the organizations
hut in seeking to justify an indefensible
position of the attorney general. Had the
hearings been of a legal character, the
case of the government would never have
gotten off the ground. The attorney gen-
eral would have been compelled to con-
neect up the organization to the hundreds
of quotations of Lenin and Trotsky deal-
ing with the Russian Revolution, for ex-
ample; this they could not have done, nor
even attempted to do.

THE POLICE-MIND

Such “proof" as the government attor-
neys did adduce was largely silly and in
part dangerous. One of the “evidences”
against the organizations is that they
participated in the Minneapolis Case de-
fense chmmittee. Thiz committee was
supported by theusands who believed the

case to be a frame-up, or a conviction.

based on an anti-civil-libertarian and
unconstitutional Smith Act. The case had
national  support an  civil-liberties
grounds alone, by large segments of the
labor and liberal movements.

However, with the zealousness appro-
priate to prosecutors, the government
attorneys make a big point of their find-
ings that the organizations participated
in a defense committee to help those

g e R

convieted in the Minneapolis case make
their legal fight against the Smith Aet,
evidently on the premise that. opposition
to the Smith Act makes one a subver-
sive!

in the “Propesed Findings" the govern-
ment did exactly what it started out teo
do two years ago: set itself up as the au-
thority on the precise meaning of Marx,
Lenin and Troisky. The socialist move-
ment of the world considers these gues-
tions moot after years of dispute and de-
bate, but apparently this caused no great
difficulty to the government. It set its own
standards aiid “proved™ its case by its own
standards, despite the fact that acceptled
authority rejects the government's stand-
ards. Actually its standards are the stand-
ards of a police-mentality and not politi-
cal ones.

The same is true of its pesition equat-
ing democracy with capitalism and pass-
ing judgment on the meaning of social-
ism. It was this that led Norman Thomas
to protest so vigorously to Aftorney
General Brownell, in asking what vight
the government had to set itself up as
such a judge. But this position of the
government is veiterated in the 105-page
document on the “evidence” of the hear-
Iﬂg.

LABOR ACTION reported in great de-
tail on the hearings as they occurred.
We showed how bankrupt the govern-
ment's case was. The outstanding exam-
ple of this bankruptey was the fact that,
although the- government never lacked
witnesses in its many cases, it had not
a single witness in this case. Prof. Robin-
son was not a witness. He was a “quota-
tion” man and quickly disqualified as an
expert. Only in rebuttal did the govern-
ment show up with a witness, another
“expert,” and this was the discredited
liar Burnham. And that is all.

The “Proposed Findings" present no
facts and no proofs. Innuendo, associa-
tion by gquotation, guilt by inference,
ahove all, these are the standards of the
government, o

Attorneys Rauh and Gromer are pre-
paring hoth a reply to the government
and a presentation of the organization's
proposed findings. So far as the pro-
ecedure goes, the hearing examiner, upon
examination of the proposed findings,
will make his recommendations to the
attorney general.who, in turn, will make
a decision on the case of the [SL. After
that, we shall see.

rd

Rauh_Hits at

Immediately upon receipt of the gov-
ernment’s “Proposed Findings of Fact,”
ISL attorneys Josepl L. Rauh and Issac
N. Groner addressed themselves to Hear-
iny Examiner Morrissey reminding him
of their request, made at the beginning
of the hearings, that either he or the
attorney general, “or at the very least
the Department of Justice hearing at-
torneys [define the] standards, which
wonld be applied in réndering judgment.”

Since the first requests were denied,
they point out that the govermment at-
torrieys “use inconsistent standards, and
demonstrate anew how impossible it is
for the organizations to proceed without
somie defiriition by those who have the
duty of judging.”

The letter to Morrissey ecites the differ-

ent definitions of “communist” or “Com--

mumist (with a big C or-little ¢), show-
ing that government witnesses have
given jnconsistent  definitions. On this
point, Rauh and Groner say:

"The word has been used or defined fo
mean parties with the word 'Communis¥
in their title; groups seeking to give aid
and comfort to the current aims of the
Soviet Union; and groups expressing ad-
herence te Titoism or Trotskyism. Alse,
‘communist’ has been applied to anyene
whe states that he believes in ‘Marxism*
and/or 'Leninism,” or that historically the
October 1917 Russian Revolution was o
worthwhile enterprise whose leaders
should be revered. Does 'Communist' eor
‘communist,’ as it will be applied in these
proceedings, mean any of these; or does
it mean those who odvocote the attain.
ment by persuasion of a society in which
each would contribute according to his
-ability and receive according fo his needs;
or does it mean semething else again?
The government's Proposed Findings ap-
parently utilize of least each of the defi-
nitions noted above in relations to one or

N
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more 'Grounds.' obviously without any
- pretense of consistency eor rational ex-
planation."

The letter points out that the same is
true of the standard of “seeking to alter
the form of ‘government of the United
States by unconstitutional smeans,” and
declares that it is “impossible to tell
from the government’s Proposed Find-
ings how the recitals eontained therein
waould lead anyvone to this conclusion. ...

The problems of replying to the gov-
ernment through the organization’s Pro-
posed Findings are rooted in this ab-
sence of standards on the meaning of
“unconstitutional means."” Does it have
to do with belief, historical prediction,
advocacy, c¢lear - and - present - danger?
These are mutually inconsistent stand-
ards, Rauh and Groner point out, since
“almost all are used-as the unstated log-
‘leal ‘foundation (if any), at one point or
other in one or more ‘Grounds’ in the
Government’s Proposed Findings."”

QUERIES—IN VAIN

After dealing with the point on means
and ultimate ends, the ideal society, they
write that the government “is proposing
that holders of certain political opinions
are listable as ‘communists” or believers
in ‘unconstitutional means’ those who
believe in a socialist society, however
constitutionally attained; and those
whose opiniong include anything less
than affirmative support of American
participation in the Korean War, and
in World Ways I, 11, and III also, and
support of whatever is the current
American ‘patriotic’ foreign poliey...."”

In a4 more pointed reference, Rauh and
Groner write: “Is mere disagreement
with prevailing government poliey or
even lack of enthusiastic support there-
for, actually to be accepted as a wvalid
standard for placing organizations on

‘Communist’

the subversive list or permitting their
names to remain on it, in the United
States of America, in 19667"

After dealing with the question of
“standards” of the government on the
meaning of Marxism, Leninism, Trpl-
skyism, the letter to Morrissey asks:

“It was stated at the hearing that
these organizations would have to he
judged by what they have said and done.
But the government’s Proposed Findings
are obviously not limited by any such
standard of fairness. Is thiz o is it not
the standard which is going to be applied
here?"

The demand for the kind of standards
indicated in the afore-mentionad requests
was, in the opinion of the ISL aitorneys,
necessary in arder that the organization's
Proposed Findings might have some basic
government position to deal with. Other-
wise, these findings would have to meet
an ilidefined, free-wheeling, irresponsible

government position, based on materials

contrary to legal rules of evidence—which
is what they must do new, since the hear-
ing officer has ruled against the requesfs
made.

In a brief reply to Rauh and Groner,
Morrissey concludes with the following
statement: :

“The Hearing Examiner is of the
opinion that Executive Order No. 10450
of April 27, 1953, in Sectionz 8 (a) (5)
and 12 thereof, provides the definition
of the type of organization contemplated
by szuch order and that the rules of pro-
cedure of the Attorney General issued
April 29, 1953 . ., set forth the procedure
for determination of whether an organi-
zation comes within such definition.”

With that decision, Ravh and Groner
must now prepare a reply and Proposed
Findings on the basis of untenable
standards and procedures established by
the attorney general to try his own acts.

- 7’
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IContinued from page 1)
duty of Liberals te “convince” the ob-
jects of these attentions that anxieties
about their ¢wn national sovereignty are
anti-Liberal. For—

“He cited the example of West Euro-
pean countries that had accepted the
presence of foreign treops on their seil
as part of the common program of pro-
tecting liberties. He declared this would
have been unthinkable a few years ago."”

People like Dulles could mever think
of this stuff. It takes Liberals. We Euro-
peans, he tells the Egyptians, aceept
America’s overlordship; you should ac-
cept ours; isn’t that fair? (In turn, may-
be Egypt .would be allowed to impose
its junior overlordship on the Sudan,
with Liberal approval, for fair ig fair.)

“We Europeans,” to be sure, accept
American overlordship with consziderable
bitterness and only because it is a nasty
necessity to defend “our Europe™ against
a greater evil, Russia. Egypt is invited
to bow to European troops not for its
own benefit but for the occupier’s.

It takes Liberals. :

THE NEW FORM

But at least you see why these Euro-
peans’ fongings turn so insistently foward
ideas about pooling the remaining strength
of Europe’s decadent imperialisms.

Liberals and Social-Demoerats in
Europe tend to be the vanguard of this
kind of talk about a European unity of
imperialism, but so strong are the drives
that the aspirations extend way Op into
the bourgeoisie and their parties.

They all sincervely would like some-

DISPATCH FROM DUBLIN

thing like European unity, but, since
these hankerings are not strfonger than
their need to defend their nationally-
sovereign capitalist interests, their very
conceptions of European wuwnity become
means of furthering their respective na-
tional interests against the other fellow,

The intra-imperialist struggle dupli-
cates .itself in the new form of the dis-
cussion over Eurcpean unity itself.

This is one of the most faseinating
aspects of what is happening right now.
Each one pushes a scheme for European
unity {or rather, a plan for taking some
immediate steps which are supposed to®
be in that direction) which is a reflex
of the very reasons why such a capital-
ist unity is not in the cards.

“The impression is sometimes given
that each nation conceives of European
union in forms that best suit its own
interests. For instance, France accepted
the Coal and- Steel Community, rejected
the Defense Community, and now shows
hesitation toward the proposed commoen
market or customs wunion that would em-
brace France, West Germany, Italy,
Belgium, the Netherlands, and Luxem- -
burg. Britain dislikes this common mar-
ket but to protect herself she hints she
might join it to some extent if an area
of partly free trade were created.”
(Harold Callender, N.Y. Times, Oct. 7.)

Britain's proposition for a “step to-
ward unity” in the form of merely a
limited free-trade area is tailored to
Britain's economic needs. This was made
quite clear when Chancellor of the Ex-
chequer Macmillan came out for it on
October 3. For one thing, he pointed out

Irish Labor Party: A Sketch

By M. M.

Dublin

To describe the Irish Labor Party within its present limits as
analogous to the British Labor Party would be inaceurate indeed.

Ideologically and organizationally they differ as do the economies
from which they derive sustenance. The Irish Labor Party with its
rural bias is in a much weaker position organizationally than is the

urban-based BLP.

In the British Party there is a
constant stimulus from trade-un-
ion consciousness flowing over into
social-democratic political forms;
this gives the BLP its stable prole-
tarian character. This element is
absent from Irish Labor politics today.
What trade-union militancy did emerge
in the early days of the petty industriali-
zation of the larger towns was siphoned
off into the all-clags erucible of the inde-
pendence movement.

In the early days of the Second World
War when a radical ferment was induced
by attempts to cripple the unions by
legislation, the Irish Labor Party made
some remarkable headway throughout
the eonntry. Tragically, however, a bitter
personal feud at the top of the Trade
Union Congress was manipulated by the
Tory-nationalist party of De Valera; and
the TUC and the Labor Party split down
the middle. What was termed the na-
tionalist wing—which had initiated the
break—rehabilitated the decadent Fianna
Fail party of De Valera for a further
period.

Ideologically the Labor Party, from its
birth at the Trade Union Congress of 1912
till the middle '30s, bore the imprint of
James Ceonnolly’s socialist philosophy.

After Connolly was executed for lead-
ing the first workers’ army against the
British imperial power in Ireland in 1916,
the tempo of the direct-actionist struggle
for national independence tended to blunt
the edge of the class struggle. Baurgegis
revolutionaries and patriotic mercenaries

_dwarfed the post-Connolly mediocrities
of Irish Labor.

The new Irish state born in 1822 found
the revolutionary middleclass in politieal
control. Their quid pro quo for their
revolutionary activity was economy
hegemony. They evolved away from ij‘he
social implications of the Proclamation
of 1916—inspired by Connolly—and be-
ecame the integrated ruling capitalist
class that we know today.

Side by =ide with the growing conserv-
atism of the petty bourgeoisie, the non-
deseript Labor leaders became equally
conservative in their social and political
attitudes, Bit by bit, the revolutonary
socialist theses of Connolly were expung-
od from the Labor and trade-union move-
ment, The socialistic demagogy of De
Valera underscored the bankruptey of
the Labor leaders., The country settled
down to the sodden rule of the middle
class for 20 vears.

During this time the Catholic hier-
archy emerged as a major political factor
in the recession of the Irish Labor Party
as an independent soecialist party. It was
the Irish National Teachers Organization
(no doubt acting on the instruction of,
the hierarchy) that, at the 1938 Labor
Party conference, sponsored the motion
to remove the constitutional aspiration
that the “aim of the party is the estab-
lishment of a workers’ republic.”

The adoption of that motien formal-
ized a political reaction that had long
since been a fact.

Today the Irish Labor Party is a cari-
cature of a social-democratic party.
Though partly based on the trade umions;
it is nevertheless, in the matter of political
and economic theory, far to the right of
the Trade Union Congress, though the
TUC has a working agreement with it.

How long this modus vivendi will con-
tinue iz hard to say. The unily of the
trade-union movement is proceeding
apace and the balance of forces may well
alter politically inside the Labor Party
when full unity is consummated.

For Irish socialists this development
offers a fruitful field of work. Greater
trade-union influence in the party will he
a means of correcting the non-class men-
tality that has condemmned the Irish La-
bor Party to the role of providing a
luerative living for a select bunch of un-
serupulous politicians exploiting the de-
voted allegiance of workers who were
nurtored in the Connolly tradition of in-
dependent labor politics.

that it would maintain the Empire pre-
ference system of trade within the Com-
monwealth, a system which is of course
designed to freeze out Britain’s prospec-
tive partners in the “step toward Euro-
pean unity."

Board of Trade President Thorneyeroft,

at Macmillan's side in the press confer-
ence explaining the position, "commented
on fears that the free-trade area would
permit West German preducts to under-
sell British manufoctures in the home
market,
- “He said Britain’s exclusion from the
projected six-nation European Customs
Union would be more damaging....”
(Times, Oct. 4)

As another dispatch put it, “The dang-
er for Britain of a common market with-
out Britain now seemed greater than
that of a common market with Britain
in it.”

So Britain shapes a plan for a “step
toward European unity" which tries to
retain the upper hand both in Europe
and the Commonwealth,

It is such considerations which bring
it about that Tory MPs “vegarded as
belonging to the extreme right wing of
the party” are the ones who have issued
a sort of manifesto favoring closer
British tie-ups with the Continent.

ADENAUER'S MOTIVES

For Chancellor Adenauer in West Ger-
many, one very important motivation
seems to be the need to have something
to counterpose . against the perspective
of Germax, unification. In general, Ad-
enauer stands for a policy of unity with
the Atlantic bloe at the expense of the
possibility of German unity, an orientu-
tion under heavy fire particularly from
the strong Social-Democratic Party. The
more Adenauer poses as the paladin of
BEuropean unity, the more he can use
this to cloak the policy by virtue of
which he remains in power.

Thiz iz= what is behind Adenauers
speech on this point, and also behind the
all-hails wafted to him by the U. 8. press.
On October 1 Adenauer made his piteh
on the subject at a Hamburg press con-
ference, just before addressing the Trade
Union Federation which was going to
clobber him in its resolutions.

Like the others Ilately, Adenauer's
stress was on how European unity could
protect European imperialism from de-
feats like the Suez affair, plus an attempt
to undercut neutralst and anti-NATO sen-
timent in Germany with demagogic phras-
es about Europe’s role as a "third forece”
between American and Russia. Much of
what he said on the point accurately re-
flects real misgivings of the European
bourgeoisie, which feels crushed befween
the twa colossi of the cold war.

In German terms, Adenauer reported-
Iy has felt betrayed by the rumblings
about a possible U. 8. reduetion of troops
in the country without consultation with
him—and he so0 dependent on the NATO
tie, too! His supporters have it rubbed
into them that Germany is contemplu-
ously regavded by the U, 8. power as a
tail to its kite. So he speechifies: We
must not be a teil to the U, 8. kite ., . and
everyone feels better.

THE "THIRD POWER"

However, FEurope can swing more
weight only if it too is a power like the
other two. A united Europe could be
such a power, a third great power in
the world where there are only two now.
Henee the longing, the aspiration, artic-
ulated in these terms by the German
chancellor.

Even as an aspiration, however, the
sentiment should not be confused with
the idea of a Third Camp, though the
languagze appeals in that direction. The
idea of Europe as a third power is to
increase Europe's specific weight awithin
the Western war camp, as against the
U. B. within the camp.

Hence Dulles was entirely correct
when he said the next day that Adenau-
er's conception of the European Third
Power had nothing to do with a “third
force” which would be “neutral as be-
tween the U, S, and the Soviet Union,”
let alone a Third Camp which would:
oppose both. As a matter of fact, Aden-
auer’s remarks at his press conference
had also made clear that “an ‘indepen-
dent' Europe was just what the United
States wanted.”

Here, incidently, we touch on another
internal contradiction within the prob-
lem of the U. 8.'s relationship to its al-
lies; or a united Euwrope would both
solve many problems or the 11, 8. bloe
and at the same time create new and
serious ones, in terms of U.S.-Europe
rivalry. Hence when Dulles says he “wel-
comes” the prospect, that enthusiasm is
not unqualified; but the important thing
is that the “independence” of a united
Europe would be a very relative thing.

PUTTING OUT THE FIRE

This is the line on European unity
which Adenauer seeks to put up against
the German people’s understandable and
inevitable hopes for the reunification
of their divided country and for social
gains. This was acted out in part at the
Trade Union Federation convention
where Adenauer later spolke.

Deputy Chairman Georg Reuter made
a slashing attack on the government's’
armament policy, which is expending
sums that should go for social benefits
to the masses, “People who are socially
content are a stronger bastion than any
number .of divisions, he said.

“Herr Reuter . .. also iz promoting

another project the Chancellor regards
dubiously. This is to establish personal
contacts with East German workingmen
in the hope of strengthening Germany's
sense of unity.”
. With only 20 out of 430 delegates ob-
jecting, the trade-union convention came
out against Ban’?n's foreign and military
policies down the line,

There is a fire under Adenauer, and
put it out he trots out the phroses about
European unity,

FIRST: INDEPENDENCE

This reminds us of another oceasion,
not leng ago, when the slogans about
European unity were unleashed in order
to head off legitimate aspirations toward
self-determination for a people. This
was in the case of the Saar referendum
in October 1955.

Here the slogans of European unity
were put into play by French imperial-
ism to do the Germans dirt. The over-
whelming majority of the Saarlanders
were for unity with their own national
people, the Germans. Over them was a
French-quisling government imposed by
defeat in war. The pro-French side pro-
posed a setup which, under the guise of
"Eurepeanizing” the Saar, would keep
it tied to French economy and centrol
This plan was blown up when it was
massively rejected in the vote. The Amer-
ican press, with the liberal press in the
lead, did its duty by greeting this with
lotid lamentations of dismay at this “re-
surgence of German wationalism.” It
was of a piece with the performances
pulled off in the Suez crisis, when the
same very very internationalist editorials
]ectm‘gd Nasser about how reactionary
it was for him to wagt as much national
sovereignty as the countries that are ac-
customed to exploit Egypt.

Thus the slogans of “Europeanism”
becomme, like everything else that is
handy, prostituted by imperialism to its
own uses. But soeialists know this: that
there can ‘be no healthy supra-national
unity except through free agreement by
nations that have full self-determina-
tion and unfettered choice. Thus it is no
paradox that nations must first be sov-
ereign and separate before they can con-
sider uniting,

The small nations are at the point
where they must defend their separate-
ness against foreign oppression. The
European oppressors are at the point
where they would like to unite in order
to preveni this. The pattern is a study
in the dialeétics of unity and split.

e L

SP Siate in Winois

The Socialist Party of Illinois has an-
nounced that it is running candidates
for state governor and lieutenant gover-
nor. The party’s state convention nomi-
nated Kellam Foster and Donald R. An-
derson, respectively, for the posts.

Because of the state election laws
whieh have kept it off the ballot in two
presidential elections now, the SP is
asking voters to write in the names of
candidates.

N




Brltlsh Labor Shlfts Left --

{Continued from page “

sult of the voting for party treasurer,
For the past three years this key post
has been the foeal point of the right-
versus-left confliect within the Labor
Party; with Aneurin Bevan as the nom-
iness of the left and Hugh Gaitskell as
the nominee of the right., This vear Bev-
an again entered the lists on behall of
the left wing, but his main opponent was
George Brown, a Labor MP of the ex-
treme right wing who had been chosen to
contest the election in place of Gaitskell
who iz now party leader.

OVATION

As the chairman of the Standing
Orders committee mounted the platfiorm,
an expectant hush fell over the hall
Then he gave the news for which every-
one was waiting: “Elected, Bevan, A.”

A momentary gasp in the conference
hall and then rapidly a tremendous ova-
tion. For a full minute delegutes cheered,
clapped and stamped their feet in the
most impressive spontaneous demonstra-
tion a Labor conference has witnessed
for many vears. Bevan, rising from his
sent near the front of the hall, acknowl-
edged the ovation and elasped his hands
above his head in the manner of a prize-
fighter who has just KO'd his opponent.

Bevan’s score was a total of 3,029,000
votes; his main opponent Brown polled
2,775,000 wvotes; two other candidates
could only muster 686,000 votes between
them. Thus Bevan had a majority of
more than gquarter of a million over his
right-wing opponent compared with a
deficit of 4% million when he was beaten
by Gaitskell last year.

Bevan’s majority would have been
even more impressive had not the Amal-
gamated Engineering Union cast its

Uncle Tom
in Congress

In a stinging Open Letter, the NAACP
of Chicago has addressed itself to the
only Negro congressman from ils area,
William Dawson (Dem.).

1t is put in the form of a call o Rep.
Dawson to speok up and put "America
first and party second,” but the body of
it adds up to on exposure of Dawsen's
remarkable record in opposing action for
civil rights.

{1) We wondered, writes the NAACP,
why you, Dawsen, were so silent “when
the young son of one of your constituents
[Emmett Till] was brutally murdered in
Mississippi and his assailants set free,
Mississippi style.”

{2) “We listened in vain for your pro-
test and insistence for action in the
shooting of Gus Courts and the slayings
of Rev. George W. Lee and Lamar
Smith. . .." .

Dawson did not even send an answer
tb the NAACPF when that organization
wrote to him on these events. It was
suggested that perhaps he was “work-
ing behind the scenes,” says the NAACP
Open Letter.

(3) Dawson refused to introduce any
civil-rights legislation in the last ses-
sion of Congress,

(4) Asked about the 8-point legisla-
tive program of the Leadership Confer-
ence on Civil Rights, Dawson veplied
that he had not read it.

- (5) He derogated legislation to pro-
tect Southern Negro rights on the ground
that the president had authority to act
without legislation; but admitted that he
never urged the president’ to’ act unider
this authority-

- (6) He spoke-and woted- ag’mst’ the
Powell’ ‘A'mendment- in Congress—“the
ouly Chicago area congressman-who did."”

(T AF the Demotratic -Party, comven-:
Aen,- Ko-was on: the- Platform Committes:

- stong. with- the “meaniagless. platitudes, -

sutright evasions. and - surrender--to- the

Confedoracy.” (As a matter of fact, ul- - -
the PGWU can be gathered -from the -
speech - made -by  its general secretary, -

#hough-the -Open-Letter. deoes mot bring it -
- I was Dawsen who-was irelted out--

-+ - immediately -after the collapse of #Hhre-lib: -
~, erale -iw_that farcical

“debate’ on - the
eltll-r!ghl-s ‘plank, u lnll:r ‘@ speeck: hall- -
.
What«:t adds-up to isa mnrmt of the
bﬂmocrutm Party's léading Unche Tom:

“it decided to. give him its 350,

620,000 votes for one of the candidates
who alse ran, in complete disregard for
a 25-to-1 vote by its delegation to cast
the votes for Bevan.

Care must be taken not to over-empha-
size the significance of Bevan's elevation
to one of the key pest of the Labor Party
leadership, for there Is still o very long
way to go before the policy of the party
swings far enough to the left to line up
with the feelings of the average rank-and-
file party worker. But at the same time
Bevan's victory marks a definite change
in the balance of forces within the party.

COMEBACK

In recent years the leadership of the
party at the center has been concentrated
in the hands of the right wing out of all
proportion te its actual support within
the party as a whole; and the right-wing
leadership showed many signs of using
its dominant position to stifle left-wing
expression within the party. This reach-
ed the point where, only 18 months ago,
the more vabid right-wingers were advo-
cating the expulsion of Bevan from the
i““‘t}- along with his more vocal sup-
porters.

From this point Bevan has managed
to make a comeback to the top ranks of
party leadership. And, what is most im-
portant, he has done this the hard way
by fighting for a position which could
only bhe capturved after he had gained
large-zcale support from the trade-union
section of the party in addition to that
of the lecal party organizations, which
have generally supported him all along,

This meant carrying the issues into
the trade unions themselves, with the
result that many union leaders who have
consistently supported the right wing in
defiance of the feelings of their members
have found themselves faced with con-
siderable agitation by their rank and
file. After three years of trving, Bevan’s
tactics have paid off as union after union
responded to pressure from below and
announced its intention of casting its
voting strength behind him.

In securing victory in this manner and
onh his own terms, Bevan has established
in no uncertain fashion the right of the
left wing to exist and advance its views
within the Labor party. He has mustered
sufficient support to make certain that
the right wing can no longer use a pre-
ponderance of power at the center to
stifle lelt-wing views within the party.
And by fighting his way onto the Nation-
al Executive Committee he has secured
a more even distribution of central lead-
ership between the left and right wings
of the party.

NEW SEATS FOR LEFT

Bevan’s election was not the only in-
dication of thiz process. In the election
for the other executive committee seats,
the results pushed home the strength of
the left wing.

Every single one eof the seven seats
which are elected by votes of the local
party orgaonizations only was secured by
o left-winger, Last year the left held six
of these and the right held one (Jimmy

. Griffiths.) When Grifiths was elected as

deputy leader of the parliamentary porty
earlier this yeer he outomatically got @
seat on the MEC, and Sydney Silverman
was co-opted to the NEC as the runner-up
in last year's elections. This year Silver-
man obfained this seat in his own right,
and thus the right wing doet not hold o
single seat out of the seven,

In the trade-union section, Roland Ca-
sasola, Walter Padley and Harry Nicho-
las secured seats for the first time in
place of members who have retired. Ca-
sasola is now well on the left, although
he has-the unfortunate habit of
clap-hands with.the Stalinists. Padlefv is
a member. of the Union of Shop, Dlstnb-
utive and Allied Workers: which - this
vear nrade Bevan's vietory cevtain when

Nicholas. is: assistant sec _of the
Transpert- and General- Workers"uuh;m

~which, as-mentioned. in- earlier London

Letters, s at- the moment - undeu'gomg' =
shift -to the left.
-An- indication. of the .current mood of

Frank Cousins, during a debate on a-res-

olution whick said. that only:the return.
of a.Labor. Government-can guarantee -

Britain’s future.
“The Labor: Party, said Cousins, shmrlr.l

not” apologize- far  its socialism. He.dis-. .

voles

agreed with critics who said that nation-
alization could not work; it worked very
well, Nor did he think that nationaliza-
tion should be limited to those industries
which did mot operate very well under
private enterprise.

Dealing a back-hander to those engag-
ed in rethinking the party's future ex-
pression of socialism, Cousing said:
“There ave those to whom the old type
of socialism wasg quite & good type. Don't
let us talk about making it appeal to
people, but let us talk about it honest to
people,” =

Contrasted to the usual contribution of
previeus TGWU secretaries—such as
Ernest Bevin and Deakin—this was music
to the ears of the ronk-and-file delegates,
who many tfimes interrupted his speech
with applause.

With the conference barely concluded,
it is impossible at this stage to give a
complete summary of debates and de-
cisions taken during the week; this will
be done in a following London Letter.
Suffieient to say for the present that the
position of the left in the party is now
stronger than it has been for many years.

And, coupled with this, there is every
indication that the right wing has ac-
cepted this faet and, instead of trying
to ficht against it, will come to terms in
a working asreement which, while not
ending the ideological battles, will place
much more emphasis on a militant fight
against the Tories than has been ap-
parent in the past.

This is in line wwith the traditional
character of the party as a mass party
of the working class which contains all
the currvents of opinion found within the
working elass and, while conducting
fierce debates within itself, is united. in
its “determination te turn the Tories
out. Small wonder that the Tory press
and party is_ black with gloom this week-
end.

CHALLENGE

{Ceontinued from poge 51

of circular reasoning: The report states
that the WDL was formed out of the
activities and interests of the FoR. The
WDL (pro-socialist) is left-wing. Proof?
A person active in it had “been active in
left-wing eircles, such as the FoR....”

Get it? That's what makes the FoR
left-wing . .. because there are FoR mem-
bers in it.

The effects of this report are as yet
uncertain. But the motives are clearer.

It would be overly simple to attribute
the Dilworth report just to headline-
hunting, although this undoubtedly
plays an important part. Also, FoR's
reasoning that this is part of an effort
to diseredit the “left” and all dissenters
to current American pro-war policies by
associating them with subversion, Stalin-
ism and un-Americanism does not seem
to go deeply enough.

Although the FoR mentions the “hasic
hostility that members of such commit-
tees ordinarly display toward the whole
conglomerate of political convietion
gathered under the general head of ‘the
Left, " the question why this “basic”
hostility is never asked. This is perhaps
because our pacifist friends do not like
to talk about class war, to which they
are opposed just as to any other kind
of war.

Unfortunately the American ruling
class, as represented in state legislatures
by such men as Tenney and Dilworth, is
far more conscious of dangers to itself
than any other secial class. This is the
whiy of the basic hostility of such com-
mittees ag Dilworth's toward the Left:

Wiven the: FoR aske.why (Committees
to Investigate .Education do not- investi-
gate the infiltration of nrilitarist props-
‘ganda into public. scheols: by super-patric

=~ -otie groups, : thes guestion is’ asked® for + §

rhetorical reasons omly. Heerwiting' pro-
pagandz and- super-patrietic. cenSorship
.and wiolations: of ‘eivil liberties do mot

represent a- threat.to: the-American Tul=

ing classs Such: pmpagand& sttengthens
ithe statas quo.

. to the-esusea of- war: This is a threst to’
+the status quo. Therein- lids tlie uplm-r
tion of . aummmﬁgsﬁm

Pacifism does’ repr&sent ‘sothe - threat -
because it.raises quéstions as:to-the need -
for war, for-war. appmpriahans. and-as -

The Independent Socialist League stands

far socialist democracy and against the.

two systems of exploitation which now
divide the world: capitalism and Stalinism,

Capitalism connot be reformed or liber-
alized, by any Fair Deal or other deal, sa
as to give the people freedom, abundance,
security or peace. It must be abolished
and reploced by a new social system, in
which the people own and control the
basic sectors of the economy, democrati-
cally comtrolling their own economic and
political destinies,

Stalinism, in Russio and wherever it
holds power, is o brutal totalitarianism—
a new form of exploitation. Its-agents in
every country, the Communist Parties, ore
unrelenting enemies of socialism and have
nothing Tn common with socialism—which
cannot exist without effective democratic
control by the people.

These two camps of capitalism and Stal-
inism are today at each other's threats in
a warldwide 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 ond strengthening the
Third Camp of the people against beth
war blocs,

The ISL, as a Marxist movement, looks
to the working class and ifs ever-present
struggle as the basic pregressive force in
society, The ISL s orgaonized to spread the
ideas of socialism in the lobor movement
and among all other sections of the people.

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

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

Get Aéquaimlfed !

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

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

[ I want to join the ISL.
htpleaseprint}

ADDRESS

LT T T T PSR-

CITY

LABOR ACTION
114 West 14 Street, N- Y. C.

Please’ enter my subseription:
O 1yearstse. E].Gmth.rﬁﬂ.._

[ New:sub. [] Renewal.
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