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FIVE CENTS

By MARY BELL

The week of tension in official
circles during the ceremonies at-
tendant upon the signing of the
peace treaty with Japan has given
way to gloomy relief. As Russian
Deputy Foreign Minister Andrei
A. Gromyko’s threats about the
“responsibility” of the signers for
the “consequences” of the “scheme
for war” recede, the delegates to
San Francisco may focus on fur-
ther strategic anxieties that re-
late to the world power race be-
tween East and West.

There was universal awareness
that the pact signed with Japan
was a large maneuver in the cur-

rent struggle. The meeting was

not called to éreate debate, dis-
cuss, propose, amend and then to
ratify a treaty. It was specifically
openly cynical and with bally-
hoo planned as a meeting to sign
an already prepared document,
authored by United States’ John
Foster Dulles. Thus the almeost
unprecedentedly stringent rules
and conditions of the conference,
incapable of being shouted down
by the Iron Curtain representa-
tives.

The Japanese Treaty-Signing—

« Not Peace, but a
Cold-War Maneuver

. In advence of their acceptance,
it had been expected and hoped
that the Russians would decline
the invitation. The official opinion
of the Western bloc is adequately
expressed by a British Daily Her-
ald (8-14-51) writer who stated:

“The Russians, by accepting a
formal invitation which they were
confidently expected to refuse,
have thus managed to throw a
very large spanner into the prep-
arations for signing the treaty
next month.” Disappointed as the
Western leaders may have been
at the presence of the Russians,
to their great relief the Russian
spanner did not wreck the care-
fully. constructed machinery -of
the San Francisco rules and regu-
lations. .

LIFELESS SPEECHES

By the ferms of the #reaty,
Japan will be restricted to a little
more than half of her pre-Pearl
Harbor empire and confined to the
four main islands of Honshu, Kok-
kaido, Kyushu and Shikoko, approx-
imately her territory at the time
of Commander Perry's visit in

(Turn to last page)

e o e L o

THE TRIPLE CRISIS OF ZIONISM:
A Discussion of the World Zionist
Congress at Jerusalem

« + . pages 67

Europe Eyes British Rearmament

... page 3

Calit, AFL Works a New Wrinkle

.+ page 2

Truman, Wilson Cooperate

To Axe Copper Strikers

By BEN HALL

Two events last week remind
us that the Truman administra-
tion is already shunting aside the
labor leaders and becoming indif-
ferent to their moods and reac-
tions.

(1) Copper workers, on strike
for improved contracts, were
forced back to work by a Taft-
Hartley injunction.

(2) Emil Rieve, president of
the Textile Workers Union and a
labor member of the Wage Sta-
bilization Board, told the New
York State CIO convention that
he was so fed up with the board
that he had intended. to resign-in
disgust but was dissuaded only
by a personal appeal from Philip
Murray.

These incidents are not directly
related. Taken together, however,
they are evidence that the admin-
istration feels confident that, come
what may, the unions will trail be-
hind its policies and that its "pro-
labor” gestiures need not be too
vigorous or too serious. If was
just such a-miscalculation by Tru-
man that led to the wage crisis at

the beginning of the year.

At that time, labor representa-
tives walked off all war boards,
castigating the domestic policy of
the administration as anti-labor
and demanding a complete turn.
For many weeks, labor leaders
sounded like radieal agitators.
And then, they walked back to
their old posts, announcing with
satisfaction that their niajor de-
mands had been met. Perhaps
they were momentarily appeased;
in faect they did win certain con-
cessions, even important ones. It
was clear even then, however,
that these concessions, measured
against the charges leveled at
Truman, were meager indeed.

LEGITIMATE STRIKE

And now Rieve himself reveals
just how meager they were. He
told the New York CIO that in-
flation could not be curbed under
the present Defense Production
Act; he charged that the only ef-
feet of the Wage Stabilization
Board was to hold down wages
under formulas that ignore what
the wage earner needs; that it is
not interested in justice but only

TUC Congress Shows Wide Support
To Bevan In Spite of Steamroller

By GORDON HASKELL

The annual Conference of the British Trades Umon Con-

gress met at Blackpool during the week starting on Sep-
tember 3. It presented a striking picture of the dissatisfac-
tion with policies of the labor leadership of that country

which is growing in extension

and depth among the ranks.

The groundswell of this feeling is apparent even through

the reports in the American
press which make little effort
to conceal a deep and bitter
prejudice against the whole
left wing of the British la-
bor ‘movement.

The discontent seems to be
vague, and certainly it is not well
organized. The workers feel that
somehow things are not going as
they should, but no leadership has
yet presented itself which could
crystallize -this ~feeling’ into a

bor Party policies and into an
effective  program - which .could
give the discontent a real purpose

.. and direction.

:The most effective leadership__

- which has: presented -itself is- that -
" of {Aneurin Bevan and his friends,
 His eriticism: strikes - at :some of °

the . unior wnlphm ‘of " what - is

 numbers.
Lstriking, radical criticism of La- -

bor leadership, but it rarely reach-
es to the roots of the disease. His
program is, therefore, one of
treating the symptoems. And as
such, it contains weaknesses and
inconsistencies on which the labor
leadership can pounce easily and
with a great deal of effect.

DIM VICTORY

Yet Bevan’s leadership is the
best on the scene, and the workers
are rallying behind it in large
At the Trades Union
Congress all resolutions directed

. against the government’s policies

along the lines of Bevan’s pro-
gram were defeated. But the La-

bor Party leadership .can take .
scant satisfaction frem the way.

in which they were defeated. -
.Bevan's criticism is weakest in
the realm of foreign policy, and

hence on. the armament program-..
rontwmﬂlirpcﬂdrr of the-la: - which flaws. from it. Although he -

has put his finger on one sore
spot in British foreign policy, its
dependence on the American
State Department, the alternative
he offers is both vague and timid.

And it was on questions of for-
eign policy that the TUC Confer-
ence gave its largest majorities
to support of the government.
Even on these questions, it is dif-
ficult to know what was the actual
feeling of many of the delegates,
let alone of the men and women
they represented.  —

BLOCK-VOTE SYSTEM

At British TUC conferences each
union delegation votes as a unit,
with the votes of the whole dele-
gation, and kence of the fotal
membership of each union, being
cast in a block. Minorities in the
delegations have no way of mak-
ing themselves felt, and of a total
of about 8,000,000 voftes some
3,000,000 are controlled by the
feaders of the Mine Workers, the
Transport and General Workers,
the General and Maunicipal Work-
ers, and the iron and Steel Work-
ers.

Several votes were taken on dif-
ferent aspects of foreign policy.
1t is alwaya risky-to rely on the
dmly press m mataers concermng

the positions put forward by so-
cialist opponents of American
foreign policy. However; the sum-
maries of the resolutions as pre-
sented by the New York Times on
September 6 indicates that a res-
olution calling upon the Labor
government to take a “new initi-
ative” toward ending the cold
war, thus relieving the country
of the burden of rearmament, was
defeated overwhelmingly on a
show of hands.

Another resolution, urging a
resumption of East-West trade
regardless of United States oppo-
sition was defeated on a card
vote by 5,213,000 to 1,795,000
votes. On a resolution opposing
the rearmament of Germany and

Japan the margin was smaller,

with the vote 2,608,000 in favor
and 4,482,000 against.

BEVAN'S WEAKNESS

These motions were, of course,
supported by the unions in which
the Stalinists still have some in-
fluence, as well as by anti-Stalin-
ist left wingers. It appears fairly
¢lear, unless-the reports are com-
pletely false, that the left wing
sought to attack Britain’s present
-policies- im the ‘cold war, without
' (Turs to:last page) -
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concerned with applying mechani-
cal rules. He indicts the board...
but remains on it as. window
dressing. And all union demands
are swiftly entangled in its cum-
bersome processes.

Which brings us to the copper
strike. The strike was called by
the Mine, Mill, and Smelter Work-
ers Union, a union that was ex--
pelled by the CIO during the re-
cent purge.

But just to set the record
straight: not once during the in-
volved contract negotfiations did
a single responsible person argue
that this strike was not a legiti=
mate union struggle or that the
leadership of- this ‘unjon, whether
or not it continues to follow a
Stalinistic line, was in this instance
manipulating a legitimate struggle
for illegitimate Stalinist purposes.

On the contrary, as far as we -
can See, the leadership has been
ready to compromise, yielding,
and in the words of the New York
Times “respectful.”

The Mine, Mill and Smelter
Workers, since its expulsion from
the CIO, has managed to hold to-
gether despite the fact that sev-
enteen other unions, at one time
or another, tried to win over its
membership. It has won more
votes in NLRB elections than all
its rivals combined, winning
thirty-six elections against thirty-
one for rival unions. ‘We report
all this, at this point, neither in
praise nor in eriticism but simply
to clear the ground for a discus- -
sion of the strike and the injunc-.
tion. And during this strike, its .
picket lines were respected by
100,000 workers, including mem- -
bers of the AFL crafts and Rall- :
way Brotherhoods. *

WILSON INTERVENES

Here was a strike strangled to
death by government interference
on the very eve of success; the
involved processes that caught it
up were not devised for this union _
or this industry. They are part
and parcel of government labor
poliey in the period of war mobili-
zation.

Copper is a vital industrial raw
material now in short supply.
Naturally, as soon as the strike
was called, government spokes-
men announced a rapidly ap-
proaching “emergency.” Whether
their claims were accurate and
truthful - we cannot tell. But a
rapid settlement seemed possible.
Cyrus S. Ching, federal mediator,
recommended a wage increase of
16 cents per hour in one local
case, a recommendation . that
could easily have set a pattern for
the industry. The union promptly

- announced its accepatnce of thia \

suggestion. )
On the scene arrives Charles E. .

Wilson, director of defense mobili-

zation. Just the man to interveme.

The whole labor movement: hm

~(Turn to last page) - -
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Cal, AFL Ha

ureaucratic Control

L S

SAN
With differences of opinion at

FRANCISCO, Sept.

their lowest ebb, the California
State Federation of Labor went
through the motions of holding
its 49th annual convention. So
well greased was this convention
that the business was completed
in four days instead of the usual
five.

This achievement was made pos-
sible by the use of so-called "'state-
ments of policy." These statements
arge drawn up prior. to the conven-
tion and cover very broad issues
such as mobilization, political ac-
tion, foreign policy, housing, civil
rights, etc. They are then submit-
#ed to the convention and voted
on before discussion and voting of
any resolutions can take place.

This procedure was first intro-
duced at the 1947 convention. At
the time there was a strong argu-
ment in favoy of it. The war had
apparently created many wmore
problems than it was thought pos-
sible to handle through the usual
method of resolutions. The state-
mnents of policy were designed to
bring some order and simplicity
into the handling of the problems.

Since 1947, however, there has
béen a steady decline in the num-
ber of resolutions submitted to
each succeeding convention.
Where previously there had been
scéme three hundred resolutions,
the number declined at this con-
vention to 15Z.

YEFFICIENT" IT IS

It is impossible to say to what
extent the decline in the number

of resolutions is due to the prac-

iice of presenting the convention
with the statements of policy and
t0 what extent it is due to the
general apathy of the delegates.

There can be little doubt that the -

statements of policy tend to in-
‘hibit - submission - of resolutions
and, just as important, the discus-
sion. which these resolutions
might prompt.

.For example, a resolution to re-
voke the wage freeze was intro-
duced. The resolutions comm
reported it out as follows: "Be-
cause  the subject matter of this
resolution, elimination of wage
freeze, is in conflict with State-
ment of Policy 1. Mobilization, and
the action just taken by the con-
vention, your committee recom-
mends that the resolution be filed. -
The committee’s recommendation
was adopted. From the standpoint
of. the labor bureaucracy a more
efficient method of dispatching un-
wanted resolutions to the waste
‘basket could hardly be asked for.

Admittedly, AFL conventions
cannot be considered models of
democracy. The California State
TFederation is controlled by a few
large, well-disciplined caucuses
such as the Teamsters and the
Building Trades. The opposition
jis usually composed of small, un-
organized locals. However, what
is of concern is a clear tendency
of the state conventions since the

_#nd of the war to dispense with

even the small amount of demo-
cratic participation that was tra-
ditional in the past.

Besides the resolution to revoke
the, wage freeze, two other reso-
lutions deserve to be mentioned.
One_was for the repeal of the
Smgith Act. The other was on po-
litical action, concluding with a
regolve “That the California
State. Federation of Labor and
the AFL work with the CIO and
other labor groups to examine the
‘passibility of promoting a labor
pa.rty at the earliest possible
time.”

ULPE TOO HOT

pnfortunatgly these important
resolutlons, submitted by the Cali-
fm:ma State Association of Elec-
trical Workers, were withdrawn
with a statement that they had
been submitfed by mistake and
that the resolutions had been
turned down by the Electrical
Workers’ conference held the day
“ before the convention. Whether or
mot the pressure was put on to re-
move. these resolutions, it is sig-

nificant that a labor-party resolu-
tion was introduced from a new
source, the California State Asso-
ciation of Electrical Workers.

Immediately preceding this con-
vention the AFL executive com-
mittee had voted %o scuttle the
United Labor- Policy Committee.
It was hoped that some resolution,
or at least some discussion of this
important decision, would take
place, The ULPC had united most
of the labor movement in its rela-
tions with the government. and
had orgahized the dramatic walk-
out of labor from the mobilization
agencies. Throughout the labor
movement the ULPC was looked
upon as a first step in the possible
unification of labor.

Evidently, however, this issue
was too hot to handle. The ULPC
was disposed of by ignoring it
completely.

STAYS “RESPECTABLE"

On foreign policy the conven-
tion could not find one word of
criticfsm of the foreign poliey of
the U. 8. And this despite the ele-
mentary duty of the American
labor movement to protest the
proping up of dictators such as

Franco against the working class.

of their own countries.

This lack of criticism negates the
fine sentiments of the convention
with relation to civil liberties. Un-
der that section the convention
adopted a statement to the effect
that “communism' should be
fought but not at the expense of
the Bill of Rights. And "Yet so hys-
terical have many of our legisla-
tors .and others become that it ap-
pears possible that the fear of
communism alone will be sufficient
to accomplish what the communists
at their greatest strength could
never hope to bring about, short
of total destruction of the country
through armed conquest.”

We do not, of course, believe
that the de!egatea are afraid of
being dragged off to jail for criti-
cizing the government. But we do
believe that this lack of eriticism
derives from the general atmos-
phere in this country which re-
gards any criticism of foreign
policy from the left as being
“communist-inspired.” What the
AFL is saying when it fails to
push for a more progressive for-
eign policy is not that it agrees
100 per cent with the State De-
partment but that it wishes to re-
main “respectable,” “loyal,” and
“clean,” i.e., not radical.

Secretary Haggerty, evidently
feeling somewhat embarrassed by
the unusually short convention,
felt it necessary to explain the
reasons to the delegates. These
reasons revolved around the fact
already noted that the number of
resolutions submitted were far
less than usual. Also Haggerty
pointed out that it had been un-
necessary to hold an election; not
a single office had been contested.
This latter statement hardly ze-
quires fArther comment,

Unfortunately, the convention
reflected the general passivity of
the labor movement. While the
ranks grumble at the ineffective-
ness of price control and the con-
sequent undermining of their
standard of living, this has not
developed to the point where they
openly challenge the conservative
labor bureaucracy. However, in
the face of the increasing prepa-
rations for all-out war with all
their accompanying hardships,
and the continued subservience of
the officialdom to this drive we
can expect. the present trend to
be replaced by greater participa-.

= tion and-initiative on the part of

the rank and file in future conven-
tions.

A New Wrml{le Don Juan Wooed Franco'

SP Left at the Altar

By RICHARD TROY

Before the recent rapproche-
ment between Washington and
Madrid, one of the great hopes for
liberalization of Spain was, for
many groups, the restoration of
the monarchy. This hope was: not
only held by a number of promi-
nent groups in the United States

. (who were frightened by the pos-

sibility of a revolutionary over-
throw of Franco) but was shared
by the Spanish Socialist Party in
exile and other republican organ-
izations. The restoration of the
royal house which had been de-
posed by the .Spanish people 20
years ago was looked upon as @i
entering wedge for reforms,

Don Juan, the prospective mon-
arch, certainly seemed- like an
amiable character and even made
occasional statements condemning
the fascist regime. It was also
obvious that Franco, in an in-
ereasingly tough spot, might, to
save his regime, more willingly
give in to the pretender than per-
mit outlawed parties to return.

And thus the 20th-century
world was confronted with the
extraordinary spectacle of a
group of republicans and Social-
ists rallying about a deposed roy-
al family as a chief weapon in
their offensive for the restoration
of democracy.

DON JUAN WOOS

The group among the Spanish
exiles which steadfastly combated
this design of action was the so-
cialist POUM: its leaders pointed
out again and again the illusory
character of hopes based upon the
pretender; they showed how it
shackled much of their militant
united-front  activities  within
Spain itself; and they urged their
compatriots in exile to focus all
their support instead upon the
only reliable ally of democracy in

.Spain, the masses of the people.

Inside the Peron Circus

By A HURTADO

It is quite clear that Peronism
has no fear of the ridiculous.
First it let loose the “bombshell”
of the atomic bomb, to the aston-
ishment of the gullible and the
laughter of others; now we wit-
ness the circus-like spectacle of
the parades and demands on the

president to present his candidacy
in the next election. And finally
something that looks like Peron
soliciting Peron to have Peron
accept the continuation of his rule
over the destiny of the country.

What is going on? The fact is
that regimes of this type have
accustomed us to this kind of dis-
play. And for that matter, do not
forget that Peronism is the type
of regime which continues impris-
oning oppositionists and building
workers’ concentration camps. Or
can it be that you didn’'t know
that Argentina also counts on its
concentration camps?

However, all this chatter and
bustle conceals a more crucial sit-
uvation. In reality i#-is’ the crisis
that the country is suffering under
Peronism. The war hds passed, and
with it have passed the years of
euphoria, of great prosperity, of
easy business and audacious plans.
And the crisis has arrived with all
its consequences: a crisis that will
be even more sericus with the con-
tinuation of the Peron-Evito cabal
in power. ;

On the other hand, the infla-
tionary tendency has been notabiy
intensified. The last balance sheet
of the Central Bank shows' the

great monetary expansion wh:clﬁ

has taken place during the past
years, which is reflected in the
market. In order to appreciate the

degree of “paper” finance under’
which' the country suffers, let us

look at the

following official
figures: X i

{In millions of pesos)

May 1943 oo, 1,847
May 1946 .... 3,414
Dec. 1946 ... 4,064
Dee. 1949 ... . 10,127
Qct. 1950 . . 11,591

An official index of the cost of
life is not available. The last
known index was given by Peron
himself in his report to Congress
in May of last year. The index
was 2650 (1943=100), which
means, if one realizes that from
1939 to 1943 the rise in the cost
of living was 48 per cent, that the
real and effective rise from 1939
to 1949 has been 210 per cent.
From May 1950 till the present,
this trend has reached greater
proportions. The depreciation of
the peso reached a minimum of a
third in 1946. Moreover, the re-
serves of gold have fallen from
5,646.2 million pesos to 2,216.7
million, or a decline of 60 per
cent.

FIGURES ON THE CRISIS

State intervention as practised
in Argentina, particularly in the
field of export products, allows the
Peron gang to obtain fat benefits.
We must recall that in the an-
rounced list of exports, the IAPI
figures almost all the products
which are exported to foreign
countries and that it is the same
IAPI which serves as an inter-
mediary for the grain export
houses. From this we can deduce
that, since it is the TAPI which
controls and imposes the prices
for buying and selling, its profits
must be extraordinary. Before the
commercialization of the grain
industry the private firms earned
a profift of from 2 to 3 per cent;
but in truth the profits of the
state-run IAPI in wheat, after
computing the costs, comes to 40
per cent of the price paid the pro-
dueers. In other words: Of the 2
million tons of wheat exported its

profit is 300 million pesos. Good
business for the “shirtless” boss-
es,. th&t is to say, the Peron gang.

¥et we can supply some figures
which even more clearly show the
economic crisis which is just be-
ginning to be felt. From the year
1646 to the year 1950 the national
budget rose from 1,700 million
pesos to 12,000 million, and the
means of payment (money in cir-
culation, bank deposits and official
reserves) rose from 11,000 mil-
lion to 32,600 million. In these
same four years the. public debt
has risen from 7,000 million to
25,000 million.

In this ever-deepening and criti-
cal situation the Argentine work-
ers are beginning to understand
the farce of Peron's demagogy:
that they are given with one hand
a rise in wages which is™ taken
away from them, with interest, by
the other hand hand in the form
of a rise in the prices of general
goods.

This is a dangerous rise in
prices, and the Peronist unions
are in a difficult situation, espe-
cially since their -submission to
the president forbids them to give

expression to the desperate needs

of the workers. The recent rail-
way strike is an example of the
oxisting hatred; the mass arrests

did not suceceed, nor will they suc- .

ceed, in making it disappear.

The whole policy of Peron is
oriented now to prepare for his
re-election mext year. It seems
that this ineludes his desire to
impose_his consort Evita as vice-
president. But behind this whole
ridiculous cireus stands the grave
economic situation of the country.
Ahead lies the inevitable awaken-
ing of the proletariat. When this
happens the Peronist unions will
break into a thousand pieces and
the whole country will be in fer-
ment.

(From L« Batalla)

fered -him his

It was consequently with con-
siderable satisfaction that the
POUM newspaper, La Buotalla,
reported on a certain revelation
made yecently by the New York
Times correspondent in Spain,
Sam Pope Brewer. Brewer di-
vulged the contents of a letter
written by Don Juan to Franco
on July 10 in which the hopeful
king pleaded with the. Caudilla
for his immediate restoration:

In this letter he said that he was
in no way hostile to the principles
that General Franco representsd;
he reminded Franco that he had of-:
services several
times during the Civil War; he re-
marked that he was absolutely
convinced that the acts of the
France government where moti-
vated by patriotism; and he vigor-
ously denied that he had any con-
nection with any sort of "subver-
sive activity" (by which, of course,
he meant, his eager supporters
among the émigrés in France and
elsewhere).

The pretender admitted, how-
ever, that he did have certain -
criticisms of the economic pro-
gram of one of France’s minis-
ters, and he thought the bureau-
cracy too corrupt. But he did not
want these matters to stand in the
way of an agreemnt. His trump
argument, however, was that his
restoration was the “only way of
bringing about close relations
with the United States and other
Western powers.” In other words,
he was saying that the- restora-
tion would ‘change nothing, or
little at any rate, within the na-
tion, but might well be sufficient
whitewash to entice the Western
powers to come through with aid
and arms to keep the Franco state
afloat.

A LITTLE NICHE

And all Don Juan 1eally want-
«d, he was saying, kvas a llttle_
niche in the present’ system for
himself; he was certain that a.
“practical formula” might “con-
quer the present difficulties” -and
open the way to a “definite solu-
tion.”

However, as we .well know by
now, it turned out that the United
States was much easier to seduce
than had been expected. Admiral
Sherman closed the deal a few
days after the above-mentioned
letter was written. And so Don’
Juan remains camped in Portu-
gal; he may well be composing
motre letters to Franco.

But what about the Socialist
Party and the other groups that
had counted upon the pretender
to lift them into power? They have:
evidently not yet taken note of
Brewer's revelation. Like many of
their reformist comrades in other
Western countries they are reluct-
ant to give up their -dream of de-
feating totalitarianism with idle
kings, erstwhile fascists, UN reso-
lutions, and various forms of
"res}oraiim?."
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E:senhower Is Con_ﬁdeni" but the Problem Is Unsolved —

‘By SAM FELIKS

urope Eyes British Pl

Now that Washington has forced through the signing
of what it calls a Japanese Peace Treaty, it turns its atten-
tion toward another part of the world—Western Europe.

The process whereby United States imperialism builds
up military alliances throughout the world proceeds in
piece-meal fashion. The framework of a Pacific Pact has
been established with the Japanese treaty and the accom-
panying U. S. military agreements with Japan, the Philip-
pines, Australia and New Zealand. But with all this set up,

the U. S. has to turn its at-
tention to the functioning of
its Atlantic Pact.

The present crisis in the
North Atlantic Pact mirrors
the future crises in the Pa-
cific area once the armament
programs begin. It demonstrates
the reactionary consequences of
the modern permanent war econ-

-omy in an industrialized area of
‘the world. And the effects in the
non-industrialized, so-called back-
ward areas, will be even more
disastrous. ,

Now that Washington is fin-
ished with "the San Francisco
“conference,” it has organized, in
its characteristic “democratic”
manner, two other conferences.
One is now going on in Washing-
ton among the Big 3, the U. S,
England and France. After they
have discussed the main prob-
lems, and to all intents arrived
21 the conclusions, the rest of the
Atlantic Pact nations will be
called in for a conference at Ot-
tawa to approve the Big 3 deci-
sions.

THEY WON'T FOLLOW

The two big issues at these
iulks are: the cost of Western
Europe’s rearmament and the in-
clusion of West Germany-into the
Atlantic Pact armies. Other items
to be considered include: the ad-
mission of Greece and Turkey
into the Pact, the U. 8.s de facto
admission of Franco Spain into
the “community of demoeratic
nations,” and the Korean truce
talks.

| BOOKS RECEIVED

a3

Received from the New Ameri-
can Library, publishers of Mentor
and Signet pocket books, publica-
tion date Sept. 26 (except for first
listed) ;

HOW TO KNOW THE AMER-
ICAN MAMMALS, by Ivan
Sanderson. A Mentor book, 160
pages, 35 cents. Published Aug.
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The big specter that hangs over
the conferences is the.cost of
Western European rearmament. So
staggering has been the conse-
quences that to date it has para-
lyzed most European countries into
inaction.

The elaborate U. S. schemes for
raising a European army remain
largely on paper. And all of Gen-
eral Eisenhower's exuding confi-
dence, which the American press
gives headlines, cannot erase the
very real effects of the inflation-
ary spiral brought on by rearm-
ament. .

-To date, not one country in
Western Europe aside- from Brit-
ain has taken more than the first
step along the road to this form
of economic suicide. And what
the rest of Western Eprope has
seen happen in Britain has
strengthened their fears and hesi-
tations.

Britain, which after the 1949 de-

valuation of the pound experienced
a rise:in its trade balonce, now is
experiencing a complete reversal
of this trend, as pointed out in the
- August 20 issue of LABOR ACTION.
The former export surplus of the
past two-years -has been changed
-overnight into an expected deficit
for this year, according to Hugh

Guaitskell, chanceller of the ex-
chequer.
The Labor Party leadership,

committed to the disastrous road
of rearmament, has three choices
for meeting. the inflationary up-
turn in the economy: decrease the
military . spending, decrease ex-
ports or decrease the standard of
living of the English people. The
Attlee leadership made its choice
when Hugh Gaitskell announced
before: the recent Trade . Union
Congress at Blackpool that living
standards will have to decline
while the export drive is to be
raised.

BANKRUPTS

Even since the 1949 devalua-
tion, there has been a slow, but
steady rise in living cost due pri-
marily to the devaluation itself.
That has been followed by the
increase in world raw-material
prices primarily because of U. S.
stockpiling practices, which fur-
ther raised the cost of living. And
now on top of this has been added
the rearmament program, the
trade deficit and a new export

drive.

The effects of a declining stand-
ard of living on the European
worker is much different from
that on the American worker. For
the ‘U. 8. lit means forgoing a
household appliance, TV set or
even a car. For the European it
means food or clothes. In Europe
it is really a question of guns or
butter., There are no non-essen-
tials t:) cut.

While the British Labor govern-
ment con cash in on its political
prestige among the British workers
in order Yo.start such an ambitious
conversion “to the war economy,
the rest of the Western European
governments appear bankrupt. Not:
-another one of the Atlantic Pact
countries has a government that
enjoys the prestige among the
working masses that Britain does,
alﬂlocgh it is also true that Al'Hee
is, using it wp.

Although U. S. conceived of
France as providing the bulk of
the Atlantic Pact armies, as of
now France has done literally
nothing on the basis of its own
economic power. One look at the
British  experience has been
enough to convince the present
French government to wait until
it can get assurances of further
American economie and military
aid. But from present Z&ppear-
ances it .seems that Congress is
going to cut economic aid rather
than increase it.

A Discussion on Problems of Poland's Struggle —

Polish Miners, Peasants Show Way to Freedom

By A. RUDZIENSKY

How can the Stalinist autoce
racy be defeated in Poland? .

As we have written in a for-
mer article, Stalin has passed in
Poland from the-“soft” Alexan-

- der policy to the “hard” Nicholas

tactic. But the transition has been
too rough, and hence has been
met with great resistance by the
workers and peasants, and the
people of Poland in general.

Now the political “wisdom” of
Stalin, which has been trumpeted
by the fellow-travelers, is being
put to a test. If the new “hard”
policy turns out to be too hard, it
tould provoke spontaneous popu-
lar resistance, as has taken place
in Dombrowa-Silesia, in Szczecin,
and among the peasants.

The interests of the Stalinist to-
talitarian offensive are coming in-
to conflict with the interests of
Russian international policy, which

‘needs Polish help or at least Polish

neutrality in the wor against the
United States. Stalin terrifies the
Poles with the nightmare of a new
partition of Poland and the annex-
ation of the western terrifories
of Silesia and Prussian Pomerania,
now entirely populated by Poles.
Stalin can_win the Polish people
to the Russian-Polish alliance for
the defense of the Stalinist empire

only at the price of leaving the

western territories to Poland.

Thus the new Russian “hard”
policy moves between the two con-
tradictory interests. On the one
hand the Stalinist totalitarian of-
fensive requires the absorbtion of
Polish industry and Polish agri-
culture, On the other, Russian
war policy wants to win the Poles
for the defense.of the Russian
empire.

This mortal contradiction will
be solved not by Stalinist political
“wisdom,” but only by the spon-
taneous historical process, by the
course of the class struggle in
Poland and in the entire world.

STALIN'S COURAGE FAILS

. The case of Tito has demon-
strated that Stalin’s “wisdom” is
very relative, and.that the same
is true of Stalin’s courage. Stal-
in’s daring against the Russian

- Trotskyist -opposition was pro-

duced by their isolation from-the

world, and-by the rise of interng- =

because they were not supported
tional reaction. But the opposi-

“tion in the satellite countries is
not as isolated from .the world as -

was the Russian Trotskyist oppo-~
sition, and the period of the inter-
national counter - revolution is
now at its lowest point.

Therefore the "great Stalin" has
lost his courage against Tito, and
is frightened by the Polish resist-
ance. Therefore, also, the Polish
opposition-has a great historic op-
portunity before it.

The Polish nationalist and
populist opposition asks for the
support of the United States gov-
ernment in their fight against
Stalin, But the Polish people do
not have any confidence in Tru-
man (or in a Republican admin-
istration) because they were dis-
appointed by the Roosevelt policy
at Yalta and Potsdam.

NO CONFIDENCE

The Polish nationalist and pop-
ulist opposition offers the Depart-
ment of State the new Polish
army anhd the new resistance in
thé country in exchange for a
declaration that the Polish west-
ern borders will be untouched.
But the Polish people have no
confidence in the declarations of
the American state department,
and will not fight for American
interests against Russia. The Po-
lish bourgeois opposition would
like to organize a new insurrec-
tion in Poland in support of
“American democracy.” But the
Polish people do not want the res-
toration of capitalism in Poland;
they want only the destruction of
the Stalinist autoeracy and the
introduction of genuine socialist
democracy which will assure the
free national and social develop-
ment of the Poles in their entire
national territory.

The Polish workers and peas-
ants do not trust the American
bourgeoisie, neither Dereocrats

-nor Republicans. But they could

believe in American labor, in the
trade unions and an American
Iabor party. Therefore the Polish
people wait for the support of

the official organizations of labor, -

of the CIO and_AFL, of the
Ameriean leftist:-groups, on.the
Polish question.

If Alnerim -hbw wc.H ’I’.lll

ants support against the Russian
Stalinist autocracy, and free na-
tional and-social development in
the whole national territory affer
the defeat of Russia, such a decla-
ration by American-labor could be
a base for the political. fight
against Russian autocracy.

Betyeen eight and ten million
Poles are living in former Polish
territory, and they have the right
to live under proper conditions.
Another eight million Poles live
in Silesia and Pomerania and they
too have the right to know what
their future will be. I make no
claim for a “great Poland.” But
I do make a claim for a proper
national home for the Polish
workers and peasants. Only the
international working eclass, and
specially the American labor
movement, can guarantee this na-
tional home for the Poles, and
their right to national self-deter-
mination.

The international . soecialist
movement, and American labor
must state clearly what they
think about the future of Poland
and its national borders. The tra-
ditional - bourgeois or reformist
sacrifice of the interests of the
Polish workers and peasants to
German or Russian interests, that
is, the interests of Russian or
German imperialism, must be
ended for all time. One must re-
turn to the revolutionary Marx-
Engels policy on the Polish ques-
tion, forgotten by the reformists
and Stalinists in the camp of
labor.

AN‘ ASSURED PLACE

~ There must be an assured
place for the free, socialist Po-
land in the future United Social-
ist. States of Europe. And that
will be the first political condi-
tion -for the resistance fight of
the Poles against the Russian
autocracy.

The second condition for this
fight and the early defeat of Stal-
inist totalitarianism in Poland must
be the political tactics of the
workers, - -bourgeois aid populist
oppositions in- Poland ‘itself. One
must break. with the .adventuristic
-feudal tradition- of insurrection -in

“Peland. AN . insurrectidms of the

. nobility ‘egainst Ressia! finished in.

~ defect; becouse they were isolated

= -from=the - Western-bourgeoisie-and -

ht on Rearmament

FRANCE'S SQUEEZE

Nevertheless even without +an
armament program cemparable to
Britain's, the French economy has
felt a sharp ‘inflationary turn.
Official French government sour-
ces report that the cost of living
has increased by 20 per cent in
the past year. The Pleven cabinet
has just increased the mihimum
wage by a mere pittance, and at
the same time raised prices, all
of which goes a long way toward
solving nothing.

To superimpose an armament
program on top of this situation
will undermine the shaky Pleven
government which came to po\ﬁr
on the basis of rigged election
laws. The search will be on for the
strong man who will "rise above
politics" in order to place the war
economy straightjacket on the na-
tion. And that strong man is there
—De Gaulle. '

The impact of these develop-
ments has strengthened the re~
actionary demands for French
control of the German economy
through the Schuman Plan and
the payment of occupation costs,
and the control of a German army

through a unified Atlantic Pact ,

army. Washington’s role is that
of placating the French demands
on Germany with a plan for the
utilization of German manpower
and industrial resources, and the
German demands of independence
from the occupation,

by the peasant masses- of Poland,
In this lay the fdilure of the deiho-
eratic revolution in Poland.

It is possible that the national=
ist opposition of Mikolajezyk:
could change the Polish feeling
against support of the American
bourgeoisie, and could organize
the Polish armed forces or the
internal national resistance
movement against Russia. Any
such policy eould finish only with
a new defeat and a new national
catastrophe, because. of the dis-
loyalty of official United States
policy toward the Poles. Either
Demoeratie or Republican admin-
istrations would sacrifice the in-
terests of the Polish people to the
interests of the German or Rus-
sjan ruling classes, as at Yalta
or Teheran, because these coun-
tries are stronger and more nec-
essary to the American bourgeoi-
sie. On the other hand, nothing
could be more convenient to Stal-
in than a premature Polish in-
surrection. ;

SPONTANEOUS STRUGGLE

There is no room for isolated
national insurreetions in the timg
of socialist revolutions. The
spontaneous struggle of ‘the Po--
lish miners and peasants shows
the way in which the Stalinist
autocracy” in Poland could ‘be
beaten.

There must be ‘nothing of the
edventuristic, quixotic gesture,
nothing of the -isolated insurrec-
tions in the style of the nineteenth
century. Only the mass fight of
the workers and peasants could

~oblige Stalin to retreat. Not an

hour of overtime for Stalin; not a
bushel- of grain for Stalin, hot: &

ten of Polish coal for Stalin: not .

an acre of soil to the
"collectives.”
ords, ne Stakhanovism for Stalin!
That ‘is the road for the economic
and political fight - of- the Polish
people, the road by which the Stal-
inist - autocracy can ‘be ‘stopped,
can be obliged to retreat, and can
be beaten in the end. :

Stalinist

The Polish worker and peasaﬂi; "

opposition and the international
labor movement, especially the

American- labor movement,* have
a great historic task to acconw
- plish in their fight agdinst the
Stalinist to&nfitanan autoera.ev
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ISL Program
in Brief

The Independent Socialisi League
stands for socialist democracy and
against the two systems of exploita-

* Page Four

‘tion which now divide the world: capi-

talism and Stalinism.

Capitalism cannot pe reformed or
liberalized, by any Fair Deal or other
deal, so as to give the people freedom,

abundance, security or peace. It must

be abolished and replaced by a new
social system, in which the people own
»and conirol the basic sectors of the
.economy, democratically controlling
their own economic and political des-
tinies.

Stalinism, in Russia and wherever it
holds pow.r, is a brutal totalitarian-
ism—a new form of exploitation. Its
agents in every country, the Commu-
nist Pariies, are unrelenting enemies
of socialism and have nothing in com-
mon with socialism—which cannot ex-
ist without effective democratic con-
trol by the people.

These two camps of capitalism and
Stalinism are today at each other’s
throats in a world-wide imperialist ri-
valry for domination. This struggle can
‘only lead to the most frightful war in
history solong as the people leave the
capitalist and Stalinist rulers in power.
Independent Socialism stands for build-
ing and strengthening the Third Camp
of the people against both war blocs.

The ISL, as a Marxist movement,
looks to the working class and its ever-
present struggle as the basic progres-
sive force in society. The ISL is organ=
ized to spread the ideas of socialism in
the labor movement and among all
other sections of the people.

At the same time, Independent So-
cialists participate actively in every
struggle to better the people’s lot now
—such as the fight for higher living
standards, against Jim Crow and anti-
‘Semitism, in defense of civil liberties
and the #rade-union movement. We
seek to join together with all other
militants in the labor movement as a
‘left force working for the formation
of an independent labor party and
other progressive policies.

The fight for democracy and the
fight for socialism are inseparable.
There can be no lasting and genuine
democracy without socialism, and
there can be no socialism without de-
mocracy. To enroll under this banner,
join the Independent Socialist League!

~
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Facts of Life at the Chemists' Congress

By PHILIP COBEN

The announcement at the Congress of Pure and Applied Chemistry,
just held, that the structure of a series of proteins has been analyzed
and determined is big news, even though it got somewhat less of a
play in the press than the papers read at a simultaneous conference
in Britain on the feasibility of reaching Mars. The former may mean
the discovery of life on earth, or at any rate life’s secrets. The latter
made better headlines because they raised the possibility of new means
of destroying life on earth; the' focus of interest is not, after all, on
a visit to the suburban planet but rather on the practicality of sat‘e!-
lite space stations, with their fantastic-realistic possibilities for m]}l-
tary domination. It was in another century that someone wrote bit-
terly about military men that “if they had their way they would for-
tify the moon.” He was, you see, making an attempt at extreme
hyperbole. ' )

Without derogating interest in either Mars or space stations, how-
ever, the more terrestrial announcement at the American Chemical
Society congress opens up even more important vistas. Man's “con-
quest of nature,” up to now, has been to a great extent in terms of
conquest (that is, control) of the inorganic world, above all in terms
of power. As far as the control of life processes is concerned, which
is possible only on the basis of fundamental understanding (“pure
science”), modern medical men are not many cuts above the Indians
who empirically discovered that quinine cures malaria. They them-
selves have made even more cynical remarks along this line.

The ability to confrol (not merely affect] the life processes of proto-
plasm would have social effects on a scale comparable to those of the
Industrial Revolution in its sphere. But before we get over-enthusiastic
about the possibilities, which can be exaggerated only with difficulty,
it is well to remember, with whatever .consequent bitterness, another
aspect of the news from the ACS congress.

It is not merely that the analysis of life processes and structure
is still in a *“theoretical” stage; so was nuclear theory a wvery short
number of years ago. The other aspect we have in mind, rather, means
that it is.in this early theoretical stage in a society which will not
permit it to. flower.

As is well known, the release of nuclear energy was possible only
through the shared work and discoveries of scientists from many
countries. It would have been impossible without the international col-
laboration of the scientific world, without which the billions spent on
the Manhattan Project would have meant nothing.

It is this international collaboration of science which was spectacu-
larly negated last week by the policemen’s club, wielded }Jy the State
Department. The immediate legal basis for its intervention was pre-
sumably the McCarran Act, but the administration has boasted that
it doesn’t need the McCarran Act for the purpose.

The State Department at the Microscope

Numbers of foreign scientists who planned to attend the ACS con-
gress were kept out 6f the country because their visa applications could
not be processed in time to detect "subversive” elements. The number
of these has not been announced, but it would seem to be appreciable
and includes prominent participants, including five who were scheduled-
to deliver important papers and the head of the ltalian delegation.

There would be sufficient reason to marvel at the spectacle if the
scientists involved were really “Communists” or otherwise “subver-
sive.” That which is disgraceful and criminal becomes fantastically
ridiculous—more fantastic in its own way than space stations—when
the press cites a couple of cases.

Marguerite Perey, who discovered element 87, ten years ago in-
vited Irene Joliot-Curie (daughter of Marie Curie, co-discoverer of
radium) to the dedication of her laboratory. But ah-ha, Irene Joliot-
Curie is the wife of Frederic, the well-known French atomic physicist
who is an open CPexr! Mlle. Perey didn’t get her visa.

A Danish chemist who was refused a visa, Dr. Steig Viebel, is
“said to be a Communist,” says the press. Therefore . . . this alleged
“Communist” is not permitted to divulge whatever information he
possesses for the benefit of Western science! The case is only slightly
further pointed up when the same Dr. Viebel is quoted as saying that
“if America kept insisting on enforcing such strict exclusion laws, ne
more international meetings could be held in this country, and the
United States would, in this respect, place itself in the same class
with Russia.” N )

If quoted correctly, Dr. Viebel is not only not an admirer of Stalin,
but also he has said what the American Chemical Society should have
thundered out. There is no report that they did so, in spite of excel-
lent generalizations in speeches about freedom for science.

LABOR

THE PATRIARCH AND THE COMMUNISTS, by
Pachydermus.—East Europe (London), Aug. 23.

“Today, just as in tsarist Times, Russia’s
rulers make expensive use of the Orthodox
Church in domestic as well as foreign policy....

“The May 6, 1951 issue of Ukrainian News
deseribes the role of the Russian Orthodox
Church in the Ukraine as ‘a powerful weapon
in the russification of spiritual life.’

“Most of the bishops appointed by the Patri-
arch of All Russia, Alexius, were Russians, who
ruthlessly pressed forward with the russifica-
tion of the Orthodox Church, and persecuted all

who attempted to preserve its Ukrainian char- ,_

acter. The Exarch of All Ukraine was Ioan, the
Metropolitan of Kiyev and Galicia. Archbishop
Makarius resided in Lwow, being Archbishop
of Lwow, Tarnopal, Munkachevo, and Uhzorod.
For ‘special services’ rendered to the Russian
Orthodox Church, Archbishop Makarius had
been made an ‘honorary member of the Moscow
Ecclesiastic Academy.” Besides him, in Galicia
resided Bishop Antonius of Stanislawow and
Kolomeya, and Bishop Mihail of Sambor and
Drogobyeh:

“In 1950, in the Diocese of Zhitomir, Patri-
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- arch Ajexius had ordered the immediate ‘re-

moval’ ~and subsequent arrest for ‘Ukrainian-
nationalism’ of Bishop Alexander of Zhitomir
and- Ovruch. He was replaced by a Russian
Bishop, Sergius Darin of Rostov, who began
his activities by returning to the Yugoslav Gov-
ernment the medal of National Liberation be-
stowed on him in 1945. Soon after, he was trans-
ferred to Byelorussia, while the Zhitomir Diocese
was put in charge of yet another Russian, the
‘energetic’ Bishop Nifont of Ufa, in the Urals.

“A new diocese, under Archbishop Stephan,
was also created in Kirovgrad, and placed in
charge of Bishop Evstratius. Most of the
Ukrainian clergy had been trained,in Moscow
and Leningrad, only a few in Kiyev. All of them
had to speak ‘literary Russian,’ and know the
history of the Russian Church.

“The slightest sign of Ukrainian nationalism
was visited by deportation to the North or to
Siberia. Candidates for the priesthood were
closely investigated and had to fill innumerable
forms about their personal history and connec-
tions. Under the Russian hierarchy, the Ukrain-
ian Orthodox Church was a powerful means of
russification, which was extensively used by
Moscow.”
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Somé Relevant [vidence'pn Prof. Hook's Claims for Academic Freedom ,‘

‘By GERTRUDE BLACKWELL

In a letter to the New York Times in May, Professor Sidney Hook
stated his objection to the “notion that the faculties of American col-
leges and universities are being intimidated or frightened into silence
by ‘McCarthyism.”” He points to “their [students’] reluctance to
sign or shout or agitate without reflection” as “a sign of political
maturity.”

As a sign of the political courage of the teaching profession he
adduces as “relevant evidence” the overwhelming agreement of Ameri-
can educators with President Truman in his dispute with General
MacArthur despite “the apparent preponderance of public opinion in
the other direction.” The opposition of American educators to General
MacArthur is interesting but it can hardly be considered “relevant
evidence” on the state of academic freedom in this country. '

In this case, the majority of educators were ON THE SIDE OF THE
GOVERNMENT, of the Truman administration. If freedom means the
right to disagree wifth those in power, then what logical criteria are
being used by the professor of philosophy ‘who raises, as "relevant evi-
dence,” a case in which freedom refers to the expression of agreement
with the official foreign policy of the government?

The fact that “there was an overwhelming preponderance of public
opinion in the other direction” is irrelevant because the main basis

SWP ‘Theoretician’ Takes Another Fling at Russian Question

Or: E. R. Frank Takes Alarm Clock Apart and Has a Few Pieces Left Over When He Tries to Put It Together Again

By JAMES M. FENWICK

In the last eleven years, the
limitations of the theoretical
leash Trestraining the Socialist
Workers Party (Cannonite) from
making serious political investi-
gations have become increasingly
obvious even to leading members
of that self-styled orthodox Trot-
skyist group itself.

An article by the notorious E.
R. Frank, titled “Notes on Our
Discussion,” which is contained
in 4 recent SWP internal bulletin,
is a case in point, Written in his
usual consistently - vulgar and
shallow style, the article is not
only a more or less unintentional
revelation of the stagnation and
demoralization of the SWP but
also a depressing pictdre of the
floundering of the membership of
~the SWP in its effort to stay
afloat while being dragged down
by their false policies.

He begins ritualistically by
noting that “if the Shachtmanite
cadre faces the imminent danger
of total disintegration under the
hammer blows of bourgeois and
social-democratic public opinion,
our cadre faces an opposite dan-
ger (although, as this discussion
has demonstrated, an admittedly
remote one.)"

Having thus warded off the
Evil Eye of heterodoxy, he then
continues: “Our cadre, in its anx-
jety to steel itself against the
pressures of a hostile world, faces
_a possible danger of petrifaction,
of inuring itself to the play of
criticism upon the organization,
of people getting closed minds
and adopting the attitudes of a
shut-in cirele, of converting the
writings of the Marxist masters

into Seripture, of reducing Marx-
ism to scholasticism.” That state-
ment errs only in aseribing a po-
tential character to the dangers
enumerated.

He then proceeds to take up
"a number of important items still
left dangling in the discussion,”
starting off with the problem of

the nature of Stalinism. The analy- -

sis made by the Second World Con-
gress of the Fourth Internatienal
is. it seems, faulty. The Stalinist
parties are not "neo-reformist”
parties. In fact, in "two exception-

al cases, Stalinist. bureaucracies -

led successful revolutions: At pres-
ent, they have assumed the leader-
ship of the anti-imperialist strug-
gle in Korea, Indo-China, Malaya.
« « « Try as onz might, therefore,
it is difficult to see how clarity is
served, or how anything is added
to the wisdom of the ages, by call-
ing the Indo-Chinese or North
Korean Stalinists agents of imperi-
alism; or by explaining that the
third world war will be faught, in
great part, betwedn imperialism oft’
the one side, and the agents of
imperialism on the other.” That is
not an inelegant statemen |

IF THIS IS TRUE . . .

If all this is true, 11!.11 “these
conflicts with capitalism, this
leadership of mass s ggle_s_
against imperialism are not epi-
sodic to the Kremlin’s fundamen-
tal tie to imperialism,”}if the
Kremlin “not only disorients and,
betrays workers’ struggles, but

also smashes-in capitali here
and there, as it did in Eastern
Europe, and helps incité great
revolutionary storms elsewhere,

which then hav ea menacing and

) If scientists fail to dig out the facts of life in spite of theoretical
NTERESTED, advances, it will be because other facts of life have gotten in their :
' e way. Scientists are not the least important minority that needs libera- {
- tion from the shadow of the police state. ;
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a momentum of their own,” the
and China,” Frank says, “it was
able to utilize—in the absence of
the United States the SWP is,
short of a complete reorientation,
main reason for Trotsky’s opposi-
tion to Stalinism—his belief in its
constant capitulation of capitalist
forces — no longer retains its
validity.

Why the Fourth International
should not revert to its status as
a left opposition- to Stalinism is
difficult to see. That Stalin “can
change overnight” is not only not
decisive given this elaboration of
facts; there is little evidence of
his intention of doing so in the
present conjuncture. The road to
war having been opened (and
Stalin understands its inevitabil-
ity) the political weapon of anti-
capitalism remains one of the
most powerful in Stalin’s arsenal.
He is not likely to give it up.

"REPULSIVE SUCCESSES"

Frank next takes up the eri-
terion for a workers’ state. In or-
der to salvage the post-war analy-
ses of the satellite countries made
by the SWP Frank is forced to
treat each emergent Stalinist na-
tional leader as a separate type
whose attitude toward bourgeois
property relations is not at all
strictly calculable: “It is imper-
missible, therefore, to telescope
events in these three situations,
and hold that the political victory
under Tito, Mao, or outright Stal-
inist agents necessarily spells the
expropriation of the bourgeoisie
and the institution of proletarian
property relations.”

This permits Frank to take a
definite position upon Yugoslavia
and the satellite countries, upon
whose nature the SWP has at
Iong last muddled through to a
position, and leave open the ques-
‘tion of the Chinese regime, whose
nature is an enigma only to the
specialists in social structures
within the SWP.

“All this boils down to the fact
‘that the old Marxist terminology

* did not foresee and provide for the

many degenerated, repulsive forms
that workers®' struggles and even
successes have assumed. We have
no alternative as Marxists but to
recognize the reality, and preceed
to adapt the old terminology to
the new developments, as Trofsky
repeatedly did in his time. , . ."
Frank, at least, is ready for any

“barbarity—all in the name of the

socialist revolution, of course.

COME-DOWN

Frank next deals with the ques-
tion “whether opportunist cen-
trist parties cannot lead revolu-

tions to vietory; in other words, -

whether our traditional stand on

" this question is not due for some

_considerable’ modification.”

“Where the disintegration of
the old ruling classes was pro-
ceeding apace, as in Yugoslavia
Marxist parties—opportunist less-
than-Marxist working-class par-
ties to direet the revolutionary
offensive, to secure the victory,
and then to carry through some
of the historical tasks of the revo-
lution.” What a comedown this

me-tooism represents for a party

which but recently hailed itself
as THE party of the world revo-
lution! )

There is room for a conscious,
revolutionary vanguard, however,
he says, in countries like the
United States, where capitalism
cannot be gxpected to yield by de-
fault.

Frank concludes his cnaiysl: with
a dicussion of "the Americaniza-
tion of the SWP.” He begins by
noting that the SWP is "still looked
upon, more than some realize, as a
group of hero-worshipers, personal
adherents of Leon Trotsky, as a
sect of eccentrics. Even many so-
phisticated labor militants friend-
ly to us (and they are all getting
pretty sophisticated nowadays)
view Trotskyism not just as a po-
litical program that is too extreme,
or with which they cannot go
along, but as something of an od-
dity, something that is foreign,
alien to American and its prob-
lems.”

After enumerating the efforts
made by the SWP to overcome
these disabilities he states: “Pay-
ing homage to the memory of a
great man is not our main task as
a political party . . . we will be-
come a force only when we suc-
ceed in implanting ourselves into
the consciousness of the working
class of this country as an au-
thentic and indigenous band of
American revolutionary mili-
tants.”

It is not diffcult to predict that
over and beyond the difficulties
presented to socialist movements

by the poor objective situation in
not going to be able to establish
itself as any sort of living force
in the United States labor move-
ment. This is not a, matter of
propaganda technigues but of po-
litical fundamentals. The SWP
appears in the public eye as a
perhaps shamefaced but nonethe-
less constant champion of Stalin-
ist totalitarianism,

FRENCH BLURT IT OUT

Frank’s proposals, if adopted,
far from permitting the reduec-
tion of this sentiment, would only
sharpen it. Whatever Frank's
subjective intention - may be (and
we are in no position to speak
with any certainty) the objective
effect is to prepare for further
capitulations to Stalinism.

The contradictions of SWP pol-
icy have been far from resolved.
One of the next problems which
will be subject to clarification is
the SWP attitude toward the war,
upon many aspects of which the
SWP has maintained a position
of intransigent ambiguity.

The action of the PCI, the
French section of the Fourth In-
ternational, at its Tth convention
in mid-July, in flatfootedly com-
ing out for the defense of Russia,
the satellite countries, and Yugo-
slavia in the impending war will
help force the issue for the SWP,

Favre-Bleibtreu, reporting for
the majority, stated: "The third
world war will in its essence be a
class war in which the imperialist
world bourgecisie under the lead-
ership of the U. S. will oppose the
proletariat of the world and the
workers' states. It will pot be
'transformed’ into a civil war; it
will be a class war from its very
onset."

Favre-Bleibtreu is at Ileast
forthright. It is a somewhat less
common -virtue among his politi-
cal co-thinkers on this side of
the Atlantie.

Truman's Gesture
To the Editor: '

Truman made another weak
gesture against racism when he
asked Arlington Cemetery burial
for an American Indian soldier
killed in Korea, after he had been
refused burial in an all-“Aryan”
graveyard. But discrimination
against reservation Indians by
Truman’s Indian Bureau eon-
tinues. Truman and the Republi- .
cans, too, use beautiful words and
impotent-gestures, but they don’t
fight racism. :

The working people must rely

" ans,

“Readers Jake the Rloor . .|

‘on their own efforts to fight
racism.

Negroes, Jews, American Indi-
Spanish - speaking people,
Orientals and members of other
minorities should cooperate even
more in the fight for equality.

. And, of course, it should be
pointed out to white Gentile and
non - Spanish - speaking workers
that they, as well as minorities,
suffer from race hatred—because
it divides the workers, preventing
them from uniting against their
common enemy, the capitalists.
Which is why bosses encourage
race hatred—the opium of the
ignorant. John LOEB

of the “anti-subversive” drive does not derive from action by the
“general public” but from those in the seats of political power.

Hook states “that the situation is not ideal. There are abuses,
occasions for protest, scandalous cases produced by political foolish-
ness in some states. But all this is a far ery from the hysteria and
fear which detractors of American educational institutions attribute
to them.”

From this we would derive a picture where the abuse of academic
freedom was the exception and where, as he puts it, “teachers on the
whole enjoy more personal and political freedom.” Into this general
picture, however, we must place the loyalty-oath struggle in the Uni-
versity of California. So roseate was the “personal and politieal
freedom” at the University of California that after the resignation
of 18 teachers, heads of department at the university complained
that they were unable to find qualified replacements.

Hook is correct in stating that many teachers are “more courageous
and outspoken” than at any other period but their courage is mani- #
fested by opposition to existing intimidation. An excellent example of
this is the support given by faculty members of many leading col-
leges and organizations, such as the American Philological Associa-
tion, the American Anthropological Association and Phi Beta Kappa,
to the faculty at the University of California. :

The ACLU Report Testifies

Another jarring note in Hook's picture of academic affairs in America-
is the Feinberg Law in New York State barring "subversive" teachers
from the public schools and the dismissal of a number of public school
teachers for refusing to state whether or not they belonged to the Com-
munist Party,

In New Jersey a teacher hired by the Newark College of Engineer-
ing was dismissed for failing to sign the state loyalty, oath which, he
contended, was an illegal amendment to the state constitution and
infringed on free speech and due process. In San Francisco child-care
centers, an investigation was carried on by the Board of Education
to determine those employees who had voted against disaffiliation from
the United Public Workers Union. A Pittsburgh school teacher accused
by the FBI of being a member of the Civil Rights Congress and the
Communist Party (which she denied) was fired.

Hook states that “the work of daily teaching and research goes on
with the same freedom as in the recent past. If anything it is being
conducted with even greater responsibility.” How tenuous must be
his standards of freedom of teaching and research when we learn
from the 30th Annual Report of the "American Civil Liberties Union
that “In several cities, among them Atlanta and Macon, Ga., Provi-
dence, R. I. and Milwaukee, Wis., official publications of the Russian <
government circulating in school libraries and classrooms were banned |
and destroyed.” - -

It was certainly not in the name of academic freedom that student
organizations at Brooklyn and Queens College were disciplined for
hearing speakers who (in the former case) were under judicial review:
and (in the latter) suspended from the public school system. Or perhaps:'
Hook considers this part of "the weork of daily teaching and research™
that ""goes on with the same freedom as in the recent past.” )

* What better example of MeCarthyism than the vacating of a nur-
sery school in Fairlawn, N. J. from the premises it leased from the
local American Legion post because the latter objected to the political .
affiliation of some of the performers on the phonograph records used '
by the school? The Legion also objected to the records because the
record company had bheen declared subversive by the House Un-
American Activities Committee and further declared that one of the
songs describirig the building of a city omitted reference to a business
group. ;

In Levittown, N. Y., the local school board ordered phonograph i»
records destroyed on the basis of the alleged political affiliation of
officers and employees of the company which manufactured them.

Political Apathy among Students

Even if it were true that the major sections of American educa=
tion still enjoy academic freedom, it is nevertheless true that the above
type of incident is becoming more and more general and the unde-
niable tendency toward administrative repression is growing more
dangerous.

Yet in the face of the evidence of diserimination against Stalinists
and other “subversives,” Hook states that the reason for the lack of
articulation among “former fellow travellers” here and there “in
their unqualified defense of the foreign policy of the Soviet Union”
“does not mean that they are suffering from administrative repression.
.« » But what is true is that the expression of their views now elicits
an equally legitimate criticism by some of their colleagues.” A glance-
at the record, however, would seem to indicate that keeping their °
Jjobs is'a more important factor motivating their silence than criticism- -
by their colleagues. : .

Hook points to the unwillingness of students to ‘“sign petitions,
shout or agitate” as a sign of “political maturity” which “by no means
leads to* passivity,” and compares the present generation favorably
with the “mindless enthusiasm which led them 11 years ago to
affirmations such as the Oxford Pledge.” : :

He does not, however, present any "relevant evidence” to prove the
lack of passivity among students. If they reject "old slogans and shib-
boleths” which “seem so irrelevant to the concrete problems,” then .it ~
would seem incumbent on him to indicate just what channel? have
absorbed the political energies and talents of American youth. :

The truth of the matter is that the decline of political student -
organizations has developed from a fear of participation leading-to.
a lack of interest not in “shibboleths” but in political problems and
ideas and it is precisely that which makes the days of the Oxford
Pledge so memorable in comparison.

.
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I.AIO*‘R ACTIOH

By ‘HAL -DRAPER

One of the few things about whlch the Zion-
. tist mrovement in dll‘its sections is préfty -unani-
mously agreed -is that the whole movement is
“foday racked from top to bottom by a violent
- organizafional and ideological crisis. The second
- point,sunder this, is that the crisis stems from
the existence of the state of Israel itself.

“Note: it stems from the fact that Israel ex-
“ists, not from any special difficulties of that
. -state. There is also, to be sure, a much-discussed
© sierisis in-Israel itself ; but this does not contribute
“to the crisis of the Zionist movement—if any-
‘thing, it mitigates its force. The crisis of Zionism

is due to that which it hails as its historic suc-
cess.

This is all very well recognized:

“Now the state is established . . . and the Zionist
-organizations are! left minus members and without a
mass-movement ideology. There has been a great search-
ing for redefinition but so far no new definition has

set up within Zionism by these three sources of
crisis. _

It could not and did not resolve the crisis;
it had not really been expected to do so by any-
one. But through the struggles at the Congress,
as in the discussion which preceded it, the triple
crisis of Zionism.is quite clear.

. T - .’
The Political Antagonism
“Ziowism has olready achieved a remarkable
result—something hitherto deemed impossible.-
I refer to the close union of the most modern
with the most conservative elements of Jewry.”

—Theodor Hewrzl, at the first World Zionist Con-
gress ut Basle, 1897.

That was more or less true (and incidentally
an index to the character of Zionism) up to the
creation of the state. The union is now strained
more and more. .

- We take it up first not because it is most im-

risis of Zioni

P —

ence from U. S. Zionists in political matters and
“nothing pleased Washington more’’—hence the
drift of State Department policy away from Is-
rael. He did not make explicit the inference that
Ben-Gurion should tolerate interference from
his American Zionist antagonists in the country’s
political affairs, or else.

On the other hand, Ben-Gurion’s denuncia-
tions of the ZOA leaders had been even more
slashing. At the congress Browdy had to stand
up to rebut the former’s statement labeling the
ZOA “enemies of labor” and an outfit of labor-
baiters. (He might have been more convincing
if it had not been true, for one thing, that at the
ZOA convention one of the chief speakers had
waxed-enthusiastic in praising the Israeli Gen-
eral-Zionists for supporting the right not to join
a trade union.)

BEN-GURION POURS IT ON

In a speech prior to the world congress on

Sap!ember 17, 1951

And

he would have to settie down as an Israeli citi-
Zen.

Browdy, at the congress, resorted to more
weasely formulas: “We have no desire to inter-
fere in the internal affairs of Israel,” he said
piously, “but we have every desire to make sure
its foundations are firm and will resist.the rav-
ages of time.” And later: “We are prepared to
work unconditionally, but not at the expense of
our self-respect.”

WAVING THE DOLLAR

The Americans had two weapons with which
to enforce their demand against the position of
the Israelis: their influence in the world Zionist
organization—and the almighty dollar. And it
can be argued that these two are one. Everyone
knew, as the report to the congress later stated,
that American Jews had given 75 per cent of
all moneys received by Keren Hayesod, the De-
velopment Fund, in the last 5 years.

.. The Americans were not too bashful about

waving the dollar in a threatening pose. Silver

Let not those that come cling to the return ticket as to
a lifeboat in a storm: and let them embrace our civiliza-
tion without a mental reservation about the size of the
British Commonwealth of Nations or the United States
of America.”

As for the other delegatmns, it is likewise nat hard
to feel their reaction before the dollar-power of the
Americans and the governmental power of the Israelis.
Prior to the Congress, the London Zionist REeview had
editorialized:

“It is necessary for them [the British delegates] to
oppose the idea that the two important centers of world
Jewry are America and Israel. . ..” And the president
of the British Zionist Federation, speaking at the con-
eress, “expressed fears that Zionists in Europe would

-be caught in a struggle between the ‘power blocs’ of

Israeli and U. 8. Zionism.” (JTA, Aug. 17.)
VOICE OF AMERICA

Before the dollar-waving of the Americans, the Israelis
reacted not as Zionists but in the first place as Israelis.
We are not criticizing them for this. On the contrary, it
would have taken miserable men—not men who felt they
were building a country—+to listen without bitterness to

one of the American Zionist leaders who actually got up-

and said:
“You don't know America. It is too big for you to

loving Israel; we are like good Irish-Awmerican citizemg
who love the oéd sod too; a man can have many loyaltiegs:.
to family, party, religious group, country, etc. and they
aie not contradictory . . . and so on. This is a perfectly
consistent attitude for a non-Zionist “friend of Israel.”
Within the framework of the full, undiluted Zionisp
ideology (which we shall seé even more clearly in Seo.
tion III) it is not so easy. It may be hard for American
Zionists to understand this since the undiluted article .
is pretty rare in these States.

It was easier for the European Zionist (Labor-Zionist)
leader, Jacob Yefroikin, editor of the Paris Kiyum. In the
article which we shall quote he is talking what undoubtedly
seems another language to most American Zionists. Bu#
the Americans, at Jerusalem, found most of the others
thinking on the same basis, even though the question of
double loyalty -is the last question they would dream of
bringing up. If Yefroikin is extreme, it is because he is
following !he-he?ri of Zionism to its logical ends.

A ZIONIST LEADER'S VIEW

“President Truman at the beginning of 1948; in hie
message to the convention of the American Council for
Judaism, said: ‘Jews must in their own interests and-as
loyal citizens, think and act exclusively as Americans.’
And if this hint was not sufficiently obvious, it found a
clearer definition in a speech at the same gathering by
Carol Binder: ‘If, he said, ‘the struggle for a Jewish

emerged.”—E. Katz, president of the Intercollegiate i . : August 8, Ben-Gurion had cuitingly denounce i : 3 utomats which  urderstand. You have fantastic ideas about the United state . . . would eventually have to cost the democratic.

. Zionist Federation, it the Siudent Zionist, Feb. portant but because it is easiest to see. Mainly, ﬂlegZOAE; peolulbinifabusly fgﬂ‘v. o 1 Ill.lli'ed bl‘o'ﬁdly. .Ie:s are _noi : e n  States. . . . We demand respect from the Zionist move- countries the oil of the Middle East, the Jews of the

- “Pa P . . at the present gtagé it is a complication which oo e Y. * " SR ImOvemen release coins upon the pressing of a button. . . . ment, Without the Zionist Organization of America, Israel United States would have to pay dearly for it’ . . .
Perhaps the chief impression [at the convention of p » o live in deceit. . . . The nation must know that the -

. -the Zionist Organization of America] was one of crisis
+and also how to explain this crisis. The ZOA now claims
a membership of about 164,000. This is a significant drop
_-~from the ‘quarter rmllmn members’ which were' cited only
-about a year ago. —Jewish Frontier, July.

R mtellectual crisis which cuts across -parties,

‘but dw:des Zionists in Israel from Zionists elsewhere.
*Spokesmen for the divergent viewpoints aré trying hard
"~ 1o meet ‘the crisis with the dignity and forbearance be-
- 'coming to a dilemma s0 deep and so wounding. . . . Zion-
dem reached its zenith in the creation of the state. But

because of this, Zionism outside Israel has touched its
- ~nadir”—Lead article in the Jerusalem Post, Aug. 17.

“The rise of the Jewish state brought them [Zionists]

. a tremendous feeling of elation and triumph, while it
-, ‘also administered a severe jolt to their movement. . . . It
- ‘is doubtful whether all our friends in Israel realize to
" 'the present day the extent and nature of this erisis. . . .
“ ‘Buddenly and at one stroke, ‘the Zionist Organization
“was: shorn of ‘its political prerogatives and much of its.

authority. . . . Zionists were not only dejected, but con-

‘fused, ‘having no clear idea where and how they fitted-

sinto the new picture. , . . The Zionist prognosis , . .
sdoetrine . . . ideal had triumphed . . . [Yet] In point of
fact its position has tended to deteriorate., . . . This
«proud position [is] now threatened with collapse.”—
Emanuel Neumann, in the Zionist Quarterly (ZOA),
“Summer.

' “"FHE THREE ROOTS &

The ‘roots of the Zionist crisis which stems
from the setting up of the state of Israel are
three. They are quite distinct and with indepen-
dent effects, though not equally important or
fundamental, not equally recognized consciously
by the Zionists themselves, and certainly confus-
ingly interlocked in the discussions and s'l'rquies
within that movement.

(1) The one which the Zionists refer to as
. “the ideological question” is simply: “What is

_Zionism now, anyway?” and “What is a Zionist
“today?”’ What makes it an ideological crisis is
that the answer lies not in providing a definition
‘but in providing a reason for continued existence
for the Zionist movement as such, now that Zion
dtself - exists.

(2) With Israel there was born Israel nation-
alism as distinet from Jewish nationalism. It has
. made itself felf in a short space of time, not least

“within the Zionist movement. Within Israel, of
-course, there is no conflict between the two sim-
‘ply Beeause the two are identified. For the Zion-
; ;ists*outside, they cannot be. The national antag-
‘onisms within the Zionist movement are more
than visible to the naked eye.

(3) The Zionist movement has always been
“divided into political parties—“General” Zionist
(beurgeois conservative), Labor Zionist (social-
istic, -further subdivided into" reformist and
awould-be Marxist), Revisionist (chauvinist to
faseist)., Rehglous Stalinoid, ete.-As can be seen,
“its spectrum is that of a state. The struggles

- =were-often fierce enough before there was any

state power to be the object of the struggle. Now

* . «iHere-is. The political antagonisms outside Israel

ow take on flesh and blood in terms of classes

in-Israel and their conflict for control of the. gov®

emment, and tend to become as irreconcilable
- as the class struggle itself.

'I'llo ‘World Zionist Blmgus; which’ ‘was ‘con-

serves to embitter and sharpen the crisis.

The power struggle in the movement is large-
ly between the Israeli and American Zionist
leaders, but it is not, of course, accidental that
the most influential leaders and spokesmen of
the Americans (Abba Hillel Silver, Emanuel
Neumann, Benjamin Browdy, etc.) and the main
organization, the Zionist Organization of Amer-
ica (ZOA), are General-Zionist in politics. Their
co-thinkers are the men of Israel’s leading bour-
geois party, the main opposition to Ben-Gurion’s
Labor Party (Mapai).

THE PRIZE IS STATE POWER

For both: sides this is not simply -a matter of

 political ‘theory, to be shelved by them in their
‘capacity as Zionisks. As we said, state:power is

at stake. For the Americans, of course, it cannot
directly be their state power, but it is state

-power in "their" Zion. Not less than their ‘non-

Jewish tlass-counterparts in this country, they
are mortally antagonistic to socialism, which
they see in Mapai's controlled economy, labor
base and program. For them the Israeli General
Zionists' program {unreconstructed capitalism)
is not only the American Way but also ordained.
They cannot take lightly the fact that the state
which they fathered and financed and ‘which is
the incarnation of their dream is in the hands of
men who -stand- for anti-capitalism.

. The ZOA, for the first time in its history, at
its convention earlier this year, voted overwhelm-
ingly to identify itself formally with the Israeli
General-Zionist party. It meant throwing down
a gage. At the ZOA convention, as well -as in
Jerusalem, Silver went out of his way to take a
crack at socialism. Part of the struggle at the
world congress turned on “how much of a say
in the development of Israel the Zionist move-
ment outside the country should be entitled to
in return for its economic aid,” as the N. Y.

" Times reported (Aug. 26), and by “the Zionist

mevement” it is the American bourgeois Zion-
ists who are meant in the first place.

'THEY AREN'T -NAIVE

“Translated into practical terms,” continues the dis-
pateh, “this, of course, means a measure of authonty
over immigration, the rate and sources of economic de-
velgpment, and inevitably Ben-Gurion’s people believe

‘this"would have a political effect as well.”

Naturally! And when the Israeli General-
Zionists’ allies from America yell that they want
more determining power in fields which vitally
affect Israeli economic policy, they can hardly
be considered to be entirely naive. “The under-
lying issue. .. is whether the world Zionist move-
ment shall influence life in Israel or whether it
should be a welfare organization,” explained the
Jerusalem- Post (Aug. 14)—and what happens
when the would-be influencers of life in Israel
are enemies of the governing party ... ?

The bitterest ‘words in connection with the
otherwise carefully restrained world- congress
flowed frem this antagonism. Rabbi ‘Silver
started the'wery day before the congress opened

- with :an‘open ‘accusation at -a press. conference

Zionist Organization of America has ceased to
be a Zionist organization,” and pretty clearly re-
ferred to them scornfully as a bunch of "mer-
chants, lawyers and rabbis.”

Perhaps the most heated moment on the open
floor of the congress came when, after Rabbi
Silver had been given time to speak his piece,
Mrs. Golda Meyerson rose to answer him for
Ben-Gurion, before a hall packed to see the
sparks fly. Among other things she “demanded
to know what Zionist leaders in America had
done to refute the libels that the Israeli govern-
ment was preventing private capltal and foreign
investors from participating in Israel’s upbuild-
ing. She asked whether some of these same

leaders had not helped fan ‘the fires of allega-

tion.”” (Jewish Telegraphic Agency, Aug. 20.)
The pohtxcal struggle within Israel itself was
being echoed.

It is, of course, not necessary to charge the
gentlemen from the ZOA with the deliberate
intent to substitute their own influence as for-
eign Zionists for the failure of the Israeli Gen-
eral-Zionists to do better in the last elections.
The capacity of men to believe “sincerely™ that
they'are acting not as “partisans” but only in the

best interests of humanity is virtually infinites:

But it is this which gave part of its heat to the
congress issue of “special status” for the Zionist
movement.

THE "SPECIAL STATUS" ISSUE

The Americans came to Jerusalem with the
No. 1 demand that the world Zionist organiza-
tion, rather than the Israeli government and its
agencies, be given a monopoly on the activities
of Jewry all over the world on behalf of Israel.
As Silver said, demanding a “charter” for the
Zionist organizations:

“What we mean by ‘charter’ is not just affording the

[Zionist] Jewish Agency diplomatic status in Tel Aviv.

. Wé want the Zionist movement to be recovmxed as
rhe channel for all important activities of Jews on behalf
of the state of Israel,” ~

They talked in terms of a “‘semi-governmen-
tal” status for the Zionist exeeutive, The Israelis
had more than good ground to suspect that what
the Americans were demanding would mean in
practice their assumption of a good measure of
control and influence in Israel’s foreign eco-
nomic activities and consequently a long finger
in all of Israel’s affairs. ;

Under the circumstances this was more than
a modest demand. Ben-Gurion rejected it,
counterposing (perhaps only tactically) the de-

"mand that the Americans first recognize their

obligation to aid Israel unconditionally regard-
less of their hostility to the polltlcal composition
of its government.

Silver-especially was quite c!ear on what ‘he
was demanding: "We do want, -however, -a say
on how the money [raised for Israell is spent.
No taxation without representation. we say.”

‘There were the Americans, with the slogan of

1775 demagogically on their lips, domdiug con-

F

And in his speech to the congress he "warned,
however, that should Jews overseas begin to
feel that Israel flouts them completely, 'they.
might cease to help you and there will be noth-
ing you can do about it." " (JTA, Aug. 20.)

At the World General Zionist caucus in Jerusalem
just before the congress, the Americans threatened to
make sure that the Jews would not act as “automats”:

“The greatest impression was made by the speech of
the chairman of the ZOA Executive Committee, Mortimer
May, who said that the time had come to explain to
American Jewry the internal problems of Israel. ‘For a
long time,” said Mr. May, ‘I was of the opinion that not
everything about Israel should be told in the U. 8., since
I felt that it might harm the Zionist movement. But we
must now change our way of thinking.” (ZINS, the ZOA
hews service,) -

Naturally, extreme threats by both sides must be

" taken with a grain of salt, since the American Zionists

need their relation with Israel (otherwise how exist as
Zionists at all?) as much as the Israelis need the former’s
dollars. But the threats were there, including May’s jto
bring the Israeli election campaign home to New York.
Everycne knew a compromise would be reached, as it
was;-it was a question of who got how much, and how
the vague terms of the compromise would wolk out in
the period ahead. -

But it is too &asy to see the conflict at the Jerusalem
congress in terms of this political antagonism alone or
primarily. That would be quite inaccurate. This element
of erisis is here to stay, but it is not accidental that we
liave largely had to speak (as the congress did) in terms
of the “Americans” and the “Israelis.”

|
The Nationalist Antagonism

“The Zicnist axis is no longer, and has not
been for 20 years, Tel Aviv-Odessa, but Jerusa-
lem-New York.'—Jerusalem Post, Aug. 14.

The: axis has developed antagonistic national poles.

For one 'thing, the American Zionist leaders came %o
Jerusalem with roughly the same spirit and with the
same psychology as the American delegation at the San
Francisco conference on the Japanese treaty: as the
world’s aristocrats, with wealth and power behind them,
and little inclined to play second fiddle to the leaders of
a piddling little country. That little country is dear to
them, of course, because it is Zion, but it is dear to
them as their Zion, not as a sovereign state with leaders
of its own.

On the other hand, the development of Israeli national-
ism (as distinct from Jewish nationalism, remember) and
its effect on the chbracter of Zionism in Israel would
deserve a special chapter in a book on contemporary
Zionism. "It .is from here. [israel]l that the principles of
Zionism shall go forth,” proclaimed Ben-Gurion a week
before the congress.

In discussing the ‘‘special status” issue in terms of
the political antagonisms, we had to be one-sided tem-
porarily. Actually, the national sovereignty of Israel is
also involved, and while the Americans could think of
this concept only hazily, it meant a great deal more to
the-Israelis, and not-Ben:Gurion’s Israelis alone.

It was not just a matter of the Americans’ “special
status” demand versus national ‘sovereignty as an ab--
_straction. It is not hard to feel the reaction of an Israeli

to the rich foreign tycoons, too many of whom apparently

_made manifest their scorn for “our alleged contempt for

what a few among our guests consider to be elementary
comforts of civilized life (e.z.,
bath),” as a Jerusalem Post article delicately put it.

‘The same paper editorialized .during the congress
about such people who come-not as  pioneer emigrants
but_as “alien experts with their talents for hire’ and it
‘I.lrged that their contribution “be on this country’s- hard
terms without setting up two standards, one for those

hotel rooms with private

will suffer.” (Joseph Tenenbaum.)

The interests of Israel as a nation versus the inter-
ests of the Zionist movement could not have been more
clearly counterposed than in the spectacle during Ben-
Gurion’s tour of this country earlier this year. The
head of the Zionist state, the symbol of Zionism’s great
“vietory,” was here—and mo reference to Zionism ever
passed his lips at any of his meetings. More than that:
he cut the whole American Zionist movement dead-cold.

He spoke at numerous meetings,’ but even the ZOA
failed to secure his presence at their big. “Salute to
Israel” rally, where more than 19,000 waited for him.
The president of the ZOA was not among the notables
invited to sit on the.platform during Ben-Gurion’s Madi-
son Square Garden bond rally. Zionism was never even
mentioned in all the speeches and tableaus about the
struggle for Israel’s statehood. (He addressed not a
single Zionist group until just before catching the boat—
and then it was a semi-private meeting which we will
discuss under Section III.)

WOOING THE NON:ZIONISTS:

This_is not to be explained by the political antagon-
ism with the pro-General-Zionists of the ZOA; it is too
extreme. Besides, he paid no more attention to his own
Labor Zionists. And there is another very clear explana-
tion for it, which the American Zionists understand only
too well.

It is clear that Ben-Gurion looks on the Zionist move-
ment as an obstacle to mobilizing the fullest aid to Isvael
from abroad, more than as an aid.

For now virtually the whole Jewish community, non-
Zionists and anti-Zionists as well as traditional Zionists,
are for aid to Israel. While Zionism wuas a dream, only the
Zionists could be depended on. Now it is a stafe, a reality,
and the old lines do not demarcate out the "friends of
Israel.™

The old Zionist movement is the old skin which has
to be cast off in the moulting. As a state, Israel looks
to and appeals to the Jewish community as such, and its
appeal can only suffer if it gets involved with the tra-
ditional antagonisms between Zionists and anti-Zionists
within the Jewish community. The Zionists, the Israelis
feel, cannot hold back from giving. It is the others who
are not to be offended,”who are to be wooed. (Hence the
Zionists® partly hollow threats, in reaction, to hold back
the dollars.) d

A “prominent _Israeii official” is quoted by the Times
cerrespondent in Jerusalem:

“Zionism has had a long and useful life and should
now be given a decent burial,” he said recently. “We
Israelis, who pay taxes, maintain an army, fertilize the
desert and bring in hundreds of thousands of new immi-
grants, cannot be expected to brook interference from
Diaspora [non-Israeli] Jews. . ..”

At the Jerusalem congress, Nahum Goldmann, pres-
ident of the congress, countered the demand for “special
status” with the argument, among other things, that to
give special status to the Zionists “would antagonize
the good friends of Israel who are non-Zionists.”

There is no doubt that the "special status demand was
opposed not only (though most sharply) by the -Mapai
Israelis for the reasons aliready explained, but by far
wider israeli circles whose motivations were not political-
partisan but nationalist. Why should aid to Israel (as far
as ‘the - Israelis are concerned) be farcibly channelized
through a privileged section of the Jewish community—

" just because of this section’s past services? Let it be-

given -a_decent burial, with a cheér.

But the Zionist leaders do not plan to be buried be-
cause their existence is inconvenient to the Israelis. Un-
fortunately for them, however, as we shall see, their

chief gravedigger is not Israeli nationalism but their own -

ideological bankiuptey.

There is another and quite different aspect of the
national question in Zionism which bedevils the diaspora
Zionists, especially the Americans, as a result of the
existence of the Jewish state.

It is the delicate question .of “double loyalty.” In
words .it ean be and has been resolved easily enough:

These words, veiled in Truman’s and open in Binder's
speeches, expressed not a passing mood; they are-valid
even now and their echo will be heard far and loud. . ..

“Even now in peacetime, before the storm has-broken
out, there are Jews, even so-called Zionists, who have
the sorry courage to justify morally the preference of
American patriotism above the Jewish if there should
ever come-to a clash between the two. States the editor
of the Reconstructionist in an open letter to Lessing
Rosenwald that, in a not-improbable case, if the state of
Israel should be involved in a war with the United States,
American Jews will act exactly in the same manner as if-
another country were at war with America and in ac-
cordance with their ‘exclusive loyalty’ would fight Israel
as Jews of one country always fought Jews of another
country, just as American Catholics would fight any -
Catholic eountry. (Reconstructionist, March 5.)

“There is a theory concocted by some Zionists, includ
ing Chaim Greenberg [American Labor Zionist theoreti-
cian], which says that we Jews are no exception to the
general rule. Non-Jews too have many loyalties and this
does not prevent them from being loyal citizens of their
countries.

“This is true. . To each social cell man gives only
a part of his loya]i.y Only a totalitarian state demands
the entire individual for itself. States which recognize a’
certain degree of individual freedom see nothing wrong
in the pluralistic loyalties of its citizens.

“All this is true, but our specific Jewish [that ‘is,
Zionist—H. D. problem is not exhausted nor answered
by this. For it 13 one thing to have many loyalties to dif-
ferent objects, and something .else to have one’s own
loyalty divided and split between two objects of the same
category. A man can be true to his father and motiter,
to his class and state at the same time. But a person
cannot have two fathers and two mothers and remain.
equally loyal to both of them, just as o maen cannot be-
long to two nations at the same time and have two
fatherlands.” (Italics in eriginal. Quoted from the Jew- °
ish Newsletter, July 23.)

THE NATURE OF ISRAEL

This question of “double loyalty” arises for the
consistent Zionist (if there are any such-left in- the
United States), and not for the Jew, not because the
former “loves Israel” with the sentimental or philan-
thropic attachment of an Irishman for old Erin but -
because of the consistent-ideology-of Zionism on -the-
“Jewish nation.” This gets us to Seetion III. '

But before any American Zionist (as they virtually -all
do) rejects Yefroikin's views with sincere astonishmen¥
and an unwillingness even to consider such "absurdities”
seriously, it would be well to look at Ben-Gurion's defini-.
tion of Israel as a state.. As a statesman, Ben-Gurion:
recognizes foreign Zionists' loyalty to their own. couniry,
but that is as a statesman.

“The state of Israel differs from all other states im
that it is not only the state of its own citizens alone, but
of the entire Jewish people, of evexy Jew wherever -ha:
lives.” (Ben-Gurion at the Jerusalem congress.)

“The state is part of the nation [he is referring to.the:
entire ‘Jewish nation’ in the world—H. D.] .The state -
does not yet constitute the fulfillment of Zionism but. it
is the main and fundamental means for the Ingathering~
of the Exiles, and this is the content of Zionism:. . .
Israel is a state not only in respect to its residents—i :
is. a-state for the Jewish nation. The constitution of the
state of Israel is one small law—the ‘Law of the Return?"
That is the special historic quality designating “the "
vaison. d’étre of the state of Israel.” (Ben-Gurion im:
speech, Aug. 8.)

To be sure, Ben-Gurion does not want any "doubl,u
loyalty” either. As we shall see, kis demand is that ev Y
Zionist become an Israeli, But the American Z1omstse? }
not- want to go to Israel; they want to remam Zionists™
in the diaspora even whlle “their own” state exists i/
the world. But their dilemma in this respect is only me
part of their Ia:rger dilemma which is the content: of the
ideological crisis of Zionism, which underlies and em— 3
braees all that we have already discussed.

‘trol over .a -vital ‘part’ of another country's in- : coml o from- the fnee, nother f m th laved 1d. ¢ re Ameri loyal t try but {(Conclud : A e
. - at the end of August in Jerusalem mir-- . that the -Israeli government ‘had nndermmed vt ternal poﬁcus. The fsraelis: tcplied mff.ci iﬁd : s L“ fro g g ano ro e enslaved wor We are American Jews loyal to our own country bu > o}_ucu ed '_'f“ wdd? | . :‘l%:
m‘ and focused-all the- drmmmm -« ~American Jewry betause-it wanted non-interfer:. - it Itc"bbr Silver wanted-o voice in-lsrael's: “dﬁtm";, 2T &

B SR e W B St e M

[
1%
I

LaE e SRS

5

W




v Page E'gM

" September 17, 1951..

Steamroller at TUC Congress —

{Continued from’ page 1)
presenting any real alternative to
them. Every person who has an
elementary ~ undérstanding of
Stalinism should know that this
rapacious, totalitarian regime
cannot be appeased by “new initi-
atives” for peace. As long as cap-
italist America and Stalinist Rus-
sia remain the only great power
centers in the world, the cold war
will continue its present insane
pace to its final development into
world devastating hot war.

;l‘he only way in which this can
be changed is through the devel-
opment of a third world force,
which can make a telling appeal
to the common people of the
world now torn between these two
exploiting systems. The elements
of this force exist precisely in the
Labor Party and the socialist
movements of the world. A for-
eign policy which makes sense for
the workers of Britain must take
this concept as its starting point,
and must develop a program de-
signed to unite the socialist par-

ties and the trade unions of Eu-
rope in a movement which has as
its immediate goal the establish-
ment of a democratic West Euro-
pean Union. Only from a plat-
form as broad and powerful as
that can the workers’ parties be-
gin to speak in terms of negotiat-
ing with the ruling classes of
Russia and America on a basis
of equality.

But such a conception is still be-
yond the present leaders of the
left wing of the British labor move-
ment. Thus they find it very diffi-
cult to present a convincing case
against the government's foreign
policy, and therefore against ele-
ments of the domestic policy which
can be shown to follow logically
and inevitably from it, such as
rearmament.

CLOSE SQUEAK

The debate on domestic policy
was preceded by a speech deliv-
ered by Hugh Gaitskell, chancel-
lor of the exchequer, who painted
a gloomy picture for the dele-

gates, He told them that the war
in Korea has driven up world
prices to a point where Britain is
paying a billion pounds more this
year for the same volume of im-
ports than a year ago. He pre-
dicted an adverse balance of
trade, and warned that the pres-
ent low standard of liviig would
fall further. He called for “rea-
sonable” restraint in demands for
wage increases, and said that they
must be kept within the limits of
increased production to avoid in-
flation. As to taxes, he stated that
even if all net personal income
over about $5,600 were taxed
away it would add only about
$148,400,000 to the national rev-
enue.

Following this speech, a resolu-

_tion which demanded that the

“standard of living of the people
must be improved at the expense
of profit” was defeated by a vote
of 5,284,000 to 2,199,000. Instead,
the conference adopted a resolu-
tion supported by the General
Council which asked for more

Cold-War Maneuver — —

(Continued from page 1)

1854. She is to abide by the arti-
cles and principles of the United
Nations. Reparations are to be
made to the heavily damaged na-
tions of Southeast Asia and a basis
in trade reestablished in what was
once considered the "co-prosperity
sphere.” She will be permitted a
choice in the making of a treaty
with China, to deal with either the
Nationalist or Stalinist govern-
ments. The Ryukus and Beonin
islands are to be administered by
the U. S. in a UN trusteeship.

Most_ important, the terms
which assure Japan’s role as the
keystone of American military
power in the Pacific are those
which approve Japanese rearma-
ment and permit the {‘retention
of foreign armed forces in Japa-
nese territory.” These made pos-
sible the separate Japanese-
American agreement to retain
U. 8. forces and bases in Japan.

In accordance with the nature
of the event, the planned, formal
and unspontaneous speeches were
dull and lifeless. A barely discern-
ible tineture of differences in out-
look on the part of the British
Labor Government crept into the
speech of Herbert Morrison when
he expressed several times his re-
grets over the absence of the
Chinese delegation and voiced a
plaint at the absence of high

_ standards of union labor in the
~ earlier period of Japanese his-
. tory.

"AIRCRAFT CARRIER™

The official doctrine motivating
the terms of the treaty was one
of “no aect of charity” and no im-
position of “spiteful acts on the
vanquished.” Actually, the impo-
sition of heavy sanctions and re-
parations would serve no practi-
cal purpose to those statesmen of
the west who require a Pacific
“aircraft carrier” in the struggle
with Russia.

The list of those present and
the absentees are likely to cause
the most embarrassment and dif-
ficulty to the treaty planners:
Russia’s unexpected and unwant-
ed presence served to point up
the .éut-and-dried .proceedings;
she escaped the criticism of hav-
ing boycotted the meeting.

The absence-of either Chinese

government points to one of the
biggest problems of Western dip-
lomacy and strategy. Chiang Kai-
shek could not hold face with the
Eastern delegates nor the British,
yvet the U. S. could not lose face
by permitting the Chinese Stalin-
ist Mao to attend.

Nor was the national-Stalinist
wing of the Western bloc, Tito,
represented. Most significant
among the absentees and most
damaging fo Western intentions,
was India—the most politically ad.
vanced and respected among inde-
pendent Asian nations. While fall-
ing far short of a bold and com-
plete policy which might make a
third alternative possible in the
power void in the east, the Indians
nevertheless were impressive in
their criticisms and in their ab-
sence, Objecting to the occupation
of Japan by U. S. troops and the
retention of Formosa by the Na-
tionalists, they could mnot bring
themselves to accept the rubber-
stamp assignment’ underfaken by
other Eastern nations in approving
the treaty.

India retains the elbow-room to
move independently in the inter-
ests of the newly developing na-
tions of Asia—Pakistan, Burma,
Indonesia, the Philippines—to say
nothing of China. It is only the
development of greater indépen-
dence and forthrightness along
this line that can challenge the
big—power juggernauts. But Rus-
sia will have a talking point with
India, too. This accounts for much
of the gloom among Western of-
ficialdom,

TIMETABLES FOR WAR

There is much speculation as
to when the war will come, when
the Russians will strike the de-
cisive blow. Some Western theo-
rists say we cannot know when,
the blow may come at any time;
others speak of and try to con-
struct a Russian timetable, basing
it on a purge here, a “collectivi-
zation” there, etc. The “timetable
theory” connotes a demonic pur-
pose on the part of the Russians,
a posmve plan and wish for war.
This is no more true of Russia
than of the U. S.

Living in the midst of it, onme
does not so easily follow the Wes#-
ern timetable. The Japanese ireaty
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was a scheduled item in it, un-
doubtedly speeded up to tie in
with the Korean stalemate in ar-
mistice negotiations, Already vis-
ible on the fime-table are the re-
armament of Germany, the Ottawa
meeting of the North Atlantic
Treaty Organizations to’ bring
Greece and Turkey into alliance,
the $61 billion armaments appro-
priations now approved by the
U. 5. Senate Appropriations Com-
mittee,

“This is coming pretty close to
the Soviet jugular,” writes James
Reston in the N. Y. Times of
these calculated moves, Or, as an-
other commentator put it, a
“barbed wire fence around the
Iron Curtain” is being completed.

In those who remain outside
the barbed wire fence as well as
the Iron Curtain lies the sole hope
for a re-scheduling of the time-
table.

Copper Strike — — .

(Continued from Ipage 1)

him as the representative of big
business. (The course of events
takes a devious twisting path; but
it is worthwhile and instructive,
even if a strain on the nerves, to
follow it.) Charles Cox, president
of Kennecott Copper Corp. pro-
ducer of 35 per cent of America's
copper, is inclined to accept the
16 cent figure (so reports the New
York Times) but he collars Wilson
to- get his opinion. Wilsen is said
to have given an evasive reply,
that is: "No." Moreover, he is re-
ported as saying, the government
is ready to risk a strike; besides
the wage-stabilization program
must be protected. Kennecott Cop-
per thereupon rejected the Ching
proposal and the latter withdrew
it.

TRUMAN COMES THROUGH

These brilliant efforts at. set-
tling the strike having failed,

.Truman became impatient and be-

gan to unwind the Taft-Hartley
machinery. Buf first he referred
the dispute to the Wage Stabili-

zation Board. The board demand--

ed that the strike be called off be-
fore it would discuss the union de-
mands. “But what about the

Ching: 16 cents idea?” asked the -

union. “That’s out of order,” was
the reply. “First, go back to work
and then we will see.” The union
“respectfully” - refused. Perhaps

" it was reflecting on board member
. Emil Rieve’s speech." i

For every probﬁm a commis-
sion of mvestlg'ntlon. Truman ap-
pointed a commission ef- investi-
gation under - the  terms -of the

_Taft-Hartley Law: Just while the - |

foud subsidies, wider price con-
trols, and more effective control
of profits.

The leadership had its closest
squeak on the demand that special
charges for false teeth and spec-
tacles be abandoned. The intro-
duction of these charges was the
issue which precipitated Bevan’s
resignation from the government,
and are still highly unpopular
among the working people. The
resolution was defeated by only
500,000 votes.

Despite their success in turning
back the opposition at this con-
ference, the labor leadership is un-
doubtedly quite disturbed by what
happened. The significant. thing
was not that the left wing failed
to win, but rather the strong vote
they were able o muster on almost
all issues.

NOT A TRUE INDEX

All reports agree that the lead-
ership had to exert extreme or-
ganizational pressure to keep the
delegates in line. Times corres-

pondent Raymond Daniell, , who--

makes little effort to conceal his
hostility to the opposition, reports
that “the delegates met in a spirit
of smoldering revolt aaginst their
own leaders and the government.

. These party and TUC con-
ferences in Britain are weighted
in favor of the leadership. At
Blackpool the General Council sat
on the platform and had the long-
est and sometimes the last word
on every question.”

And later in his dispatch of
September 8 he writes: “On its
face the record of the conference
is a rebuff to Aneurin Bevan and
his fellow rebels against the gov-
ernment’s policy of placing na-
tional defense ahead of social
services. But it does not follow
that the resolutions adopted at
Blackpool reflect the true feelings
of the delegates or their support-
ers, Organization and discipline
are an important factor. And the
Labor movement in Britain has
plenty of both. .t .

. « + It was discipline and or-
ganization that prevailed at Black-
pool, not the convictions of the
delegates who cheered attacks on

committee members were occupied
by a frenzy of investigation, last-
ing throughout an entire after-
noon, a big break came. Their in-
vestigation seemed inecapable of
interfering with a settlement.
Kennecott Copper offered the un-
ion 15 cents per hour. The latter
promptly accepted and workers
producing 35 per cent of the na-
tion’s copper supply went back
to their jobs.

But three large copper produe-
ers remained on strike. These
companies are very patriotic; as
the Times reports: “The other
companies fear that if they now
agree to a wage structure uni-
form with Kennecott’s they will
be at-a tremendous disadvantage
when - the emergency ends and
competition returns to the copper
industry.” They refused to sign.
But pressure from a. fully oper-
ating competitor would have
squeezed them morally, economi-
cally, and politically, They were
spared any such inconvenience.

I# wos just at this point, when
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Chanceller Hugh Gaitskell's pro-”

posed charges for artificial den-
tures and spectacles

for a soak-the-rich policy and then

adopted a moderate resolution in

line with government policy.

“But in a general election there '-

will be no unit rule and no one

looking over the shoulders of the -

people to see how they vote.”
Elsewhere he refers to
General Council’s
methods.”
The conference of the TUC was

watched carefully by everyone -

not only for what it would show
about the present sentiment of

the trade unions, but in light of -

the Labor Party conference to be
held at Scarborough early in Oc-
tober,

It is generally thought that
Bevan’s influence is stronger
among the ranks of the local La-
bor Party units than in the trade

unions, or rather, that it will be :

much more difficult to contrsl

the delegates from the loeal Labor .
Parties than it was to control the -

‘trade union delegations by bu-
reaucratic measures. Yet such is

the weight of the unions in a La- -

bor Party conference that there
is little likelihood that the Bevan
forces will be able to win a ma-
jority.

Indeed, it would be a miracle"

if this were to happen at the
Scarborough conference, and nei-
ther Bevan nor his followers ex-
pect to win. The best that can be
expected is for the ranks to show
that there is a powerful, deter-

mined opposition to the leadership

and its policies. Such a demon-
stration can serve to increase the
confidence of the ranks in their
ability to assert themselves, in
their capacity, in due course, to
bring about a change in policies
and leadership which more closely
corresponds to their needs and
interests.

Surely the powerful spirit of
dissatisfaction and revolt which
the ranks are showing will give
the revolutionary socialists in
Britain an excellent opportunity
to gain a hearing, and eventually
an important following in the
ranks of the British. Labor Party.

a victorious settlement was with-
in the union’s grasp, that Truman
imposed his Taft-Hartley injunc.
tion.

Perhaps we are too optimistic
about “What might have been.”
Perhaps, the Wage Board would
have overruled the agreement

anyway. Or if not, perhaps Wil- -

son would have intervened again.
A record of some sort must have

been set in this strike. In one -

week, a mediator, a mobilizer, an
attorney general, a president,
two committees, and one injunc-
tion inflicted themselves on the
course of collective bargaining.
One consoling thought remains:
no matter how impossibly entan-
gled in governmental red tape a
strike may become, the adminis-
tration can always cut through
these complexities . . . with its in-
junction. Consoling? Yes, for ad-
ministration bureaucrats. They

just got through operating on the

Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers.
Who knows what union comes
next?

and then -
voted in support of them, shouted -

“the °
steam-roller -
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