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Senator Benton, Fair Deal sen-

-ator from Connecticut, certainly

told off those British - financial
editors. who interviewed him. Rob-
ert S. Allen’s column quotes him
as telling them:

“Frankly, I believe the main
reason why you people in ‘Britain
have socialism today [sic] is be-
cause of your failure to fight
monopoly and price-fixing. You
send businessmen-to the House of
Lords for the sort of thing for
which we send them to federal
penitentiaries.”

. The fact is that no businessman
has ever been jailed in the U. S.
‘for violating the anti-trust laws,
though many have been convicted.
The'pattérn is to slap a monetary

fine on them' which is much less

than the profits gained from the
violation,  thereby making the
court fine just another item in the
business expenses.
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wit  Victory in Kutcher Case Strikes

Blow at Gov't 'Loyalty” Witchhunt

The fight against the witchhunt-
ing program of the. government
won an important judicial victory
with the unanimous decision of the .
U. S. Circuit Court of Appeals in
the James Kutcher case. The court
ruled that Kutchers membership in
the Socialist Workers Party was
not sufficient ground for his dis-

-missal from his $45-a-week clerk’s

job in the Newark Veleran's Ad-
ministration.

The court held that such dis-
missal under the government's
“loyalty” regulations must be
based upon a finding of reason-

"able ground of disloyalty in the

individual case. The court stated
that it did “not mean to suggest
that nitmbership in and activities
connected with a designated or-
ganization may not, in the cir--
cumstances of a case, justify dis-
belief in the loyalty of an em-
ployee . . ., but *. . . it rests
with the head of the department

or agency to make the final and
controlling determination.”

Thus, this decision, while pre-
venting the automatic dismissal
of federal employees who are
members of organizations termed
“subversive” by the Loyalty Re-
view Board, nevertheless left the
door open for such dismissal after
an examination of the employee's
own views and activities. Kutcher,
a veteran who lost both legs in
the last war, was discharged from
his post in April 1948 on the basis
of his admitted membership in
the SWP, which is on the attorney
general's “subversive” list.

Despite its limitations, this deci-
sion represents a gain in the fight
against  the government's witch-
bunt, since, in effect, it reverses a
Loyalty Review Board order of De-
cember 1948 providing for manda-
tory discharges for government
employees who belong fo any of
five organizations: The Communist

Party, the Communist Political As-
sociation, the Young Communist
League, the Workers Party (prede-
cessor of the Independent Socialist
League), and the Socialist Workers
Party.

The doctrine of guilt-by-associ-
ation has suffered a setback, and
a personal finding must now be
made in each individual case.
Also, whatever evidence is now
brought forward by the govern-
ment in such cases will be subject
to court review. Kutcher’s suspen-
sion from his job was upheld by
the court until such time as the
Veterans Administration loyalty
boards and the VA administrator
come to a decision on his loyalty.
- Aneother-limitation in thecourt’s
ruling is its insistence that sdch
proceedings “are purely adminis-
trative in character, in no sense
criminal, end do not require the
constitutional = and traditional
safeguards of a judicial trial”

The fact that a man’s livelihood
and a family’s support are at
stake does not require  the safe-
guards of a judieial trial, such as
the right to know the accusers and
the right to ecross-examine the
witnesses! Federal employees
have been held “disloyal” on the
basis of secret evidence and on
the basis of unknown informants
—unknown even to the judges in
the case. These star-chamber
methods will continue, ..

In addition, the Circuit Court
rejected the argument of Kut-
cher’s lawyers that the listing of
the Socialist Workers Party as
‘“subversive” by the attorney gen-
eral without a hearing was un-

lawful, citing the Supreme Court -

decision in the Joint Anti-Fascist
Refugee Committee case. The Cir=
cuit Court held that the attorney
general’s listing of the SWP as
“subversive” was “‘competent evi-
(Continued on page 4)

What 1952 Shows: Both Parties Swung Right

Eisenhower: The Taft
Dinosaurs Won Out

By MARY BELL

* 1f we hark back to the period of the:convention of
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MAX SHACHTMAN

Stevenson: Fair-Dealer

On the Half-Shell

By PHILIP COBEN
Looking at the present presidential election campaign

Hear

the Republican Party and the issues, moods and discus-
sions of that time, the course taken by the Eisenhower
campaign becomes clearer. )

Eisenhower’s nomination was the result of a bitter
fight with the Taft forces and of the victory 01: the
“Iiberal-Republican” or “int,emationslist—Repubhcgn"
wing of the party. The aura of Republican-liberalism
surrounding Eisenhower was enhanced by the knowledge
of the labor movement had wanted him to run earlier on
the Democratic ticket. )

However, LABOR ACTION has pointed out-that ‘whxie
the differences between the two parties and candidates
were not essential from the standpoint of the ultimate
progress of "the labor movement and socialism, the Re-
publicans represented a different alignment of forces,
ecen though the isolationist-reactionary wing had suf-
fered defeat at their convention. It was also pointed out
that the office-hungry Republicans, suffering from a
twenty-year'famine, were motivated to put up a national
hero, with no background-in politics or civil life, in order
to capitalize on the popular pational symbol. Dwight
Eisenhower. ) "

The addition of Senator Richard Nixon, the candidate
of California tycoons who rose to prominence almost
wholly on red-baiting and exploitation of the Hiss case,
to the Republican ticket was a straw in the wind indi-
cating the direction the Republican campaign might take.
However, it would have been impossible to predict, imme-
diately after the convention, the extremes to which this
“liberal” candidate would go.

. What is most marked about the course of his campaign
is the swing to the right of the Eisenhower camp. While
readers of LABOR ACTION are unlikely to have illusions
about the Republican campaign, we consider it important
in an over-all appraisal of the American political scene
from the standpoint of its contribufion to the political
mood of the elections.

{Continued on page 5)
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in the way it is likely to appear in its historical setting,
apart from the dramatic by-plays which naturally fea-
ture a partisan battle which will not go down as the
cleanest of recent times, the outstanding feature of the
period is quite clear regardless of who is elected. This is
the fact that the Democratic-Republican debate which it
embodies is taking place in an area well to the right of
all previous presidential elections since 1932.

The outstanding fact is not that the extent of political
differences between the two capitalist parties, between
Fair Deal and GOP, has narrowed, but that BOTH have
shifted to the right. There is still the "greater evil” of
Republican reaction and the "lesser evil” of Fair Deal
social demagagy plus secial reform, and there Is stil the
same type of choice to be made between them; but both
“greater evil” and "lesser evil" are now measarably more
“evil," if we may so express it.

And this fact far overshadows in importance every-
thing else bearing on an interpretation of the eampaign.
For _t‘his reason we beg advance indulgence for not dis-
cussing such “burning issues” as Stevenson’s partiality
for quips and quotations.

In an accompanying article, the swing to the right of
the Eisenhower eampaign is discussed. This is true, even
more notably, not only of the Eisenhower of October as
compared with the Eisenhower of the anti-Taft crusade
in July, but of the Republican campaign of 1952 as
compared with the Republican campaign of 1948 and
l_Jefore. The latter (Dewey, Willkie, for example) were
justifiably regarded by the GOP Old Guard as “me too”
campaigns, and the growing Taft ascendancy in the
present campaign has meant the soft-pedaling of me-
tooism. In political terms, it means that the Republican

strategy is to aim its appeal further to the right than
- before,

The same thing is true of the Stevenson-Democratic.
Party campaign. I would be very far frem true to proclaim,

(Continued on page 2)
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" (Continued from page 1)

as our contemporary The Socialist Call did in one issue,
+hat the nomination of Stevenson represented the end of
Fair-Dealism in some sense that had not been frue already.
On the contrary, the nomination of Stevenson was an
authentic continuation of the Fair Deal of today precisely
because it authentically reflected the continuing righfward
movement of today's Fair-Dealism.

This fact was most openly acted out at the Demo-

cratic Party’ convention in Chicago, as we showed in "~

our August 4 issue. There, after a timid attempt by the
liberal-labor bloc to get a showdown with the Dixiecrat
wing, the line that was adopted—and swallowed by the
lib-labs—was to give concessions to the right and not
further gains to the unreconstructed Fair-Dealers. It was
the South that the convention wooed, not labor or the
Northern liberals. The latter got some advances in plat-
foim verbiage. The former got Sparkman, and the emas-
culation of the “loyalty oath” offensive which had been
started.

It is or ought to be impossible for clearheaded liberals
te deplore (as they do) the nomination of Sparkman as
a setback and simultaneously to hail the platform as a
victory against that wing which is behind Sparkman.
For the well-known fact is that (by something of a
coincidence) it was Sparkman who engineered and
shaped the verbiage in the platform. (It is Sparkman,
for that matter, whom we are literally quoting in calling
il “verbiage.”) It was Sparkman who smoothed the plat-
form language into a form which the Northern Demo-
erats read to spell out FEPC and which he himself, with
perhaps better authority, insists is ambiguous on FEPC
as well as on anti-filibuster.

"And Sparkman was Governor Stevenson’s personal
choice.

Whittling Down

But it is not just a matter of what happened in
Chicago. Nor of the civil-rights issue, which earlier en-
gendered some of the most virulent discontent in Demo-
cratic ranks.

§6 "naturally” does the Democratic shift fit into the
picture, pérhaps, that it has not even occasioned much
comment that Stevenson has sg far carefully refrained
from coming out for a Fair Deal proposal of Truman's
which was once most eagerly hailed by the liberal-labor
wing. This is the health-insurance plan. There was not a
“hint of it in the speech which Stevenson specifically de-
voted to the medical question. Instead the governor has
vigorously attacked "socialized medicine," which is what
Truman's health-insurance plan has been called, although

' quite wrongly.

The Brannan plan for farmers is no longer on the
shelf; it has obviously been totally dumped. In many
features this plan was easily the most “leftish” proposal
of the Fair Deal in this field.

On Taft-Hartley, Stevenson’s first speech in Detroit
was a flop in popular terms in spite of the fact that it
came out for repeal, or “replacement,” of the act. This
was not just because of Stevenson's public opposition to
repeal up to the time he became a candidate. For in that
Detroit speech—for those who heard or read it and have
not merely limited themselves to the headlines—Steven-
son left himself plenty of room to do no more in “re-
placing” the T-H Act than he was previously in favor of
doing when he was merely for amending it.

Stevenson cannot really be charged with deceit in
this regard. He carefully explained in the speech, in
effect, that in coming out for “repeal” or “replacement”
he was not actually changing his views, but merely adopt-
ing a different form. The generalities which he pre-
sented for positive adoption make it impossible for any
man to say just what kind of labor bill he will support
if elected president.

He has endorsed the Trumanite loyalty purge and witch-
hunt hook-line-and-sinker. Anyone who still wants fo quote
his lllinois veto of the Broyles bill has a legal right to do
so, but little more.

\

Completely in the spirit of the “subversive list,” he
has denounced McCarthy #for amatewr witchhunting
whereas, he says, the job should be done by “profes-
sionals”—the FBI, the attorney general, the Immigration
Service and other agencies of the Fair Deal adminis-
tration; which have been redhunting at large while Me-
Carthy has been concentrating on finding reds under
Truman’s wing.

There was a time when liberals knew how te react
when statesmen talked of America’s mission in the world
as her manifest “destiny.” They translated it into “im-
perialism.” Stevenson, however, can speechify and has
speechified about this *“destiny” which is extending
Washington's rule over the world witheut rebuff from
them, who are enly too glad that he sticks by the Truman
war doetrine of “containment” of Russia as against the
Eisenhower-Dulles version of “liberation” (i.e.,.restora-
*{:.ion of the old regimes in the Stalinist world).

S_!'even.so_n's Pitch

It is in this context and because of this context that
the issues en which Stevenson has 70t retreated from
Truman’s stand are strangely disproportionate causes of
rejoieing among the labor-liberals. Such a oné is the
tidelands oil issue. -

The point is not fo derogdte Stevenson's stond on this
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question, It is rather to wonder how people who have
made clear that they are fed up with the difference be-
tween Truman's words and Truman's deeds can get so
euphorically enthusiastic on those occasions when Steven-
son measures up to Truman's words!

Compare the Stevenson campaign, and its speeches,
with the Truman campaign of 1948, and the big meaning
of the present leaps to the eye. In 1948 the Dixiecrats
had split and Truman knew that he must not only win
the endorsements of the labor leaders but that he must
win labor—the workingmen and the little people. He then
made the most radical election campaign that any presi-
dential candidate has ever put on in this country.

In contrast, the Stevenson campaign is keyed to
appeal to the “middle-of-the-roader,” which in current
American political parlance means the voter somewhere
between Taft and Truman. While more newspaper col-
uvmns have been written about the “literacy” which Ste-
venson displays—as the first candidate-intellectual since
Woodrow Wilson—his political pitch is far more inter-
esting.

For that matter, even the Truman campaign of 1952—
which is, in fact, a kind of carry-over from 1948—casts a
backlight on Stevenson. It is superficial to sum it up, as so
many of the columnists do, as a "visceral" appeal (to the
bowels and other lower centers of the ‘anatomy) as con-
trasted with Stevenson's 'intellectual” appeal (to the
mind). This is snobbism, and as superficial as snobbism
usually is.
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In his characteristically vigorous style of social dema-
gogy, Truman has been aiming powerful political blows
powered by the basic economic needs and aspirations of
the people. He has been*far more relevant to polities and
the social issues of the day than Stevenson, however one
admires Stevenson’s literary style.

The same kind of mind sneers at such a campaign
as “visceral” as condemns socialism as ‘“materialistie”
in the derogatory sense because socialists believe that
the fundamental economic problems of bread and butter
must first be solved before the “good life” is possible,
and that the “good life” is not going to come as a result
of moral exhortations or homilies.

In fact, if Truman fails to win the election for Stevenson

it will not be because of the direction of his campaign but,
for one thing, because this appeal is coming from a man
who has had seven years in the White House to show
whether his words have a nodding acquaintance with his
deeds. ’

Paradox on the Left

And yet, strangely enough, in certain labor and lib-
eral circles it seems there is even more enthusiasm about
Stevenson than for Truman. I do not think this is true in
the rank-and-file following of either the labor or liberal
leaders; but I think it is a visible phenomenon among
the top circles and the articulate ones. There is not, from
anyone’s point of view, the slightest reason for it to
cxist, logically, and yet (I think) it is there.

Perhaps even more paradoxically, it shows up more
obviously in the “lefter” circles of Fair Deal supporiers.
It shows up rather pointedly in the trend which we dis-
cussed two weeks ago under the head of “Stalinoids for
Stevenson,” as I. F. Stone and the N. Y. Daily Compass
come out for the Democrat. Norman Thomas was never
as complimentary about Truman as he has been of Ste-
venson. The liberal organs are practically effusive about
the governor,

This may be explainable as a form of snebbism too—

"the snobbism of intellectuals who feel Stevenson as a

kindred spirit, apart from realistic politics. This was per-
haps best reflected in an early column of Max Lerner’s,
in which he expressed some mild doubts about Stevenson’s
political views but wound up by consoling himself with
the thought that, anyway, the governor was unprece-
dentedly “literate” for a presidential candidate.

But I doubt whether this is the heart of the reason.
It is rather more closely connected with the phenomenon
with which this discussion began.

Max Shachtman has already pointed out. (in the cur-

Dealer — —

rent New International) how this applies to the move-

ment of the labor leadership toward greater involvementy

in the Democratic Party, especially at the Chicago con-
vention:

“The labor leaders know better than most people that
the Democratic Party, the party of the New and Fair
Deals, has been moving to the right, not to the left.” They
want to preserve the concessions that they have gained
in the decades of the two Deals. “To preserve these
gains, and all they mean to the labor movement AND its
officialdom, they feel themselves obliged to enter the

Democratic Party in order to save the New Deal from:

extinction!”

Looked: at in this way, it is not paradoxiecal that the
official ‘labor leadership has turned, at this time, to
greater involvement in the Fair Deal machine precisely
because of its shift to the right, and the threat of worse
steps to come that this implies.

Dynamics of the ‘Lesser Evil’

It is also not really paradoxical that, as the whele
political atmosphere in the country lowers more and more
-‘with reactionary shadows, the liberal-labor leadership
clings to Stevenson with even more willingness—and more
fright, and more desperation—than they did #o Trumen.

One begins to suspect that some of them are even a
bit glad that Stevenson is on the more conservative side

—he is so much the better man to stave off The Worst &

in these times. This, after all, is probably the only coun-
try in the world where labor leaders can be found who
will cheer a man for proclaiming that he is not “labor’s
candidate”. ..

For the politics of the “lesser evil” has no meaning at
all unless it means that we must support the least evil

among those candidates who can win, right now, this-

year, regardless of future consequences. And if, to win,
the lesser evil must get progressively closer to the greater
evil, while still leaving a visible gap between the two
(if only because the greater evil is shifting right at the
same time also), then so be it—this must be done, ratien-
alized, then applauded, and perhaps finally even planned.
~ Supporters of the “lesser-evil” policy in ‘politics may
glory in being free from baggage like principles or prin-
cipledness, but the politics of the “lesser evil” has a jrin-
ciple nevertheless. It is: The bolder becomes reaction,
the mmore you are willing to go along in its direction.

For the argument over whether it is proper to vete
for the “lesser evil” is somewhat academic when it is
simply “pursued statically: like this—“There is still a
big difference between even a rightward-moving Fair
Deal and the geaction represented by the Macs and the:
generals. Stevenson isn’t exactly what we want but he’s
a lot better than a Taft-dominated White House. There«
fore vote for Stevenson right now and let us hope that

-'some other time we can get something still better.”

- But this is a political course which has its own dynam-
ics. It means inevitably that the political choices pre-
sented become progressively worse, and not better in some
gradualistic fashion.

The Slippery Road

It is reaction that is encouraged as the driff con-
tinues; it is the Right which feels its oats, which gets more
demanding, while the clever politicians of the lesser evil
become more frightened, more desperate, more compliant,
more compromising and more compromised. There is no
easy stopping place on this slippery road, which in Ger-
any led straight to Hitler, as the labor and social-demo-
crafic movement supported at each step a more reaction-
ary lesser evil than before, up #o and including the man
who handed the power over to the Nazis.

The present reactionary political climate can be
changed, but everything that is necessary to change it
points away from support to the 1952 model of a Fair
Deal candidate. As long as labor, or at least its organized
sections, can be counted on to go along, the sinister drift
will continue, not out of devilish scheming or nefarious
plotting by the parties but because that is the dynamies
of this system in these times—the “logic of politics”
today.

A full-stop will be put to the drift only when a real
left wing is created in American mass politics, in relation
to the right-wing of capitalism represented by the GOP
dinosaurs. This can come into being only with the cre-
ation by labor of its own independent labor party, its own
mass political instrument.

As was true also in the early days of the British
Labor Party, it will immediately be able to wrest more
concessions by the very fact of its existence (even though
most of its candidates, to be sure, may not be elected)
than by years of attempting to infiltrate the Democratic
Party machine, where the weight of labor’s strength
cannot be exerted.

There is not as yet an American labor party to vote
for today, but the reasons are just as powerful for re-
fusing to go along with the suicidal strategy of the pro-
Democratic labor leadership. The labor votes which are
not cast for Stevenson or Eisenhower will be a powerful
rebuke to the course of the labor politicians which has
led to the present pass.

It would be regrettable if this takes the form simply
of abstention from voting, in a year when the registration
of the sentiment of the people is so important. That is
why LABOR ACTION, along with the Independent Socialist
League, strongly recommends that workers VOTE S$SO-
CIALIST—specifically, as the ISL proposes, vote for the

“candidates of the Socialist Party for president and vice.

president, Darlington Hoopes and Samuel-Friedman,

i
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For a report on the Pittsburgh
convention of the CIO electrical
workers (IUE-CIO), held during
the week of October 6, see the
article by John Williwms in last
week's LABOR ACTION. Following
is additional discussion on the
problems which face the union
and which were disputed at the
convention.—Ed.
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By GERRY McDERMOTT

PITTSBURGH—The main issue
before the convention of the IUE-
CIO was how to meet the threat
of the General Electric Com-
pany’s union-busting campaign.
GE, the largest employer in the
industry, has the drive well under
way, from its own point of view,
and it is seriously pursuing it. It

__also enjoys the support of I‘:he
“ Stalinist-dominated union, the in-

dependent UE, which has already
signed on the company’s terms.

The background of GE negotia-
¥ions throws light on the problems
of the convention. GE, under the
jeadership of its Vice-President
Lemuel Boulware, is conducting a
laboratory experiment in union-
bustiag for the benefit of all of big
basiness. Boulware is the man who,
in the interests of big business as
a _whole, publicly urged the steel
companies to reject the demands
of the steel union last spring se as
1o force a strike and teach the
steel workers a "lesson."”

Now he is trying this out on
his own workers.

His strategy is the old one of
pitting worker against worker.

In current negotiations, he first
signed up the tiny groups of
craft unions within, the corpora-
tion. (Although theré are a large
number of these craft groups,
which broke away from industrial
unionism under the encourage-
ment of the Taft-Hartley Act,
their total membership is very
tiny—less than one big local in
the TUE.)

Boulware then turned to the
two major unions, the IUE an
the UE. To them he offered, in
effect, only the meager crumbs
given to the craft unions, despite
the fact that GE wages are be-
hind those of comparable employ-

" ers, and despite the fact that GE

profits ran to at least 17 per cent
last year and over 25 per cent the
vear before! The IUE refused
this offer—really an ultimatum!
—and IUE President James
Carey announced that he would
resign before he would sign such
a contract,

LOCALS FOLD

On the day before IUE workers
were to vote on the company's
offer, the UE accepted it! The tim-
ing leaves. no doubt that the UE
is working hand-in-glove with the
corporation. Out of the deal the
UE hopes to weaken the IUE-CIO
ond thus regain some of its lost
locais. :

The corporation is perfectly
willing to see this happen because
it knows that the UE leadership
has a weaker union and is inter-
ested not in fighting the compa-
nies and building a democratic
anion but in strengthening Stal-
inist influence in the labor move-
ment.

The other half of this one-two
punch was a barrage of company
special-delivery letters and full-
page newspaper ads urging work-
ers- to accept on the company
terms.

Carey and most of the IUE-
CIO leadership accepted the chal-
lenge. They understood that it is
necessary to force a better con-
iract out of GE. This must be
done, not only to protect GE
workers, but also to stop Boul-
warism in its tracks before it en-
courages a general offensive on

the part of capital. At the same
time, a victory over this arrogant

corporation will give organizing

a tremendous boost and at the
same time expose the UE as the
phony outfit it is.

At this eritical point, several
IUE-CIO loeals in the GE chain
caved in, at least temporarily.
The leaders of several loeals, not-
ably 201 in Lynn, Mass., rejected
strike votes. That is where the
issue stood as the convention
opened.

In the face of the ferociousness
of the cempany's drive, such dis-
unity is unusual in the CIO. It
points up a grave problem which
has plagued the IUE-CIO from its
first days.

The IUE-CIO was formed in
1949 as a split from the former
CIO union in the electrical field,
the Stalinist-controlled UE. It
was formed from both' the most
conservative elements in the old
UE and the most militant. The
conservative elements, often un-
der the leadership of ACTU ele-
ments (Association of Catholic
Trade-Unionists), or, much worse,
company-minded people, broke
from the UE largely on the issue
of red-baiting. They really be-

-lieved that the UE was as radical

us it talked (but never acted) and
split on that basis.

The militants in the old UE left
it for contrary reasons. They left
it because it was undemocratic,
because it was actually far less
militant than other CIO unions,
and because they had learned that
the “progressive” talk of its lead-
ers was a cover for their slavish
support to the Kremlin’s fifth-
column in the labor movement.

CAREY'S TACTICS

The CIO leadership which launch-
ed the IUE fried to slant its appeal
to both of these groups within UE.
1ts appeal to the conservatives
was stressed the most. Now, in
crisis, the conservatives have
caved in. The militants in IUE, who
have objected from the start to
simple red-baiting and superpatri-
otism as a means of building the
union, are in a position fo say "l
told you so" if they so desired.

Only the silent pressure of these
weak elements may have forced
Carey into some of his expedients
to retrieve the GE situation.

The demands on GE have been
twice whittled down. Carey of-
fered to let a panel of former GE
executives arbitrate the dispute.
(The company rejected even
this.) When Westinghouse unex-
pectedly signed a somewhat bet-
ter contract than the one GE s
offering, Carey invited Westing-
house’s president, Gwilym Price,
to address the convention.

This was meant, of course, to
put Boulware in an unfavorable
light by comparison—“Why can’t
Boulware be reasonable like
Price?”’—but it didn’t set very
well with the delegates. Price
accepted the invitation and made
a vapid speech.

It can be predicted with ac-
curacy that this episode will be
regretted in time to come, For
that matter, Westinghouse has
been doing a little extra-curricu-
lar union-busting on its own, be-
tween its president’s speaking en-
gagements, as witness its lockout
of workers in Bowling Green, Ky.,
which Carey correctly character-
ized as “arrogant and inhumane.”

'LICENSE' PLAN

Another tactic in the fight
against GE has been to publicize
GE’s collusion with the Stalinists
—that is, with the UE. In itself,
this is all to the good; it needs to
be done. For one thing, it shows
better than anything else the class
nature of McCarthyism.

Not only LABOR ACTION but the
entire labor movement has long
charged that McCarthyism and re-
actionary red-baiting is aimed not
really at "Communists" but at the
labor movement and anyone else
who dares to challenge the present
social order of big business in any
way. When a corporation with bil-
lions in war orders works hand=in-
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 General Electric’s Union-Busting -
ung Over the IUE-CIO Convention

glove with the Stalinists, and the
slavish editorial writers and radio
commentators say not a word, the
point is pretty well proved.
Republican candidate Richard

Nixon was in Pittsburgh during -

the IUE convention, and Carey
publicly invited this stalwart
“anti-communist” to say a few
words about GE. Nixon did net,
of course.

Carey’s proposals in his cam-
paign, however, are another mat-
ter. Several months ago, he came
up with a proposal that the De-
fense Department in effect “li-
cense” unions, and that GE be de-
nied contracts so long as it dealt
with the UE. At the convention,
Carey resigned from three gov-
ernment boards in protest because
the government still placed war
orders with GE. There are at
least three things wrong with
this tactic.

First, it is downright undemo-
cratic. Carey is asking the gov-
ernment to throw out a union, the
UE, which was chosen as bar-
gaining agent by some GE work-
ers, no matter how misguided they
might have been. When the gov-
ernment starts dictating to work-
ers what unions they can join, the
IUE itself will be in danger.

Secondly, by calling on the gov-
ernment to force GE into line,
Carey is just stirring up false
hopes among. GE workers and
making it harder for them to go
out on the inevitable picket line.
GE deals with the UE because
GE finds this profitable, and the
government in Washington is
basically more concerned with GE
than it is with the IUE, and
Carey ought to know it.

Thirdly, in the unlikely event
that the government should (in

effect) “hand over” the UE to the _

IUE, perhaps complete with the
UE’s secondary leadership if not
its top officers, the Stalinists may
all but make a shambles of the
IUE. The UE rank-and-file must
be WON over to the IUE, not kid-
napped and delivered by some
government agency.

CONFIDENCE VOTE

The main debate at the conven-
tion came over an administration
proposal to increase per-capita
payments to the international un-
ion by 25 cents a month. As so
often happens in the union move-
ment, a fight against a per-capita
increase or dues increase really
involves a much broader question.
This was the case here. Nothing
else could explain the fact that a
seemingly important resolution
like the one on PAC wads passed
in fifteen minutes without debate,
while the per-capita resolution
precipitated a three-day fight.-

Votes on per-capita or dues in-
creases in the union movement are
like votes of "confidence" or "no
confidence” in the parliaments of
Europe. They give opposing points
of view the chance to criticize or
defend administration policy.

The opposition fo the increase
came from the militant wing, led
by Distriet Four (New York and
Northern New Jersey). Of course,
not all of the opponents were mo-
tivated by militant considerations
—there are some delegates who,
for good or bad reasons, are al-
ways opposed to any dues in-
crease.

But the leadership of the oppo-
sition was concerned with more
than 25 cents a month, and with-
out that leadership there would
have been little real opposition.

Few denied the need for addi-
tional revenue for the interna-
tional union—the present per-
capita is low, the union has tre-
mendous tasks ahead, and the in-
ternational is° now operating
slightly in the red financially. The
opposition was concerned with
presenting broad policies to the
convention,

First, the opposition advocated

. putting the increases up to a refer-

endum of the members, who had
not been, adequately informed of
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the problem. This would provide a
chance to educate them on the
need for the increase and on the
problems of the union generally, In
o referendum, the opposition prom-
ised to support the increases.

_ Second, the opposition proposed
economies in the staff through-re-
placing “dead wood” among or-
ganizers and officials. Such “dead
wood” dates from the formation
of the union when certain staff
jobs were passed out to win over
wavering locals. If such staff
members had proved competent,
it would be one thing; some of
them haven’t, and their incompe-
tence cripples the union.

Third, the opposition proposed
that the financial situation could
be solved by a militant and ag-
gressive program of signing up
‘“free riders”—there are over
100,000 in IUE shops—and organ-
izing new shops.

Fourth, the opposition' dele-
gates (almost all of them from
locals with paid-up per-capita)
wanted to force some action on
several conservative locals which
are over $100,000 behind in per-
capita payments. .(The locals most
in arrears in their per-capita un-
der the old rate voted to increase
the per-capita!)

On a rolleall vote, the adminis-
tration was defeated by a narrow
margin and the increase was re-
jected. The following day, a 15-
cent increase was carried.

Correctly understood, the whole
battle was a credit to the IUE. For
one thing, the fact that the top
officers were voted down on a
measure is a tribute to the democ-

Socialist Vets Form
Comm. for Hoopes

With “Veterans for Eisenhow--
er” already in the field, a rival!
veterans’ political group has been
organized — ‘‘Veterans for
Hoopes.”

The organization is made up of -
World War Il veterans who are
supporting Darlington Hoopes and
Samuel H. Friedman, Socialist Par-
ty candidates for President and
Vice President. '

LeRoy B. Jones, Wilmington, is
national chairman. Joseph J.
Swartz, Reading, formerly of
Philadelphia, is national secre-
tary-treasurer. ,

Jones, an overseas army veter-
an, is active in both the American
Legion and the American Veter-
ans Committee. Swartz, also an
Army ex-GI, is a former organ-
izer for the International Ladies
Garment Workers Union (AFL)
and former executive secretary of
the South Philadelphia Civie
League.

"As veterans of the worst war
in world history, we are naturally
opposed to World War III," a
statement of the group said. "We
therefore urge our fellow veterans
and fellow Americans to repudiate
the -Truman-Acheson foreign policy
by voting for Darlingten Hoopes.™

racy of the union, in glaring con-
trast o the UE—and several other
unions which could be mentioned.
The large vote against the in-
crease was really a vote for a
more militant policy. "

The debate was not of an or-
ganizational or factional nature—
that is, it was not a question of
opposing groups struggling for
cffice—but was a debate on policy.
It could serve to strengthen and"
unite the union in the coming
showdown with GE, if taken by
both sides in the proper spirit.—

Postscript: ISL's
Stand on Election

The National Committee of the Independent Socialist League pre-
sented its position on the presidential election in a statement pub-
lished in LABOR AcCTION of October 6, in which it recommended to all
class-conscious workers and socialists that they “Vote Socialist!” by
casting their ballot in the 1952 elections for the candidates of the
Socialist Party, Darlington Hoopes and Samuel Friedman. This posi-

&

tion we reiterate.

However, there are quite a number of states where, for various rea-
sons, the Socialist Party does not appear on the ballot. In some of these
states, either the Socialist Labor Party or the Socialist Workers Party
or both of them do appear on the ballot; in a few instances, the Ses
cialist Labor Party appears, for technical reasons, under the name of

the Industrial Government Party.

The Independent Socialist League cannot and does not endorse
the theories and program of the Socialist Labor Party, which it re-
gards as a fruitless sect hostile to the organized labor movement.
Nevertheless, the Socialist Labor Party formally and rightly takes
an internationalist stand-against supporting either capitalist or Stal-
inist imperialism in wars or between wars. Despite its degmatie
rfgl?llty, a vote cast for it will be counted as an internationalist so=
cialist vote, above all on the most important problem of the day.

For this reason, the Independent Socialist League recommends that
in these states where it is not possible #o vote for the candidates of
the Socialist Party, your vote should be cast for the ticket of the
Socialist Labor Party if it is on the ballot. !
. The Independent Socialist League regrets that it cannot, as it did
in 1948, place the Socialist Workers Party in the same category with
regard to voting in the presidential elections of 1952.

Flouting its entire old tradition of combating Stalinism as “the
syphilis.of the working class,” it has in recent times moved at high
speed toward a complete capitulation to Stalinism. Stalinism, which it
once branded as counter-revolutionary, it now proclaims as head of
the camp of the world revolution. It now. proclaims that it is working
to bring to power in the capitalist world that same Stalinism whick
it once stamped as the assassin and oppressor of peoples. After all
that has happened to show the consequences to the masses of a war
victory o_f Stalinism, the Socialist Workers Party declares its soli-
darity with Stalinism in the coming world war and its intention to
work for the victory of this monstrously reactionary regime.

The Independent Socialist League states that with this outrageous
course imposed upon the Socialist Workers Party, the latter has for.
feited all claim to the vote of a socialist in the 1952 election. The
Independent Socialist Leaque calls, instead, upon the sincere and des
voted socialists who make up the membership of the Socialist Workers
Party to repudiate its capitulation #o Stalinism from start to finish and
to assert their uncompromising independence from the #win monsters
of reaction who live one upon the other, capitalist and Stalinist imperial-

ism, and their unwavering confidence in socialist

Vote Socialist in 1952!

peace and freedom.

Vote foir the candidates of the Socialist Party!
Onward to the formation of the independent labor party of the

American working class! .

NATIONAL COMMITTEE of the
INDEPENDENT SOCIALIST LEAGUE.
Max Shachtman, National Chairman

Al_bert_ Gates, National Secretary

-
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in Brief

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

Capitalism cannot be reformed or liberalized,
by any Fair Deal or other deal. so as to give
the people freedom, abundance, security or
peace. [t must be abolished and replaced by a
mew social system, in which the people own
and control the basic sectors of the economy,
democratically controlling their own economic
and political destinies.

Stalinism, in Russia and wherever it holds
power, is a brutal totalitarianism—a new form
of exploitation. l4s agents in every country,
the Communist Parties, are unrelenting ene-
mites of socialism and have nothing in common
with socialism—which cannot exist without ef-
fective democratic control by the people.

These two camps of capitalism and Stalinism
are today at each other's throats in a world-
wide imperialist rivalry for domination. This
struggle can only lead to the most frightful
war in history so long as the people leave the
capitalist and Stalinist rulers in power. Inde-
pendent Sociolism stands for building and
strengthening the Third Camp of the peeple
ogainst both war blocs.

The ISL, as a Marxist movement, looks to the
working class and its ever-present siruggle as
the basic progressive force in society. The ISL
Is organized to spread the ideas of socialism
in the labor movement and among all other

-sections .of the people.

At "the same time, Independent Socialists
parficipate aetively in every struggle to bet-
ter ihe people’s ot now—such as the fight for
higher living standards, against Jim Crow and

the trade-union movement. We seek to join te-
gether with all other militants in the laber
movement as a left force working for the for-
mation of an independent labor party and
other progressive policies.

The fight for democracy and the fight fer
socialism are inseparable.” There can be ne
lasting and genuine democracy without soclal-
Ism, and there can be no socialism without de-

Independent Socialist League!
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dence” even though no hearing
has ever been held.

.In a public statement, James
Kutcher, the "lLegless Veteran,”
said of the court's decision: “The

Circuit Court decision was a vic-

tory for our fight—an important
victory. But the first thing | want
to say about it is that | still haven't
got back my job."

He went on to say that it was
not the job itself which was im-
portant but the bigger issues
which it symbolized, and which

the court’s stand still leaves un-

resolved or at the old stand.
Despite all the limitations of

the court’s ruling, an obstacle has

been placed in the path of the

| The ISL Program | utcher Case—-—.

" witehhunters and their anti- demo~
cratic crusade will be somewhat
held up. They will now have to
prove their cases, at least to some
extent, and their evidence will be
available for court review.

Kutcher’s case has been vigor-
ously publicized and supported by
the Kutcher Defense Committee,
which is supported also by Inde-
pendent Socialists, and has won
wide endorsement in liberal and
labor circles. The appeal to the
Circuit Court was handled by
Joseph L. Rauh Jr., a leader of
Americans for Democratic ~Ac-
tion, with the aid of Herbert
Levy, of the American Civil Lib-
erties Union, appearing as amicus
curiae.

To the Editor:

I would suggest that Mr.
Draper find some more suitable
word than “hillbilly” to deseribe
the type prejudice or group atti-
tude of mind he is trying to illus-
trate in his Chaplin article (Sept.
29).

I am convinced that the use of
the word is both derogatory and
in bad taste. I hope LABOR ACTION
will take the opportunity to apol-
ogize to its readers for this usage.

W. B. KALKHOF

Roaders Jake the Gloor . . .|

Hillbilly is not in itself a de-
rogatory term,any more than the
word peasant. If Mr. Kalkhof is
interested, I could cite the evi-
dence on this score, if that is nec-
essary. When I refer to “hill-

* billy prejudice,” however, I cer-

tainly do intend to be derogatory,
just as (in European terms) the
expression “peasant prejudices”
or “peasant mentality” is accur-
ately used to denote a socially
backward ideology.—H. D.

v
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Labor Daily

CHARLES'{!&N W. Va., Sept. 17
— History was made here this
week, “Labor’s Daily’ was launch-
ed on Monday' by ‘the Internation-
al Typographical Union. = An

“eight-page tabloid newspaper, it's

the only daily ‘labor paper in
'A‘l‘nemca

'I'o begm mth the paper is be-
mg circulated in West Virginia
but later may'be made national

in' ‘scope, the IT.U. explained.
Carrying news, columns, cartoons

“and othetr featul_es, the paper is

also seeking ecirculation among

. general readers.

The “Typos” are also publish-

"ing 11 dailies of general interest

in cities where existing monopoly-

3 owned papers are strikebound.

—Labor (Sept. 20)

Cunferbdry Tale

‘We nominate for prize under-

statement of the decade:

“I am glad to learn that about
€ million signatures for peace
have been collected in Bulgaria.
This is a great success, especially
bearing in mind that Bulgaria’s
population is only a little over 7
— Dean of Canterbury
Hewlett Johnson, in the Bulyar-
ian Rabotnichesko Delo, Awgust
1951.

Hoadlines |

‘Creeping Socialism'
Marches On

Free lunch (without bee_rj. is
socialism.
That seems to be the thesis of

a member of the Board of Eduea--

tion of the Distriet of -Columbia;

Robert H. Faulkner, a: ;axlroad,

attorney. g

The school system of Washmg-
ton, D. C., he thinks, is “going
socialistic” —as evidenced by the
fact that the school lunch pro-
gram assures at least one decent
meal a day for even the poorest
kid. Further proof is the teaching
of physical education, which
should be left to parents, and such
frills as health checkups and
playrooms.

Incidentally, the people of. the
city have nothing to say abeut
what dinosaurs get on their school
board. That is determined for
them by the appropriate congres-
sional committee, - which is con:
trolled by the party now runhing
Adlai Stevenson for president.

/ . . =y
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Itaiian Socialists—Francé ;nd %Mo;occo'— Ulistein

By LUIS ALONSO

PARIS, Oct. 10—The Italian So-
cial-Democratic Party (PSDI)
has just concluded its national
convention. Led by Saragat and
Romita, the “mild” right wing
consolidated its control of the
party, and will continue the line
of collaborating with DeGasperi
and his conservative Christian-
Democratic government.

One-fifth of the delegates sup-
ported the extreme right-wing
position of Simonini, who feels
that the others are not sufficiently
enthusiastic about DeGasperi,
while three-fifths supported the
Saragat-Romita position which
does allow socialists at least to
occasionally ecriticize the govern-
ment. The remaining fifth voted
for the leftist position of no sup-
port for the conservatives, put
forward by Codignola.

The left wing of the PSDI has
been steadily losing strength dur-
ing the past year and a half be-
cause more and more of its fol-
lowers have simply left the party.

The well-known author Ignazio
Silone was never able to stand the
pro-government deals of Saragat
and Romita. Then in the last mu-
nicipal elections part of the left
wing under Dr. Carlo Andreeni re-
fused to follow the discipline of
voting with and for the candidates
of the Catholic government bloc.
Andreoni instead joined forces
with the "Titoist"' Cucchi-Magnani

‘group to run an independent so-

cialist campaign in.many towns
and villages. Andreoni was then
expelled from the PSDI, thus fur-
ther weakening the left wing in
that party.

The Ttalian press has published
an interesting' commentary on the
Cucchi-Magnani group. It seems
their-actions are closely followed
by one J. V. Stalin. 'When’ the
Italian pro-Stalinist “socialist”
leader Nenni recently: spoke with
Stalin in the Kremlin, the latter
inquired about the Cucchi-Mag-
nani group, Nenni tried to shrug

_them off, with a pat Stalinist an-

swer about their being just.'im-
perialist riffraff.” Stalin caught

——

him up and told him not to uxher-
estimate them, particularly ce
they had refused to supportithe
government coalition and hadirun
an independent campaign. Ne:
was unable to hide his surprise at
Stalin’s awareness of the matter.
So goes the report in the press,

[ ] [

Sultan Talks Back

The rulers of France, so idis-
turbed about Tunisia’s fight for
independence—which is about-to
drag the French imperialists;be-
fore the bar of United Nations
and public opinion—are getting
more and more worried about
their other North African “pro-
tectorate,” Morocco. ~

The sultan of Morocco, acting
under the pressure of the wide-
spread movement for freedom
headed by the Istiglal party. is

making public exchanget of letters %% 1. emergence of the Morgen-

between himself and the French
government in Paris. These letfers
are getting progressively strosger
in tone. While the sultan insists on
French -recocnition of Moroceo's
right to have at least some form
of cabinet government, the French
reply that such a cabinet is un-
necessary since the sultan does
have a grand vizier. True—there is
a grand vizier: Of course, he is

slightly over a hundred years old,

and does shuffie about mumbling to
himself a bit, but what does #he
sultan want, utopia?

Besides, say the French, miore
important than allowing Morocco
to have its own government (even
within the control of the rebap-
tized French empire, now called
the “French Union”) is the set-
ting up of municipal councils—
with a powerful French say in

" each of them, of course. To. the

French rulers this is far more in~
teresting than any of the sultan’s
demands, includinzg such things

as the right for Moroecan work--
‘ers to organize in trade unions.. .
Thus the 250,000 Moorish 'in--

habitants of Fes cannot join un-
ions, but the 25,000 French 'in-
habitants .of the city must be!in-
sured a -preponderant voice in
local affairs:

P}

The people of Morocco are get-
ting more and more impatient
with this state of affairs. It.is
now forty years since the French
imperialist Marshal Lyautey by
armed force imposed the “protec-
torate” wupon the Moroceans
(Treaty of Fes, March 30, 1912).
The Moroccans see no reason why
the unwanted “protectors” should
stay forever.

®

Ulistein Again

September 28 saw the reap-
pearance of the Berliner Morgen-
post, organ of the re-established
Ullstein - newspaper trust. This
paper, famous in pre-Hitler Ber-
lin as one of the leading conserva-
tive newspapers in Germany, was
taken over by Hitler and then
went out of business when the
Russian troops arrived in 1945.

post at this itme is particularly
important. It is interpreted as part
of the drive to reduce the strength
of the Social-Democratic Party.
While that party's Telegraf and
the other Berlin newspapers are

‘still coming out in only &-page

editions, the Morgenpost has 28
pages. Furthermore 400,000 copies
of the Margenpost are said to be
given away free every day. At the
same time the Ulisteins are known
to be arranging for afternoon and
evening editions.

All this costs tremendous sums
of money, and in Berlin it is said
that Ullstein—though itself a big
trust—has gotten. the- financial
backing of the big-business group
led by Ugo Stinnes and the Ruhr
banking group led by the Baron

- Pferdmenges. Both these men are
__known to be. powerful supporters

of ChancelloiAdenauer and his
Christian Democratic Union Par-
ty.

~The launching of the Morgen-
post is therefore one of the impor-
tant steps taken by powerful busi-
ness interests to increase the
chances of Adenauer's party to
defeat the Social-Democrats in
the general elections coming in
Germany in 1953.

Mi

fle East Unity:

Israel’s Opportunity and Its Fate

We have received a mimeographed pamph]et entitled Principles
and Aims of “The Third Force” Movement in Israel, consisting of
two articles by Mordecai Stein reprinted from the latter’s Democratic
Journal. This is the newspaper which recently (see LABOR AcTION for
Oct. 6) became the first Yiddish daily in the country, only to have
its license later revoked by the Israeli government on trumped-up
grounds.

One of the two articles has already appeared in LABOR AcCTION
(for May 26). The second is on the general theme, the need for
Israel’s participation in a unified Middle East in friendly collabora-
tion with the Arab peoples. It begins with a discussion of the Middle
East Command which the U. S. bloe is attempting to set up:

"The attitude of the Israeli government toward ‘the Middle East
Command,"” writes Stein, "may be summed up as follows:

"The most desirable solution would be for Israeli to participate in
the Command while the Arab states do not do so. But even if the Arab
states should participate in the Middle East Command, and perhaps
even particularly in that case, Israeli should also participate, on condi-
tion that the Command grant the Arab states ne advantages over
Israel and in order to prevent the granting of such advantages. In any
case Israel should maintain its connections with the 'West,' for the
breaking off of those connections would lead to Israel's downfall.

"This attitude of the government has been supported by a large
mqorify of the Knesset and by most Israeli newspapers. But this uHifude
is mistaken and harmful. . . .

The first reason adduced is by way of a discussion of the relative
military strength of the Stalinist bloc versus the NATO powers.
Stein’s purpose seems to be to argue that in all probability the former
is militarily stronger, or at least is likely to have military superiority
at the outset of a war, and that this is the reason why reliance on
the West offers Israel no protection. It is a doubtful enough thesis—
not made stronger by formulations which seem to imply that “democ-
racies” per se are necessarily weaker in war than totalitarian coun-
t.rl-ies——but it would appear to be an attempt to counter a much falser
viewpoint current among pro-Western Israelis: that military alliance
of Israel with the Western bloc is its best protection against the
ravages of war.

This illusion Stein also combats with less categorical arguments
seeking to show how impossible it will be for even a benevolent U. S.
—and he points out that the U. S. cannot be expected to be very
benevolently concerned abbut the fate of a small country on the
Mediterranean coastline—to keep Russian power from overruning
Israel. Moreover he points out that the conditions created by war, on
top of the already visible consequences of the Israeli government’s
policy, will malke the land extremely vulnerable to pro-Stalinist fifth-
columnism.,

He rejects the illusion of "neutralism," that is, the view that "if
Israel does not join any of the rival parties, neither of them will harm
her and in the coming war she will maintain her peace and integrity,
as ‘Switzerland and other small countries did in the last war.”" To it he
counterpases a positive program for a "third force" in the Middle East.
This section follows.

Unity with Arab States Is Possible

“If Israel continues in her present situation, she will remain iso-
lated, surrqunded_ by enemies and politica]ly and economically depend-
ent on- overseas countries.. Whether she joins the Middle East Com-
mand or not, she cannot escape the terrible fate which awaits her.

“There is only orfe way out for Israel: to cease being a foreign

Eisenhower: Tdft Dinosaurs Won Out — —

. (Continued from page 1}
__There.is .ne question but that if

, the Taftites lost the convention,

they have won in the campaign.
Eisenhewer not .only made -his
peace with Taft but embraced the
most reactionary elements in the
Republican Party, including . Me-
Carthy, in whose interest he omit-
ted a defense of Marshall, one of
the victims of the McCarthy
school of falsification in Wiscon-
31n.

CHAMELEON
There is no doubt that the per-

. sonal and political character of

the military leader has had its
effect on the nature of the cam-
paign, contributing to the naiveté,
the know-nothing approach, the
promise of all things to all peo-
ple, the chameleon transforma-
tions, the willingness to embrace
all elements, the reliance on the
smile and the hero-symbolism.
Whether the desperate ambitions

_ are personal or party, we cannot

measure, nor do we care to. The
effects of the kind of campaign
which led the candidate- to-en-
dorse MecCarthy in Wisconsin, to
parade as a Vandenberg Republi-
can in Michigan, to parrot the

Dirksen demagogy in Illinois, are

something else again.
The general’s handling of, the
Nixon - Fund incident has been

- weighed and found wanting. It

has been widely noted that Eisen-
hower’s: ethical appraisal . of
Nixon was a trial by TV seap

opera and GOP-encouraged W;}st-
ern Unjon response. -

- is the l.epubli:un reaction-
aries whe do the ‘hard umpalqn-
ing—Jenner, Kem, MeCurﬂn’. Q'I'c.
—and who are now _advising 'lln
general.- Nixon, in -his second "I'V
performance, reveuled himself ‘as
o -slick, sweetly reasonable - Mc-
Carthy, attempting to blame Sfe-
venson for the Hiss affair. 1 is ien-
tirely true, as has been -pointed
out, that John Foster Dulles, ‘who
gave Hiss a-character reference
and who could become Eisenhow-
er's secretary of state, is equally
liable or not liable. Nixon's is a
witchhunt mentality, attempting to
put across the doctrine of ‘guilt-
until-innocence-is-proved and giHi‘
by association.

'LET PAPA DO IT'

Capitalizing on a mnatural han-

.dicap of.their candidate, the Re-

publican supporters have tried to
make a virtue of necessity by be-
coming = “anti-intellectual.” Ste-
venson has been attacked by the
Republican supporters for “tdlk-
ing above the masses.” On the

publican side, this is a pure ﬂe-

fense mechanism at . work.  Thes

New York Times™ James Reston
tries to maintain the Times’ sup-
port of a eandidate it has hac! to
criticize several times editorially
in the course of the campaigns:
"The general has lost the s:.oies-
peare vote-but there is still a: 3

erful ’let ‘papa worry- cbeufiit’-
feeling working for him among ﬁﬁe--

large mass.of voters who pay litHe
attention to politics.”

Stevenson’s rhetorie has Ied one
commentator to remark that he is
casting his ballot for “the English
sentence.” But the Times' cynical
attitude by and large has been the
hope that the inarticulate back-
ward masses will “let papa do it.”
‘This latter is a' sentiment that
demagegues and dictators pander
to.

The Times’ continued support
of the candidate it has had to
chastise editorially for support to
McCarthy and other breaches of
its brand of liberalism, has led a
egroup - of liberals including Max
Ascoli,
ard Hofstadter, John Hersey and
many others—to protest publiely.
The Tines considered it necessary
to justify editorially the continu-
ation of its support to Eisenhower
after his surrender to Taft.

KOREA DOUBLETALK

However, in justice to the
Times, it prints the following
comments of W. H. Lawrence a
few columns away from Reston’s:

"When this reporter first began
to travel with him, the general
used to say publicly that he agreed
with Mr. Truman's decision to send
American troops to fight in Korea,
but he doesn’t talk about that any
more since he became convinced
that the Korean casualty lists were
making Republican votes.

“And - the advertising. agency
boys have taken over the prelimi-
naries of his broadcasts. Whenever

the Republicans buy nation-wide
radio or. television time, the first
fhing the listeners at home hear
is o continuing chant of 'l Like lke,'
and the general makes his appear-

speech, depending on what part of
the country you're in. )

In the entire field of foreign pol-
fey, it was anticipated that ltte

Reinhold Niebuhr, Rich- .

ance to a tremendous roar. The
crowd has been rehearsed for
about five minutes in advance so
its members will chant in unison at
a signal from the platform.”

The Reporter of October 28
editorializes: “The great ‘anti’
movement is aimed particularly
at .anything that has to do with
reason or with the mind. Indeed,
for some people, ‘intellectual’ and
‘un-American’ -have become inter-
changeable words. The general
himself, it is said, has come to
realize that the more ‘viseeral’ he
makes his appeal to the voters,
the better it gets across.”

SWITCHEROO

Eisenhower has rung and re-
rung the few changes that are
possible in his “visceral” appeal
with the talk of “fearmongers,
quack doctors, and barefaced loot-
ers.”” He went so far in Cham-

paign, Illinois, as to say that if .

the United States had been better
prepared, it might not have be-
come involved in World War I,
and if it had taken greater pre-
cautions in ’39, it might not have
gone to war against Hitler. This
is a little diffiecult to'square with
his party’s record on voting for

less war expenditures and his.own

promises in ‘that regard—but an
election speech: is an election

. field,

debate would accur, since Eisen-
hower was nominated by that seg-
ment which by and large agreed
‘with the Administration on foreign
policy. The Taftites, who did have
a recognizable difference in this
were defeated. But that de-
feat has turned into victory.

Despite the identification ~of
Eisenhower with administration
, foreign pohcy and his‘active par-
" ticipation in much of it, he has
essayed the Taft line here, too.
He has blamed Secretary of
State Acheson for setting limits
to the U. S. defense perimter in
the East. He has tried to answer
the Democrat’s cry that he, too,
was for the withdrawal of U. S.
troops from Korea by asserting
that this position was only “mili-
tary.”

The Times and the liberals who
support Eisenhower piously hope
that, now that all the reactionary
concessions have been made, in-
cluding those to the oil interests
and the Dixiecrats, the Republi-

.can candidate will have time dur-

ing the remainder of his ecam-
paign to dwell on issues which
will capture the liberals and inde-
_pendents. It will be vecalled that
.Eisenhower was selected as’ the
man best suited to take these

_votes from the Democrats.

enemy body between the Middle East countries, and to become their
friend and ally.

“Israel is as interested in peace in the Middle East as all the .

other countries of the region; more so, for she faces worse dangers.
So it is vitally essential for her to do everything possible to remove
the partitions which separate her from her neighbors. Here, next
door, there is plenty of chedp food. Here there are markets for her
produce. Here—and not overseas—are those as interested as she in
the integrity and welfare of the Middle East. The peoples of the
neighboring countries can and must be our allies in the hard times to
come. With them we must conclude a Middle East pact. Them we
ean join.

"It is not true that this is impossible because the Arab states do
not want it, do not want peace with Israel. The facts are different. The
Arab masses are by no means interested in the continuation of the con-
flict with Israel; on the contrary, this quarrel is a never-ceasing source
of suffering in their own countries. It is a hotbed of corruption, tyranny
and oppression, and the Arab public desires its cessation. The fact can
be clearly seen in the change which the contents of the declarations of
its official spokesmen have undergone. Israel can make peace with her
neighbors, if her desire to do so is sincere and not mere lip service.

“There is a reliable sign of preparedness to make peace: the will
to pay for it. Peace must be paid for, and should be paid for. Who
wants peace without paying the price, does not really want it. If our
attitude is that territorial concessions cannot be considered, the re-
turn of the Arab refugees is out of the question, and the only subject
for discussion is the question of reparations—which will result in the
Arab states’ having to pay reparations to Israel—if that is our atti-
tude, it gives no evidence of a true desire for peace. Peace with the
Arab nations is a vital and urgent need for Israel, and a serious
effort should be made to achieve it. :

"The main condition of the Arab states for peace with Israel ‘is
at present the repatriation of the Arab refugees. It is the principal—

practically the only—demand; and it is a just demand, which should be -

fuifilled. The Arab refugees should be repatriated—not a hundred thou-
sand or any other number of them but every Arab refugee should be
given the opportunity to return home. Firstly, because that is his right,
because it is his home. And secondly, for the sake of peace. If the
Israeli government performs this act of justice out of its own free will,
Jewish-Arab peace will become a fact, even if some powerful grcups
in the various Arab states should not desire it.

Step to Asian Federation

“The repatriation of the Arab refugees does not mean that the
new immigrants should be expelled from their houses and deprived of
all shelter. Israel will be able to apply large sums to ‘the reconstruec-
tion of the country, to the building. of houses fit for human use for
the .immigrants. Also, the international funds allocated-for the Arab
refugees, which are at present squandered to so large an extent,
can be of considerable -and effective help in the rehabilitation of those
refugees in Israel. Moreover, it is to be hoped that other international
factors can be found who, in order to assist in the establishment of
peace in the Middle East, will support the rehabilitation of both the
Arab refugees and the Jewish immigrants. And if after all this any
difficulties .in. the rehabilitation of the Arab refugees should arise,
there are grounds to assume that it will be possible—for then it will

e

be possible—to solve them by consultation and common actlon w1th :

the Arab states. <

“Let there only be the will to this great and humane step, and
it will be possible to carry it out systematically and’ dece“ntsly, “with
no detriment to anyone and advantage to all.

“The repatriation of the Arab refugees will not “eaken Israe]
They will become no ‘fifth column.’ They have had a very bitter ex-

perience, and if the state of Israel returns them to their homes of |

its own free will, they will not be any less loyal than other citizens.

=

“More than that: an Israel which maintains peace and friend- .

ship with the other natipns of the Middle East, which cooperates with
them to defend the region against the world-wide storm which .
approaches its borders, will be no fertile ground for the growth ei
an Arab ‘fifth eolumn,’ and there will be noe such column.

"The fate of lsrael is Bound. up with the fate of the Middle Ecsf.
and the Middle East will have some grounds to hope for salvation only
if it unites into one bloc which will and can guard its own peace and
independence. WHAT THE MIDDLE EAST NEEDS TODAY IS NO COM-
MAND, BUT UNITY. A united Middle East bloc, which will soon be joined
by the great power near it in a geographical and spiritual sense, India,
will not be regarded as no-man's-land by the two rival powers; its

peoples will not become their guinea pigs; such a great and united bloc

can .do much to counter the dangers which threaten it in the coming
war. it may even be a stage in the consolidation of all Asia into a third
power which would change the present balance of forces and might
prevent the world war,

Without peace between the Jews and the Arabs, without the co-
cperation of Israel, the unity of the Middle East will not come about,
and if this region remains divided against itself, as it is now, it w1ll
become a victim of the horrors of the war to come; and the country
within it which will suffer most is the Jewish state. Then the state
of Israel will be a passmg shadow, not blessed but cursed by memory,
because it has gathered-in the remains of European Eastern Jewry,
only to lead them to more.certain destruction.

“But another way is still open to Israel: to cooperate with the
other Middle East countries for the peace and security of the whole
region.

“This is the only way which leads to salvation for Israel; “and it
is the way in -which Israel.may bring blessmg to the whole world.”
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LABOR AcCTION has been glad to
publish Juan Rey's well-informed
and interesting .articles on Bo-
livia, although the wviews ex-
pressed in them dre mot meces-
sarily our own; andin the follow-
ing three dispatches Comrade Rey
stresses important changes in the
picture which he has been pre-
senting to owr readers.—Ed.
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Workers Press for
Socialist Change
By JUAN REY

SANTIAGO, Sept—Under the
‘pressure of the workers and In-
dian peasants of Bolivia, ‘the vie-
torious Nationalist Party (MNR)
has promised to nationalize the
mines, and to carry through
agrarian reforms and changes in
4he social-economic structure of
+the eountry, as the basic objec-
ives of the “national revolution.”
The workers and peasants are
therefore supporting the Nation_—
alist Party in power under Presi-
«dent Paz Estenssoro and waiting
for the realization of the prom-
dises. .

But the social content of this
program .is understood in differ-
ent ways by the Nationalists on
the one hand and by the workers
on the other. By the nationaliza-
tion of the mines the MNR Na-
tionalists mean a simple bureau-
cratic reform, the intervention of
the state in the administration of
the mines. But by the nationali-

gation of the mines the workers -

mean their confiseation without
Eompensation and their adminis-
tration by the workers them-
selves. This M the basic class dif-
ference between the workers and
the petty bouirgeoisie, between so-
cialism and capitalism.

President Paxr has promised ne-
fionalization, but he does not really
think that it will be necessary to
carry ‘it through, It is true that at
the last meeting of the Central
Obrera Boliviana (+he Bolivian Fed-
eration of Laber) he -said, under
the visible pressure of the masses:
'] see now that the nationalization
of ‘the mines is indispensable and
1. promise to do it." But in a con-
wversdtion with the writer Diez de
‘Medina, Pax said "that he thinks
4he nationalization of the mines
will mean  bankruptcy but never-
theless he must do it."

And he really must do it, because
the great.mine corporatfions have
bequn to lay off workers and close
the mines, as in the case of the
Compania Unificada in Potosi and
the American Smelting Company
in Cerocoro, In this situation the
govérnment has to appoint its own
imanagers for the mines in order fo
avoid the stoppage of production.

REVOLUTIONARY METHOD

And so the objective situation
is imposing revolutionary methods
on the government. With the
growth in strength of the work-
ers’ movement, the power of the
big mine owners is declining and
losing its former -weight. As
things stand now, the big bour-
geoisie cannot engage the workers
and the Nationalist government
in battle. The government man-
agers took over their posts with-
out any resistance. Now the peo-
ple are waiting for the decree na-
tionalizing the mines, as a result
of the “study” presented by the
government commission which
‘vag appointed for that purpose.

Opposition to the government’s
policy of .mine statification is
strong not from the right but
from the working-class left wing,
even from Nationalist workers
who are members and supporters
of the governing MNR National-
ist Party. This is so because the
workers do nof agree with its l_;u-
reaucrstic methods of managing

the mines. They fear lest the
statification of the mines create a
new bureaucracy which might ex-
ploit and squeeze the workers even
more than the present mine own-
ers.

Therefore the workers organized
in the Central Obrera are demand-
ing the nationalization of the mines
without compensation, under work-
ers' control. This means that the
workers are demanding revolution-
ary expropriation—they want the
mines to pass over into their own
hands and be operated under the
control of workers' committees,
not government bureaucrats who
dream of imposing their own eco-
nomic and political power over
iabor. .

For the Nationalist Party and
government, the nationalization
of the mines means a state-capi-
talist reform; the appropriation
of the mines by the government
party; the creation of a new bour-
geoisie, a new Rosca (mine bar-
ons); the monopolization of the
nation’s wealth by a new privi-
leged class, with economic and
political power over the workers
and the workers’ trade unions,
over the state machine “and the
whole Bolivian people.

LATENT CONFLICT

The workers instinctively fear
this danger which *has been cre-
dted by the situation which they
brought into being, and they fear
giving dangerous powers to their
“own” party, which they have
pushed into power and supported.
The Central Obrera Boliviana,
which was formed by Juan Lech-
in, the government minister of
mines, is now the sole opposition
capable of exerting pressure on
the government and compelling it
to change its policy.

Thus the objective historical
process, the need- for changes in
the social-economic structure of
the country, has created a new
political situation in Bolivia and
brought out the latent social con-
flict between the Nationalist pet-
ty bourgeoisie and the working
class, between the governing Na-
tionalist Party and the workers’
unions which are still offieially
backing the former. This social
conflict is the motive force of the
imminent social and political
changes which loom ahead in the
land.

Unions Adopt
Marxist Position

By JUAN REY

SANTIAGO, Oect.—On my last
irip to Bolivia and its capital La
Paz, I found that great political
changes have taken place in the
country. By destroying the politi-
cal machine of the Right, includ-
ing its military organizations, the
workers have now beeome the only
real political and social force,
which, if it so wishes, ean imme-
diately conquer political power
and introduce social and political
reforms in accordance with its
own program.

The victorious and armed work-
ing class is the decisive social, po-
litical and military forece in the
Altiplano (the Bolivian plateau).
The government of the MNR, the
Nationalist Party, is holdihg on
through the
armed working class, not through
the strength of its own party.

The workers—that is, the work-
ers’” unions—are united in the
Central Obrera Boliviana which
was organized by Lechin as a sup-
porter of the Nationalist Party.
This Bolivian workers’ center
looks like an imitation of Peronist
policy and the basis for a new
nationalist regime.

But si duio facinut idem non est
idem—though- both may do the
same thing, it is not the- safme
thing: In Peronist Argentina the

~workers’ unions are subordinated

support of the .

to the regime as its obedient in-
strument, because Argentina cap-
jtalism is stronger than Bolivian
eapitalism, the Peronist govern-

‘ment party machine is stronger

than the Bolivian MNR and its
military machine is also much

‘stronger.

In Bolivia the workers’ unions

were, to be sure, founded and

dominated by the MNR and raised
up as the MNR's road to power

-and as the base of its regime. But

now, because of the weakness of
Bolivian capitalism and the weak-
ness of the Nationalist Party, the
unions are in reality the uncon-
scious masters of the situation.
The "labor ministers" in the cab-
inet, Lechin and Butrén, who are
both members of the MNR and
leaders of trade unions, have to
give their reports to the leading
committee of the Central Obrera
—s0 thdt this leading committee
of the Central is virtually a dual
government, an embryonic work-

-ers' government.

As we have previously reported,
when the government delayed the
nationalization of the mines the
workers’ unions adopted a resolu-
tion calling on the “labor minis-
ters” ‘to leave the_ cabinet. The
government of Paz Estenssoro

‘then solemnly promised to nation-

‘slize the mines, and the Central
Obrera authorized the “labor min-
isters” to stay in the cabinet. It
also demanded increased “work-
ers’ representation” in the gov-
ernment, a demand which has not
been satisfied up to now.

The official organ of the Cen-
tral Obrera Boliviana Rebelion
has published a very interesting
and important document entitled
“The Ideological Position of the
Bolivian. Working™ Class” The
most important part of this docu-
ment concerns the character of
the Bolivian revolution.

“The Bolivian revolution,"” says
Rebelién, "must have the charac-
ter of a combined revolution—
bourgeois-democratic- in its imme-
diate objectives and socialist in its
uninterrupted results. It is quite
impossible fo separate the two
phases of the revolution; that
means that the workers in power
must not hait at bourgeocis-demo-
cratic limits but must strike ever
more deeply at the rights of pri-
vate property, going over to so-
cialist methods and in this way
giving the revolution a permanent
character."

STEP FORWARD

This passage signifies a most
important theoretical advance for
revolutionary Marxist thinking in
Bolivia. For years we have been
fighting against the theory of
“democratic revolution” in Bo-
livia—that is, of bourgeois-demo-
eratic revolution whiech stops
short_of socialist change. This
theory has been supported not

BOLIVIAN REVOLUTIO
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only by the Stalinists but also by ~

the “Trotskyist” POR, especially
B.-G. Lora, as the basis for politi-
cal action by the workers. This
outlived theory was the basis of

the opportunist policy of the Stal-~

inist party (the PIR) after 1946
and also the reason for its bank-
ruptey—therefore indirectly the
reason for the victory of the MNR
in 1952,

Now, finally, the most impor-
tant workers’ organization in the
country has overcome this false
theory and aceepted the correct
position, in effect the theory of
the “permanent revolution”—that
is, the socialist theory developed
by Trotsky. The Bolivian working
class has taken a great step for-
ward and has proved that it is
really taking the road to revolu-
tion.

In this situation only a differ-
ent appraisal of the international
situation divides, in my view, rev-
olutionary Marxist thought from
the most important workers’ or-
ganization. [Comrade Rey is here
referring to his views on the rela«

tion between-the Belivian revolu-

tion and the international situa-
tion, which he expressed in his
article in the Sept. 22 issue of
LABOR AcTioN.—Ed.]

The publication of Rebelion pro-
voked consternation and fright
within the MNR, especially in its
right-wing circles. A group of min-
isters and Nationalist leaders
countered by publishing a "mani-
festo", against "communism.” But
President Paz, aware of his own
weakness and his own party's
weakness, declared that no one

‘had the right to publish a political

statement for the MNR except its
political committee (which consists
of Paz himself plus Siles and Al-
varex Plata). In this diplomatic
form the "anti-communist mani-
festo” directed against the Cen-
tral Obrera was repudiated.

This was done by the same Paz
Estenssoro who has always him-
self aggressively attacked ‘“com-
munism”; but this time he would

be attacking the entire organized-

working class, which is backing
his own regime. He was prudent
enough to refrain from doing seo.

But through his offices Juan
Lechin was led to make the state-
ment that “The Ideologieal Posi-
tion of the Bolivian Working
Class” is only a private draft and
not a definitive program and that
such a definitive program would
be adopted by the workers’ con-
gress in January. Thus the con-
fliet between the government and
the Central Obrera was smoothed
over this time.

PUSHED TO LEFT

But the conflict is latent and
the problem of nationalization is
ky . .
renewing it right along; because
by nationalization the Central

DES LEF

Obrera means the handing over of
the mines to the workers and not
to the state. There is much dis-
cussion about this problem right
now and the next session of the
Central Obrera is scheduled to
take up and ratify an Open Letter
to President Paz about the modus
operandi of nationalization.

It is very characteristic of the
political composition of the Cen-
tral Obrera's committee. The larg-
est fraction is that of the POR;
next comes the group of Lechin and
Torres, that is, the Nationalist
wing of the unions; and the Stalin-
ists are in third place with scarce-
ly 5 votes. Though it is true ‘that
the POR is organizationally and
ideologically very weak, and that
Lechin and Torres are retreating’

.and vacillating, it is also true that

the spontaneous workers' move-
ment is very sfrong and is pushing
the Central Obrera forward. .

The objective historical and sﬁ
cial process in Bolivia is pushing
the social forces to revolutionary
solutions, and the counter-revolu-
tionary camp is disorganized,
weak and incapable of any resist-
ance. It depends only on the work-
ers to understand their own power
and te grasp the fact that only
4 workers’ and peasants’ govern-
ment can realize the program of

Bolivian revolution; that it must

be a working-class revolution,
even though it has to solve imme-
diate bourgeois-democratic tasks.

The Nationalist regime, which
is hanging on to power only be-
cause of the workers’ support,
will fall if this support is with-
drawn. Therefore an enormous re-
sponsibility rests on the Central
Obrera and on the strongest
group within it, the POR,

Transformed POR Leads Workers

SANTIAGO, October — Let me
begin this dispatch by putting re-
cent Bolivian events in the setting
of the country’s political develop-
ment.

For nearly the first 20 years of
this century, Bolivia was gov-
erned by the Liberal Party, as
the champion of capitalist devel-
opment in the Altiplano. But capi-
talism came to Bolivia very late,
and the country’s colonial condi-
tions could not open up the nor-
mal possibilities for its develop-
ment. The Liberal Party was re-
placed by the Republicans of
Saavedra, and then by the genu-
ine Republican Party, socialists
and nationalists.

With the Russiah Revolution,

the modern working-class move-
‘ment also began, and with it the
organization of the modern Left.
The Bolivian Socialist Workers
Party (PSOB) arose, and later
the Stalinist and Trotskyist
groups.
- After the defeat by Paraguay
in the Gran.Chaco war, the mili-
tary dictatorships of Toro and
Busch (the last with “socialistic”
tendencies) took over. Then the
traditional parties were restored,
after Busch’s“assassination, un-
der the governments of - Quinta-
nilla and Pefiaranda. The reaction
against the murder of Busch and
the restoration of the traditional
Rightist parties led to the forma-
tion of the nationalist tendency
of the MNR (Revolutionary Na-
tionalist Movement), led by Paz
Estenssoro.

This was a time of thriving suc-
cess for nationalism in a world
shadowed by Hitler's victories and
Stalin’s expansion. The influence of
Nazism was powerful in Bolivia.

MNR'S PAST

The 1943 coup d'état against
the Pefaranda government was

- made by the semi-fascist military

logia which called itself Razon de
la Patria, for short “Radepa”; it
was politically backed by the
MNR. The first Nationalist re-
gime was a coalition between
Radepa and the MNR, under the

presidency of Villaroel, an ob-
scure colonel who was a member
of Radepa, and with Paz Esten-
ssoro as finance minister.

Backed by Hitler and Peron
this regime vigorously fought
both the Right and the Left, both
the great mine barons (the
Rosca) and the independent work-
ers’ movement as represented hx{
the PSOB and the Stalinists/
(PIR) and by the independent
trade unions. It was under Vil-
laroel’s regime that some leaders
of the bourgeois opposition were
murdered—the famous “erime of
November’”; the tin magnate
Hochschild was kidnaped and
some millions in ransom demand-
ed; and the leader of the Stalin-
ists also barely escaped with his
life.

In 1946 a coalition of the Right-
ist bloc and the S#dlinist PIR de-
feated the  VYillarcel regime, ‘ex-
ploiting the difference between the
MNR and the military clique @nd
utilizing the crisis of the regime
and the country and the defeat of
Hitler in the war. Villarocel was
hanged from a lamppost together
with his closest collaborators.

BIG CHANGES

In spite of the fact that this
revolution had a big popular base,
including not only the bourgeois-
democratic parties but also the
middle elass and working class,
the resulting coalition between
the traditional Rightist parties
and the Stalinist PIR remained
absolutely sterile, incapable of
any reveolutionary reforms — stu-
pid and reactionary.

The masses waited for a new
revolutionary policy, the heralded
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“anti-faseist” and “progressive” « _

policy, for a change in the social,
economic and political structure
of the country, now that the
“Nazi” government was out. But
they saw only the old reactionary
“democratic” policy, corruption,
robbery of the public treasury,
persecution of the workers’ move-
ment, all the old sins and delin-
(Continued on poge 7)
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quisition into their political beliefs and conmections.
There is no consolation for liberals in the belief that
many of the teachers hit were actually Stalinists at one
time or another. The new witchhunt principle equally
penalizes those who have broken with the CP but who

refuse to “sing.”

(Continued from page 6}

quencies of the feudal-bourgeois
regime,

The big mine-owners’ domina-
tion of the government, tradition-
al in Bolivia, and the lack of the
$8cial and political reforms which
the working class looked for,
brought about the regeneration
of the MNR.as a mass movement.
The MNR absorbed not only the
middle-class supporters of the
traditional bourgeois parties but
also of the Left, the PSOB and
the Stalinist PIR, and it awak-
en¢d new sections of the working
class to consciousness and ac-
tivity.

The trade unions which had been
dominated by Villaroel were now
trausformed into the main organi-
zations of popular opposition to
the Hertzog-Urriolagoitia regime.
But in the course of this opposition
struggle and civil war, the charac-
ter of the MNR changed—from a
pariy based on the middle classes
to one with its mass base among
the workers, although ifs program
remained a nationdlist one.

This process of ideological and
political polarization within the
MNR—between the old leaders

~and cadres and the new working-

class masses that had flowed into
it—came to light after the coup
d’état of April of this year, when
the workers transformed it into
an armed insurrection against the
hated Rosca, the mining-capitalist
povrer.

POR'S EVOLUTON

""ﬁ’]‘he ensuing civil war not only
destroyed the old bourgeois gov-
ernment and military machine
but also changed the character of
the MNR. The fighting nationalist
workers not only changed them-
selves in the process of struggle
but also transformed the whole
political structure of the country.

Now the old feudal-bourgeois
apparatus of the Bolivian state is
smashed, and the new political
machine of the MNR, seeking to
supplant it, is running into the
spontaneous but stubborn opposi-
tion of its “own"” workers’ organ-
izations, above all the trade un-
ions which it had controlled.

What is especially interesting is
the ideological development and
political role of the POR, the Trot-
skyist party affiliated with the
Fourth International, in the course
of this general process of political

1ce.

-

‘The Bolivian Revolution—

change in the country.

Founded as a breakaway from
the PSOB, the POR has not
played any big pelitical role,
though active in the periphery of
the workers’ movement against
the Stalinists. In composition it
has been middle-class and this is
related to its display of a certain
amount of sympathy with the
MNR and close relations with it.

The people who fought in the
MNR and POR came from the
same social layers, and they came
to a mutual understanding in
spite of their different political
language: the MNR talked about
the , “national revolution” and
the %’OR about the “bourgeois-
democratic revolution”; the MNR
talked in totalitarian Peronist-
Hitlerite terms, and the POR’s
jargon was half-“Trotskyist,”
half-Stalinist “anti-imperialism.”

Both fought against the “plu-
tocracy,” against the “Rosea,”
against imperialism, against the
bourgeois Right and the Stalinist
“Left,” and so formed a political
alliance whose personal expres-
sion was the friendship between
the Nationalist leader of the mine
workers, Lechin, and G. Lora, the
leading militant and writer of the

- POR. Lora’s “Pulacayo thesis,”

based on the concept of bourgeois-
democratic revolution, was the
theoretical expression of this pe-
riod as the pregram for a coali-
tion government between the POR
and the MNR to carry through
the revolution.

NEW ROLE

After the armed workers con-
quered power for the MNR in April,
the situation changed, as a result
of the pressure of the working
class masses on both the MNR and
the POR.

The workers took very seriously
the promises of the MNR to na-
tionalize the mines, to institute
agrarian reforms and to change
the economic-social character of
the country. But the two forces
understood these -slogans differ-
ently: the Nationalists looked to
state-capitalist reforms a la
Perén, while the workers fought
for socialist change, i.e., workers’
control of the mines, the land to
the peasants, and socialist trans-
formations in the economy.

The POR, closer to the workers
than the MNR, could not be deaf
to these demands of the working
class.
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Most important, in no case has there been an attempt
to show that in their actual teaching activities any of
the vietimized teachers have shown unacademic bias or
distortion. This is presumably the “theory” behind the
drive to purge pro-Stalinist teachers, but it has cut no

Thus Professor George S. Counts, the liberal Columbia
professor, has now also come out in favor of the above-
mentioned “theory,” but press reports of his statement
do not show any acknowledgment on his part of what is
really happening.

In a talk.at Queens College, Counts, who is the candi-
date of the Liberal Party for Senator, repeated the
rationalization that CP members must follow the party
line and “This means the Communist is not protected
by academic freedom. He has forfeited his right by sub--
servience to exterior authorify.” (N. Y. Post, Oct. 21.)

In the latent social and political
split between the MNR and the na-
tionalist workers, between_the Na-
tionalist party and the werkers'
frade-unions, the POR is growing
into the role of spokesman of the
workers.

This is especially shown within
the Central Obrera Boliviana,
where the POR group has won
ideological leadership and has put
out the important political docu-
ment on “The Ideological Position
of the Bolivian Working Class,”
in which it has abandoned the
Lora concept of the “national” or
“bourgeois-democratic revolution,”
as we discussed in our last article.

The relations between the POR

and MNR are different now from
what they were before April. The
new leadership of the POR looks
very critically at the actions of
the MNR and especially at its
“left wing” of Lechin, Butrén,
Torres, ete. The spell of the POR-
MNR alliance has been broken by
the real political role which the
MNR is playing, by the reaction-
ary line of the government and
the vacillating retreat of Lechin

- & Company.

At the big demonstration of the
Central in September, Lechin and
Butron absented themselves com-
pletely, having been taken “ill.”
In the present conflict over the
modus operandi of mine nationali-
zation, Lechin and his group act
as mouthpieces of the government
within the Central’s leading com-
mittee. They try to gain time for
the government and postpone is-
sues.

CONFLICT AHEAD

These healthy developments
shown by the POR reflect the grow-
ing and spontanecus workers'
movement and its pressure. The
leadership of the POR has also
changed, passing over the period
of Lora and his palship with Lechin.

Lora, the creator of the POR-
MNR alliance, probably fright-
ened by his own work, has retired
from the POR, and is publishing
Trotsky's Permanent Revolution,
presumably for the education of
POR militants and perhaps as
a sign of his own repentance.

The new leaders of the POR
are authentic leaders of the un-
ions and the Central. With the
publication of the new theoretical
line on the Bolivian revolution,
the “Lorist” period has been put
behind, and now begins a stub-
born ideological fight between the
MNR and the POR for leadership
over the workers.

It is characteristic of the Bo-
livian situation that the thesis
published by the Central was bet-
ter and more radical than the
regolutions of the 9th conference
of the POR, which were very
much the old “Fourthist” ballast.

The future of political develop-
ment in Bolivia lies in the freeing
of the workers from their hypno-
sis by the MNR. This process be-
gan with the conflict between the
Central and the government on
the nationalization of the mines,
ete. In this process the POR ean
play a big and responsible politi-
cal role.

In spite of the fact that for
years | have been a stubbern eritic
of the POR, it is with the greatest

_ satisfaction that | testify to its -

progress and healthy evolution,

; Tho_ught-CohfroI for Te‘achers i

lave to pursue the matter independently in the courts.

What is particularly sinister about the McCarran hear-
ings in New York is the way in which it has EXTENDED
the principles on which the educational witchhunt is based.
It was a sufficiently dangerous break with the traditions
of academic freedom when government and educators be-
gan acting on the principle that membership in the Com-
munist Party made a teacher ineligible to hold a job. Now
wholesale dismissals have been transferred also o any whe
invoke the constitutional right to refuse to answer an in-

Even on the basis of this basic concession o the witch- -
hunt climate, it would be incumbent on Prefessor Counts,
and other liberals who go along the same distance, to say
at least o word about the conformist and
teachers whose "subservience to exterior authority” takes
the form of subservience to the official "American party
line" (as Justice William O. Douglas once called it).

LaBor AcTiON defends the principles of *academic
freedom not out of concern primarily for the Stalinists
cr fellow-travelers who may be caught up (and whose

intimidated-

own ideology, insofar as they are consistent Stalinists in

stepped-up drive.

their political allegiance, leaves no room for academic
freedom for their own opponents under conditions of
Stalinist control) but because the whittling away of
democratic liberties is a danger to all dissident thought.
This has been amply proved in the course of the latest:

The nation-wide speaking and
organization tour of Gordon Has-
kell, National Committee member
of the Independent Socialist

League and assistant editor of.

LABOR ACTION,
windup week.
After a successful tour of the
West Coast centering around Los
Angeles, Oakland, Berkeley and
the Seattle area, speaking at pub-
lic meetings of the ISL and So-
cialist Youth League, Haskell be-
gan his trip through the Middle
West covering the Chicago, De-
troit and Cleveland areas, speak-

is now in its

| ‘ Haskell Tour on Last Lap .

ing at public meetings of the ISL
and on the ecampuses of the Uni-
versities of Chicago and Michi-
gan.

The well-attended meetings have
dealt largely with the presiden-
tial election campaign, and the
position of the ISL on the na-
tional elections. They produced
lively discussiens everywhere.

Three stops remain on the tour. -

Haskell will close his trip with
meetings in Philadelphia, Pitts-
burgh and Reading. A final meet-
ing will take place in Newark
after his return to New York.

Un-Americaneers in L. A.

LOS ANGELES, Oct. 13—The
House Un-American Activities
Committee, conducting five days
of hearings here, failed to obtain
admissions from nearly a score of
witnesses that they ever belonged
to the Communist Party. But the
probers left the impression with
even the most conservative ob-
servers that in attempting to get
such confessions they are more
inelined to practice “un-Ameriean
activites” than to investigate
them,

Relying on the testimony of
“friendly witnesses” who “sang”
about alleged former comrades,
the investigators pointed the fing-
er without allowing eross-exami-
nation.

They heaped praise on the
“singers” but- lashed out at the
accused. They beamed at specta-
tors who applauded committee ac-
tions, but ordered deputy mar-
shals to eject from the fifth-floor
hearing room in the Federal
building those who booed their
actions.

All of the witnesses who had
been subpenaed refused to admit
or deny affiliation on constitntion-
al grounds. Many of them fought
back with a vigor that gave the

. probers some bad moments. A few

of them attempted to reason with
the House members about the
havoe resulting from unproved
accusations and the consequent
character assassinations that ruin
reputations and undermine. pros-
pects of future livelihood.

Dr. Milton Lester, a 33-year-old
psychiatrist, threw one session of
the hearing into an uproar when
he began a lengthy and technical
analysis of what he called the
“damnable” effects of the commit-
tee’s work on American minds.

He declared the committée had
helped to create “fantasies and a
series of symbols” which are be-
ing substituted for “reality and
fact.” - Representative John S.
Woods (Dem., Ga.), chairman,
exploded and intimated he might

ask “Congress to cite him for con- .

tempt.”

In another session Dr. Alexan-
der E. Pennes, a physician kicked
out of two hospitals, tried to rea-
son with committeeman Clyde
Doyle (Calif.) He said that the
committee has “destroyed” those
who have refused to testify. “How
are they going to feed their fami-
lies when they have no jobs?” he
demanded. “Tell me that?”

Woods answered, "Well, they
can come here and give us the in-
formation.” .

"You have taken #wo-thirds of
my income away during the past
year,” the doctor continued.

The chairman told him, "You can
change all that and get the twe-
thirds back.”

“Ne. you can take the other:
third before I'll become a stool-
pigeon,” the wiiness asserted.

Earlier in the hearings Attor-
ney Robert W. Kenney, appearing
for a group of lawyers who had
been called before the committee,.
argued unsuccessfully that in at-
tempting to question them, the
probers were forcing them to vio-
late the legal right to secrecy in.
client relationships.

Following the testimony of a
friendly witness who had named
names, another attorney, William
E. Esterman leaped up and de-
manded that he be allowed to
cross-examine the witness. Woods "
ordered the attorney thrown out.
Three federal guards grabbed him
and dragged him shouting and
protesting from the room.

On the fourth day of the hear-.
ings the probers disclosed they
would question some of the attor-
neys behind closed doors. But the
announcement drew such wvehe-
ment opposition from an attorney
representing witnesses that the
committee backed down and said
all sessions would be conducted
in the open.

The committee disclosed it will
return here on November 17 ‘to
resume hearings. There are indi-
cations that some labor officials
may get a going-over at that
time.

re
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. Thought-Control for Teachers:
' The Educational Purge in New York

By MEL HACKER

With the opening of the current semester has come
New York’s installment of the grand inquisition to rid
our schools of “subversive” thoughts, ideas, feelings and
persorinel. Conducted under the guise of “fighting Com-
munism,” the New York hearings are among the most
interesting; some of the teachers involved are doubt-
lessly present or former members and fellow travelers
of the Communist Party.

That this should be the case is almost inevitable in
the city which has always been a center of Stalinist
influence, and where the CP has a large middle-class
membership.

And as most certainly should have been expected, the

':irive against Stalinists in the schools has become the

occasion for an attack on academic freedom in general
and- non-conformist ideas in particular. In this fashion it
demonstrates the reactionary consequences which result
from the "anti-Communist" witchhunt, so frequently con-
doned with faint damnation by liberals. *

 The current attack on academic freedom in the schools
comes from two quarters.

New York City Superintendent of Schools Jansen and

the Board of Education are attempting to ‘“weed out”
Communist Party members and ex-members in the pub-
lic schools while a MeCarran (“Senator from Spain”)
Internal Security subcommittee is performing a similar
hatchet job on instructors in the city's colleges.

. The opening gun of the McCarran hearings was fired
by Dr. Bella Dodd, former Communist Party high. func-
tionary and former legal counsel to the Teachers Union,
recently re-converted to the Catholic faith via Bishop
Fulton Sheen. She accused the Communist Party:of a
widespread “conspiracy to infiltrate” public and higher
education, naming eighteen colleges which allegedly har-
bored CPers on their.staffs; Columbia University, the
College of the City of New York, the University of
Chicago and Sarah Lawrence College were prominently
mentioned. .

In the Confessional

"God help me for what | did, There is no doubt in my
mind | did a lot of harm,"” noted Dr. Dodd, abouat her past.
With her present conversion, from CP judas-goat for teach-
ers to anti-CP stoolpigeon, and from faith in the Kremlin
$o faith in the Vatican, she has traveled the path plowed
by Louis Budenz. Like him, she rightly denounces herself
for being a political misleader for so long a time, ond
uses her unsavory past to become an “authority" for
equally unsavory witchhunting today. .

In attempting to at least partially exorcize her past,
Dr. Dodd declared that there were hundreds of Commu-
nists in the city’s publie schools, and expressed her will-
ingness to name names. She also attacked the Teachers
Union as Communist-controlled.

" The Stalinist-controlled Teachers Union (Local 555,
United Public Workers of America) has long been a
special target of Superintendent Jansen and the other
inquisitors. Officers of the Teachers Union have been
called before various hearings, asked whether they were
or had been Communist Party members and upon their
refusal to answer, dismissed from the school system for
“insubordination”—or under Article 903 of the City

Charter (which is discussed below). The Teachers Union

has- also been denied use of the public schools for meet-
ing purposes as a “subversive” organization. Superin-
tendent Jansen has refused to recognize it as bargain-
ing. agent in the city public schools, instead encouraging
a “school-teacher complaint” setup that smells of the
worst forms of company-unionism.

_ The one-man MecCarran subcommittee hearings, run
by Senator Ferguson (R., Mich.) posed The Question to
professors at Brooklyn, Hunter and Queens Colleges and
Columbia University. Professor H. Albaum of Brooklyn
College publicly confessed that he was for several years
a member of a Brooklyn College faculty CP cell which

’ Y

Get Acquainted

SOCIALIST YOUTH LEAGUE
114 W. 14th St.
New York 11, N. Y.
1 | want to join the Socialist Youth League.

O | want more information about the Sccialist
Youth League.

CITY ..cconnnnrnnnn Lasaressassransearisnens ZONE...c...o STATE.covsenssasnnss

had “maybe 20" members. Declaring that he had been
“inveigled” into the party fn 1938 but had soon becote
disillusioned and unhappy, he had remained in the party
until 1945 because they had used his party membership
as blackmail, threatening to expose him to the authori-
ties if he decided to quit: “Brother you don't quit here;
you're expelled.” During the years since then he has had
nightmares about his past and finally decided to talk
about it because he could not stand the burden of his
secret any longer. N

This pathetic public confessional is a typical phenome-
non of the current star-chamber proceedings. A truly loyal
American, by these standards, repents of all his former
ideas, ideals and organizational memberships and informs
upon friends and family alike to the FBI.

Columbia Profs Smeared

In the course of similar McCarran sleuthing into the
entertainment industry, actress Judy Holiday told Senate

investigators that in getting mixed up with various Com- -

munist fronts she was irresponsible and more than
slightly stupid. She had been appealed to through her
emotions by apparently worthy causes. When she had
her eyes opened to what was going on, she said, she her-
self had hired people to investigate her own actions.
“I wanted to-know what I had done,” said Miss Holliday,
unbosoming herself. =

Recently, when 23 prominent professors at Columbia
University publicly condemned the Nixon expense fund
and his cynical soap-opera defense of this corruption,
nine of them were immediately smeared by the New York
Daily News as “pinkos”; “9 Nixon Crities Cited as
Pinkos; Columbia Profs aided ‘Fronts’” was the full-
page headline. These professors had merely been men-
tioned during hearings of the House Un-American Aetivi-
ties Committee, but in the mentality of the current in-
quisition you are suspect or guilty if you are called to
or mentioned by (regardless of context) the hearings
of a purge commission.

The Columbia professors named were Irwin Edman
and Harold Friess (philosophy), J. Bartlet Brebner,
Henry Steele Commager, Robert Lee Hale, Paul Lazars-
feld, Robert M. McIver, Robert K. Merton and Mark Van
Doren. The professors, all of them well-known liberals
of unimpeachable loyalty, firmly denied the charge of
Stalinist sympathies.

Paul Lazarsfeld, a noted professor of sociology, was
listed as having been a member. of the American Writers
Congress in 1943 and having refused to sign a loyalty
pledge in 1950. Lazarsfeld refused to comment publicly
but privately he is known to have said he never was a
member of the Writers Congress and_he never had been
handed a loyalty oath to sign. He had been invited to
teach summer school at UCLA in 1950 but demurred
after many instructors resigned rather than sign the
university’s loyalty oath. Lazarsfeld was never asked to
sign it since he had not actually been hired.

All this might be considered farcical were it not for
the fact that this smear indicates that the campaign of
repression is aimed not merely at the Communist Party
but at all dissident thought. If the eminent professors at
Columbia University cannot indulge in a joint (hence less
individually dangerous) political statement, what chance
has a poor unknown individual college instructor or school
teacher to express himself independently without fear of
reprisal? .

‘Bias’ Nof the Issue

Cunningly enough, the New York Board of Educa-
tion has just released a guidebook for teachers advising
that public school teachers have an obligation to take
up controversial subjects in the classroom, but that they
should present those topies in such a way as to enable
young people to think through the issues and form
“rational judgments.” Asserting that controversial issues
are “the lifeblood of vital teaching in social studies” the
board said that the schools should serve as practice
ground for calm deliberation and generous give-and-take
in subject matter where there is sharp division of opinion.
“A teacher must be fair in his presentation,” the board
observed, and must remember that “as a public servant
he must represent all society and not one special interest.”

That such official brochures ‘are less than reassuring
is underlined by the fact that not one college or public
school teacher has been accused of classroom bias or
nisconduct during the current purges. These instructors
have been suspended or dismissed from their jobs for
“insubordination”’—conduct unbecoming a teacher for re-
fusing to reveal organizational mentberships. Evidently
the only teachers considered safe to teach controversial
social-studies topics are conformist, conservative, pro-
capitalist individuals. (“We meant controversial but not
that controversial!”) Under the current reign of intimi-
dation, few teachers, no matter how independent their
thoucht, can dare to discuss objectively the really contro-
versial social questions of our time.

In the college purge, Professor Albaum of Brooklyn
College has been the only witness who admitted party
membership. Dr. Bernard Riess, professor of psyehology
and philosophy at Hunter College, Dr. Vera Shlakman,
Queens economics professor (and also head-of the Teach-

-

ers Union ¢ollege division) and Dr. Harry Slochower,"
professor of German at Brooklyn College, Tefused to an--
swer questions about Communist Party membership on
constitutional grounds and were subsequently dismissed:
from their positions. (Dr. Slochower did state that he
was not now a party member though-he refused to say
whether he had ever been one.)

Dr. Ordway Tead, chairman of the Board of Higher
Education, noted that the professors had been dismissed’
under Section 903 of the New York City Charter which:
states that any city employee who refuses to answer.

questions, on the grounds of self-incrimination, before®

any authorized investigatory body can be summarily dis- -
missed from his position.

Section 903 of the city charfer thus apparently dey
clares that protection under the Fifth Amendment is in-
compatible with holding a position in the New York schools.
An interesting twist to this matter is the fact that this
section was added to the city charter as an outgrowth
of the Seabury investigation which revealed the wide-
spread graft and corruption in the Tammany administra-
tion under Mayor James J. (Jimmy) Walker. Rose Russell,
legislative representative of the Teachers Union, approves
of Section 903 as applied to criminals but claims it is mis-
applied in the casé of city teachers.

This Teac.herf Union approval of the denial of the
protection of the Fifth Amendment to alleged criminals
reminds one strongly of the warm approval which the
Stalinists gave to the Smith Act in the prosecution of the
Minneapolis Trotskyists in contrast with their own at-
tacks on the Smith Act when it was subsequently used
against themselves.

Prof. Counts Goes Along

Also called to the McCarran hearings was Dr. Gene
Weltfish, noted lecturer in anthrepology at Columbia
University; who pleaded possible self-incrimination in
refusing to say whether she was or ever had been a
Communist. She said that she liad been rhisquoted in a
newspaper story in which”she was reported as saying
that UN forces in Korea were employing germ warfare
but admitted that without any evidence she championed
a Canadian clergyman who had made that statement.

“I am not a biologist and I cannot make such a state-
ment as a social scientist,” she stated denying that she
had ever charged the UN or the U. S. with employing
germ warfare. She said she had been given an affidavit
by Dr. James Endicott, a Canadian missionary recently
returned from China and she believed in “the integrity
of the man” although she had never met him and had no
evidence that his affidavit was true.

Professor Frederick Ewen of Brooklyn College di
not wait to be dismissed from his position. He quietl¥)
filed his retirement papers upon being notified of his call

to the committee, discouraging all efforts to defend him. -

In a farewell letter appearing in Kingsman, Brooklyn .
College newspaper, Professor Ewen writes:

“At the request of your publication, I am taking this
oceasion of saying goodby to all my friends at Brooklyn
College. Technically I am retiring from my teaching post
on a small pension. Actually I have been driven from the
field of my life’s activity by the shameless persecution
of freedom of thought and speech now disgracing our
country.” . .

The purge then shifted to New York University. Pro-
fessor Bergum, called before the committee, refused to
testify concerning CP membership. Two hours later NYU
Chancellor Heald notified him of his suspension. The direc-
tors of the city's higher-education institutions are cooper-
ating in every way with the purge. committee, refusing to
give dismissed professors the right to a public hearing.

The McCarran subcommittee in New York has now
also begun to interview UN personnel on the suspect list.
Meanwhile the educational purge spreads. Governor
Alfred Driscoll of New Jersey declared that the Rutgers
University professors who declined to talk before a
Senate subcommittee should tell all or “get out.” Driscoll
was hampered by the fact that his state has no legal
guthority to discipline the faculty members; only the
university trustees could act.

The purge in the New York public school system
antedates the current hearings. In 1950 eight teachers,
most of them active in the Teachers Union, were called
before Superintendent Jansen and dismissed when they
refused to answer.

State Education Commissioner Lewis A. Wilson re-
cently introduced a new nefarious twist by giving the go-
ahead signal to any local educational body to set up
“gsubversive lists” of their own. If these lists, he noted,
were subjected to court litigation, the local body would

(Continued on page 7) ;
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