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By LARRY O'CONNOR

In this campaign the issue
of the Korean war, like al-
most all other issues, is hope-
lessly distorted by both ma-
jor parties. They both rec-
ognize the fact that the war
is-unpopular in this country,
and that votes can be ob-

tained not by urging that it

be fought through to a glo-
_rious military victory,_-_but
by proposing a way either

to end it or at least to limit

the American casualties in-
velved. .

Neither major party can
propose the only solution
which would really end the
war: the withdrawal of
Ameriean troops from Ko-
Yrea: This- would mean the
victory of Stalinism in the
country, and a defeat for the
policy of military contain-
ment of Stalinism which is
the basis of the foreign pol-
icy of both parties. As the
tragedy of Korea consists
precisely in the fact that it
most strikingly reveals the
futility of this foreign pol-
icy. both parties are reduced
to varying degrees of dema-
goguery as a substitute for
a solution.

When it comes fo dema-
goguery, the Republican Par-
ty enjoys advantages both

. of temperament and posi-
tion. Tempermentally the
Republicans are inclined to

appeal to the most know-

no:hing, isolationist, and
chauvinist sentiments abroad
in the land.

~As an opposition party,
they are relieved of the bur-
den of having to defend the
policies which have led to
frustration. They can make
vague references to a “plan”

- 77t end the war in Korea, and

"denounce all actions which
led to it without indicating
any alternative policy.

They are not even notice-
ably restrained by the
thought that if the election
should bring them to power

(Continued on page 2)
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McCarthy Throws His Mud-Bomb

By GORDON HASKELL
Why has the issue of Stal-

inism, both abroad and at -

home, assumed the particu-
lar kind of role it is playing
in the election campaign?
Why have the Republicans,
from McCarthy to Eisen-
hower, been able to take the
offensive on the Stalinist is-
sue, while the Democrats
desperately try to defend
themselves with a “me too”
line on the question of who
has been most effective in
“stemming the tide” of do-
mestic Stalinism?

By PAUL GERMAIN

Dr. George S. Counts,
senatorial candidate of New
York’s Liberal Party, has
been forbidden permission
to speak at Brooklyn Col-
lege.

This information was re-
vealed last week in a two-
page protest leaflet issued by
the B. C. Chapter of the
Young Liberals, youth and
student division of the Lib-
eral Party. _

The leaflet disclosed that
Dr. Counts was ‘“denied the
privilege to lead a rally for
Adlai Stevenson because of
a college rule which states
that no person, whether con-
nected with the college- or
not, ean speak before an
open meeting of any B. C.
club unless his opposition is
present.”

According to the Liberal
leaflet, the rule stipulates
that any campus political
group that wishes to present
a guest speaker to the stu-
dent body must first con-
vince another college group
to get a speaker to oppose him.

. Bfookl vn College Bans Speech
By Candidate George S. Counts!

1f the latter group does not wish
to do so, or if no opposing speak-
er can be obtained, the first
speaker cannot appear!

The rule's main point of interest
lies in the fact that practically ne-
body on this campus—including
many faculty members who have
been questioned obout it—has-
ever heard of it!

In addition as far as investiga-
tions thus far have been able to
ascertain, even if such a rule was
ever mysteriously enacted by ad-
ministrative decree, with due con-
tempt for the formerly demo-
cratic channel of student govern-
ment (a procedure not unusual on
this' campus), THE RULE HAS
NEVER BEFORE BEEN PUT
TO USE!

WHY NOW?

Some such rule was one among
many—including outright aboli-
tion of all eollege political organ-
izations — which were proposed
for discussion by the adminis-
tration of President Gideonse at
& Tfaculty-student open meeting
almost two years ago.

At this meeting, the hostile re-
action on the part of many liberal
faculty members to this attempt
at narrowing the range of—or
completely eliminating — demo-

cratic political activity on eampus

was so strong that the proposals

had not been mentioned again.

But whether the regulation real-
ly is on the books or net, a ques-
tion persists: Why did Gideonse
decide to make this move now,
against Counts and the Young Lib-
erals, and not p'reviously. against
other speakers—such as Rudolph
Halley, sucecessful Liberal Porty
candidate for president of the City

Council, when he oppeared eon

campus last year?

Elsewhere in this issue is an
account of yet another campus
maneuver by Gideonse which is
not likely to get him any medals
for political cleanliness.

Can it be that this banning of
Dr, Counts is a further instance
of a political debt being paid by
Gideonse to his pal, Brooklyn
Borough  President John Cash-
more, who, just as a matter of
coincidence, happens.to be the
Democratic Party's eandidate for
senator and opposed by Counts.

Can it possibly be that the
financial appropriations for the
new Brooklyn College building—
whose enactment in the New York
City Board of Estimate was
pushed by Cashmore—is persuad-
ing Gideonse “to dispense with
what little moral integrity one
might presume he had left?

Or to put the question the
way in which it is usually
asked by liberals and social-
ists both in this country and
abroad: Why is McCarthy-
ism, in all its varieties, a
successful method of win-
ning votes in America? -

. Perhaps an examination of:

McCarthy's own methods
will give a clue to the an-
swer. And we need go no
further to study them than
his currently infamous
speech of last Monday “ex-
posing’ Stevenson's "tie-up”
with Stalinism.

McCarthy’s speech fell
roughly into three sections.
The first attributed the con-
tinuing international suc-
cesses of Stalinism to a deliber-
ate policy on the part of the Dem-
ocratic administration. McCarthy
referred to “those who are in
charge of our deliberate, planned
retreat from vietory,” and to “the
suicidal, Kremlin-directed policies
of the administration.” He ended
this section with the statement

"that the issue in the campaign is

“Will Communism win, or will
America win?”

M-BOMB

The second part of the speech
was devoted to “proving” that
Stevenson has surrounded him-
self with persons who are in
some way tainted with Stalinist
associations or sympathies. And
the third was given over to
“proof” that Stevenson had ad-
vocated world government, and
had made the well-known deposi-
tion in the Hiss case.

It was in the second part of his
speech that McCarthy scaled the
heights of demagoguery and fal-
sifieation for which he has be-
come so justly famous. Wilson
Wyatt is ‘“disleyal” because
Americans for Democratic Action,
of which he is a former officer,
has criticized aspects of the loy-
alty program and the Smith Act.
De Voto is suspect because three
years ago he wrote that he would
not give information to the FBL
Arthur Schlesinger Jr. is a men-
ace because he once wrote that he
believed Communists should be
permitted to teach in universities.
James Wechsler, - editor of the
N. Y. Post, has admitted that he
once belonged to the Young Com-
munist League. Archibald Mac-
Leish was at one time associated
with Stalinist front organizations.

(Continued on page 2)
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McCarthy Throws

(Continued from page 1)

All this is brought out, with dis-
tortions and falsifications which
are transparent only te the. in-
formed listener, to insinuate the
iaea that Stevenson has surround-
ed himself with men who are part

of the conspiratorial machine of

the Stalinist party, or at the very
least who regard the Stalinists
with a good deal of favor.

Thus the picture drawn by Me-
Carthy is: The Democratic ad-
ministration has been engaged in
a Kremlin-directed, planned cap-
itulation to Stalinism, both at
home and abroad. “Alger . .. I
mean - Adlai,” as the demagogue
put it, has surrounded himself
with people who are determined
to thwart the effort of the FBI,

- open the door to Stalinists in gov-
ernment and in the schools, as
well as others who are just as
good as members of the Young
Communist League or other Stal-
inist outfits. Further, he would
have this country subordinated to
some international organization
like the United Nations—twelve
employees of which have just re-
fused to answer questions on
whether they are or have been
Stalinists—from which we are to
conclude that the UN is pretty
close to being a Stalinist front
organization itself. And finally,
Stevenson had been present on
at least two international confer-
ences at which Hiss had also been
on the government staff.

SCAPEGOAT METHOD

“Ridiculous,” one may say. Yes,
it is ridiculous. But it is no more
ridiculous than Hitler’s conten-
tion that because there were Jews
both in the Communist Party of
Germany - and of Russia and
ameng the capita]ists of his own
and other countries, this was

‘proof” that the Jews were in an

iy Jnternatdonal conspiracy to de-

stroy Germany by. the dual means
of undermining its social system
from below and throttling it finan-
cially from above.

It is ridicelous, but it had a so-
cial .appeal. If gave the most frus-
trated and embittered Germans a
SCAPEGOAT on whom they could
blame the economic plight of the
country. It was vicious, but it
worked.

And it worked because the Ger-
man people were offered no posi-
tive, aggressive policy with which
to attack the real source of their
frustration, because the other ma-
jor parties in Germany confined
themselves to defending policies
which were obviously bankrupt, or
adépting policies which were self-
defeating.

The success of McCarthyism in
America today is based on the
same formula. Find a scapegoat
on which frustrated people can
lay the blame for the failure of
American foreign policy to seize
the political initiative from world
Stalinism. The domestic scape-
goat is the American Stalinist
movement. . Then, identify the
Democratic Party and its admin-
istration with that scapegoat. In
so doing, identify liberalism, re-
vulsion against the procedures of
the FBI, the defense of the civil
liberties of Stalinists, internation-
alist idealism, in short, anything
but 100-per-cent chauvinism, with
pro-Stalinism or with Stalinism
itself.

FERTILE SOIL

The Stalinists are not an “inno-
cent” scapegoat, as the Jews were
in Germany. It is no problem to
prove that there are Stalinists
who engagé in espionage, and that
the polities of the CP is subservi-
ent to the Kremlin. The point is
that there is almost no relation-
ship between the magnitude of
the actual internal Stalinst “men-
ace” and the measures used or
proposed to ecrush it. The point is
that these measures are designed
not . chiefly for the purpose of
crushing Stalinism, but rather of
intimidating the whole American
people and depriving them of
their civil liberties.

The seapegoat method is a tried
and true formula, and McCarthy
is evidently a man uniquely en-
dowed with a natural aptitude to
practise it. But even a man with
his gifts would be doomed to:ob-
scurity if the country lacked a
fertile psychological soil in which
they could flourish.

The ‘psychological seil is pre-
pared by the fact that Stalinism
remains on the political offensive
as a world movement. America has

spent uncounted billions .of dollars.

on aid to foreign countries-since

World War 1, both economic and:

military. But the regimes it has

bolstered with this - aid: have not-
been brought to' economic - health.

by it.

In countries where the socialist
movement is not powerful an ag-
gressive Stalinism is either an
actual or an obvious potential so-
cial threat. It has spread through
China and Eastern Europe, it is
knocking at the gates in Inde-
China, it burns steadily in the
guerrilla war in Malaya, and it
has the United States gripped in
a bloody military deadlock in
Korea.

DEMS COMMITTED

To the American people this
means continued high taxes to
subsidize a decaying capitalism
abroad and to build up a military
machine for an eventual war.
There is no end in sight of the
rising cost of living, of the inter-
national tension, of the bloodlet-
ting in Korea. Someone must be
responsible for this mess. Some-
one must have betrayed us, or else
how could U, S. victory in the
last war have led only to this?

McCarthy has his demagogic,
reactionary answer, and it finds
4 response. But what answer have
the Democrats?

They ¢ t avoid responsibility
for the policies which have failed
to defeat the Stalinist political of-
fensive, They can only ‘advocate a
continuation of these policies, and
point out, quite correctly, that

what the Republicans offer is
cither nothing or worse.

They are committed to support
existing anti-Stalinist govern-
ments everywhere, however reac-
tionary, financially and militarily.
They are-thus committed to sup-
porting reactionary social and
economic systems which can meet
the threat ef. Stalinists only by
-suppressing “the Stalinist move-
ments, but which cannot. stamp
out the social discontent on which
Stalinism:thrives,

Thus the . Deéemocrats are -com-
mitted to a pelicy-which must per-
petu'ate and - intensify the: feel-
mgs of frustpation.on which Stal-
_inism - thrives .abroad; and Me-
Carthyism battens at home. And
it is quite typical-that their spe-
cific -reaction to-the latter is to
seek to draw its fangs by adopt-
ing a “me too” attitude.

STEVENSON'S SPEECH

“Me tooism" is never the same
thing asthe genuine article. When
Dewey conducted his “me too”
campaign in. 1948 he did not be-
come a Truman: Fair-Dealer. And
when Stevenson adopts a “me too”
attitude he does not become a Me-
Carthy. But it is quite significant
that the Democrats rebroadeast
Stevenson’s Detroit speech on how
to fight Stalinism immediately
following® McCarthy's * effort on
the same station over which the
Wisconsin windbag had done his
stuff. -~

This was the speech in which
Stevenson recounted the record of
the Democratic administration in
the fight against. American Stalin-
ism. He endorsed measures which
have been condemned by liberals
and the labor movement. He laud-
ed the Smith Act, the conviction
of the Stalinist leadership under it,
the whole -government “loyalty”
program including . the subversive
list. He praised the FBl as a fine
instrument of professional Stalin-
ist hunters, and referred fo J. Ed-
gar Hoover-as an "excellent, ex-
perienced, devoted and frust-

worthy"” man in his job. In shorf.
he committed himself to continue
the legal and .administrative m
wres which have been most -effec-
tive. in spreading fear and creaf-
ing the atmosphere of witchhunt
in -which McCarthyism can thrive.
He did mot have a word of
criticism for the policies which
have--extended the definition of
“subversion” to include organiza-
tions and ideas which cannot cons
ceivably be related to Stalinist es-
pionage or secret.penetration:of
policy-making : governmental : offi-
ces..He did not: mention his own
veto of the Illinois “anti- subvers
sive” Broyles bill the act to whml;_l
all liberals. point when they. seek

to justify  their support of Ster s
venson on the ground that he can -

be counted on to defend our civil
liberties—nor did he mention the
rash of loyalty oaths being de-
manded of teachers, and even ten=
ants of public housing projects.
.Is this the way in which Me-
Carthyism is to be defeated in the
United States? Is a moie re-
strained pursuit of the scapegoat

going to appease the feelings o:E .

political frustration which ma
scapegoatism profitable? If every
Stalinist in the country were
“placed behind bars,” to use Ste-
venson’s phrase, would that end
the effectiveness of the world
Stalinist movement, which is the
real source of the problem of Stal-
inism?

The.answer is clear. As long as
we do not have a foreign policy
which can successfully defeat Stal.
inism politically on a world scale,
the basis for reactionary, even fas-
cist mods will grow in this country.

The Democratie Party has dem-
onstrated that it cannot develop
such a foreign policy; and that
Lence it tends to yield to these
moods, where it does not inflame
them, in its effort to retain power.
The labor movement, the liberals,
and the “socialists” who are sup-
porting Stevenson may well pon-
der how a continuation of this
tendency will ultimately affect
them.

Double Talk on Korea Issue — —

(Continued from page 1)

they would then be expected
to deliver on their ‘“prom-
ises.” They can then blame
their failure on the Demo-
crats who preceded them. ..
and in any event, the impor-
tant thing is not what hap-
pens after November A4th,
only what happens on that
date. It is quite a sight to
watch the “liberal” Republi-
cans squirming around with
the idea that a solution to
the war in Korea can be
hoped for through an Eisen-
hower visit to that unhappy
country.

COUNTER-PUNCHING

The Democrats are not in
the same favorable position
to capitalize on the genuine
~war-weariness which is no-
ticeable throughout the coun-
try. Truman has attempted
to relieve his administration

- of ‘the.charge that it invited
: the Stalinist attack by with-

drawing American troops
from Korea before the war,
by pointing out that this was
done on the advice of the
military, headed by one D.
D. Eisenhower.

This is strictly counter-
punching, and has only lim-
ited. defensive effect. No ad-
ministration can relieve it-
gelf of political responsibil-
ity:by blaming its own mili-

tary appointees for giving

it bad advice.

&
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The positive answer which
Stevenson and the other
Democratic spokesmen have
been using is to set the Ko-
rean war in its context as
part of the world-wide
struggle against Stalinism,
and to justify it on the
ground that they cannot be
blamed for resisting Stalin’s

aggressive military policy

in Korea. The war in Korea
can only be settled as part
of the struggle for the world.

The trouble with this an-
swer is that although it is a
realistic, if one-sided, ap-
praisal of the nature of the
Korean war, it offers no hope
of ending the bloodshed
there.

As neither Eisenhower
nor his hired brains have
been able to think up any
half-way plausible-sounding
plan for ending the war in
Korea, they have hit on the
idea of winning votes by
proposing that Koreans, or
at least Asians,edo all of the
dying in the war. For the
Democrats to agree to this
“attractive” proposal would
be to deal almost irreparable
damage to their whole policy
of recruiting allies for the
Third World -War.

Resistance to rearmament
is already strong enough in
Europe and Asia. But it
would be increased a thou-
sandfold if the Stalinists

could prove that the Ameri-
can government is willing to
fight only as long as foreign-
ers do the fighting.

With the war taken over
from the South and North
Kereans and entirely depen-
dent for both its military
and diplomatic progress on
Russian and Chinese govern-
ments on one side and the
American government on the
other, it is clear that neo
Korean solution is possible.
This sifuation was not creat-
ed when the war starfed in
1950. .. it was created when
Russia and the United States
carved up Korea in 1945. It
was rendered decisive when
the Americans propped up
the reactionary Rhee land-
lord regime and thus gave
Stalinism the basis of its so-
cial appeal in South Korea.

It should not be forgotten
that the collapse of the
South Korean army at the
first brush with the Stalinist
aggressors was at least in
part due to the large-scale
guerrilla forces inside South
Korea which had grown up
chiefly as a reaction to
Rhee’s police brutality.

To this day most informed
cbservers maintain that if a
free eleetion were possible in
the whole of Korea, the Stal-
inists would win, and that
the fighting spirit of the
South Korean units at the
front is.not due to an impas-
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sioned - defense of the Rhee
regime against Stalinism,
but rather to the fact that
the only place where a Ko-
rean ean get a square meal
these days is in the army.

SOLUTION: BIG WAR?

In short, the weakness of
the American government’s
position in Korea is the
weakness of its foreign pol-
icy in general. Although
there is no doubt that it can
arm. other nations more ef-
fectively than it armed the
South Koreans and thus
make purely military ag-
gression against them less
attractive for the Stalinists,
it cannot solve the political
problem of undermining
Stalinism in Asia . .. or in
Europe for that matter.

Even generals know that
an army, however well
equipped, is only as strong
as the morale of its soldiers
and of the population which
has to back it up. But this
morale is a political factor,
specially in the context of
the social-ideological strug-
gle with Stalinism.

When the Democrats say
that there is “no easy solu-
tion” to the war in Korea
they are understating the
case. When they say that the
“solution” lies in strength-
ening the whole world
against ‘Stalinism they are
simply admitting that the

American soldiers and the
whole Korean people, whose
country has been destroyed

in the war, are expendables

in the struggle for the world.

But are they a worthwhile
expenditure? Will a continu-
ation of the slaughter there
weaken Stalinism as a world
force, and strengthen the
forces of democracy in the
rest of the world? There is
no evidence for it, and none
canbe produced. The Korean
war remains as the world
lesson, in miniature, of the
only possible “end" to the
cold-war conflict of Stalinist
and American imperialism on
the basis of current policies.

When the Democrats say
that its solution lies in the
more vigorous prosecution
of the cold war, they are say-
ing, in effect, that the war
in Korea will end only when
it is liquidated in the war for
the world.
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ritain Tries the Iron

By*DAVE ALEXANDER

LONDON, Oct. 22—It must
have been about three weeks
ago that the British press
suddenly discovered the Mau
‘Mau, which it describes sim-
ply as a secret terrorist or-
ganization of Kenya natives
seeking to drive the white

“Europeans out of - Africa.

The press publicized its un-
known activities and “made
it the villain of the piece.
Suddenly, yesterday, a tri-
umphant Mr. Lyttleton, the
commonwealth minister in
the Conservative govern-
ment, announced the arrest
of nearly 100 alleged mem-
bers of this organization.
The cruiser Kenya was on
¥ts way to Mombasa, and the
Lancashire Fusiliers were
flown to Nairobi.
~ Before going any further,
fet us explain what Mau Mau
is. It is an illegal, and therefore
secret, organization of the Kikuyu
#ribe of Kenya. It is concentrated
in an area of a few hundred square
mile:, but undoubtedly has influ-
ence among the Kikuyw, who are
the riost educated and "advanced™
#ribe in East Africa.

NATIONAL STRUGGLE

Tkeir main and practically only
political aim is the freeing of
East Africa from European dom-
ination. There are about 18 mil-
lion Africans to a half million
Europeans in “British East Af-
rica.” Since the influence and cul-
ture of the imperialists is in good
part propagated by missionaries,
their efforts are also concentrated
against Christian missionaries, as
well as Kikuyu Christians.

They are said to have a certain
amount of influence in the Kenya
African -Unién, an organization
of 100,000 niembers, the only co-
herent African group in the re-
gion.

The Mau Mau is prepared to
usge any methods, including vio-
lence, to eject the British from
their country. This is one reason

“why the imperialists are particu-

larly worried.

Socialists, of course, do not ap-
prove of methods of individual
terrorism and assassination, but

HAL DRAPER, GORDON

- LABOR ACTION HALL
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As we go to press, U. S. news-
papers report .that the British are
stepping up their line of repres-
sion. On Sunday, Oct. 26, “Police
smashed -an illegal tribal meeting
on the outskirts of Nairobi today
after firing directly at the main
speaker,” who was wounded and
later captured when he sought
medical aid. The same . Reéuters
dispatch; publishéd by the N, Y.
Times, states that there were 40
Africans at this meeting, which
was such a danger to the state
that the speaker had to be killed
on the spot, and that 22 of these
were arrested.

Troops and police were also
used to arrest “49 suspeeted Mau
Mau agents” in a raid on the
Kiambu reserve. And “Reports
from outlying provinces said al-
most all the young men of the

. Kikuyu tribe from which Mau
Mau draws its members, had van-
ished from the reserves.”

In time-honored fashion of an
occupying power, the British
marched ‘the sailors of the cruiser
Kenya through the streets of
Mombasa to display their iron
fist. :

N 4

it is more important for Euro-
peans and Americans to under-
stand the economic and political
forces and conditions which gave
rise to the Mau Mau. The mass
of the African people want to
struggle for their freedom with
all methods necessary, and with
their aims and aspirations social-
ists are entirely in sympathy.

By the same token, the British
lmpemllsts, who have tradition-
ally used the methods of violence,
terrorism and intimidation to
keep the Africans suppressed, can
ask for no sympathy now that
their subjects are fighting ever
more aggressively for their self-
rule,

BLP's RECORD

It all started about two years
ago, when the then Labor govern-
ment beecame interested in the
unification of the territories of
Kenya, Tanganyika, Uganda and
Rhodesia into British Central
Afriea. The Africans argued that
the Afrikaaner influence from the
South (the element which is be-
hind Malan’s South African re-
gime) would mean a spread of
racial segregation. The South Af-
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rican (Afrikaaner) brand of
white-supremacy doctrine is even
more virtlent than the British
brand under which many of the
objectors were living and which
many of them were prepared to
tolerate temporarily.

So suspicious of the lack of se-
curity afforded by such a unifica-
tion were the Africans that they
began organixing nationally in an
aHempt to avert it. But the Labor
government, fo its shame, declared
itself ready if necelsary to impose
its solution. Needless to say, the
present Tory government ‘was only
too well pleased +o support such a
policy.

Added to the political motives
for African organization were
the economic ones. The cost of
living has recently taken a sharp
rise, while the mineral companies
have been making enormous
profits.

Not a single Labor voice has
been raised to oppose the arrest
of 100 Africans suspected of asso-
ciating with Mau Mau. The Labor
opposition has been too much com-
promised to be able to do so.

Still, there were some awkward
questions: “Were-all these people
known to be members of Mau
Mau?” “If so, how long - had the
government known their names
and activities?” “Why had it not
arrested them before?”

Lyttleton had to bat on a sticky
wicket in Parliament. He admit-
téd that not all of them were
known to be members of the se-
cret organization; many of them
were just suspects. The. arrests
had been made “because it is con-
sidered necessary to exercise con-
trol over them for the purpose of

maintaining public order,” he
mumbléd vaguely.
THE BRITISH FIST

There were other questions:

“Why had Jomo Kenyatta, the
president of the Kenya African
Union, been arrested?” “Did we
not -want the support of ‘respé-l-rb
sible’ élements among the Afri-
cans against Mau Manu’s terror-
ism ?7”—Lyttleton replied that he
was not casting aspersions on the
bonae fides of the Kénya African

WORKERS DEFENSE LEAGUE APPEALS —

While the United States gov-
ernment insists on the right of
North Korean prisoners of war
to choose whether or not they
want to be returned to Stalinist
territory, another branch of the
government is forcibly deporting
to totalitarian countries people
who have fled to escape their
regimes.

While the U. S.-UN negotiators
have stewed in Panmunjom over
this stumbling-block to the truce
negotiations, the administration’s
Immigration Service has been do-
ing exactly what it refuses on
principle to do in Korea.

A report by the Workers De-
fense League describes the
lengths to which the Me¢Carran-
ized Immigration ~Service has
gone. The WDL, which has under-
taken to fight these cases, de-
seribes the situation in the fol-
lowing' release, entitled “Whose
Side Is U. S. Immigration On—
Democraey or Dictatorship?”

[ ]

STOP THE CRIME

The United States Immigration
ond Naturalization Service is ig-
noring the pleas of refugees from
dictatorships and is sending men
back to probable imprisonment or
death.

The law says: “No alien shall
be deported to a country where
the attorney general determines
that he would be subjected to
physical persecution.”

But the Immigration Service
will not concede that Poland or
Spain has a totalitarian regime,
that totalitarian dictatorships
physically persecute those who
are opposed to them.

The Commissioner of Immigra-
tion, acting for the attorney gen-
eral, demands absolute proof that
a man will be physically persecut-
ed if he is returned to a totali-
tarian.country. Hé does not con-
sider this adequate proof:

e (Certification by the Interna-
tional Refugee Organization
(IRO).

e Certification by the Republic of
France.

e Certification by the National
Catholic Welfare Conference.

o A record of three years in a
Soviet forced labor camp, two
years in General Anders anti-
Communist Polish Army, refusal
to be repatriated after the war,
seven years in a Mexican refugee
camp, and attempted suicide rath-
er than be forcibly returned to
Communist Poland.

e e e e e D

e A record of imprisonment for
months without trial in Spain on
“guspicion” of distributing anti-
Franco literature.

In other cases, the United States
Immigration Service-has deported
anti-Communist' Chinese to China
without a hearing, anti-Titoists to
Yugosiavia, anti-Communists to Po-
land and Czechoslovakia, and anti-
Fascists to Spain.

Prompt action in the courts by
the Workers Defense League has
saved femporarily a few of these
refugees from deportation, has
possibly saved their lives.

Wiladyslaw Michalski attempt-
ed suicide at Idlewild Airpert on
June 17, 1952, rather than be
flown back to Communist Poland.
When the Workers Defense
League obtained a writ of Habeas
Corpus in federal court for him,
citing his record of Soviet im-
prisonment, serice in Anders
army, and flight to the Catholic
tefugee camp in Mexico, Immi-
gration attorneys claimed that
the attorney general could disre-
gard this evidence if he chose.
Judge Thomas E. Murphy, in up-
holding the writ, pointed out that
Michalski had not even been al-
lowed counsel at his hearing.

A new hearing has been grant-
ed him on Judge Murphy’s order.
WDL has supplied him with rep-
resentation and produced expert
testimony to convince Immigra-
tion that Poland has a totali-
tarian, Communist regime. We
are not yet sure that Immigration
will not again try to send him
back to Poland.

WDL FIGHTS

Francisco Pau Molina, youthful
Basqle nationalist, was held in
Franco's jails for several months
without #rial on "suspicion" of dis-
tributing anti-Fascist literature,
Conditionally released, he stéwed-
eway onr a ship to ltaly, where he
was certified by the International
Refugee Organization as eligible
for resettlement assistance under
international agreements. Reaching

. France, he was again certified, af-

ter careful examination by the
French State Department, as a
Spanish refugee. Yet U. S. Immigra-
tion Service refused to give any
credit to these recognized interna-
tional documents and tried to ship
him back to the waiting arms of
Franco.

Once again, the Workers De-
fense League went into federal

court and secured a writ of Ha-

Fist in Kenya Colony

Union; it was only incidental that
Kenyatta was its president, he
was also believed to be conneéted
with Mau Mau; ete.

The Kenya Afrlcan Unioh has
invited two Labor MPs; Leslie
Hale and Fenner Brockway, to
visit the country to see the sitna-
tion for themselves, Next week,
Lyttleton will 'fily over for a look g
around.

Meanwhile the Emergency l!_.ogu-
lations are in force. Through them,
habeas corpus is suspended, and
many Africans are held "at the
governor's pleasure.” 1t is illegal
for more than ten Africans to ‘con-
gregate without police perinission.
On top of this, 30,000 miners:are
out on strike in the Copper Belt of
North Rhodesia. The Manchester
Guardian correspondént in Nairobi
admits that Africans were arrest-
ed on the streets and taken awéy
for "screening.“

It is thus hardly surprising
that the Britsh government is be-
ceming a little sensitive to Arab-
Asian attempts within the UN to
“interfere” in colonial adminis-
trations.

Don’t Let Them Deport Refugees
Buck to Franco and Stalinland!

beas Corpus. Once again, the
court, in a 11 page decision by
Judge Samuel H. Kaufman, said
that Immigration could not dis-
miss lightly a claim of persecu-
tion by a totalitarian regime.

Most recently, Immigration can-
celled on October 3, 1952, a stay
of deportation of Jose Del Rio
Cumbrera to Spain and ordered
his deportation the following day.
Workers Defense League attor-
neys and staff, working far inter
the night, were forced again to
secure a writ to protect this man’s:
rights.

The president of the United
States, recognizing that the new
Immigration law (the McCarran
Act) will exclude from the United

States thousands of desirable im-~

migrants and will subject to the
threat of deportation thousands
of anti-totalitarian refugees who
are already legally here, has ap-
pointed a special commission to
study our Immigration policy and
to make proposals for its admin-
istration and revision.

The McCarran Act goes into ef-
fect December 24. The Immigration
Service acts as though it were al<
ready in operation. These aliens
desperately need our help now
ond, long before there can be ade~
quate changes in the law, hundreds
will need our assistance in fighting:
the arbitrary decisions of Immigra-
tion service. They will need our
help to save their lives.

'BOOKS RECEIVED

Received from New American
Library, publishers of Signet and
Mentor pocket books, published
Oct. 29: -

Two Adolescents, by Alberto
Moravia. Signet, 160 pages, 25¢.

Only the Dead Know Brooklyn,
by Thomas Wolfe. Short stories,
Signet, 160 pages, 25¢,

No Star Is Lost, by James T.
Farrell. Signet Double Volume,
512 pages, 50¢.

Death Is a Round Black Ball
by Mike Roscoe. Signet, 144 pages,
25¢.

Back Street, by Fannie Hurst.
Signet Giant, 336 pages, 35¢.

Fighting Ramroed, by Charles
N. Heckelmann. Slgnet 144 pages,
25¢.

The Caravan Passes, by George
Tabori. Signet, 192 pages. 25¢.

The Face of Iunocence, by Wil

lzlg;n Sansom. Signet, 144 pages,
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in Brief

The Independent Socialist League stands for
sociglist democracy and against the two sys-
tems of exploitation which now divide the
world: capitafism and Stalinism.

Capitalism cannot be reformed or Inberciaud
by ogy Fair Deal or other deal, so as to give
the people freédom, abundance, security or
peace. It must be abolished and replaced by a
mew social system, in which the people own

pendent Socialism

and control the basic sectors of the economy,
. demecratically controlling their own oemlt
and political destinies.

Stalinism,

These two camps of capitalism and Stalinism
are today at each other’s throats in a world-
wide imperialist rivalry for dominatien. This
siruggle can only lead to the most frightful
war in history so long as the people leave the
capitalist and Stalinist rulers in power. Inde-
stands for building and
strengthening the Third Camp of the peeple
against both war blacs,

The ISL, as a Marxist movement, looks to the
warking class and its ever-presént struggle as
the basic progressive force in society. The ISL

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

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
participate actively in every struggle to bet-
ter the people's lot now—such as the fight for
higher living standards, against Jim Crow and
anti-Semitism, in defense of civil liberties and
‘the trade-union movement. We seek to join te-
gether with all other militants in the labor
movement as a left force working for the fer-
mation of an independent labor party and
other progressive policies.

The fight for democracy and the fight fer

sociglism are inseparable. There can be ne
lasting and genuine democracy without soclal-
ism, and there can be no socialism without de-
mocracy. To enroll under this banner, join the
independent Socialist League!

NAME

ADDRESS

INTERESTED?

Get Acquainted

Independent Socialist League
114 West 14 Street
New York 11, New York

O I want more information about the

- ideas of Independent Socialism. and
the ISL.

O 1 want to join the ISL.
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By CARL DARTON

Several days ago a news release of the Association of
American Railroads stated: that diesel locomotives have

now replaced about 70 per cent of the steam engines used

in hauling freight and passengers in the U. S. This was
hailed as the most rapid changeover in the type of motive
power in the history of transportation.

This item recalled an article we came across while

. thumbing through a recent issue (June 1951) of the Ameri-

can Sociological Review. This is a case study by W. F. Cot-
trell of a community’s reaction to technological change un-
der the strikingly alliterative title “Death by Dieselization.”

. Stories’ of one-industry communities’ relegation to the
dump-heap are not new to American history. Ghost fowns
are an accepted part of Western folklore. What is new is
the changing pattern of the workers' and people’s reaction
to technological obsolescence. Cottrell’'s study indicates
that now, when 'I'ecknology hits them, people no longer just
slump away but tend to gwe their struggle pullhcul content,

The locale of this study is a railroad town in the South-
western desert section of the United States which is given
the name of “Caliente.”

Caliente rose as a division point in the earlier days of
the steam engine where the rolling stock could be serviced
and the crews changed. At that time the distance which a
locomotive could travel before servicing was about a hun-

" dred miles for freight and 150 miles for passenger trains.

Following World War II the higher tensile steels developed
for artillery and armor were used for locomotives, permit-
ting the use of steam at higher temperatures and pressures,
with resulting greater speed, power and efficiency. Thus
greater distance between service intervals were possible.

Towns located at one hundred miles from a terminal
became obsolescent, those at two hundred miles became
freight points, while those at three hundreds mlles were
passenger stops.

Community Turns to Group Struggle

The advent of the diesel engine within the past severul
years again called for a reshufie. Diesels operate at about
35 per cent efficiency compared with 4 per cent for the
steam engine and require much less frequent stops for serv-
icing. As a result every third and sometimes second divi-
sional point on this Southwestern railroad became techno-
logically obsolescent.

Caliente was one of these divisional towns which sud-
denly suffered “death by dieselization.”

‘From the long-range viewpoint the abandonment of
Caliente by the railroad could be charged off to the march
of “progress” but since such phrases, no matter how high-
sounding, fail to pay off on a day-to-day basis, its citizens
immediately asked “Who gained and who lost in the trans-
action?”

The railroad whose modernization caused the .demise
was well able to assess the cost, and though it owned three-
quarters of the town the increased profits from lower main-
tenance costs made the move worthwhile. It was the good
citizens of Caliente with their families, without means of
livlihood, who obviously were to pay.

What did the community endeavor to do for its self-
preservation? The Chamber of Commerce made an effort to

search for a new industry. But the conditions which led the

railroad to abandon the town made it impossible.
Appeals fo the company for reconsideration of its de-
cision to move, in the interest of loyalty to its empioyees,
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_population are left unprotected. .

£

and the profit motive, the latter ruled without questioni
As Cottrell points out, “the social system which
(the good citizens) have been taught to revere . .-

cluded by Cottrell that those who gained by the move
the absentee owners of therailroad and the vague “consum-
ing” public, while the stable citizens and .workers whohad
cooperated to build the railroad system lost heavily. |

Cottrell asks, “How can a healthy society accept isuch
contradictions and inequities in vewards?” Why should
changes which might be beneficial to “society as a whole”
be so harmful to the people? Since there are no: ready an-
swers to these questions in society today the people of
Caliente sought a way out by new avenues of thought and
action.

On Election Issues at

NEW YORK, Oct. 25—Labor Ac-
tion Hall was filled to overflowing
last night when Max Shachtman,
rational chairman of the Inde-
pendent Socialist League, present-
ed “A Socialist View of the Elec-
tions” to a meeting jointly spon-
sored by the ISL and thc Socialist
Youth League..

Shachtman began by giving a
comprehensive analysis of the
programs and campaigns of the
two major parties. After showing
ihat the differences between them,
en zll major issues, were either
unessential or invented for cam-
paign purposes, he declared that
on both sides the campaign was
a fraud.. Analyzing Stevenson’s
public speeches and actions, he
showed that, contrary to the im-
pressions created by the liberal
press, the Democratic candidate
does not represent an advance
over Truman and the past Demo-
cratic administration, but actual-
ly is symbolic of a political de-

-Since individual appeals were unavailing, fhﬁommlﬂli‘fﬁ"ve}opmem toward the right.

adopted the policy of group struggle and turned to th

labor movement as a whole for aid. The nation-wide do-
mands of the "Big Four" unions for retenfion of existing
rules and the imposition of new ones, such as requiring the
presence of a third man in the diesel cab, became gcom-
munity slogans. Normally such demands would be stigma-
tized as featherbedding but in Caliente they were accepted
by all citizen groups as the only way to keep the town dlwe.

'‘Who Benefits—At Whose Expense?’

As similar demands by the railroad unions t‘hroug_hout
the country added to the threat of a nation-wide rail strike
government seizure was at first hailed by Caliente with
the expectation that justice finally would be done. Thus'it is
seen that attitudes which were formerly considered te be
of forbidden “class” origin were accepted by the commu-
nity as a whole as necessary for its existence. -

"What the people of Caliente did not realize at first:-was

" that the federal government is so controelled by big business, -

including the-railroads, that their hopes and expectaﬁons
for help from Washington were doomed to failure. The
important thing to note, however, is that the community,
under the pressure of technological change and. economic
necessity, forgot its old habits of thought and beliefiand
looked to fundamental changes and political means for se-
curing justice,

Cottrell in his analysis does not consider the reaction
the people of Caliente at all unusual today. Though ex-
pressed in academic terms Cottrell's study contains much
of value to the workers today.

We quote from his article:

“We should expect that where there are other groups
similarly affected by technological change, there will be
similar efforts to change the operations of our institutions.
The case cited is not unique. Not only is it duplicated in
hundreds of railroad division points but also in other towns
abandoned by management for similar reasons. Changes
in the location of markets or in the method of calculating
transportation costs, changes in technology making neéces-
sary the use of new materials, changes due to the exhaus-
tion of old sources of materials, changes to avoid labor ¢osts
such as the shift of the textile industry from New England
to the South, changes to expedite decentralization to avoid
the consequences of bombing, or these of congested living,
all give rise to the question, ‘Who beneﬁtq and at wfzose
exvpense?.

“It is clear that while tradltlonal morality prov:dbs a
means of protecting some groups from the consequences
of technological change, or some method of meliprating the
effects of change upon them, other large segments of] the
. A good proportion of
these inventions increasingly call for the intervention of
the state. To call such arrangements immoral, unpatriotic,

.

socialistic, or to hurl other epithets at them is not to deal

effectively with them.” - - §

Readers of LABOR ACTION reallze that these conclusﬂem )

are not new to the corporations and rulers of Amer;tcan
industry. The capitalists call upon the state for interven-

“tion as the needs arise. Talk of the liberal state and ;Eree

enterprise are merely hogwash to cogfuse people. !

The speedup of technological change makes it even: l'hol:p..

important that the socialist solution be followed. This means
that the workers must interevne and put forth their own
rules whereby technical improvements are accepted as a
social responsibility with the risks and dangers, as well as
the benefits, being borne collectively rather than boig:
one way ride to individual death. Technological deval

ments stress that our political and social insﬁ!uﬁcnsii:pre
obsolete.

Shachtman castigated Steven-
son for giving lip service to civil
rights while appealing in the
South to the same reactionary
and racist sentiments as Eisen-
hower in the search for Southern

L.A. Hadll

outcome of one such conflict be-
- tween labor elements and the ma-
chine bosses.

Shachtman declared that this
development was the result of la-
bor’s increasing involvement in
political action, but that its pro-
gressive character was nullified
by the policy of the labor leader-

votes. He quoted Stevenson to the
effect that he not only approved
the government's -loyalty and
anti-subversive drives but_that he
would extend and expand them,
even as would the Republican can-
didates. )

With respeet to the Taft-Hart-
ley Law, Stevenson was described

as deliberately evading the ques-
tion of what should replace the
law, particularly its provisions on
industry-wide bargaining and the
use of the injunction.

On foreign policy; the two par-
ties were described as having no
essential differences whatever,
finding it necessary to invent
them in order to create the im-
pression of controversy. The real-
ly new element in the election,
Shachtman declared, was provid-
ed by the role of the labor move-
ment. He showed how the old-line
city machines, the political power
behind Stevenson in the Demo-
cratic Party, were in the process

- of decline; that in many instances

they were to be found in basic
conflict with the toher major
“machine” in the Demoecratic
Party, that of the labor move-
ment. The George S. Counts cam-
paign in New York, by the Liber-

ship in seeking to gain control of
the ruling capitalist party. Con-
irary to all of their professed de-
sires to remain powerless, the la-
bor leaders really do and must
seek to influehee political deci-
sions on which the well-being and
even existence of their movements
depend. But they are wrong in be-
lieving that they can, by “captur-
ing” the Democratic Party, com-
pel it to serve their ends. Labor
would have to follow, Shachtman
aeclared, the path advocated by
socialists here and abroad, break
with the Fair Deal and set forth
its aims independently.

It was in order to express the
sentiment for such a course that
the ISL advocates a socialist pro-
test . vote in this election. The
speaker then went on to explain
why it advocated a specific en-
dorsement of the Socialist Party
candidates, among the socialist
groups.

al Party, was described as the

Bolivia: Coup by MNR's Labor Henchmen in the COB

By JUAN REY

SANTIAGO, Oct. 24—The next
few days should, see the publica-
tion of the Bolivian government’s
bill for the nationalization of the
mines. The pressure for national-
ization is so great that the Na-
tionalist government cannot post-
pone the problem.

The commission appointed to
study the question has presented
its report, and now the people are
waiting for the draft of the law.

The government plans to na-
tionalize the mines without mak-
ing any great changes in the
4 structural organization of the in-

dustry, which will become state
property as the basis for a new
state bureaucracy. The Bolivian
mines have hitherto been central-
jzed under the ownership of three
great companies, and it is rela-
tively easy to transform this pri-
vate monopoly into state monop-
oly. The Nationalist government
of the MNR looks upon nationali-
zation as a state-capitalist method
of operation.

But the workers, in spite of the
fact that they support the gov-
ernment and support nationaliza-
tion, fear this state-capitalist re-
form, because they understand
that the state will be more dan-
gerous than the old employers.
Therefore the workers’ demand is
for nationalization under work-
ers’ control and workers’ admin-
istration.

OPEN LETTER

This slogan is the result of
“leftist” agitation over a long pe-
riod of time, and the workers
think that they can prevent the
creation of a new powerful bu-
reaucracy by controlling the mine
administration themselves. Of
course, under capitalism workers’
control cannot prevent the growth
of totalitarianism, because the na-
tionalization of the mines even
under “workers’ control” is a very
ambiguous slogan: only the so-
cialization of the mines under a
workers’ government can forestall
capitalism by destroying it. But
the Bolivian workers have not yet
gotten to that point.

The Central Obrera Boliviana
(the ‘trade-union federation), has
riow published its Open Letter to
President Paz Estenssoro on the

_control and administration. It was

mine-nationalization issue, calling
for nationalization without com-
pensation and, under workers’

None of the workers’ delegates
would sign the new Open Letter,
and so it was published over the
signatures of Lechin and Butrén
themselves. The paper published
by Lechin and Butrén has been
.reactionary and disgraceful in its
response, defending the govern-

a very good letter, written with
socialist spirit, like the document
“The Ideological Position of the
Bolivian Working Class” dis-

cussed in our last articles.

The government was scared by
this Open Letter, precisely because
of its "socialist spirit," and or-
dered its "labor ministers,” Lechin
and Butron, to attempt a kind of
coup d'état within the Central
Obrera. A session of the Central
was thereupon organized with a
strong turnout by the Nationalists
{who ordinarily do not participate
in the sessions); and at this meet-
ing they revoked and condemned
the position on nationalization,
which had just been published in
La Nacion, the official government
organ. They then formed a new
commission o draw up a new Open
Letter to the president, with a
Nationalist majority on .

Today the press published the
new document. It accepts the
basic idea of workers’ control and
workers’ participation in the ad-
ministration of the mines, but dis-
torts this idea in a vulgar “yel-
low,” totalitarian, Peronist way.

In the first draft by the Central
Obrera, the workers are the mast-
ers of the mines, of production
and administration; in the new
yvellow draft, the workers are re-
duced to watchmen and door-
keepers of the state administra-
tion. The bureaucracy is all, the
workers are nothing. The new
draft was passed by the National-
ist majority which had been mo-
bilized, after an extensive discus-
sion directed against Lechin and
Butrén.

ment’s position on state-capitalist
methods and distorting the earlier
draft’s views on workers’ control
and administration.

BREACH DUE

The government does not dare
Lo fight the idea of workers’ con-
trol, and so it ‘“accepts” the letter
of the demand but distorts its
spirit and its socialist content.
The conflict between the working-
class masses and the government
is inherent and latent, though not
vet entirely open. Some mines
have adopted resofutions backing
the position of the Left in the
Central Obrera.

In this way, the- government,
with the help of Lechin, has admin-
istered o setback te the POR frac-
tion in the Central Obrera. But
the publication of the draft law
on nationalization and its applica-
tion in the mines must inevitably
sharpen the conflict between the
mine workers and the new state
bureaucracy. Then we can expect
an open breach between the two.
But the workers are very sirong
and armed, and the government
party is very weak and divided,

The issue of the nationalization
of the mines contains within it-
self the problem of the struggle
for political power, because the
workers and the government un-
derstand the whole question in
different ways. It also raises the
problem of a new insurrection, a
purely workers’ insurrection,

Rosa Luxemburg

REFORM OR REVOLUTION
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is now available in an edition published in India
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Price 50 Cents

'Manchester Guq_rdmn on IS

To the Editor:

The Manchester Guardian
-‘I_Veekly has just written up the
“American Left,” in an article by
D. W. Brogan-in its October 16
issue; and no doubt you’ll be in-
trigued by his description of the
ISL. The first part of Brogan's
article is devoted to the Progres-
sive Party and its ALP affiliate,
and most of the rest to the Social-
ist Party and the Independent
Socialist League. It closes with a
reference to the IWW and Social-
ist ‘Labor Party.

Here’s how Brogan sees the SP
and yourselves:

. There is, for instance, the
Socialist Party, the party of
Eugene Debs and Norman:Thom-
as. But there’s the rub. Is it now
the party of Norman Thomas?
For that handsome, eloquent, pub-
lic -spirited leader is not the can-
didate this year and he sits very
loosely indeed to the party plat-
form. Under Mr. Thomas the So-
cialist Party ceased to be the chief
instrument of protest. He never
had anything like the following
won by Debs, and the natural
clientele of the party was taken
away by the New Deal, by the
Communists, by the Ameriean La-
bor Party, till, today, its faithful
recall dwindling sects like the
Irvingites more than an effective
organ of protest. The British Lib-
eral Party is positively Glad-
stonian in its vigor compared with
the American Socialist Party. It
i as certain as such things can
be that its candidate, Mr. Dar-
lington Hoopes, will not get a
tenth of the votes cast in 1920
for the imprisoned Debs, possibly
not even a half of the votes cast

for Mr. Thomas. There may be a
place for a live Socialist party or
league, but it is unlikely that the
phoenix will be reborn from the
ashes of Mr. Hoopes’s veterans, -

“That this is so does not sur-
prise the Independent " Socialist
League. It is pure in docttine and
uncompromising in policy. It is

Marxist, revolutionary, hostile to

‘Stalinoids’ and to modern ortho-
dox Trotskyites. It is for peace
(but not Picasso’s peace). It deals
with religious pacifists kindly but
firmly. It keeps a vigilant and

hostile eye on Belgrade as well as .

Moscow, and hopes for the rise of
an American version of Bevanism
in the American trade-union
movement. For the present lead-
ership is no good; it has sold out
to capitalism, to the cold war, to
reformism (and not too much of
that). It is nearly but not quite
as bad as the Stalinoids of the
Progressive Party. This, for those
who enjoy fine, fierce controver:

sial politics, is the stuff to give

them, but it is not at the moment,
a force, even a marginal force, in
practical politics. Its role is to be
like the old Independent Labor
Party in Britain. No Fabian cau-
tion is to be tolerated. Here is the
enlightened minority, but it is a
small minority indeed! ."., .”
E.

You're Invited

to speak your mind in the letter
column of LA. Our policy i to
publish letters of general political
interest, regardless of views.
Ecep them to 500 words.
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F.O.R. Meetmg on South Africa

‘To the Edltor

Readers of LABOR ACTION may
be interested in a recent meeting
of FOR (Fellowship of Reconcili-
ation, a pacifist group) at which
Bayard Rustin spoke on the “The
Revolt in Africa.”

Rustin, possibly because he is
an American Negro, had some
difficulty in getting to Africa. He
was first given a passport good
only for France and England. On
his arrival in England he applied
to have it extended to include
Africa and with the help of Quak-
ers there and in the United States
he was successful. i

He was never able to get a visa
for the Union of South Africa,
Kenya, or Rhodesia but visited
several other countries, and spoke

to leaders of the countries from -

which he was excluded.

He spoke very movingly of the
conditions which are causing the
revolt in Africa. In Kenya for ex-
ample 50,000 Europeans own two-
thirds of the land while five and
cne-half million Africans own
one-third. A few Africans were
offered the choice of starving in
the hills with the rest or staying
on ‘the European land as share-
croppers. They live in conditions
which make our own South seem
like heaven.

A comparatively minor example
of conditions in South Africa is
the lack of malaria control, Dur-
ing the last war Negro GIs sta-
tioned there dug miles of drain-
age ditches in their free time in
a successful fight against malaria.
The government has since allowed
the ditches to fill in.

Seven thousand men are in
prison in South Africa as a re-
sult of a civil-disobedience cam-
paign against Malan’s racist laws
but the United States continues
to bolster the Malan regime. Rus-
tin believes that the real struggle
in Africa and Asia is not between
“democracy” ,and “eommunism”
but a revolt by men who are
hungry, in many cases physically
hungry and in all cases hungry
for human- dignity and freedom.

These hungry men in Tunisia,
in Indo-China, in South Africa
receive no help from the United
States because -the latter’s de-

SRS I N

‘pendence on ml,htafy mlg‘ht leads

-1t to support French colonial pow-

er and Malan in South 'Africa.
Though the African leaders are
1iot Communists, they now threat-
en to accept Communist aid and
may do so if the West contmues
its present pelicies.

Rustin concluded by saymg that
the struggle in Africa is not only
a struggle for bread and freedom
but, if it continues in the use of
passive resistance, it is-also a rev-
olution against dependence on vio-
lence. The members of FOR, he
said, have an obligation to sup-
port the struggle financially so
that the families of the men who

are in jail because of their resist=

ance will not suffer, to end Jim
Crow in America, and not to with-
draw support of the African re-

volt even if wviolence breaks out.

Even violent resistance, he said,
ic better than a cowardly accept-
ance of servility. This last state-
ment, which was not questioned
by the audience of pacifists, will
be approved by non-pacifist social-
ists who have always regarded
non-violent resistance as.a means
of struggle, in some cases perhaps
the most effective means of strug-
gle, but believe that revolutionary
movements against tyranny and
exploitation should not and can-
not make a fetish of it.

It is interesting that a sincere
pacifist, one who has served time
on a Southern chain-gang for his
beliefs, feels after witnessing a
revolutionary situation that it
may be necessary to support vio-
lent resistance. ’

Rebecca REED

VOTE

Socialist

For President and
Vice-President, vote for the
candidates of the
Socialist Party,
Darlington Hoopes
and Samuel Friedman
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- HOW YALE'S ANTI-WAR CLUB SEES
and Civi

i)

LABEOR ACTION

“In Korea we took a large step toward building
a security system in Asia. . . . What ever un-
scrupulous politicians may say to exploit grief,
tragedy, and discontent for votes, history will
never record that Korea was a useless war, un-
Jess today’s heroism is watered with tomorrow’s
cowardice,”—Stevenson, speaking in Portland,
_" Sept. 8. |

‘In speech after speech, Stevenson ‘has revealéd his
reldtion to the permanent war economy by his statements
bn ‘the-necessities of national defense. Always the accent
4s 6n-“at least this many arms and maybe more.”
© ‘Stevenson and others have in fact:déveloped ‘a whole
‘new términology for discussing the permanent war econ-
omy. ‘'The present period of furious arms race is the
Bitildup. Buildup to what? To a “defense plateau.” This
plateau is more of a mirage than a real landmark,
sifice ‘it is always two or three years in ‘the future. A
delay in‘its arrival is known as a “defense stretchout.”
The “guite hypothetical process of arriving at the
“plateau of strength” is sometimes known as “getting
over the hump.” -

Consider Stevensen’s contribution to this literature,

from his- Springfield speech of September 15:
- ‘.. .T have said previously that obviously once the
defense effort has fulfilled -its objectives, that very sub-
stantial réeductions in the budget will ensue automatically.
My guess is that those will come, or begin to be appar-
ent, or be conspicuous, in fiscal 1955.”

From- a busis such as this there follow certain conse-
quences. America must continue to stockpile atom bombs,
must ‘develop and test the hydrogen bomb, must conduct
reséarch in bacteriological warfare. America must build
cir and naval bases all over the world, continue the peace-
time draft, ‘maintdin a large and most unwilling conscript
army. She must force rearmament on Germany and Japan,
construct a. network of military alliances such as NATO,
and compel the European economies to join the armaments
race.

This is the content of the foreign policy of Acheson
and Truman on the Democratic side, and of Dulles and
Dewey for the Republicans Eisenhower has certified him-
self to be a continuator of this policy. Can anyone doubt
that Sfevenson will continue this program, in the face of
his repeated assertion that the Democrats and not the
Republicans are its real inventors and proper stewards?
_ Thdeed, we need not speculate on Stevenson’s war-like
intentions. He has announced them clearly to the dis-

derning voter. ' :
. In'Asia, for example, he has promised to “protect”
Formosa, and its leading citizen, with the American fleet

—san act which can only be regarded as hostile by the

- Chinese ‘goernment. He has pledged continued military

sassistance to the British and French in their colonial
wars against the people of Malay and Indo-China.

_ Thus the best thht Stevenson offers is limited war
and ‘unlimited rearmament for .ten years, followed by
powder:keg truce and garrison existence for a century.
In reality, he will deliver far less than this; his policy
can only mean arms as long -as arms are enough to pre-
vent éolapse of the economy, and nuclear suicide as soon
as this disastrous “remedy” begins to fail.

Stevenson and Civil Liberties

“The problem of fighting Communist penetra-
tion in government is a job for security agencies
and a job that never ends . . . the close screening
of government employees and the quiet profes-
sional work of the FBI is the best way to turn
over every stone in this country and face what

ties' beneath.”—Stevenson, Sept. 30, Springfield, .

1.

Focal Point has always been greatly concerned with
the onslaught upon political freedom generated by the
cold war. It is not simply a question of taking steps to
prevent overt acts of espionage in a few security-sensi-
tive -government posts. Qur government has unleashed a
witchhunt which casts a pall of fear over all areas of
intellectual life. The whole society has become perme-
ated with an atmosphere inimical to free thought and to
the unfettered expression of political opinion.

Utider these circumstances, a militant defense of the
eivil liberties of Stalinists is a decisive need for the fu-
ture’of American democracy. We must defend the rights
of Stalinists not for the sake of their totalitarian ideol-
ogy, but for the sake of our own elementary freedoms.

‘Bécause the future of democracy is literally at stake,
we regard civil liberties as a decisive political issue—
oné upon which our support or rejection of a candidate
must stand or fall. Many Stevenson supporters would agree.
in fact, a serious concern for civil liberties has led many
to support Stevenson: "Has not Eisenhower surrendered to
McCarthy? Isn'¥ Stevenson a champion of democracy, and
& fighter against McCarthyism? Would not Stevenson in
+he White House prevent further witchhunts?"

THe man’s own words loudly answer, no!

First, there is the record of the Truman administra-
tion in this area. In his Detroit speech of Oectober T,
Stevenson vigorously defends this record.

He cites the administration’s proseeution of the Com-
munists under the Smith Aect, the creation of the “official”
Attorney-General’s subversive list, and the loyalty in-

. vestigations of all federal employees as evidence of the
administration’s good faith in suppressing Communism.
He further points out, and quite correctly, that all these
‘medsures were taken long before 1950, whenthe junior
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-| * An Analysis by Focal Point

From

THE STEVENSON ILLUSION

-of Yale
Sections from' a pamphlet published 'by
Yale University’s student anti-war club.

senator from Wisconsin first appeared on the national
scene.

" Stevenson summarizes the effective ‘work of the Tru-
man administration in “combating Communism” as" fél-
lows:

“Democratic leadership-has built an elaborate internal
security system t¢ protect this nation against Communist
subversion—=a system-which has put the leaders of the
Communist -Party in this country where they belong—
behind bars.”

Stevenson then promises to continue the “purge” (his
very word) “if elected: :

"Does the general realy want to purge: Communists
from the government; . . . or’is he only interested in scar-
ing the American, people: to get votes? . . . For my own
part, | will #ell you straight out, | believe the FBI has
been doing a superb:job. | think J. Edgar Hoover and Gen.
Bedell Smith are excellent, experienced, devoted and trust-
worthy men . . . |'would back them fo-the hilf.

%“And let me say one more thing, so there will be no
shadow of a doubt. If I find in Washington any disloyal
government servant, I will throw him out ruthlessly, re-
gardless of place, position or party.” -

Does Stevenson restrict the scope of the “purge” to
government employees? Not at all. In his "American
Legion speech he states:

“There is no justification for indiscriminate attacks
onh our schools. . . . If there are any Communist teachers,
of course they should be excluded, but the task is mnot
one for self-appointed thought-police, or ill-informed
censors.”

This says nothing if it does not promise thought-police
—not self-appointed, but presidentially appointed; and cen-
sors, not ill-informed, but well-informed. To whom but the
welliinformed and" discreet agents of the FBl is the task
of "excliding" Communists from the schools to" be en-
trusted?

Champion of Democracy?

Does Stevenson restrict the scope of the witchhunt to
Communists only? Not in the least. We have already
mentioned His reference to the “official” atorney:-gen-
eral’s list, which inclides a half-dozen radical organiza-
tions of the anti-Stalinist left, and scores of “fellow-
traveler” organizations. But we need not argue by indi-
rection.

In one of his most sinister campaign utterances, dur-
ing his Detroit speech of October 7, Stevenson states:

“The major enemy of our freedom is Stalinism. We
shall ficht that enemy at its every outpost. But we shall
fight, too, the minor enemies who snipe at our ‘tested
institutions.”

Who are these “minor enemies” but such groups as
Focal Point; which Stevenson also promises to purge, if
we should have the temerity to snipe at ' America’s “tested
institutions”? '

At one point in -this speech, after outlining his own
program for purging "Communists," Stevenson asks in all
innocence: "I have often wondered what the Republicans
think they would do to improve the situation if they were
electéd.” 1t is truly a cause for wonder!

In the face of the clear evidence of Stevenson’s own
words, illusions about his calling off or even slowing down
the witchhunt must be discarded.

What is really at issue between Stevenson and Me-
Carthy? In his speech on Oct. 7, Stevenson rejects Mec-
Carthyism bécause it is ineffective:

“For all his bragging and fear-mongering, the junior
senator from Wisconsin has yet to.produce evidence
leading to the conviction of one single Communist agent,
either in or out of government.

“The reason for this is clear. Catching real Communist
agents, like killing poisonous snakes or tigers, is not a
job for amateurs or children, especially neisy ones. It
is a job for professionals who know their business and
their adversaries. The professionals of the Federal Bu-
reau of Investigation make up a magnificent instrument
for the protection of our government.”

The difference between Stevenson and McCarthy is
one of method only. MeCarthy wishes to proceed politi-
cally, relying on exposure tactics and on an aroused re-
actionary “citizenry”: the American Legion, local
“Americanism” committees, and other indigenous arms
of reactionary polities.

In the type of witchhunt proposed by Stevenson and
the Democrats, such public action is superfluous. Democ-
racy can better be put to death discreetly. They see their
meang not in American Legions, but in Loyalty Review
Boards, attorney general’s subversive lists, lie-detectors,
and above all, in the extension of the discreet and re-
liable power of ‘the FBI.

Many liberals have been coasting along on the easy
assumption that because Stevenson is’ aguinst MeCarthy,
he mast be for civil liberties. To such liberals, Stevenson's
actual utterances on the subject must come as something
of a shock.

Liberties in the Election

It is neither shocking nor surprising, however, once
we relate this data to a larger political frame of refer-
ence, We do not impugn Stevenson’s démocratic intentions
—rather we see his “purge” psychology as a reflection
of the dilemma of the social system which he represents.
' Every thinking person has become concerned with: the
steady disappearance of the once obvious rights which
#re the indispensable basis of American and every other
democracy. Few, however, have thought through the
connection between the witchhunt and the government’s

foreign policy. This relationship becomes: clear if ‘we con-

sider the American government’s image of Stalimism, both
et home and abroad. )

Our government views the phenomenon of werld Stal-
tnism, wherever it may be manifest, as essentially a con-
spiracy. It therefore counters with police measures, ap=-
propriate to suppressing ‘“conspiracies,” of which' the
current ‘“police action” in Korea is but-one example.

‘This approach is based on a complete misunderstand-
ing of the nature of the Stalinist movement. A worker
in Italy, or a peasant in Viet-Nam, does not join the
Communist Party in order to participate in a conspiracy.
He joins a political movement, which offers him a pro-
gram addressed to the solution -of ‘his immediate needs,
especially his vital and unrelenting economic needs.

_ Stalinism is a dynamic. growing political movements -
capable of evoking the voluntary loyalty of millions

throughout the world. It cannot be fought successtuily by
attempting to "police” it, but only by a political program
which is more dynamic, and more appeualing to the peopies
of the world.

It is because our government persists in viewing Stal-
inism as something which merely requires: policing that
it is losing the struggle for the minds of men.

Here in America, our political leaders make exactly
the same mistake. They approach Stalinism as if it were
devoid of political or ideological content.

In his Detroit speech of Oct. 7 Stevenson argues that,
once we emerged from the depression, “Communism was
finished as a political threat; it has survived as an in-
strument of subversion and espionage.” (OQur emphasis.)

Nothing could be farther from the truth. Even today
a student who joins a Stalinist campus group, a worker
who votes for a Stalinist-dominated union, or a Negro

‘who joins the CP in order to fight Jim Crow, is not

joining a conspiracy, but a political movement, which
must be dealt with on a political level.

Because Stevenson chooses to ignore the-political as-
pect- of American Stalinism and acknowledges only its
conspiratorial aspect, he can only think in ferms of

policing it. Again from his speech of October 7:

“Ag far as I am concerned, this fight will be con-
tinued until the Communist conspiracy in our land is
smashed beyond repair.” .

He sees no threat to political liberty in this repressive
police procedure, because in his view there are no. po-
litical ideas involved. It is a simple matter of defending
the state against “conspiracy.”

American capitalism’s answer to the threat of Stalin-
ism is based on force and repression, because it cannot
confront Stalinism successfully on the political level. It
cannot win the masses of the world because it has no selu-
tion to the problem of poverty. Lacking a political alterna-
tive, it meets Russian Stalinism with the H-bomb, and the
domestic variety with Smith Act jail sentences and Mzc-
Carran Act concentration cdmps.

The GOP and Fascism

‘Many liberals, even though they may agree that
Stevenson’s-program is one of permanent war economy,
and though they may see the disastrous consequences
which follow  from this program, will contend: “Isn’t
Stevenson still the lesser evil, in the face of the dangerous
tendency represented by Taft and the old-guard Repub-
licans?”

I. F. Stone, in an article in the Compass announcing
his switch from the Progressive Party to Stevenson,
went so far as to equate a Republican victory with the
rise of fascism. Drawing an analogy with the German
experience, he called upon all liberals to submerge their
differences (over the nature of Stalinism) and unite to
defeat American fascism.

This hysteria is worthy of its source. It is somewhat
alarming, however, to hear otherwise responsible liberals
employ this argument, under the stress of election emo-
tions. The. party of Nixon and McCarthy, they assert,
must be defeated at all costs—by electing the party of
MacCarran and Sparkman.

Now we have no intention of debacing which member
‘of ‘the Wisconsin-Nevada Axis is the greater enemy of
democracy. In order to assess the fascist potential of the
Republican Party, we will deal not with flamboyant per-
sonalities, but with underlying social forces. .

A main strategy of the Demoeratic campaign has been
to portray Eisenhower as a “captive” of Taft. We must

first establish clearly who is a captive of whom in the

Republican Party. -

That wing of the Republican Party for which Eisen-
kower is a front is bosed squarely on the economic and
political power of big business. The Taft wing on the
other hand, has its social roots among big farmers and
small basinessmen. Between these factions a struggle for
power has raged for many years, and there can be no
doubt as %o its outcome. Since the victory of Wendell
Wilkie over Taft in 1940, and through the successive nomi-
nations of Dewey and Eisenhower, big business has been
boss in the Republican Party.

It is a mistake t6 contend that these power relations
have been reversed since the convention: What has hap-

x {Continued on page 7) -
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ut Loses In A

By MARIE SETON

The struggle for academic freedom in California made
a small gain:this month, and-also lest -a point: It will be
remembered that 18 faculty members of the University of
California were fired two years ago for refusing.to sign a
special loyalty oath required by the Regents of the univer-
sity. They filed suit for reinstatment on:the ground that
the oath was unconstitutional sinee.it applied-only to teach-
ers and not to all state employees. .

-Subsequently,: the state legislature-passed-the Levering
Act, which deelares all state emplayees to be civil-defense
workers and requires of all civil-defense workers.a new-oath.
The California state constitution has had for 102 years a
simple oath for all holders of: public. offiece.and *public. trust.
It reads:

“T swear (6i' affirm) that I will support the Constitu-
tion of the United States and the constitution of the state of
California, and that I will faithfully discharge .the duties of

~-the office of .....c..cvvvrirrnnnn A .., according to the best of my

ability.”

The constitution specifically declares that “no other oath,
declaration, or test shall be required.” The Levering Act re-
quires another oath which begins similarly but continues:

“And I do further swear (or affirm) .that.l do.not advo-
cate, nor am I a member of any party or organization, po-
litieal or otherwise, that now advocates the overthrow of
the government of the United States or of the state of Cali-
fornia by foree or violence or other unlawful means; that
within fhe five years immediately preceding the taking of
this oath (or affirmation) I have not been a-member of any
party or organization, political or otherwise, that advo-
cated the overthrow of the government of the United States
or of the state of California by force or violence or other
unlawful means except as follows (if no affiliations, write
in the words “No Exceptions”) : and that during such time
vreeessneesnneennneennnend. ' Will Mot advocate
nor become a member of any party or organization, political
or otherwise, that advocates the averthrow: of’the govern-
ment of the United States or of the state of California by’
force or violence or other unlawful means.”

Thought-Control in California

The state Supreme Court recently ruled that the spe-
cic! Regents’ oath was unconstitutional on the grounds that
the "loyalty of state employees is a subject requiring uni-
for:m treatment.” On the same day, by a vote of 6-1, it

_upheld the constitutionality of the Levering Act despite the
£ apparently clear constitutional provision that no other

oatis than the one contained within it shall be required.

The court ordered the university to reinstate the faculty
members who had refused to sign the special oath provided
they signed the Levering Act oath. The professors have re-
fused to commit themselves on the Levering Aét oath until
they know whether the Regents intend to appeal the special
oath decision. One of them said, “The decision augurs well
and happily for an end to the controversy which so sorely
tried the university we love.”

The decision on the special oath is a victory but the
professors might -have gained a greater victory if they had
sued for reinstatement net only on the grounds that no
special oaths should be required of teachers but also on
the grounds that the constitution forbids any other oath
for any state employee than the simple, positive one it
contains. The struggle for academic freedom is only a part
of the larger struggle for freedom of opinion for everyone.

There is a great deal of confusion even among liberals
on the question of academic freedom. The confusion is usu-
ally based on the theory that Communists, fascists and
“others” are subject to exterior control of their ideas in the
fields of art, science, and philosophy. There is some truth
in this, and the “others” (who are never named) should
include members of some institutional religious groups, ete.
Liberals such as George Counts, organizations such as the
American Federation of Teachers, conclude by saying that
persons subject to such control have forfeited their right
to academic freedom. If the right to teach in the public

+-schools is to be denied to Communists on the basis of this

theory it must equally be denied to believing Catholics, for
example, whose opinions on a host of questions from birth
control to the very right of the state to maintain public
schools are laid down by exterior authority, whieh expects
the faithful to comply.

But, as was pointed out in last week’s Student Socialist
article on Thought Control for Teachers, though this is the

basis for liberal support of the current attack on.academic *

niv. of Calif. Wins a Point
ack on the Levering Act

freedom there has been no attempt by the authorities to
show that, in their actual teaching activities, any of the
vietims have shown unacademic bias or distortion. This is
true in the California case as well as in New York.

It should be clear even to liberals that the current
witchhunt.is not based on a concern by the authorities to
protect: the: minds of-students from biased:teaching but a
desire fo control the unofficial thoughts and . activities of
teachers. _

That such attempts at thought-control make the pursuit
of truth impossible: was .clear to.a number of California
faculty members -even -among those who signed the oath.
Many of them, immediately after signing, let it be known
that they. were. available for other.appointments and left
California.at:the.first opportunity. Many teachers at other
universities refused-to-aecept luerative positions at the Uni-
versity of California after the oath controversy. At least one
scientific society advised its entire membership to refuse
appointments.at California.

Vote Up on Amendments .

If the Regents and the state legislature were concerned
with the welfare of the student body they would realize that
their aection in provoking such a boycott.did far more harm
than the possible presence of a few underground Stalinists.

Though it may be unrealistic to expeet such concern

from the Regents or the evidently hysterical state legisla-
ture, the people of California will have an opportunity next
month to vote to protect not only academic freedom but

, freedom of opinion for all state employees. Two amend-

ments to the eonstitution will be offered for their approval
or disapproval.

One would forbid “subversive persons or groups”’ from
holding any office or employment in the state, “inecluding
but not limited to the University of California, or with any
county, city, ete. . . .” or from receiving any tax exemption
in the state. The amendment proposed does not name any
such -subversive groups ‘but provides that the legislature
shall enact such laws as are necessary. to. enforce the amend-
ment. Presumably, then, the legislature would define the
groups affected. . - :

The other amendment would make the requirement of
the Levering Act oath part of the state constitution. Both
proposed amendments specifically mention the faculty of the
University of California.as subject to their provisions.

A number of organizations, including the state central
committee of the Democratic -Party, the ’American Civil
Liberties Union, the League of Women Voters, the state
ClO, the California Federation of Labor, and the California
Federation of Teachers, have gone on record against one or
both. It is to be hoped that the Galifornia voters will follow
their example in November.
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War and
Civil Liberty — —

" (Continued from page 6}

pened is rather a matter of cam-
paign rhetoric.

Sophisticated conservatives in-
both the Republican -and.Demo-
cratic Parties understand that
they must.achieve mass support
at the polls to win an -election.
Each: finds its mass electoral base
among. different segments: .of-the
population. The Republicans . -de»
pend on the small-town voter; who
is more likely than not a Taft
supporter. The Democrats depend
on the urban industrial :vote, and
especially on organized labor.

Each group, in the course of
its campaign, inevitably makes @
rhetorical twrn in the direction
of its mass base. 1

Each tells its potential voters
what they want to hear. This is
why, in spite of the faet. that
their programs are essentially the
same, Stevenson semetimes sounds
like Walter Reuther in his speech-
€s, while Eisenhower sometimes
sounds like Colonel MeCormick.
In neither. case is this rhetorical
turn to be mistaken for their real
program. !

Big business and the sophisti-'- :

cated conservatives who. guide its
destinies are firmly. in the saddle
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of the Republican Party. It is - -

their weight which is decisive in
evaluating its fascist potential.

" At present the fascist elements °

in the party are a minority withinm
a minority, operating on ‘the funa«
vic fringe of the Taft camp. They
cannot grow unless the Taft forces
grow. The Taft forces in turn can-
not grow unless they get the nod
from big business. But at present,
big business is committed to a
perspective of permanent  war
economy. That is precisely why
they fought Taft so bitterly at the
Republican convention, and insist-
ed upon a candidate who would
not destroy the edifice which the
Democrats have so carefully erect-
ed. ...

INTERCHANGEABLE

Not only is Taftism a minority
tendency in the Republican Party,
it is a weak and hopelessly de-
feated tendency. Old Guard Re-
publicanism is a thing of the
past, because its ideology is wholly -
incompatible with the require-
ments of a permanent war econ-
cmy. '

In desperation the Taftites en-
gage in all sorts of adventurism,
from support of MacArthur to.
the formation of splinter parties
of the right. This adventurism on
the part of its minority tendency,
however, is not to be mistaken for
the program of the Republican
Party in power. On the contrary,
it is a reflection of the fact that
the Republicans have had no re-
sponsibility for governing in 20
years. -

The effect of a Republican vie-
tory has been grossly exaggerated
by most liberals. If the Republi-
cans should be elected, the per-
manent war economy would .sim-
ply be continued under new man-
agement.

Eisenhower would undoubtedly
continue to undermine our -ecivilk
liberties through the quiet profes-
sional services of the FBI. Sena-
tor MacCarran, of the Democratic
opposition, might well assume the
role currently performed by Sen-
ator MeCarthy—calling loudly for
stepped-up purges fromthe Eisen-
hower administration! :

We are not arguing that there
are literally no differences, be-
tween the major parties. We do
maintain that on the crueial is- .
sues of war and civil liberties,

“these parties are interchangeable,

il
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By PAUL GERMAIN

President Harry D. Gideonse of
Brooklyn - College, erstwhile pro-
ponent of “good campus citizen:
ship” and a man who has abso-
lutely no use for those students
who have a “political ax to grind,”
has recently performed what is
probably one of the cheapest po-
litical stunts ever to be perpetrat-
ed by a member of the New York
City municipal school system.

. On Thursday, October 9, at ap-
proximately 11:30 a.m., all classes
were cut short to enable students
and instructors to hear a “special
announcement” by the president,
tc be given in an outdoor assem-
bly on the Brooklyn College cam-
pus.

' Because of the. suddenness of
the announcement and the fact
that rare assemblies of this sort
have been held only in connection
with campus affairs of the-most
gerious import, rumors naturally
ran high. The predominant opin-
jon was that some statement was
going to be made with reference
to the widely publicized investiga-
tion of the MecCarran congres-
sional committee into the city
schools—which has already in-
volved six members. of the Brook-
Iyn College faculty. But this was
ot to be.

. Instead, the assembled students
and teachers were smilingly in-
formed by President Gideonse—

* gpeaking from a second-story bal-

cony- which adjoins his office—
that the New York City Board of
Estimate was, at the time, dis-
eussing $125,000 architect and en-
gineering ‘fees necessary for an
extension of the library building!
It was belatedly reported that
the total cost of any library ex-
tension—which was not even un-
der discussion in the hallowed
halls of the Board of Estimate—
would be $2,500,000,
_ The president paused, smiled an
even broader smile, and then, to
the astonishment of practically
everyone, proceeded to eulogize

the Democratic Party hack, Brook-
iyn Borough President John Cash-
more, who is' a member of the
city’s Board of Eitimate and—it
just so happens—is currently cam-
paigning for the New York Sena-
torial seat against Republican
Irving Ives and the Liberal Party's
George 5. Counts.

Extending his heartfelt thanks
to Cashmore—for taking part in
the discussions over the possible
appropriations for architectural
and engineering fees—Gideonse
called upon the students to flood
Cashmore with mail expressing
their own heartfelt thanks for his
good services.

The president then concluded
his remarks and briskly disap-
peared from the balcony into his
office.

After staring incredulously at
each other for a few moments,
most of the gathering caught on
to what had just taken place.
Harry Gideonse had paid back a
political debt—and publicly, be-
fore a captive audience!

Though it 'may seem somewhat
anticlimactic, we feel we should
add that at the same meeting-of
the Board of Estimate, a propesal
to raise the salaries of the four
municipal college presidents from
$18,000 to $20,000 was discussed
—and passed: _

Kingsman, the Brooklyn Col-
lege “student” newspaper, in its
own incomparable objective fash-
jon, reported the incident in the
following manner:

“In a general assembly on the
quadrangle [campus] . . . Gide-
onse extended his thanks to .. .
Cashmore. It was John Cash-
more’s support, as a member of
the New York City Board of Es-
timate, that helped secure the new
auditorium building for Brooklyn
College.

“John Cashmore has two votes
on the Board of Estimate. His
continued support will help the
college get the funds for the pro-
posed extension of the library.”

Hallinan at Brooklyn:

: supporting
- cialist Party for president and vice-president respectively, and

chose wisely.

The Better Part of Valor

A sidelight on the arrangements for the presidential-election
forum at the Brooklyn College Bureau of Government Research
concerns the decision of Vincent Hallinan, Progressive Party

" candidate for president, to accept the Bureau’s invitation to

appear before it. .
A few weeks ago a letter appeared in Kingsman, the eampus

‘. newspaper, by the “B. C. Students for Hallinan and Bass (pend-
" ing recognition).” The letter stated that the group was un-
- certain as to when it would be able to get official recognition
" and it therefore requested that one or more established eampus
* groups sponsor a meeting with Hallinan as speaker,-so as to

enable him to be heard on campus before election day.
This request was also necessitated because the Stalinist

‘.groups, Labor Youth League and Young Progressives of Amer-

ica, are banned on campus.
In an immediate reply, the Eugene V. Debs Society—which is
Darlington Hoopes and Samuel Friedman of the So-

the Liberal Party's George S. Counts for senator—stated that

. i+ had been attempting to arrange a debate between a repre-
. sentative of the Progressive Party and a socialist for many years,

but that Hallinan's fearless group had always shied away.
~ The Debs Society once again took the opportunity to chal-

. lenge Hallinan to debate a socialist speaker.

The Progressive Party candidate, however, chose to accept

instead a later invitation of the B. G. R. to appear at its sym-

posium, at which he had approximately only half as much time

. to’ present his position as he would have had in a two-man
.- debate.

But, we suppose, from his own Stalinoid point of view, he

PG

Nevertheless, the “innocent”
editors of this astounding sheet
screwed up enough courage to
publish, without comment, a few
Jetters containing interpretations
that were quite a bit more candid.

These remarks by a lower soph-
omore are to the point:

", . . It strikes me as being a
very dangerous practice to allow
the president ... to force the stu-
dent body to gather and listen to
an address which was evidently a
move to solicit votes for a sena-
torial candidate.

“The borough president may
have beén active in aiding higher
education in the state of New
York, but certainly Professor
Counts was active in educational
circles. Thus, if our president was
anxious to bestow orchids to a
political candidate, he was cer-
tainly one-sided. President Gid-
eonse may have endeavored to
cover up the political implications
in his speech, but the desired pur-
pose was definitely evident to
many of us.”

" How BC's Gideonse Pays Off
- On His Political

Brooklyn College Bans Talk
By Georye 3. Counts!

The Oath Fight at U, of Cal.

The Issues in the Election

.._.page5

... page 7

«+ . page &

And, we might add, Gideonse’s
latest tactic against Counts,
which is described elsewhere in
this issue, should clear up any
doubts that might possibly have
remained concerning his desired
purpose.

All of which leads to the con-

clusion that the intellectual level
of Harry Gideonse’s administra-
tion at Brooklyn College will, of
necessity, be forced to attain only
greater heights in the future,
Since it has just reached rock-
bottom, it will be impossible for
it to sink any lower.

SYL Carries Socialist Message

The socialist election campaign
has reached a substantial number
of students'in the past few weeks.
Socialist and radical clubs on
campus have sponsored many
meetings, and the Independent
Committee of Youth and Students
for Hoopes and Friedman has
been especially active in New
England. The Socialist Youth
League—which, in line with the
Independent Socialists’ position in
this election, has called for a vote
for the Socialist Party’s candi-
dates—has been instrumental in
having the socialist view of the
election presented on many occa-
sions. ’

One of the most interesting de-
bates of the campaign on campus
is scheduled %o take place at
Brooklyn College on the day before
the balloting. A representative of
Anvil and Student Partisan, the
student anti-war magazine, will op-
pose a member of the national
board of Americans for Demo-
cratic Action who is also past na-
tional chairman of SDA, its student
affiliate. Anvil is supporting
a socialist protest vote, and of
course the ADA is backing the
Democratic candidates. The sub-
ject will be: "Should independent
students support Stevenson and
Sparkman?" The sponsoring club is
the E. V. Debs Society at the
school. '

One of the most active cam-
paigns in New York City has been
carried on at City College. In the
evening session, the CCNY Debs
Society has sponsored several
meetings at which the representa-
tives of different parties present-
ed their viewpoints. In addition,
both the evening session Debs So-
ciety and the day session Socialist
Discussion Club have distributed
leaflets calling for a socialist vote
for Hoopes and Friedman. 2

The student council of Colum-
bia University's School of Social
Work held an election forum last
week where Hal Draper, editor of
LABOR ACTION, spoke for a social-
ist vote in opposition to repre-
sentatives - of the Republican,
Democratic and American Labor

parties, At this meeting, especial-
ly in the period devoted to cross-
questioning ‘among the speakers,
the Democrat and Republican
each proved that the other major
party had nothing to offer on the
main problems of the campaign,
and with the assistance of Dra-
per, managed to demonstrate the
socialist contention.

The New York SYL distributed
some thousands_ of copies of LA-
BOR ACTION with the ISL state-
ment on the election, and it co-
operated with the Independent So-
cialist League in organizing the
meeting for Max Shachtman which
is reported elsewhere in this issue.

At Yale, the club Focal Point
is sponsoring a debate on October
31 between Max Shachtman and
a locally prominent member of
the ADA, on the question “Will

In Election Campaign to Campus

Stevenson’s Eleetion Bring World
Peace?” )

In the course of his nationsl
tour, just completed, Gordon Has-
kell, assistant editor of LABOR
ACTION, spoke at many meetings
of campus groups and SYL units
on socialism and the election. His
meetings in the San Francisco
area have already been reported
in LABOR AcTioN. An off-campus
meeting for University of Chicago ~
students drew 60. In Detroit,
Haskell discussed the question of
civil liberties and the election at
a forum sponsored by the Wayne
University Student League for
Industrial Democracy, together
with Professor Kelly. Other meet-
ings of students were addressed
by Haskell at Ann Arbor, Van-
couver, Pittsburgh and Los An-
geles.

SYL PUBLIC FORUM
Friday Nov. 7 at 8 p.m.
GEORGE HOUSER

National Project Director,
Fellowship of Reconciliation.

speaks on

- The South African
- Resistance Fight
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