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Oppenhelmer Case

So Elsenhower
‘Forestalled

McCarthy . . .

" Nothing foreseeable that can happen
in the investigation of the McCarthy-
Army fracas (if it ever comes off) can
be as important and as ominous as what
has already happened, in anticipation of
that investigation, with the .public- out-
break of the Oppenheimer case.

It puts.the spotlight squarely on that
aspect of the McCarthy question in the
U. S. which is more basic than anything
that can happen to McCarthy. -

- The main trend in the withering away
of bourgeois democracy in the United
States. stems not directly from the activi-
ties of the MecCarthys but from the
countermoves of the authoritarian ‘“anti-
McCarthyites.” Eisenhower is not a
“McCarthyite.” He has been. attacked,
and properly so, for the cowardliness and

fam}‘,heartedness of his” pulled-punches'
against the senator, but he has not him-
’ ;elf been attacked for sympathizing with

He would like to -push Joe back, at
least into the background So we are
told, and so we are ready to beliéve, as
far as it goes.

Now he has made another move to
“wndercut”’ McCarthy.

"STOPPING" JOE.

McCarthy was planning to explode the
Oppenheimer -case in a speech just be-
fore the delayed committee investigation.
That case (the press now reports) has
been known to journalistic and govern-
ment circles for quite a while; it is
nothing that McCarthy dug up. But the
totalitarian from Wlsconsm,. on the
ropes, was going to use it. He had al-
ready launched the accusation that H-
bomb development had been delayed for
18 months by subversive influence. The
charge seemed a dud: Eisenhower de-
nied it; old bugaboo Acheson, the well-
known Communist, it turned out, had
been -an enthusiastic backer of the H-
bomb. Then Joe was going to turn the
tables by “revealing” -Top A-Bomb
Scientist Suspended As Security Risk.
. Sensation! Headline screamers! Who
said the H-bomb charge was a dud? Why
has Oppenheimer been secretly suspend-
ed? Isn’t it true that Oppenheimer is a
friend, husband, brother and lover of
Reds? Then, the next day the “investi-
gation” starts and who will remember
Private Schine?

So - the cnﬂ-McCarfhylfes the Eisen-
hower group, figured out how fo "under-
cut” this slick maneuver: Do unto Oppen-
heimer as McCarthy would do unto him.
~ Oppenheimer is charged with advising

_against the policy of concentrating on
the H-bomb. This is the new element in

{Continued on page 2}
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Are We Being Softened Up’ for

By GORDON HASKELL

. Interventlon in Indo-China?

!

The Eisenhower government is openly threatening to plunge America into the war in Indo- China, -
They must be stopped now! The only means open to the people of this country is to protest, v1gorous]y,
openly, loudly, by every means at their disposal.
It must be made clear to the government, and to the world, that if they follow to the bltter end the
suicidal course on which they are embarked, they do so without the support of the nation, in fact, in the
face of the opposition of the people. If we are silent now, later there may be nothing for us to. do but to

‘mourn our dead. And this time, they may be counted in the millions rather than in the tens of thousands.

. Once before, when the Chinese Stalinists entered the war in Korea in strength, America was pushed -
from the brink of World War III by. the vigorous intervention of the

leaders of these governments, re-
flecting in their own way the wide-
spread revulsion of their peoples
to the proposal to extend the war
to Chinese territory, begged Wash-
ington to stay its hand, and in-
formed Truman that if this -eoun-
try got inte full-seale war with
China, it would have to go it alone.

The reluctance of America's al-
liés in. Europe, Asia and the Pacific

to fight a’fuﬁle war in Indo-China
may have the same effect once
more. But the American people
cannot count indefinitely on the re-
sistance of the peoples of foreign
couriries to restrain a government

- which- they " do little to mh‘m

themselves.-
But how about Indo-Chma it-
self? Are we to permit the Stalin-

CI0 Runs Labor Candidates
In Newark City Elections

By JOHN WILLIAMS

NEWARK Apr. 1—The Essex-
West Hudson CIO Council has en-
dorsed two labor candidates for the
Newark city elections who are ef-
fectually independent of the old
party machines.

One is James Callaghan, treasurer of
District 4 of the CIO Electrical Workers
Union (IUE-CIO), for councilman-at-
large in the city of Newark; the other
is Jerry Leopoldi, president of IUE-
CIO’s Local 447 (Federal Telephone),
for councilman from the East Ward, a
predominantly working-class area.

Candidates for Newark city posts are
elected on a non-partisan basis—that is,
nominally no one runs as a Democrat or
Republican; the actual practice, of
course, has been that the two main ma-
chines, the Republican and Democratic
Parties; line up :their support for their

.own candidates. This type of election al-

lows for a certain amount of fluidity and
we might ‘add, for deals.

- Whet Is interesting cnd essentially new
about the Callaghan and Leopoldi endorse-

- April 23

- Indo-China and

'Fnday evening af 8:15— _Hear
Max Shachtman on

~ LABOR ACTION HALL
. 114 West 14 Street, New-York City

_— ' “ Jointly sponsored by the
' ISL and YOUNG SOCIALIST LEAGUE ,

the War Crisis

ments is the fact that these men are genu-
inely ClO candidates. This is no case of
mere endorsement of liberal-Democratic
machine-men, as has most often been the
case in the past.

The two have been outstanding mili-
tants and organizers for IUE in District
4. Callaghan is a full-time functionary
of the distriet. He is in general associ-
ated with the progressive leadership of
the IUE-CIO district, which has done an
outstanding job in defeating the rival
Stalinist-controlled union (UE) and in
securing some of the bets union contracts
gained in the international. They started
from scratch, but now represent approxi-

mately 75,000 workers in District 4, com-.

prising North New Jersey and the New
York metropolitan area.

WELCOME MOVE

Leopoldi, Local 447 president, heads
a local which was one of the first to de-

feat the UE and whose leadership, by"

and large, has played a progressive role
in IUE-CIO.

From all reports the two candidates’ de-
cisive financial and organizational support
will come from CIO affiliates. The Essex and
West Hudson Counties CIO Council repre-
sents the heart of the organized CIO-move-
ment in the Newark-Jersey City area.

There can be no doubt that this elee-
toral move reflects a yearning on the

part of the most advanced unionists in.

Newark toward independent labor ac-
tivity.

Many of the IUE militants have grum-
bled when faced with the task of sup-
porting Democratic “friends of labor”
who, immediately after election, proceed
+to forget any pledges to push for the CIO
program, under the guise of represent-
ing “all the people.” They must welcome
the opportunity to vote for their own
labor candidates ahd to build their own
lCoanued on page 2}

allied governments of Europe. The
ists to throw out the French and
subject the country to their oppres-
sive,- totalitarian rule? Are we 1o
stand idly by while that country is
conquered by Stalinist arms? Are
we to permlt the loss .of this key'
country "in Southeast Asia, which
will weaken the resistance to Stal-
inism in the rest of the area, and
open it up to eventual conquest by’
military or political meang? :
How else, in. the present situa-
tion, can a Stalinist - victory in
Indo-China be prevented but by
massive American military inter-
vention, backed, if possible, by the
moral and material aid of Amer-
ica’s allies? How else can the peo-
ples of Indo-China be given a
chance, in due course, to work out
their destiny democratically, in
their own way, without being sub-
jected to the iron rule of Stalinist
dictatorship?

IS THERE A WAY?

Those who ask such questions
sincerely, that is, who are sincerely
devoted to the preservation and ex- -
tension in Asia not of Western im-
perialism, but of democracy, de-
Serve an honest answer,
~ But first, they should seek fo an<
swer honestly fo themselves this
question: How can American mili-
tary intervention possibly achieve

- the purposes which they want to
achicve in this struggle?

At this very hour, when the
French government has made it
clear that it cannot hope to win the
war in Indo-China, or even to con-
tinue it on the present basis, -
‘France and the Vietnam govern-
ment have more and vastly better
equipped troops in the field than do
their enemies of the Vietminh. The
military and economic aid which
has been given the Frerch by the

{Turn to last page}
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NEXT WEEK

Special reports on the convention
of Americans for Democratic Ac=
tion and on the United Auto Worke

ers educational conference.
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LONDON LETTER

Brltam Deba tes H-Bomb’

By DAVID ALEXANDER

LONDON Apr 7—Almost a fortnight
ago, one of“the London morning news-
papers appeared with a front-page map
of the British Isles on which was marked
the area of uninhabitable country which
would result from the dropping of one
hydrogen bomb. Last Friday evening a
Ynited States film of an atomic explosion

at Eniwetok was shown on our television. -

The map of the British Isles showed that
one hydrogen bomb would destroy the
core of any big town, and make practi-
cally the entire country uninhabitable.
For the past three weeks viclent discus-
" sions have been faking place in all politi-
cal -circles here about what the British
- government should do about the situation.
Briefly the following alternatives are open

to it:
s (1) It could watch the Americans

b
hope they- would keep ahead of the Rus-
sians; (2) it could try to talk the Rus-
sians into an agreement to ban atomic
and hydrogen weapens now, and in any
future conflict; (3) it could try to per-
suade the American government to stop
further hydrogen bomb development ir-
respective of Russia’s progress; or (4)
it could hope that Britain will in time
develop its own production of atomic
bombs, and be in a sufficiently strong
bargaining' position to deter both sides.

“LABOR'S MOTION

" Thé Conservative view was that we
should let the Americans go on develop-
ing the hydrogen bomb; not only be-
cause it was better for them. to be ahead
in the race, but also because the British
government had no influence whatsoever
on the Americans in this matter. If
Churchill were to protest, this would be

interpreted as interference, and nothing

could be.achieved by protests which were
doomed to be ignored. He was pleased
that it was the Americans and not the
Russians who were in control of so lethal
a weapon and taunted Labor by asking
why it- had made. no protest at the Rus-
sian atomic tests last year. The answer
was clearly because these protests also
would go unheard.

The Labor Party was once again bat-
tmg on a sticky wicket. It had initiated
the.policy against which it was now pro-

testing. But it put down a motion 1n.

”

Parliament:

“That this House, recognizing that the
hydrogen bomb . . . constitutes a grave
threat .to civilization und that any re-
course. to war would “lead . to its use,
would welcome an immediate initiative by
Her Majesty's governmen‘l to bring about
@ meeting between the prime minister and
the heads of the administrations of. the
United States of America and the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics for the purpose
of . . . reduction and control of -arma-
ments and of . . . removing from all the
peoples of the world the fear which now
oppresses them and for the strengthening
of collective peace through UNO."”

WEAK APPROACH

Attlee, speaking “in no party spirit,”
pointed out the terrible damage which
the hydrogen bomb could .do to great
cities, but he did not believe that this
would act as a deterrent. He was fright-
ened that a small war, say on the Bur-
mese border, might embroil the world in
a full-scale ‘atomic disaster. Rather, he
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build bigger and: better weapons, and -

. headedly.

thought, the bigger the bombs produced,
the greater advantage the aggressor
would have from the first move. These
were cogent -arguments for approaching
Malenkov for an agreement at ence.

I need hardly point out the weakness
of the argument. Any socialist knows

that both imperialisms have a vested in-'

terest in world tension, especially Malen-
kov. He is quite prepared to enter into
an agreement on banning atomic weap-
ons provided it is not enforced by inspee-
tion. At the same time, he is very un-
likely to agree to stop the race while the
Americans are ahead. The recent Berkin
Conference showed abundantly that for
the time being Malenkov has no intention

"~ of any modus vivendi with the West ex-

cept at exceedingly favorable terms.

What of the othér suggestions? We can
dismiss the ‘idea that the Americans
would stop atomie and hydrogen bomb
development without an enforceable
agreement with the Russians. It seems
to me -that the British development of
these lethal weapons will be the outcome
of this situation, and that in time it will
assume a more than marginal signifi-
cance.

I myself have the severest doubts
about the likelihood of any hyérogen
bomb war—or any war, for that matter,
until the Russians are prepared for it.
The general feeling here is that however
irresponsible certain sections of the
American administration may be, it is
unlikely to. start an atomic war light-
Irrespective of the McMahon
Act, it is believed that Britain would at
least be informed if not consulted.

VULNERABLE

Of all the countries in the world Britain
is most valnerable to  dtomic - attack,
whichever side starts the war. There are
areas in the United States where one
could. get away from big targets, but not
in Britain. Likewise, the Russians have
been dispersing their heavy industry
across the Urals since’ 1942 and their
population since 1924. -

What worries me is this, If a-Russian -

bomber ‘were to swoop out of a cloudy
sky while I was having my tea and
erumpets one afternoon, and drop a bomb
on the center of Londen where I work,
I would be vaporized before I had time
to think about it. But betwéen now and
then the side with the bigger number of
bombs uses it in its bargaining with the
other side. Who loses from it? Only the
small nations, 'and the. vast exploited
masses laboring to throw off ever-
strengthening imperialisms. i
Ironically, the Ministry of Supply and
the War Office have just announced the
production of a bigger and better tank,
the Conqueror; costing $100,000 each.
Anyone want a game of soldiérs?

Newark —
[{Continued from page 1)

electoral machine to push for the CIO
program. This does not mean, however,
that there is no possibility of their com-
promising their independent activity un-
der the usual formula of “not splitting
the liberal vote.”

APPEAL TO LABOR

Be that as it may be, right now socialists
should support the Callaghan and Leopoldi
candidacies, and favor their election as a
step toward encouraging independent la-
bor political action. They can welcome
the ClO’s political move as a significant
step foward a genuine labor party in the
area.

The CIO openly appeals for labor sup-
port in order to give the working people

a voice in the Newark city government.

As its statement put it, “the election of
Jim Callaghan and Jerry Leopoldi will
pave the way for more decent and re-
sponsible labor people to be elected to

‘ publice office.”

Leopoldi has already encountered the
opposition of the official Democratic ma-
chine, which fears his influence among
the predominantly Italian, Polish and
Negro workers of this area. The Demo-
crats understand the.threat that an in-
dependent CIO political machine repre-

-~ sents to it.

.,

Get All Your Books from /ﬁ
LABOR ACTION BOOK SERVICE
- 114 West !4 Street, New York City

Oppenhelmer Case —_——

lConfinued from page 1)

“the revival®of his case.- The information

about his past Stalinist associations and -

connections have long been combed
through. They were known; they were

investigated; he was cleared; he had.

made a clean breast of it, and all. The
new Oppenheimer case goes beyond even
the stand taken by MecCarthy.

McCarthy had charged disloyal sabo-
tage of the H-bomb, in effect. It was one
of his Big Lies, but let’s make a distine-~
tion. Tt is one kind of crime to throw
out such general accusations (against
unnamed persons) on the basis of no evi-
dence. It is another kind of crime to vic-
timize a man on the basis of a true
charge—when the ‘‘charge” itself 'is
merely that the scientist had ascertain
opinion about the work he was an expert
m. LY

LILIENTHAL ON H-BOMB

Sece the difference between the "im-
moral methods” of McCarthy and- the re-
sponsible, moral witchhunting of the re-
spectable anti-McCarthyites! McCarthy's
methods consist of smearing with lies.
Eisenhower's method consists of making
the truth a smear,

Not only ‘Oppenheimer but David
Lilienthal was against the H-bomb pro-
gram as it was proposed. In the October
4, 1953 issue of the N. Y. T'imes—as re-
cently as that—Lilienthal was still per-
sisting in pressing the -question. In an
article .in the Times magazine, Lilien-
thal wrote about the reaction in Wash-
ington'in September 1949 when the Rus-
sian A-bomb was announced. A section
of the administration’s heavy thinkers
decided: we must make a bigger bomb.
Lilienthal continues:

“This particular recommendation did
not ‘seek to alter our almost exclusive
reliance upon big bombs—except that
they were to be bigger.

“A different view was taken by others
among the president’s advisers, including
the present writer, others in the AEC,
and most of the members of a statutory

iSL FUND DRIVE

@

advisory commlttee of leading military.
scientists and administrators [including
Oppenheimer—Xd.]. These individuals
thought this answer was certainly not
the best one; that it was. woefully and
even dangerously inadequate.

“Launching an all-out crash program for
the H-bomb, before we had taken & hard:
look at the over-all state of our security,
and reassessed, it—militarily, diplomatic,
and the resl'—meunf we feared, that
these realities simply would not be faced,
the reassessment would not be made. . . .
[Lilenthal then alludes o other arguments
which could not be made because of se-
curity limitations.]

“, . ._the opportunity was lost, for the
H-bomb- effort was promptly adopted as
the program. . .. But as was feared,
once the H:bomb -program - had been
launched, nothing else of significance was
done.

“So now once again our country faces
essentially the same question we did four
years ago: What do we do now, what
is the answer, in termts .of American
security, to the Russian H-bomb? ., .”

AND TOMORROW?

This, however vaguely, was a political
opposition to the H-bomb *“crash pro-
gram.” One of Oppenheimer’s high
crimes, as now charged, was that he had
political objections to the H- bomb per-
spective.

American scientists are being told:
You have no right to opinions about the
social and political wuse of your work.
You must even beware of expressing any
other sort of objection.

Tomorrow they may be told that the
order of the day is the dread cobalt
bomb, which can “take out” not merely
a city but a whole swathe of a continent,
the first weapon in history that can de-
stroy a planet. Will there be demurrals?
will there even be murmurs? There will
be, but at what cost?

All this is happening under the head
of stopping MecCarthy. Is - the enemy
merely McCarthyism or is it the dead-
end capitalism that rules America?

Drive Hits 60%—I.ast Push Ahead

By ALBERT GATES
Fund Drive Director

With contributions -of over $600 this
week, we doubled the amount received a
week ago and the over-all total in the
fund drive is now over $6000, or 60.8 per
will come through. .

Chicago headed the list with .a contri-
bution of $296 giving it a total of $1731
or 96.1 per cent of its goal. Another $69
will put the Windy City at 100 per cent
and make it the first large area to reach
its goal in the drive. Chicago promises to
make this good by the end -of next week.
We are pretty sure by the showing it has
made so far in the campaign that Chicago
will come tthrough.

Little Streator has come through again
with 100 per cent of its quota. But then
Streator has always done so and we knew
long before the drive began that our
friends there would do the job.

Next to Chicago and Streator, our big-
gest entry is Newark. Mewark has been a
pleasant surprise in the drive. With a

. relatively high quota of. $400, our friends

in Newark have already sent in $340.50,
making 85.1 per cent of its quota. There
is no doubt that Newark too will mcke its
goal before very long. Cleveland likewise

BOX SCORE

has moved up within striking distance, and
the Bay Area is not far behind. They stand
a good chance of going over the. top in
the next week or two, and Pitisburgh is
not far behind them. )
- Those are the better standings in the
campaign. We neéd some real- help from
some of the-other big places, like New
York and Buffalo, who have a good start.
Even more, we need a real response from
four other areas which could push the
whole drive right up where it belongs at
this stage of the campaign: Buffalo,
Philadelphia, Detroit and Los Angeles.
Los Angeles finally made its appear-
ance in the scoring column, but it is far
from sufficient. Fifteen dollars came
from the Los Angeles branch and $10

“from a friend in the area. We have been

giving Los Angeles the needle in the past
few weeks and are certain that we shall
get a proper response from our friends
there.

There remain three weeks to the cam-
paign, which is to close with May Day
meetings and celebrations. We have teo
make up $4000 to complete the campaign.
This ‘is no small sum, to be sure, but if
every branch meets its assignment and
makes the necessary special effort in these
coming weeks, we can make if. '

We are, therefore, appealing once more
to our branches, our sympathizers,
friends and readers, to help us in these
closing weeks of the drive to push us

- over the top and keep our wonderful

Quota Paid

TOTAL $10.200 $6206.50 60.,8
St. Louis ........... 25 50 200
Reading ... . 50 50 100
Streator . 25 25 100
Chicago . 1800 1731 96.1
Newark’ . 400 340.50 85.1
Nat’l Office ....... 1500 1063 70.8
Cleveland 106 70
Bay Area 329 65.8
Pittsburgh 91 60.6
New York ... 4000 2284 - 57.1
Buffalo ....ceeeeenee 300 148 ¥ 499
Philadelphia ..... 250 7 30.8
Detroit .....coeenen.. 300 50 16.6
Seattle 10 © 6
Los Angeles .. 25 . 41 -
Indiana 0 0
Akron 0 0
O):egon 0. 0

LABOR AcCTION and New International
for another year.

THE FIGHT
FOR SOCIALISM

by
Max Shachiman

-« A basic primer on the ideas
of Independent Socialism!
$1.00 " Cloth $2.00
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| CAN S’CIENTISTS EVADE THEIR RESPONSIBILITY?

By CARL DARTON 4

“What next, Big Atom?” is the ques-
tion which is being posed in an inescap-
able manner before the little men of the
world today. With ever-larger atomiec
explosions following each other almost
monthly amd threatening to get out of
control of the scientists, the confradie-
tions of the most gigantic .technological
development ever wrought by man ap-
pear insurmountable under present so-
cial conditions. A mere listing of the
questions indicates the immensity of the
problem.

- How _can - atomic tests be- continued -

wighout threatening a large.part of the
world with radioactive dust or rain and
even tidal waves which might follow un-

derwater atomic explosions? How can

individual scientists hide béhind the
sacred cow of the “search for knowl-
edge” as they fashion ever more deadly
weapons for irresponsible leaders?

How can the leaders of nations which
took a leading part in the Nuremburg
trials against the Nazi military, who
"merely followed orders" in committing
trimes against a few . thousand people,
continue to escape quilt for perpetuating
atomic warfare which threatens to wipe
out a large section of humanity? A future
generation, if there are any, may see little
difference between Nazi medical science
muiilating the people. of a minority race,
and afomic scientists triggering off nu-
clear explosions which disfigure and

« threatens death to nations.

"MASS SUICIDE"

How much longer can any intellectual
worthy of the name continue to support
a class which has demonstrated its bank-
ruptcy? Lewis Mumford, writing in the
N. Y. Times of March 28, castigates the
American government for its mishan-
dling of atomic energy. He writes:

“Once the facts of our policy of total
extermination " are publicly -canvassed,
and the final ocutcome, mass. suicide, is
faced, I believe: that the American. peo-
ple are still sane enough to come to a
wiser decision than our government yet
made. They will realize that retaliation
is not proteetion; . that total extermina-
tion of beth sides is not victory; that a
constant state of morbid. fear, suspicion
and hatred is not security; that, in short,
what seems like unlimited power has be-
come impotence.”

On the diplomatic side, how much
farther can the ante be raised in the in-
ternational “game” of power politics be-
tween the United States and Russia?
Can many hope. that efforts toward dis-
armament will be any more successful
than they have been in the past? How

Puerto Rico
To the Editor:

The article by Hal Draper in  the

March 29 LABOR ACTION, “A Socialist
Policy on Puerto Rico,” raises an inter-
esting question for American socialists.
This is not the kind of problem, as least
not to the same degree, that arises for
the anti-imperialist socialist in Europe
in respect to “their” colonies. It is the
wealth of the United States which makes
“independence-plus” a real possibility
and a useful slogan.
However, the exact content of the slo-
_gan as stated in Hal Draper’s article is
never quite clear. There is no spelling
out of the “present forms of economic
aid” that should be continued since this
is the only specific statement. What eco-
nomic aid is being, referred to? Certain
tariff and tax arrangements are not
“economic aid,” and if they were, would
that be sufficient for an independent
Puerto Rico? To continue this_kind of
“economic aid” would not be enough for
a country whose entire economy has been
distorted by - its imperialist master.
Puerto Rico would still be at the mercy
of American capitalism.

YOU'RE INVITED

to speak your mind in the letter column
of Labor Action. Qur policy is to publish

- letters of general political interest, re-

gardless of views. Keep them to 500

e ®

can civil defense efforts be maintained
as the plans of months and years are
made obsolete with each successive bomb
test?. As it becomes clear that the only
means which offers any semblance of ef-
fective protection are mass evacuations
and dispersal of industry, it is also ap-
parent that these are impossible without
disruption of the present economijc and
social system beyond repair.

How. much longer can the people of the

'United States continue to maintain the

surface appearance of normality under the
psychological stress of atomic insecurity?
How can a system which. requires an or-
derly and systematic way of life for com-
merce and industry hold up? How much
tonger- can - the ‘'leaders” themselves
maintain a semblance of confidence in
their ability to find a way out of the ever-
growing nightmare? ~

Were we not governed by the ration-
ality of Marxism we might ask: “Why
don’t the misleaders of society give up
now?” History, however, demonstrates
that socialism just doesn’t happen. No
matter how impotent capitalism may be
in its efforts to solve its problems, it will
take a palitically strong working class to
make the march toward socialism.
PITIFUL PERFORMANCE -

A few days ago the president of the
United States went on the air primarily
to alleviate people’s fear about the
hydrogen bomb. His informal and chatty
style may have done so. Certainly the
meager treatment of the subject was not
at all reassuring. He contended that aweé
of the H-bomb may help prevent war
(that was also said. about the machine
gun and the bow and arrow before it).
But the president admitted that war may
come in spite of the H-bomb. If war

comes and bombs fall, we cannot hope to

escape all of them.

The president was followed on TV by
a scientist, Assistant Secretary.of Defense
Donald A. Quarles. Questioned by a- panel
of alert college students on the. program
"Junior Press Conference,” the. sdcretary
made a worse showing than the president,
He - knew more about the H-bomb and
could say less. Security (real, or used as
a convenient excuse) and support of gov-
ernmental policy almost muted. him. He
could discuss neither the technical as-
pects, nor the political implications, nor
the social results. )

It was a pitiful performance particu-
larly to scientists who are accustomed to
frank, precise, and uncolored descrip-
tions of natural phenomena. No_ listener
could have been reassured by his an-
swers; particularly at his remark, “We
would not have prepared the H-bomb
unless we intended to use it.”

4 . ” 2
It is recognized that there are many
problems facing an independent Puerto
Rico, outside of the question of indepen-
dence, that will-have to be solved if in-
dependence is to have real meaning. But
that does not mean that the slogan “in-
dependence-plus” does not have to be
spelled out in more detail than at pres-
ent. What of the present economic rela-
tionship is 1o be continued and what is
to be discarded, that is, the exact rela-
tionship that is to exist to give meaning
to the “plus”?-
- The slogan performs the job of illus-
trating the meaning of “free and un-
fettered” elections. If that is all that is

‘intended, then there is no need to go

further. However, the United States does
have a responsibility to the Puerto Rican
people and that ean only mean a plan for
substantial aid te an independent Puerto
Rico as well as a Caribbean federation.
And all of this must be stated in more
concrete terms. .
Tom STANLEY
. [ ]

The forms of economic aid now ren-
dered by the U. 8. can be found spelled
out in a book like V. Petrullo’s Puerto
Rican Paradox and other places. A de-
tailed blueprint (or program) for eco-
nomic relations between the U. S. and an
independent Puerto Rico should indeed
be the concern, first of all, of a serious
Puerto Rican independence movement, as
well as of U. 8. socialists interested in
developing such a project. The kind of
political ‘line which I wrote about, how-
ever, does not depend on the “exaet con-
tent” of such a-detailéd program. -~ -
g —Hal DRAPER

s T
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o A Curious Tale

By BERNARD CRAMER

This is a curious tale about the American Committee for Cultural Freedom, a
letter we didn’t receive, and a brand-new slogan. o
) It‘began with the piece in LABoR ActioN for March 22 on “The Squabble Over
Einstein’s Birthday,” anent the bisymmetric civil-liberties policies of the Stali"noid.s,
on the one hand, and of the cold-war liberals of the ACCF on the.other.

) The forme'r'.- y‘el'l about the sad state of civil liberties in the U. S. but gag when .
it comes to criticizing Stalinist totalitarianism; the ACCF-type cold-warriors turn -

this inside out. They direct their fire against Stalinist tyrdnny but “when it comes

to defense of freedom at home, the ACCF gets very diplomatic . . . [it] is the

mirror image of the Stalinoids. of the ECLC.” ) - {
- Se we wrote in our article, to put it briefly.

Well, the following week we received a phone call from a Mr. Schwarncfnild of

the ACCF office. He was disturbed -by our unkind reference to his organization. Would

we print a reply on behalf of the ACCF?—Of course. But that wasn’t enough.—Would. .

we: allow the reply more space than letters to the editor- usually get?—We would. I

fc_ct {he was informed) don't worry. about space (within reason); we: always print %
critical letters.—Mr. Schwarzschild was grefified to hear that. But just in case, if the

reply was too long, would we return. it uncuf for revision?—Why, certainly.—"Good,

tomorrow you will get the manuscript or Mr, Stein [the ACCF executive directord

will get in touch. with you...."

We Would Have Been Interested . . .

The reply didn’t come the next day. Or the next week. In fact, it didn’t corhe.,

And let’s be perfectly truthful: we really hadn’t expected it, in spite of Mr. Schwarzs

schild’s over-anxiety about space. The ACCF is geared to expose Stalinist dema- -

gogy about freedox'h_by crying “How about the slave-labor camps?”’ ete. It’s the
obverse of the Stalinist pot-and-kettle recipe: “Slave-labor? How about the Negroes
in the South....” ’ : ' ) 1

But a reply in our columns, where merely beating the Stalinists over the head - ¢ ;
would hardly help? That was a little harder to imagine. No offense to Mr. Schwarze. . "

schild, whom we do not have the pleasure 0f knowing. He clearly believes in wha

the ACCF' is doing and sincerely wishes to defend it against detractors, as indeed -
he should. We would have been very interested in reading (and printing) the reply .

which he was so anxious-to send in.

We would have been interested, for example, in finding out what e could have.' ;

said about the strange refusal of the ACCF even to come out against the McCarran’
antj-alien law, which- had been denounced by every half-decent liberal and even
every half-decent conservative. (See LABOR ACTION of Feb. 2, 1953 for our “Open
Letter to the ACCF,” where, incidentally, the political character of the organization
was documented in some detail—in irrefutable detail, we like to think.) a

For another, we wouid have been interested in finding out how Mr, Schwarzschili
reconciles his picture of the  ACCF with the continued presence of a noioriougf
McCarthyite in the leddership of his organization—(we refer to member. of the :execus

ﬁ.ve commitice James. Burnham)—not to speak of the presence of McCarthyites like '
Yictor Lasky, Ralph de Toledano, Max Eastman, Victor Riesel among the liberal ‘names.

on its stationery. - i
We would be interested in many other aspects of the letter which we neves

_received ifi spite of Mr, Schwartzschild’s laudable.ardor for defending the ACCF;

It's a Topsy-Turvey World ST

But don’t go away-—the tale is not over. We did finally get o letter this wee

In it Executive Director Stein finally explains why there will be no reply from thé =

ACCF. )

It seems his v“limi.ted energies” should not be “frittered away” answe‘ring:'
people who “quite consciously and purposefully misinterpret” the ACCF. And “Qur

main energies will continue to be devoted toward combating both Communism and
demagogues like McCarthy.” i .

We gather that Mr. Schwarzschild had not taken the energy issue into account.
And we are overjoyed to hear that Mr. Stein’s unfrittered energy resources will: be
directed against both Stalinists and McCarthyites. He is in an enviable positioh
to do good in the latter respect. Most liberal organizations which want to ﬁghi;
MecCarthyism have a handicap: they must go outside their own ranks
convenient to have all the factors for activity present right at home.

So we are almost ashamed that Mr. Stein had to fritter even so much as to write £

us his note. But there’s Mr. Schwarzschild—now, there's clearly another matter. The

energy-and-fritter picture would seem to be different.. After all, have we‘,not‘lg.‘offi'

already expended a measurable number of ergs and fritter-units making arrangem‘evn‘té

for the reply that was going to vindicate the ACCF? The calorie expenditure involved: -

,t':?n never be regained; it already represents an investment. What can possibly be stop~
:lggc':Mr. Schwarzschild from telling us, and our misled readers, the truth about fhe
> L
Surely, the Cultural Freedom committee cannct be the type of organ_ization m

which gnly the Leader can speak for it. Surely, it cannot be that a staff. member:
cannot even write a i '
Hook. :

Surely, as a matter of fact, it is within the province of Cultural Freedom to ‘

raise the issue of Mr. Schwarzschild’s unfettered -right to defend the ACCF, even

though he is a staff member. We hereby demand that he be g¥ven the right to attack

us! This is one of the most curious slogans ever raised in LABOR ACTION, but it’s &
topsy-turvey world, isn’t it? :
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[Continued from page 1)

'United States in this war vastly
“‘exceeds the aid which the Chinese
“Stalinists have given the Vietminh,

- government.

Yet the French are hanging on
the ropes. Why is this? Can the
United States, by sending planes
. ‘and ships, or even ground troops,
{ . “change the situation? °
“. . Everyone admits the reason for
~“the French failure in Indo-China.

They are a foreign imperialist pow-

‘er, fighting a war to retain their

Bold on a country which wants no

‘part of them. They have no friends in
"Indo-China, only hirelings, puppets, and
B s “supporters”’ who seek an opportunity, or
" " ' the. tipping of the scales against French
power, to desert them either, to go over
%o the Vietminh or to launch an indepen-

. dent struggle for the freedom of their

/. eountry.

_ The Vietminh has grown stronger in

“Yyears of bloody war, not so much because
of aid they have received from the Chi-
nese ‘but because they have attracted
anti-French, pro—mdependence
~and leaders .the bulk of whom are not
Stalinists, but who see in the Stalinists
the most powerful and active fighters for
national independence. As long as the
- " French continue to exercise their rule in
.. Indo-China, they will be the chief re-
_ 'erult‘ers to the Stalinist armies.

SITTING ON DYNAMITE

. True, American planes in sufficient
‘numbers, American troops, and perhaps
American tactical A-bombs could turn
7' ‘the military tide. Unless the Chinese in-
.= tervene also, as they did in Korea, an
: Amerlcan victory over the orgamzed
‘armies of the Vietminh is entirely pos-
~ sible. But would this Jmean an American
vlctory over Stalinism in Indo-China, or
- in Southeast Asia?
..For years the Vietminh confined its
wmilitary actions to guerrilla warfare,
.. The French held some military outposts

| . 'roads in the daytime. But the moment
pight fell,” the countryside belonged to
L. . ‘the Vxetmmh Such ‘guerrilla warfare
i “¢an only be fought sucécessfully over a
© . prolonged period with the backing of the
. amass of the people.” Would American
;;mhtary ‘occupation of the country be any
* more palatable to the people than has
. been thatof the French?

4 An Arnerlcun military vicfory would
Thean slmply this: that U. S. troops would
_ have to sit, for an undeterminable period,
“on’ o keg of dynamite in Southeast Asia.
.~ And through the area, in fact, throughout
“ . Ahe world, Stalinism would grow fat on
this. fnrfher proof of American imperialist
expcnsuon.

- But of course, everyone knows that
even this mockery of “saving democracy”
is not what will most likely happen if the
\ _Umted States actually intervenes in
- Indo-China. The most likely outcome
A would be the entry of China into the

T war, either openly and formally, or by

“ieans of its notorious ‘volunteers,”
~~Korea-style.
-ALARM RINGS
L‘ j'" Dulles knows it; that is certain. And

- this is why he and the whole Eisenhower
administration have been softening up
the American people for acceptance of

© full-scale war with China. This is why

they, and their propagandxsts, have been
pulling out all the stops in warnng the

- “People that what is involved is not just

" 'Indo-China but the whole of Southeast

-Asia, and that if “we” lose Indo-China

it is just a matter of time before the

vast area fall under the sway of -Stalin-
~§sm.

| Why is it a certainty, or even likely,
"f%hat if Tndo-China goes the rest will go

o
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by the admission of the American -

masses

Bnd the big cities. They patrolled the .

“hundreds of millions of people in that.

with it? Will the Indo -Chinese Stalinists
set out to conquer Thailand, Burma,
Malay, Indonesia and the rest by military

aggression? Or will the Chinese seek to -

follow the road of the Japanese empire
in the last war? No, it is not a military
conquest of the area which is the real
danger—not:even the warmongers claim
that.

It is the political vulnerability of the
area which constitutes the real danger.
But that can be countered not by military
force, but by political, economic and so-
cial means alone. Dulles and the Eisen-
hower administration have no such means
at their disposal in Indo-China or in the
rest of Asia. And that is why they wave
the A-bomb instead!

PUSH TO WAR

— Responsible newspaper columnists say
that there are men high in the govern-
ment, led by the chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff, who advocate immediate
intervention within the next two weeks
by air and sea power. Their counsels may
well be rejected. It appears that Dulles
is primarily concerned, at the moment,
with a big maneuver of pressure diplo-
macy in the hope of staving off disaster
at the Geneva conference.

But such is the nature of his gamble,

and that of the Eisenhower administra- "

tion for which he acts, that it may lead
them, even unwillingly, to involve us in
disaster. They are gambling with the
lives of millions.

In an effort to stave 6ff an open split
among the. allies at the conference in
Berlin, Dulles was forced-to agree to the
meeting in Geneva which would take up
the problems of Korea and Indo-China.
The French desperately want an end to
the war in Indo-China. The most they
could hope for was some kind of deal
with the Chinese Stalinists in which, for
some consideration elsewhere, the Chi-
nese would agree te stop support to their
Vietminh allies and perhaps to engmeer
some kind of political settlement in Indo-
China.

But it is well known that the minimum

price the Stalinists want for such a deal
is admission to the United Nations as
the government of China. The maximum
might be a French_abandonment of -any
further toying with the idea of a Euro-
pean Defense Community army. s

The French are cettainly willing ‘h ace
cept the first demand, and seem as Inkely
as not to grant the_.second in practice,
with or without a deal in Asia. Buf the
United States stands in the way of both.
Even if the leaders of the Eisenhower ad-
ministration were willing to normalize re-
lations with the actual government of
China by admitting it into the UN, they
could not do so without risking an irre-
parable split in the already divided Re-«
publican Party.

Thus Dulles faced the prospect of go-

ing to Geneva“to reject an imperative

French demand for concessions which he
could not give. The British incline to the
French view on admitting China into the
UN. The only thing which could save
United States policy from open disaster,
from isolation from its major allies in
the face of Stalinist pressure, would be a
miracle,

But Dulles, despite his well-known re-
ligious convictions, is not the kind of
man to passively await miraculous inter-
vention when he, and the government he
represents, can help the miracle to occur,

TURNABOUT

Thus, just a month before the Geneva
conference was to meet, it was suddenly
discovered that unless something is done
now, immediately, Indo-China is as good
as lost to Stalinism. Dulles warned that
China. is
aggression in Indo-China. Eisenhower,
who on February 10 had told a press con-
ferenee that he could conceive of no

“perilously close” to military .

S. Intervention? — — |

greater tragedy for America than to get
heavily involved in an all-out war in
“any of those regions,” has now (March
25) announced that the defense of Indo-
China was of “transcendent importance.”

Dulles then began his international dip-
lomatic campaign to line wup Britain,
France, and a number of other countries
behind a pledge of "united action™ in
Indo-China. The American people and the

peoples of the world were left to guess .

just what "action" is proposed But they
need not wonder toe much. It is clear fhat
what is proposed Is war, or at the very
least, the threat of war.

How does all this improve the pros-

,bects of the United States government

for the Geneva conference? The French
and’ British, who until yesterday were
pressing the United States to offer con-
cessions to Stalinist China, are now in a
position where they will feel relieved if
they get out of the “negotiations” with
nothing worse than a continuation of the
war in Indo-China on its present “small”
scale. If the United ‘States presses them
hard enough, and Dulles has not flown to
Europe to exchange pleasantries with
them, they will be faced with the alterna-
tives of “either openly breaking with
America, or of going along in the hope
of restraining the United States from a
fatal adventure in Asia.

GAMBLE WITH LIVES

But is it not possible that the Ameri-
can government is just bluffing; that
Dulles hopes that if Stalinist China is
confronted with the threat of ‘‘united
action,” or of just American military ac-
tion, they will draw back in Indo-China?

Of course it Is possible, and even likely.
But this Is a gamble, as we have said
above, with the lives of millions. If the
bluff is ‘called, if the Chinese simply con-
tinue to give the kind of support to the
Vietminh they have given in the past while
holding out the offer of peace in exchange
for a seat in the UN, either American pol-
icy will be left at loose ends before the
world, or we will be in a war which, this
time, may not end even with the kind. of
tragedy which we suffered in Korea,

But even if all this is true, is there

any other course by which Indo-China
can be saved from Stalinism? Can we do
nothing but “sit idly by”? -
" Yes, ‘there is another course. Its suc-
cess is'not guaranteed, but it is possible.
In this, it differs from the pelicy of the
American government which is guaran-
teed to bring disaster, and which cannot
possibly bring: success for demoeracy.

This course, in a word, is to turn over
the defense of democracy and freedom in
Indo-China to the people of that country.
Its first step is to give - them their freedom
so that they can defend their own country
againsf Stalinist enslavement.

is means: the French must give up
thelr claim to rule, and their rule itself,
in Indo-China now. They must be induced
to turn over the government and the mili-
tary authority to the Vietnamese now.
Once this has been done, once the Viet-
namese people have gained their sover-
eignty, it would be up to them to decide

“what military support they may request,

under their own control, to help them to
stave off the Stalinist military danger to
their ru{%

NO DICE

But, practically speaking, are there
organized political forces in the country
capable of taking over the government,
undermining the political appeal of Stal-

inism, and thus mobilizing the people to -

fight for their own independence? Yes,
there are.

This is the big difference between Korea
and Indo-China. In the former, the Rhee
government was and is a  discredited,
hated, reactionary force which itseif en-
gendered support for Stalinism. In Indo-
China, on both sides of the “front” #here
are still political and social movements
(organized in Vietnam, in less organized
form among the supporters of the Vied-
minh) which are capable of waging ‘& pro-
gressive .war ‘against the Stalinists as
their similars did successfully in Buritia.
But they cannot be effective as long as
the French rule the country.

-This is the only policy which can pos-
8ibly win for democracy in Indo-China.
The hour for its application is late, but
if instead the country is engulfed in a
war between the United States and Stal-
inist China, and the Russians who stand
behind her, the last chance for democracy
and for peace in this generation may be
lost for Southeast Asia, and possibly for
the world.

The tlme for protest, the time to stop

the gamblers in Washington from stak---

ing everythlng on this mad throw of the
dice, is mow. . '

The ISL Program

in Brief

The Independent Socialist League stands
for socialist democracy and against the

two systems of exploitation which now

divide the world: capitalism and Stalinism,
Capitalism cunnot be reformed or liber-

alized, by any Fair Deal or other deal, so -

as to give the people freedom, abundance,
security or peace. [ must be abolished
and replaced by a new social system, in
which the people own and control - the
basic sectors of the economy, democrati-
cally controlling their own economic and
political destinies.

Stalinism, in Russia ond wherever it
holds power, is a brutal tetalitarianism—
a new form of exploitation. lts agents in
every country, the Communist Parties, are
lmrelenfing enemies of socialism and have
nothing in common with socialism—whicli
camnot exist without effective deullocrcﬂc
control by fhe pecple.

These two camps of capitalism and Stal-
inism are today at each other's throats in
a worldwide imperialist rivairy for domi-
nation. This struggle can only lead to the
most frightful war in history so long as the
people leave the capitalist and Stalinist
rulers in power. Independent Socialism
stands_for building and strengthening the
Lh;:d Camp of the people against both war

S,

The ISL, as a Marxist memni Iooks»

%o the working class and its ever-presenf
stroggle as the basic progressive force in
society. The ISL is organized to spread the
ideas of socialism in the labor inovement
and among all other sections of the people.

At the same time, Independurf Socialists
participate actively in every struggle %o
better the people’s lot now—such as the
fight for higher living standards, against
Jim Crow and anti-Semitism, in defense of
civil liberties and the trade-umion move-
ment. We seek fo join together with alf
other militants in the labor movemeént as
a left force working for the formation of
an independent Iabor party and other pro-
gressive policies.

The fight for democracy and. the fight

for socialism are inseparable. There can
be no lasting and genuine democracy with-
out sociailsm, and there can be no social-
Ism without democracy. To enroll under
this banner, join the Independent Socialist
League!

Get Acquainted!
Independent Socialist League
114 West 14 Street
New York 11, N. Y.
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- ¥sL Urges Full Support of SDA Program to
Fight for Academic Freedom for All!

By MAX MARTIN

The New York Region of Students for Democratic Action (SDA)

— deserves the congratulations and active support of all democrats for its

initiation and sponsorship of an Academjc Freedom Week campaign.

The campaign, to be held in the New York area from May 5 to 12,
will include the distribution of a pamphlet outlining SDA’s position on
‘the rights of students and teachers, and of thousands of copies of a

-leaflet. Plans are now being made

for forums and symposiums on the
varjpus campuses in the area.

The climax of the Week will con-

- sist of a city-wide rally for aca-
"demic freedom which will be held
.on Sunday, May 9,
Church. Efforts are being made to obtain
“well-known civil-libertarians as speakers

at Community

for this rally.

SDA is endeavoring to achieve wide
student support for and participation in

.the Week. The eampus meetings will be

sponsored by the largest number of stu-
dent organizations that can be involved
in the ecampaign. SDA, moreover, has
called wupon all democratic student
groups to endorse the Week; each en-
dorsing organization will be entitled to
have a speaker at the rally.

To date, the Young Socialist League

“and the state Young Liberals have given
‘their endorsements — each, however, as

will be explained below, on a different

-basis.

'PROGRAMMATIC BASIS

Even more significant than the fact that

‘such a campaign is being conducted is the
programmatic basis of the campaign. The

program of this Week consists of a prin-
cipled defense of academic freedom, a de-
fense of the rights of all students and
teachers, inciuding those whose politics
liberals and sccialists violently detest—
the Stalinists.

The SDA program calls for the right
of students and teachers to freely hold
and express any political opinions, to
participate-in the political life of the
community, to organize any associations
they may see fit on the campus and to
hear speakers of their own choosing at
meetings of these associations. It de-
clares that the only valid criteria for
the hiring and firing of facwlty members

is competence and the meeting of profes- -

sional standards.

SDA denies the contention that advo-
cacy of Stalinist or other unpopular
views, or membership in political organ-
zations, including the Communist Party,
or pleading the Fifth Amendment before
Jdnvestigating committees, are grounds
for the dismissal of teachers.

THE TREND

The fact that SDA's action elicits praise
from socialists is an index.to the political
‘nature of our times, to its stark reaction-
ary and apathetic character. The sad
4ruth is that SPA is rare among liberal
organizations in defending the view that
all, even Stalinists, should enjoy. political
and civil liberties.

The prevalent trend today among lib-
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erals is to deny one or another right to
the Stalinists while still affirming these
rights for socialists, radicals and them-
selves. This attitude is particularly pro-
nounced in regard to the question of the
right to teach; many, if not most, liber-
als proclaim that membership in the
Communist Party precludes one from
teaching.

This question is one of the major is-
sues facing civil-libertarians; it divides
liberal ranks into those who fight for
a principled position for freedom for all,

-and those who, like Sidney Hook, are

capitulating to the witchhunt.
IN RETREAT

Those who deny civil liberties to Stalin-
ists frequently consider themselves moti-
vated by good intentions, their hatred of
the reactionary and totalitarian politics
of the Stalinist movement. What such peo-
ple fail ¥6 realize is that for freedom' to
be genuine, it must exist for all, for those
whose politics are odlous as well as for
those whose politics are praiseworthy;”
that the rights of Stalinists must be de-
fended, not because we are concerned
about the Stalinists but because we are
concerned with freedom, and because the
anti-democratic onslaught against the
Stalinists is the prelude to, and in some
instances, has already become, an on-

slaught against non-conformist radicals,
socialists and even liberals.

The retreat on civil-liberties by liber-
als, moreover, is part of the whole pat-
tern of movement to the right whiech has
characterized our period, the liberals and
labor movement along with everybody
else. After twenty years of New and
Fair Deals the liberals find themselves
fighting for political ideas whose victory
they had long ago thought achieved.

Our congratulations to SDA, and the
Young Socialist League’s endorsement
of the Week and participation in the
campaign, are enthusiastic precisely be-
cause this campaign has'as its ideological
center a principled program. The Young
Liberals present an interesting contrast;
they have announced their endorsement
of the Week as an endorsement “in prin-
ciple,” making clear their disassociation
from the defense of the rights of Stalin-

- ists.

A CRITICISM

While congratulating SDA we cannot
omit entirely some friendly -criticism.
For the truth is that SDA, like liberdl-
ism in general, has not fought for civil-
liberties and academic freedom copsist-
ently. Too often their timidity, their need
for “respectability’” and “gentility” have
caused them to defend their ideas in a
half-hearted fashion. Above all, they

have compromised and weakened their .

defense of freedom as well as of all
other aspects of their program by re-
maining tied to the Democratic Party.

The self-defeating and impractical na-
ture of this political alliance is nowhere
better seen than in relation to the fight
for civil liberties. For the hysteria now

‘raging in the land was initiated, not by

Will SDA Press-Its Campaign?

The article on this page refers to a program for an Academic Freedom Week
which the New York Region of the Students for Democratic Action had planned to
run in this city.

At last week’s convention of Amerieans for Pemocratic Action, the adult organi-
zation of which SDA is the youth section, a resolution was adopted which retreats
from the previous ambiguous stand taken by ADA on the right of Stalinist teachers
to teach. In effect, ADA has come out for the denial of this right.

The SDA, however, at its convention last winfer fook the excellent stand on
academic freedom referred to in the accompanying article. They had planned to make
the issue of academic freedom in this period in America the ceftral theme of their
Academic Freedom Week. But their adult organization has yielded another step before
the McCcrihylfe drive, against civil liberties and democratic rights.

It is to the credit of the SDA delegates at the ADA convention that they put
up a vigorous fight for their own civil-libertarian point of view. They were joined

in this fight by a section of ADA who have refused to cave in on this issue before )

the reactionary drive,

One reason they lost will undoubtedly be found in the failure of liberals to
push their views all year round and to do so in a vigorous and consistent manner.
If the SDAers and genuine civil-libertarians in ADA had conducted a long campaign
to convince the ranks of ADA of their views, the convention might have turned out
differently.

NO-RETREAT FROM ‘PRINCIPLES!

As a result, the question of whether or not SDA can continue 'I'o conducf a cam-

‘paign ‘on the basis of its views on Academic Freedom has now been réised. The ideo-

fogical nature of the campaign, and indeed the very continuation of the Week, are now
in doubt. It may ofso become necessary for the Young Socialist League to reconsider
the nature of its endorsement and participation in the campaign, depending upon what
the ultimate SDA decision is.

If the New York region of the SDA changes the political basis of their plans
for an Academic Freedoni Week, then it will be because their ties to ADA, and
ADA’s ties to certain Democratic' leaders who*are more concerned with holding
their jobs than with the principles of civil liberties, have, in effect, forced them to
be silent on that which needs to be cried from the housetops. Once again, they are
confronted with the whole dilemma of liberal politics in America: to stand for
liberty, for decency in political and academic life, for a truly progressive social
program—or to continue the dreary retreat before the legions led by the senator
from Wisconsin, in the name of “political practicality.”

We urge the SDA to continue the campaign for Academic Freedom and not to
retreat from their principled defense of democratic rights.

We of the Young Socialist League are still free to fight for academic freedom
in its deepest and broadest meaning. We will continue this fight during Academic

Freedom Week, as we do throughout the year. We will gladly participate with SDA

and others who want to contmue in this struggle

P BT e s S . D I S WL

the Republicans and not by McCarthy, but
by the Truman administration, in the ‘form

of "subversive" lists and ‘loyalty oaths. .
Moreover, the very politicians whom: SBA -

supports, Stevenson for example, defends
decisive aspects of the witchhunt; object-
ing only to McCarthy, to his excesses and
methods, and to the fact that the witch-
hunt is beginning to be directed cgcms'l'
Democrats themselves.

The same politicians for whom SDAers
will ring doorbells this November conduet
their quarrel with McCarthy and Eisen-
hower by saying, “Let the FBI do it,” or
“We can do it better,” and “We put more
Reds in jail than you did.”

But what is it that the Democrats
want the FBI to do, or claim that theéy
can do more effectively? Nothing -other
than what SDA is opposed to, the denial
of political rights to Stalinists and even
socialists and radicals:; )

.Nor does the rest of SDA’s program
fare any better at the hands of its pe-
litical standard-bearers. The Democrats
whom SDA endorses respond to its pre-
gram with reactions which range from
outspoken hostility to verbal lip-service
without accompanying. effort.

SUPPORT DEMOCRATS?

“"We ‘of the Young ‘Socialist “l.ecgue Ile-
Tieve  fhat o ‘génuine program “of civil
liberties and geiuinely progressive do-
mestic and foreign policies cannot be ex-
pected from the Democratic Party; that
to effectuate the program of the labor
movement and the liberals, limited as that
program is now, the unions and the liber-
als must break with the Democrats and
organize a party of their own. I would

appear that the question of who is.right -

about the Democratic Party could easily
be settled by appealing to experience, -
The reason why it is, however, difficult
to convince SDA-type. liberals of our
view in this matter is that they do net
in actuality require their candidates to
espouse their own program. In doing so,
they unwittingly bear out our conten-
tions. What is wrong with SDA is not
merely that its program s often a limit-
ed and timid one, and not merely that its
conception of politics is a mistaken one
insofar as it does not think in terms of
class and social forces but thinks rather
in terms of “good” versus “bad” capital-
ist politicians, but also that it does . not
fight aggressively for its program; it
does not demand that the parties and
candidates it supports should struggle

‘for its program, as a condxtlon for that

support.
BACK THE CAMPAIGN

In the final analysis, a genuine fight
fors freedom cannot be ecarried on with-

~out an understanding of the relationship

of the witchhunt to the eold war. The at-
tacks on democracy are the domestie
analogues of the Truman and Eisen-
hower foreign policies; policies which
liberals by and large support. American

capitalisth can meet thé support which

Stalinism’s anti-capitalist social program
is able to muster only by military means
abroad and repression at home. The
witchhunt has the function of silencing
in advance the eritics of what will cer:
tainly be an unpopular war.

Critical as we are of liberdlism, we ’

fully recognize the progiessive achieve:
ment of this Academic Freedom Week
campaign. The Young Socialist League
calls upon all of its members and friends;
all readers of Challenge, and all demos
cratic students in the New York area to
attent the rclly and participate fully in
the campaign.

We can only hope that this campaigm
is; taken up in other localities and bes

. comes the beginning of a counteroffen<

sive by the students, who have been si=
lent for boo long : :
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By MICHAEL HARRINGTON

In the fight for civil liberties, the socialist most often finds him-
" self in an alliance with the consistent liberal. And there he is con-
fronted with a paradoxical fact: that the liberal is quite near to him
and, at the same time, quite far. The index of the closeness is usually
the liberal’s position on civil liberties—and the measure of the distance

~ Often the argument will begin
with the liberal admitting socialist
tendencies in his thinking, advo-
cating a political syncretism which
is phrased as “We are all working
for the same goal.” But then he
will point out that the- compromises,

- which he privately deplores, are neces-

,”.-: y.

xgary to maintain influence in the centers
of power. The socialist, he will remark,
may have his ideological purity (or, in
more unfriendly terms, his doctrine, his
dogma), but he is ineffective. The liber-

al’'s dirty hands, he will conclude, are .

merely the result of working vigorously.

But what are the actual characteristics
of liberal "realism™ and radical intransi-
gence? The answer lies, | think, in two
areas: an analysis of the reality of this
realism, and a discussion of the theory
behind it.

The most immediate answer is that
-the liberal’s realism isn’t realistic. It is,
in C. Wright Mills’ apt phrase, crackpot

- realism. For the last ten years, the lib-

eral has spoken the language of practical

- -politics (i.e., Democratic Party pohtlcs),

‘and made all the necessary compromises;

yet -he has exercised practically no po--

litical power.
,Americans for Democratic Action is a
_case in point. While candxdly admitting
" that the liberal minority in “both” par-
_ties (a necessary bow to the fagade of bi-
partis'anship) is ineffective} ADA simply

is the liberal’s insistence on what he calls * reahsm

calls for renewed effort without examm-
ing their basic position within the Aner-
jean political structure. The result is
that the chairman of the Democratic
Party can indicate that he wishes that
ADA would go away, and he can do so
with impunity.

THE ILLUSION PERSISTS

Even in the thirties, when the liberal
was able to take over jobs in the New
Deal bureaucracy, his political influence
was well-mixed with illusion. It was pos-

ECXSZT Why Their Influence Has Been on the Wane —

Self-Delusions of the Lib

+

sible for the liberal rhetorician to pre- -

sent Roosevelt as an American radical, a
nineteenth-century Populist, in twen-
tieth-century dress. Yet in reality Roose-
velt was usually far more concerned with
big city machines and Southern bourbons
than with the spontaneous masses. The
machines and the Southerners were or-
ganized, the liberals only vaguely so.

But the illusion persists. The New Deal
—as a movement of social reform—was
over by 1938, During the War Deal, the
liberals actual influence diminished while
his rhetorical importance increased. Hen-
ry Wallace's war was fought in the liberal
press while Roosevelt, Stalin and Church-
ill exchanged opeanly Imperialist notes
about spheres of influence.

Thus by the first test—the test of
reality—the liberal formula of compro-

mising in order to gain influence falls.

It falls on a simple fact: liberal influence

Soclallst Fund Drlve Launched:

Cblcaga in Lead — Let’s Get Over the Top! !

4By SCOTT ARDEN
National Secretary, YSL

The first national Fund Drlve of the
" Young Socialist League is now under
way. Opening its drive on April 1, the
YSL has until June 30 to reach, or ex-
ceed, its necessary quota of $1,500.

As is evident from the figures in the box
score, the drive is off to a slow start. This
in itself is not a danger sign but it must

- be remedied af once. There is a natural

tendency for friends and comrades to feel
that, since the drive will last several
months, it really doesn’'t matter oo much
whether they send in their contributions
now or later. Experience has shown, how-
ever, that there is a difference, and a
very real one at that.

The first month of the drive is the cru-
cial one, and success or failure of the
whole. drive might well depend on what
happens within the next two weeks, If it

Wlmts the Score: >

is -impossible to send in your total con-

tribution now, then send in a part of it.

The important thing-is that it be done

now.

The significance of this drive is obvi-
ous. The $1,500 total was chosen not be-

‘cause it is a nice round number but be-

cause $1,500 is what the YSL must raise
if it is to plan to function in an effective
way on any realistic basis.. -

The YSL has no “angel” and no private
source of funds. As a newly formed inde-
pendent organization, the YSL has no adult
group to support or subsidize it, as do
other youth organizations. The YSL stands
on its own, and can draw only on its
friends and members for support.

Why should wyou contribute to the
YSL? The answer can best be found in
the pages of this and previous issues of
Challenge. The YSL is the onrly nation-
wide youth groupsthat is doing some-
thing about fighting for democracy, civil
liberties, and socialism, fighting against
the witchhunt, the war drive, and human
exploitation, whether under Stalinism or
capitalism. s

Quota Paid-in % A conttributiond does ngt’: r}ectissarily
represent an “endorsement’ o e pro-
‘I‘o_h:l """"""""" $1500 $266 \15 ~ gram or views of the YSL. It does, how-
Berkeley ........... 100 0 ever, mean that you are willing to give
Boston 70 22' (2) u8 a chance to continue our work. The
Chicago 200 1 6 aura of silence and conformity cloaking
Los Angeles ...... 200 5 2.5 the American campus today is alone evi-
Newark ... 50 0 0 dence enough of the need for an organ-
New Haven 35 20 0 ized  democratic force that will not be
New York ... 675 128 19 silenced and resists docile conformity. In
At Large 170 8 the youth and student field today the
» YSL is the only such force.
Young Socialist League
114 West 14 Street
New York 11, N. Y. )
Enclosed iS $...cceevvvereierinneneens @s my contribution to the YSL’s

| Fund Drive.

' Party,

never was great and it has been on the
wane in dramatic fashion for the last ten
years.

But the theory behind this crackpot
realism is even more revealing. At bot-
tom, it represents a fantastic simplifica-
tion, and this conceptual naiveté is pres-
ent in almost everything the liberal does.

The theory is an essentially moralistic
analysis of social change. The political
struggle is between the good and the bad.
Political victory is the result of the mo-
bilization of the people with good 'will, of
sincerity. Both the content of a political
program and the force of objective cir-
cumstance are secen as subordinate to the
ethical-fuctor in history.

Now it is obvious that the socialist is
not anti-ethical, nor is he against the
people of good will. But that is a far cry
from elevating respect for sincerity to a
political theory. The socialist sees
change as the result of an interaction
of will and objective cireumstance. A
perfectly sincere, honest, even idealistic
banker is not necessarily on the side of
“the good.” For the question is not of a
man’s personality but of his social,funec-
tion, when you are discussing . social
change.

NEW DEAL MYTH

More than this, the socialist sees the
labor movement as the growing edge of
freedom not because of some abstract
idealism but because of the objective con-
ditions in which the worker finds him-
self, Will and sincerity are still impor-
tant, but they must be related to actual
social forces.

But now let us follow some of the re-
sults of the liberal theory in practice. .

The reason why Stephen Mitchell
could insult ADA as he did, and get away
with it, is that ADA does not represent
an organized social force. As a middle-
class stratum of good-willed fellow trav-
elers of the Democratic Party, it does
rfot quallfy as a voice in party councils,

, Upfortunate as it .may be, Carmine de

Sa?'fplo is a forecé within the Democratic
not through his ‘idealism but
through his cantrol of organization and
of votes.

Now this aspect of American liberalism
is not isolated. It is, for instance, connect-
ed to the liberal's joy with the bureau-
cratization of the New Deal, a tendency to
endorse all government intervention as
"'good.” For after all, the New Deal ap-
proach is one which can by-pass the actual
social masses and deal only with their
leaders. And here, the liberal can step

into the bureaucracy without the neces--

sity of having popular support. Here, in
terms of national politics, is a macrocosm
of the liberal's private world in which the
good men will make the “revolution” and
spare the people that task.

Probably the most extreme statement
of this point of view is the liberal myth
that Section 7TA of the NIRA (the-first
“legislation” of union organization pass-
ed by the New Deal) “created” the labor
movement. The legislative fiat of the
good men becomes more important than
the actual organization of the people.

It is out of this kind of naive theory
that the compromise-for-influence posi-
tion emerges. For if it is the bureaucrat
who changes history it is paramount that
the liberal always bewith the bureau-
crat to guide him. The result is two-fold.
The liberal finds himself dedicated to an
attitude of perpetual movement and to
a quantitative notion of success.

CAMP-FOLLOWERS

The commitment to perpetual movement
means that the liberal must always be the
camp-follower of those who succeed. He
must move with them, for he has no base
of his own among the people, and his in-
fluence is dependent on their success. And
in recent years, as reaction gained, the
liberal swung to the right for, after all,
that was where power was going.

Take an example of this kind of move-
ment. When Point Four was announced,
it was a “bold new program,” it was the
“only war we want.” True, it did make
tremendous concessions to private capi-
tal and it"was necessary to explain it to
the hard-headed businessmen in congress
as a plan which would “create a favor-

able atmosphere for private investment.”.

But this was the compromise which one
had to accept in order to get the bold new
program.

But as time passed, Pomt Four became
the Mutual Security Administration, and
its subordination to the needs of Amer-
ican capitalism . in the eold ‘war - was

clearly revealed. The liberal made the
turn, rhetoric and all, with a nostalgic
look back at the old bold program. Feor
doing this, he received exactly nothing.
He had no influence in determining how
the change would be made, or what it
would be made to.- But he was allowed to
provide a democratlc rationalization for

_both

It is possible, | suppose, to say that this
represents "realism’ and “influende,” but
it is of a curious sort. After all, in @ mer-
cenary theory of politics in which you
trade compromises for influence, it is a
necessary part of the equation that you
get influence.

This contradiction leads to yet another -

aspect of liberal. thought, one which is
particularly. important today. Since the

good-man, or bureaucratic, theory of his-

tory will lead one into. all kinds of un-
familiar positions, it will be necessary to
explain how each new position is a turn

" for the good. And this is done by making

the present eternal, by generalizing any
local change into a new form of so’ciety.

The Permanent War Economy is a
good example of the operation of this
psychology. For the last fifteen @ears,

_the American economy has been main-

tained by a huge armament sector. On
two occasions, in 1949 and in 1953, re-
ductions in that sector have led .to re-
cessions. Thus, the phenomenon of Amer-
ican capitalist prosperity in the last fif-
teen years is hardly a mysterious thing.
The main causes are in clear outline.

SCHIZOID LIBERALISM

But in the long trek to the right in this
period, the liberal could not accept such
an analysis. Instead, this Permanent War
Economy became a new form ot society, a
mixed economy and a welfare state, testi-
fying to the particular ingenuity of Ameri-
can pragmatism -as oppo’se{l\ Yo “socialist
dogmatism. Lacking a theory: ccpable of
cnolyzlng the complex ccusafion of social
chunge. “the liberal is forced nflu turning
each pcrhculcr situation mfo c meta-
physic. This is the logical outcome of the
quantitative attitude toward success, for
each change in politics must be rational-
ized as a success.

These are some of the aspects of the
liberal schizophrenia—of the tremendous
distance between the announced “real-
ism” and the actual reality. In practice,
the influence which the liberal is to re-
ceive as payment for his compromises
turns out to be illusory. In theory, this
is inextricably related to a bureauecratic
theory of history, to".an unwillingness to
work with organized masses, and to base
upon them. It is inherent in the very
pressure-group rationale of Americans

‘for Democratic Action itself.

The socialist movement is, on the
other hand, admittedly weak. Yet if the
socialist is “unrealistic” in the sense of

rejecting a reality which he sees clearly, .

this is far more healthy than the liberal

. acceptance of the illusion of reality. We

stand our ground. There is rio substitute
for a truly pradtical orientation toward
social change, and for us this means that
we seek the dynamic force in the labor
movement. Perhaps the revolution will
never come, but if it does, if it will be
democratic, this is how it will come.

The YSL’s Aim

The Young Socialist League is a demo-
cratic socialist organization striving to
aid in the basic transformation of this so-
ciety into one where the means of produc-
tion and distribution shall be collectively
owned and democratically managed. The
YSL attempts to make the young workers
and students, who form its arena of activ-
ity, conscious of the need for organization
directed against capitalism and Stalinism.

The YSL rejects the concept that state °

ownership without democratic controls
represents socialism; or that socialism can
be achieved. without political democracy,
or through undemocratic means, or in
short in any way other than the conscious
active participation of the people them-
selves in the bwilding of the nmew social
order. The YSL orients toward the work-
ing class, as the class which is capable of
leading society to fhe esicbluhmenf of
soclchsm.

—From the Consti
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FOREIGN” POLICY: THE AMERICAN FAILUR
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' Young ‘Socialist CHALLENGE

“Heavy, Heavy Hangs Over Thy Head...” -

By OWEN MORSE

After seven years of the bipartisan foreign policy of “containment
of Communism’—a poliey that has seen the fall of Czechoslovakia and
Ching; that has seen the Korean bloodbath of the last years to achieve
a stalemate, and that moves now toward another: Korea in Indo-China
for the glory of French imperialism—after all this, one might think
that at least a wise few among its liberal supporters would be re-examin-

‘ing their conception of the natur
of this policy. :

The cold war has been pictured
by the spokesmen for America’s
foreign policy as a fight for Free-
dom and .Democracy against To-
talitariganism: .

In the course of this struggle, all sorts
of pressing situations and the need for
“hasty - decision have caused ‘“blunders.’

The U. S. has supported Franco, Chiang
‘Kai-shek, -De Gasperi, Tito, Adenauer,

- Bao Dai, Syngman Rhee; and the list

{ .

-goes om: -All were o bit on the dictatorial,
reactionary, or totalitarian 8&ide, to be
gure, but they were against- the Rus-
“sians! And enyway, they weren’t as bad
as all that, . .. .

But these blunders are only peripheral
things. After all—look at the Marshall
Plan, Point Four, NATO. The forces of
Democracy (i.e., the nalions in the Amer-
ican camp) have been strengthened. And
we've. built up such o pile of A- and H-
bombs that they'd never dare strike. All
things considered, the “free world” is at”

. least stronger, end that's what counts in

this real world. Let us be realists.

So our liberal spokesmen speak.

These gentlemen confuse two different
things: the fight for democracy and
against totalitarianism, which is a politi-

cal and social fight, and the miiltary-diplo- -

EZEEZED The Outlook for Students Today

‘matic maneuvers of “"naked and arbitrary

powers,” Washington and Moscow.

FOR WHAT? -

There was a .day when these maneu-

-vers were carried out in a straightfor- -
ward fashion with no verbose shilly-

shallying. In the days before the First
World War the rallying cries were “Na-
tional Honor” and “Manifest Destiny”
and the like. Since then the world and

_the nature of the struggle among impe--

rialist nations have changed. Modern
wars call for all-out efforts and total

mobilization of the pepulation; national

unity and popular support is a necessity.

And so we have had two world wars
for “democtracy” which left the world
less free and less democratic, and in the
space of thirty years killed and enslaved
more people than in the previeus three
centuries, :

The Second World War is a fine case
study. Allied against fascist totalitarian-
ism were, among others, Chiang Kai-
shek, Smuts of South Africa, and Stalin,
that great friend of democracy and free-
dom. The division of the spoils at Yalta,
Potsdam, ete., handed over the people of
Eastern Europe, Manchuria and North
Korea—a greater number than Hitler
controlled at the height of his power—
to the most vicious totalitarian force the

world has ever seen. The “liberated”

people of Korea were saddled with a -

Russian puppet in the north and an
American puppet in the south, a situa-
tion which ruined the economy and laid
the basis for the bloodbath.

Defeating Hitler didn't mean defeating
totalitarianism or fascism. It did mean the
crushing of Germany as a world power.
This is ABC. Defeating Moscow in a mili-
tary struggle will do no more to weaken, .
much less destroy, totalitarianism. I#'s no#
only what you're against that counts, it's
what you're for. And what has U. S. for-
eign policy béen for?

STATUS QUO POLITICS

Almost without exception the U. S. has
allied itself with the most reactionary
forces in every. country. With the col-
lapse of the old empires, all of Asia has
been up in revolt demanding indepen-
dence, land reform and industrialization.
And everywhere the hand of the U. 8. is
seen bolstering the status quo — that
which is totally unacceptable to the mil-
lions of peasants and workers who for

centuries have borne the burden of the

white man, on their backs.

Stalinism comes with a dynamic pre-
gram against the status quo and gains
the support of these millions, When the
disillusionment with Stalinism comes, as
it comes now in China, it is too late. The
mnew shackles are firmly in place. -

But to say that the major problem is
the naiveté of the Asian peasant is to
miss the point, The obvious solution that
immediately follows is merely a stepped-
up program of ‘“telling them the truth”
—a barrage of words via Voice of Amer-
ica and the like—and we have seen how
effective this is. ) :

e

Peace AND Prosperity Under Capitalism?

By CHARLES MARSHALL

The continuing blindness of lib-
erals to the failures of the capital-
ist economy, their refusal to recog-
nize the role of the Permanent War
Economy as the only means of
shoring up an economic system in
serious difficulties, makes it impos-
sible for them to come to realistic
conclusions about the present state
of the economy and prohibits their

-offering any solutions other than
those that failed in the past.

The liberals point to the “Roose-
velt Era” as though it had worked
out some solution of U. S. economic
problems whieh, if only applied
now, would solve all of our eco-
nomic difficulties. In order to do
this, of course, they must overlook
the facts about the thirties,

The faet is that despite the tre-
mendous efforts of the Roosevelt
administration, the application of
“Keynesian” techniques, the at-
tempts to increase consumer pur-
chasing power, the American econ-
omy continued to decline during
the thirties, and in 1937 a new low
in industrial output was reached.
That is to say, all of the “radical”
schemes for increasing consumer
buying power—the same ideas now
being offered by liberal spokesmen
—all the “noble” experiments,
NRA, WPA, all the “alphabet ad-
ministrations” of the New Deal,
had no lasting effect. Unemployment re-
mained at record levels and industrial
production -stagnated.

SOME TIE-UPS - -

When did the rate of production again
rise? When did unemployment begin %o
decline significanfly. Curiously enough,

, shortly dafter the start of the war in Eu-
rope, with the United States becoming the
"arsenal of democracy,” with the start of
““fepd-lease,”

with. the beginning. of war.

production, we find that the depression
was finally overcome, What about after
the war? A decline in the economy in
1946—Marshail Plan; a recession in 1949-
1950—Korean War. Are there no conclu-
sions to be drawn?

Let’s take a glance at the budget. We
have forgotten what a “normal” budget
looks like. Even the budgets of the early
Roosevelt years are minute in compari-
son to the ones we have become accus-
tomed to. Military budgets and expendi-
tures ranging from a low of twenty to a
high of seventy billion dollars have be-
come an accepted part of our economic
life. Are we to draw from them no con-
clusions as to what is shoring up the
American economy? Are we to continue
to argue that the formulation character-
izing the American economy as basically
a Permanent War Economy is mere
“polemic”? To deny the Permanent War
Economy is to be blind to a fact.

What about today? The Eisenhower
administration does not even offer us the
sop of increased consumer buying: power.

" It offers us instead the “trickle-down”

theory. “What’s good for General Motors
is good for the country.” Do you think
so? What about the foreign policy that
goes with this economic theory? What
does it offer to the small and colonial
nations in terms of development of their
economies? :

CAN IT WORK?

Before we draw any conclusions let’s

look at our side of things for a minute. "

What have we as students to look for-
ward to in seeking jobs? Are you a high
school graduate out looking for work?
Are you getting out of college this se-
mester and expecting to go out job hunt-
ing? The chances are not so good.

Accordirig to our -business leaders—
whom the Eisenhower administration
proudly represents—we are in a period
of “rolling readjustment.”. That is, the
economy, according to them, is just re-
turning to a narmal and healthy basis—
a few unemployed are good for business.
How do you like the idea?

So what have we got? On the one hand

we are faced with a present administra-
tion which. piously hopes that by creating
a favorable atmosphere for-big business
all of our economic problems will soﬁe

‘themselves. That this hasn’t worked in the.

past, and besides feaves us with an un-
tenable foreign policy, is of little interest
to it. On the other hand the "opposition,”
the liberals, offer us the same type of
"solution” that they tried the last time
they were in power—and it didn't work

" then. Why should it work now?

Well, where do we go from here? Is
there a solution to the dilemma posed?
Must we continue to prop up the econ-
omy by the total waste of miiltary ex-
penditures or is there a way out of the
Permanent War Economy? Do we have
to continue along lines that threaten
daily to engulf us in the horrors of H-
bomb warfare and “massive retaliation”?
The answer is a most emphatic no. The
answer lies in the breaking away by
labor from its ties to the existing major
parties and the organization of a labor
party which would represent the inter-
ests of the working class and iwy allies.

Such a move would be most certainly
in dur interest as students and young
intellectuals. Our destinies are irrevocab-
ly tied to those of the working class. We
are naturally its allies. Our right to jobs,
the things that we have to offer to so-
eiety, our skills, are the very ones that
would . be most fully appreciated by a
labor party orgapized in the interest of
workers, farmers and consumers.

The American economy is certainly
capable of production at a high capacity.
It requires, however, that it be organized
in the interests of those people who would
benefit by production for use and not pro-
duction for profit. If labor would press for
its demands, would require that the econ-
omy provide for full employment, would
press for equitable taxation and so on, it
would soon find itself divorced from the
two old parties which offer it nothing in
the way of solution to ifs problems.

And in that action it would discover
itself with thé amazing and vitaly impor-
tant power of improving its condition
domestically, of fighting for and building
a living and growing economy based up-
on its needs. Concomitant with that de-
velopment of a labor-based domestie
economy would develop the possibility
for a ‘truly democratic foreign policy
which could make America in fact the
leader of the free world and offer an
alternative to Stalinism which would fire
the imagination and capture: the loyalty

.of the people of the world. : i

-rors of modern totalitarianism are no§.

-ster the status quo which

omil b g s

To the Asian peasant, his African |
brother_, the masses of Europe, in fact to. |
the major portion of the world’s-popula-. |
tion, the “real” problems come first. Cap--
italism and the fruits of its imperialisgg -
they know at first hand with the knowls *
edge of centuries. The hypothetical teps

yep real things to them. The importang
thing for them is to get land and indes.
‘pendence, B -

And if the Americans continue to bol..
_the prevents the,
realization of these basic goals, then they.
will be against the Americans. And they:
are. And no pittance from Point Four will
help. Only deeds, not words, can-change,
this. And we socialists are convinced that,®
o capitalist U. S. will never offer #hem =
more than words. . L . ?
THE FORCE FOR PEACE =~ ' |

The only way to defeat Stalinism as Y
-Social foree is by building: an anti-Stalin-_
ist people’s movement. that fights, as &
minimum, for the legitimate demands.
spoken of above, demands that every: ..
prineipled democrat must support. This =
‘movement is the Third Camp that we so= ',
cialists speak of. e

It is international in scope, but as. el
without an international organizational
;form. It commands no governments or ..
armies; few leading parties pay any at-
tention to it. Byt it is 3 major force in
the world today, the force that exploited: «
People everywhere have always had; and -
the world will shake and powers crumble,
when it becomes conscious of its power,
It i§/t?1e force “that socialists since the
beginnings of the socialist movement
?ave looked to, and offered a program.

or. : :

Liberals today—and unfortunatély the -
great bulk of the social-democrats ag '
well—have forgotten this force. They' -
have been corrupted by the bower of - .
governments .and. the might. of ~armies,
These seem to them the only forces that,
exist, that can do things, that c¢an ﬁghg/
battles and win victeries. If you don’t.
identify with the American or Russian
state then you are indeed helpless and -
Impotent in their eyes. Coe L |
. Yet the workers of East Berlin did more
in a few days to.shake the power of Staj-
inism than the years of NATO and Voice
of America. It is with the workers of East *
Berlin and their counterparts the. world
over—on both sides of the Iron Curtain~
that we identify. They are the leaders of

the "free world,” not the United States ‘
government. i

PROGRAM FOR FREE WORLD

To those liberals who believe that ‘a
capitalist America can have a democratic
foreign pdlicy, we say: : Al

Fight to make that policy a reality .- o
Fight in your own way — within - the:
Democratic Party if you insist—but at .
le;ast fight! Do more than pass a resoluys -
tion at a union convention or a Liberal:
Party meeting. Bring your program te .
thg public, wage your electoral came-
baigns about it, try to make the Demo- =
cratic Party put it in its program, if
you believe in the Democratic Party. But
fight! : 3
' Whenever and wherever you militantly .
fight for your ewn program we will fight -
with you side by side. But have the cour=~
age of your convictions, don’t stand for, - |
the hiding of this program because it is |
not ‘“respectable.” Don’t cower behind . - ..
the skirts of “independent” or “good 1
government” groups that have no pro-. i
gram and are especially created for that
quality. Speak in your own name and
fight for your own program. Have some .=
guts! ek

As long as there is no strong voice for - :
a democratic foreign policy in the U. S, = = &
the people of the world will see Ameriea’
as d monolith of reaction, not as the.
"leader of the free world.” Only when. -
such a poelicy is put into effect—in deeds -
:?i words—will "anti-American™ feeling. .

ie, ’ g

And until that time, the fight for free-
dom is a fight against the United States
policy as well as against Russia. Capi
talism provides no answer to Stalinism
the former’s decay means the :latter’
growth. The atom bomb and its like i
the only weapon that a capitalist Amer-
ica can use effectively against Stalinism.
The Third World War will come inevits’
ably if capitalist America and Stalinist
Russia remain the arbiters of world .des
tiny. The Third Camp and the hope
Tepresents points the way out. =«
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Young Socmllst CHAI.I.ENGE

By DEBBIE MEIER

All over the country liberals ~and conservatives are mobilizing
‘against “McCarthyism.” Each proclaims loudly about the dangers of
McCarthyite excesses, the need for outright and free eéxpression, the
#ragedy of student apathy and conformity, and other fine sentiments.

' But in the meantime some of these

chardest to attack and, in the long
~ ‘run, even if it arises out of better
¢ intentions, equally dangerous.
. . A good example of it occurred
Yecently at the University of. Chi-
©6ago, which is (relatively speak-
dng) still an outpost of academic free-
dom and liberal administration.

- -As part of the National Student Asso-
‘elation’s Academic Freedom Week pro-
E gram at the University of Chicago, sev-

eral campus political clubs decided to
sponsor a symposium . presenting various
political views on the problem of aca-
«femic freedom. Among the groups origi-
“ .mally in on the planning were the Young
‘Democrats, the Politics Club and the
iStudents for Democratic Action. They
k‘ “sdecided to invite one speaker from the

i e

Young Republicans; the Politics  Club
ko _:was permitted two speakers, one pre-
E‘ . senting. the YSL position and the other
E sthe Socidlist Party; and of course the
| SDA and the YD ‘each included their
[ " .gpeakers.

Py 1t was also suggesfed and agreed by
l. ‘mll three sponsoring clubs, that the Labor
]

&

Houth League (Stalinist) be invited to
isend o speaker. The LYL is no longer a
- =ampus- club, as it declined last year any
= .gffortto beconie a recognized ciub on the

@grounds that the Students Activities office

| .. wwas turning over to the FBl and other
| dnvestigators the mames of its members
"~ % (ten names must be filed with the Student
|l eAktivities office in order to become a rec-
sognized student organization). Neverthe-
fess, despite the fact that all three groups
were clearly on record in vigorous oppo-
- sition to Stalinism, each felt that the LYL,
" jas.a national youth group, should be in-
wited.

" "Plans were initiated, posters were
inade, and publicity arranged. At this
£ Peint the Director of Student Activities,
¥ l William Birenbaum, came through with

#is-surprise maneuver.

A week before the symposium was to
g¢ake place, the chairman of the Young
Pemocrats had a conversation with
Birenbaum. Birenbaum informéd him
ghat (1) he saw no reason why the Labor

: Aouth League should be heard at all,
L and (2) since the LYL wasn’t a recog-
g nized student club they had mo right to
| be heard.
Bl " This was an entirely amazing sfu‘l’emeni‘
K hs ‘the Student Code, a handbook of regu-
f 3ations for student organizatiops agreed
B * upon by the Student Government and the
i _administration, explicitly states that rec-
#ized student clubs may sponsor whom-
7. @ver they wish on campas, and many clubs,
“* such as the Politics Club for example,
. largely sponsor non-campus speakers from
; ,:orguniuiions which/.:fﬁre not themselves
campus groups.

STRATAGEMS

“ £ - “Birenbaum offered one way out (other

. than dropping the LYL altogether): on

the bottom of the poster, after the names

f the sponsoring organization, it should

bie-stated explicitly that the three spon-

SOrmc' orgamza’uons were willing to

. _$ponsor the LYL on campus, and second-

E; ¢ 1y that it be made clear on the poster
g
|
IK
v

S LR e

T

I

. {hat the LYL was not a recognized stu-
. - dent club.
* =+ . Reasonable proposals? In a different
$tmosphere they might be, but then in a
. different atmosphere they would not be
=0 suggésted either. The reaction was in-
- evitable. The Young Democrats began to
'% ' hesitate. What did Mr. Birenbaum have
.. in'mind? While they didn’t mind actual-
S sponsormg such a symposium to have
;_*f‘*“ jtstated in such a way on the poster

" was distasteful to them.

: A new strategem was then suggested.
. "The posters were revised in such a way

that rather than having theé six organi-
" #6tions represented, six individuals who

happened to be members of six different
. political organizations would be present-

€d. After all, the thinking went, could
“Mr. Blrenbaum deny our right to sponsor
- an individual who was a Stalinist?

- *But Birenbaum was not stumped by this.
Ehs ‘new proposal was that edch of the
fhree groups would have to submit o him
-Q leﬂer. s:gngd by the executive boards

S i)

¢

very same people are carrying on a

subtler campaign of repressmn It is this subtle campaign which is

or their equivalents, expliciﬂy stating that
they were willing o sponsor a symposium

" ‘which included a speaker who was a mem-

ber of LYL!

Again, in an abstract way, a ‘“reason-
able” proposal. But by this time it was
late in the week and the symposium was
but a few days off, posters were not able
to go up, a story in the Maroon was held
ap, and precious time had been wasted.
And, not unexpectedly, the chairman of
the Young Democrats grew increasingly
worried. While he himself felt it was still
a good idea to have an LYLer, he began
to doubt whether he could, even if he had
time, get the permission of his 15-man
"executive committee in view of Biren-
‘baum’s opposition. Finally, cautiously,
courteously and regretfully he suggested
that only the SDA and the Politics Club
sponsor the meéeting (although the YD
‘would still send a speaker, of course, and
the chairman agreed to continue to help
plan the program.)

Even this did not settle the problem
‘The SDA chairman willingly sent Biren-
baum 4 short note agreeing to have anh
LYLer, but Birenbaum was ‘dissatisfied

with the wording. The SDA reworded it, -

but Birenbaum decided to delay permis-
'sion to publicize the meeting until he

On tlle Issue of Clmosmy Student Spealfers —

f Chi. Students Battle

had had a talk w1th the SDA chairman.
After several talks with Birenbaum, the
SDA chairman, still feeling his position

-correct, agreed to (1) contact some of

his members and {2) contact some of the

. -ADA and SDA bigwigs who were in town
‘for the ADA convention (so as not to em-

barrass them by ill-timed moves). Biren-
baum explained that in view of the hys-
teria in fhe community, we must be espe-

"cially cautious about the organizational

commitments we make.

The SDA chairman, after getting the
approval of all those SDA members he
spoke to, arranged to meet with some of
the national ADA leaders. By this time
it was Thursday night and all possibili-

-ties for publicity that week seemed im-

possible.

The national ADA leaders expressed
a new fear, besides that of sponsoring an
LYL speaker: fear of cosponsorship with
the Politics Club, which after all was a
socialist organization, and besides had in
it members of the YSL!

Finally, Friday, the chairman of the
YD called with the good news that his
executive committee, meeting the night
before; had voted to sponsor the meeting!
Upon hearing this the SDA chairman
made his fihal decision—go ahead!

BIRDS OF A FEATHER

An interesting sidelight was provided
by the attitude of the LYL representative

‘on campus to these events, When it ap-
‘peared that the YD were no longer going

fo co-sponsor - the symposium the LYler
informed. the Politics Club that their
spedker might therefore not want to ap-
pear. After three days of struggling for

EZXN High Point on YSL Tour —
Oberlin Res onds with Enthusiasm

By AARON ROTH

From all reports the YSL na-
tional tour is a huge success. In
view, however, of the generally
conservative atmosphere on most
campuses today, the impact of the
YSL at Oberlin College (Ohio)

was one of the highlights of the

tour.

~ In addition to dozens of “bee-hive”
type discussions, with student audiences
ranging in size from five to thirty inter-
ested listeners, the YSL speakers 'ad-
dressed two major meetings, with not-
able effect.

On Monday, March 22, Bogdan Den-
itch, editor of the Young Socialist Chal-
lenge, spoke to an audience of approxi-
mately . 150 on the topic “Civil Liberties
and the War Preparations.” After a
brief introduction by Scott Arden, YSL
National Secretary, Denitch presented a
socialist analysis of the state of civil
liberties in America today as linked to
the war economy. He stated that “it is
essential that both an external and in-
ternal enemy be kept as live issues be-
fore the American public, if the govern-
ment is to justify the war economy.”

Denitch pointed to “America’s need to
find -a scapegoat for her foreign-policy
failures' as a second cause of the :witch-
hunt; and he added: '"A witchhunt is the
last resort of a politically bankrupt re-
gime." He stressed the importance of civil
liberties for every shade of opinion, em-
phasizing the right of Stalinists to teach.

A lively and interesting question-and-
answer period followed the talk, as a re-
sult of which a “four-way panel discus-
sion” was arranged for the following
afternoon.

The Oberlin. Review reported that
“Professors Kenneth Roose and. Robert
Tufts teed off Tuesday afternoon in a
foursome rounded out by two visiting
Young Socialist League representatives,
discussing socialism and American for-
eign policy.” It continued: “The speedily
¢onceived, unpublicized 4:30 forum drew
approximately 300 to First Church to
hear replies to questions raised the pre-
vious evening by Scott Arden and Bog-
dan Deniteh.”

Arden opened for the YSL wrﬂu a dls-
' ¢ussion of American foreign:policy and its
failures. He_ pointed out 'HI\G'} a "proven-

undemocruhc Amerlccn foreign policy
cannot effectively oppose Stalinism™ and
that the State Departments formulation of
"Democracy versus Totalitarianism® is
"made hollow by support of unpopular,
and even -openly totalitarian, regimes.”
He cited support of Franco, Tito, Rhee,
Chiang Kai-shek and the French colonial
regimes as examples of America’'s "demo-
cratic” foreign policy.

He argued that “it is essential to offer
the uncommitted peoples of the world a
viable ideological alternative to Stalin-
ism.” The alternative he offered was “A4
Third Camp, opposing the two existing
imperialist camps, based on a welding to-
gether of Western European working-
class forces and the colonial indepen-
dence movements in Asia and Africa.”

Denitch followed with a specific analy-
sis of the American economy. He said:
“A capitalist America is no longer able
to ensure full employment in times of
peace without a war economy that re-
ceives necessary political justification
through the witchhunt at home.” He doc-
umented this, historically and statistical-
ly, and pointed out the dependence of
European capitalist regimes upon Amer-
ican support. Cos

ARGUE SOCIALISM

From this, extending his ecoromic analy-
sis. into the field of foreign policy, he
stated: "The Marshall Plan acts as a big
stick to prevent any sort of social change
in- Western Europe.” Calling for a social
system where "the people exercise power
not only in the political arena but in the
economic arena as well,” Denitch de-
scribed the ecoomic contradictions that
result in the breakdowns of capitalism
commonly referred to as recessions and
depressions.

Professor Tufts, an economist former-

ly associated with the State Department,
defended American foreign policy and
asserted that “Our [American] influence
on world affairs is marginal. We can per-
suade . . . we cannot coerce. The choices,
in. fact, are seldom clear and always
difficult.” He -stated that since the end
of World War II American foreign pol-
icy has succeeded on the whole in pre-
venting Stalinist expansion, “except
through force and violence.” His tone
scribed the economic contradictions that
was frequently deprecating and he at
one point accused the YSL speakers of
giving “the: Communist Party line,” and

_shortly. later charged  them with “saying

dministration

E

their cwnl liberties, the LYL decided 'Hlaf
such sponsorship for the debafe might noi'
be to their liking!

Why! He hinted that the Polities Club
was a “Trotskyite” organization (com-
posed as it is of SPers, YSLers, LSCers,
independents, and a Young Democrat, in
fact) and that they wouldn’t speak on
such a platform.

Thus we have the civil-liberties views
of the Stalinists and of the authori-

tarian liberals side by side. (In the end,

the LYL agreed to go- ahead with the

‘symposium without YD sponsorship.)

Birenbaum continues, as publicity is

- finally going up, to argue that his actions

were in no way “irregular” or “unfair.”
True, he concedes, this procedure has

never been required before. True, he was -

anxious to convinee all the organizations
involved of the possible inadvisability of

having an LYLer on the platform. But '

it is only a necessary precaution to pro-
tect innocent members of the three or-
ganizations—from (one can only as-

sume) the “deceitfulness” of their elect-
ed officers!-

Yet, without doubt, its only effect, as
Birenbaum was well aware, was to try
to make -it difficult (and would have
made it impossible, were it not for the
fact that liberals still exist of better
mettle than Blrenbaum or the ADA lead-
ership) for the LYLer to appear -on
campus,

Its very subtlety is its very dunger. It
produces and adds to the "atmosphere™
in which a student is fearful of speaking
his mind, of acting 'rashly,” and in gen-
eral of participating freely ond princi-
pledly in political activity.

N
N

the same thmg McCarthy says.”

Professor Roose, - also an economist
and, reportedly, one of those consistent
liberals who lost a teaching post several
years ago for refusing to sign the Cdli-
fornia teachers “loyalty oath,” spoke less
‘emotionally and attempted to defend “the
freé enterprise system” as opposed to
socialism. He cited “proper use of the
taxing weapon and the continuation of a
free-enterprise incentive system as two
less drastic means of shoring up and
effecting the revival of the private econ-
omy.” In-arguing the case for capitalism
he implied that socialism meant simply
dividing up the existing wealth more
equally.

In the question-and-discussion period
Arden took him up on this point and em:
phasized that “socialism means a system
of production for use, as opposed to capi-
talism which produces for profit.” Hé
stated that socialism means "a great deal
more than merely redistributing existing
wealth”” and cited several examples 'l'o
show this.

Denitech  discussed Roose’s “alterna-
tives” and dealt in some detail with the
Keéynsian analysis and its inadequacies,
indicating that, as Keynes himself had
admitted, no existing capitalist govern-
ment could possibly apply Keynesian
techniques on a wide enough basis to be

_really effective.

- The formal discussion period was ex-
cellent, though brief, and it was extended
informally for several hours. Student
opinion indicated that on the -whole the

YSL’s ideas were well received. There .

seemed to be a general feeling of dis-
satisfaction with the performance of
their two professors, and particularly
with that of Mr. Tufts. The most ad-
verse criticism heard was that “both
sides used clichés.”

The over.all impression the YSL creui'ed
at Oberlin could hardly have been better.
A socialist discussion club is in the proc-
ess of being formed and will probably
start out with a substantial membéership.
The speakers were cordially invited to re-
turn, and it was not uncommon for a stu-
dent to inform them, "l don't agree with

you but I'm glad you came. You've got the -

whole campus talking and for the first

* time in years, everyone seems to be ac-

tively interested in ideas."” ,

This sort of comment is perhaps, the

best indication of the effect of the YSL
at Oberlm College

T
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