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HE ARMSOFS ALINIS

where Stalinist influence has obtained a foothold, Guatemala, Washington is do-
ing its. utmost to push the country deeper into the arms of the Stalinists.

Here in this "banana republ' " dominated economically. by the United Fruit

Company, American economic' imperialism is doing- the job to grease the road

for Stalinist influence which, in Indochina, was performed by French colonialism. |

In the Americas as in Asia, Stalinism
feeds on the crimes of imperialism and
capitalism; it appeals to the anti-impe-

rialist and anti-capitalist sentiments of .

the peoples. But this appeal which it is
able to use for its own purposes is not
merely ¢ propaganda ” It.is also based
on the truth.

In Guatemala the Arbernz regime; led

’ "by a-social-reform party which has also

accepted thé Stalinist party into the
government as a coalition partner, has
dared to take steps against United
Fruit, the .chief foreign exploiter of Guate-
malan labor and Guatemalan resources. A good
part of the conflict hinges around this. On the
one hand, the Arbenz government has leaned
on Stalinist support in mobilizing resistance
to the foreign exploiter. On the other hand,
the Stalinists have utilized Guatemalan anti-
imperialism in order to extend their own influ-
ence. And the U. S. has been trying to paint
Guatemala as “Communist-dominated” as part
of its own defense o0f imperialism.

This tug-of-war has not just started. It reach-
ed one climactic point at the Caracas Inter-

. American Conference where the U. S. sought to

make "Communist infiltration™ the main issve,
fwisting the arms of the Latin American dele-
gates to get d majority vote for its resolution
which was designed to lay the groundwork for
possible intervention.

It has now reached another climax with the
latest efforts of Washington to stir up a hue
and cry about the “pro-Communist Guatemalan
government” for buying arms. from Czechoslo-
vakia.

" Even before the Caracas conference, there'

was common talk in the air about machinations
by the State Department to use Honduras and
Nicaragua, Guatemala’s neighbors, as .screens
for intervention. The small Central- American
country which was the butt of these marenvers

was meariwhile cut off from all arms purchases.” -

Denied any military supphes from the U. S.

and embargoed by U. S. influence, the Guate- j
_ malah. goverhrment . exefeised -its . ~Sovergign

right: to. purchase a s:htplea.(f of arms from

wherever it could get them—which was behind

the Iron Curtain. In ¥ blatant demonstration
of “Yankee domination,” Washington has had
résort to open threats of force.

It is clear-that this crade strong-arm stuff
has consolidated all elements in Guatemala—
right, left and Stalinist—behind the Arbenz
regime.

BOOMERANG

Here is how American imperialism demon-
strates its invaluable aid to the growth o’
Stalinism in the Americas:

"Washington's outcry over this country's
[Guatemala’'s] purchase of arms from Commu-

nist sources in Europe appears to have boomer-:

anged,” writes Sydney Gruson, N. Y. Times cor-
respondent who is now back in Guatemala after
having been expelled from it. 1% has achieved,
for Guatemala, a greater degree of national
unity than she has experienced in a long time.”

“Newspapers,” he continues, “that normally
are in constant opposition have rallied to de-

- fend - the. government’s action in buying what

the State Department described as an ‘impor-
tant shipment of arms’ from Communist-con-

trolled territory....” (May 21.)

-On May 24, Gruson wrote again:

“The _decision 6f the Supreme Court
. i3’ & welcome break. in the procession
of news over the front pages. With re-

~ gard to-civil rights, that is, issues of ra--

cial democracy, the tendency of the ju-
diciary has been pretty steadily toward
breaking down: institutionalized racism.
This iz in sharp contirast with its ten-
dency on civil liberties, that is, freedom
of expression’ in its various forms. The

Picture is progress on the one and deep- -

ening reaction on the othér. They have
not gone hand in hand; on the conirary

they have taken off in contrary direc- .

" tions. That picture is mot mew; it has
been going on for some years,-and it has
been. analyzed in our press from some
basw pomts of view. It-is well to point
to it again.” — Labor Action, June 15,
1953. ~

That sounds as if it might have been

,wrltten with reference to the last thump-

ing: “decision ‘of the Supreme Court out-

slawing race-segrega'eed educatmn

BEHIND THE 'SUPREME COURT DECISION ON SEGREGATED EDUCATION

- “The consensus here among Guate-
malans and foreigners alike is that the
United States has chosen the wrong issue
in seeking a showdown with Guatemala
over her purchase of arms behmd the
Iron Curtain.

“For most Guatemalans the issue has

e

A e T »

 New Social Forces Against Jim Crow

. ,
point of fact, it referred (last year) to
“the decision of the Supreme Court in

June 8, upholding the validity of an éld -
District- of Columbia law requiring racial -

equality in Washington restaurants.”
Qtur article on thé Supreme Court de-
cisfon last week left this guestion to be

discussed: why has the ‘political trend-on -

these twe aspects of democracy, gone in
diametrically opposite directions?

In the first place, what are the social”
and political reasons for the real inroads
on the Jim Crow system which have been:-

made by government and court dcfion in
the last decade and more?

Instead of writing a new articlé on the -
" subject,~we would like to highlight the

fact that five-six years ago, our Inde-

‘pendent Socialist press already analyzed
the basic factors and trénds in this move- -

ment, in terms which are even more im-

portant today than when they were wrlt— :

ten.

The sectlon below consxsts of excerpts =

from the ISL resolution on the Negre
question of 1949.
o [ ]

THE WAR NEED

‘= The lessening of Jim Crow as a. prac-

tice was-initiated after Pearl Harbor as
4 wWar measure.

In order fo get out-production it was
imperative-that the number of "hands™ be
increased for operations in the fields,
mines, factories and forests. The one sure
way to accomplish this was to hire Ne-
‘groes, the very people who had for so
many decades been virtually barred from
industry, except for the heaviest, dirtiest,
the lowest-paid and .meanest tasks.

A further factor operating to assure
the employing of Negroes was the low
:¢bb of immigration. Not only was this
-due ‘to the quota system but also.to the
fact that the peteéntial European immi-
“grants were ‘engaged in the “war effort”
(Continued on page 2}

-

thrust far into thé background the ques-
tion of whether the government of Presi-
dent Jacobo Arbenz Guzman is influenced

. or dominated by a- Communist party dedi- -

cate to Moscow’s ends. Friénds and £6es
of the administration have.elosed ranks

in support of the. government’s position . |-
that it had not only the right-but a duty -

to buy arms wherevér it could after the

United States had refused to sell arms.

"That this reaction should be shown so. -
strongly by critics of the government has - :

come as a shock to many. Guatemalans

-who had been crying for many months . for.

the United States to do something about
the political . situation have joined . the
great upsurge of nationalism that has re-
leased itself agamsf the United Sfcies
since the arms issue arose."

FEEDING STALINISM

If this was the “wrong-issue,” what
was the “right” one? For, as we shall
see, there is a way, a simple and obvicus
~ (Tarn_to last’ page}




T

i

= gy

S

A A

i Uik w7 o e g

i i = E i )

" the independent -International

>

LAB@R ACT”’:,

By BEN HALL

Over- 18,&&0 ballots have been
cast in the general elections of the
National Marltlme Union (CIO),
which began on April 1 and end
on June 15 when the votes will be
tabulated by the Honest Ballot As-
sociation. It is a critical moment in
NMU history.

" Inside: the union, an opposition
group- headed by National Secre-
tary Neal Hanley and Vice-Presi-

" dent Hulbert Warnér have entered

a slate of candidates for every of-

- fice except president and seek to

overturn the Curran regime while
permlttmg him to continue in of-
ﬁce ‘they openly accuse the present
leadershlp of allowing the union to
sink into the control of racketeering offi-

" eials.

..Outside, the NMU" faces the ever-pres-
ent»rival‘ry,of the AFL. Seafarers- Inter-
national Union whose Atlantic Distriet is

- headed by an ambitious man, Paul Hall.

Hall’s union, together with the AFL
Teamsters. Union, head the drive to oust
Long-
shoremen’s  Association from the New
York docks; if they succeed and the

" lorigshoremen fall under the influence of

th¢ Teamsters and Seafarers, an ominous
threat will hang over the NMU.
~Dave Beck, president of ‘the Teamsters,

) wants fo sabotage any AFL- CIO no-

rai‘dmg agreement; Hall can get ahead

_only by cutting into the NMU jurisdic-

5

. opposite tendencies of the Supreme Court

~ ot .unanimous:

tion on the East Coast. A possibility is
“created of a powerful teamster-long-
shere-seafarers coalition against the
NMU, which is the last strong outpost
of the CIO on the waterfront.

: CURRAN AND ILA

o Curran was. quick to notice this threat;
,,[w}nle all AFL and CIO leaders backed
the fight against ILA raclgeteers, Curran
took a neutral stand. In fact, his opposi-
tlon accuses him of holding secret meet-
mgs with ILA head Bradley.

To defend its position on the New York

: '_ “waterfront, the CIO needs an NMU
whese membership feels that the union is
theirs, that they have something to fight -

for The NMU must be markedly differ-
ent from its bureaucrat-ridden AFL ri-
‘vals.

But.in recent.years the Curran regime
in.the NMU has been clamping its own
machine control over the union. A brutal
campaign of physical violence and dicta-
‘torial .expulsions was organized by him
in .1949  against critics. who then con-
trolled- the New: York: section of the
NMU. When these men (Keith, Lawr-
enson, Drummond) were expelled, a big
blow:-was struck at union democracy.

As Af to underline the point about the

onteivil rights -as. against-civil liberties

“ " [see.front-page article on this-question],
- the-followirig-two headlines appeared on

" - -page 1 of the N. Y, Times on May 25:
. i “Negroes Win New Victories in 6 High
- Court Bias Cases” — following up the

great: vietory: against. race- segregated
‘education; and—

~#High Court Backs McCarran Act;

Rules Ex-Red "Alien Is Deportable.”
2 The'peint about the latter decision was

that: the court upheld the constitution-
.ality of the McCarran anti-alien act’s

- clause which makes past membership in
* the: Communist Party a ground for the
. deportation of an alien.

And-this anti-democratic decision was
the familiar and honor-
able: minority of Justices Douglas and

Black put in their dissent, as usual in
~.such civil-liberties cases.

The specific case was that of Robert
“Norhert Galvan, a Mexican who has lived

~in this country since 1918, is married to

"a native-born American and is the father

- of four children born here.
Galvan:quit: the, CP in .1948, two years:

hEFORE ‘the McCcrran -Act. was -passed.
How" h be &eporfed beccuse he once

b s e M2l S s i

Now: a new group of CI‘lthS arises,

from among those who supported him in

1949. The Warner-Hanley caucus calls
itself the NMU Membership Committee.
If Curran sueceeds in crushing and ex-
pelling them, it is hard to see how rank-
and-file democracy can recover.

The Hanley-Warner NMU Member-
Shlp Committee has published the first
issue of a four-page tabloid newspaper
to back their campaign; in fact, they
summarize their accusations against the

present leadership. Their chief charge’

accuses high union officials of participat-
ing in a union book-selling racket. Their
story as published in their paper is as
follows:

AGAINST A PROBE

Andrew Mele, a former NMU member,
in a written confession now in the hands
of the district attorney’s office, admitted
participating in the racket. He relates,
in_this confession, that.he met New York
Port Agent John Hunt in 1950 aboard
the S8.S: America. In 1951, Hunt told
Mele that he could supply NMU books
(and jobs) for $50 egch, except for Ne-
groes and Puerto Ricans who would have
to pay $100.

In the next two years, over 100 books
were sold. In 1952, the NMU had decided
to issue 125 regular new books per
month. Mele and Hunt saw the chance to
make a killing. They decided to try to
raise the ante to $300 per book. Hunt said
that he was involving other NMU offi-
cials, Joe Ramos, Barisic, and" Harry
Baker. Mele claims to have had meetings
with NMU Vice-President Adrian Duﬂ'y
to discuss the deal.

The racket blew up when the union
stopped issuing membership books. Mele
was left holding the bag; he had collected
$1,200 which he had turned over to Hunt.
But the books were never issued. Hunt
told Mele that he was broke and couldn’t
make restitution. When called before the
grand jury, Hunt took refage in the
‘Fifth Amendment and refused to answer
questions. Thus ends the: Warner-Hanley

_account.

Meanwhile, all the accused NMU offi-
cials remain in office. No steps have been
taken against them in the union; every-

thing awaits the outcome of grand jury.

proceedings.

The Hanley-Warner group demands
that the union start its own probe by the
election of a rank-and-file 1nvest1gat1ng
commiftee. One of -the main demands in
their-platform reads: “Eliminate corrup-
tion and racketeering in our union wher-
ever it exists; stop back-door-shipping;
and rid the union of any and all grafters
and chiselers.”

" The opposition eclaims, too, that the

. union attorney has been raking in exces-

sive fees in handling legal cases for the
uniorr and for its members and in servie-
ing -the pension and welfare funds.

.«,’D__bugias and Black Di‘ssehting -
lien Deported for Past (P

joined -the CP, even though he is not now
a CPer, ‘and though the-law under which
he .is to be deported -was not in.existence
at the time that he joined and not even af
the time that he quit!

Justice William O, Douglas® dissent said:
"l cannot agree that because.a man was
once a Communist he must always carry
the curse.”

“unwilling to say that . .. this man may
be driven from our land becuuse he joined
a political party that California and the
nation then recognized as perfectly legal.”

Galvan was only 6 years when he was
brought to the U."S.”

“Thé record submitted to the Supreme
Court showed,” reported the Times story,
“that Mr. Galvan had joined, at the urg-
ing of leaders of the labor union to
which he - belonged, * an organization
known as the Communist Political Asso-
ciation. This was in 1944 and at that
time the Communist Party in this coun-
try had been dissolved.”

The “Communist Political Association”
was the name adopted by the CP during
its “super-patriotic” period when Russia
was the “grand ally” of the United

-States and-all was sweetness and light in

the: reldtions. between- the. Stalinists and

e :the authorities.- While of ‘course the es- -

Justice Black declared he was -

{Continued from page 1]

in their own countries, either in industry
or on the battlefield. It was thus pri-
marily the importunity of the capitalist
ruling class in"the U. S. which gave the
Negro his “opportunity” in industry....

A.major contribution to this change in
the customs of the country was the ex-
istence of the industrial upion movement,
the CIO. The vast bulk of wartime pro-

~ duction. took place in the plants under

contract to the CIO: It was here that the
great bulk of Negroes were organized.

COLD-WAR PRESSURE

"Not only was the economic status of the

+ Negro altered because of the demands of

wartime production but also because the -

war which 'was being fought was heralded

" far and wide, to all the peoples of the
earth, as a crusade against fascism. Im-
plicit in this position, of course, was the
rejection of 'racism,"” of Jim Crow. There-
fore, something had o be done to miti-
gate the lot of the Negro, to the end that
this country could stand before the people
of the world, most of whom: are non-white,
as a genuine practitioner of the demo-
crahc virtues.

‘These were the major "considerations
which actuated the capitalist ruling class
in proclaiming ‘their interests in “our
Negro fellow citizens.” When we say that
these were the major considerations, we
are mindful of the fact that the Negroes
themselves and their friends among the
liberals were of considerable weight in
effecting what transformation there was.
The March-on-Washington movement, al-
though it never marched, nevertheless
played a potent part in bringing about
some change in the treatment dealt Ne-
groes. That is to say that the bourgeoisie,
as is so-often the case, had to be shown
where its interests lay and to be prodded
into orienting itself in the proper way to
plotect its interests and achleve its aims
in the war. »

JIM CROW AND MILITANCY

Next to the Civil Rights Program, that
which caused the greatest furor were the

various decisions of the Supreme Court -

dealing with voting, travel and school

attendance by Negroes. ... These deci-.

siohis have resulted in the increase in the
number of Negro voters in the South.
Not only -are more Negroes voting but
they are beginning here and there to
announce as candidates for office. In the
matter of travel the courts’ decisions
have resulted in better accommodations
for Negroes and in legal equality in ob-

- taining seats in interstate travel. In the

matter of education the South has been
forced to change its practices. .

We emphasize the tremendous effect of
even these limited changes on Negro life
and the standard of living of the Negroes
as a whole, The results are increased
economic sustenance, a lowering of the
illiteracy rate, a lower mortality rate
and a general elevation of the cultural
level.

Along with these developments comes
greafer independence and militancy. This,
for the reason that Negroes, like any other

Membership

sential nature of the CP was not changed
thereby, the fact. underlies the irony of

the situation of 2 man who (according fo.

the record, and quite likely too) joined
the organization. at a- time when an “in-
nocent” could have_good cause to be en-
tirely ignorant of the nature of the Stal-
inist movement. .

. The anti-alien deportation provisions
adopted- in the McCarran Act in the
course of the witchhunt would be a dis-

grace to the principles of democracy even:

if the specific case was that of a current
CP member without the particular circum-
stances of Galvan's situation. But the Gal-
van case peculiarly emphasizes the police-
state role. of the law: -

Justice Frankfurter who,
civil-liberties cases,  has. often taken an
ambpiguous. stand..between .the Douglas-
Black minority and. the majority, this
time plumped for the right wing, writ-
ing, the decision himself. The decision
(as far as ‘we can. gather from the
skimpy press report) merely confined
itself to arguing that Congress had full
power to deal with aliens.

“A Labor Action sub is $2 a year .
_ Get it EVERY week! -

in other-
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” Votmy in Test New Social Forces——
f Curran’s Power

- section of the masses, wull fearn how to

demand more and expect more as they
become. better fed, housed, clothed. One
should not expect the same militancy from
a Negro toiler in the serpentine swamps
of South Carolina &s from a Negro auto-
mobile worker. in Detroit. . . .

One feature-of the struggle of the Ne-

groes for their demoeragic rights is the

beginning of the elimination of chauvi-
nism and chauvinistic practices..from
their own ranks. One hears-less talk now
from Negroes about' “race-consciousness”

" and “race pride.” More and more Negroes
look ‘upon themselves as “Americans”
with the duties and responsibilities of-

Americans citizens. They also are more
insistent’ in their rights as American
citizens. This is unquestionably the re-
sult of the improved civil and economic
status of Negroes. The biggest contribu-
tion to this end has been the activity of
the CIO, and the opportunities which
have come to the Negro masses to be-
come better integrated into the labor
movement. . . .

THE CIVIL-RIGHTS REPORT

The outstanding event in connection
with Negro freedom and equality was the
report of the President’s Committee on
Civil Rights headed by Charles Wilson
of the General Electric Co. [not to be
confused with Defense Secretary Charles
Wilson of GM—EJ.]. Coupled with this
is the inclusion of the recommendations
made in that. report in the message of
the president [Truman] to the 80th Con-
gress. . . .

Both the meaning of the Civil Rights
Program and why it is being promoted at
this time can -be learned from a reading
of the Report.

(1) The embarrassment which the U. S.
faces in Europe on account of its demo-
cratic proclamations and its Jim: Crow
practices. This means that the prestige of
the U. S. abroad will be placed in jeop-
ardy, particularly with Russia seizing on
every Jim Crow incident and the general
Jim Crow in the country fo discredit the
u.s.

In this connection, of course, it is neec-
essaty to stress that the bourgeoisie and

its government at Washington are anx--

ious that there be no appreciable-opposi-

-tion to  the war preparations with Rus-

sia, or any obstacles in the way of na-

tional unity when ‘the third imperialist-

world war begins. It might prove very
embarrassing to have the Negroes in the
U. 8. threatening to march on Washing-
ton, while the government is calling the
world to the democratic struggle against
reactionary and totalitarian Russia.

(2) The bourgeoisie in the U. S. wants
a-larger domestic market. This can only
come from capitalist full employment.
This means that people must have employ-
ment irrespective of race. For this reason
the Civil ngMs Report was directed main-
ly at the South. The Northern consumer-
goods industrialists want to penetrate the
‘Southern market of 21 millions. This mar-
ket is composed predomnanﬂy of “poor
whites" and Negroes.

(3) There are persons in the U. S,
liberals, radicals, old-fashioned eco-

nomic conservatives, who believe in “the- -

American dream.” These- people are in-
fluential in the Negro’s struggle for c1v1I
rights. .

NOT A "FAKE"

. To argue that the eivil- mghts pro-
gram is a “fake” because: “Truman
knows that it will not be passed,” is not
only an irrelevant argument but a' very
queer one, [The ISL] must begin and
end its consideration of ‘this civil-rights
issue not with psychelogical treatment
of Truman’s mind, his motivations and
qulrks but with an analysis of the situ-
ation in which capitalism’ finds itself to-
day and what relation the recemmenda-
tions in the report have teo this situation:
It is not without significance that the
Committee was presided- over by the
president of the largest electrical manu-
facturing corporation in the world. . . .

The above analysis from our resolution
of 1949 adequately outlines the question
to this day. In point of fact, we should
also refer the reader to an important
article on this question published in the

New International for April 1948, which

more fully discussed particularly the
basic economic and international motiva-
tions for the anti-Jim-Crow drive: “Can
Capitalism End Jim Crow?” by E. R.

"McKinney.

4
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§ LONDON LETTER

lalmr Gains in Elections

By DAVID ALEXANDER

LONDON, May 19 — The r)ghb—wmg

" ‘néwspapers. have decently tucked away
into columns of obscure notice the Labor
Party’s considerable successes in local
municipal elections last week.

The Labor Party gained 544 seats and
lost only 34, while the Tories won 60 and
lost 446, in elections in 395 boroughs.

It is noteworthy too that so-called

“Independents”—usually a mixed bag of-

Tories—gained 30 seats and lost 155.
The Labor Party gained control of coun-
cils at Northampton, Stockport, Lough-
borough, Ipswich, Stafford, Walsall, Bas-
ingstoke, Chard, Hyde and York.

The Tories gained control of three
small towns, Congleton, Wokingham and
Clitheroe.

At 2:30 am. in the morning a weary
press officer at the Conservative Central
Office stated “the seats contested in this
year’s borough elections were those last
fought in the Conservatives’ peak year
of 1951. In spite of the number of seats
which the Socialists ‘have won, the re-
sults, compared with last year in ehange
of control of eouncils, show no significant
alteration.”

The Labor Party has real cause to be
pleased. In spite of the public alfercations
bétween Morrison and the Bevanites, and
the improved économic posifion according
to the Tories, the people of England do
not want the riglt wing to run. their local
aftairs.

I would point out, however, that these
local elections represent only a fraection
of all the seats on councils in England,
although there is no reason to believe
that they are not a representative sam-
ple.

GAG RULE

Last night the Executive of the Labor
Party met to discuss the relations be-
tween differént viewpoints in the party.
The Executive has for a long time been
worrying about Bevanite influence in the
Labor movement.

At this point it is particularly con-
cerned because the Bevanites have gain-
ed great —support in their campaign
against German rearmament from three
large trade unions (previously reported).
I think it is also fair to say that the
large majority of articulate members of
the Labor Party support the Bevanites
on this issue. In other circles, largely for
reactionary reasons, the tide is also flow-
ing in Bevan’s favor.

! The Bevanites count among their
ranks some very dynamic personalities
and good speakers, like 'Bevan himself,
Tom Driberg, Michael Foot, and many
others. The support which they have in

the constituency Labor Parties, repre-.

sented by their:6 seats on the Executive,
is in terms of pelitical influence much
greater than the 21 seats held by the
right wing.
Attlee, Morrison

and Phillips have

therefore decided to try -to silence the

Bevanite members of the Executive. They
passed a resolution last night that Deci-
sions arrived at by a majority vote are
binding ‘upon the National Executive Com-
mittee unless otherwise decided by the
-National Executive Committee itself. Any
infringament of this rule shall be. dealt
with at the next subsequent mecting.”

It was typical of the compromise atti-
tude so characteristic of the Labor Party
that it allowed the escape clause “unless
otherwise decided by the National Ex-
ecutive Committee itself.” This was to
allow members of the NEC to vote ac-
cording to their conscience in certain

World History—Year by Year
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ctal and political issues of our day,
and a socielist education in them-

" selves. Completely indexed from
1949 on. :
1950-52........ ereeens $3 per vol.
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cases. It was envisaged that this applied
to issues like pacifism, field $ports and
teetotaling, which bore little relation to
fundamental political change.

The Executive of the Labor Party is
in a very difficult position. In order to>
be an effective political force, it must act
collectively. In this sense, its resolution
-is well based. On the other hand, being a
party of a wide spectrum of opinion, it
has members who feel strong convictions
at times opposed to the majority. This-
represents a fundamental problem of the
Labor Party, which can only be resolyed

by striet discipline imposed by the ma-.

jority faction.

When I saw Clement Attlee accom-
panying the Duke of Gloucester on his
way to welcoming the queen on her re--
turn to Britain, I had the feeling that-
the right wing of the Labor Party has
much more in common with the Tories.
than the left wing has with Marxism. 1
cannot imagine Keir Hardie, the first.
Labor MP, going out on a special barge
to greet the queen. I don’t suppose even
Mr. Attlee can.

®

EMBARRASSING QUESTION

The Battle of Coventry-isproceeding.
with unexciting inevitability.
weeks ago, the Coventry Council decided
that civil defense against the atomic
bomb was a waste of time. It abandoned
its training and recruiting:

An irate home secretary, fearing that
other councils might follow suit, ordered.
the council to proceed with its prepara-
tions for civil defense. The council refused.
The minister sent it a second leHer. The
Council  of Coventry agreed to organize
Civil Defense if it could be shown %o be
of any practical use against the .atomic
bomb. g

“ So far the home secretary has not re-"

plied to the Council’s letter, so it has sent

a deputation to wait on the minister for-

further information.

Some -

Loyalty Purge"System Blaﬁédf!
At ACLU Conference in Philly |

By CARL CRAIG

PHILADELPHIA, May 18—Pane1 dis-
cussions on the government’s loyalty pro-
grams, the current congressional hear-
ings and other related topics drew an at-
tendance of over 400 persons to a con-
ference and dinner held recently under
the auspices of the Philadelphia branch
of the Ameriean Civil Liberties Union.

Joseph L. Rauh, Jr., prominent attorney

and national vice-president of Americans’

for Democratic Action, made the forth-

right statement that we would be bet¥ter-
off without a loyalty program at all rather:
than have the present program with ‘ifs-

inequities and cruelties invoked against

the accused. He made it clear that his

criticism was not only aimed at-the Eisen-
hower program but also held for the Tru-
man program—something which isn't oﬂen
stated by liberals today.

He stated during the question period
that he would be in favor of a limited
program which would only relate to truly

sensitive jobs. Under his preposed plan -

only members of the Communist Party
would be barred from these jobs 6n the
premise that such individuals could not

be trusted with any of ‘the nation’s se--
crets. If the government had a ‘case-

against them, it would be settled in court,

not before any administrative tribumal.

This point of view was criticized- by
another attorney on the panel, William
Rahill, who considered as too rigid Rauh’s
premise that a Communist could net be
trusted. His point was that one simply

couldn’t say that every Communist would -

betray America’s secrets.

SCRAP IT, THEY SAY

The main impression conveyed by this -

panel was that the entire loyalty pro-
gram has to be scrapped and that. it
couldn’t be amended despite Rauh’s in-

troduction of the very limited loyalty -

program.
A spirited defense of 'I'Ile use of the

Fifth Amendment was made by speakers -

“on policy matters.

" present in the audience were several of-

_trial under the Smith Act-in the federal

Page Three i
4
at the ponel on congressional h‘eo'r'i.ii.gs; ; .'%

This was in marked contrast to the atti-
tude of a speaker like Pafrick Malin, ex< - -
ecutive director of ACLU, who stated in .~
a gathering in Philadelpliia that a real
man who has nothing to fear would stand =
up, refuse fo invoke the Fifth Amendmeni', :
cnd take the consequences, etc. =~ - - '

There is no doubt that the recent vound
of House Un-American Committee hear-
ings throughout the country on subvers :
sive activities in ‘the schools, plus.Seha- -
tor 1} 'VIcCarthy s hearings, contributed;to .
this aggressive attitude on. the partxof- -
the speakers at the panel on congres- . =
sional hearings. It must -be :rémembered
that individuals who wanted to be eandid °
and fearless and who avoided invéking
the Fifth Amednment and answered all
questions, but who balked at informing
on others, were gleefully pounced ujpon. -
and cited for contempt. Thus it will rbe
understood why the speakers at the panel ]
went into great detail on the necessity =
for "invoking the Fifth Amendment as,_
early as possible. cal

One-of the chief faults of t:he confera 3
ence was that the audience’s role wag
confined to asking questions -after the .
panel speakers were through with -their
presentations. No opportunities were ‘af-
forded for diseussion. or introduction -of
resolutions, and no votes could be talaen

il R .

sl Wi

The ‘Philadelphia branch now bocsis a
membership of '2000. What is earnesHly
needed is a democratization of an organi-
zation which is now more or less:a law=
yers committee with a ‘passive, non par-
ticipating membership. ¢

One of the interesting sidelights which
gave the conference an air of grim real-
ism was the presence in the audieneeof
many school -teachers, recently fired for
invoking the Fifth Amendment. Also

the secondary leaders of the CP, now oh

courts in this city.

IN DEFENSE OF A COLONIAL PEOPLE—

An Appeal for Justice to Puerto Rlcans

/ N

Following is the text of the “State-
ment of Purpose” of the Committee for
Justice to Puerto Ricans, which we pub-
lish as information for our réaders.—Ed.
« —

The shooting of several congressmen
in the House of Representatives on
March 1 was deplorable by reason of the
damage done by this act to those who
carried it out as well as to their victims.

It is evidence of the good sense’ and de-
cency of the American. people that, de-
spite the shock of the event, they have
on the whole met the the incident calmly
and that there has been little if any dis-
position to condemn  the Puerto Rican
people as a whole or to stir up suspicion

or animosity against Puerto Ricans on -

the mainland. The ‘American people gen-
erally seem to respond with the simple
query: What are the facts? What is be-
hind all this?

Nevertheless, the :consequences of the
incident may prove to be such that this

becomes one of the most unfortunate n € plore
) the Washington incident and who in takihg

,occurrences in the history of our time.
It was in a context of continual crisis,
tension and hysteria that the shootings
in Washington took place. There. are al-
ready indications that in the present
case resort may be had to measures

“which, even when not flagrantly illegal,

endanger freedom. Such measures tend
further to undermine the native sanity
of the people, to stir up hysteria, to di~
vert httention from measures to remedy
the economic and political evils which
drive people to desperate measures, and
to break down the already weakened de-
fenses against repression of minority
thought and action.

Thus an effort to deepen the atmosphere
of fright by linking the Nationalist Party,
P. R., with the Communist Party is being
made. In Puerto Rico both Nationalists and
Communists are rounded up in the avowed
effort to build a case for "conspiracy' un-
der the Island version of the notorious
Smith Act. The round-up of Puerto Ricans
in New York may well be a prelude to the
attempt to construct a sensuhoncl Smith
Act case here,

. There is, in other words, danger that
1_1; natgra} recoil agmnst the \ng}ence en- -

A

acted in Washington, which we do not'
condone, sight is lost of the violence in-

volved in .any situation where, as ‘in

Puerto Rico, people are subjected to mili- .
" -tary conscription, the regulation of- their
foreign relations and trade and other.
. measures, in making which they have no

vote whatever.

There is danger, furthermore, that a
sporadic outbreak of violence will be met

by wholesale violence which will' aggra- .

vate rather than resolve the situation.
The real and greatest danger the Ameri-

* ¢an people confront is that a totalitarian .
regime will develop similar to the Span- .

ish or Russian, in which multitudes of

Americans land in concentration camps.

It is because, despite all that might be

- said -about the devotion to their ideal and .

the heroism of those who precipitated
the Washington incident, that .incident

may have contributed to such tragic ten- )
dencies that it must be characterized as-

unfortunate in the extreme.

AIMS OF COMMITTEE

" We as American citizens who deplore

the present step are making no commit-
ment fo the program of the Nationalist
Party of Puerto Rico, or ofher parties and

political programs, have set up a Comrmi-
* tee for Justice to Puerto Ricans. - :

In taking this step our chief motives.

are to satisfy the evident desire of large
numbers of Americans for information
as to the background of the Washington
incident and to prevent, in so far as pos-
sible, the use of the incident as base or
disguise for attack on the liberties of
Americans and of Puerto Ricans.

Specifically, the Committee for”Justice
to Puerto Ricans aims:

(1). To seek to prevent‘ violation of

civik-rights and all efforts to deepen the

atmosphere of hysteria and to extend a

regime of repression. The uprising in "~

Puerto Rico and subsequent shootings

before the Blair House in 1950, e.g., led _
to gross violations of civil liberties. In

Puerto Rico, some 2,000 Nationalists and
their sympathizers were arrested, includ-
ing individuals who were neither partici-

pants in the uprising nor members of

the Nationalist: Party. In the - United

States, pohce ralded and searched about

- Atherican to prevent the general abndge- S
-ment of civil rights in the United::States-

" tions of ‘Puerto Rico and about -its-po~3

- sible defense .under. U. S.
j Washington defendants and related ¢ases
which may e.g. result frém the arrests

200 homes of alleged Nationalists with-
out warrants. Julio Pinto Gandia, prin- 4
cipal Nationalist spokesman in the
Unrited -States, was. held by the :Secret .
Service for fourteen days incommunicato
in the Federal building in New York A
City, during which time he was severely: = =
beaten and shortly afterward .arrested .
and confined in the Tombs Prison for
about six weeks without an indictment,’
Such practlces must not be permltted
to recur. It is the responsibility of every-

by seeing to it that the liberties of «allf
are respected.

“(2) To provide information about- the
Jhistory and economic and political condl— ;

litical parties and movements meludmg w
the Nationalist Party. = |

(3) To aid in securing -the best pds— |
law: of they

in Puerto Rico and the round-up of wit-

nesses for the Grand Jury in New Yorky

and to help provide relief, if need should-
arise, for dependents of such defendants.: ..

(4) To raise and administer funds to-

enable the carrying out of the above;
purposes. 3
It is our hope that many of our. fellow- “ | “?
citizens will desire, at this critical .me~. -~
ment, to support the work .of the Com-. '
4

mittee for Justice to Puertq Blcans so

that it may render what.we believe.is ia-

genuine, albeit diﬁcult public serv1ce
Sidney Aberman, Duncan Brackm,\
David - Dellinger, . .Julius Eichel
(Treasurer), Seymour Eichel, Royal
W. France, Waldo ‘Frank, Richard
Gillies, Paul Jacobs; -Rev. Jolin ‘Pagl:
Jones, Roy Kepler, Sid- Lens, Philip
MacDougall, Norman Mailer, Ches-.
ter Marnes, Isabel Monroe, Rev. A.
J. Muste, Roger O’Neil, Rev. George: =
Lyman Pame, Bayard,Rustm “Revi..
Robert— Tapp, Arlo Tatum; Rev.
Ralph Templin, Harold Wurf. -
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" dents have learned from him
classes, so had he obviously picked up a

‘" Determinism

" intellectual equipment,

~.ther .anger nor thaumadzein,

A Correspondent Reports on Sidney Hook's Latest lucubratlom

To the Edlboz
I hasten to bring you up to date on

© :Sidney Hook, that ideal type—to speak

in the apprepriate sociological terms—
whom Aristotle used to refer to in his
lectures, not without guile, as the proto-
206n. palitikon’"

Hook ‘has-ence again saved what we
fear is an ungrateful nation in a lecture

-given May 16-at the New School for So- .

-cial Research in New York City, under -
the-auspices of the Conference on Meth-
ods in Philosophy and the Sciences.

We last heard Hook two years ago at
this same series of lectures. At that time

_he distinguished himself as one of the

_.great unconscious comedians (graduate-

] faculty level) of the academic world, a

., world in. which the competition is keen
"“the field large, and the race not always

v to the philosophy department.

He began by falling asleep and snor-

" ing abandonedly during a lecture on

psychoanalysis, giving thereby a fine

_demonstration to his tittering confreres

of the platitude that education is a re-
ciprocal process. For just as Hook’s stu-
in his

thing or two from them.
He ended by attacking psychoanalysis
in the question period, saying that it was

_like Christian Science, that it was patro-
- nized by women, that he disagreed with
" it, and that he didn’t know much abeut
- it. The well-known psychoanalyst Greg-

ory Zilboorg, with enormous wit, gusto,
and polemical finesse, then proceeded to
moyp the floor with Hook. It was a heart-

. warming catastrophe.’

- JUST AN OLD THING

In this year’s series Hook was sched-
uled to read a paper titled “Historical
‘and Human Freedom.”

" "Since Hook is by way of being a special-

" {jst oh those abstractions like Freedom,
Justice, Law, ete., normally found chis-

eled around the entablature of county
courthouses_all over the country but eur-
rently forming a basic part of Hook’s
and since he
would presumably be awake- while deliv-
eririg the paper, we rejoiced in being able
to go hear him after a hard winter of
"His writings alone—much as the medie-
"val peasant, or at least his poetical

spokesman, lejoiced on hearing the ﬁrst :

‘cuckoo in spring.
Hook began by noting that he did not

-have a néw,.an original paper, to present
- to-the conference—just a little old thing
i'reflecting his experiences with European
“jntellectuals over the past five years. It
<‘was, he said, a paper he had read re-
- cently-to groups of intellectuals abroad

in the course of his owner-operator vari-

- ety of ambassadorial trips to Europe,
" and he thought it would do.

His paper—Hook remarked with nei-
in, “the sur-
prised wonder at everything that is as it
is” "which lies at the beginning of all
" philosophy, according to Plato, Aristotle,

"_and Hannah Arendt—was met with gen-

ST

-

‘eral indignation in Europe.

. "MARXISTS" ALL

This reception is explainable, accord-
ing to Hook, by the fact that vulgar

Marxism of the type which flourished in -

*'this country in the thirties has trlumphed
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in the thinking of European intellectuals.
French existentialists call themselves
Marxists. So do followers of Croce in
Italy. In fact, said-Hook, a person cannot
even gain the ear of European intel-
lectuals unless he puts hxmself forward
.ds a Marxist,.

Never a man to boggle over a quibble,
Hook so announced himself. He soon gave
it up, however, for, Hook said, it put him
“in the Judicrous ‘position of being the
~only genuine Marxist left in the world.
A further reason for giving it up, we
suspect, was the fact that European -in--

. tellectuals are, in Hamlet’s words, fully

able to tell a Hook from a handsaw. They
know that government circles in  this
country are full of Marxists of the Hook
stripe—without causing a single ecapil-

lary in McCarthy’s skull to dilate,

So far as we are concerned, these ob-

~servations on the temper of the thinking

of the European intellectnal were the
only interesting part of Hook’s presenta-
tion. They corroborated from a. point of
view alien to our own what the ISL has
consistently maintained since its found-
ing—that capitalism, domestic or for-
‘eign, has almost no attractive force for
the mass of European workers and in-
tellectuals, difficult as that may be for
the intellectual happily situated in the
United States to assimilate. Under the
present political constellation of forces
in Europe any approach which does not
take anti-capitalism as its point of de-
parture only strengthens Stalinism,
which, whatever else it may be, is anti-
capitalist.

VULGARIZATION

Hook’s pretentiously titled paper re-
duced itself to a shallow attack on Marx-
ism. In it Hook addressed himself mainly
‘to the primary role which Marx ascribed
to the economic structure of society' in
the determination of the basic political,
social, and cultural conditions at any giv-
en time, .

This  approach represents, of ‘course,
a vulgarization of Marx, who spoke of
the materialist interpretation of history.

- This is a broader, more subtle concept,

the proper exposition of which would
have precluded Hook’s making several
points concerning the underestimation by

. Marx of the independent role of ideas in

history.» But Hook can be met on the
terrain he selected and we propose to do
0.

Absolutely basic for Hook’s point of
view is the destruction of the concept of

the central importance in history of eco-

nomic factors. For if capitalism is not
“destroying itself through the working
out of immanent economic contradictions

.-then room is left for alternatives to .the
decline of capitalism other than some

form of a collectivist society.

In  the present period there are for

Hook no final factors, no last explicative
resorts, a point of view contradictory to

that expressed elsewhere in his lecture, .

incidentally. He is, however, willing to
admit ‘the dominant vrole played by
economic. factors in. the 19th century.
This does not, however, lead him to an
examination of the massive economic
analysis of capitalism which ‘Marx’s
Capital comyprises either in terms of its
validity in Marx’s day or in terms of its
applicability today.

Such an examination would seem to be
a rudimentary polemical obligation, not

.only in view of the.stunningly verified

predictions both Marx and Engels made
on the basis of their approach—insights
which not one of their contemporaries
possessed—but also because of the later
historic intervention by the Bolsheviks
under the leadership of Lenin and Trot-
sky, all of whom operated on the basis

BOOKS RECEIVED

Received from New American Library,
publishers of Mentor and Signet pocket
books, publication date May 21:

Marquls ‘Childs & Douglas Cater:
.Ethics in a Business Society, Méntor,
35¢. Joseph Gaer: How the Great Re-
ligions Began, Signet Key, 25¢. Jack

London: Smoke Bellew, Signet, 25¢.
Richard Wright: The Outsider, Signet
Giant,” 35¢. Homer: The Iliad, trans. by

W. H. D. Rouse, Mentor, 50¢. Walter

Ross: Diet to. Suit Yourself, Signet Key, -

-25¢. Robert Hazel: The Lost, Year, Sig-
_net, 25¢. Cesare. Pavese: The Moon and

_the success of vulgar Marxism m Europe

‘the Bonfires, Slgnet :25¢: Georges -Sime-"

of the Marxist doctrine, including the
predominant role played by economic
factors.

UNDERSTANDING POLITICS
In the 20th century, however, the po-

litical became the predominant factor,:

according to Hook. In any meaningful
sense this is untrue.

It would be of some minor. interest in
the field of the sociology of sociologists

to witness Hook’s attempt to prove, for .

example, that England’s temporizing role
in world affairs today is a product of
some mysterious shift to a” primacy of
polities rather than its being a product
of a polities of debility flowing from a
quantitatively and qualitatively inferior
factory system on a national scale,

Hardly anything concerning France’s

policy in regard to Indochina, Germany,
Russia, and her internal regime can be
understood without reference to even
more brutal economic facts.

For Hook, nationalist sentiment is not
predominantly determined by economic
factors. What does lie behind it, Hook
did not specify. It would, again, be a
minor bit of academic curiosa to see how
Hook would explain the feverish eco-
nomic expansion which took place follow-
ing Bismarck’s consolidation of Ger-
many, or that which followed the Meiji
restoration in Japan. The same applies to
the more recent attempts of colonial
countries like India which have managed
to shake off their imperjalist rulers and
are bending every effort to lay down the

. industrial basis which they consider in-

dispensable for the development of their
country. :

Hook remained studiously abstract in
his analyses. He was almost never con-

" crete, nor did he ever reduce the prob-

lem to the case of the individual worker
or peasant involved. He was much more
at home dilating on the lapses of Marxist

monism:-that it cannot explain why capi- .
) ta]lsm had to arise from feudalism; that

‘impli¢it in it is the belief that the uni-
verse 1s impelled by cosmic design, that

it expected the revolution to come first

in advanced countries and not in back-
ward Russia, that economic development
inevitably throws up the men the times
require, and so on, tediously.

DEMONOLOGY

These are questions of some. theoreti-
cal interest, and we are sure that when

Hook blazes away over the faculty tea- . .
cups not a few innocents fall stone dead,.

their eyes glazed by the revelations of
this envoy from The Real World. But for.
hundreds of millions of desperately poor
people throughout the world this sort of
hypothecating. and evasion has not the
slightest interest.

- War, said Hook, again vnthout devel-
opfnent or concretization, is not an inev-
itable outcome of the economic laws un-
der which capitalism operates. Perhaps

this currently to the Indoehinese or Ma-
layan peasant who has witnessed the sys-
tematic exploitation of his country by
the English, French, or Japanese, has
observed the failure to industrialize his
country on the part of the imperialist

- ruler, and is now a victim of warfare

whose aim is the retention of his prior
servitude.

It is also untrue, said the incredible
Hook—and again without the slightest
analysis—that capitalism must expand
or die if foreign markets are denied it.
This he blandly asserted in the face of
the recent object lesson of the British
austerity program which was caused,
among other things, by Britain’s inabil-
ity to compete on the world market. How,
without slipping into demonology, would
Hook, we wonder, explain the Hitler phe-
nomenon?

THE "UNSPEAKABLE"

In trying to tie together this whole
rickety schema Hook said that no one
theory of history has been established.
The best that can be done is to stick to
analysis of single events. After enough
of such -events have been studied perhaps
generalizations can be made. A feeling

of humility, said Hook, the humility spe-
ctalist, is the ene mest appropriate for -

a historian.

A simple question from the floor ex-
posed . the shakiness of Hook’s ecritical
structure. How, the questioner. asked, is

td-be explamed"

. but how difficult it must be to explain. -

The whole edifice, erected by means of
nothing but the most modern, domesti-
cally fabricated philosephical tools, be-
gan to totter. )

Hook rushed forward to prop it up.
The question, he said, is a very compli-
cated one . . . it is, in fact, one for so-
ciologists to consider . . . the success of
vulgar Marxism arose ot t of the war .
out of a feeling that anti-Marxism was
not enough . .. out of a feeling of des-
peration.- Hook sat down.

Vulgar - Marxism, by which we infer
that Hook means mainly Stalinism, may
not provide an answer to ali the problems
of historiography and philosophy, or pro-
vide them in a humane context, but in
the world of hvmg' human beings it is
guaranteed to win if all that is countel-
posed to it is a capitalism which eéxists
nowhere except in Hook’s own head. Only
a genuinely demoeratic socialist move-
ment can undermine Stalinism.

IT'S A HANGOVER

There was a time, twenty years ago,
when Hook understood this as well as the
next person. And it is probably with
memories in mind of the Hook who used
to write for V. F. .Calverton’s excellent
Modern Monthly and who wrote two good
books Toward the Understanding of Karl
Marz and From Hegel to Marx, that
many of us pay any attention to him at
all. After all, more than one of us was
aided in the elaboratiop of an anti-Stal-
inist Marxist position threugh his wrlt-
ings.

We must feel somewhere that he really
knows better, or that there is something
in his argumentation that we are not -
really -getting. Otherwise, how explain
our attention to the drivel of which this
recent lecture is.a fair s@mple?

Time, -which is not always a tyrant,
prevented Hook frof? giving the second
half of his paper dealing with the sub-
ject of Values in History.. - - .=

We suggest-that a good plage for Hook
to extemporize upon that subject would
be at some future faculty tea. Thére all
questions can be answered with the same
responsiveness and absence of content
with which ene replies to the polite ques-
tion, “Lemon or milk, Dr. Hook?” o

James M, FENWICK
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A DISCUSSION ARTICLE—

A-Bombs and Socialist Policy

‘By MICHAEL HARRINGTON

In the recent period of the cold war,
cooperation between socialists and war-
‘resisters has increased. Faced with the
common problem of the evil of a third
world war, close cooperation on specific
issues has been both possible and fruit-
ful. I think the time has now come for
non-pacifist socialists to re-examine some
ef their thinking in the light of the ex-
perience.

. ' Specifically, T refer to the traditional

socialist position that it is the political
character of a war which determines the
question of support or mnon- _support In
this context of argument, there was no
room for a cgtegoric rejection of violence
or war. Each case was to be taken on its
own merits.

Yet modern war has changed this situ-
ation. For we now face aq situation in
which an entire technology of violence is
ALWAYS politically reactionary. There-
fore, in the very terms of the socialist
argument, a categoric rejection of this
technology is not only possible but neces-
sary. '

1 refer, of course, to the use of atomic
weapons for strategic bombing. "~

Atomic weapons are not “just another”
means of violence. These, who compare
them with the bow and arrow, or the
introduction of gunpowder, could just as
well maintain that there was no qualita-~

.. tive difference between the discovery of

the wheel and the invention of the diesel.

~. The (contrary" is true.- Aotmic weapons
represent a decisive break with all past
methods of warfare, a break whose po-
litical - character is inevitably- reaction-
ary.

The reason for this is inherent in the
nature of strategic atomic bombing. An
atomic. bomb cannot be directed by one
class against another. It cannot be di-
rected by one nation against another. It
has only one target: mankind, indiserimi-
nately and absolutely.

In the past, say at the turn of the

century, or even in Spain in 1937, one
could imagine an army approaching a
city and coupling its drive with a politi-
cal offénsive. The people of“ the city

would be told that the war was not di-’

reécted against them but against their
ruh'ng' class. They could even be asked to
join in the struggle by resisting from
within the camp of the enemy. And this,
a politically progressive war, was what
was meant by the traditional socialist
position.

TOTAL REJECTION

But what can you say to a populace
when you drop a hydrogen bgmb on
them?

The very act of dropping such a bomb
would be so total an act of destruction

as-to belie any political statement. Couyld,

for instance, o socialist government "lib-
erate” an occupied people through atomic
weapons? The old-fashioned, only moder-
ately indiscrimingte destruction of strate-
gic bombing in World War |l made ene-
mies for the Allies in France. The people
were justified in regarding their own death
as a rather curious form of liberation. But
this woud be all the more true, infinitely
truer, in the case of atomic strategic
bombing.

But what of the use of such weapons
in defense of democracy?

The problem here is that in order to
“defend” democracy through- atomic

weapons, you run the. risk, if not the -

certitude, that the democratic nation it-
- self will be subjected to atomic attack.
And what will be preserved through such
a defense? Political democracy? Perhaps,
_but.it would exist within the shell of the

_ cities and- among the small band of the.

_survivars.

But mere: than this: for with the use
of atomie weapons, the impossibility of
_ socialism itself is posed.

Historians, like Werner Sombart, long-

‘ argued ‘that there was a dynamic, pro—

le d 1o thg creatw and

gresswe force in the. developmentof capi- .

This article by Comrade Ham'ngton,
who i3 a member of the National Execu-
tive Committee of thé YSL, opens a dis-
cussion on certain aspects of the specific
application of the anti-war socialist posi-

»

tion in the light of modern technology .

and weapons.

The views of this article are those of
the author only, but a resolution embody-
ing these views will be presented to the
NEC of the YSL at its meeting this
summer. Comrades and friends are in-
vited to comument on the article.

—FEd. Challenge
\ /

of view has been challenged by John U.
Nef in his War and Human Progress.
But whatever the value of this thesis in
the past, the exact opposite is now true.

Socialism requires for its existence the
previous existence of a certain level of

production and technology. Whatever the’
_possibilities for the socialist movements

of backward countries in a world which
includes advanced nations, global back-
wardness is the impossibility of socialism.
And regional backwardness, if not the im-
possibility of socialism, places fremendous
difficulties in our way.

Yet atemic weapons open up precisely
the possibility of a global backwardness
created by man. himself. The radius of
radioactivity in a hydrogen bomb is close
to two hundred miles. The effectiveness
of radloactlwty in the ‘case of a cobalt
bomb is for years. With one hundred
well-placed bombs, the bulk of American
production could be interdicted—and the
possibility of socialism as well.

Thefefore, it is my contention that a
political analysis of strategic atomic-war
technology leads to the conclusion that it
can never be politically progressive; that
we are faced, not with bow and arrow,
but an objectively qualitative break in
the history of war demanding a rethink-
ing of all old positions. To take such a
posmon does not necessarily mean that
one is a conscientious objector. For this
analysis is proper within the structure
of the non-pacifist attitude on. war. More,
it is the necessary conclusion for all so-
cialists: that we reject the strategic use
of atomic weapons at all times and under
all circumstances,

Zoot-Suit Youth in Russia:
Stigmata of a Ruling Class

By BOGDAN DENITCH

The N. Y. Post—whose editor boasts
that he has successfully combined liber-
alism and sex- sensatlonalxsm—recently
carried two very interesting articles on
Russian youth. The articles dealt with
two phenomena, long familiar in the
U. S., which are apparently now causing
eonsiderable worry to the official purvey-

ors of morality in the USSR. Trud, the

organ of the trade unions in. the USSR,
carried accounts of eall-girls and “zoot-
suiters” as well as a series of articles
deploring the increase in drunkenness
among youth. :

The articles are particularly interest-
ing because they help give us. an insight
into the growing rigidity of elass strati-
fication in Russia — and because they
make possible an educated guess as to
the tendency of the children of the bu-
reaucracy, that is, tomerrow's ruling
class in Russia, not only to accept the
class privileges they receive but their
lack of any radieal or “secialist” ra-
tionalization for their status. In other
words: while the present members of the
ruling bureaucracy might, to one extent
or another, still consider themselves to
be “Marxists” or “Communists,” their
children are developing the characteris-
tics of a ruling class without such illu-
sions.

BUREAUCRATS' CHILDREN

The Post article almost gets the pomt
“What disturbs the regime most of all

.is that this increase in the gay life hits
-at the very fiber of the society which was

built” with such care and calculation—
the higher-income brackets. -

“One night recently, a score of Russian
young men and women were arrested by
the militia in the midst of a drunken
brawl,

"And as they were marched away to
the militia station what did one hear but
the half afraid, half belligerent threats so
familiar to every cop in the rich suburbs
of any country: 'You can't do this to me;
my father is a professor ... ." Or a colonel,
or a Hero of the Soviet Union. . . .

“But as every youth finds out sooner
or later, drinking liquor, patronizing off-
beat tailors and dancing in night clubs
requires a few bucks or rubles as the

Challenge, speaking.

NEC, speaking.

panel of speukers.

attending the conference.

‘114 West 14 Street,

b4

YSL National Educational Conference

There will'be a National Educational Conference of the YSL |
on the weekend of June 26-27 in New York City. The conference
was originally scheduled to take place jointly with the meeting of
the National Executive Committee of the League. However the
NEC meeting has been postponed to a later date this summer.

- The two-day conference, to which friends of the YSL are cor-
dially invited, will take place at Labor Action Hall at 114 West
14 Street, beginning on Saturday, June 26 at 10 a.m. The conference
will be a systematic discussion of problems of socialist politics.
The conference is divided inte four major panels: ‘
~ (1) COLONIALISM—with special emphasis on Indochina, with
Max Martin, national chairman of the YSL, as the speaker.
(2) THE WAR QUESTION—with Bogdan Denitch, edlior of

{3) POLITICAL ACTION—involving a discussion of frade-
union political activity, the role of the two major pérties and the
perspectives for a labor party. Sam Taylor, member of the YSL

{4) THE ROLE OF SOCIALIST ORGANIZATION—Ied by a.

Each session will provide ample time for general dlscussmn.j'
Bibliographies and other useful material have been prepared
by the YSL National Office and are avallab]e to all interested in .

Registration for all sessions of the conference is $1 and the :

cost includes relevant documents and pamphlets. ’
All members and friends of the YSL are urged to make a spe-

‘cial effort to attend:this conference. - :
' For further information, write to the YSL Natlonal Oﬁ'rce at

New: York Clty. '

case may be. And these youth apparently
have it to burn.

"A breakdown study of zoot-suiters re-
cently arrested has shown they usually:
came from homes where both mother and
father were career workers in the
party....”

While the Stalinists .and their apolo~
gists will dismiss the evidence that the
Stalinist bureaucracy is a ruling class,‘

tomorrow’s bureaucrats don’t. But sinee

their past—they have grown up w1thm

an already bureaucratized Russia — ig =~

void of even the pretense of socialist
idealism, they are more open in their de-
mands that they enjoy frankly. the nor-

mal privileges-of a ruling class. Thus the

gulf between the weorking-class youth
and the children of the bureaucraey, con-
stantly widened by the trends in Russian
education, increases, For if the children

of- the bureaucracy have no illusions .

about their class status, how could the
workers have any?
The reason why this trend is so dis-

turbing te the Stalinist ruling class

should be obvious. Stalinism net only
uses the language of revolutionary
Marxism but it gains support—outside

of the Russian bloc, to be sure—on the .
basis of the fact that its pretensions arg .-

taken at face value by far too many

workers. But what when the__buxeaucracy
ceases to pretend? ;

"YSL FUND nmvs_ 1

55 Per Cent In, but

Keep the Steam Up'

"By SCOTT ARDEN

YSL National Secretary N
With less than six weeks left to go in

‘the YSL Fund Drive, we find ourselves'a
little uneasy. A glance at the score will =~ '
show why. To be really safe we should .
have at least 65 per cent of the total
quota filled by now; instead we have only

55 per cent.

Chicago, New York, and “At Large,”
in that order, are on the “safe side”—
but others, most netably our California

_ units, aren’t by a long shot. Berkeley is

still competing with Boston fer low place,
. which we hope.wilFsoon be remedied. :
All units, and all members-at-lorge, must
get busy—and without delay. June 30.is
not as far off as it may. seem, and if the
drive

has been collected is g long way off from
the $1500 that ‘we need.

Even if you’re not a YSL member you =

have a very real stake in this Fund
Drive. The Young Socialist Challenge is

the only printed socialist youth weekly !

publication in the United States. today.
The YSL stands alone as the anly nation-
wide socialist youth organization of any
significance. Whatevéer your reason may .
be for not standing with us, in tHe ¥'SL,
we call upen you to help make.it posslble
for us to continue to stand. You can, and
should, contribute as generously as pos--

Parenthetically, we want to thank the

-Cleveland Branch of the Independent So-

cialist League for its denation.of $10.

Similar fraternal gestures:.are heartily -
welcome and will be warmly°appre‘ciated.- s

Wlmt s the Score ’

At Large ........... 00.. .
- New Haven ...... 20 67
Newark ............ 25 50

. AT50 39
o e

is not successfully completed we . -
will be in serious trouble. The $827.50 that -
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| . .- By DEBBIE MEIER |
| The fellow travelers are still writing their

i ey

the leading Amercan magazines—Life maga-
zine, for instance. : :

apologia, almost the same phrases.

--If this seems incredible to the reader—con-
sidering that this is the United States in 1954
£ - and not in the period of the “Grand Alliance”
. with our “noble Russan ally”—he need only
: look at Life magazine for April 26. :

What They Used to Say -
Ten years ago, in the middle of World War
II, the American press—conservative, liberal
and “progressive” alike—was filled with articles
describing the Soviet Union in various degrees
" -of glowing tribute. Some merely = described
‘laughing children, hard-working methers, de-
- voted soldiers and fields of golden wheat. Others
‘ were more “critical.” These more “critical” ar-
ticles frequently discussed the totalitariay as-
- pects of‘Russia, but they did so in a speeial way.
For example, in describing a correction cen-
' ter for political deviants, they might begin in a
5 ‘critical vein, pointing out how strange the
whole idea of such a camp was fo the American

TR

mind us, it would be unfair to judge these East-
ern countries by Western standards.
Russia, after all, has a different kind of de-
mocracy, and is it for us, with our own pe-
" culiar traditions, to judge them? . . . Besides,
the argument would continue, the whole history
of the last 25 years has been different in Rus-
sia. Russia has had to ensure herself against
.. genuine internal and. external -dangers. ... And
certainly, such authors would point out, a re-
gime must protect itself against those who
would subvert it. ... i :

T = T

- ons, but merely designed for the reorientation
of disoriented individuals—to teach them “so-
cialist responsibility.” They are not so much for

‘- politeal criminals, but fer those -who show
symptoms of falling prey to the more dangerous

& and hardened political deviants, for example
" " those who show symptoms of falling prey to

.~ Trotskyism. . .. While this might seem para-

1.:'  noiac to an American, one must consider the

. Russiamr soul—his 'whole temperament.. And also

b one must remember how influential and how

" dangerous Trotsky once was (as the Moscow

* trials, in their-own way, proved.) ...

We "Deplore”—and Justify
_ It-is' true—sad but true, such authors used to
-argue—that many are sent to these camps who
~ probably are not Trotskyists or Fascists, or
-sympathetic to either, but while we certainly
" deplore this and the whole system of quilt by
--association, arbitrary arrest, etc., of which it
" is o part,'we must always think of it in its fall

. and complex context. ‘

‘And most of all, the line of thinking ran,
while some are detained unfairly, many de con-

i

giime in these difficult and complex days. -

~And finally we should keep in mind what the

inmates. of. the camps themselves' say -about it
- all. Those interviewed by our highly “sophisti-
cated” reporters even expressed gratitude to

= ifelt that it had been a misjudgment on.the part
- of the regime, but all felt that in the long run

-gerved, and far be it from them to explain.

" The camps were well run, the classes very
instrucfive, the teachers vety kind, and no doubt
they would return to their homes better Soviet
citizens. -Some reporters might note that the
replies seemed -a"bit parrot-like,'but neverthe-
less ilie people "really seemed: to believe it."

.whitewashes for dictatorship and tyranny in .

They are still using the same methods of

The correction camps are not, after all, pr-is-‘

. . stitute; éven “unconsciously,” threats to the re--

~“the régime for detaining them. Some may have

the higher good of The Community was being:

NEW FELLOW TRAVELER

- Apologists for Chiang’s Concentration Camps

And, after all, if they believed it, who are we
to quibble?

So ran the thinking not merely of a few so-
called “pinks,” but of the whole gamut of the
press including Life, the Saturday FEvening
Post, Readers Digest, etc.

End of the Line

Of course, today, this type of “naiveté” i8
ridiculed. The modern liberal has learned bet-
ter. It was all due, he now knows, to either (1)

‘the presence of some CPers in top government

way of thinking. But, they would proceed to re-

‘he was impressed.

circles who corrupted -our thinking, (2) the in-
tellectual influence of Marxism, with its inher-
ently totalitarian implications, on liberal and
intellectual leaders, or (3). the peculiar psy-.
chology of the liberals of that era. But in the
meantime he has learned the important truth:
democracy is democracy, and he will have no
truck with totalitarianism. o

He knows that the Stalinist concenfration
camps are disgraceful.-He knows that guilt-by-
association is a typical and horrendous Marx-
ist-Leninist-Stalinist idea. And he knows that if
people in Russia say otherwise, it-is either be-
cause they are intimidated or because they have
been indoctrinated. And he has a proper revul-
sion at the idea of indoctrination, a totalitarian
tool which the Russians have developed to an
uncanny degree,

Today the "sophisticated" liberal and con-
servative couldn’t be induced to write such non-
sense—about Russia.

But, about Nationalist Formosa, now theére
is another story entirely. For, after all, Chiang
Kai-shek is an anti-Communist—just as Stalin
was, during the height of the previously men-
tioned period, an anti-Fascist.

And thus we have the phenomenon of Life
‘magazine (April 26, 1954) which publishes a

C‘eritical”’-sympathetic description of Chiang

Kai-shek’s political concentration-camp regime.
. L

Now It's Chiang's Turn

Life’s reporter, John Osborne, in “Free
China’s Forbidden Green Island,” describes (to
quote the subtitle) “How Nationalist ‘Reform
Center’ Applies Special Rewashing Techniques
to Brain-Washed ‘Subversives.””

Osborne was an especially favored reporter,
and the first permitted to view this "wind-

whipped dab of rock and hills 18 miles off the
southeastern coast of Taiwan.'" We can assume.

that his views were congenial to the Chiang ,

regime, which permitted him to do this job. And

“The Nationalist - officers in charge of the
camp [where 3,678 prisoners have been sent to
be purged of “‘Communist thoughts’ and im-
bued, in official words, with ‘new birth, new
spirit, new life and new action.” ”’] display more
intelligence, more understanding of their jobs
and more compassion,” notes Osborne, “than I
ever found at the American camps for war pris-
oners in Korea.” The Nationalists have done
what the Americans unfortunately have- not
done, that is, they have learned to live with
their charges, learned to know them, “to probe
and fill their hearts and minds, to win them
wholly for Frée China.” = .

"Yet the camp was also “depressing,” says
Osborne. “The unhappy fact is that, by Ameri-
can standards too many of Green Island’s in-
mates ought not to be there.” (My emphasis.
One can assume then that Osborne thinks that
some of them should.) It has been carried, un-
fortunately, toan extreme; and suspicion, as-
sociation, and rumor has accounted for the pres-

* ence of too many of the inhabitants. ...

While the above fact is unfortunate, on the
whole “the Green Island system of close per-

.sonal caré and indoctrination practiced with a

n f=s

universal and underlying kindness is all to the
credit of -Generalissimo Chiang Kai-shek’s gov-
ernment.” . b

i il b

Eveén the unfairness and unforfunafe mistakes
occasionally made, Osborne notes farther on,
are not-entirely without their justification. For,
he notes, the inmates themselves do not appear
to object to the unfairness. Most of them claim
that "the government could take no risks; it
must have had good reasons to send them #o
Green Island even if the reasons were not ap-
parent to the victims themselves."”

True, says Osborne, they had been taught to
say this; but nevertheless “it seemed to me that
they really believed it.” - '

The rest of the article is concrned with a detailed de-
cription of the life and doings in the camp. There are
three types of prisoners held here. Class A consists of
342 soldiers and hangers-on of the Chinese Communist
Army who were captured in raids on the Chinese main-
land. Class B\consists of “security suspects,” accused
of no specific offense but judged to need indoctrination.
Class C, called “rebellious criminals,” consists of those
convicted of active disloyalty but thought ‘o be amen-
able to reform. :

All'three groups are treated alike. They live in small
dormitories under the ever-watchful eyes of their train-
ers. They attend tregular classes and are treated kindly
and considerately, we are told. No corporal punishment,
for example, is permitted.

Brain-Washing System

One of the major points.in the indoctrination is to
convince the inmates that instantaneous death would
strike them if they returned-to the mainland, and many
were easily convinced of this. In fact many have long
anti-Communist records.

One, an ex-sergeant in the Nationalist army, was only
able to explain his imprisonment on the basis of qugr-
rels he had had with his battalion political officer- and
the fact that he had on him an old copy of Time maga-
zine with mao Tse-tung on the cover (which he realized
might have been the wrong thing to do).

Since no trials apparently preceded thé arrests—a’

question by the way, which the reporter never mentiéns
one way or the other—no one is certain why he is there.
But even this unfortunate sergeant felt no resentment to-
ward his captors, says our 1954-model fellow traveler.

Another inmate was Colonial Liu Chiang-liem whe
had been in the Nationalist army since 1930. Colonel
Liu had been imprisoned by the Communists-in 1949,

escaped eight months later to return to Formosa, where,

as a reward for his hardships, he was imprisoned.
While he felt his imprisonment had probably been a
mistake, he was even more puzzled, according to the
reporter, when he was asked whether he felt therefore
that he had been treated unfairly.

His reply was merely that he was glad for this oppor-
tunity to learn more about the evils of Communism, etc.
After all he had always been a soldier and although never
disloyal he might perhaps have unconsciously deviated
here or there, '

Another woman, of 56 years of age, could only mut-

ter over and over in response to our reporter’'s ques-
tions, “I pray to God. I ask God to forgive this mistake.
I ask Him to forgive us all.” Another girl felt that the
regime had been justified in imprisoning her because,

although she wasn’t a Communist, she had intended to-

become one some day.

The New-Model Apologia -

The author nowhere gquestions whether or not the
sample of inmates he questioned was “representative,”
although it is obvious that they were selected. That is,
he'might say I want to see a man who is in this or that
classification, or one who is unrepentent, or one who still
wishes to return to the mainland, but the choice of
which person was to fit this category was left to the
camp officials. . '

Finally, in cwnclusion, Osborne notes again, with re-
gret, that some were on Green Island who had iong'been
staunch defenders of Chiang Kai<shek and long been anti-
Communist. This alone seems to be the tragedy of the
whole system to him. For on the other hand, there -are
many “"who live out their terms” on this windy rock island
fqr whom, he feels, "it has done a great deal" (of good,
one assumes).

And so we have the new 1954-model sophisticated
apologia for totalitarianism. Will this analysis also be
explained away on the basis of “naiveté” ten years
hence? How many liberals, bisy recanting their naiveté
of 10 or 20 years past, will rise in protest against this
new brand of “naiveté”? : -

How many who have written articles analyzing the
“psychological” reasons why liberals were so prone to
accept Russian totalitarianism (father—compleke‘s,
mother-complexes, escape-phobias, ete.) will rise now
to explain the psychology of Osborne and Life maga-
zine? How many of those liberals who have recently
become adept at exposing the selective “tours” con-
ducted by the USSR to convince American innocents
will now expose this “tour”? And how many will inquire

of .Osborr_xe .w‘lr"fether or not the whole concept of ideo-
logical criminals is not totally alien to“any type of de-

mOcracy—Wgsterp;» Eastern; Oriental or -Occidenta
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HERETIC, YES—

The 5th Amendment and the Right NOT to Be a Stoo igean

/ j \

In LABOR ACTION for last Dec. 21, .apropos of the
Harvard-MeCarthy fracas over the case of Prof. Furry,
under the head of “The 5th Amendment and the Stool-
myeons ? we begay our article as follows:

“It is rather amozing that so much con be wmtten
about the Fifth Amendment problem . . . without ever
mentioning the issue which is most often the heart of
the case.

“For the Fifth Amendment cases, more usually thon
not, revolve around the issue' the right to refuse to be
o steelpigeon. . ..”

That article pmceeded to demonstrate thw in the
then-current Harvard case. In this connection, it also
discussed the defense of Harvard's position by Profes-
sor Livingston Hall in the university’s Alumni Bulletin,
where the m‘ofessor managed to discuss the questitm
without once raising the only problem which was in fact
Prof. Furry’'s motivation.

Unfortdunately, the Livingston Hall artwle was typi-
eal, but we are now glad to publish an untypical analy-
sis by ¢ law authority, who says openly and cogently.
what so many of his colleagues have shied away from.

The following sections are from a speech delivered.

by Dean Erwin N. Griswold of the Harvard Law School
before the Massachusetts Bar Association, February. 5,

printed in the Harvard Law School Record for Febru- -

ary. 11.

The whole speech i3 well worth reading but we have
room to publish only his concrete discussion of the
plight of am ex-CP “innocent” who refuses to become
a stoolpigeon. Dean Griswold presents his case as a
“hpothetical” one, but of course it is the real one in

numberless cases.
» Philip COBEN

~ - /

-

Here is. Case I. A man is a college teacher. He is an
idealist and perhaps slow to recognize realities as ideal-

ists sometimes are. He has a great urge for what he re-

gards as social reform. He is native born, went to
American schools, and loves his country despite what he
regards- as jits. imperfections. You may mnot agree
with his ideas but you would respect his honesty and
sincerity. He believes himself thoroughly attached to
the country and the Constitution, and he abhors any-

thing involving force and violence. He is a good teacher .

and works hard on his subjects.

He has dwcys believed that as a good cl'hzen he
should be interested in politics. Neither of the estab-
lished peolitical parties provided what he wanted. In the
relatively calm period of the past middle 1930's, on the
solicitation of a friend, he went to a communist: meeting
and soon joined the Communist Party. At that time the
Communist Party was perfectly legal, and regulerly ap-

peared on our ballot. He thought he was simply joining

a political party.-

One of the reasons that led h1m to join was because
he regarded fascism as highly immoral and a great dan-
ger to the world, and he felt that the communists were
fighting fascism in Spain at this time. His interest was
not: merely in protecting Spain, but because he thought
that fighting faseism there was an important means of
guarding against such a danger here. . ..

Let me add a few more facts, assumed by me as be-
fore. Our teacher was in a commurist cell, with other
teachers. The communists had great plans for this
group. They wanted to use it to infiltrate American
education. However, the,communist command -was can-
ny. They knew that many or'all of the members of this
cell of teachers were politically innocent, and that they
would recoil quickly from any proposals for sabotage
or the use of force and violence. So they treated this
group with great care.

The group was never subjected to the rigors of com-
munist discipline. I+ was a study group, and its discussions:
were kept on- a high intellectual plane. The more sordid
features of the Marxist doctrine were kept Hloronqhy in
the:background. Our fedcher never enguged in espionage.
or sabotage or anything like that, and never saw or heard-
of any such activities by any member of his group. He
would have been. horrified by any such actions.

The Case of the "Innocent"

"Nevertheless, there. were things- from time to time

which he did not like. He rationalized them in various
ways—nothing can be perfect; the thing to do is to stay
inside and work against excesses; and so on.

Besides he was a stubborn fellow, Once having start-
ed .out on something he thought was goed, he did- not
lightly give it up.

But he became troubled; and after the war he slowly
drifted away from the group. He never formally re-
51gned He just turned away. By the time of the Korear
invasion in 1950, he was thoroughly disgusted and. saw
that he had been used as a dupe.

But he was also convinced in his own heart of -the
rectitude of his actions, if not of their wisdom; and he:
did not- doubt that many of the people who had been
associated with him in the venture were just as inno-
cent of wrong-doing as he was sure he was.

: . ‘He-is summoned to.appear before a COng‘ressmnal
covmmttee and is asked whether he isa. commumst He

: ’

Then he is asked whether he ever was a communist. He

is now surely subjected o a substantial risk, even though.
he honestly believes that he has committed no crime.

convicted under the Smith Act of 1940, and more have
been indicted: Our teachex perhaps magnifies his own
predicament. He sees the jail doors opening up if he
gives himself the evidence that he was once a com-
munist.

Interestmgly enough, Section 4(f) of the Internal

Security Act of 1950 (commonly known as-the McCarran

"~ Act) provides specifically that “Neither the holding of-
office nor membership in any communist organization .

by any person shall constitute per se a violation of . . .
this section or of any other criminal statute.” But this
was enacted after his period of Party membership. It
has been declared to be a crime to be a communist in
Massachusetts since 1951, but there may be some pos-
sible room to question the effectiveness of this statute
in view of the provision of the Federal Act. That the
Federal statutes may displace State action is indicated
by a.decision of thé Supreme Court of Pennsylvania
just last week.

Justified Motive

After much internal torment, the witness finally decides

to claim the privilege of the Fifth Amendment with re-
spect to the question of his past membership in the Com-
munist Party, Putting aside the question of his wisdom
in doing this, can there be any doubt that the claim is
legally proper?
. Past membership in the Communist Party is not a
crime in itself; but admitting such membership may
well be a link in a chain of proef of a criminal charge
against him. Persons have been prosecuted under the
Smith Act for membership in the Communist Party
plus something else. If he supplies the proof of his own
membership in the Party, he does not-know what other
evidence may then be brought agamst him to show that
he has committed a crime.

Thus, an answer to the question will definitely in-

“criminate him, that is, provide evidence which could be

used in a presecution against him. Yet, remembet that’
he thoroughly believes that he is not guilty of any crime;
and on the facts I have given he is not guilty of a crime.

- There. are other factors that influence his conclusion.
His own experience is an ordeal. He does not want his
friends to be subjected to it. He believes in their inno-
cence of any crime. If he thought that they had committed
crimes, he would promptly tell the proper. officers of the
government. By claiming the privilege against self-incrimi-
nation, he can refrain from naming.any of his associates.
He feels o strong sense of loyalty to them. He feels. a
strong sense of loyalty to his country, too; but since he is
convinced that neither he nor his associates have in fact
done anything: wrong, his desire. to: protect them from
having. to. experience his own predicament seems. o him
to. have. prevailing weight in the acteal circumstances.

He claims the privilege. He cannot be prosecuted: on
the basis of any evidence hie has provided.. There can be
no ‘doubt, I believe, that his claim of privilege is legally
justified. Yet, note that on the:facts I have assumed
he. is not guilty of any erime.

.

ﬂnvesfigafors' Tactics

Of couirse his, claim of privilege as to his- membership
in-the Communist Party means that he must also claim
the privilege as to all other questions which relate in.
any way to what he did, or to. his associates in the
activity. Por if he answers any of those questions; it
will clearly connote his own communist aetivity.

. .. It is sometimes said that the privilege may only
be rightly claimed if the answer to. the incriminating
guestion s-would be “yes.” I do not believe that is true.

Our man in Case-I has testified that-he is not now
a.communist, He claims the privilege as to a. question
which - asks him if he ever was a member of the Com-
munist Party. He. is then asked. “When did you cease to
be.a. member?” He. must claim the privilege as to this,
or else his answer will disclose that. he once was. a.
member, as to which he has legltlmately claimed the
privilege.

Then the examiner starts a new line. He says: "Were
you -a.member of the Communist Pacty yesterday?” Now
the answer is. "No." Buf the witness who has taken this
line. cannot answer that question. For -if he does, the:.
questions will ‘be continued: "Were you a member of the

Party. tast year?—two years ago? three yeurs ago?": If -

he-answers any of these accurately with a "n

In this way, the date of his withdrawal could be pin-
pointed, thus giving valuable information for a possible

-proseécution. Moreover, he may not be sure just when

he withdrew; it was a gradual process. And he may
have legitimate fears that any honest answer he might
give to a.question, relating to the transitional period
might get him involved in a prosecution for perjury. -
At any rate, it seems clear that questions of this sort
are an illustration of a type of question as to which
the privilege may be legitimately claimed, as far as the

law:- is-concerned, even though the answer to the -ques- -
! ftmn would be no:’ IR

Ord‘inarily when the privilege of the -Fifth ‘Amend~

ment is exercised, it is in a criminal trial. There a spe- -~ P
- cific charge has been made, and the prosecution has by
- He knows that a number of communists have -been ' evidénce established a prima facie case-of guilt of the-

particular crime charged in the complamt or indict-
ment. Under such circumstances there is much more
than the mere claim of the privilege on which to rest an
inference of guilt.

In investigations, however, there are no carefuly for-
mulated charges. Evidence ,to support such charges has

“‘not been introduced and made known to the witness be--

fore he is called upan o answer. He has no opportunity
for cross-examination of other witnesses, and often little
or no opportunity to make explanations which might have
a material.bearing on the whole situation. It the setting
of an investigation, therefore, the basis for the inference

from a claim of privilege against self-incrimination is -

much less than it is when the:privilege is exercised m an
ordinary .criminal trial. :

The QueSfion Of "waiver".

There are two more matters to which I should like to
make brief. reference. The first of these is the rather
technical legal doetrine known as waiver of the privi-
lege. .

= So far as witnesses at lnvestlgatlons are concerned

our current learning on this is. based largely on the

Supreme Court’s decision in Rogers v. United States; - -
40 U.8. 367 (1951). In that case, a witness testified that-

she had been treasurer of a local communist party, had
had possession of the records, and had turned them over
to another person. She then declined to name the person
to whom she had given them, claiming the privilege un-

der the Fifth. Amendment. The Supreme Court held that .
by giving the testimony she*did she had waived -the

privilege, and that she was guilty of contempt for re-:

fusing to answer the further questions. There was a '
dissenting oplmon by Justice Black, Frankfurter, and -

Dou(rlas

My own view is that this decision was not soundly
reasoned, and that it has led to unfortunate results. .
With the Rogers case-on the books, the only safe adee
may be to claim the privilege at the earliest pOSSIble
moment, so as. to be sure to avoid a charge of waiver.

This doctrine of waver is, | believe, the #rue explana-
tion of the refusal of some witnessés to answer such
questions as "Have you ever taught communist doctrine
in your classroom?" or "Have you ever solicited ‘students
to.join the Communist Party?” These refusals have been
deeply disturbing to the public. Yet, answers to these

questions may be "No"'; but the witness nevertheless fears _

that he cannot give that answer without its being said-
that he has waived the privilege as- to questions about
other sorts of communist activity.

Here again ‘we have a situation where the obvious
inference from the refusal to answer the question may
be completely unwarranted. . . .

Moral Judgment

[Dean-Griswold then considers the case of a man who
wishes to answer all questions about himself but refuses

to answer questions relating to others—i.e., refuses to.
inform on others  while wishing to be frank about: -his:

own past. Griswold points out that this man finds that
his Fifth. Amendment privilege is gene.]

However such questions go, though, would it not
seem that such a person is at least in no worse a posi-
tion morally than he was when he stood on the Fifth
-Amendment?-He should not be worse off for being will-~
ing: to.speak fully and frankly about himself than he

was when he would not talk at all. His refusal to tell -

on his friends may be both contrary to valid law and'
. unwise. Nevertheless, it may be based on strong- grounds
of .conscience, -

Let me do a-little more assummg Let.us assume that

sons with whom he was associated did no wrong.to our

country. They did not engage in espionage or sabotage:-
.or _anything like that. They were merely hopeful but

misguided people, as he was.

Let us. assume,.too, ‘that. this is all far in the past.
The. persons.in question:are in.other work. They have
families to support. If their names are disclosed, they,
will surely lese their jobs.

. He must then resolve for Iumself the queshon whether

he will: give their names and subject them to the same .

sort of ordeal he has been through in order to save him-

" he will . -self from: furtlrer difficulty-and possible prosecution. He
.. come ‘fo the place where he must claim the pnwlege if
‘he is 4o maintain his basic position.

. moy -be wrong-if he- decides thet he should not protect.
himself by sacrificing thein. I recognize the legal obliga-
tion to testify as to others, and the general importance
of this both in trials and in investigations. But. can it be
said clearly that. his action.is always immoral?

Of course he may be wrong in his judgment of these
other people. They may be worse than he thinks they
are. But we all have to use judgment on such things. A

" man may hofestly feel that he cannot brmg suffering

to others in order to save himself. To a considerable ex-

tent such questions can only be resolved-in a-man’s own'

-conscience.. We. are a-society which has long  dépended

on and, app}auded the v1rtues of- the rugged 1nd1wdual-.-~

My g
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the witness feels positive in. his own: mind that the. .pér--




{Continued from pcge 1)

e y, in which the United States can con-
t bute to stem whatever dangers exist
B i Stalinist growth in Guatemala. But
I "_ ‘tlje Times correspondent’s ~sources are
{ ndt the ones who can put the finger on
4 that. And so Gruson even admits that he
‘(Bf}uch means: his pro-American sources
opinion) do not know any “right”
i issue: “TPhis :[situation] has led many
=¥ 'oilaservers,’f he, admits, “to wonder wheth-
er there could ever be an acceptable issue
with which to try to stop the Communist
dvances in this country.”
{Let us quote Gruson further: “The
reaetwn has served.to remind observers

Iate. Guatemalans is not pro- or anti-
.. eémmunism or pro- or anti-Yankeeism
£ .. But fervent nationalism. It has been mir-
E rored just-as strengly in the independent

p’i’éss'as in' the government prepiganda.

ergm o )
“Friends and foes” of the regime, ahke,

disgraceful pressure, which’is expected
t6 come through some machinery of the
Inter-American Organization of States—

‘hey. know -that- Washington could club
enough of the member-states into line if
t”got serious about using its economic
fweapons-freely (the favorite weapons of
American imperialism, since it became
unfashlonable to send the U. S. marines
dxrectly) But “in this event, they say,

. = the United States in other countries,” as
Gruson .reports—that is, an immediate
= %yietory” might be.won, but anti-Ameri-
L~ ean: antagomsm down south would only
increase, opemng the. doors wider to Stal-
insist ptestlge, since the Stalinist would

guard - of - defense. of Latin American
rights against the colossus of the North,

CALL FOR INTERVENTION

The power of the U. S. appears to be
used against the Latin Americans with the
same - crude hypocrisy as cliaracterizes
Stalinist expansionism- against its own vic-
¥ims, The common pattern is: the giant
. world power puts the squeeze on the smatl

. Counfry;.it resists; the giant thereupon be-
3 gins to yell thc'l' its intended victims has
aggressive™ ' intentions; the neighboring

under cover of this demagogy. interven-
'l'ioll is prepared.

“The rightist friends of- Washmgton
and “United  Fruit in Guatemala have
tbeen -openly calling for organization of
an anti-Arbenz camp by the U. S. In the
‘eirrent issue of the right-wing U. S.
‘News & World Report, an interview with
fwo Guatemalan émigrés (now in Mexi-
co) makes this clear, and the magazine
‘publishes this interview with the sole
“purpose of plugging this course.

*” “When there are rats, you have to kill
them. T am convinced . . . that to exter-
‘minate it, there is Just one route—gun-
powder ” This is the appeal by the
‘emxgres which is presented.

" “With respect to just what the United
JStates can do,” one of them states fur-
‘ther; “I believe that nation has the duty
of pulling out the evil by:its roots.

“The Guatemalan people are not ask-
mg for an armed effort from any coun-
: ‘try. But they hope their leaders will be
'equipped in some effective way so that
: they can ei;ulp the people with war ma-
“'terials’ to accomplish the expulsion of
~ those who have been guilty of treason by
permitting foreign Communists to con-
“%rol the government~a practical inter-
“yention by Russia in Guatemala. I be-
i Iieve -categorieally that it is necessary to
i"havé 4-machine gun in order to take ae-
“tion sgainst the: arms brought from Rus-
\-gig. ‘Semeoneé has to give this help.” -
© The=U; - S: ‘has: already taken sfeps fo

. fhat the dominant feeling among articu--

‘are being steeled to resist the U. Ss:

there would be-great resentment against:

i!mmiries must be armed in “self-defense";

ecoriomic or even military. sanctiens. -

be put-in the position of being the van-.

oblige. Planeloads of arms have been air-

lifted in @ hurry to Honduras and Nica-

ragua, which have nice respectable gov- .

ernments, under obliging military dicta-
tors, who do not believe in inconvenienc-
ing United Fruit. The U. S. Coast Guard is
threatening to stop any other ships laden
with arms for Guatemala.

This isn’t the first time that Honduras
would be used in this way. 'Way back in
1933, Fortune magazme referred to these
practices. In its March issue of that year
it described the days when United Fruit
was fighting the competition of Cuyamel
Fruit Company: “United Fruit, ma#ster
of the Carlbbeaq, considered Cuyamel a
tréspasser in Gijétemala. .
mala protested to Honduras. Both coun-
tries sent troops into the valley and
there were two -or three skirmishes.”
(Two things at least have changed since
then: .United absorbed Cuyamel, thus
ending that nuisance, and Guatemala is
no longer a pliant tool.)

FRUIT EMPIRE

United Fruit is truly a master in the
Caribbean. This trading octopus, based
largely on Boston finance capital, is one
of the big ten in foreign capital invest-
ments. At the end of 1948, it owned in
.Central America 558,965 acres of land;
1474 miles of railroad and 209 miles of
other rail-transportation; 72,082 head. of
livestock; 66 ocean vessels; the telegraph
system linking the Caribbean countries
with the U. S.; telephone lines, radio sta-
tions, sugar refineries, banana planta-
tions, sugar plantations, ete.

With the Guatemalan government
Standing pat on its recent take-over of a

. So Guate- -

he Case \of Guatemala — -

see to it that Standard 0il went its way .

“Fruit than - the inteérdsfs in

unmolested.” (Common Sense, Nov.,
1935.)

Now the U. S. is trymoF to find a “way,
in a world where anti-colonialism is on
the upsurge, to ‘“democratize” Guatemala

in 1954.

The United Fruit Company empire in the
Caribbean is being pushed to the wall. It
is .not so much immediately concerned
with the direct isswe of Guatemalan ex-
propriation as it is with the effect of such

action on the rest of its empire. If Guate--

widla “"gefs away with it,” how far behind
will Costa Rica be? The strikers in Hon-
durds will- be encouraged. Other govern-
mernts, now staying in Hne, will be em-
boldened, or, if they remain “loyal" %o the:
master, will meet with greater and greoat-
er pressure at home because of their sell-
out. There is more ot stake for Uiiited
Guaftemala:
alone.

U.S. RESPONSIBLE

And so the powerful United States -ae-
cuses Guatemala of planning “aggres-
sion”—with a shipload of pistols and
such. The N. Y. Times itself stated that
“Foreign military observers described
Guatemalan 'mil'itary equipment as ‘an-

" tiquated’ and. badly in need of parts.” K

part of United Fruit Company lands, °

the United States stepped in as bill-col-

lector for its finance capitalists—a time- -

honored role. One important fact behind
the present crisis is the fact that the
State Department intervened in a note
to demand nearly $16 million on behalf
of United Fruit in compensation for the
land, which was dealt with under Guate-
mala’s agrarian reform law. Guatemala
insists that United Fruit will be compen-
sated but giver no special treatment that
is different from Guatemalan citizens af-
fected by the law.

One cause of dispute is the fact i'hc'l'
Guatemala wishes to compensate the com-
pany in accord with the valuation of the
tand on the basis of which the company
has been taxed in the past. But now it
turns out tha¥ this valuation, which was
used for tax-dodging, is foo low in the
eyes of the fruit-emperors!

IMPERIALIST BILL-COLLECTOR

- This bill-coliecting function of the
U. S. government used to be exercised
more frankly. The present generation

may never have run across the classie

exposé of this imperialist role which was
famous in the ’30s, in the words of Ma-
rine Major General Smedley D. Butler,
who described his career as follows:

- "¥“T spent 33 years and four months in

active service as a member of our coun- .
_‘trys most agile mlhtary force—the Ma-

riné Corps. I served in all commissioned

‘rdnks from second lieutenant to major

general. And during that period I spent
most of my time being a high-class mus-

.cle man for Big Business, for Wall

Street, and for the bankers. In short, I
was ‘a racketeer for capitalism. . . .
“Thus, I helped make Mexico and es-

‘ peeially “Tampico safe for American oil

interests in 1914, 1 helped make Haiti

~and Cuba.a decent place for the National

City Bank to collect revenues in. . . . I
helped purify Nicaragua for the inter-
national banking house of Brown Broth-
ers in 1909-1912, 1 brought light to the

-Dominfican Republiec for American sugar
“interests in- 1916. I “helped make Hon-

duras ‘right’ for Ameriean fruit conipa-
nies in 1903. In China in 1927 I helped
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the recent shipment included more than

light arms, they say, Guatemala would

not even be able to assemble and operate
them without help. (And no one claims
to have spotted a Russian military mis-
sion there; theré is only one military mis-
sion in the country—the American one.)

No responsible source claims that the
Guatemalan Stalinists have yet succeed-
ed in building up any genuine mass sup-
port. They are in.an alliance with the
Arbenz regime, which is beset on all
sides by enemies and seeks internal sup-
port on which to lean. That alliance can
be broken, but it cannot be broken with
any progressive results by -external im-
perialist pressure. The latter only feeds
the sources of Stalinist strength.

The rug can be pulled fromi beneath
Guatemalan Stalinism—Arom both the na-
tive: Stalinist movement and from the

hopes of the Moitow regime to use if as a’

base in the Western Hemisphere for
prgpaganda and sabofage—only by re-
moving the legitisiate social issues on
which it nourishes. As long as the U. S.
dollar is the enemy of the people.. the
Stalinists can flourish-—or else fliey cém
only be cut dowr By fhe type of brutal
intervention, direct or indirect¥, which wifl
merely aid them in the Ilemisphere as a
whole.

It is the U. S. which is responsible for
the growth and prospects of Stalinism
in Guatemala. It is in Phis country that
the remedy lies.

NO INTERVENTION!

Washington can- complain to Sweden

- for furnishing the ship which brought

the arms to Puertos Barrios, but this
only entangles it further with other
countries which do not want to jump
every time the State Department cracks
the whip. Washington can complain to
Britain on the ground that a. British
company is involved .in the Swedish ship

deal, but there is surely enough antago-

nism to the U. S. streng-arm policy in
Britain already. Washmgton can patrol
the skies of Honduras with war planes—
as the press reports it is doing now—but
this will not drive the Honduran strikers
back to labor in the banana plantations.

Washington can threaten an economic
boycott of Guatemala—for example, an
embargo on purchase of Guatemala cof-
fee—but this will get in the way of U. S.
coffee interests which need the high-
quality Guatemalan coffee te put some
flavor in the Brazilian: product (wh‘ich‘ is
none too plentiful now anyway).

Behind thie present: crisis with Guate-
mala is the fact that the U, S. is follow-
ing an imperialist'foreign policy in every
field, not a democratic foreign policy. It
talks about hemisphere demecracy. and

other lofty subjects; but.a- -capitalist gov-

ernmetit is a: capitalist government,
I¥ ‘would be  inoccurafe fo say- fhat
‘Guatemdla could be Hie U. S!'s Indeching.:

- Guatemala is not @ political colony of this

country, It would have to-be a question of
smashing its sovereignty in some way, or
engineering the kind - of internal
which is supposed 1o be the pecuhcr talent
of the Russian Stalinists but which is really
an old story in the ‘history of U. S. im-
perialism in-Latin America.

Intervention, or provocatxon and sub-
sidization of - intervention, in Guatemala
would be a high international crime.
Stalinism can be defeated there too, as
it can bé defeated in Indochina, But the
price to be paid for that is the downfall

~.of imperialist interests.

No mtewemtwn A Gmtema,la’

coup

‘The ISL Program

in Brief

The lndependent Socialist League stands
for socialist democracy and against the
two systems of exploitation - which now
divide the world: capitalism: and-Stalinism.

Capitalism cannot bé reformed- or liber-

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

as to give the people freedom, abundance; .

security or pedce. I must: be-abolished -
and- replaced by-a new social system, in -

which the people own ‘and: conirol the
basic sectors of the economy; democrati-
cally contfrolling: their own- emmfccnil
political destinies.

Statinism, in Russia and wherever if
holds powee. is a brutdl fotolitarianisme—

a new form of exploiichon. Hs: agents |- ) -

every. country. ihe Communist Parties, are
unrelenting: eneniies of socialism.and. have
nothing -in- common- with soclalism—which

canmot exist without effective democratic

control by the people; -

These two camps of cupitolisnt and Stal-
.inism are today at each other's throats in

a worldwide imperialist rivalry for domi-

. nafion. 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 . -

Third Camp. ofﬂn peopte cgcinstb&lllwur
-blocs. b

. The dSL, as-.a - MGI'MHWM Iools‘

‘ fo the working cldss ond its-ever-present
struggle as the basic progressive force in-
society. The ISL is organixed o spread the
ideas of socialism in -the Jabor-movemeint
and among. ali-other-sections of the people.

At the same time; Independent Socialists
participate .actively .in every .struggle to-

betier the peopie's lot now-—~such as:the

fight for higher: living: standards, against
Jim Crow and:anti-Semitism, in defense of -
civil liberties and the frade-union ‘move- -

ment. We seek to join together with .all
other militants in the labor movement as
a left force working. for the formation of
an independent labor party and other pro-
grédssive policies.

The* fight for democrccy ahd the fight
for soclallsm: dré insepardble. There cdiy

Beé o lasting and genuiie déniocracy withe’

out sociailsm, and there can be no social
ism without democracy. To enroll undér
this banner, join ﬂle Independent Socialist
League?
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Independent Socialist League
114 West 14 Street
New York 11, N. Y.
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the ideas of Independent Social-
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