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ARMY McCARTHYISM: |

The Barry Miller Case Story

" -The Barry Miller case, which spotlights the scandal of the army’s’
own “McCarthyism” in Fort Monmouth policy, has now been publicized
in the press through statements by the Workers Defense League and
Norman Thomas (as was briefly reported in last week’s LA) and it is
due to win widespread interest because of the issues which it involves.

* . After serving in the armed forces for 23 months and 18 days, Barry
Miller was given an “undesirable discharge” from the army on June 8
because of his pre-army membership in the Independent Socialist League,
the Socialist Youth League, and the Politics Club at the University of
Chicago—the latter- an anti-Stalinist, democratic socialist student or-
ganization composed of independent socialists of many movements, and
officially recognized by the university. The Socialist Youth League, of
which he was a leading member, was also an officially recognized club
on the campus of the university.

In December of 1953, the army adjutant general informed Miller
that the army had received ‘‘derogatory information” on him. It de-
tailed this information by charging that Miller had been a member of
the ISL and SYL, a subscriber to LABOR ACTION and the Militant, a

member of the- POllthS Club and had res1ded w1th a member of the.

f‘Sﬁcfahst League.”

- Miller was-asked to reply to ‘these charges w1th1n 30 days Upon
fa),lure to reply, the army would regard the failure as an admission of
the charges, it said. 5

Miller immediately obtained the services of the Workers Defense
League and Rowland Watts, its secretary, as counsel. A 30-day exten-
sion was requested and obtained and a detailed reply was sent by Miller.

The reply admitted the brief charges made by the army. (As-a mat-
ter of fact, the charges made were based on information given the army
by Miller long before.) The reply affirmed that there was nothing wrong

{Continued on page 3}

Eisenhower-Churchill Talks Prove They Are

" THE TRUTH
ABOUT GUATEMALA

The Lie About "Communisf’Dominaﬁon"- {

oo page &

The Imperialist Apologehcs of Max Lerner
» + « page 7

How U.S. Agents Swarmed over Guatemala

Sl ) SR S e iy e el

4

...page 4

At aDead End
In Asia Pollcy

By GORDON HASKELI.

Two diplomatic visits last week underlined the utter rout of -Amerl-,

can foreign policy on Southeast Asia. One was the visit of Churchill and

Eden to Washington, and the other the visit of Chinese Foreign Minister. . «

Chou En-lai to India and Burma.

What is the American policy which has been routed? At the mo-

ment there seems to be none, because Washington is no longer talking.

about sending American troops to
Indochina. And sinee American
policy for the
Stalinism is so dependent on mili-
tary might, when the administra-
tion is not talking about mobiliz-
ing or using military power, they
have little else to talk about.

.+ In..the. broader sense, however.
ﬂle United States qavemmenf does
have a policy for the cold war.
That is to back the status quo
everywhere against Stalinism,

It is to seek to isolate the Stal-
inist empire economically and po-
litically from the rest of the world,
and this applies most particularly
to China. It means the support of
Rhee in Korea, Chiang in Formosa,

the French in Indochina, the British .

U.S. AMBASSADOR PEURIFOY PULLED THE JOB OFF IN LAS;I' STAGE— -

~U.S. Overthrows Guatemala Gov't by Force and Violence
United Nations Gets Kicked in the T eetllv

The U. S-sponsored mterventlomsts have succeeded. in theu' plot to overthrow
the government of Guatemala by force and violence.

In the course of the last week, President Arbenz abdicated in favor of a mili-
tary junta led by Col. Diaz, army chief of staff; and, under further pressure of the
U. S., Diaz was in turn ousted by a right-wing oﬁicer, Col. Monzon, who formed a

“containment” of

in Malaya—anyone anywhere, no
‘matter how corrupt or hated by the

local people, who promises to op=
pose Stalinism on American terms,

MAKINGS FOR DEAL
But the French are being slowly

squeezed outof Indechina, regards .

less of their-will: And:-the British
recognizé that if they are to save
anythmg at all in Southeast Asia,

they must seek to make a deal withi.
Stalinist China. They also know .

that when you are dealing with a
government which  holds the

trumps in its hands, you have to - '

give something to get something.

What they hope to give is the
(Continued on page 2} V%

military junta satisfactory to the foreign lmperlahsm
" While the political situation in Guatemala is still unclear and probably still in
flux, four things have been luridly illuminated by these events.

{1) The miserable lie about "Communist
domination” of the Arbenz government,
which has been the official justification for
intervention, has been destroyed beyond
dispute.

Arbenz capitulated to Diaz, and Diaz

‘té Monzon, without a peep out of the

Stalinists, for the simple reason of pow-
erlessness in the . government. Anyone
who can imagine a truly -“Communist-
dominated”’ govemment acting in this
way would need a very inventive mind.
There was no Stalinist coup, or even at-
tempt at a Stalinist coup, or even ruinor
of a Stalinist coup, to prevent this
course.’

EXPLODED STORI ES

{2) Another essential part of ﬂle official
justification for intervention was the cry
that Guatemala's shipment of arms from
East Europe had been enough to make it
the - dommanf military power of Cenirol
Americc

It turned out ‘that this government,
which was painted as bristling with fear-
.some- armament, did mot have enough
military power to hold back even Castillo

.~ Armas’ troops, in what all papers insist-.
o edlon: descnbmg as an: oper&bouﬂ’e war,

LAy

(3) 1t was proved that the aim of the
intervention was not simply fo get the
Stalinists out of the government alliance,
but to oust every element who in any way
had supported the social-reform and
oqrarmn-reform program of the Arbenz

regime.

- The shift from Arbenz to Diaz was a

. test of whether the former concession

would be enough. But Diaz was rejected
by the U. S. and the rebels because he
promised to comtinue the social program
of the government even though breaking
with the Stalinmists.. )

(4) The interventionist role of the
U. S. was also. evident in the ouster of
Diaz. While most papers only hinted at
this, a circumstantial account was sent
to the Chicago Daily News (June 28) by
its correspondent in Guatemala City,
Edwin Fahey:

“Officially, the U. S. had no part of
this little war, but the real hero in this
business was Jack: Peurifoy. our ambassa-
dor to Guatemala. . ..

- “Guillermo Toriello, the forexgn min-
ister [of the Arbenz government] broke

ﬁrst and asked Peurifoy to come and see.

H'un 10 lasf pcgel v

Too as U.S. Tramples Over Arbenz Regime

Whatever the fate of 'Guatemald no one has any illusions about
the fate which the United Nations has suffered in the course of the
imperialist assault on that little country.

The United States sent the UN packmg, unceremomously, ‘main-

taining that any idea of UN interest in the Guatemalan crisis was a
Russian plot or other sinister manifestation of the devil.
Every nation in the world now understands that the U. S. Ims des

clared that its Monroe -Doclrine
supersedes the UN ‘Charter. Wash-
ington has told the international
organization: "UN, keep out of this
hemisphere!™

The U. 8. arrogates to }tself the
right to intervene anywhere in the world,
through the UN or-unilaterally. Under
the Monroe Doctrme, U. 8. imperialism
has always maintained that no country
abroad must be allowed to do-the same on
this side of the ocean. Now something
new has been added: the same prohibi-
tion has been applied. to the UN collec-
tively. And as Washington rages and
rampages over the Guatemala issue, it
has made this ban stick, with its reluc-
tant allies bowing in dismay.

- It is- in this connection that’ Walber
Millis writes (in the N. Y. Herald Tri-
bume for-June 24) under the title “Guate-
mala Is a: Shock.” The shock: is to those

remaining innocents who still thought =
the UN was anything else but a talking- -~

shop, who were net convineed by previons

-demonstrations of Washingten’s. ability .

te put the UN in its pocket gny time it
wanted to exert sufficient pressure.

Specificglly what shocks Millis |s ‘thet
“"Ambassador Lodge's fiery warning fto
Russia to 'stay out of this hemisphere'...
seems to pose suddenly @ rather drastic.
new limit on the universality of the United
Nations."

For when Lodge dramatically turhed to -

the Russian delegate and told him to
“stay out of this hemisphere,” the eir-
cumstances were such that Lodge was

really addressmg this warning to the UN .

itself.

The point at issue was such that no
member of the UN .could possibly mis-
understand the warning and-

(Turn to last page) -
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By BEN HALL

A Grand New Era just died before it
‘could crawl out of its cocoon. Nobody
paid it much attention but the sad, yet
inevitable, .event took place when the

. Wage Policy, Committee of the Steel

i

]
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~Workers..Union rejected the companies
* contract offer and threatened to strike.

~ald, Steel

This seems like a commonplace inci-
dent; and it is; but its very routine

“character makes it worthy of note as a

s1mple example of the triumph of the

~erude facts of class struggle over the

illusions of labor peace.

* Just a year ago, Benjamin Fairless,
U. S. Steel chairman, and David McDon-
Workers Union president,
toured steel plants all over the country.
‘They were greeted by mayors and flun-
keys- everywhere; and they actually, as
repdrted, deigned to enter dirty old fae-
tories and speak to ordinary workers

-right in the mill. We can imagine how it

was. Each would extend a finely mani-
cured plebian hand to a rank-and-filer
‘who would uncomfortably try to wipe off

»the day’s grease and soot on the nearest
. rag before completing the handshake.

Don’t worry about that, they would say

‘benignly. As they passed into the next

department, each would carefully rub a
c¢lean white handkerchief over his palm
to avoid soiling the custom-tailored suit.
This was the demecratic way and thus

~the seeds of good-will between manage-

ment and labor would be planted.
. -There. mtay hot be any steel strike this

{Continued from page 1)

, %solUte minimum : diplomatic rec-

6gﬁition of the Stalinist govern-
ment in China, trade relations with
that government on an expanded
scale, part if not all of Indochina.
What they hope to get is a solidifi-
cation in the rest of Southeast Asia
of Britain’s alliances and economic

.-position, a let-up of Stalinist pres- -

sure in Malaya and in the long run,

- if possible, the loosening of the eco-
-nomic ties which now bind China
. to Russia. -

The vast majority of the anti-

" Stalinist governments and peoples

-of Southeast Asia lean strongly to

“the British policy. The governments

recognize the strong appeal Stalin-

~ism has among sections of their
. populations. They know that the

Chinese Stalinists have it in their
power to mobilize this sentiment to
disrupt their economies and eventu-

-ally to seek to overthrow their so-
- cial systems,

- But they also know that China
has vast and complex internal
problems. If the Chinese Stalinists

can be convinced that there is no

jmmediate military threat to them
from the United States, or from
an American-organized, equlpped

and dominated alliance in Asia,

they may prefer to concentrate on
these domestic problems while the
Stalinist movements in the rest of
‘Asia play the role not of forces
seeking - immediate revolution but
rather of “loyal opositions” to the
existing governments which de-
mand only that they remain
friendly to the g‘overnment in Pe1-

’ 4 pmg

. €hou’s visit to India and Burma
is a sign that. Peiping is willing to
play along with this idea. For the
immediaté  purposes of Chinese
Stalu{lsm, the neutralization: of
Southeast Asia is a highly desxr-
able objective.

The Chinese’ Stalinists are con-

‘ '\ﬁdent that tlme is on their side in

e e

Dead End in

year but the threat alone was enough to
blow away the accumulated hot air of the
good-will tour. .

Some people expected great thmg‘s
Business Week in its issue of June 19,
just before the strike threat, could say,
“what has been happening in  Pitts-
burgh’s William Penn Hotel may turn
out to be the most promising development

in industrial relations since General Mo-,

tors showed management in 1948 that it
was possible to take the initiative in col-
lective bargaining. If that proves to be
the case, U. S. Steel’s Stephens and the
union’s McDonald will be more than
just._ the ‘men of the year’ on the labor
front.”

COZY TALK

_Unlike the coarse days of the lamented
past, now ‘“‘the manner of arriving at the
result is ‘deeidedly unusual.” For .in
those days, implicit in all negotiations
“was a theme of menace: At long last
steel labor was going to make a stand
against the vicious corporations.” And
then? “either after a strike was on or

. practically at the zero hour there would

be a settlement am} the show was over
for another year or-two.”

But with a shrewd insight into what
it imagined, Business Week could report
that now, “both Big Steel and the union
are making a valiant effort to break with
the past: to conduct bargaining in a way
less primitive, less nerve-wracking and
less -dangerous.” And, ‘as any fool could
plainly see, this time ‘“‘the tone of the

Asia, and they heed time at home
also. They may-be quite willing to
limit their vietory in Indechina, re-
gardless of the interests and de-
sires of the Vietminh, if thereby
they can assure themselves of the
neutralization of the whole of
Southeast Asia for a number of
years ahead.

In this situation, the American
government is utterly helpless.
Every effort it has made to-organ-
ize a military bloc in Southeast
Asia for the purpose of military
intervention in the Indochinese
struggle has failed. '

In faect, its efforts to organize
such a bloc prior to the Geneva con-
ference simply convineced its allies
in Europe and its potential allies
in Southeast Asia that America is
determined to maintain Western
colonialism in the area, and even
more, to plunge it into a devastat-
ingwar which would be politically
and economically disastrous re-
gardless-of the military outcome.

"LOCARNO"?

Churchill and Eden have come
to Washington to try to work out
some kind of common policy on
Asia. Before their arrival here,
Eden made a speech in the House of
Commons in which he broached the
idea of an “Asian Locarno” com-
bined with an Asian counterpart of
NATO.

The idea seems to be that the
countries of Soytheast Asia will
sign mutual non-aggression pacts
with China in which they agree to
stand together against any aggres-
sor in thé area.” As Eden did not
spell out his idea in detail, it is not
known  whether Britain and the
United States would be expected to
pa‘rticipate ‘in such an arrange-
ment.

Itis. aIso net elear how such a pact

-would square with any alliance be-

tween’ the Southeast Asia countries
and the Western powers along

_the .present situation.*

X

union arguments was mild and concilia-
tory. There was little or no pressure ap-
plied internally by the union calculated
to inflame its membership. There was no
talk of strike.”

Everyone, ready for the waltz. V1011ns
play soft music.

It was all so nice and cozy that it was -

unrefined for the facts of life to intrude.
Just a few days later, A. H. Radskin re-
porting on the spot for the New York

Times, wrote, "Few notes of amity crept '

into the meeting of the wunion policy
makers. . . . They listened to a bitter re-
port by Mr. McDonald on his wage talks
with United States Steel, after which they
authorized the union leaders %o ’take
whatever action they deem necessary in
In a speech that
was clearly audible to reporters standing
outside the locked meeting room Mr. Mc-
Donald charged that some executives of

'Big Steel' were 'l'rymg to push the union

into a strike.”

LIFE IS RUDE

Probably the union leadership didn’t
try to “inflame” the membership. But it
did make a big fanfare of its 1954 de-
mands at conferences, in special reports
and big banner headlines in their papers
where ‘they insisted that the laws of
righteousness, if not divine Providence,
proved the justice of their cause.

They were demanding: (1) higher
wages; (2) improved pension and insur-
ance plans; (3) a guaranteed annual

NATO lines. Though China would
no doubt be quite willing to sign
non-aggression paects with the
countries of Southeast Asia, it is
hardly likely that she would be
willing to accept this as consistent
with - their entering an organized
and -armed alliance with the United
States. '
The-whole idea of an Asian Lo-
carno is in direct contradiction to
the American government's an-

.nounced policy of support ta

Chiang Kai-shek against Stalinist
China. It would be in contradiction
to the whole American notion that
the way to defeat Stalinism in Asia
is to isolate China, refuse to deal
with her in any way, and organize
a military system around her which
will not only prevent any further
expansion but will eventually “roll
back™ Stalinism in China itself.

But American policy has reached
a dead end in Asia, for the time be-
ing at least. None of the impor-
tant governments in the area agree
with it or want to have anything
to do with it.

U.S. PARALYZED

Yet the Eisenhower administra-
tion seems incapable of working
out any other policy, or even a
variation of its policy which can
gain any support in the area.

There are vast social forces in
Asia which have not yet come un-
der the influence of Stalinism.
Their present neutralist attitude
bespeaks not even a leaning toward
it, but rather the conviction that
the other bloc, the American bloe,
has no social and political alterna-
tive to offer them, and that a mili-
tary struggle can only lead to a
tremendous setback in their. own
efforts to create a better life for
themselves in the circumstances of
their new-won independence from
colonial status.

The Eisenhower administration
(and the Democrats are in exactly

‘three- cents - additional.

eel,

truggle Intruded

wage; (4) better contract terms, includ-
ing 19 suggested 1mprovemen@s

In place of all this, the companies prof-
fered a wage increase of two cents an
hour and fringe increases of less than
They professed
great hopes of an epoch of labor-manage-
‘ment cooperatxon but they were ready
Yo invest in it only a nickel.

The guaranteed annual .wage, the blg
objective posed by the CIO, was rejected
outright and én teto. And hence the bitter
talk by McDonald, who wants to cooper-
ate, and the strlke threat by the Wage
Pohcy ‘Committee.

-After hearing talk of strike, the com-
panies, it is reported, were quick to re-
consider and are pondering the addition
of . a few trivia to their original offer. This

~may be -enough to avoid the strike. If o -

strike does not take place, however, this
will-not be the happy augury of a future
of blissful conciliation.

Everyone will know that they yielded,
as usual, only to a threat of strike. And
if the union does accept minor conces-
sions it will do so only for the same rea-
sons- that permitted the companies to
treat its main demands without con-

"tempt. The steel industry is operating at

only 73 per cent -of capacity; inventories

are high; unemployment is rising. All

this, in the words of the New York
Times, allows “management to withstand
a long seige.”

In any-event, the New Era turns out
to be a Big Bust

the same boat) is incapable of of-
fering them the social and political
alternative whieh they seek. Every
aspect of American relations to
Asia, in Korea as well as in Indo«
china, in India as well as in the
vastly different’ set of  problems
which confront Japan have dem-
onstrated this.

But the fact that ,Americcvm pol-

“icy is paralyzed does not mean that

social and political developments
in Asia will stand still. The eco-
nomic and social relations in all
these countries still remain just as
unsettled, just as explosive, even if
a temporary neutralization of the
area is achieved through some sys-
tem of non-aggression pacts with
both major contenders in the cold
war,

The ruling class in India led by
the Nehru government cannot solve
these problems, and the same is
true in one degrée or another for
the governments of all the coun-
tries involved. Thus the threat of
social revolution will continue to
haunt these governments regard-
less of what -diplomatic relations
they may work out with China. In
the long run, the question for these
countries is really: will the social
revolution be led and controlled by
the Stalinists, or by democratic, so-

- cialist movements?

The utter and unconcealable dis-
aster which has overtaken Ameri-
caii policy in the Indochina struggle
has visibly shaken up some of the
liberal and labor elements in this
couniry who, up till now, have
given virtually uncritical support
to America’s policy of military con-
tainment of Stalinism. Let us hope
that this will be the beginning of
a real debate in the labor move-
ment on what social forces the
American workers should look to as
their allies abroad, and in what
way they can support these social
forces; regardless of the pollcles of
the governmenf

-
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in the activities Miller had engaged in and maintained that Miller had
a right to his views and activities while remalmng in the armed forces

without penalty of any kind.

The reply was accompanied by a number of sworn afﬁdavnis by

- prominent teachers, sponsors of the Politics Club, people who had spo-

ken there and nationally-known writers, all of whom were acquainted

war, anti-Stalinist opinions.

. with Barry Miller's socialist views and activity and his pronounced anti-

The affidavits given in his behalf testify not only to the respect

“which Miller earned through his forthright views and activities, but
_also to his personal integrity. For the affidavits were given by persons
-whose political views were not in agreement with his; some were in
-violent opposition to those he espoused.

The affidavits are-also testimony to the fact that there are st111 a
number of honest and courageous liberals and socialists of other views

far to the left of theirs.

-who are willing to come to the assistance of a person whose views were

Daniel Bell, associate editor of Forfune magazine, was one of the
first fo sign an offidavit in behalf of Miller. Dwight Macdonald came
through with a fine affidavit, as he usually. does in cases involving a
serious challenge to democratic practice.

David Reisman, author of The Lonely Crowd, not only gave a'state-

“ment but endeavored to help through the American Committee for Cul-

tural Freedom. Bert Hoselitz, professor of social science at the Univer-
sity of Chicago, and Milton Mayer, writer for Life, Century and the

Progressive, sent in affidavits.
Irving Howe and Lewis Coser,

.editors of Dissent, also gave affi-
-davits in behalf of Miller, as did

Kermit Eby, former educational

“director of CIO, and Leon Despres,

Chicago labor . attorney. Novelist

James T. Farrell also presented an affi-

.davit pointing out that Miller, upon his
suggestion, - had organized meetings of
the Politics Club for Jerzy Gliksman and
Dwight Macdonald on anti-Stalinist sub-
jects.

Apparently, the reply and the affida-
-vits had a considerable effect upon the

-army, for what appeared to be the prem-

ise for an immediate hearing and ex-

pulsion produced instead the following

equivocal reply:
“It has been determmed that you will

:be retained in the service in your present
.grade, that, you will not be promoted and

ithat:upon completion of “your term of

:service you will be discharged with a-
.type of discharge appropriate to the-

character of service you have rendered
‘as of the date you a elioible for sepa-
ration.”

The difficulty in deferrmmng the meaning
of this letter arose from the facts that
‘Miller had been promoted to corporal,
ihad a high rating in his army work and
thad been commended by his superiors. If
this discharge .was to be "appropriate to
the character of service,”" then it seemed
‘that his case would end- well. Obviously,

While the U.S. Is Saving

Democracy in Guatemala....

MACON Ga., June 23 (AP)—A white
man and a Negro were held briefly in jail
dast night after the Negro had been
found visiting in the white student’s
house. Legal sources said today there
apparently was no state law against
‘whites and Negroes visiting each other.
Clifford York, 21 years old, a Mercer
University graduate and ministerial stu-
dent, said he .and Richard Scott, a pre-
medical graduate of a Negro college in
Alabama, had been taken to county jail
by deputies who told them they had vio-
lated “segregation laws.” They were re-
leased about an hour later.

—N. Y. Times, June 24.

ORANGE, Tex., June 28—The State of
Texas has refused -to - bring charges
against four members of a-Negro-bait-
ing terror gang calling itself “The Moon-
lighters.”

[The four] admitted Saturday that
they participated in the threat-note and
cross- burning. activities of the Ku Klux
Klan-type operation that has created ten-
sion in the Negro sections of Orange and
nearby communities for three weeks.

It appeared yesterday that a new. crop .

of “Moonlighters;’. encouraged by the
kid-glove handling of -the four who con-
fessed Saturday, could be expected: to
-continue the Negro-baiting and vandal-
jism. ...

Said a leading local attorney: “What
no desire to prosecute. You’d have seen
some fast action if the threatened peo-

" ple had been whlte Protestants instead

”

M Mllton, ass1stant g secretary of the

the army did not want to deal with the.

facts of his case.

On April 7 a new regulation was
adopted by the army. It provided in sub-
stance for severance of any person in
the armed forces regarded as a security
risk with other than honorable discharge.
No one interested in Miller’s case has as
yet been able to obtain a copy of this
new - regulation. -Miller’s counsel, Row-
land Watts, has made repeated efforts
to obtain a copy of this regulation, but
without success.

Nevertheless, Miller’s “undesirable dis-

charge” was effected under this new reg- -

ulation. Miller was normally scheduled
for discharge on June 19 on completion
of 24 months of service. On June 7, how-
ever, he was informed by his superior
officers that he would be discharged on
June 10.

On this same date, June 7, Miller got in
‘ouch with his counsel and also informed
-Norman-Thomas of the status of his case.
.Then the army, instead of waiting for the

-10th to discharge ‘Miller, a date already

in advance of the originally scheduled
June 19, gave him an "undesirable dis-
charge™ on the very next day, June 8, and
dismissed him from the army without a
hearing of any kind. The new reqgulation
did not provide for any hearing.

Thus, while a soldier given a “dishon-
orable discharge” may obtain a hearing
and review of his case, one given an
“undesirable . -discharge” does not have
that right! p

THOMAS PROTESTS ‘
It was this that brought the Miller case

into the open. Norman Thomas, who re-

.viewed Miller’s record and became fully
acquainted with his reply to the original
charges and the affidavits given in his
behalf, immediately protested to Army
Secretary Robert Stevens. Thomas point-
-ed out that while the army was horrified
at the treatment of its General Zwicker
at the hands of MeCarthy, it had,. in ef-
fect, done the same thing to one of its
soldiers.

Miller’s army record was excellent, as
we have already indicated. He had been
promoted twice after he had taken the
initiative to advise his superiors of his
political activities prior to induetion. On
May 19, for example, he received the
following commendatory letter from his
superior at the Signal School, Fort Mon-
mouth, New Jersey:

"l wish to commend you for the out-
standing services you have rendered The
Signal School and, in particular, the
Microwave Radio Repair Branch. .

“During your tour of duty as a student
and an instructor in the Microwave Ra-
dio Repair Course, you have displayed
and exercised such gualities and abilities
as loyalty, leadership, .dependability,
earnestness and other attributes of an
exemplary soldier and conscientious
worker. )

“On your departure from this assign-

. ment, I feel that our loss may. be recom-

pensed by someone else’s gain. I wish you
continued success in any venture you
may undertake.”

During all this period, while charges .
. were_pending against Miller, he never-
it really amounts to is that the state has

-theless retained his rating of corporal
and continued his teaching work in the

--Army Signal School,

Thomas received a 'reply from Hugh

The Story of the Barry Miller Case — +--‘ |

be granted to Miller—now that Miller
had been discharged. No wonder that
Thomas commented :

"Your procedure seems to me a little
like putting a man in jail on a charge of
theft, and then dragging him out to find
‘if he is quilty.,”

WDL CASE

Since then, the New York Trmes has
carried two lengthy stories on the Miller
case. The New York Post carried com-
ments on it, as well as several papers in
New Jersep Miller’s home state. Others
have run stories and excerpts.

The Workers Defense: League and
Counsel Watts are pressing the case. In
a statement just issued, Rev. Donald
Harrington, national chairman of the
Workers Defense League, declared:

“To brand a young man subversive and
stigmatize him with. a discharge labeled
‘undesirable’ without grantm‘r him the
elementary right of a hearing is an out-
rage upon civil liberties.”

Harrington continued:

“Mzr. Miller was issued an ‘undesirable
discharge’ without the hearing he re-
quested. In the same week, another draf-
tee was granted a full hearing and
cleared. This arbitrary granting or with-
holding a full hearing seem to indicate
that the army has little regard for the
rights of individuals.”

Thomas described the army action as

"a votive offering to the Grand Inquisitor,
Joe McCarthy. . . . When it comes to the
violation of civil righis it is clear that the
army is not going to be outdone.”

Miller will file an appeal to the Army
Discharge Review Board, Harrington -an-
nounced, and “in the event of failure the
Workers Defense League will take the

—

Shach tman Passport (ase
Appealed to Higher ( ourt

A judge in the federal court for the
District of Columbia has just handed
down a decision in favor of the govern-
ment’s motion to dismiss the complaint of
Max Shachtman, national chairman of
the Independent Socialist League, against
the State Department in suit against
John Foster Dulles, Ruth B. Shipley, et
al. for their refusal to grant him a pass-
port.

Readers of LAEOR- AcTION will recall
that several months ago, Shachtman, af-
ter waiting months for a reply by the
State Department to his application, filed
suit to compel the Department to grant
him a pagsport. The' refusal to grant
such .a passport was explained by Mrs.
Shipley, Director of Passport Office, on
the ground that Shachtman was a lead-
ing officer of an organization on the at-
torney general’s list of so-called subver-
sive organizations. '

The fact that neither the attorney gen-
eral's office nor the State Department has
.ever granted the ISL a. hearing on the
merits of its case, was freely conceded by
the attorney for the government in its mo-
tion to dismiss the complaint. The motion
to dismiss argued that the secretary of
state had a discretionary power to refuse
to grant passports which could not be re-
voked by any judicial .action. It also de:
nied that Shachtman's complamf stated a
claim upon which relief might be granted.

We do not, at the time of this writing,
have all the facts necessary to write a
detailed report of the hearing. The only
facts at Irand are that upon the filing of
the compaint and the motion to dismiss,
a hearing was held on June 16. At con-
clusion of the hearing, the judge took all
the arguments under advisement and 'is-
sued his adverse decision about-a week

“later.

Joseph L. Rauh of Washington, counsel
for Shachtman in this case, advises.that
the case will now be appealed to the Dis-
trict Court of Appeals for the District of
Columbia. A reverscl by the Court of

case to the fegderal courts.” :

Of particular interest in the Mlller <
case is that it arises out of the hysterical
mood of McCarthyism on the basis” of
the attorney general’s list of alleged
“subversive organizations.” The attorney
general’s list lies behind hundreds of .«
cases arising now, including the Shacht- /. i
man passport case and the efforts of the i
ISL to get off the “list.”

The precedent set by the Truman admin-
istration in setting up a national index of
organizations without charges-or hearings -
of any kind is being followed by this ad-
ministration. Government deépartments
continue the procedures initiated under
Truman whereby individuals are found:
guilty of "subversion" without charges and
without hearings.

If Brownell, despite his announcement
of procedures, does not grant the Inde-
pendent Socialist League a hearing after
charges and interrogatories have -been
presented to it, and a reply sent to the
attorney veneral who was  then duty-
bound to grant a hearing, it is not so
strange that the army does likewise. .

The Miller case is a highly important
one in the struggle against government-
by-administrative-decree and: the decline
in due-process and democratic proced- -
ures. These are the factors that have -
brought considerable support to the
Miller case and others like it. P

It deserves the widest support possible
from all sections of the population, most
particularly frory the labor movement,
which has not up to the present dlstm-
guished itself in the struggle ‘against
McCarthyism, the attorney general’s list, -
and the general reactionary drift in the '
field of civil liberties.

Appeals would send the case back to the:
District Court for a hearing on the mer;
of the case, which hds thus far been avoi
ed by the State Department and fhe |udge '
of the lower court.

If the appeal of the District Couri
proves unavailing, the case will be taken-
to the Supreme Court. ]

These difficulties result from the mal-
evolent activities of the attomey general
and his Department of Justice. The “sub-
versive list,” concocted in the dead of
night, without a hearing of any kind, _
have pilloried organizations and individ- .
uals who, as yet, have been .unable to
obtain any hearings, to meet any charges-
in open court, or to legally challenge. the
actions of the attorney general,

In the case. of the Independent Social-
ist League, a dozen requests for hearings -
have been denied it. The present admin-
istration adopted new procedures whlch
declared that no organization would be -
placed on the attorney general’s hst
without a prior hearing.

Despite that decxslon, Brownell took,
over the list set up under his pledeces-
sors, retaining over two hundred organi-.
zations without hearings. Upon the proz- '
test of the ISL, the attorney general’
thereupon presented charges and interro-
gatories to it. These were replied to inm
September 1953 and accompanied by still *
another request for a hearing.

But to date, no hearing has been held,
no date has been set for such a hearmg, -
and no promise has been given by the at- -
torney general that such a hearing, de-- .
spite his own procedures, w111 actually be
granted.

That is where the matter now stands.
As soon as additional information is re-
ceived from Washington, a full Teport.
will be carried in LABOR JAETION. Right
now, however, we can inform.our. ,readers
that the Shachtman passport case is be-
ing prepared for appeal in the Dlstnct ;
Court of Appeals for the Dlstrlct of
Columbia, ‘

: No.. b—What is’ Siqlgy:;m“.’_ -

"READ ABOUT INDEPENDENT SOCIALISM! =
In four special pamphlet-issues of LABOR ACTION, . the basic. zdeas ..
of Independent Socialism are vividly -and ‘simply explained. ‘

No. 1—T he Pnnclples and Program of Independent Socmllsm‘
|- No. 2—Independent Socialism and the Third World War
No. 3—The Fair Deal: A Socialist Anclys:s

No. 4—Socialism and Democracy
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A _A NEW TRIUMPH FOR ARCHEOLOGICAL SCIENCE

. By JAMES ‘M. FENWICK

As capitalism declines it goes down
not in grandeur but in meanness, despic-

_ably. Almost everything it touches it de-

files. Even fields seemingly the most re-

lmote from immediate political and eco-

nomic inferest do not escape the grubby
touch. -

The dlscovery of Cheops’ solar boats
degenerates into an.intrigue of the Egyp-
tian colonels; Dienbienphu falls and the
appearance of the Russian ballet is can-
celled in Paris; the arrival of the Rus-

" sian chess teams in the United States is

handled almost entirely on the political
‘level. That these interventions by the
capitalist state create hardly a ripple of

. critical interest is due not only to the

unstated assumptions by which most per-
sons under capitalism are motivated but
by the enormities committed by Stalinism
in the same areas.

Occasionally amid this crude economic,
and personal aggrandizement
an event oceurs which by its relative dis-
interestedness and a classic sweep” once
again rekindles our pride in the human
type and gives us a foretaste of what
life will be like in the socialist society.
It can be Roger Bannister running the

" mile under the legendary four minutes

for the first time.

Or it can be Michael Ventriss, the young
English architect and amateur archeolo-
gist, cracking the Linear B Script. Each
has, in his way and in dignity, exploited
the ‘human organism’s possibilities.

FEAT

The term Linear B Script was applied
by Arthur Evans to one of two types of
undecipherable symbols inscribed - on
1,900 tablets he dug up when excavating
the palace of King Minos at Knossus, in
Crete, at the turn of the century. Subse-
quently examples of the symbols turned
up in Asia Minor, Cyprus, Syria, Pales-
tme, and on the Greek mainland, where
a big find was made at Pylos in 1939.

In 1953, dsing a system “which' retro-
spectively seems of crystalline precision,
logic, and, simplicity, Ventriss cracked
the script with stunning conclusiveness.
Utilizing hints provided by a’ Cypriotic
syllabary from a period a millenium
later than the script he was dealing with,
and working from  pictorial representa-

“tions of some objects, Ventriss was-able

to establish phonetic values for various

. symbols and from ‘these to work out
cognates in the earliest Greek previously.

known. The result was the initial recqv-
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ery of 200 words in the oldest form of
Greek known to us. It is the Greek, in
fact, of Homer’s Achaean heroes of 1,300
B.C. .-

For everyone sensitive ’co the pathos of
history, one whose life is a continuing
interrogation as to who he is and where
he has come from, a new depth has been
added to the historical perspective by
Ventriss’ feat.

In the foreground, already lush in de-
tail, lies.the Hjtherto obscure prehlstory
of those Greeks who have exercised such
a vast and continuing influence upon the
world. In the background lies the tanta-
lizing possibility that through the Linear
B Script the Linear A Script may in
turn be broken. The chances are good
that the Linear A Script will turn out to
be that of the Minoan culture, the great
commercial, military, and artistic prede-
cessor of the Achaean one, and a culture
concerning which a very large number of
.questions remain unanswered.

SIDELIGHT FOR MARXISTS

For Mdrxists the cracking of the Linear
B Script has a special interest. 1t provides
yet another confirmation of the material-
ist interpretation of history, this one from
archeology, a field which was very young
at the time Marx and Engels were develop-
ing their theory of history.

When Heinrich Schliemann, the father
of archeology, made his revolutionary
excavations at Troy, Mycenae, and
Tiryns he did so out of a fascination with
the story of the heroes of the [liad and
the Odyssey. The emphasis has shifted
since the pioneer work of that renegade
millionaire. There is an increasing

. awareness that, in Engels’ words, “the

economic structure of society always
forms the-real basis from which, in the
last- analysis, is to be explained the
whole superstructuré of legal and politi-
cal institutions, as well as of the re-
ligious, philosophical, and other concep-
tions of each historical period.”

-A hundred years of wars, revolutions, .

depressions, trade-unionism, colonial re-
volts, Marxism, and the evolution of
theory in archeology and collateral fields,
have not been without their effect. For
example, Jotham Johnson in commenting

~on Ventriss’ discovery in a recent issue

of Scientific American states: “Ventriss
found on the Achaean tablets the names
of occupations whith already have pro-
vided the raw material for a sociological
study. The list of occupations depicts a
highly organized Bronze Age society en-
gaged in agriculture, industry, com-
merce and defense, with such profes-
sional specialists as armorers and bow-
makers, goldsmiths and bronze-workers,

. stokers, potters, cooks and bakers, har-

rowers, cowherds, shepherds, and goat-

: “lierds, huntsmen, shipbuilders, oarsmen

and longshoremen, tanners, fullers, tail-
ors, doctors, property owners, supervis-
ors, overlords and kings.” It sounds al-
most like the roster of an AFL central
labor union!

CIRCLE OF LIGHT

Schliemann himself, despite his riot-
ous romanticism, actually sharply orient-
ed archaeology in a materialist direction.

. For; with a tenacity rivaled only by his

brilliant successes, he refused to regard
the Iliad and the Odyssey as simply pro-
ductionis of literary inspiration but as
documents of real events as well.

The day has long since past when Marx
and Engels could deplore the dearth of
writing . on economic subjects. In her
Medieval People, written thirty years ago
and - currently republished in the Anchor
edition, Eileen Power notes this change in
her very.first pdaragraphs. In regard to
the -past, at least, the role of the eco-
nomic factor in history is much more fuily

realized and documented.

The present is another matter. Here
vested interests——economie, intellectual,
and psychological—are. at stake. Thus, a
Sidney Hook, who.ean fully admit the
primary role played by economic factors
in primitive society, can reject the Marx-

“ist interpretation of capitalist society as

an 1nterpolat10n abstracted from the eco-
nomic structure of precapitalist societies.

But reality constantly asserts itself,
as .the brisk fumblings of the Eisen-
hower administration demonstrate with
daily - and appalling consistency. The
glory of capitalist scholarship is that it
has been able, bit by bit, to extend the
circle of firelight in the historie dark-

~ ness, Its:tragedy dis. that' in the here and
‘-now before the 1mpendmg catastrophe it
-ha' hi

The evidence that U. S. secret opera-
tives were swarming over the Guatemala
area in preparation for the rebel inva-
sion has accumulated from so many dif-
ferent and varied sources as to be un-
answerable.

Last March 16, Senator Mike Mansfield
{(Dem., Montana), in a Senate speech
about the Central Intelligence Agency's
operations, charged an “abortive effort by
CIlA’s undercover men to start a revolu-
tion in Guatemala."”

On June 20 James Reston wrote in the
N. Y. Times: “If somebody wants to
start a revolution against the Commu-
nists in, say, Guatemala, it is no good
talking to Foster Dulles. But Allan Dul-
les, head of the CIA, is a more active
man. He has been watching the Guate-
malan situation for a long time.”

On the same day Max Lerner wrote in
his column in the N. Y. Post, on the basis
of his visit to Guatemala at the begin-
ning of the month, shortly before the at-
tack: “When I was in-Guatemala it was
common knowledge . . . that American
interests were involved. . . . As one ex-
tremely well-informed observer put to.
me: ‘We are up to our .necks in this
stuff.””

On June 23 Lerner got more explieit,
perhaps encouraged by the fact that talk
about this secret “stuff” was getting
common : -

“Qur State Department representa-
tives .were not the only ones who were
down in Guatemala. In my long inter-
view with Foreign Minister Toriello . . .
the foreign minister said smilingly that
FBI agents were swimming all over his
country. I expressed surprise, but he re-
peated the charge.

"l then made proper inquiries of the
proper authorities, and | got a flat denial. .
I persisted, and from other quarters |
learned that there were indeed a number
of mysterious Americaris in and around
Guatemala. They were, however, not "FBI
men’ but General Intelligence Agency men.

“This was amusingly econfirmed the
other day in a Washington commentary
by James Reston of the N. Y. Times. He
spoke of the current jokes about the UN
‘cease-fire’ for Guatemala: there were
queries about whether it meant that Fos-
ter Dulles of the State Department was
to ask Allen Dulles of the CIO to cease
fire.”

U.S. GAVE SIGNAL

During the whole of the past year es-
pecially, anti-government elements from
Guatemala had been telling the world
openly that they expected and hoped that
the U. 8. would intervene. On November
8 last, the N. Y. Times correspondent
Sidney Gruson reported that those seek-
ing the “protection of their own vast
economic interests” anticipated “U. S.
armed intervention to overthrow” the
government.

On January 29 the Guatemalan gov-
ernment officially informed the world
that an armed intervention was brewing.
Officials showed documents which they
had secured, including letters from
Colonel Castillo Armas, the rebel com-
mander, to the son of Nicaragua’s presi-
dent, Colonel Semoza. Debayle. In one of
these letters Castillo Armas wrote:

"The government of the north recog-
nized the impossibility of any other solu-

The Truth About Guatemala =

Uus. ﬂperatlves and Spies
Swarmed Over Guatemala

- ternational

tion to the grave problem of my country,
has taken the decision to let us go ahead
with our plans.”

In view of all collateral evidence, there
is every reason to believe that this docu-
ment is genuine. In that case it is docu-
mentary expression of the role of the
Guatemalan rebels as unleashed dogs de-
pendent on the “sie’ em” signal of the
“government of the north.”

At the UN Security Council meeting
on June 21, Guatemala’s representative
Castillo-Arriola also revealed the provo-
catory role of a former U. S. ambassador
to Guatemala, Richard Patterson.

This affair went back before Arbenz
became president, to 1949 when Juan
José Arevalo was still president of
Guatemala. The propaganda campaign
about “Communist domination” of Guate-
mala was already under way. As Cas-
tillo-Arriola reported, Ambassador Pat—
terson—

"“announced openly 'an'l' the governmeni
then headed by Dr. Juan José Arevalo
would be overthrown as the result of in-
pressure: incited various
groups of conspirators to engage in sub-
versive dctivities ‘against the constitu-
tional regime and:expressed to high offi-
cials of the Guatemalan government the
opinion that the Guatemalan problem was
a matter which could easily be settled, as

-it represented a just claim and involved

only a few million dollars, but that, if the
United States were to give way in the
case of Guatemala, it would be obliged to
do so elsewhere, which would mean a loss
of many thousand million dollars." .

At the UN, the U. S. delegate Henry
Cabot Lodge replied only that “Mr. Pat-
terson does not hold office under this ad-
ministration; he has never held oﬂ%e un-
der this admlmstratlon

PATTERSON'S PAST

That of course is true; Patterson was

Truman’s gauleiter in Guatemala, a fact .

which requires some meditation on’ the
past of liberal Fair-Dealers who think
there was something called a “Good
Neighbor Poliey.”

In faet, Patterson was virtually kicked
out of Guatemala, so open and brazen
were his activities. As the Foreign Pol-
icy Bulletin put it: “The behavior . .. of
some of the United States diplomats in
Guatemala in the recent past—although
not during the past two years—did much
to aid the Communists’ campaigns
against the United States and American
enterprises in the country. One of our
ambassadors - [Patterson] was virtually
declared persona non grata, his behavior
having béen such as to arouse the pas-
sions of even the most moderate of na-
tionalists.” (Robert J. Alexander, April
1, 1954 issue.)

Incidentally, Pattersen, Truman’s am-
bassador, has now become the fair-haired
boy of the Hearst press. This past week
the N. Y. Journal-American resuscitated
him as a "prophet’ of the "Latin Red
Peril.”

According to this McCarthylte version,
Patterson kept warning the Truman-
Acheson Communist-coddlers about that
Red Peril; then— .

“Patterson was virtually kicked out of
Guatemala. He had to run to escape ina
plane ‘to save his life, To this day the
State Department has no official record
of when Patterson léft Guatemala.”
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The Young Socialist League will con-
duct a national tour of its major units
this summer. YSL National Chairman
Max Martin will visit Pittsburgh, Chi-
cago, Los Angeles, Berkeley and.the
Pacific Northwest during the July 26 to
August 27 period. The details of the tour
and the exact schedule have not yet been
determined; they will be announced in
Challenge as soon as full information is
available. .

One of the highlights of the tour will be'
the visit to the newly formed Pittsburgh
unit of the YSL. Another welcome feature
will be the fact that a mujor portion of
the tour will be spent on the West Coast.

This is in contradistinction to most tours

National Tour in Summer
Planned to Cover West Coast

held by socialist youth organizations in
the past, tours of only the East and Mid-
west. One of the aims of the tour is the
organization of a Seattle unit.

Comrade Martin will discuss organiza-
tional -problems.- with the
branches, meet friends of the YSL, and
address outdoor meetings and forums
which are being arranged. The tour will
have the effect of cementing the national
character of the YSL. This result will
be bolstered by the YSL Summer Camp
which is being held right after the con-
clusion of the tour and which members
and friends of the YSL from several
parts of the country are planning to at-
tend. . B

New YSL Summer Camp:

When, Where

The Young Soeialist League proudly an-
nounces that arrangements have been com-
pleted for the first YSL Summer Camp and
School. The bare facts follow, with more
details o be announced soon.

TIME: The camp will. run from Fri-
day, August 27 (supper) to Friday, Sep-
tember’ 3" (lunch). :

PLACE: At Mountain Spring Camp,
Road No. 1, Washington, New Jersey
(12 miles east of Easton, Penna.).
Eighty-three acres of hills, valleys and
woodlands in the foothills of the Pocono
Mountains.

RECREATION, sports and plain fun:
Swimming, baseball, volleyball, badmin-
ton, basketball, campfires, hikes, singing,
folk-dancing, skits, chess, and just relax-
ation. )

EDUCATION: There will be four edu-
cational classes of three sessions each—
“oné class taking place each morning and
afternoon. Topics: (1) Imperialism and
the. Third Camp; ¢2) Stalinism; (3)
American Capitalism and the War Econ-
omy; (4) Socialist History. Instructors

and prominent lecturers to be annoumneed. .

Rates: remarkably low .in this period
of high vacation prices. For cabins or
rooms (for couples of privacy addicts)
the rate for the full week is $38 per per-
son. Dormitory accommodations are
slightly lower, $35 for the full week. For
the weekend only, the rate is $12 for
cabins, $11 for dorms. For a period
longer than the weekend but less than
the full seven days, the rates will be $6
and $5.50 a day, for cabins and dorms

. respectively. Family accommodations are

available to the “older youth.” And in
cases of real financial need, some partial
scholarships may be available.

The reservation deposit is $6 per per-
son and must be paid in advance. The
deposit for weekenders is only $3. We
will ' be able to accommodate all those
who register, but it is necessary for us to
inform the camp. authorities in adva.nce.
Anyone planning to come should register
immediately.

SPECIAL PLANS

. To those who have been around the social-
its youth movement for a few years, noth-
ing much more need be said about 'l'h'e Sum-
mer Camp and School. This institution hqs
been one of the finest things in the fradi-
ion of both the Secialist Youth League and
and the Young Peoples: Socialist League,
the two organizations that merged to

d the YSL.
fm:ll‘ihe gathering toggther of friends and
members from all over the .country for a
wolid week of getting acqu.amted ha§ been
one of the most stimulating experiences

: A
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& How Much

in the lives_of a generation of young
socialists.

From all preliminary signs this year’s
camp will be the most successful that has
been seen in the last few years. The
activities listed above will still provide

plenty of time for relaxation, swimming, -

sports, and bull-sessions. :

Special events are being planned for -

weekend .and special speakers are being
arranged. The faculty will include either
Hal Draper or Gordon Haskell. Other
members are still in a tentative stage
but the faculty is bound to be an out-
standing one. Max Shachtman and Rev.

"A. J. Muste are hoped for as special

speakers for the weekend. A final an-
nouncement will go out in early August
with the final schedule of classes, faculty
and speakers.
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FIVE CENTS

First YSL Education Conference
Analyzes War, Political Issues

By RUTH KAREL-

The Young Socialist League
Educational Conference, held in
New York last weekend, June 26
and 27, was highly successful from
a number of points of view. Ap-
proximately 40 members . and
friends of the YSL from Pitts-
burgh, Philadelphia, New Haven,
Newark, Madison and, of course,
New York, attended the conference
which consisted of four discussions
of the politics and problems of so-
cialism today. :

The first of the two Saturday sessions
was an analysis of the Indochina conflict
by Max Martin, national chairman of
the YSL. Presenting some background
material on the political and. economic
trends in that country over the last 50
years, Comrade Martin traced the devel-
opment of both French imperialism and
the Stalinist-dominated Vietminh and
concluded with an exposition of the YSL
Third Camp position calling for a genu-
ine democratic nationalist movement to
struggle against both the French and
the Stalinists.

In the discussion which followed, cen-
tering mainly around the nature of the
Vietminh and the question of whether or
not socialists could support it, some com-
rades put forward a minority view of
“military (though not political) support
to the Vietminh.

LIVELY DISCUSSION

The afternoon session led by Michael
Harrington, acting editor of Challenge,
was a discussion of the war question. He
outlined the historical analysis of revo-
lutionary socialists that World Wars I

and IT were imperialist conflicts on both

sides whieh they could not support. Dis-
cussing the current conflict between Stal-
inism and capitalism he explained that,

although it is a struggle between two
contesting social systems, nevertheless it
is a basically imperialist conflict. Social-
ists hold the view of calling for a demo-
cratic Third Camp solution as the only
progressive answer to an atomic war.
Much of the discussion from the floor
centered around the growth and viability
of Stalinism vis-a-vis capitalism and the
question of pacifist and Marxist opposi-
tion to war. ’
Following a social the night before, the
Sunday morning session of the confer-.
ence heard Sam Taylor, member of the
NEC of the YSL, analyze the current po-
litical " trends in the American labor
movement, pointing to the necessity of
the formation of an independent labor

party as the next step toward the devel- . .

opment of class-consciousness among the
workers. Some comrades felt that labor:
candidates in Democratic primaries
should be supported; others discussed
the prospect of a labor party today.

Gordon Haskell, assistant editor of
LABOR ACTION, led the last session of the
conference in a discussion of the role of
a socialist organization today, its atti-
tudes toward and relations with liberal
and labor groups. Representing a left-
wing, consistently democratic and mili-
tant civil-libertarian program, socialists
look forward to a radical upsurge in the
American working class. .

Speakers from the floor coneerned
themselves largely with socialist youth’
perspectives ‘and the question of orienta-
tion toward recruitment from Stalinoid
as against liberal students. Many felt
that this frank discussion of organiza-
tional attitudes was one of the most’
fruitful sessions of the conference. '

Despite the torrid weather, the discus-
sions were bdth lively and stimulating.
The exchange of ideas and the personal
contact among YSLers from various
places, as well -as the chance to-talk to
others interested in the problems facing
socialists today, all contributed to the
success of the conference.

 Thinking Things Through at the YSL

One of the most creative aspects of the
YSL Educational Conference emerged in
the give-and-take of discussion from the
floor. At each session, it was not only a
case of lively differences on various ques-

tions, but also of clarification, a kind of

group inventiveness. A typical example
took place during the session on the war
question. ;

The discussion leader for the session,

Comrade Harrington of the YSL, had'

raised the issue of the “leader evil” in his
main presentation. This was related to
the question of the pessimistic attitude
of American socialism with regard to
prospects of success. One form which the
problem took in- his statement was this:
Would one maintain an anti-war pesition
even if one realized that there was not
a real alternative? Would one reject the
lesser evil even if there were no ‘possi-
bility of any real kind of a good?

. In the discussion on the floor, a fairly
clear difference had arisen on this ques-
tion. One point of view maintained that
it was absolutely necessary for an alter-
native to be posed. To maintain an "anti"

position without a positive program was,

this opinion felf, irresponsible, a retreat
into vague metphysical absolutes.

However, another opinion from the
floor took the opposite view: the total
evil of the lesser evil and the greater evil
was so great that one would, ima sense,
go down shotuing against the lesser evil
even if there were not real alternatives.
This line of thinking admitted the moral-
istic character of its analysis but de-
fended it. :

nts of

diff €w and-e

So far the discussion hra‘dbbrought out

their differences. But at the same time,

clarification had already been made. For

both sides were agreed.that. the question -

was hypothetical inzthe sense that the

Third Camp still represented a very real

possibility. In line with this; there was
a discussion of various manifestations
of Third Camp sentiment, which pro-
duced an agreement -that an incipient
Third Camp had already clearly mani-
fested itself. :

‘LESSER EVIL' ANALYZED

At this point, Comrade Taylor made
a general discussion of the problem of
_the lesser evil from the floor. As a result,
there was a much more general "agree-
ment and understanding of the  problem.

_Taylor pointed out .that the analysis,
up to this point, had been relatively
static. The very posing of the question of
a “lesser evil” involved the mechanistic’
notion of two unrelated evils, qualita-
tively different from each other.

The actual situation, Taylor pointed out,
was otherwise. For Stalinism demands, in
a sense, as one of its preconditions the
decadence of capitalism, and this emerg-
ence of Stalinism in turn accelerates and
quickens certain imperialistic characteris-
tics of a dying capitalism. Taylor's point
was that the lesser-evil conception was
fundamentally a schematic and unhistori-
cal one, raising the image of two unrelat-
ed choices facing each other. But historical
reality confronted us with a process in
which one evil was, to a certdin extent,
the result of the other, and both interpene-
trate in their common creati {

'

on”"of the

>

_.,(}Onfe[ence‘ ‘

ed, it was, in a very real sense, impos- -
sible to oppose one of the imperialisms. :
without opposing the other. If, for ex-
ample,:Stalinism can only come into ex- -
istence #nd prosper in a world in which’
capitalism is no longer a viable social
system, anti-Stalinism to be meaningful
must inelude anti-capitalism. Thus, in a
concrete situation, imperialism in Indo-
china is not only faced with a desperate
and impossible situation, from its own
point of view, but is also responsible for_
the growth of the power of Stalinism.
French policy is one of the strongest sup-
ports of Ho; anti-Stalinism in’Indochina
is necessarily opposition to both imperi-
alisms. : e
Taylor’s point was generally agreed
to have isolated the most impertant ele-
ment in the lesser-evil formulation—its
static, unhistorical nature—and to have
provided a stimulating direction for fur-
ther thought on Third Camp problems.
This was only one example of the kind
of discussion which went on, and it was
certainly a more successful case of group’
creativity than most; yet in a lesser or
greater way the same kind of discussion’
took place at every session of the Educa~
tional Conference. T
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~ THE TRUTH ABOUT GUATEMALA—
The Lie About ‘Communist

. By PHILIP COBEN .

. The official justification for the imperialist assault on Guatemala
4n which the U. S. government has participated (if indeed it did not
@rganize it) is that the Arbenz government of Guatemala is “Commu-

s

nist-dominated.”

This is a very crude lie. The lack of any factual bas1s Whlch can
even be claimed for this falsehood is a remarkable feature of the case,

illuminating the -extent to which
the U. 8. press “voluntarily” lines
itself up behind State-Department
policy without even the need of a
Propaganda Ministry to ‘“‘coordi-
‘nate” its frauds. For this lie can
~’be found virtually only in the U. S. press,

‘echoing the State Department interven- -

‘tionists; and in the U. S. it is a false-
hood that has been picked up equally by
‘the liberal N. Y. Post to the Chicago
Tribune. ’
. Now there is very little dispute, if any,
about certain facts with regard to the
“Guatemalan government
_ The Arbenz regime is in an alliance
with the Stalinists, whose “Labor Party”
Js-one of four parties supporting it.

_The Stalinists have been given lmboriuni

§econdary posts in government agencies,

pparticularly the agrarian reform commit-
Jees, with which they have made hay. The
-Stalinists' continued confrol over - the
drade unions (which  they organized} is

- ensured by Arbenz as part of the deal. The

government has made various other ges-
4ures to keep its Stalinist partners happy,
as, for example, declaring a minute of
silence on Stalin’s death. There is little

—— doubt that in the course of the last years

4he’ Stalinists have built up considerable
jnfluence with the government.

"' The main feature of this deal, or alli-
ance, between the Stalinists and the re-
gime ‘is’ that the Stalinists are allotted
the trade-union movement—and more re-
cently, the organization of the peasantry,
“who in their mass are, however, apoliti-
igal and passive—in exchange for their
wprganization of these bailiwieks to sup-
port the regime in power. In a Central
American country like Guatemala, how-
ever, these are still minor sectors.

Traditionally the most active sections
of the society, politically, have been the
middle class and the army; and the
Arbenz regime has the support of three
other parties based on these latter for-
ces., Since around 1950, it has been re-
ported by some observers, the regime has
tended to drop some influence among the
:mlddle class and to count more on labor
support, but.at bottom it is the support
of the army which is decisive.

And no one - claims- that the  Guate-

\:malan army is “Commumst domlnated ”

THE BACKGROUND

This -is the picture. Obviously, any -po-
litically literate person knows that the
Guatemalan Stalinjsts aim to build up
their own inflirende -toward their own fo-
talitarian ends, like Stalinists every-
where; and that if Arbenz is using the
Stalinists, the latter also think they are.
ysing Arbenz. Also, we need nét discuss
here (as we did in a previous issue of
LA) the crucial meed for a struggle
against the Stalinist stranglehold on la-

- bor organization in Guatemala. What we
want to disentangle is solely the lying
claim that “Guatemala is Communist-~
domlnated ”

" The real relations that exist between
the Arbenz regime and the Stalinists,

:frlendly as these relations are, would not-

do for our apologists’ of 1mper1allst in-
tervention. It would sound a little weak.
to. say that.the U. S. must help to crush
an lndependent government merely be-
cause it. Ls,cworkmg on friendly terms
“writh. 2 minority CP. But when the press.
y_ells about “Communist domination,”
that sounds more serious. It conjures up
_visions of Guatemala becoming a secret
hase of the Russian.army, navy and air
force and the rest of the phantasmagoria
“that.has been filling the newspapers.

. -Yet. how. many. newspaper readers know
+hat in this government which is supposed

-40. be dominated by the CP, there is not a.

single cabinet member who is -even

cl;m;ggmmbemgvc« Stalinist or a-Stalin-_

ist sfooge? The jobs which Stalinists hold
are all below cabinet level. In. this alli-
‘ance, Arbenz has not admitted his Stalinist
Jumor partners to_the fops.

#How:many newspaper readers know
that . in . .this ‘“Communist-dominated”
Zovernment there are-only- four Legisla-
ture members- (out -of 56) who :are

- icharged. with -being - CPers. o¥ under the

V4 5 \
~ This article, held over from last week,
was of course written before the ousting
of the Arbenz government by a succes-

ston of military juntas.—Ed.
N _ : /

How then do the Stalinists “dominate”
this government? perhaps because Presi-
‘dent Arbenz is really a concealed CPer?
—But how many newspaper readers
Xknow that the president has been charged
‘by no serious observer with being in sym-

-pathy with the CP. as such, but at the
.worst with making too many concessions

to it? .
(Wrote Life magazine only a few
months ago, Oct. 12: “Arbenz, who'is no
Communist, - looks upon the Reds as
‘Guatemalans first -and Reds second. He
says he is using them; the evidence is at
least-as ample that they are using him.”)
As a matter of fact, it is important to
realize that the Guatemala coalition
sprang up in the years 1944-45 in the same
political climate of the "Grand Alliance™
with our "noble ally" Russia which sowed
all kinds of pro-Stalinist illusions among
the most conmservative sectors of Europe
and America. Even liberal columnists have
forgoﬂen that at the time the Guatemala
Stalinists started worming info their place
in the regime (under President. Arevalo,
Arbenzs predecessor). it had not been
long since ‘that Hollywood had made .its
movie. glorifying Stalin (' 'Mission to Mos-
cow"), that Eisenhower was praising Stal-
in, that Robert Taft had good things to
say of the Russians, that big publishing

houses ‘refused to publish anti-Stalinist.

books, that leading right-wing conserva-
tives were-lending their names to Stalinist
front organizations, etc. '
All this is now shoved back to ancient
times in American memories;
sharpening of the cold war which trans-
formed American politics could not have
been expected to have the same impact
on Guatemala; and it didn’t. Unlike the
military dictators in Latin America
whom the U. S. ecan rely on to jump when
bidden, the Guatemalan regime saw no
reason of its own to go back on the alli-
ance (or deal) with the CP, as long as
the Stalinists were useful to them. And
as their social-reform measures stirred
the frenzied .enmity ef United Fruit and
its. allies, they were all the more forced
_to rely even further on alliance with the
Stalinists 'as a counterweight.

ONLY A YEAR AGO

- What, then, is there to the claim that
Guatemala is “Communist-dominated”?
. In full support to the picture we have
drawn," we will present the most. serious
attempt made in the American Party
- Line press to buttress the State Depart-

ment claims. This was an article in the -

New Leader of this February, by Daniel
James, an article which virtually called
for foreign. intervention.. -

But this same Daniel James had, a year
beéfore, written another article on Guate-
mala (Néw-Leader, April 13, 1953). What
is really instructive is to compare the
two, by the same man,. in the same organ
of State Department "liberalism.” :
. James’ article of a year ago was writ-
ten on his return from a trip to that
country. It was entitled “Is Guatemala
Communist?” As managing editor of the
New Leader, James is considered a re-
liable Communist-smeller even by some
MeCarthyite cire es. .,

And one. year ~ “ago . Communist-hunter-

James scou}ed Glinost with. indignation,

_the story that. Guaiemalc was Sfclmis'l'-.

controlled:
“I spoke to government ministers, . po-
litical leaders of all shades, trade-union

officials, diplomats, editors, businessmen,-

and plain .-workers and. peasants. I ob-
served the ordinary .Guatemalteco at
workvand at play, in the countryside as
well a§ in the capital. I saw no evidence

anywhere. that, might lead me fairly to-

say: Here is Communism.”
He says -the. Stalinists. are strong,-

'growrng force, he even says that-“should -

t}}:e present tnend of

Guatemala City alone,

festations of “relative freedom,

but the,

"“But they do not run Guatemala—and
it is important to recognize that fact.”

The country’s press is “relatively free.
« . . The most widely read daily .is the
anti-Red El Imparcial . . . El Imparcial
and the equally anti-Communist La Hora
and Prensa Libre are bought and read
more frequently than the pro- Commumst
press.’ -

“Political activity also

is relatively
free. ... ’

“Nor are elections unfree. In January

[1953], the country went through its

biennial congressional campaign without

major incident, and two top Communist
candidates—including General Secretary
Jose Manual Fortuny—were defeated;
the seats they sought are now occupied
by two staunch anti-Communists. . . .”
“To a lesser extent, there is even free-

‘dom to demonstrate. . . .

“T was told before I entered Guatemala
to expect to be shadowed and find my

notes stolen or otherwise tampered with.

None of this happened: ‘I wgnt about
daytime and
nighttime, without molestation.”

Now when James reports these mani-
” it must
be understood that hardly anywhere
else among the Central American repub-
lics can their like be found.

But James was down there to smell
out Communist domination, and though
he had to report that it did not exist he
was not .behindhand in dire alarms for
the near. future. “An iron curtain has
not descended on Guatemala,” he sums
up, but “other happenings clearly indi-
cate that the curtain has begun to drop.”

These "other happenings™ are simply
the -manifestations of the Arbenz-Stalinist

"alliance, and that's all. The first which he

lists is fhat "minute of silence™ for Stalin.
The second is his reference to Arbenz's
denunciations of - "anti-Communism"—the
slogan already being used against his own
regime. James makes it sound as if Arbenz
is positively defending "Communism.”” The
third "happening’ is the simple fact of the
electoral coalition among the pro-Arbenz

. parties, including the CP.

At any rate, while expressing these
fears for the future, our Communist-
smeller reported back. that the Guate-
malan regime was definitely not run by
the Communists. And in the last part of
his article he discussed the role of United
Fruit, etec., in pushing the people into the
arms of the Stalinists.

HILARIOUS, ISN'T IT?
That was a year ago. Specifically it

. was before the State Department started

its violent campaign against Guatemala

-in connection with the Caracas Inter-

American Conference. Subsequently the
temperature of propaganda .against
Guatemala rose in the United States and
in all of its press. Washingtons’ pressure
against the-little country became harder
and more vicious. The American Party
Line became perfectly clear.

: And so in the New Leader for Febru-

ary 15 of this year, this same Daniel

James publishes another article, “Show-
down in Guatemala?’ This one is not
written after a trip—at least, not after
a trip to Guatemala.

- Now, ten months after, we ﬁnd that

'Guatemala is “Red-ridden,” the Arbenz

regime is ‘“Red-dominated,” etc. How-
ever, peculiarly enough, this “Red-domi-
nated” country has yet to “fall to Com-
munism,” that unhappy event bemg‘
merely imminent,

“In any case, on what grounds, fucfuul
or otherwise, does James now discover
that Guatemala is "Red-dominated"?

The answer would be hilariously funny
if it were not scandalous.

The most:important piece of evidence
which our Communist-smeller adduces
(“the most disturbing of a series of un-
fortunate events”) is the fact that on
January-29 the Arbenz regime dared to
c¢harge that.an. invasion of Guatemala

“was being plotted in the neighboring dic- .

tatorships and with the help of the U..S.

This charge, argues: James, is so trans-
parently false that.it.can only mean that
Guatemala is now .controlled by the Stal-
inists, -whese method it is to make their
coups under cover of such wild accusa-
tions!

Everybody knows now, of course, that

the -charge was. perfectly true. Let us-

give James the beneﬁt of the doubt and

admit. that in February he sineerely.
thoug;ht it-was -so0 .fantastic. To be -sure,

Domination’

dupe of the State Department, since re-
ports of interventionist plans from
abroad were already very common out-
side of Guatemala.. But if we. admit his
sincerity for the sake of argument, we
still get the following picture:

The U. S. starts preparing and encour-
aging intervention. For this purpose it
excites talk about “Communist domina-
tion” of Guatemala. The Arbenz regime
charges that these interventionist plans
are under way, as indeed they are. State
Department stooges seize on this charge
as itself evidence of “Communist domi-
nation,” thus helping to prepare the cli-
mate for the intervention which s
charged. . . .

"EVIDENCE" .

The other pieces of evidence cited by
James for the fact that Guatemala had
been taken over in the last few months
are: (1) the fact that United Fruit was

_included in ‘the charges as among the

plotters; (2) the expulsion of two U. S.
newspapermen; (3) Arbenz’ attack on
the State Department and other U. 8.
agencies. These, reasons James, are all
designed to “disrupt” the Caracas con=
ference. . . . Furthermore, the charge

that an invasion was being plotted . fol-

lowed by less than a month the return
from Moscow of Guatemala’s CP leaders.

. Also, Guatemala is planning to stay
away from Caracas, thus “delivering a
blow to hemispheric unity.” (It -didn't
stay away; but Costa Rica did, without
being “Communist-dominated.”). .

This type of "'proof'” of the "Red-domi-
nation" of Guatemala is now, at least in
hindsight, a hilarious joke “on the New
Leader and its Guatemalan Communist-
smeller. It is unlikely. that the New Leader
will refer to it in the issue in-which it puts
its anti-Communist stamp of approval on
the invasion-plot which it scoffed at.

But in his February article James had
a second ‘line of “proof.” And this was
not in the least funny.

“The first big land expropriation un-
der the Agrarian Reform Law,: which

took 234,000 acres of United Fruit Com-.

pany property last February, initiated,
it is now clear, a new stage in the Com-
munist conquest of Guatemala.”

Of course, this had already happened
when James had written his first article,
but “it is now clear” to him that it was
the attack on United Fruit which proves
“Red-domination.” This had been clear
to United Fruit itself for quite a long
while - now, but the Communist-smeller
was a little late in catching up with that
patriotic company. Having caught up,
however, he embroiders the tale with
some fantasies about the local commit-
tees formed under the Agrarian Reform
law being ‘“‘soviets.”

. Having. thus proved that Guatemala is

on the very verge of falling into complete
Stalinist control—in the first place, re-

mémber, because of Arbenz' charge of
brewing intervention — James proceeds’

openly to advocate intervention himself,
as "'the only sensible course’ for the U. S.
- Such open intervention, presumably,
would be a fitting punishment for the
government which had had the impu-
dence to tell the world that such intex-
vention was being prepared. Next time
they’ll know better. . . .

1
OUTLOOK -

. The current cry of the coordinated
U. S. press that Guatemala is “Commu-

nist-dominated” is a crude lie, as we have:

said. But it is the liars themselves who
are doing their best to see to it that their
falsehood becomes truth.

It is the American interventionists-and .

their friends among the Guatemalan reb-
el reaction, and their helpers in the

neighboring dictatorships, who may suc-~

seed. in foreing the Arbenz regime fur-

ther into the arms of the Stalinists in-

the course of this very military adven-
ture. To be sure, that. does not seem very

likely at the moment; it would seem pres-
ently more probable that if the attackers.
the Guatemalan.

seem to be winning,
army. will change sides and doom Arbenz

as well as the Stalinists, and with them.

also the gains of the Guatemalan social

reform. If- Arbenz falls, it is more likely-
- that the army will take.over, and not

the.Stalinists.

But, however, the relationship .of for-

ces may change in the-future, there can
be .no shadow _of a;doubt that the cry of
“Communist dommatw}l is as. cymcal a
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THE TRUTH ABOUT GUATEMALA—IH =

The

By HAL DRAPER

The putrefaction of liberalism in the United
‘States has been acted out more clearly on the

‘Guatemala issue than in any other contempo-.

rary crisis.

Outside of Stalinoids here and there, who
don’t count for present purposes, where is a
liberal voice that has been raised in condemna-
‘tion of the crime that has been commltted
agalnst a small country?

We hope to be able to report that there-are at -

‘least a few, but we haven’t heard them yet.

There has not been a peep from the ADA.
As we discussed last week, from the liberal
‘N. Y. Post there came only a wretched apologia

for the strong-arm policy against Guatemala.

Look at this tremendous and startling con-

‘#rast: In virtually every other country of the
‘world,

all through Latin America and all

through Western Europe, the press reports that
right-wing and starkly conservative spokesmen
and even usually pro-American newspapers are
‘expressing disapproval in stronger or. less

.strong terms of the putsch against Guatemala.

Outside the borders of the U. S., that is a wide-

‘spread view even of-right-wing circles. Inside

these charmed borders, the most liberal of the
liberals fall on their face before State Deparf-.
ment policy. ‘

So far-reaching and deep-going has been the

corruptlonn and emasculation of American lib- -

eralism in this era of cold war and witchhunt!
So-profound is the gulf between the whole of

the world on the one hand and, on the other,
.the American Party Line ideology which unites
‘both liberals and reactionaries in obe1sance to
‘trlumphant imperialism,

"A Classu: Case

But maybe it’s the rest of the world that’

out of step? Maybe, as some liberals claim to

think, even the conservatives abroad are soft-
headed when it comes to fighting Communism?
Maybe it’s true that only “we Americans” are
real smart in world polities?

A leading American liberal spokesman, Max
Lerner, took a trip to Guatemala at the begin-

ning of June, looked around, scouted the terri-
tory, learned what was going on, smartened

himself up, and came home no¥ very long be-
fore the assault broke out. As both a liberal
and a new-fledged authority on the subject, he
was in-an unparalleled position to strike a lib-

‘erdl note on the issue. In a series of columns in
the first part of June, and then in a number of
.columns affer the outbreak of hostilities, Lerner
‘held forth on his political analysis.

What came out of him was a nearly classic
exposition of how to put a “liberal” face on na-

tional-chauvinism, infervention, and imperial-

ist cynicism.
It is not just that he brlngs himself to _]ustlfy

the rape of Guatemala. It is the open grounds

on which he does this that is so impressive with

Tegard to the/rottenness of liberalism in this .
country

Having been to Guatemala and looked around,
Lerner does not raise the cry of “Communist

‘domination” of the Arbenz government. He
knows better, and ,will not lie about that. But
this mightily restricts the ground on which he
‘can go along with Washington. Why is he will-

ing to approve . of suppression of a small coun-
try if he does not believe this popular pretext?

Naive Chauvinism .

Yes, he is an honest liberal in his own way. Com-
menting on Guatemala’s charges as presented to the
UN (June 21), he says “the case was a strong one.”
He admits that Honduras and Nicaragua ‘have deeply
compromised themselves.” He hedges on the guilt of
the U. S. but admits that “American corporate money”
(at best) was behind the invasion, and that “some” of

" the arms which the U. S. shipped to the Nicaraguan

and Honduran dictators was being used by the rebels,

“But there is one big fact that more than cancels out
“he -winds up. — .

-Advice to Bad Imperialists
" mala. No, on the contrary, he thinks Washington blund-

-of it. Here’s the line along which it goesy

" Alliance” with Russia.' Lerner systematically, defends or..

Imperialist Apologetics of Max Lerner

at least apologizes for the real coddling of Stalinism
which took place during the alliance with Stalinism with
_the blessing both of the Fair-Dealers and the Republicans.

It is not a question of referring to this in order to justify
Arbenz's policy. But where Lerner is willing to take a
very mellow view of the “Grand Alliance’: with Stalin=-
ism both externally and internally as long as it was
necessary to win the second imperialist world war, he
finds it so unthmkable so heinous, that Arbenz accepted
- Communist aid” that the Guatamala government must be
overthrown by the imperialist watchdog of the hemig+
phere andwwith the blessing of . . . liberals.

What ean this fact be, which, in the eyes of this
honest liberal, justifies foreigners 'in -intervening to
change the government of a small country agamst the
will of its people?

It cannot be simply any old reason for criticism of
the Arbenz government policy, or even denunciation-of
it. What is so intolerably evil about this government
that it must be overthrown by foreigners from abroad
with the OK of a liberal ‘columnist?

"It is the fact that the Guatemalan government delib-
erately welcomed into its councils the native Communist
leaders who were under the discipline of the Kremlin."

Welcomed into its councils!—that’s all. That’s enough
for the honest liberal. This Arbenz government which The BO"V'GH MOde’

was not dominated by the Stalinists, “welcomed into its
councils” the Stalinist leaders with whom it was will-
ing to work, and therefore we foreigners are justified

in overthrowing it by force and violence. . . .

It was not by accident or by simply talking himself

recommendation to the State Department that the way
to overthrow governments of refractory countries is by
stealthy ambush, by quiet deceit, rather than noisy
shooting. On June 7 he published his report on his inter-
view, in Guatamala, with the Guatamalan foreign min<
ister, Guillermo Toriello, and in this interview we find
him developing the' thought in another way. .

Toriellé had.remarked that the U. S. seemed scared by
the very word ‘“revolution.” You are being unialr, an-
swered our honest American liberal—

Like Max Lerner, we have no hesitation in saying
that the Arbenz policy of cooperation with the Stalin-
ists was a deep-going error of political naiveté and
ignorance which any Guatemalan democrat and pro-
gressive would hdve to denounce and fight. That’s our
opinion. But all that concerns the Guatemalan people. |
We Americans—foreigners—can advise, warn, caution,
try to instruct, criticize, howl or abuse. But for our’

h . ; istinction. N
onest liberal there is no such distinction | pointed 'I'o Boliiva' as a case in point. On. the. question

of land reform, the government of Paz Estenssoro, wito
had been sharply critical of the U. S. and had carried:
through more. radical land reforms and exproprla‘l‘ions,
than the Guafemalcn. is mevertheless enjoying good reh-
tions with us.’ N

LABOR ACTION has rather exhaustively documented )
the precise nature of the relations between the State
Department and the Bolivian revolution, in the inform-
ative dispatches by Juan Rey; and so we need only note
here that the course which Lerner recommended for
Guatemala has indeed been that of the State Department
in Bolivia: economic blackmail, unrelenting pressure ax;d
threats. The chief weapon which the U. S. has to. control
the Bolivian Nationalist regime is its role as buyer of
Bolivia’s tin, without which the country cannot live;
and- this it has used to the full, plus the temptation. oﬁ o
loans and minor inducements.

Just as the Washington government views itself  as
a police agency bestriding the world like a colossus,
poised to judge -and censure, overlord of the planet,
bearer of life or death for any nation, so our honest
liberal absorbs the same. chauvinist view without even
thinking about it. He does not-even raise the question
with himself of separately justifying the going-over
from mere denunciation of the Arbenz policy to over-
throw of the Arbenz government by foreign arms.

Our honest liberal is a naive imperialist-chauvinist.

But he is a liberal chauvinist. You don’t catch him
giving unqualified endorsement to the attack on Guata-

ered. His eriticism of the State Department’s policy is
more disreputable than the Hearst papers’ brash defense
This is.what our honest liberal ecalls “good relattons‘"

Or, in a more charifable interpretation, he is merely

“In terms of wise policy, | think the Eisenhower ad- ;. ;0 ..

ministration has blundered again: I% should have used the
slow clock [i.e., method]l of diplomacy and economic
measures, rather than the fast clock of - the Casitilo
Armas attack. . .. '

"In his delightful book The OIld Country Store, Gerald
Carson tells of the Connecticut storekeeper who spied a
customer with a stolen codfiish. under his coat, and 'I'old
him that he should elther have worn a longer coat or
taken a shorter fish. | think both Dulleses might well
ponder this fable.

Our Liberal Sneers...' S

Toriello himself pointed. to another difference between
Guatemala and Bolwla, in answer to Lerner. “Tomell.
answered that . . . the difference lay in the fact that
Patino, the owner of the Bolivia tin mines, did not opere
ate all through Central America as United Fruit doesse
and- (I. gdthered) the American government was not

interests,”

This is a very valid point. The situation of United Frmf
is- so explosive not just because of its interests in one
country, Guatemala, but because if it yielded fo. Guate~
mala, this concession would set off a chain reaction
throughout a number of countries. ’

"Note that | am talking hére of wise and prudent po-
litical action, and not of political morality. There are
some 'liberals' who never boggle at anything the Russians
do, but whenever the U. S. gets mixed up in anything
they cry ‘intervention." {June 23.)

Lerner is engaged in giving “wise” advice to a thief
on hoyv to pull the job without getting caught. It is a
barometer of the putrid climate in this country that he
can put it in these terms$ himself just as calmly and
matter-of-factly as you please.

But the most obvious difference of all is not referred.
to by Lerner. It was not United States finance capital
that was expropriated in the natxonahzatlon of the Bo— :
livian tin mines .

Lerner’s rebuttal? Only this: “I thought the answér
was weak. Yet it must be remembered that United' Fruit
has becomé not only a slogan used cynically by the Com~
munijsts for their own purposes- but almost the symbol
of d national neurosis throughout Central America,” -

By “diplomacy and economic measures,” of coure, he
means bringing the Arbenz government to heel by non-
military intervention and arm-twisting. There was a
time in this country when the most watery liberal would
become' indignant at the very thought that his country
would so abuse its strength in the world. Today our hon-
est liberal “wisely” and smugly urges this course on the
government, pointing out how very much more clever
and statesmanlike it is to overthrow a small nation’s gov-
“ernment by stealth and deceit and subtle blackmail
rather than by coarse weaporns like guns and bombs.,

The measure of our honest liberal’s poisonously chau-
vinistic outlook can be taken again in this sneering and
contemptuous reference to the benighted natives' "na-
tional nearosis™ against the company that has been biced-
ing them white for decades. ... )

Camp-FoMower

- In hlS account of the interview, Lerner palnted himse]
You have to be a liberal to undertand these advant- -as the enhghtened democratic thinker who was genf.l}f
ages; those dog-goned reactionaries just don't know how teaching a backwoods politician about freedom. The
to go about running the rest of the world in our interests- Democratic Thinker did not think to mention, at the
That’s because they are bad imperialists. . . . moment, however, that he was in favor of overthrowing

7 his fellow conversationalist’s government because it “ac-
McCarthyism for Export :

-cepted- Communist aid.”
In this same column of Junc 23. he does not boggle at - ~-..He did not inform Toriello that he not only dlsag‘reed
again stating his justification for overthrowing fhe‘_‘A’g’B'e_gfz

with him but was for forelgn intervention agamt his
government by foreign arms: "Arbenz . . . deliberately ..

" government.
and with open eyes accepted Communist aid in - shapiig
his policies and getting a popular base for his regime.”
Therefore, off with his head. '

The United States, for a number of years, deliberatelkyk
and with open eyes accepted Communist aid in winning
its. Second World War, putting Stalinists in privileged
position even in the U. S. in exchange for this aid. In
fact, the McCarthyites have a few Lerner-like things 1o .

Perhaps he did not even think it. Perhaps he woukl
‘then’ have' repudiafed the suggestion with mdlgnatmn.

v In fact, it would be the pattern of such types that untll
the reaction undertook intervention, he would be against
'it; once it was under way, he would find hls reasons to
go along. It takes reactionaries w1th a spmal colu.mn to

launch such a crime. i -

At any rate, it is a certainty that once the guns starte‘d
‘shooting, he mobilized his honest liberalism, dumped “po-

say about the War Deal’s willingness to0 make concessions:litical’ morality” down the drain, fudged up a few.wooly . 3

to Moscéow and even to native Stalinists and Stalinist fel-
low travelers, on the basis of the exigeneies-of the “Grand.

sprinciples about punishing “Communist aid” with :armed
intervemtion, and. marched:along in-the rear of 'the, CIA
csmuttering: #Dulles hass blundered agum M R

into a corner that Lerner came out with his statesmanlike .. -

therefore so eager to bow to his power or protect hb -




:.l'age Elghi'

i ‘{Continued from page T).

“-threat. Before the Security Council at
~“the timé. was Guatemala’s complaint of
invasion, on. the one hand, and, on the
other, the U..S. stooge-bloc’s motion to.

- the sole jurisdiction of the’ Orgamzatlon
of American;States (0OAS).

"Russian veto was to keep the Guatemala
. issue before the UN. It was this “crime”

_of keeping the Guatemala issue before
the UN. Whlch was denounced by Lodge
* g5 meddling i in the Western Hemisphere.
" No one;has.any illusions ‘as ¥o Russia’s
.’ interest in the matter, needless to- say. It
‘was a-chance for the Moscow totalitaridns

* kettle turring around to call the pot black
“e~but this truth has nothing to do with
“the over-all significance -of the affair, '

Lodge (who is acting as this month’s’
1'council. president) brazenly replied by.
« smearing this request itself as a “Com-
 munist plot.”” He could understand, he
. said,” why Russia “should constantly:

= gseek” to raise the issue in the council,
«“put the government of Guatemala
- should not lend itself to this very obvious
& Communist plot lest they appear to be a
_cat’s- -paw. of the Soviet conspiracy to
.meddle in the Western Hemisphere.”

In so many words, therefore, and not
- " very cleverly, Lodge declared that the
_ only motivation for asking the United Ng-
“ tions to act on this crisis was a "Commu-
- mist plot." -
" 4UN-—Keep Out,” he .warned.
‘Tt is'perfectly clear why the U. S.
. wants to keep the Guatemala scandal in

- Even in the top committee of the OAS: it

" is hard work for Washington to keep, the

) whlp cracking over its reluctant lackeys,
fo vote the right way. Brazil, Venezuela,
. Colombia and the-rest have been raising
_their hands like beaten dogs, wondering
whether they were even going to earn a
“bigger aid-handout as a result of their
" prestitutien. Ledge is fighting to -keep
“theyjobiinside the OAS as the more-easily
controilabie body.

"#he U. S.'does not want to set the prece-
< “deny whereby : even its European allies
" »would ‘have unyfhmg to say about. its
mdchmuﬂons in its .own backyard. For it
"Was “already - been shown that France,

mrhng ‘aver U. S. pressure fo let up on
#ts own colonies, was ‘gleefully ready to
- take a crack at U. S. imperialist domina-
‘hon when it had a chance.

That was the significance of the other—

wise useless motion made by the French
“delegate Hoppenot at the Security Coun-
cil for a cease-fire. Hoppenot jabbed the
needle deep inte Lodge’s rump as he re-
minded the U. S. ambassador of his
pledge never to tell a small country
“What’s the hurry?” when it appealed
vfor aid. Lodge had originally spoken
those winged words with reference to
Thailand, in connection with the South-
east Asia-imbroglio; and Hoppenot, re-
. ‘membering Americans’ smug criticisms
of ‘French colonialism in Indochina, made
.Lodge look like a hypocritical clown be-
fore the world forum.

"WHAT'S LEFT?
: That was more than merely an oppor-
'tum,ty for délegates to enjoy a good
“belly-laugh at the U. S. demagogue’s ex-
‘pense. It pointed to greater trouble that
-might ensue from other maverick nations
if the U. 8. tried to use the UN as its
cl’ub over Guatemala. The best.that the

refer-the questlon out of the UN and into

The. latter motion was carried but ve- _b

toed by-Kussia. The sole effect of this™
‘and. diplomats aFéiwendering what juri-

" ¢o ‘'show up their imperialist rival-—the

Again on June 23 Guatemala request—’-'
«ed .Security Council action, and-again -

the OAS, and out of the United Nations. .

‘‘Moreover, for now- and ‘for the fufure.

‘UN Gets K|cked ——

U. S. can hope to- get out of the UN by
pressure is agreement to stay out, while
the club is fashioned out of the OAS,

So the UN has capitulated to Wash-
ington’s demand that it keep its snout
out of Uncle Sam’s garden, and in effect
it has ‘abdicated as an organization hav-

ing any pretense to international juris-
" dietion.

"At the -same time, however, pundlts

dically is left ko_f.the UN. For example—
_"UN observers ‘wonder whether State

" Department planners are fully aware of

the danger inherent in their new doctrine
that the [Security] Council must cede pri-
ority to a regional organization in the

_handling of a dispute, irrespective of the

wishes of the nations that are the parﬁes
to-the dispute.

“Suppose another Cominform state
were ‘tg ~break away on the pattern of
Yuogosiavia, it is -asked, and to seek- the
UN protection? Would the U. 8. be will-
ing to leave this new Tito to the tender
mercies of  an . East European Monroe
Doctrine? - -

.“The doctrine .. of America for the
Americans is an especially dangerous one
for-the U. S. to articulate at the very
time -that its interests are deeply en-
gaged in the Far East.” (N. Y. Post.)

In his column already mentioned, Walter
Millis raises an even more fundamental
question regarding the effect of the new
doctrine on the basic reason for existence
of the UN. It is interesting enough to
quote:

“,.. . this is indisputably a war, and
there is no way to deal with a war any-
where in the world, under the accepted
concepts of United Nations action, ex-
cept by naming the ‘aggressor’ and then
mobilizing. all parties to suppress him,
regardless of which side the ‘aggressor’
may.-be on. By a coincidence, the new
issue of the Yale Review, containing an
article. by Dr. Arnold Wolfers making
precisely this point,.has appeared at the
height of the Guatemala crisis. Dr. Wolf-
ers observes that the underlying theory
of ‘collective security’ has never really
been tested, not -even in Korea, because

it assumes that all should be interested
in suppressing any aggression, whether -

favorable to friend.or foe, as being a
higher goal than the furtherance of any
particular national interest. Korea, -in

which. the national interests, of all the

UN :participants were quite ‘clearly op-
posed to the aggression, was not a case
of ‘collective security’ but rather of ‘col-
lective defense’ on the old pattern of any
past coalition war. -

. . Guatemala now presents a case in
wluch d' could be said that, if 'collective
security’ were a living and vivid goal in
the American mind, we would cooperate

with Russia in suppressing the invading -
rebels, though we deeply feel that our.

interests - lie with_ the rebels rather than
with the Communist-tinged Arbenz govern-
ment.

“This is certamly not gomg to hap-
pen....”

This is a beautlfully logical demon-
stration, framed in terms of liberal in-
ternationalists’ illusions, of the utter fu-
tility and irrelevancy of those illusions
about the UN. Millis himself dribbles off
only to a conclusion that ‘“the whole ex-
ample indicates the inadequacy of the
underlying UN concepts,”

‘not be expected from him,

It becomes a. little harder, each time

that the U. S. kicks the UN in the teeth,

for anyone to pretend to himself*that any
association of . existing ruling govern-

ments can be looked to as a force for
-peaee in the world.

3 :a}togethﬂr')

.8°Propaganda Ministry .in - Washington.

B -to take up the Guatemala question! "

nitheU S. press .

Ilze Brass (heck Chorus at Work

- The un—totahtanan U. S. press "has been showing how well it can do’the same
thmg .as” the"Russign. press——namely, lie in chorus. -

. Last week we pointed to a N. Y. Times -editorial which blandly -charged . that
Jtyvas the: Russian veto. in the Seclxrlty Council session of June 21 that prevented
) “the” Goungl,from settlmg the Gusatemalan fracas (when of course, ‘the U.’S.-motion

N +which - was thus vetoed was dlrected to takmg the 1ssue .out-of the' Council’s hands

K -Ersa spirit.of mild charlty, last -week:we called this-a “stupid deceit.”
< I1t"has since -been oroppmg up -all-over the press; }ust as if xt were commg from»

[P

" On June 25 the more-or-less liberal. Washmgton co}ummst and muckraker
.Robert 8. Allen, “revealed” that Guatemala had invited a Russianm military mission
-~ to- come; but be this revelation as it may, Allen proceeded to add sagely that this
‘was “the,,reason why Russia used its veto power at the Securlty Council meeting
- to kill -the U. S.-supported -proposal to lay the Guatemalan issue before the OAS.
.Consideration by this strictly ‘Western: Hemlsphere agency would have meant
speedy exposure of the Communist plot.” -
‘- - Allen-does not seenr to -know that the Russian veto did not and could mnot pre-:
i jvent the OAS from also taking the matter -up;-that the OAS did take the matter
-1p; -and that his exelusive “Communist plot” has not -yet' been -exposed.
.. .- Tuwe magazine (June 28-issue) writes along the lines of the same formula:
o ‘Tecause the [Russian] veto paralyzed the [Secumty] Councrl ” the OAS got ready

Truly with respect to. thls httle eplsoder blackq has become whrte and whlte black

but more need

Dispatches from all over the world
continue to emphasize that the crime
against Guatemala has so implicated the
U. S. in the eyes of every people that it
has been many years since anything has
happened to so discredit U. S. foreign
policy.

Not the smallest effect has ‘been allv‘

over Latin America itself, where anti-

U. S. protest demonstrations are report-

ed from country after-country, including
Honduras
. Armas rebels were incubated by the gov-
ernment. It is hard to tell from the re-
ports, of course, to what extent these
demonstrations -are Stalinist-inspired,
but whether so inspired or mot .in any
given case there is little doubt that they
express wide publie feeling.

One of the most detailed reports on re-
actions in a Latin American country came

in a Times dispatch (June 27) from Brazil.

1t is especially interesting because the
Brazilian representatives are among those
presently acting as Washington's stooges
and shills in the anti-Guatemala maneuvers
in the UN and the Organization of Ameri-
can States; .and, as correspondenf Sam
Pope Brewer repor'l's. 'some of the lead-
ing newspapers" in the couniry are even
speckmg up In favor of the U. S.

Yet while the official line of the gov-
ernment and pro-government mouth-
pieces of Vargas are crawling before
U. 8. pressure, still—

“At the same time, it is difficult to fmd
any Brazilian who is not convineed that

Ike Is Normal, Thonk .You:
Knows Nothing About It

From
1. F. Stone's Weekly
June 28

UNITED NATIONS, N. Y. — Theugh
anything about the president is news, not
a singleé newspaper seems to have re-
ported the extraordinary story told about
Eisenhower by the Guatemalan repre-
sentative at the special session of the UN
Security Council last Sunday [June 21].

Aceording to -this story, the president
last January propdsed the formation of
. a joint commission to take up disputes
between the U. S. and Guatemala. When
informed of the role played by United
Fruit and of the relations between the
company and Secretary of State Dulles
and then Assistant Secretary for Inter-
American Affairs John M. Cabot, Eisen-
hower suggested these two officials be
left off the commission!

Here is the story, as told by the Guate-
malan delegate, Castillo-Arriola, to the
Security Council:

“Mr. Toriello Garrido, Guatemalan
Ambassador in Washington, had a fare-

~well interview of several minutes with :

President Eisenhower [last January—
1.F.S.]. It is interesting to mote that in
those few moments President Eisen-
hower knew nothing about, or had en-
tirely different information on, the state
of the United Fruit Company’s business
in-my country.

“The former Guatemalan Ambassador-
[now Foreign Minister] informed him
fully of the manner in which the United
Fruit Company and other U. S, monopo-
lies had been operating in Guatemala,
with full control over all our ports and
communications and in occupation of vast
tracts of territory, with Guatemala’s na-

‘tional economy virtually subject to their

interests.

“President Eisenhower told Ambassa- -

dor Toriello that-that situatien could not
continue in ‘the -same .form -and that it

would be ‘meecessary to come to .an ar-’
rangement. Mr. Toriello. then informed -

President. Eisenhower of the impHcations

* of the factsthat both Mr. John M."Cabot,
-Assistant Secretary for Inter:American

-Affairs-and Mr. Foster ‘Dulles, the’ Secre-
- tary of State, himself had close. -connec- -

tions. with the fruit monopoly

~“In view of that situation, President
Eisenhower suggested the formation of
a joint commission' which would not in-
- ¢lude those officers, to study ., the problem
and work out Just solutions.”

As pointed out in.the last- issue of the i

Weekly, Mr.- Gabot’s .family is a major

interest- in. the United Fruit. Company. -
“Bank, First National of Boston, and Mr. - |
Dulles’s” law: firm, Sullivan & Cromwell, -

represents the United Frait raxlroad In-

ternational Rallways of Central Amer- :

lca. B

The Truth About Guatemala

‘World Reaction to a Crime: |
-Brazil as a Case in Point

itself, where the Castillo

the United States morally and perhaps
materially backed the invaders. The left-
ists naturally are vociferous in criticism,
but even those Brazilians friendliest to-
ward the United States take. the attitude
that ‘it may have seemed the best thing,
but it was unfortunate.’

“Newspapers that normally are sym-
pathetic to the United States and - are
far from leftist have joined the criticism.

‘One sharp critic for example was Carlos
‘Lacerda, crusading editor of the Tribuna

da Imprensa in Rio -de Janeiro, who is
anti-Communist as only an -ex-Commu-
nist ean be. 4

“"He accused the -United States of hcv- :

ing made the lmsial(e .of ‘backing govern-
ments that aie 'nearly ol in the hands of
dictators and groups of totalitarian fen--
dencies and:therefore have no real affinity
with the type of rule that the United
States embodies and is defending today in
the world."

“Senhor Lacerda urged the neceSSIty

- of . fighting . communism . but. said the

United States was #@n -easy target for
Communist propaganda because ‘she is
compromiseéd in the view of the American-
peoples by her constant and unequivocal
protection of the tottering authoritarian
regimes that swarm in the continent.’
"Another well-known Brazilian newspa-
per man said privately today that sym-
pathy toward the Guatemalan government

.at this moment was virtually universal in

Brazil. He said he considered it primarily
an emotional impulse.

“Another’ Brazilian defendmg- the
Guatemalan position with vehemence in’

a diplematic reception. two days ago

turned out to be not a Communist, but a
capltallst and at least a conservatlve if
not reactlonary

[ ]

In a N. Y, Post of June 27,'a UN re-
port declares that— :

“The casnalties in Gnatemala have
been few so far, but'the damage to U. S.

prestige at the Umted ‘N atlons could not
" be exaggerdted. T )

“At least that was the view Saturday
in UN circles where U. S. Representatme
Lodge s behavior has occaswned the
greatest flurry of cynicism at U. S. ex:
pense- that- dlplomats can remember

U S Overthrows——\

_ lQonfmued from page 1}

him Sunday morning. Torietlo . . . told
Peurifoy that he, the U. S. ambassador,
could: stop the fighting in 15 mmutes, it
he would.
. “The foreign minister asked Peurifoy
if a new government under a military
junta would be agreeable to him. Toriello
turned violently anti-Communist during
the interview, and promised Peurifoy
that all' the Communists in' Guatemala
would be sent back to. Mescow.

“Peurifoy, dressed in sports c”lothes for

“the golf -course, dragged calmly on his

‘cigar’et holder and told Toriello .that he
really had no coentrol over the situation.
"He did suggest modestly, however,

_that a clean sweep of the officers of the

‘Arbenz government, including Foreign Min-
ister Torielo himself," would seem to be
in order. if peace were to-be restored to
this anguished little republic.

“Col. Diaz next summoned Peurifoy to
a meeting, which 1asted most of Sunday
afternogn. . . .”

‘Diaz - (relates Fahey) -:promiged Peuri-
‘foy -elimination -of the Stalinists from
the government -but “Peurifoy waid that
this didn’t sound sufficient ‘to him. ‘He

'thought ‘the Communists :literally. must

* This apparently- meant a deman:d
for arrest and/or -exile or death. E
‘“Diaz agreed, and that was the begln-

-ning .of the end. of: the: so-called: “revolu- -
- -tion of .1949’ [sid] so~aggtesswely repre—
'sem';ed by JacoboArbanz. ......

v'_l'h'e sfarldcrd 'biqngP'iY’, _
KARL MARX
by
F ranz Mehrmg
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