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Private Poll

We are in receipt of promotional ma-
terial from a new group, headed by Mrs.
Roosevelt, called the National Issues
Committee., A flyer asking for financial
support starts out this way, excitingly:

“Take this private poll:

“1. Do you think as you please and
say what you think—without hedging?

“2. When you see injustice, do you
speak out against it regardless of what ism.
people might think? .

. “3. Do you support any movement
you believe in?

“3. If you wanted to know what the
commanists or fascists were up to,
. would you read their publicatious in

public? )
" “Did you answer ‘Yes

“Think again. Think hard.

- “SUSH! Can't join . . . might be | ~have so
dangerous, . . . Can't protest . .
might be misinterpreted. . . . Hide' that

book . . . the neighbors might see it.’

“Still answer ‘Yes’?

“If you do, congratulations!

“No_t many people can these days.
But in America, everybody should be
able to—and this ‘is the reason for.
NIC.”

That's very mce 1 got us all agog. In
addition there was @ covering form letter
which_kept emphasizing the need for mili--
tant defense of freedom of expression of

hattan.

out fail.

The American response sched-
uled for October 29 in New York
was initiated through the Third
Camp Contact Committee. It is
being sponsored, however, by a
number of prominent people as
-individuals. Among  those who

sors are: Waldo Frank, Donald
‘Harrington,
Schapiro, A. J. Muste, Robert
Gilmore, Max Shachtman, Con-
rad Lynn, Arlo Tatum, Bayard Rustin, Max Martin, and o'l'hers.
(Complete list anddetails of rally, including speakers, next week.)
The place will'be Community Church, 40 East 35 Street Man-

Colonial Freedom Day
Rally Set for October 29

Plans are being rushed to completion for a big rally in New
York to celebrate International Freedom Day on Friday, October
29, as a day of protest against colonialism and solidarity with the
fight of colonial peoples against oppression by both power blocs in
the world.

. The month of October was
designated  originally by the
Asian Socialist Conference as
the time for such rallies. The- .
Asian socialists called for soli-
darity rallies agalnst imperial-

far accepted as spon-

Professor Meyer

Laber Action s'I'roneg urges all readers in and about New
York City to earmark the date for attendance at this rally. with-

Liberal Party
Swallows Hard
On a .Scan‘dal;. |

By PETER WHITNEY o

NEW YORK, Oct. 11—Once again*
the Liberal Party of New York has,
had to _substitute candidates in
midstream. :

This year, after endorsmg ,
Aaron Jacoby, Democratic nominee-:
for staté comptroller on the Harriman-
Roosevelt ticket, they unceremoniously
dumped him, with as little discussion af-
ter the event as before. Understandably,
they didn’t care to elaborate on his role
as receiver of juicy plums some tlme
back.

Jacoby’s withdrawal reealls the fiasco
of Judge Juvenal Marchisio’ “during . he
_Halley campaign of: 1953, Marchisio’; as’
‘to be Halley’s runnmg “mate for. président
of the City Council, and was dragged,,
from oblivion by the Liberal leaders and -
presented with the usual flowery tributes -
as a worthy standard-bearer for a party'.
of high principle and great moral in-
tegrity.

But alas for the invention of the prmt-
ing press! It turned out that this great :
“liberal” had been associated with an .
Italian-language newspaper Il Crosciato. -
which made no secret of its pro- Musso--r
lini and pro-Franco stand. He was quiet-
ly dropped from the ticket and replaced
by another “independent” Republlcan
whose past revealed no such ghosts in
the closets. Fhat year too was™ not the\

{Turn to last page}
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By BEN HALL

George Meany told AFL leaders at their con-
vention in Los Angeles last month that a clean-
up of welfare funds is the primary internal
problem confronting the federation. As they
deliberated, investigations into union welfare
funds in New York State revealed that union
officials, handling some of these funds, were
grabbing off lush hauls of graft.

The facts in all their tawdry detail are com-
‘monplace enough. In general, funds were milked

. by officials who (1) voted themselves generous

-salaries for fictitious jobs; (2) &ddded friends,
‘supporters and relatives to the payroll as as-
gistants in doing nothing; (3) set up phony

-new companies to act as middlemen between
union and insurance compames to collect fat
‘rake-offs in the guise of commissions.

Y In one small local, CIO Retail Union No. 923,
President Samuel Rosenzweig siphoned off
$41,000 from the fund last year. As a man who
-appreciates the value of his‘own efforts, he still
‘insists that he was worth it. But it came as a
"big surprise to some members of his own local.
One waitress member told reporters: “We were

. ~never allowed to say anything at meetmgs If
hlng theytold you to S1t at. petty thleves Who pllfer the church charlty_
: d 1T

As Reuther Cracks Down on a Corrupt Local, Let’s Look Behind the Relationship '.dfi*--""

THE LABOR BUREAUCRAT vs. THE LABOR RACKETEER

were told you're a trouble-maker and they
threatened to throw you out of the union.’

~Four other CIO Retail Union locals were ac-
cused of shady practices and in their cases, the
ax of union justice fell swift and keen. Walter
Reuther demanded instant action from Max
Greenberg, new international president of the
Retail Union, and the latter summarily removed
the offending corruptionists from office.

See the Connection

Presumably, honesty is or soon will be in-
stalled in its ewn. Very good. The locals become
honest. But-do they become democratic? That is
_the question which the indignant waitress mem-
ber raises in our minds.’

Bureaucrats with their hands in the till go out

_of office. Will they be replaced by honest demo-

“crats or by other bureaucrats with integrity?

That remains hazy. In the furor over corrup--

tion, lack of democracy and the connection be-
tween bureaucracy and racketeering is ignored.
Indignant outcries in: the public press are
salted strongly with hypocrisy. Editors are out-
- raged at men who dip. 1nto funds for the sick,
maimed and aged, much ‘as they are horrified

ity” and

needy is too recently acquired to be convmcmg

When unions fought for welfare funds, the
press was almost unanimously -in the enemy
camp, especially in the days of the wage-freez
when the labor movement struck out for so:
called “fringe benefits.”

Occasional editorials deplore the lack of. de
mocracy in locals which have been victimized
by racketeers. But struggles for inner-union
democracy, inevitably oceurring in an atmos-
phere of turmoil, nearly always hit up againg
the . official press. Rark-and-file oppositiol
movements are frozen out of the news; canned
handouts of the official brass are -accepted as
gospel ; and newspapers bemoan the “dlsorder
ly” conduct of insurgents, call for “responsibil:
“sanity,” and end by endorsing the
official bureaucracy. '

Rackefeermg and corruption are ugly 'lhmgs
anywhere, but nowhere more than in unions.:

To the capitalist, business is business. Graf
ing, kick-backs, payoffs are near-legitima
forms of endeavor which are rewarded by som
what illicit but not immoral super-profits, 2
extra exploitation added to normal explmtatmn
In. fact, corrupt practices are so akin to .ordi
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By AL FINDLEY

-Brealrup of Pro-Stalinist Coalition

Definitive Spllt On in Mapam

The long expected split in . Mapam—Israel’s pro-Stalinist party,
distinct from the Israeli Communist Party—has finally taken place.
Mapam (the abbreviated name for United Workers Party) was
_founded seven years ago by the union of Hashomer Hatzair, Achdut

virtually reduced to the Hashomer
‘Hatzair elements. v
T If_l‘!_as_long been obvious that a
major split was looming between
Achdut. Avoda and Hashomer Hat-
-zair, and the events lecd‘ng to this
‘development have been discussed in
LABOR ACTION several times. Splinters
.have. been breaking off from Mapam ever
‘since the beginning of the Stalinist cam-
‘paign cgcinsf the Jews in general and
Zionism in particular.

The arrest of Mapam leader Oren in
Czechoslovakia, the anti-Semitic trials in

-that country, the case of the Jewish doc-

tors in Moscow provided the background
for these splits. These events made it ex-
trémely difficult for any Jewish group to
baldnce its avowed pro-Russian attitude
and its basic Jewish positions.

'SNEH TO CP

.- The first two splits came with the res-
gnatlon of two Mapam members of the
(parliament), Lifshutz and
“Lamdan, who placed their main emphasis

. on Zlomsm Then followed the expulsion
. -of Sneh and his followers, who weighted

the scale overwhelmingly in favor of -
‘Moscow; for example Justifying all that

*_thé ‘Stalinists did in Prague.

A week ago Dr. Sneh announced his

" intention of joining the Communist Par-

ty (Makl) in a brochure entitled “Sum-
“maries on the National Problem in the
Light of Marxism-Leéninism,” which he
submitted to the secretariat of his group
vfor .approval at its convention next .
] nonth, He states that the differences be-
“tween"the parties have disappeared. And
1ié'is absolutely correct. Sneh has steadily
-noved to a full Stalinist position, though
the CP has not budged.

The CP has published its secrei'armis
welcome to Dr. Sneh. There are reports
ifiat many of his followers, especially in -
the youth, will oppose entry into the CP.

In Mapam circles this news has been
greeted with pleasure. A Mapam spokes-

*-nign ‘stated that it would help the party

fight ‘the. “silent followers” of Dr. Sneh

: ;.'WhO still abounded in the movement.

- ¥HE JUGGLERS FUMBLE

The two main groups left in the

© Mapam, -Hashomer Hatzair and .Achdut
A Avoda, continued to juggle in their pro-
<> gram their pro-Zionism, their pro-Stalin-

ism and elements of socialist ideas. In a

v;'ugglmg act where two partners fail to

synchronize, mishaps are bound to occur.

‘In the last years Achdut Avoda and
Hashomer Hatzair hdve been voting dif-
ferently in the Knesset and acting al-
most as separate parties.

. The current split situation  began” when
MAchdit Avoda published ifs own paper
Lamerchav because the Mapam organ Al

: _Hamlshmar did not permit full and free

iscussion of its vnews The paper refused
publish a resolution on Israeli security

oted By ‘Kibbutx Meuchad, etc.

The Hashomer Hatzair majority lead-

ership. of the party prohibited further
ubllcatlon of a rival organ Then began

"k"'vAvoda, and the Left Poale Zion, joined also by the pro-Zionist wing of
the CP and by “populist” elements typified by Moshe Sneh It is now

a series of proposals and counber-propos-

als. For a while Lamerchav was sus-e

pended while negotiations took place.
Hashomer went so far as to alter: its

procedure for discussion and propose .

that a representative of the minority be
allowed to go along with the majority
spokesman in the discussion. To preserve,
unity the Hashomer leader said he “pro-
posed freedom of debate and agreement
on many issues, conditions which no
other minority succeeded in obtaining.”
(Quoted in Israeli Horizons, Sept. 1954.)

The aim of Achdult Avoda was to re-
organize the party as a federation of
equal groups, with parity on all questions
and on the press. Hashomer wanted to
use its slim majority to continue its con-
trol of the organization.

Hashomer proposed that on four basic
questions, on which their views were not
fundamentally different, mutual agreement
be reached. These four questions were:
{1) Relations with the CP. (2) Attitude

toward Russia. (3) Security of the state.’

(4) Joining the government. There was to
be a delay on reaching a decision on the
admission of Arabs into Mapam.

The minority demanded agreement on
“the . great political problems of our
hme, including the four above, plus for-
eign poliey,
Arab workers, ete.”

PROGRAMMATIC DISPUTE?

In the latter part of August a final
conference was held and the representa-

tives of Achdut Avoda walked out, leav- -

ing Mapam to the Hashomer.

There are -of course conflicting clalms
as to who reépresents the majority. Each
side claims-70 per cent. As far as we can
judge, the Mapam followers in the cities
(not too numerous) split evenly. On the
kibbutzim (farm collectives) everyone
has to go with his own kibbutz. The
Hashomer Hatzair has a larger organi-
zation than Achdut Avoda’s Kibbutz
Hameuchad. The Erem group of the Left
Poale Zion went with Achdut Avoda and.
have a majority of that small group. -

The newly independent Achdut Avoda-
Poale Zion party held its first convention
in the beginning of September. It hailed
Russia as a “rayof hope,” expressed its
sympathy for Russia and its allies, but
demanded recognition of the Jews as a
nation: and called on Moscow to' allow
emigration of Jews. The speakers called

" for a coalition of all Zionist-socialist par-

ties..Speakers asked & return to the pol-

- icy of “non-identification” of the state of

Israél with either power bloe, although
it said the party will be with the camp
of “social progress,” ete.-

As can be seen from the above sum-
mary, given the agreement stated on the
four basic questions and the postpone-
ment of the Arab question, there is little
or no important programmatic difference
between the new AA-PZ party and the
decimated Mapam. That has always been
true. There ore real differences, but they
are differences in aHitude rather than dif-~
ferences in formal program. These mani-
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political organization of

fest themselves in day-to-day problems
particularly.

Programmatically, Hashomer and Ach-
dut Avoda agree in considering Russia
a socialist state leading the struggle for
peace and progress. The basic program-
matic document concretizing this agree-

" ment was the Haifa proram, which was

a compromise between the two groups.

The Hashomer Hatzair had proposed -

conditional anschluss with the Comin-

- form, while the Achdut Avoda merely:

proposed 'g}'eater cooperation with. the
Cominform. While Hashomer condemned
Tito, the Achdut Avoda program . was

loud in its silence on' that question. -

Hashomer favored abolition of factions
in the party and the admission of Arab
workers. Achdut Avoda opposed admis-
sion of Arabs, stressed the ‘“Zionist”
character of the party, and favored the
continuation or groupings in the party.

This pro-Stalinist program was adopt-
ed after the Russian campaign against

‘the Jews as “Cosmopolitans,” “rootless

traders,” ete. The program  as finally
adopted called for “eventual” affiliation
to the Cominform and the “future’” ad-
mission of Arabs into a single party

ALTERNATIVES

‘Despite abolition of factioné, Hasho- -

mer did in fact continue to act as a fac-
tion through control of its settlements.
The Achdut Avoda also later created
their de-facto faction by splitting the
Kibbutz Hameuchad and transforming
it into a homogeneous ideological unit.

- The.leader of Hashomer is right when
he says that for years the opposition had
considered the Hdifa program a "mis-
take,” a "failure,” etc. However, given
their basic approach, they were easily led
to agree then, and the platform of their
new party continues the same general po-
litical line. Despite their complete pro-

- grammatic subordination to the Stalinists

they remain emotionally anti-Stalinist.
That is their main confradiction. How they
solve this problem will fo a great extent
determine the future of their mew. party.

They face the alternatives of joining
the Mapai, remaining’ independent, or re-

‘uniting with Mapam, and this choice will
not be decided by such secondary ques-.

tions as joining the government, or
“activism” versus “active defense.”
Their basic theéoretical failure lies in

the fact that, like the Mapam, they see

only two .conténders for power- in the
world, the Stalinist camp on the one sidé

and the capitalist camp on: the ‘other.-

They fail to. see the independent working
class as a real alternative.to both. They
are thus pushed to hail the Russian bar-
barism as “socialism” and keep their
criticism to private gatherings: '
Once the glimmer of a Third Camp po-
sition enters their thinking, the possi-

- bilities of their development as an inde-
pendent tendency would appear. Other-
wise they can only differ with Hashomer

on Zionist questions; but even Hashomer
has a more consistent conclusion . from
premises that both groups share, ie.,
friendship for the Arab workers, etc.

HASHOMER'S PROBLEM

The Mapam (what is left of it) has an-
nounced that it will now proceed with the
immediate acceptance of Arabs into the
porty. It is hard to foretell how mcny

Arabs, and of what caliber, will ‘be in-.

duced to join a Zionist-dominated party.
The problem has been seriously posed-to
their leaders but has not yet béen an-

"~ swered clearly.

Will the Hashomer (now left holding

Mapam) return to its original position-

of 1951 before it accepted. the compro-
mise of the Haifa program? The series of
anti-Jewish and anti-Zionist-acts of the
Stalinist bloc would seem to rule this out.

However, Hashomer has always actéd

as if it were not aware of what was go- -

ing on in this respect, except on certain
holiday occasions and when it is attack-

ing the CP, and even on such occasions -

it is the fault of the Jewish Stalinists
and not the true leaders of the CP. (“The
tsar is good but he has bad advisers.”)
The assumption is always near the sur-
face that Russia will return to its 1948
pro-Zionist position. Faith is also buoyed
up by the “liberalization” of the new
Malenkov regime.

Should the Hashomer return fto its
original position of 1951, which was held
jointly with Dr. Sneh, the organization
can logically develop only in the direc-
tion -that Sneh has-traveled. since ‘then.
But there is .gometimes a.big gap: be-

SPOTLIGHT

Continued from page 1

any opinion. And attached 'Io\all this was
a formidable list of liberal cognomens. Did
these people really propose to do some-
thing to livt the pall of fear over the ex-
pression of unpopular views?

Closer inspection revealed that  this
nerve-shattering work-up was an intro-

duction to a plug for subscribing to the .

new NIC’s fact-sheets and publications.
No visible proposal seemed to be ¢ontem-
plated to do anything abeut the
“HUSH!” No .greater expectations were
warranted by a sample copy, thoughtfully
enclosed, of the NIC’s sheet The Issue,
which tucked its only civil-liberty" itetn
away on the last page: a comment on the
Commhunist “Outlaw” Act: The only: com-
‘ment’ seemed to- be that it would et in
the way of the McCarran Law of 1950.

Maybe Mrs. Roosevelt and her.liberal
colleagues -ought to take that private poll
themselves. And who knows what the
answer ‘would be?

L
The Right to Refuse
To Stoolpigeon

We have several times pointed to the

reluctance, displayed even by liberals, to
make an issue out of the witchhunters’
demand for stoolpigeonry.

In case after case, of teachers or offi-
cials who have been purged, the crime for
which they were punished has. not been
previous membership in the CP — not
even that—but rather their refusal to
turn stoolpigeon and identify other for-
mer CP members whom they know about,
even though they may thus be blastmg
innocent persons’ lives. This was the
issue, for example, in the case of Pro-

" fessor Furry of Harvard.

It is now the issue in the case of the
three Hunter College professors who have
been fired by the New York City Board of
Higher Education.

Professors MeGill, Welsner and

“Hughes are the current victims. They are

all teachers who have broken with CP,
membershxp ‘As the N. Y. Post story re-
ported “They-admitted past membershxp

in the party but refused to -give names _ -

of colleagues in the party ‘as a matter
of conscience.’... A basic issue of the
trial [given them by the board] was
whether quitting the party in good-faith

reqifires a person to cooperate with the

authorities by disclosing the names: ~of
others who were party members.”

Yet the Post, like other papers carry- .

ing the story, headlined it: “3 Hunter
Teachers Fired Over Red Link.” But it
was not their “red link” but the issue of
stoolpigeonry which was decisive. Head-
lines should tell the truth too.

7 : ‘ \
LABOR ACTION BOOK SERVICE
114 West 14 Street, New York: City

specializes in books and pamphlets

on the. Labor-and -Socialist move-
ment, Marxism, etle., and-con sup-
ply -books of all publishers.

Send for our free book Ilist.
. _/

Have You Read
Labor Action's
- Pamphlet-Issues?
No. 1—The Principles and Pro-

. gram of Independent
Socialism..

No. 2—Independent - Socialism
and War, -

No.3—The Fair Deal: A So-
cialist Analysis.

No.4—Socialism and
Democracy.

" No.5—What I§ Stalinism?

10 cents each _
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Trlumph of Crackpot Reallsm

A Liberal Comes Out for Franco

By DEBBY MEIER

This is 1954, the age of conformity, the era for rewriting hlstory
and “re-evaluating” left traditions. Thus one should not be shocked to
see one of the more liberal of the popular political weeklies coming out

with a thoroughly reactionary and . blood-curdling

“pe-evaluation” of

the Spanish civil war and of Francoism in general.

The editors of the Reporter mag- -
-azine, where such an -afticle has

.dppeare,d. claim to have a few
“reservations’’ about some of the
pomis raised in the article. Yet
they feel that a re-evaludtion is
necessary in the light of present
events and that this particular one is es-
pecially interesting and worthwhile.
Gerald Brenan, an English expert on
Spain, reviews in the October 7 issue -of
the Reporter a recent book by ex-Ambas-
sador Claude G. Bowers entitled My Mis-
sion to “Spain. In this review Brenan
takes Bowers to task for his foolish and
naive support of the “Left Republicans”
position. )

Notes on Spain

The Barcelona correspondent of the
revolutionary socialist La Batalla tells
the story of a revealing scandal. A small
airfield in Reus was being reconstructed
by U. S. technicians in order to be refit as
base for an American pursuit squadron.
Local labor was hired, and the wage
was set at a munificent $2 a day for or-
dinary workers and $5 for specialists.
This would be a pittance for American
workers, but in Spain it represented a
gold mine.

The officers of the city garrison saw an
opportumty for good business. They set
up the following system: The officers
would hand out leaves to soldiers under

their command, so that the soldiers ecould

efiroll as. workers and collect the wages,
iri return for which the officers would get
half the wages of the worker-soldiers.

- Higher-ups in the army put the kibosh
On this big business, but found that even
lieutenants and captains were laboring
away on the airfield for the Americans.
The Franco authorities got the Ameri-
cans to pay the wages in pesetas and at
a scale more in accord with the Francoxst
standards of hunger.

The reformist socialists who helped to
lead the Spanish revolution to defeat by
Franco are still. at the old stand.

In a recent article published in. El

Socialista, Indalecio Prieto made the fol-
lowing. declaration with his habitual non-
chalance:
. “I have returned to Spain certain valu-
able property, amounting to-hundreds of
thousand¢ of dollars,-which have been in
my personal custody, and I have re-
turned it .without consulting anybody,
decision. . . .
Everything therefore is chargeable to me
alone; I am the only one responsible.”

The POUM’s La Batalle comments:

on Prieto’s arrogance:

“Under the shameful regime of Negrin
—a regime inspired and protected by
Moscow—all kinds of outrages, scandals
and crimes were carried through. In its
last days, while the soldiers were dying
on the fronts, the ‘big shots’ disposed of
the property of the state and the country
at their whim. Many of them took things
into their ‘personal custody.” And later,
in emigration, they used them at their
whim, for personal or political ends,
‘solely by their personal.decision.’

“The Spanish people has not yet been
able to call for an accounting. But it will,
one day. .. .”

. ®

The POUM suggests as a slogan for
“Free elec-
tions!” Referring to the diplomatic jock-

" eying over free elections in Indochina

and Germany, in which the Western
allies set themselves forward as parti-
sans of free elections, La Batalla pro-
poses that the idea be applied not only in
those countries but in Spain, against
Franco.

© “The demand for free elections,” it
says, “can constitute an excellent com-
mon -denominator for all the anti-Franco
forces of Spain. A collective declaration
to. this effect, by all the.political and
trade unlon sectors of the Spanish emi-.

articularly opportune.

\

Much of what Brenan says in criticism
of Bowers is both correct and insightful.
He clearly and decisively demonstrates
the naiveté of the traditional liberal po-
sition and therefore of Bowers’ position
also. But then, quite inadvertently to be
sure, he proceeds to give us'a demonstra-
tion of quite a different disease—the dis-
ease of cynicism, bankruptcy, hypocrisy,
and reaction, which he defines as sophis-
ticated liberalism, and for which he ap-
parently wants to be a spokesman.

Bowers wanted a liberal bourgeois

Spain. So did most American liberals,
notes Brenan. And so did he. Therefore,
he says, many of us felt warmly and
deeply about the Spanish. Civil War, and
we wept and continue to weep bitterly
at the defeat of the gallant Republicans
by the fascists.

THE REAL CHOICE

. But, says Brenan, let us re-examine this
‘overly simple view of things. Actually a
bourgeois republic had no chance—it was
an illusion. The choice instead was be-
tween fascism and the revolutionary work-
ing class, and that alone.

This very important conclusion is pre-
cisely the same one that the revolution-
ary .socialists have pointed out year in
and year out. It was therefore with an-
ticipation that we continued reading this
analysis, especially as Brenan had made
it absolutely clear that above all else he
was virulently anti-fascist. Thus, un-
doubtedly, we concluded, he supported
(perhaps critically) the stfiiggles of thIS
revolutionary working class.

But, alas, this apparently was the last
thing from his mind. In fact he considers

it so out-of-the-question that he barely:x

gives us any explanation for rejecting it.
He seems to think that the very label
“revolutionary working class” is more
than enough to do the job of dismissing
this alternative from our minds entirely.
Surely one does not support such a force!

Is it because of Stalinist domination

of this revolutionary working class in

Spain, one wonders? No, Brenan is quick
to point out that the Communists were a
tiny powerless sect at first, and he fur-
ther notes that their power was augment-
ed by the very embargo which Bowers is
so strongly attacking (the arms embargo
placed on the Republicans by the “democ-
rdacies”) and which he is so tirelessly
“re-evaluating.” He bases his support of
the embargo (or at least, his implied sup-
port, for he never actually gets around
t6 re-evaluating what the liberal of the
civil-war years should have done) on
another complicated analysis altogether.

F-METHOD

. What, he asks, would have happened to

the course of history if Franco had been
defeated and what has happened now
that he has won?

If Franco had lost, he would have lost
to the left-wing socialists, he argues. The
dificulties which would have faced this
left-wing government would have com-
pelled them- to establish a dictatorship.
And even this would not have lasted long,
argues Brenanm, since Hitler would have
conquered Spain when he invaded Russia.
{Exactly how this simple event would have
transpired is left purposely vague.) Hitler
would then. have closed the Strait of
Gibraltar, thus making things conslderubly
more_difficult for the Allies.

And even if the Allies had overcome
this obstacle and gone on to vietory, this
would still not have portended the re-
establishment .of a bourgeois regime in
Spain, the only type of regime worth re-
establishing. For after all these “pro-
scriptions, counterproscriptions and
counter-counterproseriptions” - resulting
from this constant seesawing of power,

“not many Spaniards would have been-

left alive.” Thus by a series of vague
“ifs” Brenan decides against the social-
ists, and therefore against the anti-fas-
cists of all varieties at the same time.

In contrast, paradoxically, the victory

of the pro-German .and anti-democratic
party has resulted in a victory for liber-
alism and democracy! So he argues. For

Franco was, fortunately, a man of un-.

fairs. Thus Spain remamed neutral in
the war, and in fact “its neutrality fa-
vored the Allies even more than inter-
vention on their side would have done,”
claims Brenan.

And with the victory. of the “democ-
racies,” Spain “has had to adapt itself.
to a democratic environment” thus mak-
ing it progressively milder and more
liberal in spirit and portending the rapid
return to the Spanish national tradition.
of equalitarianism and tolerance. -

The only exception, says Brenan, to
this traditional Spanish tolerance. is the
persecution of “heresy,” and the -only
heresy today in Spain is Marxism—by
which is meant; we assume, the belief in
the right of workers.to organize unions
or to strike, the right of political oppon-
ents to organize and hold meetings, and
other such elementery. democratic prin-
ciples. ]

Thus everything turns out for the best.
Franco won as we feared, but it was this
victory of everything we abhorred which
made possible everything we cherish to-

day. Whether we like it or not (and Brenan .

apparently does) Franco has at ledst the
arudging support of most Spaniards (a
statement demanding a longer documented
article!). He has survived great difiiculties
in the.past and with American aid he will
survive more in the future.

~ Ambassador Boéwers, poot . fe]low, “is
the voice of fifteen years ago,” says
Brenan: “Yes, we felt like that then, but
the situation is different now.” It is about
tlme, he concludes, that foreign liberals
give up this old sentimental “feud with
Franco.”

Today we must re-evaluate in terms
of practical realism and admit that the
end justifies the means, fascism is better

‘democracy is a petty and trivial issue;

-thing, and toe many contemporary liberals

than the struggle of the revolutionary
working class, dictators have their uses,

democratic rights and a free and indes '
pendent labor movement constitute °
Marxism, Marxism is per se indéfensible;
and finally, the values of the liberalism
of 15 years ago are ludicrous, out-of-
date, and to be forgotten, After all, thlS
is 1954. \

AY

CONFIRMATION v

" It will be difficult for most contempore
ary liberals to refute Brenan's thesis—dif-:
ficult for liberals.but not-for-revolutionary:
socialists. For Brenans method is esgenjlal-
ly that of posing the alternatives in ferms
of socialist revolution or fascism, for ome =

have conditioned themselves to equating
the former with a Stalinism whlch ihey
fear above all other evils.

For another thing, Birenan’s method 15.
‘that of choosing the lesser evil (from his .
own peculiar premises), and most liber-
als go along with the logic of this choice:
And finally, Brenan’s argument implies
that the Spanish people can suffer dicta= =
torship and oppression, as far as he is_
concerned, provided that this fate” of =
theirs helps the cause of the Allies, “oux
side.” Anything goes if it helps “our -
side,” and here too is a species of Real- .
politik which lurks everywhere in 11beral !
American thinking.

Liberals will find Brenan disturbing, -
even though they think they can refute
him in secondary details. Socialists will
find him confirming in his own way the
basic thought that, in our era above all,
the logic of a consistent and thorough-
going fight against fascism and for libv
erty leads to the struggle for socialist
revolution.

| Letter from a Spanish Joil |

"The following is an extract from a let-
ter which has been received from mem-
bers of former free. trade wunions mow
serving pmscm sentences in a Spanish
jail. It requires mo comment from us,
except to say that this tragic document
was smuggled out of the ]ml and passed
on by the Spanish trade union federation
in exile, affiliated to the ICFTU, and that
the name of the prison has been omitted
in order to avoid reprisals against the
prisoners. — ICFTU Informatlon Bulle-
tm
prlsoners However much could be. -ert—
ten on this subject would not bé enough
to make people understand, especially
those who have not lived through such a
tragic situation.. We have been through
bad periods, when the quality and the
preparation of the food were poor, but
there can be no comparison with the
present situation.

The horrible food which goes by the
high-sounding name of “communal feed-
ing” is completely. inedible. Vermicelli
and bean-pods for dinner every-night—
a black and repulsive-dish, with a sicken-,
ing smell. The midday meal, equally re-
volting from every point of view, is com-
posed of vermicelli and beans. For seven
years we have been eating: potatoes at
every meal, and now they have started to

give us beans, which are as inedible as .

the rest of the pig-food we are expected
to eat. Can you have any idea of what it
means, having to eat boiled potatoes at
every meal for seven years?

Another horrible and inhuman detail
is the fact that for four long years we
have had no more than 4 ounces of bread.
The prisoners are entirely deprived of
proteins. Some of them have.managed to
keep themselves nourished, thanks to
their families. They have never at any
time asked for anything, as they fully
understand the hardships which everyone
is suffering. But it would be a good thing
to give some material aid to these com-
rades, since they have families which
they cannot look after.

The person chiefly responsible is the
governor. Since the arrival of the pres-
ent governor the prisoners’ conditions
have reached the lowest possible level.
The nuns have to -ask for what they need
for the kitchen. Obviously, they have :to

.apply to the director before gettirig the "

food from the store, but the ration is in-
adequate and not fit for pigs.
The oﬁi 'als themselve are scandallzed

-ations. Anyone suffering from a stomac

like asking for the moon. If the prison

<

are not afraid of saying that the food is.
impossible. We could talk about this ad
infinitum, but we will simply add that
not only have we been condemned to,doz- - -
ens of years’ imprisonment, but at the ..

same time we are condemned to die of ill+ .-
nesses caused by the lack of the essential
foods necessary for human existence.

For some time now, the health services,
have been taking a noticeable turn for
the worse. For a whole year (ever since.
the new governor arrived), no attentien'
has been pald to the issue of med1cme, i
nor has provision been made for looking
after the sick. Endless examples conld Ere -
quoted. :

There have been cases where pn‘son_ers :
have been in pain to such an extent that. -
it was obvious even to a laymen that °
their condition was serious and that the
appropriate measures should be taken
(such as removal to the provincial hospi:
tal, or even to Madrid). But nothing has’
been done. Sick. men could ask in vaini
for some rapid and effective treatment:;
théy would receive absolutely nothmg;-
However, when their condition is desper=
ate, they are taken to the hospital, Wlth.r
a very slight chance of being saved.

The hospital.doctors have protested on'
various occasions against the methods-of"
the prison doctor, who sends people to
the hospital when they are almost dying,!
whereas they might have been saved if he
had sent them a few days earlier. All the:
patients who are sent to the hospital un-.
der these conditions have to undergo
blood transfusions, otherwise they could g
not stand up-to an operation. ’

In most cases, they are stomach oper

ulcer has to reach the stage of a perfor-;
ation before being transferred to the hos-:,
pital. It's not until you are at death’s:
door that they start to thmk about apply i
ing remedies.

When' penicillin and other drugs are
needed-—usually in extremely seriou
cases—the patient has to buy them at hi
own expense. As for requesting othe
more expensive medicine, it would

ers want medicine, they have to keej
their own pharmaceutical supplies, a
their own expense, and under the:super:
vision of the nuns. The only medici
available in the pnson ‘is’ aspirin, wi
jugs of water and four different potidns
which are kept merely.for appearance;
It is obvious who bears ‘the responsibil

his




To the Editor:

I notice that in the issue of LABOR
ACTION dated. 20th September there is
‘somée wild criticism by your London cor-
vespondent of the editorial attitude of the’
Socialist .Leader on the British Labor
Party’s décision to ban Socialist Outlook.
Af the risk of still further increasing
your correspondent’s blood pressure, may
I give the facts which he, apparently, in
‘his excitement, completely overlooked?
The British Labor Party has not sup-
lrressed Socialist Outlook. It hasn’t the
power to suppress any paper whatsoever.'
It has simply declared that “support and
association withi:this paper” is incom-
. patible with membership of the Labox
Party. It has the right to say that, and
its reasons are that the paper has been
a “disruptive influence” within the par-
ty; that “the paper has continued to pub-
policy. of the: party . . . and there is an’
ber ~of constituency parties.” In effect,
that .Socialist-OQutlook, an unofficial pa-
‘per; whilst ostensibly supporting the La-
bor Party, has sought to undermine it
~from within, . 7

* It may well be that the Labor Party
has. overestimated the influence and im-
portance of Socialist Qutlook, but surely
' no one——apart, perhaps, from your Lon-

argue that the party hasn’t the right to
~ban a group which it believes is conduct-
ing - propaganda hostile to the party’s
best interests.

- The Labor Party Conference, meeting
this- week at Scarborough has, in- faect,
endorsed the Executive’s. action on So-
cialist Outlook by 4, 475 000 votes to
1,596,000.

- All that can and should be allowed
within any political party are full demo-
cratie rights to seek changes in the poli-
cies'and programs of the party by debates
and votes at conferences and meetings,
with, of course, the acceptance of major-
ity decisions. If a dissident group within

policy (majority, declsmn) then-the party,
“{s speaking with two voices.

‘I.know of no political party which al-
lows the sort of “free-for-all” which your
London correspondént appears to be han-
kermg for. Indeed, most of the smaller
,partles and groups are much more rigid
in this respect. than the Labor Party.
For instance, Socialist Outlook, itself,
recently ejected an editor, and denied
voice to close-on half its supporters be-
-eause the editor and his supporters did
not toe the Tine laid down by others, who
“have since taken control of the paper.

In conclusion, if Socialist Outlook be-

it can surely do this more éffectively
; when it isri’t ham-strung by restrictions
or conc¢erned- about party loyalties.

George W. STONE

Glasgow, Oct. 1
, o °

(1) Our ecriticism of the Socialist
¢ader was not signed nor written nor
spired by our London correspondent. It
:was written by the undersigned after
‘reading the Socialist Leader.
(2) No facts were “overlooked.” Com-
rade Stone’s deplorable quibble on how to
suppress an organ adds no facts; we had
already read that peculiar point in his
aper. Since ‘they do not possess state
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lish propaganda hostile to the declared:

' organized faction at work within'a num--

“don correspondent—is foolish enough to -

a party is allowed to publish papers and.
manifestos directed against the accepted’

lieves that it has something vital to say
against’ the policies of the Labor Party,

ILP EDITOR REPLIES ON THE 'OUTLOOK' CASE

power, the Labor Party bureaucracy
could suppress Outlook only with the
usual threat of expulsion from the- party
.. (8) The right-wing bureaucrats sin-
- ¢erély believe that not only Outlook but
more especially the Bevanite Tribune “is
conducting propaganda hostile to the
party’s best interest.” Who doubts that
they would like to suppress it? If Attlee-
Morrison took the same action to get.rid
of Tribune, or New" Statesmn, or other
critical Labor papers, ‘would Comrade
“Stone also applaud and approve? The
._pointwas posed in his columns but he did
“pot say.

In other words, what is involved is the -

_iwvhole left-wing Labor press and not
only the relatlvely unimportant Outlook,
whose suppression sets a precedent.

(4) . Does .an “unofficial” organ pub-

-. lished by Labor Party members have a .

right to. criticize. the majority line? Com-
rade Stone considers this unthinkable for
.any party. And he refers accurately to

- the “rigid” attitude. taken by “most of

the smaller parties and groups,” includ-

ing ‘the kind of people who published
- Outlook. But—

(a) Precisely with respect to its or-
ganizational structure, the British Laber
Party has .always been quite different
from most socialist parties, and most es-
pecially different from small sects and
grouplets. - It was ‘born.as, and still re-
tains much of the. structure of, a feder-
ated party of constituent groups. It was
sometime before it even organized mem-
bership branches. Constituent groups
have from the very beginning published
their own organs in which they expressed
their distinctive opinions. With this
structure it became a mass party of the
British working class, not a sect jealous-
ly guarding its party line from public

- eriticism. This special character of’ the .

. Labor Party, and its whole tradition and
structure, is ignored by Comrade Stone’s
position of approval.

(b) The above point wquld be ample to
settle the matter. We must state, how-
ever, that even as far as the ordinary

type of sécialist group is concerned, we

believe that Stone is wrong. Since our

foundation in 1940, the*ISL has specifi--

cally recognized the right of factions to
express ' their critical views in a public
press’ (the party’s or their own). Com-

-~ rade Stone may be unaware that this

was standard practice in all the parties
of the old pre-war Second International,
ineluding the Bolshevik Party before omd
after the revolution up to its Staliniza-
tion. But this old and worthy socialist,
“social-democratic and Bolshevik tradition
has been so long forgotten that it would
“ requiré ‘more  elucidation- than we can
give it here. The.present case rests ade-
quately on point (a).

(5) We had also: pointed out that the
Socialist Leader went further. Stone ac-
tually argued that Labor Party members
. have “signed a membership form and

thereby accepted the :constitution and
policies of. the party”. (our emphasis)
and that therefore they have no right to
“bellyache about the leaders, the policies
and the constitution of the party.”

(6) Comrade Stone’s position on this
question does not cease to astonish us. In
his present letter, he writes that “surely
no one—apart perhaps from your London
correspondent — is foolish enough to
ﬁrgue that the party hasn’t the right to

an a group which it believes is conduct-

ing propaganda hostile to the party’s
best interests.” Surely he knows that the
ban on Outlook was fought as an outrage
by the whole left wing of the Labor
. Party. He himself cites the figures (over
one third of the party conference voted
to reject it). One feels, however, that he
cites these figures to prove that the bu-
-reaucratic right-wing majority of the
Labor Party agrees with him. It is sur-
prising that this gives him comfort.

We are aware, and said, that the ILP
fell into this unfortunate position be-
cause of its anxiety to justify its regret-
table line of staying out of the Labor
Party. It wants to prove “you can’t work
within the Labor Party.” But hasn’t it
gone too far to justify a poor policy?

Hal DRAPER

y. — —_
~ YOU'RE INVITED

to speak your mind in the letter

column of Labor Action. Our pol-

tey is to publish letters of general
" political interest, regardless of

views. Keep them to 500 words. :

ISL Convention Acts
On Socidlist Issues

By ALBERT GATES

The Third National Convention of the Ixidepend‘ent-Soc-ialist League
has taken place and adopted several important decisions that will govern

the work of the organization until the next convention. All the impor-
tant sections of the ISL were fully represented at the gathering and the ™
delegates from all parts of the counl’ry participated fully in the conven- .

tion’s deliberations. It was a spirited convention, even though smaller

than prev10us similar meéetings..:
Four major and several -minor
questions came before the conven-
tion. Because of the length of the
discussions on these, several im-
portant points were left untouched

since the convention could not deal with
all of them in the three days allotted for -

‘its sessions.

The two main resoluhons were ihose
which deait with the world situation and

the political situation in the United States. -

These were followed by a report on the
ISL, and then by several press questions.
Quite properly, the convention opened

with a discussion of what is commonly-

referred to as the “internatienal -resolu-

tion.” This resolution, as well as the one.

on the United States, will appear shortly
in their full texts in .the New Interna-
tional.
lished in Forum.)

THIRD CAMP LINE

The international resolution, as the

discussion established, did not propose:

any changes from the views of the ISL
‘as presented in two previous conventions.

For the most part, basing itself on these -

two previous resolutions . (1949 -and
1951), the resolution reviewed the world
events and foreign policy. developments
of the last three years in terms-of a Third
Camp socialist policy.

I+ surveyed. the trend ‘of the capitalist
war camp, particularly the U. S., toward
an increasingly reactionary foreign pel-
icy, its inherent inability to defeat Stalin-
dsm . with .any progressive consequences:
the illusions raised after the death of
Stalin in the “liberalization” of the Rus-
sian regime; the mistakes of ‘neutralism;
and many other aspects of world politics

today. As against the policies of capital-'

ist and Stalinist imperialism, which can
only end in world catastrophe, the resolu-
tion develops the conceptions of genuine
democracy and socialism as the means *o
destroy all imperialism. -

On invitation of the Political Commlt-
tee, the floor was taken for a brief minor-

ity report by a League member who held'
the view that in Indochina socialist sup-

port should be given to the Vietminh, as

being primarily a movement forvnational .
liberation, as against the majority posi-.

tion of no support to either side. The

pro-Vietminh position was rejected by"'

almost the entire convention.

In the course of the main d1scussxon
possible differences in view were also
diseussed, although inconclusively. As

the outcome, however, no counter-resolu-’
. tions or amendments were presented

embodying any counter-views to the reso-
lution, with the above- mentloned excep-
tion.

U.S. RESOLUTION

The resolution on the political situation
in the United States contdined one section’
which produced a sharp debate in the con-'

vention and on which the division extend:
ed rfom the ISL leadership down into the
ranks. The point at isswe was the position
to be taken by the ISL on “polifical ac-
tion,” i.e., the political action of the labor
movement, and the relationship that this
position bore to the general policy of the
ISL for a labor party.

Aside from this disputed section, how-
ever, it should be noted that the U. S.
resolution. itself contains rather lengthy
analysis of the situation in the country,
both economic and political. Rejecting
the notion that the country faces an eceo-

nomic ecrisis, the resolution points -out :
how the world political situation creates. .

demands on the nation that reinforce the
existence of the war economy. The war
economy maintains the general high level
of economic activity and forestalls any
possibility of a deep-going erisis.

At the same time the resolution notes
the trend to the right in national politics.
It is particularly concerned with the as-
sault on civil liberties and the widespread
witchhunt, which, in turn, produced the
phenomenon of MeCarthyism. The docu-

ment however, rejects the theory that:’

(The draft versions were pub--

American type of fasc1sm It says:
“McCarthyism is not a fasc1st ten-
dency or movement. Still, it is not an
‘ordinary” conservative or even reaction-
ary bourgeois current, Its course is.away.

from bourgeois democracy.. It presents

not the traditional fascist danger of mo-
bilization of the discontented petty-bour-
" geois masses as a mass force to smash

~labor, but rather the danger of the im-:

position of a dictatorial, labor-curbing .
regime from above by authontanan state
measures of repression.

“McCarthyism represents premature
attempts to impose now the kind of re-
gime toward which American capitalism-
tends in the absence of a vigorous and
“conscious struggle by the labor meve-
ment for socialist and demoeratic- poli-:
cies. This accounts both for the resist-

- :ance -which it meets from the most solid:

sections of the bourgeoisie and Republi-
- can leadership, as well as for the rela-
tive feebleness of their resistance for the
division it brings into their own ranks.”
One other important section of the reso-
‘lution is the section called "The Struggle
- for a Democratic Foreign Policy.” Here is
contained an important aspect of ISL
views, for it seeks the intervention of la-
bor into the field of foreign policy and
toward a government which can guaran-
-tee a democratic foreign policy as one of
- the decisive means of defeating not only

reacfionary Stalinist imperialism buf cupn- .

talist imperialism as well.

The resolution points out how Amerl-
can foreign policy today, restmg as .it
does upon the world regimes of | reactlon
and opposing the powerful forces of na-
tional liberation, plays into the hands of °
Stalinism and drives to war as:the only

solution of their antagonisins. Related to
the struggle for a democratic f()reign, )
policy is the creation of an independent

labor party, which would mark the break
of the mass of people from the reactlon—

., ary parties of capitalism.

"POLITICAL ACTION

The final section of the resolutlon
which follows the above, describes the
-actual status of the American labor
‘movement in the politics of our time. It
notes that labor is in polities as it has
never been before and is allied most defi-
nitely with the Democratic Party and in
that party with the Fair Deal wing. ;

The resolution notes that it is necessary

. bor movement in the bourgeois parties the
"idea of independent labor politics and
an independent labor _party: it pro-
poses that our-#riéids in the unions should

seek to stimulate “and participate in the -

running of independent labor candidates.
on the basis of the most radical platform:
possible.”

At the same time, the resolution notes’
that labor is in the bourgeois parties
(i.e., the Democratic Party) and will
very likely not follow our advice at this
stage in its development. Shall the ISL
" take a hands-off position? The resolution

says:
“It is entirely permissible, in faect it is
indicated to our friends, to point out to

union militants who have rejected our’

proposals and who look toward the Dem-
ocratic Party and who hope to utilize it’
in the interests of the working class that
they, from thier viewpoint, which we do
not share, ought to fight for their own
-~ candidates -from the ranks of labor and

< responsible to it even in the Democratic

Party. It .would be correct, in this con-
nection, to discuss in advance how to

press in union debates for such deci-
sions.”

DISPUTED ISSUE

The disputed section picks up from-
here. The dispute, as a matter of fact,
goes back several years. In 1950 in Chi-
cago, a leading unionist named Willough-
by Abner, a Negro union leader -on- sthe--
south side, decided to fight the Demo-:
cratic Party machine by runmng in-the
Democratic Party primaries as a labor-

‘man agamst the. machme candrdate HIS. p

(1%

stimulate or prompt such militants to.

to counterpose to the activities of the la- -

A3

-~
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I’ubllshed by tlle YOUNG SOCIALIST I.EIIGIIE

FIVE CENTS ' .

By 'DEBBIE MEIER

i : “Umvers1ty of Chicago students have always been widely known
for their participation in political -activity both on-and off campus,”
notes the Maroon, weekly student newspaper at the University of Chi-
cago, in an article in the autumn “Orientation” issue. Yet sadly enough,
even this first issue of the Maroon, devoted -as it was to twenty pages
of information on student orgamzatlon, refutes thxs glib claim.

cal organizations, covering 10 dif~

l - Forthe article on student politi-

. ferent political groups, was buried
on page seventeen in the midst of
the sports page, and it received less
space than an article on sailing and
tennis, less space than a special report on
the University of Chicago switchboard

| ~ operators, and about equal space with one
on the Outing Club!

Unfortunately while part of the blame
for this lies with the Maroon, a much
greater source for this ‘“disproportion”
lies in the real situation on campus. The

ten campus political organizations are:

Young Democfats, Young Republicans,
NAACP, Robin Hood’s Merrie Men, the
Young Socialist League, the Socialist
* Club, the Student-Faculty Committee for
Congressman O’Hara, the Student Com-
mittee for Douglas, the Faculty-Gradu-
ate Committee for Peace, and the Cru-
sade for Freedom.

Wlule they obviously deserved more
I space than the switchboard operators or
‘ " the Outing Club, efc., they have seriously

" declined in their role on campus and are
in fact far less impressive in reality than
" their titles might imply.

e c
Tt
~

" Few of these organizations exist in a

meanmg*ful fashion. )
Neither the Young Democrats nor the
Young Republicans hold public meetings

How- different from half a dozen.years

ago! Where are the World Federalists,-

or their-offspring WORLD; where is any
equivalent of American Veterans Com-
mittee, where is SDA or SLID, or even
the Labor Youth League? They have all
disappeared, retreated, or been forced off
the campus.

But more deplorable than all of this is
the general “tone” on the campus. For
the University of Chicago has won its

.victory over “radicalism,” “politicalism,”

‘and other such youthful “diseases” by

, subtler techniques than those used at

UCLA, for example,.
There has been no crude mtchhunt

-and, in fact, the administration is to be

or announced business meetings. If they :

actually exist, they exist “underground.”
1t is said that each has hundreds of mem-

which meets weekly. Yet the student body
rarely hears of them; they never partici-
pate in all-campus political events and
they assiduously avoid propagandizing
the student body.

" The O’Hara and Douglas committees
are obviously both temporary and will
exist only for another month. -

of the National Committee for a Free

latter’s literature and perhaps. to sponser
an occasional speaker, but.they are in no
sense a membership organization.

B POLITICAL APATHY

Thus in reality only five permanent cam-
 pus-oriented political groups exist—the
Young Socialist League, the Socialist Club,
the Faculty-Graduate Committee for

Peace, the NAACP and the Robin Hood -

J

:( Cilub. There exists no official or unofficial

} liberal organization—no - SDA, no broad
Political Action Committee and no liberal

| discussion group. -

bers and a huge executive committee.

The Crusade for Freedom, an adjunct

Europe, merely exists to. hand out the.:

Y

commended for having stood out against
the trend of:political suppression better

L fvaluatmg the Maroon s Picture of tlle Campu.s"

~ Political Life at the Univ. of Chicago

than any other ]arge educatlonal mstxtup
tion. The political witchhunt has taken
place only in the more subtle qmet petty

" ways.

But the apohtlcallsm of the eampus
is due also to something else—something

far less tangible.. On Activities Night -
this year (a university-sponsored occa-
sion at which, all campus organizatiens .

are given booths to display their liter-
ature, program, etc.) one. had a feeling
that .most of the young studemts shied
away from the socialist (and ether po-

litical) booths not becausé they were -

anti-socialist, nor even because they were
apathetlc—but out of a feelmg of social
conformity.

SOCIALIST ACTIVITY

After all to be “seen” touching that
kind of stuff, to appear interested in poli-

tics would be “gauche” and ‘“out of
place.” It could be “compromising” in
the same sense that an adolescent girl is

-“compromised” by not keeping up with

the latest fad, by wearing the wrong kind

"~ other sources of political protest whose
_exact nature and size this year are still-

of socks, or by appearing in-a fancy'dress -

at a “sloppy” party, ete. The psychology
of adolescence seems to have crept into

‘minded and spirited Umver51ty of 'Chl- A

~will join enthusiastically to aid dissident.

~

the psychology of the once’. mdependent—

‘cago student body.

Yet there are a few fImlgs I'o be opI‘i-
mistic ‘about. And as the year progresses,:
perhaps events will belie alt of this pre---.: .
vious analysis. The most promising eveat: . -
at present is the formation of a healthy-
Young Socialist I.ecgue unit-on campus, -
one of considerable size, energy you‘l‘h’
and heferogeneity. :

And besides this there exists, quite in~.’
dependent of the YSL or individual,
YSLers, a broad Socialist Club composed' &
of various degrees and brands of social--
ists. One feels happily surprised by this' -
sudden blossoming of socialist activity -
in the midst of ‘what seems a slumbering.
student body. It augurs well. for the
future.

" And then too there still exist those-

undetermined—the Student Representa-
tive Party, the NAACP, Robin Hoed
Clubs, etc. We wait, we wateh, and we

voices and organized protests agamst d : I
“the trend.” e

By PHILIP WRIGHT

 NSA Convention:
Were ‘Remgned’—and n Retreat

) T1m1d1ty, resignation and indifference vied w1th each other to
determine which would be the dominant mood at the seventh annual
congress of the National Students Association, held this past summer

at Ames, Iowa.

Not that this fact should surprise anyone, since an NSA natlonal
congress is’ w1de1y regarded as a fairly accurate gauge of Amerlcan

student opinjon. What should ex-

cite. at least liberal sensibilities,
however, is the failure of student
liberals to develop any sort of ef-
fective opposition-to the program
whieh the NSA national leadership
handed to the congress for rubber-stamp
treatment.

On .issues of civil liberties, academic
freedom, racial discrimination and "inter-
national relations,” the disparate elements
which comprise the NSA's "liberal bloc"
were unable to wring from the national
organization even those minimal conces-

sions which were achieved in former
years,
Most illustrative of the congress’s

cautious and politically insensitive ap-
proach to current campus issues is the
document “The Student’s Right to

1

Oct.
Club).

R Oct.
L Nov..
- Nov.
Nov.
Nov,
Nov,
Dec.

2—The Nature of Capitalism, .

16—The Nature of Stalinism.

Tuesdays at 8 p.m.—at Ida Noyes Hall

! . _
’ | Coming Events at the Chicago YSL
(. (except for Friday meetmg on No'v. 12—see below)

Oct. lZ—The Rise of ﬂle Socialist in the Labor Movement.
19—Milton Mayer: on Liberty cnd Loyalty (co-sponsored with Socialist

26—Debate: Can the Democratic Pcrfy Defend Democraey?
12—(FRIDAY af 8 p.m.) A Panel: The Labor Movement in Crisis.

23—Iimperialism: Stalinist and Capl‘lohsf.
30—Panel: Why Is America Unpopular Abroad?
7—The Road Ahead: The Third Camp.

Dec. 14—The Road Ahead: An Independent Lubor Party.

-] IDA ‘NOYES HALL, 1212 E. 59 Street (U ot'« Chl)

Knowledge and the Free Use Thereof,”
a “Basic Policy Declaration.” The view-
point outlined in this resolution, if it dis-
tinguishes itself from the typic¢al contem-
porary newspaper editorial on the siib-
ject, does so only by virtue of the fact

that it adds a few “enllghtenmg i “llb .

eral” postseripts.

CRITERION -

The declaration begins well indeed:
“At the outset, it should be stated that
NSA believes that the only ‘grounds on
which a professor should be judged are
his professional competence and integ-
rity. This principle is basie. Only for
lack of professional competence or integ-
rity should a professor be removed from
a teaching position.”

The principle that ablhty to teach
rather than membership in a subversive
‘organization should be the sole criterion
for determining the tenure of teachers
was inserted in the declaration at the
insistence of liberal delegates to the con-
gress. And what is the criterion for abil-
ity to teach?

The next sentence tells us: "The NSA
believes that membership in any tofalis
tarian conspiratorial group or organiza-
tion that advocates the violent overthrow
of the United States government requires
dacceptance of certain principles and meth-
ods which surrender freedom in the search

_for truth. At the present time, in almost

every case, such membership extinguishes
the ability of a professor #o be profes-
sionally competent.”

The logic of liberalism in cold-war
Amerieca, as.the liberal delegates demon-
strate, displays a rather peculiar form.

The liberals did not oppose the organi-
zation’s. position- on- what constitutes in-
.competence, for they had.asse

d th i

he

~age is paid to it by making it a. part of

o

_provides that the heritage of American’

-which we'll have no truck, would -be to

- livelihood stmply because of their mem-

Liberals

print. The logic of cold-war Iiberaljsm'
democracy is preserved so long as hom-

each and every resolution.’

“The undemocratic, illiberal way of -
handling Communist teachers, with .

‘bar teachers from earning their means of -

bership in the Communist Party. We
have a better principle. We believe that
the standard should be professiondl com-
petence, which of course can be deter-
mined by the organizations to which @
teacher belongs.” So-in effect said liberal~
ism at the congress.

Another stipulation serves to dlstm-
g‘msh the NSA manner of handilng the:
problem of Stalinist teachers. In accord-’

. ance with the notion that an accused in- -

'competent to determine the- facts and

“in order to prove that there is a lack of

dividual is to be presumed innocent until - -
proved guilty, and in line with the view-
point that members of ‘“subversive” or--
ganizations are incompetent to teach, an
examination of each case must be made

-

professional competence of integrity. :
And if they can't be hung on~thi €
tence score, then absence of mfegr
easy to establish, given the NSA“cpprnva :
TIMID WORDS BT e

It is not the headlme-éeekmg congres-
sional investigators who should prove the
incompetence or lack of integrity of sub-.
versive teachers, “The NSA believes that
a tribunal of one’s faculty colleagues-is:’

e

" {Continued on page 6I .
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frown upon it cannoft become emotlonally in-
dlgnant “Smart fellow, that crook, you've got
$o hand it to him.”

Built-In Racket

Insurance schemes afford a startling-example
of how racketeering is built into union welfare
funds by the ordinary legal practices of pre-
sumably legitimate business.

Insurance companies will pay commission to
middlemen. But when unions get their insur-
_ ance direct, without the intervention of a third
. party, the companies refuse to turn'the unpaid
. eommissions into lower costs for the workers.
They will either pay the commissions to brokers
- or keep them-as added profits. Union officials
eould become grafters almost in good con-

science. Why not set up a phony brokerage serv- -

4dce and pocket the commissions .themselves?
“They could argue that the commissions they
‘are grabbing do not come out of their members
pockets

. But in the labor moyvement, racketeering is a
_.morbid and mortal sickness, a sign of the decay
"of 'its democracy and of the degeneratlon -of s
deectives

- Unions came into existence as a movement
created by the working class, popular, idealistie,
by. men who sought not only to improve their
- own daily lot but who wanted to uplift all so-
édiety, to refurbish its democracy, to preserve or
estore the dignity of mankind. Th_is ‘was true

not only of the socialist-inspired unions of Eu-
rope but of those in the United States as well.

The ordinary, non-murderous racketeering -

official, from his own perverted standpoint, sim-
ply seeks to perpetrate an honest swindle no
different in type from hundreds like it in the
day-to-day praetices of business; but what a
terrible debasement of unionism, the perversion
of a mnoble, liberating, democratic. institution
into an instrument of the filched dollar. How
does it happen?

First Step: Buregucrdﬁzaﬁon

_ Unions that end in cori'upi'ion first become
bureaucratized.
Once control passes out of the hands of the

" membership, the union can be warped to fit all

kinds of alien interests. Bureaucracy does not
always lead to rackets. But wherever official-
dom rises above the membership and is removed
from its control, tendencies toward corruption
mevnfobly set in.

This is certainly true in the United States
where the stream of class idealism is now rela-
tively feeble and all politics.and business is
permeated by the philosophy of the quick buck.
Racketeering is bureaucracy run amuck, in" a
state of utter degeneracy.

Union bureaucracy is more than a simple
transgression on the formal democratic rights
of the membership. It involves perquisites in
pay and privilege which raise the standard of
living and mode of life’of the official well above

the average member. It often means gifts from
employers, special discounts,
as an undercover addition to salaries, hotel bills
never fully paid. . . . And on the basis of these
customary privileges, petty and not so petty, it
means the construction of an organized ma-
chine to maintain close control of the union.

But which of these practices are legal and
which illegal? And which are legal but unethi-
.cal? if it is legal and constitutional and moral
fo accept easy union jobs at lucrative salaries
and to distribute them around to supporters in
the union, then why exempt welfare funds?
Some distinctions to undiscriminating minds
seem too delicate to detect, especially when no

membership is permitted to remind them of

subtle shadings. _

Case in Point
Three members of the Retail Union local

were understandably confused by the rough

treatment meted out to their president and they

wrote to the editor of the New York Post pro-

testing that “a grave injustice was done to our
president, Mr. Samuel Rosenzweig.” Their let-
.ter is worth quoting at some length:

“The only criticism of our union was that Mr,

Rosenzweig received a large salary from the

/Welfare Fund. What was not brought out was’
that for some years Mr. Rosenzweig’s salary.
was as low as $800 or $1,200 a year; that- he'

., [Continued on page 7]

LABOR ACT--IO ¥

HE LABOR BUREAUCRAT vs.

“expense’”’ money .

SA

{Continued from page 5}

Fudge fairly the nature and degree:of

Aany trespass upon academic integrity, as
] )g:ell as the penalty such trespass mer-
s 1
‘On the question of congréssional in-
guisitors performing this task, we have

what is surely the most powerfully word-'

&d criticism of the witchhunting hysteria
‘of our time: “The NSA recognizes the

right ‘of -the Congress of the Uhited-

$tates to conduct investigations for legis-

Jative purposes; however, we condemn -
the methods -of some of the current in--

vestigations into education as-unjust and
unsatisfactory. These investigations can

lgaa to the destruction of freedom in the:
academie community:and in society itself..

Therefore we-recommend that Congress
change its methods so as not to endanger
freedom in the academic community.”
.1t is, at any rate, the most powerful
griticism of anything that came out of
the congress.

ePEN QUESTION

..Academic Freedom Week, an institution

lnuuguraied by NSA and widely celebrat-’

ed on campus throughout the nation, may
"Bave died at the congress. The majority
Tosolution: on - Academic Freedom Week

called for a commission to investigate the-

« feasibility of  continuing the event dnd
"~ seport their findings to the NEC in De-
cember

~Proponents of a minority resolution,

calling for definite endorsement and
preparations to ensure the existence of
an academic freedom week, argued that
if the dec1s10n to have the week this year

»

was not made until December there
- would .be - insufficient time to carry out
_plans. The question of Academic Free-

dom was an uncertam one as the con-
gress closed.

- The most charitable -explanation for

why the organization refused to make
definite plans for the event would be to

- attribute it to the general indifference of -

the representatives. The fact that the
obgervance: of Academic Freedom Week
has a tendency to stimulate critical eval-
uation of cold-war America, and to bring
into question administrative policies and

procedural rights on various campuses,

may-be a more. incisive interpretation.
BRAIN-WASHERS
" The International

with. the questions ‘of relations with stu-
dent federations of Stalinist coloration or
alleged Stalinist colorc'hon. and similar
matters, réjected any further cooperafion.
with fhe International ‘Union of Students;
dnd the congress overwehimingly defeated

the proposal of Richard Ward, former edi-

for, of the University of Chicage Maroon,
that an exchange program be initiated
with” Russia. The same proposal had been-
voted down by 137-131 in 1953.

Socialists do not object of course, to

international exchanges of students, in-

cluding . Russian-American student ex-
change programs, except when the latter.
become Stalinist-front sponsored junkets
or-instruments designed to aid Kremlin
prOpaganda This. latter could have been
a“matter of legitimate concern at the
NSA confab. Instead, however, there was

YOUNG SOCIALIST LEAGUE
T14 ‘West 14 Street
New York 11, New York

JOIN THE YSL NOW!

(\ I _ ] | want more information about the- Young Socialist I._ecguo.

© NAME '

0.1 want to join the Young Socielist League.

-ADDRESS

. ZONE

STATE

‘Commission of . the
NSA, which concerns itself almost solely

~

mamfested a paranoiac apprehenswn of
anything conneeted -with “the Russians,”
and this we must deplore. B

The NSA’s conclusions about relations
with Stalinist-dominated youth organi-
zations may be. judged correct' from a
socialist standpoint; but they were de-
veloped for the Wrong reasons; and the
policies adopted in regard to these or-

ganizations were prompted by the ‘wrong:

motivations.

During the course of the dispute over -

this question, considerations of Washing-
ton’s needs were brought into the discus-
sion .and these proved to be decisive in

formulating the organization’s policies-

on the IUS and similar organizations.

The NSA'’s International Commission, a
selected cadre of 15 students who had

completed an intensive’ “State Depart-
ment” course on foreign policy, was re-

.sponsible for setting the .general political’

tone of ‘the discussion.

-Members. of this commission. compleiely
dominated the session. They were repeat-
edly called upon by the national leaders
fo "recite facts” and to see to it that the

orthodox, official Ambrican Party-line way -

of -dealing with: Sjalmism was respected.
The dictates of-American foreign policy,
rather than an understanding of Stalinism,

‘governed all considerations.
Before the convéntion was over, these

people were dubbed “the brain-washers”
by liberal students.

And yet these liberal students, urged
on by the Stalinists and Stalinoids in at-

tendance, were able to offer no- more op- -
position than to argue for cooperation .

with. IYS -onr- the "idylic-ground that it
would spread international understand-
ing and diminish the possibility of an
atomic war.

"GONE. CONSERVATIVE"
Perhaps the most disheartening prod-

uct of the entire convention was the-

weakness of the resolution calling for
the . implementation of the Supreme
Court ban on segregation in the schools.
For there are powerful social forees be-
hind the desegregation struggle, power-
ful enough at least, one would think, to
spur the largest organized representation
of students in America to heights as
progressive as that upon which, say,

- Dwight Eisenhower takes his stand. .

But the same want of courage which the
NSA displayed when facing other vital
issues was shown on this problem. The
resolution was so weak, so banal and so
satisfactory to all, that not a reactionary
Southern voice was raised in protest. A
few Northern students thought it went too
for ‘and 'I'hey were quickly appeased by a
csompromlse in the wording -of. 'Hle docu-

iberals in Retreat — —

commentary on the 1954 congress of the

National Students Association in terms’

of its significance for our times, the ac-

count of the event in the September 13-
issue. of Time, entitled “Conservatlve and’

Resigned,” would serve well:

“At Iowa State College last week, so_me.

800 delegates, claiming to represent U. 8.
college undergraduates, wound up the
annual Corigress of the U. 8. National

Students Association. In 10 days of argu-’
resolutions and.

ment and discussion,
amendments, one thing was clear: there

was not a wild eye in the house. The.

NSA, born in 1947 to a rough and tum-
ble fight over controversial issues (e.g.,
racial discrimination, banning of Com-

munist teachers, etc.), had gone conserv-.

ative, in expression, even more than in
politics.
“When one group proposed to seek a

U. S.-Russian student exchange program .

to further ‘communication’—a surefire
controversy in 1948 [and even in 1953—

P. W.]—there was little inflamed ora-.

tory. The notion was merely voted down,
235-69. .An. almost inevitable resolution

on segregation packed a surprise; it. was.

far milder than the U. S. Supreme Court

ban, was challenged: by four Northern -
delegates—for its severity. Joe McCar-.

thy was routinely deplored, rather than
denounced;. not even a stout-hearted

right-winger rose to Red-bait in reply..

Nor did the students spend much time

discussing the vagaries of the draft and .

U.M.T. (rejected by NSA in 1952). Said
one NSA officer: “we’re pretty well re-
signed to all that.”

—y = L ° .

I The YSL’s Aim

The Young Socialist League is a. demo-
cratic socialist organization striving %o
aid in the basic transformation of this so-
ciety info one where the means of produc-
tion and distribution shall be collectively
owned and democratically managed. The

YSL attempts -to make the young workers
and students, who form its arena of activ-

-ity, conscious of the need for organization
.directed against capitalism and Stalinism,

The YSL rejécts the concept that state

-ownership' without democratic controls

represents socialism; or that socialism can

. be achieved without political .democracy,

or through undemocratic means, or in
short in any way other than the conscious
active participation of the people them-
selves in the building of the new social
order. The YSL orients foward the work-
ing class, as the class which is capable of

leading . society - to the esfubllshmenf of.
: :ocialum.

]
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took over a bankrupt local union whose mem-
bers had no job security and poor working con-
ditions; and that over a period of 14 years Mr.
Rosenzweig, by his tremendous efforts, gained
for the union members the best working condi-
tions in the industry. In the same period of

~ time, Mr. Rosenzweig built up for th¢ union a

reserve welfare fund of over $300,000 and a
strike fund of over $100,000. Every penny re-
ceived by Mr. Rosenzweig from the union was
voted to him by the executive board and the
rank-and-file members of the union in return
for 14 years of faithful service to its members:”

Rosenzweig, himself, justified last year’s grab
with: thig self-righteous defense: “Good.admin-

istrators deserve good pay.” He and his ad-

mirer pick up standard arguments, time:worn
in the service of bureaucracy everywhere.

I

Vaque Boundary

The boundary between corruption”and hon-

est bureaucratism is not always sharp and
clear. And so, when an:honest well-meaning
union leadership tries to discourage racketeer-
ing without combating bureaucracy, its efforts
become ineffectual—especially if the honest
racket-fighters afe themselves bureaucrats. At
least, that seems to be the trouble with the cam-
paign to root out racketeers from the American
labor movement. . _
Here in the United States, the bureaucratic
"~ method is the accepted thing. Unions must be
dominated by machines controlled closely from
above: this is a transcendental truth like re-
ligion, flag, and family. Union leaders cannot

exorcize racketeering, which they will not toler-.

ate, because of bureaucratism which they do.
In the glare of the New York exposés, many
locals, CIO and AFL, were spotlighted. But only
-President- Reuther of the CIO acted promptly
“and dec1s1ve1y against grafters. The others re-

L .port in gingerly fashion that they have begun -

t6 investigate. But “I will fight corruption

= owherever I find it—within or without the labor

movement,” wrote Reuther to the Retail Union.
Here Reuther, acting under the stimulus of a
spectacular public exposure, moves to protect -
the labor movement and its reputation.

‘When Reuther Was Silent -

But only a few months ago, serious charges
of corruption were made against officials of the
National Maritime Union {(CIO). They were not
made by a highly touted governmental commis-
sion, nor spread on front pages. But the men

who leveled the charges were responsible high- -

ranking NMU officers. They demanded that the

union itself investigate an organized union-book

selling racket. When President Joe Curran re-
fused, insisting that this was a matter for the
police and not the union, they formed an opposi-
tion group, campaigned against the adminis- ~
tration-<and lost.

But through all this, not one word from
Reuther.

In this case, it meant mtervenmg not at the
behest of elamorous public officials but in behalf
of an opposition union group fighting to over-
turn the leadership. During this campaign,
Reuther wrote no imperious letters, no public

- pronunciamentos, no press releases. It is hard

to avoid the conclusior that the campaign -
.agamst corruption wag momentarily postponed
- in the interests of smooth relatmns among offi-

CIals.

™ AFL Crusade

But the CIO has been relatively free of the
curse of gangsterism. In the AFL, the Interna-
tional Ladies Garment Workers Union has been
pushing a lonely crusade for years demanding

that the federation take action to root out rack-

eteering in its affiliates.

Now, however, David Dubmsky, ILGWU
president, has won a powerful ally in the per-
son of George Meany, AFL president. It was
‘Meany who fought through the precedent-shat-
tering campaign against the ILA, a campaign
that failed when the ILA hung on by its teeth
to a majerity of the longshoremen in the port

- of New York.
' Bu i'he AFL presenl‘ed no hos'hle monohﬂnc

THE LABOR RACKETEER — —

convention decision. Even affer the conflict had ’guardlng Union Welfare Funds” finally con-;

reached a war-to-the-end stage, high AFL offi-
cials in New York pressed for the ILA's rein-
statement, Local officials of the Teamster's
Union openly spoke at ILA rallies against the
AFL Iongshoremens union. In general, .-reports
of corruphon in AFL locals in New York are
ignored.

Beck as Philosophe;r’ | | .

As the banner of honest trade-unionism was

raised on the New York waterfront, Dave Beck

of the Teamsters Unign was selected as one of
the board-of trustees of the AFL longshore
union. His appointment to the board. was not a
burning necessity of the struggle against graft-

‘ers but a concession to his own expansive am-

bitions. Any free-floating energies at his dis-
posal could be well-occupied in rooting out cor-

" ruption in his own union.

" The New York investigation peered into the
affairs of Teamster Local 805 and discovered
that fund administrator Abe Gordon was draw-
ing $30,000 a year. Four other local officers to-
gether extracted another $350 per week. More-
over the fund was obliging enough to buy land
from Gordon’s cousin; it was worth $10,500;
he received. $85,000. Mathemat1c1ans detect a
clear profit.

Teamster Local 804, under the presidency of

"Leonard Geiger, also got into the act. Geiger’s

brother-in-law pocketed $38,062 in commissions
out of the local welfare fund.

In Detroit, officials of two. Teamster locals
pleaded guilty of accepting bribes from employ-
ers while on trial in the Recorders Court.
Daniel J. Keating, president,; and Louis C. Lin-
teau, business agent of Pontiac Loeal 247, and
Samuel J. Marosso, business agent of Detroit
Local 247, were the guilty men. Keating was
charged with accepting $2,500 from one truck-
ing company and $10,000 from another for
dropping union demands and selling out in ne-

gotiations. In Los Angeles, Frank Brewster, .

vice-president of the Teamsters Union, was ac-
cused before a congressional investigating com-
mittee of accepting $5,000 a year from a broker
doing insurance business with the union.

Beck, because of his own tender connections
with the collective officialdom of his own union,
has been singularly philosophical about all these
charges. At the AFL convention he made plain
that he had no intention of ousting any union
official until he had been convicted of a crime.

They Call The Cops

In’a special letter to his membership, Beck
wrote :
will make newspaper headlines that racketeer-
ing exists in our ranks..I have made my posi-
tion clear on many occasions. We will not toler-
ate racketéering; we must stamp it out with
_every legal instrument at our command. At the

same time, I will not be panicked or pushed by .

headline hunters or headline writers into vio-
lating constitutional, judicial rights -of our

members as defined by the United States Con--

stitution and the Bill of Rights.”
This line of argumentation is a duplication

of Joe Curran’s position. More. significantly, it -

is identical with the defense of the ILA against
its expulsion from the AFL, a defense that the
whole federation had rejected.

In reply to the New York State Crime Com-
.mission; the ILA argued: “If crime has flour-

ished in this port it has been primarily the.

function. of these men and agencies [police,
army, mayor, FBI] to ferret it out and prose-

- cute those guilty of its commission.” It is a

typical reply of .those who (at best) shrug off
responsibility for action against crooks. '

Dubinsky's Solution

With all this in the background the AFL drlve
against racketeering stalls: who is a friend,
who a foe, and who neutral in the fight? Feder-
ation leaders who are eager, even desperate,
to wipe out gangster infiltration call for help
from the government. David Dubinsky would

seem to have achieved an outstanding success -

in his one-union campaign. He enlisted Meany
and saw a convention move against a racket-

- infested union: But his very high point of success

beccme ihe momeni' 'to udm:f fa'l

~ be driven into our ‘house’ that eould ultimately

“There will probably be charges that
- stymied? The clue to their failure in this field

.and make them feel what the union- movement

cedes that the labor movement cannot keep it-
self clean and comes out for government help:
“American labor traditionally and properly
has resisted all efforts on the part of govern- °
mental agencies to interfere with the conduct
of internal union affairs. We felt that to open .
the doer to interference is to allow a wedge to

shatter the union heme we have built so laborl-
ously.”

But he can no longer hold on to this prmmple
beeause “The internal structure or unwilling-
ness of some unions to deal with. this problem
[rackets] among their unions, where an abuse .

does develop, leaves the trade-union movement

in a weak position to argue agamst govern-
mental intervention.”

And finally : “in the face of the evil that does
exist, we must begin to think about lending our
support to legislation that may . . . set a mini-

mum code of propriety and respons1b111ty in the E

handling of these [welfare] funds.” :

In convention, the AFL voted a resolutlon
breaching its traditional stand against govern-
tent intervention in the internal affairs of
unions. It offered willing cooperation to legis-
lators and government investigators in policing -
union welfare funds. Unlike Dave Beck, Meany
appealed to the unions not to wait for the dis-
trict attorney to do- their housecleaning for

them. But he als¢ indicated that government - -
- action had proved necessary to supplement the

self-policing of the AFL.

Admission of Fculure

It was a serious admission of how deadly the
disease had - become; but more important, it was -
an_admission of failure. The bureaucratic meth- .

od of handling rdacketeering had reached a dead e

end; the cops had to be called in.
Responsible union leaders are determined ﬁo
clean out the crooks. Racketeering could be

overlooked with impunity when the labor meve-. : -

ment lived in its own private world. But meén
like Meany and Reuther, the new representa- -
tives of a new labor movement, are aware that
the unions -face large -social responsibilities;
they must exert pressure in shaping national .-
policy ; they must appeal to the people for sup- .
port and sympathy: and they cannot permit’
their moral position to be undermined by petty
embezzlers or extortionists. Only the old-line
labor officials who would choke down labors
role into a stifling narrowness can remain com— .
placent and phlegmatic.

But why are the enemies of the rackets

lies in their approach to all the problems of
union internal life.

The "Danger” of Democracy

A crusade against erooks in the labor move- .
ment that would not depend upon cops and -
judges would have to begin by arousing the aca-
tive indignation of the membership in every
union. It would have to stimulate their idealism

is and can be. They would be encouraged to- 01'.:»
g;‘amze against, to oppose, to resist, to ousteom-
niving officials. ;

But consider what must necessarlly happen
once such a mood took hold. : -

To be sure that their locals were admmm-

tered honestly and properly, the ranks would
have to insist on regular meetings, plus deialled
reports subject fo open verification and ques--
tioning. That alone would cause a crisis in hun«
dreds of union halls. And if the reports are-free=
ly made, closely examined and frankly dis-.
cussed, who will guarantee_ that an aroused

. membership will strike down only dishonest

officials? What is legitimate and what is not? .
If legal super-expenses and fattened salaries
are uncovered along with illegal ones, where is
the membership to stop? Where does®normally’
high pay for officials end and graft begin? -
. In sum, in order to be organized and aroused
to throw out racketeers, a membership has te
be set in motion and once started may throw
out good, honest: ordinary bureaucrats. It would-
freshen up the whole labor movement but even
the best of qur labor leadershas Tno- stomach for
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! yea;r to run Liberal Party leaders whese

_records and program are well known, at

least to the rank and file of the party.
This “year the state convention of the

Liberals endorsed. Jacoby (as well as

without any discussion whatsoever on his
program, policies, record, or quahﬁca-

" 'The air was still rmgmg with the echoes
“of the accolades given him when .the
_newspapers announced his withdrawal by
the Democratic machine.

" Why? It seems the sterling candidate
had been involved in a sordid transit scan-
dcl during the LaGuardia administration.
“In fact, there had been a long and messy
court case, ‘with Paul Blanshard, then

.. commissioner of accounts, prosecuting -the

¢ompany with which Jacoby was connect-
" ed. Eventually the bus line was compelled
to pay the city thousands of dollars of
. unpaid taxes.

A nice record indeed for the nominee

" for state comptroller, who was going to

" handle the state’s money!

.¢> And who brought this interesting and
relevant fact to light? Was it perhaps -

. the Liberal leaders, who defend their

_ policy of support to the Demot:ratlc Par-
.ty by asserting that they exercise great
- influence and pressure on the Democrats
- to put forward the best types of liberals?
What happened to these watchdogs? How

Tammany corruption, shp by like a thief
" in the night?
Could all the Liberal leaders have been

-~ ignorant of his record? After all, many

~of them were, prominent figures in the
" LaGuardia administration — including

accounts for such a case of total political
amnesia?

Or can it be that they were committed
in advance to accept any mess of pottage
dished up by the Democrats, since they
gagged only in the case of an anti-labor,
injunction-issuing judge? '

{Continued from page 4)

chine” based on the local PAC organiza-
tion which he also led. ’

‘At this time the question was raised
whether socialists should support Ab-
nér’s fight in the Democratic Party, The
1951 convention: of the ISL rejectedssuch

- a. policy by a majority of one, after a
.~warm debate at and before the conven-

tion.

This disputed point was reactivated ot
the' present convention. An amendment of-
fered by half the Political Committee read
(referring to the 1951 policy): "In this
connection the Convention decides that
-the categorical prohibition against ISL
support for such candidates under any
circumstances, which. was adopted at the
last convention of the League, is no longer
operohve

A maJorlty of the National Commlttee

A greaf fhmker ,
on the problems of
~-American. socialism-—— .
_.-_Marxism in the
United States
by LEON 'rkorsxv

_ Order from. :
‘Independent Socialist Press
114 West 14 Street, N. Y. C.

Rosa Luxemburg’s
’,;Th'e' Accumulation
~ of Capital

— Yale Univ. Press ..o .$5

Labor Achon Book Servnce

.most of the other: Democratic nominees)

tions from a Liberal Party point of view,"

‘did they let a Jacoby, typical product of .

State Chairmian Adolf A. Berle. What-

It wasn’t the Liberals but the Repub-

licans who let the cat out of the bag.

When -the- Democrats got wind that the

latter were going to make political hay-

out of this scandal, the Democratic chief-
tains quickly met and substituted Colonel
Arthur Levitt, president of New York
City’s Board of Education. To date, no
one ‘has remembered any scandal about
Levitt, at least not any financial scan-
dal, but one can never tell.

Once Jacoby’s withdrawal was decided,
the Liberal leaders demonstrated anew
their subservience to the Democratic ma-
chine, Why didn’t they raise a big stink
about Jacoby .and insist, even from their
own point of view, on a bigger share in
return for their support to the Demo-
crats? .

'"WHY BE RUBBERSTAMP?

- They keep repeating that now is not

the time to run independent Liberal can-
didates—some time later—maybe—we’ll
see. But why- couldn’t they have fought
to have a Liberal Party leader run for
that post? -The Liberals could have
named- a dozen men of the highest finan-
cial and moral integrity from their own
ranks. Instead, they sat silent while the
Democrats exchanged one hack for an-
other, )

The new candidate, LeviHf, duly en-
dorsed by the Liberal leaders is no im-
provement on the old candidate., As head
of the Board of Education, Levitt is closely
associoted with the pro-Franco, McCar-
thyite George Timone, also on the board.
Timone favors the firing of ex-communist
teachaers who. refuse to become stool-
pigeons, and Levitt has gone along with
that view. When the city's school teachers
fought for increased pay from Mayor
Wagner, Levitt sat on his hands,

Yet the Liberal leaders quickly rubber-
stamped- the Democratic choice.

Even if the Liberal leaders should ar-
gue that they had to accept the Demo-
cratic state nominees as a “package,”

what about the possibility of running .

L Convention

also proposed ‘the following amendment
to the convention: “Moreover, in those
instances where the participation of the
trade unions in the Democratic Party has
reached the point where their political
activity dominatés -or controls the local
functioning of that party, it is incumbent
on us to urge that labor run its own—

labor-controlled—slate of candidates in =

primary. and general elections for both
public and inner-party office. By this

- means labor’s active commitment to the

Democratic Party can be turned into a
progressive channel by projecting a
struggle. within that party, a struggle
which will highlight the present contra-
diction -between labor’s domination of lo-
cal party functions and the utilization of
that party machinery for anti-labor ends.
Such an independent stand, even while
within the Democratic Party, will tend to
split labor from its conservative, bour-
geois and imperialist allies, and may be
a step in sparking labor into an Inde-
pendent Labor Party course.”

With the adoption of the above amend-
ments by the National Committee, the is-
sue was debated in the convention. The

" longest- and warmest debate in the con-

vention é&ccurred around this question,
which was, in important respects, a dis-
cussion of how to struggle for a labor
party. In contrast to 195t, the convention
voted overwhelmingly in support of these
two amendments and they were incorpo-
rated into the resolution itself.

 PRESS QUESTIONS

Under the report and leng discussien
of the ISL, came the press question and

“attitude toward the magazine Dissent. In

the first case, the convention was pre-
sented with a proposal to merge the New

International and LABOR ACTION into a_
" single press organ, on the ground that

the objective circumstances and the
financial condition of the ISL made it
impossible to continue to issue two such
periodicals. At this pont, the financial

situation of the League was discussed at -

some length; it did not present a very
happy picture. Nevertheless, the major-
ity of the .delegates considered it a mis-
take to give up the magazine which has
existed ‘almost continuously since 1934
and has a high reputation throughout
the world. _ '
In order te help meet the difficult prob-

“lems associated with the. publication: of

L|beral Party Swallows Hard —

Liberal candidates in the two congres-
sional districts to replace Republican
Jacob Javitz and Democrat Franklin D.
Roosevelt Jr.? All the time, energy, and

"money spent in previous years in these

two districts to elect and re-elect these
two men could have been channelized in
this election to build Liberal Party senti-
ment in these districts by runnmg inde-
pendent candidates.

These fwo situations were excellent op-
portunities for the Liberal Party to capi-
talize on its work and influence, but the

Jleadership is too busy grasping the eoci'-

tails 6f the Democratic Party.

This humble position opens them to
some well-aimed kicks on the part of the
Demoerats who have not been slow to de-
liver  them. Their gubernatorial candi-
date, Averell Harriman, while willing to
accept Liberal endorsement, publicly and
openly rejected the Liberal Party plank
to raise an additional $65,000,000 in new
taxes to finance eertain state welfare
programs. °

But the last thlng in the Liberal lead-
ership’s mind is to demand that eandi-
dates endorsed by them should endorse
their platform. In fact, to spare Har¥i-
man any embarrassment at the hands of
the Republicans, Murray Baron, New
York County Liberal Chairman, reas-
sured the DPemocratic candtdates that
“only substantial compliance” was ex-
pected of them and no commitment “in
detail” on the platform. What’s a detail
like $65 million for social welfare?

Since the Liberals don't take their plat-
form seriously, one can sccrcely expeci‘
the Democrats to do better.

The Liberal Party is thus left with only
one state-wide candidate running in this
election committed “in detail” to their
program and platform. — their own

George Rifkin running for a- judicial

post. A Liberal leader in Queens County
and a labor attorney, Rifkin is running
as the independent candidate of the Lib-
eral Party, along with a few candidates
for assemblymen scattered through the
five counties, .

ACts  —
with 1955, it be converted into a quar-
terly. This proposal was adopted by the
delegates with the knowledge that no
great ease will be introduced into the

problem, but they nevertheless did not
want to give up the NI with its rich tra-

) dition without another _strong attempt to

keep it.

On the question of attltude toward
Dissent, two questions had been raised.
One was of political characterization of
thte Dissent tendency, and the other of
relations with it.

With regard to the first part of the
question, the convention endorsed the po-

litical estimate which the Political Com-

mittee had made on this point: “Politi-
cally, Dissent is the organ of elements
who desire to express their separation
from the politics of Third Camp indepen-
dent socialism while still -attempting to
express a-variety of ‘leftist’ or Socialist
opinion. While we do not believe that its
editors can find a stable position in this

area, that is their problem; for ourselves -

we cannot look with sympathy o this
attempt, which essentially is simply an
attempt to establish a semi-organized po-

‘litical halfway house in which backslid-

ers from independent socialism can feel
that they are still functioning in polities.
This is in fact the only role that Dissent
can hope to play, and while we do not be-
lieve that it can expect to maintain a
viable existence on this basis, what is
certain is that we have no reason to en-
courage or support such a role.”

The convention motion also endorsed
the subsequent article in LaBor AcCTION
on Dissent.

‘On relations, however, a conventidn
majority differed from the Politieal Com-
mittee. It adopted a motion that “ISL
members are free to write articles: for
Dissent” with some added qualificatioris.

By this time, the convention had run
out of time and such important questions
as the Cases of the ISL, relations with
the Young Socialist League, and various
proposals made by members to the con-
vention could not be considered. These
were referred to the incoming National
Committee. R

While the convention did not accom-
plish everything it set out for itself, it
did complete the major work for which
it was called. The comrades who par-

ticipated felt. that the’ gathering was
quite :

hi vement for-these times;

The ISL Program |

in Brief -

The Independent Secialist League stands
for socialist democracy and against the

two systems of exploitation which now

divide the world: capitalism and Stalinism.

Capitalism cannot be reformed or liber-
alized, by any Fair Deal or other déal, so
as to give the people freedom, abundance,
security or peace. It must be abolished
and replaced by a new social system, in
which the people own and control the
basic sectors of the economy, democrati-
cally controlling their own economic cnd
political desilmes. :

Stalinism, in Russia cnd wherever i 4
holds power, is a brg_ful totalitarianism-~
a new form of exploitation. 1is agents in
every country, the Communist Parties, are
unrelenting enemies of socialism and have
nothing in" common with secialism—which
cannot exist without effective democratic
control by the people. .

These two camps of capitalism and Stal-
inism are foday at each other’s throats in
a worldwide imperialist rivalry for domi-
nation. This struggle can only lead to the
most frightful war in history so long as the
people leave the capitalist and Stalinist
rulers in power. Independent Socialism
stands for building and strengthening the
Third Camp of the people cgcmsi both war
blocs.

The ISL, as a Marxist movemeni. looks
to the working class and its ever-present
struggle as the basic progressive force in

_society. The ISL is organizéed to spread the

ideas of socialism in the labor movement
and among all other seétions of the people.

At the same time, Independent Socialists
participate actively in every strugglie to
better the people's lot now—such as the
fight for higher living standards, against
Jim Crow and anti-Semitism, in defense of
civil liberties and the “trade-union move-
ment. We seek to join together with all
other militants in the labor movement as
a left force working for the formation of
an mdependenf labor party and other pro-
gressive policies.

The fight for democracy and the fight
for socialism are inseparable. There can
be no lasting and genuine democracy with-
out sociailsm, and there can be no socigl-
ism without democracy. To enrolt unkzr
this banner, iom the Independeni Socialist,
League! .

Get Acquainted!
Independent Socialist League
114 West 14.Street
New York 11, N. Y.

[0 I want more information about

the ideas of Independent Social-
ism and the ISL.

O I want to join the ISL.

STATE

.

The Handy Way to Subscribe!

‘Independent Socialist Weekly
114 West 14 Street
- New York 1T, New York-
Please enter my subscription: :
O 1 year at-$2. [T New
O 6 months at $1. . [J Renewal |

[0 Payment enclosed: [ Bill nﬁe._l

NAME (please prlnt)

ADDRESS

P S S a
= — Z
%
...... 2

- :

P’ i;;

ey

_ 1,



	v18n42-p1-oct-18-1954-LA
	v18n42-p2-oct-18-1954-LA
	v18n42-p3-oct-18-1954-LA
	v18n42-p4-oct-18-1954-LA
	v18n42-p5-oct-18-1954-LA
	v18n42-p6-oct-18-1954-LA
	v18n42-p7-oct-18-1954-LA
	v18n42-p8-oct-18-1954-LA

