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TEN CENTS

ISL Fund. Drive
For 1958 Opens

| GIVE NOW!

By SAM BOTTONE

The 18th annual fund drive of
the Independent Socialist League
will begin on February 15. The
drive will seek to raise $10,000,
the same goal as last year. Most
of our readers know that the main
purpose of the annual fund drive
is to cover the big deficits pro-
duced during the past vear for the
maintenance of LABOR ACTION and
the New International. In addition
the ISL has had the financial bur-
den imposed upon it by the nec-
essities of its legal case chailenging

the attorney general’s List of Sub-

versive Organizations:

The need to maintain our press is
stressed by the mew tasks which con-
front the socialist movement. The cen-
tral problem facing American socialists
is that of regroupment and the forma-
tion of a broad democratic socialist
movement. More than any other tend-
ency, the ISL has developed with great-
er clarity a eonception of unifieation
capable of fullfilling the needs of so-
cialism in the U.S. We are certain that
our proposal for democratic socialist re-
eroupment around the SP-SDF is mak-
ing progress, and American socialism is
en the verge of a new beginning. As
the process goes further, the need to
sustain the press becomes even more im-
portant.

There ore many important problems
confronting socialists in the quest for re-
groupment. The past year and a half has
been o period of theoretical and political
ferment, and there is o great need for
discussions. As a matter of fact, it is part
and parcel of rebullding a new movement.
Mo one can take o stand-pat pesition in
the face of this renewed interest in po-
litical ond theoretical questions and ex-
pect to moke o contribution to the falks
ahead. But it hos to be a genuine discus-
sion in which ideas are seriously examined
and reconsidered in the light of the needs
of socialism in the US. in the present
period,

IMPORTANT JOB

LABOR AcTioN is opening such a dis-
cussion and hopes to play an important
part in contributing to the political and
theoretical clarification in which all
democratic socialists are vitally inter-
ested.- Therefore the need to maintain
both LaBor ActioN and the New [nter-
national becomes imperative.

The other important job which lies
ahead is the continuation of the fight
against the attorney general’s listing of
the ISL, the Workers Party and the
Sociglist Youth League. For several
years now since the legal fight began,
it has imposed an added burden on our
financial resources,

Readers of LaBor ActioN kmow the
long and arduous struggle to get-even
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Senator Humphrey's Proposals:
End to Foreign Policy Log-Jam?

By GORDON HASKELL

It is becoming difficult, these days, to open any magazine of opinion
or newspaper without running into someone’s program for a settlement
of the conflict between the American and Russian military blocs; basis
for negotiations on disarmament; new approach for American foreign
policy, or the like. Though Russian Premier Bulganin appears to be the
most ardent and prolific contributor to this growing literature, he is

joined by many others.

A random sampling of current issues
of periedicals yields the following. In
The New Republie, Bertrand Russell sug-
gests “terms as a basis for negotiation.”
In the Reporter, Max Ascoli's -editorial
is entitled “We Cannot Put Of Salva-
tion." The Progressive has an article by
Lester B. Pearson on “The Four Faces

. of Peage,” and the Diternational Socialist

Review (Socialist Workers Party)  has
a lead article on “Three Programs for
Peace.” The Review of International Af-
fairs (a Yugoslav-Titoist mazazine) has
an article by G. D. H. Cole on ""Western
Socialist and World Politics Today"
which deals with the same subject. The
text of one of Bulganin’s letters to Eis-
enhower is, of course, in the New York
Times, while the New York Post says
that “Humphrey Submits Blueprint for
a Fresh Foreign Policy.”

That is just scrotching the surface. To
ossemble, list and codify oll the peace,
disarmament and negotiation programs
and proposals would be a formidable task

%

for any scholar. But we do not point to
the volume of such proposals so as to
poke fun at them. Though omong them
there are some which are, in whole or in
part, utterly ludicrous, the widespread
interest in them shows how urgently and
passionately the whole of humanity is
groping for some way out of the looming
danger ‘of nuclesr annikilation.

NARROW APPROACH

One of the things which characterizes
most of these proposals is their narrow
and “realistic” approach. This does not
appear to be a time for grandiose plans
for a final solution of man’s problems
at one fell swoop, at it were, along the
lines of the old “Union Now™” or the
post World War II World Federalism
fads, The reality and durability of the
cold war has rendered the utopian char-
acter of such schemes so apparent that
even the naive turn away from them.
There iz a general tendency to feel that
while long-range and more generel solu-

tions to the cold war should be sought,
what is vital right now is to try to end

further nuclear tests, and to head off

the new spurt of the arms race in the
field of missile warfare.

That is one reason why, except for the
American government and its hkackers,
the demand for an end to nuelear tests
has taken on such world-wide force. In
his latest letter, Bulganin plays the
changes on this with considerable skill.
And the faet is that more and more it
appears to be becoming a demand of
such universal appeal that no govern-
ment based on the popular franchise can
really hope to resist it forever. Senator
Humphrey has now come out in favor of
dividing up the-American government’s

package on disarmament, and negotiat

ing separately such matteré ds nuclear
testing and the production of nuclear
weapons, If his speech represents a real
trend in the liberal wing of the Demo-
cratic Party, the log-jam in American
politics on this question may be on the
verge of breaking.

The fact is that the demand for am
agreement ending nuclear weapons tests
hos a unigue position omoeng all the
"“agreement" demands, and for an obvious
reason. While every other pgroposal is
designed by its proponents to aveoid a fu-
ture danger, or to bring o future advan-
tage, this particular demand is sparked by

{Turn to lost page)
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The following letter was sent by the
Independent Socialist League's attorneys,
Joseph L. Rowh and [same Groner, to
Attorney General Rodgers on January 17.

Y r

Dear Mr. Attorney General:

On January 10th, the organiza-
tions submitted their Exceptions
and Brief in the above referred-to
matter. Therein it was pointed out
how ineredible and unworthy of be-
lief was the testimony of Govern-
ment witness James Burnham, pro-
duced at the last moment to bolster
a record utterly devoid of any evi-
dence concerning the organizations
and how Burnham, a hostile and
biased witness, gave adverse char-
acterization to the motives of the
organizations rather than to their
activities and expressions, and this
on the basis only of a few weeks’
‘membership 17 years-ago and cas-

ISL vs. Attorney General’s "Subversive List”

“Clear Violation of Due Process”

ual perusal of organization publica-
tions since that time, However, in
the light of a recent authoritative
determination of the Court of Ap-
peals for the District of Columbia
Circuit, it is clear that witness
Burnham's testimony is not- only
unworthy of belief, but that the
requirements of fairness and of
due process preclude any consider-
ation whatsoever of the testimony
of this witness,

On January 9, 1958, at a time when
the Exceptions and Brief of the Organi-
zations had already been prepared, the
Court of Appeals for the-District of Co-
lumbia Circuit decided the case of Com-
munist Party v. Subversive Activities
Contrel Beard. In that decision, the
Court held the denial to a party in an
administrative proceeding of the reports’
of the Government's witnesses to agents
of the FBT concerning the subject-mat-
ter of their testimony a denial of the
“fundamentals of fair play required in
an. administrative proceeding.” The
Court said:

“. .. the Government upon demand
must produce the report made by the
witness. We think simple justice, the
fundamentals of fair play, require no
less, The opinion of the Supreme Court
in' the Jencks case, as we read it, i3
based upon the elementary proposition
that the interest of the United States
15 that justice be done. The same ele-
mentary proposition applies here and
leads to the same result. We must
therefore remand with directions to
the Board to direct the production of
Markwoard’s report to the FBL”

In the hearing granted the organiza-
tions there was flagrant denial of the
right to impeach Government withess
Burnham through his reports to the FBI
on the subject of his testimony against
the organizations. Burnham wags the only
witness produced by the Government
who had even heard of the organizations.
Yet when the organizations attempted
to cross-examine Burnham, they were
denied the opportunity to show, by what
he did and did not tell the FBI concern-
ing the organizations in interviews be-
tween the years 1940 and 1956, that his

{Turn to lost page)
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LABOR ACTION

Reuther Program Shows:

¥

“XLABOR AcTION'S Editorial Board is in
‘general agre¢ment with the approach and
conclusions get forth by Assoeciate Editor
H. W. Benson both in his article which
‘@ppeared in the Januwary 27 issue, and on
‘ehis page. We belicve, however, thal La-
BOR ACTION can perform a real service by
opening itg pages to the widest and most
‘thorough diseussion of the Reuther plan.
(Tt ig in the infevest of stimulating this
discussion that we also print below an
article by our regular Detroit correspon-
‘dent, Jack Wilson, who approuches the
-

Y
Reuther plan from g considerably differ-
ent point of view. From its text, it will
be apparent that Wilson's article was
written on the eve of the recent UAW
convention. [t was veceived too late for
publication in our last issue.

We invite readers of LABOR AcCTION to
comment on these articles, or on the issue
itself. Although we wrge veaders to keep
their comments ae brief as possible, seri-
ona contributions of up to 1000 words will
be printed.—ED.

By W. H. BENSON

: There is $24,000,000 in the United Automobile Workers strike f und.
‘A huge sum but not enough. A special convention in Detroit on January
2224 taxed members $5 per month for three months te raise it to $50,-
1000,000. Even this staggering figure is dwarfed by plans ?or $80,000,000
or'more—by loans, donations, appeals—if a ma jor strike is forced on the

‘wnion. (If no big strike occurs, the
‘money will be returned.)
“Contracts with Ford, General
‘Motors, and Chrysler expire by
June. For the first time in almost
99 years, the union must negotiate
with plants closing and layoffs
spreading in auto and agricultural
in‘sgbféments. This dominated the discus-
signs of the special UAW convention held
in’ Detroit at the end of January. Th‘e
AW may soon be plunged into a criti-
“stoppage; the strike fund was part

'pfé its preparation.
! Even before negotiations are formally

. opéned, ‘the issues are joined in public,

Senotor Goldwater told a Michigon Re-
publican rally that Reuther is more dan-
gekous to our nation than Russia and its
sputniks; the heads of the Big Three aufo
mdnufacturers denounced Reuther for un-
dermining capitalism (although Curfice of
GM, invited to present his case fo the
coavention, dispatched n brief letter
tinged with possible compromise); in De-
#raif, three daily papers feature company
attacks on Reuther; in Washington, before
#he” Senate ‘Subcommittee on Anti-Trust
and Anti-Monopoly, Reuther colled upon
‘Congress #o establish an independent of-
fice of Consumers Counsel with power to
call public hearings to review price ine
creases in monopoly controlled industry.
¢ By a huge ‘majority, the special con-
wention endorsed a program submitted
'h’y}: the International Executive Board.
UM Reuther’s initiative, the board pro-
po to reveérse the unanimous decision
of [the last regular convention in April
1957 to make the shorter work week
without reduction in pay the big demand
for 1958. It was debated for six hours,
an.equal number speaking on each side.
There was appreciable opposition- and

e misgivings. In general, thé support
was lukewarm rather than enthusiastic,
For, few delegates and even fewer mem-

5 back home were aware of what was
jnvolved. For one thing, the new pro-

ym had been kept a carefully guarded
seeret until it was abruptly unloaded,
full-blown, upon the International Exec-
utiye Board. No one had time to become
quite adjusted to it before the conven-
tion, was alveady upon them, and then
over.,

PREPARATION

.. The administration did little to pre-
pare ‘the ‘membership. Its own leading
cadres, even Vice-Presidents and Re-
gional Direcfors were in the dark. For
#his, criticism.and resentment came and
it Was justified. That said, however, it
seems to this observer that the program
‘adgpted is a skillful attempt to face the
practical bargaining reality of 1958, It
-aitilizes key social and political slogans
in the form of economic demands to place

the'unioh in the best possible fighting,

position. There is' no answer to the rav-

ages of unemployment. But that is an-
other story.

The program is presented in two parts,
each with its distinetive aim: 1. The ba-
sic minimum econsmic demands, and 2.
the supplementary demands, the so-called
profit-sharing plan.

Nothing dramatic or unusual appears in
the basic demands. These are the union's
real practical objectives, its demands,
properly so-called, The UAW wants a gen-
eral wage increase; it wants improved
pension and welfare programs; it calls for
protection te workers disploced by plants
closing and moving; it asks for improved
supplementary unemployment benefits.
And, as Reuther indicated in his reply to

Curtice's letter; the UAW has no chip

onopolies Are Responsible

_ For Inflation and Recession

on its shoulder and Iz undoubtedly ready
for a peaceful compromise if possible. The
+ union, then, in its basic program presents
an crthedox, normal pregram which couwld
be settied reasonably in.ordinary times.
Bu, and here is the key to everything,
these are not ordinary #Himes. The com-
panies are in on odvanfogeous posltion,
To win ordinory demonds, even in part,
the unlon is compelled to resort fo extro-
ordinary tactics ond slogans. That excep-
tional power comes from the supplemen-
tary demands, directed clearly and simply
against the big monopolies. These de-
mands, unlike the others, cannot be con-
sidered ordinary collective bargaining de-
mands in- any real sense, Consider the
union's position:

Eleven percent of the labor force
(320,000 workers) in Michigan is un-
employed. But the proportion of auto
workers is probably higher. Cars are
not selling and pile up in the yards; the
Big Three don’t need production and can
take a long strike. All industry is hit
by the economic recession; but the auto
industry has been turned topsy-turvey
for years. Smaller companies have been
closing: big companies have been de-
centralizing; old plants are abandoned
or curtailed. And in this combination of
technological transformation and eco-
nomic recession thousands of auto work-
ers have been hard hit. Homes have been
lost; cars and TV sets repossessed by
finance companies, reminiscent of the big
depression. Worst of all, no one knows
what tomorrow will bring; everyone
fears that his job may moye out and
that years of sweat, toil- and.seniority
will be in vain and all-hope of .security

-abandoned. Hundreds from Continental,

Packard, Murray Body, Hudson are
gone and forgotten; their jobs ended
and their futures ruined. Plants still in
operation are hit by layoffs; they are
temporary or permanent? No one knows,

Meanwhile, speed-up is int_gns:iﬁl_ad; the
companies have the whip hand; so they
press harder demanding that work stand-
ards be speeded up. If men protest, who
cares? Let them strike, production can
wait. Every intelligent unionist wants
if possible to avoid a big strike, when
conditions are so unfavorable. A lot was
said at the UAW convention; but no
one demanded that.the leadership go out
and fight come what may.

WHIP HAND

In April 1957, the convention voted um-
animously to make the shorfer work week
the number one demand in '58. H was an
either-or-demand, a blunt decision to sirike
if the companies refused. But in less than
a year, the scene changed and conditions
became wnfavoroble. Reuther obvicusly
wanted to avoid a strike ond proposed
therefore that the short work week be
withdrawn as the key demand. If the
union persisted in its previous decision it
meant an inevitable sirike, ond a fong
one. If it wanted to aveid o strike, it hed
to change the decision.

Reunther faced the issue squarely with-
out pretending that nothing had changed.
Nevertheless, a strike can take place;
but - it becomes lesa likely. If it does
come it will be easier to settle; for the
union’s real demands have been scaled
down. Naturally, Ret_:ther was not eager
to underline the union’s weakness; that
would damage its bargaining position
further. But it was implicit in all he
said. Before the convention, he invented
a ‘novel argument: the Russian sputnik
imposed the need for more work and
not more leisure and econsequently the
UAW must postpone its demand for a
shorter week. Actually, he was taking
refuge in patriotism from the union’s
weakness, making a virtue out of neces-
sity. But the argument fell flat; even
his closest supporters ridiculed it, point-
ing to growing lines of unemployed. At
the convention, the sputnik _a.g‘%un}_ent

{Continued on page 31~

By JACK WILSON
Detroit

Now that the first shock wave of
disbelief among both top manage-
ment” and auto: workers has sub-
has east a somber feeling on all UAW
sided over the latest dramatic Reu-
ther plan (profit sharing), the pro-
posals are coming in for a calmer
second look. Thé violent reactions
and the intense debate have toned
down since the abrupt rejection by
the Big Three has made everyone
feel that future discussions will be
purely abstract. Reuther's propos-
als seem doomed as a serious bar-
gaining subjeet. Furthermore the
swift rejection indicates that the
corporations may force the UAW
on strike no matter what it does or
does not do.

The prospect of a major strike, which
the UAW. cbviously will try to avoid,
has east a somber feeling on all UAW
leaders and the -preliminary factional
reactions seem to ‘have quieted down
somewhat this week,

DIVERGENCE i

The 3000 delepates to the current
UAW convention will find it difficult to
grasp the full implications of the plan.
The sharpest divergence of opinion on
profit sharing exists and it is scarcely
likely that a three-day convention can
convince anyone, although the Reuther
forces will have no difficulty in carrying
their view.

How can the delegates grasp such a
complicated .and complex program which
has been called "revolutionory” by News-

Reuther Plan Raises Critical Questions

Will It Affect Unemployment? GM'’s Mpnopnly Position? Is It An Incentive Plan?

week magazine, "an attempt of Waller
Reuther to run the auto industry™ accord-
ing to the Wall Streef Journal, "a publi-
city stunt” by a notdd etonomist who is
a friend of the UAW, and "a betrayal of
the UAW convention decision ¥o fight for
the shorter work week™ according %o
Reuther's embittered -opponents within
the union? One ‘wonders how the dele-
gates can serlously decide its implica-
tions in so short a time when UAW lead.
ers insist that a noted labor journalist
like A. H. Raskin of the New York Times
completely misunderstands it?

According to Raskin, Reuther’s plan
was essentially the same as the stock
buying plan which General Motors and
Ford offered in the 1955 negotiations, He
wrote, “This one-time socialist made
himself the champion of one of manage-
ment's most cherished ideals for stimu-
lating employee interest in the success of
a business—profitsharing.”

STELLATO

Carl Stellato, president of Ford Lo-
cal 600, emerged from comparative ob-
seurity and again made page one head-
lines in Michigan with his announcement
that he intends to fight for retaining
the decision of the April 1957 convention
of the UAW to make a shorter week
with no reduetion in pay the major goal
of 1958 negotiations. Stellato was wide-
ly quoted in the press and on the radio
saying: “I am deeply disappointed. I am
sure there are thousands of other UAW
members who are just as disdppointed.
Ask those thousands who have been laid
off ‘what they think of dropping’ demands
for a shorter work week” - i

In the context of a deep auto industry
recession with. autoe workers plaqued’ by
automation, decentralization, speedup and

increasing layoffs, it must be said that

Reuther’s profit-sharing plan failed com-
pletely to grosp either the mood or the
thinking of a big segment of outo work-
ers. This moy or may not be true in
other areas of the country. The current
convention of the UAW will indicate how
deep is the outright hostility or suspicion
to his plan.

Reuther’s plan to have employees share
in the profits created doubt on two fun-
damental points, especially since he nsed
General Motors as an example, Would
the long range consequence of profit
sharing tend to give General Motors a
monopoly since the plan might turn out
to be atiractive to management, the em-
ployees and the consuming public? Each
would have a tremendous stake in the
success of General Motors. This writer
makes no pretense of understanding what
the reaction to the plan would be in
Ford circles, either management or la-
bor, but it may be stated with reasonable
certainty that both Chrysler manage-
ment and a large body of union official-
dom in the Chrysler section of the UAW
is uneasy and somewhat suspicious that
any profit sHaring plan of this Lkind
wauld run Chrysler out of business.

CHALLENGE

A second major feeling which is not
thought out and perhaps cannot even be
expressed by many UAW members is
that any profit sharing plan is a form of
meentive system. These suspicions are
aggravated by publicity given to state-
ments such as that released by Harry
Bridges who jeered at Reuther for try-
ing to promote layoffs and increase
speedups since higher profits and honus-
es could only come through that process,

Defenders. of Reuther’s proposals ar:
gue that Reuther is challenging manage-

I'Couﬂmmd,loa bottom of mext page)
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R‘euther Attacks Monopolies-

{Continued from page 2)

disappeared completely; neither Reuther
nor his followers mentioned it by even
one word., In a TV interview Mike Wal-
lace baited Reuther with the sputnik but
he evaded it completely, anxious to for-
get the whole thing. Reuther's sputnik
was a dud; it never got launched.

How to make up for the union’s weak-
ness? “Reuther,” said Ernest R. Breech,
Ford chairmen, “is a man with a prob-
lem.” And he went on, Reuther's answer
is “to come out slugging for all he is
worth.” There is truth in that observa-
tion. The UAW begins a fierce social and
political attack upon the monopolies in
order to wrest from them by public pres-
sure what it cannot get by mere economic
power. Such is the function of the sup-
plementary economic demands, or profit-
sharing plan,

‘Who is responsible for inflation? Is it
big-business or “big labor."” For 17 years,
reactionary politicians, press and em-
ployers have hammered away at the pub-
lic, workers among them, that the fault
lies in “monopoly union’” power and wage
increases. The debate reaches a eritieal
stage when recession is piled on top of
inflation. The UAW points the finger at
the tiny minority of rich capitalists, the
monopolies; to stimulate and direct all the
justified suspicions and antagonisms of
the people against them,

COME OUT SLUGGING

Consider the rationale of the UAW
program: its basic demands are justified
by average increases in national produc-
tivily which make pessible advances for
all workers as their share in the progress
of the whole nation, _

But the big monopolies! Their profits
soar because their productivity is far
higher than the average; and because they
are monopolies they can rig prices, muict
the consumer and drive profits even high-
er. And how do they get such power?
From enormous accumulations of wealth
and mochinery amaossed by squeezing con-
sumers ond exploiting the workers. Their
super-productivity brings them excessive
profits, A #iny group ‘of ‘executives grabs
a hogs perton. They must share it with
all! The workers should get their share,
the consamers theirs, and, yes, the small
stockholders foo. And so, the union pro-
poses that excessive profits be split three
ways: one fourth to workers; one fourth fo
consumers-in the form of price rebafes:
and one half to the stockholders and ex-
executives. The union comes forward as
the spokesman and representative of all
wgaoinst a profit-hungry minority.

Questions

ment's prerogative to exclusive use of
profits; that this has socialistic implica-
tions; and that it is an attempt to solve
the problems of inflation and win publi¢
support. They suggest too that Reuther
iz again illustrating his social outlook
which has been progressive in the past.

For a complete understanding of Reuth-
ers' proposal the question must be an-
swered. Why did he propose a reversal
of the shorter work week demond at o
time when there are at least 150.000 auto
workers unemployed? There are fwo ex-
planations which are mot mutually exclu-
sive but rather supplement each other.
Within the UAW the Reuther line is that
this is not a year for @ major struggle
in view of the recession, unemploymeni
and uncertainty. Labor Action in recent
times has carried articles indicating how
deeply the UAW has been hit by the re-
cession and the mood of uncertainty
which prevails in many leadership sec-
tions. In that context it becomes debafe-
able with honest differences of opinion
permissible whether or not the UAW
should conduct a major strike struggle.

The second motivation of Reuther is,
to put it baldly, that America faces a
war ¢risis in the coming year, and that
this is a predominant consideration,
which makes “leisure’ time, via a shorter
work week out of the gquéstion. It may

This, to repeat, is not collective bar-
gaining in any ordinary sense although
it is cast in that form. It is such a radi-
cal demard, such a sweeping “invasion”
into the dictatorial rights of manage-
ment that it is virtually inconceivahle
that the companies can agree to it with-
out the most protracted struggle, -The
union leadership is fully aware of this
fact; it is not spoiling for a fight of such
magnitude; it makes its demands essen-
tially az a weapon of pressure.

MISGIVINGS

’S'Iuch of the- objection to- Reuther’s
program centered arnund its- profit-
sharing features. The debate on the floor
of the convention and discussions among
socialists . of all varieties revealed that
many of thém were repelled by Reuther’s
program because they themselves were
appalléd by profit-sharing on prineiple.
They ‘ingjsted that it was “incentive pay”
in disguise; thdt it deluded workers to
believe ' fhey had common interests with
their employers; that it would pit work-
er against worker and undermine the
spirit of class solidarity. Many militants,
firmly in the “Reuther camp- on most
questions, expressed wmisgivings along
the same lines.

But it seems to this reporter that the
objections miss the point. On the eon-
vention floor and later on radio and
TV and at publi¢ hearings, union spokes-

men exert themselves to arouse the’

workers and the public against the mo-
nopolists as a selfish, rapacious, irre-
sponsible minority driving the nation
into depression. To re:ect a program
which does this in reahty on the grounds
that it might do the ‘opposite in theory
is an empty abstraction.

The critics realize thot profit-sharing
has fraditionally been used fo prevent
unionizotion. But there is o basic differ-

ence here: A plan thot is voluntarily set’

up by the boss can just as “voluntarily"
be withdrawn. In that cose workers have
won nothing as a right; they have been
granted a privilege, so to speak. But a
profit-sharing plan imposed upen ama
ployers by union power, signed and sealed
and defended by that power is something
else again. Once the workers have won the
RIGHT to share in the profits, they hove
taken the first step foward the right fo o
voice on everything Hnl!r n‘ahrmlus the
level of profits. What are profits? What
are expenses? What costs are "legitimate"
and what “illegitimate™? Is it proper to
provide yochts, villas, cors for execu-
tives? What shall be allocated for de-

preciation? A hundred factors determine
“profits''—hide or reveal it. ¥ Workers
have the right to share profits they must
seek to decide oll questions which affect
their just return. It is another step Vo-
ward democrocy in industry, foward curb-
ing ‘the unilateral, unquestioned rights of
management, And why not? If democracy

‘is good enoughim politics, it is good

enough in Industry.

And yet, this program with all its im-
plications was received and adopted with-
out. intense enthusiasm. Carl Stellato,
presndent of Ford Local 600, expressed
the views of-its: oppenents in a restrain-
ed speech -received with: modest applause
from his friends. He deplored’ the wlth-
drawal of the shorter work-week de-
mand when workers were without jobs.
He asked the unign to take up the prob-
lems of the unemployed by demandlng a
reduction in hours and’ called for a mem-
bership referendum on the issues,

AWFUL LETDOWN

It is true. There is speed-up; there
is unemployment; there is real suffer-
ing, and above all, there is the all-per-
vading insecurity. Despite everything,
before the convention union members
expected Reuther to come up with some-
thing, somehow to pull a rabbif out of
the hat. But he could not. Instead, he
propozed a retreat from the demands of
less than a year ago. No one could se-
ripusly question the need for retreat.

The great. progressive ond powerful
UAW! Still, in the heartiond of ifs strength,
in the city of Detroit, in the state of Mich-

_igan aufo workers go without jobs. Thou-

sands have lost everything. What hope
does the union hold out for them? For
some, there is supplementory unemploy-
ment benefits. But after that? And for
those whose jobs have moved out from
under them? For meny of them the union
offers nothing, literally nothing, =

What has happened in the union is
this: the militants who want action on
unemployment and don’t get it transfer
their dlssatisfactlon into dlstrust of the
co]Icctive barga:nin‘g program Some
things ¢an be grappled with in bargain-
ing but others cannot. A practical prob-
lem arises in 19568: how to conduct ne-
gotiations with the Big Three in auto.
For that, the union mow has an effective
program. But for that alone,

To meet the crmcai job situation, the
union needs a ﬁghtlng political aetion
progranm. Politieal action consists ‘of
more than elections: It also consists of a
program of far-reaching demands backed

on Reuther Plan——

well be that Reuther's political estimate
turns out to be 'aceurat.e, but a more
likely judgment is “that Reuther has
simply succumbed-to the same hysteria

that gripped Washington since sputnik.

shattered the dream world of American
capitalism.

While it may be too early to form de-
finitive judgments on the over-all effect
of the latest Reuther turn, there exists
much evidence that Reuther has created
more problems with his profit-sharing
proposal than he resolved. The current
convention of the UAW will enable every-
one to estimate more accurately if Reu-
ther can clear up the confusion in his
ranks, for a confused and divided mem-
bership and leadership hardly furnishes
the ‘ﬁmd of troops a leader needs when
a major combat or skillful retreat im-
pends,’

CRITICAL QUESTIONS

So many criticol questions automatical«
ly are raised by Reuther's proposal and
its long-ronge implications that it is dif-
ficult fo see how Reuther can answer
them satisfactorily. Some of his oppo-
nents in the UAW cherge already that his
plan is a variation of the Communist
party proposals for an incentive plan dur-
ing World War Il. Reuther's statement, in

_releasing his plan, "] am an Anerienn

first and a union_member second,” raised
a lot of l‘y!brﬂu in the UAW. Why that

formulation of #his moment? His lopg-
standing crificism of ‘incentive ond profit
sharing pians in past UAW history may
come up to hount him at this convention,

If the reactionary implications of his
latest plan far outweigh any progressive
anti-profit aspeets, does this signify that
Reuther has reached a dead end? Can
any union work out “progressive” an-
swers in a period of economic crisis when
it becomes increasingly clear that the
changing' patterns of an industry like
auto preclude amy union from solving
union problems within that narrow eco-
nomic range. Doesn’t this suggest a need
for new political paths?

Not the least of the difficulties con-
fronting “Reuther at this convention is
that the most important delegate won't
be there—the unemployed worker, who
has however been asking everyone: Is
the union deserting me? How can I ever
benefit from a profit sharing plan? Reu-
ther has & major responsibility as the
head of the UAW to convince 'not-just
the delegates, but the vast army of UAW
unemployed that he is not creating a two
class membership in the UAW, employed
and unemployed w:th his new approach

The current convention will take up
these and other pressing questions in
one form or another. It may sound com-
monplace but this time the UAW and
Walter Reuther really are at the cross-
roads.

up by demonstrations, petitions, rallies
and meetings. Reuthey
down in a frickle-down theory of his
own: if corporations pay imore' wages,
workers will buy more; plants will run
more; the unemployed w:!i be rehired ... .
So goes the theory. But meanwhile? And
will those displaced be rehired or otherat—‘-
And when?

SOAPY WILLIAMS ' i

Governor Mennen Williams came *to
gladband the delegates. Here was, fi:a
governor himself of a state’ where m&m
than one of every eight Worh:ers is ‘o=
employed. And what @id . lie . !.{,;'
Nothing! He was pleased fo' blame
recessaon on Republicans and their "tigmh

money"” po];cy It seems, aceerdlng t.,o
him, that interests rates are high:’
panies will not borrow or produce, ﬁnd
so0 ‘there is unemp!o;ment. But, if
terest rates were reduced, the R’bha
Goldberg chain of economics could fin-
ravel . . . more borrowing, more building,
niore pmductmn more jobs. But meﬁ
while? *

A self-proclaimed representative of Hid
common man, o governor comes by ri-
tation to oddress the leading mltifqnh of
the UAW. He chats to them whfle e
bers of this powerful union are oppr:
by fear of the future, some in actudl suf-
fering. Almost 25 years offer the fouhd-
ing of the CIO, when this union bas risen
to o membership of 1,200,000 'and ‘he
dares to offer them nothing! And he,’ ia
turn, is praised by the union's pushﬁ
and applauded by the delegates. Is thers
any wonder that the union is not oply
weakened by unemployment but its mem=
‘bership becomes incrou:lnglr disiurhedf

The UAW has no program with w ch
to fight pelitically on behall of the
employed, That is what was missi
Is there nothing to propose; nothing’ to»
fight for? Drop your hat and the’ L 6f
leadership can come up with a dram
political program and create a storm for
it, They might demand a capital Imry
upon the total wealth of the big.. a_pta-

seems bogged

companies to make them,bear the .l;nr-— _.—:'

den of ‘the costs of recession and relocas
tion of industry; they might,call fm:
fund to compensate permanently
;placed workers; they might demand 1g
increases in unemployment payments;
they might demand a moratorium. on all
foreclosures. They might -demand- . a b
but they have asked for some of thesa
things and many others—but quieﬂy.

LET UNION FIGHT : !

Let the union fight for them: If t!te
governor will not support laws: demayd-
ed by the union, let it denpunee himag If
he does, send mass delegations to
state capital and press him on;:pi et
uneniployment buréeaus with the- mﬁona
demands, Aet, in short, like the UHW.
But the union does not. In 'our opininn,
it is so deeply committed to its feej;h
and cowardly friends in the Demoteratie
party that it fears to embarrass’ them
with a fighting political pregram,

Ay the union confronts s direct hde
versary, the aute monopolists, it is fillﬂ_
able o come forward as the champlon
of oll the people and to demoand in cldar
and stark fashion thot woges and prices,
‘and profits be set In the interests of i'i-
people. It puts more concretely and bfs
fectively the demands of the 'great &M
strike of 1945.46. That is the power, $he
achievement ond contribufion of HII!
UAW,

But when it hits up against politic
and that is where the issue of ul:lem IE;
ment belongs—it is transforméd into a
meelt creature indeed. It adapts tot‘zis
pitiful Deniocratic friends and ¢an’
longer speak out eﬂ'ectwlely for ity o)
suffering unemployed. Such iz’ its
ble weakness and the price it pay
that its own membership is perpleﬂ:
and diffident as 1958 bargaining .

There is a power in the U}LW’
leetw: bargaining program as jts: re
sentatives sit down at the negoti
table. That power ‘must be txﬁ:osf:hq!‘eg

.to the union’s politics.: It has- been | trud

for a long time. But now the unemplo#d
auto ‘workers deserve no less than that:

_the ml.lltant, ﬂ,ght.mg political backing’ o:!

theﬂ' own union,
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LABOR ACTION :

A DISCUSSION ARTICLE

LABOR ACTION anpownces that it is
opening its pages to a discussion of all
questions velating to the reconstruction
and re-unification of the socialist move-

. ment in the United States. Articles sub-

mitted as part of this discussion must

¢ <ot exceed 1200 words. —Ed.

ot

i us prinefples for a normal development of -
o These “principles” are still with us. Len- -

By DAVID ROSS .
Should secialists today consider them-
- =gelves as carrying on in the spirit of

Leninism -and Bolshevism? Last Novem- .

ber, on the anniversary of the Russian
Revoliition, many anti-Stalinist socialists
concluded Titual discussions of “the place
of the Bolsheviks in history” with some-
what qualified affirmations of their Len-
inism.

Friendly critics of the Bolsheviks, who
at the same time consider themselves
Leninists, put the matter thus: In evalu-
ating the Bolsheviks one should place
most weight on their role as leaders of
the Russian Socialist Revalution, the dif-
ficult: circumstances under which they de-
fended the conquests of the revolution,
and ‘their lack of any foreknowledge of
Stalinism, Only then should one consider
the limitations on democratic rights and
the partial degeneration of the workers'
state that took place even under Lenin,

" While the above analysis has some
merit, it is essentially a myopic view
which, perhaps because of an identifica-
. tion with the Bolsheviks, fastens upon
. their ditch-by-ditch struggles and sees
their dilemmas and evolution under Len-

" in-as tragedy but not betrayal. Unfortu-

nately we have here no true tragedy of a

hero - struggling against overwhelming

.odds: his moral fiber does not last the

‘play, and our hero emerges finally un-

worthy of the emulation which his phil-
" osophy (ideclogy) has him demand of
“ others. B
' "Max Shachtman said recently in LABOR
- AcTioN (Nov. 18, 1957) that, after “the
Bolshevik leaders placed one curb aftet
another upon .the ideal of socialist de-
INOCTACY .

“ed and extended but were even exalted

{(my emphasis—D.B.)

:* in'and the Bolsheviks have bequeathed us

** their last ideology, which still lives to

" rationalize their rule. The term “Lenin-

jsm' now must refer to this last ideology,
pick and chooze as we may among histori-
- “cal facts to seek explanations. The nub
of the gquestion is this: What is the place

of Leninism, not in past, but in cwrrent

: ‘history; for Leninism has left itz mark
on current politics, through both ideology
and historical example.

LAST IDEOLOGY
The Bolsheviks under Lenin presided over

o one-party system. Their main foult wos

not o denial of this or thot right to their
political oppenents. The owtstanding fact
is that they presided over a state under
. +which erucial issues were decided without
benefit of control, participation, or even
.- mecessary approval by the mass of people.
At the close of five years of power Lenin
and #he Boiskeviks saw no near end to this
regime. No political democracy: no work-
“ers' management of industry until Russia
entered an entirely new and technological-
Iy higher stage of developments. Isn't this

at best the ideclogy of a reluctant autheri-

tarianism?
. Ideology dies hard. The authoritarian

germ in the Bolsheviks outlived them and
found a refuge even in anti-Stalinist so-
cialism. While Leninism includes much
more than its authovitarianism, this is
enough. How then can democratic social-
jsts characterize themselves as function-
ing in the spirit or tradition of Leninism?
To do so is to invite the suspicion that
they do not yet fully think like demoecrats.
Lenin's role and ideas during his last

period have not fallen into historical ob-

seurity, Leninism today must still in-
¢lude the ideology of its last undemo-
eratic development. No democrat with a
gense of proportion should eall himself a
Leninist.

Conceivably it is possible for demo-
cratic socialists to separate themselves
‘sharply from Leninism in its authoritari-

- an period and yet advocate an original
Leninism, By summing up their ideclogy
in this way they might point toward Len-

P . " and “after the civil war’
i ended, the curbs were not only ‘maintain- *

In the Spirit of Leninism?

inism’s revolutionary period, and yet
make a sharp distinction between this
and Leninism’s latér authoritarian devel-
opment. This might indeed be aceom-
plished if the qualifying “original” were
always inserted and explained, and if
there were no softening of the deserip-
tion and characterization of Leninism as
it fully evolved.

Apparently this particular combination
makes little sense psychologically or po-
litically, as few if any examples of it can
be found; Lenin’s historical personality
too thoroughly binds together his later
with earlier ideology. Original Leninists
feel called upon to present Lenin's evolu-
tion in soft focus. They would be inclined
to say of the Bolsheviks’ restrictions on
demoeracy, along with Max Shachtman
{who does not -use the term Leninism in
his article) : “The man who unthinkingly
nezlects to maintain the fireproofing
qualities of the home cannot, regardless
of justified eriticism, be equated with the
arsonist whose work of destroying the
home utterly has been made easier.”
(ibid.) Unfortunately, the Bolsheviks'
role was much more actively compromis-
ing to democratic popular rule than sim-
ple neglect. '

What should be the content and spirit
of democratic socialism today? Does the
Leninism of the time of the Russian Rev-
olution nevertheless offer a guide to so-
cialist democracy?

Sotialists can no longer take for granted
that workers' power at the level of foc-
tory, office and field will firmly entrench
the rule of the working people. Such local
democracy Is indispensible but insufficient.
The Russian workers lost contrel first ot
the top levels of the state, and then their
local demoeracy eroded from under them.
There is o danger thot this will be repeat-
ed elsewhere, and not only under equally

difficult circomstances. Given the vast com-

plexity of modern society, and the informa-

" tional . and' communicational gop between
: .the grass roots and the most central state

bodies (to cite only some technical diffi-

-gwlties) -maintaining demoerotic control
‘over the-top ‘presents ‘a-special, crucial

problem. Sociolist democracy requires a
structural-institutional solution,

TOWARD THE FUTURE

Leninism was alien to a consideration
of formal democratic national institu-
tions. Lenin's State and- Revolution is
semi-anarchistic in its conception of the
workers’ state. The workers' state power
is presented as resting almost entirely
with local committees of workers and
peasants, The problem seems almost ex-
clusively to be one of establishing full
worker participation at the place of pro-
duction, How to establish a democratic
national government to reflect and ex-
press most directly the opinions of the
people’ on the great issues of national

‘politics—this wsas beyond the scope of

Leninism both before and after the revo-
lution.

After the revolution the Bolsheviks
eodified this neglect of formal, national
democracy and made a virtue of it. By
implication the very idea was linked to

bourgeois democracy, a polar opposite to -

the soviet system. History, not human in-
vention, had provided the workers with
workers’ councils, the ideal form for their
rule, thereby solving once and for all the
basi¢ problems of structure in a workers’

‘state. In actusd]l practice this type of

thinking served as a cover for the degen-
eration of the state at its center. There
is reason to fear that it might again
gerve as a sereen for creeping authori-
tarianism.

There can be no democracy in modern
society without formal, institutionalized
means ‘for as direct control as possible
over the central deeision-making process-
es. The democratic socialist movement
must work up dand put over a new image
of socialism which places formal national
democracy alongside the grass reots de-
mocracy of workers' councils. In doing so
it-will probably have to recomsider such
old, simple, democratic ideas as direct
national elections, national proportional
representation, and a national assembly

_ to serve as a forum and afena for politi-

cal struggle. In giving these serious con-
sideration the socialist movement will be
going beyond the ideology and spirit of
any variety of Leninism.
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SCIENCE

A New Drive for Scientific Freedom

By OSCAR FINE

One of the most keartening develop-
ments in the wake of sputnik has been
the drive to free American science from
its strangling web of secrecy. For yvears
the scientists have been econducting a
hidden struzgle to declassify the moun-
tain of information which has lain Buried
in bureaucratic cubbyholes marked “se-
eret.” For years their pleas have gone
unnoticed, but the fears inspired by the
technological achievements of Ruseia

have created a widening audience for

them. Of course, since their views are
still unorthodox and umpopular, their
voices tend to get lost in the babble of
jmportant personages, company presi-
dents, and official spokesmen in the grow-
ing accumulation of testimony before
congressional committees and “think”
pieces in the weekly magazines. But they
no longer go completely unheard, and
even though mno powerful force has yet
come forward to champion their cause,
the latter emerges as-a possibility for
the first time since the cold war began.

In a very important article in the
January 9th Reporter, William 8, Fair-
field has presented their case, drawn
from the interviews of scientists before
a three man temporary subcommitiee on
restriction on the fiow of scientific in-
formation, which. were held in March,
1956. This House Government Informa-
tion subcommittee has just opened & new
set of hearings on January 20, and has
already heard a plea from one of Eisen-
hower’s top scientific advisers to release
90 per cent of the secret material. Much
of this information has_ already been
published abroad or in scattered form
here, and is withheld only because of
bureaueratic buck-passing or from fear

of public opinion (as in the case of the -
A.E.C. study on nuclear safety matters). -
Some of this materia] has been released:

during the past two vears; for example,
none of the work at Brookhaven is now
secret though cleararices’ are still re-
quired for the scientists there, But an
encrmous amount- of work, including
abstract theoretical ideas, still lies buried.

CRIPPLING SECRECY

The force that drives' the ‘scientists
into this attack upon the idol of security
through secrecy, into the daily argu-
ments with the administrators to get
material denied them, or more often to
allow them to discuss their work with
colleagues, is not that of an ideclogical
whim, or a pet prejudice gleaned from
a book on philosophy. This secrecy is as

erippling to them 4¢ if they had been”

denied the right to breathe air freely,
and could only inhale through govern-
ment stamped tubes from sealed con-
tainers. Dr. Loyd Berkner, one of Eisen-
hower's physicist advisors, and the lead-
ing witness is quoted by Fairfield:
"Newton did not know he was looking
for gravitation in the particular form that
he loter announced when he lay under
the apple tree and the opple fell on his
head. The inspiration come as a conse-
quence of his ocquiring a wide range of
knowledge. MNow, this is generally the
fundamental procedure in the really great
developments of modern Himes . . . the
laws of mechanics ond the concepts of
space and time derived from sostronomy,
together with the work of Flanck on high-
temperature radiation, fed Einstein #o
postulate the equivalence of mass and
energy. Yet today any intelligent military
organixation, operating under present se.
curity rules, would certoinly classify the
equivalent of Ploanck's wark so that it
“would be denied to a petenticl Einstein.”

A texthook written shortly after the
explosion of the first atom bomb was
suppressed for more than two years,
even though it had been written by men
who had no connection with the bomb,
and used only material from the open
scientifiec literature. A classie example
of the result of attempts to classify pure
science was given by Philip M. Morse,
wartime director of the Navys Operation
Evaluation Group and now a mathe-
matics professor at M.IT. He became

'GORDON HASKELL

interested in the problem of waiting
lines in flow processes, such as traffic
congestion or jamming of ammunition
feeding mechanisms. He knew that some
classified studies had been dome in the
general field for the military, and man-
aged to pry loose enough “basic” infor-
mation from classified reports on their
military applications to warrant the pub-
lication of one or two papers. When he
published some of his own findings some
time later, he was accused by several
friends in the military of copying the
classified work of another mathematician.
The latter, who was also an old friend,
told Morse that he had not published the
theoretical side of his work because he
could not get permission, and that there
was a third mathematician who report-
edly had done a classified report on the
same subject, for another military re-
search group!

AGILE BRAIN

The nine witnesses coupled with the
many letters received from scientists,
were almost overwhelmingly for revision
of personnel security clearance proced-
ures. “Under these procedures,” Dr.
‘Berkner testified, “the scientist cannot
avoid becorning the almost unique target,
because he is the source of much of the
information ‘to be protected.” The clear~
ance standards “put a premium on con-
formity,” while scientific greatness “al-
ways rises from. diversity of thought,
never from conformity. . . . An agile
brain that can create great things is al-
most certain to be a nonconformist.”

Trevor Gardner, representing the ed-
ministration, went along with this. "Many
of the most crective individuols that are
avallable for werk on advanced projects,
are themselves unusual  enough so thet
they are not-clearable by ordinary stand=-
ards.” He should kmow, for he- was spe-
cial assistont .o the air. force xecretary

. for. research and development from 1953

to 1956. Referring to the case of "a sci-
entist of internctional repuiation’” whose
clearance was flifted.: he said, “Unfortu-
nately this man has sech inveative ability
that he keeps coming-up with Secret and
Top Secret ideas, even though his clear-
ance is removed. [Theyl can't seem to
clossify his head."

People working on the same problem
for different apgencies often are not al-
lowed to talk to each other. This “com-
partmentalization,” as it is called by the
defense officials, as well as the other dif-
ficulties have led many prominent oni-
versities, among them Chicago, Syracuse,
Case Institute, Harvard, and M.LT., to
refuse classified government contracts.
Many scientists have left the weapons
field completely for these reasons, more
so than for humanitarian ones.

GO TO SLEEP

“At the end of the war,” said Pr. Urey,
“I looked very definitely for some things
to do that weuld not enter into the classi-
fied field, and the things which I found
to do are as far away from defense
things 'as they could possibly be. Thus,
determining the temperatures in the
ancient oceans is not likely to hecome a
classified subject, so far as I can see, ..,
1 may say that selection of such subjects
was done definitely with some thought
in mind of having some work to do which
I could talk about freely without worry-
ing about the guestion of classification
at all.”

“I can tell youn,” said Otto Struve, an
astronomer whom Edward Teller fre-
quently consulted, “that if I have a
bright idea in the field of nuclear fusion,
I would go to sleep and forget it. , . ."
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TEN CENTS

President Eisenhower’s Proposals to Congress

A Budget for Education, Or a Bad Dream?

By JOAN MORRIS

Every year the debate on education legislation in this country con-
centrates on the same theme, with slight variations. Education is con-
sidered by all—Republicans, Democrats, liberals, educators, business men
and labor leaders—as a good and necessary virtue. Everyone is for it,
everyone decries lack of better schools, teachers, books (almost every-
one), and of course money. While everyone LS 100 percent behind im-

proving education facilities, prac-
tically nothing has been done to
alleviate the problem of incredibly
overcrowded classrooms, textbooks
handed down to children from the
previous generations, incompetent
and low-level teaching.

Each time the debate arises in Con-
gress, state legislatures, or local Boards

of Education, it boils down to the gques-.

tion of federal aid to education. In the
past few years, the discussion has cen-
tered around segregation in the schools
—whether federal aid should be given to
those Sounthern states which insist on
perpetuating separate classes for whites
and. Negroes. This year will probably
see another clash over the integration
question, but it will be secondary to a
new twist in the debate.

BEHIND PROGRAM

What is behind the presenmt program
iz the fact that the Russians are ahead
in the missiles race. Embodied in the
premdenﬁs ‘billion‘dollar special educa-
tion-'aid ‘plan ‘and: in ‘the" aetual budget

recommendations 'of the administration,.

is his primary conmcern for national se-
cority. Eisenhower devoted most of his
mesgage ‘to his four year plan on the
role-of mathematies and science in edu-
eation, and concluded that the federal
government is forced to give aid to
this field, in particular, because of a
state of national emergency for the next
four years. His preoccupation with tech-
nical training and science research is il-
lustrated in the following remmark:

“Our immedicte national security aims
—+4o continue to strengthen our armed
forces and improve the weapons at their
command—ecan be furthered onmly by the
efforts of individuals whose training is

eiready far advanced, But if we are o
malntcin our pesition of leadership, we
must see to it that teday's young people
are prepared to cowmiribute the mezimum
to our future progress. Because of the
grnwing importance of science ond fech-
nology. we must necessarily give special
—but by no means exclusive—ottention
to education in science and engineering.”

While science and engineering are not
fo be considered exclusive fields for gov-
ernment sid and concentration, the edu-
cation message to Congress devotes over
two-thirds of ity report to those fields
alone. The National Science Foundation
is elevated to unprecedented heights;
Graduate Fellowships in Science are
singled out for special attention; im-
provement of science course content, im-
provement of science and mathematies
teachers’ knowledge of subject matter,
encouragement of science as a career,
strengthening the teachers in science
and mathematies; These are titles of
sections in the special Education report.
Foreign lnng-nages. because of their re-
lation™ td' America’s “leadership in. the
free world” and strengthening of the
Office of Education are the only two sec-
tions not dealing with science and mathe-
matics included in the report. In con-
crete figures, the special education aid
plan breaskdown for 1959 shows the fol-
lowing concentrations on science to the
near elimination of any other field of
education:
National Science Foundation . 578,000,00
Deperiment of Health, Education and

Welfare

Testing, qurdnam and coun-

seling . ... ..$17,275,000
Selnlorshlps v 1,500,000
Strengthening e! S:ieuce.
Mathematics teaching in
public schools ..................110,000,000

Foregn Longuage develep-

ment ... 1,284,000
Expansion n'l Gnduuh

Educotion ... 7.000,0000
Educational !!nﬂsﬂ:! 1.000.000

All outlays by the Federal Fovern-
ment with the exception of scholarships
are to be matched by the states.

The true significance of these figures
lies in the sole reason any special edu-
cation plan was sent to Congress: our
losing the technical war with Russia.

RELUCTANCE

It was, of course, with reluctance that
Eisenhower and his advisors presented
their special aid proposal to Congress.

The president made it quite clear that

the American citizen in his home and
community is chiefly responsible for ed-
ucation and that the states and local

boards of education are the only gov-.

ernmental institutions required to deal
‘with the matter. For ample proof of the
extreme emphasis on logal responsibility,
pay close attention to the beginning of
Eisenhower’s message:

"Education best fulfills its high purpose
when responsibility for edscation is kept
close to the people it serves—when it
is rooted in the home,- nurtured in the
cemmunity, sustoined by a rich variety of
public, private ond individual - resources,
« + « For the increased support our educa-
tional system now.reguires, we must look

,priuurily #o citizens- and: porents acting
in their own communities; school boards
and city councils, feachers, principals, . . .
trustees and h-:ulﬂu of privu!e institu-
tions,"

So emphatic is the notion of federal
non-involvement with education that it
prompted Bess Furman of the NY Times
to state that not only were the pro-
posed funds for Health. Education and
Welfare cut drastically in this year's
budget, but that this is the first time
federal retrenchment has happened since
the New Deal initiated the idea of na-
tional government responsibility for this
field.

The immediate reactions to the presi-
dent’s insistence on local responsibility
as an excuse for balancing the budget

YSL Launches 1958 Fund Drive

By SY LANDY

Beginning on Feb. 8, the Young Social-
ist League will launch its 1958 Fund
Drive. This year's drive will be termi-

nated on May 8, giving the organization-,
three months in which to raise $1450. The:

individual guotas for units and organiz-
ing committees are as follows;

Mew York ..o 620
Pibtsburgd ... B0
ChiEago ..o 200
Philadelphia .. . TTRP TRk SR |
Albuquerque ... ..o 25
Los Angeles ... 59
Bay Area ... TR I -
Seattle ... 75
Buffale ... FE - -
_ New Haven ... 80
Westchester [ ... A, | ]
AIBARY oo anmsians st sm s ssaisiny 35
At Lorge & N.O. . 150
tinel. clluhnd loshn. . Lsm. ete.})
- Total . i b .. 51450

YSL has said “This year, the need is
greater than-ever before.” This time we

* ean say it with absolute certainty and let

the facts prove the contention. The
League has more members, units, organ-

In ]_:mmtlcal]y every fund drwe, the_

izing committees and sympathizers than
ever before in its history. The national
office mail teems with reguests from loecal
groups and individuals for literature,
speakers, and other services. The first
edition of our introductory pamphlet
“What i= the YSL?" was grabbed up by

" prospective members a few weeks after

issuance. Two more editions are in prep-
aration, awaiting funds for production;
a eivil rights booklet and a pamphlet on
basic democratie socialism, already writ-
ten, also await subsidy.

In addition to literature, we have pro-

- jected the most ambitious series of tours

the YSL has ever undertaken. This year
we expect to have several tours, which
will provide Young Socialist speakers to
campus and other youth clubs in nineteen
states, stretching from coast to coast, For
the first time in many years these tours
will reach a significant number of high
school students in addition to the collegi-
ate audiences, Aside from the scheduled
national tours, the national office has
high hopes of being able to subsidize an

increasing number of local tours by .

ﬁpeal-r.ers from the varicus units,

As ig obvious from the scope of these -
-activities, the need for the funds is very

strong. The sooner the money comes in,
the sooner the YSL will be able to step-
up its activity.

The urgent necessity for heightemned
democratic sociolist activity is clear. We
have moved away from the times when we
were "hanging on" and "keeping alive the
idepls of socialism,” to o peried in which
@ unified socialist movement can become
a real force in American society. The ma-
jor political goal of the YSL ot this point,
is to. aid in the creation of just such a
movement . . . its already broad ranks and
record of positive achievement are ouly @
first step, but an important one in the dt-
tempt to merge the democcratic socialist
tendencies into a broad Debsian group.
Our efforfs in this direction, sadly enough,
take maney toe.

We have thirteen weeks to reach our
financial goal in this fund appeal. With
the help of all our members, friends, and
sympathizers, we hope to achieve it, and
if possible, to surpass it.

Readers of Challenge can also pitch in
and. help. No sum is too small, none too
large. Make checks payable to Sy Landy
and send them to Y8L, 114 West 14 St-
New York 11, N. Y.

would naturally come from the Demc-
crats and the liberals in particular. Tra-
ditionally fighting for bigger federal aid,
but simultaneously attacking the admin-

R o e
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istration for loss of first place in the -

armaments race to the Russians, the lib=
erals give the debate a kind of grotesque
appearance. The trouble with the Eisen-
hower budget as far as the Democrats,
the air force, and other interested parties
are concerned ig that there iz still not

enough appropriation to education for -~

science and technical training!

"MORE"

And while some liberals, like Full-
bright, eall for huge expenditure on
school eonstruction that only indirectly
relates to science eduecation, the call is
primavily for “more of everything.”
More education for better scientists and
engineers which can enable us to meet
the Russian threat.

Only a few non-partisan organizations’
whose bias is for education, per se,
sound the alarm for a real thorough-
going government aid program in all
fields of education.

Although at first glance, the 1959

- fiscal year budget shows about a $100,- .

000,000 increase in health, education and

. welfare expenditures, it is important to

note what was slashed and what added.

A school construction plan costing

$420 million and a $1,600,000 program-to -

train teachers of mentally rﬂcrded chil-
dren were déleted from the pr.scl! buds=
get figures. All school plant programs and
vocational fraining is to be financed by
the telephone tox receipts rebated fo the
states. Aside from the ineffectiveness of
oid in such o program by the federcl
government, the inequities in terms of
rich states receiving the most tax receipils
end poor stofes, the least, is particularly
meaningful.

Yet, if you want ta wander through the
world of reality as the administration
and probably a healthy section of Con-
gress see it, gaze upon the following
proportions of figures in the present pro-
posed budget.

Labor & Welfare

(includes education)....$3,643,000,000
National Secunty
(Military) ... $4a,836,ﬂ=&0 000 -

Of the Labor & Welfare expenditures,
Education will receive 3460,000,000. OF
this, the greatest proportion will go to
seience edueation. .

WORLD OF REALITY .
While 64¢ of each dollar will go to
“National Security,” (military and

atomic energy) less than 2¢ will go to
education for the next fiseal year. All
civilian expenditures total 22¢ of the
dollar, What an interesting and telling
commentary on the American picture of
jtself and the world. Any real aspira-
tions for peace can only sound like an-
illusionr when looking at the national
budget figures. The idea that education
must be supported by the states  and
local communities and that the federal
government ecan only step in when “na-
tional security” is at stake is so out-
moded and out-worn, has proven 50
alarmingly inadeguate in light of pres-
ent overwhelming educational needs, that
it seems as though we were reeapltu]at.
ing a bad dream.

Yet, tragically, this is the state of the
nation.
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Civil Liberties
Victory Won
In Oregon Case

_The. case of .an Oregon resident denied
admission to his state bar association be-
cause of “untruthfulness” in answering
questions concerning the Communist Par-

ty has been successfully ch@lienged in

tlw Umteli States Supreme Court.

'i'e,he _‘Iilgli' ‘cotirt Teversed: the: deusmn_
-by Oregon'a: ‘Supreme Court and’ returned:

- the case to- the: State¢ourts“for further
nsufemnon after citing its recent de-
cision in the:Schware and Konmg'sberg
cssea ho]:dmg ‘that past or.mere member-
shipin the Communist Party would not
support an inference of had moral charac-
ter re using 'an attorney a license to
practlce.
In the Oregun case, concerning Frank
V. Pgt-terson, the Oregon Supreme. Court
“had upheld a ruling of the Board of Bar
Exammers The bar’s action had drawn

“the opposition of the Oregon affiliate of

the Anierican Civil Liberties Union.

Pnttersan, a fo1mer Communist Party
membez-, said in testimony before the bar
group that he does not believe the Party
seeks the violent overthrow of the gov-

“wrnment. He 'joined the Party in 1948,
butleft in 1949.

The'exaniiners’ decision denied admis-

sion tothe bar association to Patterson
on'grounds of moral character, assérting
that he lied 'in stating his opinions on
the real nature and aims of the Commu-
nist movement in this country.

The state’ Supreme Court, upholding
this ruling, said basic Communist litera-
ture asserts that revolution is the lever
to-overthrow government and that Con-
gress, through legislation; has recognized
the subversive nature of this movement.
Because Patterson has the intelligence
to understand these points, the court said,
he ‘must have krown that the Commu-
‘nist Party advocated violent overthrow

- “of the government and that Congress had
recognized this point.

NG EVIDENCE

Lawyers handling the case for the Ore-
gon ACLU, contended that when Patter-
son stated that, in his opinion, the Com-
f11::1.1::.11%‘; Party did not advocate. the over-
thrwt of the government by force, his
oplmnn mlght ve been much. rmstaken,

but _that no evldenoe was.introduced into
“the” “record to prove that he lied. q
. Thu oniy way, in wluch testimony star.-
ing an opmmn or Judgmant such ag Pat-
_terson was as]ged to give may be shown
1‘-0 be untruthful,” the attorneys stated,
m “to" prove prior inconsistent acts or
“tatethents, ‘Furthermore, they asserted,
’the ‘right'to hold"any opinion, Judg'ment
r belief,. whether" mtsbaken or non-con-
formmg ‘when. measured against the pre-
vailing opinion, is®pgnaranteed under the
First and Fourteenth '‘Amendments.

The same reasoning,they declared, is
-also applicable to Patterson's own, beliefs,
‘ag distinet from his opinion on ‘the be-
liefs of the-Conimunist Party. Patterson
“testified that he, himself, did not believe
in the overthrow of the government. The
Oregon courts held. that every -active
member of the Communist Party nee-
essarily believes in the doctrine of the
overthrow of the government. The

“*ACLU, hdwever, held that a man’s be-
Hefs-are personal and cannot be estab-
lished from the beliefs of his associates.
In the absence of proof of prior inconsis-
tent acts or statements in regard to his
‘beliefs, the urtruthfulness of his testi-

thony was not determined, the ACLU at- -

torneys claimed.
From ACLU Weekly Bulletin
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Jaﬁn' Gates, Former "Daily Worker” Editor, on

Perspectives for the Ex-Communists

John Gates, former editor of the

Daily” Worker who resigned from the

Communigt Party just before the DW
collapsed,~has. written a series.of arti-
cles for the New York Post. These arti-
cles are of interest to everyone 'con-

cerned with the politieal evolution of the

thousands of people who have broken
with ‘the Communist’ ‘Party in the past
couple of years,

First of ' all, thg_arti,gles .make no
staftling révélations  about the CP:in
this country. As a matter of fact, they
have nothing in ‘common: whatever' with
an “eéxpose” of ‘the party. They contain
nothing of the intelleétual and moral
Tevulsion against the stifling intellectu-
al atmosphere which characterized the
American CP for so long, such as per-
meate ‘Howard Fast's book and arti-
cles. The present. party leadership. is
attacked and criticized for their slavish
attitude toward the Russian Communist
Party, and Gates sees for the CP no role
in American sacjety bscauss of its rigid
and dogmatic attitude. But in theése arti-
cles there appears no feeling that ‘the
CP betrayed the idealism and devotion
of a whole generation, or that through
it' these qualities were turned to the
support of an unworthy goal.

Mot at all. As o matter of fact, in long
sections of the series one is almost led to
wonder whether instead of the title “Why
1 Left the Communist Party." a more aop-
propriate one might have been “"Why Did
| Leave the Communist Party?"

(Gates has brokeén ‘with the American
Communist Party because he considers
it hopeless, useless and worse. He is
willing to criticize abuses and excesses
committed in the “socialist countries,”
but only in a friendly, “constructive”
way. And above all it is clear that he is
not looking for liis political future to the
rise of a socialist movement in America
which will represent a complete break
with his past, but rather to the re-con-
stitution of a-movement based on that
past.

CANNOT PREDICT

We cannot predict the future political
development of John .Gates as an indi-
vidual. He has come a long way in the
past few years, and he may continue to
travel in the' direction of demoeratic so-
cialim. But his ‘present political per-
spect:ve. as reflected in these articles, is
even if only’ implicitly or semi-conscious-
Iy, the eventual creation and development
of a political movement in this country
whlch for lack of a better word, we can
‘only desciibe as Stalinoid,

.- Not that Gates comes out-for the for-
‘mation of such a political movement in
.Hmse ﬂﬂu:lu. In_ull likelihood,: neither
be nor most of his friends and colleagues
still inside or now outside the CP ore re-
motely ready for. thot. He says he wants
to think, read and talk to people for some
time before he decides exactly what he
will do. But of the present time, at least,
there can be litHe doubt that the peaple,
abeove all, with whom he wadnts fo dis-
cuss, and to whom he looks for leadership
and the initial ranks of the movement of
the future are those generally clustered
around the Stalinoid publications and or-
ganizations.

How ean this be-deduced? In part by
his explicit statement that a new Ameri-
can socialist movement, while indepen-
dent from the Russian Communists, can-
not be “hysterical critics” of them, as
he alleges some socialists to have been.
But our conclusions are drawn more
certainly precizely - from the tone and
approach he adopts in discussing -the
past of the Cpmmumst Party in‘ this
country.

LEGITIMIZE

The whole effect of his series is, while
not holding out the CP of today as an
atfractive vehicle for .political activity,
to "explain, mefy, glorify and - above

all - legifimize it, and. ‘hence those who
were its. memSe:g and leaders, for the

" last {:wenty or, th:rt}r years.

Thiis, if one" accepts Gate's version of
thé CP’s history; no one who participated

in it need be ashamed, or even embar-
rassed by his past. They made mistakes,
to be sure, but themr who didn’t? The ef-

fect of their respect' and awe of- the:

Russian and_ other foreign Commumsu
was to lead thein into’ sﬁctanan erro;s.

and 'to “jsolate thém from American life

from time to time, but. other socialists
were sectarian too, and in .any event.
‘the CP'made mighty contributions to the
struggle against Jim Crow,, to the CIO
organizing  drives, and so forth,

In @ word, the Communist Party -and its

members and leaders always have been as

legitimate a purt of the progressive and
soclalist movemenfs of America as any-
one else, and o lot more so than most.
Those of them who have managed ‘to see
the light and' get out of the shrinking,
ossifying sect the CP is turning into can
still lay claim to participation ond even

leadership in the socialist and labor move-

ments of the future, not by openly or ta-
citly ’ npndiufh' their ‘past and  find-
ing new poiitical ground to stand ‘on, but
by "simply learning 'a few lessois “abouf
where their mavement wenf wronhg in this
or that detail, and by discovering the | new

conditions for Hs reorganization some
time in the fifure.

Such, it would appear, is the message
Gates seeks to ‘convey at the présent
time. The whole conception is a consid-

erable retreat from the high-point - of
clarity achieved by many of the Gates-
ites inside the CP, and many who left
it;- jast & year ago.-But then the ‘Hun-
garian Revolution was crushed, the Po-
lish one began to disintegrate, and Sta-

‘lin's “heirs appeared to be in the process

of re-consolidating their  regimes. The
great social struggles which had carried
many in and around the CP to a hetght
of awareness receded, and with them
thiought habits tended’ o re-sstabli h
themselves, or at least thinking went no
further than the plateau réachiéd then.
In the meantime, in the United States no
political movement ' afose’ or was con-
solidated which could attract them by its
size, weight and social promise into a
new life of socialist activity, and with it,
a new intellectual life as well.

There is almost no reason: to believe
that a serious political movement. can be
created in the United States on' Gates’
premises. It is most likely that he and
his co-thinkers will mark time political-
ly for a while. A new upsurge of the
working class eithér behind the iron
curtain or in the capitalist world may
give them, or many of them, a further
impulse to clarify their ideas and to ae-
cept the real kind of break with their
past which is a prereqmslte to their
fruitful participation in the movement
of the future,

Third Force Group-Proposes:

A Basis for Peace Discussions
tor Arab and Israeli Socialists

The fo!{omng communication has bem
received from the comrades of the Third
Force group in Israel. Despite the fact
that it appears to hayve been delayed in
,tk-a mails for almost twa months, we feel
that the problem with which it deals is
vital, and that the approach adopted by
the Third Force warrants the widest
publicity and support by socialists all

over the world—FEd,

In corinection with the’ letter of Mr.
Leon Szur and Mr. Fenner Brockway
(New Statésman, November 23, 1057)
calling on Jewish and Arab socialists to
meet for a discussion of peace between
Israel and the Arabs, we beg to state
the following:

There are Jews in Israel whe ave de-
sirous of a just peace with the Arabs,
These peaceminded Israelis are 'not so
few as the “national” leaders pmclmm
them to be, and they-are to be found in
all classes of the Israeli population. Yet
they have not succeeded till now to in-
fluence - pubhc opinion in Israel in any
noticeable measure,

This is due in, great measure to the

fact that among the Israeli Jews there
prevails a belief—which is largely spread
and strengthened by Zionist and espe-
cially Zionist-Socialist propaganda—that
there are no Arabs who would be ready
to conclude a reasonable peace with Is-
rael, and that the only difference of
opinion noticeable among the Arabs in
vespect to Israel is that the majority of
them strive not only for the destruction
of the state of Israel, but also for the
annihilation” of all Israeli Jews, whereas
the other few Arabs are inclined to treat
the individual Israeli Jews somewhat
more liberally.

The evil consequences of the Israel-
Arab enmity are felt strongly in Israel,
and the terrible dangers which threaten

" the Middle East because of its disunion

and weakness become clearer daily. But
since a_ peaceful settlement of the Is-
raeli-Arab conflict sppeers to be im-
possible, the public in Israel is drawn
to look and hope for a violent solution.
We suppose .that a sinilar state of af-
fairs—mutatis mutaidis—exists in the
Arab countries.

It is therefore most important ‘that Ts-

raeli and Arab sincere socialists should
meet and elaborate a4 commeon -scheme
of peace between Israel and the Aiab
nations, in order that they should 1 be
able to put before their regpective coniri
trymen a plan of a practical and just
solution of the Israeli-Arab conflict.

We therefore beg to submit herewith,
in the name of the “Third Force" move-
ment in Israel—a Jewish-Arab organi-
zation ideclogically opposed to both cap-
italistic exploitation and totalitarian des-
potism—that the basic conditions for a
just and stable peace between Israel and
the Arabs are as follows:

1. Arab recognition of the state“of
Israel in its boundaries as they are’ at
present or as rectified by mutual agree-
ment,

2. Repatnatwn of the Arah refugees
and payment of adequate compensation
EB those of them who will refuse to re=

urn.

3. Abolition of all diserimination a-

gainst Arabs in Israel.

4. Return of all Arab property in Je-
rael to its owners and payment of ade-
quate compensation for the use of and
any daniage caused to the above property
by the state or citizens of Israel.

5. Federation of the Middle East con-
trolling foreign policy, defence and com-
mon economic interests of the area and
participation of Israel in this federation
as a member-state with equal rights and
obligations,

As to the fear of Zionist expansion, we
submit that there will be no place for
suth fear in a federation as above.

If the above proposal is considered
by Arab socialists as a proper basis for
discussion of an Tsraeli-Arsh peace, a
meeting of Arab and Jewish socialists
for.the above purpose should take place
without delay.

For the Central Cominittea
of
“Third Foree”
ment in Tsrael,
M. Stein, Chairman
A, Zichrony, Secretary
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A DISCUSSION ‘ARTICLE

UNION OF THE SOCIALIST LEFT
THE SOCIALIST PARTY OF FRANCE

F D " ™
For a number of years Labor Action has wrged all

left socialists in Europe who do not belpng to the mass -

sogial democratic parties in their respective countries
to ‘join them and function as a loyal left wing within
the. ' <

The general considerations which led us to adopt
this wiew hos been re-inforced by the events and
deyelopments of the past few years. Nevertheless, the
Fformation of a new left socialist political party with a
substantial  following im France has impelled mony
gocialists to take another look at the problem,

Saul Berg, a specialist on French socialist affairs,
discusses his views of the velationship of the new Uliton
of the Sociulist Left (UGS) to the Secialist Party of
France in the following article. Comrade Berg has
been critical of Eabor Action’s view on this subject for
some time. Not everything in his article mecessarily
represents onr point of view, but it is printed as @ con-
tribution fo ¢ discussion.—ED.

N\ - g

By SAUL BERG

The formation of the Union of the Socialist
Left (UGS), reported in the last issue of L.ABOR
A€TION raises the question of the relationship
of this organization to the Socialist Party of
France. Are the people who have joined together
in the UGS simply a- group of impatient sec-
tarians who reject the Socialist Party of France
(SFIO) as the organized center for democratic
socialists in that country for fundamentally
sectarian reasons, or are there special features
of the )SFIO, and of its place in French society,
which, create a different problem for left social-
ists in France from that which confronts them
in,any other country in Europe?

The struggle in Algeria exposes prominently the
lengths to which the leadership of the SFIO is willing
to go in lining up with the most chauvinist tendencies
in their country. In addition to all else, the Socialist
deputies have voted for special powers of arbitrary
arrést and detention in Metropolitan France! Aside
from the stubborn blindness with which they haye fol-
lowed Mollet on their imperialist policy in Algeria,

what are the general policies of the SFIO in foreign:

affairs, and what has its political way of life been at
home?

Obviously the broad lines of its approach to_polifical
problems are not dissimilar from these of other social-
democratic porties in Western Europe. In foreign policy
it places its basic reliance in the struggle against Stal-
inigm on the military solidarity of the capitalist West
through the Neorth Atiantic Pact. This is also the policy
of the Social Democracy in Britain, Belgium, Nether-
lands, Morway, and Denmork. Germany excepted, the
European Social-Democrats tend to be for “newtralism"
onlg where their bourgecisie is [Switzerland, Sweden
etc). '

Striking Difference

" The French Socialist Party practices ministerial coali-
tionism with a vengeance. While bargaining does take
place the bargaining is definitely within the frame-
work of what is “possible.” Translated into plain Eng-
lish that means Cabinet participation any time the
bourgeois parties don't insist on excluding you. Here
again this is consistent with the practise of all the
sister parties except the British, to whom the problem
of coalition appears differently because of the existence
of only two major parties.

What is most striking in differentiating the French
from other European Social Democratic parties is the
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lack of inner-party résistance to chauvinist policies at

a time when these policies lead to such a crisis for the”

nation that even a wing of bourgeois opinion (the Men-

dés-F'rance Radicals, qu;iac; Ra_yrhﬁnd Aron) ‘re-
coils from them! At the recent Congress 10 per cent

of the party voted for a resolution that recognized
Algerian nationzl aspirations as necessarily the basis
for peace negotiations, while 20 per cent, though eriti-
cizing the methods of Mollet-Lacoste’s war against the
Algerian people, refused to accept Algerian inde-
pendence as a possibility. This total vote of 30 per
cent against Mollet has been misconstrued as inereased
strength for the left. This misleading conclusion “is
reached by comparing the vote with the smaller oppo-
sition voté of the previous year when Mollet came to
the' Congress accused of betraying his election plat-
form and disarmed all but the genuinely left- wing
critics by eccepting a resolution very little different

-from the platform of the moderate opposition of Gas-

ton Deferre'this year which garnered only 20 per cent of
the votes this time. Actually the situation has deterior-
ated each year, for just two years ago the party con-
gress was almost unanimotisly. behind a program of
electoral alliance with Mendés-France based on a cam-
paign egainat the Algerian war!

Furthermore even the sectien of the Party that advo.
cates recognizing the "Algerian national fact" today
consists largely of longtime Party leaders whose past

record Is pro-colonialist but whe simply feel that the

struggle is hopeless. Such leaders of this group os Robert
Verdier, Oreste Rosenfeld, Daniel Mayer, are completely
indistinguishable from the Mollet leadership on all po-
liticol questions except that of the immediate crisis of
Algerio. Within this peace faction could be found a genu-
inely left socialist tendency led by Marceau Pivert ond
Jean Rous and mustering perhaps 50 per cent of the party.

To what ecan the smallness of this left be ascribed?
First and foremost, of course, to the fact that the

French Communist Party has-the supportof a far -

greater section of the workingelasg than has the French
Socialist Party. We could then ask ourselves how this
came about, but that would take us too far afield for
our present purpose, Suffice it to say that the Bevanites
in Britain undoubtedly reflect the opinions of the more
militant section of the workingclass, while in France
to a great extent these have been channelized into the
blind alley of Stalinism. The membership and voting
support of the French Communist Party is predomi-
nantly workingelass in a country where the workers
are 4 smaller percentage of the population than anmy-
where else in Western Europe, except possibly Spain
and Portugal! '

Social Composition of SP

Here, we come to what is unique. about the French

Suciai-[?cn_:lo-cracy. The overwhelming majority of its

members, and well over half of its voters, are not man-
usl. workers. They are predominantly civil service, white
collar, professional and techniecal emplovees, and, in
substantinl regions of France, small independent peas-
ants.” The French have the only large Socialist party
in Europe with a majority that is non-proletarian. The
French Socialist Party aims much of its efforts at
winning away support from the Communist Party, but
even in these efforts the methods it uses (unsuccessfully,
naturally) are the only methods that would be coun-
tenanced by its own petty bourgeois ranks.

Note that | have stated that the composition of the
membership is more non-proletarian than the composition
of the party’s electoral support. This is the result-of the
strong syndicalist tradition in the French labor movement.
Thé Communist Party engaged almost from the start in
disciplined activity within the unions, but the Socialist
Party always followed a policy of non-interference. In
many of the civil service ‘unions this makes litHe differs
ence, because olthough not organized into factions, so
many of the leaders of these unicns are Socialist party
members that the union policy has been, in practice,
closely paraliel to the policies of the Socialist Party.
Force OQuvriere, the "Soclalist" frade pnion federation,
is tied to support of governmental policies by the fact
that most, of its strength is in the civil service. But the
bulk of the leaders and members of the industrial affili-
ates of F.O, are not in the Party, even when they are
supporters of the policies of the F.O. leadership. In the
factories, therefore, the Socialist Party as an organized
force is simply non-existent, except in three depariments
of the country (Mord, Pas-de-Calals, Haute-Yienne)
where its influence in the foctories goes back to the time
of Jules Guesde.. ' '

The Socialist Party’s lack of cadres in industry, to-
gether with the weakness of its youth movement, has
led to developments in the Catholic trade union move-
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ment of which no one would have dreamed a dozen
years ago. When the CGT, the largest trade umion
federation in France, split in 1947 because of Stalinist
domination and their utilization of the union for the

purposes of Russian foreign policy, some of the best .-

workers who left the CGT joined the existing Catholic
body, the CFTC, instead of helping to found. Force
Ouvriere,

Program of CFTC

“They did this because F.O. started out hesitantly and

very poorly organized, while the CFTC, originally &l _
most a’ company union, had by 1947 won its spurs in -

genuine trade union activity and was a stable solld -
organization. The militant elements in SFTC; especials:
ly in’ industry, came under the leadership of the ™ Re-

‘construetion” group, which stood for secular unionism,

and -was made up to a considerable extent of nom-

‘Catholics. At the same”time the first generation of -

trade union and shop leaders formed by the educational
activity of J.0.C. (Jeunesse Ouvrier Chretien—Chris-

tian Worker Youth) in the '30’s when it ‘was far more

successful than the Socialist Youth, who were paralyzed
by their constant struggles with the party bureaucracy,

moved steadily to the left and away from the limits that -

the national CFTC leaders wished to -impose on them.

The extent which this evolution in the CFTC Has
reached today is almost incredible.- At the . recent

convention of the CFTC the minority tendency ob-

tained 42 per cent of the vote for' its propesals. These _

included: J

1. A refection of the Catholic idea of trade union_
pluralism on principle. For frade  union unity. on_a
democratic basis, Sl r

2, For affiliafion fo the International Confederation,

of Free Trade Unions and withdrawal from. the Inter-

national Federation ef Christion Trade Unions. (The

CFTC Metal Workers Union has already affiliated with
the ICFTU's Metal Warkers Federation).

3. For o declaratien by the union that Hs aim is the .

construction of a democratic socialist society.

_The minority controls almost gll of the CFTC na-
tional affiliates in industry, and in industry the CFTC
is clearly stronger than Force Ouvriere. However the
majority in the CFTC, as in F.0O., is based on the strong
civil ‘service, white collar and professional unions.

The development of a secular-minded pro-Socialist
minority in the CFTC, completely divorced from any
connection with or interest in the French Secialist
Party, places another handicap on any left wing seek-
ing to transform the Socialist Party, Not only.do most
indu?tria_l workers, unfortunately, support the Com-
munist Party, but the next largest tendency- among -
these workers is inside the CFTC, isolated “fromi the"
Socialist Party. *

Left Socialist Perspectives ;

A natural corollary of the growth of a left wing inside
the CFTC hus been the growth of independent, socialist
groups of Catholic origin. These groups, which contribu-
ted heavily to the wnification congress of the UGS last
month were described in our report of the =ni§nss
(LABOR ACTION Jonuary 27, 1958). Many of their mém.
bers are ‘active in the CFTC, though others are in the
CGT. The existence of this new porty, wih an inifial.
membership of 10,000 together with the isolafion of the
:‘Flo :rum the industrial working class raises the ques-

on of whether there is any longer a ive fo
left socialists within the SFI‘::L X Rl

) By leaving the SF10 the left wing could bring addi-
tional forces to the UGS. These forces would be im-
portant by their experience, and specially by their
clarity on the problem of Stalinism, on which so rﬁany
of the UGS members are still confused. A fusion of the

UGS.and the SFI10's left wing would be from the start

a -lsuhstan!:ia] force, based not on complete doctrinal
unity but'on agreement on the living issues with' which
the French working class is today concerned. Such a
party would be to socialists in other countries not am
encouragement to irresponsible splits but the proof
a_*.hat.a perspective will still exist for authentic socialism
in mtua.ttmns where social democracy decays to a point
where it has lost its proletarian basis in society.
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Page Eight

February 10, 1958

Senator Humphrey's Plan--

{Continved from page 1)
4he fear that these tests ore a present
idanger to all of mankind.

NOTHING INHERENT

There is nothing inherent in the ma-
ture of American capitalism or of Rus-
‘sian’ Communism which prevents an
agreement on this question. Since it ap-
ipears probable that both sides are now
‘equipped with extremely powerful fission
land fusion bonibs in large numbers and
in weights and sizes which can conve-
niently be brought to their targets by
ICBMs, IRBMs, airplanes, or in fair-
sized steamer trunks, it does not appear
that there is any compelling reason even
in the insane logic of militarism against
-an ending of these tests. There is every
reason for socialists to initiate, or to
back and support every legitimate cam-
paign on the suspension or ending of
nuclear lests.

ane one passes beyvond this simple
demand, however, the situation becomes
immediately complicated by the prob-
lems discussed in the previous issue of
Laeor Action. Each program put for-
ward proves, on inspection, to be con-
eceived either as the basis for a practical
deal between the two power blocs, or as
& means of condueting political warfare,

“Subversive

IContinued from page 1)
characterization on the witness stand of
the aims and purposes of the organiza-
tions was pure fabrication.*

Burnham conceded that he had talked
to the representatives of the FBI con-
cerning the organizations and concern-
ing the guestion of whether or not Mr.
Shachtman and the organizations ad-
vocated the, overthrow of the Govern-
ment. When counsel for the organiza-
tions attempted to elicit the contents of
these statements to the FBI, a heated
eolloquy ensued wherein attorneys for
the Government pleaded at length with
the Hearing Officer not to permit any
examination concerning Burnham's state-
ments to the FBI (Tr. 2906-2917). Fi-
nally, the Hearing Officer ruled that
Burnham could be asked one question
concerning these statements (Tr. 2912,
2018). Burnham gave an equivocal an-
swer to that question (Tr. 2921) and
counsel for the organizations was then
denied opportunity to ask the witness in

*While the organizations cannot know
exactly what Burnham related to the
I'BI, there is every indication that the
evidence would have proved Burnham’s
testimony a perjurous fabrication. When
he was directed to testify concerning his'
reports to the FBI, Burnham was re-
duced to prayerful entreaty and then to
hel_hg'enen_l: and insulting arcument with
the Hearing Officer (Tr. 2919.2921). In
the end he flatly refused to testify de-
spite the ruling of the Hearing Officer
that the evidence sought was relevant
(Tr. 2025-2932).

- _A Public Symposium

: THE MODERN CITY
FACES THE NUCLEAR CRISIS

hear the
Seocialist Mayors of Five Majer
World Cities

WEST BERLIN—Mayor Willy Brandt
VIENNA—Mayor Franx Jonas
MILWAUKEE—Mayor Frank P. Zeldler
HAMBURG-—Mayor Max Brouver
FRANKFORT—Mayor Werner

Beckelmann
- and
NORMAN THOMAS
at

COMMUNITY CHUE.’-:-H
40 East 35 Street, New York N. Y.

- FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 14, 1956
8:00 P.M. Admission 50 cents
‘(Studéents will be admitted free.)

; Auspices

Mew York Socialist Party-
Social Democratic Federation

To be sure, these two aims are not mu-
tually’ exclusive, and in a sense are
hound to inter-penetrate each other, But
the general approach in each case is
pretty clear.

Bulgonin's latest letter is a case ia
point. It is a brilliant political document.
1¥ does not denounce the United States as
imperialist, nor does it dwell heavily on
“war-mongering circles,” and the like.
Rather it is couched in ferms of @ reas-
onable appeal to good-will and common
sense, And while many of its assertions
and assumptions can be easily challenged
in the context of a polemic, its key pro-
posals ore bound te tend te weaken the
MNATO alliance and to gain the political
support of millions of people all over the
world. Their effectiveness is enhanced, or
even created, precisely by thelr appor-
ent reocsonobleness os portial, compro-
mise proposals in a general “disengage-
mﬂ’;“

Senator Humphrey's proposal that the
United States government split up its
“package” approach to negotiations and
indicate a willingness to negotiate on in-
dividual portions of it separately is not
& novel idea amonz Democratic leaders.
Suggestions along these lines have been
made from time to time by others, but
usually they have been rather vagus, and

® n

ls — —
simple terms what in fact he had re-
ported to the FBI concerning the or-
ganizations and Max Shachtman (Tr.
2021-2924, 2027). But this was not the
only denial of the opportunity of im-
peachment. The Hearing Officer subse-
quently relented in part and permitted
counsel - for the organizations to ask
Burnham certain further questions con-
cerning his statements to the FBI and
thereupon, at the suggestion of the Gov-
ernment in open hearing that Burnham
ivas not under subpoena and could mot
be compelled to answer (Tr. 2924-2925),
Burnham fatly refused to answer any
further questions concerning those state-
ments although the Hearing Officer rul-
ed the guestions pertinent (Tr, 2925-
2932).

On this record there can be no doubt
that fundaomental due precess was denied
the organizations, in clear violation of
the recent ruling of the Court of Appeals
applying the Jeacks rule to administra-
tive proceedings. The organizations were
denied opportunity to impeach witness
Burnham in the manner most direcHy pro-
bative—by eliciting the contents of his
previous reports fo the FBl on a-subject
which was the very heart and essence of
Burnhom's testimony.

It is shocking enough that the Govern-
ment could produce nothing better
against the organizations so long and so
unfairly listed than this single witness
who conceded that the organizations
never overtly advocated the overthrow of
the Government, but went on to smear
them through devious imputations of had
motive based on nothing beter than a
few weeks' membership 17 yvears ago. But
itis absolutely indefensible that the Gov-
ernment should ‘rest its case against the
organizations on this witness, who pro-
vided just the evidence the Government
sought and then suggest to the witness
that he hide behind nonexistent confiden-
tinlity of FBI reports and the absence of
any power in the Hearing Officer to sub-
ject him to adequate cross-examination.

In view of the clear wviclation of the
due process rights of the organizations
at the hearing in the denial of opportun-
ity to impeach witness Burnham and in
order to preserve the rights of the or-
ganizations to redress in the vourts, the
organizations request, in the event you
should determine to retain them on the
list, that you specifically state in your
determination whether or not your find-
ings are based in any measure whatever
upon - the testimony of James Burnham.

We repeat our reguest for oral argu-
ment.

Sincerely yours,
Joseph L. Rauh, Jr.
Isuae N. Groner

in any event, were not able to gather
sufficient support to become a serious
political alternative to the government’s
line. If the constant pounding of the
Russians, of voices among Ameriea’s al-
lies, and of events themselves have fi-
nally produced a real movement:for the
development of an alternative approach,
that is all to the good.

ALL TO THE GOOD

It is all to the good more because it
can raise the debate on foreign policy
to a higher level than beeause of the
real possibilities inherent in Humphrey’s
proposals, in their present form at least.
Of course, if they could force the ad-
ministration to negotiate an end to nu-
clear tests, that would be excellent. But
this demand, as we have pointed out
above, is uniquely separable from all

other aspects of a real political offensive.

Beyond that, however, the problem of
developing an appreach and working out
a program based on it would. still re-
main, On the one hand stands Dulles and
all that he represents with his big, in-
terconnected package which is designed
to stall negotiations until the United
States clearly forges ahead in the arms
race. On the other hand stand those who
are anxious for a deal, starting with
small things and ending up with a mu-
tual guarantee by both sides of the Sta-
linization of Eastern Europe. The real
interests of democracy and peace, how-
ever, require an approach which seeks
reduction of armaments and political
disengagement as a means of releasing
and encouraging the peoples of the world
to strugele for democratic solutions to
their own problems.

ISL Fund Drive ——

[Continwed from page 1)
a hearing from the attorney general. It
is now over ten years since the Organi-
zations were arbitrarily placed on the
“subversive list.” In 1955 the present
hearing was begun and we have yet to
get a decision from the attorney general.

Legal expenses in the oadministrative
hearings which are only now nearly com-
pleted have been substontial, But now
we have to prepare for the eventuality of
a long court struggle. and the costs will
become even greater. The Werkers De.
fense League, which is spoasoring the
case, has contributed greatly to its costs,
But once again the ISL will have to carry
a heavy port of the burden.

Even the printing of a special 4 page
supplement such as appedred in the last
issue of LA is costly. However, we
feel that such extra costs are justified.
The extensive documentation of the case
which LaBor AcTioN has carried over
the past ten years is the only public doc-
umentation of the type- of administra-
tive injustices suffered by the Organiza-
tions and its members at the hands of
the Department of Justice under both
the Truman and Eisenhower administra-
tions, And we intend to continue to
publish such documentation. in the fu-
ture,

This case, even if it has to be carried
up to the Supreme Court will ba of the
greatest significance in the figsht for the

New York
Independent Socialist Forum

A Democratic Socialist
Evaluation of:

Friday, February 14
Isaac Deutscher
Speaker: Michael Harrington
Friday, February 21
Milovan Djilas
Speaker: Albeit Guales
Friday, February 28 _
Amer. Socialist,
Monfhly Review, efc.

Speaker: to be announced
~8:30 gm. at L. A. Hall. 114 West 14 Street, N.Y.C.

preservation of democratic rights for all
Americans. There can be no question
but that this case will be fought to a
successful completion, and the inigui-
tous attorney general’'s list will be
abolished along with the arbitrary pow-
er to penalization by such a list.

But this will be o costy fight, and the
only way it can continue, olong with our
press, is through the generous contribu-
tions of our readers, friends and sympa-
thizers to the 1958 fund drive. We know
that we can count on your support os hos
been the experience of the past.

Below is a list of quotas for the
branches and areas. All contributions
ghould be made to Albert Gates, 114
West 14 Street, New York 11, N.Y.
New York ... .. .. IUUPR. x1. :  }
Chicago
National Office
Bay Area ...
Detroit ...
Newark ...
Philodelphia .

Pittsburgh
Buffalo

Cleveland
Seattle . . ...,
RGO, ., s AT
Moss. . R e . -
TOTAL ... 510,000

CONTRIBUTE TO

"~ THE ISL FUND DRIVE

Independent Socialist League
114 West 14 Streetf, N.Y.C.
Enclosed is $..coimnicccie 88 MY

contribution to the ISL's Fund
Drive.

------- L L T T Tr e p—

CITY BTATE
(Make ohecks out to Albert Gates)

"11 CHICAGO DEMOCRATIC SOCIALIST FORUM

Friday, February 28

8:00 p.m.

NORMAN THOMAS

MAX SHACHTMAN
Wha Program for Democratic Sccialists?

32 West Randolph St.
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