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TEN CENTS

. S. Troops

' The military intervention in the Middle East
by the American and British governments is an
attempt to achieve by means: of gunboat diplo-
macy. objectives which the tides of history have

’ pnt béyond their reach:-Eveén if the endS st sought
yere desirable and-achievable, the means. used
are detestable, dangerous and incompetent.
“That is why the governments embarked on this
adventure appedr to have the keen insight and
-organized purposefulness of a man lost in a
strangecity in the middle of a snowstorm crash-
ing his way down an open manhole while in the
grlp of deliriam tremens.

: If the figure appears exaggerated, it is’ only because'
ot ‘the known' personal sobriety of the men in Waghing--
*-. tbn. ahd London responsible for this action. Yet it is-

admitted on .all sides that this military intervention

brings. humanity once again to the brink of a world--
wlde military .catastrophie.. And the bulk of mformnd

. .- oY mon, both throughout the rest of the world andin
_the United States itself, and on all sides of the political

- spectrum, eondemns this action.as dangerous and inef- .

fectwe
. As seotialists, we |om with alt secfors oi democrdtic

publie -opinion who condemn and reject the imposition of -
policy by great powers on weaker nations by ‘meanrs of -

force. Call that by any- name you will, it is the essence
of mperiullsm. We have condemned it; and will continue
4o do so, when it is done by Stalinist Russia or China, and

we condemn it when it is done by the Udited States or

any other power. ho mattér how democrafic or progres-

- sive Tts own domestic regime mady be. Ary claim #hat the
spécific circuristonces in the Middle East are an excep-
tion $6 this general proposition is without merit.

What Are the Problems?
‘ What are the problems in the Middle East which this
interventidn is supposéd to “solve,” or at the very least

in the solition of which it is supposed to play a vital -

role?. Lest bias ehter into the statement of the problem,

we pick almost at random a description of what is at

jssue from a New York Times editorial (July 19)

“"The terrain on which the battle was fought was there-
fore’ fogbound It was also obscured by the fact that the

réal ‘power politiés and economic factors ‘behind the ac- .

tions takén could not be used to their full value. Everyone

kaew thdt the basic issues were whether the Middle :
Eastern countries still indepehdent of Nasser’s domina-
tion were going to- remain independent, and whether the -

priceless sources of oil' were going te be |eopurd|zed and
-perhaps lost to the West. Theré was also the question of
-whether the United States could retain any prestige in

the Middie East if friendly nations-and shﬂesmen were !

desi'royed without éus faking action.”

v i The Timés: ‘editorial-does not delgn to mention- “Com- :
' :imxmst domination of ‘the -ares” ay’oine of the isgueés :-
- invelved, kthough ‘this: ‘fm:ms dne ‘of the chxef the“ures of ;

it Jié)'fast?lirtervehtion is Amﬂ'ef Blind Alley '-

Democracy:
ust Get Out!

the defenders of the administration’s policy. It is no
oversight. If this area ever comes under the rule of
Stalinism the political analysis of the period will be able
to point to this American-British intervention as a
powerful contribution to that result. No one, to our

knowledge, has yet claimed that the military landing
in Lebanon was decided on to” prevent a landing by the

- ’R‘umlans, OF even “that the rebels against the- Chaumon-'-

réginie weré “ed” or mﬁltrated by Commumsts

The "Communist" lssue

Though the “Communist” issue is not advanced as-

justification for this military adventure, it is an essen-
tial aspect of the government’s understanding of and
attitude toward the Middle East, and thus enters in
many ways into the decision to land troops there. Since
the same concepts, in greater or less degree, tend. to be

common among liberals and .in the labor movement, a

few words about them are necessary before we procede

to the more obvious issues déscribed by the Times above.-
Nasser and his Su'pp'oriers are willing o accept arma-

ments and economic aid from Russia if they cannot get
them on at least equal ferms from the West. The Russians
seek $o exploit in any way they. can the economic, politi-
cal, cultural and -ideological opportunities opened to
them by the giving of such: aid. In due course, if Stalin-

_ ism should develop as a powerful political-movement in -

the Middle East, the importance of these opportunities
could become enormous. As long as Arab nationalism re-

mains the dominant political foree in the areq, it is Nas-

ser or any other leader of that political movement, who

can use Russian aid to his own advantage far more than -

the Russians can use it to theirs.

- It is vital to bear this relationship in mind because
of the tendency, both in loose propaganda terms -and
in atteinpts at political analysis to equate Arab nation-
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The acting assistant attorney géneral of the’

United States, Mr. J. Walter Yeagley, has in-.

formed Joseph L. Rauh, Jr., attorney of the In-.

dependent Socialist League, that an order is be-"
ing issued directing that the League, and its

now defunct predecessor organizations, the
Workers Party and the Socialist Youth League,’,

be removed from the “list of organizations des-- °

ignated pursuant to Executive Order No. 10450
in connection with the Federal employee secur-’
ity program,” that is, from the socalled “sub-.
versive list.”

This announcement marks a resounding victory -

not only for the Independent Socialist League but’
also for all those who charish democratic rights and

civil liberties and who have worked to preserve -

them in this country against the witch- hunters,
thought-controllers, authoritarians and totahtarlans
of all kmds :
‘A Decade of Sfruggie

. To win this vietory Fot.the réversal of an adfo

istrative ‘governmiental decision which was as'hﬁ-

just and arbitrary as the procedure for mamtammg
it was outrageous, required more than ten years of
tenacious strugple by the ISL, its attorneys and ty
friends. The full story of the fight is summarlzéd
élsewhere in this issue of LABOR ACTION.

The uﬂomey generdl is now in a- position l'o poniﬂ' Wli’b

pride to the fact that his office toock only fen years in -
which to grant an elementary requirement of justice, im -

contrast to the authorities of some other countries wha:

are perhaps less prompt in granting it. His Washington: -
administration partisans may also boast that under the- -

conservative Eisenhower regime the ISL was finally ‘ac-
corded a hearing, protracted and preposterous though
it was, that was refused us under the liberal regime of.
Truman which initiated the abominable concept of the.

“subversive list#” and the no less abominable procednre
connected with if. it may even be—or so it is thought by
solne—&haf the aﬂornqy general can @ongmtulch hlm-
-self on the wisdom of the sydclen iow fo remove-h
ISL and the other #wo brgumzchoﬁs'-from #he. lis#,- ¥l
than risk the cohsequences of a decision by d fede

court to which. Aftorney Rauh warned he was preparing: .

to take the case if administrative satisfaction was noir
obtained. - - - e

- It is obvious that this decisionvrepudiates’-t’he‘-
findings and recommendation of the hearing officer’

appointed by the attorney general himself to pre-‘
side over our case. But, true to the principles ‘of the
bureaucratic mentality and manner, the office of the'
attorney general seeks, through Mr. Yeagleys let-

ter, to cover the repudiation by-a whitewash of the1 ,

hearing officer, with which it is plainly less con-,

cerned than it is with a whitewash of. its own. in-- -

glorlous record. .

"No Foundaﬂon in Fact"

‘It finds thdt there'is “no’ foundatlon ‘in fact” :for
the charge of personal bias ‘against - the hearmg
officer, and it rejoiees in its ﬁndmg that we had. a
“fair and impartial hearing.”

1

But in the very next breath it declares that “'che

attorney general, however, is not satisfied that the,
evidence adduced at the hearings meets. the strict :

standards of proof which should guide the deter-'

mination of proceedings of this character.” ThlS
assertion; which must sound so noble; 80 Judlclous
30 lofty to the uninformed, would sound less sanc- .

timonious t6 those of us who closely followed the

actual procedure as well as the hearing in the case

refusal of the attorney general’s office for yeirs 1o

establish any standards of proof, let alone strick .
onces, and the failure of the repeated efforts made .

- if we did not remember so vividly the downnghtj X

during the hearing itself by our attorney, Joseph :

Rauh, to obtain from the representatives of .the
attorney’ general—from his attorneys in charge of-
our case or froni his hearing officer—any- statement
at all of the standards by which the case was bemg
heard. -
It is surely safe to assume that the év:dence (’lf ﬂlh'l'
is whaf it can he called) snbmlﬂ'ed ‘at the- heormg of ﬂle
ISL case by the government was the very most that the
attorney general ever had at his disposal from the dayi

that the Workers Party and later ifs successor, the ISL’ ~

were put on the "subvérsive list.” If the attorney generql,
in the fuliness of judicial fairness and majestic obieehv-

"smcf sfcndards of prcof" he- ﬂgorausly mslsis upon u
) o “{Continued on page 2) '

" ity. now: expresses- his dissatisfaction over-the ewdénee ;
- adduced-by his own office because it does not- ineef: Hle

£
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: {Continued from page 1)
Ins guide, l‘l‘ follows plainly and incontestably that:

¢ His ‘attorneys in charge of prosecuting the case
. ,agamst us at the hearings had no basis, certainly
. mo adequate basis, and certainly no basis upon which
. the.attorney general is prepared to stand, for pur-
suing the case against us. And that: _

» 'The hearing officer he appointed had no basis for
concludmg that the evidence.presented against us
mstiﬁed ‘his récommendation that the ISL be re-

ined.on the “subyersive list.” And most important
of all that

- The . office of the aftorney general had, from the very
beqmmng. no evidence to justify the listing of our organi-
zations—not only from our standpoint, but from the at-
4orney general's own "strict standards of proof which
should. guide,” or rather, which should hgve guided. him
"}‘OM the outset.

. If .it is .not merely elementary Justlce that we
have been finally granted by the attorney general,
but the full justice to which we are entitled, these
conclusions would dictate a public statement by the
Department of Justice that for more than ten years
it was guilty of a gross and flagrant injustice to-a
- political organization, its members and friends, who
~were subjected to the sufferings, harrassments, dis-
et;lmmatlons and disabilities notoriously associated
ivxth the “subversive list.” Amends for much of the
.syﬁ'er;ngs endured ‘during this decade can never be
\ made The attorney general, however, does not think.
W ;‘;n terms of any amends at all, even in line with what

is plalnly indicated by the téerms of his own dec1310n ’

'No Endorsement of Organizations

r.His letter concludes, and so graciously, with the
statement that “This decision does not constitute in
any way, however, an endorsement of the organiza-
. tions by the attorney general or the Department of
Justice.” We are bepuzzled over what law or regula-
: ﬁwn requires or authorizes the attorney general to
vouchsafe an “endorsement” to political organiza-
_ (tlons, and what organizations other than ours he
};as “non-endorsed.” But, what’s fair is fair! And it
geems no_less than fair if we add that while we are
jubilant over, the somewhat belated decision of his
Department our ‘acceptance of it does not, for the
reasons partly dindicated, constitute in any way an
.endorsement -of the attorney general or the Depart-
mhent of Justice,
- In any case, the removal of the ISL, the WP and the
S¥L from the “subversive list" does nof in the least de-
gree diminish our opposition to the list itself and to the
whole concept behind. if.. 1# remains vicious and reaction-
ary. . was conceived in the, splrlt of legal and. political
-cowardice, and that is how it is maintained to this day.
I'l' is, based upon the proposition that the government has
ﬂle au!honfy fo grant or fo deny people the right to
pfuchce political activity, that the practice of politics
reqlnres a governmental license. Such a concept was
proper. to ithe Czarist autocracy -in- Russia cnd it en-

oversive

forced it by police measures. in practice. It was and. re-
mains proper to .the Stalinist autocracy wherever it

reigns. It is based upon the belief that the people should

be ordered by the, governmenf to entertain and advocate
some political opinions and.to refrain from others which
are disagreeable to the .authorities. .

We stand by the, eIementary democratic prineiple
that the holdmg, advocatmg, exchanging, eonfron-
tation and pursuing of political opinions and pro-
grams, and that free -association -of 1nd1v1duals to

of all people. For: the government to.issue a hst -of
prescribed orgamzatlons is an outrange upon ‘the
people and a subversion of thxs democratic. princi-
ple, since it subjects such orgamzatlons and their

members to obloquy, dlscrlmmatlons and harrass- .

ments that the. government has no rlght to inflict
upon them or gpon_the_rest of the population which
has the right to listen to such .organizations as it
pleases. :

Hallmark of Despotisms

Only despotisms arrogate to themselves the au-
thority to deny the people their right to read and

to hear the political views of others by denying the__
latter the right to-write and to speak‘ Ewven limita-

tions on these rights, such- as are- nepresented by
proscription lists and “subversive lists,” are an as-
sault upon democracy 1mphcxt with the concept that
the government is~the benevolent guardian of .an
idiot people that cannot be trusted to form its own
political judgments, instead of being:the represen-
tative and therefore the servant of a people perfect-
ly capable of making its own decisions and inalien-
ably entitled to make them freely. »

It is a cowardly concept, furthermore, because it seeks
to escape the obligation of the government to bring to
court for a fair trial any individual or individuals it

claims have violated the low. Or, alternatively, it seeks-

to escape the obligation of the parties in government
power to cenfront the political arquments of their. op-
ponents and critics. on political grounds. It cravenly de-
nies political opponents the right to a fair hearing, either
in the court of public opinion or in the court of law. The
fact that such opponenis may be Stalinists or Fascists,

people .whose political views are -as abhorenk:to. us .as;

they are to many ethers, makes no difference to us so
far as their democratic rights are concerned, except,
perhaps, fo underscore the importance of maintaining the
democratic rights precisely of those with whom we differ
most- thoroughiy.

The practice of subverswe lists” not only -

limits or denies the political rights of the proscribed
groups and organizations, of the weak or strong mi-
‘norities. At one and the same time, it also limits or
denies the right of those among the people who
would seek to inform themselves of the views of such
groups, or offer them political support and the right
ofv\_those__a;mong_the people who want to oppose them
politieally.

. Assistant- Attorney General
u:Internal Security Division

- Joseph L. Rauh; Esquire
1631 K Street; N.W.
~~Washingten; . D. .C.

< Dear Mr. Rauh:
17 in the proceedings under Executive Order No. 10450,

attorney general’s iist of designated organizations.

B repeatedﬁ protestations, to the contrary.

* charge of the case that this is lmpractlcable due to

" recent death of the hearing officer.

i emp]oyee secuuty program,
"+ sy, This.degision :does net constitute in-any.way,
“4: attorney genenal or the Department of dustice. .

Text of Justlce Department’ Letter

- Washingion
July 16, 1958

=+ - 'This is with reference to the recommendation made_ to_the attorney general by the hearing officer .

League, and Socialist Youth League to the effect that the aforementioned organizations be retained on the

Co As you know, -hearing in this matter was commenced on July 18, 1955, and was interrupted when
. you filed an affidavit of personal bias against the hearing officer, The hearing resumed on May 21, 1956
.. after; jnvestigation established the charge had no foundation in fact. An examination of the procedures
. followed .in -this matter clearly indicates that you were afforded a fair and impartial hearing despite your

..«»...-The attorney general, however, is not. satisfied that the evidence adduced at the hearings meets the
i strlct standards ,of -proef .which should guide the detzrmination of proceedings of this character. As to re-
opening the. prot,eedmgs for the presentation of additional evidence, I am informed. by the attorneys in

1" and the unavallablhty of others in the absence of subpoena power. A further factor in this regard is the

Accgrdmg]y, an order is being issued, directing that the respondent. orgamzatxons be removed from
the hst of .organizations designated pursuant fo. Exe=ut1ve Order No. 10450 in connection with the federal

- Acting:Assistant ‘Attorney General -

involving the Workers Party, Independent Socialist

the passage of time, the demise of possible mtnesses,

however, an endorsement of the organlzatlons by the

Smcerely,
J. WALPER YEAGLEY

GrE = T e

is

The “subversive- list” ‘must-go, along with all
other forms of witch-hunting, thought-control, and
persecution for political opinions which eat ‘away

.- the foundations of democratlc rights.

Thanks to All

.. Our joy over:the victory represented by the -attorney . .

.general's decision is matched by our pride-and. our. grati-

-tude; -The victory. is..the: work-of. many-—many .comrades
. and. many. friends. .To.the -Workers Defense League, which
advance their -opinions, is_an umnfrmgeable right = ook .over. .our. .case. from .the -very,.beginning, at- the

depﬂn of the witch-hunt and -the- unpopularity -of cadical -

“causes,"” and fought it through to the very. .end,.goes
deep,nnd lasting.appreciation—and in parficular;to ¥Yera

. Roney,-jts natiohal secretary and to its former.national
secretgry, Rowland-Watts, our first champion in: the case.

To our counsellors, Joseph L. Rauh, Jr., and. his
associates, Isaac Gromer, John Silard and Daniel
Pollitt, who worked so brilliantly -and untmngly in
-the case for all these years;, Wlthout fee and thhout

conv1ct10ns goes ‘warm and respectful thanks.
To. Norman Thomas, to Harry Fleischman, the

- former national secretary -of the Socialist Party; to

Daniel Bell, historian of American socialism and an

" edjtor of Fortune, to Dwight MacDonald, the emi-

'nent Journahst—who dld not share our: views: but
" who testified in our behalf at the hearmg—goes our
- ‘respectful esteem for loyalty and truth. .

--To all-others, not.so. well known, who stood by us
and helped fight -the listing,-who contrlbuted gen-

erously «in more than one way, goes our profound.

gratitude.
< And to the comrades and sympathlzers of our-own

-orggnization, who .were. staunch and obdurate, who.
. could .not and would not be frightened off by difficul-
ties, intimidation -and persecution, who were firm

and fearless in their attachment to the socialist
movement and the socialist ideal throughout thijs

period, go our most affectionate greetings and 'the

pride of being associated in a bond that cannot be
broken.

. INDEX.

Ten Year Sfruggﬂe Agamsf
- The "Subversiye List"
As Recorded By Labor-Action

For .the convenience of persons interested in the
full hzstory of the ISL’s' fight against the Sub-
versive List, we give here an index of: articles:
which have appeared in LABOR ACTION since 1949 =
bearing on this question. In each listing, the first
number stands for the month, the second for the
day, the third for the page, and the last for the
_year, 8-21-1, 49 means March 21, p. 1, 1949,

- WP sympathizer cleared 3-21-1, 49. Shachtman -
testimony 3-21-3, 49. ISL letter to attorney gen-
-eral 5-9-1, 49, Court of Appeals-on list 8-22-4, 49, .
‘ISL sees Justice Dept. on list 2-12-7, 51. Shacht- =
man barred from Calif. campus because of list °
: éi-26-8‘, 51.: Supreme Court decision on list 5-14‘-2,

ISL files formal protest with Dept. of Justice on
listing 5-11-5, - 5-14-3, '54. * Dept. of Justlce s
- “Grounds and Interrogatorles” for, llstmg, and
the ISL’s reply (text) 9-28, 53 ‘gpecial issue.
ISL demands hearing 1-11-2, 54, 11-29-1, 54. .
Attorney general sets hearing 4-7-1, 55. Shacht- -
man passport case, text of .court decxsmn 7-4-4, 55.

first week of hearing 8-1-6, 55. ISL charges hear-

& 7, 55. WDL forms.committee on case 8-8-1, 55.
Hearmg recesses; attorney general letter on hear-

for removal of examiner 8-15-7, 55. Brownell re-
tains biased examiner (text) 9-19-1 & 8, 55. Case
still stalled 11-21-8, 55.

Attorney general to resume hearing 3- 19-8, 56,
Reports on hearing: reports are contained in the
issues of May 28; June 4, 11, 18, and 25; July 2,
9, 16 and 23. A travesty on democracy 9-10—1 56.

The government’s summary. and:proposed findings
10-15-6, 56. The ISL’s proposed findings and. brief -,
(text) 1-7-6, 1-21-7, 2-4-2, 57.. Hearing examiner

finds, against ISL 12-16-3, 57. )

.against hearing examiner’s: ﬁndmgs 1-27-6:& etec.
58. “Clear. violation of due process;”.Rauh letter
to .attorney general 2-10-1, -58. “One Hundred
Days” calendar summary-of 10 years:of struggle
,agamst list. 4-21-2, -58. :Rauh "letter. demands - de-
_cision_and threatens court action, 6- -30-2, .58, ISL

Preliminary hearing begins 7-25-1, 55. Report on »

. ing officer with prejudice, demands removal 8-1-6 ..

ing examiner 8- 8 1 & 8, 55.- Text of ISL appeal B

.Exceptions and Brief - ﬁled by ISL .atterneys ' .

C W e n

removed from list July, 28 19588, il.
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By ALBERT GATES

The. removal of the Independent Socialist League, Workers Party
and Socialist Youth League from the “‘Subversive List” by-order of

the attorney general vindicates more than a -decade - of struggle by -

thie Organizations and demonstrates. the possibilities inherent in a &on-

o e L8 L . : o 3 3 “ : : . . 1 3. g, . g !
tinuing intransigeant and persevering struggle for democratic processes. agreed: to fake our-case; We were certdin -

The victory is not eurs alone. The myriad -efforts and actions, tiring, at

times seemingly hopeless, expended
in behalf of the organizations since
1948 were not for them alone. We
were dlways perfectly awdre that a

_ suceessful outcome - of our case

be a vietory for eivil liberties and
democracy for all movements and
individudls. .

- Although the case did not reach the

. _against the attorney general would

' courts for a constitutional test of the

_ List, which was the hbope of the Workers
. Defense League, our counsel, Joseph L.

Rauh and Isaac N. Groner, and ourselves,

the validity of the List has been irrepar--

ably ‘damiaged. ‘The very first hearing
granted by the Department of Justice to
any organization was enough- to denmon-
strate the miserable criteria for the list-
ing “and -the reprehensible methods -of
“proof” employed by its agents in pro-
tecting and’ defending the List. Having

. experienced that' first hearing, we were

confident that our case would have won

in a court of law and thus have spelled

the legal death of this political index ex-
purgatorious.

DECADE OF HISTORY * (
How did this all conie about in the first
place? The list was drawn up and applied

* by-the Department of Justice during the

‘beginning of the Truman Administration
(as a matter of fact, as early as 1944)
but not made public until 1947, In the
dark-of the night, without notice to or-
ganizations it planned to list, 'and of
course, without hearings of any kind, the
cataloguing began. To be sure, the gov-
ernment conceived it as an “employmer}t”
list to guide its departments and agencies
acting as employers, When the govern-
ment finally publicized the list, for the
first time. the many organizations con-
tained thereon first learned of their list-
ing. Under the Trumarm Administz‘,atiop,
the List became an activé instrument in
governinent policies. Is publication was
an umstated directive to the country at
large to use it. State and local govern-
ments adopted the List for their regions.
Industry employed it as well.

The hysteria which began with the pub-
lication of the Index containing alleged
subversive organizations (including the
Japanese Cherry Tree Association of 1905}
reached its apex during the days when
Senator McCarthy dominated the Wash-
ington scene. But it should never be for-
gotfen that the creation of the List pre-
ceded the pericd when McCerihy became
a nafional figure in American politics and

" his name symbolized anti-democratic, ad-

ministrafive and: bureuuérgiic acfts. T_he
unsuccessful efforfs of the organizations

fo ‘learh why they were listed and théir

* similarly unsuccessful requests for a hear-

ing were uninfluenced by McCarthyism;:

" thé Tegal bureauérats of ¥he"Depariment
* of Justice needed o instriuctions from the

Wisconsin demagogue.

In 1948 and 1949, the Organizations
tried repeatedly and without success to
get a hearing from the Department of
Justice. It was then that we sought legal
help. We were determined to challenge
the List and make the necessary civil
libertarian fight. Our first disappoint-
ménts came in seeking an attorney. There
were not many ready to lend their legal
skill to do battle in behalf of constitution-

al democracy. Lawyers were évading in- -

volvenient in “subversivé’” caseés for fear
of the harm it might do'their more pleas-
ant #nd lucrative practicés. -
Fortunately we were not really alone.
There was -the Workers Deéfense League
and'its former secretary, Rowland Watts,

" than-whom no one is more devoted to the
cause of demoeracy -and civil liberties. -
They alone made it possible for us to be- .

gin the struggle. -
This writer weil remembers the first

hopes in our fight when we presented the -

Joseph L. Ravh, Jr.

facts of our cause and ‘Rowland Watts en- -
thusiastically embraced it dnd promised

to do everything in his power o help us,
And he did. The first stép we took was to
demand a hearing from the attorney gen-
eral. This was in 1950. Since we were now
represented by counsel, namely Watts, fhe

" attorney general, although not ready to

grant a hearing, agreed to meet with rep-
resentatives of the ISL. In January 1951,
Max Shachfman, the writer, and Watils
journed to Washington for a meeting with
the Deparfment. We did so even after the

atforney general refused to advise us what '

charges existed agédinst the Organizations.
However, we were prepared in written
and orel form, and argued cur case against
the charges, never presented, which we
assumed might 'make up fhe goveriiment's
case. C

It was a memorable occasion, exceed-
ingly instructive in the arts of bureau-
cratic obstinacy and malice. We met with
Mr. Raymond P. Whearty, who informed
us that he was on the committee that
drew up the List, and that it was drawn
up after great deliberation and care! He
was most sorry that he could not inform
us of the charges (this was not provided
for in the Presidential order!). He was
most sorry too that the Organizations

could not have & hearing (not provided .

for in the order!). However, he would
listen’ to us and that, he advised, was
really a great favor, sincé even that was
not provided for in thé ordeér!

WIERD ‘ENCOUNTER

We talked and talked, referred to fact .

after fact, blindly refuting the ‘govern-
ment’s ¢asé, of 'which we had literally no
knowledge. With 'a show of good will,
Mr, Whearty made a commitment that

the case of the ISL woild be reviewed,

but not that of the Workers Party or of
theé' Socidlist Youth League, because, so
far as they were concerned, there was
nio guestion 'in Hi§ mind that thefé would
be no change. Our meeting eneded on
this note of commitment, soléemnly given.
Of course, it was never kept, and we
doubt that it was ever intended to be
kept. For at least two years thereafter,
our Fepeated requests for' the results of
the review were either not replied to, or

. were answered with transparemt eva-

sions,

Struggle

In consaltation with Rowland Watts, we
pursued our next step: o 'get an attorney
and to force legel action: in Washington.
Watts arranged for-us ‘to- meet Joseph:-L.
Rouh, whom we knew only by reputation.
The ™ three: of “us ‘journied to' Washington
on¢e more and had: a long ‘session with
Rduk, as a culmination of: which Rauh

now that we were on cur way. In 1952
came the election of Eisenhower, and-with
that, the issuance of a new Presidential

order; The important -aspect- ¢f -the new

order, which otherwise' retained el! the

. rotten provisiotis-of the old one, was-the

right of hearings-within ¢ given: period of
time to organizations. With the -arnounce-
ment of the new order, we immedictely re-
quested a hearing: -

‘The' List by now had usés that exceed-

- ed the' bournds stretched by even the most
- enthifstastic witehhunters. Sensitive  and
- ingénsitive" areas*of* government activi-

ties embraced the List. Fhis Way particu-

~larly true in the Passport Division of
the State Department, whieh repeatedly

violated the constitutienal right of free
travel by citizens: of the country. As an
outcome of the listing of the Organiza-
tions, Max Shachman was refused a
passport selely on the grounds of the
listing of ‘the -Organizations. Rauh filed

. suit against the State Department; the
. result of which was a historic decision

of the -Gourt of Appeals in Washingten,

.presided over by Justice Edgerton, which

broke the back of the Department’s pass-
port policy. Although the decision could

" not resolve the question of the List itself,

" it asserted that the List had no legal ~

standing and'the State Départient could -

" not 'use 'it. to refuse & passport tc any-’

" one reghesting one, -

'HEARING ' BEGINS: ™ ‘
_This was a good start. After the pas-

sage of anothef' considérable period of
time, the hearing on'the Subvérsive List
case began on July 18, 1955, two years
after the Department of Justice had pre-
sented' its Statement of Grounds for
listing ' the organizations. Edward M.
M().rris'sey was appointed as Hearinig Ex-
amimer.

The opening hearing was a farce. Rauh,
joined by his co-counsel, Isaac Groner,
requested fo know what stondards were
to operate in the hearings.. The reply was
that there were none! A request that the
government make an opening statement of
what it intended to prove was refused by
its attorneys and -denied by thé -hearing

examiner. A demand that the gcvernment -

state whether it was charging the organi-
zations with being "big €' Communists
(referring fo the organized Communist
movement) or “little c” communists (re-

ferring fo theoretical doctrine), was de- .

nied by the Hearing Examiner, who, imme-
diotely after ruling, inguired of Mr. Groner
what the difference was. A request that
the Fund for the Republic be permitted
to take a film history of the very first
hearing on the List was denied. Such re-
peated rulings led Rauh and Groner to
profest the Hearing Examiner's bias o

Atforney General Brownell and call for his .

removal. This was denied after weeks and
weeks of delay. :
Ordinarily, the hearings: should hav

recommenced shortly afterward. But this
was no ordinary situation. The weakness
of the government’s case had become
readily apparent in the opening hearing.
It had planned the introduction of sever-
al exhibits from LABOR AcCTION and The
New International, and. some, citations

up as the authority on the meaning of
Marxism and ‘the ‘placé ‘of Lenin and
Trotsky in socialist history ; on the basis
of its self-proclaimed’ authority on ‘so-
cialism in geheral, it would pass on the
legitimacy or illegitimacy of organiza-
tions. It had not a single witness to place
‘on the stand. This was its case! When
the Department observed the manner in
which our counsel had. prepared the case

and’ what the Organizations were pre-

. independent and unimpéachable wit

pared to produce as evidence, it stalléd
the convening of the hearing.to prepare .

. the Government’s case all-ever again. i

A NEW CASE ,
A stepped-up- harassment of members
and sympathizers 6f the ISL began &ll.
over the country by agents of the Fﬁ;\I.
An intensive effort was made to get wit-
nesses against the Organizations-among
former members, college professors, and

. people once in the socialist movement

who might be indifferent or hostile to it.
The hearing did not reopen until. May
1956, and in the intervening months:the
government succeeded” in -dredging wp -
(and it wasn’t easy at that) two witness-
es. Professor Geroid T. Robingon, of €o-
lumbia University, who' Knew :nothihg
whatever about the issues in -thei:edse.
and had never heard of the Organizations
nor ever seen their literature, agreed.to

be a witness in response to-a demand wp-

on his “patrictic” duty. Heé came to the
hearings and spent two and a half dadys
reading .volume after volunre’ of: Lenih’s
writings: on which ‘he: “qualified”?: as-an
expert; but—as the legal expression gaes -
—he could not read from Trotsky’s writ- .
ings becatise he could ot “qualify” “as
an expert! o R
The othér witnéss was- the ineffuble .
James - Burnham, - ‘who- thrice- réfused: fhe
crowi, but several -days. before the se- .
opening of the hearing, could not turn his
ears from the earnest plea of the govern-
ment fo do his dufyf For:éli fis> adniitfed
reluctance and répeuted refusals fo dp-
pear, he saw his duty and he did i ae-
cording to his lights—and was well paid,
too, for expert services! The philosophic
mask did not hide the reactionary-conser-
vative, who treated the hearings.to a sb-
phisticated dissertation-in defense.of-the
art of lying in behalf of political strategy,
He could not, even with his various skills,
avoid the impression that he was not-a.
very reliable or disinterested wifness, « 4.
Robinson and Burnham, a host 6f éx--
hibits taken- from - thé: writings: of: the -
ISL,; the: WP and:SYL—the¥é made p
the  government’s' shallow, - unavailing -
case, - . g g
~Against all- of this; thé’ ISL: producéd
not only its own mermbers; bit éninet,

es, all of théni in" politieal disagréeniaht -
with the organizations, such as Norman .
Thomas; Daniel Bell, an editor of. For-
tune magazine; Harry Fleischmang for-
mer secretary of the Socialist Party; and -
Dwight MacDorald, ‘an editor’ of” The -
New Yorker: magaziné. Their testimony -
was unrebutted and in several casés thére
was no cross-examination to speak' 6£-Tn
addition to théseé, our counsel produced
exhibit after exhibit to refite the gbv- "
ernment’s case. : T

MORRISSEY’S FINDINGS 4
The: result was not unexpécted’ by 1”151
Mr. Morrissey, after months of delay;-in
part occasioned by hig illnéss (we have
since learned that he has died), made .
his findinigs-and recommendéd: that the -
‘organizations be retained on -the-List)
His findings are outstanding in the man<
ner in which they completely ignored: ﬁhq
witnesses for the Organizations and re«
lied on the discredited testimony 01
Robinson and Burnham. Thomas, Bell
(whose testimony is not even referred -
to), MacDonald and Fleischman wéré
disregarded as withesses because ’chseyf )
were not members of the Organizations -
and, in the opinion of the Hearing Ex«
aminer, could not therefore know -the
organizations. Their festimony was in&
valid, whereas the testimony of Robinson:
and Burnham was accepted completely
and without question.” The evidence of
the Organizations was ignored and the
long testimony of Shachtman rejected ag
self-serving. J

Except for going fhough ﬂie’.'.quvmaliiy{'
of awaiting the decision. of the aﬁqrnei
generdl on’the recommendbtion made by
his appointed hearing exuminer, we weére
prepared through cur counsel to _prqc,e,éé :

from the writings of Lenin and. Trotsky. %o court, where we hoped to fest fhe

The ‘government had  already set.itself

List legally. The ottorney general, affer
being asked” twice for “his decision, wis
advised thidaf court action”was’beng’ pies

. pared. It was at this peoiit fhat the Sur,

prise ruling delisting " the ‘organizdtions
was received by Rauh. With that rulikg:
o long ten-year fight for justice ended. . |
We sound only one note of regret: né:
court test of the list can be madeé by us.
in our administrative vietory: Our hopeé
was for such a test because we Wa-ﬁfﬁg%

(Continued on page 7) i
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" By HERMAN G. ROSEMAN

7 _“Thus far,” said The Economist
. of June 21, “the world has stood up
‘remarkably well to the impact of

the recession.” While there is some-.

" truth to. this, there is no known
_ law of capitalist development which
- requires that all economic down-
: gwings originate in the U.S. Euro-
© pean capitalism is independently
N developmg its own recession, the
. first_signs of which. are apparent.

Industrlal production in early 1958_"
. was either at a standstill or declin-

ing in every capitalist country in
" Europe save Fra)lce The greaf five
" year expansion of the European
- egonomy—an expansion which in

"~ 1953-57 saw an annual average in-

> crease in industrial production of

almost eight per cent—has in the -

past few years been slowing down
and has now come to a halt.

- European capitalism faces the same
basic - problem which has especially
- plagued the American economy in recent
" years, namely, an- inability to maintain
an expanding, full-employment economy
without a creeping inflation. But infla-
- tion, even if mild, presents a much more

1

Fooﬁiofé fc':} Revoluﬁoh

- A footnote to the revolution that over-
threw the regime of the unlamented Ar-
gentine dictator, Juan Peron, offers an-
other example of the way in which inter-
national oil companies play poh'tics They

often support Whlchever regime offers the

greatest profits.

The Argentine gcvernment has just

concluded an agreement with six oil com-
- panies -calling for the investment of $800

million." The story in the N. Y. Herald. )
Tribune of FYuly 21 concluded. with the - _ .
" CONTINUED . DECI.INE

following information:
: “Two former Argentine Presidents—
.. Hipolito Yrigoyen and Juan Peron—weére
-. overthrown soon after trying to liberate
. Argentina from dependence on Britain by
- making the country self-sufficient in- oil.

“There is now evidence that British

" naval units, based on the Falkland Isl- :

- ands, provided munitions for the disarm-
* ed Argentine fleet which played a deci-
" sive role in the revolution against Mr.
¢ Peron in September 1955.

“Wlth an oil settlement in sight, for- -

* eign investors are converging on Buenos

" Aires from all parts of the world, At this-

' mqment there are twenty different eco-
nomlc inissions here,”

. Educational Blackiisf

3 .
“*There is a virtual blacklist existing in -

ls the Recession Spreading
In Bﬂtam and West Europe.

serious. threat to the .European economies
than to the American. This is so because
the European nations suffer from chronic

- balance-of-payments difficulties (the “dol-

lar shortage”) which, coupled with slim
gold and dollar reserves, always poses

the danger of financial collapse. The only
- way this ‘situation can be remedied is

through increased exports, which are im-
possible so long as export prices do not
fall. Yet despite immense gains in pro-
ductivity, prices tend to-creep upwards.

DILEMMA

- Thus European governments are faced
with a policy. dilemma:
duct1v1ty {which theoretlcally should im-
prove Europe’s compétitive position in
world markets) require such great invest-
ment that inflation is induced; but any
government policy which is strong enough

."to stop the slowly spiralling price level '
.tends also to reduce investment and thus

choke off the necessary gains in produc-
tivity. The baby seems to have swallowed
the bath water.

The policy response of European govern-
ments has generally been to fry to slow
down the increase in investment, This was
done quite wisely in 1955, when all sorts
of monetary and fiscal restrictions were

" imposed by the various governments. The

rate of growth of investment and produc-
tion slowed down as expected; but such a
slowdown generally has a cumulative af-
fect, and in this instance it led to the stag-
nation and incipient decline of production

- and income which now faces most of West-
- ern Europe.

The lead in this recession seems to
have been taken by Great Britain, where
industrial production has not advanced
since the draconian measures of the Con-

" servative government in 1955. The reces-
sion there was precipitated by the still

sharper measiures of the-government in

September, 1957, when speculative move- -

ments led to a sudden, considerable loss
in dollar and gold reserves. While these
measures certainly guickened the pace of
events, the fact that manufacturing in-
vestment had been falling since the early
part of the year indicates that the reces-
sion was already slowly developing. In
fact, it is possible to trace back the on-
coming of the recession still further. The

- construction of new dwellings has been

falling since 1954. New orders for ma-
chine tools have been declining since 1956,
and new starts of factory buildings since
1955.

Other signs pomt to the continuation
of this decline in the commg period, A re-

cent survey of 554 British manufacturing -

firms brought forth the report that more
than three-fourths of them now have ex-
cess capacity. About half of the firms re-
ported that as of May, 1958, approved
plans for new investment were lower than
a year earlier, while less than a fourth
reported larger plans. More than half re-
ported lower, profit marng, while only
5 per cent reported an increase, It view
of the success of this type of data in call-
ing the turn in'the U. S., it is lmpossxble
to avmd the concluswn that the British
economy i in for a contmumg recession,
A]ready in mld sprmg, 1958, unemploy-

. meént wigs roug:hly ‘50 per cent hlgher than

a year earlier (havmg risen, in very
round figures, from 300,000 to 450,000),
and manufacturing production was 5 per
cent below the 1957 peak. .

. thei American university world that is as,

: mean and cruel as the blacklist in the:

commumcatxons and motion picture in-
. dustries,

. at {Jolumbla University. College adminis-
- trators, he declared in a speech, frequent-
.1y lack courage to “restore to academic
-life'men who have been discharged from
: }f"teac‘hing posts simply because they re-
: fused to answer questions about their pri-
vate hves by legislative. comm:ttees ”

ACLU Bulletm -

accordmg to Dean louis M.
) Hacker of the School of General Studies

- mecessarily. represent the views of Laber Action,
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And the Nagy Execution

By SAM BOTTONE

.

It is inconceivable that the Russians and their Hungarian puppet
regime could have misjudged the world-wide repercussions to the Nagy
murder. What were the specific and precise details and. circumstances
leading to the murder of Nagy, Maleter and other leaders of the Hun-
garian Rvolution are a matter for speculation.

But on one count there seems to
be widspread agreement:

empire and a strengthening of the

monolithic tendencies inside the re--

gimes. The period of liberalization
and “all flowers blooming” has
come to an end and the fierce struggle
between Moscow and Belgrade has once
more broken out into the open.

While the international repercussions -

are portentous, it has also had a devas-

tating effect upon those who consider -

themselves “true friends of the Soviet
Union.” In the U. 8., caught in the middle
between their “pro-Soviet” friendship
and the blatant cynicism that the execu-
tions represented are those who find their
political expression through the National
Guardian.

THE "NATIONAL GUARDIAN"

The Guardian in an editorial on June
30 found the execution “shocking and ap-

palling” and that “something surely has

gone wrong” within the Russian bloc.
This was followed by further statements
July 7 and July 21 by the editors. and
Cedric Belfrage. The attitude, as ex-
pressed by Belfrage, is that they “will

not stand silent while that cause [social- .

ism] is dragged again through a mire of
terror where socialism reigns and torn

" to pieces where the fight remains to be
won.”" . .

They were reacting on the one side to
the expressions of horror by those who can
not be smeared or sulenced with' the charge
that they defend murder in Algeria or ter-
ror in Mississippi, and to the monolithic
response of the Communist Parties defend-
ing the executions on the other. Thus, in-
stead of developing a clear position of de-

fence of Nagy and the Hungarian Revolu- -

tion, the National Guardian chose to make
its stand on the sole grounds of "question-
ing the methods of justice used in the
Nagy Case. . . .”

While their expression of shock and
horror at the return to the methods of
Stalin’s reign are genuine, the way in
which they have expressed it has left
them open to a demagoglc but not inef-
fective argument from The Worker.

To the Guardian’s protest of the secret
trial and the political execution,

. Worker replied: your. regretful concern

at the extreme penalty after a secret -

trial is touching but the accused were
guilty of high treason. “Facts are facts,”
The Worker stated, “even when they are
hard.”

WEAKNESS

And this is the weakness of the Guar-
dian protest. They protested the imposi-
tion of the death penalty on the grounds
of opposition t0 the .death penalty as such,
and they charged the executions would
ahenate public opinion in the West. But
they did. not, answer that Nagy and Pa-
leter were. guilty of no, crime.other than
partlclpatmg in the revolution of- the
Hungarian’ people against Russmn and
Stahmst oppression.

There is justification to a profesf over .

the denial of a fair trial. Any democratic,
and above all a socialist, society has to
have a fair and impartial judicial system
as one of its cornerstones. But what is in-
volved here is not a legalism, even a valid
ome. It is whether the leaders of a social-
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it signi-
fies a policy turn inside the Stalinist

The -

- .

ist revolution were executed or whether -
the leaders of an

-imperialist ccunfer-
revolution were executed. This is the sub-
stantive political issue. And this is pre-
cisely what the Nafional Guardian has
chosen to avoid.

- In its latest editorial statement the
Guardian under the avalanche of criti-
cism (the latters to the editor ran 2 to 1
supporting the executions) stated that ite
editorials do not “indicate a ch;_mge in
the Guardian’s course with respect to the
socialist world.” But -why not? What.is
the basis of friendship and support for. a
social system which produces regimes
characterized by reigns of terror, politi-
cal murders, oppressions of minorities
and above all the denial of the most rudi-
mentary form of democracy for the mass
of the people?

WHY SUPPORT GOVERNMENT?

Or at the very least: even if it is felt
that on general historic grounds this so-
cial system, or its economic base should be
“supported,” what reason is there for re-
fusing to denounce and oppose a govern-
ment which besmirches and betrays all
that may be thought to be progressive in
this social system by its destruction of
liberty and rule of terror?

The experience at the hands of the

Russian and Communist Party press -

should also be illuminating. The Stalin-

ists have attempted to amalgamate all.

critics of the Nagy executions with the

. murders of Algerians, henchmen of Bat- "
ista, white supremacists in the- Séuth,

purveyors of nuclear war and the enemies -

of socialism. This is the kind of “argu-

ment” the Guardian has itself been forced

to resort to in its past defense of inde-

fensible acts of the Russian government. ~

Sometimes being on the receiving end of
this “method” of argumentation is more
politically instructive than many a théory

about the abstract “progressweness” of .

an economic system

Strange Comc:dence.
Nagy and Rajk

All the communist papers in Hdngary

have published a resolution voted by the

workers of Csepel factory in connection

with the execution of Imre Nagy The

text reads as follows:

"The worken--of-ﬂlev Csepel steel cdm-i
bine unanimously approve: the - justified -

verdict concerning the greup eof traitors
and conspirators, Imre Nagy and -his dc-
complices, who, acting under the order of
the imperialists, tried to put our people
under the yoke of exploitation.'

It is interesting to compare this text -

-with that adopted by the. workers of the.
same Csepel workers on September 19,
1949, after the condemnation of Laszlo
Rajk, the then secretary of the commu-
nist party Both resolutions are identical,
Here is the text of the 1949 resolution:

“The workers of the Csepel steel come
bine unanimously approve the |ushﬁed vers
dict concerning the group of trajters: and.
conspirators, Rajik and  his accompllces.
who, acting under the order of the imperi-
alists, tried fo put our people under fhe
yoke of exploitation.”

The only change is that in place of
RaJk the writer has now put Nagy. There

~ is also another change; instead of Mat- "

vas Rakosi in 1949, it was Janos Kadar
who now ordered the execution. Rajk was

~ rehabilitated seven years later, just be-

fore the revolution.

During the revolution of October-No-
. vember 1956, the Csepel' steel combine-

was one of the most impertant bastions
of the workers fighting for freedom .and -
- democracy against Soviet tanks.

ICFTU Spotlzaht

- » . .
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POLICY FOR YOUTH |

Vg S
The following article by Tony David
-~ Smith, a member of the Executive Com~
mittee of the British National Association
of Labor Student Orgenizations, is a
fairly general statement of resurgent
youth and student opinion in England to-
day. Needless to say, Challenge s in sym-
pathy with the point of view of Comrade
Smith. We too look toward a new, unified:
and militant socialist youth orgenization
" im our country. We also hope that Ameri-
- eam socialist youth can more and more
moke their voice heard among the social-

- gt students of Em‘qpe‘ and Asia.

pu ' - -

By TONY DAVID SMITH

I am one of the several million
individuals who enjoy a special his-
torical privilege. It is a privilege
that carries with it a number of
special obligations, special passes,
special duties. In the year 1958 we
are fortunate enough to be under
the age of thirty. This means that
we shall probably live just long
enough to see a completely new so-
ciety established. Or, at least, if all
fails"and the whole of civilization
is blown to pieces we at all events
will_haye the slight ‘compensation
of. knowing that in no way has it
beenour fault. '

A strange new light is breaking over
Europe. -1t is the light of youth. A new
generation is waking to political con-
sciousness and as it does so it becomes
necessary for those who are already
awake to see that all goes well. A similar
movement . occurred in the thirties but
failed. And it seems: to me that it failed
for lack of a decent political philosophy.
Just as now, a generation was craving
for a new belief; but their intellectual
hunger had to be satisfied with either the
hard crust of Stalinism or the bitter stone
of Fascism. It will always reflect to the
discredit of the leaders of those times
that. they did not succeed in preventing
thls happening.

A NEW FEELING

- . Those of us who hawe been helping-and
« .watching the campaign for nuelear- dis-
armament in recent menths - will have
noticed the political naivete that has gone
together with the profound sincerity of
the people who for years have thought in
terms. of rock ’n roll rather than of hu-
man survival. Gradually it is coming
clear-to, them, that/every problem thatv has
qve}‘ concerngd them. 15 reflected. in. this,
s;truggle agamst war. Nothing has. any,
me;anmg any, maore unt;l this. struggle has.
been, won,

'Phose of us who walked to Aldermars-

top, and- heard the- cheers of= the. crawd,
and saw. twelve thousand people gathered -

in front of those weird. concrete posts a_n‘d
wire-netting surrounding an odd concen-
tration-camp-type world of espresso ar-

_chitecture and -atomic reactors, all of

them listening to a clergyman from West
Germany speaking in the middle of the
New Forest on an Easter Monday-—a fan-
tastic combination of circumstances—
realized that we had been thinking, as we
never had thought before.

STRUGGLE AGAINST WAR

It was a new feeling. We were using

the. only. tool that a pest-war childhood.-

had; given us—a scrupulous obstinacy, a
blind refusal to. believe what we are told;

a blank. inability. to conform, the will to.

rebel, hecause to. agquiesce is a psycho-

logical impossibility, & whole generation.

to whom the Prime Minister’s face, as
someone wrote the other month, is inex-
pressibly absurd.

There is only one more basic lesson to
learn before a political philosophy can be
forged. To be silent is to acquiesce.

Whatever happens the world cannot af-
ford to lose this argument. Or else an-
other generation perhaps the whole of
civilization will be left to bleed itself
away into the hell of total war,

INTERNATIONAL PLANE

"We have to develop on an international
plane. Any plan for the future must be
based on the assumption that it will work
for everybody from Greenland to Korea

from Flonda to the Cape of Good Hope.

And the society we hope to. build must. be.
one in which everyone is a partner be-
cause everyone is responsible.

To find this we must first destroy coloni-
alism, imperialism and class domination,
for wherever these institutions exist civili-
zation is historically indigested. To do this
we have to begin at home. All political
change has to be unilateral (like charity).

Only by working to break down the
class nature of education, by creating op-
portunity for all, by ensuring the success
of whatever institutions we already have
that are working toward this new society
—parties, trade unions, campaigns—can
the first step be taken. Unilateral action
is the only practical method because it
is the most democratic—it encourages the

- others without dictating to them; it is a

demonstration of solidarity because it is
a gesture of trust.

- For instance, only by disarming wnilater-

. clly can we help and give impehis o fhe
. movements all over Europe that are work-

ing for the same ends. All political work
of his kind tends towards a similar end, the
frustration of the capitalist power over so-

.ciety, And in the East ‘as well, the end is

similar, because it tends towards the frus-

tration of:tolalitarian, power and:buregu-
cratic. prestige,

"One-of: the.things learned.from history.
ig. the, necessity. for. the. unity. of, the so-

cialist. movement. We, have. to_work. with:,

everyone wey can. This is. necessary. be-

cause: we. have to: fight harder.than ever-

before, We are fighting for our.lives.
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Remove l'maps From Mid East

Say Anti-War Ill Pickets at UN

By A. S. KNOB

Radical youth in New York City took the lead last week in moblhz-
mg opposition to Western intervention in the Middle East crisis. ;
Within twenty-four hours after President Eisenhower ordered

-Marines into Lebanon, the Committee Against World War III, an ad hoe

group mainly composed of democratic socialists, pacifists and libertari- :
ans, organized a spirited picket line in front: of the. United Nations,

Over. fifty youths from all five

boroughs of New York participated
in the. demonstration, which de-
manded an end to ‘“the.move toward
World War III” and called for. the
preservation of the. right of self-
determination for the Arab peoples.

PICKET SIGNS

The signs on the picket line and the
leaflet which was handed out to passersby
compared American and British imperial-
ism in the Middle East with the Russian
suppression of the 1956 Hungarian revo-
Iution. “Russian troops in Hungary; U.S.
troops in Lebanon means suppression; no
more war; remove all troops from the
Middle East,” were among the signs.

The picketeers, who were watched with
great interest by hundreds of visitors to

the UN (that body was then in the midst.

of a debate on the question) declared that
while they did not support the politics of
Nasserism, they defended the rights of the
Arab peoples to "determine their own na-

tional destinies under forms of their own-

choosing.”
The ranks of the demonstrators were

greatly depleted by those individuals who
were unable to come because of occupa- -

tional necessities. It is estimated that
close to 100 people would have taken part
had not the demonstration been held at
the inconvenient hour of three p.m.

The picket line was followed this week
by a joint protest meeting of the Young
Socialist League and International So-

cialist League on the Middle East crisis.

Michael Harrington, national chairman
of the Young Socialist League, and Gor-
don Haskell, editor of LABOR ACTION,
spoke at the meeting.

In addition, the New York Studerts
Committee for a Sane Nuclear Policy
endorsed its adult affiliates call for re-
moval of foreign treoops from the Middle

East along with the use of arms egmpped .

with nuclear war heads.

WAY TO WAR

The picket line of the Committes

sharply inereased danger of a world. mde,
nuelear holocaust. “American intervenx
tion,” its leaflet.asserted, “is not the way.
to peace but to war,> It accused the U. S;
government, by following a “reckless. )
military: policy. . . . based upon such fu-
tile devices as the Baghdad pact” of al~
lowing Russia, “a government which has -
destroyed the national independence of
the peoples of Eastern Europe, falsely to-.
pose as the sole defender of the national -~
rights of the peoples of the world.”

Calling for an end to American support
of "military and totalitarian dictatorships -
such as those of Franco in Spain, Trujillo °
in the Dominican Republic and Batista in
Cuba,” the leaflet declared its opposition y
to "another Suez-type campaign, the first -
of which drew the attention of the world -
away from the Russian rape of Hungary.”

The substitution of a United Nations
army for an American one, the picketeers '
stated, would be merely a repetition” of-
the Korean war, for a UN army would-,
“be little more ‘than a thinly veiléd dis-
guise” for direct Western mterventxo
platdntly denying the rights of the Arab
people to decide their own destinies.

WELL RECEIVED

The hurried distributions for the picket
line were received enthusiastically. Es-
pecially in Harlem and at different sum-. -
mer school campuses, people expressed . .
sympathy with the aims of the demon- .
stration, solidarity with the aspirations.
of the Arab peoples for self-determina-:- -
tion and freedom, and fear at the threat
of World War III. .

Reporters from various papers, includ'-_. :
ing a number of foreign periodicals, cov-
ered the demonstration for their pubhca-v
tions. :

R e '

The imminence of a nuclear war . pro-
voked a strong protest from  the adult

SANE group in N. Y. which plans a. .
prayer procession through the metropeli- - -
tan. area of Manhattan for the-annual - . :

Hiroshima Day demonstratien on August
6. The student SANE. group is actively .

engaged in support of the. memomal\ _

against World War I}I warned of the march.
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8 A DIscussiON ARTICLE

A 'biscus.fion-- of theﬂ Congress — l

The German Social Democra

By MICHAEL HARRINGTON:

The first official reports of the Congress of the -

German Social Democracy held at Stuttgart,

- May I8th to 23rd, are now reaching the United-

~ States. And even though' the minutes are in=

complete and unedited, they allow us ‘toget a-

. fairly good idea of the directions in the: SPD.
© "hree important substantive issues were dis-

cussed during the first four days of the meeting:

foreign policy, domestic economic policy and the':

© néw draft program: A fourth question; that of’

" HWow to elect functionaries to the Party leader- ..

. ship; was also debated but it will not be'treated:

" here'since it does not really bear upent the ideo
- - Jogical changes which..raref'taking place “in ‘the -

Glermar Social Démoeracy .
In general; the Stuttgart Congress reveals t?lat 'Fhe
@erman Party is meving in the same general- direction.

ag the Austrian- (which also recently published a Draft -

- Program) and the British. The majority z_a._rg.vi‘n_the,
- process of abandening many of the older, Marxist tra-

ditions, and moving toward the conception of the “Party .

of all laboring men”. as counterposed to the “Party of
the working class.” However, as should be apparent in
the. course of this article, it weuld be wrong to Iabel this
" & simple retreat toward thé right. In particular, this

theoretical trend is taking place within the context of "

an intensified commitment to struggle against German”

atomic rearmament and for dis-engagemént in’ Céntral
Furope. This very fact ‘shoultd bé an indication of ‘the

comiplexities which are invelved.-

~ Offenhauer's Speech

Thé first political address which the Congress heard

was ErichOllenhaues’s speech, “Peace and. Freedom.

Through a Socialist Policy.” One axis of his thought,
and a major one, was articbomlb action: “Every thgn&;—
ing man;” hé told thé Comgress, “must devote all of his

© enelgy to putting an erd to the inganity of the arms.-

racé. Thé: depiand; ‘Struggle Against Nuclear Death,
Stfugele Against the:Nuelear Arms Race’ is a simple
fperative of reason.” This eonception, central to the
féreign poliey deliberations of the Congress, was linked
£¢ two othér péints: German- reunification, disengage-
. rent. Ollenhauer pointed out that German integration
jnto-a nuclear NATFO would impéril unification, and
this was one of the reasons he oppesed it. Disengagement
was put forward as arn alternate policy, as a beginning
which would move in the direction of international, con-
trolled disarmament. ‘

AF thé sami& time, Oltenauer placed a -¢onsiderable -

emiphasis. upon a socialist policy as: parf of the alternative
#¢ thé arms race. He called foran epd fo the purely-nega--
$ve anti-Communism: of the West, and demanded a policy

of massive aid to the newly independent colonial nations.

Atid he-specifically pu¥ forth the comception of Social De-

mocracy as ar alfernative to-both capitalism and Com-

funism. Anothier reporter for the ‘majority, Fritz Erler,

fook up the question of NATO (OHenhauer had made- it
plain that he was not cailing for a break with NATO), but

" Ris crificisms did he g6 tHe point of questioning tire alth:-

ance itself.

Oppose Atomic Arms

During the discussion, there was near unani'm(.)t}s sup-
port for the anti-bomb campaign, for opposition to

atomic arms for ‘Gefmany, and in favor of a policy of

secking disengagement. On one point, héwever, the SPD "

leadership was overruled from the floor. That was the
jssue of Algeria. Ollenhauer had argued in favor of Al-
gerian self-determination. But at the same time, he ad-
. vised a policy of moderatiof with regard to the French
.8ocialists (the SFIO) within the Socialist International.
He defended this position on tactical grounds, holding
that a sharp attack on the Mollet leadership would not
really serve to help the Algerians, There Was consider-

able militancy  shown from:the floor on this point, and -
dome disatisfaction with Ollenhauer’s tactical- cenqep-;

tions. o
"\ The debate came to a head on a peripheral motion, one
which sought fo strike: a.reférence: in fhe. foréign policy
statement which said that the Algerian. revolutionaries

" Boré some responsibility for blocking a peaceful settle-

ment. One delegaté conimented ‘that# this was:to bracket-

$he victim with the murderer. The opposition point of

" view was upheld; drid"thé leadership wording wes 'stricken -

by a vote of 191 to 160. This was not so much a substan-

tive. 'victory as it was an indication of how high feeling
ran among the délegates on ' the - questionof - Algerian-
freedom. S
The ‘sécorid niajotr peint before the Congress was do-
mestic economic policy. This more or less merged with
the later debate-on the Draft Program,; but- it was

treated as a:separate point on the agenda. The mrotiva-

tion for.the official resolution was -given by -Heirich
Deist, and centered around several-interesting proposi-
tions: the necessity to seek a rapprochement with smal
and ‘medium sized business; the definition of socialism -

_in terms of a mixed economy; an “ad hoc” approach to

the question of nationalization.

Private Ownership of Property

The SPD, Deist argued, must recognize that the
Marxiati prediction about the disappearance of small”
and meditm sizéd busiftess has not been fulfilled. More-
ovéE, he continued, ‘the eentrdl problem before Germany
was that of the concentration of econori¢ péwer in
huge umits ‘and: herea ceftdin comrmanity of “interest

‘betwedn . workers and small and medium businessinen

wag apparent. Therefore, he propoesed ‘that “the Party
récogrize thé rights of sueh business -units§, both now
and in the futuvre. “A party whick reécognizés thé priz
vate property of middle and smazll employers as-a"
heatthy basis of économic activity : . . eannot any longér -
make the elimination of private ownership of the means :
of: proeduction 4 céntral demand,” he said.

But af thé same time as he argued dgainst the concept
of ‘a compfetely socialized economy, Deist did ne? come-
ouf ‘agdinst rationdlita¥ion. On the coiifrary, hé argued
Gt Fhe ‘Party ‘must look foward ‘the -nafionalidatien of
cértain industries (mines, for instance), and Hrat it must
seek to institufe’ an over-all system- of public control-over
fhé commanding heights of thé ecanomy. In general, Defst's
argumenfs were for on ‘ad e ‘and ‘experimental” policy
on these quvstions. What hé refécted-wds ‘a commifment -
to the general abgdlition of private property in’ the means
of production. His thought (and even his specific ‘use of '
pernisk was cléarly infidenced in all"of Hiis by the present’
mujovity fendency inm the British Labor Party and by John-
Strachey’s flicoreétitol work in ‘particular.”

Diiring thé discussion of Deist’s report, there were
sharp attacks from the left, but none of them took the.
form of counterposing a really fléxible left wing policy
(tkié spéakers from the floor were, it must be: said, limv
ited to 10 minutes apiece)y. Howeéver, on one -question:
and interesting exchange did take place. A speakeér from
the ffoor 'hétd‘ attacked Deist’s assertion that socialization
inevitably involved the danger of bureaucratic: statism -
by calling for shop councils and-trade union eontrol in
public industries. Deist ridieuled the conception of the:
shop council as “visionary” and argued that the trade
unions could not take over controt of produiction without:
giving ‘up ‘thefr main function which was: defense: of the
workers against the employers. This propesal, he sdid,
would effectively make the union an employer!

Middle Class Society?

- In part,'the change in economic policy seéms to have
been based on the theory that German class structure no
longer fits the old analysis, and that a new description
requires. a new -policy - (ome of ‘the majority speakers
called for the “unity of théory and practice”). But an-
other element was more immediate and political. Deist,
and others, argued that the SPD could not become a
majority Party unless it appealed to elements outside
of the working class. Between 1918 and 1933, hé argued,
it was socialist “dogmatism” which prevented the Party
from really achieving a victory! It was along this line’
that various majorityites attacked their crities as uto-
pians who were without a political: pregram which could
reach a majority of the German people.

The last political debafe on which the minutes are avail-
‘able concerned the new Draft Pregram. (Onforfundtely,
the last day of discussién is missing, and this was pre-
sumably the point of the debate over "mass™ versus
"working-class’* ‘Party.) The reporter fér the majority
was Willi Eichler. From his speech—and withouk ‘eifhér
thé -compiefe record of the Conrgress or the full fext of.

“the Draft Program—the reports in the American press
. that the SPD has made a major break withy its gast tradiz

tions appedr to be soméwkat exaggerafed. To be sure,
Eichler specifically abandoned fhie conception of the
Paedy as an authority on "ubtimate things,” as the séurce”
of a total weltanschaung; bist this is neither surprising nor
unhealthy. At the same fime, Eichler stated :liis oww res
spect for Marx—who was.constantly referred to through-:
out the Congress as the fourder of modern socialism and.

. the-moving spirit of the German workers mcvement—and-

his ultimate definitions of the human function of socidlism

LABOR: ACTTON

ism. ) .
Eichler, like-other speakers for the majority, Wwas

derived in geénerdl frdn‘r"'l'he"“lrcdiiion of Mafxian hﬁm‘dn-'-

clearly taking pains to build a bridge to sections of the-

petty-bourgeoisie and to German Catholics and Protest-
tants. The latter seem to figure prominently in the move
to do away with an official Party philosophy, Eichler

-also-reasserted some sound. socialist- points.-For instance,

he rejected the welfare state as a substitute for social-
ism on the grounds that it “does not basically alter the
modé of distributing property and wealth,” and he called
for a more basic transformation of society. He, like
Deist, defined the basic problem-as one of bureaucraéy
and the concentration of ‘power, and rightly identifiéd
socialism with both pelitical democracy :and free, popu-
lar control. .

The Russian Revolution.

In one aside,-Eichler, speaking for the SDP-Majority,
made a very interesting point with regard to the Rus-
sign Revolution. He .had just been -talking -about the
anti-socialist character of Communism, and then went
on to add: “But here, I must in-all. fairness say that.the
revolutionaries of the Russian October Revolution did
not plan-the Stalinist terror apparatus. They sought. to
free the workers and peasants. from .the. yoke of capi-
talismr -arid social and human degradation.” This con-
ception of the October Revolution as a fight for social-
ism, at least subjectively, is a-very .illuminating.point
to come from the leadership of the German.Social De-
niocracy.” : : S

Thus, the three major: issues debated: in the  partiol

minutes now available to us saw the SPD declare in favor .

of a militant anti-Bomb campaign, for an economic policy

quite similar to that of the. present British Labor Party . - -

Ieadership. The Party alég embdrked ‘upon the discussion
of a Drdft Program which moves it quite a distance frem
somé ‘old and sterilé degmatism: and fronisome old but
still relevant frufh.  The:Congress' action: on-thé - Deaft
Program, it was constantly emphasized, is tentative and is
infended to serve as o basis for discussion, and not as a
binding decision. - '

T ‘do’ not intend to.try .to make an evaluation of the
Corigress in this article. For one thing, there is-not
enough space, for another, I feél that the subject de-
serves an article in itself.  However; a few preliminary

commerits are in order; ) -

General EuropeanSP Tendency

First of all, the conceptions propounded at the SPD
Congress aré part of a general ideblogical tendency in
European socialism. Thé British -and-Austrians, as has
been. remarked; have alteady :moved ‘in thist direction.
But then, the discussion which attended the formation
of the Union of the Socialist Left (UGS) in France also
treated many of thie same questions, and in a quite re-
visionist way, but from the perspective of left social-
jsm. The point to be made in this connection is an fm-
portant one: two processes are ‘going on in European
socialism. On the one hand, we can distinguish a ten-
dency toward the right, i.e., conceptions of socialism
as just around the corner from the Welfare State, a
vogue for control and administrative body and stock-

purchasing projects; an abandonment of 4 sharp coriéep-.

tion-of the class character of capitalist society.

Bt~ 'this tendency toward the right often bases itself
ont the lidnest and intelligent perception of real facts. it
is true, for example, that the fafe of the petty-bourgecisie
hds been other than as Marx imagined it. This certainly re-
qiires reconsideration (and on this count, the comrades

of the UGS have done us a service by bringing such a -

péint up for debate). In other words, wé cannot counter-
pose a sterile dogmatism to the revisions:-within Social
Dembocracy. The points they raise (class sfructere, elec-
torat majorify, danger of bureducratic skdtificdfion, efc.)

- are’ not the simple fantasies of an’ imagined '"reformish."”

They.-are quite ‘real. Thaf one” must disdgree with i fheir
soligtionis [is cledr——evét “as: ‘one’ 'sées the reality of the
probiems which they raises

A Basic Question .

An excellent model of how not to react to these devel-
opments is given by Pierre Frank in the Jananary, 1958,
issue of Quatrieme Internationale, the organ of the
Trotskyist tendency héaded by M. Pablo. Frank aceu-
rately and truthfully characterizes the ideas of Yvan
Craipeau in La Révolution @Qui Vient as un-Leninist
antd having similarities to the traditional:ideas of re-
formism- (Craipeau’s book is a refléction of a major tén-
dency in the UGS). Frank is right in his characteriza-
tioh—biut, so what? Thé democratic socialist left of to-
day cannot debate thé ideas of the demmoeratic socialist
right By simply labeling them, This Craipeau under-
stood and he took upon himself the difficult task of thirk-
ing through some of the real problems before the move~
ment. The Frank reaction is a carfcature of the wrong
way to respond.

It is in this spirit that we must approach the tenden-
cies within the German:Social Democracy and particu-
Jlarly the new majority. They have raised real and basic
questions, they have recognized new developments. (It
must never be forgotten that it was Bernstein, and not
Luxembourg, who sdw the appearance of thé néw middle
class; and the fact that his erisis théory, or lack of it,
has been disproved cannot change the faet.) As I hope
to show in an article in the next: issue, our task in Iight
of the SPD Congress is agerious one of reflection and
fraternal debate.
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-The following is a portion of an address
delivered by Herbert Hill, labor secretary
of the National -Association for the Ad-

Tenth Constitutional Convention of the
United . Furniture Workers of America,
AFL-CIO on May 13, 1958. The whole
oddress may be found in the June-July,
1858 issue. of Crisis, official organ of the
NAACP.—Ebp.
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By HERBERT HILL

. :Because the Negro citizen is playing
such a decisive role in the current civil
riglts confliet the matter of developing a
firm and secure economic base within the
Negro community is of the greatest im-
portance, The -disparity .in the .economic
status between Negro and white workers

“pancement -of Colored: People, before the -

and their vulnerability in terms of eco- -

nemic distress are clearly indicated by the
facts on unemployment and income dis-
tripution.

/During the week of March 9, 1958, 14.4
per cent of the total non-white .civilian
lapor. force in the United States was un-
employed. The comparable rate for white
workers .was 6,9.per cent. Although only
ohe out of every ten persoms in the labor
force is non-white more than one out of
every five persons currently unemployed
is non-white. The non-white unemploy-

‘ment rate as estimated by the Census Bu-

reau is higher now than at any time dur-
ing the last eleven years in which the
Census Bureau has reported uremploy-
ment statistics by color. ‘

UNEMPLOYMENT RATE

The non-white unemployment rate today
is, approaching the level recorded at the
time of the 1940 census when the United
States; was still recovering from the post

1929 depression. Nop-white unemployment.

was then 18 per cent; today it exceeds 14
per cent. Unemployment among non-whites
since the 1949.50 recession has remained
consistently high. At no quarterly point has
it fallen below 6 per cent and on a number
of-occasions even prior to 1957 it exceeded
8 per cent,

-Almost without exception during the
entire period since the 1953-54 recession
the unemployment gap between white and
non-whites has been greater than prior to
1954. During the past three years the
non-white unemployment rate has been
almost, consistently, more than double
the white unemployment rate. This would
indicate that very limited :progress has

been made in securing for the Negro
-worker the same rélative -degree of em-

ployment stability that the white worker

-enjoys. It is-clear that the differential in

employment stability -between white and
‘Negro-workers has been extended both in
years of prosperity as well as in years of

- economic decline. All available data clear-

ly. indicates that the ratio of unemploy-

‘ment among non-whites as compared to

that .of ‘whites has ‘been steadily increas-

- ing sinee 1951.

4n 1953 the typical Negro worker earn-
ed an average of $364 a year in wages or
salary; the white worker in that year

-earned $956; that is two and one half

times -as much. By 1954 the average wage

- or salary income of a Negro worker thad

risen fo $1,589 while the average white
worker earned -$3,174. This means that
the income -of the white wage earner was
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The Negro Workers Status
~ And the U.S. Trade Unions

still twice as mueh as that of the Negro.
(Statistical Abstract, 1956, page 311.)

In 1954, 17.6 per cent of all white fami-
lies in-the :United States were living on an
annual income of $2,000 or less but of non-
white families 423 per cent were living on
an annual: income below $2,000.

It is, therefore, evident that -despite
great changes-in the employment-and-oc-
cupational characteristics of Negro-works
ers in: the last decade, the economic level

.of Negroes remains substantially - below

that of the white population.
STATUS OF NEGRO WORKER

In many industries in basic sectors of
the -American economy-the racial prac-
tices of the trade union certified:as the
collective . bargaining agent will be the
decisive factor in-determining- the-status
of Negro workers. All too often there is
a significant disparity :between -the - de-
clared public policy of- international un-
ions and the day-to-day reality as experi-
enced by  Negro - ‘Wage -earners in the
North as well as in the South, It is not
enough simply to foermulate ; proper con-
vention resolutions-and policy statements.
It is not enough to make speeches and
distribute civil rights traets. It is not
enough ‘to-hold interminable civil rights
conferences with more speeches and reso-
lutions. What is needed today is to invoke
the full power and authority of the or-
ganized labor movement in eliminating
dlscnmmatory racial practices where
they exist in the workshops of this coun-
try.

Statements of policy are necessary and
welcome but totally inadequate in resolv-
ing conflicts unless backed by decisive or-
ganizational authority. Unfortunately, there
has been a tendency fo substitute hollow
ritual for vigorous action when conflicts
develop within local unions in matters in-
volving the rights of Negro workers. In-
variably the leadershjp of most national
unions will take the right position, but fre-
quently too late and will often act only
after a prolonged crisis. When a local un-
ion brazenly defies an order of a state or
municipal fair employment :practices com-
mission and refuses to end its discrimina-
tory practices, the ngtional trade union
leadership must act immediately, not one
or two or three years after a valid com-

-plaint has been filed with a governmental

agency or with the Civil :Rights Depart-
ment of the AFL«CIO, or after a fair.em-

-ployment practices .commission has -issued

a cease -and -desist order. _

Such delays often permit the enemies
of organizedabor to mobilize support for
anti-trade union measures and serves to

.alienate Negro workers from the trade

union movement. It i8 no accident that
newspapers in Ohio have cited the dis-
eriminatory practices of some building
trades unions in urging that Negro work-
ers support “Right to Work” proposals
in their own interest.

FRONTAL ATTACK

In addition to three international un-
ions which have anti-Negro exclusion pro-
visions in their constitutions (Brother-
hood of Firemen and Engineers, Brother-
hood of Railroad Trainmen, and the Na-
tional Postal Transport Association),
there remain a 51gmﬁcant number of seg-
regated local unions and unions where
colored workers are excluded by tacit con-
sent. The national leadership of the AFL-
CIO must immediately initiate a frontal
attack on these blatant vielations of basic
AFL-CIO policy decisions and against
the many separate lines of progression
based upon race found in ecollective bar-
gaining agreements.

The organized labor movement in
America has made many important con-
tributionss in the struggle for full civil
rights for all citizens. The NAACP deep-
ly welcomes this support and is proud of
its long years of cooperation and joint
activity with many trade union organiza-
tions. Now more than ever before when
this country is faced with a grave ration-
al civil rights crisis it is most important
.that the trade union movement give top

cpriority to eliminating the vicious evils.

of racial diserimination and segregation

at the work place. and thhm the entite -

. American community.

UI-SC Picks NY Ticket

The. “Umted Independent - Socialist
Campaign Committee’ has announced that
it has agreed on a slate for the coming
electoral campaign in New York State.
John T. McManus, managing . editor . of
the National Guardien, was‘to be the
gubernatorial candidate, and Dr.'Annette
"T. Rubinstein, former American Labor
Party officer, was to run for U.S. Sena-
tor. We say “was to,” -because Corliss
Lamont- offered “himself as a candidate
for one of these posts after the Commit-

~—tee’s nominatien had been made public.
‘It -appears- that ‘Lamont had. originally
‘declined to be-a candidate, but changed
his mind with the flare-up in the Middle
East. Obv'lously some change will be made
to permit’ Lamont’s well-known name to
head the ticket. {For a full analysis of
the political significance of the “United
Independent-Socjaltist Conference” which
chose ‘this Committee, see the July 14
issue of LABOR ACTION.—ED.]

The Militant story announcing :the
nominations refers to the sections of the
platform adopted by the UI-SC.which at-
tack -American imperialism. It.does net
refer to any changes in the original draft
on the question of ‘the struggle for de-
‘mocracy in Stalinist countries. Can we
conclude  correctly that -any attempt to
change the platform in the direction of

“more -emphasis on ‘the relatlonshlp be-
tween democracy and socialism,” as is the
delicate way. of putting it currently in
the SWP’s literature, has been dropped?

CP Goons Attack SWPers

A group of Communist Party goons
attacked three members of the Socialist
Workers Party at a July 4 picnic spon-
sored by the People’s World, The SWP

ISL Beats "List” ——

" (Gontinued from page 3}

to complete the struggle in behalf of
democracy. But we are of the firm con-
viction that the role of the List has been
fundamentally questioned. No one can
again use the List without doubting its
integrity. The very first administrative
hearing, the first opportunity given an

organization to challenge the action of

the government, resulted in a defeat for
the Subversive List,

PRUDENCE DECIDES

Prudence rather than justice dictated
the action of the attorney general. The
McCarthyite wave has - subsided. The
higher courts have been ruling in favor
of the Bill of Rights, constitutional
rights of due proeess and civil liberties.
The chance of a stiff legal rebuke on con-
stitutional grounds by the courts was
too big for the Department of Justice to
take, particularly sinee its successes in
behalf of bureaucratic encroachments on
the Constitution and anti-democratic
processes in the courts have been missing.

We regret that in this wonderful strug-
gle we made, so many did not find their
wday to join in common effort. The ten-
year effort was financed by the organiza-
tions, their members and sympathizers
and the WDL. Our lack of monmey more
than once threatened the continuation of
the case. An enormous devotion and pride
of organization contributed to the ,ﬁnal
success of our efforts.

We reiterate our appreciation to those
who fought the good fight with us:

® Roland Watts, former secretary of
the WDL and now counsel of the Ameri-
can Civil Liberties Union; the champion
of our case and the tu-eless friend of all
those victimized by the bureaucratic gov-
ernmental drive against non-conformism,
radical and socialist thought;

® Vera Roney, who succeeded Watts

in office and who continued the work of -

the WDL in behalf of the case;

WORKERS DEFENSE LEAGUE
e The Workers Defense League, which

means what it says as a defense organi- -
Zation in the field of civil liberties and |

does something about it; whlch deserves
the support of the.entire labor and so-

‘CROSSCURRE

NTS |

mernbers claim they had been invited by
People’s World. They were attacked and
beaten up as they sought to leave their
car at the parking lot of the picnic area.

‘The local leadership of the CP has
maintained -silenece about the.goon-squad
tactics of their people. But the July 12
issue ‘of the -People’s World carried the
following apology

“The People’s World regrets the out-
break of rowdylsm that “disrupted ‘the
July Fourth picnic at the Johnston ranch.
Whatever elements of provocation might
have been-invelved in the incident, these
were only compounded by the strong-arm
tactics -of self-appointed bouncers, swho

.acted without authorization from any- re-
»sponsible - representative of :.this .paper.

Such tactics are :grist for the mill of
those “who desire to isolate and destrey -
the People’s World and -what it stands
for. To the sincere friends of the paper,
whose holiday was marred by .the imci-

‘dent, we extend our- apology.”
‘We note that the apology is only-‘

to the “sincere friends” of the: PW,
and not to the victims of the attack about
whom it is even insinuated that they may
have “provoked” it. But to anyone who
knows the long-time relationship of the
PW to-the CP, even this “apology” signi-

« fies that - much has changed in the world.

Is it possible that the Nagy muidef
has gone to the heads of some of Khrush—

chev’s local admirers? The “good old -
when political opponents were .

days”
liquidated -after 'secret trial may ‘have

come back for the Kremlin. But for -

Amerlcan CPers to conclude that the
“good old days” are back when they could
strong-arm their enemies in the radieal

movement would be premature, to say

the least. Come to-think of it, it never :

worked too well even in-the best of days
for the American CP.

TG

cialist movement;

® Joseph L. Rauh, Jr., our supeﬂ;
counsel, who.gave so much of his theught,
and efforts to our case, and gave it freely‘
as he has done in so many instances im
behalf of civil liberties; Ike Groner, his
co-counsel, and a tough ﬁghter ‘Dan Pol-
litt, associated with Rauh, who went
through the early phases of the case
with us;

® The witnesses who came to testify
in our behalf even though their views
separated us: Norman Thomas, Danie]

Bell, Harry Fleischman and Dwight Mae- -

donald, all of whom displayed solidarity

in‘our democratic struggle and came at

a time when so many shirked the fight;

- ® The members of the WDL Committee
on the ISL Case, who freely joined the.
committee, recognizing its importance. in
the demoeratic struggle: Lewis Coser,

Kermit Eby, James T. Farrell, Waldo
-Frank, Frances R. Grant, Rev. Donsid

Harrington,- Irving Howe, Nancy Mac-

_donald, and Meyer ‘Shapire.

¢ The friends and sympathizers of

the Independent Socialist League, the - -
former Workers Party and former e

cialist Youth League;

_And most important of all, the mem- -
bers of the organizations who never

flinched or fled the 'struggle. Without
whose steadfast and repeated . suppoﬂ;
we could never have seen it through
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éliém, or Pah-Arabism with Stalinism, or the spread
of Stalinist influence. (Don’t both denounce Western
imperialism?) Once this equatlon is achieved in the
popular mind, the next step is all too easy: the local
drive of Pan-Arablsm is identified with the world drive
of . Stalinist imperialism. And measures which have
been accepted in the U.S. rightly or wrongly, in the
struggle against the latter are justified in dealmg w1th
the former.

Sfrafegac Air Bases

There is one other: aspeet of the cold war which in-
trudes itself into the. Middle: Eastern -picture. That is
the American. government’s reliance on. strategic air
bases all over the world as an essential part of the
strategy of “instant retaliation” As long as the ex-
jstence and security of such bases is considered of
paramount importance, it is also necessary for the

~ United States to see to it that governments rule in the

countries where such bases are located which. are
“friendly” to the United States. They may be utterly
reactionary, despised and hated by their own peoples

_:and everyone of democratic sympathies throughout the

~-wazld (Franeo) .,
" has a sufficient: supzp?y of .operational ICBMs, the bases

. no. matter. Until the United States

must be held at all .cost.

"‘hat is one of the aspects of mamtammg “frlendry
‘statesmeh and .nations” mentioned- in the Times édi-
torial. But the central fact about American policy in
the dedle ‘East (as it is in Tost of the rest of the

wotld) is that it is not and has not beén ditected to

create-and preserve “friendly nations” but only “friend-
Ty statesmen,” or put more bluntly and. truthfully,

friendly rulers.

Opposing History's Trend

Here is the Way C. L. Sulzberger, chief Témes foreign
correspondent puts it in the same. issue of that paper:

"We have ended up supporting outdated regimes and
opposing history’s trend. Of our principal friends. con-
cerned with the Middie East, Britain and Turkey are wide-
ty disliked because of imperialist memories. an equglly
detested France has been excluded from the area, Israel i is
hated and Iran is weak and uneasy.

*Today" we find ourseives backmg the Chcmouns. the
Sauds and the Husseins against the fide of Arab renais-
sance, And,. by our military interposition side by side with
Britain, we have ‘sacrificed those pretensions to moral
grandeur we had-claimed. in the United Nations.”

The picture is clear enough. One would suppose that
what follows from Sulzberger’s analysis would be a de-
mand that the United States withdraw from its disas-
trous adventure, stop.‘“supporting. outdated. regimes,”
and align itself with “history’s trend.” How else could
this country hope to arrive at a policy which has some

chance of success, let alone to regain the “pretensions .
" to moral grandeur” which have been forfeited?..

"Arighting the Balance™

But despite- the picture he. has: painted, Sulzberger
remains a vietim; like. so many- other  Americans, of
the notion that the trend of. hxstory can be reversed-by
a really consistent-and massive application of American-
mright; For here is how he concludes:

"“The -existing mishmosh. connot  possibly- be stabilized

.- where it now is. Having embarked on: an audacious ekpe-
* dition, -we have to follow through. One way or another,
a new and pro-Wesfern government must be ms'l'alled in

Ircq and Nasser must be shrunken to size.

Otherwise, no matter how long Lebunon and J_ordgln
totter along, they will fall between the jaws of a hostile
Baghdad-Cairo - nutcracker when our #réops are. with-
drawn. If we can't aright the balance in lragq and evem-

_tually in Egypt, some day we must ignominiously retreat.

But in order to aright that balance, we may Nave to.gam-
‘ble on sHlf more risky adveritures than those bagun this

week.

*Such is fhe logle of the situation. But Ioglc has rarely
$eatured our Middle Eastern policy.”

“Aright the balance!” How fair-minded and reason-
able that sounds.. But what is really .meant, and the
only thing that can be meant, is that the United States
use its military might to impose on the peoples:ef Iraq,
Egypt, and presumably the-other Arab countries of the
Middle East, regimes which. will be as hated by the
peoples of that area as the.ones which have been over=
thrown during the last decade ; P

¥

_The Logic of Disasfer

We must agree-with-Sulzberger that if there be any

- logic  to the- present military intervention, that is in-

. deed the. direction in: which'it points. Everyone recog-

- nizes that the immediate cause of the landings was not-
. gome: drastic: 1

o .. Liehafion; “but rather the ssuccessful :revolutionin Iraq. -

. Buat-the:: Iraqiz;nebel& have-taken measures -which- have

turn for: the worse: of . the.- situation- in -

.S. Get Out of

reduced to a minimum any legal cover for such interven-
tion. They have shot King Faisal and other government
leaders who might have appealed to the United States
for help in the name of the “legitimate government” of
the country. They have announced that they intend to
honor. their oil contracts, and have posted guards to
prevent sabotage of oil installations. They have even
said they do not intend, at this time, to w1thdraw from
the Baghdad Pact. _

But the logic of the intervention and of the massive
military build-up in Lebanon still points strongly in that
direction, despite American and British announcements

_ that “in the present circumstances” no further action be-

yond the occupation of Lebanon and Jordan is contem-
plated. In fact, the logic is so strong that public opinion
in this country should be warned to watch out for some
drastic change in the "present circustances” which could
"justify'* the occupation of Iraq. Allen Dulles and his
Central Intelligence Agency were caught flat-footed by.
the lraq revolt. But it is not to ‘be assumed that they are
utterly without resources in that part of the world. If the
demand is strong enough for some sort of "incident’
which would “justify” American occupation of the area,
it is not beyond the realm of possibility that such an
incident could be created. .

‘But hew about the charge of aggression against Nas-
ser’s. United Arab Republic in the case of Lebanon, and
the related charge that the overturn in Irag and the
imminent danger to Hussein’s regime in Jordan which
follow from it are additional examples of “indirect
‘aggression” by Nasger? Is. not stopping aggxesswn a
just sm(%proper use of military force? And if the United
Natiohs is unable to muster the forces and the decision
to -intervene in time, is. it not better for the Uhited
States -and Britain to proceed directly than to permit
the aggression to continue?

'I The Drive of Pan-Arabism

Let ‘us put aside the question of whether the United

Nations observation team in Lebanon was hoodwinked. .

It is clear that whatever the complex internal origins
of the Lebanese revolt may have been, it was supported,
encouraged, and probably assisted materially by the
UAR. The same is true for the rebels in Iraq, the op-
position in Jordan, and so forth. Radio Cairo and
other official and unofficial spokesmen of Nasser’s re-
gime make no effort to conceal their sympathies and
intentions. But what follows from all that?

If broadcasts from Cairo constitute “aggression,”
then the Russian charge that Radio Free Europe and
the Vosice. of America are “instruments of aggression”
is just as valid,

Nasser's aim is fo unite ali’ fhe Arab countries into one
vast Arab nation. This aim, from an abstraction debated
by intellectuals in every Arab capital has been concretiz-
ed and given a driving political force, specially in the
Middle East, by the formation of the United Arab Repub-
lic. The actual extent of Nasser's -ambitions. cannot be
known, and in any event are not too important. What is
important is that the anti-imperialist yearnings for free-

dom, self-detérmination and  the -dignity of the Arab

masses .in the Middle East are. currently rallied around

. Nasser and the idea of uniting their countries -with ‘the

UAR until it embraces the whole of the Middle East ot
least. .

As socialists. and democrats we may have all kinds
of doubts, questlons and reservations about the politi-
cal -and eeonomie character of Nasser’s regime. We

might. even:believe that democrats dnd socialists in the-

area would do well to. begin right now to seek ways of

building up palitical erganizations and. ecenemic. insti-.

tutions which could offer resistance to Nasser’s authori~
tarian ‘methods -and tendencies. But of one thing we

are certain: if resistance to certain aspect of Nasserism -

are. to develop in the Middle East they can only do so
as a . result of the evolution of social classes and political
tendencies in the area, not imposition frem outside.

Evolution of Struggle
As a matter of fact, what is happening in the Middle
East is almost a classical example of the evolution of

the struggle for independence. and self-determination

in an under-developed area. As long as the immediate
struggle is against the foréign imperialist pewer, évery-
one tends to unite in a single, socially and politically
undifferentiated movement for the purpose of achieving
that goal. That is Nasserism at its present stage. Once
independence- is won and secured, and only then, do the
different social and economic classes begin to contend
for their own partxcular interests inside the new.politi-
¢al framework, It is then that the unity of the struggle
for independence can give way to a healthy democratic
differentiation. (We are talking here only of tendencies ~
and a general formula which does not apply to coun-

tries where a developed working class has arrived at-

political self-consciousness during or before the time
the struggle for independence. has- reached a cr1t1ca1
stage.) .

As we have said, we may have all kinds of doubts and

reservations about Nasserism. But about one thing we
have ne-doubt-at all. Nasserism and its-spread are above

- all the- business .of fhe  peoples -of the Middle East. This

-movemend- dm not- cnd canm:t thmuhn -the-peace. of the

1

world within the foreseeable future. Hence neither the
United States nor any other power has the right to seek
to "aright the balance"” in the Middle East by force of
arms.

"“'Ya' 1968 -
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What is true about the political expansion of Pan~

Arabism is. doubly true about the -0il of the Middle

East. The United States and Western Europe have no .
mere right to use military force to “secure” for them- -
selves the oil of the Middle East than they do with -
respect to the bananas of Guatemala or the jute of -
India. Only when the advanced industrial countriés are
willing to share their own wealth on an equal basis with .
the rest of the world will they have the right to demand -

that the wealth and resources of smaller and weaker
nations. be “secured” for mutual use. Any demand for
United Nations control of the oil of the Middle East
will only make sense-when-it is incorporated ‘ina-pro-
- gram for international control, on a voluntary basis,

of the oil resources of the whole world. Otherwise, such -

a demand, is, whether its advocates realize it or net,
simply an attempt to impose imperialist controls over
the wealth of weak countries under a mask of inter-
nationalism, :

The | "Wal! Street Journal”

‘Even the Wall Street Jo'wrnul', which -réﬂectSz the :

views of high financial cireles in the United States, rec- :
ognized this clearly in a series of brilliant edltena‘ls Sh

- the- dedle East crisis.
“So far as Middle Eastern_ oil is cencerned." said ‘ﬁ%

_ Journal on July 21, “the Arabs have little usé for it exr

cept ds & ineans of revénue. Since the Westerh world -
coiitrols both the transportation and markéting of &il, °
an Arab federation would be foolish not o come o some.

kind of acceptable térms. Mr. Nasséi has the Suet camal
and the candl $till serves the Weit, Oné of the first ac-
tions of the Iraqi rebels was fo announce that they would
- honor the oil agreements dand that they had posted qucrds
to protect the oil facilities from damage.”

And the same editorial concludes

"We are not supposing that it wiil be easy or simple
to accommodate to this new nationalista in the Middfe
East. We will still be left with great problems.. But the
alternative seems to be far worse. Unless we intend to
create our own little principalities in the Middle East: and
be prepared fo police them endlessly, we have got to

face the reality of Arab nahoncllsm that Mr. Nasser rep~

reseats.”

The issue could not be stated more srmply or bluntly. .

That is what “arighting the balance” in Iraq and Egypt
would mean in practice. It would mean that the United
States has embarked on a 19th century-type imperialist
course of exercizing sovereignty over the Middle East

via a combination of direct military force and puppet .

prineipalities. But this is not the 19th century, The
world pressures on America are far too great to permit
this kind of a reversal of time. Since the American gov-
ernment. appears to be incapable of concexvmg of an
alternative policy we have a situation in which “logic

has rarely featured our Middle Eastern poliey,” thaf. :

is, in which this government- blunders around like a
drunk in a storm.

Withdraw the Troops!

Public opinion. must be aroused to put an end to- thls o
impossible and dangerous situation. An “ignominious -
defeat” in the Middle East, that is, the withdrawal of: .
American- Brltxsh troops undet— .the pressure-of ‘world .
‘public  opinjen Wrthout havmg achieved. any: of their -
objectives would be the least disastrous -development -

we can think of. There has rarely been such deep and

‘widespread quéstioning of the fundamental- “Premises.:

of American foreign policy as we have witnessed in

this country during the last few months. Perhaps a -
bit of “ignominy,” a public humiliation would be the

best and chedpest way for the people of the world and

“particularly of thé United States to drive this question~

ing toward the crystalization of a serious slternative
sét of premises.

As this is written ,if appears fhat the United States
government is being dragged, Iuclung and scrégniiig,
into some sort of a summit coiference. Khrashckev's

taunts, the rising storm of opposition By the Lebor Pare

ty in Britain, the world-wide rejection of American pelicy

closest to the State Department—all this contributes to
this outcome. The Russian veto of the Japanese proposal
for increasing the function of the United Nations in
Lebanon as a way of extracting the United States appears
to indicate that the Russians would prefer to keep the
US pinned down there while they exploit their world-wide
propaganda #riumph to the maximum. ¥ is a spectacle,
and a lesson which the world will long remember, *

We have been and are for a democratic foreign policy
for this country. In this instance, this means: get
"American troops-out of the Middle East. Align the
U.S. with the democratic desires of the peoples of the
area. Help them to quickly overcome their backward~+
ness by large-scale écomomic ‘aid. That is the only Way

to advance rather.than.rétard the. dévelopment of ‘des -
‘mocracy . and ‘progress’ m_t_hat area, and te strengthen e

* the:peace of the.world.

" even by many governments which have heretofore been-
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