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FIVE CENTS

By BERNARD CRAMER

James Kuteher, the “legless veteran'
whom the Veterans Administration tried
to deprive of his war disability pension,

£

. won a notable victory—for himselt and

for civil liberties—when the VA hearing
committee decided on the 8th that he is
to retain his $329 monthly compensation
check.

The significonce of the victory was in-
ereased by the fact that it can be as-
cribed to the preceding seccessful fight to
force an open hearing, instead of a secret
star-chamber proceding.

Said Kutcher after the announcement:
“I think it was the publicity that made
them retreat in their position. We had
probably won two-thirds of the battle
once we got them to agree to anm open
hearing, I think now the court ought to
rule favorably on my plea to get my job

“pack “and the government ought to stop

trying to evict me from my house.”

This last sentence refers to the first
two “Eutcher cases” in the government's
heinous record of persecution against
the veteran, whose mere membership in
the Socialist Workers Party has made
him the butt of an unparalleled series of
witchhunting attacks.

The VA first retreated on the pension
assault when the N, Y. Post splashed the
story across the news. Support came
from many directions, notably Sen. Ke-
fauver. The bureaucrats began by re-
storing Kutcher's pension pending the
hearing, and then, under continued pres-

Kutcher Wins, VA
Backs Down on Pension

i -
JUSTIN GROSSMAN vs. the ARMY

For another notable victory against
the government witchhunt, turn to
last page for story on the

Grossiman Case.
LY r 4

sure, broke down and granted an open
hearing.

No clearer demonstration has ever
been made of the fact that the secrecy
of the witchhunting hearings is a neces-
sary feature of a system which cannot
face the light of day.

This victory will be of great signifi-
cance for Kutcher’s attorneys, Joseph L.
Rauh and John Silard, in pressing for
justice in the fitst and basie “Kutcher
case.” This is the fight against.the VA's
1948 firing of Kutther Trom s job as a
filing " clerk in its Newark office; New
steps in this case are expected soon.

But while the YA backdown is a victery
to be hailed, it is important to note that,
in the course of making the decision itself,
the YA committee, under Peyton Moss, re-
iterated and justified and insisted on the
very police-state principles under which
the persecution had ben launched.

First and foremost, the charges
against Kutcher had equated the holding
of political views critical of the T. 8.
povernment (or even advocating or
“ecausing” strikes in wartime) with
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Eisenhower's Message:

A Little of Nothing
For Everybody

By GORDON HASKELL

President Eisenhower’s State of the Union message was about
what we have come to expect in these times from this man and his

advisers. While it lacked any bold

filled the wvacuum with optimistic observations, homely truisms and ,

the like,

program for the future, it amply

Politically, the most significant aspeet of the message is that it

reveals the campaign strategy of
the Republicans for 1956, and
makes it clear that if the present
prosperity hangs on till the fall,
the Republicans are going to make

-a real fight of this election, whether _

or not Eisenhower is their candi-
date,

Widespread editorial comment has de-
scribed Eisenhower's messaze as leaning
strongly toward the Fair Deal. This is
as much a commentary on the weak and
watery brew that Fair-Dealism had be-
come by the end of Truman's tenure in
the White House as it is on Eisenhower’s
prograin.

In the domestic sphere Eizenhower
proposed to do an absolute minimum to
keep up the welfare measures now in
operation, and to expand them ever so
slightly -and mildly. What he did net do

was to propose the dismantling of any
of the “welfare state” programs now in
operation, or to open the doors to any
further rich men's tax cuts, or give-away
plans of national resourees. ... =+ 2

e

And it is precively - this ti L
wiggle, if one con exaggerate it to that
extent, which puts the Demderats in a’
most embarrossing position. Their policy
during three years of Eisenhower rule has .
been to take o position (a reclining one,
to be sure) on exachly the lines to which
Eisenhower hos now moved.

They have been for a little more of
this and a bit more of that than their
Republican  colleagues. Their struggles
with the White House have been more
over the names they have been called
than over serious policy issues. And now,
what little they had to differentiate them

{Turn to last pagel

By GERRY McDERMOTT

Pittsburgh, Jan. 8

All the storm signals are flying in the thirteen-week IUE strike
against Westinghouse Corporation. It is high time for the mew united
labor movement to come to the aid of the strikers with more than

money and sympathy.

As the strike enters its fourth month (its sixth month for al:aout
a fourth of the strikers who are members of Local 601 in East Pitts-
burgh), the situation clearly calls for sympathetic support, protest

-demonstrations, mass picket lines,

of the rest of the labor movement.

Here is the picture:

(1) Westinghouse’s arrogant
management has not moved one
inch from the dictatorial position
it took at the start of the strike
last: October,

In January, as in last October,
it simply demands that the union
accept a contract which would
slash to ribbons union pay -and
working conditions.

(2) In Westinghouse plants
across the country, the classic Mo-
hawk Valley formula of strike-
breaking is being dusted off and

auto cavalcades, etc., on the part

applied. For the first time since.

World War I, a major corporation
has kept open in o strike.

Each day, at Columbus, O., at
Mansfield, O., and at Sharon, Pa.,
the company announces that *so
many more people have returned
to work” and that “so many car-
loads of products were shipped.”
Actually, it is doubtful if 5 per
cent of the work force has return-
ed nationally; the point is that the
company is trying it

(3) At Mansfield, O., decertifi;
cation proceedings have been be-

This Strikebreaking Drive Threatens the Whole Union Movement

It's All Labor's Battle at Westinghouse

gun under the Taft-Hartley Act.

At East Pittsburgh, the “Wes-
tinghouse Employees Forum” is
trying, so far unsuccessfully, to
spark a back-to-work movement
and to colleet signatures for an
NLRB election to decertify the
IUE. Supposedly made up of strik-
ing members, the Westinghouse
Employees Forum nevertheless has
money for high-priced lawyers and
expensive: newspaper ads., They
didn’'t win the money on a quiz
show,

(4) At Sharon, Pa., and other
plants, strike leaders have received
notice that they have been fired.

(5) Also at Sharon, Pa., flood-
lights have been installed around
the plant; movie cameramen inside
the fence take pictures of pickets;
hidden microphones attached to
24-hour-a-day tape-recorders are
scattered just inside the fence. At
East Pittsburgh, floodlights and
loud-speakers are being installed.

(6) The company continues its
barrage of newspaper ads, radio
anouncements, letters to homes,
and foremen's visits to homes.

Needless to say, the daily press in
strike towns has kept up a continual bar-
rage of misrepresentation, distortion,
and calumny against the strikers. It at-
tempts to panic people back to work. It
attempts to convince the public that a
handfil of union bosses and hotheads are
keeping ordinary people from working.
It has not n word—not a woerd—of criti- *
cism for management.

COMPANY TERMS

This is despite the fact that govern-
ment officials high and low have called
on the company to arbitrate. The union
agrees; the company arrogantly refuses,

The mayors of a number of cities have
called for arbitration; the governors of
three states have called for arbitration:
the chief of the federal mediation and
conciliation service, representing the
federal government, haz called for a
fact-finding board; ten “friends of labor”
senators have called for an investigation,

The company refuses; its terms are:
Surrender!

{Continued on poge 2}
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'Automation: Behind

The Westingh se Fight

By GERRY- McDERMOTT

The larger issue in the Westinghouse
gtrike is automation. It is a problem
“which all industrial workers will face to-
‘morrow. As is often the case with eco-
‘nomic change, the effects of this new in-
" dustrial revelution have come to human
' consciousness only slowly and painfully.

When the strike against the Westing-

.house chain first began as a local strike
"by Local 601 of the East Pittsburgh
,plant, the issue which set it off was a
.new and unpreécedented company pro-
‘gram of time-studying day workers—
crane operators, hookers, material han-
dlers, sweepers, store-room employees,
;and the like, Time-studies have been used
.traditionally to set piecework rates for
production workers; how can you seb
“piecework rates for a eraneman?
At East Pittsburgh, one fourth of the
.employees have already been laid off; no
one is working with less than 13 years
.seniority. The workers coneluded that
more layoffs were in store, and demanded
‘that the company bargain with the union
_before continuing the study.

The company refused and the strike
began. Since then, it has spread to the
Westinghouse chain. Other issues are in-
volved, but this is the main one.

The newspapers and the public had &
hard time understanding the grievance,
and probably still do not understand it.

The company claimed that it was
merely exercising its right to manage, to
run the plant efficiently., The union de-
mied that, for its part, it was interfering
with efficiency; it merely demanded a
woice in the unprecedented study. The

" public was puzzled.
Westinghouse is foreed to time-study
non-produetion workers for a very sim-
ple reason—with automation in full
awing- in the electrical industry, there
~ggon won't be any production waorkers!
This is one of the things that the new
industrial revolution will mean to labor
relations.

+All of-the old rales about pay. perform-
ance, job classifications and the like are
being forn up. Production is enmtering a

no-man’s jand (both fiquratively and liter-
ally!) where these problems will have to
be worked out anew.

For management, this raises awesome
problems. With intricate and expensive
antomation equipment, the cost of de-
preciation is terrifying, But it cannot be
avoided. The only places where corners
can be cut are with labor. With only a
few workers, that means that they must
be speeded up and time-studied to fan-
tastic lengzths.

In an article in the December Fortune
(the trade paper of American industrial
capitalism) devoted to General Electric;
this question is posed, but not answered,
“Depreciation, rather than labor, will be
the big cost,” writes Fortune, “in the
highly automatic plant of the future—
and depreciation can't be ‘laid off." What
happens then . . .?”

Another article in the same issue is
devoted to the Westinghouse strike, and
gives a partial answer. Westinghouse
has discovered that already, today, over
50 per cent of its payroll goes to non-
production workers. Therefore, in the
constant drive to cut cost, it began to
time-study these people,

Other plants have been doing the same
—Ford, DuPont, railroads, and others.
There iz already a management consult-
ant firm which speecializes in it—John L.
Schwab and Company,

The explosion ot Westinghouse was
touched off because manaogement would
not agree to bargaoining or arbitration over
the results of such studies. Since the vast
bulk of jobs will be day-work type jobs

_in the future, for the union to agree that

the company had the unabridged "right to
manage" in these areas would be to give
up any say .at all about working cendi-
tHions and pay.

And yet, as the investment in automa-
tion-type capital goods becomes heavier
and heavier, management will try, more
and more, to employ their terrifically
expensive machines in a dictatorial way.

All unionists must realize that what
the: Westinghouse.. workers face today,
they will face in the near future. They
had better be ready for it.

Westinghouse Battle ——

[Continued from page 1)

if the pnion had refused all these digni-
4aries the newspapers wouwld scream;
when the company refuses, they say
mothing.

' And, by the way, having made their
little “gesture,” the “friends of labor"
in office—the Senator Humphreys and
Senator Douglases, the Mayor Lawrences
gnd the Governor Harrimans aren’t
mpuch help.

“In the final analysis, labor must win
Jts own battles with its own strength,

i‘Because the labor movement connot af-
ford o Kohler or Perfert Circle on the
stale of Westinghouse, the pressure Is

+ibiilding up for the rest of the union move-
mient to go into action to give the strikers
massive support.

'.T'l'tE,v would encourage the embattled
B TS,

They would serve notice on Westing-
house ‘that the labor movement is not
geing to be broken.
| They would move other employers to
put a’ little quiet- pressure on Westing-
house to settle. :

* They would serve notice on other em-
ployers that ‘the course taken by Wes-
tinghounse was an unwise one.

NEED A PROD

Why hasn't Meany or Reuther talled
flar such action, or even threatened it?
We_suspect that it is because they are
still trying to appear, in the afterglow
of the unity convention, as “labor states-
men” who-don’t “believe” in the class

ie.

This dificelty of the “labor stotesmen™
could be considerably relieved if militants
in the locals put the heat on for the
launching of such measures; if they called
on the whole national labor movement to
4ake up the question of deaing with Wesé-
‘tinghouse as it required; if the labor
movement considered the possibility of a
\wational boycott; if they put on the
wcgenda the problem of what to do, of
course without violating Taft-Hartley,
about all the other workers in the nation.
‘whe are werking .on Westinghouse prod-
mtts while this strike Is going on.

There are probably a number of rea-
sons why Westinghouse management has
taken the stand it does. It became ae-
customed, with the old UE, and espe-
cially during the war, of getting about
what it wanted. The Stalinist-run UE
talked militant but gave in when the
chi_ps were down, because it was a weak
union.

The IUE has made. its mistakes, too.
‘Not too many. years ago, Carey invited
Westinghouse's president, Gwylim Price,
to speak to an IUE convention. Price
was introduced in glowing terms. No
wonder Price got the idea he was dealing
with a company union!

No'doubt management watched Kohler
and Perfect Circle elosely and eoncluded
that unions-weren't as tough as they had
believed. Westinghouze workers — and
Carey too—are teaching them now that
they are wrong.

The company was probably also en-
couragzed to get tough by earlier victories
ovay the IUE.in Westinghouse, In its
early dayvs, in the fight with the UE, the
IUE attracted many conservative and
company-minded workers who wanted to
et rid of the “reds.” So long as this type
of worker held office in the TUE, the com-
pany got away with plenty.

Mow the IUE has found o whole new
strata of local leaders and is receiving
militant leadership from the international
as well, The company is surprised,

Within the corporation, several fac-
tors are at work. President Price and
Vice-President Blazier have apparently
staked their executive careers on bheing
able to break the strike. They will prob-
ably be fired after the strike is over, but
in the meantime they are following their
policy to the bitter end, hoping against
hope that they will win,

But looming over these temporary is-
siies is the guestion of automation. This
is discussed in a separate article in. this
issue, But it makes the issues in the
Westinghouse strike of importance to
every worker in modern industry. The
sooner the.entire labor movement: realizes

4it, the better.

The big farm lebby is spearheaded by
the American Farm Bureau Federation,
a powerful organization controlled by
the big farmers, although its member-
ship includes many small farmers. The
lobby ineludes the special ¢rop and in-
dustry associations, and works closely
with the National Association of Manu-
facturers and the W. 8. Chamber of
Commerce. It i3 well-financed and effec-
tive.

One of the lobby's mest impertant ac-
tivities is the prevention of legislation
which would extend to formers and farm
workers the benefits of social welfare
legislation.

The right of farm labor to organize
and bargain collectively is not recognized
by law, nor does machinery exist to set-
tle labor disputes in agriculture. Farm
workers have yet to be admitted to the
welfare state. There iz no minimum
wage, no limitation or hours, no unem-
ployment insurance for them. The only
welfare legislation which includes farm
workers is a recently enacted amend-
ment including them in old age and sur-
vivors insurance benefits.
~ But the big farm lobby does not con-
fine itself to agricultural matters. In
opposing the enactment or extension of
social welfare legislation, it plays the
field.

The lobby originally opposed the mini-
mum wage and recently helped to pre-
vent it from going higher than §$1; it
opposed extension eof social security to
farmers and farm workers; it opposed
adequate appropriations for the Rural
Electrification Administration; it op-
posed national health insurance. But the
lobby does more than oppose. There was
one piece of legislation it supported
heartily—the Taft-Hartley Act.

Part of the ideology of the big farm
lobby is the familiar one of chopping
everything up into little pieces and hand-
ing this mush over to the states for ac-
tion “on the local level.” And well might
they advocate this pésition, for the lobby
is the most important influence in the
legizlatures of most of the agricultural
states,

In eighteen states, the big farm lobby
has taken the leadership in sponsoring
“Right-to-Work” legislation. The recent
Wisconsin law prohibiting the use of un-
ion funds in political campaigns was
sponsored by the Farm Bureau Federa-
tion. The lobby iz also the dominant in-
fluence in the Farm. Placement Service
of the Department of Labor in the states,

L ]

NIGHTMARE ECONOMY

Suppose for a moment that the work-
ers at General Motors had no union and
that the rest of industry was virtually
nnorganized, Suppose that GM had a
practically unlimited supply of foreign
workers for whom it contracted through
the government in whatever numbers
and whenever needed. Suppose that the
right to organize and bargain collective-
ly was not guaranteed by law, that there
was no social security, no minimum
wage, no unemployment insurance, no
workmen’s compensation. '

Suppose further that the employers
were efficiently organized to obtain a
cheap labor supply. and to fight the or-
ganization of unions, and had the sup-
port of chambers of commerce; utilities
and financial institutions. ‘Suppose that,
in addition to all this, illezal workers
kept coming across the - border from.
Canada and furnished the employers
with a ready supply of cheap, helpless
and frightened labor.

If this were the state of offairs in De-
troit, not only would the auto workers be
poor and helpless, bat our whole economy
would be o nightmare in which the great
corporations ruled everyone and the
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'DOWN ON THE FARM'—II
What Every City-Slicker Should Know . . .

FARM BARONS vs. LABOR

Fi -

From the pamphlet “Down on the Farm:

The Plight of Agricultural Labor,” pub-

lished by the LID and National Share-

croppers Fund, 112 East 19 Street,
N. Y. C, 2b cents.

“ -~

working population lived like peons.

Yet change the indostrial corporation
to an agricultural one, Detroit to Cali-
fornia, and Canada to Mexico, and you
have an aceurate picture of the world in
which agricultural labor lives. Is it any
wonder that many farm workers have
left agriculture in disgust and turned to
the cities for employment?

Over two million wage workers were
employed on American farms in 19850 for
at least 25 days a year. Over a million
were full-time farm laborers. Nearly
400,000 worked on large scale corpora-
tion-type farms.

Somewhat less than a million seasonal
or migratory workers were employed for
at least 256 days on farm jobs. About a
third of them were American citizens of
varyving raceg and national backgrounds:
a third, foreign nationsl brought to the
United States under contract:; another
third illegal wovkers from Mexico,
known as “wetbacks” from their prae-
tice of swimming across the Rio Grande
to get into the United States. The num-
ber of illegals can only be a rough guess;
some estimates put their number as high
as a millien.

SWEATSHOP IN THE FIELDS

The average wage rate paid on the
farm in 1954 was 88 cents an hour, ac-
cording to the Department of Agricul-
ture. In the southern states, the average
was 53 cents an hour; in the Pacific coast
states, $1.07 an hour. The wage rate in
some southern states was as low as 30
cents an hour.

The agricultural work day consists of
slightly more than nine hours, six days
a week, However, in many areas, espe-
cially in the south, a day's work goes
from “sun to sun,” or from “ean-to

cain't”—when you ean seesthe sum i the”

morning until you can’t see it any more
in the evening.

Farm labor productivity has risen
steadily. Farm output per-man-hour is
now almost twice as great as the pre-
World War II average, and over a fifth
higher than in 1947-49. In 1953, one
worker produced farm products for him-
self and 17 other people.

Wages of farm workers have -not even
heid their own compored #o industrial
wages. The rotic of farm workers" wages
to those of factory workers reached its
khigh point in 1946, when hourly farm
wages were 48 per cent of indusirial
wages, By 1954, i had declined to 37 per
cent,

This seems strange at a time of nearly
full employment. Lack of union -organi-
zation dnd protective legislation are
part of the explanation. But another cru-
cial factor is the employment on the
farms of foreign contract workers and
illegal immigrants.

REWARD FOR VIRTUE

In the N. Y. Times' Jan. 5 survey of
the economic picture in the Western
Hemisphere, the article on Guatemala
underlines szome of the results of the
made-in-Ameriea overthrow of the Ar-
benz regime which installed the present
dietator Castillo Armas, )

For one thing, it seems that the “con-
fidence of native business men" is return-
ing now that “labor-management strife
has been eliminated” by the United Fruit
dictator.

American businessmen’s
has been helped too. To favor foreign
investors, last January, “the government
exempted interests, dividends and profits
from foreign investments from the local
profits tax when the investor lives
abroad.”

“Another hopeful sign is the oil pic-
ture.” Under the new oil law, 29 firms,
“‘most of them U. S. concerns,” have put
in for exploratory rights.

“The principal reason” for the ex-
petted economic actiivty in the country
*is U. 8, economic aid.”” For this fiseal
vear Guatemala is getting $15 million
from Washington, plus another $8 mil-
lion for the Guatemala section of the
Pan-American _highway. It pays to toe
the mark for Uncle Sam,

L -y
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~ Britain: Struggles Ahead in 56

By OWEN ROBERTS
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LONDON LETTER

London, Jan. 1

With jaundiced eyes the politicians and journalists in Britain have
been shaking off the remnants of the New Year and Christmas festivi-
ties and surveying the prospects for the coming year. By all accounts
they aren’t very pleased with what confronts them.

Looming large on the horizon is the threat of a troublesome period
for the bosses of industry, Many big trade unions, including the Engi-

neers, Miners and Railroad work-
ers, are making endeavors to push
their members’ wages up some-
where nearer the levels of the con-
tinually climbing prices. Their ef-
forts have been spurred by the
budget introduced by the Chanceller of
the Exchequer last autumn which is hav-
ing the effect of further pushing up
prices.

On the latest roogh-and-ready tally
the pay claims now outstanding between
employers and unions will cost the bosses
some $1410 million a year on top of the
current wage bill, This is no small beer
in anybedy’s language and—perhaps
more important from the bosses’ point
of view—the trade unions show every
indication that they are poing to dig
their heels in for a sizable slice of the
sum which they have demanded.

In recent years it has become custom-
ary for union leaders to make demands
for fairly large pay increases without

‘any real intention of fighting for their

realization; they have been more in the
nature of gestures to the militants in
their own ranks rather than serious at-
tempts to cut into the profits of industry.

But the days when trade-union leaders
could play such a game now seem fast
running out, The average union member
has become much wider awake to the full
effect of the government's policies and
can -see the shareholders being handed
largesse while he is being asked—or
forced—to tighten his belt.

The signs of a new and tougher policy
from the trade unions have appeared in
most unlikely places.

Jugt before Christmas the mammoth
right-wing Transpert and General Work-
ers Union issued a statement which caused
much flcttering ' in the dovecotes of the
government and employers. The statement
said that the TGWU was not prepared to
accept increasing productivity as the sole
reason for asking for extra pay—and thet
it intended to see thaot its members got a
fair slice of whatever was available
whether productivity was increasing or
not.

Such a statement has not been forth-
coming from the TGWTU for many, many
vears and it caused the British Employ-
ers Confederation to issue a counter-
statement which trotted out the old story
about wages, prices and inflationary
spirals. .

SHAKE-UP IN KEY UNION

The employers' discomfort is further
increased by the fact that the TGWU is
at this moment undergeing a change of
leadership—which always leads to a gen-
eral sharpening up of tempo by the con-
testants for top honors in an endeavor to
wain maximum support from the rank
and file, The change is necessary because
Jock Tiffin, the general secretary of the
pnion, died just after Christmas.

Tiffin had held the post for only a few
months following the death of Arthur
Deakin at a May Day rally last year. In
actual fact he carried out his duties only
up tili September, when he went in the
hospital where he stayed until his death.

His work as secretary has been per-
formed by Frank Cousins, the assistant
general secretary, who fought with him
for the top job in the ballot last year.
Cousins is by no means a revolutionary,
but he is much further over to the left
than was Tiffin or Deakin before him.

Now the reins have passed, temporar-
ily, into Cousins’ hands and many of the
Tory pressmen have been speculating on
the outcome:

If past practice is anything to go by,
Cousins wil be elected in the national bal-
lot of TGWU members which is to take
place within the next few months. Which
means thet the .TGWU—1,360,000 strong
and the largest- union in Britain—could
mave over several degrees to the lefh:
Such a move would upset the whole bal-
ance of power within the British frode-
union movement and could lead %o all
sorts of complications for the right wing.

Already some members of the Trades
Union Congress top brass have been
heard to complain that the TGWU isn’t
what it was when Dea
the right-wing General and Municipal

kin was alive; aad-

Workers Union hurriedly rushed out a
statement which tried to emulate the
stronger line of the TGWU. This was
necessary because the two umions over-
lap to some extent, and if the TGWU
pushes a tougher line which pays off in
the form of bigger wage packets the
GMWU might lose some members to it
as a [‘UT.ISE[_{UETICE.

Thus, with big pay claims filed and
awaiting prompt attention, and with the
traditional line-up of power within the
trade union movement liable to be upset,
the .employers are viewing the coming
yvear with some apprehension.

°
THE VELVET GLOVE

The government starts the new year
with & chanzed team, Sir Anthony Eden
having .decided to do a little switching
around in order to give his henchmen a
cha_ng:e of scenery. None of the changes
has been startling but one or two ob-
servers have pointed to the fact that a
couple of the changes seem to indicate
that the government will be taking a
fougher line during the next twelve
months,

Main reasons for this belief revolve
around the appointment of a new chan-
cellor of the Exchequer and a new minis-
ter of Labor. New boy at the Treasury
is. Harold Maemillan while Tain Macleod
flow sits in the minister of Labor's chair,

Macmillan, it is soid, is much more will-
ing thon the old chanceller, Rab Butler,
to go the whele way with the desires of
big business and it is being forecast that
his budgets will tighten the screw on the
warkers much more than did Butler's.

Already big business is dishing out its
orders to Maemillan. Last week The
Eeconomist, which makes a hobby of tell-
ing the Tories what to do, told Mac-
millan how he should set about curing
the British economy of its ills.

Everybody, said The Economist, knows
the reason for the upsets to the economy:
over-full-employment, The “tonic” indus-
try needs is a tightening of the credit
squeeze until unemployment is pushed
up. A possible figure, according to this

theoretical journal of the right, is three.

per cent of the total labor force—about
700,000 men and roughly three times the
current average level. It's Maemillan’s
joh, as chancellor, to set the machinery
in motion which will achieve the ohjee-
tive set by The Economist.

While Macmillan is eracking down on
the workers in the Treasury. Macleod is
expected to do the strong-arm stuff at
the Ministry of Labor. His predecessor,
Sir Walter Monckton, was one of the

Kenya Trade-Union Leader Charges: &

quiet boys of polities; with his charm and
smooth table-talk he was looked upon as
almost a neutralist in the conflict be-
tween capital and labor. But not so Mac-
leod.

He is one of the bright boys of the Tory
Party Central Office—one of the “theo-
reticians” of the bourgesisie. His oppoint-
ment as minister of Loabor seems to indi-
cate that the Tories have decided teo fill
this tricky office with o man whe cen
crack the whip when the occasion de-
mands,

A “nice guy” like Monckton is fine as
a minister of Labor while the trade un-
ions are passive and acting in a “respon-
sible” fashion toward the employers; but
when the trade unions show signs of be-
coming more militant and acting respon-
sible toward their members, then Monck-
ton gets kicked out and Macleod comes
storming in ready for the rough-house,

L

PRESSURES ON BEVAN

The expected conflict on the industrial
front is bound to have repercussions in
-political ecircles—both within Parliament
and without—and the bigx guestion-mark
of the coming year is how -the Labor
Party, particularly its parliamentary
section, will make out.

The long-drawn-out wrangle over the
leadership of the Parliamentary Labor
Party has mow been settled and Hugh
Gaitskell is firmly installed in the chair;
but there are still many other important
‘points involving lower ranks of leader-
ship still outstanding.

One of the first jobs of the Parliamen-
tary Labor Party when it meets at the

end of January after the Christmas re- ~

cess is the election of a deputy leader to
replace Herbert Morrison, who threw his
hand in after being beaten into last place
in the ballot for the leader’s job,

Who will be standing for election is not
yet known. Middle-of-the-roader Jim Grif-
fifths seems certain to stand if nominated,
as does right-of-center Alf Robens. Aneu-
rin Bevan has not made public his inten-

tions and indications are that he has not

yet made up his mind.

At-the moment opinions among the
Bevanites are divided on the matter. One
section is urging Bevan to refuse nomi-
nation while another section is pressing
him with equal force to stand. Thus
Bevan at the moment is being subjected
to a considerable amount of lobbying
from various angles. It seems very much
as though a majority of Bevanites in the
parliamentary party don't want him to
stand while a strong section of Bevanites
outside of Parliament do want him to
stand,

Various positions of leadership in the
national party will alse be up in the air
this year. The position of party treas-
urer, for an instance, has been captured
by Gaitskell in the past two vears in a
straight fight with Bevan, With Gaitskell
now party leader, speculation iz rife.as
to what will happen about this position.

Gaitskell could maintain a dual role,
but it would be most unusual. On the
other hand, if he resigns past practice

has it that the job automatically goes to
the next in line in the last ballot; and
Bevan was the only other name on: the
ballot paper.
Whether the right wing will allow
Bevan to step so easily into this job rg-
mains to be seen when the National Ex-
ecutive meets at the end of the month
for ite usual meeting at which it is ex-
pected Lo consider the situation. !
But dog-fights over leadership posi-
tions apart, the big query in everybody’s
mingd is what rele the Labor Party will
play duoring the coming year. .
The rank and file is now in better fight«
ing trim than it has been for some years.
it has cost off a great deal of its apathy
—not because it now more readily ac-
cepts the existing right-wing policies bi#
because it is keenly aware that the Terles
are opening a big attack. And the rank
and file, particularly of the left, know tha#
it will be easy for them to swing the party,
line over toward the left in face of &
Tory ettock and a general sharpening off
the class struggle. . J

LOCAL YOTES COMING

One of the big fights which will cecupp)
the Labor rank and file during this yeax
will be in the localities on the gquestiom
of rents, . A

As outlined in other London Let
the Tories have constructed policies
which will hit tenants hard and push g
rents all-round. The spearhead of their
attack is concentrated on the local coun-
¢ils; and this year the whole of London
goes to the polls to elect its councillorss
for the 28 metropolitan boroughs for
their three-year term of office. 5}

In addition the councils outside of Lo
don will be electing the one-third
their members who retire annually. The.
vear 1956, therefore, will see local coun~
cil elections oecurring on a scale whic
happens onee only every three years,
and the elections are expected to be much
livelier than usual. ;

Normally the Labor Party leadership
likes to keep these local elections very
much “local”; the broadening of the is-
sues to include national measures is very
much discouraged. This year, however,
it will prove impossible to do this, for
the central Tory government is playing
havoe with local council affairs by the
financial policies which it has impnseg
upon them.

Thus the locol elections will proba
be much broader and the left of the local
parties is busy #rying fo ‘maké’ themds
broad as possible in order to generate ¥
popular demonstration against the Tor
government, "

A general’summing up of the coming
year in Britain is that it will be one of
increasing activity on both the industridl
and political fronts. The temper of the
workers is rising and, if the Labor Party
plays its cards correctly, it can be
turned effectively against the govern-
ment. : i

In such a situation the Labor left can
expect to benefit so long as it keeps piling
on the pressure and devotes its main
energies to formulating a consistent lefts
wing policy, pushing it within the party
and, at the same time hammering the
Tories like a blacksmith making horse-
shoes on piecework,

If such predictions ave fulfilled, then
next New Year's Day will look as dif-
ferent as this ome does from its predes
cessor—but in a different direction.

i
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Labor, Not Mau Mau, Is the Victim Now

By DOUGLAS ROGERS

One of the most frankly revealing re-
ports to come out of Kenya has just been
sent to the British T.U.C., and the Inter-
national Confederation of Free Trade
Unions,

It makes clear that the Mau Mau emer-
gency has been deliberately exploited in
an ottempt to smash the young Africen
trade union mevement,

The report has been submitted by the
Kenya Federation of Labor (the African
“TUC") and is signed by its young,
dynamic general secretary, Tom Mboya.

Says the report: -

“It has been almost impossible to do
any constructive trade-union work, in
view of the constant arrests of trade-
union leaders, Many trade-union officials
were arrested and detained on the allega-
tion that they had connections with sub-
versive activities. None of them, how-
ever, were tried in a court, although the
Kenya Federation has more than once
appealed to the government that these
leaderstbe brought to trial.”

. Twenty-nine trade-union leaders ar-

rested in April this year have not, =0 far
as is known, even been brought before
screening teams,

Two of these arrested trade-union
Jeaders had just returned from a trade-
union course in Britain, before which
they hag been thoroughly screened and
given a cléarance by Kenya Police spe-
cial branch. Three others had been
screened and cleared only a few weeks
before their arrest. Another had, after
inquiry, just been granted a passport to
visit the Gold Coast for trade-umion
study.

Obviously, no charges could be sus-
tained against them — and none have,
been brought. Yet they stay in jail,

S0 many trade-union leaders have
been arrested that some unions have had
to close down temporarily.

The report goes on to reveal the stag-
gering injustices committed in the name
of the Emergency in Kenya,

Wives and families of arrested men
are taken back to African reserves.

« Jobs of Africans boken in for screening
are immediately filled ond their houses:

allocated fo other tenants. If released,
they join the army of homeless uREMy,
ployed. -
Thousands of African workers coms
pulsorily moved from the “White High=
lands” into the already overcrowded res
serves found no homes, no land, no relas’
tives. Some had been away from the res
serves for 30 years: the little they owned
was in the Highlands. B
“The only alternative they had,” say#:
the Kenya Federation of Labor, “was:th:
run into the forest and join hands with:
the terrorists. Many of them for lack of:
food used violence to obtain it
In the Eastleigh area ‘of Nairobi].
about 6,000 African workers were. renv
dered homeless—and many jobless—in:
one day. Despite protests by the Feders
ation, the government made no attempt..
to provide homes. b
Instead, Africans found sleeping iny,
relatives' homes were liable to arrest and:,
imprisonment. =
Under the Emergency Regulations, works
ers have #o carry a green card. known as
[Continwed from page 31 ;
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aEewsrmrzren 1. CLIFF: STALINIST RUSSIA

A Marxist Study on the
Nature of Stalinist Society

Y .
STALINIST RUSSIA, A Marxist Analysis, by
Tony Cliff.—M. Kidron, Londen, 1955, 275

; |::|gel. $2.00. .,

By MAL DRAPER

Tony Cliff’s work is not one of those
over-plentiful books on Russia which

merely set out to dezcribe, ¢uss out, .or-

philosophize about the horrors of Stal-
inism. It is a serious and valuable study,
from a Marxist viewpoint, of the Stalin-
ist sotial ‘system and the nature of the
Russian state. ; !

"The author—Ilong a leading Trotskyist
“in England and now associated with the
left Labor Secialisi Review—hbelieves
that the best theoretical description of
the Stalinist system iz “bureaucratie
‘state-capitalism,” and we will have to
say ‘a word about his handling of this
‘State-capitalist theory; but his political
‘conclusions are very close 1o, if not iden-
tical with, those of Independent Social-
ism.

Apart from its point of view. however,
Clifi's Stalinist Russio does o preliminary
job in its first two (long) chopters which
is alone worth the price of the book.

These two chapters present an analyti-
cal description of the social and political
conditions of Stalinism, virtuzlly consti-
tuting a handbook on “Why Stalinism is
not socialism.” And this iz done by mar-
shaling a vast amount of factual mate-
rial based almost entirely on official Rus-
sian Stalinist sources, laws, publications,
ete.
The first chapter does this job on the
socio-economic relations of the Stalinist
system, inciuding: the destruction of
workers’ contrel, role of the “trade un-
jons,” the wage system, legal restrictions
bn the worker, draconic punishments for
lateness or other offenzes, position ‘of
women in industry, slave labor, depres-
sion of the standard of living and sub-
‘ordination+of “consumers gcods produc-
‘tion, the, ‘productivity - of labor uvnder
‘Stalinism, expropriation of the peasan-
try, the turnover tax, the atrocities of
the eriminal law, the advance of in-
equality and salary differeritations, ete.

And finally in this chapter Cliff pre-
sents an excellent discussion of the un-
plannedness of this “planned economy,"”
stemming from the built-in dislocations

bureaucratic mismanagement.

In Chapter II, “State and Party in
Stalinist Russia,” Clff has equally au-
thoritative summaries of the Russian
reality on the structure of the armed
forces, the role of the “soviet” organs of
government, the rigging of the elections,
the monolithism of the party, ete.

OUT OF THEIR OWN MOUTHS

“ All of this material is fully document-
ed as to sources. In the course of taking
1p many of these questions, Cliff coun-
terposes the Stalinist reality to the Rus-
sia of Lenin and Trotsky, making clear
the gulf between the Stalinist counter-
revolution and the Bolshevik state which
this éounter-revolution destroyed.
*“Socialists have long locked forward to
d contribution of this sort. An approach
to it—and a useful one—was a section
entitied *Soviet Myth and Reality” in
arfe ' of Arthur Koestler’s books (an
otherwise wvapid collection of eszays
whose title, The Yogi and the Commis-
gar, has become better known than any of
its contents). There was a report some
¥ears ago, I remember, that this section
was going to be expanded to bool-size
by Koestler and Dwight Macdonald, but
nothing seems to have come of it, if it
was true. In any case, Cliff’s two chap-
ters represents the best accomplishment
of this task to date, for its cize, .

Much of the material in the subsequent
sections of Cliff's book, dealing with the
nature of the system, is devoted to refut.
ing' the view ‘that Russic is @ "workers'
state” or “socialist state.” Anr excellent
chapter. which appears as an appendix,
deals direcHly with "An Exemination of
Trotskys Definition of Russia a3 a Degen-
erated Werkers' State.” It is a very effec-
tive ottack on this theory, which has led
te the present exireme degeneration of
both wings of the “orthodox Trotshyist"
movement and its Fourth International.

In a couple of other chapters (III and
IV) Cliff discusses a great deal of mate-

rial which would be a necessary part of -

any Marxist discussion of the nature of
Stalinism. These take up some genersl
considerations about “workers' states"

and then “The Material Heritage of Pre-
October [Revolution] Society’ in Russia.
Tt is the next three chapters which at-
tempt to present the theory of “state-
capitalism” as applied to Russia.

Of course, as our readers know, this
theory is guite mistaken in our opinion;
but since this is not the place to polemize
against it, it is more important to note
what kind of “state-capitalist” theory is
this one of Cliff’s. For there are all kinds
of people who have applied this label of *
state-capitalism  to ‘Russia, with quite
different political and theoretical mean-
ings; just as, for that matter, the same
is true for our own label of bureaucratic-
collectivism. ;

‘We' have often pointed out that the
‘state-capitalist” tReory sometimes
shades into versions which make it vir-
tually identical with our own. This tends
to happen where the “state-capitalism™
which is seen in Russia is analyzed as
being so basically different from *“‘pri-
vate'” capitalism that it tends to take
on the characteristics of a mew social
system, which is not the same as any
other existing system, and which is la-
beled a hyphenuted-capitalism only as a
matter of terminological taste.

Cliff’s analysis does not begin this
way, but it tends to wind up so. To begin
with, he makes a brave attempt to sub-
sume the Russian Stalinist “capitalist”
system within the same (Marxist) eco-
nomic categories as the old capitalism.
With him, as with all others who have
attempted this feat, it boils down to
stripping capitalism of all essential at-
tributes which do not fit into the Stalin-
ist picture; and, as with all others, the
first of these attributes to go is capitalist
profit as the motor of the system.

POLITICAL STRENGTH

But he moves from this type of analysis
to something else, which becomes increas-
ingly important for his analysis #ill it gov-
erns his political conclusions.

This is: heavy" stress on the impor-
tance of the differences between the two
different “state-capitalisms” which he
finds himself discussing. One state-capi-
talism is that which iz “an organic,
gradual continuatien of the development
of- capitalism”; the other is the “state-
capitalism which rose gradually on the
ruins of a workers’ revelution.”

At the point where he makes this dis-
tinction explieit, he also reveals the
Achilles® heel of his whole theory:

“Historical continuity in the ecase of
state-capitalism which evolves from
monopoly capitalism [the first type] is
shown in the existence of privaté prop-
erty (bonds). Historical continuity in
the case of state-capitalism which
evolves from a workers’ state that de-
generated and died, is shown in the non-
existence of private property.”

The italies are Cliff’s, and his answer
to this guestion of historieal continuity
is wital for him, for it iz the same as
asking: What is the systemic common
ground between capitalism and this
“state-capitalism” of his, which did not
and eaniot arize from capitalism? When
he answers “non-existence of private
property,” the gpame is up, I think; for
obviously this ‘“non-existence” shows
only that the old capitalism has not heen
resuscitated and says nothing at all
about the positive question of what it is
that has grown up on the ruins of the
workers' state.

However, | cite this to show how Cliff's
analysis moves over to the more fruitful
guestion of the gulf between the capital-
ist world and the Stalinist “state-capi-
talist"” system, and it seems to me that
it would be easy to show that every one
of his political, and even social, conclu-
gsions flows from his analysis of the dif-
ferences between the two systems, and
not at all from his (to me) labored ex-
position of the “eapitalist” nature of
Stalinism.

So in the final two chapters, where
Cliff takes up “The Imperialist Expan-
sion of Russja’ and “The Class Struggle
in Russia,” the sharp point of his analy-
sig is directed against any conceptions
of the “progressiveness” of Stalinsm and
toward a revolutionary opposition to the
whole system.

Cliff's political standpoint is that of the
Third Camp and mokes no compromise
with any illusions about Stalinism. This is
its political strength.

Without any doubt, the book belongs
in.every socialist’s library.

ECONOMIC MYTHS ON INCOME DISTRIBUTION

By GODFREY DENIS

Although the Nation since its editorial
reshuffle is at least as mushheaded about
Stalinism as before, it still carries from
time to time excellent individual articles,
usually to be sure, on issues which are
safe from the viewpoint of the editors.
Thiz means that its articles on the
American camp -are generally usable by

-socialists.

In the January 7 issue William Wil-
liams, assistant professor of history at
the U, of Oregon, does a yeoman job on
the current economic myths—more &pe-
cifically on the myth (accepted as pure
gospel by most liberals) that all income
brackets except the very rich have dra-
matically inereased their absolute and
relative income during the past decade
and a half.

In order to handle the question prop-
erly, Williams asks several guestions.
The relevant ones are: “(1) Does the
distribution of real income and acfual
economic and political power béar out
the assumption that American society
has been leveled upward? (2) What have
been the moral, social and political costs
of the economic changes which have
occurred?”

His answers are based on the post-war
census statistics, Herman Millex's In-
come of the American People, and the
recent congressional hearings on low-
income groups. To be sure, the statistics
in ‘guestion are only partially adequate
since they deal almost exclusively with
earned income, i.e., wages and salaries
excluding total inecome which would in-
c¢lude rents, dividends and interest,
Nevertheless, the picture of the Ameri-
can income structure is good enough for
the purposes involved.

The statistics are clearest up to 1951.
According te Miller, for example, in 1950
half the income recipients got less thon
$2000 a yeer, and over 20 per cent of the
income earners get less than $1000. This
in an economy swollen by war spending
during the Korean war in addition to the
“normal” pump-priming of the war econ-
omy.

Miller also points out that while the
median income jumped between 1944 and
1950 from $1800 to $3000 a year, “when
actual dollar amiounits are adjusted for
price changes, there appears te have
been no increase in the average family's
real income since 1944, On the contrary
the figures indicate a slight decrease in
the purchasing power of the average
family during the period after World
War IL"

THREE EXPEDIENTS

In order to maintain a modest stand-
ard of living the heads of families had to
resort to a number of expedients. For
one thing almost a million farmers left
the farms to go to the ecities between
1940 and 1951, (Incidentally more than
one third of the farmers in 1951—a good
year—received the major part of their
cash income from other séurces, and only
three-fifths of the farm families derived
more than half of their income from
land.) '

For another thing, the number of
working women doubled hetween 1840
and 1950; the social cost of having the

wife work in a family with small chil--

dren will probably be reaped in the next
decade’s juvenile-delinguent statistics.
Besides, in 1951, 67.2 per. ceni of the
women earned less than $2000 a year; as
Williams puts it, “labor under such® cir-
cumstances does not necedsarily produce
a sense—lJet alone the reality—of eman-
cipation for the women.”

The third expedient has been, of
course, to go into debt. The full statistics
here are not available but it is an ae-
cepted faet that the major part of the
working population is heavily in debt.

Let us now examine briefly the struec-
ture of income distribution. In 1951, for
example, the bottom 20 per cent of the
population got 2.5 per cent of the nation-
al income; the top fifth received 47.7 per
cent, Compared with the previous dec-
ade’s figure for the top fifth of 49.1 per
cent, it is obvious that we are hardly
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dealing with a revolutionary redistribu-
tion of income and power.

To make the picture clearer, the very
top of the income pyramid in 1951—the
top 2 per cent that earned more than
510,000 a year—earned 12 per cent of
the national income; compared with the
2.5 per cent of the bottom 20 per cent.
That is, the besic inequality has been of-
fected hardly ot coll, despite all the renms
of poper writien cbout the Vital Center
in America. i

RUNNING HARD... 1

The congressional reports vield masses
of data. Two of the more interesting
points:

One investigation concludes that a
family with incomes of less than %2000
a year in 1853 and 1954 were poorer,
both in an absolute and relative sense,
relative to other income groups, than in
1948, Another adds that in terms of real
income the number of families with in=
comes under $2000 was about the same
in 1953-54 as in 1948, Progress;

When we see something like the mes
-dian-income figure for families, it iz ine
teresting to take it apart. Williams does
this more than adequately.

The latest median income fizure for
families is $4200. However, families hav-
ing four children or more average $3949;
those with five, $3155; those with six or
more, $3252. That is, low-income families
carry a disproportionate burden of the
cost of rearing the nation’s children,

While precise data on the number of
working wives with children are not
available, a local study in Madison, Wis-
consin, gives a fair indication of the
trend, Forty per cent of Madison’s mar-
ried women with children under 18 are
working, an increase of 25 per cent since
1950,

The figures invelved. substantiate Wile
Alams’ image of the American economy,
the image from Alice in Woaderiand: an

economy running very hard %o stay right
where it is.

He concludes:

“Let us assume that the real income
of the American people has increased be-
tween 10 and 12 per cent since the end
of World War II (a generous estimate),
The cost of this economic. gain in.terms
of the damage to the character and the
texture of American life has been high,
for it is due largely to an economy
primed by the cold war.

“Prosperity at such a price may not
lead to bankruptey in the narrow eco-
nomic sense but it is likely to destroy
the moral and intellectual integrity of
society and bring about its physical
devastation in a nuclear war.””

WATTS TO ACLU

Rowland Watts, national secretary of
the Workers Defense League, has -been
appointed staff counsel of the -American
Civil Liberties Union, it was announced
this week. He replaces Herbert Montg
Levy.

Among Watts' many and ocutstanding
activities for eivil liberties, LA rteaders
may remember particularly his recent
report on army “security” witchhunting
of draftees, his vital role in pushing the
ISL's case against the “sobversive list™
and the Shachtman passport czse, and
hiz investigations into Louisiana anti-
labor violence and Florida peonage.
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Morking a New Retreat by Student Liberalism——

SDA Leadership Goes In for Expulsions

By S. L.

For the first time in its history, Students for Democratic Action
(SDA) is in the process of expelling members. In November of 1955,
the National Board of SDA passed a by-law to its Constitution “enab-
ling” expulsion of the few SDA members who belong to the Young
Socialist League—this, to be accomplished without trial or any sem-

blance of due process.

This move was the culmination
of a series of events which have
wracked both SDA and its parent
group, Americans for Democratic
Action (ADA), the leading politi-
cal organization of American lib-
eralism; consequently this significant
step, which indicates the tortured nature
of present liberal polities, cannot be un-
derstood without some background in-
formation.

As Challenge has pointed out in the
past, the liberal movement iz caught on
the horns of a dilemma.

Over the past few years, ADA has de-
veloped an illusion of being a power in
the Democratic Party. It is distinguished
from the rest of that party by its close
alliance with the trade-union movement,
its stand for civil liberties and eivil
rights, and its limited but important dem-
ocratic critiicisms of American foreign
policy. Yet, because of its immersion in
Realpolitik and its illusion of power, it
supports a party led in Congress by
Southern reactionaries dedicated to Jim
Crow, and led in general by people re-
gponsible for the federal “loyalty pro-
gram,” the Subversive List, the Smith
Act prosecutions, opposition to colonial
independence, ete.

In order to be secure in its power
fantasy, it has to dilute, and retreat om,
the content of its pro-democratic pro-
gram; if it were to try to carry out its
program or earry its ideas on democracy
to their logical conclusion, it would have
to break with the reaction it supports
and participate in the formation of a
labor party.

LINE OF DRIFT

By and large, its leadership is moving
in the first direetion, although certainly
not as fast as most of its congressional
adherents (Humphrey, ete.). In the rank
and file of ADA, especially in the SDA,
there has been a growing reaction
‘against the drift toward the right.

Therefore, when the necessity for re-
evaluation and Internal debete is pare-
mount, and when the slight lessening of
tensions on the civil-liberties front should
encourage on all-out attack against the
witchhunt which has been institutionalized
inta the fobric of Americon life, we find
instead thet organized liberalism is curb-
ing its pro-democratic positiens and con-
stricting itsel in such u fashion as to pre-
vent intermol dissent and differing ideas
from developing. ;

In fulfilling this pattern, ADA = few
years ago retreated from its position in
favor of the right of Communist Party
members to teach. In taking a pesition
jn favor of the elimination of teachers
on the greunds of undesirable political
association, it also sought to prevent its
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student affiliate, SDA, from exercising
its previous right to an autonomous po-
sition in the area of academic freedom.

The students, retaining their position
in favor of complete rights for teachers,
refused at first to give ap their right to
publicly state their program in this area
—one so vital in itself as well as to their
political existence on campus,

The ADA leaders, in what has become
their mnormal bureaucratic fashion,
threatened the youth with disaffiliation.
Two main currents of thought developed
in the SDA. .

The first, led by the national leader-
ship, favored giving in to the ADA and
in effect denied the importance of the
political position invelved.

CAPITULATION

The left-wing current, on the other
hand, maintained that denying CP mem-
bers the right to teach was an important
indication of ADA’s flight to “respecta-
bility."”

It pointed out that the new ADA posi-
tion retreated on a basic touchstone of
civil-libertarian politics, the rights of
Stalinists, and accepted the thesis of
categoric “guilt” of every Stalinist. Ac-
ceptance of this position leads to sane-
tioning witchhunting investigations to
discover CP members. It would therefore
lead ADA to further retreats,

The acceptance of the position has al-
ready, along with other developments,
vitiated to a good degree ADA’s position
on the Fifth Amendment,

The left wing led a fight for autonomy
and for educating people on the deep
implications of ADA's retreat on civil
liberties, At the same time it opposed
SDA’'s disaffiliation from ADA, speaking
out against the few SDAers who imme-
diately demanded that SDA break ties
with ADA, and denouncing the threats
of the ADA right wing to cast SDA off
if it did not knuckle under.

The SDA leadership copitulated and be-
came the ADA instrument for quelling dis-
sent in the youth, In doing #his, it re-
vealed more plainly then ever that its be-
lie# in resl demeccracy was rhetforicol, or
at beit, not eperative in situations where
it was faced by dissent and opposition in
its own bailiwick.

BUREAUCRATIC MOVES

The most important repressive act con-
ducted by them against the SDA Jeft
wing was the move for the expulsion of
the handful of SDA members who belong
to the Y8L.

The question involved is not that
YSLers have any absolute or eternal
right to membership in SDA. The real
reason for the expulsion was the fact
that two YSLers were in the leadership
of- the “minority” tendency in SDA
which opposed capitulation to ADA.

Their politics and their membership in
the YSL were open and well known for
vears before any attempt to expel them
was made. It was only when they joined
with other SDAers to fight on questions,
enumerated before, that the attempt was
made, not so much as an attack on the
YSL as an attempt to destroy and/or
cow the “minority.” -

The first step of the SDA leadership
took place at a summer National Execu-
tive Committee meeting when a commit-
tee was set up to investigate the ques-
tion of SDA-YSL cooperation in areas
of agreement. Such ecoperation had
taken place sporadically and locally.

The obvious motivation was not the
cooperation, but the internal SDA sitna-
tign, and therefore the YSLers present

supported an amendment to include in
the motion that a study be made of the
question of YSL-SDA dual membership.
Since this was clearly the issue and
since there were vicious rumors being
circulated containing unfounded asser-
tions of a personal as well as a political
nature, let the facts be examined! But
this was rejected by the maker of the mo-
tion, Ron Wertheim (former national
chairman), and consequently rejected by
the Executive Committee.

On November 26, the Cooperation
:Study Committee reported to the Na-
tional Board. The latter accepted its pro-
posals, which severely consiricted any
joint SDA-YSL action, although the re-
port stated that it was unable to find
anything undemocratic about the YSL.
(See Challenge, Dec. 12.) Immediately
afterward Ron Wertheim presented in
mimeographed form, an additional mo-
tion which was deseribed by its support-

ers as a by-law enabling expulsion of the-

YSLers from SDA,

The by-law stated that YSLers were
doctrinaire revolutionary socialists who
had been guilty of “disruption and fac-
tionalism” in SDA, and consequently
were no longer to be permitted in SDA.

NO TRIAL

The YSlers, os well as other SDAers
present, attacked #he motion os an at-
tempt to kill the minority, and further that
it eliminated a fair tricl since the only
point that had to be proven at the #rial
(provided for in expulsion cases by the
SDA Constitution) was membership In
YSL. which is already known and open.
This would be only @ mockery, for the
enabling clause had eliminated the neces-
sity for proof of the charges by stating
them (“disruption and factionalism™] as
bold fact. Therefore, trial for "acts com-
mitted” was impessible,

The motion passed after the deletion -of
the section on “disruption and factional-
ism,” but with the intent and result re-
maining, However, there was not even a
moek trial forthcoming, for shortly af-
ter, two YSLers were not permitted to
renew their membership (previously a
formality) and two others received no-
tices from the National Office that their
memberships were “terminated,”

At the end of December, the New York
Region of SDA held its convention. The
left-wing resolution presented to it
states that the board motion should be
reconsidered; that its real motive was to
destroy dissent in the organization; that
the constitutional -previsions for fair
trial were eliminated, '

This motion never eame to a vote, for
a more “moderate” motion was enacted
first. The convention passed a profest to
the National Board which avoided the
rga! questions of the enabling by-law and
right of dissent, but called for a trial

under the by-law (asz we have said be-
fore—a mock trial) and eriticized the
national chairman for terminating. the
memberships in question without the
aforesaid “due process.”

THE DEMOCRATS! \

However, this recommendation wasg not
even formally proposed as a motion to
the next National Board meeting, nor
even allowed in its minutes. That bedy
kicked the question of what to do around
like a radioactive football. After a plea.
for chapter autonomy, it was finally de-
cided that the various chapters should
be notified about the original enabling
by-law to see if they had YSL members,
They are then to hold their mock trial
However, should a chapter refuse to ex-
pel a YSLer, the National Board will
then expel the chapter. And this is called
chapter autonomy!

Incidentally, that the chapter proceed-
ings would be quick and easy was ez,
pected by many supporters of the action
because, as they explained, the YSLers
are “ethical people” who openly admit
their YSL membership.

A sizable number of SDAers who take
democrocy seriously are now planning #e
campaign inside the orgonization for mi-
nority rights and for reversal of the by-
law. If SDA wants its proegram for civil
liberties and democracy to be taken as
something more serious than hoflow rhe-
toric, it must reverse its hypocritical af=
tack on internal democracy. We, in com=
bination with oll genuine civil-libertorians,
want a strong democratic liberal organie
zation on the nation's campuses.

In short, we hope that an angry SDA
membership will reverse its leaders’ vi-
cious attack on even the most rudimen-
tary and basic rights of dissent,

THE AIM OF THE YSL

The Yeung Socialist Lesgue is a dome~
cratic socialist ergenizatien striving fe
aid in the besic transfermation of this se~
clety into one where the means of producs
tion end distribution sholl be collectively
owned and democratically maneged. The
Y5L attempts to make the yewng workers
and students, who form Hs arena of getiv-
ity, conscious of the need for ergonization
directed against coplifalism end Stolinlse.

The YSL rejects the cencepd that siefe
ewnership witheat demecratic cenfreiy--
reprasents secialism: or thet socialism com-
be achieved without pelitical demecracy.
or through undemecretic meons., or e
shert in any way other then the comelans
ective participation of the people them—
selves in the bullding of the mew socled
order. The YSL orients toward the worke
Ing class, as the class which is copebie of
leading society fo the establishment of
socialsm.

—Frem the Constitution of the YSH

READ ABOUT INDEPENDENT SOCIALISM.

in the series of special pamphlet-issues of Labor Action

10 cents each

No. 1—The Principles and Program of Independent.
Socialism '
No. 2—Independent Socialism and War
No. 3—The Fair Deal: A Socialist Analysis
No. 4—Socialism and Democracy
' No. 5—What Is Stalinism?
No. 6—Socialism and the Working Class

B



Fase sk

THE ZIONIST MIND

'‘By the Dollar and the Gun’

To the Editor:

Mr. Draper’s article in the Nov. 14
issue requires an answer, The Israeli-
Arab problem that exists iz not scluble
by the approach of Mr. Draper. His plan
would have one effect, the end of the
state of Israel.

I briefly discussed lIsrael and Zionism
with a member of the YSL. He said that
one of the things wrong with Zionism
ig that it sidetracks people from the real
job they can do, His attitude comes from
a philosophy which concerns itself with
the power of the working class but not
with the current and historical suffer-
ings and hopes of Jews as Jews. In the
first place, Jews have their unique prob-
lems; in the second place, man does not
exist only as worker or capitalist but as
part of a tradition which he may reason-
ably value. A. D. Gordos, Katznelson and
the other dreamers of pioneering in Pal-
estine did more for people, history and
‘socialism- than Trotsky, Axelrod and the
rest of the non-chauvinistic Jewish radi-
cals. :

The attitude of many of the Indepen-

ident Socialists is determined by their
antipathy toward Jews who seek a
unique Jewish answer to the Jewish
problem. They have never believed there
should be an Israel, and so the survival
of Tarael is not important to them.
. I do not know if Mr. Draper shares
" this attitude on the basic question of
unigue Jewish action. His readers may
-agree with what he says because they
have this attitude. Before I turn fo the
specific points of the article, I have
showed some of the motives which read-
ers may bring to the current phase of
the question.

There is a, typification of Israel as “a
provocative Israeli regime operating on
a Zionist-chauvinist policy.” The key
word here .is ‘“provocative.” I am re-
minded of the Thurber fable which tells
-of the anger of the fox at the noise the
rabbit makes in pounding its hind legs
on the earth when running. The exist-
ence of Israel is provocative to the Arab
states and all provocation would end
were Israel to declare itself non-existent,
Any policy of Israel claiming the right
to exist is provocative. If Israel has some
right to exist, it can't be criticized for
having provocative policy,

The real meaning of provocation is
very similar to the meaning of *legiti-
mate grievances” which Mr. Draper says
the Arabs have and which Israel should
eliminate. The basic grievance the Arabs
have is that Israel exists, and demagogy
on this point has heen whipping the
Arabs into a frenzy. The other griev-
ances, primzarily the Arab refugee gques-
tion, are of only doubtful lJegitimacy, as
I will later show. Israel has consistently
expressed its willingness to discuss these
grievances with the Arabs, who have just
as consistently refused to negotiate. If
action by Israel is all that is required it
is difficult to see why the Arabs will not:
discuss the steps which would make
proper action possible. Refusal to negoti-
ate is a possible indication that action
on these relatively insignificant and eas-
ily soluble problems would have no effect
on the basic grievance of the Arab
states,

"MAGNANIMOUS’

. Tsrael's grievances relating to the free-

dom of the Suez and the treatment, of.

Jews in Arab countries are more clearly

legitimate than the Arab grevances. Yet

no concession is made on these problems,
A nation cannot perform gratuitously
magnanimous acts with ne concern for
its own just demands and security, :

Myr. Draper considers the “massive re-
taliation” poliey by Israel a part of its
provocation. The border settlements of
Israel are faced with the problem of con-
atant incursions of Arabs who steal and
destroy. When a Negev farmer wants to
water his fields at night he takes with
him a Sten gun or Belgian rifle in order
to fight off thieves. The incidents in
which a few sheep are taken, a few pipes
blown up, a few men killed receive a line
or, two in the Times. At the end of a
month or year many hours have been
lost and many families have lost broth-
ers, fathers, mothers.

“Massive retaligtion’ means an act by
a band of Israelis against some Arab
objective in order to frighten the Arabs
into a bit more quiet on. the frontiers. I

do not see that it wounld be a better solun-
tion for Israel to sit by and watch pipe,
sheep, man endlessly destroyed,

The question of the use of force iz also
related to the guestion of provocation;

“that Israel’s response is typical of the

policy which led to the cul-de-sac is alsa
related.

Had Israel not possessed force and
used force in 1948 it would not now ex-
ist. The policy of force has therefore led
to the cul-de-sac of existence. Can there
now be existence without force? Mr,
Draper does not believe that an explosion
can be prevented by piling up armaments
on both sides. One side onee exploded; it
constantly repeats that it intends to ex-
plode; yet, if this side continues to build
up armaments and Israel does not, there
will be no explosion when the Arabs are
superior,

NEEDS 'BlIG BROTHER'

Mr. Draper alludes te the ridicuiﬁu,s
demand of Israel for parity with 40 mil-
lion Arabs. Then he ridicules Israel's at-
tempts to obtain the protection of a “big
brother,” the U. S. Israel is wrong to
seek to rival combined Arab strength
and is wrong to seek an ally which would
balance a seemingly inevitable Arab pre-
ponderance. There is absolutely no indi-
cation that Israel could survive without
force of its own or of an ally. Ben-Gurion
has repeatedly expressed a desire to meet
with the Arabs and have peace and ad-
vancement in the Mddle East, The policy
of foree and of alliance is the attempt of
Israel to survive long enough to see the
day when the Arab states will agree to
peace and progress in the Middle East.

Even if, as Draper says, the U. 8.
might trade off Israel (as it did in 1948),
the country will be able to make its own
attempt, or to seek help in other guar-
ters.

The Middle East is composed of
pawns, yet the pawns are men, and each
man is looking out for himself. If only
the Arabs would wake to the possibility,
the pawns could work together against
the players and change the game.

Israel is at fault becaunze it does not
make concessions on “the vexed problem
of the Arab refugees and similar sore

REPLY

The Zionist Mind:

. To comment on some parts of Mr.
Dodell’s revealing letter may be, I'm
afraid, like gilding the lily.

LA readers will not soon see again a
document which exhibits the chauvinism
of the Zionist mind so candidly, so
naively, so matter-of-factly—in other
words, which so neatly illustrates so
many of the things we have said about
Zionism.

I am not merely referring to Mr,
Dodell’s agreement that Zionists are
Jewish chauvinists, to be distinguished
from “the non-chauvinistic Jewish radi-
calg,” and that this Zionist chauvinism
¢an be defined for short as “belligerent
patriotism,” a definition which does not
say everything but will do.

I am also referring to such things as
his firm assumption that Jews must
“seek a unigue Jewish_ answer to the
Jewish problem," that this must be done
by "Jews as Jews,” ete.

Encouraged by Mr, Dodell's uninhibit-
ed ability to look squarely at his own
chauvinism, I suggest to him: Translate
this into German.

See what happens when you begin
talking about German answers to be
given. by Germang as Germans (of
course, chauvinist ones).

By the way, it was not Hitler who in-
vented the notion of “thinking with your
German blood,” but it-was the German
chauvinist tradition among other things
which nourished Nazism.

HOW ‘UNIQUE'?

And what, one may ask, would consti-
tute a unique Arab solution to the Arab
problem in the Middle East, to be
thought up by “Arabs as Arabs”? Could
it possibly coincide, magically, with the
“unique Jewish answer”? and if not,
what side should be taken in this strug-
gle.of chauvinisms by the -unique- Brit-

points.,” Its terms are “far from being
identical with the demands of justice and
democratic politics,”

The Arab refugees fled because they
believed in those who wished to destroy
Izrael. The war was not begun by Israel.
A state of 600,000 absorbed 750,000
empty-handed immigrants; a tremendous
area inhabited by 40 million cannot ab-
gorb 900,000 refugees,

I can't see why the agpgressors are not
responsible for the refugees, 1 ean’t see
why it would be unjust for Arab to settle
among Arab in a shift of population. I
can't see why it would be just for a small
state which has so large a number of as
vet received but unabsorbed refugees of
its own to be expected to undertake
a new burden both economically and of
security. I can't see Israel’s responsibil-
ity at all in view of the above. Yet Izsrael
has offered to negotiate, and has stated
a willingness to aid in the resettlement
of the refugees. The clamor over the
refugees comes only in deference to the
claims of the Arab states. It is easy to
see why Life magazine brushes aside his-
tory and morality in discussing the Arab
refugees, but I can’t see why Mr. Draper
places so much emphasis on Israel’s gen-
erous position as being unjust. (It might
be undemocratic not to give the Arabs the
chance to return to their former homes;
but it is reasonable to ask people to
move from one place to another if the
cause of peace and justice is served. And,

‘though the justice is clear in this matter,

I am not certain that it is undemocratic
not to let return those who ran away out
of sympathy with the enemy.

Mr. Draper considers Israel's Zionist
policy a hindrance in achieving peace in
the Middle East. Israel has stated that
any Jew has a right to come to Israel.
Thus far the application of this policy
has been to areas in which the Jews have
lived in precarious and degrading posi-
tions (Asia and Afriea) and areas in
which they suffered because they were
Jews and wished to get away (Europe).
If it is reasonable to have sympathy for
oppressed and homeless people and peo-
ple finally finding a home, it is reason-
able to extend it to those who have come

to Israel. Nor do I see why any Jew

should mot be able to become Tsraeli if
he wishes. Thus far only a trickle of
American Jews have gone to Israel. The
five million here are not a problem to the
population pressure of the small state.

There would be a problem if the Rus-
sian Jews were zllowed to leave and
wished to go to Israel. We do not face it
now; but if Israel were confronted with
the problem it “is coneeivable. that the
magnificent job of 1948 through 1952
could be repeated with the aid of Ameri-
can Jews and within the present bouns
daries of Israel.

Zionism is a problem in the area not
because of its nature but because it is &
complaint of the Arabs, Similarly, Israel
is “arrogant and insolent"” to the Arabs
only in the substance of its policy which
I have tried to show is merely dedicated
to survival and preservation. These two
aims are arrogant and insolent to the
Arabs, It is difficult to understand why
Mr. Draper is szatisfied that Israel is at
fault merely because there is an Arab
¢omplaint, ey |

ON CHAUVINISM s - |

Chauvinism msay mean blind enthus}-
asm for military glory or zealous and
belligerent patriotism. 1 don’t think Mr.
Draper could show that Israel is guil
of the first. As to the second, Israel's
patriots .are zeslous and they will fight
to ensure its survival, Warlike natures
¢an't be critifized but on the question of
what is being fought for. The word
“chauvinism" iz a short-cut emotionally
charged expression for saying that you
don't go along with the patristism of
someone.

Israel has not been treating its Arabs
with complete equality., This is a criti-
cism to be weighed; it scarcely is so
serious as to warrant any internationsl
conflict. The Arabs have not accepted in
their vwn states even the obligations
which the Israeliz have undertaken to-
ward their minorities., Yet Israel re-
frains from = 'justifiable reciprocity. If
Israeli pressure on domestic Arabs would
relieve the conditions of Jews in Arab
countries, the cause of justice would be
served.

I think that if Mr. Draper would re-
consider his arguments in the face of the
actualities of the Israeli strugzle for ex-
istence and Arab objections thereto he
would: (1) If Jewish, sell Israsl bonds
or at least buy them, and give to the
UJA [United Jewish Appeal]. (2) If
non-Jewish, urge Jewish socialists to
work for the survival of Israeh-in-either
case, urge the U, S, to help Israel with
zsubstance.

Until a day which Israel constantly
works for and awaite, Israel lives by the
dollar and the gun, and not by the word.

NATHAN DODELL

‘Blood’ - Politics and Chauvinism

ish-as-British? And does Mr. Dodell com-
plain if John Foster Dulles also ap-
proaches the problem as a chauvinistie
American-as-American, i.e., as an impe-
rialist?

Or is Mr. Dodell of the opinion that
only Jews have a moral license to seek
a ‘“unigue” chauvinistic answer for
Jews-as-Jews, whereas international
morality and justice are to be urged on
all others as a non-nationalistic standard
of conduct for the good of their own
souls?

Good socialists and good demoerats,
who are internationalists, have always
fought the similars of the “German
blood" ideologists, the 150-perceni Amer-
icans, the Moslem Jihad fanatics; and
the “non-chauvinistic Jewish radiecals”
whom Mr. Dodell ‘doesn’t like have al-
ways been in the forefront in fighting
the Jewish counterparts of these chauvi-
nisms.

Mr. Dodell is clearly a reasonable per-
son who tries to think things through:
but has he thought through his assump-
tion ahout “blood"-politics?

For example, take his off-hand refer-
ence to the fact that Israel has “unab-
sorbed refugees of its own' to take care
of, and so can’t be burdened with Arab
refugees, who are clearly not “its own"
but someone else's—aliens (it appears)
who are being pushed onto it by incom-
prehensible “Arab complaints.”, ..

But hundreds of thousands of these
Arab refugees are human beings whose
families and ancestors have lived in the
land for a multitude of generations more
than David Ben-Gurion even knows the
names of his ancestors. What makes
them aliens in their own land—the au-
thority of the Bible? the Zionists' ambi-
tions? their mistake in bearing the wrong
“hlood"?

Or look at the unpleasant depths of
chauvinism .laid bare in Mr. Dodell’s

final two recommendations for sction. It
does not occur to him, it would seem,
that, if Israel deserves support, it de-
serves support by non-Jews as well as
Jews.

Here, of course, Mr. Dodell is unwit-
tingly ecaricaturing Zionist politics, or
reflecting its essence, but not speaking
for it. So steeped is he in “blood”-polities
that, to him, it even takes Jewish “blood”
to merit being asked to support Israel,

Readers who may smile at thizs “slip”
of Mr. Dodell's should understand its
source. To the consistent Zionist, the
Jew is and always will be an alien in any
land of the Diaspora, just ag the anti-
Semites claim. Few Zionists will, like
Mr. Dodell, push this to the bitter con-
clusion that, if the (Zionist) Jew must
always be alien to the gentile, then the
gentile must always feel alien from any
Jewish interest. But Mr. Dodell zeems fo
be a man, as we have noted, who tries to
think things through. ;

HE CAN'T SEE...

Mr, Dodell, therefore, finds it impos-
sible to see the Arab as a human being
who has just as many rights as the Jew.
He makes no bones about what he can’t
“see”: 'l ean’ see why it would be un-
just for Arab to zettle among Arab in
a shift of popnlation,” We says, with
such disarming naiveté that you have tor
think for a moment before you remems
ber—that, after all, no anti-Semite haa -
ever been able to “‘see” why Jews should
object to being confined to living “among
Jews:." that is, in. the Ghetto.

For some reason that Mr. Dodell’s
Zionist-poisoned mind cannot grasp, the
Palestinian Arabs who have lived in the
land for generations object to being oust-
ed from their possessions, their land
grabbed by the Zionist government, and
they and their families condemnsd-to &

IContinved on next-pagel- - 4
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[Continued on page 7]
& “History of Emplayment.” Earlier this
yeor the Nairobi district commissioner
cancelled many of these passes—some in
respect of workers who had lived in
MNairobi for 20 to 30 years.

The Federation says that it has done
everything possible locally, by represent-
ations to the minister of Labor and the
government, but nothinz has been done.
Now it belieyes that only pressure of
public opinion outside Kenya can bring
relief.

[Next is listed a 9-point program of
the labor federation for expansion of
trade-union activity and organization.
—En.]

0f industrial conditions the report
says: “The present wages are so low
that they can hardly support the needs

The Zionist

{Centinued from page &}
hopeless existence in the rvefugee ecamps
—in some eases, locked out just on the
other side of the line from their own
farms, where they would be “infiltra-
tors."”

No doubt these Arabs shovld be grate-
ful that they ate not being exterminated
in gas chambers; this cannot be doubted.
But while world Jewry, perhaps the most
tragic victim of hate and bestial geno-
cide that the world has ever seem, can
point to more brutal oppression from its
enemies than any which Zionism inflicts
on its own Arab victims, still it is hard
for near a million people to distingnish
carefully between being murdered and
being starved to death or to misery.

THE SAHIB IS OBJECTIVE

Mr. Dodell may fail to “see” why they
should be so subjective sbout it; he
blandly remarks that to grab “their for-
mer homes” from these Arabs “might be
aindemocratic,” “but it is reasonable to
ask people to move from one place to
another if the cause of peace and justice
is served.”

This is the noble objectivity of the
colonialist- sahib .about the regrettable
inconveniences Anflicted on the lower

- races-without-the-law.

This is the lordly objectivity of the
South Afriean white-supremacist who
knows exactly what serves the cause of
iz “‘peace and justice”; and why should
the Africans murmur if they are “asked"”
to move from their homes in order to
ensure: tranquility for the whites? Why
should they raise a “clamor”? How can
they fail to appreciate the sahibs’
“gratuitously © magnanimous acts” (to
quote Dodell) 7 )

The .Arab population in Palestine was
caught between the two sides in the
Israeli-Arab war. Both sides were re-
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Socialism in One Country

LA for Dec. 19 published the state-
ment of the Asian Socialist Conference

“proposing ‘& peaceful solution of the

Israeli-Arab conflict. They were plainly
balanced and fair, however much anyone
miight differ with one or another _ﬂank.

In contrast, a statement by the secre-
tary of the Soeialist International on
“International Socialism and the Israeli-
Arab Conflict” illustrates why the so-
ciglists of the ex-colonial world look en
this assemblage of mainly European so-
cial-demoerats with such justified sus-
picion.

Julius Braunthal's statement has vir-
tually nothing to say other than euphoric
words of praise for the “socialist state”
of Israel (np less!) and a spmming up of
the issues in the confliet as “a war be-
tween feudal reaction and democratic
Socialism.”

Not accidentally, Braunthal throws in
the reminder: “It should be remembered
that the Socialist Party of Israel, Mapai,
is' the only soecialist party in the Middle
East affiliated to the Socialist Interna-
tional.” It is likely to remain so, regard-
less of how the Arab socialist movement
develops.

Braunthal's statement lit:erally_ pre-
sents the Israelis as building Socialism
In ©ne Country. This is the one.‘thr{'lg' it
keeps repeating. Israel is _"a Socialist
State growing up in the Middle East”;
Israel is a “Secialist commonwealth” in
the midst of the Arab states; it is "Sg-
cialist Israel” “the only Socialist oasis
in the Middle East,” etc. There is not a
word about Zionism or the anti-socialist
Arab poliey of this “socialist” paragon.
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of a worker and his family, let alone en-
able him to save for his old age. Many
African workers work until they are too
old to be of use in industry, and yet by
that time they have nothing on which to
live when they are no longer useful as
employees.” )

Of African housing: “The practice at
the moment of housing workers on a bed
space system does not permit family life.
... Until wages are high enough to en-
able workers to pay rvents for proper
housing, a government subsidy will be
necessary.”

0Of the Emergency: “If the present
policy of the government is pursued fur-
ther the result will be more bitterness
and hatred, more chaos and worse vio-
lence on a larger seale.” .

—Tribune (London)

Mind — —

sponsible for the flight that took place,
The Arab side of this responsibility is
obvious, The Zionist side was provided
by such things as the bloody massacre at
Deir Yassin, the Zionists' “Lidice.”” This,
in turn, was only the most extreme ex-
ample of the effort which they made to
utilize the Arab war to make Palestine
“Arabenrein.”

Even Arabs who supported [srael in
the war against the Arab states have
been -expropriated from their land, as a
front-page dispatch in the N. Y. Times
onee revealed to a scandalized world.

Does this bother Mr. Dodell’'s sahib-
objectivity about peace and justice? Not
at all. As we have seen, “it is reason-
able” to dispossess a people if it serves
the Zionists' “peace and justice.”

MIDDLE EAST GHETTO

As for the rest of the problem, Mr.
Dodell does not seriously discuss the
points sactually made in the articles
which he purports to discuss; and no-
body would guess from his letter alone
what it was we wrote.

We wrote from the point of view of
how to ensure the “survival of Israel”
and the Jewish people in that land.
Only: in our program, which Mr. Dodell
does- not really discuss, this survival re-
quires an entirely different policy from
that pursued by the Zionist-chauvinist
government of Israel.

We wrote from the point of view of
how to unite the Jewish and Arab peo-
ples against the demagogie, feudal-reac-
tionary and aggresgive policies of the
Arab rulers. Mr. Dodell need not bother
to cover up the sins of the Zionists by
louder .cries against the sins of the Arab
leaders,

We wrote from the point of view of
how to put an end to the mutual and eir-
cular process of retaliation whereby each
side bleeds the other.

But we also pointed out what the
whole warld knows: that it is the Zionist
government of Israel which has been
responsible for systematically raising
the “ante™ in this round of retaliation—
from Deir Yassin to Kibya to Gaza to
the Syrian shore.

‘And this shame and dishonor which
the Ben-Gurion regime bears is redou-
bled in our eyes because, unlike the Arab
feudalists or reactionary military men
like MNasser, it is the Ben-Gurions and
Sharetts who elaim to be “socialist,” who
pretend to be “more advanced,” more
“eivilized,” than the Arabs whom they
look down upon.

Mr. Dodell’s—and the Zionists'—point
of wiew, however, is described with
damning conciseness in the letter's last
sentence: “Israel lives by the dollar and
the gun, and not by the word.”

That is, Israel lives as a satellite of
Washington; Israel lives by militarizing
itself; it has no political program
(“word”) by which to appeal to the Arab
peoples against its would-be aggressors.

Tsrael lives as an armed ghetto in a

Middle East which will increasingly be
driven to hostility against it by its own
policies as the representative of the dol-
lar and gun.
" The Jews .of Israel have left their
European ghettos to erect the largest
ghetto in the world, with state boun-
daries around it.

The Jews of Israel have escaped the
burning ground of Europe in order to
enflame their “own"” part of the world.

This is what Zionism will mean for
the “survival of Israel.” o~

We are seeing another act in the
tragedy of the Jewish people, and only a
soeialist-internationalist policy can avert
it. This is “the word,” not the deollar and
the gun.

. HAL DRAPER

Mboya Presents
Trade-Union Program

- “Trade-union leaders and officials are
the special target of H. M. Seecurity
Forces, They are arrested without trial;
detained for an unspecified period. Afri-
cang are reluctant to come forward and
fill their places, since .they know what
the future holds."”

Thiz was said by Tom Mboya, secre-
tary of the Kenya Federation of Labor,
at a meeting organized by the Movement
for Colonial Freedom [in London]....

“We interfere in politics,” he said,
“that is—we are told—our crime.”

The charge of interfering in polities
had been brought against the Kenya
Federation of Labor because of a resolu-
tion supmitted by them to the Interna-
tional Federation of Trade Unions at its
meeting in Vienna in May [1955].

At the meeting they hod demonded, and
were still demanding, the following meas-
ures:

“1, Foreed Labor: We ask that the
International Labor Office investigate
the existence or otherwise of forced labor
in Kenya. This Federation believes that
when some thousands are forcibly re-
moved from their homes, forcibly detain-
ed by the central government without
pay—or with very little money in lieu of
salary—that is in fact forced labor,

4“2, Government Handling of the Emer-
gency: We do not approve of collective
punishment, mass arrests, detention
without trial: these things increase bit-
terness against Europeans in general.
Villagers who have refused to report
crimes have done so because they have
lost faith in the justice of those in au-
thority; collective punishment is no cure.

“3. Representation: We demand ade-
quate representation for Africans on all
ministerial, legislative, and municipal
councils. Where joint econsultative coun-
cils  exist, workers' representatives
should be appointed by the workers, and
not by the government,

“d4, Screening Machinery: We demand
that people be put on trial, or released.
During 'Operation Anvil’ some 27,000
Africans were arrested, including 37
trade-union leaders. In response to pres-
sure the government granted a rescreen-
ing—by a new method which included
question and investigation—for these
leaders; 17 were then released. We say
that the cases of all who were screened
at that time should be reviewed.

5. Land: We ask that' the White
Highlands be opened to the peoples of all
races, with just safezuards and that
immigration—both from Asia and Fu-
rope—be temporarily stopped. At the
moment the government has allocated
£110,000 for land development, and

- STALINIST SPORTS

Articles appearing recently in the
Communist Party press of Hungary indi-
cate that the party leadership is seri-
ously perturbed by the failure of party
organizations to keep a tight enough grip
over sport and entertainment.,.. -

An article in the newspaper S:zabad
Nep of September 14 notes with alarm
that “rightist views have spread in the
field of sport, the role of the party has
been weakened . . . and the false and
bourgeois sloran of ‘sport without poli-
tics’ has spread.” Unearthing what it
terms “an even more serious mistake,”
the newspaper discovers “that the ideo-
logical-political edueation of our ath-
letes has been neglected. . ., . The danger-
ous views of nationalism and cosmopoli-
tanism have spread on a large scale in
some sport organizations.”

Trainers have been appointed, the
newspaper notes, “exclusively om
basis of whether they were pport as-
perts.”” Conceding that “an expert knwwl-
edge is required in sports,” the newz-
paper insists that “in addition reliabil-
ity, a knowledge of party policy and a
capacity to train youth are equally neces-
sary.”...

.o Addressing a conference of Com-
munist vouth officials and sports experts
recently, the secretary of the Budapest
Communist Youth Organization told his
audience (according to the newspaper
Szabad Ifyusag of November 5) that
they had been too easy-going and non-
political in their attitude toward sport,
for instance, by accepting as trainers
former army officers of the pre-war re-
gime.

“We must observe more strictly,” he
said, “the Marxist-Leninist doctrine that
sports are not an aim in themselves, but

an important means of Communist edu-
cation of youth.”

Noting what he called “disturbing i

symptoms™ in some sport clubs, he added
that "not one single political lecture had
been given in the Red Banner Club,” and
warned the Communist Youth organiza-
tion that it would have to radically
change its attitude toward sport.
—ICFTU Spotlight

b r

£330,000 for the encouragement of Eu-.
ropean settlement. - B e
“8, Color’Bar: We ask that racial neg~
regation in regard to schools mnd medt
cal services be stopped. If we accept the
principle of a multi-racial society it
should apply everywhere. Free compul-

sory education for all African children

is our aim.

“Land distribution and parity of rep-
resentation: these are our minimum
aims,” he concluded. “Procrastination in
regard to these two things will lead to
more viclence, more trouble and more
instability. . .."” '

—Peace News (London)

o

W. BARRETT'S HAIR IS RAISED BY KOESTLER

The unwillingness or inability of so
many otherwise knowledgeable people to
open their eyes to the chauvinist essence
of Zionism was strikingly exhibited a
few weeks ago, when the following two
items occurred in the same issue of the
N. Y. Times Book Review section (Dec.
4) in separate articles.

On one page William Barrett, an edi-
tor of Partisan RBeview, reviewed Arthur
Koestler's The Trail of the Dinosaur. As
is well known, Koestler is pro-Zionist.
Barrett writes with something like
shock:

“The second section [of the book] is
by far the weakest, containing . . . one
hair-raising discussion of Judaism, the
plain and simple point of which is that
the Jews should either give up their re-
ligion or go to Israel. Since the Jew is
defined by his religion, Koestler argues,
and since this religion is separatist, ergo
the Jew should physically separate him-
self from the community in which he is
bound to be an alien. It seems odd ‘that
Koestler has not stopped to observe that
this is one of the stock-in-trade argu-
ments of professional anti-Semitism.”

What is really odd is that Barrett
seems to be totally ignovant of the fact
that world Zionism, led by Tsraeli Zion-
ism, insists precisely on this ‘“stock-in-
trade” conception that the Jew is neces-
sarily alien in all communities except
hiz “ewn,” and that all Jews must there-
fore be “in-gathered” to Israel, liquidat-
ing the Diaspora. (The well-fed Ameri-
can Zionists are the main holdouts
against this consistent Zionism.) It is
not necessarily tied up with Koestler's
view on the relation between the Jewry
and Judaism as a religion,

Barrett’s hair is raised to encounter

A

this notion in Koestler, because he asso-
ciates it only with the anti-Semites, But
in this respect Zionism and anti-Semit-
ism have always been bisymmetric ‘phe-
nomena, '

This is pointed up by a book review a
few pages further in the same issue. The
book-is The Secréet Roads: The “Illegal”
Migration of a -People 1938-48, by the
leading British Zionists Jon and David
Kimche. ]

The reviewer Homer Bigart mentions
some of the material in this “fascinating

tale” of the Jewish exodus under the-

whip of Nazi exterminationist terror. He
notes:

“Some of the methods employed were
fantastic. Agents of the Mossad Com-
mittee for Illegal Immigration made bar-
gains with the Gestapo in the last Thir-
ties to spur the exodus of ‘surplus’ Jews
and help make the Reich ‘Judenfrei,”

"This was alse brought out in the recent
Israeli scandal over the Kastner case,
involving the sordid tale of u leading
Zionist agent in Eastern Europe who
was charged with collaborating eclosely
with the Nazis in herding s mass of
Jews into the Nazi maw In order t&
achieve the emigration of a certain num-
ber to Palestine,

The point is that the common ground
between the consistent Zionists and the
anti-Semites is precisely the aim of
making the Diaspora 'Judenfrei”
though: from quite different motives.
Consistent Zionists have even glve
voice, at rare moments of frankness, to
the hope that anti-Semitism_should in-
crease in order to drive to Israel the
Jews. who now dwell in the “illusion’
that they can integrate themselves
among the Goyim. H.'D,

o~
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By SAM ADAMS

_Just before the year 1955 ended, Judge
Oliver J. Carter, sitting in the federal
court in San Francisco, granted a re-
straining order to Private Justin Gross-
man to halt the army from giving him
an undesirable discharge. This highly
gignificant action has enhanced the
struggle against the discriminatory
army regulations dealing with soldiers
who admit past political activities not
popular in official circles, or membership
in erganizations proseribed by the attor-
ney general.

! Grossman’s case is a simple one, Upon.
fits induction into the army about a year
ago, he filled out the army’s loyalty ques-
tionnaire, stating that prior to induction
Ye had been a member of the Socialist
Youth League, the Workers Party before
its dissolution, and the Independent So-
cialist League. Grossman also informed
the army that he had been a member of
the Youth Socialist League (which is not
on any “list” whatever),

On the basis of the information sup-
plied by Private Grossman, the army in-
atituted an investigation of its own on
February 8 of last year, which lasted
until May 23 With its enormous re-
gources, brilliant detective work, and the
assistance of all those governmental
bodies engaged in this work, the army
finally came up with—charges that he
had-been a member of the Socialist
Youth League, the Workers Party, the
Independent Socialist League and the
¥Young Socialist League prior to induc-
tion.

Another charge against Grossman was
that among his personal references was
one Paul Jacobs, a “former communist."
Jacobs, as a matter of fact, was for
many years a well-known CIO function-
ary who helped lead and organize the
struggle against the Stalinist strangle.
hold of large sections of the labor move-

—ment on the Coast.

With bureaueratic formality, the army
presented: the charges as above sumn-
fnarized to Grossman and provided him
with two alternatives: (a) accept am
tindesirable discharge; or (b) n
at which he would have the opportunity
to deny the charges against him.

HEISLER'S DEFENSE

. The alternatives were, guite obviously,
unacceptable to Justin Grossman. He
certainly would not accept an undesir-
able discharge, disagreeing sharply with

Grossman Case: Draftee
| Wins First Round in Court

the existing lovalty program and not
only its criteria; and he could not accept
a, hearing to “deny charges" based upon
his own voluntary information, Gross-
man thereupon cbtained as legal counsel
Francis Heisler, the prominent labor at-
torney of Chicago and California and &
National Board member of the Workers
Defense League.

Heisler proceeded to prepare a differ-
ent kind of defense. Past experience with
the army has shown that it was prone to
issue wundesirable discharges which per-«
manently stigmatize soldiers, even before
hecrings, and particularly when it had the
slightest suspicion that o soldier was pre-
paring a legal defense against charges.

Heisler thereupon went into the fed-
eral court in San Franecisco to ask for a
restraining order to prevent the army
from suddenly handing Grossman an un-
desirable discharge, as it had already
done in other cases on the West Coast.

In the hearing before Judge Carter,
the Chief Assistant U. S. Attorney, Lynn
Gillard, opposed the motion of Heisler on
the ground that Grossman still had
available to him appeals in the army.
To which Judge Carter replied:

"I'd be inclined to agree with you, but
what is to prevent the army from giving
him o quickie discharge? The army has
done that, you know, once it gets wind of
legal action,”

The San Francisco Examiner pointed
out that the judge was referring “to Pri-
vate Rodger St. Helen and others who
were given undesirable discharges while
their attorneys were attempting to ob-
tain court orders."

This wasn't all. In court, Grossman
denied the walidity of the army case,
showing that the ISL, WP and SYL were
the most consistent anti-Stalinist ergani-
zations in the country and in no way
subversive. He and his counsel cited the
efforts of the ISL to obtain a hearing
from the attorney general for a period
of 8 years, which, when finally granted,
was adjourned last August and has not
been resumed since.

The army, through the U. 8. attorney,
is, of course, pressing for a reversal of
the judge's decizion. A hearing has been
set for January 13, for the army to
show cause why Grossman should be
piven a discharge other than honorable
based on his ratine of execellent, and
why the restraining order should be
made permanent.

Kutcher Wins Pension Case—

{Centinued from page 1)

¢irendering assistance” te an enemy
ptate, and therefore, in effect, equivalent
to treason. Althouzh the stated charge
against Kutcher was this one of “render-
ing assistance” and “aid and comfort” to
another country, the specifications
quoted from a faceless informer’s report
‘showed Kutcher doing nothing but criti-
cizing this govermment. (This is aside
from the fact that Kutcher demied mak-
ing the statements quoted, some of which
were in wild non-socialist language.)

Yet the VA committee’s letter of find-
"ings said:

“ _in order to support a forfeiture
[of pension], it must be established be-
yond & reasonable doubt that the veteran
did knowingly and intentionally render
I agsistance to an enemy of the U. 8, While
it is the opinion of this committee that
“fHie utterances alleged to have been made
By the veteran in July 1950 and the sum-
‘mer-of 1951, if established beyond a rea-
-gonable doubt, would constitute a viola-
4ion of the forfeiture statute, the com-
mittes “determined that all the available
avidence doés not measure up to this
guantum of proof.” 2
' Thiz statement is even worse, if any-
thingz, than the original enunciation of
_the principle, since this time Moss throws
in the words “knowingly and intention-
ally.”

1
JOB CASE NEXT
On another point the committee also
| Btuck by its “principled” guns for witch-
hunting purposes, It conceded, in. its de-
cision, that no veteran in this country
_has ever forfeited his pension except af-
ter first being found guilty in a court of
' Jaw; but it insisted that this was mot
| mecessary. :
“{nder the statute and the regulations
-a forfeiture may be administratively de-

termined upon satisfactory evidence,” it
wrote.

The next act may involve Kutcher Case
No. 1, the job fight, in the shape of &
hearing before the federal Court of Ap-
peals,

When  this case got to the Supreme
Court, the decision went against the gov-
ernment to this extent: it stated that
Kutcher could not be fired simply on
grounds of SWP membership; his per- -
sonal responsibility had to be shown.
Thus the case went back to the distriet
court to start its way up again. Since
the distriet court found Kutcher's dis-
missal justified on the new grounds, the
Court of Appeals is the mext step.

The pension case, Kutcher Case No.
3 was also fought on the grounds of
Kutcher's “personal responsibility,” and
to this extent the defeat of the witch-
hunters provides a hopeful augury. But
the: gpovernment prosecution has plenty
of room to maneuver in the differences
between the two cases.

A Marxist Classic
Rosa Luxemburg’s

The Accumulation
of Capital

Yale Univ. Press v $5

Labor Action Book Service
114 West 14 Street, N. Y. C,

‘Eisenhower's Message

[Continuwed from page 1)
is in danger of being “stolen” from
them. .

Of course, we are still a long way from
the elections, and all kinds of things may
happen before then. The Republican
Party still contains within it the bulk of
the most reactionary and conservative
economic agitators and practitioners in
the country. Even though Eisenhower
appears almost as if he were in a eon-
spiracy with the Democratic leadership
to keep the present power relations in-
tact at the fall elections, an administra-
tion loaded with businessmen and a par-
ty loaded with unreconstructed Hoover-
ites can easily throw the election to the
Democrats anyway,

If the present boom continues to run
through November, there are two areas,
inside the borders of the U. 5., which can
give the administration in power real
trouble and in which a sizable shift in
the vote from the Republican to the Dem-
ocratic column could be decisive. That
is the farm vote and the vote of a =ig-
nificant segment of the population, both
Negro and white, to whom the govern-
ment's handling of the civil-rights issue
is wvital, especially at a time when no
other issues appear too pressing.

As far as the farm program is cen-
cerned, it is too early to say now just
what will be passed, who will line up
how, and how it will work out electoral-
lv. It is clear that the “free economy”
advocates in the administration have lost
out to those who recognize that, how-
ever mice such a notion may be in theory
and in the propaganda of the Chamber
of Commerce, it is not politically prac-
ticable as far as the farmers are con-
rerned.

[n the one important sector of the
Ameritan economy in which many small
producers still maintain a footing, only
a vast program of state control and sub-
sidy can prevent the open and public
economic extermination of the small peo.
ple and their replacement by a handful
of agricultural monopolies.

SPECIAL THEORY

The contradiction between Eisenhower's
theories ond the political necessities in
agriculture are so glaring that a special
theory or explonation had to be Invented,
to account for it both to reluctant Repub-
licans and to school-children who, if left
to themselves, might osk too mony gques-
tions about it.

Eisenhower ineluded an exposition of -

this theory in his State of the Union
Message:

“In successful prosecution of the war,
the nation called for the utmost effort
of its farmers. Their response was su-
perb, their contribution unsurpassed.
Farmers are.not now to be blamed for
the mountainous, price-depressing sur-
pluses produced in response to wartime
policies and laws that were too long
continued. War markets are not the mar-
hets of peacetime. Failure to recognize
that basic fact by a timely adjustment of
wartime legislation brought its inevit-
able result in peactime—surpluses, lower
prices and lower incomes for our farm-
ers.”

It is not the natural workings of capi-
talism at all, you see, There was the war,
and then there were the Democrats who
failed to “adjust” wartime legislation
in time. But then how does one explain
the farm depression of the '20s, and the
catastrophe in the "30s? Well, there was
another war, you see, and....

In any event, a group in the Repuhb-
lican Party- has seen enough light to
convince it that whatever may have been
aaid about the New Deal farm programs
of the '20s, a little subsidized non-pro-
duction is inevitable. Hence their adop-
tion of the “seil bank” propesal, which
iz another variant of the old hated pro-
prams to prevent agricultural everpro-
duetion.

In a supplementary form message,
Eisenhower spelled out his program to pay
farmers for producing smaller crops.
Forty million ocres, 11'2 per ceat of all
erop land, are to be—not plowed-under,
like the cotton and little pigs of the New
Deals AAA, but unplowed-under.

In the field of foreign policy, Eisen-
hower's message limited itself almost ex-
clusively to general verbiage, eoming out
foursquare for international justice,
peace, dynamic flexibility, the pursnit of
happiness, fair solutions for tragic dis-
putes, ete. .

Claiged as “rmajor gains” in this field
were the developments in precisely the
three areas (Germany, SEATQ, Bach-
dad Pact) where the U, S, position has
been steadily “deteriorating,” as is now
openly admitted by virtually all com-
mentators in the U. 8. from right to left.

In the explosive field of eivil rights,
Eisenhower came out with just about
the minimum with which to embarrass
the Democrats without committing the
Republicans to anything.

His proposal for a bipartisan commis-
sion to investigate “allegations” that “in
some localities” “Negro citizens are be-
ing deprived of their right to vote and
are likewise being subjected to unwar-
ranted economie pressures” is actually
an insult to the Negro people and to
every real supporter of equality. A pres-
ident, who is sworn to defend the Con-
stitution, at a time when it is being

openly and boastfully and arrogantiy

violated in thousands of towns and cities,
hundreds of counties and a dozen states,
proposes not to do anything but to ap-
point a commission to look into the mat-
ter.

CHEAF TRICK

Insult though this proposal be, from
the point of view of capitalist partv poli-
ties it is not altogether without guile.
Since Eisenhower proposes that the com-
mission be bipartisan, it means that the

Southern Demoerats who dominate Con-

#ress would have to agree to set it up in
the first place, and then would have to
decide what Democrats should sit on it. ~

What Eisenhower's advisers Imp!-for;
no doubt, is that instead of a commission
to investigate, what will really be created
is a first-class brawl inside the Democratic
Party. At the same time, sensitive South-
ern racists can eosily understand that
Eisenhower's proposal is mot exoctly a
home-thrust against them.

GOP caleulations may well prove cor-
rect, The only question is whether an-
other attempt to play cheap-jack politiea
with the wvital interests of the Negro
people will produce the same results in
this year of 1956 as in the past: simply
to shift support of significant sections
of them from one party to the other.
There is that in the mood displayed
around the Till murder which makes it
appear that it is at least possible that
such a brazen trick will simply magnify
and speed up tendencies for Negroes to
seek brand new political alliances.

Every State of the Union message is
a partisan propaganda document; and in
election years they tend to be more rath-
er than less so. This one is a pretty true
reflection of the party in whose leader's
name it was read. It starts with a paean
of praise to the war-economy boom, that
crowning achievement of capitalist eivili-
zation, It ends with a cheap political
trick at the expense of the most exploited
section of the population.
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