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Old Stand

. As the leaderships of the world Com-
munist Parties, after making their ges-
ture of “criticizing” Khrushchev, erawl
back to Moscow's warm lap with state-
ments approving the Central Committee
statement—and “unreservedly™ at that—
our own Daily Werker also snaps back
to its accustomed ways,

[ts managing editor Alan Max, who
was: one of the first breast-beaters back
in March when William Z. Foster was
still dragging his feet Instead of using
them to jump on Stalin, had an article
last Tuesday defending the democracy
that is being demonstrated at. the cur-
rent:gession-ef-the:Supreme Soviet.- =

He had been hoping, of course, that the
Russians would give them a break by
staging something real democratic, like
(say) a speech by a deputy from Novesi-
birsk violently ebjecting to the 'syntax of
any of the decrees that had been prepared
for antomatic passage. There is really no
inherent reasom why, particularly under
present circumstances, the Russians could-
n't afford at least a phony gesture, if only
in order to make it possible for Isaac
Deutscher amd his school to hail the
breakneck tempo of democratization-
from-above.

But nothing of the sort has happened.

So Alan Max explams, n the July 17
Dw.

It’s simple: unlike Congress, the Su-
preme Soviet gets things done. Who says
that democracy is measured by “the
amount of talk”? Look at the “actual
accomplishments'—

“Take Saturday's session of the Su-
preme Soviet, for example. The Council
of Nationalities, the upper house, met
for 35 minutes in the morning. The
Couneil of the Union, the lower house,
met for 40 minutes in the afternocon. In
these few minutes, the pension bill was
voted unanimously [ete., ete., ete.] . . .

“Permit me to point out that here we
have a mass of legislation to protect the
working people. Tt is passed quickly,
guietly dnd without debate. . . .

No fuss, no muss, no feathers, no talk,
no squawk. They're their old selves once
more, and isn't it nice to he able to talk
like gruff totalitarians again without
all the bother of keeping the sparl from
showing?

Egghead

We missed Max Ascoli’s editoria] in
the June 28 Reporter, and want to make
up for it now. It was called “The Second
Act of God,” iz about Eisenhower’s
llead, and explains why this liberal
journal plumps for Stevenson.

The reason you should vote for Steven-
son, says Ascoli, is because there's no
difference between him and Eisenhower.

“There is profound similarity belween
Eisenhower's and Stevenson’s basic be-
liefs, far more important than any differ-
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NEHRU-TITO-NASSER AT BRIONI:

The 1'2 Camp and the Third Camp

By PHILIP COBEN

The big three of the One-and-a-Half Camp are scheduled to meet

this week in Brioni, Yugoslavia.

Nehru of India likes to call it “non-alignment.” Tito of Yugoslavia

likes to call it “active coexistence.

" Nasser of Egypt likes to call it

“third force.” Others use the more common label “neutralism.” In
anticipation of their deliberations, we would like to state some opinions

about this tendency.

Whatever the ndme, it is the
politics of trying to stand between
the two great war camps in order
to reconcile them with each other
and evervone else. That is why it
is' by no-means a third camp or third
force; its reason for existence is totry
to stand between No. 1 and No: 2.

It is the very opposite of another pol-
iey which stands outside the two war
camps, outside the one led by the Rus-
sians and outside the one led by the
eapitalist powers of the West: namely,
the policy that urges unremitting oppo-
sition to both, as rival imperialisms seek-
ing to dominate the rest of the world.

The neutralists typically present them-
selves as, and often act as, the friends
of both war camps—and also as the
whitewashers and apologists of both.
(That is why Nehru, for example, is
often mistaken for pro-Moscow, given the
atmosphere in this country.)

They are not against both war bloes.

They work hard fo avoid the impression
that they wish ill to either. They want
to be the bridge between them. They
equate “‘peacemaking” with sowing illu-
siops impartially about the intentions
and nature of either type of imperialist.
_ That is why we. do not recommend
building any hopes on the Brioni frio.”
WHAT IS PEACE?

There are some who may be willing to
overlook the fact that Tito is himself a
totalitarian despot in a mational-Stalin-
ist type of regime, because they like to
think he is a “force for peace.”

There are some who may prefer 4o ig-
nore that Nasser is a military dictator
who throttles labor and socialism at
home, saber-rattles in his own region,
and 18 against coexistence with his own
neighbor Israel, because they would like
to view him as a “force for peace.”

There are some who would make ex-
cuses for the erstwhile disciple of
Gandhi, Nehru, whose government has

THE POTS ARE STILL BOILING, BUT WE EXPECT:

(Ps Won't Break with Moscow

By GORDON HASKELL
If ever additional proof were

needed of the subservience to the

Russian bureaucracy of the leadership of the Stalinist parties through-
out the world, the last few weeks have rendered it full measure, beaten

down, and running over.

For one month, really one foreshortened month, the leadership of
one Stalinist party after another was permitted to strut its little stuff,

preen itself on its independence,
and shake a finger at big brother.
For the first time in thirty years

_ there was public criticism of the

Russian government and the Com-
munist Party of the Soviet Union
by leaders of the parties abroad. This
period of “independent criticism” lasted
from June 4, when the American gov-
ernment first released the text of Khru-
shchev's speech on Stalin, till June 30,

when the Central Committee of the
CPSU issued its “explanation” and

warning to vassal parties all over

the
world. -

anshokable servility to Moseow bids fair
to cancel eut whatever public-relations
value the original criticisms may have
had. s
The leadership of the British Commu-
nist Party, Tor instance, which on June
21 had demanded “a profound Marxist
analysis of the causes of degeneration in
the functioning of Soviet democraey and
party democracy,” on July 15 stated
that “we warmly welcome the resolution
of June 30 of the Central Committee of
the Communist party of the Soviet
Union on ‘Overcoming the Cult of the
Individual and its Consequences'... The

The indecent haste with which the lead- - injustices and ;crimes of that period

ership of one party ofter ancther rushed..
to give assurances of its unshaken and’

.caused great harm to the cause of so-
cialism and to the interests of the Soviet

NEHRU

shot down more unarmed demonstrators
than any other in the world; because
they believe him to be a “forece for
peace.” {

But even if we can forget these things
when this bloe of not-very-democratie
statesmen talk of being “against bloes,”
there is the crux of the matter which
cannot be put aside. That is: what their
idea of peace is.

If .the rival imperialist colossi make a
dezl to coexist, that is peace, for them.

{Turn to last page)

people, but it is not true, as the enemies
of Communism allege, that they arose
from the nature of the Soviet social sys-
tem or that they fundamentally changed
its character.

“Political power and the means of

production were firmly in the hands of
the working people, Socialism was estab-
lished in the Soviet Union and proved
itself superior to capitalism in peace and
war."
_ The French, American and other Stal-
inist leaderships expressed themselves in
the same vein. Palmirio Toglintti, leader
of the powerful Italian CP, who had
asked the most pointed and searching
questions and who was rebuked by name
in the resolution of the Moscow burean-
crats, hastened also to express his satis-
faction with the reply, while protesting
that his earlier statement had been mis-
understood.

STILL FERMENT

Does all this mean that the voices raised
by the various CP leaderships were
merely part of some kind of plot, that
they hod no political significance worth

(Turn to last page)
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For the Fight Ahead

By CHARLES WALKER

San Franecisco, July 1

. With its head in San Francisco and its heart in Montgomery,
Alabama, the 47th Annual Convention of the National Association for
the Advancement of Colored People pursued its deliberations from June
26 to June 31 in the Civie Auditorium here.

This “Montgomery Convention,” meeting at a fateful moment in
the upsurge of the Negro community for full first-class citizenship, was

attended by 532 full delegates and
4%9 alternates, observers and fra-
ternal delegates representing some

300,000 members from 1392 units
in 43 states and Alaska.

With an over-all tone of mili-
tancy in all speeches at evening mass
meetings, afternoon workshops and in
the resolutions adopted during the two
days of business meetings, the conven-
tfon can be looked upon as a qualified
sucecess. The NAACP is at a historical
turning point, where it must decide how
best to employ its burgeoning mass mem-
bership in community, political and legal
‘activities to implement the May 1954
Supreme Court decision on school deseg-
regation—equivalent to a Wagner Act
for the efforts of the Negro community
toward full integration.

The general position of the convention
was to stress increased utilization of
past techniques, ranging from more sup-
port to political “friends” and opposition
to enemies (especially-in 60 key congres-
sional and senatorial areas), to inereased
legal pressuie, and a hesitant but hope-
ful attitude toward such mass activities
ds the Montgomery and Tallahassee pas-
sive-resistance aml economic boycott.

* In this zenze, the NAACP has taken a
step forward, especially in Montgomery
and Tallahassee, aligning itself with
mass activities prowing up outside of it-
self in today's more favorable civil-
rights climate. Its vital support to Mont-
gomery and its leadership in Tallahassee
(through an NAACP branch president)
are great contributions,

It is this new movement from below
which placed its stamp on the NAACP
convention this year, and which captured
the imagination and heart of the MNegre
and white delegates in San Franciseo.

POLITICS STRESSED

If Martin Luther King was the indis-
putable hero of the hour, there was also
a strong response to other herces like
Mrs. Rosa Parks, Autherine Lucy Foster,
Gus Courts, and E. L. Blackman, the
NAACP president in Elloree, S. C. who
attended a Kilan meeting in an open
field at night, alone, to say that he
wouldn’t be driven out of town by the
Klan for signing a petition for integra-
tion in the local schools.

The other "unique” feature of the con-
vention was its political emphasis, to be
expected in an election year, but perhaps
with more far-reaching portents for the
future. *“If politics can be used for in-
ereasing corporation profits, there is
nothing wrong with using politics to se-
cure human rights,” Roy Wilkins said
in his eoncluding address to the ‘conven-
tion. “Evervone else tries fo use polities
for his benefit: you use it for yours.
Don'’t stammer and don’t apologize. Use
vour vote in behalf of civil rights.”

In watching the same old appeals for
Jocal pressure upon the Republican and
Democratic Parties, both of which have
an eye on the South, several speakers
repeated the theme that both parties
were derelict over civil rights. The his-
torie victories won had been won by the

Negro community itself, the hard way,
and with NAACP backing. Yet it seems
as if, election year or not, there will be
no eivil-rights legislation in this Con-
gress, and that no forthright plank will
he- adopted at either convention that
would read racist politicians out of
either party.

Among the highlights of the conven-

-
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tion were the speeches made at evening
mass meetings, held prior to, in-between
and after the business sessions. These
drew between 5000 to 10,000 people, the
highest fizure on the last day and the
concluding address by the Executive Sec-
retary.

Other main addresses were by Thur-
good Marshall as keynoter, Martin King
(reporting on Alabama), A. Philip Ran-
dolph (on Negroes and the labor move-
ment), plus the political spectacle of
dual denunciation by Scott and Yates of
their opponent’s respective Democratic
and Republican Parties.

KING'S PHILOSOPHY

King’'s speech—that of a 27-year-old
new national figure in the NAACP—was
very well received, as he explained his
adherence to the “philosophy of non-vio-
lent resistance.”

“It is the expression of a mew and
creative method which might be added
to the several methods which we must
use Eo make integration a reality.”
. Wherever segregation exists we must
be willing to rise up in mass and protest
courageously against it. [ realize that
this type of courage means suffering and
sacrifice. It might mean going to jail. If
such is the case we must honorably fill
up the jail houses of the South, It might
even lead to physical death. But if such
physical death is the price that we must
piy to free our children from a life of
permanent psychological death, then
nothing could be more honorable. This is
really the meaning of the method of pas-
sive resistance. It confronts physical
force, namely soul foree.”

The strong response to King by this
aodience reflected more than simply ree-
ognition of the effect of economic boycott
as pruciiced in earlier struggles—such as
the successful "Dont Spend Your Money
Where You Can't Work™ Chicago cam-
poign of the 19205, The positive content
of this approach consists in the fact that
it invelves mass actién, not merely court
cases.

LABOR AND NEGROES

There is obvious resistance to this new
philosoph}' within the NAACP national
leadership, based partly upon the use of
traditional legal-work methods, tempered
by a more cautious but positive response
to it as being one more instrument which
was effective under some circumstances
but which was not necessarily a general
course. There are ecircumstances, Roy
Wilkins said in an interview, where a
counter-boyeott might be disastrous to
the Negroe community. The convention
itself referred the guestion back to the
national leadership for further review.

‘A, Philip Randolph made a very strong
speech emphasizing the economic basis
for segregation in the South, calling
upon the Negroes to tie in their lot with
the labor movement, with which nine-
tenths of all Negroes has a natural ai-
liance in terms of occcupation. He cited
the  AFL-CI(0’s national support to their
cause—however imperfectly implemented
—in comparison with the utter absence
by any employers' organization of a pro-
civil-rights stand.

“Verily, not only will the cause of
labor's rights and Negroes' and other
minorities” rights be fundamentally
served by organized labor and the Negro
recognizing their common and mutual
interests, but it will help make and keep
America strong and free"

Thurgood Marshall’'s keynote address
was a synopsis of what had been done
and the lines of future action. He empha-
sized the determination of the NAACP
to o ahead in pressing legal cases in the
eight Southern states that remained in-
transigently opposed to carrying out the

Supreme Court’s decision, although ne-
wotiations for desegregation advances
were possible in the other nine Southern
states as a first resort.

He noled the increased support the
Negroes were getting in the fight for
equality as a result of their progress,
but warned that “As this small minority
of Southern politicians get smaller and
gmaller, they become more and more
ruthless,” and that remaining battles
would not be easy,

= It is necessary to report briefly also on
some impoftant organizational and ideo-
logical points raised here which continue
to concern the NAACP as its fight goes
on,

DEMOCRACY

First, there iz the problem of internal
democracy, which came upon the floor
via an attempt to amend the Constitution
s0 as to re-direct a percentage of funds
going directly into the National Office
back to the local branches, which gener-
ally deduct this amount on the way.

Apart from the relativelv non-contro-
versial point itself, it appeared that the
convention did not have the authortty to
amend its Constitution—at least its “Na-
tional” or “Blue Book™ Constitution, as
distinet from its *“White Book™ or
branch constitution. Only the National
Executive can alter this, if the conven-
tion wishes to recommend such a step.
{This Board of Directors is selected by
referendum vote from the slate named
by a Nominating Committee selected by
the convention—four votes—and by the
Board of Directors—three votes.)

But as o result of the very reol accomp-
lishments of the NAACP os the organiza-
tion of the Megro community in its long
struggle for civil rights, and given a
change in character of the organization as
a result of mass participation and strug-
gles, plus the hopes for on increase of
mémbership to 400,000 by the 1957 De-
troit convention, this membership will no
doubt be Increasingly dissatisfied with the
present arrangement. The "top down"
character of the MNAACP—identical in
many ways with other "good cause” lib-
eral organizations—will continue to be
@ bone of contention, and o target for
healthy rank-and-file opposition.

One of the reasons often cited for
justifying bureaucratic methods has been
the fear of Stalinist infiltration—adrmit-
tedly a real danger. Thiz was referred to

at length on the convention-floor:as-well
as from the platform, and an anti-Com-
munist resolution was amended to pro-

_vide for the exclusion of members of

“Communist-front groups,” as well as
the CP, Kluxers, and White Citizens
Council members. Although less jittery
elements on the floor urged dissociation
from such groups and careful ward
against,them, as against exclusion, this
amendment was overwhelmingly support-
by the delegates following its recommend-
ation from Los Angeles.
tion to this problem, given the nature of
A practical and more democratie solu-
the NAACP as a non-political mass or-
ganization of limited aims (similar to
AVC), would be to oppose any positions
of influence for Stalinist candidates (as
officers, for instance) without excluding
any members for beliefs or outside or-
ganizational attachments. i

YOUTH WORK

Another point that should be men-
tioned was the convention’s failure to
adopt a position favoring civil liberties
as well as civil rights. With the NAACP
itself having to function through a
“front group” in Alabama (the Alabama
Christian Movement for Human Rights),
because it has been outlawed there, the
lesson would appear obvious on the link
between the two-issues.

Instead the NAACP selected only
those narrow points on the civil-liberties
front where Negroes are particularly
affected, such as the disproportionate
firing of janitorial personnel in the gov-
ernment loyalty and security program.

One of the more positive resolutions
passed called for an increased emphasis
on youth work for future NAACP success:

“Every active branch [is to] establish
a yvouth council by the 48th annual con-
vention of the Association” and “steps
[are to] be taken looking forward to the
establishment of state conferences of
youth eouncils and college chapters in
all states where they do not now exist”—
these to have youth advisors on the state
level as at the branch-council level.

If implemented, thiz would alter the
presant relationship of 251 youth coun-
cils and 61 college chapters to 1080 regu-
lar branches. In the whole Western
states area, for example, there are only
two college chapters (one at UCLA)
and 23 youth couneils, as ecompared ‘with
76 branches. L L

The convention, in short, was one by
a movement which was looking ahead to
growth and accomplishment, though only
through a hard and determined fight. It
did not think in terms of relaxation, such
as took place immediately after the 1954
Supreme Court decision, because the
delegates knew that even achievement of
the legal goals by 1963 would not be the
final victory but only the signal to
struggle for full implementation.

LY

Formosa vs. Chiang Kai-shek

We think the following item—entitled
“4 Formosan Third Force?'—from the
London Eeconomist (March 17) will in-
terest LABOR ACTION readers, in view of
the fact that we stand for self-determi-
nation for Formaosa (ie, for the For-
wosan people, as against the Chiang
Kai-gshek regime occupying the island).
But we do not kwow anything further
about the interesting developments re-
ported.—ED. A

The one thing on which Mao Tse-tung
and Chiang Kai-shek agree is that the
people of Formosa should not be encour-
aged to ask for self-determination. The
seven million Formosans can make out
a claim to be distinguished from the
mainland Chinese as good as that of,
say, the people of Ceylon in relation to
India, and have never taken a mainlan_d
government to their hearts. There is
good reason to believe that, given a free
choice, they would opt for independence;
their island is more prosperous than the
Chinese provinces across the strait; it is
more viable than many a small Asian
state. In 1947 they rose against the new-
ly installed Nationalist garrison, and
although the rising was brutally sup-
pressed the hope of independence was
not, completely extinguished.

The sizeable community of Formosans
in Japan has issued a declaration of in-
dependence and inaugurated a govern-
ment in exile, which draws its “legiti-

macy” from a Formosan congress held in
Tokyo last year by the *Democratic In-
dependence Party” headed by the exiled
Dr. Liae Tsu-yi. The embarrassed Japa-
nese government explained that it had
no power to forbid these activities, al-
though it did prevent the Formosan
youth corps {rom staging a march
through Tokyo. Japan’'s embarrassment
is natural, for beth WNationalist and
Communist Chinese reactions have been
sharp, The mainland press has unani-
mously denounced Dr. Liai as a traitor
and his movement as an American plot,
and meetings have been held in Peking
and Shanghai to warn all Formosans in
China against him.

If the Peking government takes the
new developments so seriously, it seems
strange that they have attracted little
attention from the various proponents
of Formosan separatism, including the
British Labor Party. When the Labor
delegation headed by Mr, Attlee visited
China in 1953, it took up with Chou En-
lai the idea that Formosa might decide
its own future, perhaps -after a period
of international trusteeship. Peking's
response was to describe any suth idea
as “putrid.” At the time, there certainly
seemed to be no visible foundation on
which an independent Formosan policy
might be built, for the Nationalists had
silenced all local opposition in the island.
Do these events in Tokyo alter the pros-
pect? '

—FEconomist
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Death Penalty for the ste” of lord&?

By OWEN ROBERTS

London, July 12

The House of Lords, upper chamber of Parliament, is not normally
densely populated. In its cathedral-like atmosphere of carved paneling,
stained-glass windows and red benches, it is usually difficult to co_unt
a muster of 50 peers of the realm. The remainder of their lords:ahlps,
some T50, are too busy attending to affairs of finance and business,
country estates or socialite gatherings to exercise their constitutional

right of dabbling in the affairs of
state and government.

There are, however, odd occa-
sions when the belted earls, noble
lords, bishops and archbishops
turn out in force. This happens
when the House of Commons, the lower
c¢hamber composed of elected representa-
tives, has passed a measure which comes
into conflict with the finer feelings of the
unelected members of the House of Lords.
Then, with the bleod of their illustrious
ancestors pounding fiercely through
- their wveins, the peers of the realm turn
out by the hundreds in an endeavor to
{rustrate the will of the commoners.

‘Earlier this week the House of Lords
gave a demonstration of its strength and
determination on such oceasions. Amost
half their number attended for two days
in order to toss overboard a bill that had
survived three readings in the House of
Commons and was therefore presented,
in accordance with constitutional pro-
cedure, to the House of Lords before be-
coming law;

The bill was the Death Penalty (Aboli-
tion) Bill intreduced into Parlioment laost
November by Laborite MP Sydney Silver-
man,

The bill was a Private Member's Bill,
which means that it was prepared and
piloted through the House of Commons

by Silverman as an individual, to remove
the death penalty from the statute bgok.
The government, aware of the feelings
on the matter, allowed free votes im the
House of Commons—which means that
the government MPs, the Tories, were
allowed to vote as their conscience die-
tated and not in accordance with the
feelings of the government itself, Labor
MPs also voted without instructions from
the party whips.

Because of this free vote the bill got
through all its readings in the House of
Commons in spite of the fact that it.was
opposed by the government. Enough Tory
MPs were sufficiently oppused to capital
punishment to vote with Silverman, and
most of the other Laborite members, to
push the bill through. Then came the
crucial time for it to attempt a passage
through the House of Lords.

When observers saw the huge gather-
ing of members in the House of Lords
they felt certain that the bill would be
defeated—and it ‘was. By 288 votes to
95 the Lords tossed the bill out. )

The majority was composed of a quegr
assortment of peers including the Lord
Chief Justice, the Bishop of Rochester,
Viscount Montgomery of Alamein (one-
time Field Marshal Montgomery of
desert warfare fame) and Earl Alexand-
er of Tuniz (another wirtime army

Steel Strike

By EMIL MODIC _
) Pittsburgh, July 16

What is a steel strike like? Certainly
the present one is relatively calm and
quiet,

Statements and counter-statements
have been few. There is no well-drama-
tized issue. No special attempt has been
made by the United Steelworkers to ggt
the men “up” for the strike or to win
the sympathy of the public.

It iz true that McDonald has made &
television appearance and that the com-
panies have made several radio addres-
ses and placed some full-page ads in
“dailies in steel towns. But ‘all in all,
things are quiet. .

In that respect, a steel strike nowa-
days is rather like a coal strike,

Coal miners live usually in commun-
ities of their own, away from the rest qf
the population, away dfrom 13ourgems
‘pressure of daily papers, white-collar
neighbors, hostile merchants, and the
Jlike. Because their industry is extrac-
tive, it is almost 'never located in big
cities, They live to themselves; the mer-
chants who serve them are dependent on
them and therefore “go along"”; their
solidarity is real and physical and con-
tiguous. It is not as necessary to get
them “up” for a strike as is the case with
the electrical or auto or other unions.

To a great extent, steel is the same
way.

Steel mills are almost always located
gn the edge of towns or in mill towns.
They require huge water supplies and
large acreages and good rail or water
transportation. They are communities of
their owmn.

Steel workers do not really live in
Pittsburgh, for examplé; they live in
Homestead or Braddoeck or Duguesne,
little close-knit towns, off the main track,
huddled on the flats of rivers or stacked
up the hills along the Mofiogahela or
Ohio valleys. Pressure is not so great on
them. Merchants give credit during
strikes; public utilities and rental agen-
cies are lenient. .

There is another similarity befween a
steel strike and a coal strike. It is obvi=
ous; the steel workers' union was organ-
ized by the United Mine Workers,

David McDonald used to be an uﬂq.ce
employee of the Mine Workers, and tries

‘titans of

Marks Time

to pattern himself after Lewis—'"the
industry have labored and
brought forth a louse.”

It was notorious for years that all of
the top officials of the Steelworkers were
ex-miner leaders, and that situation still
obtains to a considerable extent, There-
fore, the steel workers, like the miners,
are closer to “pure and simple” unionism
than the UAW or the IUE. (The force
of events has driven the Mine Workers,
the Steelworkers, and any number of
other unions away from “pure and sim-
ple”
remarkahble series of UMMW hospitals, for
example, But the evolution has heen re-
sisted.)

MUTED STRUGGLE

There is another aspect to the rela-
tive calm of the present strike. It is
rooted in the deliberate philosophy and
policy of class - collabgoration which
Murray initiated and MecDonald has car-
ried to great lengths,

Psychologically, McDonald, the man in
the Brooks Brothers suit, is very close
to the steel titans. In effect, so far as
negotiations are concerned, they have
agreed to disagree. McDonald does not
really distrust management, and they do
not.hate and fear him as GM does Reu-
ther, for example.

They act on the assumption that six
months frem now, they will again be tour-
ing plants together om joint good-will
tours, The steel titans do not want to
destroy McDonald, and he does not want
to humble them. Both sides act cccord-
ingly; the feeling is ftransmittd to the
staff and the ranks.

A month from now, things may not he
that way, but that's the way' they are
now.

For the time being, the strike suits the
companies. As the union has said in a
letter to all members, steel inventories
are so high that if there were no strike,
steel workers would be laid off in the
fall and would lose work, anyway.

The companies will use the strike to
further jack up the price of steel. Al-
ready, steel wholesalers are raising
prices to small manufacturers. When

basic steel raises its prices, many enst’

tomers will already be paying the higher
prices, s =

unionism, of course—witness the

chief), and an infinite variety of the re-
lics of the old English feudal aristocracy
coupled with the more recently created
barons of industry.

Although the Lords were exercising a
free vote, undirected by party affiliations,
the situation that hos arisem has once
again thrown epen the whole guestion-of
the role of the Houwse of Lords and its
future in British government.

Under the Parliament Act of 1849 a
bill passed by the House of Commons but
rejected by the Lords becomes law, with-
out further reference to the Lords, if it
onee again passes through the House of
Commons. The question now is: Will the
government allow the time and the fa-
cilities for the bill to be re-passed
through the House of Commons?

PILEMMA

The government is poised on the horns
of a dilemma. It has clearly stated,
through its spokesmen during the debates
in both Houses, that it does not like the
bill and advises its rejection. The House
of Commons ignored the government's

adviee and passed the bill. The House of -

Lords followed the government's advice
and rejected the hill. If the government
follows the dietum that the wishes of the
House of Commons, as an elected cham-
ber, must prevail, it must allow the bill
to go through the Commons. once again
so that it may become law without again
going to the Lords. If, becanse of its dis-
like of the bill, it does not provide the
opportunity for its passage through the
Commons, it lays itself wide open to the
charge that it is using the House of
Lords to override the wishes of the elect-
ed chamber,

Sydney Silverman, himself a lawyer
and master of the constitutional set-up
of Parliament, put the issues clearly in
a statement issued after he had seen his
bill flattened by the Lords. He said that
the government was left to choose be-
tween the Lords and the Commons:

“No government in our eountry has
any:right to govern without enjoying the
confidence of the House of Commons.
That iz basic to our constitution. The
government wmust therefore constitu-
tionally prefer the Commons' decision to
the Lords' decision where they are in
conflict, and therefore afford all proper
facilities and support under the Parlia-
ment Act to see that the Hovse of Com-
mons gets its way, Meanwhile, every
execution from now on will take place,
if it does take place, in defiance of the
considered view of the House of Com-
mons.”

So far no word has been forthcoming
Afrom the government concerning its in-
tentions. The day after the Lords’ de-
cision was known, a cabinet meeting was
held at which it is believed the situation
was discussed. But no statement has yet
been issued.

TO THE SCAFFOLD

Meanwhile the straws in the wind, as
indicated by press comment, point to the
row that is likely to blow up over the
position of the House of Lords. In an
editorial comment the Daily Herald,
Labor's official newspaper, had this to
say: ]

"Bravely, and with touching dignity, the
House of Lords marches to the scaffold.
By rejecting the bill to abolish capital
punishment and once again refusing to
bow fo the will of the elected Commons,
the House of Lords puts its own coronet
in the noose. Abolition of the peers’ hered-
itary power of obstruction becomes a
live political issue." )

The Herald said that the constitution-
al issue was coming to a head and that
it was time that the Labor Party worked
out-its poliey:

“To put up with an hereditary House
of Lords is obviously nonsensical. But
when it is swept away, the arguments
for and against the usefulness of a see-
ond, revising chamber will need more
consideration than Labor has given
them.”

The current issue of the Bevanite
weekly Tribune also carries a strong
demand for the abolition of the House
of Lords. Recalling that the House of
Lords has a history which includes
fizhting for tHe retention of death by
slow torture and strangulation, child
labor in mines and factories, the slave

L

trade and—only a few years ago—flogg-
ing, Tribune says that its latest action
should put Paid to all plans to prolong
the life of the upper house, X

"Labor," says Tribune, "must state
clearly that the House of Lords has thrown
away its last claim to survival. The néxt
election program should include a propes-
al for its abolition,"

Surveying the procession of “the halt,
the lame, the deaf, the obscure, the senile
and the forgotten—the hereditary peers
of England” who gathered to defeat Sil-
verman's bill, the weekly New Statesman
and Nation says that the House of Lords
may have delayed abolition of hanging
“but it has hastened its own abolition.”

LABOR DIVIDED

The Tory section of the British press,
which has supported hanging in almost
monolithie unity, is endeavoring to pooh=
pooh the idea of any constitutional issyes
arising. Said Lord Kemsley's Daily Tele-
graph: “Some may be tempted to de-
seribe the Lord’s refusal to abolish the
death penalty for murder as a slap ‘in
the face for democracy. It would be fool-
ish judgement, but in this emotional con-
troversy all things are possible.” :

The Daily Mail, organ of another Tory
press Jord (Lord Rothermere), sail'd:
“Now we may expect a cry of Peers ver-
sus People, This would not only be false
but would do harm to the community.” .

For some time now it has been known
that Lord Salisbury, government leader
in the Lords, has been touting ‘the idea
of some sort of reformed House of Lords
behind the scenes. His plans are believed
to include schemes for replacing some of
the “backwoods” peers by “elder states-
men” in order ta give the Lords the
fagade of a more democratic assembly.

The Lobor Party itself is divided on th
issue. Some are known to be in faver of
reforming the House of Lords on the basis
of part elected members by the House of
Commons and part drawn from: the exis}-
ing peers. Others are thought to be in
some degree supporting Lord Salisbury’s
plans. Yet another section is in favor of
the complete obolition of the second
chamber and is opposed to any ideas of
referming it on the grounds that this will
anly pralong its life unnecessarily. s

All of the views are likely to be tested
in-debate now -that the Lords has once,
again raised the question of its owh
existence. 3

To Debate CP?

ok Philadelphia, July 16

The Philadelphia branch of the Inde--
pendent Socialist League has sent a chal-
lenge to the local Communist Party to
debate the question “Is Russia a Social-
ist Society?” Because of recent conversas
tions with several Communist Party fol-
lowers there is some possibility that the
CP will accept the challenge, ;
In issuing the invitation the local ISL

‘clearly indicated that the debate woual

be held only on terms agreeable to bo
organizations. £

L {'_
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OPINIONS AND DISCUSSION:

‘More on the Socialist Party Convention

The writer of the followsing letter was
one of the leaders of the leftawing group
at the Socialist Party convention recent-
1y reported in LA. 2

To the Editor:

I -have just finished reading your re-
ports on the Socialist Party convention,
carried in the June 25 and July 2 issues
of LABOR AcTION. You obviously attempt-
ed to report the convention in an objec-
tive and fraternal way. However even
the best of reporters will make mistakes
and certainly there are points where
your reports are in errvor. It is to present
a more completé view of the Socialist
Party as reflected in its 30th- National
Convention that I am writing.

For one thing it is not true that the

" Socialist Party is still losing ground. In
the past two years our paid membership
has. increased at least 15 per cent and
our loeals are definitely on a firmer foot-
ing than they were two yedrs ago. This
in no way minimizes our very real weak-
ness—something which we share in com-
mon with' the ISL—but it is simply to
point out that the party is ne longer in
the process of disintegration. Our mem-
bership, incidentally, is considerably
higher than your estimate in the June
25 LA,

“Regarding the formation of the party's
present left wing, it is certainly strain-
ing logic to assume that the split in
YPSL that occurred in 1953 explains the
subsequent rise within the party of a
Yeft opposition. (While it is true the
shift to the right at the 1954 party con-
vention spurfed a stronger organization
of-left elements within the party, it is
highly doubtful if the shift to the right
can be attributed to the resignation of
YPSL members in ‘63.) Actually I think

a' much stroriger case can be made out

for saying that the resignations of left
elements from YPSL and the consequent
dizintegration of what remained of
YPSL took out of the party some princi-
pled—if ‘somewhat irresponsible—youth
who could have heen of tremendous value
in building a stronger left opposition and
building it sooner. '

You also gave the impression that the
Committee for a Soecialist Program—the
group around which the leit opposition
has solidified—i%s essentially a California
group. It is true the CFSP was formed
in Califernia, but well over a year ago
it had become the dominant force in sev-
eral: locals outside of California (not
merely in Chicago), the majority of its
members were outside of California, and
two of the three CFSP floor leaders at
the convention came from outside of
California.

CONTINUE TO EXPLORE

On the question of unity I deeply re-
gret that the party did not invite the
ISL to participate in a discussion with
various other socialist groups on the
guestion of unity. However it is signifi-
cant that the question was raised and
given a full debate within the party. It
is significant that those who opposed

 ipviting the ISL did so in generally
moderate language. It takes a long time
for old wounds to heal, for old angers to
die and be forgotten. The important
thing to remember—for all of us in both
the party and the ISL—is that both of
our groups are part of the democratic
socialist community,

There are of course those in both of
our organizations who are either “ultra-
left purists” or “ultra-right sectarians,”
but I firmly believe that politically re-
spomsible socialists must continue to ex-
plore areas of agreement between our
organizations and with other orpaniza-
tions as well. There is every reason to
balieve such exploration will continue to
take place.

It is for this reason that I am grateful
for the tone with which LA reported the
convention, for while you say that the
ISL's “militant socialism has no sec-
tarianism ‘in it,” this is, I think, a sub-
jective belief not entirely borne out by
past experience and events.

Turning now to the July 2 issue and
your comments on Algeria, 1 think you
should have greater confidence in the
8P’s membership than to feel it was
your duty “forcibly to bring before the
8P its socialist obligation in this mat-
ter.,” Without going into a long discus-
sion of this here, I think two points must

be made. The first is to vecognize our
understandable and I think essentially
healthy unwillingness to attack those we
consider to be comrades—i.e., the French
Socialist Party. Guy Mollet is a man
with a courageous and honorable record
and it is painful for us to face the
present reality. It is, I suspect, easier to
build a Democratic Socialist movement
with people who are slow to believe bad
reports of those they consider comrades,
than with people who are so speedy as
to seem almost eager to find points of
disagreement. Those who are slow to
anger may in the final analysis be most
firm in their stand when they do take it.

The second point is that even without
the “forcible” help of the [SL the matter
would have come before the convention,
Ineredible as it may seem to some in the
ISL who at times act as if their main
function in life was to safegnard the
morality of the Socialist Party, resolu-
tions were heing prepared even before
the May 28 comment in LA about our
socialist duty. The comrades in the ISL
may rest assured that if the NEC should
make the error of emasculating the
resolution we passed it will doubtless go
‘to referendum. N

You implied in reporting on resolu-
tions that things were steam-rollered
through, To some extent this is true—we
were badly pressed for time. But since
both Jack Cypin and I had sat on the
Resolutions Committee, the resolutions
which Sam Friedman was rattling off so
quickly were ones on which all of us on
the Resolutions Committee had agreed.
We had agreed in advance that contro-
versial. resolutions would come at the
end of such virtually undebatable resolu-
tions as those against Franco, juvenile
delinquency, etec.

I think a better point—and one which
vou did not raise though I have heard it
since. from . others in the ISL and ap-
preciated its merit—is that the failure
to distribute mimeographed copies of
all resolutions to.every delegate at the
convention (and if possible some time
in advance) made it difficult to debate
the gquestions . with .any real political
logic. “This ‘wa# certainly a mistake on
our part and will be fully corrected at
the next convention.

LEFT WING'S APPROACH

Just a point on-electorial action. You
said the left wing supported electoral
action. No quite so. Two of the three
CFSP floor leaders opposed it strongly
and our group was clearly split on it.
My own position was that it would be
healthy for the party not to run a ticket
and thus open up its mind to somewhat
less of a parliamentary approach to
demoecratic socialism (at least to the ex-
tent of recognizing the struggle for so-
cialism is far deeper than simply a
struggle for votes),

I have not attempted to write a second
report of the convention but only to cor-
rect some mistakes which I found in
your own report. These things, however,
I would add:

Our left wing is, as you noted, loyal
to the party, (This should be obvious,
but it is still good for all involved to
recognize that there are no splits about
to occur.) The left wing controlled about
one-third of the convention votes, and
about one-half of the active party locals,
We do not view our right-wing opposi-
tion as being people who should be
‘thrown out of the party, but as comrades
with whom we have every desire and
intention of working. Both viewpoints
together will build a militant and united
Socialist Party. We have serious polit-
ical disagreements with them, and those
will be fought out within the party. This
conflict of political positions will con-
tinue to take place in an organizational
framework which our experience has
taught us is basically demoecratic.

The errors and mistakes made at the
convention were due to our inexperience
and youth—not to any monolithie or un-
demoeratic *“old guard.” Many things
were not done that should have been done.
But this convention represented a dis-
tinet gain for the left wing—not simply
a gain that had to be taken “very rel-
atively” as you state in LA. Certainly
the fact that a Third Camp resolution
came within two votes of having a ma-
jority is of extreme importance. The
left wing and the party as a whole were
strengthened by the comvention.

The party’s platform is moderate but
it is basically good. We are able to sup-
port it actively. We hope every member
of the ISL and every reader of L4 will
obtain a copy and that they will read it
with a less jaundiced eye than usual—
looking for theose areas where we have
common agreement. Our goal as the left
wing of the party remains that of achiev-
ing the working unity of all Democratic
Socialist forces. One step toward that
goal might well be the ISL's support of
the party's ticket in this coming election.

Fraternaliy,
Davip McREYoLDS

We're exceedingly glad to have Com-
rade McReynolds” views on the SP con-
vention and on unity. And thanks to him
for his correction on how the left-wingers
voted on electoral action; on the other
purely factual points he discusses, I
would myself let stand what | wrote,
though it is natural that there should
honestly be different estimates on some
of these points. Most important, we
would like to wrgently invite other So-
cialist Party comradés, not to speak of
Lasor AcrtioN readers, to avail them-
selves of our space to discuss the ques-
tions that McReynolds has brought up.
There are few things more important,
in our own opinion, than exploring the
possibilities of a sincere and healthy so-
cialist unity.

HAL DrAPER

SPOTLIGHT

*[Continued from page 1]
ence in literary style or in a few deg‘Res
right or lefl of center, . .. These two men
« .« still appeal to the same broad, middle-
of-the-road, fundamentally anti-radical
bulk of the American people.”

Humanity waited until 1956 te pro-
duce a leading intellectual organ which
would advise the Thinking People of the
nation to vote for.a presidential eandi-
date on the basis of his eminently su-
perior digestive traet.

L ]
Two Cheers

As we've noted before, the space we
have been devoting to the ISL's Wash-
ington hearing has crowded out comment
on many current events. We have not,
for example, adequately commented on
a few good civil-liberties developments.

For one thing, we are happy that Carl
Braden's infamous prison sentence was
thrown out by the Kentucky Court of
Appeals, on the basis of the Supreme
Court's decision (in the Steve Nelson
case) reserving exclusive federal jurisdie-
tion dver sedition laws.

For another: it was a good thing
that the Social Seco¥ity Administration
was reversed on denving their pensions
to a number of Communist Party leaders
or their wives.

At last available!

The SECOND volume
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THE FIRST
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OF THE
COMMUNIST

INTERNATIONAL
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EADERS TAKE
THE FLOOR

Anybody Know Anything
More About This?

To the Editor:

Readers of LABOrR AcTION may be in-
terested in learning ahout the latest
developments which appear to be taking
place in the Cochranite tendeney organe-
ized around the American Socialist. This
group it will be recalled, originated in a
faction fight and split in the Cannonite
Socialist Workers Party in 1953, in
which the Cochranites took an even more
pro-Stalinist line than the SWP does.
Since then this tendency has continued
in the direction of further ideological
capitulation to Stalinism.

While the exact details of the curfent
situation are not yet known to this
writer, reliable reperts indicate that a
group has arisen inside the Cochranites
that stands for entry iito the CP. This
group, which is headed by M, Bartell,
appears to be further divided over the
question of whether they should organ~
izationally enter the ranks of Stalimism
quietly as individuals, or whether they
should enter as a group through formal
negotiations with the Communist Party.

The current development seems to be
an outgrowth of a dispute which took
place in Cochranite ranks some six
months ago. At that time a faction in
this tendemey ecriticized the leadership
for its exclusive interest in publishing a
magazine and its neglect of organization-
al work. Exactly whal organizational
activity this faction was proposing could
not be learned. The Bartell group appears
to be an outgrowth ‘of this faction, it
having decided that the organizational
activity it desires is the obliteration of
the last remaining lines between itself
and reactionary Stalinism.

There is some confusion as to whether
or not the Bartell group has already
formally split from the Cochranities. One
report reaching this writer claims that it
has done so and is already pursuing its
line of entry into the CP; another states
that the split has net yet been consum-
mated. The existence of the Bartellitends
ency on 2 line of entry into the CP,
however, seems certain.

If true, this development constitutes
tragic news. That a group of Trotsky-
ists, or former Trotskyists, should draw
these organizational conclusions from
the political line of the Pablo wing of the
Fourth International, which in itself is
an extension of the Cannonite position,
is further testimomy to the pernicious
falseness of that line and position. Near-
ly thirty years after the break with Stal-
inism by the American Trotskyists, a
wing of that movement repudiates its
history and, drawing logical organiza-
tional conclusions from its politics, re-
turns to the CP. What a commentary on
the politics of “orthodox-Trotskyism "
What a shambles the epigones of Trot-
gky have made of :a movement that was

organized on the basis of fighting
against counter-revolutionary Stalinism,

B. MULLIGAN
o«
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FIVE CENTS

THE FAILURES OF AMERICAN EDUCATION

Last week, Challenge reported the sell-out of both the Democrats
and Republicans on the school bill. But Washington's refusal to act on
the problem of education is not confined to this one major case; it also
extends to a critical area of American life, that of higher education.

A decade or so ago, only 10 per cent of American youth enrolled
in college. In the period since then, there has been a tremendous increase
in the number of students who continue their education affer high

school. The GI Bill right after
World War II accounted for a huge
influx, and this continues in a se-
verely modified form with the vet-
erans program of today.

But the really basic factor has
been a considerable increase in popula-
tion coupled with some sixteen years of
prohperlty Today, 31 per cent of Amer-
jca’zs youth attend college, and if the
present trend continues (this is based,
to a considerable extent, upon the devel-
opment of the economy), American edu-
cators expect 40 or 45 per cent to be in
college in 1975.

Czechs Clamp Down
On Student Rebels

The Czech Communist Party has
moved against those students who J.ecent-
ly took the slogans of “democrahzahon
seripusly. The students,- as reported in

Challénge previously, took the opportun=’

ity to hold meetings, write resulutmns
condemning aspects of the regime’s de-
nial of academic freedom, and even won
a minor point when they got the Russian
flag vemoved from a building in Prague.

There have already been indications
that the party was moving against these
acts of criticism. In the June 21 issue
of France-Observatewr, some more in-
formation on this clamp-down was made
available.

At the National Conference of the
Czech Communist Party, Novotny, one
of the official reporters, made a sharp
attack on the Second Congress of
Writers, charging them with an ‘im-
foral intervention” inte their country’s
political life. (The “immoral interven-
tion” was speaking up even if ever so
softly.)

He then turned to the youth. He dwell-
ed on the fact that “the majority of the
students were not of working-class
origin,” and thén went on to say that
“reactionary elements ‘had abused the
right of critieism in order to transform
the students into their instruments.”

A little later, the "reactionary’ charac-
ter of the student octivity was spelled
out, Kopecky denounced the youth of
Prague and Bratislava for having adopted
resolutions ™contoining provocative
points, hostile to the party and to the
regime.” The "working eclass,”
would not allow the discussion of reac-
tionary, idealistic thoughts “without con-
trol.”

This is in line with the Stalinist re-
pression throughout their empire, an-
other example of he fear which grips the
regime when it faces the slightest bit of
free ecriticism: And the criticism in ques-
tion, it must be noted, was mot revolu-
tionary; i.e., it did not propose the over-
throw of either government or party;
rather it demanded reforms within the
structure of Czech Stalinism, (It is, of
course, wrong to look at this as simply
a rveform movement, however; as Cthe

Stalinists recngmze any assertion of the-

rlght to criticize in a Stalinist country
js indeed implicitly revolutionary.)

An additional point of interest: the
students involved in the demonstrations
seem to have been sparked by youth from
the Institute of Pedagogy, that is, the
future teachers of Czechoslovakia.

he said,

The social consequenéés of this change
are great, Many jobs which once required
4 high sthool diploma now demand a de-
gree. In certain fields, especially science
and engineering, even the increase in
the number of graduates has been un-
able to keep pace with the needs of an
industry which has been growing and
growing on the basis of a war economy
and eredit boom.

One result has been that buosiness has
entered the academic world and has osed
ils financial power to ensure that the oni-
versities will be favorably dispesed to
filling their requirements.

But America’s higher education sys-
tem remains uneven, Selection is still on
a class basis, even though college has
been made possible for a wider grouping
of students, And in the technical fields,
the refusal of Amlerican society to see
education as a social problem has led to
a severe crisis.

This ia usually recognized in Cold War
terms—the Russians are producing more
engineers, physicists, mathematicians,
ete.—~but its implications go far beyond
that.

Earlier this year, President Eisen-
hower appointed a committee to go into
this problem. In doing so, he was acting
upon the recommendations of the 1955
sessions of the White House Conference
on FEducation. Significantly enough, the
Eisenhower group was heavily weighted
with businessmen. Its head is Devereux
C. Josephs.

. NO PLANNING

Bul the Congress looked down upon
even this modest effort. A subcommittee
of the House Appropriations Committee
réfnséd Joséphs and his colleagues a grant
of $300,000 to carry out iis job, and their
work HRas continoed only because of a
$75,000 handout from the president’s con-
tingency fund. The committee itsell feels
that it will require another $800,000 in
addition to the $300,000 which it can't get,
this to ondeértike a thorough investiga-
tion of the problem on the staie level.

Josephs, the committee head, is the

former chairman of the Carnegie Foun-

dation and now the executive head of a
large insurance company. This is how he
defines the problem:

“There has been no Lreal planning in
higher education. We know that 30 per
cent of the youth of college age go to
college. But what about the 70 per cent
who do not? Many of them go to techni-
cal schools, to proprietary institutes, to
post-high-school institutions that cannot
be ¢lassified as colleges, Shouldn't we ex-
amine this area of education?”

This emphasis upon planning is basic
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to the commitiee's approach—a case
where businessmen favor what the Right
ealls “ereeping socialism” because they
require it for their own good. Thus Jo-
sephs discussed the situation in terms of
threé basic problems: (1) the need of an
expanding economy for more trained
people; (2) the absence of any planning
with regard to higher education, particu-
larly in terms of handling the imminént
stampede at the admissions office;
the total ldck of a federal policy for
higher education.

It is net, of course, an aceident that
this conception of the situation is domi-
nated by a consciousness of the needs of
business, but it is interesting that the
failure of a capitalistically organized
educational system to provide for the
needs of capitalism brings the business-
men into the fray with a ery of . .,
eral planning.

The root of this problem, as we have
suggested before, is the fact that Ameri-
can education is still dominated by the
class organization of American society.
The ‘inability to pay still bars millions
and millions of youth from American col-
leges; the aspirations of those who have
the ability to pay still determine the
type of graduates who will preponderate
every June.

This has forced American business
into the field of edueation, On one level,
it has meant a sharp competition be-
tween various firms for the graduates in
technieal- fields. In- some cases, business-
men have attempted to get a favorable
reeruiting position at various universi-
ties by making contrlhutwus, endcwmg
chairs, ete.

JOSEPHS' CONCERN

But the Josephs committee is appreach-
ing the problem on a somewhat more sys-
tematic level. What it seeks is to have
the society as a whole bear the cost of
rationalizing the educational system along
lines which meet the needs of business.
The kind of “planning” which his remarks
suggest is clearly dominated by this ma-
jor consideration: to take the pressure off
Ameriean business. It is mot primarily
motivated by a concern for the needs of
American youth.

Even so, the Eisenhower Committee
cannot help but take certain welcome
steps. To begin with, the very fact that
the federal government is forced to seek
a policy and a plan is encouraging. And
secondly, even though this interest in
the American student would seem to be
business-motivated, nevertheless it will
have to move in the direction of making
access to higher edueation easier.

In this particular period of capitalism,
one of expansion and war economy, there
is a temporary coincidence of the social
value of making education available to
all and the business value of staffing
American companies with trained per-
sonnel.

Given this faet, Congress' inaction is
but another example of that body's negli-
genee of the problem of eduecation. At
the present writing (there is still hope
that the Eisenhower committee will re-
ceive its appropriation), Congress is not
even impressed by the demands of Amer-
ican business and the grave problem
which issues from the fact that Russia’s
totalitarian planning in the field of
education is providing an edge for Stal-
inism in the Cold War.

No one ean feel complacent about the
fact that the administration’s interest in
education, and that of the business com-
munity, is part of a larger trend in which
the academic world is falling more and
more under the sway of business. But
even worse is Congress’ procrastination
in doing anything about the manifold
problems of education in America wheth-
er it be primary or college-level.

(3) -

fed-’

17 Says No

The Labor Youth League has refused
the Young Socialist -League's challenre
to a debate on some topic which would
raise the question of Russian society
before American youth.

Indeed, it was only some month or s&
after the original letter had been semd
to the LYL that it replied and negoti-
ations began. During the negotiations,
the LYL representative continually
counterposed the notion of a “broad”
symposium, including various points of
view, and on some question (possibly
Russia, but mnot necessarily) which
would be of interest to a student aud-
ience,

The YSLers insisted that the +topic
should be Russio. They pointed out that
every young person who begins to come
toward socialism has-to make o decision
on whot he thinks of Russian society of
the very outset, and certainly when he
chooses an organizotion. The direct con-
frontation of two sharply oppased groups
such as the YSL and LYL would be of
tremendous benefit in this sitwation. .

Moreover, although the YSLers pojnt-
ed put that they did not reject a sympo-
sium, they kept noting that a symposium
was not the same thing as a Jdebate, that
it loses the clear statement. of. difference ..
which a debate prmrldes. iy

In all of this, there would seem to' be
more evidence of the LYL's.recent at-
tempt to broaden itself to the point of
becoming amorphous, part of its popu- .
lar-front Jline. The debate is seen as
“sectarian,” i.e. it confronts two polit-
ical points of view claiming to speak in
the name of socialism; but the sympo-
sium is of possible value, ie., it brings
in many speakers, it mutes confliets, it
gives a round-table air of cooperative-
ness.

This was also reflected in the fact that
the LYL insisted throughout the negotia-
tions that it has no “position” on Russia
offiieally. : N i

As pointed out before, the YSL is not
opposed to a symposium. But it remains
in favor of a debate, and the two are
different matters.

We still believe that it is incredible
that the LYLers furned down a chance to
defend their point of view before a youth
audicncé, that they ran oway from their
own politics. Incredible if certain échoes
from the post did not remind us that this
kind of opproock—alwoys a symposium
rather than a debote, o folk song rather
than internal discussion, efc.—is charace
teristic of the Popular Front.

All this aside, we still believe the LYL
should defend its position. Their rejee-

tion shows us how things are.
- 7

CALIFORNIA YSL
WEEKEND CAMP

PFEIFFER-BIG SUR STATE
PARK (Big Sur, Calif.)
JULY 28-29

Educational Program:

(1) Labor, the Negro People and the
Demoeratic Party,

(2) Poznan and the 20th Congress.
(3) Current Trends in American
Literatore.

Socials, Hiking, Fishing, Swim-
ming, Athletics, Sunshine
Registration: $4.50
Transporation from Los Angeles:$12
Write fo—Los Angeles YSL:
B939'%2 Santa Monica Blvd.
Berkeley YSL: 2181 Shattuck Ave.




Poge Six

AT THE ISL's WASHINGTON HEARING

BURNHAM PHILOSOPHIZES
ON SMEARS AND LIES

By HAL DRAPER

Washington, July 12

“You lie as part of your duty to your country,” yesterday explained
James Burnham, the government’s sole witness in this first hearing
< ever held on a “subversive.list” labeling case, that of the Independent

Sacialist League.

The hearing came to an end Wednesday with the morning session,
. making a day and a half of continuous examination for the McCarthyite

police agent whom the government
attorneys had fished out of the bot-
tom of the barrel at the last min-
ute. [For the day before, the Tues-
day session, see last week's LA—
Ed.]

Burnham's philosophy of lying
was expounded to the hearing after
probing questioning by ISL attorney
Joseph L. Rauh Jr. which succeeded bril-
Kantly in exposing Burnham as an habit-
ual smear-artist with little or no seru-
ples about inventing “subversivel’ con-
nections for political opponents.

Before this came up, however, two
other points were disposed of: Bumn-
ham's relations with the FBI; and his
political role as a McCarthyite.

It was Burnham who broached the
FBI question again in his first words on
the stand. He had changed his mind, he
told hearing examiner Morrissey, about
his refusal the day before to discuss his
dealings with the FBI; he was ready to
talk.

Asked by Rauh whether he "went to the
FEI" in 1940 "when you left these organi-
zations,” he replied no; and gave the same
answer for every year up to the preseit.
But then he volunteered that on occasions
“when seeing the FBI, 1 brought wp the
question of the political nature of . . . the
Shachiman group; that is to say. the initi-
ative in bringing it up was on my part.”
These occasions were in 1948, 1950 and
the winter of 1953.54.

Q—*So the FBI approached you about
this matter?”

A—“Yes”

Q—*“Then yon volunteered the infor-
mation about the Shachtman group?”

A—“Yes, in discussing it with the rep-
resentative.” -

He told the FBI men, he said, that the
organization was “Communist and Len-
inist.” . .

Q—“Why didn't you report it before
[1948]7"

A—41 didn't say I didn't report it to
the FBI before.” .

This was econfusing, but in any case
he now proceeded to testify that the FBI
had approached him to testify in the
then-imminent Minneapolis trial of So-
cialist Workers Party leaders, which he
had declined to do. )

Why then hadn't this patriot done his
duty to his country by reporting t}'ie dan-
gerous ‘‘subversives” if everything he
now says is true? The answer (not
stated by Burnham) seemed to be that

Heart Condition

e At one point in his examination
where Burnham was reeling on the
ropes in a vain attempt to invent
“three dozen friends” of Schlesinger’s
in the IPR, government attorney
Maddrix tried to come to the rescue
by raising technical objections which
would give his man a breathing-spell.
Rauh indignantly pointed out to the
examiner that he was mterrup'tmg
simply because his witness was ‘ob-
viously agitated.” Maddrix challenged
the description, for the record. “Well,
replied Rauh, “when a witness: goes
like this [business of hand to n':lt:ﬂ.l_tl')”,I
jaw workingl], he's obviously upset.
Maddrix’s refutation was not exactly
felicitous: “There is nothing to show
that Mr. Burnham is ‘obviously upset.
He may be suffering with a heart
condition. ...” He did mnot explain
what sort of heart condition gives one
the shakes on witness stands.

it took him. so many years to lose all
sense of shame.

RIGHT-WING RECORD -

Next Rauh took up the political view-
point from which Burnhom was testifying
os an "expert" on Communism. This of
course was at the heart of the matter,
since in essence Burnham was presenting
his own political opinians and views as
the sole buttress of the government's
shaky case. C;

On the very first day he had appeared,
on June 27, Burnham had testified that,
although he was mnot a member of any
party, it was “the position of Senator
Knowland” that he was closest to, When
asked “Would you say the same of Sen.
MeCarthy, for instance?” he had an-
swered, “I would say that I am an anti-
anti-McCarthyite.” }

On Tuesday Burnham was asked by
Rauh, “would it be fair to say that you
are a man who has come from the ex-
treme lelt wing of American political
life to the extreme right wing?” He de-
murred at the designation “right wing”
as “a little overstated”: “By extreme
right wing, people mean these fascist
and anti-Semitic organizations with
which my views have nothing whatever
in common. I would call my point of
view . . . conservative and American
traditionalist.”

Rauh pointed out that he was an edi-
tor of Buckley's National Review and
asked what, in his opinion, was more
right-wing than that. Burnham listed the
Freeman (under its present editors),
Human Ewvents, and the American Mer-
eury (under current editors). This men-
tion of the Mercury started off the quiz,
to be described below, on the last article
Burnham had written for the Mercury,
“The Case Against Adlai Stevenson”
{October 1952).

Yesterday (Wednesday) Rauh took up
Burnham's. work on the Notional Review,
via a consideration of the magazine's edi-
torials. The witness solidarized himself
with the general line of most of thesa:
bitter opposition to the Supreme Court
desegregation decision, together with
fierce reviling of the justices: a dim view
of minimum-wage laws in general; @ smear
at Hutchins; an attack on the UN for ques-
tioning the samctity of private property;
criticism _of the term “Bill of Rights" as
"misleading'’; sneers at 'globalist fanot-
ies"; support of Westinghouse's position
against the strikers; a kind word for the
McCarthyite movement; a blast ot "object
Eisenhowerism,” ete. =

His McCarthyite politics was laid on
the record.

ANTI-DEMOCRAT

One of these editorials led into a re-
lated subject. In the Dee. 21, 1955 issue,
an editorial had remarked “If there is a
justification of universal suffrage (and
we hope there is). .. ."”

Rauh noted this, and asked:

Q—*“Did you ever say that democracy
wouldn't work?"

A—*“Yes, democracy in the sense of
some definitions of 1t.”

Q—"What definitions . . .7"

- A_*"Well, demecracy, what I call the
Rousseauian sense, the expression of the
general will. Democracy in the practical
sense, as a system that involves suffrage,
rights of opposition, and so on, I believe
can work and obviously has worked.”

Rauh quoted from Burnham's book
The Machiavellians (p. 236): “‘Democ-
racy' is usually defined in some such
terms ag ‘self-government' or ‘govern-

ment by the people.’ Historical experi-
ence forces us to conclude that democ-
racy, in this sense, is impossible.”

Burnham said he agreed. Rauh gquoted
a little further along: “The theory of
democracy as self-government must,
therefore, be understood as a myth, for-
mula, or derivation.” Burnham again
agreed, and also okayed a passage read
from another book:

“, .. if we put the question in the popu-
lay form, ‘Will democecracy win? there
can be little doubt that the answer must
be Np. Democracy can never win., De-
moeracy always loses, because the forces
of demoeracy, in winning, cease to be
democratic. Those who want demoeracy,
Lherefore, musi be willing to lose." (This
was in 1941 when Burnham was predict-
ing the world victory of Germany.)

"SMART-ALEC"

A fourth passage was read, from The
Machiavellians : “The other error, typieal
of democratic theory, is that the masses,
the majority, can rule themselves, , , .”
Burnham agreed. .

By the fifth, however, he was boggling..
This came from his book The Struggle for
the Weorld, and was directed against "the
abstract, empty, sentimental rhetoric of
democratic idealism, established for us
first by Thomos Jefferson. This is for
speeches, conscience-soothing, and full-
dress occasions . . . Jeffersonian rhetoric
has no connection with reality . . ."—etc.

BurNHAM: “I believe that it appears
in one of my earlier works . . . I mention
this because [ would not altogether apree
with that...."”

Why wouldn't he agree with it? He did
not eriticize its idea: “I think it is-rather
smart-alee . , , it is rhetoric I find em-
harrassing now..,.”

Embarrassing indeed for a man who
was busy acting as a police agent
against socialists, presumably in defense
of that “meaningless” demoeracy which

“he had snickered at in his =o-enlightened

books about the inevitahility of oligarchy.

This was the only defender of demoe-
racy that the povernment could lure out
of the woodwork to testify against the

ISL. .

°
PERSONAL SMEARS

As mentioned gbove, an important line
of questioning opened up when Burnham
mentioned his October 1952 article, “The
Case Against Adlai Stevenson.” This
article, we must point out, was not one
of Burnham's professorial efforts. In it,
it was apparent, he had made a real ef-
fort to get way down into the gutter and
roll; it was a notable landmark in the
ex-managerial-revolutionist’s deseent to
the status of a hack writer of McCarthy-
ite smears. The bulk of the article con-
sisted of inmuendos purporting to link
up Stevenson's associates with Commu-
nists, alleged Comununists, Alger Hiss,
the Institute of Pacific Relations (IPR),
collectivism, Yalta, and every other bug-
bear of the Right. A particular target
was Arthur Schlesinger Jr., then Steven-
son's research director.

Dictatorship

e In the June 6 National Review, an
article by Burnham had referred to
“the Northeastern dictatorship that
has for so long ruled the nation™ in
the U. 8. On the stand he explained
what he meant by “dictatorship”:

“Well, the word is used as a kind of
metaphor. I don't think that there is
anyone who read it except possibly
yvourself who would have interpreted
it to mean dictatorship in the literal
sense of a violation of the structure
and forms of American democracy,
but a dictatorship rather in the sense
of a general social ascendancy and
political ascendancy.”

It would bhe interesting te have
Burnham’'s wversion of the semse in
which Marx used the term “dictator-
ship of the proletariat.”

Rouh. demonstrated that Burnham was
willing fo smear opponents without mak-
ing any effort to determine the truth.

First he read passages from the ar-
ticle illustrating its method of “linking”
Stevenson with Communism. Buornham
fell back on the elaim that he was merely
“noting objectively” that Stevenzon’s
“behavior and activities . . . might aid
Communism.” This was a patent untruth
since the whole article was written in
terms of adducing personal relations.

After a while Rauh came to the pas-
sage in which. Burnham had. fanned out
from Stevenson to the candidate's re-
search direetor, Schlesinger, and then in
turn to the latter's sister-in-law, who
was married to John K. Fairbank, who
in turn wag in the IPR and was accused
of being a Communist.

Burnham smugly told the hearing that
he wasn't “particularly suggesting any-
thing"—just recording interesting gene-
alogieal faets, it would seem.

A FRIEND INDEED

Then Rauh read from the article
where Schlesinger was linked with “his
friend William Remington, convicted of
perjury...."”

Q—“Would you kindly state where you
zot.the information or on what you hage
the information that Schiezinger was.a
friend of William Remington?” e

A—"T don’t reeall. Might well haw
been from hearing him [Schlesinger]
say so, but I am not sure.” ...

Q—"Isn't this a pretty serious charge
if you don’t know where you got the
information?"

A—*T don’t know how serious it is. .. ."”

Q—“It is important enough te put in
an article against the then candidate for
president of the U. 8. The fact of the
matter is, you don't have any basis for
calling Schlesinger a friend of William
Remington?"

A—“You ought to know; you were
Remington’s attorney...."

@—"Where did you get the statement
that Mr. Schlesinger was a friend of a
convicted perjurer?”

A—"1 think you haod to do with too
many people among your clients and em-
ployees who have the habit of not telling
the truth. Apparently it is rother unusual
for you to be confronted with a wifness
whose purpose is to give the fruth as.ag-
curately and fully as | can.”

Q—"“Will you answer the question?”...

—*“In a letter that Schlesinger wrote
to the American Mercury, he pointed out
the one factual error which 1 have
already mentioned [the article had
called Mrs. Fairbank a sister of Schles-
inger, instead of zister-in-law’] and I of
course accepted his correction. I presume
that if this had also been in error, he
would have pointed it out and T wonld
have accepted that if there seemed no
reason to doubt it.”

At the next day's hearing, the issug
of the Mereury with Schlesinger's letter
(and a rejoinder by Burnham) was
brought in. To the dismay of the seli-
proclaimed exponent of the Truth, it
turned out that Schlesinger had called
the “friend of Remington” charge a lie,
right out in print. And the Custodian of
the Truth had paid no attention to this
in his rejoinder, not to ackmowledge it,
not to refute it, not to apologize for
error.

Confronted with this denial, Burnham
backwatered at a great elip:

Q—"You didn’t feel you owed him
[Schlesinger] an apology for having
said that in the article after finding out
it. was not true?”

A—*"] tried to make clear in my reply
what Pmeant by speaking of a ‘friend." "
[There was nol a4 word about this in the
reply.j

Q—*"“Where do you make clear what
you mean by the word ‘friend’?”

A—"It is my understonding that Pref.
Schlesinger has expressed his disbelief in
the charges against these men and his
confidence in their political integrity.”

@—"You mean if o man expresses dis-
belief in the charges against somebody he
is a "friend’ of his?"

A—"Palitically."

This was obviously dishonest. To be
sure, there is a sense in which one speaks
of a man's political associates as his
“friends,” but (a) the whole context of
the Mercury article was explicitly per-
gonal relations; (b) Burnham’s didn’t
even think of retreating to this exegesis
until he was backed into a corner; and
(c) he didn’t even try to make a case
that Remington was a political associate.

Rauh demonstrated the same Burn-
hamian habit with another passage from
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the same article, which said that “Schles-
inger and his friends have made no dis-
soeiation” from the IPR.

Q—"“This entire sentence about the
IPR is based on the fact that Schlesinger
is a friend of Fairbank, is that correct?”

A—"Certainly not.”

Q—“What else do you have on this?”’

‘A—"The IPR membership includes
htindreds of people.”

Q—*“How many of these do you know
were friends of Schlesinger?” )

A—*] could not give a complete esti-
mate, I suppose several dozen."”

‘Q—*‘Give me the names of these sever-
al dozen.”

Burnham protested that he would have
to fefresh his memory before naming
any (outside of the already mentioned
Fhairbank);: in fact, although he had
written a book on the subject, The Web
of Subversion, he could not think of a
single one. He promised to produce them
the next day.

EXTRAPOLATION

‘Came the nexi day's session, Rouh wn-
wittingly did Burnham a favor by asking
for the "three dozen" names, instead of
the "seveéral dezen” thot Burnham hod
volinteered. The wifness with the Truth
Habit storted higgling.

‘Q—"Did you yesterday, or did you
not, state that Schlesinger had, in your
judgment, three dozen friends in the
IPR? Do you want to change that testi-
mony 7"

A—*T think my testimony was two or
three dozen.”

‘Q—"Do you want to change it now?”

‘A—%No, but I would like to explain
that it was very carelessly expressed and
that [it] involved an extrapBlation, so
far as my direct knowledge goes.”

Q—*“What does the word ‘extrapola-
tion' mean?" i

A—“Well, extending a quantity from
known quantities to reach a further
quantitative estimate.”

Q—"In other words, it i a smear,
isn't it?"

. A—%] would not say that they are
equivalent, according to the usual dic-
tionary dbfinitions.” -

—"What is the difference between an
"extrapolation’ that calls a man a pro-Com-
munist and a smear thot calls him a pro-
Communist, Mr. Burnham?"...

—"By extrapolotion, | mean the fol-
lowing, that he was acquainted with at
least, te¢ my belicf, a number of persons
in the IPR, and the extrapolation was the
extension by a kind of inference that If
acquainted with several, he probably is
acquainfed with several more persons of
the same type and with the same ideas."

F3I1-PHILOSOPER

If Burnham were a more important
person than merely a McCarthyite hack
informing for the cops, this reply would
deserve to go down in history—as the
theoratical formulation of the low-blow-
Joe numbers game. For example: *“J
hold in my hand...the nomes of three
dozen Russian spics in the State Depart-
ment. ... —Three dozen?—Well, that's
an extrapolotion; there used to be one or
so, and if that’s true, one can infer that
there are probably several move. ...

Having unburdened himself of this
obeisance to the Truth, Burnham un-
folded a piece of paper from his pocket
and read off the names of 19 persons as
those with whom Schlesinger was “ac-
guainted” in the IPR. ‘“Acquainted?”
Yes. In a few minutes, Burnham had
asked to change his testimony to read
“acquaintances” instead of “friends.”

Q—“Don’t you think it hurt Adlai
Stevenson to have a convicted perjuror

The Impartial Expert

# It is typical of the type of witness
Burnham made that several times he
brought in irrelevant personal at-
tacks on attorney Rauh (who, of
course, as president of ADA is polit-
ical anathema to Burnham's National
Réview crowd). Thus, two or three
times he dragged in, apropos of noth-
| ing, an attempt to hait Rauh on the
Paul Hughes case; on at least two
oceasions (one quoted in the body of
this article) he made vicious remarks
on the “type of clients” for whom
Rauh acts. He did not seem able to
hold on to the role of pretending to
be an impartial, personally uninvolv-
ed “expert” on polities and Truth.

called a friend of his assistant’s, when in
fact all you meant was aequaintance?”

A—41 don't know.". ..

Q—"How many acquaintances of John
Foster Dulles would there have been in
the IPR?"

A—"Quite 2 number.”

Q—"'More than this?”

A—""Possibly.”

At no point did this Lover of Truth
indicate any qualms, even in hindsight,
over his “extrapolations.'

The reader should note that this FBI-
philosopher's theory of “extrapolation*—
i.e., smears—had an anafogue the previ-
ous day: namely, the same philosopher's
theory of “inference,” whereby he can
prove {to any Deparfment of Justice law-
yer) thot you advocate the Overthrow of
the United Stotes Government by Force
ond Yiolence from the suspicious Foct that
you write articles denouncing Tito dnd
Moscow as the totalitarian rulers of a
new exploiting closs. ...

It was on the background of this ex-
posure of Burnham's MeCarthyite insou-
ciance about mere facts that Rauh later
took up the same Truth-Seeker’s inter-
esting views on the theory and practice
of lying—which, therefore, should not be
considered as simply a highly philosoph-
ical guestion.

L
!
ABOUT PROPAGANDA LIES

In the final ecross-exaniination duel,
Burnham found himself busy explaining
why and when he was in favor of lying.
This section started when Rauh asked:

Q—*“Have you ever stated you believed
it was all right to shade the truth?”

A—*"Yes 1 have . . . on nunierous
times when I have discussed problems
of political warfare,”

Burnham further .expounded his views
on how to “deceive the enemy” in “intel-
ligence and information” operations, It
was the latter that was more interesting,
of course, since lying propaganda is a
good deal less respectable even in gov-
ernment circles than iz lying in cloak-
and-dagger work. He concluded: “in gen-
eral propaganda I believe most of the
time - one does better to-stick to the-basic
truth. However, I would certainly con-

elude that psychological operations
would at times be better condueted by
alteration of the truth....”

Q—“If you were running the Veice of
America you would be perfectly content
to have things come out over the Voice
that were not true?”. ..

A— .1 would not automatically =ay
ves, because there might be more than
compensating dizsadvantages, and cer-
tainly & reputation for falzity or lying
would be one of the worst possible dis-
advantages for a propaganda service to
have, ...”

@—"Would you use propaganda that
wasn't true for other purposes than mis-
leading the Russians themselves?™...

A—"1 might. These are rather abstract
questions. . . ."

—“Well, maybe then, Mr. Burnham,
if this is so abstract, we will just let you
read what you said about it...."”

And Rauh presented a passage from
Burnham'’s book The Struggle for the
World (p. 178) which ended with the
thought that “U. 5. propaganda could be,
and would benefit by being, for the most
part true, or close to the truth.” He con-
tinued :

—“Did you ever state anywhere that
you had to use Communist methods to
defeat them?” .

A“] don't know whether I have used
that phrase, but I have said in effect that
some of the methods used by Communists
are appropriate to struggles against—"

Q—“And lying is one of them, isn't it,
Mr, Burnham?”

A—“0n some occasions, yes."

Q—“And would it be appropriate i’
fighting Communists to lie in that fight-
ing?"

A—*"] am gpeaking here of course of
official Commumnists,...”. .,

@—"All right, | will ask you: You have
indicated it wos all right to lie in fighting
Soviet Communism. Is it all right to lie in
fighting other communism?"

—"1t could be."

Rayn: “No further questions.”

"REAL LIES"

The cross-examination was ended,
Government attorney Maddrix, who had
been interrupting constantly with objec-
tions and such, in order to ease the pres-

Duty and All That Too

o James Burnham, who told the hear-
ing that he had finally agreed to do
the job for the government gut of
“duty” to his country, also admitted
sunder guestioning that the bitter pill
of duty was being sweetened by his
fee of $50 a day plus $9 per diem plus
traveling expenses. This is the consul-
tant rate, not the ordinary witness
rate, as was also true in the case of
Prof. G. T. Robinson, who had taken
the stand in the first part of the
_hearing,

sure on his star (and dnly) witness, en-
tered on re-direct examination only to
ask “whether in your opinion it is justi-
fiable for any witness to come into this
particular hearing and tell a falsehood
against these organizations?” Burnham
of course said mo, and went back to
Rauh for re-cross examination.

Q—"Where would it be proper to lie
about these organizations, Mr. Burn-
ham?"”

—“The lies. as you choose to call
them, to which I have been referring,
are what might be called official lies
where individuals are acting as agents
of government. If a non-Moscow-connect-
ed Communist movement were in control
of nations which constitited a threat to
the security, freedom of the U.B., or
were in serious conflict with the U. 8.,
then ‘the same reasoning which I apply
to the case of the Moscow-oriented Com-
munist Parties would hold....". ..,

Q—"“Where would- it be proper to lie,
Mr. Burnham, against either official or
unofficial Communism?"

A—"In the conduct of a mnational
strugzle against a threat constituted by
such organizations or ‘movements in con-
trol of a country against the security
and freedom of the U.8."

Q—"You mean only
could lie, not individuals?”
« A—*Individuals working as agents of
the governments or officers of the gov-
ernment under instruction to the govern-
ment.” |

In answer to another guestion, the ex-
professor began philosophizing about
lying in every-day life, such as “Mrs.
So-and-so is not at home,” whereupon
Rauh asked whether that was the kind
of lying he had in mind when he had told
a businessmen’s gathering in 1950 about
“the need of aggressive and bold policy
in Europe, a policy—and let's not blink
the fact—that to some extent means
using for democratic purposes certain of
the methods which the Communists have
taught us are in the 20th Century essen-
tial for implementing political aims.”

“No, of course not,” said Burnham:

Q@—"You were talking about real lies?"

A—"Yes."

Q@—"And ‘the propricty of using real
lies to fight communism, were you noi?"

A—"Certdinly." -

WHEN TO LIE

From here Rauh led the philosopher
to explain when he would or wouldn't
lie against, say, the ISL:

Q—"Why iz it all right to lie against
the nation that has Communism but not
against a group that is trying to get a
communist nation?”’

— *“When the group becomes identi-
eal with the nation and is in"a position
to threaten the freedom and security and
well-being of one’s country, then T think
[ am in a rather substantial tradition
when I say that, looked at realistically,
circumstances arise where a lie is justi-
fiable . . . even a rather heroic thing."

Q—"Has the Shachtman group reach-
ed the stage of being a threat to our wel-
fare so that it warrants being led
against?”

A—"No.”

Q—"Is it a threat to our welfare?”

In the nick of time, Maddrix stopped
the questioning with a flurry of objec-
tions, which had the effect, if not the
aim, of tipping Burnham off to the fact
that if he answered no, as he inevitably
had to at this point, serious if not irre-
parable damage would be done to the
government case that the ISL had to be
on a subversive list, presumably to guard
the country against some threat to its
welfare. When the government attorney
ran out of objections, Burnham had to
answer the question:

A—" .. it iz not a serious ' actual
threat but only a potential threat.”...

governments

Q@—". .. Why is it all right to lie against
a nation which does these things but not
all right to lie ogainst an organization
which is o threat to do these things?..."

A—"You lie as part of your duty tb
your country.". ..

Q—“If it iz proper to lie against the
group when the threat is imminent, why
is it improper to lie when its threat is
potential?”

—*“Well, in the same way that it is
improper to marry a girl who iz three
years old, but potentially she is a woman,
and twenty years later it might be.”. ..

Q—"“You can lie when there is a bhiz
threat but not when there is a little
threat, is that what you are saying?”

A—*"That puts it a little erudely, in an
oversimplified way, but roughly I
think—" [Here Maddrix tried to object,
but after he subsided Burnham finished
his answer] “Granted that your formu-
lation is crude and oversimplified, to a
rough extent I might accept it...."” _

So the hearing ended, on the subject of
truth.

WHAT NEXT?

What happens now?

Attorneys on both sides agreed to
waive any final oral argument. Examiner
Morrissey invifed them to submit, each
for his own side, “proposed findings"—
i.e., suggested drafts for the decision he
is tb hand down as a recommendation to
the Justice Department.

"At this point, as he has had to do many
times before, Rauh pointed out the situ-
ation whieh the organizations are in as
a result of the government’s (and the
examiner’'s) refusal to state -any “‘stand-
‘ards” on the basis of which findings can
be determined—first. and foremost, a
determination of the meaning of the
label Communist which is one of the
things at issue.

The government attorneys rpguested,
and got, until August 22 to hand in their
own “proposed findings.” And Morrissey
announced that once this government
draft was in, and was submitted also to
Rauh, the ISL attorney would then- be
allowed further time to.do the same,

What happens next? (1) Morrissey
ponders the case and draws up® his own
findings, which are submitted to At-
torney General Brownell, who (2) makes
and announces the Department desision
on whether or not the names of the ISL
and its predecessor-organizations are to
be removed from the subversive list or
are to stay.

It i= only possible to speculate on how
soon this can take place. %

Assuming that the Justice Department
decides in faver of itself (a not unreason-
able assumption given the nature of
Brownell, and quite apart from the pite-
ous case it put up ot the hearing), it will
then become possible for the first time to
bring a direct case against the subversive
list before the federal courts.

It is mot possible now because the
courts have said that all “administrative -
remedies’” must be exhausted before they
will hear a case. This hearing repre-
serted the aforesaid exhaustion of the
administrative remedy, which was the-
oretically provided by the government
but which it had steadfastly refused to
grant unti] foreed to do so by the TSL.
Since only the ISL has wrested a hearimr
from the Justice Department, it is only
the ISL that iz in a position to bring the
subversive-list system before the courts.

Thils is the vitally important next
step which will make the case of the ISL
one of the key tests of civil liberties in
the next period.

A Basic Pamphlet —

SOCIALISM:
THE HOPE OF

HUMANITY
by l
Max Shachtman ,

Reod it! 10 ewain

Labor Action Book Servics

114 West 14 Street, New York City

- b e ]




I'“ﬂ-ge Eight -

IS

1 IContinued from page 1)

Hence Nehru made a trip to Russia
{0 flatter the butchers in the Kremlin
_and be flattered by them; while at the
same time he protests, naturally sincere-
ly, that he is really “pro-West,” and is
no doubt ready to support another war
to defend democraey if it comes to that.
Hence Tito’s regime speaks up as the
most vicious slanderer of the Poznan
fighters for freedom, viler even than the
Warsaw regime itself, while at the same
time he calls for East Europe's “free-
dom” to come under his own domination
rather than Moscow’s, and while he co-
habits with NATO and its American
cash.

Hence Nasser thinks it is coexistence
when he buys from both war camps arms
with which to threaten Israel. He has a
complete sovereign right to do so with-
out being. bullied by hypoerites in Wash-
ington, but that does not confer upon
him the right to pose as a foree for
pEH.l’_‘e.

All this could be overlooked indeed,
perhaps, if the One-and-a-Half Camp had
a program to ensure peace by reconciling
the rival war camps with each other.
They have no such program, and no such
program will come out of Brioni.

* There are plenty of reasons from the
point of view of their national regimes
why these leaders prefer to stand be-

" Nehru-Tito-Nasser — —

tween the rival bloes (“non-aligned™)
instead of lining up with one or the
other. These reasons range from the
¢ynical Bne that it has been very good

business (particularly for two out of the,

three), to the no less real but more com-
plicated reason that, in so doing, they
indubitably reflect the real aspirations
of their peoples to peace and to a third
road different from capitalism or Stalin-
ism.

BRIDGES AND BANKS

But the Brioni trio know no such road
which diverges from the social systems'
of the Big Two, nor do they know any
program which can really reconcile the
irreconcilable interests of the two ex-
ploiting systems which are struggling
for the world.

Being small powers, they will come
out foursquare against .colonialism and
for self-determination—and mean it too,
for every case that does not impinge on
their own interests—but they ecannot
lead any fight against the rival eolonial-
izms which they want to reconcile.

If they want to act as a bridge, they
must try to win the support of the two
banks which they aspire to unite.

They habitually denounce the “system
of blocs,” but there is absolutely nothing
wrong with blocs, international or other.
It is a question of what a bloc is for. If

the Brioni three make up a very ram-
shackle bloc, it is because they have mno
real program to bloc up on, articulate or
implicit.

An injunction to love thy neighbor is
not a program; it is a splendid goal
which deserves an internationalist so-
cialist program that can bring it to
realization.

There are great social forces that are
fighting along the line of a Third Camp.
road, In every case these are real strug-
gles against the dominant blocs; they
are not bridges: they are not conciliators
of oppressors.

Among these is the great fight for lib-
eration in Algeria—in one world. Among
these is the great blow for freedom
struck by the Polish workers—in the
other world.

We do not want any bridges befween
these combatants and their enemies. We
do not want any reconciliation between
these movementis and their dominators.
We do not think the fight between them--
is simply a “misunderstanding” which can
be patched up by the placatory good
offices of non-aligned “friends of all.”

At any rate, that's what we think, and
if we're wrong, why then Brioni will give
birth to something different from the
fuzzy exhortations which neutralists are
accustomed to substitute for the revolu-
tionary transformations which the world
needs.

CPs Won't Break — —

{Continued from page 1)
mentioning. or that, with the abject crawl-
ing of the foreign CPs, the whole question
has been resoived and peace and harmony
will now prevail throughout the Stalinist
world?

Not at all. Inside every Stalinist move-
ment in the world the pot is still boiling.

Tn a country like Italy, where the CP
is flanked by Nenni's powerful independ-
-ent’ Stalinoid party, the danger which
Togliatti had hoped to head off is just
as great, if not greater, today than it
was yesterday. .

In the .pre-convention discussion is-
sues of the Sunday Workér, one voice
after another from the vanks is raised
demanding the political sealps of the
present CP leaders—an absolutely un-
precedented pfocedure ‘in the American
Stalinist movement.

No one can say, at the present time,
just how much ferment and dissatisfac-
tion there is inside the world Stalinist
movement. It varies from country to
country, depending on the history of each
Communist Party, on a hest of social
and political factors in each country, and
the like. Thus, no one can say exactly
what forms the crisis of the Stalimist
movement will take on here, there or
elsewhere.

In one country the lid may be clamped
on tight, and the crisis may express it-
self in a quiet ebbing of the vitality of
the movement as the best elements drop
out of politics or shift their allegiance
glsewhere. In others, there may be open
dights and splits. In yet others, the
cpisis may pass with little or no visible
effect on the strength of Stalinism,

After all, this drama is not being
mlayed out on a stage in which the Stal-
inists are the actors while the rest of
the world are spectators. For instance,
what happens to the Italian Stalinists
will depend in large measure on what is
done by the people of Nenni's party, of
the Independent Socialist Union, and
ethers.

Another example: going by his record,
John Foster Dulles may be counted onm,
sooner or latter, to commit some colossal
‘blunder in this field which will contrib-
ate immeasurably to the ability of the
Stalinist leaders to regain their tight
shold on their followers.

SELECTED SPECIMENS

But whatever variants may show them-
selves, one is the least likely fo occur in
any country, That is the organic evolution
of a Communist Party out of its status as
a political dependency of Russian Stalin-
ism into the status of an independent

_movement expressing the political and so-
cial needs and aspirctions of the working

class of the country in which it functions,

By an “organie evolution” is meant a
process in which a Stalinist party. with
its present leadership at its head, de-
clares its political independence of Mos-

cow, breaks all tiez with the world cent- -

epy of Stalinism, denounces it as anti-
socialist, and sets out to reconstruct its
ideclogy, its practice, its objectives and
its methods on a foundation of democrat-
ic socialist principles and concepts.

One of the most important reasons for
the conclusion: that such an organie evo-
lution away from Russian domination is
not to be expected in any major country
of the world is that the leaderships of
the CPs in all such countries are ecom-
posed of men who owe their position not
to their native abilities or their record
as effective leaders, but precisely to their
unbroken record of unquestioning sub-
servience to Moscow,

During the past three decades a care-
ful process of selection has created the
leaderships of the Stalinist movements.
Every man who showed any degree of
independence, personal or political, has
long since been weeded out. Dennis leads
the American CP because he has never
wavered or shown any tendency to waver
when the orders were handed down from
above.

He proved it to the hilt (and his col-
leagues with him) when they turned on
their former leader and mentor, Browd-
er, and tore him to pieces like a pack of
jackals. They had never detected a sen-
tence or paragraph of his which was
other than brilliant, Marxist to the core,
until Jaques Duclos, a Moscow mouth-
piece, criticized him in a French Stalin-
ist paper. After that, they could not
remember a word of his which had not
been patently anti-Marxist, and whe
knows what else.

NO TURNING BACK

For any person trained and developed
in the ideology of Stalinism, no matter
what his personal qualities, it will be
difficult enpugh to re-think and reorient
himself, This is true for the thousands
and tens of thousands of honest rank-
and-file CP members whose disgust with
capitalism, whose devotion to the work-
ing class, and whose hopes for a better,
more democratic, more egualitarian,
more human society have been channeled
off into the swamp of Stalinism,

But for people who huve become accus-
tomed to the privileges, prerogatives and
power conferred wpon them by leadership
in the bureaucratic hierarchy of even such
a relatively miserable movement like the
American CP, fo moke such a break is

least likely.

For, after all, they know that if they

should continue their eriticism of the
Russian |eadership, for them there
would be no turning back. To orient to-
ward a completely new political life.

They know, from their own experience,
that once the word has been passed down
—"“no more guestions, no more criticism™
—aeaven the mildest expression of dis-
agreement, even the most politely and
meekly put-forth suggestion that the
last word has not been said, will mean
their utter political destruction in and
by the Stalinist movement.

They know that even while the Stalin-
ist movement may be willing to overlook
all its past differences with social-demo-
crats, Demoerats and even reactionary
Republicans in the interest of the
Peoples: Front, or the National Front
which is its twin, they will be denounced
as fascist wreckers, paid agents of the
monopolists, racists, warmongers, and
anything else which may come to the
fertile minds of those who have been
elevated in their place.

ON MOSCOW'S TRAIN

Further, they know that Stalinism is as
powerful a movement as it is becouse of
the appeal to anfi-capitalist mosses of
the idea that they have o greaf power on
their side. They know the power of the
idea that over there, in one-third of the
earth, "socialism" is acteally being built
right now, and that this third of the earth
stands ready, sooner or later, o come to
the rescue of suffering humanity all over.
How much easier it is to ride along with
and on this understondable feeling than
to tell the people the truth about Russia,
and to work for the time when the mosses
of humanity will once again be ready to
rely on themselves rather than on the
hope of foreign saviors.

There is no Stalinist leadership in any
major country (we are not speaking of
those countries in which the Stalinists
are in power in this article) which is
capable of making such a turn. Here or
there, a leader may perhaps be found
who is willing to stand up and take the
consequences, and who can lead a see-
tion of the party on a new political
course. Where socialist movements stand
outside the CP and exert strong pressure
upon its ranks, this is more posgible and
likely than where such movements are
lacking.

But Stalinism is a world movement
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The Independent Sacialist League stands
for socialist democracy and against the
two systems of exploitation which now
divide the world: capitalism and Stalinism,

Caopitalism cannot be reformed or liber-

alized, by any Feir Deal or other deal, so -

as to give the people freedom, abundance,

security or peace. It must be abolished .

and replaced by a new social system, in
which the people own and control the
basic sectors of the economy, democrati-
cally controlling their own economic and
political destinies.

Stalinism, in Russia ond wherever it
holds power, is a brutal totalitarionism—
a new form of exploitation. Its agents in
every country, the Communist Parties, are
unrelewting enemies of socialism and have
nothing in common with socialism—which
cannot exist without effective demoératic
control by the people.

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

The ISL, as o Marxist movement, looks
to the working class and its ever-present
struggle as the basic progressive force in
society. The ISL is organized to spread the
ideas of socialism in the labor movement
and among all other sections of the people.

At the same time, Independent Socialists
participate gctively in every struggle ta
better the peaple’s lot now—such as the
fight for higher living standerds, against
Jim Crow and onti-Semitism, in defense of
civil liberties ond the trade-union move-
ment, We seek to join together with all
other militants in the labor movement as
a left force working for the formation of
on independent labor party and other pre-
gressive policies.

The fight for democracy and the fight
for socialism are inseparable. There coa
be no lasting and genuine democracy with-
out socialism, and there can be no soclal
ism without democracy. To enroll under
this banner, join the Independent Sociallst
Leogue!

Get Acquainted!

Independent Socialist League
114 West 14 Street

New York 11, N. Y.

0 I want more infermation about

the -ideas of Independent Social-
ism and the ISL.

O I want to join the ISL.
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historically built by the Russian bureau-
cracy and oriented toward it. To be sure,
it was possible to build it because all
over the world the decay of capitalism
left the human material at hand for its
construction.

The mass of this human material is.

not irrevocably set in the Stalinist mold,
although Stalinism has pressed its im-
print deeply into the minds of millions.
The crisis through which the Stalinist
movement is now going, and of which
the short-lived “eriticism” and “ques-
tioning” by its leadership of the infal-
lible Moscow prelacy was a ¢ramped and
distorted expression, is a demonstration
of this. Buft the masses who- now make
up the rank and file of the Stalinist
movement wil] enter as an indispensable
part of the great socialist movement of
the future as a result of the breakup of
the Communist Parties of the major
countries, mot through their organic
evolution.
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