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4-Page Young Socialist Challenge

Four pages, instead of the usual one page, of this issue
of LABOR ACTION, are devoted to the Young Socialist
Challenge. This has crowded some articles out of
LABOR AcCTioN—see them next week.

VOTE SOCIALIST IN 56!

The national election this year once again presents the American people with no real choice between
the two parties of capitalism. This year more than ever, the differences between them are of no basic

importance,

On all of the vital questions of the day—war and foreign policy, civil liberties and democracy,
labor's interests and trade-union needs, economic p()lll:.’\ and above all on the country’s burning issue, civil
rights and the great struggle of the Negro people in the South—both parties make it very clear that the

people can expect no great change no matter which one wins office in November.

tween the party standard-bearers
is on inessential detail, or is on who
can best administer the bipartisan
policies which they share.

We the people have no more
choice than this because the labor
movement has not given the lead
for workers and their liberal allies
to quit acting as a kite-tail to the
Democratic Party and to strike out
~ ot their-owir on the road of-itide-
pendent labor politics, in an inde-
pendent Labor Party.

True, the mnow-united labor

movement — potentially the new
giant of American politics—is par-
ticipating in the 1956 election
more intensely than ever, through
-its Committee on Political Educa-
tion. It has given official endorse-
ment to the Stevenson-Kefauver
ticket of the Democrats.
We welcome one thing about

~-this:’ the’ labor: moume‘ﬁ—rgu'{‘mﬂ‘ 1 olass—expresses

as’in 1952, that it cannot abstain
from political action and political
commitment. It must try to defend

By GERRY McDERMOTT

FBI-Stoolie Scandal in Pa.
May Outdo Matusow Case

Pittsburgh, Sept. 29

The lid has been blown off a Department of Justice scandal- here,

which, when the full story unfolds,
in the shade.

could put the Harvey Matusow case

It involves a justice of the Pennsylvania Supreme Court, the notori-
ous witchhunter Michael A. Mussmanno. It involves members of the
Democratic Party, high in Congress. And it involves the whole FBl in-

former system and the Smith Act
trials of Communist Party leaders.

The case broke in Washington
on September 28 when the solicitor
general of the United States, J.
Lee Rankin, asked the Supreme
Court to return a Smith Act case to the
federal district court in Pittsburgh. The
case involved the conviction of two Pitts-
burgh Stalinist leaders under the Smith
Act—James Dolsen and Benjamin Ca-
reathers, The Supreme Court was due to
hear their appeal next month.

The government has asked that the
Supreme Court return the case to a low-
er court because the government now ad-
mits that its star witness in the case, a
paid FBI informer named Joseph Mazzel,
is a liar,

The United States attorney for Pitts-
burgh, D. Malcomb Anderson, has tried
to make the best of a bad situation by
saving that the government acted in the
interest of “fair play,” but the obvions
reason for the government move was
that it feared the Supreme Court would
rule against it when it heard Mazzei's
Tecord,

The principal figure in the case, Jo-
seph Mazzei, is as unsavory a character
a3 one could find among the near-psycho-

tiecs who infested the Stalinizst movement
not too long age. He was a prominent
and well-known member of the CP in
Pittsburgh from 1942 to 1953, during
which time he was also manager of a
local movie house which showed Russian
and other foreign movies,

He now claims that he was an agent
for the FBI all of thiz time, although the
consensus of opinion in Pittsburech radi-
¢al cirlees is that he is just another Stal-
inist hack whe gol scared. The local FBI
at present very obviously wishes he
would disappear along with his unsavory
record. But he won't—he iz a living re-
minder of the police-spy system.

INFORMER'S RECORD

The government's petition to the Su-
preme Court maintains that it still be.
lieves Mazzei told the ruth in the Smith
Act trial. However, they want the case re-
turned to the original trial court because
“the government has sericus reason to
doubt'" other testimony given by Maxzei
in his coreer as an informer and "expert
witness."

Here is the testimony that the govern-
ment itself questions:

(1} On June 18, 1952 Mazzei told the

{Continued on page 3}

The area disputed be-

its interests and win its needs on
the political field as on the eco-
nomic, because the waorkers are a
distinct class with distinet class
interests.

The entrance of the labor move-
ment into the election campaign as
a labor movement—which means,
the mobilization of the workers as
this elementary -
truth, even though not with crys-
tal-clear conscidusness.

Moreover, labor's desire to oust
the inecumbent Republican Party
is, we know, based on its hostility
to the reactionary anti-working-
class character of that openly big-
business party, and not on any per-
sonal antagonism to its candidate
Eisenhower; indeed, its hostility
exists in spite of the well-adver-
tised personal popularity which
Eisenhower enjays. This is an indi-
cator of growing political con-
sciousness and alarm at the ad-
vance of reaction in this country.

THWARTED

But these healthy sentiments are
steered inside the framework of
the Democratic Party and so viti-
ated.

Tying labor's support fo the
Democrats ensures that its aspira-
tions will be thwarted, for a Demo-
cratic Party administration will
not and cannot satisfy labor's pro-
gram.

This is most dramatically proved
in this election in connection with
the heroic struggle of the Negro
people to end the Jim Crow system
of diserimination, exploitation and
oppression and to win complete
equality.

The Demacratic convention was
able to adopt a shameful -eivil-
rights plank, which was a thor-
ough surrender to the Southern
racists, and to do so with only a
farcical “debate,’”” in no small part
because the official labor move-
ment was already so entirely com-
mitted to it in advance, and in par-
ticular to its candidate Adlai Ste-
venson. Thus the Democratic lead-
ers could feel, rightly, that they
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had labor “in their pocket”; it was
the r:eactlonarles thd.t ha.d t.o be
appeased i

So the Dixie Klan-ocrats got all
they could have hoped for. They
have their guarantee that a Demo-
cratic president will not touch
their segregation system, not only
in the party platform, but also in
the knowledge that a Democratic
Party victory means, as usual, a
stranglehold by Southern reaction-
aries over the powerful standing
committees of Congress.

To be sure, even if stronger
phrases had been thrown into the
platform, nothing more could have
been expected than in 1948, when
stronger phrases were put in to
lure Negro votes, and then 100 per
cent forgotten in the “Fair Deal”
administration that followed.

NO CHAMPION

But this year, at least, a strong
civil-rights plank could have given
encouragement to embattled fight-
ers for racial democracy in Mont-
gomery, in Tallahassee, through-
out the South, as well as in Har-
lem and Trumbull Park and Cen-
tral Avenue, north and west. In-
stead, the forces that have been
heartened have been the Citizens
Council hoodlums in Clinton, in
Sturgis, in Texan cities, and else-
where, to stage their demonstra-
tions of lynch spirit against the

[Tura to lost pagel

In Los Angeles . . .

In Los Angeles, the way fo find
sut about Independent Socialism
's to drop a line to the Indepen-
ient Socialist League, af 8939/
Santa Monica Boulevard, -Leos
dngeles 46. We'd like to hear
from you.
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Steelworkers’

Convention

Sees McDonald on the Pan

By EMIL MODIC

David Mc¢Denald's variety of unionism
iz far from popular in the United Steel-
workers. That iz the lesson of the recent-
Iy concluded Los Angeles convention of
the union, which saw McDonald win a
dues increase amid near-riotous charges
of rigged wvoting, and then lose on a
proposition to reduce the autonomy of
Canadian locals.

The convention was spiced by the

charge from McDonald that the opposi--

tion were “Trotskyite troublemakers.”

The administration asked for and won
a dues increaze from $5 a year to $5 a
yvear. Out of this the union staff of a
thousand people will get a wage increase,
up to and including MeDonald, whose
pay was upped from §$40,000 a year to
$50,000 a year, despite the blunt charges
from some delegates that he didn't need
it.

MeDonald protested half-heartedly
against the raise. Tt was defended large-
1y on the basis that it would add to the
“prestige” of the union.

. MeDonald was in the chair when the
dues increase passed by a show of hands
after one of the stormiest sessions in the
union's history. McDonald then rejected
a roll-call vote, despite a chorus of boos.

“Now please, you are all stee] workers
—men of dignity,” McDonald shouted.
“You will not boo, you will not cat-call.”
McDonald then threatened to have the
hooers thrown out of the hall bodily, Just
how this would fit in with the dignity of
the proceedings was not explained.

D. C. Rarick, president of Local 2227

of 1. 8. Steel’s Irwin Works, the largest
works in the Pittsburgh area, openly
charged that the vote was rigged and
that he was denied the opportunity to
speak against the motion. He pointed out
that in a hand vote a delegate from a
small fabricating local was equal to a
delegate from a big local who earried ten
times as many votes.
+ "Before the vote was taken, McDonald
had accused his opponents ‘of being
“Tyotekyites”: “This is a group of Trot-
skvites who always have created dissen=
sion. They pet elected as delegates by
opposing the International at their lo-
cals. They fought Phil Murray and they
fight today anywhere and any place.
Nothing pleases them—they are just
trouble-makers.” This was McDonald’s
e:;]ﬁlanatiun.

NOT POPULAR

Az is well known, there were large
numbers of Stalinists on the Steelworker
staff in the early days of the union. This
niust be where McDonald learned the
trick of welling “Trotskyite” At anyone
who “gets elected as delegates by oppos-
ing the International.” If militant gocial-
jsts were really in the leadership of as
many locals as McDonald claimed, the
convention would have heen even more
imteresting than it was.

Az it was, locals in the Pittsburgh
area accused of being “Trotskyites” and
sgpouble-makers” publicly demanded a
retraction and apology from McDonald
—which was not forthcoming—and the
matter had front-page headlines for sev-
eral days in Pittsburgh. E )

Aside from the weight of the adminis-
tration machine, the dues increase prob-
ably passed beeanse half of it—two dol-
lars and a half—will he retained by the
loeal, It will pay for a lot of lost time.

Neither the dues increase nor the pay
hike for McDonald is popular with the
membership. International representa-
tives have been ducking meetings of lo-
cals in the Pittsburgh area since the con-
vention.

‘On another matter McDonald lost. The
largest single center of militant opposi-
tion to McDonald comes from the 80,000
Canadian members of the union. MeDon-
ald proposed that the elected post of
Canadian director of the union be abol-
jshed and veplaced /by an appointed. offi-
cial to*he chosen by him. The Canadian
delegates pointed out that this would
look like American domination of their
locals, and would hurt the growth of the
union in Canada. The change was voted
down.”

‘Another interesting change was made
in the constitntion. Previously, the Inter-
national could assess members $2 a year
if a majority of the membership ap-

proved. Tinder the new measure,” which
was adopted, all members may be as-

seszed $6 a year, and not after a refer- -

endum of the membership but after a
vote by the executive board of the union,

HOW TO TRUST TRUSTEES

Some delegates were curious as to how
this plan for a huge war chest fitted in
with McDonald's trusteeship notions and
his publicly expressed hope that this
summer's steel strike was the last ever
McDonald explained this handily:

“There are those who say: ‘How can
you support this theory of mutual trus-
teeship, MeDonald, when you are forced
to call a strike in the year 18567 Well,
the answet to that is very simple. In the
year 1956, it was necessary for the labor
trustees in the great American steel in-
dustry to call to task the management
trustees and
means -of a strike to live up to their
mutual trusteeship.”

The aszsessment, then, is to help keep
the other trustees a little more trusi-
worthy. ...

The rest of the convention was pretty
dull. During the “guest speaker” ses-
sions, the sergeant-at-arms had to stop
the sale of beer in the convention hall
canteen in order to keep the hall from
being emptied. Steel workers from Pitts-
burgh, where stringent smoke control
has virtually abolished smog, complained
about the air pollution in Los' Angeles.

Incidentally, the AFL-CIO News' ac-
count of the convention bore about as
little resemblance to the actual proceed-
ings as possible. When will the labor
movement extend freedom of the press to
its own publications?

force them through the -

By JACK WILSON
Detyoit, Sept. 30

Seldom has the union movement issued
2 more crushing indictment of the na-
ture and workings of capitalism than the
report made public last week by the
Textile Weorkers Union on the erisis
confronting over 1,000,000 workers, who
are
standard of living.”

What gives this revelation such urgency
is that o similar condition exists for a
large body of workers employed in Amer-
ica's richest profit-maker, the outo indus-
-try.

In this field, capitalism, working in-
exorably toward a concentration of
wealth and control, has forced most
small auto companies and many big sup-
pliers out of business, with over 100,000
seniority employees floating around like
flotsam and jetsam with no prospect of
ever regaining work in the field whera
once the powerful United Auto Workers
union protected them.

And while the UAW has just come up
with a shorter work-week as the No. 1
objective for the 1958 negotiations, and
alse for a lower retirement age, the fact
is that the devastating ups and downs
of auto production and fluctuations in

Gl Ty,

Next week: A report on the set-
lement of the important packing-
wuse strike—received too late for
‘his issue.—Ed.

L. ra

The Tory Convention

They're Grumbling at Eden

By OWEN ROBERTS
. London, Sept. 29

To the outside observer the rank and
file of the British Tory party appear to
consist, in the main, of horse-faced wom-
en, effeminate university students and
colorless folk from the middle-class sub-
urbs who thrive on the whist drives and
other socinl functions arranged by the
local Tory organizations, Onee a year
representatives of this odd collection
gather for what passes as the annual
conference of the Tory party.

That means for the most part that
they sit in silent adovation while their
leaders parade beore them like peacocks
at the height of the mating season. At
well-chogen intervals they burst inte ap-
plause after the leaders have delivered
pep-talks designed to convinee the world
at large, and the Tory party in particu-
lar, that all is well with the affairs of
the Tory government.

This vear's conference is scheduled to
take place at Llandudno, in Wales, in ten
days’ time. Like previous conferences it
will be an elaborately stage-managed
affair with only a faint semblance of
demoeratic process. For the Tory con-
ference has no power to frame policies
or to draw up election platforms; it is
merely a sounding-board at which the
Tory leadership makes an endeavor to
gauge the temper of its supporters.

This year. however, it looks as though
the Tory leaders are going to have their
hands full trying to keep their rank and
file in check. )

The list of resolutions released by the
Tory Central Office this week shows that
the disagreements at government level
are matched by a growing discontent
with government policies by the Tory
rank and file. The record number of
nearly 400 resolutions contain many ex-
amples of the cracks which are now run-
ning through the Tory organization. A
quick skim through the agenda will re-
veal the mood.

The biggest beef is against the ever-
rising ecost of living which has marked
the post-war period of Tory rule in
Britain.

Sowerby Tories view “with great con-
cern the continuous rise in living costs

and its adverse effect upon support for
our party throughout the country.”
Tories from Bristol express the opinion
that “the government has not yet halted
the rise in the cost of living, let alone
reduce it,” Mrs. Bagwell-Purefoy, on be-
half of the East Surrey Tories, will
voice the opinion that the ever-increasing
rise in the cost of living “‘could result in
the downfall of the government.”

Fears, amply justified, that the govern-
ment has lost the support of the country
are expressed in many resolutions.

The died-in-the-woel Tory srea of
Bournemouth says that Tory policy
should be reviewed in order to regain
the confidence of “our wavering support-
ers,”

GET TOUGH, THEY SAY

A more outspoken though very much
mixed-up expression of opinion appears
under the name of the Edmonton Tory
party:

“This conference,” it says, “alarmed
by the decline in support for the govern-
ment, is eonvinced that this is due to an
implementation . of socialist poliey and
lack of firmness in dealing with organ-
ized Labor. This Conference therefore
urges the government to be more cour-
ageous, to cease its present policy of ap-
peasement and to act more in accerdance
with Conservative principles and poliey.”

This plea thaot the government should
get tough with the trade unions finds ex-
pression in many other resolutions, nearly
all of which demand a legislative curb
upon the affairs of trade unions. These
curbs, in the opinion of the rank-and-file
Taries, should take the form of restrictions
upon the right to strike, the cutting adrift
of the unions from the Labor Party and
measures fo fix wages b'y. government
action.

The general tone of the agenda heavily
underscores the middle-class revolt
which is now glaringly apparent within
the Tory ranks and which was the fea-
ture of our London Letter some months
ago. Resolution after resolution demands
that the government should take special

(Ceatinued oa page 3)

Does Textile Show Auto
The Image of Its Future?

“condemned to an ever-declining _

employment are playing havoc with the
lives of the auto workers.

Te be sure, the situation isn't like that
described in the Textile industry:
“Countless mills have been used as
pawns in the elaborate zame of financial
manipulation. Dozens of communities
have been turned into depressed areas;
tens of thousands of workers have been
stranded by management failures. Low
wages and less work have gone hand in
hand; insecurity has been poverty’s
handmaiden.”

But it is still a shock to realize that,
among the many large plants in the De-
troit area, Hudson is silent; Packard is
gone; Midland Steel is dead; Motor
Products is a memoery; Chrysler is down
to half size,

And Chevrolet announces that with
only 82,000 employees it will preduce
2,000,000 cars and trucks in 1958. Here
is automation leaping with giant strides

‘in a vital industry.

FEAR EXPLOSION

No matter what the extollers of Amer-
ican capitalism and the believers in small
reforms may say, if the fobulous aute
industry can provide little security and
much anxiety for its workers, what can
be expected from the textile indusiry, no’
matter what the program of the Textile
Workers Union may be? With wages of
$1.25 an hour, what does a 30-hour week
with 40-hour pay mean there?

It seems difficult to believe, vet it is
true: less than 25 per cent of the textile
workers in America are organized. What
lkind of situation this breeds iz explained
by the union report: “We do not want an

-explosion. We speak for conservatism in

the best sense of the work, We want to
relieve, to mitigate—yes, for the time
being even to compromise—in order to
forestall the methods of desperation
which may otherwise be applied.”

£ the: jungle law of the richest indus-:

try in America ¢an’t do anything but de-
stroy the small and the weak, what hope
is there for the prayers of the worried
leaders of the Textile Union?

What are the obstacles to even elemen-
tary protection for the textile workers
by unionization? Employers who “mock
the Bill of Rights, seorned the accepted
tenets of decent human conduet and en-
listed the worst form of racial, national
and religious bigotry.”

When peak guto production is reached
this winter, 100,000 auto workers will still
be unemployed. Maybe the aute barons
aren't quite as crude as the above-de-
scribed textile employers, but their dis-
dain and contempt for the workers and
their living conditions are alike.

All of which suggests that pressures
from the exploited workers in vital in-
dustries are far greater than one reads
about in the press. This hardly fore-
shadows an era of class peace and good
will, phrases that fill the airwaves and

speeches of the cult-of-the-satisfied with -

American capitalism.
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Progressive Editar Tells .
What He Saw in Russia

-l‘r GEORGE HANLEY

The September issue of the monthiy
Progressive carries a 30,000-word report
by editor Morris H. Rubin on. his recent
trip through Russia.

Part I deals with “The New Mood” of -
the Stalinist bureaucracy, that 1s,
greater relaxation of internal tensions,
He attributes this to the use of Stalin
as a scapegoat for past grievances, and
a substantial increase in the production
of consumer goods added to a tangible
cut in prices.

Furthermore, there has been a relax-
ation in the tyranny of the MVD and
reform of the bureaucracy to a wider
diffusion of power, because “they [the
top brass of the party] sensed that the
strain was becoming intolerable for
people who had been marched like a rag-
ged, improverished army—industrializ-
ing and collectivizing and fighting wars
—for more than three decades.”

Rubin further explains de-Staliniza-
tion &s a result of the fear of the é_lite
of further loss of, power and perquisites
under “a continuation of Stalinist prin-
ciples and methods.”

Rubin repeatedly encounters a “horror
of war everywhere I went among the
people.” But he notes: “if talk on war
and peace were part of almost every con-
versation 1 had with Russians, discussion
of internal politics and personalities was
a rare oceurrence, ... When I asked one
engineer...how much he knew of and
how he reacted to the program of de-
Stalinization, he shrugged and said, ‘I
have little time for politics,” and then he
changed the subject.... Actually, many
Russians did not know even then—late
spring and early summer—the extent
and viclence of Khrushchev's exposure
of Stalin.”

Rubin is astonished that many memor-
ials to Stalin still stand. When he asked
Muscovites why, he got the official party
line: )

“The foreign press has sénsationalized ™
and misnamed what you ecall de-Stalin-
ization. Stalin did many great things for
our country, most notably the building
of a modern, industrial society in a coun-
try that had been unbelievably back-
ward. But in his later years he became
too egocentrie. ..too harsh and dictator-
jal ...under the influence of the wicked
Beria...: We are trying to rectify these
mistakes now."”

LABOR'S LOT

Part IT deals with Russian life, and
here Rubin details much that is widely
enough known and still true: the shor@-
ages of goods, lack of housing, insuffici-
encies in diet, absence of comforts; the
jammed conditions in all schools; the
control of education by the ruling party,
the systematic indoctrination of the
children, ete.

As far as wages are concerned, “the
average wage rate for all Soviet workers-
iz 750 rubles per month (875)."” Rubin
discovers at one factory he visits that
while the average wage for workers is
£90-$100 a month, the manager makes a
base pay of 3700 plus bonuses!

*The werk-week here is forty-six hours,
eight on week-days and six on Saturday.
This is the uniform Soviet work-week....
The labor organizafion is virtually a com-
pany wnion...there is no right to strike,
for this is unlawful; no right to agitate
for a shorter week, for the policy is fixed

The definitive biography!
A masterly political portrait
of the totalitarian dictator

Leon Trotsky’s
‘STALIN

This book is out of print, but
we have copies available for
$6.00

LABOR ACTION BOOK SERVICE
114 Wost 14 Sireet, New York City

in the Kremlin; no right o demand higher
wages, for these rates are fixed by the
ministry."

At the side of this average of 375 a
month, Rubin lists the high prices for
staple commodities, for example, “milk
was going at 50 cents a guart... butter
at $1.28 per pound...cheese at $1.17
per pound...from $120-8150 for a cheap,
drab suit of clothes...a pair of women’s
hose was selling for $2., and a simple
cotton dress for $30. All purchases re-
quire cash on the barrel-head.” !

Regarding anti-Semitism, Rubin says,
after describing “the terror to which
they [The Jews] were subjected from
1948 until the death of Stalin,” that “it
wag impossible to tell to just what extent
anti-Semitism exists today, because the
Jewish people” have been intimidated
from talking to strangers about their life
there. American Jews are prevented
irom attending synagogues, and are
asked not to talk to members of the con-
gregations, Many leading Jewish figures
that were murdered in Stalin’s purges
have not been publicly rehabilitated, al-
though pensions have been restored to
their families. Rt{hiu zenses that “the
Jews of Russia ate adjusting slowly to
the new moderation; many still fear a
revival of anti-Semitism.”

On the collective farms, Rubin finds
that life is “hard and drab for the peas-
ant, His income is low; he is often snarl-
ed in a great deal of red tape; his op-
portunities to obtain consumer poods
like elothes, furniture, and appliances
are greatly limited.” He notes a general
resentment against the compulsory quo-
tas and bureaucratic “assignménts” for
individuals to special areas of farm duty.

RULING CLASS

On the question of “classes,” the author
feels that "for all its professed dedica-
tion to the ideal of the classless society,
the Soviet system has spawned its own
aristocracy;- its-members are the leading
scientists, actors, top military brass, and
major factory managers. Some of them
are millionaires....1 found it impossible
to form any accurate estimate of how
numerous a group this elite is. One rough
estimate by o seasoned correspondent
placed the total at between ten to fwenty
millien persens, or five to ten per cent of
the population."

“I acquired the impression,” Rubin
concludes from his “talks with a number
of intellectuals among the elite, that
they have become a conservative force
in Soviet society. I encountéred no revo-
lutionary ferver among them, but rather
what struck me as a longing for stability
and security, a desire to settle down to
a predictable pattern of life.”

He tells of how these intellectuals
“with pay, perquisities, and privileges
far beyond the reach of the worker" con-
tinue to insists that they are living in a
“classless society” with “no need for
publications or parties to express criti-
¢ism and fight for reform.”

At the close of his report, the author
“came away with the conviction that
to the local at 527-A North & BStreet,
whatever may be the ultimate rewards in
national security and long-range prog-
ress, this ceneration of Russians has
paid a staggering price for its govern-
ment's emphasis on heavy indusiry. This
ruthless drive has enabled the Soviet
Union to vault over several centuries of
industrial revolution in several decades,
so that today she is the second greatest
industrial power in the world.”

He sums up the prospect as he sees it
as follows: “There is nothing to indicate
that the men in the Kremlin propose to
maodify the system itself so that it could
net again spawn a madman-dictator, who
would make eruel playthings of the po-
lice and the courts, cow a nation of
200,000,000 human beings, and have him-
self acelaimed a god even as he enslaved
and murdered millions of citizens. The
stark fact persists that whilé many of
the instruments of Stalin’s police state

have been dismantled, they have not heen’

destroyed. They could be reassembled
tomorrow, or next year, or five years
from now. The new relaxation was not
won by the people of Russia at the ballot
box or in revolution: they were given re-
lease from tension by rulers who can
revoke it as quickly as they invoked it.”

'St'c;o‘lie Sé_dhdal —

(Continued from page 1)

MeCarthy subcommittee that Pittsburgh
Communists wdte planning to “liqui-
date” Senator MeCarthy. Mazzei also
testified that the Communist Party in
Pittshurgh conducted classes in making
bombs.

(2) On November 14, 1952 Mazzei
pleaded guilty in Pittsburgh to charges
of adultery and bastardy after admitting
he had fathered the child of a Pittsburgh
waitress. This was before he had come
out in the open as an FBI informer. Af-
ter he came out in the open, he asked
that the court set aside his plea of guilty
on the grounds that he had pleaded
guilty at the request of the FBI. He
claimed that the waitress in question
was a Communist agent assigned to spy
on the eating habits of Judge Michael A.
Musmanno, and that the bastardy charge
against him was a Communist plot. The
waitress denied that she was a Commu-
nist, but testified that Mazzei claimed he
could not marry her because he was too
busy with important undercover work
for the FBL A representative of the
Pittsburgh office of the FBI testified un-
der oath that the FBI had not instrueted
him to plead guilty to the bastardy case.

(3) The government petition to the
Supreme Court states that at an uniden-
tified secret proceeding in November
1953 Mazzei named a high government
official as a Communist, The government
now doubts the credibility of this sworn
testimony.

(4) In July 1956 Mazzei testified un-
der oath that he had participated in a
Communist Party plan for an armed
invasion of the United States through
Miami, Florida. The government does
not believe this, according to its petition.

(6) In the same case Mazzei testified
that the FBI got him into the army so
he could watch a Communist in the army.
The government says he was drafted,
and that the FBI had nothing to do with
it.

(6) Again in the same case, lie testified
under oath that the government paid
him up to $1000 a month expense money.
The ¥BI says it gave him -only-§172.056
in expense money over a period of 11
Vears,

MUSMANNO STORY

(7) The last incident is as interesting
as it is complicated.

It began when John Mullen, mayor of
Clairton, Pennsylvania, and director of
the Political Agtion Committee of the
United Steelworkers of America, brought
bribery charges against two members of
the Clairton city council. The two coun-
cilmen were charged with taking a bribe
from a coal operator to vote to sell cer-
tain city lands to the coal operator at a
low price. The lands contained coal de-
posits. Mullen learned of the matter and
took it to the district attorney.

Acecording to Mullen, Judge Michael
A. Musmanne asked him to drop the
prosecution. Imstead, Mullen notified the
district attorney of this alleged attempt
to fix the casze. The two councilmen were
tried, convicted, and sent to prison.

Thereupon, the distriet attorney
brought charges against Judge Musman-

no for trying to “fix” the case. Musman-
no denied the charges, but the district
attorney was able to present evidence—
telephone company records of phone calls
—that seemed to contradict Musmanmo,
At any rate, Musmanno was not conviet-
ed of the charge. It did, however, resulf
in a great deal of unfavorable newspa-
per publicity for Musmanno. !

Before long, Mussmanno asked for and
received a hearing before the Senate Ia-
ternal Security subcommitiee to prove
that the charges against him were o Com-
munist plat. The star wiiness for Mus.
manne turned out to be none other I-Ini"q
Mazzei, who declared that he had udﬁ
'‘Mullen as @ member of the Communisk
Party, and that the witness-tampering
charge was a Communist plot. O

Mazzei's wife also testified, as did
Musmanno, Mullen then denied the
charges under oath.

It was obvious that either Mullen on
the one hand or else Mazzei and perhaps
Musmanno were guilty of perjury. ‘}2
was announced at the time of the hearing
that the record would be sent to the Jus-
tice Department in order to prepare per-
jury proceedings.

However, although the case was heard
over a year ago, the transcript of the
testimony has never been submitted fo
the Justice Department. As a matter
fact, the transeript of the hearing has
never been printed. And a report by the
staff of the committee, which asked. for
perjury proceedings, has mnever been
printed.

Judge Musmanno is a Demoerat and
a majority of the subcommittee and the
committee are Democrats. The chairman
of the subcommittee and of the commit-
tee is Senator Eastland of Mississippi.
The other Democratic member of the
subcommittee is Price Daniel, soon to be-
come governor of Texas.

The government, in its petition to the
Supreme Court, now admits that it
doubts Mazzei's testimony in this case.

STUMPERS

There are a number of questions can-
cerning Mazzei which should be an-
swered :

(1) How many innocent people lost gov-
erament jobs or were otherwise hounded
as the result of the informing of this
stool-pigeon who is now disowned by bis
employers?

(2) How long did the government con-
tinue to use this “expert witness" after
it knew he wds lying?

(3) Why did the government wait un-
til it faced a stunning defeat in court to
disown Mazzei? Why didn't it repudiate
him as soon as it knew he was lying?

(4) Was a Democratic politician able
to arrange an inquiry of the Senate In-
ternal Security subcommitiee just to get
himself off the hook, and was he able to
use this hearing to smear a CIO official,
and is he now able to prevent the prose-
cution of his star witness for perjury?

There are undoubtedly more sensations
hidden in this case. We venture to pre-
dict that one of them will be an investi-
gation of the other star witness in the
case, Matt Cvetic, if it ever comes to
that.

Grumbling at Eden — —

{Continued from page 2J

measures to better the lot of the middle
classes; and this is often coupled with
the allegation that the {all in middle-
class living standards is due to the fail-
ure of the government to crack down
heavily upon the wage demands of the
trade unions.

The resolution from Southgate Tories
puts the middle-class philosophy into a
nuishell: “Thisz conference,” it says, “de-
plores the progressive delerioration in
the standard of living of the middle
classes, caused by the failure of the gov-
ernment to grapple with the ever in-
creasing demands of ‘Organized Labor.""

None of these highly eritical resolu-
tions will be debated, because the Tory
Central Office itself selects the resolu-
tions on which debates will take place
and marks them with a star in the agen-
da. This year only 15 resolutions are
“starred” out of the total of nearly 400,
and all of those chosen are relatively
mild in their approach.

But this behind-the-scenes manipulation
of the aogenda cannet ceonceal the fact
that there are wide divergences of opinion
within the Tory ranks, and that many of .
the Tory party's traditional middle-class
supporters are dissatisfied with their lot
and want the government to embark on an
all-out war against the trade uniens and -
the working elass. !

This puts the government on a spot.
Already it has aroused the trade-union
movement because of the tougher line it
has pursued during the past 18 months
in an effort to straighten out Britain’s
economic froubles and at the same time
appease the disgruntled middle-class
Tories. If the government bowed to the
pressure of its rank and file and launch-
ed an even bigger attack upon the work-
ers, the response from the unions would
be sufficient to bring it tumbling from
power. And it is this that the Tory lead-
ers have to explain to the unsympathetic
audience at their annual conference.

They have a tough job.
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Supreme Court desegregation or-
der.

But at the Democratic Party
convention, labor had "nowhere
else to go,"” because it does not
have its own party. Therefore also
the Negro people have no such real

_champion to look to.

Before the Democratic conven-
tion, Walter Reuther said, “The
Democratic Party eannot have Mr.
Eastland and have us at the same
time.” Other labor leaders said as
much. But the day after, the Demo-
cratic Party still has Reuther and
Eastland; it has Herbert Lehman
and Herman Talmadge—and it is
not labor and the NAACP which
_are dominant in this strange and
unnatural coalition.

Here is what labor's leaders
were afraid of in Chicago: that
any struggle by labor within this
shell of the old party, on decisive
questions, could only lead to the
breakup of that wretched alliance,
and put them willy-nilly on the
road to an independent Labor
Party. That is why the labor-lib-
eral-NAACP bloc at the conven-
~ tion crumbled away in the test.

By the same token, what hap-
pened shows the utter unpostpona-
bility of a break with the Demo-
crats if labor is to fight whole-
heartedly for its program on the
political field at all.

PROMISES AND PLANKS

What is true with regard te the
-question of Negro rights is also
true with regard to all other ques-
tions and issues in which labor

- and the little people have a vital
stake, even if less spectacularly.

The Democrats were exposed in
Chicago on the civil-rights ques-
tion because on this question there
are masses of people actaally fight-
ing, actually in motion. On other
issues, where labor is quiescent,
the Democrats were able to be
freer with promises, which they
have no intention of fulfilling.

One such promise is to repeal the anti-
lahor Taft-Hartley Act. But every Dem-
ocrat-controlled Congress since the adop-
tion of that law has failed even to seri-
ously amend it in favor of labor, let
alone try to repeal it. Promises like these
are frauds, just as Fisenhower's prom-
ises of amendment were a sham.

A Democratic victory will not change
America's anti-demoeratic foreign pol-
icy, which supports French colonialism
in Algeria, the British hold on ecolonies
like Cyprus, imperialist demands on
Egypt, and reactionaries all over the
globe like Chiang Kai-shek. Such impe-
rialist attitudes provide no real obstacles
for the totalitarian threat of Russian
Stalinism, which only feeds and wins
adherents on the basis of it.

F - Y

Mess of Pottage

Herbert Hill, labor secretary of the
NAACP, spoke to, the California State
Federation of Labor on August 16. The
following excerpt from his remarks is
reported by Tony Czerwinski, vice-pres-
ident of UAW Local 212, in his column
in the local's paper:

“Hill told the labor convention that
the civil-rights plank in the Demoeratic
Party platform was basically no differ-
ent from that in the Republican plat-
form. ‘The [Democratic] eivil-rights
plank is no civil-rights plank; it is a
mess of pathetic pottage that says noth-
ing, that takes us back, that does not
take us forward.'"™

There is a rare example of where this
plain truth is reported in the union press,
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But this foreign policy was not invent-
ed by Dulles, but by Truman-Acheson
and their Democratic administration,
whieh likewise anticipated the GOP in
placating and aiding dictatorships like
Peron's in Argentina, which Stevenson
now demagogically attacks.

A Democratic victory will not put an
end to the witchhunt against basic civil
liberties which has plagued American
life go long, This witchhunt did not be-
gin with MecCarthy, and it has not ended
with his political decline,

It was initiated first and foremost uns
der Truman, who created the notorious
police-state system of the Attorney Gen-
eral’s “Subversive List,” and who first
set up the so-called loyalty-security sys-
tem. The Smith Act, which penalizes
“dangerous thoughts,” came into exist-
ence under the Democrats; so did the
MeCarran Act. Some of the worst fea-
tures of the “Communist Control Act,”
like the provision for concentration
camps, were put into it by Democratic
“liberals” like Hubert Humphrey.

Adlai Stevenson has not raised a peep
against this anti-freedom system, except
to complain when the Republicans, in.
their witchhunting enthusiasm, employ
the same methods against good Demo-
crats and smear his own party col-
leagues. )

NO LESSER EVIL

The Democratic Party hos nothing real
to offer to workers, to the litHe people of
the country, to the exploited and segre-
gated Negroes. I is no meaningful “lesser

“evil" as compared with the Republicans.

Indeed, the capitulation of the Democratic
Party to Southern racism may, if anything,
strengthen the Republicans, and thereby
bring about the situation which labor was
so concerned to prevent by bewing down
in Chicogo,

The present policy of labor in support-
ing the Democratic Party is self-defeat-
ing: it not only strengthens the hand of
the reactionaries in that party but also
the hands of the Republican reaction-
aries as well.

TIntil labor iz in position to take com-
mand of the nation in the name of the
people and democracy, it must seek to
exact concessions from the capitalist
parties and government. The only way it
can do that, on the political as on the
economic field, is by its own independent
class organization and activity. The only
way of doing that on the political field is
through an independent Labor Party.

The eapitalist “friends of labor™ in the
old parties would have a thousand times
more respect for the unions in that case,
even_if Labor elected only a few of its
candidates at the beginning, than they
have for labor now when it begs at these
parties’ back door with hat in hand.

But in 1956 the official labor movement
has shut off the road to such an indispen-
sable instrument of labor political ac-
tion, such as is possessed by almost every
other working class in the world.

Under these circumstances, there is one
means to cast a vete for werking-class
independence, for peace, for democratic
rights, for rocial equality, for a werld of
abundance. That means is:

YOTE SOCIALIST!

We propose a socialist protest vote as
the only available meang in 19566 to reg-
ister these convictions in the voting
booth on November 6.

We propose that you “Vote Socialist”
as the only way to make a vote count on
the side of the Negro people, on the side
of labor, on the side of the colenial peo-
ple and workers abroad who look to
America for signs that its people are not
a monolithic conformist bloe behind its
H-bomb-hrandishing statesmen and mili-
tarist-minded diplomats.

To “Vote Socialist” in 1956, we recom-
mend a vote for the candidates of the
Socialist 'arty, espeeially for its presi-
dential and vice-presidential candidates,
Dartington Hoopes and Samuel H.
Friedman.

We sclect the Secialist Party for this
electoral recommendation, frem among
the three socialistic organizations that
have nominated candidates, because we
believe that a vote for the Socialist Party
candidates will be most easily and widely
interpreted as a socialist_protest vote in
its general sense, and not because we wish
to indicate any endorsement of the SP's
program or policies as a whole. The Seo-

'VOTE SOCIALIST —

[

ciglist Party maintains positions on a
number of vital questiens of the day, in-
cluding its attitude toward the war ques-
tion, which in our opinion are incorrect
policies for the socialist movement.

By voting for the candidates of the So-
cialist Party we wish also to encourage
the more staunchly socialist and inter-
nationalist sentiments in the Boeialist
Party, to encourage Third Camp policies
on the war guestion and revolutionary
socialist positions on the vital issues of
the day, to encourage a return by the
Socialist Party to the internationalist
traditions of Eugene V, Debs.

The recording of the largest possible
vote for the Socialist Party candidates
under the difficult conditions of the 1956
elections will also serve to encourage all
those socialists who have remained true
to their principles and econvictions by re-
sisting the pressure of the ex-socialists
who have abandoned the fight for social-
ist demoeracy in trying to dissolve the
organized socialist movement as a whole,
and who have tried to transform the So-
cialist Party in particular into a mere
“left wing” of the Fair-Deal Democrats,
thus contributing to the very weakening
of the socialist movement in the United
States by which they have sought to jus-

tify their renunciation of the fight for

socialism.

In particular, in view of the proposal
that has been raised in the Socialist
Party for socialist unity, including unity
with the ISL, we wish to encourage this
sentiment, which can help to bring aboutb
a new and healthy secialist movement.

OTHER GROUPS

Other socialistic groups offer candi-
dates this year, namely, the Socialist
Workers Party and the Socialist Labor
Party. Undoubtedly, many votes which
appear on their lines will he cast by
militants who wish to express, as do we,
their opposition to both capitalist parties
and their support to independent work-
ing-class politics, We, however, cannot
recommend a vote for them.

We cannot recommend a vote for the
SWP in 1956. In addition to itz previous
rapid movement in the direction of po-
litical capitulation to Stalinism and po-
litical solidarity with Stalinism in the
looming world war, this year sees the
SWP putting itself forward before the
voters as, in effect, the ersatz electoral
instrument of pro-Stalinism in the ah-
sence of any candidates put forward by
an outright Stalinist or Stalinist-run
party. This is the nature of the essen-
tial appeal which the SWP iz making in
this eampaign, and perforce, by its own
choice, this will be the sense in which its
vote will ask to be interpreted. Our wish

is to add to the numbers of a socialist

protest vote, not a pro-Stalinist protest
vote,

The Socialist Labor Party, for its
part, remains a hopeless seet not merely
in size and influence but in policy and
outlook. It takes a position against the
two imperialist camps, and in this is
distinguished from the SWP; but at the
same time it is hostile to the real labor
movement. The ISL is highly critical of
the policies of the U. 8. labor movement,
particularly its stubbern support of the
old parties; but the SLP opposes and re-
jects the union movement itself and thus
tends to intensify the isolation of social-
ism in the ranks of the working class.

FOR PROTEST VOTE

To "Vote Sociaclist” in the 1956 election
therefore means to vote for the candi-
dates for the Socialist Party—Darlington
Hoopes for president and Samuel H. Fried-
man for vice-president.

In this election, unlike previous years,
the Rocialist Party will appear on the
ballet in few states. Inm the others, it is
necessary to ask voters to ecast a write-
in vote for Hoopes and Friedman.

To vote Socialist is, to be sure, no ade-
guate substitute for a labor party that
could effeetively oppose the two parties
of capitalism, but it is the only way this
year to vecord a protest vole against this
society based on exploitation, war prepa-
vations, witchhunting and inkwmanity to
man.

Vote Socialist in 1956 — wvole for
Hoopes and Friedman,

NATIONAL COMMITTEE OF THE

INDEPENDENT SOCIALIST LEAGUE
Max SHACHTMAN, Chairman
ALBERT GATES, Secretary
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The Independent Socialist League stands
for socialist democracy and against the
two systems of exploitation which now
divide the world: capitalism and Stalinism.

Capitalism cannot be reformed or liber-
alized, by ony Fair 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 pecple own and control the
basic sectors of the economy, democrati-
cally controlling their own economic and
political destinies.

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

These two camps of capitalism and Stal-
inism are today at each other's throats in

a worldwide imperialist rivairy for domi--

nation. This struggle con only lead to the
most frightful war in history so long as the
people leave the capitglist: ond Stalinist
rulers in power. ladependent Socialism
stands for building aond strengthening the
Third Camp of the people against both
war bloes.

The ISL, as a Morxist movement, looks
to the working closs and its ever-present
struggle as the busic progressive force in
society. The ISL is orgonized to spread the
ideas of socialism in the lobor movement
and among all ether sectiens of the people.

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

The fight for democracy ond the fight
for socialism are inseparable. There cam
be no lasting and genuine democracy with-
out socialism, and there can be no social-
ism without democracy. To enroll under
this banner, join the Independent Socialist
League! .

Get Acquainted!

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

O I want more information about
the ideas of Independent Social-
ism and the ISL.

O I want to join the ISL.
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There is no basic, fundamental difference between the policies of
the two major parties in the coming election. The Stevenson-Kefauver
and Eisenhower-Nixon tickets stand for a bipartisan devotion to the
status quo which is incapable of offering progressive solutions to the

problems before America.

This is not to say that there are no differences between the two
parties. The Democrats command the allegiance of the organized labor

What Choice for Youth in the Election:

)

movement, the liberals, and, if they are not completely sickened by the
events of the last four years, of most Negroes. The Republicans are a
party of big business and out-and-out reaction.

But it is precisely the point that these differences have been muted,
concealed ; that the progressive elements which back the Democrats have
subordinated their own independent politics to a spurious party "unity.”
And these are the two things which we must understand about the
coming elections: that there is no real choice for the voter; that the

facts.

In the South, Jim Crow forces young Negroes to walk

A Challenge to the Campus

The facts confronting American youth today are radical

and eynicism.

In its place there is an atmosphere of conservatism, apathy

We take our stand against this situation. We believe

the gauntlet of a racist mob in order to go to school. And
“Crisis,” the organ of the NAACP, tells us that at such a
time the present politicad campaign offers a choice of
“Tweedledum and Tweedledee'!

That is a radical fact.

The draft is still on—not only still on, it has been
stepped up so that American youth now face eight vears
of obligation to the army, two on active duty and six on
call in the Reserve. Why is it that this is true—that for
sixteen years mow young Americans have had to interrupt
their lives for this service?

That is a radical question, because the fact is radical

MeCarthy has had his power diminished, but the witch-
hunt still rolls on, There’s still an Attorney General’s List,
that .completely ‘arbitrary and -unchecked system-awhich is
used to deny employment, government and private, to award
bad discharges from the army, and so on and on.

That is a radical change in demecracy, to have institu-
tions of unfreedom as a seemingly permanent part of the
landscape.

Young Americans today are denmied an education for
lack of money. Various leaders of the country have become
alarmed because we “aren't keeping up with the Russians,”
because “we aren’t training enough people for industry,”
and so on. But what of the youth and their needs? They
haven’t fieard a single program yet which really gives them
a straight answer.

That Is a radicaFlack in a society proclaimed to be the
most prosperous in human history.

The. facts are radical; but Amevican youth are not,

For the last six or seven years, almost all political
youth organizations have suffered a terrible decline. The
ferment, the debate and argument, the action that was once
part and parcel of education in America have died down.

that radical facts demand radical answers, socialist answers.

We don't believe that youth can sit out the issues that
effect them. We are against the conformist trend, against the
banning of student clubs, the loyalty oaths, the fear on the
campus. We are for making a beginning, here and now, and
a beginning it is becanse there is a tough fight to make.

That beginning has to start with ideas. We must under-
stand the radical facts, we must know why the Thirties
was a decade of depression, the Forties of war; the Fifties
of Jim Crow, impending helocaust ip war and the new con-
formity. For us, that means that we have to have a socialist
analysis, that we have to see these evénts as part of an
over-all picture, as developing out of the very structure of
this society.

But ideas, even radical ideas, are not enough This is
not a time only for acadeniic’ dme'nss:un pure and simple,
for banding together in polite little utopias of discussion.
The ideas have to lead to action.

We bhave no illusions that we are going oul fo remake
ithe world tomorrow morning. Bul we know that the world
will never be changed if we simply hang around and wait
for it to happen. We believe that we have to de something—
whatever is possible, here and now,

“Young Socialist Challenge” is published by the Young
Socialist League. That is an organization which does not
simply discuss but which acts too.

This issue contains a short deseription of the YSL, and
a series of articles which reflect the YSL view on the major
issues of the day. The guestions and answers which you will
find here are radical because the facts before youth today
are radical.

For us the only real answer is organized socialist ac-
tion. That is what this issue means and what the YSL
means.

We offer this as a challenge to the campus, a challenge
to America’s youth to face up to the radical facis!

Both Parties Have Turned Their Backs
On the Heroic Negro Fight in the South

By SAM TAYLOR

The issue of desegregation of the schools, on the background of
the great fight being made for it in the South, is today’s challenge to

the nation.

1t shows how great are the gaps in American democracy. It puts
every mealy-mouthed politician on the spot, including those that want

to be president.

But behind the school-desegre-
gation issue are the much broader
problems of which the school issue
is only a part. The South has not
kept the Negro shackled under the
bondage of Jim Crow just because
of racist theories of “white su-
premacy.”

The pottern of segregation throughout
the South is a means of keeping the Negro
jn on inferior economic and social posi-
tion, in the lowest paying jobs. It is a
means of denying him the vote. It is a
means of appeasing peor and ignorant

Southern whites by giving them someone
to lock down on.

Big business in the South and the
Northern corporations with Southern
bases of operation have an interest in
the present economic status of the Negro,
and so do the politicians who have staked
their careers on the support of segrega-
tiom.

The hastions of Southern racism could
not have been expected to go down with-
out resistance just because the Supreme
Court adopted a decision, Initial success-
es, especially in the more liberal urban
areas, which were at the smme time ac-
companied by vacillating and weak-kneed
attitudes in the government, served to

i

stiffen the resistance of reactionary ele-
ments who were alarmed by the suecesses
but encouraged by the vacillation. Now
these hardbitten white-supremasists feel
that if they act tough enough, they can
postpone the day of reckoning.

14 is ogainst this measure of the prob-
lem that we have to look at the preform-
ance of the two major political parties.
Both parties and their presidential candi-
dates are cut out of the same cloth on
this question, os they are on so many
other issues.

They have deliberately and purpose-
fully evaded the real issue in,all public
pronouncements. Neither has indicated
the slightest desire to take leadership or
responsibiilty for leading the struggle
against segregation.

The civil-rights planks of both the
Democratic and Republican platforms
were worked out after long and hard toil
—not to take a clear-cut stand hut to
evade and doubletalk, with the Republi-
can plank coming out only a shade better

{Continved on page 4-Cl

basis for what would be such a
choice is in existence here and now,
but that it has been pushed off of
the political stage.

First, is there a choice? Where
do the Democrats and Republicans
stand on the great issues which confront
us, on civil rights, foreign policy, civil
liberties and domestic social legislatiof(?

Look at the ‘question of civil rights. Ne-
gro children braved mobs in Kentucky,
Tennessee and Texas; the ' Negroes of
Mentgomery have sustained their madnifi-
cent boycott, month in. month out; this 7s
THE domestic question before the Ameri-
can people today, ond more even than
that, it is an isswe with ramifications
throughout the world. Where does the
Democratic Party and its candidate stand
on civil rights?

For the last four vears, Adlai Steven-
son has made it clear that he regards the
unity of the Demoeratic Party as his
road to the White House.- He spent a
Thanksgiving dinner with Talmadge; he
accepted the support of racists in the
Florida primary. At the Democratic eont
vention in Chicago, he stood by while
eivil rights, the most immediate issud
facing Ameriea today, was disposed of in
a mock “debate” which lasted for half
an hour. And while that “debate” was
going on, the Reporter magazine noted,
Stevenson's managers were mixing with
the delegates arguing against a roll-call
on civil rights.

One need only compare 1956 with 1952
to get the full flaver of the point.

A CONTRAST

In 1952 when Stevenson was nomi-
nated everyone understood that the ticket
had to be balanced by a Southerneri
Sparkman of Alabama was named to
take the curse off Stevenson's “liberals
ism.” But in 1956 it was the other way
around. Kefauver, a border-state senator
with a mueh more forthright stand on
civil rights than Stevenson Was neces=
sary to shore up the ticket in the North

The distance between these fwo conven-
tions is more than a mere four years: it
represents a thorough switch in the basis
of the presidential nomination and the
position of the party, a retrogression from
the exceedingly moderate stond of 1952—
a defeat for civil rights.

IT Stevenson is elected, his ability to
act will be tremendously compromised,
to put it mildly, by the fact that his
party contains the leading racists in
America and that, by and large, they
supported him. More, a Stevenson vie-
tory will represent the increased power
of the South in the Senate where it con-
trols the majority of the powerful com-
mittee chairmanships.

Eisenhower does not suffer from this
built-in institutional restraint om the'
question of civil vights. He could act.
But his own dedication to a philesophy
of “states rights” has precluded that =o
far. Still, the Republican potential on
civil rights remains a little greater than
that of the “united” Democratic Party.
And that’s not saying much for the Re-
publicans.

“You can’t have me and Jim Eastland
in the same party”: that's what Walter
Reuther-said befm‘e the Demoeratic con-
vention. And now, Adlai Stevenson has

{Continved on page 4-C)
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The Young Socialist League is the only nation-wide socialist youth
organization in the United States. It was organized in 1954 to spread
the ideas of democratic socialism among students and young workers
and to participate in the day-to-day struggle for democracy and equality.

Despite the efforts of defenders of American capitalism to picture this coun_try
as a perfect society which has selved, or is solving, all of its problems, thinklpg
voung people know that the American social fabric is rife with oppression, inequality
and injustice. The vile suppression of the democratic rights of the Negro peop!e
in the South and elsewhere, the witechhunting assault on civil liberties and academic
freedom, the economic insecurity felt by millions of workers in the face of today's
“prosperity,” and above all the possibility of another world war—all of these integral
aspects of the “American Way of Life” bear down upon our people and the people
of the world. .

To aid all progressive efforts to better the people’s lot and to educate for the
socialist reorganization of society which will put an end to all exploitation and
oppression of man by man—this is the purpose of the Young Socialist League.

THE STRUGGLE FOR NEGRO RIGHTS

The rising tide of militant struggle by the Negro people to realize their emanci-
pation—which was proclaimed nearly one hundred years ago—is the most important
development in our social and political life. This is a battle against all that is rotten

and backward in the South and the nation as a whole; it is a struggle for democracy. .

In response to this movement the government and the leading spokesmen of
the Democratic and Republican Parties counsel “moderation” and chide the “extrem-
ists on both sides." Evading their clear-cut duty to take a stand on the side of those
-who struggle for their elementary rights, they content themselves with vague
rhetoric in favor of civil rights.

. We have done and will do all in our power to support the struggle of the

Negro people for their rights. We say that it is the duty of the government to
enforce the ruling against segregation in the schools and to make all acts of segre-
gation and diserimination illegal. We call upon the Negro people and all progressive
sections of the population to join in a mighty movement to demand the end of all
oppression of the Negroes now.

CIVIL LIBERTIES AND ACADEMIC FREEDOM

Today, although some of the more flagrant aspects of MeCarthyism have dis-
appeared, the denial of civil liberties to communist party members and sympathizers,
gocialists and radieals has become part of the fabrie of American life. Believers
in unpopular ideas and members or sympathizers of organizations on the Attorney
General’s List are excluded from government jobs, teaching positions, and some
fields of private employment.

We stand and fight for the fullest civil liberties for all, including those whose
views we detest, such as Communist party members and fascists. We are for the
right of a]l who are qualified to teach, to hold teaching positions. We support the
right of students to organize freely, to hear speakers of their own choosing, and to
have a democratic student government, without suppression or interference by the
administration.

THE ROAD TO PEACE

4 All of humanity dreads the prospect of a néw holocaust. And yet it threatens.
Despite the fact that war does not loom imminently the way it did several years
ago, no one believes or can believe that its prospect has been eliminated. Nor can
it be so, as long as the rulers of the two war bloes are left in.power.

At present the world is divided into two war camps which contend with each
other for domination of the world. One side ig led by the United States, the last
stronghold of capitalism, which in order to hold on to its markets and positions of
power, exercises imperialist sway over the whole capitalist world. It aligns itself
with the forces of reaction everywhere, propping up the Francos and Chiang Kai-
sheks, supporting Frenmch and British imperialism in North Africa, Cyprus and
elsewhere.

The other side, under the imperialist hegemony of Russia, consists of countries
deceitfully deseribed by those who rule them as “socialist.”” Far from being “social-
ist,” these eountries are run by a brutal ruling bureaucracy which exploits and
oppresses the people. The revelations about Stalin by Khrushchev & Co. confirm
this to the hilt. The present rulers, who were Stalin’s accomplices and are mow
his heirs, are not ending and will not end voluntarily their totalitarian oppression
of the Russian people.

THE THIRD CAMP

No peace will come from the likes of these. For the forces who can create a
peaceful world we must look to those whose interests oppese the warmakers. We
must look to the workers of the world and the oppressed colonial peoples.

We call this force the Third Camp, for its interests are opposed to the American
and Russian war camps..

LABOR AND POLITICS

We support the struggles of labor te build a strong labor movement, to fight
for economie and social advance. We favor all progressive policies and tendencies
inside the unions and fight against racketeering and bureaucratic elements. We
call upon the labor movement to organize a political party of its own, an indepen-
dent Labor Party, as a necessary instrument in the struggle for labor's needs and
democracy.

The Democratic Party is the party of Eastland in the South, the party of
“White Supremacy.” In the North it is the party of the bosses and city machines.
Having controlled Congress most of the time since the war it has been unable even
to repeal the Taft-Hartley Law, not to méntion the long list of needed reforms
reserved exclusively for liberal rhetoricians.

A wictory of the Demeocratic Party puts the control of all leading Senate and

| GET ACQUAINTED!

Young Socialist League
114 West 14 Street, New York 11, N. Y.

[0 I want more information about the Young Socialist League and
its ideas. :

[ I want to join the Young Socialist League.
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HAT IS THE YOUNG SOCIALIST LEAGUE?

House committees in the hands of the Dixiecrates like Eastland and Co., who will
fight any progressive demand by either labor or the Negro people. Such a party,
based on a coalition of such conflicting forces, cannot offer progressive leadership
to the American people.

SOCIALISM AND DEMOCRACY

The thread of democracy runs througheut all of these struggles. All invelve
an attempt to achieve greater control by mankind over its destiny. But capitalism
by its very nature limits democracy; under it the means of production are in the
hands of a tiny group upon whom all are dependent.

At the basis of the current “stability” of American ecapitalism lies the Perma-
nent War Economy. World War IT got us out of the depression and our vast arma-
ments program keeps us out now. Capitalism cannot provide real peace and pros-
perity at the same time.

We call upon the working peaple of this country to take the running of industry
into their own hands, to abolish the exploitation of man by man.

There can be no socialism without democracy nor a lasting or genuine democracy
without socialism. !

John the Young Socialist League—Join the Fight for a Better World!

Witchhunt Still Goes On

In Post-McCarthy Climate

By RALPH HODGES

The “post-McCarthy” period is felt by many liberals to mean a
decisive change in the civil-liberties picture in this country, The san-
guine reasoning which accompanies the “post-McCarthy” characteriza-
tion has as its premise the belief that what is wrong with civil liberties
today is that there are certain practices and procedures—“excesses”—
which need to be modified and reformed. Stevenson and Eisenhower

for example, mention their concern
for the “innocent” vietims who
have been wrongfully treated be-
cause of “inadequacies” in the fed-
eral loyalty-security system and
they call for the correction of the

system’s mistakes,

But to fall into the trap of simply call-
ing for the reform of certain practices,
is to concede the entire basis of a witch-
hunt which still continues today against
non-conformist thought. While every
civil-libertarian should be for such re-
forms, insofar as they are possible, it
must be understood that any system
which makes radical, socialist and other
non-conformist views subject to govern-
mental contrel or interference will be
sure to produce “injustices.”

The Attorney General’s “subversive
list” still exists and people are still per-
secuted on the basis of membership in
listed organizations; the army gives dis-
honorable discharges to young men based
on beliefs and associations which oc-
ceurred prior to their entrance into mili-
tary service; the House Un-American
Activities Committee runs wild still;
academic freedom and the rights of stu-
dents are still being trampled on by uni-
versity administrations and local patri-
ots,

All of these instances and many more
can be cited to demonstrate that what
must be fought against are not “ex-
cesses” but the very nature of the “se-
curity” program. s

THE NEW FEAR ~

Stodents and young people have a spe-
cial interest in civil liberties. In two of
the areas mentioned above, academie free-
dom and the military-security program,
young men and wemen are direcily af-
fected,

The very quality of student freedom
to stand up for unpopular ideas, to join
organizations, and to pursue dn intel-
lectual life without fear of the pressures
and penalties imposed by the representa-
tives of orthodoxy, has declined drasti-
cally in the last ten years. Today stu-
dents tend to take for granted situations
in which they must weigh their words
and actions for fear that in some future
time a McCarthy will “get” them,

If proof iz needed that the “post-Me-
Carthy” period has not produced any-
thing more than a more favorable cli-
mate, then let us list some examples of
how the witchhunt continues.

At City College of New York the
school administration still requires mem-
bership lists from the warious recognized
organizations. The meaning of this re-
quirement is that the school officials
want to hold a blackjack over any stu-

¥
.

dent who has the temerity to join a
“Marxist Discussion Group” or a Social-
ist Club. Presumably the list is private;
but in fact it is open to any cop or
snooper who takes an interest in student
politieal life.

Fortunately, in this case, one ean find
the only meaningful manifestation of
“post-MecCarthyism”—that is, the students
at CCNY have resisted the list require-
‘ment. It isTresistance fo" the’ witchhimt,
and not generous acts by officials, which
has led to whatever improvement there
has been in the civil-liberties atmosphere,

At the University of California, the
administration maintains a “security”
officer on campus to keep an eye on stu-
dent political activity. The university of-
ficials claim that he is concerned only
with personnel working on “secret”™ proj-
ects; in fact the activities of the “secur-
ity” office reach right into student life,

At UCLA the administration sends
spies to off-carfipus student political
meetings and also into the classrooms
of “suspect” teachers. What is crucial
about the witchhunt on campus is not
only the' specific actions, but the threat
which is held over teachers’ and stu-
dents’ heads.

Any young man, student or worker,
must account for his political (and social
and personall) associations and beliefs
to the army.

He must swear to them that he has

never harbored a dangerous thought,

spoken to a subversive peérson, or joined
a suspect organization. If he has com-
mitted one of these fiendish acts—even

‘though he was a eivilian at the time and

not subject to military control—he must
justify himself to men whose very lives
and ideas stem from a rigorous undemo-
cratic caste system. Note that we would
say that if they were sterling democrats
then they would have the right to judge
the legality of the acts and thoughts of
young citizens. Any ecivil-libertarian
must: it’s none of the army’s businesa
what the opinions or associations of its
recruits are; their business is only his
performance as a soldier.
Parenthetically, let us say that if the

Sidney Hooks whe show so much con--

cern over the “abuse” of the Fifth
Amendment and the “problem” of Com-
munist teachers were really concerned
with what is happening to civil liberties,
they would write and talk about this
problem. Instead they write articles -on
the “ethics” of the Fifth Amendment,
and Keep their mouths closed over the
very real persecutions going on, for ex-
ample, in the army.

We of the Young Socialist League be-
lieve that students and teachers must

[Continued on page 3-C)
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“The Salnists”

New Turn:

LYL Heads for a Face-Liftin

By GEORGE POST

The entire Stalinist world has been sent reeling by the impact of
the 20th Party Congress of the USSR Communist Party in February
of this year, Charges which the Stalinist faithful have always labeled
“lies” and “perversions” are now admitted to have been true by the
current leadership of the Russian state, by the leading figure in the
bureaucratie class which rules Russia with a totalitarian hand.

This has touched off an irrepres-
sible spate of discussion within the
Stalinist world, and within the
American Communist Party. Once
the discussion has been opened as
fully and drastically as it has been,
there is no way to close Pandora's

box.

Especially among those who joined the
Communist Party or the Stalinist youth
organizations within the past ten years
or =0, this drastic ‘changing of the
guard’ has ereated serious doubts about
their allegiance to the Communist move-
ment. The Stalinist youth, having had
less fime to go through the corrfipting
experiences that the Stalinist world of-
fers its members, many of whom are sin-
cere radicals, are in greater distress than
their elders. At least this is true among
those who were recruited on the basis of
politics rather than on the basis of the
amorphous folk singing, pony-tail, blue-
jeans atmesphere which is one of the
hallmarks of the current Stalinist youth
operations.

The first official reoction among the
leaders of the Lobor Youth League was to
play the same old record, to do business
in the same way ot the same stand. Their
fine was: little has changed; little needed
to be changed; Russia is after all a seclal-
ist society; true, o great man gone wrong,
Stalin, hos committed errors, blunders,
mistakes, perhaps even sins, which had to
bé' corrected by “criticism:and “self-criti-
cism,” but still there are only minor ad-
justments to be maode.

In this mood, the leadership of the
Labor Youth League refused to answer
s written challenge by the Young. So-
cialist League to debate the major issue
raised by the 20th Party Congress: the
nature of Stalinism and the Stalinist
state. Only after constant pressure by
the Young Socialist League, a pressure

Witchhunt — —

[Continued from page 2-C)
wage @ vigorous eampaign to eradicate
not only the “spirit” of McCarthyism
but also the system which ealls it Torth,

We, iike all real civil-libertarians, de-
fend the rights of all political tendencies
to0 have 2 voice and to present their views.
‘We defend the right of a Commmist
Party member fo teach en the ground
that the only proper eriterion for the
maintenance of academic status is compe-
tence. )

Moreover, we call for a student “bill
of rights":

(1) The right to join and to organize
freely on campus in student groups
without fear of administrative reprisal
or spying.

(2) The right to a student government
independent of university control.

(3) The right to publish and to propa-
gate students’ views on all subjects.

(4) The right to hear any speaker o;
their cheice without administrative veto
or “screening.”

(5) The right to be free to study and
write on whatever subject one may be
interested in, subject to the limitations
only of relevance.

(6) The right to organize, as students,
to protect these rights against the ad-
ministration or even the faculty. )

These demands, these rights, are basic
to any program for civil liberties on the
campus. We Young Socialists call upon
liberal, progressive students and macl"]-
ers to support them and to work for their
establishment. Thereby perhaps we may
goon see the re-establishment of an at-
mosphere of free 'tnguizy-and free asso-
ciation on the American campus.

designed to bring the issues involved
gquarely before the LYL rank and file,
and after the consequent questioning of
the LYL leadership by the membership
on why they had not accepted the YSL's
challenge, did the LYL leadership meet
with YSIL to discuss a possible debate.

There were several meetings in June,
but the LYL has yet to agree to a
debate which would eclearly foree the
LYL leadership to discuss Russia and
their attitudes toward it. It is hoped that
in the near future such a debate can be
arranged.

Politics continues to be de-emphasized
by the Labor Youth League. Any
thorough examination of its magazine
the New Challenge (no relation, not even
an illegitimate one, to this periodieal)
can be éompleted in ten minutes, for it
never containg any articles which have
much to do with politics or ideas. Based
in format on the ten-cent, pocket-sized
“girlie” magazines, the intellectunal and
political content of the New Challenge
is objectively on the same level.

A great emphasis is placed upon the
social activities of the organization, and
“nolitical” life for many teen-age LYL-
ers does not differ very greatly from the
life of non-political teen-age clubs. The
LYL iz led by a group of ancient “youth”
leaders, who have been involved in Stal-
inist youth politics for upward of fifteen
and more years. (The outgoing national

chairman-of ‘the LYL, Leon Wofsy, is
reputed to have a teen-age child of his

own who is old enough to be eligible for
membership in the LYL.)

WHITEWASH AHEAD

The meeting of the National Council of
the LYL in May of this year indicated
clearly the direction in which the organ-
ixration was moving. It will rotify the new
line of the CP as contained in the CP Na-
tional Committee's draft polifical resolu-
tion, with no genuine debote except that
stirred up within its ronks by adherents
of certain groups such as the independent
Stalinist Sweezeyites and the American
Socialist-Cochranite group.

Leon Wofsy's report to this May meet-
ing was a perfect harbinger—as is to be
expected—of the CP National Committee
resolution. All the "mistakes” of the past
of the LYL are laid at the doorstep of
short-sighted | pelitics, narrow-minded
bureaucratic leaders, misinterpretation
of the political situstion in the U. 8. and
isolation from the youth and the working
class. While all of these, of course, are
true, they require explanation in turn,
for by themselves they do not amount to
a relevant explanation for the erisis and
isolation of the LYL. °

Any relevant explanation would have
to deal with the fact that (1) the LYL
has always been a pliant tool of the CP,
with no real independence. {(Incidently,
while we oppose the inclusion of the LYL
on the Attorney General’s “subversive
list” because we oppose.the entire list,
including the listing of the CP on it.)
{2) The American CP has never since
the late twenties developed its own pro-
gram, but has had its program handed
down to it by the Russian bureaucratic
ruling ¢lass. (3) The monolithic, totalitar-
ian nature of the Communist movement
stems from the monolithic, totalitarian,
anti-socialist and reactionary nature of
the Russian state and the Russian rul-
ing class,

TO "BROADEN"

There have been mony hints, although
as yef no absolutely certain indication,
that the LYL will either be dissolved and
replaced by a newer, broader, "avowedly
non-Marxist” organization of the type of
the wartime Americon Youth for Demec-
racy ond the post-war Young Progressive

Citizens of America ond Young Progres-
sives of America, in which the Stalinist
leadership was carefully buried and which
appealed to all “liberal ond progressive™
youth; or it may be "broadened" into such
an organization while maintaining the
same name.

Whatever the actual form may be—
and this will be dictated by the CP’s as-
sessment of the situation—the actuality
will be that LYLers will function in a
careful, conservative fashion within
campus NAACPs, the SDA, the Young
Demoecrats, and similar Democratic
Party and liberal organizations. (It is
reported that at the recent convention
of the California Young Democrats, a
Crypto-LY Ler was almost elected as that
organization’s representative to the
Democratic National Committee. )

They will be hard to spot for those
students who have not had experience
dealing with Stalinists, and they ean, if
not challenged and combated, play not
insignificant roles in such organizations,

The many honest, radical youth within
the Labor Youth League who believe
that they are part of an autonomous
organization with only political ties with
the Communist Party must look to the
current events within the Communist
Party in order to learn the anti-demo-
cratic nature of of Stalinists politics and
Stalinist organizations,

The forthcoming convention of the CP,
postponed from the original September
{and then December) dates, will oeccur
one year after the 20th Party Congress,
a year in which the Stalinist leadership
has worked arduously to hold together a
Stalinist party. (The LYL convention
also has been postponed from the original
November date to February.) But the
CP convention, while it may have more
discussion than previous CP conventions,
will not be a democratic one.

DECISIONS MADE

The basic decisions have already been
made. The outline of these decisions has
been made eminently clear by the Draft
Politicg) Resolution recently issued by the
National Committee of the Communist
Party.

The Communist Party is going to ex-
ecute the change in-line unanimously
dictated by the Russian 20th Pariy
Congress, The convention will only act
to formalize the decisions taken by the
national committee, although dissident
voices may be raised. This will follow
the precedent of all previous CP con-
ventions since the late 1820s.

The CP National Committee statement
disavows the “left orientation” of the
Progressive Party period as a mistake—
and comes out for a “people’s anti-mon-
opoly crusade,” in short for the line of
the Popular Front and of the so-called
Browder period. This will entail support
for the Democratic Party, although fig-
ures around the Communist movement,
such as Harry Bridges, have indicated
that there is some sentiment for back-
ing the Republican Party instead, as the
party most likely to preserve peace, i.e.,
to handle American foreign relations so
ineptly as to play into the hands of the
USSR. (Not that there are basic policy
differences between the. Republicans and
the Democrats—but Dulles-Eisenhower
are more inept than were Acheson-Tru-
man.)

While acknowledging—as they must,
given the fact that Khrushchev has told
them that they must—that the CP was
wrong in not offering “fraternal and
constructive criticism”. of the Soviet
Union and the “peoples’ demecracies,”
the National Committee places all the
blame for this upon its own mistaken
view that any public eriticism would
hurt the USSR rather than aid it, and,
of course, it claims that the 20th Party
Congress and the “process of self-chr-
rection” in Russia and the “peoples’ de-
mocracies” "“are irrefutable evidence of
the historie role and vitality of the so-
cialist system,” Not a word, of course,
which might indicate that the American
CP is the puppet manipufated by the
Russian Stalinist ruling class, that it
could not criticize that class begause the

'

master would not allow it. Not a word,
of course, that would even acknowledge -
that there might be some question about
the “socialist” nature of the USSR.

The draft resolution discusses bureau-
eracy in the party—in the same way as
Khrushehevy did—and talks about the
“establishment of closest ties between
membership and leadership,” it offers the
most. minimal set of changes possible,
These include the continuation of a °
monthly publication, such us the current
Party Veice, to be “devoted exclusively to
articles or letters discussing, debating
or differing with party policies,” and
“Minutes of National Board meetings
must be circulated among all members
of the National Committee.”

This last provision reveals the incred-
ible lack of democracy within the CP, in
which the National Committee, which
elects the National Board, has not been
entitled previously to the minutes of the
meetings of that bodrd.

STILL SEETHING

But any bosic restructuring of the party,
of course, is not contemplated. The doce-
ment specifically prohibits the right to
create factions with a factional press,
the only real saofeguard for democracy
within a democratic working-class party;
such factions, they avow, would destroy
the monolithic "unity” of the party, which
must be preserved at all costs.

The document reveals that the Dennis
tendency—the official ‘Stalinists’ leader-
ship of the party—has emerged vietori-
ous; the opposing wings led by John
Gates and William Z. Foster were forced
to vote for the Denniz document. That
group in the party which was most se-
verely shaken by the events of the past
eight months and which called for the
liquidation of the party was explicitly
attacked.

But it also reveals that the party
underneath the surface of the leadership
is still seething. That iz indicated when
the document must promise a monthly
discussion publication, must make even
very moderate changes allowing for a
modicum more demoeracy, must explicit-
Iy attack the “liquidationist’” tendéncy
(you don't have to attack a group which
has: no strength, for such a:group can be
best dealt with by ignoring it).

While it is predictable that the CP
will make the turn demanded by the new
line of the Russian bureaucratic ruling
class, nevertheless this ‘must have the
impact of disillusioning certain segpments
of the CP's rank and file and sympathiz-
ers, of breaking them away from the
CP.

Although the CP will continue in its
present form, its ranks will be even fur-
ther depleted; its significance in Ameri-
can life even further diminished. Among
the youth especially it is hoped that the
greatest disillusionment will occur,

N.Y, YSL *« SCHEDULE.-

All meetings at
11f West 1} Street, N. Y. C.

fhur., Oct. 11—at 8:30 i
Joint meeting with ISL: i
CIVIL RIGHTS AND Ll
THE CANDIDATES
Speaker: Max Martin

*ri., Oct. 19—at 8:30 H
FOREIGN POLICY AND

fri., Nov. 2—at 8:30

Pre-election forum:
IS THERE A CHOICE
IN THE ’56 ELECTION?

-olumbus Day Weekend Camp:

N. Y, YSL Camp, from Friday lunch
(Oct. 12) through Sunday supper
(Oct. 14), at Mountain Spring Camp
in New Jersey . .. all kinds of sports
and recrention, and educational talksy
Saturday szecial . . . For details, phone
or write N. Y. YSL office, WA 4-4222, .
Phone immediately — reservations
limited.
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THE ELECTION |
Speaker: Sam Taylor f |
iat., Oct. 27—at 9 * |
YSL PARTY : Dancing, L e
Folk-Dancing, Folk-sing, %™
Refreshments, Social 4
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What Choice for Youth? — —

1 {Continued from page 1-CJ
‘foanaged & “unity” which embraces Jim
Fastland and Walter Reuther.

In other words, he has subordinated the
Eri:’g'ﬂmﬁe pro-civil-rights forces to the

ower of the most reactionary elements

{i'ﬁ party. What can we expect from
Such o man os president? A sirong stend
®n civil rights?

Take foreign policy.

We live in a revolutionary world. The
fhost gigantic fact of our time is the
Zrimbling of the edifice of Western im-
Perialism. The colonial masses, the work-
ersf of Europe, are anti-capitalist.

" Apainst this background, Russia and
%he United States have led their respec-
Yive blocs in a titanie battle which has
threatened man with an atomic hole-
aust, Stalinism has come forth as an
“gnti-imperialist” imperialism, opposed
to the imperailism of the West, dedicated
to its own totalitarian imperialism. But
Becanse it is also anti-capitalist, it has
Been able to rally millions to its banners,
it boasts of huge Communist Parties in
Western Europe, of volunteer armies in
Asia. It falsely parades before the peo-
ples of the world as the inheritor of the
Uctober Revolution, as the embodiment
ot socialism.

WHO'S FREE?

The American response to this challenge
was initioted by Truman and Acheson, con-
dihved by Eisenhower and it is foday sup-
ported by Stevenson, It is based upon a
kerfes of military alliances which are com-
pletely Indiscriminate in their "anti-Com-
imunism,” numbering Chiang Nai-shek and
Franco and Fremch repression in North
Africa as part of the "Free World.” Amer-

* jca's camp has been the camp of the sta-
¥is quo ond of reaction.
There has been a total inability to
frame a political response to a political
¢hallenge. Those who are in faet the peo-
ples of the free world, the workers, the
¢olonial masses, the oppressed under
Stalinism, find themselves often enough
Jgoking down American-supplied gun
barrels in Algeria, Indochina, Cyprus
#mid 'the like.
Stevenson and Eisenhower are agreed
én this basic policy. They both support
the system of reactionary military alli-
ances. John Foster Dulles has, of course,
earried out this policy with an incompar-
able flair for bumbling, and Stevenson
‘wht well improve the style or the
fifesse of U.S. foreign policy; but its
substance remains bipartisan and tragie.
Assume, for example, a Stevenson vie-
tory; assume that Chester Bowles, a lib-
eral who has shown a considerable un-
derstanding of the necessity of Amer-
jea’s comipg to grips with the colonial
revolution, was appointed secretary of
State. As long as America backs NATO,
. Bowles would have to contradict his own

gnalysis; for our suppert of Irance
stands between us and the people of
North Africa, our support of England
divides us from the people of the Middle
East,

Stevenson has not demonstrated any
inelination to break with this basic pol-
jey, and as long as this remains true, one
cannot speak of alternatives in foreign
policy as between the two parties.

WITCHHUNT TO GO ON

~ Civil liberties? It's not even an issue
between them in this campaign. There
will be charge and counter-charge on the
notorious “numbers game” of the Pepub-
licans, but the basic institutions of the
witchhunt—the Attorney General's List,
the Smith Act, the so-called Loyalty and
Security Program-—are safe for anotler
four vears. _

After all, the witchhunt was begun by
#he Democrats under Truman, it was con-
#inued by Eisenhower, and there is no rea-
son to expect that Stevenson will act dif-
ferently. The bill this spring %o increase
the sentences under the Smith Act was a
bipartisan orgy of "anti-Communism," and
fhere has béen pmo word of dissent from
Stevenson. )

Finally, there is the issue of domestic
social legislation. )

SQince 1938 —the date when the _rulmg
legislative coalition of reactionary
Sputherners and Republicans took over—
America has mot seen a single major
ptece of social Jegislation. The Dixiegop
coalition has been strengthened by the
Stevenson unity strategy and there is no
Teattn to expect a change on that score.

On other issues, the two parties vary:
the Demoerats are better on public pow-
er in the Pacific Northwest, but tHen
they are committed to the natural-gas
giveaway bill and the tidelands oil deal,
But important as these issues are, they
are peripheral. The main fact about so-
cial legislation is that the reactionary
coalition in Congress has been strengti_m-
ened by the Stevenson campaign and is
not challenged by Eisenhower.

Thus, on the basic issues there is no fun-
damental disagreement between the Dem-

ocratic and Republican Parties this year.

They stand together for a continuation of
a militarist and reactionary response té
the challenge of Stalinism. Neither offers
any real hope for civil rights, though the
Republicans have a greater potential on
this score; both ignore civil liberties; and
neither stands for any real opposition to
the coalition of reactionary Southeraers
and Republicans which has blecked all ma-
jor social legisiation for the last eighteen
years.

THE INDEPENDENT WAY

But what about compromise,
about the “lesser evil”?

To begin with, it is clear that a certain
amount of compromise i3 essential in
politics, But in cempromise, one side
gives up something and gets something
in return.

The Stevenson strategy has been to
lead the progressive forces which are in-
side the Democratic Party to give up
many things, ineluding principles, with-
out getting anything in return.

And a similar conclusion holds true
for the argument of the lesser evil. It is
not a lesser evil when a party stifles pro-
gressive possibilities, when it fails, not
our socialist ideals, but its own liberal
potentialities, That iz a headlong retreat
which must be fought, not a lesser evil
to be supported.

what

But is our onalysis then simply nega-
tive? Do we say ''a plague on both their
houses' and leave it at that?

The answer to this question has been
implied in what has gone before. There
are progressive forces in the United
States; indeed they represent the major-
ity of the population: the labor move-
ment, the militant Negroes, the liberals,
those two-thirds of the American farm
families who have been untouched by the
agricultural programs of the last two
decades.

Today, these forees are subordinated
to the unity of the Democratic Party;
they are the tail to the kite. At the
Democratic convention in Chicago, they
were silenced by their support of Steven-
son and his tactic of unity.

In 1948 this coalition could get the
Demoerats to make a verbal commitment
to a militant program and they won the
election. In the four years that followed,
not a single major plank of the Fair
Deal was passed into law.

This wyear this progressive coalition
suffered defeat even on the terminology
of the platform. Their hope for a legis-
lative enactment of their program is
even less than it was in 1948,

The years have made it plain that
there iz no way out of this impasse in the
Demoeratic Party.

The 1956 convention of the Democrats
underscored the point, if that were neces-
sary. The way out is for these progressive
forces to speak ond act in the nome of
their own independent politics. The way
out Is a labor party.

Such a party would not be loaded
down with the Eastlands and the other
Southern reactionaries; such a party
could speak-out in the name of its own
politics without being the tail to a
“ynity" kite.

In 1948, as we pointed out, the Demo-

crats won the election on a liberal rhe-
toric and without the South; but then the
nature of the party stopped them from
doing a thing about all the brave words
even if they had wanted to. Not s0 with
a labor party. Its majority could not be
subverted from the inside az in the case
of the Demoerats. It could do more than
win an election—it could put through a
program.

The kind of party we are talking
about would not, at the beginning, be
socialist, though socialists would support
it. It would not have a “perfect” pro-
gram. But if it began only by working
for the policies of the orpanized labor
movement as it is today, that could be
a tremendous step forward.

LABOR'S ROAD

In foreign policy, there could he at
least the beginning of a political appeal
to the masses through labor’s ties with
workers and unions throughout the
world; on civil rights, labor has heen
the largest section of the country to come
to the aid of the Negroes; on civil liber-
ties, labor has made a fight on the basis
of job security, even if belatedly and in-
adequately; and on domestic social legis-
lation, labor has stood for public housing,
TVA, aid to education—in faect, for al-
most every single progressive measure
put before the Ameyican people.

Such o party, we repeat, would not
achieve utopiog overnight. But when one
compares it to the sorry spectacle of Ste-
vensen and his Democratic Party today,
one con understand immediately what a
gain it would be.

And the road to that labor patty does
not lie along the way of “critical” sup-
port of a reactionary unity; it is oenly by
demanding that the progressive forces
stand up independently ,and fght for
their own program that we can achieve
this aim. For that reason, we refuse to
make the fake “choice” between Steven-
son and Eisenhower; we commit our-
selves to working for the only real choice,
for a labor party.

Negro Fight in the South — —_

(Confinved from page 1-C|

than the Democrats’ complete knuckle-
down to the South. The Democrats found
it “impossible even to come out for the
Supreme Court decision as *the law of
the land." Instead they wrote that it was
“part of the law of the land,” a variant
fitted to the segregationist argument
which holds that the state’s right to leg-
islate segregation is the “other part of
the law.”

But worse than the platform has been
the failure of the liberal and labor forces
inzide of the Democratic Party to make
a vigorons fight for the passage of a
strong ecivil-rights plank. They put up
the minimum token “floor fight" and
now supinely console themselves with
thoughts about the danger to Ameriea if
Nixon becomes president.

SMALL CONSOLATION

They are now in the process of trying
fo moke us believe that because Nixon is
an opportunist, it is necessary to make an
clliance with such “principled" men
as Talmadge and Eastland. One could enly
wish that liberals had the strength of their
principles such as the Dixiecrats demon-
strate for theirs.

It is also small consolation to make a
comparison with the shameless inaction
of the Eisenhower administration. The
GOP government stands up and fights
vigorously only for the interests of the
scions of wealth and privilege. If Eisen-
hower thinks that it does not matter
whether or not he as president supports
the Supreme Court’s decision, this state-
ment reveals nothing new about this Re-
publican administration. But why does it
follow that liberals must hail the pussy-
footing displayed by the Demoeratic can-
didate?

Adlai Stevenson has often raised the
question of the ‘need for a strong presi-
dent” and “the responsibilities of leader-
ship.” Yet the most he has been able to
say thus far is that he “accepts” the
court’s deecision; and then he hastens to
reiterate, as he did in his Little Rock
speech, that he supports the Democratic
platform on civil rights. No Dixiecrat
need fear 4 man who says he stands on
that platform.

Nor do#s it suffice to make a big point

=

that Eisenhower is president and he has
the responsibility for leadership; while
Stevenson is “only a candidate.” Does it
follow that he has no responsibilities as
a leader?

Stevenson's major point is that the
other fellow should aet—viz., that the
president should call a conference of the
opposing sides as the solution. It is like
the rest of Stevenson's little jokes. The
effectiveness of such an approach can
readily be seen if we try to imagine a
conference at which James Eastland and
Herman Talmadege sit down with Roy
Wilking and Walter Reuther to iron out
the misunderstandings and difficulties
over desegregation,

Last year when the Eisenhower ad-
ministration called the White House
Conference on Education as a substitute

* for doing anything about relieving the

growing shortage of schools, liberals and
the labor movement ridiculed the confer-
ence approach as a substitute for action.
Conferences, commissions and “impar-
tial eitizens committees” are a time-
honored technique which both parties use
to avoid action. What makes Stevenson's
proposal the essence of wisdom now,
while Eisenhower's use of it was the
ezsence of inaction and evasion?

The reality of the situation is that
the Dixiecrats, with or without the white
hoods, and inside or outside the White
Citizens Councils, are not going to be
talked out of segregation at a confer-
ence,

Perhaps it is thought and hoped that
a conference will put some spine in
Southern liberals, enough for them to
erawl out of their holes, but the sad fact
is that they have howed under in face of
the racist pressure. They will come out
when the federal government and the
labor movement indicate that they are
ready to meet the Talmadges, Eastlands
and Shivercrats head on.

DEMOS CAN'T DO IT

The responsibility of lendership is te
make clear what has te be dene to de-
stroy the roadblocks %o desegregation
which the Dixiecrats have been erecting,
What wiil be the answer o governors such
as Shivers of Texas, who, after defying a
federal district court order to desegre-

gate the schoel in Mansfield, challenged
the federal government to cite him for
contempt of court?

The Democratic Party leadership of
the seven Southern states which form
the hard core of racist resistance have
announced their plans. In general, it is
a series of legal devices designed to cir-
cumvent the Supreme Court decision to
proceed toward desegregation with “all
deliberate speed.” What will a confer-
ence accomplish in face of this provoca-
tion?

It can probably be said in all fairness
that Stevenson and Eisenhower are per-
sonally for a desegregation program. So
are many other well-intentioned people
in both parties. This has little to do with
the reality of Republican or Dem?cratic
Party polities,

The Democratic Party is not the party
of liberalism, of progress and the “New
America.” It is a mass of contradictions
containing the most diversified elements
in American society, including the most
reactionary, the Southern racists.

The Democratic Party iz incapable of
carrying oul a civil-rights program as
long as the Southern congressmen con-
trol the decisive committee chairman-
ships and the Senate filibuster rules are
unbroken.

Stevenson and his supporters made the
decision to cement their alliance with
Southern reaction and the Northern big
city machines concurred in it. And when
the labor movement went along with this
alliance, it became the tragedy of the
1956 elections.
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