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FIVE CENTS

Virtually on the eve of the .national
convention of the Communist Party
which will take up the conflict between
the. Gates-Daily Worker group and the
Stalinist Foster group over the future of
the party, the not unexpected interven-
tion came from .the Russians in the
shape of a_blast in the magazine Soviet
Russia against a leader of the dissident
tendency.

Singled out for attack was Daily
Worker foreign editor Joseph Clark, who
has been among the most vigorous crit-
ics of the old habits and approaches of
the Communist movement. The Russian
penman assigned to the job of denigrat-

-ing Clark called him “right wing,” “na-

. tional-Communist,” ‘and hinted at con-
neetions with Dulles and “bourgeois na-
tionalism - =

In @ preliminary cen:funt and rejoinder,
Clark wrote that "As several Polish ead
Yugoslav Communists have pointed out,

Soviet publications offten attack some-

* thing they do not quote, or if they guote,

it will often be out of context. Thus, |
find it difficult to discern anything 1 wrote
in the accounts quoted from Soviefskaya
Rossiya.”

Most of his reply is taken up with

arguing that it is good Marxism and
Leninism-to adapt the ideas of the great
gocialist leaders to the national condi-
tions of the U. 8.
. “Whoever coached the editor of Soviet-
skaya Robsiya,” Clark also remarks,
“eertainly gave him an inflated idea of
my importance.” However, most -politieal
observers understand that the Russian
,attack on. Clark was designed to intimi-
‘date other CP dissident elements as ‘an
assurance of success for the Foster-
"Dennis leadership. -

An editorial in the Daily Worker as-
sured its readers that the attack in the
Russian organ will not be taken as in-
structions by “American Communists,”
who, it said, will make up their own
minds at the convention. This assertion
of political independence has been gen-
erally taken as a reflection of the Gates

.Eroup’s views.

On Monday (in the same issue which
reported ‘the Russian blast), the Daily
Warker's letter column printed an inter-
qesting exchange. A reader challenged
" Clark to give evidence for his assertion
that the Stalinists in the Polish CP used
anti-Semitism against the Gomulka

Moscow Intervenes in CP Fight
With Smear Attack on Clark

leadership. In reply Clark cites & num-
ber of items, including the Po Prostu
statement quoted in LA Jan. 28. His
first citation, however, was from a Ca-
nadian Communist leader, J. B. Salsberg,
who tied it up with Khrushchev himself:

“Comrodes, recently returned from Po-
land, have confirmed the following facts.
First, thot Comrode Khrushchev on his or-
rival in Warsaw while the Polish Central
Committee  was meeting said +hat he
would never ollow Poland to fall into the
the honds of the 'imperialists and Zion-
ists." Surely this is the language of inter-
ference. In addition it hos on onti-Jewish
bias, otherwise why add the weord “Zion-
ist' to the word 'imperialists'?"

The Communist Party convention
opens February 9.
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AFL-CIO Is Pushing

To a Show-Down on
(lean-Union Issue

By ‘BEN HALL

A showdown is coming at last, and quickly, in the fight against
racketeers and gangsters in the labor movement and against their allies,
apologists and defenders. That alone would be a great vindication of
the AFL-CIO merger, which has led to this important move.

Three unions were found guilty of tolerating corrupt practices in
violation of the AFL-CIO constitution by the Ethical Practices Com-

mittee; and the Executive Council

- N e i L ey

Is It ‘Go-

By SAM TAYLOR

The Eisenhower Doctrine for the
Middle East cleared its first hur-
dle when the House of Representa-
tives passed it by the overwhelm-
ing vote of 355-61. And the Senate
will give it a similar majority later
this month.

In Washington, as elsewhere in
the country, the major emphasis
was in an effort to find out exactly
what the doctrine proposed to do
in concrete circumstances. It is a
vaguely worded statement which
constitutes a blank check for the
administration to do anything it
wishes up to and including Korean-
type “police actions” and Guata-
malan-type revolutions,

A pall of confusion settled over
Washington as congressmen strug-
gled to find out what was the pol-
icy for the Middle East, other
than being against Communism.
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THE EISENHOWER DOCTRINE:
It-Alone’?

There is a general rumor that one
is in the making, but mo one is
guite certain what it is.

The Eisenhower administration,
after assuring the country that
everything was fine in the Middle
East as well as elsewhere during
the election campaign, énveloped
its proposals in a cry of urgency
and the threat that the country
would be in mortal danger if it was
not adopted. This was enough to
stampede the vast majority in Con-
gress into voting approval.

But it has not been enough to
stampede popular reaction” into
gratifyving this “undated declara-
tion of war.” The mail to senators
on the Foreign Relations and Arm-
ed BServices Committees holding
hearings on the Middle East plan
has been running 8 to 1 against it,
according to a survey made by the
N. Y. Times,

The Eisenhower Doctrine is the
beginning of a policy toward the
Middle East. The Times’ foreign
correspondent C. L. Sulzberger
quotes cne of Dulles’ closest advis-
ors as stating that “the secretary
had absolutely mo policy in the
Middle East prior to the Suez in-
vasion.” It is more of a stop-gap
measure designed to “seal off the
area” from “Communist military
action, economie pressure, internal

subversion” and to fill the “power

- {Continued on page 2)

now. meeting in Miami is taking.
action agamst them. They are
small unions, total membership
about 170,000; but by beginning
with them, the federation gives
warning to more powerful affiliates, like
the Teamsters, and prepares the prece-
dents,

The Executive Council has already
adopted three seis of codes, laws that
will govern the federation and that can
be enforced against affiliates, to stamp
out racketeering, both in its obvious
forms and in its respectably decorated
manifestations,

The three codes are:

(1) A set of rules governing the ap-
eration of welfare funds to outlaw prae-
tices which milk the funds for the ad-
vantage of corrupt officials, through
phony “salaries” and “commissions.”

(2) Provisions to prevent a tie-in be-
tween umion officials and employers by
outlawing “investments” by labor of-
ficers under condtions that clearly dem-
onstrate collusion with management.
(The Council seem to feel that such pro-
visions are so unprecedented that it is
constrained to reiterate its belief in cap-
italist enterprise,)

{3) A code of laws to bar known race
keteers and Communists from union lead-
ership. In octual practice, the adoption
of this code prepares the woy for action
against racketeers. Most unions already
enforce provisions ogeinst Communists;
what is new is the odoption of o code to
be enforced against rocketeers, This Is
all to the good.

DEMOCRATIC ISSUE

Nevertheless, the code, while aimed
principally against erooks, continues,
repeats and reinforces an attitude that
undermines union demoeracy. It is one
thing to outlaw racketeers. It is some-
thing different to penalize Communists
solely for their political views or affili-
ations,

Regardless of how weé may detest the
opinions or program of Communists, all
their democratic rights must be defend-
ed inside and outside the unions; not
because we want te defend their policies
but because we want to protect demoe-
racy. At some point, the labor movement
will have to make a change,

(Continved on page 2)
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British (P Thinning Fast
As Leaders Cling to Moscow

§y GWEN ROBERTS

London, Feb. 2

Just how many members have quit the British Communist Party
‘since Khrushchev’s speech at the 20th Congress and the Russian aggres-
‘sionr in ‘Hungary is anybody’s guéss. Defections from the top layer of
the Communist Party’s ranks are well publicized by the press, but the

far.greater number of defections by local leaders and-active rank-and- -

file workers.are-harder to get a line on; partmuiarly as the CP itself

‘i3 going fo great trouble to throw
a smulrescreen around the business.

* But, for those who take the
pa.ms to look, there is ample evi-
dence of- hlmdreds of dissident-CP

Thembers quitting their party and
:h!rming lose and local organizations of
‘ﬂarxist Groups” and the like,

__ Many of these ex-rank-and-file mem-
¥s of thé:Communist Party have been
wr into. the Labor Party, despite ad-

;ifce to local Labor Parties from the Na-
onzl Executive that ex-CPers should
wot be admitted except in special eir-
climstances and then only after higher
,Tegional committees “have conducted an
“‘investigation.’
. im most cases the credit for enrolling
ei CFers into. the Labar Party must go to
#he left-wing members of the Labor Parly,
whe ‘have spent many hours fracking
,down groups of ex-Communist Party mem-
b rs ‘and endeavoring to enlist them in the
.LPF on the basis of a left-wing formation
Jl;liin the ranks of the mass organization
o} the: British-working class.
“These tactics: have met with varying
dggrees.of success. A number of the ex-
ers- still hold- illusions ‘about the na-
“tre, of the_.economic and .social set-up
.vm Hu,sm, they consider it to have a
: list econiomy” in spite of its self
.n mitted- evils. and, flowing from this
position, they qonmd;er that , their task
gto,nmld “g.new and real Communist
rty in  Britain- which, while. critical
oertam @spects of the Russian sys-
, will_unreservedly defend it against
& eks and ‘criticism. from. elsewhere,
'Incxdmfal]y, not all ex-CPers holding
th & position have remained outside
i LP; some of them linked up with the
° hdc"{ox Trotskyist elements which op-
e within the Labor Party and whose
gene;ai attifude. is acceptable to ex-
_CPers ‘who. still have political cobweébs
in, their eyes.
" Third Camp: elerhents within ‘the La-
bor Party, focused” avound the monthly
_journal Secialist Review, have riot-been
id]se. in this situatioti. In addition to win-
ning niew recruits: from the more politie-
a y awake segments of ex-CPers—on
‘basia .6f uncompromising ‘opposition
€0 both ‘Eastern. and Westérn .imperial-
jstis—the Third Camp section of the:
LP has. alsh succeeded in drawing in
& reéruits from. ex-CPers who, hav-
- linked up with.the Trotskyist group,
thin the LP, soon became dissatisfied
th the buresucratic set-up which they
fourid themselves involved in. For, in
mmen with similar groups in many
B}er ‘Gountries, the Trotskyist section
;%thm the Labor. Party is characterized

ifs andemocratic practices and lack .

“flexibility in the face of real eireum-
stances as opposed to theories formula-
téd twenty years agoe and now discredit-
ed.

FACTION CONFERENCE

" “The big question mark now facing the
lei’t in Britain, however, is not so much
{loge who have broken with the CP but
tHose who remain within its ranks in
tlie hopes of turning out the present CP
]é%ﬁersh:p and making a shift in the
CP pelicies:

" ‘THexe-are literally hundreds of such
p&ﬂe&w}m’ haye openly stated.that they
. disagree with- the CP leadership and-its
phlicies, but. that they :intend fo stick
. wwith the'CPuntil the outcome-of a spec-
jaf congress due to take place within the
!‘Eeﬂ “few months.

o -
?ll a

Order ALL your-books from Labor Action
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An-indication of the depth- of this meet-
ing -of CF rank-and-file- membery was col-
I_-‘ to discuss. ways ond means of turning
out the present leadetship.. It atfrocted
more than a hundred CPers. from ail
parts of the country—an unusually large
number for an unofficial meeting of CP
delegates caltod in open defiance of the
leadership ond orgamized on a very hap~
hoxard basis. _

The General feeling of this meeting
was that the big fight against the lead-
ership should take place at the forth-
coming congress and on the basis of sup-
port for a minority report recently pro-
duced by three members of a special
contimission set up by the CP to study
“inner-party democracy."

This commission first met in Septem-
ber of last year and consisted of 15 mem-
bers, 10 of them full-time officials of the
CP or its-front organizations. From the
outset it was obvious that the CF lead-
ership was determined that the ontcome
of the commission’s probe would be fa-
vorable: to the present collection of rul-
ing bureaucrats.

THE OLD SYSTEM

In spite of the fact that the special
congress does not take place until mid-
April, the commission was. given less
than three months in which. to conduet

its: work and- present ‘its report to the,

CP exeeutive, Such: was the farce of
this commission that it received no evi-
dence from- either the past or present
sécretaries of the CP; nor from the ed:=
itors of :CP publications. It éonsidered
written memoranda from branches ‘but
did not allow branch representatives: or
individuals to state a case in person. It
did not consider the “cult of the individ-
ual;” events in Hungary or the Comin-
form rupture with Yugoslavia in 1948;
when certain members of the coinmission
asked for a review of these things they
were told that there was no timel

The outcome was a report, signed by
twelve, of the fifteen members of  the

commission (including, incidentally, all ~
.of the ten full-tinie officials) which was

a whitewashing of the British CP lead-
ership and a justification of “things' as
they exist in the CP at the moment.

The other three members of the com-
mission produced a minority report which
said that the commiision failed: to per-
foirm the task aliotted to i, was made up
of too many full-time officials and not
encugh workers {(enly one industrial work-
er was on. the commissions), and general-
Iy blasts the CF leadership and its pres-
ent policies.

Naturally enough, the CP executive
has accepted the majority report—and
it has done this three months before the
special congress to which the report will
be “presented.” The ‘“rebel” CPers,
therefore, have decided to move the ac-
ceptance of the minority report as an
amendment to the leadership's propos-
als; The outcome will be the biggest split
ever witnessed in the British CP,

[Continued from page 1)

Meanwhile, we repeat, the real power
of this ceode, despite the inclusion of
Communists within its proscriptions, is
directed against corrupt elements.

While the AFL-CIO acts to clean its
own house, the Senate moves to investi-
gate racleteering in unions. The United
Auto Workers, which welcomes such an
investigation, insists that the Senate
Committee probe not only the rackets
within labor but the ties between gang-
sters and bosses.

Dave Beck, president of the Team-
sters Union, which is under heavy fire
from all sides, cries out against investi-
gation. His point of view lacks all con-
gistency except one.

When he was ssked why his union
did nét act to clean its own house, he
replied that this was the job of the gov-
ernment through its police powers. Now
that the government moves in, he clam-
ors for the independence of umions from
governmerit-search.

He hastens te reassure his vulnershble
henchmen that they moy take cover under
the Fitth Amendment from ony rocket
probe with full suppert from the Teom-
sters Union. It is herd o see how any
expldnation of hix actions can be found
other than o determination to protect
racketeers in his unions for reasons that
he clone can detail.

LINE ON THE 5TH

The AFL-CIO Council demands. that
its affiliates insist that all union officials
reply fully and frankly to all questions
ahout racketeering and that none be al-
lowed to hide behind the Fifth Amend-
ment. Its official declaration on January
29 ‘has been the subject of much ¢ontro-
versy and some misunderstanding. We
therefore guote this lengthy extract:

“We recognize that any person is en-
titled, in the interests of his individual
conscience, to the protections afforded
by. the: Fifth Amendment and reaffirm

our camnchon. that this: historical ‘Tight -
‘ must hot be abridged. It is the policy of

the AFL-CIO however, that if a trade-
union official decides to invoke the Fifth
Amendment for his personal protection
and to avoid scrutiny by proper legisla-
tive committees, law enforcerment agen-
cies or other public bodies into corrup-
tion on his part, he has no right to con-
tinue to hold -office in his union.
“Otherwise it becomes possible for a
union official who may be g'u.llty of cor-
ruption to. create the impression that
the trade-union movement sanctions the
use of the Fifth Amendment, not as-a
matter of mdivtdual conscience, but as
a shield. agnmsL proper gerutiny into cor-

rupt influences in the labor movement,”:

Note the following:

(1) The Council upholds and defends’

the principle of the Fifth Amendment,

'AFL-CIO Pushes —-

(2) It does not direct its fire against
Communists in this connection despite
its well-known opposition to them and to
their right to hotd union office. It is
doubtful if its statement would pet the
support of large sections of the union
movement if it was aimed to deny the
moral right of political witnesses to use
the Fifth. At any rate; by omission, it
makes a distinction ‘between 'racketeers
and Communists,

(3) The stotement is cwduli' worded
so thot it does nef apply in genéral and
in wholesale foshion o ony and ‘every
use of the Fifth Amendment of Sendbe
heorings but specificaly where it is de
signed to Phwart ‘an iavestigation of per-
;'tnl porticipation in rocketeering proc-

ces.

(4) Even here, the ‘Council ‘does not '

suggest that such witnesses be penalized
by the government for refusing to an-
swer guestions but ti:at such a witness,
is mot entitled to union responsibility and
leadership.

The Council condemns ‘the use of the
Fifth Amendment to hide corruption.
International unions which are to en-
force the ruling must mterpret it. For
that reason one ambiguity in its terms
is unfortunate. It is our understanding
that the Coumcil does not- make resort
to the Fifth Amendment in investiga-
tions of union finances :an offense in it-
self but only such use of the right as is
clearly motivated by a desire to hide
corruption. The union, in trial or investi-
gation processes, and in the last analy-
sis the Federation, would have to de-
termine whether this spirit. of the Coun=
cil ruling was violated.

THE BEST DEFENSE

The union movement has fmled ‘to
clean its own house and now:there is a
widespread feeling that -they need the
assistance of government bedies to roet
out racketeers. The tragedy is that they
are driven to such a conclusion.

JAnd why‘! Part of the ‘explanation iq ;

hidden in one' Ethical- Pragtices. o=
mittee report: "The ~best szfegna‘n!
against abuses. lies in ‘the hands of:a
vigilant, informed ‘and active member-
ship, jealous of their tights and inter-
ests in the operation of health and wel-
fare programs as wel ‘as any other
trade-union program."

‘We would- put It mere directly: the best
defense against eraoks in unions is des
mocracy, full ronk-usd-file democrocy.
Sad to say. however, this is the most
neglected of all areas.

There are pregramsand codes for wvir-
tually everythmg But there is no code.
and no campaign for: Teinvigorating . the
democratic rights of ‘members in unions
where they have been slashed away. And,
regrettably, that is -the case -in many
umions,

Go-It-Alone? — —

{Continued frem page 11
vacuum” created by the decline of
British and French imperialism.

Dulles decided that someone has
to be the policeman and do the
dirty work for Western imperial-
ism, since Britain and Frarce are
through ‘as Middle East powers.
Consequently it remains for the
United States to fill the so-called
"power vacuum.” But how to fill it

V

b

"OUR PIOUS ANTI-COLONIAL SENTIMENTS"

An  unusually frank comment on
Washington’s hypocritical. pretensions to
anti-colonialism, by the N. Y. Times’
foreign-affairs . columnist C. L. Sulzbers
ger (Jan, 28):

“Almost necessarily -the elements of
the present world: situation force us to
try to ride two policy horses simultane-
ously, We. admire and respect Britain
and Franee, our most important allies.
We wish to strengthen their position
and assuage their national pride. Yet,
at the same time, from the moment of

h

our political birth we have implieitly
and explicitly opposed the theory of
colonialism.

“In this attitude there is paradox.
Many Americans are uaaware of the es-
sential contradiction between our pious,
categorical anti-colonial sentiments and
the parallel maintenance of authority in
distant Panama, Guam and Okinawa.
But the British and French, rendered
increasingly sensitive as their own pos-
sessions . dwindle, do not relish this in-
consistency.”

ra

is the big problem that Dulles has
pushed under the rug.

It is true that Dulles was not
impugning the valor of British and
French soldiers when he said “if 1
were an American boy who had to
fight in the Middle East, I'd rather

not have a British soldier on my

right hand and a French soldier on
my left.””

He was acknowledging the fact
that Britain and France are uni-

versally hated and detested in the’

Middle East. Any-hope for protect-
ing the interests of the “free
world” and “Western democracy”
—that is, oil and military bases—
had to fall exelusively on the
United States.

While the United States msy
disentangle itself from the formal
ties with its allies in the Middle
Bast, it is not really dissociating
itself from the old imperialist poli-
cies. It too will attempt to restrain
the nationalist revolution.
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Behind the Biy-Bngét -Aryument.-
Fear of an Economic Slum

By GORDON HASKELL

The steady winds blowing into. the sails of the American economy,
which have kept it booming along for almost two years, show signs of
slackening. While the general motion is still forward, the winds are
gusty and uncertain. This uncertainty reflects itself on the government.

In the economic message sent to Congress at the beginning of the
year, President Eisenhower placed major stress on the continuing infla-

tionary dangers which face the
economy. When he presented the
budget for the 1958 fiscal year,
however, it turned out that he was
proposing the biggest peacetime
budget in the history of the nation.
Big federal budgets are traditionally
an inflationary factor in the economy. At
the same time, the Federal Reserve
Board, which had been serewing up the
interest rates for sometime in an effort
* at tightening the credit structure and
thus slowing down the inflationary boom
' pressures, began to give indications that
a reversal of policy may not be far in
the offing. '
In the political realm in which govern-
ment economic policies reflect them-
selves, major attention has recently been
focused on. Secretary of the Treasury
+_Humphrey's: obvious dissatisfaction with
- Eisenhower’s big ‘budgeét. The Democrats
see a rift im. the Eisenhower “team”
which offers tempting political prospects
for them. But a closer look at Hum-
. phrey’s objections makes it appear that
these stem more from a fixed ideological
attitnde on his part than from a clear,
concrete idea of just where the budget
ean and should be eut, especially as its
" overwhelming mass is concentrated in
the area of “natienal security” expendi-
tures.

YOO SMALL? N

Now comes Leon H. Keyserling, former
chairman-of the President's Couoneil of
Ecanomic Advisers, to maintain that the
budget iz really: much too smail when
Sooked at from the point of view of the
ever-all needs of the economy.

(His article, “The Case for a Big Bud-
get” appeared in the New York Times
_magazine-for Febriary 3.)

His article proceeds on the assumption

that: federal budgetary policy has as its

task te control and balance the economy,
and to direct’ economic activity toward
politically  determined goals, Its ap-
proach is to view: the budget in its rela-
tionship te the economy as a whole rath-
er than in eomparison to past budgets.

Complaint

-l Assoeiated with Secretary Humph-
rey are other voices of big business
that cannot understand why thejr
very own. big-business administration
under Eisenhower continues to be-
have like a nest of New-Dealers when
it comes to spending and big budgets.
i For example, the Wall Street Journ-
4 al complained on Dee. 12:

“The Government today .has a
greater revemue from taxes than ever
before in history, including (believe
it or net) the high tax years of
World War II. It is not fighting a
war as it was during much of Pres-
ident Truman’s term. There is no de-
pression, as there was during much
| of President Roosevelt’s term, to
argue for heavy expenditures for re-
lief, for welfare, for pump-priming
] public works.

“Yet, in this year without war and
unparalleled prosperity, the Treasury
‘sees no basis’ for cutting taxes. The
Administration ‘needs’ every extra
billion it can squeeze out.

“Well, what has happened to the
great resolve to give us a Govern-
ment of good husbandry? And how
Jlong will it be, then, before the Gov-
-ernment -discovers-a basis for reduc-
.ing the ‘people’s- taxes?”

Keyserling points out that the federal
budget will represent about 16 per cent
of the country’'s total national produc-
tion, based on present estimates, during
the year to which it applies. He points
out that although the armament outlays
have been inereased in mass, in fiseal
1958 they will represent 9.7 per cent of
total national production, while in 1953
they stood at 14.1 per cent of production.
Similarly, budgetary outlays for eco-
nomic and technical aid overseas have
declined from 1.46 per cent to 0.46 per
cent of the total national production, a
decline of 40 per cent,

NOT TOO HAPPY

In short, while appropriations for mili-
tary purposes are still sipggering, their
function as props and boosters.of the econ-
‘omy -declines in impoertance as the total
national production continues to grow up
above them.

. This means that should an economic

reversal be experienced, though ' they
would still represent a floor below which
economic activity could not- fall, that
floor would be uncomfortably low. The
budget as a whole now stands at 16.1 per
cent of total national production, while
in fiscal 19563 it was 20.8 per cent.

- Percentages are, of course, tricky
things, While the- relationship of the

armament:sector of the budget Irds been

declining, that of expenditures for educa-
tion has “doubled.” . Astually, it has in-
creased frem 0.04 per cemt to the stag-
gering sum of 0.08 per cent of national
produetion! (Of course, it should be born

in mind that the overwhelming bulk .of

expenditures for education come from lo-
cal dand state funds rather than from the
federal government.)

Likewise, the amount allocated by the

federal government to natural resource

development has declined from 0.34 per

cent of naﬁonal production several years .

ago to 0.28 per cent, neither® of them a
specially impressive figure. .
But let us leok away. from the federal

. budget for a moment. After all, the budg-

et may be very important when the need
of the day is te take up dangerous slack
in the vast private sector of the economy.
But when that is booming along at top

speed; isn't it captious to pick the budget
" apart as if- it werfe & major economic

factor?

Kmefllng looks at the economy too,
and what he sees does mot make him too
happy.

While the economy as a whole has heen
growing, he feels that it has mnot been

rowing nearly fast enough, and besides
hat, has been growing in a dangerously
lop-sided manner.

As his point of departure for the rate
at which the economy should grow, he
takes not so much what is needed for the
better life in this country (although he
is concerned’ with that too), but rather
the fact that the relative growth of the
Russian economy is'so much greater that
if the two continue to grow at the same

Philly Symposium Now
Scheduled for March 15

The Philadelphia inter-socialist sym-
posium on “What's Ahead for the Amer-
ican Left?” is now scheduled for March
15. Another change from the notice pre-
viousty published: the Fellowship of Re-
conciliation is mot one of the sponsors.
However, Charles Walker, regional sec-

retary of the F.O.R..and assoeiate editor .

of Liberation will be one of the speakers.

. - )

rate, Russia would catch up with the
United States within a generation,

CLASSIC PATTERN

He writes:

“During the seven-year period 1947-
53, the total economy expanded at an
average annual rate of about 4.7. per cent
in real terms (adjusting for price
change); during 1953-586, the rate fell to
about 2.6 per cent; and from the fourth
guarter of 1955 {o the fourth quarter of
1956 the expansion was only about 2.
per cent.” *

Even more immediately menacing than
the slowing-down rate of growth, how-
ever, Keyserling finds the way in which
the eéconomy has been growing:

“During the 1953-56 period as a
whole,” he writes, “personal interest in-
come has been advancing about 65 per
cent faster than™ wages, and .dividend
income has been advancing about 75 per
cent faster than wages. Corporate profits
have been advancing almost 29 per cent
faster than the personal inéome of the
people as a whole, and .investment has

grown much faster than consumption, .

From the fourth guaiter of 1955 to the
fourth quarter of' 1956, while investment
in plant and eguipment grew about 10
per'cent in real terms, consumption grew
only about 2 per eent.” -

And he underlines the significance of
these figures as follows: ’

“Under these circumstances, it is a
misreading of the situation to complain
that wages have been advancing too fast,
or to assert that this'is the central cause
of price inflation. While there is a real
problem of unevenness in the wage struc-
ture—and of lifting low-income families
relatively faster than others—consumer
incomes, of which wages are the major
portion, have been advancing much too
slowly to maintain® balance between in-
vestment and consumption at a full-em-
ployment rate of growth.” -

A 10 per cent growth in investment in
plant and equipment, a 2 per cent growth
in copsumption: that is a classic paitern
of the tendency of capitalism to over-pro-
duction in its boom phase.

An inflationary price rise in certain
economic sectors despite abundant sup-
ply and even over-supply of all lines of
consumer golods, which is caused only by
relative monopoly control - of those "sec:
tors of the economy— that is alse a

classic symptom of the-terminal phases

of a boom.
It is a direct product of the attempt
of the economic giants to maintain -their

rate of profit on the expanding mass of

their investment in plant and equipment
in the face of consumer buying power
which cannot keep the psce,

WHAT TO DO?

What remedies does Keyserling pro-
pose for the ominous trends he sees? In
this particular article, at least, he is
both brief and vague.

He is against the government's “‘hard
money” policy on the ground that it
“ratjons reseurces and rewards in the
wrong direction.” He is for a federal
budget which “fulfills the essential pur-
pose of meeting our prime priorities. . . .
Such a budget, by breaking bottlenecks
and overcoming specific shortages, would
also.advance our rate of economic growth
and reduce inflationary pressures.”

He is for a congressional investigation
of prices which would “help to focus at-
tention” on the “dangerous distortions
in the economy.” And finally, *We need
to take a look at some of the specific
bottlenecks of inadequate supply—such
as steel—and find ways to break them,
instead of trying to force the economy
into the confining bottle through the nar-
row neck.”

Keyserling's demand for a congressional
price (and hence profit) investigation is in
line with a similar demand made by the
Jabor movement, headed by the United
Augtomobile Workers. It is very doubtful
that,. as long as the ‘boomw continues suffi-

cient support can be found in Conress for ;

a real probe of the problem, -theugh- 2

Democratic majority which sought to preb
sent Itself as a real opposition to the
Eisenhower government could make some
very substantial political capital out of it

CLOUD ON THE ECONOMY

As to the other “proposals” Keyszerling
makes, they suggest much more an end
than a means. There are two ways, for
instance; in which- a -capitalist governs
ment could make to break bottlenecks in
steel. .

One would be fo go into the steel busj=
ness itself, along the lines of sefting up
“vardstick' plants in competition with
the steel industry. The other would be to
give such attractive subsidies to the in--
dustry, either in the form' of tax relief
or direct subsidies, as to guarantes if a
high rate of profit on its total invept-
ment, regardless of present or even fu-
ture economie conditions. "

But the first is quite outside the realm
of political possibilities today, and the
second would simply create more probe
lems than it would solve ., -

The fact of the matter is that the
over-all direction and planning of the
economy to which Keyserling seems “to
lean cannot be achieved within the limfts
of federal budgetary policy as these sre
accepted by the Republican administfat
tion, or even as they are conceived by thé
remnants of the New-Dealers who ave
still with us.

Keyserling's analysis of the basic trends
in the economy falls much too close 14 a
Marxian one for the comfort capitalibts
seek from their ecunomists. While it i
not mean that 2 depression is right argind
the corner, it poinits up a general 'm -
ment of the economy ‘which.should give
pause to the prophels of the “perpet]
revolution” by which American capitalisn
is supposed to have lifted itself ‘ont of fhé
realm where thé gemeral economic laws
of capitalism apply, into a rarefied atmose
phere where its own law of motion Is
upward and onward forever.

READERS TAKE '
THE FLOOR |

Welsh Nationalism i
To the Editor: '
May I make a brief reply to Ndss
Edwards on ‘Welsh Nationalism ‘(your
issue Dec, 24), My note on this subject
attacked the British Labor Party as the
struggle for the allegiance of the Welsh
working class is increasingly betweétn
the Nationalists and Labor. Plaid Cyine
ru is anti-Labor but not anti-labor, fin
the sense that vou .are anti-Democratie

-"but not anti-demberatic. :

It is true that Wales is as afflicted b
managerialism and capitalism as Eng-
land but there are special-circumstancés,
as there were in ITreland-pre-1918. The
real participation of working people iy
cultural and religious life ‘through i<
stitutions such as the National Eistetfd-
fod illustrates what I mean. o

350,000 Welsh-speakers live in Glames
organ and these miners and steel wopks:
ers will be amused to Jearn that they
are politically backward. Nor will those
who have taken part in labor disputes
such as that at Gwaun-cal-Gwwen re-
member with gratitude the bureaucratie :
interventions of official Labor-and soqu
Stalinist union bosses, el

Perhaps most striking of all is the
way in which Labor MPs have egged an
the Tories to bar a very modest prp-
f?sali‘{ot: poi'i;ical broadeasts by the Na=
ionalists and Liberals
Welsh BBC. ipey il

Talk of an economic *“Hight” fro
‘1_\1'3183' if the Blaid succeeds "bgn'lfr lindo';:
lines the imperialistic way in whish
English capital has been allowed g-o
“colonize” Wales under successive gow-
ernments. [T

If Mr. Edwards disputes sny of t?llé
foregoing T should be pleased to submniit
chapter and verse for your adjudicatio,.

DoucLas STUCKEY

. We're afraid that many of the matteps
in Mr. Stuckey's vejoinder can’t be aHe
Jjudicated in LA. What we were in
ested in noting, in our Dec. 24 public
tion of the exchange between Stuc
and Comrade Edwards, was the political
character of Welsh -Nationalism. t:fi-
own sympathies lie with the - Lab{!r
movement, with a -capital L.—Ep,
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SWPer Explains’

In the fan. 2t issue of the SWP's
Militant, weiter M. T. Weiss had
charged that the ISL wrged left-wingers
in the SP to wccept the terms for SP-
SDF wnity which were up for veferen-
dumr vote. (These terms were embodied
in political statewents of position.) Two
weeks augn, a letter heve by Max Shacht-
snan noiled this lie.

Below we publish, first, a reply by M.
T. Weiss. Without seeming lo turn &
hair, she “proves” her exploded charge
by a citation...of the quite different
fact that Shachtman was agoinst the
left-wingers splitting from the SP.

While her letter would seem to be
enough in itself, we also append hwo
comyments in letters by the two comrades
goncerned —ED.

Myra Tanner Weiss:

To the Editor:

In a letter published in LABOR ACTION,
Jan. 28, Max Shachtman quoted the
Jan. 21 issue of the Militant in which I
wrote about the merger of the Soccialist
Party-Social Democratic Federation. The
leftwing of the SP denounced the pro-
posed terms of the merger, 1 reported,
as a “capitulation to Dulles and Ameri-
can imperialism.” The Militant article
further said that *‘the ISL instead of
gupporting the SP left wing in this
struggle, urged them to accept these
terms wholeheartedly and did every-
thing in its power to facilitate the capit-
wulation of the left-wing leadership.’™

After quoting the above lines in the
Militant, Shachtman says, “they are a
rare case of the flawless lie, unmarred
at a single point by the truth. If the
Mititant writer alludes to no fact to sup-
port her assertion, it is because none
exists, and she knows it. The entire
story about what the ISL did or did not
support...is pure invention, and she
knows it."”

., Contrary to the charge that the- Mili-
tant had “no fact to support her asser-
tion,” F'submit the following: In a mime-

ographed memo issued by the:Committee:
For a Socialist Program dated Jan. 9,,

David McReynolds, Sec. of the CFSF,
explained why he changed his mind
about opposition to the merger with the
SDF.

In addition to other explanations for
his sudden reversal, he said the follow-
ing: “I have also been relieved follow-
ing recent talks with Max Shachiman
since it seems the ISL looks vpon unity
with the SDF as a first step toward a

re-built socialist movement under the-

_banner of the Socialist Party and will
therefore refrain from that sectarian
cross-fire I had feared. In fact, T thought
it rather:ironic that when [ last met
with Shachtman to urge the ISL to sus-
pend judgment on the merger since T
thought it might not prove as disastrous
as I.had earlier expected, that before I
eould even set forth thia view of things,
Comrade Shachtman was saying how

important it was that the left-wing not

leave the Party in a hoff, but remain
and help make the best of the unity."”

It Shachtman wants to repudiate Me-
Reynald’s ‘account of their discussion,

then let him do so and the Matitant will -

take note of the correction. In the mean-
time I am sure you will oblize me, in
the spirit of the most elementary aucm‘l-
fst regard for truth, by publishing this
reply to” Shachtman's letter.

Myra TANNER WeIss

Nrw York, Jon. 28

David McReynolds:

“To the ‘Editor:
. Thanks for showing me the copy ‘of

Myra Tanner Weiss' letter regarding’

Max Shachtman’s alleged advice to the
“left wing” of the Socialist Party. As
the person with whom Shachtman had
what now seems to have been a memor:
able lunch, and as the person Who
wrote a letter to various comrades in
the Socialist Party—the letter to which
Myra Weiss refers—in .the course of
which 1 made a passing reference to my
converzation. with Shachtman, let me
make certain things as clear as possible:

(1) To the best of my Knowledge
Shachtman has never seen a copy of the
#yremorandum  on  unity’—certainly I
have never shown it to him or: to any

member of the ISL or any other polit-
ical organization. Consequently it would
strike me as very hard for Shachtman
to take a position one way or another
on it.

(2) At the time 1 saw Shachtman the
referendum in the paity on the unity
question was over. Therefore it would
seem pointless for him to give any ad-
vice to any member of the Socialist Par-
ty on what attitude they ought to take
toward it.

(3) With all due respect to Comrade’

Shachtman, we did not have lunch with
him in order to get his advice either on
the referendum which had just been
completed or on the convention which
was about to take place. We had already
taken our own counsel and reached our
own decisions. Qur deecision was that
since the referendum was over (and I
make no seeret of having opposed the
memorandum) and a democratic deci-
sion had been reached, we would abide
by it. Surely it is foolish to suggest that
a man as busy as Comrade Shachtman
spent his time urging us to do that
which we had already decided to do.

(4) If Comrade Shachtman, by agree-
ing with us in our view that no good
cause could be served by splintering or
splitting or resigning on the question
of SP-SDF unity, if by agreeing with us
on that guestion he is thereby guilty of
urging ‘the left wing of the SP to “ca-
pitulate to State Dept. socialism,” then
I need a new dictionary.

(5) The wery vigor and viciousness of
the attack the Militant has made on the
Socialist Party-Social Democratic Fed-
eration indicates on the one hand the
importance of this merger and on the
other hand the inability of the SWP to
conceive of unity on any terms other
than its own. The publication in the
Militant of internal SP-SDF documents
is in itself a hostile and unfraternal act,
but the farbrication of positions no one
ever held and statements no one ewer
made is, it seems to me, a violation- of
the simplest socialist ethic.

New Yofﬁ. JE'&. 31

Max Shachtman:

To the Editor:
The faets are as stated in the letter
of Comrade McRéynolds.
© After the referendum, sbout which I
knew no details and could therefore ex-
~press no opinion until the results were
made known, I casually expressed the

L]

Davip. MOREYNOLDS - |’

hope that nobody in the SP would react:

to the vote by leaving the party. 1 said
this not because I thought that McReyn-
olds  or anyone ' like him needed such
“urging” but to make extra sure that
my own view was above doubt.

* The letter of the Militant writer makes
it clear -that [ owe her one apology in
the “interest of pedantic exactitude. In
my original letter to you, I said her
article about the ISL "is pure inven-
tion.” It turns out not to be pure, inas-
much as one element of it, the letter of
McReynolds to his friends, is not invent-
ed. But since what she guotes from it
supports . in absolutely mo respect her
attack- on the ISL, but rather shows
that:she had before her a document that

refuted’ it in- advance, I conclude that-

the purity of her inventive gift is taint-
ed by malicious fraud.

It-is just-barely-pessible that -her vex-
‘atien derives Trom ‘my failure to “urge”
left-wingers to split from the SP ‘be-

_ ¢ause they did not win a majority in the

referendum. I don't know toeo much about
her own abilities in the field of splitting,
but [ instantly concede that her party’s
leaders-have a honed edge on that talent.
But do slices cut off by the repeated
practise of ‘the talents on, their own
ranks really justify their zest for prac-
tising it elsewhere too? It strikes me as
plain dizziness from success.
MAX SHACHTMAN

Don't miss & single week- of

LABOR ACTION
A sub Iz enly $2.00 & year!

SCIENCE

'SCIENTIFIC MANAGEMENT' TALKS. DEMOCRATIC

By GENE LISTER

Since the birth of the “seientific man-
agement” movement with Taylorism
over 50 years ago, certain segments of
American capitalism have attempted to
pose as impartial scientific managers of
industry. To workers suehi embellish-
ments have failed to hide the naked ex-
ploitive character of management in the
interest of the owning class.

However, the mantle of science has
served its purpose for management in
various guises over the past several dee-
ades. Though never taken too seriously
by the privileged managers of society
themselves, the cover of “impartial man-
agement” and “democracy in business"
has helped in selling big business to the
liberal wmiddle class. It particularly
sounds good at commencement exercises
and other public funetions.

[t has been rare that the managers of
industry and their advocates drop the
mask and speak frankly in public of
their real role in governing industry. [t
is only done, as in the Harvard Business
Review for November - December, when
a re-examination by the managers them-
selves is necessary so that they are not
unduly confused by the verbiage of
“people’s capitalism.”

Under the title “Power Tactics,” N. H.
Martin and J. H. Sims preopound the
general thesis that:

"Beneath the general prifciples, atti-
tudes and Ideals of 'human relations’ lie
the' actual factics and day-to-day techni-
ques by which executives achieve, main-
tain and exercise power. In the current
enthusiasm for ‘democratizing’ business
procedure these hard practical devices
tend to be overlooked. Yet they exist
just the same—and, in many ways, do not
depart substaontially from the scorned ad-
vice of Niccola Machiavelli, whose name
has become a symbel of cynicism, ruthless-
ness and deception.”

To.put it bluntly, whether in business,

government, education or the church,
executives are politicians who deal with
“human relationships of superordination
and subordination, of dominance and
submission of the governors and the
poverned.'

With this goal clearly understood, the-

question for the managers, continues the
article, is: ! y

“How can power be used most effec-
tively? What ‘are some of the political
stratagems. which ‘the administrator
must apply if he is to carry -out his re-
sponsibilities and further his- career?

This is an area that has been-carefully-
dvoided by students and practitioners of-

business — as if there were something
shady about it. But facts are facts, and
closing our eyes to-them will not change
them."”

What then are some of the Machiavel-
lian tactics which the suoccessfaul indus-
trisjist_ and contemporary executive pur-
sue?

As advised by Martin and Sims, a
power-oriented exeeutive (and apparent-
ly there is no other kind) must be cau-
tious in the way he seeks advice, even in
consultative management, lest his man-
tle of omniscience be shattered. Allian-

ces within his organization both above’

and below must be maintained in the
struggle for power and influence. An
executive should be flexible and main-
tain at all times the ability to maneuver.
The perhaps more deseriptive term “shif-
ty™ is not used. Communications, though
essential for organization, should not be
overdone, lest subordinates be over-edu-
cated.

Managers should develop the ability to
compromise graciously, to settle differ-
ences if necesary with tongue in cheek.
They need learn the advantages of “neg-
ative timing”; programs which cannot
be squashed openly should be permitted
to die “on the vine." Executives should
put on a “good show" and develop a
flair for acting, as a means of persua-
sion and selling their point of view. Fin-
ally, in spite of all these double dealings,
the manager must give the appearance of
certainty and confidence. Above all there
must be no doubt that he is the boss.

The HBR admits that all of the abeve
may be difficull o reconcile with the

b » frend towords selling “democrecy” in

business and industry. Even authors Mars
tin and Sims use "democracy” in quotes,
since industry obviously never has ac-
cepted its #rue meaning. However, in
order that the managers themselves not
become confused or develop an unneces-
sary guilt complex, they must squarely see
the contradictions ot work.

"POWER PLAYS”

To quote from the article further:

“As we delve deeper into the study of
political tactics in business management,
the contrast with modern human-rela-
tion theory and practice will stand out
in ever sharper relief. Mutual confidence,
open communication, continuing consul-
tation and participation by subordinates,™
friendship, an atmosphere of democracy
seem hard to reconcile with much of the
manuevering and power plays that go on
in the nation’s offices and factories every
day.”

The HBE can offer no solution to the
dilemma into which capitalism has work-
ed its managers, scientific or otherwise.
There appears to be no way by which the
businessman can reconcile the law of the
jungle which basically governs industry
with the *“human relations” approach
which sounds so good before women’s
clubs. Since there can be no consistent
answer in an exploitive economy, execu-
tives will have to continue to bear the
burden of hypocrisy aa well as their fat
salaries and expense accounts will per-
mit them.

We ecan be sure that when the com-
petitive going gets tough industry will
diop the “soft-sell” of "scientific man-
agement” and revert to itz unadorned
exploitation. This happens every day in
the case of weaker individual companies
that can no longer afford the luxury of
“democracy.” Whole nations have fol-
lowed the same course. And capitalism
as a whole can only use the term scien-
tific-as-a pretty cover for itsnakéd pow-

er struggle. " o T

L .o it
Books in Brief
A WORLD IN- REVOLUTION, by - Sidwey -
Lens.—Praeger, N. Y., 1954, $375. — -

Sid Lens already has two outstanding-
books to his credit, Left;, Right and Cen-
ter on the trade-union: movement: and-
Counterfert - Revalution -on the Stalinist:
states. Now in his new:book he raises a
host of - stimulating questions. about ‘the
revolution that is going on.in the world
particularly in the underdeveloped lands
that have been held back-by feudal.con-
ditions under eapitalist. imperialism.
What he raises most sharply is-the prob-
lem of industrialization and modermiza--
tion of these countries without dictator--
ship, but many will disapree- with- the
concept- of - feudalism in the modern
world which he develops, and with other
aspects of his suggested solutions.

KEIR MARDIE. by Emrys Hughes.—Gearge
Allen & Unwin, London, 1958, 158,

A leading pacifist ;Labor. MP in' Enp-
land- has written this popular biography
of the great founder of the:British inde-
pendent labor movement: Hughey traces
the saga of Hardie's lifs ‘from his child-
hood in s poor miners’ family to his tri-
umphs as ‘“the greatest agitator. of “his
day" and the leader of labor’s palitical
movement against the ‘Tib-labs” " who
would keep the workers tied to liberal-
ism’s wagon, :

Author Hughes worked with Hardie
in campaigns in his later years-and-is-a
former editor of the Glasgow Forwerd. ,
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FIVE CENTS

Frenc

The fjollowing discussion of the role
of French and Algerian students in
_Franece's “dirty war” egainst Algeria is
excerpted from a longer article on this
sitbjeet - whick appears in the Winter
1857 issue of Anvil and Student Parti-
san.—ED,

n_'y A. GIACOMETTI

. Politically, the French students’ union
(Union Natiomale des Etudiants Fran-
caig, or- UNEF} has always suffered
“ from the contradictiom inherent in the
social- position of the student. It arose
as a by-product of the Resistance move-
ment; and distinguished itself from the
pre-war student movements by a broad-
er, more radical -position, and by a new
conception of the student- as a “young
intellectual -worker.” In line with this
new approach, the UNEF began to func-
tion somewhat like a trade union, engag-
ing in “collective bargaining"” with the
government. One of its principal de-
mands has been a “pre-salary,” paid by
the government, to students maintaining
a certain grade average; this would en-
able young people to study regardless of
their family’s material situation. It has
also raised other demands, tending to-
wards a thorough reform of the school
and university system, in the sense of
its. democratization, (At the present
. time,.only. about 5 per cent of French
students are-of working-class origin—

- o counting swhitescollar~workers, “the  pro-
- portion ds-about 25 ‘per’ceént; ‘About a

quarter of all male:students and a fifth
of all: female students work part time.)

POLITICAL LAG
-Although quite-advanced in a corpor-
ative way, the UNEF has lagzed behind
' _on political guestions, taking timid and
',.:emswe stands.on every dmportant issue
- “om the pretext-that swﬁents should “stay
' aw‘a:r from--politica.” In its relations
with:students from the French colonies,

_and on-colonial questions in general, the.

. UNEF.has: abways:been one step behind.
“Ag-late &s April 1955, for instance, it

futilely- refused to recognize the Tunis-
“jan students’ union-as a“national union,”
-oretoghizing it dinstead -as a “represent-
“:ativerprganization .of (Tunisian students

.+ onctheinternai (French) level.”

The. organization-was first foreed to
Ea:ke notice of the Algerian war in Octo-
“ber 1955, when a sizable mumber of sfu-

dents were being drafted for the first
time. A minority demanded that the
union express its concern over the Alger-
ian . situation, that it condemn the con-
scription in general, and that it ask the
government fo explain in greater detail
for what exact purpose French youth
were being called to battle.

Although it was possible to smooth
that conflict over, events soon raised the
whole issue again in a much sharper
form. In the course of November and

December, the French political police-

moved against the Algerian students
and their newly formed organization,
the “Union Générale des Etudiants Mus-
ulmans Algériens” (UGEMA). Several
of its members were arrested, its presi-
dent and secretary-general were ques-
tioned and one of its members, Zeddour
Belkacem, was killed by the police in the
Algiers prison, after having been ter-
ribly tortured in Oran. The police at-
tempted to make the body disappear by
throwing it into the Mediterranean in a
weighted bag, and declared that Belk-
acem had escaped. Three weeks later the
body was washed ashore and found by
a passer-by. The case became a public
scandal.

FASCISTS ATTACK

On the prompting of the UGEMA a
number of student organizations (among
others the UNEF, the Federation in

France of Students from Troplcal Afri-

4, the Catholic’ Student Union, the As-
m-cl.ntion of North African Students and
the SP's Socialist Students) signed a
declaration of protest which they sub-
mitted to the government, demanding
also that the government take. a clear
position -on the crimes committed by its
police.

By January, there was still no reply

from the government, The' UGEMA' de-
cided to organize a week of protest; with
the cooperation of the French student
otganizations. Janunary 20 was decided

_upon as a day on which all students

would be called upon to ‘boycott their

_lectures-and. go on a hunger strike. For

the evening of January 20, the UGEMA
had planned ‘a meeting in Montpellier,
a university town in Southwestern
Franee. Under the leadership of Jean-
Mare Mousseron, legal advisor and hon-
oraey president of the UNEF, the “pa-
triotic” students had organized a ceun-

“Florida Students

An-impressive example of -white so--
- lidarity with the Negro struggle for in-

tegration hus recently been displayed ifi -

the ‘South ‘by students at the all-white

. Florida-State University. In the face ol
thireats of exphusion from school by the
racist Board of Contrels, which is in
chargu of Florida's educational policy,
over 50 white students have pledged to
continue their aid to the Tallahassee
Inter-Civie Council, which organized and
leads the boycett of the buses by Negroes
in that city.

Some of the students have been per-
forming volunteer work at the ICC office
in preparation for an integrated bus
protest rally, with the group as a whole
pledgmg itself to attend the rally.

One student? has already been barred
-!ﬂm school. dehn Boardman. o groduate

- shudént at- F5U. eroused the school board's
ire-because be ls publicly supporting o
Hegre: bus-boycett leader, the Rev. K. S.
‘Dupont, for -City Commissioner, because

~ Courage on

Back Negro Fight

the Campus

‘he. hrosght -three Megrees to -a "white”

Christmas. porty -at the schoel, and be-
cause he spohe at-a-meeting of Magrees
to ‘express his support of their sfforis fe
-ud-.u'n'ﬂ-iu -on Tallohassea's: buses.

Boardman is fighting the bar against
attending classes as an attack on his
civil liberties,

The Board of Controls issued an order
bamming both white and Negro students
from participating in the boycott move-
ment. The Tallahassee White Citizens
Council has ecalled for the explusion of
all students-who support Dupent's cand-
idacy on the grounds that this viclates
the school board order.

And the WCC added, “they must not
be. allowed to re-enter any state-sup-
ported institution of higher learning
ever,”

Despite this intimidation, both white
and Negro students are continuing their
support for Pupont and the bus boyeott
in general.

. recognize that

Students and the Algerian

ter-demonstration in the morning, gath-
ering before a monument to the war
dead in memory of a student who had
been killed a few days before in the
Aurés mountains. For fear of a clash,
the city authorities refused to permit
the UGEMA and the liberal and radical
groups te hold an open meeting, so the
meeting was held at the hall of the
labor unions.

The opening speech was made by a
trade unionist but before the meeting
had really gotten under way a crowd

of about & thousand “patriotic” stu-.

dents, led by Mousseron and reinforced
by Poujadist commandos from out of
town, surrounded the hall, trapping the
liberal and radical students inside. When
the latter came out, they were beaten
up by the fascist goon squads. The next
morning, there were incidents all over
the university, usually ending in small
fights. This incident, althoug a logical
development of the tensions previously
existing in the UNEF, deeply split the
organization.

In April, the 45th Congress of the
UNEF met. Prominently on its agenda
was the Algerian question and the rela-
tions with the Algerian students. Right-
wing and liberal forces were balanced
with almost equal strength on each side,
and motions were being passed by ex-
tremely small margins. The student
upion of Algiérs arrived on, the scene
determined to make a row, which-was
avdided “with great difficulty. A nioder-
ately right-wing leadership was elected
by 48 votes to 47, the candidate of the
liberal minority being a . Catholic stu-
dent by the name of Muhel de la Four-
niéte,

ALGERIAN STRIKE

In May, the gtudents: of.; the Ecole
Normale Supeneum. a7 hlghly‘ specialized
liheral arts university in Paris, went on
a 24-hour hunger strike to support. a
demand _for ' govermment: heg‘olja'lmns

with the Algerian nationalista. Alge in
- May, -the European students’ anion in

Algiers went on strike against one of
the' few liberal decisions of Governor-
General Lacoste. . The latter had issued

a decree making it easier for Alperiang -
to enter and to rise.rwithin the civil

service hierarechy; The . European stu-

dents of -Alpiers not only called.a strike

against this decision, but also called for
a general-mobilization: of the Army .and

for the formation in Algeria of .an.arm- -

ed “volunteer corpa” of civilians.

The answer of the Algerian students
came on May 18, when the Algiers see-
tion of the UGEMA tecided on an unlim-
ited boycott of courses and exams and
called on its members-to join the part-
isans. The strike ‘was praetically gener-
al, and has remained so-to-this-day. As
could be expected, the decision of the

"Algerian students caused a tremendous

eommotion in the French student organ-
izations. The UNEF called a special ses-
gion «of its Administration Counecil for
June 3, to decide what attitude to take.
In the meantime, the Parvis and Mont-
pellier sections had broken off all rela-
tions with the UGEMA, in the case of

Paris against the oppesition of a strong

minority, while -several liberal student
organizations  dissociated themselves
from the nationalist position of the Al-
gerian students but at the same time as-
serted their determination to continue
to defend the latters’ rights as students.
In a common release, the Socialist Stu-
dents of Paris, the Communist Students
and the “Rally of the Student Left”
{New Left) declared that the statement

“of the Algerian students was ‘neither -

racist nor anti-French” but showed the
“difficult choice that is both theirs .and
ours” and asked the French students to
“national

. Franee and, of course, 4
giers section, a stmng-hold‘ of fascist an;l 1

interest 'de-"

ar

mands that a policy of negotiations and
cease-fire be followed as soon as possi-
ble.” Several associations of colonial stu-
dents came out in strong support of the
UGEMA.

The UNEF Administration Council
took place in an atmosphere of patriotic
hysteria. By a vote of 45 against 36,

with 14 delegates absent or abstaining,.

the Council resolved that “under the cir-
cumstances all relations

this vote, the liberals

which became, for the first time in years,
a homogenous right-wing and complete-
ly unrepresentative body.

LIBERALS WIN

After the decision of the UNEF, the
situation of the striking Algerian stu-
dents changed for the worse. In Lyon,
nine Algerian students were arrested for
distributing a leaflet explaining the rea-
sons for their strike, and were charged

with “threatening the. security of the

State.”” In Montpellier the university ad-

with the.
UGEMA had become impossible.” After
withdrew their .
five representatives from the Bureau.

ministration prohibited the Algerian stu-’

dents from using the student union caf-
eteria; elsewhere, too, hostility came

into the open against students who were

now consideved fair game for the police
and the "“patriotic” vigilantes.

'On July 3, a new switch occurred in

the position of the UNEF. Perhaps un--

der the impression of the protests from .

colonial students, perhaps. also’ impressed

by the mounting wave of persecution
against the Algerian students, a few
previously neutral delegates

‘switched

their vote to the liberals. By a ‘majority -

of one vote, the liberal motion on poliey
was passed. It involved re-establishing

contacts with the UGEMA “in order to -
draft in common an appeal condemning '

violence on both sides.” This time the
right-wing delegates walked out in. pro-
test, and the remaining delegates, a

small majority, elected a-homogeneous
liberal Bureau headed by Mwhel de la .
Fourniére.

HESITANT lHSWEI G A

The right wing at once contésted the :
legitimacy of this Bureau, and started
throughout

organizing an nppns:tton

Algeria: The Al-

Pou:adm& elements, annodneed itF in-

tention to withdraw from the national '
sections -

organization. Other right-wing *
took a similar position, but ‘postponed

 their decision until tl_m beginning of the
fall semester; in the meantime, ‘they re-

fused to recognize the -authority” of the
new liberal Bureau.

Yet the motion which had been passed -

by no means reflected a clear-cuof liberal

position—it was a comprom:se motion,
mcorporatmg certain demands of the
right wing. Thus it asked the Algerian

student union to do. something ‘it obvi-

ously. could not be expected to-do: disa-

_ vow the .call to arms .pf its:Algerian

section. Only such a. didgavowal, the res-

olution said, weuld permit the UNEP -

“to continue maintaining professional re-
lations in an atmosphere of. trust and
friendship, . without . which the. huﬂd.i‘n;
of a Franco-Moslem community is im-
possible.”" By incorporating this idea in
the resolution,:the -liberdls attémpted to
meet the attacks of the right-wingers
who accused them of “caring more for
the Moslem students than for their own
countrymen in Algiers.” If the liberals,
the right-wingers asked, so strcmgl:\r con-
déemned the European student union of

Algiers for its call to arms, why did

they hesitate to do the same when the

UGEMA asked its memibers to join the
partisians? ‘There is only one answer to :
“Yes, we

give this kind .of argument:
(Tern te last page)
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Social Forces in the Middle East:

THE IMPACT 0

‘NASSERISM’

ON ARAB NATIONALISM

8y BRIJEN K. GUPTA

Cairo's July junta, since its inception, has been an enigma to the

West,

It has been interchangeably called a fascist dictatorship and a
Russian stnoge It has been charged with indulging in spectacular pohtl-
cal moves in order to keep itself in the political saddle. The prime min-
dster of Britain considers it to be a choking threat to Britain’s lifeline;

4he socialist premier of France
considers it the greatest threat to
the French pursuit of North Afri-
can imperialism.

. However, in Asia, Western frus-
trations are hardly shared. Indian
Socialist Asoka Mehta, a -staunch friend
of Israel, calls Nasser the man who has
caught the dilemma of Asia by its horns.
The" anti-Zionist Lohia on the one hand
has advised the Egyptian dlcta.t-orshm
to purge dtself of authoritarian vices,
and on the other has hailed the nation-
alization of the Suez Canal as the snjg]e
greatest event in Asian history since
the -independence of India. He .considers
3t as the beginning of Asian economlc
independeme. Jordon's right-wing  so-

cialist premier, Suleman  Nabulsi,” has’

called Nasserism the philosophy -of the
Arab awakening; even Israel's left-wing
socialists of Achdut Avodah and Mapam,
though extremely critical of Nasser's
Iﬁmh “poli¢y, at one stage hailed him
- as a progressive force inside Egypt,

It is therefore not surprising that a
mass of myth should have accumulated
around Nasser and his Philosophy of the
Revolution.

The most unfortunate thing about the
Western journalists has been that they
have been narrating isolated facts about
Nasserism and Egypt. Hardly evef has
any attempt been made to interpret the
Middle Eastern events in their historical
perspeetive; much less has there been
an‘attempt to trace the historical caunses
that have brought Arab nationalism to
Nasszer's fore.

American theories of historical causa-
lia. thanks fo journalists like Hal Lehr-
man, have been satisfied with tracing the

‘conflicts in the Middie East to the perverse

infatuations ' of Nasser. Such a criticism
ignores the first principles of history.

Trends like Nasserism are the results
of historical forces. Individuals like
Nasser ¢an change individual features of
such trends, but not the basic forces that
rzausa them,

Nasserism Inside and Outside Egypt.

. Nasserism has grown up in a negative
ntmosphere.

Jon tells: us that during the .

last -eight. decides, Britain: has broken

eighty-six pledges ‘givento Egypt." We
-gleo Imow .that Britain has twice ‘vie-
lsted—nay, three times— the 1888 Con-
wention regarding Suez. In his interview

on “Meet the: Press,”” Anthony Nutting .

nvealed that .after -the Second World
Wisir 80,000 British soldiers-were. in.the

Canal ‘Zone, and not_19,000 as it had

been agreed by the 1936 treaty.

" .Such pieces of information not: only
help us to understand why the British-
jmperialists. call “Nasser a liar,.-a ‘man
who -cannot be. trusted,. but -also. why
Mhatred for the West; and not merely.an
worientasion’ toward: anmmpenabsm, is
a ~motivating force~ behind Nasserism.:
‘Creative fhinking for a philosophy: of
‘Arab nationalism ‘has ‘been rendered im-
possible by the mtng'ues of the foreign

—powers,” whose. main effort ‘has been to .

iselate  Egypt from the Asian Arsbs.
‘Witness: the Baghdad Pact.

‘Nasserism is a.curlous mixture of Peron-
#sm ond Jacobinism. _

Like Peronism it has grown ‘as a re-
-gult 6f 8 hostile feeling toward the Eur-
opean -powers. (In externmal relations,
-these powers are ‘represented by France,
Britain and Israel, and in internal pol-
ties by the Wafdists leaders and a bu-
reaucracy rotten to its innermost ‘core.)
Like - Peronism, it was ‘engineered by a
groiip of army officers—the “Free Of-
ficers.”

Just as in Argentina before Peron
there. was an alliance between British
tapltnl and big land-owners, the estanc-
seres, so in Egypt British capital looted
‘the conntr:.r with the open support.of the

shas. As.in the case of ?emrm, the
.program of the July junta in its initial
‘stage was threefold: to regain the lost
-prestige of the army, to eliminate the
corrupt pelitical parties, and to imitiate
ain alliance between the army and labor.

Naguib was picked up by Nasser, just
*as Peron picked up Ramirez. Like Ram-
jrez, Naguib instituted the minimom-
wage laws and land reforms-as the first
.part of the Revolutionary Commani
Couricil’s program.

Like Jacobinism against the church,
- MNasserism was directed against the Mos-

lem Biotherheod: (Note Nasser's con-.

‘gtant refusal to be drawn into any -pan-
Islamic federation, a proposal that Pak-

istan has long heen circulating.) Like
Robespierre, Nasser has tried to assure
the. aanet.tt,y of private property,. and
guife. like .the Jacobin  legde

public welfaze and

lemocracy .
advocated, dm.t.aturslup and the curtail-

ment of civil liberties have been the lot,

of the Egyptians. Furthermore,.' like

Jacobinism, Nasserism seeks to become

the gmdmg philosophy of the rneighbor-
lng countnes

ROLE OF EGYPT

Mere a distinction .must bo drawn be-
tween - Mosserism -in Egypt and in . Syrie
and Jordan, Outside Egypt. the mest or-

dent supporters. of Masserism come !um

the notional bourgeoisie,

- In Syria, the:alliance of the army and
labor has-takén place under:the leader-
-ghip of the middle classes. In Jordan,
the Parlegtinian. refugees provide the base
for-mass support to Egypt. (It should
not “be overlovked that: the Palestinians
are the best-educated group in the entire
Arab world.) And this support goes to
Nasser in spite of the fact that most of
these refugees .consider. Nasser to be
much less a destructive enemy of Israel
than theéy would like him to -be.

The left-wing Arab. movements, like

- the Baath Socialist Party, support Nas-

ser ‘beeause of the Republican: flavor in
his :l:?eas and because of his stress on
an economic union of the Arab countries
of the Middle East as a precondition for
the social and economic revolution in
the area.

There is a two fold explanation of this
difference between Nasserism inside
Egypt and outside,

First, it was Egypt that suffered most
as a result of its physical occupation by
the imperialist powers. Only three years
ago, 80,000 British troops were engaged
in the Canal Zone, not in defending the
Suez Canal, as it has been sometimes
claimed, but as Anthony Nutting has
candidly peinted out, “fighting the civil-
ian population” engaged in guerrilla
activity.

And furthermore, not only has Egypt
beéen the poorest country in the Middle
East, but also there is hardly any coun-
try in the Middle East whose bourgeoisie
had been as corrupt and as un-national-
istic as that of Egypt. On the other hand,
in ‘Syria and Jordan, a sensitive middle
class, -with  genuine. natienalist . aspira-
‘tions, has been long in the offing, fight-

.been. largely determined-by aw

ﬂlgﬁ";é_

ing authoritarian rulers like Shisakly
and viceroys like Glubb.

It must also be pointed out that Nas-
serism ouhiide Egypt is not -due to the
presence of pro-Nosser quislings bul to
an objective identity of interests.

Nasser, to the best of my knowledge,
has nowhere asked that the Cairo junta
be considered as & model for other Arab
governments. Nor has he so far subvert-
ed any neighboring government. In the
Persian oil-producing sheikhdoms, the
organization of the working class has
been the activity of the Syrian trade-
unionists rather than of Nasser’s yes-
men. In Iraq, the opposition of peaple
like. Kamil Chederjey, Faik Sammiray,
Mehdi Kubbah and others, and political
organizations like the National Demo-
cratic Congress, are older than the July
junta.

This does mot mean that Nasser has
heen neutral about the struggles going
on in the Arab world, but his support of
the nationalist movements has been far
less than intervention or subversion.

THE TEST IS AT HOME

1 said earlier that Nasserism has
grown up in A mnegative atmosphere.
Movements of the dependent.peoples are
quite likely to grow in such an atmos-
phere.

But the #rue test of their pregressive
character lies-in the obility of the leaders
to give a positive socio-economic content
to them.

Nasser-type Arab. nationalism has
i 'O:Et-
en ‘mysticat; Hfeeling of -anti-Westernismy,
and the policies of Nasserism have been
largely the result of Anglo-French-Amer-
ican vicissitudes. The nationalization of
Suez serves as a prime example.

The nationalization, though it had been
vaguely - talked about for guite some
time, was more a ' retalistory measure
than ‘a parf of Egyptian economie phil:
osophy. The nationalization of the Brit-
ish and French assets after the Anglo-
French. invasion. may “be similarly class-

ified. As'a matter of fact, at.the Brioni

Ceniference of Tito,~ Nehru and Nasser
the spemal position of the Western ec-
onomic interests inm the Middle East svas
clearly recognized, perliaps at tile msls-
tence of ‘Nehru.

Arab Socialists and the Israeli Issue

 The:most articulate exponents of Arab

nationalism—and 1 have used Arab na-
tionalism and. Nasserism as synonymous
terms—are the Baath Socialists.

The three important issumes facing

‘Arab nationalism-to them appear to be: -

(1) elimination. of -the inflnence of the
West from the Middle East; (2) unifi-
cation of the Arab states of the Middle
East, eventually to embrace all Arab
countries from the Atlantie to the Per-
sian Gulf; and (3) a final settlement
with Israel.

Elimination of the influence of the
West from the Middle East is seen as
the cardinal issue; without it unification
of the Arab states is impossible; without
it the settlement with Israel is impossi-
ble; without. it economic and social de-
velopment is well-nigh impossible,

Israel is seen as a projection of the
West, and it is felt that if the hold of
the W’est on-the Middle East, including
Israel, is weakened, there might be a
greater readiness on the part of Israel
to have a settlement in Western Asia.
The elimination of the Badhdad Paet
would bring back Iraq into the Arab
brotherhood, and the oil royalities would
be the only way to finance econornic “de-
velopment into the area.

Whether it is the same kind of think-
ing that Lenin.and: Tmtslcy did ‘is .yet
to be seen,

In spite-of the fact that the Nasser re-

| exploration. We will try to' pub-

Brijen K. Gupta is an Indian
socialist mow studying in the
U.8.; he is associnted with the
Socialist Party of India led by
Rammanohar Lohia. Last sum-
mer he toured the Middle East,
interviewing and discussing
with prominent socialists and
other leaders in the Arab states
and in Isroel, and as a result
published o number of articles
in the Indien and British press
on the problems of the region.

In this thought-provoking ar-
ticle written for LABOR ACTION,
Comrade Gupta presents an in-
terpretelion of Middle Eastern
social forces, particularly in
Egypt, which we are sure will
interest our readers. It is o field
of discussion which eontinues to
require a good deal of political

lish other contributions to such
discussion from time to time.

Scheduled for publication in
LA is also an informational sum-
mary of some of the material on
Arab soctalism and nationalism
which Comrade Gupta presented
in his above-mentioned articles
abroad.—ED.
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The -faverable . orientationr toward tl:e B

Seviet Union has also been motivated -
rather negatively,” Having seen  that
Western efforts to isolate Egypt failed,

Nasser’s program -for some time has -

been to isolate’ Baghdad.
Thugh during the last couple of wu
Nasser has poid lip-service to the idea lf
a "Third Foree,” :we cannot overlook that .

at ene time, during the negotiations ever .

the evacuation of the British troops from

the Suex, he gave indication of willings: °

ness to jeoin a brood Hidll'h iml' d-tfnu
srsh- }
Last July, after ﬂlg referengfum on tfl

new Egyptian constitution; Nasser evem .

went to the extent ofdropping those min-~
isters from his cabinet who were too
anti-West, and ‘included ministers wh

bad a positive preference for-the United
States. All of s sudden, one day last.
June, after having been viciously st
tacked for a few months, the United
States government got a big bulid—up in
the Egyptian press. Point Four was

ment were exhihi
od just before -

request . assistance from the  -United |
States for the Aswanm Dam: and DDH%B‘
withdrawal of t.he offer ma&e America u

thanked. Pictures of American equip= -
. This was the’ pexg:

‘villain. once again!

Y

gime is autheritarian in its character, I
do mot for. one moment believe that . th.
destruction of the Stote of Israel by vlig-
lent means is its aim. The mood in the
Arab countries is to continue a "No Peace
and Mo War” policy, because -any  other
policy would, to them, mean u::cphnct
of the status quo. Events have proved
that Western protection, under such dec--
lorations as the Tripartite Declarotion.

extends only to Israsl, and hence for tac-
tical reasons alone, the Arab comntries
are not prepured to go out for a -wir

-against Israel,

The Baath Socialists made it clear-m
me that they have repudiated the 1948
war, and they cite as examples the ligui-,
dahcm of warmongering administrations
in Egypt, Syria and Jordan as a test m‘.‘
the Arab thinking.

According to Michele Aflak, the see-
retary-general of the Baath Socialist
Party, 2 Near Eastern Federation is the
only solution of the problems of Western
Asia, wherein Israel would cease to be
a Zionist state, .and wherein: the Arabs
would prom;se to world Jewry a spiritu-
al symbol, & la Vatican, in Jerusalem.

*All this sounds teo- good to be true.
Arab_nationalism—like its counterpart,
Zionist chauvinism—is. reaching an ag~
gressive stage, and unlegs an effort ig
made to lock to internsl affairs, the' pre-
occnpation. with . external - affairs mar
bring _about. & big .explasion in Westerm

-Asia.

Eg:yphan decision to

S
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The Great White Father Washes His Hands

UPROOTING

“By. VICTOR'HOWARD
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“It is hard for them to cut loose from their people and their culture

has no counterpart-outside. . .."”

- This sentence, from a report on *The American Indian Relocation
Program,” just published by the Association on American Indian Affairs,
bears on the key problem of Indian relocation.

" 'With a Field Foundation grant, a five-member survey team exam-
ined the problems faced by the 12,625 reservation Indians who have
been relocated to cities under government auspices during the last four
Years. This number may seem'like a drop in the bucket compared with
the migration of Negroes and Puerto Ricans to cities, but the dimensions
of a human problem should never be measured solely by a statistical

ruler.

These Indians have a far greater
adjustment problem due to the
wide cultural gap they are obliged
to cross. With a little exaggeration,
one writer has called it'a transitigg
irom a Pre-Columbian to an
atomic-age civilization in siXx
months. There are still thousands
of Indians who cannot speak the
language of their-conquerors.

... Those who are persuaded or coerced
.. jotq relbcating often-leave a rural and
.. rommumitarian way of-1ife in which they’
‘have had personmal security and a. meas-
Yre- of - federal--protection; and- are sud-
denly confronted with the mad competi-
tion -of -the urban. jungle. |
| The federak.government launched this
program . of relocation four years ago
swith- the: announced: intention of giving
Indians an:alternative to the poverty o_f
reservatien existence. There “the busi-
fhiess of survival fills their days. Most
Indians are-subsistence farmers or stock-
waisers on the poorest: land.in the coun-
try. As the report: puts it .
" o Oklahomtz- this man.and his wife
. #nd four: children: may live in a two-
foom: shack where -Thnate neathess con-
tends * with crowding.-At Navajo they
47l Yive in a -hogan, carry their drinking
srater great distanmees; -and telieve thﬂ_m-
selves behind a elump of bushes. At Pine
Fidge, where the-Oglala Sioux are, there
fhay be-4 ‘privy; without a door. That is
viot all there is. In Oklahoma, there is
the strong semse of historic continuity
where immigrant. Indians brought the
first institutions of civilization to a wild
frontier; and native tribes have living
miemories of where they hunted the buf-
falo or where the winter camp was
pitched. There is also the beautiful, red-
cnyoned Navajo desert for pgople who
are not afraid of space and quiet, and a
piece 6f windy: prafrie in -South Dakota
for the Sioux who once roamed-it all. In
the Pueblo villages, reversely, thgre will
be cozy compactness around the kiva and
ah immemorial intimacy.”
FALSE HOPES
in a word, "an Indian raﬂ;qﬂshn umll::
n mere poverty - when heleaves
3:!11‘: community -for o distant induitrial
tm"l

He has.seen attractive posters show-
iz the beantiful Chicago lake front, but
does not-know that-a. foul slum - hides
jést-behind’ that Jine of green: trees. He
has seen pictares-of relocated Indians
standing in front of ranch homes with
flower eardens,: or- indoors beside their
refrigerators and. television sets. He is
also told that there-are gas stoves, elec-
trie lights, and flush toilets, not to men-
tion running water. ) )

/There are mo matching pictures or
stories of Indians drunk at c:t_v_bars,
youngsters inm trouble with the police, or

of Indians sitting in unswept rooms on
chairs with broken-legs. But when the
reloeated Indian. “sees his first city fat,
drab and unlovely despite its plumbing
.« ~the old, familiar Indian hopelessness
sets i abruptly.”

The report adds, "It cannot be dis-
honest to tell an - Indian man that he may
some day-have a television set (ete.).
That he has to leave his Indian com-
munity - to.get them is a wrong which
must be righted.”

THE CHEAP: WAY

-We: arrive here-at:a point not suffic- -
-iently underlined in the report: the valid

criticism of the opponents. of the pov-
ernment. program, who argue pointedly
that relocation is being used by the gov-
ernment as a cheaper alternative ‘to the
task of elevating the level of life in
Indian communities.

Much that ~was formerly being - done
to make life better on the reservations
has now been stopped with the excuse
that “relocation is the answer.”

i is. charged -that the government prog-
ram is designed. to uproot and disperse
the: indien communities, and thus relieve
itself of the "indlan problem.” If the dis-
placed ond rootless Indions become flot-
sam in: the urban slum, they are then the
problem of state aond locaol welare agen-
cies, for they have lost their ¥ribal con-
nection and the right #o federal services.

The relocation officers in the six relo-
cation  cities (Chicago, Denver, Los
Angeles, San. Francisco, San Jose, ‘and
St. Louis) were often found to be ill-
equipped for their pob. Many of them
gualified for their posts through experi-
eice in the “relocation” of West Coast
Japanese-Americans to desert concentra-
tion eamps during World War II.

“Their lives have heen lived mainly in
cities...and they do not all seem to
realize ... that an Indian' leaves some-
thing he loves when he goes to a metrop-
olis.” Moreover, “most of them know
nothing of the comparatively intact
Indian land and tradition which pro-
duced the spiritually secure Navajo, and
the unforgotten military. defeat, broken
treaties and vielated culture which pro-
duced the troubled Sioux.”

CRITICISMS

Some of the other criticisms of reloca-
tien which the feam wncovered but did
net necessarily endorse are these:
# Elected tribal officials. are not given
an opportunity to share in admiinistra-
tion of the program and-to protect Indi-
an 'I’isht& \ W
= Relocated Indians lose their tribal
rights. They do not receive copies of
papers they sign and.do not know what
rights they have: lost. !

oThe Bureau's: maximum figures for
relocations from a given. reservation in
any year are really quotas which must
be met; the field agent must fill it to
please his superiors,

ndians

# Relocation ‘is proceeding too rapidly:

for the size' of relocation stiffs ‘and’ the-

ability of the relocation cities-to absorb
newcomers. A

e There is inadequate traiming in'the
reservations for urban’living. Moreover,
Indians desiring to relocate ‘are given
no- real choice about where to go, but are
pressured to go-ta Chicago, for example,
if ‘the Los Angeles office cannot. handle
them promptly: If they receive bureau
help, they can only relocate to six reloca-
tion-office cities.

¢ Indian family heads sometimes have to
wait three weeks before placement on o
job. The Bureou: will not help-an Indian
who loses his fob. to find other empioy-
ment. Relecation offices’place Indian fam-
ilies ot sub-standurd wages. . A

» Relocation offices: place Indian families
in. slum housing, or-else.in housing. they
cannot afford, whereupon the Indians
move gut and into the stums.

¢ Indian men and women are driven to
aleoholism by the pressure. of city life.
¢ The Bureau of Indian. Affairs reports
untruthfully the returns of Indians to
reservations, making the figure much:
lower: than it: actually is.

& All refocation is to. congested industrial
cities; and no attemph is modé to-develap
relocation oppertunities in smaller ciies
where - rurally raised Indians would - be
happler, - - [t

¢ Indians do not relocate voluntarily but
under pressure of relentless urging, un-
scrupulous portrayal:of prosperous ur-
ban [ife, withheld welfare assistance,
and unnamed - reprisals . against - their
families. . =

® The .government - uses .the  relocation
program .as a -device for-emptying -the
Indian- reservations..and ending its obli=
gation: to the tribes.: - '

* Relocation. offices have inadequate fol-
low-up. procedures . and- terminate .social
services to pelocated families too. quick-
ly, and cut off financial. help before re-
locatees have resided- in. a city long
enough to qualify for welfare aid. They
will provide no services ta migrant. Indi-
ans who come to. cities'on.their .own
initiative,

® There. is no leadership developed
among relocated Indians: which ecould
help them help .themselves and each
other.

® The Relocation Office inmene city wars
upon the Indian center there, discredits
it, has planted spies in Hs' organization,
tapped its telephone, intimidated Indians
who are acHive: in opposition 4o the relo-
catien program,

e City relocation officers tried to intimi-
date Harper's, the Atlantic Monthly, and
the National Broadeasting Company
when recent pieces unfavorable to the
relocation program were known to.be
in process, and paid threatening visits
to Indian families who had made state-
ments to these magazines or the NBC.

RECOMMENDATIONS

The average cost of relocation of an
Indian family is only %196, which in-
cludes transportation and subsistence
until the first.paycheck for man, wife,
and several children. It ia not surpris-
ing - that relocated. Indians are. inmitially
housed in a third-rate hotel or boarding
house, and sent to eat in a cheap restau-
rant while the federal bureaucrats
rustle up a low-paying.job and a slum
apartment for them to move into.

The Bureau ogents fry to wash ¥heir
hands of the Indians as fast as possible.
Its services are no longer available after
a year, Nothing but the lack of return
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fare may be keeping the Indians in the
city by this time, but they are listed as
"successful" relocatees in Bureau reports.

The Bureau claims that the rate of
returns for the fiseal year ended last
July was only 24 per cent. But these
figures are laughed at by everyone mot
on the government payroll who knows
anything about it. Some place the actual
rate of returns at 60 per cent and even
‘higher,

And no one, literally no one, knows
what happens to, those Indians who:re-
main in the cities. but loge. contact with
both the Burean and  Indian. centers
there. “These people are lost,” says the -
‘report, “whether- in happiness or ‘wretehe
edriess no one: knows.” 2t

. Among. yome o the wiie recommend
tions of the report are these: L L L T
» Congress -should repeal-House Resolos
tion 108 of the 83rd Congress, which-de
clares its intention: to terminate the Indi-
an tribes as-rapidly as: possible, It should -
instead. declare that it.is' federat policy
to elevate Indian communities to -the
level of health' and well-being: prevailing
elsewhere in the United States,-that it
proposes to do this through an. Ameri-
can Indian 'Point: Four” program. |
e The Indian Bureau should favor con=
-tinued. trust. protection of - Indian: lapd;
it should declare a. moratorium on Indi=
an land sales- and help the tribes pur-
chase. allotments which individua} Indi-
ans want to sell. T
® Return fare to reservations should be
previded for any relocated Indians who,
after two but not after four years,-ap-
ply for it and are found.-by a caseworker
of the Travellers Aid Society to be uhe
adjusted to urban life. )
* Relocation should be provided to small-
er cities, egspecially cities in states.svhere
reservations. are-located. :
» Steps should be taken to insure that
no reservation Indian is forced to: relo-
cate because: he canuct obizin. welfare
assistance locally. >
"o The, Indian : Bureau. shonld. recognize
the fact that reloeation; while an impor-
tant. serviee; i3 not te be imagined as a
solution” to: the-Indian problem. -
= Dishonest-and misleading, propagands '

“about: the benefity of relocation ‘o° Indi-
2k

ans should be toned-down,
* .Because of rapid - deterioration .of

Indian:.conditions in  Alaska, Oklahoma,

and the Sioux country, which- may- de-
stroy the .Indian communities there: if
fast action is not taken, the report rec-
ommends immediate measures for the
telief of Indian communities ‘in those
areas,- as_well as- long-range” economic
plans. (Small industries in or mear
reservations have been recommended}):

STRUGGLE FOR  IDENTITY

The report includes: much: more, most-
ly in-the category of:case history:social -
work, . community cooperation, .church
relations, and . other paraphernalia »gf
the do-gooder. It is-well.to note that-the
reporting team included no Indians, and
that -the spomsoring organization is - a
white - orgamization .which wanta ido
“help” the Indians. b "

- Its intelligent head is the writer Oliver
LaFarge, but the-wealthy socialites. who
finance it would mot relish heavy eriti-
cism of the Republican administration,
and the report does not question the sin-
cerity of federal Indian officials. It as-
sumes they want to do right but that
Congress has imposed bad policies -on
them.

They fail o mention that Indian Bureow
officials lobbied for much of the anti-
Indian legislation mow on the books. and
that Congress temds to act on the rec-
emmendations of the Indian commissioner
and his boss the Secretary of the Interior.

The National Congress of American
Indians, the only national all-Indian or-
ganization, is handicapped in making its.
weight felt. by lack. of fiunds and. the

, paucity of large blges of Indian voters

in places where votes count. _

The official policy now, essentially, -is
that there is. nothing worth preserving
in Indian societies. What.is going on
now is-basically. the struggle to preserve !
Indian cultural identity, just 68 years
after the final shot was fired in the last
Indian. battle at Wounded Knee, South
Dakota,

It is notable that despite their poverty
and the strong: pressure to relocate, léss
than 13,000, or about 5 per cent, of the
reservation population have done So.
The government’s announced goal for
the current fiseal year ia'to relocate tem
thousand more. But the end is not-yet.



: Page Eight

G.D. H. Cole and

The Hungarian Revolution

By PHILIP COBEN

The Hungarian Revolution has prov;ded a kind of measuring-scale
for determining how “Stalinist” any given pm-Commumst or fellow
‘traveler is. There have been some surprises in the results.

On the one hand, inside the Communist Parties (particularly in the
U.S. and England) the Hungarian battle had a considerable 1mpac’£

. turning the thinking of a large number of Communist militants in the

direction of democratic-socialist
thinking, though it is perhaps still
to be seen how successfully they
will continue to travel in that di-

rection and how far.

Different in many cases has been -

the result outside the Communist Parties

améng those types whom we have been

accustomed to calling “Stalinoids” for

_want of a better term. In general the ~ m

" %8rm has hzd some usefulness as a po-
“~titical label for those persons who are

'_' genumely indepeéndent of ‘the CP as_an

‘organization and of its discighne, but
whose political ideclogy is essentially the

' .fame g5 that of Stalinism and leads them

‘4o he politieal apologists for it er sym-
pn‘ﬂ:etic with it.
“This i§, of course, a very I:etemg!:le-

" ssus bategory, and the Humgarian Revdlu-

© -them toc. Some have been vielently re-

“tion ‘has had a polarizing effect upon

pelled from any Stalinoid concepts; and
this has beéen one of the victories of the
Hungarian people.

But it is clso emong this tendency that

- gne finds some of the brashest examples

of unreconstructed Stalinist apologetics.:
In the U.S5., W. E. B. DuBois and Anmna.

Louise Strong have been just about the
worst examples. Critical of the Russion
suppression in Hungary but tending to
whitewash it have been Paul Sweery and
others like him.

There is an. interesting generic differ-
ence bétween the CP party militants who
have been basically shaken by the Hun-

garian massacre and the non-party Stal-.

inoids who have not permitted this re-
grettable event to disturb their poht:wal
equenimity.

THEY WERE PREPARED

On the one hand, we all know the type
of Communist stalwart who always ener-
getically defended his faith in Russia as
the home of genuine working-class free-

. dom, democracy and social progress. He

insisted that Russia really was a demio-

. ¢ratic “workers’ paradise” and he belived

what he read in his propaganda organs

" about the happy life of the Russian peo-

ple in “building soeialism.” :
'_Living on illusions, the basis of his

political faith collapsed when he read

_ Khrushchev's revelations and saw Rus-
“gian troops shooting down a workers'
revolution in Hungary.

The DuBois-Sweezy type are quite dif-

_fkrent.

‘They never swallowed the fairy storeis

" about “democracy” in Russia. They knew
* Russia was totalitarian. They knew the

conditions under which the Russian peo-
ple were exploited and oppressed. They

“even regretted these blemishes on the -

great enterprise of building “socialism.”
But they did not allow these truths fo
inferfere with their pro-Stalinist faith. Mot

- because they are merely eynical, but be-

cause they had
through to the point where they rational-
ized and justified support to a brutal to-
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intellectually thoaght .

talitarianism in the name of the "socialist"”
future.

These types were and remain far more
“Stalinist” than most of the CP party
cadres themselves, -

- “Their polities could not be shaken at
its-roots by. what has happened. In es-
sanr:e. they knew it all along. They were
tl ectually prepared, as many party

rs -were not. Ideologically they

were more Stalinist than the Stalinists.

DARK HIHTS
Um this measuring-scale of the

. Hungarian- Revolution, we want to re-

cord: the “reading” that it gives us on
G. D. H. Cole.

- For . adequate -discussion of Cole's
'uiews, we. refer readers to previous ar-
#icles in LA (June 4 amd Sept. 3 last, for

example). ;We have been interested in

Cole-not simply as an individual but also
because of the influence he seeks to exer-
cise. in the international left-socialist
movement for exnmple, his role in the
International .Society for Socialist Stu-

dies. which was founded at a Paris con-.

ference last year and of which he is pres-
ident.

Here we want to take the space only to
exhibit what Cole is now writing about
Hungary, confident that it will be enough
to exhibit it, in view of the great deal of
material we have already carried on the
Hungarian Revolution and the Stahmst
slanders sgainst it.

Cole's views on Hungary were set forth
in ua nrﬂ:h entitled "Reflections on Hun-
gary" in the Jan. 12 Issue of the New
Shtﬂmuu and Natien. He begins:

. the recent events in Hungary face
Ieft.-mng socialists with an appallingly
difficult prob!em of judgment . . . it is
still very. difficult to be sure about the
facts ... . also because the facts, as they
are- n.t present known, are not open to
simple explanation.”

‘He poohpochs the “picture [as drawn
by anti-Communists] of an heroic people
‘rising almost solidly agsinst its oppres-
sors-and.being prevented from setting up
and consolidating a free national govern-
ment only by the sheer force of Soviet

‘tanks.”

He. darkly pomts out that this is the
“version' given by the “Western” news:
papers, but’ that ‘“left-wing socialists"
(in whose name he insists on speaking)
shonld hesitate to accept it. Why? be-
cause we know how “such apencies as
"Voice of Europe’” have tried “to stir up
revolt ‘in the People’s Democracies” and
‘how these people were connected with

"Horthy fascists. The doubt is only how

large s role they played and just what
terrible things would have happened if
the Russians hadn't intervened....

THE 'FASCIST' TALE

- Cole concedes that the uprising started
a8 a penuine spontaneous one of discon-
tent; that the CP and also the Soviet
Union were unpopular. He 'is willing to
“hlame very severely” both the CP and
the Russians “for their part in bringing
about the Tevoll, quite apart from the
gteps taken subsequently for its suppres-
sion.” The Rakosi regime “was evidently
a most unpleasant police tyranny.”

But with the outbresk, "certain reac-
tionary elements" sought to use i for
their own ends, toking advontage of its
Jeaderlessness, and seized the opportunity
te “set wp local 'governments' or provi-
sional regimes of their own. Some of these
groups and regimes were no doubt in-
spired by high ideals of freedom and de-
mocracy; but others appear to have been
almost openly Fascist and determined to
undo the entire revolution that had de-
throned the previously dominant powers
—+the londed classes and the Catholic
Church.”

He does not reveal the source of his
knowledge about these “almost openly
Fascist” local regimes.

“Sheer chaos,” he writes, “thus threat-
ened the eity; and it is not possible to
say what would have happened had not

.the Soviet Union, after once evacuating

Budapest, sent back its tanks and lent its
backing to the attempt to construct a

. new Communist government under the

leadership of Janos Kadar.”

Yet despite all the “uncertainties,” he
comes up with the opinion that the Rus-
sians were “wrong” to use force to keep
the Hungarian Communists in power.
{He writes as though Kadar represented
a Hungarian movement that was helped
by the Russians instead of being an iso-
lated quisling.)

KEY IDEA

Hereafter follows a great deal of back-
ing-and-filling. He alternately. keeps: ex-
plaining just why the Bussians felt the

way they did and why he, of course, can- -

not agree with the “Commumist phileso-
phy” on such matters. The idea is that
although he himself cannot approve of
drowning the uprising in blood, one must
“recognize that the Russians had a diffi-
cult choice to make.” He jhas only sneers
for the “anti-Communists” who hurry to
condemn these poor bedeviled Russians.
For anyway, he argues, the Hungarians
would not have been able to decide their
own fate democratically if the Russians
had left them alone.

Here he lets cut very revealingly his
version of the fundamental Stalincid ra-
tionolization of totalitarianism: the mass-

es can't be trusted to emancipate them-

selves anyway. For he argues that the
Hungarian people’'s majority could not
have carried out its will in the revolution;
he explicitly sees “‘the majority of the
people ., . . playing hardly more thon a
negative role’ while the reactionary mi-
nority tock over. .

For him in any case the people can
never be anything but a pawn. Isn't it
better for them to be-suppressed for the
sake of “socialism” than suppressed by
the (other) reactionary minority? This
is the mind of Cole.

COLE CHIDES

From this Cole derives the amazing
ending of his article, after- he insists
that he is for self-determination:

“To that extent, I believe that peoples
have a right to self-determination, and
reject the notion that the only true right
is the ‘historic’ right of the proletariat,
or of the working class in a wider sense,
as a single worldwide power, to overbear
all its oppoments in the general interest
of the world revolution.”

It cannot easily be believed but Cole

is here agreeing that the Russian buteh- -

ers do represent “the historic right of the
proletariat . . . in a wider sense, as &
single world-wide power,” but begs to
differ only with the conclusions which the
latter draw from their ancinted role. Af-
ter all, Cole is a democrat and an Eng-
lish gentleman. Just because you are
The Revolution, he chides the Russians,
you shouldn't exaggerate your rights.
Don’t be so0 carried away by the General
Interest of the World Revolution. , . .

This is what our democrat explains te
totalitarians who are engoged in sup-
pressing a proletarian socialist revelution
in Hungary!

What eonld the Russians do, even if
they tried, to convince Cole that they are
not The Revolution?

Would it make any difference if they
held daily public executions of a thou-
sand dissenters in Red Square? Cole
would not approve such sticky business,
but he would want to know “the faets”
before he would hurry to condemn The
Revolution, Would it make any differ-
ence if gas-oven chambers were set up
for the mass extermination of restless
Ukrainians? Cole would assert that such
high jinks were “wrong” and not really
justified by the historic rights of the pro-
letariat.

After all, he iz not a Communist, as
he always sincerelv reminds his readers.
And he isn’t. In his vocabulary, “Com-
munists" are people who do these things,

The Independent Secialist League stands For
saciolist democracy and against the two systems of
exploitation which now divide the world: capital
ism and Stolinism.
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, ment. We seek to join together with. all other

militants in the labor movement as a left force
warking for the formation of an independent Jabor
perty and other progressive policies.
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CHALLENGE

{Continued from paoge 6)
support the Algerian students in their
struggle because their cause is just, and
because the rezime our countrymen are
maintaining in Algeria is one of oppres-
sion which we must oppose. As to our
fellow students of European origin in
Algiers, they are misled by a crew of
irresponsible political gangsters, and we
feel under an obligation to oppese any-
thing they do under their present lead-
ership.”"” However, this kind of answer
the liberals were not prepared to give,
as they were not prepared to assume full
responsibility for their ideas and to meet
the right-wing attack head-on.
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