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. _FIVE CENTS

By SAM TAYLOR

The patterns of Southern resistance
to the desegregation of public schools
is running into its severest tests in fed-
éral courts,

" Immediately after the historic 1954
decision of the Supreme Court calling for
an end to segregation in public schools

.with “all deliberate speed,”” Southern
racists began devising ways of delaying,
blocking and subverting the intent of the
court’s decision.

As Southern lepislatures begin their
sessions this year, nearly all of them will
be concerned with plugging the holes in
their systems of segregated schools or
eunrtailing, where not outlawing, the
operations of the National Association
Tar the Advancement of Coloved People.

In respect to school segregation there
cre essentially two opproaches. The first
is proposed by those calling for a direct
heod-on clash with the federal govern-
ment and the use of the police powers of
the state in a knock-down drag-out fight
to preserve segregation. The other is a
comporatively moderate program of le-
gal delaying actions,

While there is no hard-and-fast line
hetween the two, the differences between
those united in common defense of segre-
gation should be taken into account.

The former is roughly the approach of
the White Citizen Councils and the more

Take a Hard Look at
South’s “Good” Racists

radically racist groups who want to build
a movement committed to the defense of
all Jim Crow institutions.

The latter are the moderates, the more
“liberal” and far-sighted groups who
want to avoid a direet head-on clash
with the federal government as the pres-
sure to integrate increases.

It is also the point of view of indus-
trialists fearful that new industry will
not move to their area if there is viclence
and bombings against Negroes. They
wish to use other, lezal means, and to
avoid the glare of publicity.

INDUSTRIALIST'S VIEW

At a January meeting of the Commit-
tee of 100, an organization formed sev-
eral years ago to induce Northern:indus-
try to build plants in the Birmingham
(Alabama) area, this problem was taken
up. William P. Engel, former head of
the committee, added up the costs from
a businessman’s point of view of what
he called “hoodlumism" in the recent
bombings in Birmingham and in Mont-
gomery, 100 miles away:

“We in Birmingham particularly must
face wp to our deficiencies and face them
squarely. The hoodlumism that has oec-
curred in Birminghom in past weeks and
in recent months has hit the headlines all
over the country, This unfovorable pub-
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The Racket Probe:
Threat to Unions?

By BEN HALL

In just a few days, Senate hearings
have stirred up a slithering mess of cor-
ruption in unions whose officials were
linked up with enterprising underworld
characters. And the sessions are to go on
for a year; some say two; others think
they may last indefinitely. The vast ma-
jority of unions are honestly run and it
is appalling to imagine the effects upon
the labor moévement of a continuing pa-
rade of crime enacted before the eyes of
the nation.

Responsible union officers have ex-
pressed their readiness to cooperate with
government investigations of so-called
labor rackets. Althongh they have always
beerr resentful of government interven-
tion into union affairs, this time it is
clear that labor leaders have mo inten-
tion of making any protest

Yet it is obvious that a steady glare
of publicity upon crooks in unions will
tend to undermine the reputation of all
unions, at least temporarily—if not on
the part of well-informed ecitizens, then
on the part of those, alas, whose minds
are attuned to a quick glance at big head-
lines,

What is more ominous Is the possibility
that anti-union politicians will be embeid-
ened by the newly charged: atmosphere to
press for sterner laws restricting the le-

gitimate economic and political rights and
activities of labor crganizations.

In the N. Y. Times, labor reporter
Joseph Loftus writes: “Labor's political
drive may be blunted, with the result
that anti-union forces in the legislatures
and in Congress will find it easier to put
repressive labor laws on the books. At
least labor will find it harder to enact its
own program. And in such a climate,
organizing, especially among the white-
collar folk, will become more difficult
than it has been in years.”

PROTEST?

With this in mind, some commentators
maintain that the unions should have
voiced a strong unanimgus,K protest
against any povernment investigation,
taking their stand against any state in-
terference in unions in general and de-
nouncing the current investigation in
particular as a smear in advance, But
it is hard to see how they could have sue-
cessfully have done so. As the register of
crookedness inevitably unfolded, it would
have been too easy to aceuse all unions
of trying to cover up for crooks if they
appeared in any way to endorse a sup-
pression of the facts,

But more: The Senate begins not by
investigating legitimate labor union ae-

(Turn to last page)

A debate between the foreign
editor of the Daily Worker, and an
associate editor of LABOR ACTION:
the very idea that such a debate
could be held would have sounded
like a fantasy a few years ago. But
such a debate was held, on Feb-
ruary 27 before some 150 students

- at Coflumbia University under the
auspices of the Eugene V. Debs
Club.

Furthermore, the actual debate
was far more fantastic than any-
thing one could have imagined in
the days when the constitution of
the Young Communist League pro-
hibited its members from talking
to “Trotskyite fascists.”

The subject was “The Crisis in Easi-
ern Europe.” The speakers: Joseph Clark
of the “Daily Worker,” and Gordon Has-
kell of LABOR ACTION. The tone was
strictly within the conventions of polite
debate (Clark insisted on referring to
Haskell as “my colleague” throughout);
the questions and discussion were volu-

minous. ~ )

Tn the course of the debate, and in
answer to guestions and remarks by his
opponent and from the floor, Clark as-

serted the following:

The establishment of one-party re-
gimes- in Eastern Europe "set the clock
back" there ... He is opposed to a one-
party regime, not only in these countries
but in Russia also . . . In his opinion,
the “Soviet forces had no right to inter-
vene in Hungary. “. . . He, for one, will
continue to “fight for democracy” in
Hungary in his paper and in his party.
. . . Although he refused to use the term
“imperialism” to describe Russia's ac-
tion in Hungary, he deseribed it as, the
imposition of.the will of a great power
on a small one by force, as the suppres-
sion of the national and democratic as-
pirations of the people of this small
country, and the like. . . . He described
the Russian intervention in Hungary as
a ““Stalinist-type” action, and attributed
it to the fact that "vestiges” of Stalin-
ism still exist in Russia and express
themselves in Russian policy.

In fact, Clark went so much further
in his discussion and condemnation of
the non- or anti-democratic character
of the Communist regimes in Russia and
Eastern Europe than had any represen-

rtatives of the Communist Party in other
forums and debates held in New York
recently, that students in the audience
kept asking him why he calls himself a
Communist instead of a social-democrat,
and what his criticism of the social-

|What DW’s Clark Said in Colum

democrats might still be.

His reply was that he criticizes the
social democrats for not establishing
socialism in countries where they had
come to power by parliamentary means.
But he made no attempt to defend any-
thing, except the nationalization of the
means of production, in the countries
where the Communists have come to
power.

PREDICTIONS

Clark agreed with Haskell to such an
extent on the latter's description and de-
nunciation of the Communist regimes
(except to deny that there is a ruling
class in countries where they hold sway),
that the issue of the debate was drawn
not on the line of democratic socialism
vs. communism, but rather on the “Hu-
garian Way"” versus the “Polish Way™
of averthrowing, or transforming, or de-
moeratizing Communist regimes, Clark
stated that by following the “Gomulka
way"” Poland was on the road to democ-
racy {(although he is for much more of
it than they have yet achieved), while in
Hungary they have “nothing.”

He predicted flatly that by the summer
of 1958 there will be another “Geneva
Conference” at ‘which the United States
and Russia will either reach agreement
over the unification of Germany and the

ia Debate

joint guarantee of “security” in Europe,
or will go far toward such an agree-
ment,

He also predicted flatly that Poland
and HRussia will “coptinue to democra-
tize™ in the Gomulka fashion, and that
there will be no more “Hungarys” in
Eastern Europe.

Though both speakers agreed that the
United States should not have intervened
in Hungary with its armed forces, Clark
described Haskell's assertion that social-
ists and espeeially the German Social
Demoerats should have encouraged the
Poles and East Germans to support the
Hungarian revolution with the purpose
of spreading it to all the satellites and
Russia itself as “immoral” and a policy
which would have brought on World War
III.

When asked why a man with his views
still belongs to the Communmist Party, and
what he intends to do about his convie-
tions, Clark stated that he intended to
write and work for their adoption by the
party,

Haekell asked him when, since the

ention of the Communist Party at
¢hieh a “compromise” on Hungary had
reached between the Gates and
<tor factions, he had written an arti-
tiacking the Kadar regime and the
Ilussian  suppression of democracy in
{Ceatinved on page 1)
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¥ ‘amily Farms Are
 Being Squeezed Out

By GORDON HASKELL

The depressed state of American

farmers was much in the news during’

the last presidential campaign. Specula-
tion was rife on the political effect fall-
ing farm prices might have on the
agricultural areas; on the Eisenhower
administration’s judicious political ex-
penditures for “soil bank” payments; on
the fate of the whole agricultural sub-
sidy program; etc.

Since the election is over, the farmers
no longer get the national atiention
which was. lavished on them before.
Prices have shown a slight rise for some
farm products, But the agrieultural eri-
sis is by no means over, just because it
gets less attention;

i We have received a copy of a report #o
the Board of Directors of the Nationcl
Sharecroppers -Fund, entitled "The Condi-
tion of Farm Workers in 1958, written by
Fay Bennett, execulive secretary of the
NSF, We quote below = nimber of para-
graphs from this report dealing with one
of fhe most significant #rends in American
dgriculture, the displacement of "'family
farms" by corporate form—the "factories
in the fields," as Carey McWilliams once
ij.ullnd them.

3

APPROACHING CRISIS

{ “There arve nearly one and one-haif
million farm families in the United
States with incomes of less than $1,000
i year. Of these, nearly one milion live
in the South.
~ “Although Negroes constituted . only
about one:tenth of the total of the 5,226,-
‘000 farm families-in the country in 1954,
they made up almost one-third of these
one million in the South with annual in-
domes of less than $1,000. Very little is
Being done to help this group of Ameri-
¢ans whose Siving and health standards
#nd educational-opportunities are clearly
inadequate for them to realize their best
potentialities as citizens and hunran be-
ings.

*4Poday the greatest contrast Dbe-
tween wealth and poverty in our country
has shifted from yesterday’s captains of
finance and the factory worker to today’s
corporate farm owner and the men and
their families who work in the fields. The
world’s most efficient producers of farm
products—Americans—have not elimi-
nated dire poverty among those who work
on the farms.

“All family farms—not just the lowest.
income group—are approaching crisis.
Sovernment -pragrams, while -admitting
#heir serious plight, are permitting over
00,000 family farms yearly to go out of
business. Many of these are young farm
families, former Gls who started farming
Wopefully after World War Ii. Though
given government aid to get started, they
hove been cbandoned to ‘o policy or lack
of policy which permits them to be
squeezed out before they can become
firmly established.

L ]

. Aocording to the 1955 Census of Agri-
cilture commerecial family farms dropped
by 11 per cent from 1950 to 3,183,000
uhits while industrialized factory farms
increased by 26 per cent to 134,000. There
was a dropof 353,000 in the number of
oWwner-operated farms, a drop of 276.-
000 in the number of tenant-operated
farms, and an increase of 32,000 in the
number of part-owner operated farms,

14A House of Representative sub-com-
mittee, under the chairmanship of Clark
W. Thompson of Texas, reported in
August 1956, after a 3000-mile tour of
grass-roots family farms, that more than
600,000 of them had failed in the last
four years. It stated that they were
forced out by the industrial-type (cor-
porate) farm invasion,

“Family farms ave generally defined
as ‘those where an owner-operator and
His family furnish at least one-half of the

farm laber, with pross sales of less than

225 000 annually. Disregarding the cul-
tural value of these family production
units, it should be emphasized that they
canstitute the major element in the farm
labor force and the backbone hitherto of
America’s ‘private enterprise’ economy.

“They nesd not be wiped out. They can
produce efficiently and compete effective-
Iy with the corporate farms through
wider use of electric power and increased
mechanization {f they can get equal treat-
ment in government subsidies and credit,
and if alf domestic farm labor is not ex-
ploited by lack of government protection
and by government promotion of foreign

“¢ontract labor,

L]

/

“The corporate—or indostrialized—
farm warrants a full current study that
cannot be made here. Its influence on the
labor market iz indicated in varions sec-
tion= of thiz report, .

“The vast amount of federal subsidy
these enterprizes receive i= illustrated by
two examnles: Delta and Pine Land Com-
pany of Mississippi received a $1,292-
47225 federal loan on itz 1954 cotton
crop. Louisiana Irvigation and MIIl Com-
pany received a $486.725.77 price support
on its 1954 rice cron.

“It 3= the food and Bber producers
such as theze which throw the share-
cropper and small farmer into the mi-
grant stream. which support an imported
labor prozram that is the key faector in
keeping the wages of farm labor at less
thon one hali the American average and
i preventing effective union organiza-
tion to better farm labor eenditions, and
which receive the bulk of federal subsi-
diez.”

»

THE CORPORATE SQUEEZE

What is the economic mechanism by
which the corporate farms are squeexing
the family farms out of business?

First and foremost is the application
of large-scale mechanization to farming,
the industrial revelution in American
farming which got a biy boost during
World War II. This means large-scale
capital, and the small farmer simply can-
mot compete against large aggregates of
capital.

Second. the government subsidy pro-
eram is designed to help the large farm-
ers far more than the little one ,

Added to these is another factor, how-
ever, which gives the small farmer no
way out: the abysmally.low wages still
paid farm labor in this country,

One of the ways in which the family
farm is'able to maintain itself is by the
extreme exploitation of the whole fam-
il¥’s labor. Lavrge-scale niechanization,
which vastly inereases the productivity of
labor, is able to meet the competition of
this dawn-to-well-past-dark laber of the
farmers' families, even if the farm work-
ers were paid something like the going
wage for workers in industry. But the
squeeze is put on doubly hard by the fact
that. as noted above, farm labor gets less
than half the averaze wage of American
workers.

“In Phillips County, Arkansas” the
report states, “in June of 1956, United
States workers were paid 35 centa to 40
cents per hour, Farm workers in the
county. that month were made up of
1000 United States workers and 10656
Mexicans, The Mexican workers theoret-
ically were veceiving B0 cents an hour,
the minimum to which the Mexican gov-
ernment will agree. By July and August,
the rate for U. S. workérs had fallen to
35 cents an hour.”

This paragraph points up one of the
ways in which the corporate farms are
able to keep wages low: by importing
contract Yabor. During the peak season
in 1956, there were 458,038 foreign con-
tract workers in apriculture, 445,197 of
whom came from Mexico under an inter-
national agreement. In addition, there
are tens of thousands of migrant farm
workers, often made up of whole families
who foilow the seasons and the crops all
over the country.

From the Arkansas example given above,
it is cleor %hat although the international
ogreement calis for 50 cenis an hour to
Mexican workers, they octually get much
less. Otherwise there would have been no
raason for the U. 5. workers' wages in the
area to fall o the level of 35 cents per
bour, (Is i# any wonder that such a suc-

[Continued on next pagel

A.GROUNDSWELL OF RESENTMENT IN THE UNIONS

By JACK WILSON

Each week brings fresh evidence of a
strong and growing groundswell of re-
sentment by the rank and file against the
leadership of the trade unions.

The rebellion in the steel workers’
union against the McDonald machine, for
example, proved to be far deeper than
any union leader suspected, or wanted. In
the current issue of the Nation there is
an excellent article giving more matevial
on the real situation in the steel workers'
union. Life in the steel union iz quite dif-
ferent from that portrayved by the paid
flunkeyd? and hack writers on the staff.

- Last week, top officials of the best and
most democratic union in America—what-
ever ifs faults may be—the United Auto-
workers union, received the shock of their
lives when Local 212, the permanent
stronghold of Emii Mazey, sncrehw-
treasurer of the UAW, defeated every one
of his supperters in a major unit election
for convention delegates.

Even Pat Caruso, president of the local
union and certainily one of the best see-
ondary leaders in the UAW, fell by the
wayside. One of the issues in that cam-
paign was the modest proposal for =
S-cent dues inerease, but the other
spurces of dissatisfaction were more sig-
nificant, and worth discussing.

A few days later, another major bas-
tion of the Reuther leadership had a
narrow escape. when ‘the administration
at Chrysler Lochl T took only 11 out of
19 convention spots, and an old-time un-
reconstructed ovponent of Walter Reu-
ther received the third highest vote,

In many Michigan area local unions
of the UAW, anti-dues-increase and anti-
administration candidates are winning,
notably in Pontiac and Flint.

In two major international unions, a

proposal for' dues increases were de-
feated.
- Of course, in different localities and
different unions, the growing spirit of
antagonism to the leaderships is caused
liy a variety of factors, not all of thém
operating equully in each ease.

A WORLD APART

For a general explanation, little can
be added to what one of America's old
pros in the union mevement said last
Monday. He is Louis Hollander, presi-
dent of the New York CIO and manager
of the Amalgamated Clothing workers
union joint board in New York.

“In many uniens,” he said, "there is lit-
tle sign thatethe leaders are even #rying
to maintain contoct with their member-
ship. Some seem to feel that union shop
contracts and compulsory check-offs of
union dues have made it unnecessary for
them to knmow what the members want or
need. Too many such leaders live in o
world apart—a world in which the badges
of achievement are high salaries, expens
sive automobiles, membership in country
clubs and the other appurtenances of
wealth,"

The gap between the ranks and the
lenders has taken precisely that form.
David MeDonald of the steel workers'
union fits Hollandar’s déseription to a T,

A far cruder form is symbolized by the
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Becks and’ Hoffas and Brewsters of the
teamsters union. This weel, for examplé,
Brewster just sold his $75,000 string of
ponies.

The kind of mentality of those leaders,
who have no place in a decent labor
movement, was illustrated by Hoffa this
week, after a session with Robert Ken-
nedy, eounsel of the Senate labor rackets
committee, Hoffa scoffed at the hearings.

“Much_ado about” nothing,” said this
Shakespearean student. (It is nice to
have ex-radicals on the staff to supply
the literary touch,)

Hoffa added: “Nothing factual has
come out of the hearings so far, Nothing
but myth, misstatements and a jumble
of words,"

Hollander and Walter Reuther, inci-

dentally, omong other union leaders,
understand the impact of the hearings far
befter than that, A good loak in the mir-
ror is taking place within the union move-
ment, from #op to bottom. There is lots
of room for reform, it seems,
i The rank and file does its own “re-
forming” in the only way it can. Where
it has the power to touch union officials
or vote on issues, the results are becom-
ing p;EinfuJ to the leaders, in far too
Many instances.

Besides the general squeeze of infia-
tion, which makes a mockery of most
union economic gains, the insbilitv of
the leaders to understand the vanks,
from whom they are so far removed, Eg-
gravates any problems. In many cases,
the dues increase question merely sym-
bolizes the deeper causes of revolt. In the
steel union, the example of the Alabama
Negroes has stirred up setivity among
b-.'.egro unionists to eliminate the many
diseriminatory practices that still exist
in the steel plants and about which the
union is somewhat slow in moving.

In the Briggs Local 212 elections, a
major factor and a perennial sore spot
in those plants, which have about 30 per
cent Negro workers, is the failure of the
Mazey-dominated leadership to have %
Negro as one of the five top officers of
the local union. )

In other Chrysler plants, the whole
series of struggles over work standards,
the policy on overtime and other issues,
have becofe intertwined with the dues
question,

Fundamentally, it adds up to the fact
that the growing burecucratization of the
American lobor movement has caused such
an alienation of the ranks that o far too
widespread feeling exists thet “the union
isn't ours any more.”

Here, the failure to maintain or create
democratic practices is now plaguing the
]abqr leaders heavily. The struggle
against racketeering, racism and raiding
is being penalized because of its belated
character. Unless the umion movement
gets ahead of the Senate committee ex-
posés and cleans its own house as much
az possible and as quickly as possible,
rough days are ahead in the union move-
ment.

This Sat. Eve.
March 9
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LONDON LETTER

Three Wins Boost BLP’s Drive

London, March 2
By OWEN ROBERTS

For the past ten years the political
trend in Britain has been toward the
right, But now there is ample evidence
that this trend has been reversed and
the mood of the country is inclined to the
left.

w,

This fact has been clearly demonstrat-
ed in the past fortnight when voters in
three constituencies have gone to the
polling beoths to fill in their ballot forms
in parbiamentary by-elections, In each
case the counting of the votes has re-
sulted in a crashing win for the Labor
Party.

The first gowemment defeat came on
&f. Valentine’s Day in the London con-
stituency of North Lewisham where the
death of the Tory member of Parlimment,
who had been returned in the 1955 gen-
eral eleetion with a majority of more
than 3,000, caused a by-election,

On nomination day three candidates
presented themselves for inclusion on the
ballot paper. The Labor .Party contend-
er was a young lawyer with less than a
vear's membership subseriptions entered
on his party card. The Tory party chose
the owner of a loeal constructional en-
gineering firm who took great pains to
point out that he was a “simple man”
who had worked his way up to his pres-
ent position. The trio of candidates was
completed by a young woman who classi-
fied herself as an ‘‘Independent Loyalist”
—a label as contradictory as the candi-
date herself was politically. Her main
plank was ultra-imperialism, jingoism
and flag-wagging.

Although the young woman received a
fuir amount of newspaper publicity, pri-
marily due to the fact that her appear-
ance was more attractive than her poli-
tics, she never really entered the run-
ning. The big fight was between the two
main parties who threw all they had into
the campaign.

Every available full-time wotker they
could muster was sent into the constitu-
ency and hundreds of velunteers poured
into the district by the bus, coach and
train load to campaign for their particu-
lar candidate.

When the votes were counted the La-
hor candidate captured the seat from the
Tories with a majority of more than a
thousand wotes, while the Tory ecandi-
date's votes were 5000 less than those
collected by his forerunner.”

Some of the former Tory votes went to
the Labor candidate, while others were
cast for the "Independent Loyalist.” But,
as in previous by-elections, one of the
outstanding features of the contest was
the number of voters who had previouszly

supported the Tories but this time ve-
frained from veting at all.

In spite of this rather negative charac-
teriztic, the North Lewisham election ré-
vealed a growing measure of support for
the Labor Party. It also proved that La-
bor's election machine now has the edge
an the Tories.

Finally, and by no means least impor-
tant, it provided a tremendois hoost tp
Labhor Party morale as it was the first
time since the war that Labor had won
a seat from the<Tories in a by-election.

The second blow against the Tories
come ot a by-election in Wednesbury
where the previous Labor MP had resigned
his seat after the local Labor Party had
expelled him and demanded that he quit
Parlicment becouse of his support for-the
Tery war in Eqypt.: This election thus be-
came something in the noture of a test of
the meosure of support which existed
among the general public for Tory actions
in Egypt.

For good measure the Tories threw in
the red herring of what they called the
“unconstitutional action” of the loecal
Labor Party in putting pressure on a
member of Parliament; this,they claimed,
was not in accord with British parlia-
mentary practice and came near to “mob
rule” by the Labor Party.

On both counts the Tories veceived a
rebuff from the wvoters. Although the
total number of votes cast was lower
than in the general election of 1956—
and the number of votes received by all
candidates was smaller as a consequence
—the Labor majority shot up by nearly
4000 votes,

And once again the Tory vote dropped
by a far greater figure than the increase
in the Labor vote. Some of these went to
an independent candidate, who cam-
paigned entively on the narrow issue of
reducing the cost of living, but an an-
alysis of the figures indicates that ‘a
number of previous Tory voters refused
to vote on this occasion.

FAVORABLE TURN

But the big blow for the rmv-:mlmeut
came yesterday when Labor captuied the
Weish constituency of Camarthen from
the Liberal Party. The Torvies did not
stand a candidate in this election; in-
stead they backed the Liberal candidate
who, contrary to the general stand of the
Liberal Party, gave his full support to
the Tory war over the Suez Canal.

This contest was further enlivened by
the fact that the Labor candidate was
Lady Megan Lloyd George, who having
represented the Liberal Party in Parlja-
ment for 22 years was defeated in the
1951 eeneral election. Four years later
she quit the Liberals and joined the La-

Family Farms Squeezed Out - -

{Continued from page 2)
cessful fight is alwoys put up in Congress
to continue the exemption of farm labor
from the minimum wage law?7]

Socialists ave often asked what they
would “do about the farmers” who, even
in the opmion of the NSF, have heen one
of the “backbones” of America's “pri-
vate enterprise” economy. One of the
charges made against the Independent
Socialist League by the attorney general
ag a basis of including it on the “subver-
give list” is that it advocates the ex-
propriation of farmers.

It would seem that if the Department
of Justice is really interested in doing
something about people who are actually
“expropriating” 100,000 family farms
per year, right now, they- should go after
the corporate “farmers” who are squeez-
ing them out and taking over their land.
None of these happens to belong to the
ISL,

The fact of the matter is that in the
United States, this problem, like so many
others, is being partly “solved” for so-
cialism by eapitalism/s own development.
That sector of agriculture which is now
corporation-owned and is worked by day
laborers lends itself to socialization like
any other industry. None of the soeial
questions which do present themselves in
the family farm seetor of agriculture
arises in that sector. Farming is no
more a “way of life” to ‘he 35 cents-an-

hour farm hands.er to the stock and bond
owners of the corporate farms, than is
aute-making a way of life to the assem-
bly line worker in Detroit or to Charlie
Wilson.

As a matter of fact, with the socializa-
tion of the large corporate farms and a
gigantic increase in farm wages, the num-
ber of independently owned and run fam-
ily farms might increase.

Since a vast increase of total agricul-
tural production would be needed imme-
diately to take care of increased effective
demand among the previously most im-
poverished sections of the population,
and since one can assume that a socialist
America would want to help out coun-
tries with a food deficit for their popu-
lations, there is really no reason to be-
lieve that a socialist zovernment in this
country would set as an objective the
elimination of the family farm.

Under such circumstances, the family
farm would have a chance to prove the
claim, made for it in the NSF report and
by others, that if it were not caught in
4N economic vise, it could compete effec-
tively with Jarge-scale farming. In some
areas and for some types of farming,
this might prove true, and in others not.
[r_l ‘any event, it would be demoeratic de-
cisions based on economic facts which
would decide, and noet any pre-conceived
theories, let alone malice toward small
farmers.

hor Party.

chtc.ldm, less than two years after
joining the Labor Party, Lad:~ Megan
once again became an MP, She succeeded
in turning a Liberal majority of 3333
into a Labor majority of 3069, And, more
important, she actually increased the
total Labor vote from 21,077 to 24,410—
an indication of the keen interest in a by-
election where B7.49 per cent of those
entitled to vote actually did so compared
with 85.1 per cent in the general election
of two years ago.

This phenomenon—more people voting-in
a by-election than in ¢ general election—
is a strange one in British politics. It
shows, even if due gllowance is made for
local factors, the keen interest on ques-
tions political now prevmhng in Britain.
And it marks a situation extremely fovor-
able to the Lobor Porty generally and the
left wing of the Labor Party in particular.

When the Suez crisis first blew up
there were indications, notably in the
speeches of Hugh Gaitskell, that the
Labor Party was going to trail along be-
hind the Tories. Pressure from the left
wing prevented this, and very soon even
the right-wing: leaders were standing up -
on their hind legs and demanding a gen-
eral eleetion. But, after this initial flush
of activity, the voices of Labor's leaders
became muted and the demand for a gen-
eral election was made less and less. The
left wing conmcentrated much of its ener-
gies in the party on pressing for a gen-
eral .election and an all-out campaien
against the Tories.

LEFT IS STRONGER

The recent by-election successes will
strengthen the hand of the Labor Left
in this respect; and there are:already
signs of this happening.

Today's issue of the Daily Herald,
Labor's official newspaper, examines the
implications of the Camarthen by-elee-
tion and makes a strong demand for a
general election—now. MaecMillan and
his government, it says, have lost the
support of the country and so should
cive the people the opportunity to choose
a new government.

This demand for a genercl alection will
undoubtedly grow in the near future, not
only within the Lobor Party os the com-
bined effects of leff-wing pressure and
external events push the leaders into ac-

.- #ion, but also fram the ordinary man in

the street os he becomes more and more
aware of ]lsi where this present govern-
ment is going. .

One of the biggest issues around which
the two rival parties will concentrate
their forces in the near future iz the
Rents Bill which the government is now
taking through Parliament. The bill al-
ters the Rents Restriction Acts,. under
which private landlords are debarred
from inereasing their rents, and will
miean that some five million tenants will
have to pay increased rents. It will also
mean that 710,000 tenants will be re-
moved entirely from the protection of
the Rent Acts altogether and thus their
landlords will be able to turf them out—
something prevented by the Rent Actg
as they stand at present. ’

The Labor Party seems determined
fight this issue oul to the bitter en
Without waiting for a lead from party
headquarters the local Labor Parties
sprang into action and began organizing
protest meetings, demonstrations and
petitions againet the Rents Bill. :

Now the party Executive Committes
has indicated that it gives full support
to these measures and will do all it can
to help on a national scale. Thus again
the militant rank and file, largely takinb
its leadership from the left wing, is set-
ting the pace for the entire party as it
did on the Suez.issue and has done gen-
erally ever since.

In addition to its Rents Bill the gow-
ernment has also several other matters
lined up which will only serve to fan tlts
discontent within the country.

It recently announced that the part of

the National Insurance cont.nbutwn, de- .,

ducted from the worker's pay-packet
each week, which goes toward financing
the Health Service is soon to be increased.
At the same time it announced that the
cost of welfare milk, subsidized by the
government for children under five, and
the cheap meals served to children at-
tending school,. also subsidized' from gov—
ernment funds, will be increased.

In money terms these increases will nok
add up to a greot amount each week fo
the average worker, although they will

undoubtedly add to the ever-increasing.

burden of the lower-paid workers. But the
mere fact that the government’s.action is
a further pruning of the welfore measures
now an accepled part of British life Is

-arousing gréat cnger among the warkers,

particularly the organized workers in the
Labor movement.

With these circumstances piwaﬁmg
the scene seems set for further advances
by the left-wing Labor forces in the near,
future, s |

DW's Clark at Col. — —

[Continued from page 1)
Hungary.

“I wrote such an article today,” Clark
replied, *and it will appear in the 'Daily
Workeir' on Friday.”

Clark's article in the March 1 “Daily
Worker" was actually on the Batista die-
tatorship in Cuba!

When questioned about the articles
by George Morris in the DW which had
whitewashed the Kadar regime’s decree
providing the death sentence for strik-
ers, Clark asserted that they don’t feel
that all writers in their paper need
agree on all gquestions, and that he does
not agree with Morrig’ articles. (Neither
he nor the editorial board of the paper
has written a word showing disagree-
ment with Morris on this article.)

In short, in the whole debate, Clark
sounded not like an old-fashioned Stali-
nist, and not even like an official spokes-
man of the Gates t.endencs. but like a
“Deutscherite” who is a little less con-
sistent than the master,

That is, while Deutscher deplores the
attempt of the Hungarian people to
break out of the confines of Stalinism
altogether (beecause such attempts inter-

. fere with the self-democratization of this

regime by the bureaucracy -itself), and
then goes on to slander the Hungarian
Revolution by echoing the Stalinist
slander about the “reactionary danger”
in the revolution, Clark said that the
tragedy of the Hungarian Revolution
is not that it was attempted, but that it
was suppressed!

During the question and discussion pe-
riod, the question was raizsed of the fu-
ture of the Communist Party, and of
the possibility of a zoeialist regroupment
in America today., Clark made it clear

that he and his colleagues arve little
goncerned with any possibility of a re-
groupment of the present “splinter
groups” with or without the Communist
Party, They look, vather, to some new
development in or “out of” the mass of
the labor movement which will make it
possible for Communists ‘to join with
such elements in building a new “social-
ist” or "people’s” movement in America.
Hackell pointed out that although the
re-creation of a mass socialist movemenit
depends on the rise of a new wava of
radicalization in America, this does nét
mean that socialists can or should dp
nothing now to seek to lay the founda-
tions of a broad, all-inclusive movement
which would be able to take maximum
advantage of a later shift in po]:tlcal
sentiment of a masg character,

He stated that the lndependent Social-
ist League has come out in favor of
unity with the Socialist Party as a first
step in the direction of socialist vé-
groupment, and that they are now seek-
ing to explore the possibility of such a
unity on a healthy basis with a view
to achieving it. He pointed out that, in
the ISL's opmlon, while a broad soclahqt
movement in America should not require
as a condition of membership the aban-
donment of the view that Russia is in
some way “socialist,” such a movement
could not itself refer to Russia as “so-
cialist” without forfeiting any posslhﬂtt.y
of gaining the adherence and support of
large number of students and workers.

The debate was one of the most sue-
cessful political meetings held at Colum~
bia this year. The Debs Club plans to
continue discussing the issues and. ]mmw
of view raised by the speakers at their
next meeting,
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PRO AND CON: Discussion

--Say_s Israel Is ‘Basically Defensive’

By AL FINDLEY ; =

The time lapse in replying to Nraper's
answer to my letter [Jan. 7] may make
it difficult for some readers too. Except
for one week the delay is not my fault
and was due to other considerations,

The heading of Draper’s answer was
amazing. “No Apologias for lsraeli Re-
gime's Policy,” it rezd. This is a gratui-
tous insult and a Stalinist method of
polemicizing. There is not a word or im-
plication of apologizing for Ben-Gurion
nor of anything smacking of the innuen-
dos with which Draper sprinkled his an-
swer-—"“whitewashing the Israeli regime’s
position” or taking ‘“a more sympathetic
attitude tword the Ieraeli government's
adventure."” .

1 did not criticize Draper’s general
line. My letter solidarized mys=elf with it,
but raised points of omigsion and empha-
sis. Had I wished to disagree 1 would
have said so. In our circles disagreement
is not treachery.

" Draper cannot plead ‘that he wasn't
sure where I stood, that my 'letter was
not clear. He heard me discuss more than
once. He heard me say at a hranch meet-
ing that I give no support to Ben-Gur-
.jon's war. He saw what I wrotz in a
draft article for LA on the subject where
I said that Ben-Gurion was shedding
Israeli blood in the interests of French
imperialism—the only ones who stood to
gain from the adventure. Draper’s lire
of attack was therefore deliberate and
inexcusable in polemics between oppn-
nents, let alone in discussion between
comrades.

Draper implies that “missed points”
are not at issue and are unimportant.
Neither is correct. They are important,
especially the basic onme. Here was an
opportunity to prove to the Arab nation-

' alists concretely that they need the sup-

port of the Jews. It was not dome. We
rightly lose no opportunity to-point out
the converse, Draper repeats it in the
last paragraph of his letier, ;
. Draper conjures. a “political view”
from the citation of certain facts There
is often an interrelation between a point
of view and the selection of facts, There
is no excuse to ignore or gloss over cer-
tain facts in order to support a point of
view. Whatever the future may hold it
seems preposterous that Draper could
create political differences out of the pre-
sentation of needed material to give a
rounded view of the Israeli-Egyptian
component of the recent fighting.

_CLINCHER? .

I repeat, Israel’s position is basically
defensive, Does Draper deny this? Until

~recently LA took that general line. Drap-
er himself wrote in that vein, His article
was entitled “How to Defend Israel” de-
spite complete opposition to the regime.

. That line of LA is and was correct and

_should be the main emphasis of discus-

.gion of the topic. There was no hint of
thiz in his article.

Draper obviously confuses Israel and
the Israeli regime. Such confusion can
only lead to analyses that have no rela-
tion to reality, that impress one as being
out of this world even when eciting solid
facts.

Draper says LA cannot accept the idea
that Israel is basically defensive; he then
throws his “clincher”: If Israel iz basi-
cally or historically defensive, why not
give it at least critical support? Draper
should and does know better. This line of
attack is a deliberate attempt to muddy
the waters,.

. Ewven when a country is actnally and
concretely in a defensive position, social-
lists do not mecessarily support the war
even critically. When other imperialist
forces ave involved. the gquestion of de-
fense becomes subordinate. Surely, Drap-

er should have given others the benefit of

the doubt that they took the Israeli col-
Jusion with the British and French into
account. .

Draper also knows from his own ex-
‘perience that in other cases too a basic
“historical defensive position does not
‘lead to critical support. The 1939 minor-
ity-of the SWP took the position that de-
‘spite the fact that Russia was then con-
sidered a workers'-state and in a histori-
cal defensive position;, we gave no sup-

port to the Kremlin attack on Finland.

Draper does not deny that the present
wan for the Arab rulers is a “continua-
tion of the war of 1048."" He equivocates,
“It is not simply [my emphasis] a con-
tinuation of the war of 1948." Granted.
But we must take inte consideration the
important fact that in an important and.
basic way it is a continuation. Draper
did not do it in his article,

What is the war for Israel’s rulers,
Draper asks. It is the dead-end of the
policy of bigger and better reprisals.
They were designed to pacify the border,
to force a peace by a powerful blow.
They failed. The ante was raised to a
point where Ben-Gurion felt that only a
blitzkrieg in alliance with Britain and
France could do the job. The aim was not
primarily acquisition of the seized ter-
ritories but to use them primavily as bar-
gaining positions, for the present bord-
ers, for free navigation, to impose a
_peace treaty, etc., and the government of
Israel is doing_precisely that at the pres-
ent time: ’

Draper not only selects the facts to
suit himself but in one instance his posi-
tion leads him to fly in the face of facts.
He writes: “The reactionary Arab lead-
ers are not the only ones who look for-
ward to eliminating rival states in the
area, while denying it.! The facts are
that Arab leaders do not deny but even
boast of it on occasion. Arab socialists
and even American socialists of the Can-
nonite variety support this poesition. Who
is apologizing for existing regimes,
Draper or [?

ON EXPANSIONISM
Draper assumes a pedagogic role and
says, “The present Arab-Israel conflict

_. .. must be analyzed concretely." Good.

I agree, but insist that he do so too. In
discussing the Israel government's ex-
pansionist aims in this, the Sinai action,
he becomes very concrete. He points to
Jordan. 1 quote; “It is not just a gues-
tion of particular statements about Si-
nai . . . the basic and historical aim of
the Zionist state . . . is to “reclaim’ . . .
all of Evetz Israel, historic Palestine,
which would require in the first place the
swallowing up of Jordan.” A “better”
example of concretely analyzing the
Egyptian-Israeli fighting is difficult to
imagine.

Draper knows that the question of
“historic Palestine” divides the political
parties of Israel; that even the rvight
wing does not faver it as a practical po-
litical policy. Only Herut does. The Gen-
eral Zionists vefused a merger with He-
rut because of this peint. The majority
may dream of such a “glorious” eventu-
ality, but all eviderice points to its re-
jection as a concrete political aim. To
have their present boundaries assured
and legalized is the primary and basie
conerete policv—and here I include the
covernment—of Israel. Draper may be-
lieve that this is only a temporary posi-
tion awaiting a new historical opportu-
nity. Maybe, but even he must admit that
for the present period legalization of
existing borders is the concrete polities.

The war against Egypt raises diffe-
rent problems than a war against or
about Jordan.

At any rate it was not historical Pale-
stine that Israel aequired in war against
Egypt; it was Sinai. Gaza, which is part
of historical Palestine, with its 300,000
Arabs was the least inviting part. No
expansionist policy weuld pick on Gaza.
It is more of a liabliity than an asset
from a “Jewish Statist' point of view.
Only an attempt to stop the border fizht-
ing and pressure against Egypt can ex-
plain the drive into Gaza.

Draper makes dark references to peo-.
ple who actas, well . . . agents of one side
or another on the guestion of border pro-
vocations. Findley gets a backhanded ac-
guital that does not aequit. He writes:
“Tarael képt raising the ante in the bord-
or provocations” as if to refute me when
I said the Israeli government acted to
halt the border attacks of the Arabs.
True, That is no news to me. [ wrote in
that vein and in ‘LaBor AcTioN to boot.
Draper points to the individual and
small-scale nature of the original border

{Continved on page 71

Reply: Analysis of a

By HAL DRAPER

Let us try, against odds, to keep the
discussion of Israel's ‘aggression on the
political guestions involved. Unfortunate-
ly, a reader might find it hard to deduce
what these are from Comrade Findley’s
letter., - of

In LA Jan. 7, Findley launched his
peculiar formulation that “Israel's po-
sition is basically defensive,” in connec-
tion with our discussion of Israel’s attack
on Egypt.

The reply said:

“LA cannot agree with his formulation
about the ‘basically defensive’ nature of
the Israeli government's position in the
attack on Egypt. (1) In the first place,
there is naturally a question of exactly
what this formulation means politically.
If the Israel government’s. pesition is
‘basically defensive,’ then why not give
it at least eritical support? As I under-
stand it, Findley gives no kind of support
to the Israeli adventure in Egypt; though
he does not take the chanee to mention
this in his letter. But he does call it
‘stupid, reactionary . ., . self-defeating,
This combination of adjectives has a
certain element of ambiguity.” . . . And
this ambiguity is what was mext anal-
yzed.

Now two things can be immediataly
noted:

(a) It was I, and not Findley, who
took tare to mention that he was on
record as being against the lIsraeli at-
tack. The point was and is precisely the

“ineonsistency or ambiguity of trying to

combine this position with the “basically
defensive” formulation. Now look across
at Findley's fourth paragraph for an
insight into the strange fury of his letter,

(b) The reply carefully said that we
cannot agree with the formulation about
the “basically defensive” nature of the
Israel government’'s position in the at-
tack on Egypt. Here is preecisely where
we get into the ambiguity or evasive-
ness of Findley's formulation.

Does or doesnt’ Findley think that the
Israeli government's policy was or is
“hasically defensive”? And iz he or isn’t
he talking about the aitack on Egypt, as
we were? Findley won't say. He's not
going to let himself be deliberately con-
fused into facing these questions.

See, for example, how he goes about
referring to the veply: “Draper says LA
cannot accept the idea that Israel is
basically defensive . . . " He does not
even permit himself to quote or para-
phrase corvectly the fact that it is a
question of a line on the policy of the
Israeli government, and in this attack
on Egypt. Instead he substitutes his own
slippery formula that “Israel is basically
defensive.”

Suppose some reader were to try to
start a fierce polemie in our columns as
to whether “Russia is basically defen-
sive,” while sliding out from under any
attempt to attach the question not to
some ahstract “Russia” but to the real
existent Moscow government, and evad-
ing any effort to localize the question
with respect to a real situation? And
then accused vou of being a Stalinist and
a general no-goodnik for trying to pin
him down?

The resulting discussion, at any rate,
if it could be ecalled such, would be some-
what shadowy. That indicates one trou-
ble in trying to grapple with those parts
of Findley's letter which digress from
vituperation. F

SUPPORT THE ATTACK?

This is perhaps sufficient comment on
Findley’s complaint that I try to con-
jure up a “political siew" on his part,
whereas all he is innocently trying to do
is give “ecitation of certain facts . . .
needed material.’’

It is characteristic of one who is try-
ing to strdddle with an ambiguous posi-
tion that he becomes awfully resentful
when his balancing aet is upset. Thus
Findley protests violently (and unneces-

-sarily) that he does not support “Ben-

Gurion's war,” but he invents this “Israel
is basically defensive” formula which can
only provide a political apologia fer it.

With this new letter of his, there ean
be no doubt about it. Examine the crucial

Straddling Formula

point where he tries to grapple with the
“clincher”: “If Israel is basically or his-
tarically defensive, why not give it at
least eritical support?”

His reply iz quite clear here: he won't
support Israel’s attack because “When
other imperialist forees are inveolved, the
guestion of defense becomes subordi-
nate,”” because he is taking “the Israeli
collusion with the British and French
into account,” This is the only, sole, and
lone reason he gives,

It follows inescapably, therefore, from
the “basically defensive” formula that if
Israel had pulled the job alone, Findley
would have had to -support ‘“Ben-
Gurion's war.” His objection turns out to
be, not that Israel attacked Egypt, but
only that Israel allowed its own aggres-
sion to be subordinated to that of its two
European imperialist partners.

Is this really Findley's wiew? I don't
gurantee that. It's merely what his letter
says, as anybody who understands the
ABC of politics can read for himself.
But comrade Findley is trying to do a
gtraddle, and my formulation may be
too painfully precise for his conscience.

(As for Findley's reference to the 1839

dispute over Russia, he has the minority
position of that time garbled; it would
take too much space to set it right here.).

The same tenacious evasiveness can
be geen in Findley's discussion of whether
the present war is a “continuation of the
war of 1948" for the Arab rulers, He
jibes at my reply. Very well; how does
he propose to “take into consideration”
that this is true (he sawys) “in an im-
portant and basic way”?

Straddiing words; for we supported
Israel in 1948 apgainst Arab aggression;
and if this war is a "“continuation” eof
that one *“in an important and basic

* way,” then we have here .an “important

and basic™ reason for supporting Israel
again in 1957, even though Ben-Gurion
is now the aggressor. Does Findley fol-
low through on this simple thought,
which moreover can be read all over the
American press? No, he jibes and skates
away. He has done enough, it seems, by
throwing forth this plain installment of

an apelogia, but he will get furious and-

call you all sorts of names if you try
to hold him te its clear meaning.

There is nothing else in Comrade Find-
ley's letter on the essential political
guestions involved.

‘HOW TO DEFEND*

For the rest of Findley's letter, which
is a considerable portion of it, [ could
not possibly begin te deal adequately
here with the equivocations and mis-
statements which fill every paragraph.
On guite a number of things about which
Findley polemizes in the same kind of
manner as we have already noted, it
would perhaps be enough to refer any-
body interested back to the original ex-
change of Jan, 7, which reappears here
in unrecognizable form.

Thus Findley claims that instead of
diseussing Israel’s landgrab in Sinai, 1
pointed only to Jordan. This iz false.

Thus Findley says “Draper makes dark
references” to “agents” of one side or
the other, and does not acguit Findley.
This is false,

These are also examples of the kind

‘of stuff with which Findley’s letter is

deplorably loaded.

Here are some ghort comments on
points which could usefully stand fuller
discussion some time:

(1) About “how to defend Israel”:
what we have written and will no doubt
write again under such titles has no con-

IContinued on page 71
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FIVE CENTS .

LYL Decides to Dissolve

By TIM WOHLFORTH

For the first time since the formation
of the Young Communist League in the
earl twentiés the Communist Party has
no youth erganization afiliated or fra-
ternally related to it,

At a rTeeemt national convention, the
Labor Youth League decided to dissolve
as a national organization, This follows
by a few months the deeision of the
New York State LYL to dissolve. It was
understood that many of the local clubs
and branches of the LYL would continue
n existence bt under other names and
with no national affiliation L

The LYL was formed in 1949 as a
youth organization fraternally related to
the CP. Later, with the dissolution of the
Young Progressives of America, it at-
tempted to broaden itself and take in
many of the elements previously attract-
ed to the YPA. In recent years the LYL
has been the brunt of a powerful witch-
hunting attack on the campus and has
been forced off most campuses. It has
also been engaged in a fight against its
listing by the attorney general as a
“gyubversive™ organization, .

The move to disselve comes in the after-
maoth of the intense ferment and disorient-
ation in the ranks of both the youth and
adult sections of the Stalinist movement
in this country and elsewhere following
the 20th Party Congress and the recent
counter-revolutionary repressions by the
Kremtin-in"Hungary,

Many LYL members began to question

their whole political orientation. A num-
ber of these youth found the easy way
out by simply leaving the movement and
leaving politics.
. However, hundreds of others in and
around the LYL elubs and branches still
wish to continue the fight. They feel
themselves drawn to the side of the
Hungarian weorkers in their struggle. At
the same time they are repelled by Amer-
iean imperialism and wish to continue
the struggle against the witchhunt, and
the reactionary polities of our own ruling
class. They wish to rally support for the
Negro people in their hereic battles for
equality in the South.
" 'We in the YSL appeal to these youth teo
jein with ws in struggling ogainst. both
Stalinist oppression—as in Eostern Eu-
rope and elsewhere—and against the op-
pression of the American ruling closs both
at home and abroad.

We realize that there remain many

- political differences among us. But we

feel- these differences can be overcome
through friendly discussions and through
Jjoint activity aimed at fighting the witch-
hunt and supporting the Negro people
in their struggle, aimed at supporting
the workers in Algeria, Hungary, Po-
land and elsewhere in their strupgles
for freedom

_ As the only nation-wide socialist youth
movement in this country we open our
doors to all of vou who wish to continue
the struggle against -ecapitalist _and
Stalinist oppression throughout the
world.

| A Polish Students’ Manifesto

LaBor AcrieN last week deseribed
some of the developments that have been
going on in the youth orgammc.wn af
the Polish Communist movement, m con-
nection with the vevolutionary ferment
in the country. Following is an interest-
ing document from the fight that has
been going en. :

- The background is the foct, reported
last week, that on Dec. 6-7 o Revolu-
tionary Youth Congress was called iR
Warsaw to replace the official youth or-
ganization whkich had been thoroughly
discredited. The call was issued by the
gtudent orgon Po Prostu 'amd o youth
daily, bypassing the ragime-sponsored
.machinery, The congress represented a
high point in the new q‘.ndepwdmt organ-
_ization of the revolutionary youth,

though later this new Revolutionary -

Youth Dnion was merged back with the
Stalinist youth.

The Dec, 6-7 congress t‘qarued.' a letter
to Polish youth from which we quole

gome seclions.
.

“The only previous organization of
the younger gemeration, the ZleTrhas
ceased to exist. The ZMP was an incar-
nation of the Stalinist concept of the
youth movement. Its aim was to minm-
mize and fasify the existing @ﬁc_u]ues.
to peutralize the political aspiration of
youth, to vaise blind and obedient ex-
ecutants, thoughtless robots. . ...

“We are establishing the Re\rol_u_ttonary
Youth Union as a vanguard political or-

* ganization of that part of youth which

wants to fight, by active and selfless par-
ticipation in political life, for _th.e build-
jng of the Polish model of Sncml’lsm, for
the implemeatation ‘of the people’s power
by democratic means, for the prosperity

“of the natien, for the full sovereignty of

Poland- in the economic and political

fields. . .«

“We reject the Stalinist Communist
models of morality in which the chief

“role was played by the principle: the

end justifies the means. We shall strive
for the revival of the ethical models of
Sovialist humanism. . . We are inter-
nationalists; every active young man or
woman can be a member of the Union,
regardless of nationality or race. We are
in favor of freedom of conscience . . .
but we consider that membership in the
organization entails that a man or wo-
man strive to learn the truth and recog-
nize the ability of the human mind to
learn it, . . . We consider the principles
of scientific Socialism the best weapon
for our movement and we want to apply
them in practice, cleansed of Stalinist
interpretations and falsehoods. . . .

“We are in favir of the full independ-
ence of the Union We are no annex of
any party. We wish to preserve in our
action, however, the line of the Marxist

party of the working class, reserving for

ourselves the right to interpret the party
line and to influence the shaping of that
line.

“We recognize the role and political
importance of the leadership of the party,
which is the leading foree of our nation.
We are, however, against an adminis-
trative form of party rule, and against
substituting party for state authorities,
We are also against the ordering about
of our organization by the party. The
party can present its line through party
members who are at the same time mem-

bers of the Revolutionary Youth Union,

without infringing in any way on the in-
dependence of our organization and in-
ner-party democracy.

“We continge the beautiful traditions
of the struggle of the Communist Youth
Union, of the Independent Union of So-
cialist Youth, of the Youth Organizations
of the Society of Workers Universities,
of left-wing peasant groups. We continue

- the traditions of the Union of Youth for
- Action from the time of the Occupation,

and of the struggle for the people’s power
in Poland in the years 1945 to 1947. Our
Union is the successor. to the revalution-

“ary organizations of Polish youth.”

The Case of Schuschnigg
At the U. of (olorado

A fight has broken out at the Univer-
sity of Colorado over the appearance at
a university conference of Kurt Schusch-
nigg, the former chancelor of pre-war
clerical-fascist Austria

Alex Garber, a visiting assistant pro-
fessor at the university, was scheduled
to be the chairman of a pawmel in a “Re-
ligion as a Foree in World Affairs” dis-
cussion. He resigned, stating, “I have no
quarrel with Von Schuschnigg. Mg
quarrel is with the . . . officials for not
publicizing his background. If I were
moderator, I would be under a moral
constraint to add that which has been
pointedly omitted in the official publie-
ity.”

Garber then went on to document his
charge, pointing out that Von Schusch-
nigg had participated in the creation of
the Dollfuss police state, that he had ad-
mitted Nazis into his cabinet, and so on,

The official program had simply noted
that Von Schuschnige , . was elected
to the Vienna Parliament and later held
other government positions until 1934
when he avas appointed chancellor to
succeed Dollfuss; he maintained this po-
sition until he was imprisoned by the
Germans in 1938."

t‘l‘wu things must be noted at the out-
se

First. Garber did not propese #o ban
Von Schuschnigg from speaking, but rather
demanded that his record be publicized.
In this sense, there is no question of aca-
demic freedom or free speech inveolved.

Secondly, the omission of the pertinent
information about Von Schuschnigg is
not only glaring, but it left out material
directly relevant to the subject under
discussion. The fact that a man speaking
on “Religion as a Force in the Modern
World” had been a leading clerical-fas-
cist certainly provides a context for his
talk. Not to mention it would be like
introducing the head of the Communist
Party in a talk on Russian affairs as a
“journalist,” or a Nazi like Goebbels as
an “ethnologist” . . . or, for that matter,
a spokesman of the Young Socialist
League speaking on socialism as a “stud-
ent of society.”

FASCIST RECORD

How true this is became apparent
after Garber took his stand.

To begin with, Von Schuschnige wrote
a letter of reply which iz a masterpiece
of equivocation, distortion of the truth,
obfuscation, and on and on. He wrote:
“It is true that the Austrian Parliament
regime was abandoned in 1933 and some
of the basic political rights were sus-
pended. This was done in a war-like
state of relations with Nazi Germany
which, as is well known, wanted to in-
corporate (ammnex) the Austrian Repub-
lie . The trade-union movement
gained strength even if it was in this
period i completely povernment-sponsor-
ed ...

The above is a brief excerpt from
Von Schuschnigg’s defense. It is scanda-
lous.

¥on Schuschnigg was a leading figure
in a government which turned its guns on
the workers [n the street, which fired
upon the Karl Marxhoff in Yienna, which
cutlaowed the trode-union movement and
the Social-Democracy, which put forward
“corporatist” programs of fascism, which
maintained friendly relations with Musse=
lini and Horthy. He was an enemy of de-
mocracy, the working class and freedom.
That he was also an enemy of the Naozis
is a fact which concerns an argument
among thieves; it does not olter the basic
character of this man's political record.

Now some twenty years later, his

statement is an obvious attempt to gull
the students and faculty of the Univer-
sity of Colorado. It is devious, hypo-
critical, untrue—it forms part of -a
rather large lie. :

But all this is a tempest in a teapot?

Then listen to how the editors of the
Colorado Daily were taken in. They ask
of the designation of Von Schuschnigg
as a Tascist:

“Does one mean by a “faseist’ a right-
wing politician, forced intoe compromis-
ing deals by the onrush of history? Or
does one mean a brutal Nazi totalitarian
who menaces life and freedom in his
maniacal quest for power? the eminent
keynoter may have been the former. His
seven years as a prisoner in solitary
confinement in Nazi concentration eamps
is convincing testimony.that he was never
the latter.”

The editors have been fooled—by Von
Schuschnige's  distortions, No, Von
Schuschnigg was not a Nazi But he was
a fascist. And not simply a compromis-
ing right-wing politician (an Austrian
Chamberlain, say): he was a politically
conscious fascist who participated in the
murder of free institutions and human
beings in Austria,

That even after Garber's announce-
ment of the facts, that even then the
student editors continue to distort the
past, to say that Von Schuschnigg is not
what he was, is ample proof that Garber
was right in the first place. The confer-
ence was derelict in not giving some in-
dication of the real state of things

NO FALSE PRETENSES

Not a word should be eonstrued to in-
dicate that Von Schuschnigg should be
denied the right to speak at Colorado.
Fascists should have a right to speak,
Stalinists should have a right to speak,
ete.—but if the inviting group is derelict
in its o bligation, individuals such as
Garber have the duty to see to it that
a hoax is not perpetrated, that a man
who even now defends the repression
of demaocracy in Austria should be pres-
ented as a simple, professorial observer
on the subject of religion in the modern
world.

The charge against Garber, made by
the Daily Celovedo that his tactics are
McCarthyite are on a political level with
the way in which they allowed themselves
to be fooled by the “compromised”
Schuschnigg. Garber had based his
statement on recognized authorities. The
Daitly Colorado commented: “His trick
of merely quoting others' opinions is one
of the favorite dodpes of MecCarthy and
other witch-hunters,” And that should
just about refute itself; comment is
hardly necessary.

We repeat: Yon Schuschnigg should be

allowed to speak—and we welcome Gar-

ber's clarification of the focts. * B un-
fortunate that @ man who helped to shoot
werkers down in the sireet and to destroy
free institutions should be able so readily
to convince the student editors at Colo-
rado. A litHe history is in order.

But more, one wonders, for Von
Schuschnigg, it seems, still hasnt
learned; he-is =till in favor of what he
did. And that is an essential piece of
information for any student who wants
to listen intelligently to what he says
about “religion in the modern world ”
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A DOCUMENT FROM HUNGARY REVEALS AND ANALYZES

The Role of the Nagy Group
Inside the Hungarian (P

Background of the Document by 'Hungariscus’

Becuuse of its great interest, we here

present fully what was briefly reported
on in our pages last week (in the Chal-
lenge}—a document giving a Hungarian
revolutionary’s eveluation of the Hun-
garian Revolution. -
| We take this from the January 31 is-
sue of France-Observateur (Paris), the
‘weekly edited by Claude Bourdet which
has been a political focus for wvarious
‘kinds of ‘left sociulists, independent so-
cialists, neutralistz, Stalincids, etec. M
France. On the Hungarian Revolution,
the pages of France-Observateur have
congistently take an excellent position,
‘thoroughly anti-Stelinist and very in-
formative,. especially in the writings of
Frangoiz Fejto.
I On a page headed: “A Document: The
Firet Self-Criticism of the Hungarian
*National-Cowimunists,” "' Frangoeis Fejto
giver extensive quotations and summa-
tidns from the manuscript in question.
An intvoductory. editorial note explaing
_ag follows:

. “A. document.s signed. Hungariseus, is
presently circulating in multiple copies
among intelléctual cireles in Budapest.
M is the work of a figure, from Imre
Nagy's entourage, who has up to now

-

escaped the clutches of Kadan's police
This decument constitutes the beginning
of a study on the Hungarian insuarrec-
tion of November, and the first attempt
at self-criticism by the Hungarian Com-
munist elements who were in at the start
of the revolution. The document includes
also an analysis of the present political
situation in Hungary and a chapter deal-
ing” with the problems of Stalinism and
the Yugoslavs' criticism of Stalinism: We
cannot publish his volume (about 20,000
words in length) in full, but here we-can
wive its main lines; for its author re-
quested that this be brought to the
acquaintance of the French public
through Firance-Obgervatenr.”

Sor it is clear from this note that what
ig involved iz vne man's omnions and
coticlusions; it is, in effect, an_explorva-
tary discussion article by one purticipant
toward beginming an understanding of
the Hungarian Revolution; and it is in
this sense alvo that LABGR ACTION pre-
gents it ta our own readers.

Following, then, ds the text of the ar-
ticle as presented by Fejto in France-
Observateur; the foot notes are his too.
The passages-in quotation-marks are di-
rectly cited from the document by Hun-
guriscus,

rd

" “The crumbling of the anti-Rakosi op-
position inside the Hungarian Workers
Party began with the fall of Rakosi,”
reveals the doeumenf, which starts with
a. retrospective analysis of the anti-
Rakosi movement inside the Hungariin
Workers Party. “After the military
crushing of the national insurrection, one
can say that the opposition completely
disintegrated.”

Three tendencies appeared among the
“zocialist opponents of the Rakosi-Gero-
Kadar regime,'

The: first comprises those who dream of
continuing the military resistance, of or-
ganizing @ querrilla struggle:

“Their schemes reflect complete inmcom-
prehension of the real situation, and im-
potent rage. They [i.e., the partisans of
arred resistance—F. F.] do not take ac-
count of the fact that the majority of
the population would not support this
form of struggle. Besides, the guerrilla
struggle could not achieve its aim in the
face of a counter-vevolution? which gets
stronger daily, under the implacable
pressure of foreign occupation.”

“Without. any doubt; the November
strike constituted a powerful demonstra-
tian, unprecedented in world history—a
magnificent demonstration of the Hum-
‘garian working class's fidelity to the
ideas of the insurrection. It strengthened
and battle-hardened the workers' coun-
¢ils;, which were the only organs of strug-
gle surviving the insurrection., But the
strike could notewin the day when even
weapons necessarily had to suecumb to
an: infinitely superior enemy .. ."”

“True, strikes still break out here and
there,* continues the document. The
elash of arms has not entirely ceased.
. But- involved: here are only rearguard
skirmishes:_ the fate of the revelution
was sealed.at the time when the second
SQoviet intervention was unleashed.. To-
day they are already laying the bases
for the regime's conseolidation. There is
every possibility that this consolidation

‘1t is significant that the document
makes no distinction between Rakosi and
Gere on the one hand; and ¥adar on. the
other.
2The -author of the documents uses the
term ‘‘counter-revolution” to designate
the repression of the revolutionary niove-
ment of October unleashed by Kadar;
Kadar now (and it is his first success
after so many setbacks) rests on a police

_ farce of some 40;000, it seems, recruited
from among the veterans of the AVO,
ex-officers of the army and members of
the party apparatus who were dismissed
pr-persecuted by the rebels.

will succeed. It is true that it will not be
a definitive consolidation, it will not be
complete—far from it. The consolidation
will be somewhat stagnant, a consolida-
tion of decay. But it will be done. Now,
if yesterday the opposition inside the
party made the mistake of not recogniz-
ing fast enough the fact and significance
of the insurrection, it would be’ no less
great an ervor on its part net to admit,
at least for the time being, that the rev-
olution is over, and that consequently we
must look for new methods of strugele.”

FLIRT WITH KADAR?

After criticizing the advecates of guer-
rilla-warfare, the document goes or to the
second tendency: whose chompions “are
beginning to flirt with Kadar's Socialist
Workers Party.” Here is what he says of
it:

“We don't even want to talk here
about the cowardly and opportunistic
elements who hasten to join Kadar: we
canp only be glad to see them desert the
camp of Hungarian socialism. But there
are many among our comrades who be-
lieve, or at least want to believe, that
inside the Socialist Workers Party they
conld resume the struggle against Sta-
linism. Yet isn't .it true that the prin-
cipal lesson which we can draw from the
last few years is indeed the failure of
stimgples carried on inside the party,
within the framework of the party stat-
utes?”

“Hungary, is the Communist country
where the internal opposition against the
party leadership was the most powerful;
more ‘powerful even than in Poland,
where the oppesition inchuded numerous
suppertars inside the Central Commit-
tee itself. Now the great merit of the
Hungarian opposition is that it pro-
ceeded to a deep-probing eriticism .of the
Rakosi regime, thus-preparing the way
for the popular democratic revolution of
October in which the insurgzent people
expressed their agreement with the op-
position’s criticism by the clash of arms.”

“Thus,. history confirmed the correect-
ness of the opposition. But at the same
time it passed severe- judgment on it for
having failed to organize itself as an
independent force. While the party lead-
ership kept on stigniatizing the anti-
party faction in a whole series of resolu-
tions, what did the -opposition do? It
discussed. It discussed the question
whether it should or should not organize
as a faction. It did nothing to reach the
people and particularly to.establish pasi-
tions in the working class. It did nothing
to approach the bourgeois -democratic

parties. At hottom, even on the eve of
the revolution the Communist opposition
limited itself to getting up petitions and
giving forth with Cassandra-like proph-
ecies—courageous ones, to be sure, but
ineffectual.” m—e

“It is- true that it was the Communist
opposition that prepared the revolution.
However, if one excepts a few rare indi-
viduals,the revolution was a big surprise
to it. So, at the time the revolution broke
out, the leaders of the opposition were-
not on the barricades but in the corridors
of the party headquarters, isolated from
the people. On the afternoon of October
23, the niembers of the opposition "pa-
raded joyously and triumphantly. in the
streets; but on the evening of the same
day, they looked on impotently as History
broke loose.in: an- unforseen and incaleu--
lable way, The pedple took their road
independently of the Communist opposi-
tion; but at bottom hadn’t this opposition
always been separated from the people?”

NO.HOPE IN CP

The author pursues this merciless
Marxist criticism of the mistakes com-
mitted by Nagy’s friends:

"Thus, enly a few of the members of
Imre Nagy's group, few writers,' few
journalists, few members of the Petofi Cir-
cle were oround when the weapons of
criticismr had to give way to -the eriticism
of weapens. Even among those whio- con-
stituted . the -principal mass base of 'the
movement,” the university students, there
were far fewer armed fighters than was
believed during -the first days of-the In-
surrection. In fect, it emerges from sha-
tistics published by the hospitals that 80
to 90 per cent of the wounded were work-
ers. Well, these figures underline beiter
than anything else the mistake of the -op-
position, which ceonsisted in abstaining
from all erganization in the working closs.
Conscquently, the Communist oppasition
remained Impotent precisely there where
it should have beed gble to give spectacu-
lor demonstrations of its strength. The un-
foreseen explosion threw Magy's support-
ers onto o car careening ot top speed
which they could neither steer hor stop,
since it wasn't they that had set it of ,.."

The document admits that later “the
most aware members of the oppesition,
once they had recovered from their sur-
prise, set themselves to establish con-
tact between Imre Nazy and the rebels.”
But precious time had been irretrievably
lost:

“From then on it was necessary to
make concessions that were too big -(and
sometimes unthought-throughj in order
to bring unity between the Nagy group
and the popular rising.” The author is
thinking above all ahout the proclama-
tion of neutrality: “At this time Imre
Nagy was already at the head of the
insurgent people, like Kossuth after the
March 1848 revolution; but unlike Kos-
suth who had five months at his disposal
to organize the revolution, Nagy had no
time left to do anything., The  Soviet
tanks were alveady in motion.”

Thus, according to the decument, the
sethack of the Hungarian Revolution was
not- due only “to the treason of the
Rakosi-Gero-Kadar clique and the Soviet
aggression,” but also to the inability of
the Communist opposition to organize
itself when it had the time. .

"It would therefore be @ grave errdr o
fall once more into the illusion that one
can de-Stalinize the party from the inside.
Hasn't the new party an even more mili.
tarized and police-dominated séructure
then the old . one?"

“Certain comrades let" themselves be
deceived by the faet that Kadar and his
friends present themselves as the relent-
less enemies of Rakosi and Gers. And
when we reply by saying, ‘There have
been enough statements; how aboat mc-
tions?" then they bring up certain meas-
ures like the abolition of the comﬁ-ulsory
work-books (a measure decreed by Imre
Nagy, they seem.to forget) or the setting
up of the Workers Couneils (but weren’t
these born in the fire of the revolution
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and hardened precisely in the struggle
against Kadar).

CONCESSIONS—YES

Y*They diso mention other minor con-
cessions. which represent a certain libex-
alization: for example, the fact that the
newspapers have become livelier, that
more Western films are shown, ete.”

“It is not too. difficult to understand
the reasons which cause Nepszabadseg

. to publish photos of Jightly clad beauty
queens and so many picturesque affairs
in the paper. Rakosi himself, speaking to
the workers of the press, explained more
thian once that the purpose of such prac-
tices in the capitalist press is to deflect
the attention- of the masses from the.
essential things. On this point Rakosi
was perhaps not wrong.

"In any cose Kadar's press gives such
an abundance_of details on the sensational

“ murder in X or Y street only in order to
make us forget the murder which is per-

" petrated-ogainst the freedom of our peo-
ple. His newspopers tell: us of the litte
“rabbers: - incorder-te turn our attention
away from- the- big robbers, those wic
hove  robbed. the foith and confidence in
socialism:.of ‘hundreds. of thousands of.cur.
compatricts. They give us the spectacle.of
‘beautiful nude girls-only in order 4o con-
“seole’ us for o -reality -which beats—every-
thing: we have ever knowa for. brutality
and lies . , "

“But-aren't Kadar and his friends pro-
ceeding - to a .de:Stalinization? some of
our comrades ask us. ‘Haven't they got-
ten rid of Rakosi’s supporters, and arent
they sincerely seeking the Hungariai
road ‘to-socialism?’ "

No, answers:the document: .

“It is Rakosi supporters who are black-
listing_other Rakosi supporters. Besides,
the individuals who are fired in this way
are held im reserve. They are sure to-he
back at-the-fleshpots very seon; and then
they will plume: themselves on having
remained ,Stalinists even at the time
when Kadar did not yet dare to so avew
himself,"”

“. « . The specifically Hungarian road
to socialism, as Kadar proposes it to us,
is in the direction of a Presidium in-
spired by the Rakosi-Gero duo and led by
telephone calls from USSR Ambassador
Andropov and the chief of the Komman-
datura, Gen. Lashchenko:" s

. This does not, however, exclude the
possibility of a relative liberalization of
the regime: "

“Anyway, it weuld be difficult, after
the revolution, to pursue the course
abandoned hy Gero. Kadar must know
that, Thus—as has happened very often
in_the course of history—it is possible
that despite the defeat of the revolution
some of its important demands may be
realized. We must. fight to have that hap-
pen—but we must ficht knowing that that
road. is lined with the corpses of ony
revolution. It is only a sideroad in an em-
pire, a.voad:which ties us inseparably to
Moscow.. But the Hungarian people don't
want that.. And we can be sure that tlie
very first. time this people goes into mo-
tion, the hundred thousand members of
Kadar’s party.will desert it even more
precipitously than. the 900,000 members
of Rakosi's party deserted Gero last
October . . . .

THIRD CURRENT

. A third tendency also id showing itself
among the former members of the Com-
munist opposition in Hungary: it com-
Prises those elements who, disappointed
and discouraged by the recent events,
turn away from socialism and reject it
even in its popular, nations! and deme-
cratic form as sketched out by the ipanr-
* rection, and go over to bourgsois: democ-
Tacy..

The outhor. of the document #r=ats them
with scorn. "It is a-shabby ending o come
into.Eisenhower and Eden’s port after hoy-
ing. served..on: Rakosi's ship 32 zealously
and for so mdny. years."

To:. be sure, he-admits that the bour-

" geois democracies of our day “assure
more welfare and freedom to citizens
than. do the Socialist Republies forpged
with Soviet chains,” But, he says, “the
Marxist criticism of capitalism remains
valid, as does the Leninist critique of im-
perialism; the Egyptian expedition fur-
nishes a new and striking proof of
that, .. '

In conelusion, the document declares
that Hungarian. socialists must work out
a path’ between Scylla and Charybdis,
between Kadar’s Stalinism and the hour-
geois-democratism: of Bela Kovacs:

“The-socialist partisans of Hurngayian

[Continued on next page!
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GHANA in the Van of African Independence

On This Continent a

By PRISCILLA CADY

Ghana, no more to be known by its
colonial name of the Gold Coast, is now a
free nation, since March 6. The emer-
gence of sueh a nation from imperialist
rule is a day for rejoicing indeed.

Contrary to the impression one might
receive from the popular press, the right
to self-government was not a free gift
from the noble and kindly hearts of the
British but the result of o long, hard and
determined fight, principally made by the
Convention People’'s Party under the lead-
ership of the present prime minister,
Kwame Nkrumah.

Accoyding to St. Clair Drake (in the
Freedom Issue of Africa Today), the
post-war independence movement grew
out of a boycott against foveign firms,
led by businessmen and intellectuals,

which resulted in the United Gold Coast”

Convention, raising moderate demands
for move self-government. Acting as sec-
retary for this body, Kwame Nkrumah
became the center of a group of more
aggressive nationalists, and they _left
to in 1949 form the Convention Peoples
Party.

There can be no doubt that the sue-
cess of the CPP is due to the fact that.it
addressed itself to the broad masses of
the people and -enlisted theiv support, It
hecame immensely populayr in the Gold
Coast Colony and drew large support
from the other arveas {Ashanti; Northern
Territories snd British Togoland), As a
result of a civil-disobedience campaign,
Nkrumah and others were imprizoned;
a general strike took place which forced
the British to held an election in 1951
and the CPP won with a large majority.
1t was by no means harmful to the
nationalist ecause that Nkrumah was
elected prime minister while in jail, and
he and his colleagues wore “prison grad-
wate” hats proudly.

Once  in possession of this limited
amount- of pelitical power, the Conven-

Role of the
Nagy Group --

{Continued from paoge &)

freedom must separate themselves from
everything that is today practised in
Hungary under the false label of so-
cialism. They must become independent.
It is only by becoming independent that
they can unite with the popular move-
ment and cooperate with the democratic
and bourgeois elentents who do not dream
of a restoration and who aim at a true
zocial renascence.”

SEARCH FOR NEW ROADS

The first task of thiz movement will
consist “in creating the theory of Hun-
zarian socialism, through a revision of
all the theses which were up to now con-
sidered to be definitive, through a con-
frontation with' the reality of our era.
Only after having clarified our ideas and
aims should we #o on to the second
stage: that of erganization.”

To give an example, the author of #he
document himself sketehes out a critical
examination of Stalinism, with freguent
references to Tito, while indicating the
gaps in the Yugeslav criticism of Stal-
inism. An important faunlt which he finds
with the latter is that it hits at the ‘be-
trayal and deviationism of certain indi-
viduals and does not probe deeply enough
into an analysis of the system. But what-
ever the deficiencies of the Yugoslav
critique may be, “Tito’s party has ren-
dered an enormous service to interna-
tional socialism, first by defending the
national independence of Yugoslavia
and, in addition to that, by taking the
initiative on workers councils and eco-
nomie decentralization,”

But while this process is maturing, the
Hungerian revolutionists, he believes, can
play on important role in the search for
new roads o socialism, in opposition both
$o terroristic Stalinist Communism and to
sociol-democratic tendencies "which as-
sociate themselves with capitalism.” That
goes ell tho more since "Hungary's Octo-
ber revolution laid bare the vices ond
plague-sores of Stalinism better than all
#he theoretical critiques ever did."

tion People’s Party steeved a straight
course toward its present goal. There
were aspects of the situation which
helped it and those ‘that hindered.

CLIMATIC FACTOR

The most impertont-aspect is that Ghana

lies in West Africa. This means that, be-
cause of the climate and the malaricl
mosquite, there were no European 'set-
tlers in the colony, hardly even any pers
manent administrators. Theréfore, from
the beginning of their rule. the British had
to rely on developing on educated African
group to ‘maintain continuity, ond to al-
low much of business affairs to remain and
develop in African hands. The cocea in-
dustry, the mainstay of the country, was
contrelled by British in an indirect rather
than a direct way.

One need only compare the trag't-:'ﬁght
of the people of Kenya for a very few
of the rights enjoyed by the Ghanians to
understand the imiportance|of having or
not having settiers, of being on“the east
or west coast. Britain, with Ghana a
friendly member of her Commonwealth,
had very little to loge by being “gen-
erpus.”

Of course, there is always the-danger
of raising’ the hopes and demands of
other coloniés,-but, while the very West-
ern -democratic - newotiations with the
Ghanians were going on, Britain -was
coolly putting through the hated Cen-
tral Afvican Federation and ruthlessly
exterminating the Mau Maun movement,
And not until those tasks were accom-
plished did -she finally approve the in-
dependence of Ghana,

This is-by no means to say that the
British have Nkrumah in their pocket;
as we zaid before, the fought them dog-
redly, and: he won a dong and -havd bat-
tle. And Nkrumah is fully -aware that
there is more to Africathan Ghana.

In his . sautobiography he says: “na-
tionalism is™not confined ‘to ‘the Gold
Coast. . ... From now-.on it nust be Pan-
Africanism, Nationalism; and the ideol-
ogy of African political "consciousness:
African -:political -emaneipation - -must
spread throughout :the whele continent
into .every nook :and .cormer. ., ... I have
never .regarded -our ‘struggle . .
lated objestive. . . . There is‘much more
beyond.” ;

Some of the problems that Nkrumah had,
and has, to ‘deal with stem from the fact
that the Gold Coastiwas anarbitrary geo-
graphical division, and the wvarious areas
have their own problems.

Ashanti, the center of the cocoa indus-
try, largely still ‘ruled by tribal® chief-
tains, organized the most vigorous op-
position to the 'CPP and formed the

+an igo-

THE ROOTS OF GHANA

“The name Ghana is rooted deeply
in ancient Afriean history. .. . It kin-
dles in- the imagination of modern
West African youth the grandeur of a
great medieval civilization which our
ancestors .devéloped many centuries
before ‘the Europeun penétration ond
subsequent -domination of Africa ‘be-
gan. . ., [

“For the one thousand years that
the Ghana Ewmpire existed it . . .
stretehed across the Sudan from Lake
Chad in the éast to the Futa Jalon'
mountaing in the west. . . . Egyptian,
‘BEuropean wnd Asgien students “at-
tended the great-and famoils universi-
‘ties that flowrished in Ghana. ., ., .

“We take pride in the name, not out
of rowmanticism, but as an inspiration
for the future) KWAME NERUMAH
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National Liberation Movement. It still
seems to be’dgubtful what course they
will take-—they, pressed, for example for
4 loose federation with a great deal of
autonomy  given to each area—but at
present they are operating as a loyal
opposition.

THe Northern Territories region has
its own problems. More or less isolated
and left undeveloped by the British, its
people feared a continuation of this and
established their own party, the North-
ern People’s Party, which elected 12 of
the 104 members of the recently elected
legislative assembly. ’ '

British Fogoland has its unique prob-
lem. Half of a country as it is—a Ger-
man possession, Togoland was split be-
tween France and England after the
First World War—its people were faced
with the problem of hoping for an even-
tual all-Ewe federation, or going along
now with Ghana, In a recent UN plebis-
cited the vote was for unification with
Ghana, but obvicusly the situation will
never be settled until French Togoland
iy free. These are problems, however,
which-ean be coped with within a demo-
eratic framework.

AMBITIONS

In a speech delivered to the Legisia-
tive Assembly in November 1956, Prime
Minister Nkrumahl discussed szome of
the demoeratic provisions of the constitu-

tion. Equal rights to all; elected, respon-
sible bodies; guaranteed rights -of mi-

-norities :and guaranteed free electigns—

these are, he says, basic. !

“Allied to minority vights and of
equal importance,” Nkrumah goes-on te
say, “are the rights of individuals. The
government believe that the individual
citizen of Ghana ought to be guaranteed
by law freedom from arbitrary arrest.
The government, belicve that the indi-
vidual's home should be invielate and not
subject to arbitrary search, and that his
property should not be arbitrarily con-
fiscated, and he should have the right of
free speech. The government believe that
any individual should be entitled to join
ahy trade union,political party or other
association of his choice, The governniernt
consider that freedom to practice what-
ever religion a citizen follows should be
guaranteed by law; the government
think that it is an essential part of
demaoeracy that theve should be a free
press and that provision should be made
by law that any state broadeasting sys-. *
tem iz as free to put the opposition's
point of view as that of the government.
Above all, the government believe that
the courts of law =zhould be absolutely
independent of the executive and should
be a bulwark foy the defense of the
rights of the individual. . . .,

"My, Spheaker, as I said at the begin-
ning of my speech, a tremendous respon-
sibility rests on us. . . . We must show "’
the world that Africans can give a lead
in justice, tolerance, liberty, individual
freedom and in social progress...." [

We salute the democratic nation -of
Ghana and its free people, and hope with
them that these ambitions will be real-
ized.

#
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Says Israel Is ‘Basically Defensive” = —

{Continved from page 4I

attacks. That ‘too s net news. T wrate
about it in LA. These do not contradict
the fact -that -the border was in a con-
stant state of turmoil whether by indi-
viduals, political groupings, bands or on
a governmental basis. All they do is-em-
phasize ‘the reactionary and self-defeat-
ing nature :of Ben-Gurion’s policy of
dealing-with the matter. The flames could
have been-kept low and localized, as was
done in the late “30s in the policy of
Havlagah (restraint). The time gained
was -used for Israel's benefit and for a
political offensive te gain a real peace.
Ben -Gurion did not do it: the result:
one war and the end not in. sight. But
Ben-Gurion’s mistakes ecannot remove
the fact ‘that there were provocations
every day, ete, '

I tnade mo “wild” claims for the anti-
imperialism of Israel’s zovernment, [ts
policy has mot been anti-imperialist or

anti-eolomial. By eiting Algeria, Cyprus,

Moroceo, Draper is destroying a straw
man he erected., Draper says Israel’s
poliey is “determined by its own narrow

state considerations . . . neither anti-
colonial mor pro-colonial.” Correct. He
only strengthenz my case against the
Stalinists and Cannonites against whom
I explicitty directed my remarks. :
Instead of refuting me by saying the
Israeli politicians supported the-ousting
of Glubb Pasha because it got rid of the
Arabg’ only capable military commander,
Draper only proves my point that 'these
politicians feel they can comipete better
with Arab states that are free and inde-
pendent and not backed by imperialism.
The point is that Israel’s “narrow
state considerations” lead it to support,
in many cases, anti-imperialist moves.
“For Israel, freedom of the present [em-
phasis in original] Arab states is desir-
able.” This lays the basis of common
Israeli-Arab action against imperialism.
I did cite the potential anti-imperial-’
ism of the Isvaeli people, That potential
can become a reality provided the social-
ists and Arab nationalists adopt a policy
that will activate it. This potential is not
only the general anti-imperialist potem-
tial of the working eclass but is in lineg
with the “narrow"™ interests of Israel.

Analysis of a Straddling Formula — —

{Continwed from page 4]

nection whitsoever with Findley's strad-
dling formula. T would write in the same
sense 'on (say) “how to defend the Arab
people -agdinst Israeli expansionism,”
wherever that would be a useful approach
(say in Syria in criticism of the Baath
socialists).

In ISL resolutions, a socialist view of
“defense of the nation” iz presented;
this does not mean that the U. S!is in a
“basically defensive” position vis-a-vis
Russia; as per Findley's formula. And s0
on.
(2) Pulling back from his rosy pre-
sentation of Jan. 7 on Israel’'s anti-
imperialism, Findley now says all he's
‘claiming is "the poteniial anti-imperial-
ism of the Israeli people.” This makes
hash out of his original remarks since
the Israeli people are hardly unigque in
this respect. Obviously the real issue is
the present relationship to imperialism
of the Israeli regime. Findley dodgés
again from the immediate consequences
of his apologia.

(3) Nasser and many Arab leaders do
deny for all public and official purposes
that they are for wiping out Israel. I

paired of their expansionist ambi#ons’
denial of their expansionist ambitions.
Findley is mistaken about guestioning
the fact.

(4) ‘Findley's apologia for the Zionist
leaders pn expansionism amounts to say-
ing that most of them don’t consider its
realization practical now, or at least one
shouldn't talk about it now. What he
dodges is the political question invelved,
precisely the basie and historical drives
toward Zionist expansionism inherent in
Zionist polities and ideology—a subject
I have long planned to give a full treat-
ment some time. Expansionism was not
itself the activating motive for the ag-
gression on Egypt, for which ses LA
Nov. 12.

(3) It's fine that Findley knows all
about how it was Israel not the Arab
governments that kept raising the ante
in the border provocations for seven
vears from 1948-1855, Few do. But any-
onge who gets acquainted with the details
of that appalling story, of which the
Kibya massacre was only a high point,
will find it so much the more difficult to
swillow straddling formulas about “ba=
sically defensive.”



(T P T T i o

£

Page Eight

|

Mareh 11, 1957

The South’'s 'Good’ Raclsts ——

iContinued from page 11

licity has overshadowed the splendid re-
putation we had built up over the last
10 years for industrial and cultural prog-
ress. To my personal knowledge we have
lest plants and other operations because
of these events and the resulfing pub-
licity.”- (Emphasis odded.)

Later in a press interview Engel
called upon the business community to
awaken to the danger of permitting
hoodlumism to continue, and to display
to everyone, everywhere, the readiness of
the businessmen to act to help to correct
a situation in which law and order are
threatened. (Christian Secience Monitor,
Jan. 20.)

There is no reported opposition to seg-
regation in any of its manifestation, only
to the “hoodlumism"” of the White Citi-
zen Councils. The stand is firmly on the
side of “law and order,” that is, legal
means for doing what the White Citizen
Councils are hoping to do with their
bombings and physical assaults upon

Negroes,

COLEMAN AS LIBERAL

The best example of this “law and
611:!9:" line or “middle of the road” ap-

roach was the election of Gov. James P.
%oleman of Mississippi in 1955, Coleman
won the governorship over former Gov-
ernor Fielding Wright, Dixiecrat wice-
presidential candidate in 1948, who ran
& blood-and-thunder campaign in which
he pledged that a bavonet would have
to be rammed through his body before
he would submit to desegregation.

-

Coleman established something of a -

reputation as a “liberal” Southerner
when, after election, he declared in a
state-wide broadcast that “so far as I
am - concerned they [the murderers of
Emmett Till] both should have been con-

victed and electrocuted.” Although as
state attorney general he argued in the
U. S. Supreme Court against staying the
execution of Willie McGee on three gcca-
sions, thus ensuring MeGee's execution
on a frame-up charge of Yaping a white
woman.

During the primary race, which is
equivalent to election, Coleman ridiculed
Fielding Wright's contention that the
use of folice power was the answer to

' the segregation issue:

“The bayonet stage will never come to
pass with Coleman as your governor.
There are ways to keep the schools open
without using bayonets. Police power is
a weak straw that has been hroken by
more than 500 dacisions of the U. 8 Su-
preme Court since 1883,

“Look, we can't whip the whole U. §.,
but we know we can use the Gore Law
as on answer fer the next twenty-five
years."

The Gore Law, passed by the Missis-
gippi legislature in 1954, enabled local
school beards “without reference to col-
or" to assign children to a particular
school for any of several reasons—
health, intelligence, previous educational
preparation or any other allegedly per-
tinent factor. As Coleman also said:

“The point is that ony legislature can
pass an oct foster tham the Supreme
Court can erase it. You wen't be licked
then os long as you den't want to be and
keep fighting." [The Reporfer, Sept. 22,
1955.}

This was the only issue that separated
Coleman from the five other candidates
in the primary, and though he was given
virtually no chance to win at the outset,
he did win.

Governor Coleman, who is known as a
“Loyal Demoerat” in Mississippi since

he supported Stevenson in 1952 and 1956,

The Racket Probe —-

{Continwed from page 1)

tivities and implying that these are illi-
eit; it actnally starts by probing genu-
inely eriminal, illegal, or immoral actions
by union officials (and others) in and
around unions, which have in fact noth-
ing to do with authentic labor activity
in any form. Where the government is
ferreting out real crimes, who can call
halt? If a labor official uses his union
connections to start a string of brothels,
that hardly makes prostitution a form of
class struggle. If a doctor steals hospital
funds, that hardly makes larceny a rec-
ognized medical achievement.

Everyone knew the type of exposure
that was beginning. No decent union of-
ficer wanted the labor movement to be
saddled with any degree of responsibility.

But in one thing, they have probably

~ failed: their readiness to cooperate will
not-dodge the aspersion on lobor. Loftus
is dubious: "The question, though, is
whether even this [cooperation] is enough
to overt the kind of climate that will ad-
versely affect oll unions.,” At this stage,
+he harm could hardly be aveided.

PASS THE BUCK?

It is-asked too: didn’t our high union
officials welcome government action so
that they could pass the buck to others?
Perhaps it might be maintained, they
were embarrassed by criminal practices
in some unions, and finding it too hot to
handle, they were more than glad to see
politicians take over what should have
been a union job. ;

But this suspicion misses the mark,
Actually, the most influential union lead-
ers will use the government exposure to
facilitate their own inner-union drive
against the rackets.

The Teamsters Union, with its power-
ful connections inside the labor move-
ment and out, was a hard opponent to
touch. It would not have been easy to win
over big sections of organized labor to a
knock-down campaign against its corrupt
elements. But after some of the practices

of its agents are held up to. public scorn,’

it will not be so easy for them to rally
defenders.

There is no doubt that the investiga-
tions will speed up labor’s own drive
agninst_racketeers from a narrow tech-
_mical standpoint, too, unionists are pro-
“wvided with information, evidence and

-
[T

ammunition from the hearing record that
they could not get, to that extent, on
their own. At the hands of government
investigators and union representative
bodies, the rackets will be driven back.

Once all that is said, however, one basic
fact remains. True, the crooks and gang-
sters will be hit. But at the same time, the
prestige of the labor movement as a
whole will suffer. Every instance of crook-
edness will reveal another place where
labor foiled to clean its ewn hause. The
harm has been done and there is no overs
coming the neglect of the past

The labor movement, not long ago,
had at last decided to act against rackets
within its affiliates. But it had waited too
long. As Loftus puts it, “the labor move-
ment received support as a force for
social justice, not.as a business.”

But it did not act enough like a crusad-
ing force for social justice.

Over the years, it should have aroused
its members and their passions against
crooks who became leaders and vice-
versa. It should have created the spirit of
internal opposition to all forms of in-
‘justice, immorality, and bureaucracy. It
should have stimulated real democracy,
put to scorn high living on the union
payroll and fat salaries for office holders,
It should have stimulated and encour-
dged a membership that would not tole-
rate a perversion of the ideals of work-
ing-class solidarity and its debasement
into private rackets.

But we do not have that kind of labor
movement yet. The members are too offen
shoved inte the background while efficient
machines of officials runs things, usually
honesHy but bureaucratically,

Meanwhile, under the pressure of the
CIO and then the progressive minority
in the AFL, the labor movement was in-
duced to recognize the need to take offi-
cial measures against dishonest prac-
tices. Constitutional provisions were
adopted; codes of ethics mapped out;
committees appointed; uninon hearings
held; suspensions of z few locals and
small “internationals took place; and
slowly there loomed the possible cam-
paign against the racket strongholds.
But it did not come soon enough,

The public hearings prove that it was
too late to escape the evil comsequences
of permitting rackets to flourish for so
:nng- The lesson, we hope, will not be
ost,

#

is steering a more mnderate course than
Governor Griffin ‘and the Talmadge ma-
chine in Georgia, In Georgia the Tal-
madge-dominated 'legislature just recent=

_ly passed a resolution calling for the

impeachment of six justices of the U. S.
Supreme Court on the grounds that they
are guilty of “high erimes amnd misde-
meanors,”

The main effort in circumventing the
school desegregation decision is the pass-
age.of laws giving loeal school boards
the power to assign students to schools
on grounds other than race. Pupil-place-
ment laws have already been passed in
Tennessee, Alabama, Arkansas, Florida,
Louisiana, North Carolina and Virginia.
In South Carclina the law provides for
closing the schools upon an integration
order and for giving tuition to the stu-
dentsto go to private schools during the
period of litigation.

MIDDLE OF THE ROAD?

Typical of, or rather- the “best” of,
the pupil-assignment laws is the one
which was introduced in Tennessee by
Governor Frank Clement, who was key-
note speaker at the 1956 Democratic
national convention. ts Ibackers say that
it embodies the ‘‘best” features of the
laws enacted in North Carolina, Vir-
ginia, Georgia, Mississippi and other
Southern states.

It is & “no cempulsion” or “voluntary™
law which leaves it up to the local com-
mynity to do what it will about deseg-
regation; On the face of it, there is no
prohihition- against integration or main-
taining. segregation: Since the Tennessee
Supreme Court rules that the-state’s
segregation laws are unconstitutional,
the act authorizes the local boards to
assign students, permits transfer of stu-
dents out of school distriets, and allows
school districts to operate joint schools.
In none of the laws is there any refer-
ence to race or to the court's decisions
outlawing compulsory segregation.

This is the "middle of the road" ap-
proach, for both the NAACP and the
White Citizens Council opposed the laws:
and according to some liberals it must be
correct -since both "extremes" opposed
the bills, But all it does is permit the
segregationists to hold on where they
make a concerted effort te do so, while
at best it tries to straddle the issue.

It is better than the laws imr Virgina,
for example, which call for the withhold-
ing of state funds from any school dis-
trict which integrates. But it is not good
enough, since it does permit the evasion
of the desegregation decision.

It says to a community in effect: if
you want to maintain segregation, go
ahead; ‘and we have provided the legal
cover under which you can do it; on the
other hand, if you want to desegregate,
we will not cut off your funds.

The right of a Negro child to attend
a non-segregated school is elear-cut. Tt
must be aecomplished, under the court’s
decision, with all deliberate speed—not
with all deliberate evasion.

PUPIL-PLACEMENT DODGE

It is these pupil-placement laws which
are now coming before the federal dis-
trict courts in a series of crucial tests.
The legality of the laws rests upon the
intent of the legislatures, the administra-
tion of the.laws on a non-discriminatory
basis, and accompanying legislation. But
it 'is eclear that the intent in all the
Southern states is to circumvent the Su-
preme: Court’s deeision.

The issue is mot the right of school
districts to assign pupils, since non-dis-
criminatory assignment .rights are in-
herent in the functioning of school
boards. In New York City, pupil-assign-
ment will have to be used in order to
break up the. segregated schools in the
Negro and Puerfo Riean neighborhoods.
However, even in the “best” of cases, as
in Tennessee where there ig a serupulous
avoidance of any mention of race, the
intent is clear. Or else why would the
law have been enacted in the first place?

The hardesf blow thus far against these
laws has come in a decision handed down
last month by Federal District Judge

, S
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Walter Hoffman in a cose involving inte-
gration of the schools in‘Norfolk and New-
port News, Virginia. He ruled that the
pupil-placement laws were part of a cam-
paign of "massive resistance™ designed to
prevent desegregation anywhere in the
state and “unconstitutional en its face."

However, Judge. Hoffman only called
for the beginning of desegregation and
he conceded the possibility of redistrict-
ing school areas to minimize desegrega-
tion.

It is reported that Norfolk and New-
port News would have been ready to
make a beginning on integration two '
vears ago if it were not for t.he. pressure
of Senator Byrd's political machine in
the state—a pressure which according
to the N. Y. Times of Feb, 24 has en-
gendered “a degree of fanaticism [on
the segregation ‘issue] that has not been
matched since the bitter days of Recon-
struetion."”

With this decision it woyld appear
that’ pupil-placement can only be a tem-
porary expedient in the attempt to hold
back the tide of integration. However it
can still be litizated-up to the Supreme
Court, a process which can take a couple
of years or even more,

Pupil-assignment was looked upon as
the major stop-gap in these states, and
now that its foundation is being hacked
away, the question is which way will the
Southern states go: toward integrotion
or toward the destruction of the public
school system.

In Virginia, as in the rest of the
coastal states through Touisiana, it
would seem at the present time that the
direction is toward the.destruction of
the public school systemr and the institu-
tion of some form of “private” school
set-up.

With this the struggle for integration
enters a new phase. Thus far nnly 673,
out of about 3600 school districts in the

‘Southern and border states, have been

integrated in the nearly three years.
since the Supreme Court called for in-
tegration, and most of these have been
in the border states. By the next school
vear in September 1957, at best another
hundred or se will integrate, still fostly
in_the border states.

After that the real test will come as
the racists dig in and the Negro people
push forward to claim their demoeratic
rights.

The Independent Sociolist League stands for
socialist democrocy and against the two systems of
exploitation which now divide the world: capital-
ism and Stalinism.

Capitolism connot be reformed or liberalized,
by any Fair Deal or other deal, 50 as to give the
pecple freedom, abundance, security or peace. If
must be abolished and replaced by a new social
system, in which the people own and control the
bosic sectors of the economy, democratically con-
tralling their own economic end pelitical destinies.

Stalinism, in Russio and wherever it holds pow-
er, is a britol totolitorianism—a new form of
exploitation. s agents in every country, the Com-
munist Parfies, are unrelenting enemies of social-
ism and have nothing in cammon with socialism—
which cannot exist without effective democratic
control by the people.

These two comps of capitalism and Stelinism are
today ot sach other's threats in o werldwide im-
perialist rivalry for domination. This struggle can
only lead to the mast frightful war in histery se
long as the people leave the capitalist and Stalinist
rulers in power, Independent Sociuiism stands for
building ond strengthening the Third Camp of the
people againgt both war blocs.

The ISL, as a Marxist movemeni. looks toe the
working class and its ever-present siruggle s the
basic progressive force in society. The ISL is or
ganized to spread the ideas of sociolism in the
labar movement ond among all cther sections of
the people.

At the same tima, Indepanduni Sacinlists partici-
pate actively in every strunale 1o better the peo-
ple’s lot now, such os the fight for higher living
standards, against Jim Crow ard anii-Semitism, in
defense of civil liberties and ihe frads-union move-
ment. We seek to jein fogether with all other
militants in the lobor movement as o left force
warking for the formation of an indapendant labor
party and other progressive policies.

The fight for democracy and the fght for secial-
ism are inseparable. Thare con be no lasting and
genuine democracy without socialism, and there
can be no socialism without democracy. To. envoll
under this banner, join the Independeni Socialist
Leaguial +
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