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A-Bomb Warfare
Blasted by Ger.
Atom Scientists

By GORDON HASKELL

A major political uproar has been
caused in West Germany by a statement
issued by eighteen leading nuclear physi-
cists to the effect that they will refuse to
cooperate in any- way in the preduction,
testing or use of atomic weapons. This
statement; coming on the heels of the
British government's announcement of
jts intention to shift the bulk of its mili-
tary expenditures to guided missiles and
atomic weapons, enters as a factor in
the West German campaign for the elee-
tions this fall.

The eighteen eminent scientizts stress-
ed the fact that their speecial rezponsi-
bility. in the.realm of nuclear physies
makes it mecessary for-them to take a
public stand on the question,

They ingisted that the German people
had not been sufficiently informed of

‘the destructive power of modern atom
and hydrogen weapons, and of the fact:

that there are no technical means known
now to defend large concentrations of
people against the effects of such weap-
ons. In the face of these cireumstances,
they said that in their opinion a small
country like West Germany could best
defend itself and world peace if it ex-
pressly and freely went without the pos-
session of any kind of atomic weapons.
Chancellor Konrad Adenauer and his
ministers immediately struck out in all

‘directions in an attempt 40 minimize the

political effect of the physicists” state-
ment. Adenauer’s statement said, amung
other things:

“It-appears to me that these gent]emen
do not possess the results of the tests
made in the United States for the pro-
tection of civilians and soldiers. . .- If
they meant to say that a small cuuntrg
like - the - Federal Republic should re-
nounce such weapons then I must say
that” has nothing to do with physical
seience. That is a purely foreign policy
watter,”

INSPIRING EXAMPLE

In reply to this, spokesthen for the
physicists stated that Adenauver wasg still
misleading the German people by dé-
scribing the mew weapons &s a modern
development of artillery. And to Ade-

nauer’s assertion that; atomic armament’

was a political matter for which he, as
head of ‘the povernment, was primarily
(Turn to last page)
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S Buys a King in Jordan:
Mtdeast Doctrine Wins Auction

By PHILIP COBEN

The kingdom of Jordan joins the select company-of Iran and Guate-
mala in history. It is the third country whose government has been
overthrown-by force and violence, virtually openly, through U.S. en-
couragement and connivance. As in Iran, the chosen instrument to
uphold America’s hand is a monarch repudiated by his people.

The Jordanian crisis broke open when King Hussem dismissed

Premier Nabulsi, alfhough Nabul-
si a right-wing socialist, has the
solid support of a clear majority of
the parliament and the general
support of an overwhelming ma-

: jority. For a few days various po-
litical figures tried to put together a _

cabinet that would be, sufficiently pro-
Western for the king's taste. That this
was impossible even at the very top of
the regime, not to speak of the mass
sentiment in the country, was shown by
the faet that not a single alternative
government, could be formed, given free
choice.

Thereupon Hussein executed a mili-
tary ecoup, using the most primitive
troops in the armed forces as his sup-
port, and overthrew the parliamentary
forms. of povernment. The action spnka

for itself as an index to where the wishes
of the people of Jordan lie.

Yet, in one, of the most heinous demeon-
strations of journalistic monolithism that
has been seen here since Castillo Armas
took over Guatemala for the greafer glory

of United Fruit and the CIA; the American -

press.from.liberal-left o Republicon-right
hos been smearing the deposed MNabulsi
regime as "pro-Communist" and “pro-
Soviet" and hailing the king's coup as o
great contribution #o justice, progress,
peace, liberty, and all good things.
Behind this development In an immedi-
ate way lies a bag of 5200 million that is
being carried around the Middle East by
Eisenhower’s "Special Ambassador” James
P. Richards. This is the amount that was
allocated by Congress under the Eisen-
hower Dactrine for oid to countries that

The Budget Flght in Washington:
Eisenhower as a ‘Fair-Dealer’

By SAM TAYLOR

At the Easter recess of the first
session_of the 85th Congress, with
the exception of the Middle East
Doctrine not one major piece of
legislation has been passed. Even
allowing for the usual leisurely
pace at the opening of Cengress,
this year is far bebind what might
have been expected. :

The Eisenhower Doctrine for the Mid-
dle ‘East should not be considered legis-
lation by any standard since it was at

best an expression of opinion. But the
Senate took two months in fruitless and

with

It's going fo be on Friday, May 3, in New York

Celebrate May Day

*'e Independent Socialist League and YSL
Ski! . . . Buffet eats . . . Dancing . . . Talk by Shachtman
At ADELPHI HALL, 74 Fifth Avenue, near 13 Sireet

aimless discussion on enly the secondary
and tertiary aspects of the program be-
cause the differences between the two
parties over foreign policy are marginal.

The stalemate in Congress; reflecting
more of a difference hetween the liberal
and conservative wings inside of each
party rather than differences between
parties, centers around the budget.

In Januory, the president submitted the
largest peacetime budget in Y. S. history,
a budget of $71.8 billions. Since that time-
fthe primary interest in Washington has
been the attempts to cut the budget by
various omounts and thereby open the
possibility for o tax cut in time for the
1958 congressional elections.

For the past several weeks, and cer-
tainly after the end of the Easter recess,
it is bound to oceupy the center of atten-
tion, It has shoved civil rights and for-

‘eign policy into the background at least

in the thinking of most congressmen.
And the longer Congress is tied up with
authorization and appropriation bills of
varying importance, the easier it will be
for Sounthern senators to filibuster civil
rights later in the session.

* The significance of the battle of the
budget this year is that it brings out into
the open the ill-concealed hostility be-
tween the Eisenhower and the old Taft
forceg inside of the Republican Party.
The rift between these two groups rough-
ly parallels the- division between the

BUT...

« + » it's still by no meons certain iini':
King Hussein can reclly deliver the goods,” -

due to the extreme'weakness of his base
among both the people and the politicians.
As we go to press, the Khalidi cabinet, in-
cluding Nabulsi himself os foreign minister,
may still turn out to be a
government which will be pushed forward
by the notionalist left,

AN I

ra

agres to play ball with the ' llli‘i Commus
nist" objectives of the syliem. The whele

affair, as @ matter of fact, is.miuch crudlr,, =

than.-either - the - Iranian. or Guatemajon.
I:usines:.

It happens, as we mentionedin LA lagt'”

week, that the magic effect of the 5200
million has been freely predieted for
weeks, The Christian Science Monitor
wrote April 3 in 2 lead article about Hus-
zein’s efforts to fire Nabulsi, already then
evident: “A possible goal of a new Jor-
danian government would be to invite
James P. Richards . .. to visit Amman
to discuss the application of the-Eisen-
[Continued on page 7]

liberal and conservative forces inside the
Democratic Party, though it is not the
same. The major difference is that be-
hind the liberalism in the Demoeratic
Party stands the labor movement, while

there is no such force inside the Repub~

licans.
The Eisenhower budget for fiscal year
1958 is more than a series of appropri-
[Centinued on page 4)

Chicago May Day

Chicago will have a united socialist
May Day meeting.

Participating in the joint. May Day
Committee are the Socialist Party, In-
dependent Sociclist League, Jewish So-
cialist Yerband, Friends of the Jewish
Labor Bund; IWW, Workmen's Circle,
Young Socialist League, U. of C. Social-
ist Club.

The meecting, dedicated to the Hun-
garian freedom fight, will be held Tues-
day evening, April 30 at the Homilton
Hotel, 20 So. Dearborn. Norman Thomas
and others will speak, followed by en-
tertainment and singing, The commit-
tfe onnounces that there will be no
admission charge.

“compromise”.
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LABOR ACTION

By BEN HALL

Atlantic City, Apr. 13

. As 3000 delegatés of the United Auto Workers met here for their
16th convention, they discovered that Chrysler was on the verge of a
general shutdown. At Maybank, California, 4000 were already on
strike, In Detroit two other plants were close to walking out. The union
had banned all Chrysler overtime in support of the strikers.

“If the corporation says we are
violating our contract,” warned
Norman Matthews, UAW Chrysler
director, “we’ll shut down the whole
damn eompany. When they try to
destroy .our union we say to hell
with the contract.”

. Within a few weeks, strike votes had
been taken in 12 different Chrysler
plants. Some disputes had been settled
by the time of the convention but others
are pending.

I+ was a fight over speedup. Yet this
question, which now threatens to provoke
@ major walkout, 'did ‘not come up for dis-
cussion ot the convention until the ffth
day. =

L]

UNION PROGRAM

On the third morning,-the convention
looked toward 1958, a critical year; all

- miajor contracts come up for renegotia-

tion, A resolution on 1958 collective bar-
gaining outlined the union’s program, as
follows.

(1) A shorter work-week with
ereased toke-home poy. :
" Apublicity campaign and an intensive
education program begins now in preps:
-yation for the next year's fight. (Two
days lafer, guest speaker David Dubifi-
sky, to the accompaniment of loud ap-
plausé, reminded the delegates that his
ainion, the International Ladies Garment
“Workerg Union, had already ‘won the 35-
hour weéek -and called ‘on the UAW to
lead the next stage of the struggle for
shorter hours.)

(2) Protection for workers displuced
as a result of plant relocation.

.So far the union has been unable to
snfeguard the interests of thousands of
-seniority workers already permanently
1aid off when plants shut down, moved or
curtailed operafions. A special resolution
was distributed bif never reported out.
The ‘industry faces technological ‘turmioil
and convulsion; the union neéds an effec-
tive program lest its members suffer

‘-

. badly during the transition.

(3) Improved working conditions; bet-

* ter pensions, health insurance; extended

Supplementary - Unemployment Benefits.
A separite resolution en speed-up came
up later. =

(4) Shorter contracts.

In 1955 the unionsigned three-yedf
contracts but in 1958 will demand a two-
.year maximum. Reason: “in view of the
rapidity of the technologieal changes
+which are having such widespread im-
pdct upon the industries within the ju¥is-
diction of the UAW."”

(6) Speeiel Convention in January
1958.

The convention did not center on the
1958 demands; - it merely announeed
thém. At the special convention they will
be forimulated in detail and preparations
made for big strikes.

L ]

POLITICAL ‘ACTION

No one had much to say on political
action because it never hit the floor. ~

Ford Local 600 offered a resolution for
a Farm-Labor-Liberal Party. The Reso-
futions Commiittee prepared an official
statement whose tedious length concealed
2 failiire to explain what happened to
$he union’s declaration in 1956 that the
Démoeratic Party had to choose hetween
fabor and Southern reaction. In passing,
almost without noticing it, the resolution
Mmade some startling stat-ement

{1} It declared that the "Southerners
. . . dominate the Democratic Party in
€ongress.”

{2) It maintaived that "the bipartisan
culiiion of reaction . . . since 1938 has
ssually controlled most committees and
most of the floor businéss of both
@Houses...."

L8

(3) Without warning and with little fan-
fare it revived the UAW's distinctive pe-
litical slogan for a "uu}ignmnnf of politi-
cal forces in America.”

But none of this was highlighted; ub-
viously the leadership was not intensely
concerned with it now.

The convention was a chance to ex-
amine the Eisenhower victory of '56 and
to learn something from the collapse of
liberalism in the Democratic Party; it
was passed-by. The resolution was not
reported out.

Without an effective diseussion of poli-
ties, in:fact with no discussion at all,
there could be no_serious. consideration
of ia key issue of the day: the fight of
Southern Negroes for democracy and
equality; and there was none.

L ]

Two matters were debated at length:
(1) dues increase; (2) skilled trades. A
half day was devoted to each. In custom-
ary UAW style, the chairman scrupu-
lousty recognized alternate speakers on
each side.

DUES INCREASE

The leadership had dsked for a 50-cent
meonthly inerease in membership dues to
cover. routine union expenses. After lis-
tening to no less than 44 speakers from
the floor, the convention voted over-
whelmingly for it. -

All opposition, eriticisms and discon-
tent from whatever source and motive in-
vanably cr:.rstaihzes on the dues issne.
This time the combined opposition was
woefully weak. In the end it could niuster
only a few hundred delegates to demand
a roll call—800 were required. Although
dues was debated at greater length than
any other smgle issue, its actual impor-
tance was minor. It was so one-sided that
everyene ;emamed guite calm.

SKILLED TRADES .

For two years thé union has faced a
divisive movement among skilléd-trades
men. The convention acted to reunite
production with the crafts in prepara-
tion for the crueial 1958 negotiations: At
the same time, it worked out new meth-
ods and new forms of organization to at-
tract engineéers and professionals into
the UAW.

A majorlty resolution, finally cdopted
with only trivial opposition, made jmpor-
tant innovations in wnion structure, per-
mitting craft and professional representa-
tion within the- framework of industrial
unionism. Skilled drades will be represent-
ed as g distinct group on important union
bodies: they will vote separately on con-
fract questions affecting them alone; they
gain direct representation on bargaining
committees and the right to sirike under
certain conditions for their demands.

A minority resolution, proposed by one
meniber of the committee, rejected out
of hand any concessions to the trades,
contending that the new departure
meant a breach of the industrial charac-
ter of the UAW. But it got little support.
The delegates were convinced that the
new set-up was. indispensable if the
UAW was to avoid being torn apart.

Two years ago,a fight erupted in Flint
and Detroit for special recognition to the
skilted trates, especially to the tool-and-
die workers and machinists. The union
leadership at that time met their de-
mands with a peint-blank refusal. But
the movement could not be ignored, cer-
tainly not suppressed.

Soon, a dual wnion was formed, the
Society of Skilled Trades. TAW tool-
makers joined it by the thousands. The
trend toward it was finally reversed hut
it is challenging the UAW in NLRB elec-
tions.

UAW skilled-trades men, no-different
from those in other industries, look upon
themselves ag a-group entitled. to' spevial

consideration, a minor aristocracy within
the working class, But they are not mo-
tivated merely by narrow “selfish” con-
ziderations.

Wage rvates for UAW maintenance
men are far below the independent con-
tractors; toolmakers in the.big “captive'
shops attached to the: auto factories get
lower rates than those in the- job shops,
Profits of the big mrporahons are, as
always, seandalously hight -

Skilled workers want a chnﬂu to use
their strafegic position; their obility to tie
up critical tools and dies, their special
pewer as skilled mem fo wrestadded gains
from the companies. If any group of work-
ers is ready to fight for better conditions,
~any union leadership worthy of the name
must open a woy within the uhion sfruc
ture.

This.the UAW lras at last done It took
a dangerously long time. But the:conven-
tion showed that the UAW is able to
respond to ferment below. I will not
weaken the union but stremgthen it y

, " xavs
SPEEDUP

It was in the debate on E]Jeedul:r that
the distinctive charatter of the’ UAW
came through most cliearly

Local leaders, expressing the feelmgs
of the men back home; spoke out for ac-

Alon, as did the locals in their resoluotions

and in their newspapers. The feaders on
top, a little slower than in vears before,
responded.

Speedup has always agitated the ranks
but' this year more than ever. Chrysler,
in a drive to regain its place, began a na-
tional campaign to sgueeze out more pro-
duction from its employees by raising
work standards. In-the past year, evén
before the start of the Chrysler drive,
the union autherized 74 strikes and pro-
cessed -thousands of. grievances on work
standards. It was speedup, too, that was
provoking the fight at Chrysler_ on the
eve of the convention.

Paul Silver, for the Resolutions Commit-
tee, brought out a strong statement en-
dorsing local strike action; when necessary
to stop speedup. The statement onnounced
a new key demand that would forbid dis~
ciplining workers for failing to meet dis-
puted production standards while /‘the dis<
pute is pending. Such a-provision is not
included - in- presemt contracis; it would
give tha union a powerful new weapen.

For. five days, intersperzed in- every
discussion, ™a running . criticism of top
officials had come from a tiny but articu-
late group-of administration opponents,
who contended that: the-leaders were de-
liberately blocking the fight, The admin-
istration used the spéedup diseussion for
its reply.

" Renther unlimbered - heavy artillery
against a young woman delegate avho had
accused him of “slandering” GM workers
and claimed that he'did not'think they
could fight. It was easy for him to point
to the record of struggle,

“We have always insisted-upon the

WALTER REUTHER

Report from the: Atlantic Gity Convention Gl it

HANGING FACE

right to strike over work standards,” he
said, accusing her of playing “sectarian
politics.” And he added: “Our policy is
that the workers will decide what is a
fair day’s work.”

Chrysler Director Matthews allowed
himself to become publicly enraged by
what he called “a tiny group” of dele-
gates from Chrysler locals who had im=-
plied that he would not fight. Tt was then
that he threw his bombshell: “wherever
a corporation is frying-to destroy the
union, to hell with the contract] We'll
shut down the key plants.”

And then looking al his most eager
eritics, he shouted: “Who's militant
now? We'll fight, not to®help certain
parties that you belong to but for the
UA“?-"

" But despite references to “sectarian
politics” and “parties"—an echo of a dy-
mg’ oratorical practice that was popular
in the heyday of the CP—the leadership
was acting in response to demands of the
responsible secondary leadesr. Uriion
leaders from Studebaker, Briggs, Cana-
da, Ford Highland Park and  others
voiced -the feelings of many others. They
wanted more initiative -and leadership
from the international. Upon suggestion
front the: floor, the committee agreed to
call for a specml Study Commission on
Speedup.

L]

ETHICS AND DEMOCRACY

This was the first major union gather-
ing since the MeCellan hearings; and
racketeering in unions eame in for a
scathing denunciation at every  session.
Reuther began this in his written report
and continued in the keynote speech; an
early resolution attacked Dave Beck by
namie.

' Guest speakers added their bit. Joseph
Beirne: of the Commumcq:tions Workers
sliced avway.” George Meany rippéd <infd
Beck, without mentioning his name. He
declared that the AFL-CIO would not
wait for action by government authori-
ties";;, unethical practices: may not be
agdinst the law, he said, but they are
against “trade union law."

Finally David Dubinsky, president of
the International Ladies Garment Work-
ers Union, reéminded the convention of
the long struggle inside'the AFL for ac-
tion against racketeers. No one can doubt

now that the-leaders of the labior ‘move-

ment are determined, at last, to drive

crobks out of the AF‘L—CIO And they

will.

But semething ‘was missing.

Dubinsky was addressing 2 UAW ‘con-
vention for'the first time in 20 years;
this symhbolized ‘the ‘very unity of forces
which sounded the doom' of ithugs and
erooks in'the féderation. It was uniquely
his opportunity to arouse the justified

. pride and self-confidence of AW mili-
tants; it was your struggle for decent

unionism and ours, he eould heve said,
that at last is smashing coreuption in
our movement. He could have said it, but
he did not.

Instead he chose to extol government
intervention. It - was government expo-
sure of racketeering. that impelled labor
to aet, he argued, and without it wé
would have beén able to do nothing. It
was a view, superficial and over-simpli-
fied, that ignored real trends inside the
labor movement itself.

A few days before, Al Hayes of the
Machinist Union, head of the AFL-CIO
Ethical Practices Committee, had taken
quite a different tack; he warned that
the anti-labor politicians were- eager to
use the recent exposés to pass restrictive
labor- laws.

There was no call for the restoration of
democracy in unions where it has been
wiped out. No one spoke of o Code of
Democratic Rights for union members. Af
o press conference, Meany was asked for
his opinion; it was, he soid, not o matter

“ for the AFL-C10O Council but for the affili-

ates—quite different from his stand on
racketeering.

But the convention did take two steps
‘that give a certain measure of protection
to membership rights against abuses by,
the officialdom. Local _ trial committees
which: previeusly Were elected' and hence

[Continwed on next pagel

PEFSCREN, W E TR RATES



| _4-3,:“ : F—'!E_?‘_.:_' W

e

i
y

1y ' Page Three -

April 22/,1957.

i W

e i e e o = -

~ From Atlantic

Two' States of | Mmd

By JACK WILSON
Detroit, April 18

To leave a shop, go to a UAW
convention and then return to all
the unsettled problems in the same
shop—all within the space of two
weeks—gives one the unmistakable:
impression of being in twe differ-
ent worlds, Yet, the fact remains
that the world of the UAW con-
vention and the narrow arena of
shop problems are intertwined,
and part of the same union and its
operation.

Why_ this. feeling of a big gap between
the two worlds?. In Detroit, on the Friday-
which was the last day of the .Atlantic
City _convention, a_sit-down sirlke. toek
place—the first in 17 years.

Was this sensational event mentioned
at the convention? Who knew about. it or
gared? ; .

The explosion took place over 46 ma-
jor unreselved grievances at  Federal
Mogul. It :‘was an: all day sit-down.

At the: UAW convention, a sectarian
unionist. blistered -and provoked Norman
‘Matthews, director of the TIAW’s -Chrys-
ler department; into.a sharp rep]y-whi_ch
featured. ultra-militant: statements, in-
cluding "The hell with the contraet”—
while. at a major Chrysler plant a \r_ast
majority. of workers resisted canceling
gvertime on production to help the strik-
ers at the Loz Angeles Chrysler assem-
bly, plant. )

The onee .dominant :Detroit and Flint
delegates at the UAW conventions were
just a small segment of the vast agglom-
gration, and certainly weren’t considered
leaders of any kind by the convention.
The Michigan  delegates left with as
much confusion and as many u.nremived
problems as before the convention.

In the abstract, the UAW convention

adopted a good solid union program cal-
culated to meet automation, plant decen-
tralization, works standards problems,
etc.—at least for the 1958 negotiations.
In the Michigan area, the acute charac-
ter of these burning issues overwhelms
local union leaders and keeps the ranks
in ferment, unrest, and anxiety.

At the UAW convention, the dues and
salary-increase questions were ‘a matter
of routine to the vast bulk of the dele-
gates, as the discussion on the floor
showed. In_Michigan, they ore major po-
litical symbols and very confroversial
guestions. The ranks show signs of being
against -both. The convention had little
impact on the-thinking of the people in the
plants, worried about other things.

DISAPPOINTED _

The confusion in the Michigan area is
illustrated by another bix decision of the
convention. In the winter of 1955, after
the wild-cats against the 19556 settle-
ments at Ford, General Motors and
Chrysler, a revolt of the skilled trades
took place. The Society of Skilled Trades
emerged from "this. crisis. Attempts of
loyal UAW skilled workers to make up
a. counter-program to the Society were
denonnced, and the very program that
today became:official UAW policy at the
convention. was then brutally attacked
as ‘“craft unionism” and “dual-union-
ism,” . .

The UAW econvention didn’t eliminate
the disillusionment that generally pre-
vails in this area, although the program
adopted has the possibility of doing so in
the next two years.

In all these perplexities, the Michigan
delegates hardly found enthusiastic re-
actions to-the decisions of the conven-
tion. Many .were disappointed.

I+ should be emphasized that this Is nef
the caose in .mony other sections of the
colintry. For most delegates, the conven-
tion was a big. success, for it answered

The Changing Face — —

(Continued from page 2I

dominated.by majority. factions are now .

to be chosen by lot.

Highly publicized was the decision to
choose a Public Review Board of piomi-
nent private citizens with two mam
rights "and duties: (1) to invpstig_ate
eorruption and recommendaction against
it: (2) to act.-as an appeals board to
hear the complaints of members against
decisions of the Interitional Executive
Board. i

- Neither of the above measures ¢an give
any absolute gurantees to democracy and
no one suggests that they can. They can
serve, - howewer, to..supplement and in-
vigorate an.internal life which is basic-
ally healthy. Above all, the setting up of
a Public Review Board shows that the
union leadership and membership is es-
pecially sensitive to preserving the
U AW’s record amd reputation for demoe-
racy and decemey. It is this sensitivity
that is one of the most important guar-
antees.

There is another side, however. The
first sessior adopted .convention rules.
1p to now, nominees for office had been
permitted to make extended speeches up-
on mecepting or declining. Regardless of
how hotly or how mildly union elections
were contested, they always became a
point of high interest; crities could make
a rounded presentation of their views.
This practice was ruled out. .

Later Dave Dubinsky, tongue-in-cheek,
was to say: “T read this morning's news-
papers and I was infoermed that Reuther
was elected president unanimously, Well,
Walter, you have joined my class. When
the UAW has a president for ten years
and re-elects him unanimously, I believe
you have adopted our program.”

o The unanimity is there in fack; it comes
not because oppositions are repressed but
because the union is solidly enited behind
the Reuther administration. Yet, if the air
is chorged with the spirit of democracy,
one wonders: why should the expression of
dissent af election time be turned into a

slightly off-coler violation of decorum if
not of union unity?
.

Salaries of top officials were increased
upon recommendation of the Constitu-
tional Committee. Reuther, who receéived
$18,000 :annually, now gets $22,000.
Other officers get raises in the same
amount. Executive Board members go up
from $10,000 to $12,500.

The.. committee justified its proposal
by .pointing to other large unions and
arguing that the UAW paid lower sal-
aries than most of the largest 16 unions
in the United States—an undoubted fact.

Butin the past, like progressives tra-
ditionally, the UAW . measured its offi-
cers’ salaries not against.those of other
officiale but against those of the highest-
paid workers in the industry, It was the
boast of the UAW that its officials, in
their mode of life and income, were with-
in steiking distance-of the rank and: file.
. But slowly, as years pass, the distance
between the two increases.

Reuther- has led. the union now for

more- than ten years. In that time the
UAW has been changing.
_ The militant activists that dominated
it in the big centers, Detroit and Flint,
are now surrounded by a vast majority
of new unionists who experienced neither
the great sit-in strikes mor the historic
internal eaucus struggles. Their eonfi-
dence in Reuather seems boundless. They
are satisfied to let him suggest the ma-
jor decisions without hindrance.

Hundreds of capable men who .once

spoke. for the ranks ot conventions and
onferences.are now . on the appointed staff
where they work .efficiently, vigorously
and..quietly. The UAW represents now not
a, militant minority but a cross-section of
the  organized, industrial working  class,
still i¥fs most democratic and progressive
wing.

In polities it is standing still. In in-
dustry, 1t faces the Big Three next year
preparing to open the way for ghorter
hours in mass production..

ity to De

roit

their problems on a sound union basis, ob-

viously because their local problems de

not have the sharp character of the Michi-
/ gan story,

Thus the changing nature of the UAW
and the greater weight that aireraft and
other allied industries hds in the UAW
are reflected in a different kind of union-
ism. Detroit and Flint are the major sore
spots on problems. They represent less
than' 20 per cent of the union. This fact

had a depressing -effect on the Michizan

. delégations, who.often felt like: fish.out
- of water before a vast gathering where -

their own acute local problems just

didn’t make a big enough dent on the con-

sciousness of the bulk of the delegates.
~Exactly®what effect the convention had

~on the people in the shop will be indi-

cated soon in the loeal union elections
coming up in May and early June, At the
present time, there is little or no eyi-
dence that any ofthe pro-administration
local leaderships confidently expect wvie-
tory. Rather, even in the most {favorable
situations, the local union leaders are
running scared. Perhaps thé factiighizt
the UAW leadership changed the eon--
vention elections and local union elec-
tion times, to separate them, suggests
that this eritical viewpoint is shared
everywhere, * )

Gonvention

Vanishing Opposition
Atlantic City

On Monday night, April 8, a national
caucus meeting was called by Carl Stel-
ato, presidemt of Ford Local 600; Paul
Silver, presidéent ef Local 351; and
others who seem to take an anti-admin-
istration line. A handbill listed what
purported to be their platform: against
a dues increase; against speedup; for
democracy; for a shorter work week—
and other popular demands.

But they could not hold: tegether. Silver
was on the convention resolutions com-
mittee but he offered not a single minor-
ity ceport. h

Over 300, defegates came to hear their
arguments, an impressive number. In
past years, opposition caucuses have dis-

integrated and administration opponents.

could assemble only a handful of per-
manent and immovable oppositionists in-
ereasingly separated from any general
support. For the first time in ten years,
critics could interest a big bloc of dele-
pates, even though they could not win
their support. .

At the meeting were few of the old’

crowd; the Stalinists have been wiped
out and have no influence whatsoever.
Here were lots of newcomers, new to con-
ventions, new to caucuses, and some
even'new to the union. '

They were uneasy over problems that
the nmion. had mnot yet solved. They
sought a more prompt reply to layoffs,
relocation and shutdown of plants, Some
wanted to see an expansion of union de-
mocracy, Others were against a dues
increase, In sum, it was a loose, diffuse
assemblage with no united program and
ineohesive. i

The audience were not anti-Reuther;

they were listening.

The organizers of the caucus seemed
to think they had a united platform.
After agitating his audience, the chair-
_man cut the discussion short with this:
“We know what we want; we don’t have
to convince ourselves; let’s go to the
convention and tell the othérs:™

But they did not really agfee om their
own proclaimed program. Back at the
convention, Stellato spoke ¢learly against

any dues increase. But Paul Silver,;who

was willing to take the floor on ejther
side, at last explained that he was real-
ly for a.dues increase, in fact a largef
one; but he wanted a referendum.
Charles Brooks, leader of Canadian Lo-
cal 444, very articulate at the caucus
meeting and reported to be one of its
leaders, told the convention that he was
for the dues raise. !

But this information hadn’t leaked out
at the caucus. Its collapse on this ques-
tion was obviously predetermined.

¥ any of the 300 looked to the caucus
for leadership they were disappointed.
But more: they must have been at least
puzzled and probably a little disillusioned.

The fact remains—and this is what
the eaucus organizers have yet to under-
stand—that the union is virtually unan-
imous for Reuther, There is eriticism,
there is discontent, especially in the big
auto centers which are hit by technologi-
cal change. But no one wants to unite
on a general platform of any kind, cer-
tainly not on a platform pointed against
the union administration.

@
Hungary and Cyprus

The UAW convention rose in tribute

A, S

Sidelights

to Anna Kethly, who spoke on Thursday
night, April 11. W :
. . “I come before you," she said, “as a
representative of the Hungarian work=
ers, in the name of the young herces of
Budapest and ‘of all those who fought
against the suppression and colonial ex-
ploitation of Hungary. With their.rifles
and with their bare hands, the Hungari-
an people stood their ground ,against
Russian tanks and bombers for the sake
of freedom for their country, for tHe
sake of their human rights, and for the
sake of better living.econditions. J
When she finished, Reuther introduged -
Michael Pissas, just reledsed from prison
in Cyprus. He is.general secretary: o§ the
Cypriot Free Trade Union Movement.
. Plssas spoke of the struggle of his pee-
ple "for independence from British, colo-
riglism" and welcomed expressions of sup-

port from.the UAW and from the laber -

movament in the U, 5. It was a living dem-
enstration of the Third Camp against. im-
perialism on both sides of the Iron Curtain.

In an interview with this_reporter,
Pissas. explained that the labor move-
ment of Cyprus, like the people as g
whole, is solidly united behind the move-
ment for self-determination represented
by the National Front, a _universal, if
a\m_orphous, body formed by all associg=-
tions, community groups, sports associz-

tions, unions and including local officials. .

There are, he reports, no organized po-
litical parties except the Communist Par-
ty, which claims 3000 members but which
is actually far smaller. The CP-com- .
trolled unions, however, claim 20,000
members while the Free Trade Unions
enroll 10,000, Sixty-two per cent of the
population are farmers and 32 per cent
workers. -

In Pissas' opinion, the population is
virtuglly unanimously in favor of socisal-
ism and democracy so that if indepenm-
dence is achieved one major party wilk
emerge, a socialist labor party. o

[ ]

Noisy but— |
Floor demonstrations aren't what they
used to be. .
Once, when elections were hotly conm=
tested, there were enthusiastic demon-
strations fo rthe respective candidates
for all posts, Floor banners carried. sla-
gans on the issues of the day, proclaim=
ing the principles and platforms of the
rival campaigners.
But now only Reuther cam work up am
impressive demonstration. The other top
officers are definitply in o secondary cqip-
gory. Even Emil- Mazey, remembered by &

-

- dwindling minority for- his role as an se-
tive, fighting strike leader adored by rask- . -

and-file militants, is now seen by the ma-
jority merely as a responsible guardion.of
the treasury. '
This year, one group of administration
supporters dragsed in an obnoxions
siren, carried by two men and wound by:
another to emit an ear-piercing screech
in approval of what they approved. Oth-
ers shot off cap pistols. It was, it must be
admitted, noisy. i
. " 2 <
When the convention opened, the
Kohler strike had just entered its fourth
year, i
Kohler Local 833 distributed the pie~
ture of little Mark Krepsky, who, was

-

born on April 5, 1954 as the strike bes -

gan. He is now three vesrs old; and gll
(Continued on poge 4] S
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¥ ation bills or just a part of-the Eisen-

* hower program. It is the program itself,

‘and it represents a turn in a liberal or
-Fair-Dealish direction.

- Although the overwhelming share of

“the expendifures are for the mlhtary
~payment for past wars and for carrying
out of a military-oriented foreign policy,
at’ the same time it represents a modest
increase in some welfare programs. For
example, there is a modest and altogeth-
er madequal-e expenditure for education;
but an increase rather than a decrease,
as might have been expected according fo
the canons of old-line Republicans.

This budget represents the final ratifi-
cation of the New and Fair Deal in that
it runs against the traditional Republican
. program-of smaller federal gevernmental
expenditures and economy in order that
there be a greater surplus, thus making

- fax cuts possible. Instead the Eisenhower
administration has propesed almost a §3
billion increase.

'REAL SHIFT

. Not only that but it also ran against
" Republican campaign promises. It has
produced an outburst of conservative
criticism inside the administration and
" in Congress. It was led off last January
by Secretary of the Treasury George
"Humphrey’s, statement that the budget
was inflationary and that it would lead I:.o
& depression that “would curl your hair.”

- - And only recently Senator Barry Gold-

-

s

“water of Arizona ecalled the budget “a
betrayal of the public trust.”

When the Eisenhower administration
came to office in 1963 it promised econ-
omy in government and lower taxes, and
get its sights upon a $60 billion budget as
against the last Truman budget of $78.6
billion, which was entirely beefed up by
the Korean War. The budget did decline
during fiscal '54 and '556 but for the last
three years there have been increases. In
1954 there was a major tax cut benefit-
“ing primarily the upper-income brackets
and corporations.

In the meantime, while Eisenhower's
'pepulanty went virtually unchallenged,
! "the Demoerats_ eaptured-control of Con-
gress in 1954 and 1956, At the same time
there began a shift in emphasis, less talk
“of economy and more of the obligation of
‘the federal government to provide neces-
sary services. This went virtually un-
noticed in the heat of the 1956 presiden-
‘tial campaign; it was discounted as mere-

' ly campaign demagoguery.

But the shift has been real,
limited in sweep and vacillating in execu-
tion.

In the hudget message of 1955, the old
aftitude is expressed: “We will increase
the scope of private activity by continu-
ing to take zovernment out of those
things which the people c¢an do better
for themselves, and by undertaking on a
partnership basis, wherever possible,
those things for which government ac-
tion is necessary. Thus, people will be
able to keép more of their earnings to
use as they wish.”

The next year's budget message, how-
ever, is in sharp contrast: “For years,
many activities which are desirable for
fostering sound economic growth have
been postponed because of the overriding
needs of war and defense, . . . However,
budget revenues now permit us to under-
take some new and expanded programs
for enmhancing opportunities for human

although -

- ences may be merely a matter of seman-

well-being and economic growth.”

And the Jast two budgets have begun
to reflect this emphasis. The nature and
cause of this political re-evaluation are
obvious and reflect a defeat or at least a

‘gethack for the more conservative forces

inside both parties.
The Eisenhower administration is
learning the lesson .which Franklin D.

-Roosevelt learned 20 years earlier. Roose-

velt in his first presidential campaign in
1932 called for lower governmental ex-
penditures and a balanced budget. Under
the pressure of the® depression, it was
only a matter of months after taking
office that this orientation became a-pipe-
dream, and what later became the New
Deal began to emerge.

Mot being under the pressure of similar
events, it has taken the Eisenhower ad-
ministration. several years fo reach o
similar conclusion. It has reached it re-
luctantly, half-heartedly and without hav-
ing its heart in it

CASE OF NIXON

Its leaders now know that there are
certain minimum. levels of welfare legis-
lation which have to be provided if any
party wishes to gain or remain in office.
In any showdown bet,waen economy in
government and the minimum welfare

programs which the people regard as

necessary, economy and lower taxes have
to give way.

In this sense the Eisenhower adminis-
tration is “Fair-Deal.” It has tipped the
political scales in this direction much to
the chagrin and even bitter opposition of
the conservatives in both parties, and
some on the Eisenhower “team."”

It is a coolly calculated political de-
cision, that if the Republican Party
wishes to remain in control of the presi-
dency and of Congress, then it must put
forward its liberal face. It is the recog-
nition that the 1952 wvictory was a
“freak” in that the conditions which gave
rise to it—the Korean War primarily
and secondarily the corruption issue—
are not likely to occur again in such a
way as to permit the luxury of the “old

‘guard” type of campaign.

The belwether of thiz change—and it
is as real as the conversion of many
Democratic peliticians to the Fair Deal—
is the case of Richard Nixon. Despite
charges to the contrary, Nixon is prob-
ably as “sincere” as a politician can be
in his newly donned liberal garb. It may
be demagoguery and opportunism, some-
thing of which Nixon has ne monopoly,
but nevertheless it is real in that it is a
recognition of a political fact of life for
any sucecessful candidate for national of-
fice in the mid-1950s.

Nixon, the fair-haired boy of the con-
servative wing of the party in 1952, has
been won over to the liberal wing of the
Republican Party. Is it any wonder that
Arthur ‘Schlesinger J¢. finds it difficult
to distinguish himself from “modern
conservatism” and finds that the differ-

ties,

It is this shift, real yet medest ond in-
complete, if it ever will be completed,
which is the meaning of the "modern Re-
publicanism'" of the Eisemhower adminis-
tration.

GOP WELFARISM

* Sonie liberals around the Democratic
Party feign an inability to understand
its meaning. But the meaning is all too

Convention Sidelights — —

{Continued from page 3)
his life, his father has been on strike.

A chiorus of strikers' children enter-
tained the delegates with “Hold the
Fort,” “There is Power,” and of course
“Solidarity Forever.”

i L]

One convention observer was DMax
Shachtmun chairman of the Independent
- Socialist - League. A number of visitbrs
and delegates who met him expressed
great interest in the possibilities of so-
cialist unity and regroupment., On Tues-
day evening, therefore, a meeting was
arranged for him to report on the results
of his recent national tour.

% | Shachtman replied to questions from

supporters of the Sociolist Party, the old

-

Social Democratic Federation and the
American Socialist. Thirty people, having
just finished o long convention session, re-
mained till clese to midnight to hear the
discussion.

: L ]

A note on automation:

A little crowd of delegates gathered
outside the window of one Atlantic City
boardwalk shop to wateh a tricky little
machine mix, cut, wrap, and package
salt-water taffy—all in one continuous
operation. The performance probably
fascinates and amazes the regular sum-
mer trade.

But none of the delegates was im-
pressed., One delegate turned to his
friend and commented, “Pretty slow, isnt
it?” The reply: “Yes, it sure is crude.”

apparent to the Knowlands. Bridges and
Byrds. But even Senator Knowland, who
has presidential aspiratipns and is the
leading conservative critic in Congress,
has been extremely cautious in coming to
a he‘ad-on-assauit against “modern Re-
publicanism.”

Looking back on the budget we can
see how modest has been the shift. Of
the %3 billion increase, $2.4 billion falls
into the category of “major national se-
curity” expenditure-&'—that s, for the

army, navy, air force and atomic weap-

ons. Most of the welfare increases are
made up of 3 series of small increases
for various education, public assistance
and health programs totaling about a
half billion dollars. The war economy’s
increases are therefore about five times
more than the welfare economy’s.

The biggest welfare increase is 3250
million added to school construction. But
the U. 8. Chamber of Commerce is di-
recting its major fire against it, and
Washington reports are that it is likely
thdt school construction will be sharply
reduced. i )

On the other hand, there is a sharp
cut of about a third in the propoeed éx-
penditures of various federal aids to
honsing whieh just abont caneels the pro-

posed iIncrease in educational funds,
However. on the whole, the budget is
characterized by slight increases or hold-
ing the line on welfare expenditures.

What we see developing, perhaps, is the.
drawing together of both parties in terms
of their epproach toward domestic legis-
lation, eltheugh there is no identity be-
tween them. With the exception of a dollar
here or a few cents there, this budget is
o direct steal from Adlai Stevenson's pro-
posals for o “"New America” issued during
the presidential eampaign.

WEDGES

If the Democrats came to the White
House last year, this could well have
been their budget and it would then have
been heralded as a return to the Fair
'‘Deal.

The common ground between the two
parties is growing at this moment. Both
accept the staggering expenditures for
the military which has come to be ac-
cepted as the normal state of affairs
since the Korean War, and both are for
continuing a certain minimum’ level of
welfare-state expenditures,

Except the Democrats are a little more
for it, with a little greater enthusiasm,
and with a little more foresizht. What is
new today is that the Republicans are
accepting it too.

The old orthodoxy of smaller budgets
and cutting taxes is on the wane, and a
new orthodoxy is developing. Neither
party is prepared to challenge the basic
assumption of the military-oriented for-
eign poley, and this fact precludes any
significant cut in federal expenditures
even for George Humphrey. And neither
party is prepared to propose any really

. substantial inerease in party housing,

education, health services or to tackle
the rising cost of living. g
- Differences between the parties re-

- main since there are more (and more

genuine) liberals inzide of the Demo-
cratic Party, liberals by inclination and
belief rather than convenience; but they
are a small mmor:ty The differences re-
flect themselves in attitudes toward civil
rights, immigration policy, publie power
and assistance toward the underdevelop-
ed nations.

But fundamentally the difference is
found in the fact that the two parties
try to appeal to diffevent social classes
and groups in American society. Operat-
ing inside of the, Demoeratic Party are
the trade unions, with a liberal program
which stems not from convenience or in-
clination but from necessity.

Today we seé the leadership of the
Republican Party attempting to get it-
self into the position where it can insert
wedges between the trade unions and
Negroes and the Democratic Party. It is
attempting to break up the alliances and
allegiances which were built during the
20 vears under Roosevelt and Truman.
The Tafts, Bridges and Knowlands can-
not de it, but Eisenhower “modern Re-
publicanism™ is making the attempt.

o .

GIVE
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Elsenhower as Fair-Dealer — — [Muste vs, Hoover

In a press release giving ﬂue text of @
letter to J. Edgar Hoover, A. J. Muste has
rebuked the FBI head for smearing him as
one “who has long fronted for Commu-
nists."”

The FEI's sacred cow, who- comimonly
claims that he keeps out of politics and
does not evaluate the facts he gathers,
had said in' a statement publicly issued
last month that the non-party observers
at the recent Communist Party conven-
tion were, most of them, "hand-picked
before the conwvention started and wers
reportedly headed by A. J. Muste, who
has long fronted for Communists and
who recently circulated an amnesty peti-
tion ealling for the release of Communist
leaders convicted nnder the Smith Act.”

Hoover went on to claim that Muste's
report on the convention was “biased”
whereas that of observer Carl Rachlin
“whom the party did not hand-pick" was
more “objective,” beinz more critical of
the CP's pretenses to democracy. :

Muste’s letter, addressed to Hoover,
cites his own long record of opposition
to united fromts with the Communists,
particularly as secretary of the Chris-
tian-pacifist group Fellowship of Recon=
ciliation. At the same time, he stresses,
he and the F.O.R. have favored support
of civil liberties for Communists as well
as all'others, and opposition to the Smith
Act. But their activities in favor of eivil

liberties, he adds, have always been con-

ducted independently, not through or
with any Communist fronts.

On the question of observers at the
CP convention, Muste makes clear that
the idea originated with him, not with
the CP. He goes on to deseribe how all
the observers were. selected . in the same
way, including Rachlin, none of them be-
ing picked by the CP itself in any way.

Muste adds: “It should be put in the
record that a number of persons who
were approached [to act as observer],
who thought it a good idea and wished to
participate, declined to do so because
they feared there might be preciselv the
kind of ¢omment which you, have_in fact

made, and they did not. wish to mrpose'

the institutions with which they were
connected to the embarrassment which
this causes in the atmosphere which still
largely prevails in this country....”

In conclusion, Muste raises two gues-
tions:

“In the first.place, T amr under the im-
pression that according to your own
statements it is the function of the FEI
to gather information, not to deliver
judgments or to attempt to ‘give the par-
ty line,' so to speak, to congressional
committees or the general public...

"in the next place. . . . To whot poss
have we come if a single individual—and
he the head of the FBI presumably charged
in a special and delicate maonner with the
protection of citizens ‘against attack and
the defense of our liberties—can make
charges aaginst an indiivdual in the casual
manner thot you have used in this cose?”
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The Campus Shows Signs of Perking Up

Within the last few months, a student
awakening has occurred in New York
City. Compared to the youth activity of
the thirties and Forties, it is-a minuscule
phenomenon; but when contrasted to the
almost univerzal apathy of the past five
.years, it stands out in sharp relief as a
real step forward. Two recent meetings,
ome at City College, the other at Brook-
1yn, gave a focus to this new develop-
ment.

The, meetings. last week were in the
context of the attempt to ban John Gates
from the City campuses. This action of
the Board of Higher Education had set
off a sizable student protest, and the mo-
mentum generated led to a series of
meetings. Three of them—the two for-
ums at Columbia, the one sponsored by
the Debs Club, the other by the John
Dewey Society, and Buell Gallagher’s
debate with Doxey Wilkerson at City—
have already been described in Chal-
lenge. The recent meetings grew natural-
ly out of the same situation.

‘At Brookiyn College, Students for Dem-
ecratic Action sponsored o meeting which
was simHar to the Debs Club protest ot
Columbia. Michael Harrington, national
chairman of the Young Socialist League,
Joseph Clark, foreign editer of the Daily
Weorker, and Sheldon Ackley, representing
the Americon Civil Liberties Union, spoke
on academic freedom to a ggthering of
well over fwe hundred students.

" All three of the speakers af Brooklyn
opposed the banning of Gates and the
general witchhunting atmosphere in the
colleges during the recent period. But
both Harrington and Ackley added to
this a defense of the rights of the stu-
dents under Stalinist rule and an attack
on the oppression of academic, freedom
there.

On a whole series of questions, Clark
maintained the Daily Worker view, i.e.
the extreme formulation of “criticism,”
including opposition-to the Russian in-
tervention in Hungary, a position adopt-
ed by the Worker months agoe but not
repeated since.

Clark also came down very hard for
a “coexistence” line. In reply, Harring-
ton stressed, the opposition of the YSL
to a Third World War and any actions
leading toward it, but ch:_;llengcd the no-

¥YSL CLASS » NEW YORK

Sundays at 8:30 p.m.

WORLD POLITICS:
1917 to World War 1i

The following sessions of this class
wre still to be held:

(5) April 21 ... Georze Rawlings
NAZISM IN GERMANY

(6) May 6 ... Cy Jackson
REVOLUTION IN CHINA

(7) May 12 ... Max Martin
CIVIL WAR IN SPAIN

(&) May 19 ... Sam Taylor

WORLD WAR NI

LABOR ACTION HALL, 114 Wesl 14 Street, N.Y.C.

tion that “coexistence” represented peace.

In particular, the socialist spokesmen
emphasized that there could be no agree-
ment to allow Russia to murder revolu-
tions within its own “sphere,” and called
for a policy of political struggle against
Stalinism. He raised the demand of a
withdrawal of all troops from Europe,
both Russian and American, and attack-
ed American foreign policy sharply for
its inability to find any but a military
and reactionary method of struggle
agninst totalitarignism.

Most of the questions from the audi-
ence were addressed to Clark, and he
made a remarkably effective defense of
his contradictory position. But, as noted
before, this was often done through
Jgtating the most extreme attitudes of
the Gates tendency as if they were the
official party line.

The meeting was limited to two hours,
and. many . issues were left in the air,
but the discussion provided an excellent
opportunity for students to hear a con-

frontation of controversial points of
view.
FREE FOR ALL

The City College meeting was part of
Academic Freedom week. Held on the
lawn of the college's new South Compus,
the event drew an audience of over four
hundred students. Harrington and Clark
both spoke ot this meeting, and with. them
Bayard Rustin of the War Resisfers
Leogue, Myra Tanner Weiss of the Social-
ist Workers Party, and Eric Hass of the
Socialist Labor Party.

Rustin, who concentrated on discussing
the relationship between nen-violence
and the struggle for ecivil rights, re-
ceived the most sympathetic hearing. It
was ‘clear that the overwhelming bulk of
the audience was committed to support
of a militant Negro struggle.

Harrington spoke of the necessity of
¢reating a labor party in the United
States, especially to effectively fight for
civil rights, and offered a Third Camp
analysis of the international scene. At
one point during the discussion period,
Harrington seconded Rustin's speech on
supporting the fight for civil rights ar_xd
called upon the City students to join in

and support the coming March on |Wash-
ington: This appeal was greeted with
considerable interest, ., =

Clark was again confronted with sharp
questioning on the issue of democracy
under Stalinism. In his presentation, he
had referred to the fact that he believed
Bulganin’s statement that Eisenhower
wanted peace. In the question period, a
student. asked him if he had believed
Bulganin when he said that he was in
favor of recognizing the demands of the
Hungarian Revolution. Even the intrica-
cies of the Gates tendency position were
not up to handling this query, and Clark
was -obliged to give an’ evasive answer.

ATTENTIVE LISTENERS

 Myra Tanner Weiss of the SWP laid
particular emphasis- upon the, necessity
of creating a worker’s government in
order to abolish war and capitalism. She
told the audience that she opposed
Khrushchev and Company, that she so-
lidarized herself with “the Leninist youth
of Leningrad” in their struggle for free-
dom. Hass presented the Socialist Labor
Party point of view, calling for the abo-
lition of eapitalism through the building
of socialist industrial unions.

In part, the audience was composed of
students whe had come to heckle a freak
show (inclading a group of fraternity
members who attended in kilts).-But the
general attitude -was one of attentive
listening, and the seriowsness of the large
crowd in an open-oir meeting was quite
unusual.

These twop meetings, and the meetings
at, Columbia and City in the weeks be-
fore, represent a break in the atmos-
phere on the New York campus, In part,
they symbolize the effectiveness of the
student protest over the Gates banning.
That Clayk and Wilkerson should speak
in the ecity eampuses—on this technical
ground that, not having been indicted or
convieted under the Smith Act, they are
not covered by the Board of Higher Ed-
ucation ruling—is a victory for academ-
ic freedom. And in three out of the five
meetings, the Communist spokesmen
were confronted by a spokesman for the
point of view of Third Camp socialism.

At the same time, it would be a mis-

take to overestimate the importance of
the change in attitude among the stu-
dents. The issues.on which they have Tal-
lied, primarily those of- academic free-
dom and civil rights, are basic ones, and
do not require a high degree of politi-
calization béfore they can be supported.
Indeed, it was obvions at all the meetings,
that a politicalized student body does
not exist on any campus in New York,
although there is-a great deal of general

- sentiment agamst the witchhunt, for

civil liberties and. the Negro struggle.
And yet the meetings this spring rep-.

resent a tremendous advance over the

situation that has prevailed in the past

-four or five years. During that period,
“the thought of students going out and

agpressively fighting for the right to
hear Commumists and socialists was for-
eign to the student scene. There was a
dearth of any kind of serious meetings.
And that atmosphere, at least, is break-
ing up.

This is not to say that there will be an
easy and automatic return to the stu-
dent political aetivity which was the
rule in the late forties. A long read has
to be traveled before that comes to pass
—but the process has begun.

Finally, one other foct should be stress-
ed. During the last period, over a thou-
sand students in New York have heard the
presentation of a Third Camp socialist

L]

point of view on the questions of peace,

acodemic fréedom, civil [iberties, civil
rights. In this context, that means thot
not ‘only mre general possibilties for stu=-
dent political life opening up, but specific
possibilities for growth on the part of the
socialist youth movement.

¢ It is significant that, in New York, as
the road has opened up toward student
activity, socialists have played a prom-

inent role—in the struggle for academic

freedom over the Gates banning,- in-
working for eivil rights on the “Enroll
for Freedom' campaign. They have done
so as part of a large student movement
composed of various political tendencies.
And to us, the growth of the socialist
youth movement ean only take place
through the development of a healthy
student movement throughout the United
States.

"BC Regime in the

By TOM KAHN

Academic freedom at Brooklyn Col-
leea, already at a notoriously low ebb,
receded even farther last weelf. Three
editors of the college paper, Kingsmoan,
were suspended: from their positions on
the newspaper because of a fear on the
part of the Dean of Student Life that
their deeision to print no editorial in the
issue of April 12 would be an embarrass-
ment to him. . .

The suspension of Editor-in-Chief

information,

SPRING WEEKEND CAMP—N.Y. YSL

WHEN? From lunch on Sat., Apr. 27 thru supper on Sun., Apr. 28.
WHERE? Mountain Spring Camp, Washington, New Jersey.
WHAT? Educational program, recreation, sports, Sat. Nife Social.
HOW MUCH:? $11 per ‘person (includes room and 5 meals).

WHAT TO DO: Call N.Y. YSL at WAtkins 4-4222 for details,
reservations (which are necessury) and travel

Anatole Levkoff and Associate Editors
Phyllis De Sena and Ronald Meyers ac-
tually came as a result of their refusal
to accept faculty interference with the
paper. Explaining that Kingsmdn is the
only campus newspaper, the administra-
tion demands that it print multiple edi-
torials on controversial subjects.

School regulations call for “pre-publi-
eation consultations” with the faculty ad-
visor who may advise the'students on the
contents of editorials and letters and
who has the final say on whether the
nature of the editorials demands the in-
vocation of the multiple-editorial policy.

On April 11, however, Dean of Student
Life Thomas Coulton zave a new twist
to the term “consultation” and interpret-
ed it as giving the faculty advisor the
right to read copy in advance.

In a letter to Kingsman, Editor-in-
Chief Tevkoff stated that while “school
regulations call for pre-publication ‘con-
sultation' with the advisor on news, edi-
torials, and business ‘policies and prac-
tices' . . . nowhere in the Publications
Committee rTegulations does it eall for
copy to be read in advance. It appears to
us that Dean Coulton is demanding not

’

d Groove

a consultation, but a sermon.”

The editerial which had been planned
for last week's issue concerned the state
of “critical thinking in the college’—a
harmless philosophic subject to be sure,
at any school but Brooklyn, At Brooklym,
@ discussion of "critical thinking" neces--
sarily implies an anti-administration point
of view.

Dean Coulten, sensitive to any subtle
currents which might waft independent
student opinion ontoe the campus, was not
satisfied that the faculty advisor . be
given a general idea of the proposed edi-
torials, but insisted, instead, that he be:
given the right to read the copy, so that
all the details, possibly pregnant with
rebellion, might be searched out and
countered with an opposing editorial.

The editors of Kingsman decided they
could mot accept this interpretation of
the role of an advisor, but, as Levkoff ex-
plains in his letter:

“We informed the Dean we could naf
violate the ruling this week, and that we-
would print no editorial. This, he felt,
would put himself and others in an ‘awk-

(Tura fo last page)
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the Background

- Df-the Mess in Gaza . . . e

. By HAL DRAPER ‘

EHIND THE FEDA YEEN

The second big point made by A. J. Liebling in his dispatch to the.

New Yorker entitled “Letter from Tel Aviv” concerns the tale that Isra-
el's primary consideration in invading Egypt was the need fo stop the
attacks by Egyptian fedayeen from the Gaza Strip.
= To go by Abba Eban’s much-praised elocutions in the UN, or N. Y.
| Post editorials and columnists, or other apologists for the Ben-Gurion

| xegime, the Israeli leaders were
. sgimply forced .into the invasion by
| - this pressure. d
"Thisis 4 eomplete myth; and one
-~ 9f* Liebling’s services is that he
_shows.it up. This is what he writes,
aad it is worth quoting %t length.
it ® -
~ SCORE:CARD .
| “wThe question of whether or not raids
ahd reprisals are resumed—and of who
zdids and who reprises—is not a matter
. ef such dramatic import as the press
kere contends. During the two years of
| deragsly border warfare that preceded
|
|

the Israelis™ decision to raise the ante

. Hast- October [the invasion of Egypt],
£he ‘crimes of the fedayeen’ claimed con-
‘siderably fewer victims in .Israel than

he Tsraelis bagged on the Egyptian side

| “.of fthe line. The score kept by the UN
obseivers of the Egypt-Israel Mixed
Armistice Commission shows that be-

= fween Jam. 1, 1955 and Sept. 30, 1956 the
Israelis killed 239 Egyptian soldiers and
91 civilians, while the Egyptians killed
42 Israeli soldiers 'and. 24 civilians—a
Tatio of just under 6 to 1 ift'the first cate-
..gory and ‘of just under 4 to 1 in the
(= nd. The discrepancy is a measure not
£ .comparative. ill will but of compara-
tive efficiency. . . . As for the widely
‘fhotographed peaceful Israeli settlers of

“ WNahal Oz, who work their fields under
the menacing shadow of the fedayeen-
paunted Gaza ridge, they are members of

a paramilitary farm colony planted
there about six years age to catch raid-
ers. Border kibbutzim, or collective
farms, like this one are an institution
¢opied from the Roman colonize of ex-
goldiers, who received land and livestock
gs an inducement to settle at points on

. 4he imperial frontier where they could
be of the most utility when war came.
The foung Israelis go to these kibbutzim
straight from army service. It's a good
¢ld-fashioned procedure that provides
lightly fortified Stiitzpunkte along the
frontier at minimal expense, since the

: sts_grow their own vegetables and
-dig trénches in their recreation time; t'he
ars planted belts of Cossack colonies
along ‘the Tatar and Polish borders for
the same purpose. The kibbutzim at
pointsiwhere action seems most imminent
are favored not only in equipment but in
“the -alloeation of farm machinery and
ivestock; they are like army units being
beefed up for action. A young farmer T'
talked with at Nahal Oz while the Is-
aelis still oceupied Gaza said, half re-
g?el;f?ully. ‘We've been mniaking great
progress here, but if the Eg-ypf,ians don't
“eome- back soon, the kibbutzim on the

- "Syrian frontier will be getting the pick
of everything.! Reerviting-for the more
5 ~ sheltered kibbutzim is falling away with'
the waning of the young Israelis’ roman-

& ticism: -about. the land®; the persisting:
gitraction of the border establishments
is»the-opportunity to protect the father-
tand from-attack. (The only genuine ro-
siantic -enthusiasm in Israel now, it
seems to.an observer from outside, cen-
ters:on thie. armed forces. The popular
line is that:the army won the victory and
- the government threw it away—or Els'-
anhower or Hammarskjold or the n_:l

. campanies- stole it away.) T'ne_ Israelis:
" are farbetter qualified than their oppon-
- gnts for an indefinite ;game of cowboys-
" apd-Indians. It is highly unlikely that
‘##For a.-more general discussion of
what has been happening to the Israeli.
kibbutz, see the interesting comments by
Stanley Diamond in the current Dissent.

&

F 4 LY
This is the second of two articles dis-
cussing A. J. Liebling’s “Letter from
Tel Aviv” in the March 30 issue of the
New Yorker. -
~ P

the country will bleed,to death because
of . the measly ‘incidents’ that the local
press is already trying to blow up, like
the theft of 3000 dollars® worth of farm
machinery, ;of . an. unspecified nature,
from the Israeli-zoverned Bedouin tribe
named Abu Grab {(in this case, more
grabbed against than grabbing).”
[ ]

BEFORE AND AFTER

Now this, of .course,-is not a rounded
account of the fedayeen.episode :of the
last conple of vears, but it is a salutary
eorrective to the one-sided nonsense that
has been written about it. Liebling is on
solid ‘ground in taking a fall put-of the
inflation of the fedayeen problem for
purposes of  justificatory propaganda, to
which it lends itself so easily.

Thus, in its issue dated just one month
before the invasiom of- Egypt, Commen-
tary- magazine ecarried an article-on Is-
rael by Benno Weiser, who reporfed with
emphasis that -the Israelis themselves
ghrug -off the fedayeen raids and don't
take it as seriously as do foreign visitors:
Among other things he quotes an “old
friend” of his:

# 1,00k," he said, while we sipped cof-
fee . . . ‘there have been about three
thousand casualties among. both Arabs
and Jews in border incidents since the
conclusion of the armistice in 1949, That
means roughly a vearly average of twd
hundred Jewish casualties. Every-other
day a Jew is wounded or killed because
of the abrence of peace. Compare this
with the average number of casualties
from our traffic accidents. What the
Arabs take is perhaps b per cent of the
toll of the Fords, Kaisers, Hillmans and
Chevrolets. Does it occur to anyone net
to. walk on.the streets or not to use
cars? ... y
~ This sort-of thing, which sounds callous,

.was all _very well before the invasion,
when H was a_question of protesting that
Israel could never, never even think of
:sharting a preventive war—except for bad
- people like.-the Herut gang: it was maoinly
after the aggression that the fedayeen
attrition was converted into a matter of
life and death. for Israel. '

EXPERT AT WORK

Or take the Reporter magazine, whose
staff writer Claire Bterling, like its edi-
tor and publisher, is violently pro-Israel.
In the May 17 issue of that magazine
last. vear;’ Miss -Sterling -revealed . from
Jerusalem that, fortunately, it was now
definite and irrevoeable that Ben-Gurion
would never, never invade Egypt: “The
Israelis will not invade Egypt, now or a
year from now."” So overwhelming was
her relief at this intelligence that she
found it possible to reveal, as a moment
of aberration happily long passed, that

the preceding November “Ben-Gurion.
was strongly tempted to-embark on such *

a war" and “he might well have tried
it” exeept for warnings from Britain and
the U. S.

(In that November of 1955, Israeli
troops had forcibly moved into the de-
militarized zone of El Auja on the Sinai
frontier, Many believed at the time that
Ben-Gurion was hoping to provoke the
Egyptians into official military retalia-
tion so as to be able to claim that it was
the Egyptians who had started the war.)

The point is that Miss Sterling dis-
cuses in_ the very same article: how. the
fedayeen raids had just been intensified in
April; indeed fhey had reached a climax
on April 11 when three children and a
teacher were killed at evening prayers in
a synagogue in Shofrir. Yet it does not
oceur to her, not even o her, thot there is
a connection worth discussing between
this and the pressure on Israel to attack

Egypt. ]
After the invasion, Miss Sterling’s
equally authoritative article in " the

Reporter could have been esthetically ap-
preciated only by staff writers for the
Daily Worker before and after the- Hit-
ler-Stalin Pact. . -t W

BOTH THEIR ‘HOUSES

But there is:much more to the feda-
yeen story than simply the gquestion of
its mythical rolé in forcing Israel to its
aggression.

“What is not controvefsial, but indis.
putable and well publicized, is the wi-
ciously reactionary character of the fe-
dayeen policy of the Egyptian regime—
i.e.,, murderous sneak attacks by kami-
kaze raiders on Israeli civilians as well
as soldiers. What is concealed by so many
of the gentlemen who make heart-rend-
ing denunciations of these crimes is the
equally reprehensible policy of the Ben-
Gurion regime which, in peint of fact,
eventually elicited the fedayeen as a re-
actionary riposte.

The story of the border fighting begins
with the very establishment ‘of the bor-
ders—swhich are not national borders in
many places, anyway, but simply the
armistice lines established after the 1948
war to end the shooting. These lines were
drawn higgledy-piggledy right through
many a Palestinian' Arab village, fre-
guently separating the peasants’ homes
from the land which gave them their
sustenance.

Israel proceeded to implement a grab
of- every inch of territory on its side of
the temporary line, outside the territory
allotted by the UN partition plan. Pales-
tinian Arab villagers found themselves
stripped of their ancestral fields and re-
duced to seeing their property worked by
the occupiers under their noses,

At the same time tens of thousands of
Palestine Arabsz had fled the war as refu-
gees—partly in fear of the fighting and
of the invading foreign-Arab forces,
partly stimulated by the departing but
bitter British, and last but not least,
partly .driven out of villages or -terror-
ized out by Israeli forces.* The Israelis

grabbed their property and land whole-.
sale and then, not illogically, refused to’

let them come back to their homes,

These-too piled up behind the barrier of
the "ormistice lines" which. fsrael was
converting inte hard- frontiers while their
lands, crops, houses and livestock were
expropriated by the occupiers.

Thus began the ehapter of the “infil-
trators.” '

WAR WITH - WHOM?

The infiltrators were—overwhelmingly
—some of these Palestinian Arab refu-
gees or.expropriated villagers who, liv-
ing -in seething misery and frustration,
slipped over the lines now and then for
various reasons.

Often the reason was simiply. to visit
friends -or relatives still there, Not in-
frequently it was to secretly continue
tilling fields which belonged to them and
were lving fallow. Or it might be to
“steal” back fromr one of the settlements
some piece of property which they still
considered to be theirs. Or, working up
the scdle, to harass out of simple reprisal
a settlement that was now planted .on
their own land, say, by dismantling a
pipe. ... B

So it started; a process that jacked it-
self up automatically.

The paramilitary colonies that Israel

#This part of the story is documented
in the New International, Summer 19563
the land-grab,-in-the-Winter -1957 issue,

LABOR ACTION

started feverishly planting. along the
“armistice lines” were in the first place
designed to prevent such infiltration. In-
filtrators could be and were shot on sight.
The toll mounted. '

This was a “war” between the Israeli
vegime and the Palestinian Arabs who
had been robbed. The Egyptian or Jor-
danian regimes were not at first involved
—except of course that the infiltrators
came from across the line, in their ter=
ritory.

But even as far as this is concerned,
the evidence piled up by the UN agencies
established to supervise the armistice is
that both of these governments made sin-
cere efforts during this chapter of the
story in erder to police the infiltrators
and put a stop to the border harassment:
of Israel by its victims.®

LESSON IN BLOOD

- The response thot emerged from the
Israeli government to the problem was the
old one of "Teach 'em a lesson.” Out-of-
hand shooting of infiltrators when they
were cought was not encugh. Paramilitary
squads from the border colonice began to
maoke terror-raids across the lines at refu.
gee centers and Arcb villages in'order to
“tedch 'em g lesson,’ by shooting them up.

The Arabs thus killed (as “lessons™)
were, of course, chance-selegted by bul-
lets; they themselves were not infiltra-
tors, necessarily. The theory was that of
collective punishment (well known to the
Israelis from the former British -rule),

These paramilitary raiders eannot he
calléd Israeli fedayeen because-that word
means “self-sacrificers” and impliez a
suicide operation.

Thus the" jacking-up process on both
sides reached a new level. Or; to change
the metaphor, the Israelis raised the anfe
again, The war was. still: with the Pales-
tinain Arabs, not with - Egyptian or Jor-
danian forees,

It is this chapter -of- the story that
reached its climax with the infamous
Kibya massacre in 1963, when a well-
organized and efficient: Israeli- military
operation struck at the -Avab villaze
across the Jordan border, sprayed ma-
chine-gun bulets around, blew up houses
wholesale, indiseriminately slaoghtering
over b0 men, women and children in the
streets and.in their homes.-This wagq:sup~
posed to be an “answer” to the preceding
murder of three people in an Israeli vil=
lage, presumably by infiltrators. The
ante was now being raised to near
“Lidice" proportions. There were many
smaller “Kibyas.”

TURNING POINT

By 1955 the spotlizht focused on the
Egyptian border.

In the Gaza sector, the infiltration
problem was complicated also by raids
into Istael by Bedouin tribes which had
been driven out of Israel into the Sinai
area, In February, the Israelis pulled off
a military raid inside the Gaza Strip,
killing about 40 Arabs. (This turn was
heralded by the immediately preceding
return to the defense ministry of Ben-
Gurion, who had been in “retirement”
since the outery over Kibya.)

The jacking-up process was under way
along the Gaza border. On August 31 it
reached o climax with an lIsraeli strike
against Khan Yunis, in the southern end
of the Strip. This became a turning-point.

Another focal point was the El Auja
demilitarized zone on the Sinai frontier.
Israel estabilshed a military camp there
under the guise of a kibbutz; Egypt pro-
tested 'the presence of soldiers. Israel re-
butted that the Egyptian check-post just
outside El Anja was in fact a few yards
inside the lines, Clashes started. In Octo-
ber an Israeli force destroyed an Egyp-
tian pest on the border further south.

{Continued on next pagel

®This border happens to be the only
one in the history of the world which has
been under constant military observation
for a number of years by an impartial,
international organization of supervisors
—the UN truce commissions. Their re-
ports have never gotten any currency in
the U, S. press. A recent book by one of
the TN observers, Commander E. H.
Hutchison, “Violent Truce” (Devin-
Adair, N. Y.) veflects the findings of the

N agencies on' the spot. It has succeed-
ed in getting reviewed practically no-
where, with one exception, but is “must”
reading for anyone trying to get ac-
quainted with nll sides of this story. The
exception is a bitterly hostile review by
Hal ‘Lehrman in Commentary, which
proves (by what it does not say) that
Lebrman can find nothing to refute in.
the general factual picture drawn by

-Hutchizon.
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{Continued from page 1)

hower Doctrine to Jordan.”

Since this delicate reference, the N. Y.
Times hag twice put it very indelicately
indeed. Said a Washington dispatch by
Dana Adams Schmidt on April 12:

“Jordan's need for outside economic
support, and the proximity of former
Rep. James P. Richards, as special envoy
in charge of explaining [sie] the Eisen-
hower Doctrine and using $200,000,000
where it will do the most good ‘in the
Middle East, is believed to have been the
catalyst that precipitated a showdown
between the anti-Commumist king and
his leftist premier.”

And-to make it official the T'imes edi-
torial =said the same day:

“But the future of Jordan remains
problematical because the country is not
viable economically and is wholly depend-
ent on outside aid. This is the decisive
factor behind the present conflict and it

u

Fedayeen — —

{Continued from page &)
Then in November (#% we have already
mentioned) Israeli troops moved in force
against the Egyptian position and teok
over the demilitarized area in open bat-
tle.

This is” where, as Claire Sterling later
adrhitted, Ben-Gurion was veady to pro-
voke a"war. There were no fedayeen as

et. )
¥ To quote from the Jewish Agency's
Digest of Nov. 22, 1956 on “The Feda-
yeen—Nasser's Seeret Weapon™:

~ “Bome time last year the prestige of
the Egyptian oceupation authorities in
the Gaza Strip and in Egypt proper was
at a low ebb because of their apparent
inactivity -against Israel. The public de-
manded military action. Fearfal, how-
ever, that an all-out offensive by the reg-
ular Egyptian army may meet with fail-
ure, ‘the” Egyptian dictator hit upon an
ingenions scheme . . "—ie., the Feda-
yeen.®

This makes erystal-clear from unim-
peachable sources what has been treated
as a well-known truth by wmany other
ohservers: it was at this time, after at
least seven years of Israeli ante-raising,
that the Egyptian regime riposted by
organizing thé fedayeen forays in re-
sponge to what “the publie demanded.”

(The long-sufferance of Cairo should
not be ascribed to overweening kindli-
ness. As Liebling eobserved in a similar
eonnection, it was basically due to dis-
inclination to risk another military de-
bacle.)

THE MONSTER

The “teach fem .a lesson” policy had
been .raising “the.ante in order to bring
the Arabs to their knees with pleas to
the conguerors to kindly stop murdering
them. The chauvinist-militarist mentality
of its protagonists {spearheaded by Ben-
Gurion) saw it as the way to make im-
pudent aborigines grovel before their
masters. Although it was imitially direct-
ed against the Palestinian Arabs, it
could naturally be carried through only
in complete contempt of the Egyptian
and Jordanian states.

The monster that this monstrous pol-
ey ereated is called the fedayeen. It was
sired by Israeli chauvinism upon the
hody of Ezypt's reactionary Nasserism.
The fedayeen themselves were recruited
from desperate Palestinian Arab refu-
rees,

When Israel invaded Eqypt last Octe-
ber, it was raising the ante again. There
is a line that goes straight from Kibyo to
the Sinai oggression, and that goes, in the
other directien, back o the expropriation
of the Palestinian Arabs.

It iz not the only line that delineates
the politics of the Middle East mess, but
it iz the one most often left ont of the
picture. It is also a line which serves to
cross out the pretense that the Israeli
regime’s role in that shameful aggression
was hasically a defensive one against
intoleralile harassment.

: *The J, A, Digest article, says a note,
*is based on an article by Shabetai Tevet
in Haaretz," which is the leading daily
of Israel. The information in it is “based
on official Egyptian documents” captured,
and on testimony by captured fedayeen.

makes the Eisenhower Doctrine the
touchstone of Jordan's course. Under
pressure of Arab nationalism King Hus-
sein [in 1956] disnrissed General Glubhb
as commander of the Arab Legion,
agreed to the abrogation of the alliance
with Britain, which meant the end of
British subsidies, and agreed in the name
of Arab solidarity to accept substitute
aid from: Egypt, Syria and Saudi Arabia.
But Egypt and Syria are both in a pre-
carious financial condition, and Kigg
Sand may not_like to bankroll Jordan
alone.

"In these circumstances both the king
and the custed premier looked for other
sources of aid. Nabulsi looked to Soviet
Russia, with which, against the king's pub-
lic. warning, he sought fo exchange ambas-
sadors, But the king looked to the United
States and the Eisenhower Doctrine with
its $200,000,000 aid fund for the Middie
East, which Nabulsi scorned. This precipi-
tated the showdewn which, for good or
fl, could lead to o showdown over the
whole Middle East.”

U.S. ROLE

That's clear enough; except that, «4n-
cidentally, there has never been any re-
port, in the Times or.elsewhere, that Na-
bulsi “looked to" Russia to make up the
cash subsidy, as Hussein looked to the
1. S, kitty. It was with the Arab states
that ‘the Jordanian government had ar-
ranged to replace the British subsidy,
though it may be true-that this wouldn't
have been able to work out.

There has even been an indiscreet
statement, by: Hanson W. Baldwin in the
Times (Apr.. 16), that U.S. agents in
Jordan have been pushing the king in the
direction of his action: “United .States
officials in Jordan have been trying for a
long time to encourage and strengthen
the king’s slow acquisition-of somewhat
greater power.”

That is, “greater power" as against
the constitutional setup! Envoys of de-
moeracy, indeed. .

Even before the explosion of the pres---

ent crisis, an article in Commentary
(March) by Ray Alan reported:
“Spokesmen_ for King Hussein have
assured strictly Arab gatherings that
the statement [Hussein’s anti-Commu-

nist statement in February]—like the-

decree isued two days later banning the
circulation of Communist propaganda
media in the country—was considered
advisable in order to induce the 1.8,
Point Four administration to hasten con-
sideration of a.Jordanian request.for 30

million dollars -in economic aid. It did:

not mean that the king favored a politi-
cal: or - military * rapprochement with

Ameriea, though he would be pleazed to.

go to Washirgton, if- invited, to do what

he could to speed up the flow of. dollars.”

Well, Hussein is still |doing what he can
to speed ‘wp the: flow of dellars. King For
Sale—Cheap! *

PRO-COMMUNIST SMEAR

As against these idealistle and lofty
considerations of the king, whose royal
heart grieves for both his people and
exchequer, the newspapers-have had no
diffienlty “proving” the- pro-Soviet char-
acter of the Nabulsi government. In the
first place, Nabulsi wanted to establish

diplomatic relations with Russia: Who

but a erypto-Commumist would want to
do a thing like that? Of course, it was
done in the U.S. by none other than
F. D. Roosevelt; but then, has it been
completely proved that Roosevelt wasn’t
really a Communist? One can ask.

In the second place, Nabulsi abrogated
the shameful treaty with Britain which
made Jordan its paid lackey-state: Who
but a Communist eould be something less
than enthusiastic about this degrading
relationship? Besides, every single politi-
eian in Jordan without exception was for
abrogation too, by that time: but ean youn
prove that Nabulsi i1sn't an agent of
Moseow?

Thirdly, Nabulsi spurned American
money. This is the final proof.

All three of these reasons, shamelessly
put forward day after day all over the
American press, would be enough to
make anyone a Communist if he didn't
know better—hoth about the Communists
and our own journalistic liars.

In point of fact, Nabulsi is a right-

wing socialist—or probably more accur-

ately,- a leftish ‘bourgeois nationalist.

(The left-wing socialists are -in the
Baath, or Arab Resurrection Party,
which was also backing the Nabulsi cabi-
net.) His socialism is, if at all, only a
bit redder than Nehru's, which isn't say-
ing much: The Nehru example is a good
thing to keep in mind, also, in evaluating
the ambignous attitude toward Moscow
taken by the various Arab socialists,
anti-Communist though they are.

LEFT AND RIGHT

One thing that is beyond any shadow of
doubt is that the overwhelming bulk of the
Jordanian people are with the nationalist
frend represented by Nabulsi, as already
indicated.

The repulsive hacks of the daily press
are now referring, as a matter of course,
to Nabulsi as “leader of :the mob"—
dueing public opinion in Jordan to this
derogatory phrase. But Nabulsi came to
power as the result of the general elec-
tion of October 21 of last year—an elec-
tion motable in this country for:its rela-
tive freedom from rigging. His govern-
ment was a solidly constitutional one.
Nobody has ever seriously challenged the
validity of that election’s reflection of
the national temper.

Moreover, the demonstrations that coy-
ered Jordan in the last week in support
of Nabulsi have been orderely, peaceful
and disciplined ones—not disorderly
mobs running riot. If anything, the Jor-
danian nationalists have shown remark-
able restraint and maturity rather than
the reverse, This is what all the dis-
patches deserib2 at the sanie time that
editorial commentators refer contemptu-
ously-to the mass of people as the “mob."”

Furthermore, it is clear that it is the
more advanced sections of the Jordanians

—the better educated Palestinians in par-
ticular—who ‘are behind Ndbulsi and the,

nationalists, while it is the mere primitive
Bedouins upen whom-the king depends for
effective support almost exclusively.

The Palestinians—who more than dou-
hled Jordan’s population when .the rem-
nant of Arab Palestine was annexed by
Abdullah in 1949—are largely literate.
“The high literacy rate and accompany-
ing polifical consciousness,” wrote Ken-

nett Love from Amman (N.Y. Tines,.

Apr. 2) before the crisis, “have begun to
engender real political parties based on
political, economic and social programs
as well as on personalities.”

The people this refers to are over-
whelmingly the supporters of Nabulsi
and the nationalists, not the supporters
of the king.

Or consider the difference’ between
Good '0ld-King Husseimr and the bad old
premier from the point of view of their
Arab allies. The hacks of the press, when
they. are not smearing Nabulsi- as an

-agent of Moscow, point out—quite truly-

—that his friends in the Arab world are
Syria and Egypt; actually Syria, pri-
marily. Backing Hussein on- the othef
haimd ave Irag and Saudi Arabia. Com-
pared with the latter two fegimes, Syria
is a progressive democracy. Even the
Nasser dietatorship can begin to look
good if you concentrate real hard on the
slave state of King Saud.

WASHINGTON'S FRIENDS

Socially, inside Jordan, there is no
doubt of the contrasf. Wrote Kennett
Love, for example, in the language of his
profession: "Since there are few large
landowners in- Jordan, censervative sup-
port comes from business and professional
circles. The Leftists are supported by the
urban mobs- and the Palestinian refugees,”
~—The second category of course virtually
means the. whele people minus the
Bedouins.

The above-mentioned article by Ray
Alan says: “Union with Iraq has many
advocates in the upper strata of Jor-
danian society, but it would only find
favor with the masses if the present
Iragi oligarchy were overthrown and re-
placed by a ‘left-nationalist' Syrian-type
rezime,’t

One of the most disidgenuous bits of
ohfuscation mnow ‘poisoning the press
storvies is the one about *Jordanian na-
tionalism.” According to this, the king
stands- for *“Jordanian independence”
while the nationalist left wants union
with Syria.

It is true that the left advocates union
with Syria. Behind this fact is another:

" A Liberal Zionist

Poge Seven |
Y

In his regular N:Y. Post column of
April 15, Max Lerner removes all stops
in a paean of praise for King Hussein's
royal coup. For complete abandonment
of all shame, this “liberal” spokesman
leaves every other hatchetman in the
press far behind.

He calls on the Eisenhower adminise
tration te “rally opinion behind the
legitimate government of Hussein.” He
wonders why Washington doesn't speak
up. “We were not so silent in the case of
the Communist threat in Iran, at the
time of the Mossadegh episode,” writes
this disgusting liberal-imperialist.

“Uneasy rests the head that wears a
Jordanian erown today. I wish the young: z
King well because his enemies are oup
enemies,” he says. y

Nabulsi is a “Nasser pawn.” that's all.
Every other paragraph sneers at the
“mob™ in Jordan. After a while, Nabulsi
becomes the “Nasser-Communist forces,'”
The king is the real spokesman for “Jors
danian nationalism.” And *“The shouting,
howling street mobs are creatures of for-
eigners, and their slogans are manuface
tured in Cairo and Moscow.”

This liberal doesn't :shrink for ome mins
ute from clapping his hands raw for the
military overthrow of the consfituticeal . —
government: "I Hussein wants a-goverss
ment that will not' betray him it will hove
te be a non-parliamentdry government of:
temporary martial law. It will have o
reckon with :the street mobs in Jerusalen;
MNablus and Ramallah. . . .* }

This vile stuff does not stem  solely,
from Lerner’s “liberalism,” ‘though that
article is dubious enough; and in fact ak
the time of the TU. S.-sponsored overs
threw of. the Guatemalan regime Lerner
istoutly defended the action as a good
chauvinist. On the suobject' of Arab na=
tioralism and' dnti-imperialism, Lermer
has written ravening columns before. His:
explicit motivation is the threat of Aral,
nationalism to Israel. As a long-standings
and hard-bitten Zionist, Lerner followss
in the crudest way that tradition-of Zion-
ism which is willing to endorse the worsts
crimes  of imperialism as lohg as these:
crimes are directed against. the joint
enemy. 2

As the best known and most authorita-.
tive, spokesman- for organized Zionism.
writing in the general press, Lerner re-.
flects the deeply reactionary charaeter.
of this chaavinist movement.

- Fl

the artificiality of Jordan as a state in
the first place. MR

It was carved out of the region by~
British imperialism'' after the First,
World War as a simple satrapy, handed
over to Abdullah, and put on London’s |
payroll. A Jordanian natien as -such.,
searcely existed within the Arab people. -
Today, in addition, between a half and
two-thivds of the population.are the Pal-
estinians who have even less relationship
to any cencept of a Jordanian nation.

“Today more and more Jordanians
speak of themselves as ‘South Syrians,'™
wrote Kennett Love.

- "Jordan’s strategic reason for existe
ence, as a British protectorate and site
for British bases, ended with the recent
abrogation of the British-Jordanian -
treaty,” wrote-Hanson W. Baldwin,

The pro-Syrian sentiment of the left, |
therefore, cannot simply be equated
against the pro-Iragism of the upper |
classes and the king. The former has real
national roots.

This trend toward union has disagree-
able consequences for the king  otlier
than social and political. Writes Ray
Alan:

“This section of Jordanian opinion is
increasingly republicanr in sentiment,
considering Hussein’s expensive. court,
cars and capers an unjustifiable burden
on the country’s economy. . ..”

Of course, union with Syria could
probably be aceomplished only on a re-:
publican basis. | "

From every angle the United States dol-
lar is lined up wifh the most reactionory
forces In Jordan, socially and politically, |
as against all these frends which, with all |
their many defects, represent well or ill
the stirrings of the Arab people foward
freedom from imperialism end Joward so-
cial progress. : ;

-Once again Washington puts its money

on thé crumbling past.
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_yesponsible, they responded that they had
a duty, as citizens, to take a stand and
warn the epople against the dangers of

", atomic weapons.

“Though the American press has béen
very sketchy in reporting the reactions
of the opposition political parties to this
controversy, it appears that they were
featured by attacks on Adenauer for his
‘attempt to soften the impact of the sci-
. entists' gtatement by claiming that they
were entering into a field of policy in
which they were no experts. *

Exactly. what attitude the Social-
Demoerats, among others, have taken to
,the plan to organize the West German
ammy as a force designed to fight pri-
‘marily with atomic weapons is as yet
unclear.

Oné reason the scientists' statement
has aroused such attention is that, with-
out the fanfare of the British White
‘Paper, the Adenauer =administration
-qguietly decided, some time ago, to serap
its original plans for the creation of
twelve conventional motorized and tank
gdivisions as part of NATO, and had de-

—~ gided on a much smaller force organized

‘ % Drive.
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for atomic war. This decision involved
2 shift from a largely conscript army to
.one which would be made up in large part
‘of professionals. B

The issuance of the British White Pa-
per has simply made it possible for the
‘West German government to make pub-

Fis. Funo orive]
We Have to Keep

By ALBERT GATES .

Coming some weeks later than they
ghould, contributions to the Fund Drive
took a big jump this past week and vast-
ly improved the standings in the cam-
paign.

This'was the biggest week in the drive,
with payments totaling $1398 and,
though short of the necessary average to
finish at the top by May 1, it is the most-
promising sign we have yet seen of an
upswing. ;

© 8t, Louis, Bay Area and Seattle are
over the 100% mark and several areas
dre within striking distance of that goal.

We know that we are still far off the
mark, with a lite less than $4000 %o go

- yet, but that situation can quickly change,

CONTRIBUTE TO_

THE ISL FUND DRIVE

Ild'ependtn Socialist League
Y 114 West 14 Street, N.Y.C.

Enclosed is $..coomenninns

gontribution to the ISL’s Fund

wressenn. B8 MY

g (Make checks cut to Albert Gates)

erman’

L

lic what it had decided to do anyway,
‘without appearing to be taking the lead
in serapping NATO concepts.

The action of the West Germon scien-
tists could serve as an inspiring example
fo -scientists all over the world.

Their decision to persenally refuse co-
operation in the production and testing
of atomic weapons could be either an act
.of personal moral choice, or a political
act, or a combination of the two. By
announcing it publicly, they converted it
into- a political nct of great importance,
and have no doubt contributed measur-
ably to-the clarity of the debate on mili-
tary and political policy which will take
place during the eleetion campaign.

In stating that a decision whether or
not to use atomic weapons is “a purely
foreign matter,” and “has nothing to do
with physical science,” Adenauer is quite
right, (Actually, of course, it is as much
a matter of “domestic” as of “foreign”
pelicy. By confining it to the latter, Ade-
nauer just seeks to make it seem more
mysterious and complicated to the aver-
age citizen.)

The scientist, in his professional ca-
pacity; may simply be in a better position
than the average citizen to realize the
social implications of the projects on
which he is asked te work. This special
knowledge does not mnecessarily endow
him" with greater political or social sa-
gacity than others, even in the realm of

It Up Like This

particularly if those branches still below
the 75% mark get above it.

New York made the bést showing dur-
ing the week with a contribution of $615,
which certainly improved its position in
the drive but left it still far behind other
areas, The ecity with the largest quota,
it has the longest haul ahead of it.

Chicago is moving faster than at any
time hefore. It sent in $285 for the week.
This has placed it in a good position to
finish at the top; it is riow $500 short of
its goal of $2000.

Twelve cities made payments this week
—the largest group of contributors in
such a period. That is the enly way, how-
ever, that our goal can be reached. Every
area has to make consistent weekly pay-
menfs to overcome the lag of the drive
thus far, and if the past week is a sign
of a faster pace in the closing weeks, we
should have no trouble reaching the na-
tional goal.

We still need a stronger effort from
Clevland, Philadelphia, Pittsburgh and
New York. They are the important quo-
tas that are farther behind than they
should be at this stage of the drive,

FUND DRIVE BOX SCORE

City Quota Paid %..
$10,000 S$6101 61.1

St. Louis ... 25 a0 120

Seattle vcevreenn 100 115 115

Bay Area ........ 400 440 110
Nat'l Office ..... 1,260 1143 91.1

Buffalo . 100 85 85
Detroit ..o 400 293 6.7
Chicago’ ......o... 2,000 1456 4.9
Newark ... 450 312 69.4
Cleveland ..,.... 150 85 56.6

Philadelphia ... 200 98 49
Los Angeles .. 660 00 46.1
New York ... 3:900 1694 43.4

Streator ....... 26 10 40
Pittsburgh ..... 200 56 27.6
75 (] 0

B0 0 0

25 0 0

Labor Action FORUM

New York

Thursday, April 25 at 8:30 p.m.

JULIUS FALK

Managing Editor of the New International, reviews
Theodore Draper's new history of the early years of the CP—

"The Roots of American Communism"
‘Labor Action Hall, 114 West 14 Street, N. Y. C. 4

-Scientists —

the social application of hizs own geclen-
tific work.

INTO POLITICS

But ever since the atom bomb was
dropped on Hiroshima, there has been a
growing awarenese among scientists of
the fact that their profession is now of
such vast importance to society that the
old attitude of political abstention which
was S0 common among scientists has be-
come untenable and even "dangerous. In-
sgrained habits of thought have been hard
to change, and the first tendency among
them has been to shift to the idea that
scientists should take.a.personal, moral
responsibility with regard to the appli-
cation of their work.

But the foct remains. that the applico-
tion of scientific discoveries and develop-
ments tends fo become increasingly a
political question, That is, majer decisions
with regard to it ore made at the politi-
cal, governmental level. To exercise any
effective political influence over the op-
plication of their special work, scientists
are finding that, like other citizens, they
must link their special interests with the
more general interests of large masses of
people. .

Thus, the eighteen German nuclear
physicists have done what they could do,
as physicists, to enlighten West German
public opinion on certain aspects of the
implications of the decision of their pov-
ernment to form an “atomic army.” By
stating- that they will take mno part in
implementing this - decizsion, they have
dramatized their views and the gravity
with which they regard the issue. From
here on in, however, the decision of what
to do abofit it is in the hands of the
West German people, and that decision
can only be exercised through the exist-
ing political parties in the next election.

CHALLENGE

{Continued from page 5}

ward' position. He advised, instead, some
‘innocuous’ editorial whieh would be read
by the advisor. We refused to print such
innoculous editorials —not if the rule
stood !"

And so the Dean suspended the editors
not becouse they disobeyed the school
regulations governing publicotions, not
because they ignored the requirements for
“consultation,” not specifically because
they violated the Dean’s ruling, but—in-
credible as # soundi—because they de-
clined to print any editorial at all in their
own paper, and thereby embarrassed-the
Dean.

To quote again from Lévkeff’s letter:
“We are suspended but we ask no sym-
pethy. We merely ask for an awareness
on the part of the studemt body and of
the faculty, an awareness for a principle
that is very much at stake. Free press
or house organ. Which shall it be,”

What lies behind the action of the
Dean and,.in general, the policy of the
administration toward Kingsman, in-
cluding the multiple-editorial ruling, is
an effort to neutralize Kingsman as. an
independent force on campus, and to ex-
tend “responsible” faeulty control into
every possible area of student life. The
administration is greatly aided in its en-
deavors by the pathetic apathy of the
student body.

It is to be hoped, however, that the re-
cent wave of student protests over such
infringements on academic freedom as
the banning of Gates from the ecity col-
leges, a wave -which shook many previ-
ously lethargic student groups into ae-
tion, will move the students at Brooklyn
College to agitate more effectively for
campus democracy,

—

&
LABOR ACTION BOOK SERVICE
114 West 14 Strest, New York Chy

specializes in books and pamphlets

on the Labor and Socialist move-

ment, Marzism, ete., and can sup-
ply books of all publishers,
Send for var frep boek lisf.

The Independent Sociolist League stands for
socialist demacracy and against the two systems of
exploitafion which now divide the world: capilcl
ism and Stalinism.

Capitalism cannot be reformed or liberolized,.
by any Fair Deal or other deal, so as fo give the
people freedom, obundance, security or peace. It
must be aobolished and replaced by o new social
system, in which the people own and control. the
basic sertors of the economy, democratically con-
trolling their own economic and political destinies.

Stalinism, in Russia ond wherever it hold: pow-

er, is a brutal totaliterianism—a new form of
exploitation. Its agents in every country, the Com-
munist Parties, are unrelenting enemies of social-
ism and have nothing in common with socialism—
which.  cannol exist without effective democrotic
control by the people.

These two camps of capitalism and Stalinism are
today of each other's throats in a worldwide im-
perialist rivalry for domination. This struggle con
énty lead 1o the most frightrul war in histery so
long as the people leave the capitalist and Stalinist
rulers in power. Independent Socialism stands for
building and sirengthening the Third Camp of the

‘people agoinst both war blocs.

The 15L. as a Marxist movement, logks to the
warking ¢lass and its ever-present struggle os the
basic progressive force in society. The ISL is or-
ganized to spread the ideas of socialism in the
labor movement and emong all other sections of
the people.

At the same time, Independent Socialists partici-
pote actively in every struggle o better the peo-
ple’s lot now, such os the fight for higher living
standords, agoinst Jim Crow and anti-Semitism, in
defense of civil liberties and the trade-union move-
ment. We seek to join together with all other
militants in the labor movement as a left force
working for the formation of an independent labor
party and other progressive policias,

The fight for democrocy and the fight for secial-
ism are inseporable. There can be no lasting ond
genuine democracy without socialism, and there
can be na sociolism without demacracy. To enrall
under this banner, join the Independent Secialist
Leaguel x

Get Acquainted!

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

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

O I want to join the JSL.

NAME (please print)

ADDRESS T

HANDY WAY TO SUBSCRIBE

LABOR ACTION

Please enter my subsecription:

[0 1 year at $2. [J 6 months at $1.
[] Payment enclosed. [J Bill me.
1 New sub. [] Renewal.

araRR AR R e

ShesgressnmbrerennnnnrnrrinTnnid

B besTanassassdttanrnnnnsntn

114 West 14 Street, N. Y. C. |

E
|




	v21n16-p1-apr-22-1957-LA
	v21n16-p2-apr-22-1957-LA
	v21n16-p3-apr-22-1957-LA
	v21n16-p4-apr-22-1957-LA
	v21n16-p5-apr-22-1957-LA
	v21n16-p6-apr-22-1957-LA
	v21n16-p7-apr-22-1957-LA
	v21n16-p8-apr-22-1957-LA

