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AFl (/0 Convention Defeats Racketeers;
- (lears Way for New Advances by Labor

Danger: Government Intervention

By JACK WILSON
Atlantie City Dec. 8

In the coming months, a major and
new problem confronts the labor move-
ment in the form of legislation intended
te regulate not only the. relations be-
tween unions and employers, but also
the internal funetioning of the union
movement.

This became clear to most union lead-
ers here with the speech of Secretary
of Labor Mitchell who brought before
the AFL-CIO convention a set of pro-
posals the Eisenhower administration
will pregent -to the next se:aswn of
Congress.: : -

Union leaders expected fo heor some
views on the Eisenhower administration
on amendments to the Tofi-Hartley low.
Among the important chonges suggested
by Mitchell were elimination of the non-
Communist ofidavits and the elimination
of the statutory prohibition which bars
strikers from voting in -representative
elections, a provision which helped breck
the Sullivan rubber heel !l‘rilt. among
others.

Nor was theré much surprise that
Mitchell advocated the passage of new
laws regulating more strictly the fune-
tion and operation of welfare and pen-
sion funds,

What is new and different is his pro-
pnsal that says the following: “We are
going to propose that these unions be
required to show by appropriate re-
porting that their members have the
-right and opportunity, - at intervals of
not mare than four years to elect their
Jocal officers directly. by secret vote,” and
their national or other officers either di-
.rectly by secret ballot or through dele-
gate bodies elected directly by the mem-
bership by secret vote.”

A NEW DILEMMA

This proposal places not -only the
union leadership but every a.ct.we union-
jsts in a dilemna, for it is a different
kind- of regulation than heretofore exist-
ed on ‘the statute books, It clearly de-
“fines by law certain 'limits of formal,
_constitutional bureaucracy which is evi-
denit in far too many unions, notably
of the old AFL.

Obviously, if the labor movement hadn't
.gotten into a mess with the racketeer
.problem—only partly answered by the
_expulsion of the Teamsters Union—neither
the elimate nor the opportunity for this
kind of legislative suggestions would have
existed. The inability of the labor move-
ment to- clean its own house compietely
ond thoroughly provides an atmesphere
for the kind of debete that will ensue
-when Congress reconvenes,

The actions of this convention give the
i union. movement. greater moral author-
ity to.speak out and defend itself, and
‘ they will make more difficult the plan of
: reactionaries to smear successfully the
entire labor movement. Nevertheless, the
.smell of the recent rigged Teamsters
con\fentmn—-the shﬂymg bureauecratic

-

situation in many other unions—still
provides grounds for an excursion inte
the heretofore sacred area of internal
union operation.

There is necessarily much discussion
and difference of opinion around -this
convention -as reflected in many discus-
sions of how to meet the new challenge,
and what attitude the union movement
should have towards these new issues.

Obviously, everyone fears further in-
tervention .of the federal govermment,
arguing that labor os a veoluntary ergani-
zation has the right fo rule its own homse.
The trouble is that this is not an effective
or pdrsucsive "urgqument in public_ since
the scandals of corruption and racketeer-
ing have left the union movement wide
epen to criticism. -

The cynical manipulation of Jimmy
Hoffa to gain control of the Teamsters
Union has added much fuel to the fire
of suspicions which the union movement
faces,

And not the least of all, there iz an

understandable difficulty in proving that

the new proposal of secret elections, ete,
is wrong, for by itself, this kind of pro-
posal has often been advanced in the
union movement by progressive forces.

{Turn to lost page)

BAKERY WORKERS

Teamster Expulsion Leads Way

By GORDON HASIEILL

Atlantic City Dec. _

The expulsion of the Teamsters Union stands as a symbol and proof
of the upward road taken by the united labor movement. Only the months
ahead will make clear what the long-range organizational consequences
of this action will be. But by ousting the Teamsters, the top leadership of
the American Federation of Labor-Congress of Industrial Organizations

has demonstrated the kind of labor
movement it is intent on building,
and has further demonstrated that
it has the backing and the power
in the united labor movement to

.proceed toward building it. ..

Doed the expulsion of the Teamsters
Union solve the problem of corruption
in the American labor movement; or
the even deeper problem of the revitali-
zation of its inner democracy; or the
many difficult political, economie and so-
cial problems which confront it? Of
course not. There iz no one in or near
the labor movement who thinks that any
or all of these problems can even bhezin
to be =solved by ousting the Teamsters
and a few other unions from the AFL-
CIO.

But, paradoxically enough, it is also
true that at this particular stage in the
life of the American labor movement,

DEMOCRATIC UNIONISM ONLY

REAL ANSWER TO CORRUPTION

By GORDON HASKELL
Atlantie City Deec. §

The ficht against racketeering and
corrupt practices is moving with a logic
of its own to change the American labor
movement. It is difficult to believe that
the top officers of the American Federa-
tion of Labor-Congress of Industrial
Organizations fully realized at the be-
ginning of the process just where it
would lead them.

Todoy, George Meany stood up before
the convention and read opprovingly the
indictment drown up by o rebel group in
the Bakery Workers of the present od-
ministration of their union. Although he
disavowed any direct connection, back-
ing or encouragement %o this group which
‘claims to represent some 50,000 members
in the Bakery Workers, in foct he put the
moral authorify of the AFL.CIO. behind
them in their fight.

And fo the outraged protests of some
of the trogzledytes who still lead large
sections of the movement, that by telling
the Bakery Workers that they could not
re-clect: a erook to be their president and
still stay in the AFL-CIO their sacred
autonomy was being invaded, Meany re-
plieds

“We are detérmined tu try to keep

this ‘organization what it is intended to -

be,-an instrumentality to serve workers,
not an instrumentality to build up the
personal affluence of an individual, to
make him a big-shot in the community,

or to make him an expert on findnce, as.

one of our former members of the Execu-
tive Council turnéd ount to be.

“This is a workers’ organization, and
I dont know anything else ‘about this
business. Let’s keep it that way.”

It would not be true to say thot the
convention rose to cheer Meany affer his
speech. The rebel Bokers, sitting in the
gallery cheered him to the rafters, and
about a third of the convention rose to
their feet to applaud him. But when the
roll-call vote ‘was taken, only o handful
of unions, led by the Typogrophers, Car-
penters and the “radical” Mechanics Ed-
uvcational Society of America voted "ne.”

The Bakery Workers case waz drawn
narrowly, like that of the Teamsters, on
the issue of the eligibility of the presi-
dent of the union to remain in his post.
In the case of the Bakery Workers, the
union agreed to hold a special conven-
tion in March, 1958, but it would not
agree to eliminate James Cross, their
corrupt president, as a candidate,

Cross made his plea to the convention
primarily on the grounds that the union

(Tera to last poge)

-cern and apathy, of “don’t

failure to aet against the Teamsters

would have paralyzed the labor move-
ment’s action with regard to the rest of
its pressing problems for a long tune
to come.

-~ the " Inability“to understand. ﬂutl
pmdo: which has led a number of trade
unionists who themselves are untainted
by corruption to oppose the expulsion of
the Teamsters, And it is likewise a fallure
to underdtand the critical nature of this
problem which has produced attitudes
among American sccialists ranging from
outright hestility to the expulsion of the
Teamsters through all shades of doubt, unw«
easiness ond reluctant acceptance.

The critical character of this particu-
lar action by the AFL-CIQ was due not
s0 mueh to the speeific benefits which can
be expected to follow from the expulsion,
as it was to the forces which lined up on
each side of the issue.

TWO POINTS OF VIEW '

On one side was pretty much every-
thing corrupt, conservative, narrow and
parochial in the labor movement. The
other side was led by the most progress
sive and healthy sections of the move-
ment.

On one side was the feeling of uncon=
rock the
boat” which has been responsible for a
good deal of the moral atmosphere which
has made the growth of corruption in the
labor movement possible. On the other
was the determination to act openly and
vigorously, to insist that the labor move=
ment begin to face its Tesponsibilities in
this field, even if no one could elearly
foresee just when and how the battle
started by the expulsion of the Team-
sters would finally end.

The way in which the point can, per-
haps, best be illustrated is to follow the
development of the fight just before and
during this convention.

As usual, the lineups were not abseo-
lutely pure. ©n the final vote many a
union in which the worms of cerruption
have pretty well honeycombed the ore
ganization voted on the side of the angels,
while a few unions which are as honest
as they come voted for the crooks. Bu¥
the baosic forces, their strategy and in-
tent, were clear enough. And even in the
case of the exceptional clean wnion, the
arguments used agqainst the expulsion of
the teamsters illustrates the weakness of
their position.

In the days preceding the opening of
the convention, there were mutterings
and rumblings from the building trades
unions and others to the effect that lf

(Tura fo last page)
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LABOR ACTION

- OPPENHEIM

ER RE-INSTATEMENT DUE

~ IN POST-SPUTNIK ARMS BUILD UP

By MAX MARTIN

The infamous security case of Dr. J.
Robert Oppenheimer has arisen from

‘the ashes of the past to haunt the con--

temporary Age of the Sputnik.
The sucecessful launching of two earth

satellites by- Russia, and its reputed po-._ "

session of an inter-continental ballistics
missile has triggered off a storm of dis-
cussion on the weaknesses and failings
of science in this country. Inevitably,
this examination has touched upon the
role of the witchhunt in the failure of
the U.S. to beat the Russians to the
punch in developing the missile and the
gat&ilit&.

| The attentlon of many scientists. journ-
ﬂlsh and public figures has been refo-
cused upon the witchhunt of scienfists,
among others, which occurred during the
H:curillyih era.’ Since the Oppenheimer
case is a public symbol of thot era, it
has_ been disinterred for a troubled re-

examination by many pecple. And in--

ereasingly there has been a demand for
#he reversal of the government decision
to damy Oppenheimer security clesrance,
and %o wrge his recall fo government
service

¢ Nearly four years ago the country was

- startted by the announcement that Op-
. petiheimer,

the outstanding scientist re-
sponsible for U. 8. leadership in atomic
development and the organizer and di-
rector of the Los Alamos project, had
been tagged a poor security rvisk and de-
nied ‘all contaet with government atomic
reseurelr

RAISING OLD CHARGES

The sovernment pointed to Oppenhei-
mer's association with Communists and
#Communist causes” some fifteen years
earlier as the basis for its action, de-
spite the faet that Oppenheimer’s polit-
el past had been well-known for years,
and despite his having previously been
cleared repeatedly after investigation of
these asseciations and connections.

The denial of clearance to Oppenhei-
mer resulted in a public outery, especial-
ly from scientists. The Oppenheimer
case was turned over to the Atomic En-
Security
Board headed by Gordon Gray, presi-
dent of the University of North Caro-

JULIUS SCHAEFFER

Sad news reached us from Strea-
tor, Illineis, that Julinus Schaefer,
wone of America’s veteran socialists

aa.nd long-time member of our move-
jment, has died. At the age of
i eighty-three “Jake” was the pldest
lnmml:u?,z- of the organization and
until his very recent illness re-
.-mained an active socialist, just as
. he had devoted his entire life to
. the ideal of his youth,
. Although born in Germany, com.
-r!ade Schaefer had lived in the Uni-
i ed States for seventy years. He ex-
cperienced In a personal way the
_evolution of the lobor and socialist
movement from its beginnings, knew
« the hope of the movement in ifs
- periods of progress and growth, and
_the sadness of its decline and sfag-
“mation. Throwghout these different
.periods, particular today when the
'movement for socialism seeks new
| beginnings, Jake never once lost his
faith or hope in the free world of
, the socialist commonwealth.
He was a retired glass blower,
+ but before then, and for many de-

y cades he was a well-l-'.nuwn so:,L.J.h*-:t___,.__ N

: worker in Streator and the ¢
ceurrounding  that  town. Every-
? body knew warm-hearted and con-
zenial Sehaefer who spent so much
time tryvine to make socialists of
b his fellow workers, and especially
-the youth. He was never without
LaBor ActioN or other socialist
literature; he never ceased tryving.
With his friends in Streator and
i+ throughout the country we are go-
ing-to wmiss Julius Schaefer—social-

_ ist worker and comrade.

lma. The Gray Board, while finding that
Oppenheimer was neither disloyal nor
indiscreet, tagged him as s security risk
on the basis of his opposition to the H-

"Bomb c¢ragh program prior to its initia-

tion and his fack of enthusiasm for it
afterwards.

This decision cailed forth an avalanche

of criticism, not merely from scientists
and militant civil-libertarians, but frem

nearly all liberals ond mony consérvas’

tives, That a man should be dubbed a sec-
urity risk for his opinions and his lack
of enthusiosm struck even luke-warm op-
ponents of McCarthyism os outrageous.

The furor over the majority report of
the Gray Bosard resulted in a review by
the AEC itself. The Commission, having
learned a lesson from the reaction to
the Personnel Security Board decision,
t!eclaz'ed that “enthusiasm’ wasz not a
crlterla for security,

A LITTLE FOR EVERYONE

With the exception of one commission-
er who branded Oppenheimer as “dis-
loyal,” the AEC steered clear of the
whole question of loyality. By a four to
one decision, it simply reaffirmed the de-
nial of clearance to Oppenheimer, but
on other fudged-up grounds, namely, an
alleged lack of forthrightness in Oppen-
heimer’s testimony,

The AEC thereby satisfied everyhody.
The witchhunters received Oppenheimer’s
head and the liberals got an implied re-
pudiation of the totalitavian principle
which underlay the decision of thé Gray
Board. Most of the oppesition to the
witchhunting of Oppenheimer melted
away and the whole case pretly much
disappeared fram public view during the
following years, exeept for an oceasional
article regretting the Oppenheimer case
and sighing over .Oppenheimer as a cas-
ualty of McCarthy.

A:hnlly. this last conception is net
really true. For while the case was in the
broad sense o product of McCorthyism,
mere specifically it represented an in-
stance of the reaction to McCarthyism by
the non-McCarthyites. The Truman and
Eisenhower administrotionr both were dis-
tinguished for their struggle against Me-
Carthyism by meefing it meore than half
way. They odopted and institutionalized
many of McCarthy's onti-democratic pro-
posals, minus the rough edges and "ex-
cessés,”

What happened in this case was the
following : Mc(,mth:. had been hinting
that he was going to unleash a sensa-
tional revelation about a top atomie sei-
entist being a “Red.” So, to undereut him,
the administration let go at Oppenheini-
er first. -

RE-AWAKENED INTEREST

The re-awakening of interest in the
Oppenheimer case has come close to con-
stituting a small-scale campaign for Op-
penheimer’s vindication and his return
to government scientific work.

A number of scientists who are mem-
bers of the President’s Science Advisory
Committee, including its chairman, No-
bel Prize winner Dr. I. I. Rabi, and Dr.
Hans Bethe, have come out for this po-
sition. They have heen joined by former
Air Secretary Thomas K. Finletter, firin-
er Under Seeretary of the Army Tracy
8. Voorhees, and Senator Henry M. Jack-
son, a member of the Joint Congression-
al Committee on Atomic Energy.

Most surprising of all, former Atomic
Energy Commissioner Thomas E. Mur-
ray, whoe was the only member of the
AEC to brand Oppenhaimer as “dis-
loyal,” now favers a review of the case,
and stated that he would not be dis-
pleased hy Oppenheimer’s reinstatement.

In addition, there have been rumors thats

the administration is actually consider-
ing reopening the question.

This occurs in fhe ‘context of the more
liberal atmosphere which prevails with
respect to civil liberties in the country
today. Had not McCarthy been personally
handed o defeat, had not McCarthyism
been sent into decline, and had not the
witehhunt in general been considerably
weakened, it would be impossible.

Nevertheless, the specific catalyst for
this development is not a strengthened

eivil-libertarianism. Rather it is lm:ated
in the realization by responsible--poli-
ticians, including responsible wntch-
hunters, that a hysteria over “loyalty
and s.ecnn‘cy" hurts America's military
program. In fact, the realization that
the ' witchhunt has been self-defeating
in so far as the government's cold war
needs are concerned has;, in general,
played a significant role in the decline

of the worst features of -the witehhunt:

For a long time the United States gov-
ernment based its cold war strategy on
the notion that it would obtain and keep
2 military advantage over Russia
through & monopoly on nuclear weapons
and missilés. It was believed that Rus-
¢ia would not be able to develop such
weapons forr a long time, if ever, by
itself. Rather Russia would only be ghle
to produce A and H-Bombs, and miss-
iles, by having its zpies steal American
plans, Hence the emphasis was on secre-
cy and “security.”

SHIFT IN THINKING

When- Russia developed the H-Bonib
not teo long after the U.S. did a reap-
praisal of this concept began. And when
it sent Sputnik aloft and zave indication
of possessing an ICBM before the U.S.,
a complete shift in thinking on these
questions got under way.

Significantly, enly a few crackpofs ex-
plained the Russion successes by scream-
ing obout spies. On the whole, the prevae-
lent view was that the U.S. had under-
estimated Russian scientific and technical
development. Increosingly the view has
been propounded that the United States
has little, if anything, to hide from the
Russians in the way of scientific and fech-
nical knowledge.

Former AEC Commissioner’ Muiray
reflected the new,” post-Sputnik atfitude
by proposing that the U.S. end its atomic
secrecy and share atomie information
and weapons with its allies. In the past;
the view that they would then leak out

to Russia was the 'major argument of-

fered against such proposals.

Along with the feeling that there is

less need to worry about “security,”

there has developed a feeling that witch-
hunting among scientists hampered their
work and produced a general distrust of
scientists and science in the country,
one of the factors being held responsible
for Russia’s triumph over the U.8. in
the missiles field.

If o vindication of Oppenheimer results
from the current trends it will, of course,
constitute o victory for civil liberties and
will deserve hailing by all democrais.
Whot will be regretable, however, is the
fact that it will result not se much from
a concern with democracy, as from a
desire to further the armaments race,
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panels:

CROSS CIURIRENTS
American Forum Debates
Socialism and Democracy

The long-heralded *“Conference on
America’s Future in the Age of Auto.
mation and Atomic Energy” organized
by the American Forum-for Socialist
Education was held in New York on De-
cember 7. i

Under ‘chq announced purpose, the
conference was divided up into three
trade umion prohlems, wyouth
problems, cultural problems. Aside from
these, 2 seperate panels were set up: one

on “Socialism and democracy,” the l:lthel
on “political action.”

The greatest interest in the entire mn-
ference was,” quite naturally, in the so-
cialism and democracy discussion, Pay-
ticipants in this panel were John L. Lew-
ine, Farrel Dobbs of the SWP, Steve
Nelson of the CP, Dave Dellinger of
Liberation and Prof. Frederick Shuman
of Williams College. The moderator was
Russell Johnson of the Quakers.

Rather then giving the speakers an
opportunity to make an opening pre-
sentation of their point of view, ques-
tions were asked, On the whole the ques-
tions were pointed and would have pro-
vided a format for an imteresting and
provocative discussion on  this v1tal
question,

But the panel as a whole fell far
short of the challenge. There is little
doubt that everyone would come out for
“democraey.” Who but extreme ught-
wing. reactionaries would ~speak -out
against it? The problem, then, is low
to relate it to politics as it actually- ex
ists today, and to the questions facing so-
cialists, that is to make it the content
of socialist politics.

A DEMOCRATIC STANDARD

Measured against this standard, only
Lewine, an SPer altliough not represent-
ing the SP-8DF, approached the problem
from the point of view of a democratic
sbeialist. Not only did he state that se-
cialism and democracy are intertwined
but he spoke out forthrightly for the
democratic rights' of free speéech and
right to forni parties in a socialist society:

Leaving aside Dellinger who is an an-

archist and Schuman who spoke from a

pro-capitalist point of view, the other

-two speakers, Dobbs and Nelson; -left
large areas of ambiguity in their posi-

‘tmns

‘Nelson's main emphasis was that “so-
¢ialism™ in Russia and in the U. S will
be different; each will trawvel its own
road; therefore let's leave the other coun-
tries to find its own road,

In the U. 8., he said, “socialism” will

“be more demoeratic, there may be many

parties in power. At any rate it will not
be the “classical form of the dietatorship
of the proletariat.”

However, when we remember that nome
of the Stalinist regimes in East Europe
or China are considered by the Stalinists
themselves to be the “classical form/”
Nelson's answer leaves great gapping
holes of doubt.

Dobbs seemed mainly concerned to
prove that socialism is better than capi-
talism, that capitalist demoeracy is lim-
ited, that Russia is not socialist because
there is no social equality but it iz a
worker’s state and a progressive society,
because of nationalized property. This
latter distinction confused Nelson who

accused Dobbs of believing that a new

class society exists in Russia.

However, when Johnson raised the
question to “Marxists” as to their atti-
fude toward the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat and the existence of more than
one party, Dobbs directed his attention
toward other and less important aspects
of the discussion.

Schuman at one point raised an impor-
tant question: what historical evidence
can be offered to support the position
that nationalized property makes for de-
mocracy ? But all*of the other speakers
managed to miss the point or to ramble
on in a tangential fashion, Dobbs was the
only one to attempt to offer historieal
evidence. He said, “Sputnik.”

Although this is a bare outline of the_

diseussion, it is no more barer than the
content of most of the discussion. If the
purpose of the  AFSE is, as A, J. Muste
stated, to introduce “ecivil liberties"”

among radical tendencies, it did little
more. This conference proved that they
will speak at each other, but not with
S. B.

each other,
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Portrait of the Department of “Justice” at Work

By ALBERT GATES

Morethan a year since the close of the hear-
dng granted to the ISL by the Attorney Gen-
eral’s office, Hearing Officer Morrissey pre-
sented his Recommendation that the Organiza-
tions (Workers Party, Socialist Youth League
and Independent Socialist League) be retained
on the Attorney-General’s List. This was not
unexpected, as readers of LABOR ACTION know.

The hearings were held after endless efforts
to force them from a reluctant Department of
Justice. They came only after the nation-wide

revulsion to McCarthyism, and as a test of an
administrative act committed in secret and then an-
nounced publicly withouf notice to the Organizations.
Together with the Workers Defense League and our
_attorneys Joseph L. Rauh and Isaac N. Groner, a legal
 challenge was made to the Attorney General's “List of
Subversive Organizations™ itself.

Such a legal test could not be made prior fo utilizing
all Administrative procedurea and exhausting thém to
the end. That point is fast approaching; it will be con-
cluded with the filing of a brief in reply to Morrissey’s
“recommendation and the final decision of the Attorney
'General. In these hearings a government department
appoints its own hearing officer to review its own deci-
sion and recommend how its chief officer should aceount
for his own acts.

A PREJUDGED RECOMMENDATION

The Hearing Officer-acted exactly as was foretold at
the time the hearings began in 1955 when, after the
futile attempts to obtain some standards of judgment
and tulings on elementary procedures, Rauh unsuccess-
fully moved that the Attormey General remove Mr.
Mérrissey on the grounds of bias and prejudice. The
stihsequent record of over 3000 pages emphasized the
justification for that dernzmd and the Recommendation
is T fihal proof of it:

In thedry, the Hearing Officer has the task of taking
into' account the basic positions of the Attorney General
and the Organizations as to what they intend to prove
in the hearing. He has to take into account the wit-
nesses for both sides, their number, their demeanor and
thé material presented. Finally, he has to consider the
wéight of the objective evidence, in addition fo wit-
nesses, before making his judgment.

Morrissey was cognizant of this, for he had to take
into account, for example, the witnesses in the case and
point out that the Government had only two witnesses,
Ptof. Robinson and James Burnham, while the Organi-
zations produced seven. And it was not for lack of try-
ing that the Government only had two witnesses.

However, Morrissey overcame the disproportion in
witnesses by asserting the superior public positions
and the evidence of the two povernment witnesses
against the seven Organization witnesses on the ground
that the former were objective, knowledgeable and un-
Biased, whereas Norman Thomas and Harry Fleisch-
mari, former Secretary of the Socialist Party, were not
members of the ISL {!) and did not know much about
it. Dwight Macdonald was dismissed because he was
onée 8 member of the Workers Party; the other wit-
negses, principally Shachtman and Widick, were self-
interested witnesses.

IGNORES SOCIALIST WITNESSES

What about Daniel Bell? He was ome of the impor-
tant witnesses in the case, a man of high professional
standing in the field of study -of labor and socialist
movements. Aside from a passing nod to a single ref-
erence by him on the historical antecedents of some of
the leaders of the ISL, there is not another reference

- to hig-testimony on the theory, politics and history of
the Organization,

d NEW YORK LABOR ACTION FORUM

Thursday, December
OLIVER WENDELL HOLMES:
His Work and Influence
Speaker: STAN GREY

Thursday, December 26
THE FUTURE OF LABOR UNITY:
A Report on the AFL-CIO Convention
Speaker: GORDON HASKELL,
Editor, LABOR ACTION

L1

Tuesday, December 31
NEW YEAR'S PARTY

Thursday, January 2, 1958
SPUTNICK AND THE ROLE OF

AMERICAN SCIENCE
Speaker: OSCAR FINE

8:30 P.M. L. A. HALL 114 W. 14/ ST.

Attorney-General's Puppet
Ipholds Listing of ISL

The Government set itself ap as the arbiter of social-
ist theory and praetice; it determined the historieal
rolé of Marx and Engels as the founders of scientifie
sogialism; as well as the.meaning of socialist history.
Such a series of pre-judgments, accepted in advance by
the Hearing Officer, served as his theorefical guide in
the writing of his “decision.” Whatever the Organiza-
tions had to say about theoretical, historical and- politi-
cal questions was ignored or not even listened to. Only
the views of the Attorney General, Professor Robinson
aznd the turncoat James Burnham served him as “evi-
dence.” (See box below.)

Morrissey devoted considerable space to the guestion
of “Antecedents and Formation of the Organizations.”
The point of all this was to establish “the nature and
character of the Organizations, their sources, back-
ground and genesis. To trace these roots the political
orientation and activities of certain individuals were
examined, particularly those of Max Shachtman, one
of the organizers and a prineipal officer of the Workers
Party and of the Independent Socialist League.”

The record established that Shachiman belonged to
the Workers Council in 1920, thereafter was successive-
ly a member of the Communist Party, Communist

League of America, Workers Party of 1924, Socialist -
Party, Socialist Workers:-Party, Workers Party and-

ISL, But what does this prove? That the Communist
roots of the Workers Party and ISL were established
in 19207 Historical events, political changes and evolu-
tion of organizations durmg the past thirty-zeven years
completely escaped the Hearing Officer, as it did the
Justice Department and its notorious expert on radical-
ism, J, Edgar Hoover.

ONLY ANTECEDENTS CONSIDERED

Despite the enormous amount of infarmative material
in the record, the Recommendation ignores what is new
and different about the WP and the ISL. Only antece-
dents are considered although the charges against the
antecedents of the Organizations have yet to be proved.

However, it does not follow, in fact or legally, that

whatévér may he said about an antecedent organiza-

NEW DEFINITIONS

An example of how the government presumes
to act as the official authority on the theory of
socialism appears in the Recommendation in a
footnote on the meaning of socialism. It says:

“Socialism is a political and economic theory
of socialist organizations based on collective or
government ownership of the essential means for
the production and distribution of goods, To at-
tain this end there have been and are parties
which advocated and advoeate the arrival of this
end by education, the use of the ballot and other
parliamentary means, and the conduct of govern-
ment by such parliamentary means in the man-
agement of the means of production and distribu-
tion. Secialism in this sense contemplates a re-
form of the capitalism system and a continuation
of that system.” This is, at best, a hodge-podge of
ideas.. We know of no socialisi -who believes that
socialism means a “reform of the capitalist sys-
tem and a continuation of that system.”

The government has a subtle and diabolic aim
here; It is perfectly all right to be a socialist if
by socialism you merely want to reform it, but
continue the system nevertheless. That's all right;
that is legal. But if you want to change the capi-
talist system, abolish it and substitute for it the
new socialist system, no matter by what means
you are subversive by definition.

tion applies to a subsequent one. The fact that of the
major WP and ISL leadership only two were members
of the CP (expelled from it in 1928!), that a large part
of the leadership came from the Socialist Party and
Young People’s Socialist League and made up a part of
the heritage of the new movement, is entirely ignored.
Mr. Morrissey imposes the lineage of part of the leader-
ship of the movement upon all!

A large part of the Recommendation consists of ref-
erance to the testimony of “experts"” Professor Robin-
son and James Burnham. For two and a half days Pro-
fessor Robinson read guotations from numerous wvol-
umes of Lenin's selected works. The quotations had, of
ecourse, nothing whatever to do with the ISL, the WP
or SYL. They dealt with Russian questions largely, or
inner-party matters, the struggles of the Bolsheviks
and Mensheviks in Russia, the Russian Revolution, and
so on. Much of the material had only a histerical inter-
est and value. Little or none of it had a reference to our
times or the United States.

Robinson admitted on the stand that he had mever
heard of the ISL, WI* or SYL; that he knew nothing of
their positions or program and was unfamiliar with
their activities, When asked if he knew any Leninist
organizations in the United States, he replied that he

L]

did not. Asked what the attitude of a Leninist nrgani-
zation- would have been- toward the Stalinist coup in
Czechoslovakia, he replied that it would have supported
it. Asked again, if an organization would be Léninist if
it had opposed the coup, he answered no.

LUNATIC FRINGE McCARTHYITE

The second and final Government witness was the
1'eprehenslhle Burnham. A member of the “lunatic
frmge of the McCarthyites assembled around the mag-
azine, National Review, Burnham was excoriated on the
stand under cross-examination as a downright liar, a2
person who was veady to employ any and all mearss
against an “enemy” in political struggles. Moreover, it
was established that Burnham knew little or nut!ung
about the Organizations which he helped to found. in
1840, In the decade and a half since he departed he ad-
mitted he was unacquainted with their policies and
activities and that he seldom if ever saw, let alone
read, their literature,

Aithoug-h Morrissey acknowledged that Bumhamis
testimony “while tinged with some bitterness against
the Organizations, he, nevertheless, impressed the Hear,
ing Officer as straightforward and honest.”

One of the important disputes in the Hearings was
over the “standard” of communism with a big “C* or
little “e.”" The government contended that if did not
charge the Organizations with hemg big “C"” Commu-
nists, Yet Mr. Morrissey writes in his Recommendatmn
that:

“The definition of communism established by Rubm-
son included all parties which ‘aceept as part of t.heu
major doectrine the deetrine of Lenin.”

REFUSES TO DEFINE COMMUNIST

It goes without saying that Hobinson "“established™
nothing of the kind, He merely asserted: or implied. In:
accepting 'Robinson's testimony, Leninist doetrine is
made the central feature of the Government’s case and
it should have charged and seught to prove that thu
Organizations were big “C"” Communist, Actually, in
Robinson’s definition of the Leninist organization, he
meant, clearly and unambiguously, the Communist
Party and its world affiliates. But it just didn’t have the
courage to do so on the basis of its own definitions.

A large part of the Recommendation refers to the.
activities of the Organizations confined for the most
part to the activities of the 1940's. Imagine, the Organi-
zations were active in the labor movement; they advo-
cated that labor rescind the no-strike pledge and to get’
off the War Labor Board. They were active in youth
work and were interested in the Negro question, Tht:r
were against the Korean War. o

All of these things, in the mind of the Governmmt
and its Hearing Officer constituted subversion and cause
for alarm, As if this is not enough for its purpeses, the
Recommendation contains a downright misrepresemta-

tion of the position of the WP on the war draft in the
1940's. iy

Although opposed to the draft, once it bhecame law,
the WP and SYL took the position that their members
must obey the law if drafted, must serve along with
and side by side with their generation of fellow sold:ers.
From this the Recommendation conecluded;

“The reason for this was not to help the United.
States at war but that it was of no practical use to the’
Organizations to have their members imprisoned or held
up to seorn as draft evaders; on the other hand, these
members while performing a distasteful duty, would be
learning the military sciences which might be useful
to the working class if ever it acquired an army of its
own.”

FAIR HEARING REFUSED

Little wonder, then, that the Recommendation, on the
basis of such evidence, concluded: “it iz found that the
Organizations were, and are, communistic, in the sense
intended by the Executive Ovder, and that they have
adopted a policy of advocating or approving the com-
mission of acts of force or violence and seek to alter
the form of government of the United States by uncon-
stitutional means.” |

Where, when and how? That is precisely what the
hearing did not and could not establish. But, as we have
already pointed out, the Recommendation has little or
no reference to the hearing. When it was presented,
Rauh and Groner reguested the opportunity to present
aral argument to the Attorney General before he acts

upon the Recommendation of his appointed Hearmg
Officer.

This request was denied by the Attorney General. In
its place, he has given permission to our attorneys.to
file & written biief in reply to the Recommendatlon of
Mr. Morrissey. The teply to the letter of permissien
states the position of the Organizations as succinctly
ag possible and presents the fitting commentary on the
hearings in general. On the date of Deecember 2, Rauh
and Groner replied to the Attorney General: i

“The arbitrary refusal to grant us oral argument
means that this matter has been predetermined and
prejudged. There is no real point to the submission of
exceptions and a supporting brief. They will be given
no more attention or consideration than our request for
oral argument.

“Nevertheless, the theoretical posszibility that justiee
will be done, and the willingness of the organizations
to take advantage of any and all of the very few and
always begrudging oppoertunities which they have had
to present their case, induce us to accept the permis-
sion granted in the letter (of the Attoirney General's

- office),”

-
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Teamster

{Contlnuad from poge 1)

the Teamsters were expelled, they would
walk out of the AFL-CIO too. In part,
they tried to cover their hostility to the
idea of the head-on attack on the
“strongest bastion of corruption in the
“labor movement planned by ifs Meany-
Reuther wing under a cloak -of jurisdic-
tional pettyfogging. In part, they took
their stand on the traditional grounds
of union autonomy.

But the real basis of their opposition
_was different. They had never really been
for the unity. They regard the big in-
dustrial unions with uandisguised hostil-

“'ity ‘and suspicion. They feel far more

- comfortable-and at home with crooks like
“Hoffa, whose methods of union opera-
tion are very close to theirs, than they
:do with men like Reuther and the kind
of unionism he represents,

- The rumblings of revolt at the eon-
“wvention of the Building and Construe-
“tion Trades Department were squashed
by Meany with ease. To be sure, he was
-given an unanticipated assist by the
vidiofic proposal of a one-year wage-
freeze put forth by the Department’s
president at the beginning of its con-
vention. But the fact is that even with-
, out this exhibition of benightedness
which Meany was able to exploit, there
was no really solid foundation to the
revolt,
. On the foor of the convention [iself,
_ opposition to the expulsion was voiced
" chiefly by union leaders who represent
orgonizations which are as free from
racketeering. as any. Aside from Team-
ster leaders Mohn and English, the chief
bufden of the debate was carried by
Randoiph of the International Typograph-
ical Union. As o matter of fact, the pre-
sentation of the anti-expuision case by
- men like Randelph and Gorman of the
Meotcutters was calcoloted to create -a
decent'- union - can-get-on-the -bandwagon
ps!:lulnqr This strategy failed.
Randolph’ speech had three main
themes. The AFL-CIO Executive Coun:
cil" Was arrogating dictatorial powers to
Atself 'by promulgating -its various -ethi-
eal and democratic practices codes; and
seeking to “impose” them on the whole
movement

Secondly, it was violating the autono-
my of the internationals by this aetion,
and the AFL-CIO constitution to boot.
They were exposing the whole union
movement to government control and
intervention by “keeping in the publie
eye” the issue of corruption.

And finally, the job of democratiza-
tion of the unions wounld have to be done
by the rank and file from below.

On the wvarious ethical codes, Ran-
dolph said:

SPECIOUS ARGUMENTS

“Now I call to your attention that the
scope of these codes is not only wide; I
say it is complete in its attempt to con-
trol the internal affairs of the Interna-
tional Unions-and National Unions. It is
a complete reversal of the basic and
fundamental right of International
Unions to control their own internal
affairs as is indicated in the law which
they sought to implement, and instead of
implementing it they reversed it entirely
and undertook to set up a dictatorship
of 30 men over the American labor
movement that you will never get out of
it if you adopt it here,”

At the end of his speech, Rondblph gove
voice to the kind of reasoning which is the
sfrongest boit for many sincere liberals,
militonts and socialists on this guestion.
That is the "from below” argument. He
sald:

“The point is this, that any reforma-
tion that can Jast at all in any circum-
stances where reformation is. needed,
that reformation will have to come from
the bottom and net from a mandate at
the top that will skim off a few crooks,
allowing opportunity for more crooks
to grow up underneath it.  Unless you
do that, unless. you go from the bottom
then you have to divide up the thirty
men, and they can't possibly take care
of it, where each one will be supervising
a lot of uniong to try to get them to live
up-to an ethical practices code that you
never adopted.”

NO REAL ALTERNATIVE

This argument. went hand-in-hand with
the “why punish a million and a half
Teamsters for the crimes of a few men”
oné. It also was unaceompanied, either in

the speech of Randolph, or in any other,
buy a suggestion, let alone a program,
of what the labor movement as such could.
or should do about corruption.

The whole fiavor, the whole logic of
their position was to imply, or to state
openly, that neither corruption nor dic-
tatorship in the interpationals was any
business of the conveation or the AFL-
ClO as such, and that they should let i
-alone just as they have always done
until that bright and shining day when
the ranks rise up and wipe it out.

At the convention itself, Meany devot-
ed most of his time answering the argu-
ment made by Gorman of the Meateut-

ters, and others that the action of the

leadership. had been too hasty, and that
they should give the Teamsters more
time to put their house in order. A
number of union leaders had indicated

they would vote against the expulsion.

solely on these grounds.

But he had answered the argument
about penalizing the many for the sins
of the few. in his speech” before the
Building and Construction Trades con-
ference this way:

SUPPORT TO RANK AND FILE

“A lot of well meaning people say from
time to time: ‘why punish the members
of a union by putting them out because
of the sing of a few individuals? Well,
that is a reasonable sort of question. Biit
I ask people who ‘take that position,
“What is the alfernative?’ And they ean-
not come up with any reasonable, log-
ical answer because there is no reason-
able, logical answer. The alternative is
unthinkable, and that is to compromise;
place the seal of approval, give a vic-
tory to these people who are corrupt,
who have misused the union’s money,
used it for their own purpose, diverted it
for all sorts of activities, who have given
no indication at all of any concern for
the welfare of the membership except to
get their dues-in the {ill and then do as
they like with it.”

And he is right. T'hat iz the only real-
istic alternative which has been “pre-
sented” by the opposition of all stripes
to the expulsion even in those instances
where it is connected with talk about

Only Answer to Corruption —

lCOlﬂnnd from page 7]

was willing to hold a fair and square
election to a  convention, but that it
would not stand for "“dictation” from -the
+AFL-CIO on who could run in such an
election. The only part of his socialist
education which showed through was the
cleverness with which he was able to
give his case the appearance of a demo-
¢ eratic issue.

' DEMAGOGERY EXPOSED

The only trouble was with an active
. opposition in his ranks, and with Meany
determined to push the ¢lean-up of the
labor movement to a decisive issue, he
could not hidé the reality behind his
-demagoguery.
“He gives the picture of one who wanfs
“a fair deal," Meany told the convention,
‘"gnd he wants the fhing determined by
democrafic process. Well, let's see what
Is going on,

“In recent days nine of the organizérs
have been fired in that International
Union. Four more have been threatened.
Local unions have been subjected to re-
taliatory action by Cross because they
voterd to support the Integrity Commit-
tee [the name of the opposition caucus].

* Of course, this'may be democratic, this
--may make for a nice open convention,
but I can’t see it, T imagine if we let this
fellow go until the 15th of March he
will be elected unanimously by the con-
vention,"

RANK AND FILE TERRORIZED

For ten or fifteen minutes Meany
< gpread on the record, in detail, the story
«of the brutal and dictatorial measures

the Cross administration was using to
‘ crush the rebellion, citing names, pluces
1 and dates. And he surnmarmd

‘1 “Thesé are the things that are going.

on, and it is quite obvions that one of

two things iz going to happen. Either
these people are going to be beaten into
submission by the power of this Inter-
national office, by using all the methods
that this man’s ‘mind can devise, or we
are going to have a split organization. ...

"Then we are requested to let our mem-
bers moke fheir decisions without the
club of expulsion hanging over their heads.
What about the club of reprisal? What
obout, the club of discharge of people
who have worked for the Union for many
years? What about the clubs over the
heads of the members who are going to be
merged inte other organizations, their
unions broken up? What about the club
over their heads indicating the possible
foss of their benefit rights under welfare
end pension plans.”

This iz not the first time, of eourse,

“that an opposition in a union has been

suppressed by arbitrary bureancratic
measures. Many of the delegates sitting
in the convention, and many of the men
comprising the Executive Counecil of the
AFL-CIO have used the power of their
office to penalize or crush opponenta in
the labor movement in the past, and
there is no reason to believe that it will
not happen again.

But in this situstion, the whele leber
movement is being given a lesson in the
indissoluble link between corruption and
the crushing of democratic processes in
the wunions. And the forthright support
given by Meany to the rebels in the Bakery
Werkers points clearly to the reol long-
range solution to the problem of corrup-
tlon.

The convention wvoted overwhelmingly
to authorize the  Executive Council to
expel the Bakery Workers unless they
take “immediate steps . . . to eliminate
corrupt influences . . . and to bar frum
internationdl union office those responsi-

‘ble for the ahuses, and, to_ the satisfac-

tion of ‘the Executwe Cuunml, complete

such steps, not later than March 15,
1958.”7

The guestion will no doubt be ralud.
if the relatively smaill Bakery Workers
can be granted a grdce period in which
to clean up, why were oll ottempts by
Hoffa to get o deal by which he would be
given "time to eliminate the worst abuses™
rebuffed, when such a large union was
involved.

The answer iz ohvious. The Bakery
workers are willing - to hold a special
convention for the purpose of complying
with AFL-CIO clean-up directives. Un-
der the circumstances, the election is
bound to be held under the closest union
and public serutiny. If the Bakers can
ever hope to hold a democratic conven-
tion, this should be it.

In the case of the Teamsters, they had
just held a convention which was brazen-
ly rigged and which contemptoously re-
jected the wurging AFL-CIO's Ethieal
Practices Committee’s report on the
crimes ahd skulduggery of its officers.
They had taken absolutely no first or
minimal steps fo begin any action’against
even such convicted cnrmnz}s as Vice-
President Brennan.

ONLY THE FIRST STEP

George Meany made it perfectly clear
that he did net believe, from his experi-
ence with Cross, that the latter has any
intention of complying with the con-
vention's decision. “If it is indicated that
this group is not going to comply, then
the Executive Council, for my part, isn't
going to take 90 days to act—they are
going to act in about 90 minutes,” -he
concluded his speech. But that’ will be
just the beginning of the fight to mive
the Bakery Workers a decent and demo-
cratic union, and by doing so to raise
one step higher the consciousness and
self-confidence of the American work:mg
clnss _ %

Expulsion Leads—

“democracy from the bottom up."”

It is not that the only alternatives are
expulsion or compromise, generally -omd
astracHy speaking, The AFL.CIO could
kelp to organize a fight for democrocy and
against racketeering throughout the move-
ment, or could give aid and comfort to
struggles put up by rank and file group-
ings in the unions. As o matter of fact, one
of the implications of the odoptien of
ethical and democrotic practices codes
Is that the union movement stands, moral-
ly ot least, behind suck struggles.

But the arguments advanced by Ran-
dolph, and in a more sophisticated way
by some socialists, against the “central-
ization" of power in the labor movement
involved in the promulgation of these
codes is an argument, as well, agains
that kind of “intervention" too.

As a matter of fact, the weakness in
the Meany-Reunther position is that they

have not heen ahle to offer the labor.

movement a very clear idea of how the
fight against corruption is going to pro-
ceed from here om,

NEEDED: PLAN OF ACTION

In order to mobilize the maxium forces
for the erueial symtrnhc act against the
Teamsters, and in their effort to shut
off the wvarious phony Ioopholes and
cracks through which Hoffa Had his boys
were trying to squirm out of their quag-
‘thire, they had nartowed the issue’ vir-
tially down to the single demand that
Hoffa resign. While this was adequate
for their immedidte purpose of taking
a clear-cut stand, it did not mobilize the
movement behind any particular idea ‘or
plan of action on the corruption prob-
lem in general.

That will have to evolve in time, ond it
is the business of all the progressive and
militant forees in the labor movement fo

b

-help develop it. They should not be fright-

ened off or deterred by fears of the pose
sible long-range effects of centralization
in the lobor movement: or seducad by
arguments, about letting the rank afid file
do it, which are divorced from any actual
movement or program fnr rank and ﬁld
action.

The labor movement has taken the

first big step against its greatest intern—

al enemy. Not all its steps in the future
will be as firm as this one, and they will
not. all be in the right direction, The
worst mistake that socialists and pro-
gressives in the labor movement ‘could
make ‘at this moment, however, would
be to become confused and disoriented
about the meaning of the first steps the
labor movement is taking.

New Danger —
[Continued from puge 1)

What unions, for example, would be
affected by a law saying that secret,
demoeratic elections at least once in four
years had to be held. Not the UAW?
Not many other unions where democracy
in one degree or another exists. It would
make for a revolution in the Teamsters
union, however, and some other unions
whose activities are under the serutiny
of the McClellan committee.

These considerations, among others,
have served to slant the approach of the
Meany-Reuther forces on this difficult
question, and to take the tack of trying
to put through their kind of laws, ra-
ther than those proposed by the Eisen-
hower administration.

There is o very understandable division
of opinion In all circles ot the convention
on this question, with the exception of
the outright apologists of the Hoffa ma-
chine. For them, the slm;un “let the labor
movement alone,” means in proctice |et
the Hoffas alone.

In the context of the present political
climate this will hardly suffice as an ef-
fective answer. Here is a questiog
which mérits attention and discussion
in the ranks of the socialist movement,

f Y
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Sputnik and ICBM Demand a Political Answer But

Only One Weapon Is Banned:
A Real Offensive For Peace

This special issue of Challenge documents a fact which should be
beyond argument: that we desparately need a world-wide offensive for

peace.

The potential destruction of civilization is no longer the fantasy of
a science fietion writer. It is a conceivable future for the world. And in
this situation, the two major power centers; the United States and Rus-
gia, both act in an incredible fashion.’

In Moseow, Khrushchev announ-
ces the literally insane thesis that
World War III will result in a
Communist victory—as if the pre-
tended superiority of a social sys-
tem is a defense against ultimate
weapons. R
- In Washington, a government which
has heen shaken to the very core by the
appearance of Sputnik responds by a
new crash prosram—its answer to the
problem of peace is to build a stockpile
for war.

Sputnik and the Intercontinental Bal-
listics Missile have only focused a prob«
tem which has been with us for a decade:
the fact that we need o program, here
ond now, which can actually wage the
fight for peace; the fact that we need a
teng rﬁlgﬁ vision. and actions to go with
i'-h a method, not simply of aveiding im-

medicte holocaust, but of wachieving e
peaceful world as well.

As an immediate program we propose:
[}DEE:
o that the United States, immediately
and unilaterally, cease the testing of
atomic weapons;
& that-the United States give up on the
house of ecards called NATO, that it
withdraw all troops from Europe and
demand that the -Russians go through
with their promise (one should say,
bluff) to do the same;

» that the United States embark on a
political offensive aimed at aiding the
democratic revolutions which are taking
place throughout the world; and in par-
ticular, a program of massive aid to the
nations of the colonial revelution.

These are only the first steps of a much
longlr process, None of them are “social-
ist" demands, in the sense thot they re-

aided

quire a basic trensformation of Ameri-
can society before they canm fake place.
Yet if America would adopt them, that
very foct would signify an event of in-
calculable importance: a political re.
sponse to the threat of war, a democratic
response to the threat of totalitarian
Lommunism.

If, for -example, the United Stntea
were to cease testing atomic weapons
unilaterally, could the Russians con-
tinue testing them? We think not.

If, for example, in late October of last
year, America had anneunced the with-
drawal of troopz from Europe would this
have made the Russian slaughter of the
Hungarian Revolution infinitely more
difficult, perhaps even impossible? We
think so.

POLITICAL PROGRAM

If, for example, the United States
massively in the revelutionary
transformation of India into a thriving
democracy, would this deal a more tell-
ing blow to Communism in Asia than all
the paper forces of the Southeastern
Asian Treaty Organization put together?
Again, we feel that the answer is ob-
vious. : _

These moves have this i common: that
they constitude a political response to

"Know Your Enemy"—Some Facts and Figures About Horror

The H-Bombs are Over
America Now

A= thiz article js being written—and
at the moment when it is read—there are
bombers of the Strategic Air Command
in the United States and throughout the
world, armed ‘with hydrogen bombs,
ready to take off in fifteen minutes. That
is the offictal Government policy as an-
nounced hy the Defense Department and
reported in the New York Times on No-
vember 19, 1957.

For some time now, it has been the
stated policy of the North Athantic
Treaty Organization (NATO) that any

ussian attack upon Europe, even if with
conventional weapons, will be met by
American nuclear counterattack.

At the time-of the crisis over possible
American partieipation_in the Indechi-
nese war; there- was a faction in the
Pentagon, headed by Admiral Radford,

* which was for nuclear intervention.

" And in 1957, when the American fleet
in the Mediterranean maneuvered in sup-
port of the monarchy in Jordan, planes
were al the ready with nuclear weapons.

These arms, some soy, are like peoison
gos; ' their very effectiveness guarantees
that they will not be used. Yet we olnudy
know tho# we are on the brink of using
them, thot the SAC bombers are, at this
instant, prepared to launch H Bomb raids,
that NATO will respond to any attack with
such a sirafegy, that high officials in the
Americon Government have demonstrated
their readiness to use atomic weapons in
localized “brush-fire" wars. World War
111, if it comes, will be a total war. We now
know that beyend any doubt. And we can
assemble o picture of what this. means;
both teday in terms of the effect of radie-

tion through fallout, and tomorrow in an
actual war,

This article is a brief, sketchy presen-
tation of the known facts. It is dedicated
to the proposition that we must Know the
Enemy—the enemy of all mankind,
American, Ruossian, the enemy of all of
ns.

We know that “Any radiation is gen-
etically undesireable since any radiation
induces harmful mutations.” That is
from the Summary Reports of the ‘Na-
tional Academy of Sciences. Any radia-
tion is hagmful. But then, consider this
statement by Albert Schweitzer on April
23, 1957: “What this storing of radioac-
tive material implies is clearly demon-
strated by the observations made when,
at one occasion, the. radloauhwty of the
Columbia River in North America was
analyzed. The vadioactivity was caused
by the atomic plants at Hanford which
produce energy for industrial purposes,
and which empty their waste water into
t.he river.

“ANY RADI hﬂﬂl’l"

“The radioactivity of the river water
was insignifieant. But the radioactivity
of 'the rviver plankton was 2,000 times
higher, that of ithe ducks eating the
plankton;,-40,000 times -higher, that of the
fish 150,000 times higher. In young swal-
lows ifed on insects caught by their
parents in the. river, the radioactivity
was 500,000 times higher and in the egy
volks-of water hirds more than 1,000,000
times higher."

Or, there are the fizures of the Fed-
eration of Atomic Beientists. Today, the
level of Strontium 90 in-the human sys-

fem is 0,12 micro-mocrocuries per gram
of caleium. That is fairly well below the
level that is now thougﬁt ta be harmful
(keeping in mind the National Academy
of Sciences statement that any inerease is
bad). But if we look at children today,
we discover that the level of “Strontium
90 is three or four times the average. And
if bomb tests continue at their present
rate, in twelve years, the Strontium 90
ratio will rise from its 0.12 to a figure
somewhere between 4 and 8, that is a
percentage increase of around 5000 per
cent.

‘But there is still more evidence. Writing
in the Belletin of the Atomic Scientists, A.
Lquuam Chef de Service of the Ins#i-
lde Pasteur in Paris, hod this to say:

sanﬂsms are i;nﬂhd im raising .an
nlur- ‘over the danger that o notable in-
crease in general -radipactivity might
bring about far all living species, includ-
ing th__i_lmlm:m_ race. ... if this is true (as
many, radiobiologists admit), then the in-
crease in the frequn-c, of cnn:er will be
accentuated in the future as the result of
an ever grnwlhg mml-lnr of tum:ers caused
by radiations.”

Yet, the facts are not all in the realm
of the future. In a brilliant article by
Paul Jacobs in the May 16, 1957 Reporter,
it was indicated that one child, Martin
Bavdoli, may have died from lukemia as
a resilt of radiation. This child had the
misfortune to live in Warm Springs, Ne-
vada, near Lhe test site. The Atemic En-
ergy Commission denies that the tests
had anything to do with his-death,- but
as Jacobs points out, the: AEC does not

[Continued on page 4-Cl

; _On the other hand,

the threat of war, a democratic political
response, For wvs, that must be the core
of our policy.

We live in @ world of revolutionary
transformations, o world in which over a
billion pecple have won their political
independence in .o breathtokingly - shord
time. Thus for, the American ‘answer has
been ‘increasing reliance of military
strength and alliances with every reac-
tionary ond defender of the. stotus que
on the planet.

Thizs has not only resulted in gama
for Communism (the decade of Ameri-
can support to French imperialism in
Indochina not only ended in disaster;
it ‘had the impact of a recrniting cam:=
paign for Asian Gommumsm), but it
has_threatened the world with a war -ef
unthinkable destructive potentiality.

But, we are told by various defenders
of American po]:ey, we are achtevmg a
“balance of terror,” a situation in which
the very monstrousness of war_ will, act
as a factor for peace. Supporters of this
view must face two crucial questions,

First, will tervor “balance?” We il-
ready know, as.is documented elsewhers
in this issue, that America aImoat use&

probably prepared to do se in, Jgu:dan,
that the official NATO policy i5 to re-
spond to any kind of an attack with nu-
clear weapons. In shoit, we know that
the “balance” of terrvor is a precarious
thing, an unstable thing, and that just
one slip means a plunge into an abyss
of destruction. But even if this atgunient
is assumed to be uncompelling, a second
question remains,

FUTURE ON THE BRINK __

- Once this “balance” of terror is &t:':
tained (if it can be, which:is dubious),
what then? Is the world condemned to
an indefinite future on the brink-ef ex-
tinction? Or isn’t it true that even.the
theorists of a balancing terror -musé
think in terms of non-military alter:w-
tives? i
. These ideas are, obviously enough, rod:
ical. But so js the situation. And the re-
sponse of American soclety today is
tragically inadequate. Official liberalism
hgs ‘adopted the line of the cmsh-p.rn-.
gram. 1t has obandoned Ils oid eagph-};
upon aid programs. It new lIri-i up with
the redoubtable Dean Achnpn ‘who cu!ll
for o belt-tightening for lltfenu. i.q.. a
huge military effort whose cost is 1o be

borne by the great mass of the. mpf-‘

S —

; -
..L_,'
; _ ..,1-_':
|
.atomic weapons in Indochinas a ;‘}tat. it \wms—’w
£, 1]
|

even while the nrpornfinus grcw :ﬂ’cim--

ll the deing.

one seetion ﬂf
American liberalism is gropingtoward
g, political 'response. Buf- it has, yet to
:{ormulat.e a clear program, ev :hgu_gh
its instinctive reaction is all m&%l

It is to these people in parucular .,thaf.
we must now address a moxe ,‘bam
analysis,

“The threat of war:in the world.today
is not the function of evil conspirators
in the two major camps—an invention
of Wall Street plotters or of Kremlin
subverters. Rather, it comes from. far.
reaching social and political cayses.

American capitalism seeks to prgan-
ize the world its way, i.e., the capitalist

way, Because of this, 1ts allies are, to
say the least, imited. What can such a

poliey say to the masses of the colonial
revolution, that restless surge of the mily)

lons which everywhere is  battering

[Continued on page 4-C) . e
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They're Only Kidding with Our Lives

“Civil Defense” Is America’s

Grisly and Impractical Joke

Civil Defense in the United States is a terrible, grisly, costly joke.
This statement can be documented, point by point, from official

Government S0Urces.

‘Before Sputnik and before the Intercontinental Ballistics Missile

- (ICBM), the Civil Defense set up was already almost totally ineffective.

In the mock attack of July 12, 1957, the official estimates were that 50°

This was based upon the assumption
of -a nuclear attack, followed the
Civil Defense instructions to the
letter.

The scientist member of the
Atomi¢ Energy Commission, Dr,
Willard Libby, testified before the Holi-
field Committee of Congress that the
explosion of a Hiroshima-type bomb at
8,000 feet would kill 30 per cent of all
humans -within its radius even if all
of them were protected by a foot of
concrete. It should be remembered that

. in - current military parlance, the Hiro- -

shima-type bomb is now a “nominal”
wedpon, and is considered as effective

~in tactice!l (air support to land military

operations) strategy.

But——all this was before sputnik and
before the ICBM. Now all these amaz-

. million people would have been killed and 50 million seriously wounded.

that everybody, in the midst of panic

ing estimates of the total ineffective-
ness of Civil Defense must be multiplied
a hundred thousand times.

For instance, the United States has
poured millions and millions of dollars
into two security metworks: the Distant
Eorly Warniag line (DEW), a rodar grid
to warn of the approach of enemy planes.
and SAGE (the military communications
network). Today, these projects cam more
or less be written off. They are worthless,
because they have been made obsolete.
Before fhe anncuncement of the Russian
possession of sputnik and the ICBM, the
Holifield CommiHee was told that both
of these defense systems will be obsolete
in the case of the ICBM.

The Distant Early Warning system
was predicated on the assumption that

Roo ted Deep

% oscu FINE

The Shortage of Scientists

The Crisis In Education

In Our Life

+——As Sputmk T makes ready to plunge to its fiery: death on reentering
the atmosphere back here on terra (American Sector), the eggheads and

their fellow travellers are emerging

from their cellars and filling the air

with vigorous and self-rightous cries. If five years ago McCarthy had the

public casting wary and hostile glances at the “communist ridden” uni-

versities, today that same public is
protect -them from the evil eye in
the sky. It is clear that with the
new atmosphere of crash programs
many billions will come pouring
from Washington in the mnext
peripd. The various journals are
filled with articles by and about scien-

~tists, educators ete, in which the over-

whelming emphasis i§ on the need to
change the public’s attitude toward sci--

. entists and basic research; the need to

revamp our educational system to turn
out massive numbers of scientists; the
sieed fo put lots more money into basic
yesearch, and cateh up with the Russians.

. SOCIAL BASIS

Let ug put aside for a moment the

“military flavor of the current panic, and

take up the broader social question of the
role and status of science in these United
A strong undercurrent in the
flood of arficles has been a grudging
_admiration for the Russians dictatorial
freedom from democratic pressures, elec-
tions, ete.; and its ability to “get things:
done.” The incomparably greater rela-
tive investment of the Russian rulers
into. education and secientific research-of
all kinds is undoubtedly done without
'giving the Russian people any say so.
However, if there is one area in which
the government there has wide support,
it is in just this investment.—though
this is not extended to the corresponding
huge investment in heavy and war in-
dustry as against consumer goods which
is responsible for their'abominable Jiving

+ standards.

_When “Clean H-Bomb” Dr. Teller

_, speaks of the Russian youngsters aspir-

ing to become scientists in the same way
that American bobbysoxers Hream bf
becoming movie stars, his comments on

. the lack inherent in a demnocracy be-

sgome Judicrous. The American public's
attitude toward scientists.and basic re:

— gearch flow not from our democracy, but

looking to the scientific eggheads to

from a money and gadget oriented value
system that has taken a hundred years
to flower.

It is not too qualitatively different from
that toward their counterparts in liter-
ature, social science and the arts. “Those
who cam, do. Those who can’t teach.” Or
paint. Or write poetry. Or make theories.

The image of the ineffectual, beglassed
and myopic bookworm flows from the
deep-rooted adulation of the “successful”
man,—the one with the big bank account.
The proud mother's boast, “My son is o
doctor!", or an engineer, is about his fi-
nancial standing; certainly not about his
greaf and idealistic contribution to humaon-
ity, though this may be tossed out as a con-
versational gambit. Thus the alienated re-
action to the strange individual who isn't
porticularly Interested in money. Thus
Einstein's advice to the young man seek-
ing a career in America, "Be a plumber."”
It is this attitude that discourages young
people from a scientific career. Take the
easy way o money.. Study of sciehce cer-
tainly isn't easy, Given o money oriented
valve system (Marx colled it the "cash
nexus"), hoew can government policy modi-
fy these attitudes?

What is it that is at the root of the
popular distrust. of the scientist, the
“ineffectual’” academician, the “subver-
sive” intellectual? This attitude does not
necessarily flow from the capitalist sys-

tem or from demoecracy. One need only-

look at Europe, where the status of the
egghead is incomparably superior to that
here. But it is historically related to the
unbridled development of eapitalism in
this country, where it was free to create
its own traditions and attitudes. In Eur-
ope, the mundané bourgeois was only
able to wrap and twist a cultural strue-
.ture that ‘was built on the foundation of
centuries, The respect and admiration in
wide sectors of the European people for
“robility of mind,” the worth of knowl-

[Confinued on page 4-Cl

it would enable the United States to
have a three to four hour warning in
the case of enemy air attack. Under
present conditions, a foreseeable ICBEM
attack reduces that margin to three or
four minutes, and this only if the missiles
are picked up. Under the old conception
of the three to four hour warning, it
was conceded by the government that
the overwhelming majority of the urban
inhabitants of the United States could
be evacuated. The Holifield Committee—
and this, in the good old days before the
ICBM—branded the evacuation pro-
grams then in operation as weak and
ineffective., The dommittee stated that,
under the old conditions, there was mot
provision for sufficient advance warn-
ing. It finally judged . the evacuation
policy to be “dangerously shortsighted."”
Neote, that these estimations are not
from radicals or -soeialists. They are
the work of the Subcommittee on Mil-

itary Operations_of the House on Gov-’

ernment Operations of the UmtEd

States Congress.
CIVIL DEFENSE IS A FARCE

But now, the scandalous inadequacy
of Civil Defense of the pre-ICBM era
looks like a time of comparative safety.
Before the Russians unveiled sputnik
(that is, in a period when the official
sources continually under-estimated the
advance of rocket technology), it was
thought that an ICBM could travel from
Moscow to Chicago in half an hour.

Today, we are in possession of the
fuller truth. Sputnik crosses the United
States 7 times a day ot a speed of 18-
000 miles per hour. it mohkes the distance
between Detrolt and Washington in one
minute. And, reported | the New York
Times, "It is said of the forthcoming
satellite (the -u;! one) that it can be

made not only ¥o very its proximity to'

earth but alse to open at a given time,
release its loand, -close again and con-
tinue on Its _set cowrse. , . "

Civil Defense was thus a farce before
the advent of ICBM and sputnik. Rep-
resentative Martin Griffiths of the Gov-
ernment Operations Committee called it

ess” even in those days and -an-
ticipated one hundred million dead in a
one night attack.

NO DEFENSE

Today, Griffiths, fears appear to be
conceived in optimism. All of the ad-
vantages of the Distant Early Warning
System and the SAGE network, which
were & part of calculations in the “old”
days, have been wiped out. These sys-
tems, or at least the DEW apparatus,
will have a social usefulness equal to
that of the pyramids in the near future,
They are set up to deal with the old
fashioned type of war which was only
fought with fire-bombs, “nominal” nn-
clear weapons (87,000 dead in Hiro-
shima) and jet aircraft.

In short, Civil Defense as it is present-
ly constituted—all of those®exercises,
all of that money, the yearly sport of
jailing a dozen pacifists or so for non-
campliance—is unreal, it is a trick played
upon the American people, a boondoggle.

What are the alternatives?

Professor Teller, the atomic scientist
who achjeved a certain noteriety by at-
tacking Oppenheimer and who has fol-
lowed this early reputation up by win-
ning renown as éne of the most bellicose
of American scientists, hos loang been an
advocate of underground shelters. In
May of 1957, he discussed the feasibility
of building shelters for 1,000 people each.
But these were predicated on an assump-
tion as to warning time which is now
thoroughly obsolete: Teller's plan- would
require a fiffeen minute warning before
attack. That, as we have pointed out, is
no longer in the cards. A satellite with
directional machinery to dump o hydrogen
warhead, or an ICBM, Is somewhat more
punctual.

But there is still another problem
when one speaks of the underground
city as the defemse to nuelear attack:

1 be killed in surprise nuclear attack

.Russia. Nowhere,

cost. The Holifield Committee estimated
that it would cost 18 billion_dollars to
shelter 87 million urban Americans. Paul
Steinbecker, Civil .Defense Executive in
St. Louis, Missouri, pushed that ante up
a bit. His figure was: $47,%510,000 non to
shelter an urban population, Accurdmg
to Steinbecker, the lower estimates cover
Monday to Friday during working hours
when city populations are conceatrated
down town. His calculation was based
on actual “protection’ twenty four hours
a day.

WARNING VANISHES '

For these reasons, we can now say thot
it is empirically, factually demonstrated
that there is ne Civil Defense. There is o
great investment in equipment and plans

which are rapidly becoming obsclescent

(if they are not already obsolete); there
is a great deal of public relations hokum;
there are those onnual jokes. the Civil
Defense Tests—but there is no safety
from enemy attack.

So far we have been talking of Amer-
fea. A word is in order about Russia.
Nikita Khrushchev, the leader of the
Russian Communists, recognizes all
these facts with regard to America. But
he continues to assert that a third nu-
clear war will destroy capitalism and
leave Communism wvictorious. And yet,
all of the facts and figures which we
have cited make it plain that what is
involved is the annihilation of the world,
or at least of the centers of industry and
civilization, Russia ineluded. American
military technology may be lagging be-
hind the Russians, but there iz no reason
to assume that the United States cannot
deliver hydrogen warheads to Moscow
and Leningrad. Khrushchev’s intimation
that the “superiority” of his social sys-
tem will be a defense against American
missiles is, in this context, ludierous,

There iz no Civil Defense in America
—and there iz no Civil Defense in Rus-
sia. There is no Civil Defense anywhere
in the world.

NO PLACE TO HIDE i
In this article, we will not .attempt

. to discuss the kind of response which

this situation demands. That is covered
elsewhere in. this special issue of Chal-
{enge.. Suffice it to be said.here:that:the
“facts. on military technology and Civil

Defense now demonstrate that there is

On March 12, before the era-.of
sputnik and ICBM began,. Val Peter-
son, Civil Defense Administrator, told
a Congressional Committeé . that 98
per cent of the urban population may

nnless there is an gnormous shelter
program. With the shelter program—
his cost estimate was 22 billion dol-
lars—perhaps 60 per cent of the ur-
ban population eould be saved. But
then, the Admiral noted that there
would be millions of casualties des-
pite all Civil Defense efforts.

This was in the “old days" before
technological “developments made all
this hopeful talk of saving 60 per
cent of the urban population as obse-
lescent as the entire Civil Defense
Program.

~

no place to hide anywhere on _the
planet, that the only real defense against
a nuclear World War III is . . , peace.

In summary:

_ Government sources, at their optimis-
tie best and before the announcement
about sputnik and ICBM, made it plain
that the optimism effectiveness of Civil
Defense included a figure of one hun-
dred million dead in a single attack—
that is, over half of the people of Amer-
ica wiped oot.

This had gaused an official agency of
the government, the Holifield Committee,
to brand the wheole Civil Defense scheme
as "ineffective™ the notion of evacuation

s "dangerously shortsighted."”

" Now these are old estimations, The
three to four hour warning has disap-
peared. The three to four minute warn-
ing is the reality. The one minute
“warning” is a possibility. The non-ex-
istant shelters, which will never be built,
wouldn’t work anyway.

Civil Defense is a grisly joke. There
is no place to ‘hide., Not here. ?:."ot.in
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E Wllen Some of Our Liberals Go to War

“Vital Center" FaIIs Apart As

putnik Splits the Liberals

By GEORGE POST

The fact that the Russians have suceessfully launched two earth
satellites has succeeded at least in touching off the beginnings of a split
in the liberal-Democratic Party ranks, between the orthodox cold-war
liberals and party loyalists, and the more advanced Left Liberals, While
this split has by no means been consciously understood nor has it, of °
course, been consummated, the fict that it is beginning is encouraging.

And what is of major interest is
te observe the complete vacuous-
ness, cheap opportunism, and ina-
bility to pose a real alternative of
the orthodox cold-war liberals.

. It must firest be stated bluntly and
~baldly that the leading cireles of Ameri-
ean capitalism, both the right-wing of
Wilson and Dulles, and the “left-wing”
of the. orthedox ecold-war liberals and
Democratic Party leaders, have dis-
played . their own .inability to meet the
challenge -of Russian totalitarianism.
They are the directors of a cabpitalist
system . whose ability' for imaginative
thinking and action is becoming for the
most part, only a thing of the historical

- past. The orthodox liberal press displays

this same intellectual and political ma-
laise in its “response” to the laumching
of sputnik and muttnik. While Dulles
fulminates about “to the brink of war,”
“liberation,” and “massive retaliation,”
what imaginative and adequate solutions
and policies do-the orthodox liberals of-
fer?

LIBERALS MOVE RIGHT

The New Republic hos followed the pol-
icy of, on the one hand, opposing & mili-
tary-foreign policy based “exclusively"
on the hydrogen and otomic bombs be-
couse such o policy would mean that
“'small wars" and Korean-like "police
measures” would no_longer be possible,
‘fhat’ the ‘United States would ‘be unable
#o wage anything buf global atomic war.,
On the other hand they are for o wide
array of "tactical” arms, from the devel-
opment of the various missiles, operations
al, of course,  to “small" - "tactical™ nu-
clear weapons. The program that they
have supporfed has been essentially that
proposed last spring by a subcommittee
of the Senote Armed Services Committee
headed by Senator Stuart Symington.
This program hos twe major differences,
only one reol, from that of a reliance
upon the hydrogen bomb—it is the more
expensive program, the Democrats being
distinguished from the Republicans by
their willingness to spend more money,
and it is supposedly "less dangerous.”

In this spirity in September of this
year, the New REepublic belittled the
achievements of the Russian’s successful
test of the first Inter Continental Bal-
listic Missile: They were worried about
the possible propaganda victory for the
Russians and they were worried that
“the announcement (by the Russians)
may stir Congress to insist upon furs
ther distortion of our defense programs
in the direction of exclusive dependence
upon the “deterrence of threatened total
war.” On October 7, they again returned
to the theme and opposed ‘‘deterrence,”
“brinkmanship,” and “puclear war."”
They favored *. .. a national strategy that
is more moderate and modest than de-
terrence,” although they did not specify
of wha’ such a strategy would consist.

RUNNING VERY SCARED

And then sputnik hit and withont miss-
ing a step and without realizing- that
they had turned in anether direction,
the New "Republicans (differing “from
the Eisenhewer Republicans only by the
fact that they voted for Democrats with
the same program as Ejsenhower) de-
manded the “kind of defense we need,
regardless of eost”” and attacked the
Republican administration and FEisen-
hower and the Bureau of the Budget for
their unwillingness to spend the kind
of money needed in-the cold war. The
next week they mused about the need
for a reaction to sputnik but did not
really -specify what kind of reaction.
Then Laika-the-Space-Dog was sent off
on his fatal -journey into outer space

and the floodgates of hysteria on the
New Republic were let down. No more
discussions of “a national strategy that
is more moderate and modest than de-
terrence” but rather the excited ery,
in the November 4th issue, “We must
run scared because it is the only way we
can put up a respectable race” Amd
then they went on .to extoll the virtues
of -spending &nd. more: spending, appeal-
ing to the Holy Spirit of the first Atomic
Bomb.

From the New Republic we move %o Iis
slicker and more widely read rival, The
Reporter. Here the orray of profundities
dished out by publisher Max Ascoli is
stoggering. On, September 19, 1957, As-
coli comments upon the first announce-
ment of the Russion ICEM. His comment
folls in the caotegory of "If You Have
Nothing Else fo Say, Blame it on the Tri-
bal Scopegoat, Eisenhower.” He wrote:

“But it iz not reassuring to think
that, at best, the game will go on
indefinitely, with bigger and bigger
chips thrown on the table —a game
that we started and from which we
cannot conceiveahly drop out. Move-
over, it is exvactly at this time that
the dnstitution designed for the su-
preme guidance of our country—the

Presidency—ig being put in mothballs.”

Thus the article ends, having pointed

= to the Cause of Evil and thereby avoid-

ing all analysjs or: thought.

. "THANK YOU SPUTNIK" . yy

And -then Ascoli heard the Voice of
Sputnik beep-beeping throughout the
land. And the Reporter responded with
the same. hysteria, the same demand for
more spending on arms development, and
the same kind of meaningless, exhora-
tory prose az the New Republic. On Oec-
tober 31, Asceoli in an essay of muddled
hysteria titled “Thank You Sputnik” de-
clared, “It is good to know that the
effort required of our nation is a defi-
nite one, and that every day, every hour,
counts.” He too was running scared and
he too was calling for a national tight-
ening of the belts in ordér to spend more
on the development of ballistics missiles
and the whole range of arms. He ended
the essay with the following bit of jar-
gon . . leaders of tomorrow, irre-
spective of party, must be sought out
and given the chance to become known
and experienced so that we may emerge
from the present peril and the present
rut. We have heen jolted hard, and that
is ver¥ good indeed, for nobody can de-
feat us but ourselves.” Sounds pretty,
but what does it ever mean?

TROUBLESOME DISTIHCTIDN-S

Commonweal magazine, often more
honest than the other liberal journals,
displays much of the problem of the bet-
ter left-liberals on the whole issue of
armoments. Thus, in the spring and sum-
mer of this year they vacilloted between
opposing nuclear tests becouse of the
dangers of rodicactive follout and sup-
porting such fests because without them
"small toctical atomic weapons™ could
not be developed, which would leave us
in the situation "in which the only wea-
pon avdiloble 'to us is the fotal weapon,
to ‘be used in total war." Atomic Energy
Commission member Thomas Murray con-
vinced them of the necessity of continued
nuclear tests. AY one point in the edi-
torial opposing the suspension of atomic
fests, Commonweal admitted parentheti-
cally "A couple of troublesome points are
the distinction between o 'small' nuclear
wéapon, and a lorger one, and the classi-
fication of warfare as ‘conventional’ when
nuclear weapons are used at all.™ Of
course, this is more than a "froublesome”
point, becouse. if there is no reol distine-
tion, then their entire position in support

of continued tests collapses. But this ma-
jor problem is reduced to a "troublesome
point" which does nat in any way influence
their major argument,

Commonweal in the matter of defense
and armaments has always resorted to
., viewing the situation as being in reality
a Gordian knot—and always deciding to
cut it in favor of spending more money
on defense and armaments. Thus in an
essay on such governments as Jordan
and Laos, which they acknowledge to be
totalitarian, feudal, and about whose
ability under any circumstances to con-
tribute to the “defense of the free world”
they have considerable doubts, Com-
monwenl declares'that the situatiom is
“complicated” and chooses to send them
arms and aid beeause “the Ameriean
defense horizon has widened.”

AMBIGUITY RESOLYVED

And so when Sputniks I and IT began

to secompany the moon around the earth,
Commeonweal was ready with The Poin-
tics of I Told You Bo: *. ., for years
magazines like this one ha\re said that
budget-cutting .imperiled eur national se-
curity and that of the free world .
On November 8 and November 15, they
returned to this theme and ealled for
tightening of belts, facing facts, and
spending more money on the develop-
ment of satellites, the TCBM, and other
weapons, “Americans,” they declared,
“must gird themselves for a much more
intense rstage in a worldwide struggle.”
They did add that the United States
should spend more on economic aid, par-
ticularly in a period in which the Rus-
sians have the tactical and propagandis-
tie advantage.

What is significant to note is that with
the exception of some casual comments
about the need for more economie aid to
under-developed: countries, without spe-
eifying anything about. the -nature -of
such aid, all three of these leading lib-
eral journals reacted to sputnik enly by
calling for more money on the develop-
ment of satellites, the ICBM, other wea-
pons, and technical education. None of
them thought it a time to sit down and
try to think through the entire problem
of meeting Russian fotalitarianism, none
of them allowed themselves to guestion
the basic lines of American foreign
policy. "

But the left-liberals, most of them Oid
Time Liberals, have begun to gquestion,
have begun to lock in another direction
than military weapons. Thus the Progres-
sive mogazine, in its October issue (put
out before the launching of spuinik, under
the impetus of an evaluation of the Mid-
die-East Crisis and their belief that the
Bagdhad Pact had strengthened the Rus-
sian position in the orea, deplored the
fact thot "Dependence on military ‘alli-
ances and hond outs of. military eid, and
on arregant insistence thot other notions
join our anti-Communist front or suffer
the consequences, remain the heart of .
American foreign policy despite the
mounting evidence that this emphasis de-
feats our own purpose ond plays squarely
into Communist hands.” They welcomed
spuinik in the following issue betause
they hoped it would jar the United States
from its smugness and anti-intellectualism,
might further the notion that public wel-
fare is "at least as Important as private
welfare,” may help end the witch-hunat,
might get federal aid #o educotion and
scholarships for -those who cannot offord

L]

1o pay for a college education, and mighe
make the United States muu humble In
the world.

On November 15 a.group of leadmﬁ
pacifist, socialist, and left liberal leads
ers place:i an advertisement in-the New
York Times in behalf of the National

Sk T

Committee for a Sane Nuclear Policy. -

This group was led by such figures as =

Norman Cousins, editor of the Seturday
Review, and a leading World- Federalist,
the Reverend Henry Hitt Crane, Rob-

ert Gilmore of the AFSC, the Reverend

Donald Harrington and the Reverend
Homer Jack, Clarence Pickett of the
AFSC, and Norman Thomas. There is
nothmg surprising in this, for these are
those who have been the bulwark of the:
pacifist and anti-war movements in the
United States.

THE LEFT LIBERALS
What is startling and encuuragmg i

iE

i, MRS B =

the inciusion on the list of “signers of =

such leading liberals as John Hersey,
Robert Nathan, National Chairman,
Americans for Academic Action, James
G. Patton, President of the National
Farmers Union, and Mrs, Eleanor Roose-
velt.-While socialists may have eriticisms
of the details of the proposals, it is
encouraging that one group of liberals
did not blindly react to sputnik hy call-
ing for an intemsification of the arms
race. This may well be their majur s.ﬁeg
away from cold-war militarism- and to-
ward a progressive democmtxc forexgn
policy.

At least one aegment of the hbard

world has gone even further. The New, |

'_/'

York Post has been running a series oi
splendid editorials which call for.a basic

. reevaluation of American foreign pﬂllcy

and engages in basic criticism of the
Democratic Party National Cnmm:tbbe
and of the Demoeratic Advisory: Coun-

cil, the voice of the Stevensonian libers |
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als within the party. For example, the .
editorial of November 18, states that .

the statements of the Democratlc Ad-
visory Council “continue to be disap-
pointing,"” that they are “uninspired and
unoriginal.” It deplores. the fact that
the Democrats beat the ~war _drums,
Wechsler wrote:

- the real weakness of the Presi-
d‘snts responge to recent events has
been his overwhelming .emphasis-on.._
accelerated military “programs.. The

" Demacratic indictment duplicated that
fmlure “Democrats Seek Greater Ur-
gency in U.S. Ams Plans,” swid The
Times headline in an acourate charac-
terization of the main thrust of the
manifesto [of the Democratic Advis-
ory Couneil], The. trutk is that it ig’
pelitically safe, easy and inexpensive -
to beat the preparedness drum,

The great danger now 1is that our
new national obzession with mthtary
matters will divert us from the infi-,
nitely wmore complicnted political and,
economic challenges we face in Eura,ps
and Asia. The parallel denger is. that
mdﬂury panic will give the diehard
enemies of domestic reform an. excuse
for slashing all budgets not directly
related to the rocket exercises.
Wechsler concludes that we should

take o “fresh look not only at .our mili=

tary establishment, but ot American fors
eign policies. He questions our entire Far

Eostern policy and its "ritualistic ﬁdelitr

to Chiong,” “our preoccupation with the
military revival of West German;” the,.

adequacy of our economic program I-, .

Asia, and the refusal to suspend demh
tests.

This, we hope, is only a beginning. It
is hoped that Wechsler will push his
analysis further and that in so doing heé
will bring along with him the vest of
the left-liberals.and, as well, the labor
movement, which so- far has beén either -
quiet on this issue, or has utlhzed- it to.
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gain more armaments ctmtracts fors ="

industry to offset the general :ecessmn

in the economy,
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Socialism and the Intellectuals
December 15—INTELLECTUALS AND THE WORKINGCLASS
December 22—MIDDLE CLASS ANXIETY AND THE MOVIES ‘
December 29—THE INTELLECTUAL AS A REBEL L -
January 5—MASS CULTURE AND THE INTELLECTUALS | 70

Sunday Evenings at 7:30
114 'W. 14th Street,
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I"OU NG SOCMHST CHALLENGE
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{Continued from page 1-C)

; against the old rule of imperialism, that

is, against world capitalism? What can
it say. to the workers of the advanced
éomunes, almost all of whom are dedi-
¢ated to a socialist transformation of
soclety?
;. In a most revealing editorial in the
November 18, 1957, Life Magazine, Mr.
Henry Luce candldly tells us, “The
1.8, economy, cradled in a century of
pratectionism, has become so huge and
rong that it must now look to an ex-
panding world market for its own con-
tinged expansion.”

This is a line remarkably deficient in
sappeal . to- the colonial masses. It ex-
plains to us why the camp of the “free
world” has relied upon its Chiangs and
Franeo’s its Bao Dai’s and Syngman
Rhee’s.

. What does this mean in immediate
terms? It means that the true utopian-
jsm of 1957 is to fiddle around with the
major American parties, both of which
are.committed to this fundamental policy.

A POLITICAL REALIGNMENT

' If meens that o radical shift in foreign
ﬁu‘!lw requires o rodical shift on the do-
ﬁieific scene—which is to say, political
realighment, the struggle for a party

. based on, America's organized workers,

#fs farmers, its white collar masses, and
‘fiot, as is the case with the Republican
and-the Democrats, upon various sections
of o ruling class whose self-interest com-
‘wmits ' 4o @ reactionary, military re-
sponse to @ far-reaching political prob-
Jem.

t ' But if this seems too extreme, then
we =zay: go ahead with the old liberal
Hine,_ fight within the Democratic Party

i far a political program for peace. We

crare-firmly convinced that the experience
Avill be a sober and a disillusioning one,

that it will lead, in terms of realism, to

the “unrealistic" approach which we have
ed.

And then there is Russia. For many,

E ﬂze launching of Sputnik, the anhdunce-
_ment of the FCBM, the statistics on edu-
- eation,~preve. that this society is ‘“pro-
o+ gressive,” that it should be supported -as

a way to peace.

o Yety think . for a moment. Sputnik is
in & sense the very best example of the
callous, anti-human poliey of the Rus-

{Continued from page 2-C)
Bdgé and artistic achievement for its
own sake are ravely reflected in this
mntr},

“"Ta the extent that science has eap-
rbured the imagination and respect of
the American people, it has been the
technical gadgets that have sold them.
But the ‘technician, the engineer, the
pract:enl gadgeteer inventing new won-,
ders in his cellar workshop ave very dif-
ferent animals from the strang'e and
dlien ‘Hinstein whom “only nine men in
the world can understand.” (An abso-
lately mistaken popular notion.) The

only thing that has made these mysteri-

ous &nd suspect men partially acceptable
Have ‘been the weapons that admittedly

- could not have come ywithout basic re-
search, and the pictures of the enormous.

seigntific machines they nge. (“If it costs
ﬂme-h 4t must be important.”)

“Any-highly industriclized economy must’

wiilize vast-numbers of technicians. Our
Mumw mployn most of these

people direcily in' production itself, or in’
‘. #he-continiol redesigning of standard pro-’
ducts,os highly “skiled workers. Since

Worid War 11 it has cdded on emormous
engineering staff which it has ireated in_
d similar way. At one time the engineer

was o part of moenagement, and every -

mier could look forward to rising in o
few years to o new status, .

! Today he has in fact hecome hut*a
skilled workey, and the formation of en-
gineering unions has followed. These
tqf,hﬂ:cal skills are -hard at work on con-
Sumer oriented gadgetry like the “31:‘

" Buick and the “swept wing”
odze, for that iz where the biggest
profits are to be found.-The companies
also have discovered that some vesearch
is worthwhile; it ‘can produce new pro-
diets and insure them against being
made obsolete by mew products turned

Fight For Peace—— _

sian ruling class. Here is a n.atian whiech
cannot house its people, whose agricul-
ture is, by the admission, of the Kremilin,
at- Czarist levels in various departments.
And now it has a Sputnik and an ICEM
to testify to the power of its rulers,

The Russian people's participation jn
the foys of Sputnik and the ICBEM are
vicarious: they paid for them by the
sweat of their brow and no one asked
them if that was their choice, if they
wanted @ huge missiler program instead
of living space, o ‘moon instead of a
house.

.« Every time the Russian rulers boast
of their tremendouns strides in industrial-
ization, they boast of their skill at ex-
ploitation—of extracting more and more
of the surplus product .of scciety for
their enormous pm]ects of denying the
people a fair share in what they have
produced.

- -But the argument need not be pitched
at such an academic level. Russia did
not simply march in Hungary and mur-
der a socialist revolution in cold bloed.
It has constantly announced that it en-
visiong World. War II- as a possible
means of national policy, it has made
the fantastic statement alluded to be-
fore: that Werld War III will lead to
the victory of Communism.

THREAT TO PEACE

. We say, nensense. World War [II will
lead to the defeat of mankind, and, any
“statesman’ who can base his policy on
any other.premise is a threat to peace.

. Amervican eapitalism wants to ovgan-
ize the world its way, the capitalist way;
Russian Communism wants to organize
the world #s way, the totalitarian Com-
munist way. :

This is'the basic source of the threat to
world peace, As leng as these $wo exploit-
ive power systems remain in existence,
World War IH is always a possibility, To
win peace—as distinguished from the ab-
sence of war—means to. remove the
causes . of war. And in terms of the long
run vision, we see the only way out for
mankind in #he triumph of & new alterna-
ﬂu. of democratic minlil-

*Already, there is'tremendous evidence
that vevolutionary, democratic and, as
in Hungary, socialist movements are
present inside of the Communist camp.
Ameriea'’s reaction to this huge fact has

s B

heen one of , politit.al impct.ence We

do ‘not sdvmate sending™ trwps orarms

to a Hungarian Reéyolution; we do advo-
cate a political respornse, such as begin-
ning the withdrawal of American troops
from Europe and making it difficult, if
not impossible, for the Russians to carry
out the murderous invasion.

We. have heard of “i—:m'h._;atiqn"-;f-;on;l
the right; and of a policy of -waiting for
Russia to change from liberals like
George Kennan. We 'counterpose to these
ideas the notion of a.political offensive
to aid the people in their revolt against
Communist totalitarianism,

. CRASH PROGRAM "SECURITY"

In the Western camp, the system of
military alliances is now showing itself
to be a house of cards. NATO, that eap-
stone of a decade of policy, is rent by in-
ternsl crisis. We can withdraw into the
false, menacing “security” of crash-pro-
gramism—or we can take l:he offensive
for peace.

Peace, that is the radical problem bes
fore us. I+ will not be achieved in o
gipnt step, and we do not think that we
have a pot “enswer." Yet this we da
know: that peace will not be_ won in the
way America is moving.

The . challenge is  radical—and the
crash program is a retreat’into the phony,
lulling theory of a balancing tervor.
Such an attitude cannot be the basis of
g struggle for peace. It can only con-
tinue to threaten us with war,

" In such a situation, our radicalism,
our immediate demands and our social-
ist vision of the fight for peace, may be
utopian, but it continues in its unreal
realism, attempting to build a stock-
pile which, like the great ship Titanic,
will provide “safety” in a world of on-
paralieled turbulence.

Thus it is that we say that we must
cease testing the Bomb, withdraw Amer-
ican troops from Europe, and turn posi-
tively toward a world in revolution—in
short that we must respend politically,
democratically to the .challenge :eof “wan
and peace. Thus it'is that we say that
the ultimate victory, the peace of the
world, will be won, if it can be won,
through a war on the causes of war,
through democratic socialism.

in Education ——

out by a competitor: But this kind -of sci-
entific work has no direct relationship to
their market; r.he;. £an u,nl} guess at how
raueh to spend in an even wilder way
than they do for advertising. And even
when they employ the queer duck long-
hairs, their attitude toward basic re-
search is still shown in the remarks of
Charles E. Wilson that hasic research
is “when you don't knew what you are
doing.”
« The bulk .of the money geing into sci-
When a Ph.D. leaves scademia for in-
dustry, it is usually with-the clear knowl-
edge that he is prostituting himself for the
bucki :and those of ability who are so ori-
ented soon find their way inte administra-
tive and sales -posts where the really big
money is to be found. The-secrecy sur-
rounding all direct government work, par-
ticulally: the Inability to talk about it or
publish their work, acts @s a very sirong
deterrent on scientists who-take pride in
their wark, despite the lure of the big
machines that would: then be at their dis-
posal.. The wmiinds . s#lll -cluster
dground .the universities on moderate sala-

riesd: with .almost all <sesearch -monies -

caming from the crumbs of relatively pidd-

~ling-government contracts;—fer the armed

services,

Certainly the billions are on their way
from Washington. There will be more
seience scholarships both from industry,

- which has-been_ feeling the shorvtage of

technieal personnel for some years, and
divectly from the government, and a
heavy propaganda campaign conducted
among ‘high scheol students—perhaps
even in the grade schools. But unless
careers in pure science hecome associated
with the kind of finanecial - cum - social
standing that only the businessman and
nranager today have, it is hard fo see
mothers nrging their children towards a

teaching career, adopting a warm atti-
tude to the Einsteins and Oppenheimers.
Why is this unlikely in America today?

The university is bound to get some of
this money, but by all bets it will still be
relatively piddling. For every dollar that
wil net them a new student for science
and truly basic research, count a hun-
dred or a thousand that holds that label
and will wind op elsewhere, But don’t
worry unduly. Our military machine will
manage to limp along, and even if the
Russians can clobber us faster and more
efficiently in that war our might is pre-
venting, we can always manage get
back with at least a couple of cobalt
bombs on the few percent of jet bombers
that can penetrate the best defensive
curtain imaginable; and they ean wipe
out life on the whole Eurasian land mass.

Be reassured, we're safe.

- Unwerried
“hy this speciar issue of Ci:laj_lengﬂ?
““Then don"t
_write to. the Yomng Socialist League
114 W. 14th Street, N. Y., for informa-

.tion on_how to put. action behind the
.ideas on peace in these pages.

Don't join with us on the campuses
throughout America in broad socialist |
clubs who speak with the voice of
demoeratic socialism,

And don't complain to us if you're
blown to bits.

P.S.

Worried ? Write today to YSL.
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The H Bombs-

{Continued from page 1-C|

«ative power systems remain in existance,

really know how much radioactivity he
was exposed to!

“In short, today, here and now, zhe
testing of nueclear weapons is a demonr
stratable danger to the world. The pre-
cise guality of the threat has not been
charted, partically because much of thé
evidence is cloaked in secrecy by the
AEC. As Albert Schweitzer put it in his
April 23 statement, “Nene of the radio-
actity of the air, brought into existance
by the exploding of atom bombs is se
unimportant that it may not, in the Iong
run, become a danger to-us through in-
cleasmg the amount of radioactivity
storied in our bodies. . . ."

" That is the danger in the present: in-
crease of cancer, lukemia, genetic muta-
tion. But the future is even more mon-
strous in its nuclear bhomb potentialities.-
The A and H Bombs are measured in
“Kilotons” (*Kt,” a unit egual in explo-
sive power to 1000 tons of TNT) and
“Megatons” (“Mt," a unit equal to 1,-
000,000 tons of TNT). The old-fashioned
A Bomb dropped on Hiroshima and Nag=
asaki had a strength of only 20 kilotons,
‘the-range of total destruction was a"half
a mile; of moderate: destruetion toheavy
damage, five miles. The bombs now in
existence—and presumably resting at
this moment in the bomb-bay of an SAC
plane—have a power of 40t megatons, and
the radius of complete destruction is now
fifty wiles. Last year when a group of
pacifists staged a protest at the Nevada
test site, they were told that the bombs
under testing were “nominal.” When
asked what that meant, they were told
that they were of the power of the Hiro-
shima bomb, now one of the smallest
units in the range of nuelear armaments,

Of course,' even these figures are some-
what mild, for they leave out the potential-
ity of the Cobalt Bomb—the C Bomb. A
present type H Bomb which would be
cased in cobalt couid, given proper wind
conditions, render a major portion of the
.entire United States uninhabiteble. The
fantastic progression goes something like
this: the Hiroshimo'gBomb is a "irigger™
for the H Bomb—it generates the temper-
ature of 25 million degrees necessary fo
set off the thermonuclear weopon. The
cobalt casing then increases the destruc-
tive swath of the H Bomb by enother qual-
itative leap. The 87,000 dead of the Jap-
anese City is thus an old type figure. the
advance in technology in & perioed of
twelve years is equivalent to the change
over from the ricketing ojr picnes of
World War | fo the enormous bombers
of the Strategic Air Command,

PANGER TODAY

But then, all of this leaves out the po-
tentiality of such weapons as the war
head of an Intercontinental” Ballistics
Missile, That is treated elsewhere in this'
issue of Challenge, and it means another
tremendous leap forward in the means
of destruction,

Thus, we now know for a fact the fol-
lowing three propositions;: that American
policy, according to official statements, is
geared to the vse of these weapons, in-
deed that their *tactical” employment
has already been suggested in at least
two cases; that the present rate of fall
out, though not exhaustively - analyzed,
constitutes a significant danger to man
even though there is no war; that the de-
structive potential of the weapons now.
in euigtence ranges from bombs which
could destroy entire:cities to bombs which
«could desiroy entire nations.

. This.is the face.of the.eremy, the grim-

mest, most_monstrous face of war that
has ever been -glinipsed -by man. And
what is' at siake jg pot (as Khrushchev
insanely.-asserts) ‘the destruction .of. cap-
italism by Bussian Communism: it-is-not
the victory of the “Free” world over the
Communists; what is at stake-is the fu-
ture of the human raee itself. With these
weapons, there is literally no place to
hide. And with the announced statements
of both major power -bloes, only a fool
can take refuge in a comparison to poi-
sSONn gas.

It iz not that we are approaching the
brink—it is that we are already there,
poised over an abyss of destruection and
horror, The facts, the plain facts for
everyone to see, are fantastically radical.
Any sane approach to them must be as
radical ag they are,
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