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On January 9, 1963, the Communist Party of the United States issued
the following Statement dealing with differences which have developed in
thé world-wide Communist movement—the Editor.

The American people, in common
with all humanity, breathed a deep
sigh of relief when, in the recent
Caribbean crisis, a nuclear war was
averted, and the invasion of Cuba,
which could have triggered such a
world war, was prevented.

The stage had been set for such a
dreaded Armageddon by the aggres-
sive and unilateral brmkmanshlp of
U.S. imperialism, in particular by
President Kennedy’s reckless block-
ade of Cuba, his piratical interference
with freedom of the seas, and his un-
warranted intervention into the in-
ternal affairs of an independent na-
tion.

Catastrophe was averted by the
firm policy of peaceful coexistence

‘flexibly and correctly applied, in the

first. place by the Soviet Union'and
adhered to fby\v1rtually the entire

world Marxist movement; the peace
policy of the Cuban people and their
government, led by Fidel Castro; by
the pressures for world peace exerted
by the neutralist countries; and by
the forces of peace in the capitalist
states, including our own country,

‘which rallied around the slogan no

war over Cuba.”

This overwhelming comb1nat1on
of peace-loving humanity on a world
scale, working together at a decisive

moment when the world teetered on

the brink of disaster, succeeded in
imposing its will for peace. The
pcaccful resolution of the Caribbean
crisis demonstrates the soundness of
the 81 party statement, of the thesis
of the 22nd Congress of the Soviet
Communist Party, that it is possible
to banish general war from the earth
even while the world is still part
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capitalist and imperialist. This thesis
conforms fully to the repeated esti-
mates of the Communist Party of
the United States. It is proven in life.

The role of Premier Khrushchev
in keeping open the lines of commu-
nication and negotiation in the direst
moments of the crisis—resulting in

the removal of the missiles, the end-

ing of the blockade, and the promise
of no invasion of Cuba (notwith-
standing the attempts of the Kennedy
Administration to renege on the pro-
mise)—was a triumph for courage,
reason through negotiation and com-
promise which advanced the peace
aspirations of all mankind. World
peace was saved; peaceful coexistence
and peaceful competition were vin-
dicated; and the right of Cuba to de-
termine her own way of life and her
own social system was preserved.
Premier Khrushchev stood forth as
one of the great statesmen of our
times, fully deserving the accolades
of appreciation which arose from the
most diverse world quarters for his
unwavering, realistic and monument-
al service to the cause of world peace.

The assessment of the Caribbean
crisis is not merely a matter of an
abstract “post-mortem,” or of Mon-
day morning “second-guessing.” The
success of the whole struggle for
world peace, present and future,
whether over danger spots in the Far
East, Berlin, Africa or Latin Amer-
ica, depends upon a correct evalua-
tion of the Caribbean crisis, its out-
come and significance. The lessons

of the harrowing days of this crisis
are of the greatest value to all lovers
of peace, irrespective of their political
views. Wrong conclusions can only
harm the struggle for world peace
and peaceful coexistence, or even lead
to disaster for the American people
and for the world.

Powerful ultra-Right ' circles—en-
raged by the peaceful settlement of
the crisis—are exclaiming that Pres-
ident Kennedy played a “sell-out”
role and are pressing for a more ad-
venturous- policy by U.S. imperial-
ism in respect to Cuba and all over
the world. They have already com-
pelled the Administration to equivo-
cate on the no-invasion promise given
by President Kennedy when Premier
Khrushchev originally agreed to the
removal of the missiles. They are
pressing for the outright invasion of
Cuba. Furthermore, they have drawn
the dangerous and erroneous conclu:
sion that the “policy of strength” has
been vindicated, and that it is a man-
date for a socalled “harder” and
more adventurous line by U.S.
imperialism, especially toward the
Soviet Union and the other
socialist states, but also against
the neutralist countries. All sorts
of fantasies are arising in
their minds about the so-called
“clear superiority” of U.S. atomic
weapons over those of the Soviet
Union, or even that the Soviet Union
fulfilled its agreement to remove the
missiles and bombers from Cuba out
of weakness and fear. Such gambling
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with the lives of the American peo-
ple and with the fate of the world
has nothing in common with reason
and soberness, nor with the common
sense and realism of ordinary Ameri-
cans. Such false conclusions from the
Caribbean crisis are fraught with
danger and catastrophe.

In the national interest of our own
country, and in solidarity with inter-
national Marxist and other peace

Communist Party of the U.S. deci-
sively rejects this view and will con-
tinue to oppose it with maximum
effort as a menace to'the struggle for
peace and peaceful coexistence.

forces throughout the world, th\

For this reason, the_ American

Communist Party of the U.S: feels it
necessary to take sharp public issue

with the policy of the Chinese Com-

munist Party in respect to the Carib-
bean crisis and in respect to its wrong
position on peaceful coexistence in
general.

In effect, the position of the Chin-
esc Communist Party, like that of
certain  powerful U.S. monopoly
circles, is that the resolution of the
Caribbean erisis is a victory for U.S.
imperialism, its “policy of strength”
and “toughness” over the alleged
weakness, fear and capitulation of
the Soviet Union. This pseudo--Left
and sectarian line of our Chi-
nese comrades dovetails with that
of the most adventurous U.S. imper-
ialists and gives the latter encourage-
ment. Not only is it harmful and in-
correct, but the Chinese Communist

Party is systematically and openly
pushing this line in all countries and
Marxist Parties of the world, in utter
disregard of the 81 party statement
which it signed, and in violation of
the norm of all Marxist parties to
fix their own policies, and finally to
the detriment and disunity of the
broad peace movement, in individual

~countries and on a world scale.

The CPUSA cannot be indifferent
to the fact that the Chinese Commu-
nist Party seeks converts for its
dangerous policies in our country,
and that the open promulgation of its
policies can only spread confusion
and disruption. It rejects the line of
the Chinese Communist Party and,
in the interest of peace and peaceful
coexistence, energetically opposes it.

The fate of tens of millions of peo-
ple, not to speak of the wholesale
destruction of countless treasures of
civilization, which would be entailed
by a thermonuclear war, is bound up
with open differences between the
Chinese Communist Party and the
overwhelming majority of the inter-
national Marxist movement. The
CPUSA cannot remain silent.

The CPUSA had hoped that the
sharp strictures by the world Marx-
ist movement against the unprin-
cipled, anti-Soviet, anti-peace and an-
ti-Marxist line of the Albanian Com-
munist Party—of which the Chinese
Communist Party is the principal
supporter—would have had a benefi-
cial effect upon our Chinese Com-
rades, at least. It had hoped that its
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constant reaffirmation of its adher-
ence to the line of peaceful coexist-
ence would also have carried some
weight with the Chinese Communist
Party. But neither of these sound and
responsible attitudes achieved the
necessary results.

The CPUSA must now speak out
plainly and bluntly, conscious of its
national and international obliga-
tions,, as the Marxist-Leninist Party
in the heartland of the world’s most
powerful and arrogant imperialism.

The CPUSA, at the same time,
reiterates its deep appreciation of the
past achievements of the Chinese
Communist Party, its establishment
of socialism in the world’s most pop-
ulous country, the victory of the
Chinese people over Chiang Kai-
shek, the creature of U.S. and world
imperialism.

The CPUSA holds as sacred its
obligation to resolutely oppose the
continued occupation of Taiwan —
Chinese territory — by aggressive
U.S. imperialism, the occupation of
Hong Kong by British imperialism;
and it will continue its policy of pas-
sionate opposition to the denial of
the Peoples Republic of China’s right-
ful place in the United Nations. ‘It
condemns the aggression of U.S. im-
perialism toward our %00 million
Chinese brothers as of a piece with
the arrogant national and white
chauvinist attitudes toward all op-
pressed darker peoples and nations.

The erroneous and dangerous char-
acter of the policies pursued by the

Communist Party of China on which
their position on the recent events
in Cuba is obviously based was al-
ready evident in its statements and
declarations over a number of years.
These views find their sharpest and
clearest expression to date in their
editorial on “the differences” with
the Italian Communist Party pub-
lished in the Washington Post of
January 3rd. :

Among other things this editorial,
obviously directed against all Marxist-
Leninist Parties and not only against
the Italian Communists, permits it-
self to make the following outrageous
and slanderous charges:

“In the final analysis, the stand
taken by Togliatti and certain other
Communist Party of Italy leaders—
boils down to this—the people of the
capitalist countries should not make
revolutions, the oppressed nations
should not wage struggle to win
liberation, and the people of the world
should not fight against imperialism.
Actually, all this exactly suits the
needs of the imperialists and the reac-
tionaries.”

And later, that same editorial,
speaking for the Communist Party of
China says: “Nor have we ever con-
sidered that the avoidance of a
thermo-nuclear war in the Caribbean
crisis was a ‘Munich.’ What we did
strongly oppose and will strongly op-
pose in the future is the sacrifice of
another country’s sovereignty as a
means of reaching a compromise
with imperialism. A compromise of
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this sort can only be regarded as one
hundred percent appeasement, a
‘Munich’ pure and simple” (Em-
phasis ours.)

This is indeed an unbelievable and
irresponsible - slander against the
CPSU~—Party of Lenin, and against
the Parties of other lands of social-
ism as well as the fighting Marxist-
Leninist Parties of the -capitalist
countries and others who adhere to
the 81 Party statement. It only em-
phasizes how the Chinese Commu-
nist leaders have failed to grasp the
realities of today and because of this
how far they have already departed
from Marxism-Leninism.

The threat of thermo-nuclear
world war was not and is not a paper
tiger, either tactically or strategically.
That threat in the Cuban crisis posed
the possibility of final, total disaster
for millions of people including every
major city in the countries on the
three continents of the northern
hemisphere—and that includes our
own country, the United States, as
well as the Soviet Union, Eastern and
Western Europe and China. All the
military installations were part of the
alert and the countdown.

The victory for the policy of peace-
ful coexistence with its negotiations
and compromises to maintain peace
and the integrity of nations has
nothing in common with the slander-
ous charge of “Munich.” Rather, the
events in the Caribbean are the exact
opposite of a “Munich.” They are not
steps to war but to peace. The use of
the vile slander of “Munich” and

“appeasement’ ’is an absurd distor-
tion of history and is unworthy of
consideration by a Marxist or any
serious historian.

The editorial of the Peking Review
which emphasizes that the alternative
policy that should have been followed
is one of “blow-for-blow,” and which
charges “surrender,” and “Munich”
has only one meaning in the actual

irqumstances of the time: that there .
should have been a policy of no nego-
tiations; no concessions, that the
“quarantine” and threat of bombing
should have been met head on—in
short, a policy leading to thermo-

__1iuclear war.

One could say at this point that
our Chinese comrades, who set an
example of flexibility in their heroic
struggle for liberation, are even tuday,
correctly, not following the adventur-
ous policy in Taiwan, Hong Kong
and Macao that they advocate for
others. Why this double standard
approach?

In relation to all these develop-
ments the progressive and peace
forces throughout the world found
very helpful the extended analysis of
the Caribbean crisis given by Premier
Khrushchev before the Supreme So-
viet. This speech was published by
The Worker and Political Affairs as
a public service to the American peo-
ple.

As regards the unfortunate Chin-
ese-Indian border conflict, we have
already made clear our position, and
have from the first day called for an
end to the fighting and for the solu-
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tion of this question by peaceful ne-
gotiation. But irrespective of the
merits in the dispute and recognizing
the justice of the Chinese position
and precisely because of the danger
from imperialism and its collabora-
tors within India, the fact is that
China was embroiled in this unfor-

tunate conflict at the very moment.

when imperialism threatened the
peace of the entire world. Was this
not also a reflection of the opposition
of the Chinese Communists to the
views of the World Marxist move-
ment and specifically the 81 Party
statement ?

The dogmatic and sectarian repeti-
tion of phrases by our Chinese com-
rades reflects a failure to grasp the
essence of Lenin’s admonition that
Communists “must operate on the
basis of scientific principles.” Lenin
thus elaborates: “Science demands,
first, the calculation of the experience
of other countries, especially if these
other countries, also capitalist coun-
tries, are undergoing, or have recently
undergone, a very similar experience;
second, science demands the calcula-
tion of all the forces, groups, parties,
classes and masses operating in the
given country, and does not demand
that policy be determined by mere
desires and views, degree of class
consciousness and readiness for battle
of only one group or party.” Here
Lenin gives a sharp warning against
both narrow nationalism and against
the mechanical dogmatic application
of policy.

We do not accept the negative at-

titude of the Communist Party of
China on peaceful transition to social-
ism. We hold that it fails to con-
sider what is the new situation in the
world which strengthens the strug-
gle for a peaceful transition. Without
elaboration at this time, we also dif-
ferentiate from its views on the
struggle against monopoly capital,
especially with regard to our own
country.

We deeply regret the necessity to
express such sharp differences with
our Chinese comrades. The world
needs the unity of the socialist sector.
That American imperialism grabs at
every point of difference is to be
expected. The fight against imperial-
ism, and for peace and socialism, re-
quires international working class
solidarity and the unity of the forces
of the socialist sector in this world
today. That unity is not to be achiev-
ed by the compromise of basic prin-
ciples. It can be achieved only on the
basis of the policies of the 81 Party
statement. We hope that our Chinese
comrades will correct their policies
in accord with the tested experience
and line of the world Marxist move-
ment.

In making this statement, we do
not exhaust the subject matter. We
will elaborate and clarify our views
on every important issue in which
we are involved and which is of con-
cern to the American working class
and people in the struggles for peace
and social progress and for the ad-
vance to Socialism.

By Elizabeth Gurley Flynn

The next major event in the jug-
gernaut onslaught of the McCarran
Act on the Bill of Rights will un-
doubtedly be the trials of Gus Hall
and Benjamin J. Davis, spokesmen
of the Communist Party, US.A., on
the charge of failing to register by a
deadline date under orders of the
Subversive Activities Control Board.
(No date has been set at this writ-
ing). This hollow and superficial
pattern for such trials has already
been set in the recent trial of the
Party itself on a similar charge.

This is the first time thag a polit-
ical party has ever been placed on
trial in our country. Political liberty
in the US.A. was at stake. Major
constitutional issues, which a Su-
preme Court decision had once called
“premature” for their judgment at
that time, were at stake. There was
extraordinary world-wide interest in
this trial, with expectations that there
would be clarity on these questions
and that the U.S. government would
present some defense at least of the
Subversive Activities Control Act of
1950, known as the McCarran Act,
which is under heavy criticism here
and abroad.

THE “TRIAL”

But nothing of the kind happened.

Call That A Trial?

The trial consumed only ten hours
of actual trial time. The subject mat-
ter was narrow, dull and routine—
deliberately restricted to one question,
something like the old|quiz: “Do
you still beat your wif
or no.” Here it was boiled down to:
Did the Communist Party register?
On\that there was no yes or no argu-
ment because the Party did not deny
that it had refused to register.

The courtroom was small, with
hardly room enough for the heavy
concentration of press, radio and TV
commentators, let alone spectators.
The courtroom in Leipzig, Germany,
where Georgi Dimitroff was tried
was spacious by comparison. The at-
mosphere was set early when the
Judge rejected a question on pos-
sible prejudice which the defense at-
torneys proposed be asked the jury.
This proceeding is called “Voire dire”
and is to establish the fitness of a
juror. The judge said: “I am not
going to ask No. 1. You must realize
this, gentlemen, that every person in
the United States, or most of the peo-
ple in the United States, who are not
either members of the Communist
Party or sympathizers with it, are
opposed to it. It's like a murder case.
Everybody is opposed to murder but
that does not disqualify people op-
posed to murder from sitting as a
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juror.” So that was that. The Com-
munist Party was analogous to
murder!

WHY NOT REGISTER?

Taken out of the context and defi-
nitions of the McCarran Act, the
three words, “Communist Action Or-
ganization” sound innocent enough,
free of any criminal connotation. One
might ask a Communist, “Well, you
are Communist, you are an organiza-
tion and you must be engaged in
various actions, so what’s wrong with
saying so?” Possibly jurors, too, were
curious. But in this tria] it was at-
tempted to keep it a deep dark secret
from the jury as to why the Commu-
nist Party rejected the McCarran Act
designation for eleven years, why it
had spent thousands of dollars on
litigation to have it nullified, and why
it is adamant in refusing to register
under it. The Judge ruled it was not
the jury’s business to consider the
why. So, like an automaton, they
produced a verdict of “Guilty” as they
were instructed to do. It took them
just thirty-five minutes to poll their
number on each of the twelve counts.
Judge Holtzoff pronounced sentence
of $120,000 and it was over. The for-
eign correspondents were completely
mystified at the sparse performance
which many did not understand.

The Judge aptly described the trial
when he remarked at one point to
the Government lawyer who was

questioning his witness on a press
conference he had attended at the
Party office:

As a matter of fact, you do not need
all this evidence at all. You have the

letter in which they refused to register.

That is enough. . . . But you have the

right to put flesh on the skeleton, if you:

wish.

According to the Judge, even their

one witness was superfluous. It was
indeed a skeleton of a triall Appar-
ently he was warning the Govern-
ment not to expand on the testimony
of Mr. Will Lissner, reporter for The
New York Times. Ironically enough,
out of the mouth of the Government’s
one and only witness came truthful
and accurate testimony of the June
8, 1961, press conference at the head-
quarters of the CP.U.S.A,, right after
the Supreme Court upheld the SACB
order to the Party to register. Both
Lissner’s direct testimony and on
cross-examination, Gus Hall’s cour-
ageous and historic words on that oc-
casion came through. This was the
most dramatic part of the trial; Liss-
ner reported that Gus Hall had said:

Under the Supreme Court’s decision,
the Party would be illegal and that thus
the U.S. Government joins fascist Port-
ugal, fascist Spain, West Germany, the
Dominican Republic and South Korea
as police states where the Communist
Party has been made illegal, and that
the political application of this law
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would require us to commit suicide,
and we are not going to cooperate.

Gus Hall, he said, described the
McCarran Act in the press conference
as the “Big Lie” and had said: “We
would rather spend the rest of our
lives in jail than to betray the trust
and confidence of a single member or
supporter.”

Mr. Lissner readily confirmed, on .

cross-examination, that Gus Hall had
said: “The Supreme Court decision
did not go into the regulations under
the Act, that this raised constitutional
questions and that his lawyers would
have to go into that. It would be a
legal fight.” ‘

Mr. Abt, defense attorney, asked
Mr. Lissner: “In over 4o years as a
newspaperman, did you ever have to
testify before on matters that you
saw or heard in your professional
capacity?”

REPORTERS AS INFORMERS

The Judge ruled the question out.
But it called attention to a sinister
development in McCarran Act pro-
ceedings, the subpoening of reporters,
radio and TV interviewers as gov-
ernment witnesses. Sometimes the
FBI arranges in advance that the
notes of a reporter on an interview
or speech by a Communist or others
be turned over to them. Or they ask
for them later. Some reporters are
eager beavers and are willing to co-
operate. Others, who respect their

profession and a free press, do not
volunteer and respond only under a.
subpoena. If this disgraceful practice
continues, it will curtail freedom of
speech and the press. Many Ameri-
cans will resent it as eyes and ears for
the F.B.I. and be fearful of its role,
which is contrary to all tradition
and standards of relationships be-
tween the press, and its sources of
information.
Possibly because Mr. Lissner’s tes-
timony had to some extent revealed
that the reason the Party had refused
to register was not willful bt was a

principled legal and moral stand, the

Judge injected into his charge to
jury some remarks to offset this. The
defense objected to them as highly:
prejudicial. After barring the subject
of the Communist Action Organiza-
tion from the trial, he proceeded to
give what he called the substance of
it in the law, or as he called it,
“paraphrasing it” as follows: “It de-
fines the term as any organization in
the United States which is substan-
tially directed, dominated or con-
trolled by the foreign government or
foreign organization controlling the
World Communist movement and
which operates primarily to advance
the objectives of the World Commu-
nist movement.”

This incomplete definition must
have created still more confusion in
the minds of the jury, following the
weird, evasive sophistry of the young
Government lawyers who were cut-
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ting their first legal teeth. Mr. Rob-
ert Kennedy, the Attorney General,
has continually enunciated the hypo-
critical dictum that all the Commu-
nist Party is called upon to do is
“merely to register.” His representa-
tive in this trial spelled this out as
follows: “You are not registering that
you are a ‘Communist Action Or-
ganization, but only that you have
been found so by the Subversive Ac-
tivities Control Board, and therefore
are merely complying with the law.”

He argued further that registering
as a “Communist Action Organiza-
tion” does not involve confession of
criminality and that anyone could
register for the Communist Party as
its agent, including its attorney, Mr.
Abt. One wonders whether Attorney
General Kennedy and young Mr.
Maddrix ever actually read the Act?
Their crude double-talk about it dis-
graces the Government of the United
States.

The deception and mockery of jus-
tice in their remarks are refuted by
the actual definition in the fascist-
like edict known as the McCarran
Act. It is far more than the Judge
told the jury. One reporter at a press
conference recently called his story
into the city desk. In trying to make
clear what Gus Hall had said, he ex
plained, “It’s got a booby trap in it,
this law.” Enormous, treasonable
crimes are written into the definition
as established facts, namely that the
Communist Party is an agent of a

foreign power, engaged in an inter-
national conspiracy, which “by treach-
ery, deceit, infiltration into other
groups (governmental and other-
wise), espionage, sabotage, terrorism
and any other means deemed neces-
sary,” seeks to establish a Commu-
nist totalitarian dictatorship. The sec-
tion of the law concludes that “these
present a clear and present danger
to the security of the United States
and to the existence of free American
institutions.” This is the prefabricated
verdict of guilt of a whole series of
crimes written into the McCarran
Act, to which the Communist Party
is expected to say “Amen.” This is
what is falsely pictured by Robert
Kennedy as “merely registering.”

For the sake of clarity, the gov-
ernment and the defense attorneys
agreed:

1) That the Communist Party ex-
ists. It could hardly be prosecuted
otherwise.

2) That the Party had written a let-
ter to the Department of Justice in
November 1961 in which it declared
it is not an organization described
in the Law and would not so regis-
ter, and claiming the 5th Amendment
privileges against self-incrimination
for its officers. This was not willful or
capricious but open and above-board.

3) That" the CP.U.S.A. had not
registered.

4) That Gus Hall’s remarks as re-
ported at the press conference were
substantially correct.
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ADDITIONS TO THE LAW

This cleared away any controversy
over the facts relative to the act of
registering. But the word willful
came in for much argumentation. It
does not appear in the Law but was
in the indictment. The Judge ruled
that all the Government needed to
prove was that non-registration was
not accidental but intentional and
deliberate. Also a lengthy argument
ensued over the two forms now re-
quired for registration. This, too, is
not in the Law, and has not been
passed upon by the Supreme Court.
For ten years, while the Law was in
litigation, only one form—the one
covered by Count 12 in the indict-
ment was required. It specifies infor-
mation from the organization or-
dered to register of names of officers,
members, finances, printing and other
equipment, etc. It did not then re-
quire an organization to confess or
acknowledge that it is an organiza-
tion of a certain character. Only after
the decision of the Supreme Court of
June 5, 1961, and while the Party’s
petition for a re-hearing was in prog-
ress, two days before it was denied
the Attorney General introduced two
forms instead of one, and they ap-
peared in the Federal Register. Now
there are two chargeable crimes.

The first form, on which eleven
counts of the indictment are based,
was described by a legal expert as
“phony as a $3 bill, an absolute legal

frame-up.” It purports to compel the
Communist Party to come out in
the open. All the actual information
it involves is the .name and address
of the Party. The admission of guilt
to the Big Lie is the other require-
ment. The alleged violation is cumu-
lative from day to day. For eleven
days, $110,000 Was imposed for not

giving information of name and ad-

dress which the government already
had. It had addressed many letters
and subpoenas to the Party. When
the Party replied, it certainly gave its
name and address to the government.
What Robert Kennedy added would
compel the Party to confess to what
it does not believe to be true, but
to what somebody else found to be
“true”—namely the S.A.CB. It is
the profound conviction of the
CP.US.A. that ultimately it will be
decided in the higher courts that no
one can be forced to confess guilt if
ke does not think he is guilty. Count
12, the information statement, is not
cumulative if not complied with, the
fine of $10,000 is final, and on that
there can be no more indictments. But
on Mr. Kennedy’s device there can
be more indictments, for more days,
ad infinitum. So clever these “New
Frontier” politicians! Writing life
sentences into laws! The Party, as an
organization, can only be fined. But
individuals like Gus Hall and Ben
Davis can be sentenced to five years
in prison for every day of non-regis-
tration. At present there are fourteen.
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other persons also cited under the
membership clause who ultimately
may face similar trials and penalties.
That could, be just a beginning.

WHAT IS NEXT?

What happens now? All the Con-
stitutional questions ruled out in the
Party trial will be carried to the
Supreme Court if necessary. The
issue is that the CPUS.A. has so
far been denied a jury trial on the
question of whether it is a Commu-
nist-action organization as defined in
the McCarran Act. So far, the only
issue permitted in the case was the
failure to register. This is not the
heart of the case.

It is a sham, and evasion of the
real issue which will be major in the
appeal. The Supreme Court must de-
cide eventually on this so-called “pre-
mature” issue. The Communist Party
has gifted anl courageous lawyers
worthy of being in a new edition of
Profiles in Courage. They have made
a splendid legal struggle for over ten
years. But they are cramped and res-
tricted by court-room procedure and
its rules, In his concluding remarks,
Mr. Maddrix expressed indignation
that Mr. Abt, an attorney, should
uphold “defiance of the law” by Gus
Hall. He appeared to solicit some
action by the judge against Mr. Abt,
whose words on Hall’s remarks at
the press conference had been as fol-
lows: “I don’t say that he did not say

it, nor,—and this is even more im-
portant, 1 think—do 1 make any
apologies for my clients having made
those statements, for having stated
that they would not be stoolpigeons
and informers or betray the confid-
ence of their members.” He referred
to “the long and honorable tradition
in this country of ours in which the
leaders of minority groups or groups
that espouse unpopular causes have
refused to give names of the members
and betray their confidence,” and
instanced the abolitionist societies,
early trade unions and today the
N.A.A.CP. in the Southern states.
He concluded “that Gus Hall, when
he said what he said, was acting in an
old, in an honorable, in a highly
moral manner.”

The thoroughgoing campaign of
enlightenment on the McCarran Act
must take place outside the court
room. The law is cumbersome anl
hard to explain. It becomes obscure
and inexplicable in the court room.
It was sponsored by the House Un-
American Activities Committee, its
only legislative offspring in twenty-
five years. It is kin to the Taft-Hart-
ley, Walter-McCarran, and Landrum-
Griffin Acts and other anti-labor
repressive legislation. If the Ameri-
can people could once understand its
fascist-like character as the people of
California came to know its little
brother, Proposition 24, they would
sweep it likewise into oblivion.
Twelve years have passed since this
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monstrous law was passed, many or-

ganizations which went on record
against it vigorously in 1950, seem to
have forgotten their opposition and
its origin. It is alarming that such a
trial can take place in the US.A,,
and others be threatened, without an
immediate reaction in liberal journ-
als, Leftwing magazines, trade-
union papers and the like.

The Gus Hall-Benjamin J. Davis
Defense Committee (room 1225, 22
East 17th St, New York 3, N. Y.)
is issuing literature on the law. Our
latest pamphlet is “Now Is the Time”
by John Abt, which is a clear and
continuing analysis of the Subversive
Activities Control Act of 1950, and
how it is being applied. The title re-
fers to a statement made by Pastor

Niemoeller, on the rise of fascism
in Germany.

Our committee solicits your sup-
port for the legal defense of those
who are under the attack of the Com-
munist-action section of the McCar-
ran Act, and to help us enlarge the
campaign into ever wider circles. Let
us hope the time is not far distant
when this law will be as dead as the
Alien and Sedition Laws of Thomas
Jefferson’s day. The Communist
Party of Great Britain is completing
its annual open registration of its
membership, when they exchange a
1962 card for a 1963 card, with the
aim of reaching 35,000 by Easter. Let
us speed the day when the CP.US.A.
can conduct its affairs in a similar
manner, in a manner befitting a de-
mocracy.



Tokenism and Gradualism in the
Struggle for Negro Rights

By Benjamin J. Davis

. The year 1962, has witnessed many
significant developments—both of a
positive and negative character—in
connection with the struggle for the
free and unconditional equality of
the Negro people. But amidst them
all, the writer wishes to limit the
present article primarily to a discus-
sion of only one of these develop-
ments—the widespread concept of
tokenism and gradualism—and aims
to do so without exhausting this juicy
and pertinent subject.

Neither tokenism nor gradualism
—as solutions of this basic and unique
question in American life—is parti-
cularly new. They are as old as the
struggle of the Negro people for their
constitutional freedom and human
dlgnity.. But today they have acquired
a new importance. They have matur-
ed as full-scale conscious policy on
the part of the monopoly-class oppres-
sors of the Negro and, to a marked
extent, on the part of Right-wing so-
cial-democrats, various liberals and
well-meaning friends of the Negro
people’s movement, Both ideas are to
be found in certain leadership circles
of the Negro people, a condition
which Mr. Louis E. Lomax sought
to indict in his recently published

L

book, The Negro Revolt. (Harper,
N. Y, 1962.) And, I am afraid that
they have penetrated the ranks of the
Left, including the Communists,

largely because they have not been:

systematically exposed and persistent-
ly fought.

ALTERNATIVES TO
FREEDOM

Tokenism and gradualism have be-
come, in actuality, full-blown alter-
natives to the demand of the Negro
people for freedom now instead of in
some vague, unascertainable time in
the future. Consequently, these so-
called alternatives must be weighed
and examined in the same objective
way that the US. Jim Crow-lynch
system was examined, or the South
African apartheid system was found
inconsistent with civilized behavior
and condemned by decent humanity
all over the world, including the
United States. There is sufficient ex-
perience in the last few years to make
such an examination both mandatory
and rewarding.

Those who advocate and practice
tokenism and gradualism seldom use
the terms. The dynamic Negro peo-
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! ples movement has created such an
‘atmosphere in the country that all
ideas associated with delay or hesi-
tancy in according full citizenship
rights to the Negroes, or all preach-
ments of patience (after 100 years
since the Emancipation Proclama-
tion), or all incantations to wait un-
til people’s hearts are changed—all
such ideas openly uttered have the
effect of completely destroying the
usefulness of the utterer, both to the
Negro people and 'to their ruling
class oppressors, even - though for
wholly opposite reasons. Mostly, the
expressions tokenism and gradualism
are used by the Negro people, and
then only as terms of scorn, derision
and contempt for the ideas they

represent. I do not believe that there

is any representative or conscious
trend among the Negroes whatsoever
either for tokenism or gradualism.

“BETTER THAN NOTHING?”

Many honest people who thor-
oughly disapprove of the brutalities
of the Jim Crow system—and who
sharply disagree with Gov. Ross
Barnett or Senator James Eastland—
nevertheless feel that tokenism and
gradualism are better than nothing,
and are content to differentiate them-
selves from Barnett or Eastland on
this basis. These people are for re-
forms—however small they may be
and no matter how many tens of
years they may stretch out—believing

that these reforms will, bit by bit,
grow automatically into total Negro
Tiberation, preferably after they've
passed on without having to face the
final triumph. One is reminded of
those who oppose housing discrimi-
nation until a Negro, a Puerto Rican
or a Mexican-American moves next
door!

No organization is more interested
than the Communist Party in achiev-
ing every reform against the Jim
Crow system and in winning the
slightest measure which will in any
degree relieve the oppression of the
Negro under the capitalist Jim Crow
system, or that will advance our coun-
try along the path of real democracy.
The record of the Communist Party
during its 44 years of existence is so
replete with examples of self-sacrific-
ing struggle for reforms against Jim
Crow, however partial, that it needs
no detailing. The struggle for re-
forms is a fundamental principle of
Marxism-Leninism—a necessary con-
comitant of the struggle for socialism,
leading to a revolutionary attainment
of state power by the working class,
and to the liquidation of capitalism,
root and branch. The Communists
support and fight for reforms, seek-
ing to unite the broadest sections of
labor and the popular masses, with-
out whom reforms cannot be won,
and despite the fact that large num-
bers of such participants support such
reforms because of their illusions in
tokenism and gradualism.
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-+ In truth, however, tokenism and
gradualism as currently used today
have nothing to do with reforms.
They are put forward as solutions to
one of the profound and wracking
contradictions of the American social
system—the contradiction between
the hypocritical pretensions of dem-
ocracy as opposed to the barbarous
practice of denying elementary liber-
ties to the Negro people.

WHAT IS TOKENISM?

Instead of a qualitative change in
the status of the Negro people as a
whole, tokenism proposes to elevate
individual Negroes to so-called pre-
ferred and privileged positions as a
substitute for according to 20 million
Negroes their full manhood status.
Even these elevated or preferred po-
sitions, however, are short of equality
since they too are limited by the
absence of human dignity for the
mass of Negroes. Moreover, the rul-
ing class attempts in every possible
way to use such chosen Negroes as a
buffer to prevent the rise of the mass,
or even to police them, or worse still,
to make it almost impossible, at least
legally, to challenge what everyone
knows to be true: the wholesale seg-
regation against Negroes as a people.
Negroes, however, regard the limited
progress they’ve made—each quan-
titative reform they’ve wrested in the
last year—as a step toward that
qualitative change which will abolish
the Jim Crow system in its entirety.

This pattern of tokenism obtains!
not only in the higher echelons of
American life, but even in shops
where one Negro is placed in a
skilled position to prevent the pal-
pable issue of job discrimination from
being successfully challenged by
other Negro workers or by the trade
union in the particular industry. It
has become especially rife in the deep
South—not to mention the North,
East and West—where school inte-
gration is on a purely token scale.
There is no mass integration of Ne-
gro children in deep Southern schools
—and very little in the North. More-
over, the endless cruelties endured by
individual Negroes integrated as
“tokens” in Southern schools can
clearly be seen in the persecution of
James Meredith, not to mention the
handful of Negro children in white
publi¢ schools.

The false and underlying premise
of tokenism is racism: the concept
that the great mass of Negroes are
inferior, fit only for capitalist super-
exploitation, and that only those in-
dividual Negroes who rise above the
inferior norm of their people deserve
equal rights. Carried to its logical
conclusion, this position holds either
that nothing at all can be done about
the “inferior” Negro mass, or that
they may some day achieve equal
status, as each of the 20 million Ne-
groes disproves his alleged inferior-
ity. In this regard, tokenism is of
the same stripe as gradualism.

—
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A classic example of tokenism was
the silly and ignorant statement made
by Attorney-General Kennedy at the
height of the freedom rides in 1962.
Secking to parry the embarrassment
caused the Administration for its
failure to act decisively against the
lynch hoodlums in the South, the At-
torney General declared in the prize
non-sequitur of the year that a Ne-
gro could be elected President in
another 50 years, as if that were the
remedy to the racist brutalities suf-
fered by Negroes in 1962! Referring,
of course, to the fact that John F.
Kennedy is President, he did not
allude to the almost 200 years it re-
quired to elect a white Catholic to
the presidency of the United States.
He did not explain why only 50 years
hence should a Negro be elected pres-
ident; nor how, even in a hundred
years, this would be possible so long
as the present Jim Crow system, with
all its complex ramifications against
the entire Negro people, remains in-
tact. The Attorney General’s nomina-
tion of a Negro for President in the
year 2012 reduces tokenism to a comic
absurdity.

WHAT IS GRADUALISM?

Gradualism does not formally deny
the right of the Negro people to full
citizenship rights; it contends, mere-

“ly, that it all can’t be done at once,
“that time alone will correct the situa-

tion, and that to rush matters is to

.

adopt a cure worse than the disease.
The inevitable consequence of gradu-
alism is a bit-by-bit, measure-by-meas-
ure, individual-by-individual attack
upon the jim crow system which
could easily stretch out over another
hundred or more years. It has been
assessed by the Rev. Martin Luther
King, by the NAACP and others that
if the present pace of securing free
citizenship for the Negro is continu-
ed, even after the 1954 Supreme
Court decision against school segre-
gation, it will be easily another 100
odd years before the Negro enjoys
full constitutional equality. It was an
8o-year span between the civil rights
measure—inadequate as it was—
passed in 1957, and the one preceding
it. And to get a meaningful civil
rights bill through Congress—in the
teeth of the Republican-Dixiecrat
coalition—is like trying to squeeze
blood out of a turnip.

To the conscious gradualist, 100
years does not seem too long a time
for the Negro to wait for equa.h'ty of
status and opportunity; he cries “im-
patience” at the militant Negro of
today who demands freedom now.
He also constantly prates of the pro- .
gress of the American Negro—as if
the limited gains made by Negroes
were handed them on a-silver platter
—and seems blithely oblivious of the
much greater progress made, in just
half the time, by formerly oppressed
peoples freed by socialism. In the So-
viet Union, for example, formerly
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Czarist oppressed nationalities, de-
prived of even a language, have in
less than the 45 years of Soviet power,
flowered into enviable levels of tech-
nical, cultural and democratic achie-
vement—while after 100 years of the
Emancipation Proclamation, gradu-
alism has brought the Negro to the
point that his son or daughter-risks
mob violence and even death merely
to enter a school.

The main foundations of gradual-
ism are, among others, at least two:
that the Negro is not capable of ex-
ercising full constitutional rights
(Dixiecrat U.S. Senator Ellender of
Louisiana, explained his opposition
to Negro freedom in America with
his recent racist slurs against the
capacities of the black Africans); and
secondly, that the white ruling class
has not yet experienced the necessary
change of heart, that a sudden ending
of the Jim Crow system would radic-
ally change our national life, (thank

- goodness!) and that the Negroes,
the victims, and their supporters
should therefore be more patient with
their oppressors. Gradualism is the
antithesis of freedom now-—the latter
being the immediate demand of the
Negro people and of those who have
a fundamental understanding of the
needs of the country.

THE PRESIDENT AND
NEGRO RIGHTS

President Kennedy’s position on
the question of Negro rights is not

that of the fascist ultra-Right whose
Hitlerite attempt to stop history is to
return the Negro to an outright slave
status and whose slogan, coined by a
John Birchite, is “Hang Chief Justice
Warren to a sour apple tree,” on ac-
count of the historic 1954 desegrega-
tion ruling of the Supreme Court.
And President Kennedy’s civil rights
gestures—all due to the national and
international support of the Negro
people’s movement—are not unim-
portant, irrespective of their motiva-
tion, and notwithstanding their feeble
inadequacy. But the President’s fail-
ure to come to grips with the whole
vicious and obsolete Jim Crow sys-
tem as a whole, to morally condemn
it and to move to immediately abolish
it, is the rankest encouragement to
the ultra-Right, and to the bi-partisan
Dixiecrats and racists. The stalemat-
ed Albany (Ga.) situation reveals
strikingly the absence of a firm Pres-
idential commitment to the abolition
of the Jim-Crow system as such.
Plainly, the President, from his
powerful vantage point in the White
House, moves from a position of
tokenism and gradualism which, in
the words of the late Rep. Vito Mar-
cantonio, means perpetuating the Ne-
gro question as an issue, as a basis
for cheap partisan maneuvering,
without ever democratically and fun-
damentally resolving it. His recent
statement that he implements the
Constitution with respect to civil
rights only on the basis of a “concen-
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sus of public opinion,” the deliberate
omission from his speech accompany-
ing James Meredith’s forced admis-
sion to the University of Mississippi,
of any defense whatever of the r3th,
14th and 15th Amendment which
were the heart of the crisis—dem-
onstrate that: the President does not
consider the time ripe for the aboli-
tion of the Jim Crow system, and
thus rejects the victory of the Civil
War, the Emancipation Proclamation
and the consensus of the clear major-
ity of the American people who con-
sider that the principle of equality
for all Americans was settled a hun-
dred years ago. The President does
nothing, nor does he reveals any
plans for doing anything, about what
he terms the "consensus of opinion,”

evidently considering even this pre--

mature. This is tokenism and gradu-
alism with a vengeance; and it con-
stitutes the stagnation out of which
the ultra-Right segregationists and
racists maintain their still-tenacious
grip on American life.

While it is true that the over-
whelming majority of the American
people support every measure that
reduces the cruelty and shame of anti-
democratic Jim Crow practices, it is
no less true that they will rally
against the evil system as a whole,
once it is stripped of its tokenist and
gradualist perfumery. For these
sweetsmelling cosmetics are designed
to maintain the Jim Crow system, not

‘to destroy it. Tokenism and gradu-

alism have, in this period, become
two of the main ideological weapons
for continuing segregation, discrimi-
nation, racist practices—in short for
the preservation of the very system,
which the aroused Negro people’s
movement is out to smash.

They are doomed to failure. First,
they cannot solve the serious consti-

" tutional and moral crisis into which

the nation has been plunged by the
continued systematic oppression of
Negroes as a people. Tokenism and
gradualism only intensify the crisis.
For their central purpose is to prevent
a fundamental and qualitative change
in the second-class status of the Ne.
gro.

THE MEREDITH CASE

The piecemeal approach of the
Kennedy Administration — through
individual law suits—leaves the Jim
Crow system basically intact, and
often does not succeed in attaining
the extremely technical and emaciat-
ed objectives. It is like bailing out a
running bathtub with a thimble. The
President was compelled, in the
Meredith case, to use his executive
powers because each time one federal
court in the South issued an order
for Meredith’s admission, another is-
sued a counter-order invalidating it.
Yet nothing has been done about the
latter court—such as the impeach-
ment it deserves—it has been left free
to continue its defiance of the Con-
stitution!
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The President, in the Meredith
case, had an offensive posture thrust
upon him by history and by the tide
of events. But in his speech that fate-
ful Sunday night of Meredith’s entry
upon the campus, he took such a
shockingly defensive position that it
virtually amounted to: “You, Gover-
nor Barnett, can keep your Jim Crow
system if only you do not defy the
authority of this Administration by
denying matriculation to this one
Negro.” In the same speech, the
President “closed” the books on the
case. Yet everyone knows that the
books are not closed, that the brutal
jim crow system still pervades Mis-
sissippi and that James Meredith, be-
cause of it, remains in the University
by the skin of his teeth. In addition,
another Ozxford is brewing in the
State of Alabama, where the Ku
Klux Klan Gov. Wallace is again
defying the law, and the University
of Alabama, wistfully improving on
Barnett’s crude tactics, has shut its
doors to all students to be sure no
Negro youth gets in. The President
resisted the defiance of Barnett in
the Meredith case, while, in effect,
condoning the evil Jim Crow system
out of which the defiance arose.

Meredith, quite naturally, sensing
this tokenized approach to himself,
has hit out repeatedly against Jim
Crow in other areas—left unchalleng-
ed by the Federal government. He
has made it abundantly clear that he
is neither a token nor an “academic

genius,” but one of thousands of or-
dinary young Negroes in the state
who are entitled, under the 1J.S. Con-
stitution, to the best education Mis-
sissippi affords and is determined to
obtain it.

The big advantage of tokenism and
gradualism to the monopoly capital-
ists and their bi-partisan political
spokesmen, is that it preserves the
status of the Negro masses as a source
of super-profits, whether through the
wage differential in the South, the
exceptionally high loot from the
Northern slum ghettoes, or from the
present disproportionately high rate
of unemployment among Negro
workers, nationally. This leaves a
wide berth for ruling-class maneuver-
ing, both in respect to individual Ne-
groes, and in respect to yielding civil
rights concessions stretched out over
decades and scores of years, without
any radical alteration of the Jim
Crow system. The white workers
and masses pay for this through the
nose in terms of increased rates of ex-
ploitation, lowered wages, disunity
between Negro and white and, above
all, in being deprived of the experi-
ences of a2 new and healthy relation-
ship to democracy which only a fun-
damental change in the status of the
Negro people as a whole can bring.

FOR FREEDOM NOW

The Negro peoplé, because of the
bitter ' experience of history, have
réjected both tokenism and gradual-
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ism. Despite the differing trends
among them as to methodology,
never were they more united than on
the demand of freedom now, and not
in the vague future. As the Negro
movement explodes into activity here
and there, this question is becoming
the acid test of their organizations,
leadership and independence; a mer-
ely formal position for civil rights is
no longer adequate. The pace-setting
Negro youth of the resistance upsurge
in the South are having an impact
on the standards of leadership and
devotion, in all echelons of Negro
life and, indeed, upon the nation.
The essence of this infectious new
development is that the Negro peo-
ple, supported by increasing numbers
of white allies, have taken the time-
table of their freedom into their own
hands and out of the fumbling
clutches of the professional tokenists
and the gradualists.

James Meredith’s disassociation of
himself from the piecemeal approach
to Negro liberation is a sign of the
new times. The same spirit has been
repeatedly expressed by the distin-
guished playwright, Lorraine Hans-
berry, by Langston Hughes and
James Baldwin, and by others, includ-
ing those eminent actors, Ossie Davis,
Ruby Dee and Hilda Simms, who
vigorously denounced, before a Con-
gressional Committee, the ‘hypocrit-
ical practice of using their past suc-
cesses on Broadway, to cover over the
oppressed plight of the Negro people

as a whole. They hardly needed to
add that this is the stock-in-trade of
American imperialism; and the State
Department as they feel the hot
breath of the world socialist system
and of the darker peoples of Africa,
Asia and Latin America down their
necks. The rejection of tokenism and
gradualism now penetrates all classes
among the Negro people, even
though it receives its firmest and
most consistent rebuff from the Ne-
gro workers and the youth.

Thirdly, to secure freedom now,
the demand has already arisen among
the Negroes for a second Emancipa-
tion Proclamation from President
Kennedy abolishing the whole Jim
Crow system in one fell swoop. This
demand, raised by the Communist
Party, and quite independently by
the Rev. Martin Luther King, Jr. as
well as by others; has a brilliant and
triumphant future ahead of it. The
N.A.A.CP. correctly reflected the
dynamic mood of the Negro people
when, in the late fifties, it raised the
slogan, “Free by ’63,” the centennial
year of Emancipation Proclamation;
and it was disappointing that the
N.A.A.CP. did not pursue this slo-
gan with single-minded determina-
tion.

In the absence of a presidential will
and initiative to achieve it, the de-
mand for a second Emancipation
Proclamation = cannot be realized
without a level of unity and struggle
—including Negro-labor-progressive
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unity—never before attained in the
struggle for civil rights. But it is a
fully realistic demand, entailing the
expansion of democracy for the na-
tion and can be imposed by the peo-
ple upon the reluctant Kennedy Ad-
ministration.

FREEDOM AND THE
NEW EPOCH

We live today in a new epoch; and
the Communist Party of the US,
with Gus Hall as its leading spokes-
man, has sought to apply the far-
reaching meaning of this epoch to the
unique conditions of our highly dev-
eloped capitalist country. The exist-
ence of a world socialist system and
its growing determination of the
development of human society, have
revealed new conditions for the work-
ing-class and people’s struggles in
capitalist countries to achieve social
improvements which go far beyond
ordinary reforms, a single example of
which on the democratic front was
the Supreme Court decision in 1954
outlawing school segregation. Who,
in this extraordinary age, trapped by
the rapidly degenerating colonial
system, would dare predict that the
same thing could not be done for the
rotten-ripe Jim Crow system as a
whole!

Tokenism and gradualism are
ideologies and concepts that belong
to the old and mortally sick imperial-
ist order. And the struggle against

them — which must needs be
bitter and persistent, as ‘well
as skillful and by deed as well
as by precept — is the . strug-
gle of the new against the old.
For the old is battling ever more
ruthlessly to maintain its iron grip
upon our times.

The new was brilliantly dramatiz-
ed from the world podium of the
UN, when Premier Khrushchev at
the 15th General Assembly in 1960,
called for the immediate abolition of
all colonialism and the instantaneous
freedom and independence of all
colonial peoples. Not long afterwards,
following all sorts of clumsy contor-
tions, the colonial powers—including
U.S. imperialism—found it expedient
to accommodate themselves to a
U.N. resolution embodying this prin-
ciple, if not its language. The new in

our country can be seen in the Wom-

ens Strike for Pezce, the revolution-
ary upsurge on the campus, the mili-
tant strike struggles of labor for the
shorter work week and against auto-
mated unemployment, and in the
indomitable struggles of the Negro
people in the deep South. Every time
a new African nation is born, the
Negro people press harder for free-
dom in this “land of the free.”

The revolt of the unfree against
tokenism and gradualism is world-
wide. It is a revolt which takes dif-
ferent forms and methods—accord-
ing to time, place and circumstances
—but everywhere it is converging
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upon the monopolies which rely
upon the ideology of tokenism and
gradualism to prolong their rule and
to stave off their doom. The recent
Harriman, N. Y. Conference on
Africa of a number of representative
Negro spokesmen, demonstrates the
increasing consciousness of American
Negroes of a community of interests
between the Africans fighting against
white supremacy and colonialism and
the Negra in the United States fight-
ing white supremacy and the Jim
Crow system. This sense of solidarity
will grow.

FORMS OF CHAUVINISM

Tokenism and gradualism together
constitute one of the new forms of
white chauvinism—which, of course,
is the main ideological weapon of
monopoly capital in its national op-
pression of the Negro people. Chauv-
inism hasn’t changed and the fascist
poison emanating from the ultra-
Right George Lincoln Rockwell to
the most respectable Wall Street bil-
lionaires, is every bit as virulent as
any ever uttered by the slave owners
a hundred years ago or the aspiring
Hitlers of today. But the worldwide
revolution of the darker peoples of
Africa, Asia and Latin America
against colonialism, plus the burgeon-
ing Negro movement at home, have
had a profound positive effect upon
the American people. By and large
they disapprove the more savage Jim

Crow system in our country, and
tokenism and gradualism constitute
an ideological roadblock to a total
active mobilization against it.

It is not sufficient in this period of
transition of peoples and nations
from a status of oppression to one of
human dignity to be statically on
record for equal Negro rights. The
test now is active participation in,
and support for, the struggle to
abolish all racist laws and practices
now! It is this, we submit, more than
any other factor which results in the
temporary, though serious, strains
between the two natural allies—the
Negro people and the labor move-
ment. It is this primarily which
thwarts and undermines Negro-
white unity. Conversely, it also con-
tributes to temporary moods of frus-
tration and despair among sections
of the Negro people, stimulating,
within their ranks, separatist, and
sometimes flamboyant super-Leftist
currents which are self-defeating,
harmful to Negro liberation, and, in
the last analysis, futile.

Nothwithstanding the fact that
white chauvinism has not changed its
vicious essence—although it continu-
ously adopts varying guises for sur-
vival—conditions are present today
which make it possible for the op-
pressed peoples, the workers and
broad democratic forces to inflict
upon it major defeats. It cannot im-
pose its desire willy-nilly upon peo-
ples today as in previous eras.
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Nor would it be true or fair, to as-
sume that all those who are swayed
by tokenism and gradualism do not
favor the liquidation of the Jim Crow
system. There are widespread fears
among honest people that the alter-
native to these methods are blood-
shed, violence and civil conflict, or

possibly the dreaded “race war.”
They cite examples of the use of Fed-

eral troops by Eisenhower at Little
Rock and Kennedy at Oxford—ex-
amples which the majority of Amer-
icans supported as hard necessities—
as a basis for the mistaken assump-
tion that to eradicate the whole Jim
Crow system at once would lead to
another civil war. And this, too,
among ordinary Americans daily
sickened by the catapulting rate of
crimes and violence—which are
Madison Avenue-ized by the mon-
opoly press and TV—and living con-
stantly in tensions of cold war brink-
manship and in the shadow of a nu-
clear Armageddon. Such fears can-
not be dismissed. And the people
who hold them should not be politic-
ally mauled with name-calling but
should be won with sound reasoning
and a realistic program of activity
which alone can allay these fears.
Actually, the use of federal troops
at both Little Rock and Oxford was
due in the first place to the rebellious
and defiant resistance of the Dixiecrat
state officials—and admittedly not to
the constitutional demands of the
Negroes who sought to obtain them

peacefully and in accordance with
the Bill of Rights, although this legit-
imate method has been put in grave
jeopardy by the conviction of the
Communist Party under the concen-
tration camp McCarran Act. But it
was also due to the abject failure of
both Eisenhower and Kennedy to
project any time limit or program
designed for enforcing the 1954 Su-
preme Court decision, to assume the
leadership of the nation in giving ef-
fect to this historic ruling in terms
of plans, total mobilization of the
vast power of government and of the
Presidential office, the continuous
placating and appeasement of the
Dixiecrat traitors instead of basing
themselves upon, and encouraging
the rising democratic forces, even in
the South—and in the first place, the
Negro people.

THE SOURCE OF VIOLENCE

Having failed to prepare thorough-
ly and in depth for the enforcement
of the 1954 Supreme Court decision
from the moment of its declaration,
the use of the Federal armed power
by Eisenhower and Kennedy was
virtually inevitable. Consequently,
the blame for the use of military
strength  should not be put
on the Negro people, nor on
any other who justly seek the
quickest implementation of the Con-
stitution or the liquidation of the Jim
Crow system now! It must be placed
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on the Government’s laxness and fail-
ure to pursue a comprehensive cam-
paign and plain design to isolate and
break the resistance of the Dixiecrats.
The Constitution affords many peace-
ful and democratic weapons for ac-
complishing this, and which materi-
ally reduce all possibility of civil con-
flict although present experience
shows that there should be no illu-
sions that sections of the ruling class
will not resort to violence to prevent
social progress. Actually, token-
ism and gradualism are build-
ing up a dangerous powder keg
which could make the murderous
Oxford mob violence look like a mere
tea party. The struggle against token-
ism and gradualism is a many-sided
one, to secure a peaceful as well as
immediate outlawing of the whole
Jim Crow system, and this requires
in the first place the creative partici-
pation and involvement of the people.
Both are forcefully condemned and
opposed by the Negro peoples move-
ment in the South under the leader-
ship of the Rev. Martin Luther King,
Jr. and that movement has adopted
a policy of non-violent resistance!
Communists, of course, are not
pacifists although they recognize the
latter’s positive contributions espe-
cially in the cause of world peace and
civil liberties. Nevertheless, no one is
more deeply concerned than the
Communists in accomplishing the
immediate and unconditional equal-
ity of the Negro people, without civil

war and bloodshed. They are confi-
dent, moreover, that in this new
epoch, with its new relation of forces,
nationally and internationally, all the
conditions are present for achieving
this urgent democratic task. The use
by the Barnetts and Eastlands of inci-
tation to anti-Negro murder, terror,
intimidation, mob violence, blood-
shed and bombings—all in the name
of anti-communism and free speech
—to preserve their doomed white
supremacist way of life, leaves little
doubt as to which class practices “the
end justifies the means.” This leaves
little room for illusions as to the bit-
terness of the resistance proffered by
the Dixiecrats and their monopoly
backers.

A BASIC DEMOCRATIC TASK

Under socialism alone, can the
deep roots of Jim Crow be dug out
of American life, cleanly and perma-
nently, a process long past due. But
that is no reason for failing to lop off
the existing trees of segregation and
discrimination, or for permitting new
ones to grow in the soil of tokenism
and gradualism. Communists reject
the doctrine: the worse, the better—
a doctrine inherent in Trotskyism
which always manages to follow dis-
ruptive tactics and policies that in-
variably aid the most reactionary pro-
fascist forces, Communists, on the
other' hand, believe that the struggle
against the monopolists for the great-
est expansion of democracy and the



26 POLITICAL AFFAIRS

constant improvement of the condi-
tions of the people is the path to so-
cialism; and to achieve this seek to
unite with the broadest forces for so-
cial progress, whatever their views
on socialism and capitalism.

In the struggle for the immediate
unconditional citizenship of the 20

million Negro Americans, the issue,

is not capitalism versus socialism. It
is the central broad democratic task
of our present society as a whole. A
realistic assessment of the present
moment in our country, entails that
this task must be achieved under
monopoly capitalism, prior to the
establishment of socialism. One can-
not be indifferent to the conditions
ofi life under capitalism pending the
triumph of socialism. The entire his-
tory of mankind’s upward struggle
teaches us nothing, if not this. How-
ever, for those, similar to the Com-
munists, who desire a social system
based upon use instead of upon pri-
vate profit—in our country, the pos-
sibility of a peaceful transition to so-
cialism takes shape through the in-

volvement of the broad popular
forces in struggle for expanding
democracy against the restricting
monopolies.

In addition, the quicker the Jim
Crow system is outlawed, its laws
and practices prohibited, instead of
rewarded as now, the quicker will
the ultra-Right monopolists be de-
prived of a built-in reserve of Dix-
iecrat and racist cadres for an Amer-
ican; brand of fascism.

In view of the inherent democratic
traditions of the United States—un-
like many European countries where
fascism triumphed—fascism should
be prevented here. But it is not an
automatic, foregone conclusion. Al-
ready American democracy has been
Jeformed out of all recognition and
the concentration camp McCarran
Law has gained its first victim with
the conviction by persecution of the
U.S. Communist Party. Our country
will yield to the apparently safe but
insidious blandishments of the pro-
fessional tokenists and gradualists on
the issue of civil rights at its peril.

Economic Realities and Perspectives

By Victor Perlo

This article was written before the President's State of the Union
and Budget Messages. However, these documents follow previously
announced courses which were taken into account. The Administra-
tion economic program, now formally unveiled, comprises a more
strentious cffort to use the government machinery to end economic
stagnation primarily through selective tax reduction. But the specific
contents of this program, by its omissions as well as its inclusions,
and inadequate in what tax relief is offered, are such as to sharply
raise the retained profits of big business and the wealthy ar the ulti-
mate expense of the real incomes and social welfare requirements of
the working majority of the population. The sharp rise in the arms
budget, besides fitting into this pattern of advantage for the very rich,
accelerates the trend towards a garrison state and complicates the
problem of securing disarmament and averting a thermonuclear war.
Simultaneously, it is wholly incapable of accomplishing its ostensible
purpose. Instead, it will aggravate the contradictions which underlie
our economic stagnation and the rising long-term trend of unem-

ploymenz.

The course of the U.S. economy
during 1962 disappointed the coun-
try’s rulers. Hopes of a rapid econom-
ic advance were dashed, as the grip
of stagnation tightened. By yearend
the Government and Wall Street
were turning to risky expedients in
the attempt to break out of it.

Recovery from the recession which
had begun in the second half of 1960
was the main economic feature of
1961, Mr. Kennedy’s first year in the
White House. But by the end of that
year there was still much idle capac-
ity and manpower. Taking credit for
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the recovery achieved, the Adminis--
tration believed that its active eco-
nomic intervention, featuring accele-
ration of the arms race, would con-
tinue to have favorable results in
1962. The President wrote in January,.
1962: ““The Nation will make
further economic progress in 1962.
Broad advances are in prospect. . . .
The gains already achieved have set
the stage for further new records in
output, employment, personal in-
come, and profits.” His economic ad-
visors predicted a rise of 8%, in the
gross value of output during the
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course of the year, a substantial fall
in unemployment, near capacity
operation of industry by the end of
1962, and a definite rise in mass liv-
ing standards.

Instead, the recovery slowed and
by mid-year ground to a halt. The
actual rise in gross production of
goods and services was only half that
predicted, and half of that was a dol-
lar rise, due to rising prices. The real
increase during 1962, adjusting for
changed prices, was only 2-2%49%, or
less than one per cent per capita—
population rising by over 114 %,. All
of this tiny increase took place during
the first half of the year.

The industrial production index
increased 3.29% between December
1961 and July 1962, and thereafter
stood still. Between the first quarter
of 1960, the peak of the previous
cycle, and the fourth quarter of 1962,
the index increased at an average an-
nual rate of 2.6%, as compared with
the 4.5% growth rate set as a goal
by Mr. Kennedy. For the entire pe-
riod 1953-62, or the shorter period
1956-62, which the President regards
as the period of stagnation, the aver-
age annual growth rate has been
2.9%. Thus, so far, despite Mr. Ken-
nedy’s efforts, stagnation has settled
even more heavily onto the U.S. econ-
omy. Moreover, the official index of
industrial production, because of an
upward bias of perhaps %5-1%, per
year, does not reveal the full extent
of that stagnation.

What about idle capacity and la-

bor? In the fourth quarter of 1961,
according to official estimates, there
was excess capacity for production of
$28 billion in commodities yearly.
Instead of a sharp drop in unemploy-
ment, the seasonally adjusted rate in
November 1962 was still 5.8%, the
same as in January, and only 0.3%
below the November 1961 rate.

Instead of the predicted rise of
$6 billion, or almost 20%, in business
expenditures for plant and equip-
ment, the rise was only $214 billion,
and came to an end during the sec-
ond half of the year. The 1962 total
barely reached the previous 1957
peak, and remained 5%, below, when
adjusted for higher prices. Key in-
dustries also fell below their owners’
expectations. Steel production, in-
stead of the predicted 109, rise, re-
mained equal to the 1961 level. Only
automobile output matched the com-
panies’ optimistic forecasts, with
nearly 7 million passenger units.
This exceeded the 1960 level, but was
below the 1955 record.

Excellent sales of passenger cars,
especially in the last quarter of 1962,
were not matched in other consumers
goods lines. Commodity purchases
by the population, expressed in dol-
lars of constant purchasing power,
showed a rise of 5.3, between 1960
and 1962. In relation to the popula-
tion rise of 3.29, over the same inter-
val, this represents a per capita gain
of 1% per year. Even this small gain
may be fictitious, owing to inade-
quate adjustment for price increases.

ECONOMIC REALITIES AND PERSPECTIVES 29

Consumer disposable income increas-
ed somewhat more rapidly than sales
of commodities, but much of the rise
was absorbed by higher costs of ser-
vice, notably medical service, public
transportation and other unavoidable
outlays.

The most “dynamic” portion of the
economy, as in 1961, was the muni-
tions industry. Budget expenditures
by “defense, international, and space
agencies” increased from $50. bil-
lion in fiscal year 1961 to $54.7 billion
in fiscal year 1962, and indications
are that as large an increase is likely
in fiscal year 1963. Between Septem-
ber 1961 and September 1962 employ-
ment in primarily munitions indus-
tries (ordinance, communications
equipment, aircraft and shipbuild-
ing) increased 8%, as compared with
2% in all other manufacturing com-

bined.

HOW CAPITAL AND
LABOR FARED

With sharply rising profits from
munitions and foreign investments,
big business fared very well in 1962,
despite claims of a "profit squeeze.”
Indeed, the giant corporations re-
tained an inordinately large share of
the modest rise in production. Corpo-
ration profits before taxes reached an
annual rate of $50.0 billion in the first
half of 1962, which was $5 billion
more than the rate in either of the
two preceeding years. Figures for all
of 1962 will certainly establish an all-

time high, although short of the Pres-
ident’s $56 billion target. However,
these figures are incomplete, exclud-
ing the rapidly rising depreciation
charges, a considerable portion of
which represents a form of hidden
tax-free profits.

U.S. capitalists refer to “cash flow,”
which represents a realistic measure
of profits minus taxes plus deprecia-
tion charges. Between 1953 and 1962
the cash flow of corporations increas-
ed from $32 billion to $59 billion, or
by 83%. Wages and salaries paid by
corporations increased only 43%, or
half as much. The increase in cash
flow amounted to an average of 7%
pér year. During Mr. Kennedy’s two
years the increase was $10.1 billion,
or almost 10% per year. Even allow-
ing for some decline in the purchas-
ing power of the profit dollar, it is
clear that the profits of monopoly
big business, alone in the structure
of the U.S. economy, have escaped
and continue to escape the general
economic stagnation. But the rapid
shift in the distribution of income in
favor of the wealthy in turn aggra-
vates the internal market contradic-
tions, and exerts a depressing effect
on the level of economic activity.

Aside from rising overseas and
munitions profits, employers are
benefiting from a rapid increase in
the rate of exploitation of labor.
Automation is proceeding apace and
labor productivity is rising more and
more rapidly. Between 1960 and 1962
output per worker in industry in-
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creased at an annual rate of 4.
per all employees, and over 5.073 f)?;
production worker.

But labor gets little, if any, share
of these gains. Since monopolies con-
tlIl:.lC to raise prices each year, work-
ers’ gains in living standards depend
on wage increases. In the years im-
mediately following the Korean War,
modest gains were realized in this
way. However, with unemployment
increasing, the corporations were able
to slf)w down further wage increases.
During 1961 and especially 1962, Mr.
Kennedy has intensified the applica-
tion of government pressure against
labor, invoking court injunctions to
halt major strikes, and utilizing his
connections with the labor burocracy
to obtain acceptance of no-wage-in-
crease contracts for supposed “pa-
triotic” reasons.

Here are the results: Over the
1953-57 business cycle the average an-
nual increase in basic hourly wages
was 4.3%. In the 195760 cycle the
average gain was 3.4%, and in the
current, 1960-62 cycle, only 2.5%.
When the rise in living costs (official-
ly about 1.5% per year, actually some-
what more), and the rise in taxes is
considered, this means that real gains
have stopped. Indeed, the Labor De-
partment calculation of the real take-
hom'e pay of factory workers, expres-
sed in 1957-59 dollars, for a worker
having three dependents, was $81.22
in November 1962, or 7 cents below
the corresponding figure for Novem-
ber 1961. October figures show a de-

cline over the year in the wcekly.

earnings of lumber industries, prim-
ary metals, tobacco manufacturers
and apparel—even before allowance
for rising living costs.

FOREIGN TRADE AND
PAYMENTS

'Forei.gn trade results were also
disappointing. The Administration
aimed for a sharp rise in exports,
while holding down imports, in or-
der to raise the favorable balance of
merchandise trade. However, strenu-
ous efforts succeeded in raising the
value of exports by only about $4
billion, or 2149, and this amount
more or less coincided with the in-
crease in the amount of exports paid
for by the U.S. Government, hence
not yielding any foreign exchange
payment. Meanwhile imports in-
creased by $1.7 billion, so the favor-
able merchandise balance actually
fell from $5.4 billion in 1961 to $4.2
billion in 1962.

This was far from enough to cover
the foreign exchange costs of US.
overseas bases, the cost of commo-
dities dumped abroad with govern-
ment subsidies, and the supply of
goods and money to dependent gov-
ernments and armies as “economic
aid.” The Administration had aimed
to halve the balance of payments
deficit in 1962 and bring it down to
zero by the end of 1963.

Instead, the deficit was reduced
only from $2.5 billion to $2 billion
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dollars. But this small improvement
was achieved only with the help of
two-thirds of a billion of advance
debt repayments by France and other
European governments, and other
types of special assistance by allied
governments which provided “win-
dow-dressing” without helping the
real situation. Thus the “basic de-
ficit,” aside from temporary factors,
was worse in 1962 than in 1961, al-
though perhaps somewhat easier than
in 1959-60. The drain of gold from
the United States in 1962, nearly a
billion dollars, exceeded the loss dur-
ing 1961. The country is no nearer
solution of its serious balance of pay-
ment problem than a year ago, and
has less reserves with which to meet
1t.

BUSINESS SENTIMENT AND
THE STOCK MARKET

The year 1962 was marked by
radical shifts in financial sentiment
and wide stock market fluctuations.
In the previous year, following Ken-
nedy’s election, there had been an ac-
celerated speculative advance in stock
prices, climaxing the “bull market”
which had governed, with interrup-
tions, since 1954. The “Dow Jones
industrial averages” went up from
276 in 1953 to 728 in December 1961.
This increase, percentagewise, was
twice as much as could be justified by
the rise in “cash flow” profits which
we have described. It was fueled by
several million professional people,

petty capitalists, government em-
ployees, military officers, etc., who
were lured into the market by “peo-
ple’s capitalism” propaganda, and
bid prices up to very high levels.

But by early 1962 the ruling
oligarchy realized that the rapid eco-
nomic growth promised by the Ken-
nedy Administration would not, in
fact, be realized. Taking this into
account, and regarding stock market
prices as too high, they proceeded to
liquidate a portion of their invest-
ment portfolios. By spring a full scale
stock market crash developed. In
three months the value of shares on
the New York Stock Exchange fell
by a record amount of $85 billion.
The Dow Jones index fell to a low
of around 550. Many of the small in-
vestors, who had bought stocks on
credit, were “sold out,” losing all of
their speculative capital. During the
summer the multimillionaires started
to replenish their stock portfolios at
the lower prices.

The stock market break reinforced
the slackening tendencies in eco-
nomic activity. Fears of a new reces-
sion, to begin in the first half of
1963, or even late in 1962, became
widespread. Striving to avert this in
the period before the November elec-
tions, the Administration accelerated
the placing of Government contracts,

and pushed through Congress the
tax concessions to big business de-
signed to stimulate capital invest-
ment. However, these megsures had
little effect.
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The Cuban crisis had more impact.
It unloosed a burst of activity, as com-
panies accumulated inventories and
placed orders for machinery in antici-
pation of a possible war emergency.
For the same reason, people hastened
to buy the new model cars, just out.
The Wall Street crowd was enthu-
siastic about the self-proclaimed vic-
tory of U.S. imperialism in obtaining
the removal of Soviet missiles from
Cuba, choosing to overlook for the
moment the more strategic fact that
its planned invasion of Cuba had
been thwarted. Account was also
taken of the inflationary implications
of the anticipated speedup in arma-
ment orders following the crisis, as
well as the big deficit policy which
crystallized at the same time. A fresh
“bull market” ensued in the stock
market, and within six weeks more
than half of the spring losses had
been recovered.

By mid-December, this rally, and
the post-Cuban exuberance generally,
petered out, as the still unsolved eco-
nomic and political problems faced
by the U.S. again came to the fore,
in some ways more aggravated than
ever. On the whole, it appears that

the crisis in the Caribbean will result

in shorter-lived effects on the UsS.
cconomy than the Suez crisis of 1956,
and will have virtually no effect on
the economies of other capitalist
countries.

PROSPECTS FOR 1963

For some years, economists have

watched closely the “leading indica-
tors.” Research had revealed that cer-
tain measures of economic activity
(e.g., new machinery orders, indus-
trial materials prices, and others)
usually move upwards or downwards
ahead of the general course of eco-
nomic activity, and so have a certain
predictive value. Since spring, these
“leading indicators” have not been
reassuring. For five months, rises and
declines have been roughly balanced,
and in most separate months, there
has been a majority of declines. Some
observers interpret this as fore-
shadowing an economic recession in
1963, despite the improvement in
sentiment late in 1962.

The November government survey
of capital spending intentions of cor-
porations turned up unexpectedly
gloomy results. The companies re-
ported that for the first quarter of
1963 they planned capital outlays
17% below the rate in each of the
two previous quarters, with allow-
ance for seasonal changes. A decline
in fixed capital expenditures normal-
ly coincides with a cyclical decline in
production. But of course, this small
predicted drop for one quarter is not
yet conclusive.

The annual economic forecast of
the Prudential Insurance Company
has considerable prestige in business
circles. It anticipates that the gross
national product will “be rising mod-
estly in the first quarter and remain-
ing near a plateau théreafter” in 1963.
It forecasts a gross national product
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of §567 billion, up $13 billion from
1962, but only a little higher than
the rate reached in the fourth quarter
of 1962. The “result: inadequate
growth to absorb the rising labor
force and growing productive capac-
ity.” Despite recent tax concessions,

- it anticipates no rise in fixed capital

investments. Housing construction
will decline, and personal consump-
tion expenditures, adjusted for price
changes, will rise scarcely at all over
the fourth quarter 1962 level.

The only component of the gross
national product to rise significantly,
in this forecast, is government expen-
ditures. Headed by federal military
outlays, but also including state and
local expenditures, this will account
for two-thirds of Prudential’s expect-
ed rise in the annual gross national
product, and all of the real rise, not
merely reflecting price increases.
Thus the parasitic-militarized em-
phasis of the economy will be inten-
sified.

Summarizing, the Prudential ex-
pects a rise of 2149, in gross national
product: “Since prices are likely to
rise by 1%, the real gain in output
will be 114 %, barely enough to keep
pace with population growth.” The
company anticipates that this stagna-
tion may persist for several years
longer.

The Morgan Guaranty Trust Co.
comments that “Business is finishing
1962 in a phase of hesitant expansion,
holding to the mood of noncommit-
ment it has displayed throughout

most of the year . .. sentiment is bet-
ter than it was last summer, although
fingers have not yet been completely
uncrossed against the possibility of a
downturn in early 1963.”

Reports of sentiments of bankers
and capitalists center around this
perspective of intensified stagnation,
with a possibility of a mild recession.
Some are more optimistic, and some
more pessimistic, but the Prudential
forecast is close to an average view.
Like many other business interests,
Prudential considers it possible that
the big tax cut promised by the Ad-
ministration for 1962 may improve
the business outlook, as Washington
claims it will, but refrains from any
estimate of how much good it will

~do, if any, owing to uncertainty as

to the amount, character, and timing
of a tax cut.

CONCLUSION

The Administration, supported by
decisive sections of the financial
oligarchy, is intensifying its efforts
to break out of the economic stagna-
tion, and avert a recession. The cen-
tral theme of its efforts is the newly
adopted policy of enlarged budget de-
ficit, achieved through massixe tax
cuts to the rich combined with fast-
rising military expenditures. ‘This
amounts to an extension and combi-
nation of old measures which have
provided successively less stimula-
tion to the economy with each use.
It remains to be seen how effective
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this rather stale ammunition will be
in 1963, even with the enlarged scale
of application that is projected.

Of course, this big-deficit policy
involves serious risks of inflation and
endangers the value of the dollar. Its
proposed adoption signifies an ele-
ment of desperation in Wall Street’s

evaluation of the course of world-.

wide economic competition. Such
desperation tends to carry over to
the military-political field, with the
possibility of drastic consequences
that would upset all normal calcula-
tions.

For the year 1963 as a whole, the
United States faces the prospect of
continued relative economic stagna-

tion, with the possibility of a signi-
ficant downturn in activity sometime
during the year, and with litde like-
lihood of any major rise. Again the
caution—dramatic events in the
world political-military arena could
radically change that perspective.
For the Ameircan working people,
barring such emergencies, the pros-
pect is for a gradual rise in unem-
ployment, and a tendency towards
stagnation or decline in living stand-
ards. For the U.S. economy in inter-
national competition, the prospect is
for further loss of ground to capitalist
rivals, and even faster loss of ground
than in 1962 to the socialist countries.

IN OUR TIME

BY HERBERT APTHEXER

IDEAS

TO DR. DU BOIS — WITH LOVE

The 23rd day of February, 1963 is a memorable one, for it marks the
ninety-fifth year that William Edward Burghardt Du Bois has graced this
earth. Deep in the Berkshires, in New England’s heart, just three years after
Lincoln was murdered, was born this brown child, son of poor working
people, and great-grandson of a veteran of the Revolutionary War.

Among his papers, is a postcard a neighbor wrote him in 1878—“Dear
Willy: If you cut wood for me again this Saturday, I'll give you a quarter.”
And there is a letter to his mother, when he was all of thirteen years of
age, from far-off Hartford; he’d visited the Capitol and put his name in the
guest book: “Mother, the book has the names of many famous people, but
I did not care and was not afraid and wrote my own name there, t0o.”

When he is all of twentyfive years, on his birthday—really far from
home, in Berlin, studying at a great University—in the diary that he
kept for his own eyes and in which he made his deepest promises, he
dedicated himself to the search for Truth. He swore to himself that he
would carve out a name in literature and in science, and that—come what
may—he would fight for his people. He would, he wrote in this secret and
sacred place, be “a man worthy of my race and my fathers.”

35
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Du Bois never grew old. When he was past sixty and had been invited
back to head the Sociology Department at Atlanta University, he always
ran up the stone steps that brought one to the campus grounds; he ran
up because, reaching the top, one was rewarded with a view of lovely
flowers and he could not wait to bathe his eyes in the vision. When he was
eighty and away on a lecture tour, he wrote his wife that to his keen regret
an engagement made it impossible for him to visit the circus that had
come to town. When he was near ninety I myself saw him sitting on a
piano bench with a seven-year-old girl—whose feet did not reach the floor—
singing lustily, and well, about Old MacDonald and his farm.

I remember when we were at the airport, a couple of years ago, seeing
the Doctor and his wife off to Ghana, where he was to take charge of a

projected Encyclopedia Africana, that sweet John McManus, of the

National Guardian—]John, the reporter always and to the end—asked the
Doctor how many volumes he projected and how long the task would

be. “Ten volumes, I think,” said the Doctor and then he added, with the
barest suggestion of a smile, “and about ten years per volume.”

* L I ]

In Georgia, seventy years ago, Du Bois gave voice to the Negro’s re-
sistance against the conquest of the South by monopoly capitalism. He led
the struggle against Big Business’ “philanthropic” effort to mis-educate
the Negro people and corrupt their leaders. He recognized the irresistible
logic of Socialism sixty years ago. He organized the Niagara Movement,
in 1905, and, speaking out for his people, said: '

We will not be satisfied to take one jot or tittle less than our full
manhood rights. We claim for ourselves every single right that belongs
to a free-born American, political, civil and social; and until we get
these rights we will never cease to protest and assail the ears of America.

It was this Niagara Movcxﬁcnt, and Du Bois personally, that were so
vital to the launching, in 190g, of the National Association for the Advance-
ment of Colored People. ' '
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Du Bois is the man who saw, fifty years ago, with the clarity of genius,
an essential element in the unfolding of the twentieth century in the United
States: “The cause of labor is the cause of black men, and the black man’s
cause is labor’s own.” It was he, top, who, more than a generation ago,
saw the anti-imperialist liberating potential in a world-unity of Negro
peoples, and therefore founded the Pan-African Movement.

The essence of his life, as writer, thinker, educator, and organizer, has
been the call for Peace—peace within nations and among nations—for
dignified, secure, fraternal, living-together by a creative humanity. “I believe
that War is Murder,” he wrote in his “Credo” of 1904—one of the most in-
fluential essays in the history of American letters. “I believe that the
wicked conquest of weaker and darker nations by nations white and
stronger but foreshadows the death of that strength.” ‘

Increasingly, Du Bois has seen that the good things of life—based,

as they must be, on Peace so that the good things may be created, shared
and enjoyed—can be obtained only by struggle, by organized struggle.
Increasingly, he has seen that the leadership and the main role in this
struggle falls and must fall—if it is to be a principled one, an effective one
—to the working class and its allies. As he put it: “Naturally, out of the
mass of the working classes, who know life and its bitter struggles, will
continually rise the real, unselfish, and clear-sighted leadership.”
- Du Bois insists that imperialism is evil, that racism is vile, that poverty
is conquerable, that world war is not inevitable. Leading the Peace In-
formation Center, that did monumental work in the late 1940’s and early
1950’s, Dr. Du Bois and four associates, were indicted and tried a dozen
years ago, as “unregistered foreign agents” under the provisions of the
McCormick Act. That Act—unlike the McCarran Act—requires sub-
stantive proof of the actual “guilt” of the defendant personally; the Gov-
ernment offered Dr. Du Bois a “deal,” telling him that if he pleaded no-
defense, it would let him off without a jail sentence. Steeped in white
chauvinism and reflecting the ethics of imperialism, the government offi-
cials did not know with whom they were dealing. Du Bois told his
attorney—the late Vito Marcantonio—“that before I would enter such a
plea I would rot in jail.”
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Of course the defendants were not guilty—to think of Dr. Du Bois
as a “foreign agent” is like thinking of Thomas Jefferson and Frederick
Douglass as “foreign agents” (of which, by the way, both were accused
in their days!). And since, as I have stated, under the McCormick Akt
one does not have a legislative Bill of Attainder, such as the McCarran
Act, a defendant had a chance, given due process of law; Dr. Du Bois and
his fellow-defendants were acquitted.*

During the period of the indictment and the trial, Dr. Du Bois stuck
to his guns, of course, and as had been true all his life said exactly what he
believed and what he wanted to say, and said it with perfect clarity: “With
jail in sight,” he writes in his In Battle for Peace (Mainstream. Publishers,
N. Y, 1952), “I hammered at the proposition that the Soviet Union did not
want war, while our masters did; that we in demanding peace were op-
posing Big Business which wanted war, and that we did this as free
Americans and not as tools of any foreign or domestic power.”

It was in the midst of this struggle that Langston Hughes—one of the
hundreds of distinguished Negroes who, as youths, had turned to Dr. Du
Bois for inspiration and help—to his everlasting credit wrote a magnificent
column in The Chicago Defender (October 6, 1951):

. . - Du Bois is more than a man. He is all that he has stood for
- - . The things that he has stood for are what millions of people of good
will the world around desire, too—a world of decency, of no nation over
another nation, of no color line, no more colonies, no more poverty, of
education for all, of freedom and love and friendship and peace among
men. For as long as I can remember, Dr. Du Bois has been writing and
speaking and working for these things. He began way before I was born
to put reason above passion, tolerance above prejudice, well-being above
poverty, wisdom above ignorance, cooperation above strife, equality above
Jim Crow, and peace above the bomb.

* * #*

What made Du Bois? Monumental persistence was there; and a fan-
tastic capacity for work. As one studies his life, he is reminded of the

. "It is worth noting, that the Justice Depé.mnent in arguing for the McCarran Act, declared that
::ts ;ﬁﬂg ccimt get convictons with the McCormick Act since proof of individual guilt’cou‘l;tnot be
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letter Thomas Jefferson—whose range similarly was almost incredible—
wrote his daughter: “No person will have occasion to complain of the
want of time, who never loses any.” And: “It is wonderful how much
may be done if we are always doing.” Du Bois lived as though he had
made Jefferson’s advice his own motto. Repeatedly he said to others—and
told himself—that there was but one reason for living—to live creatively
anl productively; and that there was but one answer to attack and criticism
and that was effective work.

There also was present what John Hope, President of Atlanta University,
wrote him in 1915—after the University had been compelled to let Dr.
Du Bois go, since “philanthropists” insisted that either he moderate his
militancy or they would cancel their “benefactions”—“You are able be-
cause you are honest. . . . Intellectual honesty and moral courage are your
adornments.” About Du Bois’ honesty there has hovered other qualities
that have been parts of the whole: there has never been vindictiveness in
the man, and he has waged some monumental struggles; he has never
retained any kind of “grudge” and has been quick to admit error. If he
failed at times in dealing with others—and he was not the easiest-going
person in the world—it is because he set fearfully high standards for himself
and tended to apply the same standards for others.

Of course, when secking the secret of Du Bois, one is in the presence
of genius, and here biology itself so far has failed us. Certainly, an aspect
of his genius was the persistence, the capacity for work, the integrity, the
fundamental love for people; but then there was that mysterious some-
thing called “talent” and brilliance. He got to the heart; he anticipated;
he felt what was coming and what was true; he thought big; he came
to no hasty judgments; he took himself seriously—some, who did not fully
understand his own stern standards, thought too seriously.

Du Bois® writing is characteristically clear and lyrical; it exudes honesty
and passion, but it concentrates above all on precision. Zona Gale once
described Du Bois as “a great teacher of Democracy in America—of a
democracy which we have not yet practiced nor even visioned.” Some 35
years ago, Eugene O'Neill wrote: “Ranking as he does among the fore-
most writers of true importance in this country, one selfishly wishes some-
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times (as a writer onself) that he could devote all his time to the accom-
plishment of that fine and moving prose which distinguishes his books. But
at the same time one realizes, self-reproachfully, that with Dr. Du Bois
it is a cause—an ideal—that overcomes the personal egoism of the artist.”

“The cause”—this is the heart of Du Bois. And it was his devotion
to it, his identity with it, that is the ultimate source of his greatness. For
over a half century this one man epitomized the cause; and it was the
most dramatic cause in his country and his era. He experienced the cruci-
fixion himself; and he never sought to use his great gifts to remove the
thorns from his own head. Many times was wealth offered him; many
times were positions of great distinction dangled before his eyes—some-
times, his pre-eminance being so indubitable, they actually came to him—
bnt neither the offers nor the momentary reality ever came near corrupting

The iron had entered his soul; he had seen the lynch-victim’s fingers
displayed in a Georgia butcher-shop; he had seen the wreckage of his
own home after the “race riot” of 1906; he had sent his firstborn, who
died in infancy, twelve hundred miles from home to be buried where
Jim Crow did not live,

And among his scores of thousands of letters—everyone carefully pre-
served—are thousands from the worker and the peon, the aspiring ado-
lescent, whose heart was bleeding, the sharecropper whose indignities over-
flowed in painfully written notes, the woman who scrubbed and dreamed.
‘The most scorned and the most despised—the prisoner, the begger, the pros-
titute—poured their hearts out to him. You are our voice, they wrote;
speak for us. Every letter was read and every letter was answered—the
copies are also preseved; and the answers were full and serious ‘and helpful
and dignified. Du Bois’ letters to these—to the “unknowns,” to what the
monstrous elite call the “mudsill of society”—show more pains than his
letters to Presidents and savants,

The Negro intelligentsia, professionals and artists loved Du Bois as
he loved and understood them; and he fought for them. There is no out-
standing Negro creative figure of the twentieth century—from Ralph
Bunche to Franklin Frazier, from Walter White to Jessie Fauset, from
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Richmond Barthé to Paul Robeson—who did not, at some pomt, draw in-
spiration and gather aid directly from their Dean. e

From all of these, at the same time, Du Bois gained hls strength; the
inspiration was mutual; they held him up and he led the way.

Du Bois writes with ease, but his manuscripts show that he does so
with great care. Each sentence was scrutinized and many are the pencilled
alterations on manuscript and on galley sheet. He knows exactly what
he wants to say, is an artist at saying it, and so takes infinite pains with
the instruments of his craft—with his words.

There is one word that sums up Du Bois—multifarious as have been
his interests and enormous as has been his output; that word is Poet. His
range and passion, his vision and endurance, his kindness and iron, his
knowledge and charity, his faith in reason, his devotion to truth, his urge
to communicate, his optimism, these make his books poems, and have made
his life one Poem.

* * *

Du Bois’ passion has been Justice. Through science, reason, struggle,
organization, would come Justice and in that will be Peace. It is this
passion that brought Du Bois to Socialism sixty years ago. Never has he
lost this light, His learning is as extensive as any man’s; his friendships
extended from Einstein to Gandhi; no part of this globe has he not
studied with his own eyes; no significant political, or social or intellectual
current has moved in the United States in the past sixty years without
his participation—and all this unparalleled experience has held him firm
to the need for Socialism and has led him, in his latest period, to the
momentous decision of becoming a member of the Communist Party.

Du Bois, in life, exemplifies the organic relationship between the
struggles for equality, for democracy, for Peace, and for Socialism, and
he knows that the last encompasses and embraces the first three.

What Du Bois has sought is an end of man’s conflict with man. In
this sense, he has sought Peace and he has seen and taught that Reace

and Justice are One; and their name is Socialism.
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We noted that Du Bois’ “Credo” of 1904 denounced War as Murder.
In the final chapter of the last volume of his great trilogy, The Black
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Flame (1961)—a chapter entitled “Death” and telling of the passing of
Manuel Mansart (through whom, of course, Dr. Du Bois speaks)—it is
Mansart who says:

One thing I know. Today, more than ever, war is utterly evil and
completely indefensible in terms of human morals or decency or civiliza-
tion. Nothing on earth is so comipletely useless, so inexcusably vile. War
no longer brings victory to either side. It is planned and deliberate murder
of human beings, the complete destruction of the earth’s treasures. . . .
Down with warl Never again warl War is the bottomless depth to
which human beings have fallen in this 20th century of the miscalled
Prince of Peace!

It is a hallmark of the decay of the American social order and the
depravity of its ruling class that Dr. Du Bois is labelled, under the McCarran
Act, a fearful criminal, an assassin, a traitor, a bought foe of democracy!
The President of the United States and his brother—the Attorney General—
dare to sit in judgment of his life and declare it not only unworthy but
criminal. One man’s criminal is another’s saint. Langston Hughes, in the
essay already mentioned, having in mind the Government’s effort a dozen
years ago to send Du Bois to jail, wrote: “Somebody in Greece long ago
gave Socrates the hemlock to drink. Somebody at Golgotha erected a
cross and somebody drove nails into the hands of Christ. Somebody spat
upon His garments. No one remembers their names.”

In E. P. Thompson’s monumental life of another revolutionary, William
Morris, the author writes of Morris as “beckoning us forward to the
measureless bounty of life.” And he concludes with this fine line: “He
is one of those men whom history will never overtake.”

There are very few such; one most certainly, is William Edward
Burghardt Du Bois.

By Dorothy R. Healey

The results of the California elec-
tion are by now a matter of history.
Nixon’s defeat and Brown’s victory
were headlined in papers throughout
the world. With the exception ¢f the
office of U.S. Senator, the Democrats
won every major office, took 25 of
the 38 Congressional seats, and main-
tained a heavy majority in the State
Assembly and Senate. The only state-
wide GOP victories—Senator Tom
Kuchel and Secretary of State Frank
M. Jordan—were the offices on which
labor was not solidly united. In addi-
tion, Kuchel was the only important
GOP nominee who refused to capi-
tulate to the ultra-Right pressures
within his own party. He proved to
be a more perceptive politician than
Nixon, more sensitive to the people’s
moods.

An arithmetical summary does not
provide the essence of the campaign.
Thus, the defeat of Congressmen
Hiestand and Rousselot, avowed
Birch Society members, cannot be
measured simply by subtracting from
the Republican side and adding two
to the Democrats; again, the election
of a Negro and a Mexican-American
to Congress is not simply two more
Democratc votes; and three out of
four congressmen supported by peace,
civil rights and civil liberties organ-
izations were elected, and in the pro-

cess new independent political cen-
ters were created.

Unmistakably, the majority of
Californians had blunted the thrust

‘of the ultra-Right by defeating most

of its candidates and retiring Nixon
to private life, and became the first
electorate to reject an extension of
McCarranism by defeating Proposi-
tion 24, the proposed anti-Commu-
nist amendment to the California
State Constitution and doing that by
a margin of two to one.

THE REAL RICHARD NIXON

When Richard Nixon appeared at
the press conference in the wake of
his defeat, his alternating bullying
and whining shocked even many
longtime supporters. Newspapers:
could bemoan their “misplaced trust,”
but the identity of the Real Richard
Nixon had been no secret to the mil-
lions who recognized him as a main
protagonist for reaction.

The AFL-CIO had said: “. . . Rich-
ard Nixon’s nomination pretty well
epitomizes the working man’s stake
in this general election. . .. An unholy
alliance of bankers, big oil men, pri-
vate utilities and real estate lobbyists
back Nixon.”

There were no easy guarantees that
Nixon would be defeated. Shortly be--

43
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fore November 6, the polls showed

him leading Governor Pat Brown.

Moreover, Nixon had taken the state
from Kennedy. Further, the com-
bined vote of Nixon and Joe Shell in
the primary, including their write-in
votes on the Democratic ballot, had
totalled more than Governor Brown’s
vote. :
Nixon made Communism his main
campaign issue. He claimed that the
issue of anti-Communism “lit up the
crowds,” and boasted of his sponsor-
ship of the McCarran Act. He pro-
posed to go further than that Act
by urging that anyone who took the
Fifth Amendment before any investi-
gating body (including grand juries)
be forbidden to speak on any campus
in the state,

The campaign cry “soft on Com-
munism” did as much for Nixon in
1962 as “Rum, Romanism and Rebel-
lion” did for Blaine in 1884!

WHAT HAPPENED TO THE
APATHY?

The high turn-out of voters dis-
proved the charge that they were not
interested because “they had nothing
to choose between parties and candi-
dates.” It is true that there was less
precinct work and a greater reliance
on mailing and phone campaigns
than usual. And this, coupled with
greater use of TV and radio, gave
the appearance of apathy. The
ILWU and the Amalgamated
Clothing Workers, who did more to

mobilize their members than most
unions, worked mainly out of their
own officers or the candidates’. While
COPE had more area headquarters
than in any previous election, there
was not as much visible manpower
until the final weekend. But the unity
of labor was important in influenc-
ing the total outcome; labor unity
meant that workers were not con-
fused or divided by conflicting en-
dorsements within the labor move-
ment.

There is no way to measure what
impact the “Cuba week” had in in-
fluencing the high percentage of vo-
ters in an off-election year. But there
is a general consensus on its impact
as far as candidates were concerned.
The great majority of voters sup-
ported the President’s action during
that first week. But when the Soviet
Union acted with sobriety and res-
ponsibility, a huge sigh of relief swept
the state. Observers estimate that if
the high state of tension present in
the first week had continued the
Democrats would have suffered from
the charge of being the “war party.”
In spite of the strong support for the
blockade speech, the underlying
dread of nuclear warfare was already
starting to come to the surface, and
part of the support for Kennedy’s
action came because people believed
he yvquld be willing to enter into ne-
gotiations.

Evidence of this is forthcoming
from the failure of Nixon and the
ultras to get any “credit” from the
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voters for their boast that they had
long advocated forceful action against
Cuba. Nixon had a special state-wide
television broadcast devoted solely to
asserting this claim. And, on Novem-
ber 5, nine GOP candidates signed a
large advertisement which said,
“The man listed below has been de-
manding a Cuban blockade for
months . . . Your candidate listed
below will strive to keep the block-
ade until all the atomic submarine
bases are removed . . . until the Rus-
sian troops and Castro’s Communist
government are out of Cuba. He
can’t do this unless you vote for him.
Vote for the one listed below so we
can keep the blockade . . . until
Cuba is free.”

The voters answered: Six of the
nine were defeated!

McCARRANISM COMES
TO CALIFORNIA

The Democrats learned firsthand
that the weapons used against the
Communist Party under the McCar-
ran Act could be turned against them
—first, labeling by an FBI stool-
pigeon, then the technique of guilt
by association. Extensive use was
made of stoolpigeon Karl Prussion’s
pamphlet, which charged (1) that
the California Democratic Council
was initiated and controlled by Com-
munists (proof: didn’t the CDC pass
resolutions against HUAC and for
seating China in the United Na-
tions?); (2) Democratic nominecs

were “soft on Communism” (chap-
ter title: “Brown Is A Red Ap-
peaser”); and (3) the Kennedy ad-
ministration was suspect (proof: the
1954 platform of the Communist
Party had planks comparable to that
of the Democratic platform of 1g6o,
and the Communists had used the
phrase “new frontiers” six years be-
fore Kennedy).

The American Legion, at its state
convention in Fresno, passed a reso-
lution which urged that the Attor-
ney-General “classify certain Cali-
fornia organizations, councils or
clubs as subversive.” They listed a
series of resolutions which included
action in support of police review
boards and disarmament as the evid-
ence of subversion. They concluded
by saying: “Anyone who is a mem-
ber of, subscribes to, and actively
participates in said organizations
cannot in good faith uphold and de-
fend the mandates of the American
Legion.” ,

The ferocity of the red-baiting
campaign surprised even those who
were familiar with the Nixon-Mur-
ray Chotiner technique. When the
courts stopped the distribution of
the Karl Prussion pamphlet, it was
reproduced in full-age ads. Televi-
sion shows denouncing the “indirect”
Communists (civil libertarians, peace
workers, etc.) were put on with
monotonous regularity. Quotes from
People’s World editorial were repro-
duced by Nixon campaigners (and
increased the circulation of the
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paper!) The attacks were a real trib-
ute to the fine reportage and cogent
editorials of the People’s World, at-
tested to by its increased influence
among politically-minded people.

Along with this attack came the
concentration of the ultras for Pro-
position 24, an initiative measure
which they had qualified for the bal-
lot by securing over 600,000 valid
signatures on petitions circulated by
volunteers. Most of it was a re-write
of the McCarran Act; Section 3 went
beyond that Act by providing that
any governmental body or appointed
official could name “Communists or
Communist frontiers.”

THE VOTERS TURN
THUMBS DOWN

In the past, except for right-to-
work legislation, bad initiative meas-
ures were rarely defeated and good
ones seldom won. The reason was
simple—with the mass media of com-
munication firmly controlled by big
business the truth about the real con-
tent of a proposition rarely reached
the voters. With this in mind, oppo-
nents of Proposition 24 concentrated
on getting out material in the mil-
lions of copies. The broadest coali-
tion in California’s history opposed
the measure, ranging from the Los
Angeles Times on the Right, to the
Peopless World on the Left; from
Nixon (who, along with the Times,
said that he agreed with the objec-
tives of the propesition, but thought

Section 3 unconstitutional) through
Governor Pat Brown, and over to
Longshoreman Archie Brown.

Brown’s and Nixon’s opposition,
though important, was not decisive;
both supported Proposition 23 (State
reapportionment) which was de-
feated.

Every sample ballot put out by
unions, the Democratic Party or in-
dependent organizations urged a
“NO” on 24. Students on most cam-
puses singled out the measure for
concentrated opposition and provid-
ed manpower for its defeat. Women's
organizations instituted chain tele-
phone campaigns. Civil liberties or-
ganizatjons provided both the initiat-
ing push and the follow-through un-
til the last day. Undoubtedly, the
massive turn-out on November 6
helped defeat it, and with that de-
feat, the voters indicated they were
fed up with the anti-communist hys-
teria.

Governor Brown refused to capi-
tulate to the Republican efforts to
picture CDC as the “Left-wing coun-
terpart” to the Birch Society. In spite
of Nixon’s attacks, Brown refused
to repudiate CDC, although he did
disassociate himself from some of its
past resolutions. He led the great
majority of Democratic Party candi-
dates who refused to fill out a ques-
tionnaire circulated by the Anti-
Communist Voters League, a front
organization set up by the ultras for
the campaign,

Attorney General Stanley Mosk
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was the only important Democrat
to fall on his face in response to the
red-baiting pressures. Hoping to get
sufficient conservative votes to lead
the state Democratic ticket once
more, he filled out the questionnaire.
This action aroused indignation
within the Democratic Clubs, and
elsewhere. The results demonstrated
that his gamble was costly to his
future ambition—he trailed by a
considerable margin Controller Alan
Cranston, who had been bitterly at-
tacked by reactionaries because of
his past presidency of the World
Federalists and his founding of
CDC.

THE ULTRAS COME A CROPPER

While Hiestand, Roussellot and
Richardson were the only avowed
members of the John Birch Society
running for office, there were other
representatives of the ultra-Right
who had won the GOP nomination
in the primaries. Charles “Steve”
Foote in the 22nd and Robert Geier,
in the new 34th, were typical of such
candidates. Most of them were de-
feated. Since the elections, ultra
Right apologists have stated that re-
apportionment was responsible for
their defeat. While this helped con-
siderably, it is evident from other
contests that reapportionment can’t
have full credit. In San Francisco, for
instance, liberal John O’Connell was
running against GOP incumbent
William Maillard in a reapportioned

Democratic district, and yet O’Con-
nell lost. The difference was that
Maillard enjoyed the reputation of
being a moderate Republican, like
Kuchel.

The ultra-Right can claim one
state-wide victory in the defeat of
Dr. Ralph Richardson by Max Raf-
ferty for State Superintendent of
Public Instruction. _

With campaign oratory against
“progressive education,” “life adjust-
ment” courses, and inattention to the
three R’s, Rafferty took advantage
of a growing, but inadequately in-
formed, parental disatisfaction with
the school system. Richardson, a
thoughtful  educator, realistically
aware of the limitations on policy-
making inherent in the post of
Superintendent, was willy-nilly iden-
tified with the status quo.

However, whatever affinity Raf-
ferty may have had for the ultras is
already being tempered by the lack
of an accompanying Right-wing
sweep.

The Birchers were not thoroughly
routed, not only because such a Con-
gressman as James Utt, No. 1 white-
supremacist and labor-baiter, was re-
elected, but, mainly, because the ul-
tras have become an organized sector
of the Republican Party.

Little noted was their infiltration
into the Prohibition Party. They
were so successful in capturing it
that they managed to alter that
party’s historic opposition to Demon
Rum. It is quite a change from de-
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manding full prohibition to meekly
suggesting that grocery stores be
denied the right to sell liquor—only
full-fledged liquor stores should
have that privilege!

THE PRIMACY OF PRIMARIES

There was an early recognition
that the first step toward victory was
through serious attention to 'the
primary elections. Hence, attention
and activity was directed toward the
selection of candidates within ‘the
party primaries who would tackle
more advanced issues and around
whom, broad alliances could be estab-
lished. It was in the primaries that
the first notable victories for minor-
ity representation were achieved,
and it was in the primaries that can-
didates committed to a pro-peace,
civil rights and civil liberties plat-
form defeated their more conserva-
tive Democratic opponents.

But, defeats were also suffered in
the primaries, which left scars in the
final elections. This was most notice-
ably true in the campaigns of Everett
Burkhalter and Ron Cameron, run-
ning against Birchers Hiestand and
Rousselot. In both districts, the final
campaigns suffered from a lack of
unity which can be summarized in
two concepts: One—“Let the Bircher
win now. He'll be easier to defeat
with a better candidate in 1964.”
(People with a long memory might
recall  similar  expressions - in
pre-Hitler Germany, “What if Hit-

ler does win now—he'll be thrown
out in six weeks.”) Two—“What's
the difference, the Democrats are
only the lesser of two evils?” It
would seem that the urgency of de-
feating Nixon and the ultra-Right
would have been obvious to any
democratic-minded voter. But one of
the serious immobilizing factors was
the oft-repeated idea that a vote for
a “lesser evil” provides no advantage
to the voter,

The National Guardian presented
this viewpoint in its pre-and post-
election editorials and analyses. Its
views are singled out for comment
because its presentation summarizes
the viewpoint of others. The critique
of these views is presented within an
over-all appreciation of the Guar-
dian’s staunchness and integrity in
the struggle for peaceful coexistence
and democratic rights.

After November 6, it : said,

. .that the scales balanced out
and the situation remained static.”
This analysis is a logical continua-
tion of its pre-election editorial posi-
tion. It claimed then that because of
the Cuban war crisis, the “elections
of 1962 are largely meaningless .
On other issues the elections . . .
have but little more significance. In
the first place, liberal domestic stands
become empty gestures when coupl-
ed with cold war economics and
politics. . . . For most progressive
citizens, the 1962 elections permit no
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" real choice and no chance of domes-

tic expression.” I think this is an ex-
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ample of how the distorted use of
radical phraseology can lead to frus-
tration and passivity.

Perhaps one of the reasons Cali-
fornians were not as overwhelmed by
the action of candidates who sup-
ported Kennedy’s blockade (includ-
ing some who took advanced posi-
tions on questions of Berlin, nuclear
testing and disarmament) was that
they remembered a similar situation
in 1950. Helen Gahagan Douglas,
running on a generally progressive
domestic platform, supported the
opening stages of the Korean War.
And progressives decided, therefore,
that there was no difference between
her and Richard Nixon in their race
for the U.S. Senate. But they learned
from that debacle. When a candidate
opposes HUAC, he is opposing a
powerful pro-war domestic weapon,
one that stifles dissent on foreign
policy. When a candidate supports
the shurter work week, he is object-
ively opposing a war economy. We
have long stated that a country bent
on war will retreat from social pro-
gress at home. The converse also has
validity.

Further, without a mass peace
movement, the only candidates who
maintain a full peace platform are
those running primarily to educate
the voters, not expecting to win.’

Some of the most militant figures
for Negro freedom are not yet
among the conscious peace fighters.
Should their demands be shunted
aside? The Negro and Mexican-

American candidates in California
were among those who supported
the blockade. Should support have
been withdrawn from them? Pro-
gressive Californians, including those
who agree that peace is the most
decisive issue, refused to be boxed
in by a rigid formula.

LESSER EVIL OR GREATER
DANGER?

The old cliche, “the lesser evil”
got its real start in pre-Hitler Ger-
many. Germany had a mass Commu-
nist and Socialist Party and a work-
ing class that was conscious of itself
as a class. Unity then could have de-
feated Hitler. In short, there was an
dlternative to Hitler and Von Hin-
denburg.

And the US.A,, circa 19627 Why,
if a labor party were to come into
immediate existence, based upon the
trade unions today, its program
would undoubtedly echo, at least in
foreign policy, that of its present
leadership. And people who today
satisfy themselves with the “simple”
formula of calling for a labor party
would then have the identical prob-
lem that they face with most Demo-
cratic Party candidates.

In California we had some “clas-
sic” examples of how this theory
operates. Everett Burkhalter is a run-
of-the-mill Democrat. At no time in
the past has he advocated any force-
ful or consistent liberal program. His
future congressional career will prob-
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ably be limited to a support of the
Kennedy administration—unless he
feels the hot breath of an organized
constituency on his neck. Yet, op-
posing Edgar Hiestand, he made the
issue of Birchism the main issue of
his campaign.

The pressures of the “lesser evil”
theory had considerable support in
this district, and helped to demobil-
ize and disunite some circles. But in
their greater number Left-progres-
sives understood that the slogan,
“Defeat the ultra-Right,” was not
coined as a Madison Avenue catch-
word. Its message is direct: He who
does not fight fascism in its early
stages may not be able to defeat it
later. And so, in spite of the ob-
stacles, there was enough unity to de-
feat Hiestand, and the “lesser evil”
Burkhalter was elected.

Pat Brown’s campaign for gov-
ernor had comparable problems.
While Governor Brown has a more
consistent liberal record than Burk-
halter, and a record of practical
achievement, he, nevertheless, did
his own back-tracking on some is-
sues in the beginning of the cam-
paign. And when he, too, supported
the blockade against Cuba, the reac-
tion in some circles was immediate:
He’s only a “lesser evil”; there is no
difference, etc. But those who recog-
nized that Nixon’s defeat would
represent a decisive rebuff to the
worst war-mongers and reactionary
forces refused to be overwhelmed.
They fought a two-front policy—to

mobilize pressures upon Brown to
prevent his retreats, while keeping
the sharpest attack aimed at Nixon.
Did Brown’s victory represent a vic-
tory for a lesser evil over a greater
evil? Yes, indeed. And this victory,
coupled with the movements that
were developed to defeat Proposition
24 and to elect candidates who would
improve the quality of the congres-
sional delegation, has strengthened
the possibility for more advanced
gains and candidates in 1964.

The California Democratic Coun-
cil, with its independent position,
will undoubtedly play a role in 1964,
although efforts to disparage the
CDC are legion. Even the National
Guardian averred that the CDC’s
successes were limited to “scattered
races,” and said that Jesse M. Unruh,
Speaker of the Assembly, had
“proved” the CDC “is not the key
to California politics.” Like Unruh’s
own public relations staff, the Guar-
dian credited Unrub’s $2.5 million
war chest with having gotten out the
voters (8175%), thereby winning

the election!
FACT AND FANCY FREE ;

The fact is that while Unruh’s
much-heralded get-out-the-vote cam-
paign had some results, it was con-
centrated primarily within the 31st
and 25th Congressional Districts,
where Unruh-committed Democrats
were running. Secondly, the huge
turn-out started early, long before

CALIFORNIA ENDS THE NIXON ERA 51

3:00 P.M. when the paid workers
arrived at the polls. Third, CDC and
labor volunteers were also concen-
trating on voter turn-out; their re-
sults are shown by the fact that in
Edward Royal’s and George Brown’s
districts the victory margin was
greater than in the 31st and 2sth.
Fourth, many CDC devotees ac-
cepted Unruh money for what they
always do voluntarily.

The CDC participated in the elec-
tion victory; the defeat of Don Rose
for Secretary of State, and of Rich-
ard Richards for U.S. Senator was a
loss, not only to the CDC, but to the
regular Democratic Party apparatus,
of which they are part.

The Guardian also credits Unruh
with plotting “the defeat of Repre-
sentative Gordon McDonough by
liberal Edward Roybal, patron of
Los Angeless Mexican-American
population and a peace candidate.”
Actually, Unruh opposed Roybal in
the primaries, and gave him scant
support in the finals. Confronted by
the narrowest Democratic margin of
any of the Los Angeles reappor-
tioned districts, Roybal won with
the support of more volunteer work-
ers than any other candidate in the
state—volunteers from CDC, labor,
MAPA (Mexican-American Political
Association), SANE and Califor-
nians for Liberal Representation,

The progressives quite properly
refrained from picturing Jesse Unruh
as the main danger. The challenge
was to defeat Nixon and the ultra-

Right. Necessary rebukes to Unruh
were administered within the Dem-
ocratic Party. When he proposed a
motion to the State Democratic
Central Committee to remove all
Birchers and Communists from any
Democratic Party organization, he
was defeated on grounds that this
was simply a witchhunting device.
This defeat marked a real turning
point in the campaign. There was
no further capitulation by any major
candidate to Nixon and the ultras.

CDC does face a problem, but it
is not a new one. Unless it strength-
ens its alliance with labor and the
minorities, the professionals will in-
crease their pressure to transform it
into their loyal and unquestioning
handmaiden. Unless it increases day-
to-day educational activities among
all voters, its convention resolutions
have insufficient meaning.

But the most significant fact is
that one of the campaign’s important
victories was that CDC never backed
away from the ferocious assault on
it. CDC fought for its right to take
independent positions—and won.

DOES ONLY THE GOAL COUNT?

There were times during the elec-
tion (including the reading of the
Guardian’s  election-eve editorial)
that one felt that Eduard Bernstein’s
slogan was being turned upside
down, and would result in the same
confusion. “The end is everything;
the movement to get there nothing.”
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There is general agreement among
the Left that America needs an inde-
pendent party, led by labor joined
with its allies. But how to achieve
it? Ah, there’s the rub—and the
cause for more disunity among the
Left than any other single issue.

In California, one school of thought
argued that the Communist Party
should content itself with joining
those who were telling the working-
class voter that there was no differ-
ence between the Democratic Party
and the Republican Party, and, there-
fore, it mattered little if Nixon or
Brown won. The Party replied:
These are not monolithic parties;
there is, therefore, a difference be-
tween the role of the parties on a
national scale and their role in the
fifty states. They are not homogen-
ous parties; therefore, coalitions still
operate within them, which in other
countries are expressed by separate
political parties with fairly well de-
fined class interests. And, because of
this, the two parties respond to their
vastly differing social bases.

In politics one must proceed from
facts as they are, and not as nne
would like them to be, or as they will
be eventually. The alternative is the
use of a seemingly radical phraseol-
ogy and program; but, because
neither is attuned to reality the re-
sults can lead to passivity or frustra-
tion. This r-r-revolutionary approach
ducks the basic responsibility—
“being able to convince the back-
ward; to know how to work among

them and not to fence ourselves off
under a barrier of Left slogans.”

To say “the movement is every-
thing, the end nothing” is wrong;
and to say “the end is everything,
and the movement is nothing” is also
wrong. The goal is socialism and
that is far from nothing; it is deci-
sive. The movement is one seeking
that end; this consciousness is basic
both to the nature of the movement
and the achievement of the end. At
the same time, the reality of the
movement and its being attuned to
the requirements of time and place
also are elementary necessities. With-
out this, there is no movement, and
there will be no reaching of the
“Cnd.”

To ignore these facts is to play a
game with the goal of a new polit-
ical realignment in the country.
Who is to compose it? The working
class? Minorities? But the elections
proved again that in their great
majority, they still identify with and
work through the Democratic Party
to achieve their goals. The peace or-
ganizations? But these are predo-
minantly middle-class and could pro-
vide only the narrowest base. How-
ever, they faced up to the problem of
overcoming the chasm that exists be-
tween them and the masses of people
during the elections. SANE, at its
western regional conference, discus-
sed its participation in the elections,
saying, “. . . to remain in the role
of only a protest movement against
disastrous governmental directions
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was inviting futility and discourage-
ment. Therefore, the answer was
inevitable. To join with the healthiest
community currents and together
search out those political incumbents
and candidates who would be res-
ponsive to a common sense approach
on how to preserve a world in peace.
Immediately we found a warm res-
ponse by liberal democrats, disillu-
sioned democrats, minority, religious
and civil liberties groups who were
concerned and grappling with the
same problem. . . . Many of us had
healthy fears that messing around
with politicians and candidates was
begging for trouble and betrayal.
Nevertheless we could not escape the
conclusion that remaining on the out-
side had no future.”

Their conclusions: “. . . Peace is-
sues by themselves do not stand up
in an electoral campaign. They must
be joined to constructive domestic
measures. Therefore, peace organiza-
tions must associate with our “natur-
al” allies, women’s, church, labor and
minority groups. Any go-it-
alone electoral policies represented
by promotion of independent ‘peace’
candidates has proved not only a
dismal failure, but also serves to
isolate the peace movement.”

We would argue with them about
the complete dismissal of indepen-
dent peace candidates, while agreeing
with them that unless they have a
community base they are of limited
value. Their approach, however, not
only answers their own needs for

(11

effective political peace action that
broadens their community relations,
but is an additional example of how
movements on issues, organized in-
dependently, can effectively utilize
the existing two-party system.

ILLUSION CREATORS?

Other voices on the Left reproached
us, “Your policy creates. illusions;
the only correct policy is one that
urges workers not to have anything
to do with a capitalist party.” If the
logic of this argument was followed,
then the Left would have to abandon
support for trade unions, civil rights
or full civil liberties; the demand
and the support for these issues can
be said to create illusions that cap-
italism can be “reformed.” (Actu-
ally, only the SLP is, by these stand-
ards, fully “principled”; at the Dem-
ocratic Party Convention in 1960,
they distributed a leaflet calling upon
workers to leave the AFL-CIO be-
cause it serves the interests of the
capitalists.)

No, it is capitalism that creates the
illusions; and it is because of the
existence of illusions that Marxists
have struggled with the challenge
of building the united front. With-
out such illusions, workers would
march as a conscious class under the
banner of Socialism.

There are no short-cuts to reaching
that even closer objective—a new
party for independent political action.,
One cannot issue ultimatums to the
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worker or the Negro or the Mex-
ican-American that he should
promptly cease and desist from his
allegiance to the Democratic Party.
Nor will he learn this solely through
the education provided by independ-
ent candidates (as we learned from
the Progressive Party), important

though that channel can be for mass-

propaganda. Neither ultimatums nor
propaganda can substitute for the
lessons that must be learned directly
through political experience. Cer-
tainly, experience alone is not
enough; to think that it is, is to be-
lieve in spontaneity. There must be
correct theory, there must be the
Marxist component in its organized
form; but an absolute prerequisite
for greater political maturity is the
actual experience derived from effort
and struggle.

MINORITY REPRESENTATION

One of the most remarkable aspects
of the campaign was the upsurge in
the Negro and Mexican-American
communities. The electoral gains
that were achieved reflected pre-
primary activity that was present in
both areas and demonstrated the ef-
fectiveness of non-partisan organiza-
tions operating ‘within and without
the Democratic Party. The election
to the State Assembly of Reverend
F. D. Ferrell over white, liberal,
long-time incumbent Vernon Kil-
patrick was one indication of this.
Ferrell joins newly elected Mervyn

Dymally and incumbent Bryan
Rumford ‘in strengthening Negro
representation in the State Legisla-
ture.

But the greatest political expansion
took place in the Mexican-American
community during both the primary
and the final elections. More Mex-
ican-American candidates filed for
more offices than during any previ-
ous election. In addition to Congress-
man Roybal’s victory, for the first
time, two Mexican-Americans were
elected to the State Assembly.

Coalitions rarely develop in equal
proportions and seldom share equally
in victories. Further, each mainly
sees only its own interests. The
unique responsibility of the Left,
whether working within labor, lib-
eral or minority and independent
organizations, is to represent the gen-
eral interests of the whole alliance.

For years, the Democratic Party,
labor and liberals, have relied on the
minority voter as an indispensable
guarantee for their success. But
when nominations or appointments
were to be made, neither the liberal
CDC, labor, nor the Democratic
politicos recognized the demands for
minority representation. “Strangely,”
no minority candidate was ever
“good” enough to be supported,
though the same criteria were rarely
applied to other candidates.

This double standard brought
forth its own distortion—the counter-
theory developed that any minority
candidate was better than any non-
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minority one. Understandable as this
expression for representation was, it,
too, tended to frustrate minority
representation. Candidates who had
no community support, or who did
not express its real needs, ran success-
fully. During the campaign, passio-
nate partisans for a particular
“minority representation” or “inde-
pendent” candidate showed little
regard for the overall alliances,

within and without the district. The.

idea of “any minority candidate” did
considerable damage to the unity
within the Mexican-American com-
munity in the primaries, and re-
mained a serious problem in the final
elections. Further, the alliance with
labor and the liberals was damaged,
leaving scars that will be difficult to
eradicate. Labor and “Anglo” lib-
erals will have to recognize the new
stage of strength in the minority
communities, which insists on self-
representation; at the same time, the
minority communitjes will recognize
that the fulfillment of their aspira-

tions is related to the strength of
their ties with their allies.
*

Candidates, bourgeois or inde-
pendent, cannot, of course, be relied
upon as the guarantors of progress,
and the victory of a particular can-
didate is not the only yardstick of a
campaign. Did a campaign result in
the strengthening of the component
parts of the potential anti-monopoly
alliance? Did it provide a channel
for bringing forward the issues
which affect the security and well-
being of the people and the nation?
Did it advance, in either form or
content, the perspective for inde-
pendent political action? and greater
unity of all progressive forces? If a
campaign has few accomplishments
in this direction, then the “victory”
can be shallow. And, while there is
an awareness of the shortcomings
and weaknesses that were present,
California’s 1962 elections will be
recorded as increasing the strength
of the growing alliance of the people.



Storms Ahead in Central Africa

By Jack Woddis

CentrAL Africa is heading for a
major crisis and it is unlikely that
British imperialism will be able to
avoid it. This is particularly true
of Southern Rhodesia, where the
struggle is, at present, the sharpest.
The crisis which has arisen in
Central Africa, a key region of Af-
rica, is not just one confronting the
working class, still less the trade
unions. It is a national crisis, af-
fecting all peoples and all clagses.
Yet because of the key role of the
African working class the outcome
of the struggle is very much bound
up with the future of the working
class itself. ‘
The (London) Times, in a recent
editorial (September 19, 1962), re-
ferred to the problem of “finding a
solution” for Rhodesia and Nyasaland
as “the hardest task remaining for
the British Government in the twi-
light of colonialism.” 'The situation
in Southern Rhodesia, where the
government has recently banned the
200,000 strong national party, the
Zimbabwe African People’s Union
(ZAPU.)), is particularly acute.
But it cannot be looked at in isola-
tion from the other two territories
which make up the Central African

Federation.
*® * *
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In the first of these, Nyasaland
(with only some 4,000 Europeans
in a population of 2,600,000), British
imperialism is being forced to make
concessions. All past attempts to
crush the national liberation move-
ment ‘there by force have failed.
The declaration of emergency in
1959, the mass shootings, the arrest
of Dr. Hastings Banda and hundreds
more and the banning of the African
National Congress (A.N.C.) availed
nothing. The emergency had to be
lifted, and Dr. Banda and other
national leaders released from jail.
Meanwhile, the banned A.N.C. was
replaced by the Malawi Congress
Party, which now claims over a mil-
lion members, and in elections held
in the autumn of 1961, this party,
which is pledged to quit the Fed-
eration, secured go per cent of all
the votes cast on the lower roll (that
is, the category of lowest paid elec-
tors, mainly African), and took all
the 20 lower roll seats. Altogether,
the Malawi Congress Party gained
22 seats in an Assembly of 28.
Armed with this clear mandate
from the African people, Dr. Banda
has demanded an early decision on
Nyasaland’s secession from the Fed-
eration and will be visiting London

shortly for negotiations with the |,
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British' Government for. that pur-
pose. It is clear from all\the state-
ments of her national leaders, that
Nyasaland is determined to quit the
Federation and embark on her own
independent life.

* * *

This is bound to have a most sig-
nificant effect on the other two un-
willing partners in the Federation—
Northern and Southern Rhodesia.
The Federation, economically speak-
ing, has been based on the cheap
migrant labor of Nyasaland, the rich
revenues from the Northern Rho-
desian Copper Belt, and the expand-
ing manufacturing industry and
farming of Southern Rhodesia, which
has a population of 225,000 Euro-
peans out of a total population of
over 13 million.

The secession of Nyasaland would
therefore knock away one of the pins
of the Federation’s economy. But
equally impbrtant is the political ef-
fect of such a move, for if Nyasa-
land breaks away from the Federa-
tion, the pressure from the African
people in Northern Rhodesia (which
has a population of 2,200,000 includ-
ing #0,000 Europeans) would reach
boiling point. “If Nyasaland, then
why not us?” they would ask.

In Southern Rhodesia, where al-
ready, in the words of Z.AP.U.s
President, Joshua Nkomo, “the lid
on the pot has blown off,” every
advance of Nyasaland and Northern
Rhodesia towards independence will

only serve to encourage the African
people still further.

In suppressing Z.A.P.U,, the South-
ern Rhodesian Prime Minister, Sir
Edgar Whitehead, has accused the
African national organization of
having built “a terrorist organization
typical of the worst days of fascism.”
Truth could scarcely be distorted
more, for it is precisely the Southern
Rhodesian Government which has
let loose a reign of terror now cul-
minating in the banning of Z.A.P.U,,
the arrest of its leaders, and the
calling up of army and air force re-
servists.

The situation has been worsening
in Southern Rhodesia ever since the
new “constitution” was introduced
at the end of 1961, Under this con-
stitution, the 3,275,000 African peo-
ple were offered a mere 15 seats
in a legislative assembly of 65. Thus
the Europeans, less than 7 per cent
of the population, are to have 77
tivities which it and its trade unions,
per cent of the seats—and the Afri-
can people, over go per cent of the
population, are expected to put up
with 23 per cent of the seats. On top
of this insulting offer, the terms of
the franchise are such as to exclude,
through income, property and educa-
tional Democratic Party (N.D.P.)—
and peasants.

The African people, through their
organization, at that time the Na-
tional Democratic Partq (N.D.P.)—
spurned this offer. And when the
Southern Rhodesian Government



58 POLITICAL AFFAIRS

proceeded to carry out a referendum
in support of the new constitution,
the N.D.P. organized its own unoffi-
' cial referendum amongst the African
people.

The official referendum, for which
only 6,000 Africans qualified to
vote, gave a mere 42,000 votes (main-
ly European) in favor, and 20,000
against. The N.D.P. unofficialiiref-
erendum showed nearly 500,000
votes against the constitution. ./

For the “crime” of exposing. the
pitifully small basis on which' the
white settlers’ government rests, the
N.D.P. was banned—just as its fore-
runner, the African National Con-
gress, had been. Not at all daunted,
the African people quickly rebuilt
their organization once again, and
within a week of the N.D.P. being
banned, Z.A.P.U. was set up.

{

* * /
l//

Although only 42,000 people out of
more than 3% million—or one and
one-fifth per cent—had voted for
the constitution, ‘Sir Edgar White-
head, the Southern Rhodesian Pre-
mier, who now accuses Z.A.P.U. of
fascism, ignored the obvious wishes
of the overwhelming majority, and
decided to push ahead with prepa-
rations for elections under the new
constitution. Launching a demagogi-
cally-named “Build the Nation”
campaign, he boldly announced his
aim of registering 60,000 Africans

scheduled for October, 1962.
ZAPY. decided to boycott the
electiops and called upon the people
not td register. Thus the campaign
for 60,000 Africans registered to vote
before October, 1962, became a test
of strength. Despite heavy ob-
stacles, Z.AP.U.,, by its campaign,
has shown up the settlers’ gov-
ernment and once again revealed the
slender basis on which it rests. For
this “crime” Z.A.P.U. is now banned
—just as the N.D.P. was previously
banned for a similar “crime.”

to take [:;r(viil the phoney elections

* * *

On the trade-union front, too, the
government has been thoroughly
exposed. Up until about a year ago,
the government was able to rely on
support from Reuben Jamela and
the leaders of the I.C.F.T.U.-sup-
ported Southern Rhodesia T.U.C.
The Southern Rhodesian workers,
however, despite LC.F.T.U. propa-
ganda that trade unions should not
concern themselves with politics,
have increasingly participated in the
big political battles and have stepped
right into the fore of the national
struggle. This political understand-
ing resulted in the setting up at the
beginning of 1962 of a new trade
union center, the Southern Rhodesia
African Trade Union Congress
which even the British Press now
admits has majority support amongst
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the African workers in Southern
Rhodesia.

When this new militant T.U.C.
organized a general strike in Salis-
bury in May, for higher wages and
against the increased cost of living,
the Press pretended that the strike
call had met with little success. In
fact, although the government called
out troops and police, made many
arrests and fired on the workers—
the strike gained wie support, so
much, in fact, that the employers
fired at least 5,500 workers in order
to break the new T.U.C. More re-
cently, the Press has had to admit
that the May strike was successful,
and that since that struggle, the new
T.U.C. has secured the backing of
the majority of workers.

Thus the settlers’ government
has become isolated and, in the trade-
union field, even the handful of
ILCFE.TU. agents have lost their
standing. It is significant that in his
speech justifyfng the banning of
ZAPU., Sir Edgar Whitehead
said: “Z.A.P.U. has not even con-
tented itself with unlawful attacks
on its political opponents. It has also
attacked reputable trade-union lead-
ers and their unions merely because
they were not prepared to accept
domination of a political party.”

Translated into real terms, this
means that Z.A.P.U., because it is
the champion of the African people’s
struggle for national independence,
has won the support of the organ-

ized workers who have deserted
Reuben Jamela, the “reputable trade-
union leader” so beloved of Sir
Edgar.

Thus the settlers’ attack is both
against Z.A.P.U,, the national inde-
pendence organization, and against
the African Trade Union Congress,
the militant workers’ organization.
Significantly, amongst the first to be
arrested after the banning of
Z.APU. was J. T. Maluleke, Secre-
tary-General of the African Trade
Union Congress.

* * *

The Southern Rhodesian Govern-
ment has not only outlawed Z.A.P.U.
and attacked the trade unions. Even
prior to the recent move of repres-
sion, it had taken steps to cripple
future political activity by the Afri-
can people. Thus, on August 10, it
announced two new Bills (which
have since become law), amending
the already existing dictatorial Un-
lawful Organizations Act and the
Law and Order Maintenance Act.
(These were first brought in in
1959 and 1960 respectively, and were
themselves so repressive that they
were widely denounced, even by
Europeans in Southern Rhodesia.
In fact, the 1960 Law and Order
Maintenance Act led to the resig-
nation, in protest, of Sir Robert
Tredgold, then the Chief Justice
for the Central African Federation).

——_—
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The new amendments, according
to Sir Robert, “will remove any ling-
ering vestige of doubt whether
Southern Rhodesia can properly be
called a police State. The direct and
indirect effect of these amendments
would mean that the government
of the day has complete control over
parties and individuals of whom they
disapprove.” T

These new legal amendments have
called forth such strong protests in
Southern Rhodesia that the leaders
of the main Christian churches in
the country have recorded their grave
objections and called upon Sir Edgar
to convene a private conference of
all political parties in the territory
in order to end the crisis. Sir Edgar
has flatly rejected this proposal and
has embarked further down the road
of repression, armed with his new
laws.

The threat to the African people’s
national liberation- struggle is un-
mistakable. Apart from strengthen-
ing government and police control
over political activities in the terri-
tory, there is a new clause in the
Unlawful Organizations Amend-
ment Act under which any organ-
ization composed of or controlled by
persons who have been officers of an
unlawful organization may be
banned.

The Southern Rhodesian Govern-

ment has only been able to continue
its policy of repression and racial
discrimination because of the sup-
port it receives from the British rul-
ing class, as well as from its con-
nections with the “Unholy Alliance”
in South and Central Africa, This
alliance consists of the Tshombe
regime in Katanga, Sir Roy Welen-
sky and the Federal rulers of Central
Africa, the Portuguese imperialists
who still hold Mozambique and
Angola, and the Verwoerd Govern-

ment in the Republic of South

Africa.

This grouping of extreme reac-
tion is trying desperately to hold
back the tide of African liberation
which has already freed 180 million
people; and, in this endeavor, it is
supported by international impe-
rialism. One has only to follow the
debates in the United Nations on
these questions to note the regularity
with which the imperialist powers,
usually headed by the United States,
speak and vote in favor of main-
taining European domination in this
important region.

White settler power in Southern
Rhodesia is the key to the mainte-
nance of British imperialist influence
in the whole of this region of Africa.
Hence the British Government’s
continued - support of Sir Edgar’s
government in United Nations de-
bates.

Where the British Government’s
sympathies really lie was strikingly |
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revealed less than two weeks after
Sir Edgar’s Government had tabled
its mew repressive laws—for on Au-
gust 23 the British Government
cynically announced a £3% million
loan to the Southern Rhodesian Gov-
ernment. Not for nothing did Sir
Edgar boast that the loan was “un-
questionably an expression of con-
fidence in my government.”

Commenting on the loan,
ZAP.U’s President, Mr. Joshua
Nkomo, rightly said: “This loan
proves that Mr. Butler (the Min-
ister for the Central African Fed-
eration) is where we have long
known him to be—solidly behind
Whitehead’s Government.” In fact,
Mr. Butler has made no secret of
his position. Speaking to a meeting
of Britsh businessmen in London,
in July, he said: “Business and in-
dustry are deeply involved in the
future of the Federation. . . . Put
your money into the Federation and
we will be~behind you.”

The British workers, in contrast to
their rulers, have no interest in sup-
porting British big business nor Sir
Edgar Whitehead and the European
settlers in Southern Rhodesia. Work-
ing class and trade-union sentiment,
everywhere, will be on the side of
the oppressed African people and
not on the side of their oppressors.
It will undoubtedly support the
resolution adopted overwhelmingly
by the United Nations General As-

sembly, on June 28, 1962, calling on
the British Government to convene
urgently a constitutional conference,
with the full participation of all po-
litical parties in Southern Rhodesia,
in order to frame a new constitution
which should “enesure the rights of
the majority of the people, on the
basis of one man, one vote.”

And to such a conference,
Z.AP.U, though declared illegal by
Sir Edgar, should be invited.

The African people will resist the
new wave of repression. The ban-
ning of their party will not stop their
struggle. On the contrary, it will
only serve to barden their resolve to
end colonial rule and to become mas-
ters of their own country. On their
behalf, the Z.A.P.U. leader, Jushua
Nkomo has declared: “This is the
beginning of the end for Sir Edgar
Whitehead. Z.A.P.U. will never lie
down under the ban. Whitehead
cannot ban us, for he cannot ban the
spirit of the people.”

This courageous stand of the Afri-
can people of Southern Rhodesia de-
serves the utmost support of the in-
ternational working class and trade-
union movement. The ban on
ZAPU. must be lifted. The na-
tional and trade-union leaders’ must
be freed. European domination in
Southern Rhodesia must go. And
the African people must be given
their independence and full demo-
cratic rights.



The World Protests the McCarran
Act Prosecutions |

Elsewhere in this issue, Elizabeth Gurley Flynn states that there has
been widespread national and international condemnation of the U.S. Gov-
ernment’s prosecution of the provisions of the fascistic McCarran Act. We
have asked the Hall-Davis Defense Committee to let us see some of the
expressions of this nature which have reached its offices; representative
samples and excerpts from this correspondence are published below—the

Editor. ,
WITHIN THE UNITED STATES

The Committee states that it has received scores of anonymous contri-
butions, usually with no message of any kind. These have come from every
State in the Union—including Mississippi, by the way—and often have come
from very small towns difficult to find on maps. Sometimes with anonymous
contributions have come messages, as: “Please accept this money, with the
hope that we won't have to be frightened about identifying ourselves much
longer”; and: “One dollar—I give no more because I have no more. This
dollar is to help bring closer a time when people with thoughts of freedom
and equality and love can speak without persecution in this ‘stronghold of
democracy.” ’

Among the signed messages, with the contributions ranging from 8oc
to $100: Minneapolis: “The enclosed is with the earnest prayer that JUSTICE
may prevail throughout the earth”; Seattle: “To aid your struggle for sanity
—best wishes for a truly New Year”; Boston: “Please accept this contribu-
tion with the knowledge that there are many people in the Boston area who
feel as I, and who are exerting every effort against reaction and fascism . . .”;
Long Beach, Cal.: “Am on social crumbs and can’t do much. I used to hear

all your good speakers as an old Wobbly. Never mind my troubles. Will
do more later.” ‘

FROM THE REST OF THE WORLD

Letters of support have come to the Defense Committee from literally
dozens of nations throughout the globe. We print below just a sampling:

Berlin

The Committee for International Solidarity of the German Democratic® |
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Republic sends greetings. Thanks to the many ed1:toria1s and articles in our
press, we receive increasingly letters of protest which show the anger of our
people. Of course, copies of all these letters are sent at once to the Attorney
General in Washington. We have read now that Washington is preparing
to try Gus Hall and Benjamin J. Davis. Tell us all about this impending
trial. We wish you great success in 1963 in your fight for the constitutional
rights of the American people.

London

The Committee for Democratic Rights in the U.S.A. herewith encloses
a copy of the pamphlet, Liberty in Chains, by Mr. D. N Pritt, Q.C., which
we hope will be appreciated in the United States and in our country. . . .

Also we enclose the first issue of U.S. Freedom News—a bulletin which
we hope will help create an informed public opinion in this country. We
recently held a very successful public meeting; you will see on the back of
the leaflet herewith enclosed that we received a message from Earl Russell
to be read at the meeting.

Nicosia, Cyprus
From the Acting General Secretary of the Progressive Party of Working
People of Cyprus (AKEL), the Committee heard: “We take this oppor-
tunity to express our admiration to all American friends, and our full
support in your noble struggle in defense of people’s liberties, for peace and
a better life. Your courage and stout struggles are a splendid example to all
democrats and progressives in all lands. We have cabled our protests to the
President of §our country.”

Toronto, Canada

We students in Canada are also engaged in a battle for the preservation

of democracy. As yet, the fight is not so severe as it is in the United States,

but the writing is on the wall. We take inspiration and strength from your
valiant and courageous struggle.

Queensland, Australia

(A cable sent to the President) . .

The undersigned [twenty-one] Queensland citizens wish to protest the
forthcoming trial of Gus Hall and Benjamin Davis under the notorious
McCarran Act. Having tonight refreshed our memory of .Pres1dent_L.1n-
coln’s Gettysburg Address, we feel you should know that in our opinion
it is not Communists who are on trial in the U.S.A. today, but democracy,
itself.
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Belfast, Northern Ireland
(A statement was sent to the President and to the Attorney General,
signed, in a personal capacity, by the Secretary of the National Union
Theatre and Cinema Employees, the President of the Confederation of
Shipbuilding and Engineering Unions, the Secretary of the Belfast and
District Trades Union Council, and the General Secretary of the Commu-
nist Party of Northern Ireland, reading in part:)

Democratic opinion in Northern Ireland is shocked to learn of the fascist-
like measures being carried out against the citizens of the U.S. under the
McCarran Act. . .. We appeal to you to revoke the fines imposed on the
American Communist Party, to outlaw the infamous McCarran Act, the
forerunner of fascism and a blot on the democratic traditions of the great
American Republic.

Dijakarta, Indonesia
(The President and General Secretary of the Communist Party of Indo-
nesia sent the following cablegram to Attorney General Robert Kennedy):

More than two million Communists together with democratic working
people of Indonesia strongly condemn persecutions against U.S. Commu-
nists. Demand that all proceedings under fascist McCarran Act, all indict-
ments against Gus Hall, Benjamin J. Davis, and other leaders and members
of the Communist Party be halted and all attacks on freedom of democratic
press and travel facilities for progressives be terminated.

* * *

These are but samplings of the messages that have come in to the De-
fense office; they are tremendously encouraging and they demonstrate
dramatically the great responsibility which the Communist Party of the
United States has to stand firm in defense of democracy and in the struggle
for socialism and peace. Evety additional expression of support, and every
additional word of protest to the Administration in Washington will help.

MILITARISM AND INDUSTRY .
ARMS PROFITEERING IN THE MISSILE AGE
k . By Victor Perlo

If you have ever felt factually unarmed when making an argument
for peace, turn to Militarism and Industry. Documenting every assertion,
the author proves that the arms race is Big Business, and he shows just
which U.S. corporations are reaping super-profits from weapons produc-
tion and closely-related investments abroad.

This is not merely a scathing indictment. It is a direct plea for peace.
Even more, on the basis of careful statistical analysis, this book forthrightly
contends that disarmament is economically feasible.

As Prof. J. D. Bernal, Chairman of the World Peace Council, says
in his stirring preface: “This is just what is needed to make us under-
stand why, despite the enormous popular alarm about nuclear war and the
rising pressure for disarmament, very little or no progress is in fact
recorded.”

International, New World Paperback $1.65; Cloth $3.75

New and Coming New Century Books & Pamphlets

Socialism in Practice, by Scott Nearing Cloth $2.50; Paperback $1.50

American Foreign Policy and the Cold War
by Herbert Aptheker Cloth $4.75

Sense and Nonsense About Berlin, by Margrit and John Pittman $.50

The Philosophy of Communism, by fames E. Jackson $.25
The African Revolution, by N. Numade. With a foreword
by Benjamin |. Davis $.35

Let Us Strengthen the Unity of the Communist Movement for
the Triumph of Peace and Socialism, editorial from
Pravda (USSR) $.50

In Defense of the Communist Party, U.S.A., by Herbert Aptheker — $.25

Distributed by

NEW ERA BOOK & SUB AGENCY
832 Broadway, New York 3, N. Y.*




Celebrate W. E. B. Du Bois' 95th Birthday —
February 23, 1963 — and the Emancipation
Proclamation Centennial. Read

JOHN BROWN
by W. E. Burghardt Du Bois

Three years and 29 days prior to Abraham Lincoln’s Emancipation
Proclamation, a man branded zealot, fanatic, and- traitor was hanged.
John Brown and his band of 21 followers had seized the armory at
Harper’s Ferry to obtain weapons, arm the slaves, and through mass
revolt end slavery.

In this book, Dr. Du Bois rose to a passionate and tully documented
defense of John Brown, developing the view that at Harper’s Ferry John
Brown fought the first battle of the Civil War.

The AFRO Magazine Section says of this book: “There have been
numerous biogarphies of ‘God’s Angry Man,’ . . . but none catches this
spirit better than the biography which Du Bois published originally in
1909. For John Brown is certainly as much the story of a pér_iod as it is
the biography of a man. Yet all the biographical facts and the entire
personal story, from Brown’s birth in 1800 to his death in 1859 are here.”

This is a profound picture of John Brown the man, father, religionist,
and irrepressible crusader against the sacrilege of slavery. With keen
perception, there is revealed both his unity and conflict in relations with
Frederick Douglass, William Lloyd Garrison, and other Abolitionists.

For the present edition, the author has supplied a new preface, some
additions to the text and a few pages of new conclusions reflecting his
own evolved thinking during the 53 years since the book was first
published.

New World Paperback $2.25  Cloth $5.50

An “International” book. Distributed by

NEW. ERA BOOK & SUB AGENCY
832 Broadway, New York 3, N. Y.




