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A Tax Program for the United States

By Arnold Johnson

On March 13, the author, as Public Relations Director of the Commu-
nist Party, presented the analysis and program that follows to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives, which was
considering the tax program for the country—the Editor.

The President’s proposal for a
major cut in taxes is a main issue
before this Congress and of great
importance to the American people.
The need for tax relief is indispu-
table. The tax burden, at all levels—
local, state, and federal—has soared
to a fantastic §150 billion yearly, and
rises by another $10 billion per year.
It is imperative that this process be
halted and cut back. This Congress
can and must do exactly that—cut
taxes.

The big question is, who needs
relief and who is entitled to it?
During the past 17 years, the tax
burden has been shifted steadily from
rich to poor, from employer to
worker, from coupon-clipper to pro-
fessional man. Labor’s burden is
heavier than during World War 1I,
while the owners of industry, the
financial titans and the idle rich
pay less than half the wartime rates.
Taxes on ordinary people have gone

up at the state and local level through
sales taxes, license fees, and real
estate taxes; at the Federal level
through rising employment or in-
come taxes, selected excises, and the
erosion of the value of personal
income tax exemptions through in-
flation.

Taxes on the wealthy and the
corporations have been reduced by
repeal of wartime rates, by the grant-
ing of new or extended privileges
to incomes from dividends and
capital gains, by increased allow-
ances for depreciation and other
special deductions, and by the de-
velopment of multi-billion dollar tax
evasion and avoidance racket which
has made a mockery of the tax
statutes for the propertied classes.

EXPOSE THE TAX THIEVERY
BY THE MONOPOLIES

This Committee has a responsibil-
ity to tell the American people the
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facts about tax evasion by the corpor-
ations and the wealthy. We urge that
every tax evader be put in the spot-
light. Workers who live in poverty
and have their full tax of 15 to 20 per
cent confiscated from their pay enve-
lope by a withholding method, can-
not see the justice in a system which
permits a wealthy corporation such
as the Atlantic Refinery Corporation,
a subsidiary of Standard Oil, to get
by with no taxes, although it made
a net profit of §305 million in 1961,
or Standard Oil itself getting by
with 8 to 109 tax when corporations
in that high bracket should pay 52%.
Nobody seriously justifies the special
deduction for depletion granted
to the oil corporations. To give
special privilege to those who profit
on natural resources is to honor
thievery. It is a sign of the corrup-
tion, moral decay and class favoritism
of our system when unearned in-
come is taxed at lower rates than
earned income.

While it is not my purpose to go
into details of protected tax crimes
of the wealthy and the corporations,
yet this committee could at least sub-
mit the full facts to the American
people. When the President called
for a tax cut and tax reforms, the
door was opened. It must now be
opened wide for all to see what
has been the practice, what are the
needed reforms, and the urgency of
tax cuts. During the recent years the
whole system of taxation has been
manipulated and altered in such a

way as to shift taxes from those most
able to pay to those least able to pay,
from those living in luxury to those
living in want. That process must be
halted and reversed by this Congress.

Historically the income tax was
the outstanding progressive tax, de-
signed to collect revenues from those
most able to pay, including corpora-
tions and wealthy individuals. The
campaign for taxation according to
ability to pay put this tax in our
Constitution fifty years ago. But
today the corporations pay less than
one-third of the tax, while two-
thirds of the individual taxes come
from family incomes of less than
$10,000.

Never before has the burden of
taxes been so concentrated on the
backs of labor, the blue collar,
salaried and professional workers. It
is these groups that need tax relief,
especially those with the lowest
income.

DON'T TAX THOSE IN POVERTY
AND DEPRIVATION

We, as well as other Americans,
are concerned that people should
have economic security and higher
living standards, should have the
opportunity for socially useful work,
to enjoy health, recreation and edu-
cation, a chance to earn a good
living and to participate fully in
the life of our country. Thus it is
obvious that those who live at sub-
standards should not be reduced to
greater poverty or deprivation by
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taxation. Any such tax measure

violates the general welfare clause

of our Constitution and is damaging
to our national interests. Therefore,

Congress should establish a standard

of tax exemption based on the

United States Department of Labor
standards.

The Conference on Economic
Progress in a study, Poverty and
Deprivation in the United " States
uses the U.S. Department of Labor
statistics to show that the poverty
level for families of four persons
includes all those with an income
of less than $4,000 per year, and
that the deprivation level includes
those families with incomes of be-
“tween $4,000 and $6,000 per year. And
according to the figures of the De-
partment of Labor, there are 34
million people in families who live
In poverty and another 37 million
in families who live in deprivation.

In this autoritative study, unat-
tached individuals are regarded as
!1v1ng in poverty when their annual
incomes are below $2,000 and in
deprivation when their annual in-
comes are between $2,000 and $3,000
Again, according to the Department
of. Labor statistics, there are four
million unattached individuals living
In poverty and two million un-
attached individuals living in de-
privation,

Thus, 77 million Americans, or
two-fifths of our population, live in
poverty or deprivation. Under our
present law and the practice of con-
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ﬁs‘cating taxes on a “pay-as-earn
withholding” method of taxing

workers, the breadwinners for the
77 million are taxed into greater
poverty. Ohnly at the end of the
year, when they file returns, can they
even ask for a rebate. That tax and
that practice violates our national
interest,

‘ To avoid an increase in poverty,
it is obvious that an individual with
an income of $2,000 or less should
be exempt from taxes, and a family
of four with an income of $4,000
should also be exempt.

It is likewise true that any effort
to overcome deprivation requires
that we exempt from taxation those
}mattachc.ed individuals whose annual
1ncome 1s up to $3,000 and those
families of four whose annual in-
come is below $6,000.

TAX TO RELIEVE ECONOMI
STAGNATION ©

Any approach to relieve economic
stagnation requires as one step, com-
plete tax relief to those living in
poverty and deprivation. Such tax
relief not only adds to the living
standards of 77 million Americans,
but also is a prerequisite to any
growth in our economy. Any effort
to avoid or curb an impending 1963-
64 recession, or to mitigate the con-
sequence of a future depression re-
quires primary consideration to those
groups. Of course, that objective
requires more than tax relief jand
other measures must also be taken,
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However, tax relief to low income
groups is an immediate tonic to the
market of consumer goods. On the
other hand, the tax relief to high
income has only a speculative effect
on limited luxury items and deprives
the government of revenues needed
to meet the people’s needs. This only
increases the contrast between the
wasteful luxury and dire necessity,
and aggravates the sickness of the
economy.

The Administration in its publicity
has claimed that the greatest tax
relief in its program was to the low
income groups. This is not actually
true. Certain low income groups and
especially the senior citizens on
social security, and low income
individuals who are dependent on
sick benefit, would face a greater
tax. It is not enough to say that they
would recover the tax by a rebate
and the $300 tax-deduction plan.

The fallacy of the claim that the
proposed tax cuts give the greatest
benefit to low income groups is
especially revealed when the Presi-
dent indicates a willingness to scrap
the reforms. This alters the whole
program.

To abandon the reforms is to give
another bonanza to the wealthy.
While the lower income groups
would also get a cut, yet at the
same time they would continue to
be saddled with an even greater
proportion of the tax burden.

Thus, under the President’s pro-
gram with the reforms, those with

adjusted gross incomes of $3,000 or
less would get a 39 percent tax cut.
But, if the reforms are abandoned,
their cut would be reduced to 28.3
percent.

Those with adjusted gross incomes
of $50,000 a year would get a nine
per cent tax cut if the reforms are
included, but if the reforms are
scuttled, such persons would get a
22.1 per cent cut. And the big cor-
porations would ‘fare even better.

During every step of the tax de-
bate, the avarice of the wealthy and
their utter disregard for the needs
of the nation has been repeatedly
exposed. Their agencies, including
the National Association of Manu-
facturers and the Chamber of Com-
merce, have revealed themselves as
unscrupulous in seeking their private
gain from any field and regardless
of who is destroyed in the process.
Every tax reform must be directed
against the power of the monopolies
and their agencies.

TAX ACCORDNG TO ABILITY
TO PAY

The policy of taxation according
to ability to pay necessarily calls for
a sharply graduated income tax. This
applies to corporations as well as to
individuals. Thus, we favor increas-
ing the tax on profiteering indi-
viduals and corporations in the
higher brackets. Obviously, those
with an adjusted gross income of
$100,000 and . having a take-home
pay of $55,126 can easily pay an
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additional $5,152 tax; and those with
an income of $400,000 and a take-
home pay of $124,370 can well afford
to pay an additional $33,414. The
facts are that the wealthy never pay
their full tax. They evade. Therefore,
such proposals for higher taxes are
more in order than cuts for high
income. :

More significantly, the tax rate
now applied to individual persons
should be extended to the corpora-
tions, who now have a 529, tax
ceiling. At the present time, the
corporation making a million dollar
income pays $515,000 tax, and an
individual making the same amount
pays $824,000 tax. They should both
pay the higher tax and the loop-holes
should be plugged up so that the
revenue would come to the govern-
ment. The extension of the individual
tax rate to corporations would add
to the health of the economy.

Much more attention must be
given to the monopoly corporations.
The tax is one of the key instruments
to curb the power of the monopolies.
That instrument must be used vigor-
ously.

CORPORATION TAXES

The President proposes to cut the
corporation income tax from 529,
to 47%, with an estimated revenue
loss of 2.6 billion. But that is im-
mediately after cuts totaling a
similar amount affected in r1962.

Between 1951 and 1962 corporate
cash flow increased almost 100%,
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while tax ‘payments increased only
10%. Exactly during this period,
economic stagnation has set in. This
proves the bankruptcy of the argu-
ment that tax cuts for corporations
stimulate investment and help em-
ployment.

There should be no cut in the
general corporation tax rate. The
President’s proposal to reduce the
rate on the first $25,000 of profits to
22%, should be accepted but only if
accompanied by the measures he
proposes to prevent its use by big
business. The President’s proposal to
put corporate tax payments on a
more current basis should also be
accepted. This will reduce the present
inequity whereby workers have their
full tax, or more, deducted from
paychecks while employers get in-
terest-free use of their tax money
for up to a year.

INDIVIDUAL INCOME TAX
RATES

In 1959 the Tax Foundation, an
organization of top financiers and
industrialists, proposed an income
tax scale of 16649 in place of the
present 20-91%. Mr. Kennedy'’s 14-
65% scale almost exactly corresponds
with this and other big business
proposals. The cut in the tax pro-
posed averages 239, but rises to
29% for incomes over $100,000.
However, an equal percentage cut
in taxes does not mean an even cut
for different income brackets. What
counts is the number of points by
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which the tax rate is cut. The Presi-
dent offers 26 points to the top
bracket and a 5 point average to the
bottom bracket. The million dollar
man is offered five times as much,
proportionately, as the $6,000 man.
His proposal will raise the afte‘r-lfax
income of a $6,000 a year man (joint
return, two dependents) by $136, or
2.6% over the 1962 actual, while the
$100,000 a year man (joint return,
two dependents) would gain $9,6$0,
or 18%. The First National City
Bank admits that because of the
contrast in the number of points
cut, the projosal may be descr.ibed
as a “gift to the rich.” An entirely
different approach must be taken.
We support the AFL-CIO pro-
posal for splitting the first bracket
rate at 12% and 15%, instead of 14%
and 16%, as proposed by the Presi-
dent. We agree with the AFL-CIO
that the cut be fully effective imme-
diately, and that higher brackets
should not be cut at this time.

PERSONAL EXEMPTIONS

The personal exemption is de-
signed to enable everybody to re-
tain enough to provide his family
with basic necessities. Pre-war ex-
emptions of $2,500 for a married
couple and $400 for each dependent,
about covered such necessities at
then-prevailing prices.

Labor Department figures show
that a family of 4 requires now $6,000
to pay for very modest requirements
of goods, rents, services, insurance

and occupational expenses. But a
worker earning $6,000 a year—and
most workers earn less—cannot
satisfy these minimum requirements
because he must first subtract $8co
for state and federal employment and
income taxes. He has to earn well
over $7,000 to get the minimum nec-
essary take-home.

To meet the basic requirements
today, the personal exemption woul_d
have to be $3,000 for a single indi-
vidual, and $6,000 for a family of
four. But the actual exemptions are
$600 and $2,400 respectively. The
latter is worth, in purchasing
power, less than one-third of the pre-
war exemption, and 64% of the
$2,000 exemption granted in the
emergency condition of World War
I

The President pointed out that the
present law taxes people with in-
comes so low that they should not
have to pay taxes. But he considers
raising exemptions too costly and
proposes instead to raise the mini-
mum standard deduction by $300
plus $100 for each dependent. This
measure which would be better if
the amount was $400 as urged by the
AFL-CIO, would help only a minor-
ity of lower-income families, and
will yield labor as a whole only
$220 million of additional take-home

ay.

P {Vith the need for tax relief recog-
nized, raising personal exemptions

should have top priority. The 1942
exemption would be reproduced, in
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purchasing power, with an exemp-
tion of $935 per person. Allowing for
prospective price rises, and for the
fact that we are not in a war emer-
gency, we propose setting it at $1,000
per person. While still short of en-
abling a working class family to pur-
chase all necessities before tax de-
ductions, it will be a big step to-
wards that goal. ‘This is in accord
with the AFL-CIO program, which
can be considered as representing the
demand of the American working
people.

OUR PROPOSAL FOR THIS
SESSION OF CONGRESS

For action by this session of Con-
gress, we support the AFL-CIO
proposal to reduce personal income
taxes for the first $2,000 of taxable
income to 12% and 15%, instead of
20% to be effective completely as of
January 1, 1963. For joint returns,
taxation would begin at $4,000. We
also urge that the personal tax de-
duction be increased at least $400 as
recommended by the AFL-CIO in-
stead of the $300 in the Administra-
tion proposal.

We also include the proposal to
increase personal exemptions from
the present $600 per person to $1,000
per person.

The combined effect will be a tax
cut of $18 billion. Most of the bene-
fit will go to lower and middle in-
come brackets. The average worker
will gain three time as much as
under President Kennedy’s plan.

People with incomes up to $15,000
will gain more than, or as much as,
under the Administration plan.

We oppose the reduction of cor-
poration tax rates, except for small
companies whose net profit is $25,-
000 a year. We urge the balancing
of the budget by closing the major
loopholes to evade taxes by the
wealthy and by corporations, and by
reducing military spending. Such
a program is in the interests of the
American people and of our coun-
try today and for the future,

The combined effect of our pro-
posals will be an $18-$19 billion tax
cut, about two-thirds of which could
be attributed to raising exemptions.
A worker with an income of $6,000
and a family of 4, filing a joint re-
turn, will have an increase of $408,
or 7.8%, in his take-home pay over
that of 1962, allowing for the 1963
rise in the employment tax. This
contrasts with his gain of less than
1% per year under Mr. Kennedy’s
plan. '

Our proposal will mean a real rise
in welfare, a real rise in mass pur-
chasing power that could have
noticeably good economic effects,
and bring about some rise in employ-
ment. Our proposal will benefit blue
collar and white collar workers, pro-
fessionals, small business men and
farmers. Most people in these groups
will gain more than under the Presi-
dent’s plan. For those with incomes
over $15,000, the savings will he
smaller under our proposal.
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FINANCING THE TAX CUT

Mr. Kennedy’s tax and spending
program will lead to budget deficits
of $15-$20 billion per year. Such ad-
ditions to the huge national debt of
$308 billion will have harmful con-
sequences. That program will cause
the national interest burden, which
enriches bankers at the expense of
taxpayers, to go up even faster than
formerly. Such proposals will pro-
vide the monetary basis for excesses
in speculation by the banks. The
President’s program makes it easier
for monopolies to raise prices. That
causes a boom and bust on the stock
market and will drastically weaken
international confidence in the dol-
lar, making devaluation much more
likely, if not certain.

In short, the upward creep of liv-
ing costs will accelerate to a walk or
trot, adversely affecting the living
standards of the majority. This
speedup in higher prices will more
than wipe out the gains that lower
income taxpayers will get from the
President’s measure over a three-
year period.

On the other hand, with our tax
proposal, working people will get a
much larger and more immediate
gain, and so will have something left
in higher real income even if prices
rise later.

But to protect the people from in-
flation, to insure real benefits, it is
necessary to balance the tax cut out
with an increase in other taxes, or a

reduction in federal spending, or
some combination of the two.

CLOSING THE LOOPHOLES

The entire cost of the tax relief
we propose can be restored ty collect-
ing taxes at the legal rates on all in-
come. Today, an army of 100,000 tax
experts are employed actually to
help wealthy individuals and corpor-
ations to avoid paying higher taxes,
and they grow more successful at it
all the time.

The President proposed only a
small start on this problem. His re-
quest to eliminate the tax credit on
dividend income should be enacted.

Excessive use of deductions is a
major loophole. When the average
$100,000 a year man finds $20,000 of
deductions, and the $500,000 man
finds $140,000 in deductions, it is ob-
vious that most of these deductions
are created for tax avoidance pur-
poses. The President rightly atacks
these excesses. But his method is
equally harsh on the small taxpayer
deducting necessary mortgage inter-
est, real estate taxes and doctor bills,
as on the rich tax dodger deducting
for luxurious yachts and African
hunting safaris as business expen-
ses. Instead of 5% income floor
under deductions, the limitations
should be a $2,500 ceiling on de-
ductions. This will yield the needed
revenue, and at the expense of those
able to pay who are now misusing
deductions.

The worst loophole is capital gains.
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Taxed at half the ordinary rate, or
less, this costs the Treasury $5 bil-
lion or more a year. But instead of
closing it, the President proposes to
widen it by subjecting only 30% of
the capital gains, instead of 50% to
tax. Wealthy people have arranged
to receive an increasing proportion
of their income in the form of capi-
tal gains, in order to avoid taxes.
Over half of the income of people
in the top brackets (over $500,000)
is now called capital gains. That is
tax thievery.

This loophole should be plugged.
Capital gains should be taxed like
other income, for corporations and
individuals.  Income-averaging  to
avoid undue taxation of windfalls
should be permitted. The President’s
proposal to tax capital gains on trans-
fer at death, with a suitable mini-
mum exclusion, should be adopted.

Failure to cut the notorious oil
depletion deduction for individuals
and corporations is a serious omis-
sion from the President’s proposal.
There is no justification for this spe-
cial privilege deduction. All deple-
tion allowances, for oil and other
materials, should be ended. This
would provide more than $2 billion
added revenue. And surely the prac-
tice of giving the Rockefellers tax
deduction for taxes paid by them in
Venezuela should. be abolished.

Reduced tax rates for financial
corporations and foreign investments
should be ended. Expense account
abuses should be curtailed at the

source by imposing on each business
enterprise a maximum ceiling on
travel and entertainment and adver-
tising expense allowances, related to
the size and type of business.

REDUCING ARMAMENT
SPENDING

The best way to finance tax relief
is to cut the swollen military bud-
get. The Administration increases
spending for defense, space and in-
ternational affairs by $4 billion
yearly, twice as fast as its predeces-
sor. For fiscal 1964 such outlays are
scheduled to reach $62.3 billion,
which is $15 billion more than in
fiscal 1g6o0.

Talk of curtailing civilian expen-
ditures is besides the point. Most
major federal civilian programs are
required by the provisions of per-
manent legislation, and the big vol-
ume items are under trust funds.
Aside from these, there is very little
genuine welfare spending left. These
expenditures should be greatly in-
creased. Funds which are now
marked for military wastefulness
should be transferred for peace pro-
grams, and social purpises. When
such funds are available for a jobs
program during a period of disarm-
ament, then the economy of the
country is strengthened. There is
stll plenty of room for tax cuts.

ECONOMICS OF A TAX CUT

We agree with the AFL-CIO that
a tax cut primarily benefitting lower



1o POLITICAL AFFAIRS

incomes will increase mass pur-
chasing power, improve economic
activity and employment. That is
essential. Many people now see the
disaster and waste of the trickle-
down position taken by the Kennedy
Administration last year. The result
of last year’s big business tax cuts
—a decline instead of a rise in in-
vestment—shows again the fallacy
of the trickledown view. What’s
good for Wall Street is not good for
America.

We agree that powerful measures
are necessary to end stagnation, to
place the country on the path of
economic growth, end the increas-
ing mass unemployment, find use-
ful jobs for the millions of idle
youth seeing no future and to end
the outrage of %77 million Ameri-
cans living in dire poverty or in
deprivation in the wealthiest coun-
try in the world.

However, no tax program can
serve as a panacea that will solve all
of these problems. A good tax pro-
gram will help, but to make decisive
progress, a rounded program with a
number of features is necessary.
Other desirable measures to increase
mass  purchasing  power—many
of them not requiring Gov-
ernment outlays—are:

A reduction in the workweek to 35
hours without reduction in pay, as
recommended by the AFL-CIO;

Minimum wages of $1.50 per hour,
applied to all workers without excep-
tion;

Unemployment insurance at two-
thirds of regular wages, lasting as
long as unemployment lasts, applying
to all workers. Doubled social security
benefits, and national health insurance
for all;

National anti-discrimination legisla-
tion, with stiff penalties for violation,
enforced to ensure the right to full em-
ployment equality for Negroes and
other minorities; ,

Enactment by Congress of legislation
enabling the Government to carry out
the central mandate of President Roose-
velt’s Economic Bill of Rights, “The
right to a useful and remunerative job
in the industries, or shops, or farms
or mines of the nation.” The Govern-
ment should be required to provide
employment for all able and willing
to work, at union conditions and
wages, on projects to catch up with
the vast unfilled backlog of social needs
—to end the deficit in decent housing,
in educational and health facilities and
personnel, in development of water
systems and recreational resources, and
an extensive program of public works.

Enormous sums must be spent to
catch up. The key to releasing those
funds, to permit America to march
forward again, is the achievement
of disarmament and peaceful co-
operative relations with socialist
countries and all other countries.
Other economic results will accom-
pany this. '

Our factories and farms can bene-
fit from many billions of dollars
worth of business with the socialist
countries which is now prohibited.
Foreign aid can become a means of
sending countries goods made by
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American labor and needed for their
independent development, instead
of surplus munitions and bribes for
dictators.

The program we recommend
today on taxes and other economic
matters can be carried out now, and
should be enacted by this Congress.
This requires a bold application of
the policy of taxation according to
ability to pay.

A PROTEST

As a related but separate point, I
also protest the ruling of the Chair-
man, Hon. Wilbur D. Mills, in a
letter of February 12.

In a previous letter I requested
“an opportunity to -appear before
the Committee on Ways and Means
to present the viewpoint of the Com-
munist Party, U.S.A. on tax program
and proposals now being considered
by the Committee.”

The Chairman replied as follows:

As the Chairman of the Ways and
Means Committee, this is to advise
you that I cannot schedule you to pre-
sent before the Committee on Ways
and Means the viewpoint of the Com-
munist Party of the U.S.A. on the
tax program and proposals now being
considered by the Committee. The
rule which the chair has been follow-
ing in these matters is not to permit
appearances before the Committee of
representatives -or organizations which
are on the Attorney General’s list of
subversive organizations.

At this point, I do not want to
divert from the substance of our

comments on taxes. However, this
effort to suppress our right to be
heard, by a government committee,
on the grounds stated only proves
that the Attorney General’s “list”
is a violation of the Constitution and
is now being used to destroy the
Constitutional right of Americans
to petition on such a vital matter
as taxes.

Not only is this an arbitrary and
capricious act against the Commu-
nist Party but against a whole list
of organizations. The Communist
Party has always protested against
“the list” and does not submit to any
such characterization as “subversive.”
It is also apparent that while the de-
nial of constitutional rights may be
first attempted against the Commu-
nits Party, there is no way of indi-
cating who will be next or who will
be the last to face such a denial of
Constitutional liberties.

We hold that this “list” has no
place in American life and certainly
no validity as to the Congressional
hearings. As a matter of fact, the
Senate committees do not use the
“list” in any such manner, and this
is the first effort, to our knowledge,
when a House Committee has put
“the list” to such a use.

When a Congressional Commit-
tee can outlaw a whole group of
organizations and thus stifle public
debate on such a vital matter as tax-
ation, then that is tantamount to
“taxation without representation.”
This is such a violation of Consti-
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tutional liberties that no serious
American who respects the tradi-
tions of our country can accept a rul-
ing with such an implication.

We have proceeded with our
statement on taxes and our protest
on this ruling of Chairman Mills on
the basis we assume the ruling is
without validity, and will not be ap-
plied.

we have submitted on taxes in the
interests of the needs of the Ameri-
can people. The discussion on taxes
is not limited to the hearings. It is
a debate which takes place in every
factory, farm and home. This coun-
try needs tax relief and a new tax
program. This Congress can take
the first steps by giving primary
consideration to the demands of la-

bor and the mass of the people.

In conclusion, we again urge full
consideration of the proposals which
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Happy Birthday, Dear Mike!

On April 12, Michael Gold reached his 7oth birthday. This staunch
and perceptive artist — whose Jews Without Money is classical — has been
a central figure in American literary history for almost half a century. His
association with New Masses, the Dasly Worker and The Worker brought
his anger, passion and vision to hundreds of thousands of Americans;
among the countless numbers he influenced centrally is included the pres-
ent writer. For all the readers of Political Affairs, and for the entire frater-
nity of progressive Americans, heartiest congratulations, dear Mike; may
you continue, for many, many years helping to “Change the World!” —

The Editor.

A Ve e T W)

Parallelism and Democracy

By Elizabeth Gurley Flynn

On December 28, 1962, President
John F. Kennedy, in a letter to
Nikita S. Khrushchev, head of the
Soviet government, wrote as follows:
“There appear to be no differences
between your views and mine re-
garding the need for eliminating war
in this nuclear age.”

This is interesting, in light of the
fact that parallelism of views, or
agreement with the Soviet Union, is
the major charge in the findings of
the Subversive Activities Control
Board against the Communist Party,
U.S.A. under the McCarran Act. In
fact, parallelism is the basic pillar of
the government’s case today. All the
others have collapsed. The proceed-
ings have been so lengthy and tortu-
ous that it is well to recall what the
government’s case looks like after
twelve years. The Board’s hearings
lasted for 15 months, the govern-
ment produced 22 witnesses (all but
one or two were FBI informers and
stoolpigeons); there were 11,000
pages of testimony. It has now one
weak and wobbly peg left to stand
upon: the characterization of the

views of the Communist Party as

mechanically identical with those of

the Soviet Union—or parallelism.
The Subversive Activities Control

Board was compelled to admit in its

* final report to the Supreme Court

13

that in spite of strenuous efforts on
the part of the government to prove
otherwise, there was no evidence that
the C.P.US.A. receives financial aid
from the Soviet Union or any other
foreign sources; there was no evi-
dence of foreign training of Commu-
nist Party personnel. The Board
further admitted that the Party em-
ployed secrecy not to hide foreign
control but to protect its members
from domestic harassment. It seems
extraordinary that in spite of the
foregoing, Attorney General Robert
F. Kennedy was quoted in the New
York Times immediately after the
Supreme Court’s decision (ordering
the Party to register under the Mc-
Carran Act) as saying: “I don’t be-
lieve there would be any fuss or
bother at all if the Party was not
being financed by the Soviet Union.”

Apparently he did not know what
the actual findings of the S.A.C.B.
were.

The theory of parallelism is based
upon Section 13, Paragraph D of the
McCarran Act, which includes as
part of the elements to determine
whether an organization is a Com-
munist Action organization “tke ex-
tent to which its views and policies
do not deviate from those of such
foreign government or foreign organ-
1zation,” (which means the world
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Communist movement, already re-
ferred to in Section 2).

How did the government attempt
to prove this? The government’s star
witness was Prof. Philip Mosely,
Director of the Russian Institute of
Columbia University. He was pre-
sented as an objective expert, a clean
witness. He was not an FBI agent
or informer. This was invaluable to
the government especially after the
testimony of their witnesses—Crouch,
Johnson and Matusow— had been
thrown out by order of the Supreme
Court as tainted with perjury. Dr.
Mosely was on the witness stand be-
tween three and four weeks. He
testified that on a series of 45 inter-
national questions, starting with the
League of Nations in 1918 and com-
ing to the Korean War in 1953, the
C.P.US.A. and the Soviet Union
had taken similar positions.

Mr. John Abt, attorney for the
Party describes the procedure in his
recent brochure, Now Is the Time,
as follows:

Professor Mosely introduced in evi-
dence an article from a Russian news-
paper, lzvestia or Pravda, or a state-
ment by some Russian official. Then he
introduced an article from the Daily
Worker on the same subject by some
Communist Party officer in this coun-
try. Then he testified that the two
articles expressed parallel views. For
instance, he testified that both the So-
viet Union and the Communist Party
of this country urged a second front
in World War II. Of course, the fact
that President Roosevelt urged the

same thing was not considered by the
Board as significant. Another example:
Mosely showed that the Communist
Party of this country and the Soviet
Union both dencunced Syngman Rhee
as a corrupt fascist dictator. That was
back in 1952. Some eight or nine
years later the people of South Korea
agreed with this characterization and
kicked Synghman Rhee out. But that,
says the Board, has nothing to do with
the case.

Other issues cited by Prof. Mosely
were: West Germany; the Italian
elections of 1948; the North Atlantic
Pact; control of atomic energy; elec-
tion of Yugoslavia to the UN Secur-
ity Council, 1949; the Cardinal
Mindszenty case, 1949; United Na-
tions action in Korea; for Communist
China’s seating in the UN; the peace
treaty with Japan, 1951; peace in
Korea. The most amazing item was
Prof. Mosely’s testimony about an
article in the British publication, then
called New Statesman and Nation.
In it there was an article by George
Bernard Shaw which had been
quoted by Izvestia. Prof Mosely said
that “while it is not a Communist
publication in the sense that it is
not issued by the Communist Party
of Great Britain, nevertheless in
some aspects of its policies and rec-
ommendations it tends from time
to time to parallel many of the So-
viet and foreign recommendations.”
This will be news in London.

The Party’s attorneys called atten-
tion to the fact that in 27 out of the
45 cases cited, the position taken by
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the CP.US.A. antedated the posi-
tion of the Soviet Union. This was
rejected by the Board and later by
Justice Frankfurter in his decision
as follows: “The government ex-
pressly disclaimed any attempt to es-
tablish chronological sequence be-
tween the announced position of the
two.” How could the CP.U.S.A. be
“following the dictates” if it spoke
first and had no means of knowing
the views of the Soviet Union?

In addition, the Party argued be-
fore the Board on the reasonableness
of the positions it took and that
similar positions were taken by many
other groups, individuals and publi-
cations, who were concerned with
such public affairs, hotly contested
at the time. Prof. Mosley was asked
by the Party’s attorneys whether in
each case he cited an informed
American observer, in the exercise
of independent judgment and sensi-
tive to the best interests of the U.S.,
might not also reasonably have ar-
rived at the views held by the Party
and the Soviet Union. The S.A.C.B.
ruled this question out as improper,
and Justice Frankfurter upheld this
exclusion “to  avoid opening the
sluices to litigation of the views of a
multitude of third parties”

Many of the issues listed are a
matter of history today, although
some remain as current problems on
which millions of people are agreed.
Prof. Mosely’s parallels ended about

. 1053. Many things have changed in

the intervening years. If he were

called upon today to chart accurate
parallels with the Soviet Union, they
might well include hundreds of
scientists, writers, religious and
political leaders in America and else-
where. Neither President Kennedy
nor Pope John would be exempt. In
fact, if I may digress, Prof. Mosely’s
own relations lately with the Soviet
Union have been friendly. He has
attended conferences with Soviet
experts at Dartmouth College in
1960, in the Crimea, USSR, in 1961,
and Andover, in 1962. International
peace and cooperation, peaceful
coexistence, business and cultural re-
lations between the U.S. and the
USSR were discussed. Reporting on
the Andover conference in The Mos-
cow News of November 24, 1962,
Prof. Vladimir Kovenov, one of the
participants  reported:  “Semsible
agreement was reached on Cubal”
So we can ask Prof. Mosely, “Who’s
parallel now?”

It seems strange, in light of the
above, that Prof. Mosely was willing
to be a party to a legal sleight-of-
hand, which was so obviously mis-
leading. In so doing, he helped mate-
rially, as a star witness, to bolster
the McCarran Act, which states as
“a fact” that there is an interna-
tional conspiracy to overthrow the
government of the US.A. by crimi-
nal means, which is headed by the
Soviet Union. One wonders, how
can Prof. Mosely attend friendly and
amicable meetings with Soviet rep-
resentatives without rejecting this
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fantastic and slanderous charge. Pos-
sibly he has changed. If he does re-
ject it, he should say so. The Mc-
Carran Act legalizes the Cold War.
It is an enemy of peaceful coexistence
and friendship between the US.A.
and the USSR. It is a monstrous ver-
sion of the Big Lie and an insult to
the USSR. It parallels the edicts of
fascism and the ravings of Hitler.

The S.A.C.B. has moved not only
against the Communist Party but
against a number of so-called “front
organizations.” Many were driven
to dissolve by such harassment. Four
are still involved in legal proceed-
ings, on appeal from orders to regis-
ter under the McCarran Act. The
S.A.C.B. does not initiate proceed-
ings against organizations or individ-
uals. Such action originates with the
Attorney General, who is authorized
by the law (if he has “reason to be-
lieve” that anyone should register)
to petition the Board for an order
requiring them to do so. On the fil-
ing of this petition by Attorney
General Robert F. Kennedy, the
Board cites the victim and holds its
hearing. We can therefore assert defi-
nitely that he is directly responsible
for the most recent citation against
an organiation of progressive young
students and workers, called “Ad-
vance.”

This is the first citation by the
Board in 1963 and the first in a
number of years to be characteried
as “a Communist front organiza-

tion.” Organized in 1060, it can

hardly be accused of parallelisms of
an earlier period when these youth
were in school. It is accused there-
fore of parallelisms with views of
the CP.US.A. of recent vintage,
such as: 1) opposing the U.S.Jap-
anese Security Pact; 2) demanding
an end to all nuclear tests by the
U.S.; 3) non-intervention in Cuban
affairs, the restoration of diplomatic
relations with Cuba and protesting
the U.S. Blockade of Cuba in Octo-
ber, 1962; 4) opposing the enforce-
ment of the Smith Act and the Mc-
Carran Act; 5) opposing legislation
on Universal Military Training and
Selective Service; 5) advocating the
withdrawal of American armed
forces from Berlin and urging the
U.S. to accept the offer of the USSR
to “negotiate on Berlin.” All of the
actions urged by “Advanct” are con-
strued not only by these young peo-
ple but by myriads of other Ameri-
cans to be for the good and welfare
of our country. If one were to make
up a list of people today in public
life as well as private citizens who
have taken identical stands on one
or several of these issues as these
thoughtful young people have ex-
pressed, it would include members
of Congress, labor unions and their
leaders, religious leaders, scientists,
professors, lawyers, writers, editors,
peace advocates—as well as the Com-
munist Party. By the logic of the
Attorney General, all such persons
are liable to S.A.C.B. citations.

A new wrinkle is included, namely,
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opposition to the McCarran Act! Is
it conceivable that one who is a tar-
get of this thought-control act should
favor it? Yet one is considered a
violator of the law if one opposes
it and works for its repeall Nine
hundred distinguished Americans
recently petitioned President Ken-
nedy to nullify this Act. This last
citation against “Advance” opens up
the floodgates of the Mcarran Act
not only against Communists but
non-Communists and even anti-
Communists. It is not a question, as
many believe, as to whether you
agree with the basic Marxist-Lenin-
ist theories of the CP.U.S.A., but
whether your views on current po-
litical domestic issues may coincide
with any views expressed by the
Party—on peace, the rights of Negro
Americans, rights of labor, unem-
ployment, or what have you.

Parallelism has become a threat,
to silence and gag political expres-
sion in the United States. It is the
chief weapon left to invoke the Mc-
Carran Act. It must be exposed
and vigorously opposed. Today’s
younger generation is no longer a
silent one, as at the height of Mc-
carthyism. Youth today are aroused
to hear, to speak, to demonstrate on
all matters which affect their lives,
their interests, their future. They de-
mand the right to hear all points of
view, to discuss, to come to their
own conclusions and to act upon
their decisions. I feel confident large
sections of American youth as well
as adults will rally to the defense of
the rights of “Advance.” And youth
elsewhere will undoubtedly protest
sucn a mockery of American democ-
racy. Young Mr. Kennedy will hear
the voice of youth.



California Rejects Anti-Communism

By Albert J. Lima

On November 6 more than 2,928;-
o000 California voters cast a NO vote
to a Constitutional Amendment de-
signed to outlaw so-called “Commu-
nist subversion” in that State. This
NO vote was a majority of over
948,000 against the Amendment.

Yet, on October 5, the results of
the California Poll showed that ap-
proval of the measure was almost
four to one over the opposition. The
poll also stated that voters were
shown a card on which the propo-
sition was printed as it would ap-
pear on the ballot in November. Vot-
ers were asked to say whether they
would vote “yes” or “no” if they
were voting that day.

As it appeared on the ballot, the
amendment was described only as a
measure to control subversive activi-
ties.

At the time the poll was taken,
both Brown and Nixon had come
out against it, and many influential
newspapers and organizations had
taken an editorial stand against the
measure. But this widespread oppo-
sition had not as yet made a sub-
stantial dent in the overwhelming
weight of the effect of the constant
anti-Communist propaganda of re-
cent years.

Those in opposition to the meas-
ure found scant relief in the idea

that the average person was not
likely to say “no” to the question
when asked directly. While such an
opinion had validity, this very val-
idity also indicated the problem con-
fronting those trying to defeat the
anti-Communist Amendment.

PROPOSITION 24 PENNED
BY ULTRA-RIGHT

Besides the weight of and-Com-
munism which finds constant in-
spiration from the needs of those
who promote the cold war, an-
other element, the ultra-Right, is
now concentrating on spreading
the most virulent forms of anti-
Communism.

In the California elections, the
anti-Communist measure provided a
background for the ultra-Right in
the elections. Their aim was to
strengthen their position in the Re-
publican Party, elect their own or
favored candidates to office, and to
move the endre political situation
to the Right.

The Amendment itself was their
handiwork. They wrote the measure,
and named it for the lame-duck
Assemblyman Louis Francis. It is
normal for State laws to be identi-
fied with the author, but this is the
first time that an Amendment had
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as one of its provisions that hence-
forth it was to be known as the
Francis Amendment.

The ultra-Right circulated the pe-
titions and turned in over 600,000
signatures. They boasted that they
had actually gathered one million.
They never proved the latter figure,
but neither were they challenged
as to the validity of their claim.

The Amendment and the entire
role of the ultra-Right before and
during the election campaign pro-
vided the background for the most
extensive red-baiting election cam-
paign in California political his-
tory.

Their tactics were successful in
some states in the West, but in Cali-
fornia they received a setback.

Why was the Amendment sub-
jected to a smashing defeat? How
were the complications and apathy
surrounding the campaign against
the amendment overcome? What
were the reasons for the dramatic
reversal in this election, where for
the first time an anti-Communist law
was defeated by the vote of the peo-
ple?

Initially, one political observer es-
timated that it would take two mil-
lion NO votes to defeat the Amend-
ment. The vote for it turned out to
be 1,978,000, so the “educated guess”
proved to be quite accurate. At that
time the possibilities of achieving
a NO vote of that size seemed re-

© mote.

We base this analysis on our ex-

perience in Northern California,
which cast 30 per cent of the vote
on the Amendment. This 30 per cent
cast over 1,463,000 NO votes, almost
exactly 50 per cent of the NO votes
cast statewide. This overwhelming
NO vote gave over 458,000 of the
final 949,000 NO vote majority.

In this same area, Nixon was de-
feated by nearly 290,000 of the 296,
000 by which he was defeated state-
wide. It is our opinion that it would
be wrong to draw a direct parallel
between the vote for and against
Nixon and the anti-Communist
Amendment. At the same time, we
think that the overwhelming defeat
of the Amendment blunted Nixon’s
red-baiting campaign in Northern
California and created a favorable
atmosphere for his defeat.

THE ANTI-COMMUNIST
CRUSADE

The preliminary to the struggle
against the Francis Amendment took
place around a series of schools on
anti-Communism organized directly
or indirectly by Dr. Schwartz and
the Birchers.

The ultra-Right attempted to
create a crusade atmosphere around
these schools. This neo-fascist cru-
sade started in Arizona, where 20,
000 people attended a football sta-
dium rally while the State legisla-
ture adopted a bill to outlaw the
Communist Party.

They moved to Southern Califor-



20 POLITICAL AFFAIRS

nia, culminating in a Hollywood
Bowl spectacular which was tele-
vised and re-broadcast a number of
times throughout California. The
ultra-Right boasted that they had
raised some $300,000 in Southern
California.

They then moved to the San
Francisco Bay Area, and it was here
that the crusade ran into shoal wat-
ers, its momentum checked by the
reefs of mass resistance.

The shocking success, and the in-
creasing lunatic hysteria accompany-
ing the schools and the rallies in
Arizona and Southern California
aroused the opposition.

The first school was in Berkeley
and had long since been announced
by the Board of Education. Bill
boards and handbills were circulated
throughout the city. When the
school was identified with the ultra-
Right a storm of protest struck the
school board. The school was held
but the circus features were elimi-
nated (the Boy Scouts, the brass
bands, etc.) and the last lecture had
as many protesters as participants.

The Communist Party of North-
ern California asked to provide the
speaker for one of the lectures. Its
statement pointed out that it was
foolish to expect to learn about
Communism from professional anti-
Communists. It pointed out that one
would not go to hear a spokesman
of the White Citizens Council to
learn about the Negro people’s move-
ment, nor to hear a spokesman fom

a professional strikebreaking agency
to learn about the labor movement.

The request by the Party was
turned down by the School Board,
but the statement received wide pub-
licity.

The Bay Area school was then an-
nounced to be held in the Oakland
Municipal Auditorium. The people
learned other facts about the Bay
Area School. Some forty Mayors of
surrounding cities had endorsed the
school, as had some boards of super-
visors, some school boards, and
some city councils. The individual
sponsors of the school were an-
nounced and many of them were
the same as the sponsors for the
Right-to-Work initiative which the
voters had overwhelmingly defeated
in the 1958 elections.

The labor movement condemned
the anti-labor sponsorship of - the
school. Protests were lodged against
many local politicians who had en-
dorsed the school. Very few with-
drew their sponsorship, but virtually
none participated.

The strong protest from labor,
from the students, the liberal wing
of the Democratic Party, from many
in the Negro community, and the
Left and progressives took the wind
out of the sails of the crusade. A
school which had prepared for thou-
sands, had only hundreds in attend-
ance. The pevious financial success
was now balanced by the loss of
several thousands of dollars. The
apathy and fear of the red-baiting
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of the ultra-Right had been over-
come. The forces had emerged
which were to become the backbone
of the campaign against the anti-
Communist amendment.

The people’s movement learned
some important lessons from this
skirmish. The ultra-Right was mak-
ing serious inroads, but it could be
defeated if challenged.

Perhaps one important lesson that
many had not yet learned is that
the ultra-Right is not defeated by a
skirmish. Continuing experiences in
California political life are taking
care of that gap.

When the struggle was taking
place around the anti-Communist
school, one spokesman for the lib-
erals described the John Birch So-
ciety as consisting of little old ladies
in tennis shoes. The reality is far
different. They are a serious politi-
cal movement with long range ob-
jectives. Therefore, one skirmish
leads to another. The ultra-Right will
be removed from political life when
the sections of big business which
spawn this movement are stripped
of their political and economic po-
sition.

The defeat of the Anti-Commu-
nist Schools only laid the basis, and
brought forth some of the contend-
ing forces for the next, more diffi-
cult and far more important strug-
gle: the 1962 elections in the State

) of California.

The Francis Amendment was
given number 24 on the State bal-

lot. This proposition was one prong
of a four-pronged bid by the ultra-
Right to win control of the largest
state in the Union.

But proposition 24 had features
that made it more clearly than any
other statewide contest the cause
of the ultra-Right.

Francis and other Right-wing leg-
islators had introduced eighteen
“anti-subversive” bills at the Sacra-
mento legislative session, all of which
were defeated. Francis then au-
thored the Francis Amendment to
the State Constitution which con-
tained most of the features of the
defeated bills.

The initiative petition campaign
mobilized the manpower and re-
sources of the Ultras. The petition
circulators were given cooperation
by local Chambers of Commerce,
Kiwanis and Lions Clubs, Veterans
organizations, etc.

The campaign began in Southern
California’s Orange and San Diego
Counties, where the Birchites have
their main base. Flamboyant tech-
nighes were used to get signatures
“against Communism.”

The achievement of sufficient sig-
natures was an impressive and so-
bering feat. Not since the days of the
Progressive Party had enough sig-
natures been collected by volunteers
to put a measure on the ballot.

UNITY OF THE
PEOPLE UNFOLDS

The basis for the coalition that
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finally defeated No. 24 lay in the
measure itself. The first two sections,
giving the definitions for “commu-
nist,” “communist-action” and “sub-
versive” organizations were copied
from the McCarran Act.

It was around Section 3 that the
opposition to No. 24 was crystalized.
This section provided that the power
to brand organizations and individ-
uals as “communist” or “subversie”
might be exercised by “an appellate
or superior court, or by the grand
jury of any county in this State, or
by the Attorney General of the
State of California, or by any court,
officer board, commission, agency or
other body of the Government of
the United States making such find-
ing. . ..”

By giving grand juries and indi-
viduals and bodies such powers, a
Pandora’s box would have opened
up in a large and politically compli-
cated State such as California.

The remaining provisions of the
measure deprived members of
branded organizations of political
rights, tax exemptions, or govern-
ment employment.

Relying on the analysis prepared
by the ACLU, the Legislative Com-
mittee of the Friends Service Com-
mittee, the Public Affairs Commit-
tee of the San Francisco Junior
Chamber of Commerce, such groups
as the California Teachers Associa-
tion, the State PTA, and the Council
of Churches went on record against
the measure, as did the more liberal

and progressive organizations and
organized labor.

Governor Brown, taking the of-
fensive against the red baiting parti-
san campaign, went out of his way
to attack No. 24. The influential
Bishop Pike, of the Episcopal Church
in San Francisco, took the initiative
in calling together a citizens’ com-
mittee against 24, and together with
a past President of the California
Bar Association, signed the argu-
ment against the measure which was
mailed out to all voters with the
ballot.

The campaign against 24 also il-
lustrated the role played by splits
in the bourgeoisic in providing
conditions for democratic victories
and advances.

The Republican Party was rent
by a struggle for power between
the moderates and old guard, against
the ultra-Right which was making
inroads in their campaign to capture
control of that party.

Fear was felt in some big busi-
ness quarters that an Ultra victory,
especially passage of No. 24, would
give the state the reputation of be-
ing extremist and politically un-
stable, and that this would discour-
age investment.

Nixon set the tone for conserva-
tive opposition to proposition 24 by
stating that though he fully agreed
with the aims of the Francis Amend-
ment, “unfortunately there appears
to be a fatal Constitutional flaw” in
it. The flaw, according to him, was
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that by denying due process of law
in Section 3, the “Communists”
would escape the penalties of the law
because the court would throw it
out.

Many mass organizations that
would not in the past have taken a
stand against an “anti-subversive”
measure came out against 24. This
was due in part to the work of lib-
erals and conservatives such as
Bishop Pike and Gardiner Johnson
and Joseph Ball of the Bar Associa-
tion.

In general, the leaders of respect-
able opinion in the State felt that
the unanimity of their opposition
to the amendment would be suffi-
cient to defeat 24. Some liberal demo-
crats and labor leaders and Left
circles saw 24 as a diversion intended
to draw money and manpower away
from the fight to defeat Nixon and
they did not intend to be diverted.

ROLE OF THE LEFT

Some Left circles overestimated
the amount of anti-Communist hys-
teria, and thinking 24 could not be
defeated, called for concentration
on candidates.

The key ideological and tactical
problem was how to reach the
masses of voters with an under-
standing of proposition 24.

The defeat of Nixon was regarded

.as the main task by labor and pro-

gressive forces. If activists cam-
paigned against 24 would this aid

or detract from the main task? Nix-
on’s campaign was giving rise to
one of the most extensive red-bait-
ing attacks in the history of Cali-
fornia politics. To overcome resist-
ance to an active campaign against
24, it was argued that that campaign
would provide the most favorable
framework for the defeat of Nixon’s
red-baiting.

The final outcome of the elections
gives validity to this estimation. The
area which gave No. 24 better than
a 2 to 1 thrashing, saw Nixon de-
feated by a majority of 290,000 votes.

Should the Left and progressive
forces mount a campaign, develop
forms, issue material and urge
broader forces to enter into a vigor-
ous campaign against 24, when
there is in existence a broad citizens
group against the measure? Is it sec-
tarian, disruptive, and diversionary
to do so in that situation?

Initiative in such a situation is
condemned as being sectarian, as be-
ing offensive to the more conserva-
tive elements in the movement, of
endangering the existing coalition,
of being old methods of work, etc.

In meeting these arguments, it was
pointed out that reunification of the
Left required overcoming the oppo-
sition to Left initiative in the de-
velopment of various forms of ac-
tivities on this key issue as part of
the growing mass movement.

The real test of such initiative is
whether or not it brings forth the
slogans, tactics and activities which
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are geared to the broader develop-
ments. If the policy survives these
tests, then the broader movement
is aided. Each reacts on the other and
the whole movement is propelled
much more rapidly in a common di-
rection. '

People in motion may start with a
very limited viewpoint, but in the
process of motion their 1de.as can
change rapidly. How to stimulate
and achieve this motion becomes the
real test for the Left, not simply
waiting for the more conservative
sections of the movement to do
everything essential for the most
rounded out campaign.

The campaign against No. 24
posed these problems. The hbe.ral
and conservative leadership which
organized the Citizens Committee
were able to convince organizations
to come out against 24. At the same
time they were unable to plan a
campaign to reach individuals. They
were very slow in getting out any
material and were content to rely
on official endorsements of opposi-
tion to No. 24.

THE COMMON DENOMINATOR

In the statements issued by all
groups and individuals, and by the
press, one concept proved to be the
common denominator for all. This
common denominator was that sec-
tion 3 violated due process of law.
It would deny those charged with
the right of having their day in
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court. It would enable people to
be penalized for charges which had
not stood the test of court rules and
procedures. It would deny the right
of individuals to be tried by a jury
of their peers. It would enable se-
cret sessions of a grand jury to ar-
rive at a guilty verdict without the
presence of the victim.

This became the common denomi-
nator which set the keynote for all
groups who became involved in the
grass roots campaign which emerged.
Many of these groups entered t}}e
grass roots campaign because of their
concern for the interests of their or-
ganization, but the issue which
united all of them was the condem-
nation of the violence done to due
process of law in No. 24. This was
common to everyone from conserva-
tives to the Left.

This was not a campaign against
the HUAC, nor the McCarran or
Smith Act, nor in defense of the vic-
tims of the McCarran Act, nor the
Communist Party. It was a campaign
against the Francis Amendmient,
proposition 24 on the ballot, be-
cause it violated due process of law
and potentially would threaten all
kinds of individuals and groups in
the State of California. This became
the approach to developing a grass
roots movement designed to reach
people with this message.

The initiative for grass roots elec-
tioneering against 24 fell to the rank
and file liberals, students and the
Left. The ideological and tactical
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problems caused delay and confusion
at a time when speed was of the es-
sence. The final jolt which propelled
the movement forward was the re-
sult of the poll by the newspapers
on October 5. This poll showed that
66 per cent of the people were ready
to vote YES, only 17 per cent NO,
and 17 per cent undecided.

By that time much ground work
had already been accomplished. Citi-
zens committees had either been or-
ganized or were in the planning
stages in all of the key areas in and
around the Bay Area. Material,
much of it reprints of editorials,
mimeographed copies of statements
by the organizations which had
made analysis or issued statements
against the amendment, had been
made available and was going out
in an increasing stream.

Local committees raised money
for precinct literature, buttons,
bumper strips, newspaper ads, ra-
dio spots, etc.

Students, especially, were attracted
to the fight against No. 24. In part,
this reflected a healthy trend towards
direct participation in community
struggle going beyond the symbolic
picket line on “moral” issues.

But in part it also reflected the
continuing preference for pure is-
sues over “compromised” candidates
and the two-party system. The 24
campaign provided the way station
in political developments for radical
students. Through the campaign
many “student movement” people

had their first experience working
with local democratic and trade-
union campaign committees, and by
the end of the campaign many were
working gladly for liberal Democrat-
ic candidates.

The last few weeks one of the
most vigorous campaigns in many
years of political history swept
throughout Northern  California.
Citizens committees issued leaflets,
special trade union leaflets were
printed and distributed. One local
union mailed a trade-union analysis
to every local union in the state
proposing various actions which the
locals could take.

Literally hundreds of thousands
of leaflets were distributed through-
out the area. A group of Negro min-
isters issued a leaflet directed at the
Negro community with the slogan,
“Don’t turn California into another
Mississippi.”

The Democratic clubs and Con-
gressional District organizations is-
sued material for their precinct
workers on Proposition 24. Every
union paper in the area had ar-
ticles and statements as well as edi-
torials against 24 indicating labor’s
stake in its defeat.

UNITY DEFEATS
ULTRA-RIGHT

One may speculate about which
factors were the most decisive. Some
counties had strong votes against
the measure where we do not have
information of the extent of rank
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and file activities. But the counties
which had vigorous rank and file
activities were where the vote was
an overwhelming 3 and 4 to 1 against
the measure. ' .

In all it was the massive unity
which boxed in the ultra-Right and
other supporters of 24. This also
created the pressure on those who in
earlier days supported the petition
campaign for the initiative and who
would have stood with McCarthy-
ism in support of 24 or at least
neutrality. ‘This unity also smashed
the claim of the ultra-Right that
McCarthyite legislation represented
the will of the people.

Did the crushing defeat of the
Francis Amendment prove that t.he
American people are throug}} with
McCarranism? An examination of
the content of the campaign does
not confirm that. What it does show
is that they will no longer fall easy
prey to hysteria and that they have
come to identify anti-Communist
hysteria with the ultra-Right. _

Most of the resolutions and edi-
torials and even the campaign lit-
erature expressed the belief that the
state and federal anti-Commu‘mst
legislation already took care of “the
problem.”

The Francis Amendment was op-
posed because the grand jury provi-
sion of section three was thought
to go beyond current law:‘ The Los
Angeles Times said that “Section 3
would give the grand jury the l:?st

word: it could accuse, try, convict

and subject its victims to automatic
sentence. We must not have this
here.”

Although the McCarran Act pro-
visions for a politically appqu_lt.ed
board, the Subversive Activities
Control Board, are not as obvious
as was the Francis Amendment, tbe
absence of due process of law in
both is striking. '

Even though the united campaign
against 24 was not waged as a cam-
paign for the rights of Communists
or in criticism of already existing
laws, an implicit challenge to the
McCarran Act emerged.in the cam-
paign. Numerous resolutions and edi-
torials denounced the vague .anc’i’
sweeping definitions of “communist,
“communist action,” “commur}lst
front” and “subversive” in section
2 of No. 24. These vague d;ﬁmtlons
were pointed to as indications that
the framers of the amendm?nt were
after people who were not “commu-
nists,” but liberals and non-conform-
1St;ince the section was lifted from
the McCarran Act, the basis for a
broad campaign against that Act is
clearly present today, where it was

ot ten years ago.

! It was }i,n defeise of fair play, fiue

process of law, and ak_)ovi all, against

“Right-wing extremism” that the

coalition against No. 24 acted.

IMPORTANT LESSONS

Some of the Left failed to u'nder-
stand or heed the basis of unity of
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the Anti24 coalition. Some civil
libertarians, especially among the
students, insisted that an explicit
defense of the rights of the Com.
munist Party be a part of the cam-
paign. This reflected their estimate
that 24 could not be defeated.

What was important to them
was not forging unity for victory,
but rather the satisfaction of crying
out the truth in what they thought
was a wilderness. On election day
the people proved they were in no
wilderness, and did more for the
rights of everyone, including Com-
munists, than those who wanted to
proclaim such rights in the cam-
paign.

Similarly, the Trotskyites de-
nounced the use of statements by
Brown and Nixon in the campaign
literature as support for those re-
sponsible for the cold war atmos-
phere that made proposition 24 pos-
sible. This is a version of the notion
that it is a mistake to “concentrate
on the elimination of an admittedly
foul brew, instead of on the destruc-
tion of the still.”

It disregards the fact that people
move on the basis of their own ex-
periences and not as a result of ex-
hortation. That Brown and Nixon
opposed proposition 24 was in itself
part of the political situation in Cali-
fornia in which the masses are con-
scious of their interests to the degree
that they see the ultra-Right as a
threat to those interests. Let those
who want to direct their main fire

at “the still” ask themselves whether
the passage of proposition 24 would
have improved the chances of mov-
ing the masses to do that. Or do they
intend to destroy the “stll” by
themselves?

A third version of this same fail-
ure to join in the coalition against
the ultra-Right, and thus to fail
to contribute anything to its defeat,
was the efforts of some to “show
the inter-relationship of issues.” Sup-
porters of Progressive Labor, came to
the same places that the Anti-24
literature was being distributed, and
passed out their own. It called for
the defeat of Proposition 24—and
HUAGC, the McCarren and Smith
Acts, the Taft-Hartley and Land-
rum-Griffin Acts, and ended up pro-
viding a subscription blank to Pro-
gressive Labor.

Another version which was an im-
pediment to full involvement in the
campaign was the concept that 24
was unconstitutional and would be
reversed in court. This version had
its roots in a defeatist attitude to-
ward the possibilities of beating 24.
It also saw the campaign as a diver-
sion from the campaign to defeat
Nixon and the ultra-Right. It failed
to recognize either the possibilities
of defeating 24, or that the most vig-
orous fight against it would dispel
the evil political consequences of its
passage. It failed to see that objec-
tively, the campaign against 24 was
the key to the defeat of both the ul-
tra-Right and Nixon.
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The political scene in California is
today fundamentally different, in
that the ultra-Right was exposed and
overwhelmingly set back by the
smashing defeat of their project,
proposition 24.

While support for the Commu-
nists was not part of the program
of the coalition against the Ultras,
anti-Communism was not a part of
its program either. Although most
of the public statements of the mass
organizations and newspapers ex-
pressed opposition to Communism,
such disclaimers were rejected in the
main by those in the grass roots
campaign. Social Democrats  espe-
cially tried to impose the anti-Com-
munism they share with the Right
wing of the coalition, upon those to
the Left.

It was the liberals and rank and
file workers who rejected red-baiting
in the campaign literature. Some
Left-progressives, overly anxious for
unity, were willing to utilize slogans
like “oppose Communism, Vote NO
on No. 24.” But in this case to have
done so would have demoralized

and angered the majority of cam-
paign workers who understood, per-
haps better than did the Left, that
the effectiveness of the fight against
proposition 24 depended upon utiliz-

ing all of the forces in the coalition
against the measure, and not upon
proving the opponents better anti-
Communists than the Birchers.

The way in which the voters of
California rejected proposition 24
came as a surprise to many on the
Left. Coming as it did just one week
after the Cuban crisis, it was a dra-
matic demonstration of the fact that
the masses of the American people
have not become the docile victims
of the cold war. .

If the people are presented with a
program of struggle that corresponds
to their level of understanding, Fhey
do respond. The defeat of Califor-
nia’s little McCarran Act proved
that the line of unity against the
ultra-Right is the line that fits to-
day’s reality. .

It also demonstrates that such unity
needs the Left. In the 24 campaign
it was local initiative that comple-
mented, supported and implementgd
the concern of the liberal leadership
in the state about the danger of a
Rightist victory. Together they trans-
formed hesitancy over the power of
the ultra-Right to fool the people
with red-baiting, into a mass cam-
paign that won the people for de-
mocracy.

The Chicago Primary Elections

By James West

The chief result of the 1963 Chi-
cago primary elections held in Feb-
ruary, is that forces of a more lib-
eral character are shaping up in the
political life of the city. They express
themselves at this time mainly as an
independent—but not necessarily
anti-regular organization—trend in
the Democratic Party; and they ap-
pear to be moving in the same gen-
eral direction evident in California,
Michigan, New York and elsewhere.

What is unique about this year’s
development is that it is shaping up
within the Democratic Party and has
certain mass proportion features: a
combination of liberal, more inde-
pendent leaders and grass roots,
enthusiastic, voluntary mass activity
in the precincts. It represents, in new
conditions, a re-emergence of the
labor-Negro-liberal coalition.

In the past there were attempts to
give the Illinois Democratic organi-
zations a liberal face from on top.
This was seen in the promotion and
election of such figures as Gov. Ad-
lai Stevenson, Sen. Paul Douglas and
Mayor Martin Kenelly. These moves
heightened voter interest and par-
ticipation, maintained mass support
of that party, but left the political

machines intact as of old.

In the 1959 elections, efforts were
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made to induce change in the Dem-
ocratic Party by pressure from with-
out. This was seen in the activities
of the Democratic Federation of
Illinois and the League of Negro
Voters. Both worked close to the
Democratic Party and achieved some
partial successes; but neither was
sufficiently oriented to work among
voters following the regular (official)
party organizations or to effective
participation in the all-important pri-
mary struggles. Today, the DFI is
practically non-existent and the LNV

"is extinct.

OLD RELATIONS IN DISARRAY

Chicago, often referred to as the
home of the “last of the big city
machines,” this year saw the open-
ing of major rifts in the vaunted
unity of the city-wide Democratic
“monolith.” The old relationships
are in disarray, the situation has be-
come more fluid and a distinct trend
has emerged which does battle with
conservative, old-type machine forces
on issues of direct concern to the
people.

The phrase “the Daley machine”
no longer suffices to define the Chi-
cago Democratic Party if one wishes
to get a true picture of the relation-
ship of forces therein. To be sure,
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Mayor Daley presides over a coali-
tion of which ward and patronage
machines are an integral part, these
machines being a power base typi-
cal of the Republicans no less than
the Democratic Party. But other
vital parts of that coalition encom-
pass mass labor, liberal and inde-
pendent forces, Negro and white, as
well as major nationality groups; and
the odious term “machine” simply
cannot be applied to them.

It is among these major sectors of
the coalition that the struggle raged
in the primaries. Of no small signi-
ficance is the fact that Mayor Daley
took a position in the hotly contested
sth ward fight which gave no com-
fort to the old machine forces and
which was helpful to the liberal
trend, when he publicly declared
that he, too, were he a candidate for
council, would resent outside inter-
ference in his ward.

Of course, Republican mayorality
candidate Adamowski and the GOP
keep hurling their lances at the
“Daley machine”; but this is a tilt-
ing at windmills to hide their own
lack of any real people’s program
and an attempt to exploit certain dis-
satisfaction.

On the other side, the “Daley ma-
chine” catchword is a convenient pre-
text for some liberal peace forces—
who have little patience for the diffi-
cult job of seeking to win mass sup-
port among Democratic and uncom-
mitted voters, especially in the chal-

lenging primary elections where
these masses express themselves—to
go it alone via independent candi-
dates only.

DESEGREGATION, A
RE-ALIGNING FACTOR

What triggered the struggle in the
Democratic Party was the attempt
of conservative machine forces
grouped around Alderman Thomas
Keane, 315t Ward, and Congressman
William Dawson (1st C.D.) to im-
pose their choice of candidates and
policies on a number of wards out-
side their own jurisdiction, particu-
larly in the sth Ward.

Looming large in the background
were major mass issues: open occu-
pancy, school integration, the needs
of the jobless and first of all the Ne-
gro unemployed.

Many months of struggle on such
issues preceded the primaries. The
fight was spreading into predomin-
antly white communities, with mass
conferences on open occupancy,
unity struggles of Negro and white
for integrated schools, including ac-
tion for integration in some all-white
PTAs, a developing liberal role by
the Chicago Diocese of the Catho-
lic Church under Cardinal Meyer’s
leadership on integration. (As is
well known, the great majority of
Chicago Catholics, as elsewhere,
vote Democratic).

A high point was reached in the
midst of the primaries when the his-
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toric national Conference on Race
and Religion took place in Chicago
in mid-January.

Among the Negro people, the in-
tegration struggles were scaling new
heights, particularly in the Wood-
lawn section of the Fifth Ward,
where mass, community-wide Ne-
gro-white unity has been achieved in
the form of the Temporary Wood-
lawn Organization (TWO).

Dissatisfaction with the City Coun-
cil and, in the Negro communities,
with the role of the Negro alder-
men, for failure to take decisive ac-
tion on these burning issues, was
boiling up.

This turmoil was given point and
direction by the contrasting roles of
the independent white Alderman
Leon Despres of the sth, who had
received praise from many diverse
quarters, including the Negro press,
as the best fighter for Negro rights
in the city council; and the “Silent
Six*, the Negro aldermen, most of
whom are tied into the Dawson ma-
chine and allied with the Keane
forces. These aldermen had oper-
ated in the fashion typical of the
old-style Democratic machine which
was their training ground, that is,
dispensation of patronage to loyal
supporters as the sole means of
“looking after the interests” of their

¢ The “'Silent Six” were so dubbed during the
campaign by a Comirtee of seven young, fighting
Negro councilmanic candidates. Among the meas-
ures voted agasnss in City Council by the Six had
heen open occupancy!

‘constituents, in this case, the Negro
people.

STRUGGLE IN THE
“FIGHTING FIFTH”

When Marshall Korshak, sth
Ward Committeeman and Sanitary
District Trustee (and, hence, a pa-
tronage dispenser himself), decided
to give the regular Democratic or-
ganization endorsement to Despres
for the first time, the dam broke.
Korshak was denounced by the
Dawson-Keane combine, by Negro
Aldermen Holman (4th) and
Campbell (20th) neighboring South-
side wards.

They vowed to defeat Despres
and bring about Korshak’s political
demise. They ran a young Negro
attorney,  Chauncey Eskridge,
against Despres; hired a Loop pub-
licity firm at great cost, poured
money, material and forces into the
sth ward on an unprecedented scale.
Campbell, running unopposed, sent
all his precinct captains into the fray
over in the 5th Ward.

Responding to this serious chal-
lenge, the Korshak-Despres forces
took their fight to the people. The
logic of events plainly called for a
coalition of Negro-labor-liberal and
independent forces.

The Independent Voters of II-
linois (ADA affiliate), at first dis-
mayed by the Democratic organi-
zation’s endorsement of Despres,
and miffed at Despres’ acceptance of
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it (even Adamowski and the GOP
endorsed him), saw the issue at
stake and rallied their forces into the
emerging coalition.

The community and religious
leaders of the Negro people over-
whelmingly gave their support to
Despres.

Decisive and outstanding was the
role of UAW’s political action
forces and those of a few other
unions. Under the leadership - of
Negro UAW leader Willoughby
Abner, 20 UAW organizers rallied
a volunteer force of 300 Negro and
labor voters in the ward for the most
intense campaigning ever seen in
that Hyde Park-Woodlawn area.

The outcome was a 7 to I victory
for Despres. In the precincts of Ne-
gro majority, his margin was 3 to 1.

In his victory statement, Despres
singled out the role of labor and the
Negro people by paying high trib-
ute to the leadership and work of
Willoughby Abner.

“Locally,” said Despres, “it (the
outcome) united the entire ward, a
ward which had been torn by mass
housing demolition because of urban
renewal and changing racial pat-
terns with their attendant school and
housing problems.

“On the city-wide scene, it served
as a warning that Chicagoans will
not place confidence in men who
practice silence, acquiescence or half-
heartedness in ridding Chicago of
the cancer of racial segregation.”

This is an accurate statement of
the outcome’s significance.

It is underscored by the results in
the 4th ward, where first-time can-
didate, independent Democrat Tim-
uel Black, Teacher’s Union member
and President of the Chicago Negro
American Labor Council, received
25% of the total vote without bene-
fit of machine, money, material and
sufficient forces. This left Holman
none-too-happy with his victory and
much to think about. Likewise,
Campbell, re-elected with 1 in every
5 registered voters bothering to
vote, has little cause for elation.

Further, the vote in the 6th for
A. A. Rayner, Jr, fighting, inde-
pendent Negro Democrat, in which
he garnered one-third of the vote,
coming in far ahead of the Republi-
can, has taken much of the luster off
the re-election of Ald. Robert Miller,
a “Silent Sixer.”

The surge toward more militant
Negro representation was also evi-
dent in the formation during the
campaign—to continue after the
clections—of a committee of seven
Negro councilmanic candidates dedi-
cated to ending the intolerable situ-
ation epitomized by the “silent six.”

TO ADVANCE NEGRO
REPRESENTATION

The fight to extend Negro repre-
sentation at all levels had taken a
set-back in Chicago because of the
role of the “silent six.” The point
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had arrived where the drive toward
fuller, more adequate representa-
tion could once again resume for-
ward motion only on the basis of
the quality of representation and
heightened unity around the best,
fighting candidate in each ward.
This fight is far from over as seen,
among other things, in the 21st and
29th wards, where a multiplicity of
Negro candidates so divided the
votes as to assure election of white
candidates.

The widely recognized possibility
of increasing to ten the number of

Negro councilmen did not materal-

ize precisely because this fight has
not yet been consummated; and also
because labor was insufficiently
present in many of these contests.
However, the present six in City
Council may still be expanded by
one if labor, Negro and liberal forces
unite allout behind the candidacy
of Charles Chew, Jr., independent
Negro Democrat against incumbent
Arthur Slight in the 17th Ward
runoffs. :

The setback toward expanded Ne-
gro representation is further noted
in the failure to make any signifi-
cant challenge for a citywide office.
In 1959, Lemuel Bentley, a leader of
the League of Negro voters, polled
63,000 votes for City Clerk. This
made a big impact, so much so that
reports were widespread the Demo-
cratic Party seriously considered a
Negro for top office this year. But

this possibility faded in the absence
of any substantial mass support
movement, and the Democratic
officialdom decided on a Polish can-
didate in view of the Adamowski
challenge to Daley. Those forces
which sparked the Bentley drive four
years ago and which won gains in
the election and appointment of Ne-
groes to the judiciary since then,
were this time unable to generate
the movement needed to win a city-
wide office for a Negro.

END DICTATED CHOICE OF
CANDIDATES

Undoubtedly, the “silent ones,” or
some of them at least, will see the
handwriting on the wall and draw
some necessary conclusions. But it
would be a serious error to assume
that “all sin” lies therein, and that
“all is in order” elsewhere. Despres’
statement that the elections are a
warning that Chicagoans will not
tolerate silence any longer on rid-
ding the city of segregation cannot
be meant for the "silent six” alone
or even primarily.

It is a warning first of all to every
old-line machine politician of the
Keane stripe to stop trying to dictate
to the Negro communities on who
should represent them. The day of
the “white boss’s Negro” in the City
Council ‘is over.

Tt~ was the attempt to dictate
choice of Negro candidate in the
21st ward which led white Ward
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Committeeman Driscoll to break
with Keane. Driscoll himself, how-
ever claimed he could not find any
“qualified” Negro and ran himself.
Unfortunately, the Negro community
was unable to unite behind a single
candidate, and seven Negro candi-
dates so split the vote as to enable
two whites, Driscoll and Yaksic, to
face off in' the finals. Yaksic, known
as an open racist, campaigned in
white areas attacking Driscoll as a
friend of the Negro people. But if
Driscoll is to win in the finals, he
must seek the support of the Negro
community; and to do this, he must
vastly improve his own position on
the needs of the Negro people and
overcome the glaring absence of Ne-
groes in any top positions of his reg-
ular ward organizaton.

Nor is everything milk and honey
in the pace-setting “Fighting Fifth.”
The fact that Negroes are not to be
found in the top echelons of the reg-
ular Democratic organization there,
a condition made much of by Esk-
ridge in the campaign, shows clearly
there remains ample room for im-
provement in the Fifth Ward itself.

WIDENING NEGRO-WHITE
UNITY VERSUS JIMCROW

The 1963 primaries were marked
by a significant rise in awareness
and activity in many areas outside
the predominantly Negro commu-
nities of the vital need to desegre-
gate city-wide; that, in a historic

sense, the time has come to “End
Jim Crow in Chicago Now!”

Thus, the League of Women
Voters throughout the city ques
tioned all candidates on their stand
on a Fair Housing Practices Law
and publicized their findings in the
daily and community press. In a
number of Northside wards, with
few or no Negro residents, progres-
sive, liberal and independent forces
made open occupancy a major issue
to the discomfiture of many pussy-
footing candidates.

Outstanding was the role of inde-
pendent Democrat candidate John
J. Walsh, member of the Teachers
Union, in the 4oth Ward. He made
open occupancy a foremost issue and
his campaign was a major factor in
compelling the victor, Nathan Kap-
lan, to come out weeks before the
primary in favor of public housing
for the elderly, a hot issue opposed
by the former alderman. The Walsh
campaign has special significance in
other respects, on which we touch
below.

One must consider the fight for
desegregation, especially housing, as
an instrument of realignment in the
primaries against the background of
the aforementioned national confer-
ence on Race and Religion and the
whole developing movement of Ne-
gro and white for open occupancy.

Viewed thus, the Despres warning
is in vary large measure a warning
to the City Council as a whole, and
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to its white majority especially. A
substantial advance in the fight for
open occupancy and school desegre-
gation, as well as in Negro represen-
tation is in the making, provided the
coalition trends are extended and
strengthened.*

The primary outcome serves to
put all aldermen, be they erstwhile
liberal or old line machiners, on
notice that the handwriting is on
the wall for them, too. .

It no longer suffices, for example,
for a liberal like Ald. Morris
Hirsch of the 48th Ward to campaign
for re-election on the slogan, “I am
a fulltime alderman.” The people
want discussion on the issues, a
fighting program to meet them, and
performance in the City Council to
fulfill  promises, not evasion.
Hirsch’s failure to do this brought
him into a runoff with a Republi-
can who outpolled him.

MACHINE POLITICS IN ACTION

As for the straight-out, conserva-
tive machine politicians, some of
them were severly jolted by the pri-

* That this unfolding struggle will be won only
by overcoming the most stubborn resistence of
the racists, is evident by the threatening phone
calls received by Negro candidates Biggs and
Chew in the wake of the murder of Alderman
Ben Lewis two days after the primary election.
It is also significant that the police investigaton
of that murder proceeded along varied lines, but,
to all public knowledge, glaringly omits any pos-
sibility of a racial murder. In view of the rising
surge of Negro-white unity on an ever broaden-
ing scale for desegregation it is to be expected that
the racists in desperation, will increasingly

to intimidate and threaten the democratic forces

, by all manner of means.

mary outcome. For the first time in
18 years, Emil Pacini of steeltown’s
1oth Ward, and second only to
Keane in City Council power, was
forced into a runoff, his opponent
an independent Democrat. And
“River Ward Boss” Paddy Bauler,
truly a relic of a past age, barely
squeaked through to re-election in
the 43rd.

The newly emerging liberal trend

in the Democratic Party will, never-
theless, still have to contend with
some of the toughest, most power-
ful ward and patronage machines to
be found anywhere in the country.
This is seen in the big vote received
by Keane in the 31st; and is the
case with the shaken but still potent
Dawson machine.
- Typical of the peculiar power of
these political mechanisms, many of
them notoriously corrupt, is the mir-
acle produced by the First Ward
machine. There, the regular Demo-
cratic candidate, reputedly related
to the crime syndicate, was com-
pelled to withdraw two weeks be-
fore the primaries. This left the sit-
uation wide-open for a write-in can-
didate to oppose the only candidate
left on the ballot, a Republican.

The machine put up Michael Fio
Rito, spanking brand new ward
resident by virtue of a claimed regis-
tration in a Loop hotel. Community
forces advanced Florence Scala, em-
battled leader of a major local strug-
gle.



36 POLITICAL AFFAIRS

With less than two weeks to cam-
paign and without organization and
resources, Mrs. Scala polled the re-
markable writein of 1,062 reported
votes, But there was magic indeed in
the write-in amassed by FioRito—
that special, peculiar magic typical
of these notorious machines: 9,304
votes! This fantistic vote is of such
proportions for the First Ward as
to be its own indictment!

Such magic is possible in the ab-
sence in force of poll-watchers and
precinct workers. Imagine what a
replica of the Fifth Ward'’s labor-
Negro-liberal coalition could have
done in the 1st Ward, even in just
the two weeks it would have had to
campaign-

WIDE OPEN OPPORTUNITIES
In 15 of the 50 wards, the GOP

ran no candidates or made no en-
dorsements. In 6 wards (the 6th,
rrth, 17th, 18th, 215t and 45th) inde-
pendents came in ahead of Republi-
cans. In 2 other wards, the combined
vote of independents was greater than
for the Republicans.

Thus, with the sth Ward, in
nearly half the wards of the city,
the GOP is either no real factor or
potentially weaker than the inde-
pendent trend. A substantial part of
the wards are wide open to develop-
ing a labor-Negro coalition alterna-
tive to old-line machine hacks. ‘This,
combined with the unfreezing of the
old relationships in the Democratic

Party, open new, heretofore non-
existent, opportunities for independ-
ent, militant, workable political ac-
tion by labor, the Negro people, lib-
eral and progressive forces.

The development of these oppor-
tunities into real results would re-
quire, it seems, activity by the coali-
tion forces especially labor and the
Negro people, on a number of
fronts: programmatically, to develop
the issues responsive to the people’s
needs, which unite them in relation
to taxes, job security, unemploy-
ment, especially among Negroes and
youth, housing and open occupancy,
minimum wage law, etc.; move-
ment on one or more of these issues,
directed to the Congress, state legis-
lature and city administration; and
organizationally, both to build and
extend COPE into all precincts as
a mass movement, and in various
forms of independent organization
of Democratic voters as well as mass
regular Democratic clubs oriented
on the primaries in the 1964 con-
tests and for ward comitteemen.

PEACE—IN OR OUT OF THE
PRIMARIES?

For many liberal and pro-peace
forces who recognize the need for
political action but don’t yet see the
significance of the primary election
struggles, the campaign of John J.
Walsh in the goth should prove of
special interest,

Without the backing of the Vot
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ers for Peace and other peace groups,
although endorsed by the IVI, and
woefully lacking in funds and forces,
Walsh waged a forthright campaign
on a number of issues, uppermost
being peace and open occupancy.
His peace campaign was on the local
level, exposing the school shelter
hoax and offering coexistence, dis-
armament and banning the bomb
as the only real shelter.

His 1,500 votes represented 9% of
the total vote. His vote in this one
ward equalled the 1,500 combined
write-ins of the three Voters for
Peace congressional candidates last
November. To get the full magni-
tude of this, one must project his 9%
vote to the scale of the combined
total vote in those congressional dis-
tricts. This would come to some
43,000 votes, substantially and signi-
ficantly higher than the total write-
in vote last year.

No one could possibly mistake
the fact that Walsh was a peace can-
didate. To be sure, he also cam-
paigned on other issues. Far from
detracting from his peace campaign-
ing, it made him a more effective
peace candidate, for by this he
showed his responsiveness to other
burning needs of the people. His
campaign did result in a major is-
sue-victory, a committment from the
winning candidate for public hous-
ing for the elderly. It will not soon
be lost upon the voters that it was
‘the Peace Candidate’s campaign

which helped win this fight. And he
who does not see this as a gain for
peace and the idea of peace candi-
dates must indeed be blind.

None of the foregoing is an ar-
gument against independent peace
candidates outside the two old par-
ties for, clearly, there are times when
such candidacies can play extremely
important roles, as witness the
Hughes campaign in Massachus-
setts. But it 75 an argument for peace
candidates to make every possible
effort to contest the primaries for
the maximum possible success in
political action for peace, and to
avoid the futility of write-in cam-
paigns in such conditions as obtain
in Chicago today.

THE PRIMARIES ARE PRIMARY!

Primary elections are so called be-
cause they come first and result in
nominations of candidates who fight
it out in the finals.

In many cities, Chicago included,
the primaries can also be the finals.
A councilmanic candidate securing
50% plus one vote is automatically
elected in the primary. When the
smoke cleared on Tuesday night,
February 26, 44 councilmen out of
50 had been elected to office; for the
finals on the first Tuesday in April,
the voters are left to decide the out-
come of six council runoffs and the
election of Mayor and three other
top city posts.

For most voters, then, the only
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real chance they have to determine
the makeup of the city council is
the primary. 831,328 voters went to
the primary polls this year to vote
for councilmen. This is 48.3% of the
registered voters, second highest per-
centage since 1943. Thus, less than
half the city’s electorate selected the
City Council.

Of those voting for councilmen,
476,797 were Democrats, 105,355
were Republican, and 249,176 were
undeclared in party preference.

The vote for Mayor and top city
posts was about one-third less than
that for aldermen, coming to 495,000.
Of these Mayor Daley received
nearly 400,000; Adamowski got 87,-
000; the balance divided between
two other Republicans. The lack of
any opposition in the Democratic
column and of any meaningful con-
tention on the GOP line; the re-
quirement of declaring Party prefer-
ence in the Mayoralty and top city
contests, which is not required in
the councilmanic primary; and some
apathy and disatisfaction, most likely
explain the big difference.

But the significance of the pri-
maries goes beyond even the elec-
tion of most councilmen in them.
The primaries are the measure of the
extent to which organized labor, the
Negro people and the forces of
liberalism, progress and peace are
seriously influencing the course of
politics in present day circumstances.

Given the severe limitations on

political expression in our country
today, participation in primary
clections becomes a matter of pri-
mary significance if those who want
to move the country forward on the
road to peace, democracy, equality
and economic security are to do
anything meaningful in the sphere of
political action.

It should require no great amount
of argument to prove that the 51.1%
who didn’t vote only contributed,
objectively, to maintaining the very
status quo with which so many of
them are dissatisfied. If this is to be
changed, it will take a new aware-
ness of the unique, special impor-
tance of the primary elections by the
organized forces of labor and the
people.

LABOR’S POTENTIAL POWER

In the main official circles of la-
bor leadership, which this year, as
usual, had no active policy toward
the primary, the prevailing view re-
mains that of letting the regular or-
ganizations (in which labor partici-
pates hardly at all) of the old par-
ties make their primary choices,
with labor choosing as between the
two nominees in the finals, should
the contests come to that. The pri-
mary, in this view, are “party mat-
ters,” not a matter of general voter
interest.

This attitude nullifies labor’s poli-
tical power and ability to decisively
influence the character of candi-
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dates and platforms. It reduces la-
bor’s role to merely following in the
wake of the old line machines. It
contributes to attitudes of indiffer-
ence, boycott and disgust. It does
not meet the requirements of a la-
bor political action policy for the
Sixties.

The Chicago Central Labor bod.y
of AFL-CIO departed from this
policy in but one case this year. It
endorsed John F. Hechinger, busi-
ness agent of the Cemetary Workers
Union, in the 45th Ward. The en-
dorsement was not backed by all-
out support and Hechinger faces a
run-off with an independent Demo-
crat. Should he get that support in
the finals, Hechinger could become
one of the few labor aldermen in
Chicago history. .

What organized labor, in alliance
with powerful Negro and libefal
forces, has done in winning majority
control of the Michigan Democratic
Party is a model the Illinois labor
movement could well afford to emu-
late.

The suit in US. District Court
brought by Joseph Germano, director
of Dist. 31, United Steelworkers, and
six other union leaders, seeking re-
districting of the Illinois Senate to
increase representation for Chicago,
major working class center, is a very
important step towards fulfillment
of labor’s political action role. Such
electoral reforms—high on the list of

" which should be the fight to give

Chicago voters the same right to
elect precinct captains that Down-
state voters have—would open up
new, workable possibilities for .la}-
bor’s great weight to register politi-
cally and legislatively.

INDEPENDENCE, YES!
ISOLATION, NO!

Among certain liberal, progres-
sive and peace forces there exists a
wide gap between the awareness of
existent, real limitations on political
expression and their lack of aware-
ness of the need for an effective pol-
icy of political action which starts
with things as they are and moves
on to break through barriers with
the people into a new era of mass
political action.

Overwhelmed by difficulties, seem-
ing and real, they put forward an
“independent” policy of indf:pend-
ent candidates ornly. What is not
seen is that it is one thing to be in-
dependent of old-line, corrupt, ma-
chine politics; but it is another thing
to be “independent” of the great
mass of voters. This latter policy is
not so much independence as it is
isolation. And the objective result
is the same as that produced by the
non-participation of 517 of the vot-
ers who stay home in the primaries:
to leave the status quo untouched,
to prolong the unsatisfactory condi-
tion that exists.

Such liberal and peace forces as
may take comfort from the thought
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that “this only shows they are in
tune with a majority of the regis-
tered voters” should recognize that
this majority is not following them
in action on the issues; and that pas-
sivity and indifference are negative
factors on which great social move-
ments can neither build nor go for-
ward to victory. They would do well
to ponder the significance and po-
tential of the quarter-million pri-
mary voters who declared no party
preferences in the primaries, . but
who, along with many more hun-
dreds of thousands Democratic. and
Republican  voters,  mnonetheless
sought to express themselves for in-
terests near and dear to them within
the limits imposed by machine-run

politics and confining electoral laws.

The answer for liberal, independ-
ent and peace political action must
be sought among these mass forces
which are politically in motion and

seeking a way to break through the

imposed limits.

That such forces do exist en masse.

in Chicago, and that they are begin-
ning to make their influence felt, is
forcefully demonstrated by the out-
come of the Chicago primaries. The
lessons of these primaries, if taken to
heart and acted upon, can provide
important guidelines to meaningful
political action to all who want to
move the country forward to an in-
tegrated, =~ democratic, prosperous
USA in a world at peace.

Strengthen the Negro-Labor Alliance

By Communist Party, USA

At the end of February, 1963, the Communist Party of the United States

issued the following Statement:

The growing and militant strug-
gles of the Negro people, especially
in the South, have already resulted
in many important, though partial,
gains. As a result, the Negro people
have raised their sights and now aim
at nothing less than the immediate
realization of full citizenship in every
aspect of life—economic, social, poli-
tical, and cultural. They demand an
end to the entire Jim-Crow system
and to every form of segregation
and discrimination. The Negro
people no longer will accept substi-
tutes for full equality. They are
fighting not only against the open
enemies of equal rights, but also
against all attempts to halt their
march to victory with policies of
tokenism and gradualism.

NEED FOR UNITY

The decisive forces of the Negro
people’s liberation movement, fully
conscious of their own strength, ini-
tiative, and leadership, recognize
the necessity for coperation with and
support from all Americans who
support the Negro people’s battle
for freedom, and thereby for the
democratic rights of all the people.
Increasingly the Negro people see
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their own just demands and strug-
gles as interlinked with the interests
and struggles of all Americans for
democracy and social progress. More
and more the Negro people, and es-
pecially the Negro workers recog-
nize that their aims can only be
achieved in united struggle with all
the people against the common
enemy responsible for the Jim-Crow
system—the handful of Big Business
monopolists.

More than six million of the Negro
citizenry are workingmen. Together
with their families these comprise
the majority of the twenty million
colored Americans. They have
made tremendous contributions to
the building of today’s powerful
trade-union movement. A million
and a half Negro workers are mem-
bers of trade unions.

The Negro people therefore eval-
uate highly the role of the trade-
union movement both in advances
gained for all American workers,
including Negro workers, and
labor’s role in the struggle for demo-
cratic advance, including forward
strides made by the Negro people
in their efforts to achieve full equal-

ity.
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It is in the light of these facts that
it is necessary to assess the meaning
of the sharpness and urgency with
which Negro leadership both in the
ranks of the labor movement and in
the Negro people’s movement gen-
erally is pressing for an end to all
remaining manifestations of Jim
Crow, desegregation and discrim-
ination within the trade unions
themselves.

This situation must be understood
also in face of the fact that today the
Negro workers suffer much more
than their white brothers from the
evils of automation and unemploy-
ment which victimizes all workers.
Negro workers in many areas and
industries are literally being driven
out of the shops where they in the
past had won a measure of security
through struggles by the unions.
Most of these workers were previ-
ously denied skilled jobs. Now with
automation they are denied any em-
ployment.

NEGRO YOUTH

Especially severe is the lot of the
Negro youth denied even the ap-
prenticeship training which is open
to a fraction of the white youth. All
youth is more and more finding it-
self not only among the perma-
nently unemployed but millions have
never had the privilege of ever be-
coming workers. That this situation
is fraught with the gravest danger
to the trade unions should be clear
to every experienced trade unionist

who knows that the employers are
always ready to take advantage of
such a situation in their drive to
weaken and destroy the labor move-
ment.

The big corporations are respon-
sible for this plight of the Negro
workers and Negro youth. It is the
big corporations who breed and
practice Jim Crow and discrimina-
tion. It is they who are also respon-
sible for the plight of workers
thrown out of employment and
youth unable to find work. But the
trade unions also have a responsi-
bility to fight for jobs for all work-
ers and all youth for equal treatment
of Negro workers and Negro youth.

Another aggravating factor in the
strained relations between the trade-
union movement and the Negro
people’s movement is unquestionably
the fact that while considerable
though uneven progress has been
made on a local and intermediate
level in the election of Negro lead-
ership this is not the case on higher
and national levels.

Here the advances made are very
small and do not even remotely re-
semble that to which the size of
their numbers, their activity and de-
votion and their ability entitle them.

ALL MEASURES

Under these conditions it is only
natural that the Negro workers and
the Negro leadership generally,
without abandoning the goal of
achieving full equality to jobs,
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job training and full democratic
rights within the unions by common
efforts with others, also should re-
sort to all other measures to achieve
these rights from the corporations
who do the hiring, and the trade-
unions.

These include the utilization of
all existing laws which afford the
opportunitiy of winning their rights
as well as special laws and executive
bodies—such as the Labor Relations
Board dealing specifically with la-
bor. They also fight for additional
legislation to outlaw discrimination
in hiring, in upgrading, in the right
to become part of and to exercise all
rights in unions guaranteed to all
other members.

The same approach holds good
with regard to any Congressional
Committees genuinely aiming to ex-
pose discrimination or that can be
influenced and pressured to take up
an exposure of discrimination first
of all by corporations and also by all
other institutions including trade
unions who fail to fulfill their class
and democratic responsibility in re-
g?rd to the rights of the Negro peo-
ple.

The fact that the great majority
of the members of the House and
Senate are anti-labor, that the Ken-
nedy Administration too represents
Big Business and that in recent years
these bodies have passed many anti-

Jabor bills including the vicious

anti-labor laws interfering in the in-
ternal affairs of the trade unions,

does not mean that through joint and
effective struggle they can not be
made to enforce constitutional
rights for all the people.

Just as the people fight for social
legislation in general they can fight
and win legislation and executive
orders that enforce the constitutional
rights and full citizenship for the
Negro people. Continued discrimi-
nation in the trade unions tolerated '
and sometimes even promoted by
some trade-union leaders, has only
aided the passage of the Taft-Hart-
ley, Landrum-Griffin and other ant-
labor legislation. On the other hand
a joint struggle by labor and the
Negro people within the trade
unions and in Congress for equal
rights for the Negro people every-
where can help defeat new anti-la-
bor legislation now being proposed
by a coalition of the Goldwater Re-
publicans and the Dixiecrats with
Senator McClellan in the forefront.

CP SUPPORT

This is why the Communist
Party fully supports proposals by
the Negro American Labor Coun-
cil, the NAACP and other Negro
people’s organizations for utilizing
every and all measures including ex-
isting laws to compel all corpora-
tions, all employers, all institutions
including the trade-unions to grant
full and equal rights to the Negro
workers.

We consider the above policy as a
principle and guide for all Commu-
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nists and we hope it will become
the guide for all trade unionists.
Only with such an approach can
there be consideration of how to de-
velop a correct and flexible tactical
approach in a given industry, shop
or union, the objective being the
maximum unity of the Negro and
white workers to realize that just
demands of the Negro workers and
thereby strengthen the union in pur-
suance of the aims of all its members.

There are some in the trade
unions, both Negro and white, who
have misgivings about the resort
to governmental agencies and laws
to enforce equality as far as trade
unions are concerned. Certainly it
would be far better if the trade
unions fulfilled their responsibility
on their own. It is hoped that this
will eventuate in most cases and re-
sort to law will be necessary only in
few cases.

Those who fear that employer and
reactionary forces may try to use re-
sort to law for anti-union purposes
have a special responsibility to take
the initiative and be in the forefront
of the struggle for full equality
within the labor movement as con-
cerns the fight for jobs, upgrading,
apprentice training and promotion
and election to leading positions on
all levels.

What is a danger to the labor

movement and to the Negro people’s
movement first of all is not any par-
ticular method or form of struggle
to put an end to discrimination but
the fact of discrimination itself. If
the struggle is conducted always
with the understanding that the
common enemy of all are the Big
Business monopolies and that the
labor movement with all its weak-
nesses is the most progressive and
democratic force uniting workers of
all colors, creeds and political per-
suasions, in our land, then the out-
come will be the strengthening of
the labor movement, the Negro peo-
ple’s movement and the Negro-La-
bor Alliance.

It has been stated—and we believe
correctly—that the struggle for
equality for the Negro people is for
the trade unions today what indus-
trial unionism was in the thirties.
The issue here, therefore, is crucial
for the future of the labor movement
in general. More directly and im-
mediately it can be said that the suc-
cessful struggle for the 35-hour
week, for the organization-of-the-
unorganized-drive both North and
South, and for the defeat of the em-
ployers’ new union-busting campaign
is linked with, and will be immeas-
urably strengthened by, the fight to
achieve full equality for the Negro
workers and all the Negro people.

lD!'EAS IN OUR TIME

BY HERBERT APTHEKER

IS THE SOVIET UNION A PROGRESSIVE SOCIETY?

The Student Council of the College of Liberal Arts of Howard Uni-
versity, in Washington, D.C., sponsored a debate March 20, on the sub-
ject: “Is the Soviet Union A Progressive Society?” This was held in
Camton Auditorium, ar the University, and over one thousand students
and faculty members were present. The affirmative in the debate was
taken by the Editor; the negative was taken by Mr. Saul Mendelson, a
member of the National Executive Committee of the Socialist Party of the
United States and a lecturer in history at Roosevelt University (Chicago).
The Moderator was Professor Emmet Dorsey, Chairman of the Department
of Government at Howard. Each speaker was allowed 25 minutes for his
original presentation; there followed 45 minutes of questions from the
audience and then 15 minutes each for rebuttal. The exact text of the
affirmative paper presented on this occasion is published below—the Editor.

How shall one define a progressive society? The definition would have
to include comparison with other societies and would have to include some
firm criteria not themselves wholly relative. That is, if one poses the ques-
tion, as we are this evening: Is the Soviet Union a progressive society?
our search for an answer must include an effort to compare the present
society of the USSR with that which the revolution creating it replaced;
it must include an effort to compare that society with the societies which
historically have surrounded the European and the Asian components of
the USSR; it must include a comparison of that society with the global
community as a whole and as it is today, encompassing what are referred to
as the “most advanced” societies on earth. It must simultaneously consider
whether or not the society reflects a release of the productive capacities with-
in it and whether or not the society enhances the well-being of the members
constituting 1t.

One may also demand of a progressive society today that it be one which
is positively associated with the historic efforts to eliminate colonialism
and that its general stance in the international arena be one which favors
peace and impedes war.

It is my view that the overwhelming weight of all the evidence is in the
direction, in all thesé¢ respects, of an affirmative reply.

Soviet Russia inherited a land whose economy was among the most
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backward in Europe—and one which had been devastated by war, so that
industrial production in 1918 was only 20 per cent of what it had been in
1913. Its population was about 65 per cent illiterate, Church and State had
bten one and both had been the most medieval in Europe, the Empire had
been a prison-house of nations with racism, anti-Semitism and colonial-style
subjugation, especially of the Asian peoples, all official and chronic and
intense features of government and society.

The society inherited by Soviet Russia was one having a death rate
comparable to that then afflicting India and China; an educational system
of a totally elitist character confined to the barest minority of the top
classes and marked by obscurantist emphasis, while the general technical
level was among the lowest in the world.

In all these respects—production, health, education, cultural level—the
present society is incomparably superior to the one it replaced; we shall
bring forward the data demonstrating this in a few minutes. Here we wish
to afirm that as to the first test of a progressive society—how it compares
with the one it replaced—the evidence leads to the conclusion that the ac-
complishments of the USSR justify one in saying that its creation was one
of the greatest strokes for human advancement in all history.

If one applies another test of the meaning of a progressive society—
comparing the USSR with its neighbors—its historic compeers~-1 think the
evidence would confirm that the old Poland and the old Hungary and the
old Rumania, and the old Baltic states, and the old Bulgaria—all of them
quasi-fascist and monarchical states until the end of World War 1I, when
they, too, were revolutionized—were in every respect really backward and
regressive socicties. I think that if one compares the USSR with its other
neighbors he finds that to the south, “Turkey is in Crisis” to quote the
title of the article by Gabriel Gersh in the Christian Century, Feb. 20,
1963, where one will read of a land with chronic and massive unemployment,
with luxury rampant and starvation widespread, where 65 per cent of the
people are illiterate, where half the villages are without schools, and where,
as the author summarizes, “the country is in a pre-revolutionary condition.”
Moving along to Iran and Iraq and Pakistan and India, also neighbors
of the USSR—Iargely the same situation prevails—mass illiteracy, mass
poverty, mass hunger—very much like the Russia prior to the USSR! In
China—until the revolution of 19g49—comparable conditions existed, wors-
ened by chronic warfare and almost incredible governmental corruption and
chaos.

These are the neighbors of the USSR and in another test of what is
meant by a progressive society—a comparison vis-d-vis those nations making
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up its part of the world—I think again, the evidence indubitably and over-
whelmingly supports the proposition that the USSR is such a society and
that the Revolution creating it again must be hailed as a decisive event in
the forward march of the human race.

How will the USSR fare if it is put to another test—namely, comparing
it with the most highly developed and the most advanced of the capitalist
nations—our own? Before detailing this, one must state that even posing
it—and it is being posed every day now, by the President and the CIA
and Congress and every newspaper in the land—is a tremendous tribute
to the phenomenal growth of the Soviet Union. It is only thirty years since
the United States decided to admit even the existence of the USSR. And
while two world wars served to enrich the United States, they—plus the
interventions—served to devastate the land of the Soviets. It cannot be
overemphasized that in considering the USSR today one is considering
a land which for about onefourth of its life has had to wage war, a land
which suffered seventeen million dead in World War Two, a land which
saw 50 per cent of its homes, in its European areas, utterly destroyed by the
Nazis; let this be burned into the brain of anyone who undertakes a com-
parison between the United States and the USSR today—for then and only
then can he understand what a tribute to the latter such an undertaking
actually represents.

The astonishing fact is—and it is a sobering fact for any American—
that in a whole series of significant indices the USSR stands today ahead
of the USA. Illiteracy is higher in the USA today than in the USSR; the
death rate is higher in the USA than in the USSR; the USSR leads the
world in the publication of books; the USSR has the highest ratio of librar-
ies per population in the world today; while 40 per cent of all crime in the
United States is committed by those under 18, the comparable percentage
in the USSR is 5 per cent; while in the “free world” the “call girl” pro-
fession and prostitution are institutionalized and spreading, in the USSR
they are unknown; while in the USA over 50 per cent of all hospital beds
are occupied by the mentally ill, the figure for comparable ailments in the
USSR is less than 10 per cent.

The rate of growth of industrial production is about three times greater
than that of the USA, and this ratio was maintained again in 1g62; the
result is that in certain industrial products—steel and cement, for example—
the USSR has already caught up with the United States and overall it is
closing the gap at a swift pace. Simultaneously, its economy is unmarked
by cycles and crises, its working people are unplagued by unemployment,



48 POLITICAL AFFAIRS

and the development of automation is a blessing rather than a blight and
a menace.

While in racism and pornography the United States stands pre-eminent
in the world, the USSR has been substantially cleansed of both.

In seeking to climinate some of the most pressing of its social problems
—that of housing, for example—exacerbated as that was by World War 11—
the USSR leads the world in its massive home-construction program; in-
deed, in the last five years, it has succeeded in providing new housing
for fully onefourth of its whole population. And in the purification of its
legal and political system—especially since the worst abuses associated with
the years just before, during and after World War 11 (with the onset of the
Cold War)—the Soviet Union has made impressive advances, according to
the testimony of most observers, both American and European. Further,
in the direction of enhancing indivdual freedom and democratic rights,
the motion of society in the USSR during the past decade has been a
most positive one, in contrast with the situation in the United States, so
that, here, too, even in a formal sense, an American will have to exert
himself very strongly against the Smith Act and the McCarran Act and
the Landrum-Grifin Act and the House Un-American Activities Commit-
tee and Senator Eastland’s Internal Security Committee, and so forth, if
this country of parliamentary democracy and of the Bill of Rights is not
to see that tradition utterly trampled into the dust.

Let us present some of the statements from disinguished Americans—
clearly non-subversive by any standards other than those set by Mr. Welch.
On economic advance: S. L. A. Marshall, in The New Republic (Feb. 3,
1958), “The USSR is marching toward superiority in over-all productive-
ness while we move at a crawl.” Walter Lippmann: “The fact of the matter
is that the growth of the Soviet economy has been amazing” (column of
June 10, 1958).

On Education: Claude M. Fuess, formerly headmaster of Phillips Acad-
emy in Massachusetts; “The Russians have realized for some years the
necessity of guiding every child as far along the educational path as he is
qualified to go, of identifying talent early and cultivating it to the utmost,
rewarding scholarship and research, and making teaching a reputable, dig-
nified profession” (Saturday Review, Feb. 1, 1958). Alvin C. Eurich,
president of the State University of New York: “Soviet education today
combines the rigorous European system with the mass education of the
United States—a phenomenal attempt. . . . The accomplishments of the
Russian educational system are exceedingly impressive” (The Atlantic,
April 1, 1958). Marc Raeff, professor of history, Clark Univeristy in Massa-
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chusetts: “Reading [in the USSR] is the national pastime; everybody reads
in great amounts, bookstores and libraries are always full, and books literally
sell like hot cakes in the streets, in theatres, in museums, stores, railroad
stations. Learning is highly valued, thirst for knowledge is great, seriousness
of purpose is universal” (N. Y. Times Magazine, June 22, 1958). Lawrence
G. Derthick, U.S. Commissioner of Education: “What we have seen has
amazed us in one particular. We were simply not prepared for the degree
to which the USSR, as a nation, is committed to education as a means of
gational advancement. Everywhere we went we saw indication after indica-
tion of what we could only conclude amounted to a total commitment
to education.

“Our major reaction therefore is one of astonishment—and I choose the
word carefully—at the extent to which this seems to have been accom-
puished” (N. Y. Times, June 14, 1958). On science—in which the evidence
before one’s eyes is so overwhelming that we offer but one witness—
Professor Jerome Wiesner, of MIT, after stating that in science in general
the USSR is second to none and that in certain areas—he named meteorol-
ogy, ‘ocea{lography and metallurgy—the country has no peer, declared:
“The Soviets have a view of science as an integral part of their society.
They are pioneers. To the intellectual, the frontier is not the land but the
rr'nnd, and the Soviet leaders seem to understand this. Because they appre-
ciate the long-term implications of the development of science for the
grpwt_h of their society, they are able to make determined long-range com-
mitments to train people, build universities, laboratories, and institutes
on a grand scale” (essay in Sovier Progress and American Enterprise
New York, 1958). )

On health, official UN data show: the mortality rate in the USSR is
lower than in the USA; longevity in the USSR is equal to that in the
USA; in the number of physicians in proportion to population the USSR
is far a}head of the USA; and in the number of hospital beds, while the
USSR is still behind, her rate of growth has been more than twice as rapid
as has been that in the USA.

The testimony as to the particularly favored position of cAildren in the
US$B is universal and uncontradicted so far as I know. The advanced
position of women—who have achieved a status of equality never ap-
proached before by any society—also is a matter of fact universally agreed to
and again, so far as I know, uncontroverted. On this last point, one of the
most recent American reporters to confirm it was Mrs. Jewell R. Mazique
a distinguished graduate of this University, and columnist for the Afro:
American chain of newspapers.
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The developing role of trade unions in the Soviet Union, and their active
and real participation in the political and economic and productive life of
the nation has been confirmed and documented at length in the book
issued by the International Labor Office of Geneva after a study on the spot
and published in 1g60.

As to culture, one has had in the USSR the most colossal revolution in
all history, for a people hitherto largely illiterate have been brought not
only to full literacy, but they have been raised to the highest cultural level
in the world. As Ossia Trilling, vice-president of the International Associa-
tion of Theatre Critics, stated: “In no city in the world can one see so much
Shakespeare, Ibsen, Wilde, Schiller, Ostrovsky, Chekhov, and so on, in
one week as in Moscow” (N. Y. Times, Jan. 26, 1958). Wrote Howard
Taubman of the N. Y. Times in the summer of 1958, after an extended
stay in the USSR: “There is a genuine dedication to artistic ideals in the
Soviet Union. There is a pervasive love of beauty. There is an exhilaration
in the skill and virtuosity of highly trained performers. There is respect
for the creative vocation. The people are being taught unremittingly to take
pride in art as in learning. . . . To be cultured is regarded as one of the
highest goods.”

In international affairs, 1 think the record proves, from the Decree of
Peace issued as its first act by the revolutionary Soviet Russia in 1917 to its
leadership in getting the United Nations to adopt unanimously in 1959 the
declaration for general and complete disarmament, the USSR has been in
the forefront of the battle against war and against fascism. Her record
in the international sphere—from Italy’s rape of Ethiopia to fascism’s rav-
ishment of Spain to Japanese imperialism’s war upon China, to her deci-
sive role in breaking the back of fascism when that monster was led under
Hitler’s banners—consistently has been a record of support of the forces of
democracy and peace and opposition to the forces of reaction and war. This
was true in her struggle against war in 1917, and it is true in her support
of the Cuban Revolutionary Government against the attacks, invasions,
insults, and provocations of the United States. I think that the works of
Professors J. P. Morray, F. L. Schuman, D. F. Fleming, and Arnold Toyn-
bee sufficiently demonstrate this truth; I have myself labored to document
it in the recent work, American Foreign Policy and The Cold War (New
York, 1962).

The “secret” explaining the basic domestic and international record of
the USSR—it is a secret alas, only in the United States—is the fact that
socialism exists there; the private ownership of the means of production
has been eliminated—the exploitation of man by man has been terminated.
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Heaven did not result, nor did hell, but great improvement did result, and
a considerable fragment of this globe was revolutionized. The system tri-
umphant there has brought great progress to its people, helped save hu-
manity, and is being instituted—of course, with necessary national differ-
ences—in other parts of Europe, in Asia, and now, in America.

Of course, one’s evaluation of the Soviet Union is not simply an aca-
demic exercise. Mr. Richard Nixon, in 1957, when he was Vice-President,
affirmed that the USSR was civilization’s main threat and insisted that “we
are in a war today” with that threat. Vice-Admiral Charles R. Brown,
addressing the Navy League in October, 1958, said: “World War III
has long since started, whether we’ll admit it or not,” and the Admiral
went on to name the USSR as the foe.

The Admiral and the former Vice-President may be impatient to at-
tempt the destruction of the USSR. But is that country—described by lead-
ing American figures and eyewitnesses in the terms already brought
before you—is that country really the enemy of the peoples of the United
States?

Rather, in the case of most of those who have described the tremendous
advances made in the Soviet Union, the conclusion drawn has been that
these advances should stimulate us to improve ourselves. Certainly, this
is the conclusion which was drawn by the late Mrs. F. D. Roosevelt; by
Walter Lippmann, by Howard Taubman, by Professor Marc Raeff.

Professor Harold ]. Berman, of Harvard University—an outstanding
authority on Soviet law, and recently having lectured at the University of
Moscow—has said that the main point in the world as it is today, given
the forward sweep of its socialist sector, is that here in our own country
we must concentrate on the achievements of “justice, mercy and morality,”
and that we must match in a way consonant with our own national genius,
“the spirit of service, self-sacrifice, and common purpose,” that the peoples
of the USSR in their way have brought to their country.

Here is a kind of contest that is worthy of the finest national feeling
and profoundest love of country of which any of us—citizens of the USA
or of the USSR—are capable. Come, let us see, as friends and brothers,
who can contribute most to the happiness and well-being of mankind!



By Shirley Graham

Accra, Ghana

If the United Nations forces man-
age to pull out of the Congo with
some lingering shred of esteem and
self respect it will be because Afri-
can nations inside the UN have
managed to seize the initiative and
save the good name of that organiza-
tion. Yet, while recognizing the
shortcomings and failures of the
organization, Ghana has been con-
sistent not only in its all-out support
of every UN eflort, but also in re-
fraining from hasty criticism. It must
be remembered that the President
of Ghana did not add his voice to
the chorus of censure aimed at Dag
Hammarskjoeld for his handling of
the Congo crisis. Time, however,
has shown that it was Dag Ham-

marskjoeld’s own mistakes and
weaknesses in the face of the
Tshombe-imperialist trickery and

subterfuge which sentenced him to
death.

For two and a half years now
United Nation forces have been in
the Congo. They were invited in
by Prime Minister Patrice Lumumba
to aid him in preventing foreign in-
tervention from holding up the uni-
fication of the newly independent
Republic of Congo. It is not sur-
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prising that most of the world has
forgotien how the UN got into the
Congo. Africa has not forgotten. And
many Africans have a notched
stick recording what the UN has
done since arriving, The first notches

show: (a) When the trouble ex- ]

ploded which Patrice Lumumba
thought he had safe-guarded him-
self against, the U.N. Chief closed
the Leopoldville Radio and Airport
to the Prime Minister, thus cutting
him off from his own people and
making it impossible for him to get
help; (b) The UN Command al-
lowed rebellious elements to turn
the Prime Minister over to the seces-
sionist, Tshombe. UN troops stood
and watched Patrice Lumumba be-
ing dragged from the plane in
Elizabethville, beaten into insensibil-
ity by Katanga mercenaries (white)
and thrown like a bleeding pig into
a waiting truck; (c) While the wo-
men of Africa, led by Mrs. Lu-
mumba, pleaded and begged for the
young leader’s life, the UN did
nothing to save him.

Following the murder of Prime
Minister Lumumba, Afro-Asian na-
tions managed to push through the
Security Council the Resolution of
February 21, 1961. This Resolution
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gave the Secretary-General a deci-
sive mandate on the Congo: (a) It
called for the immediate withdrawal
of all foreign officers, mercenaries
and political advisors not under the
United Nations Command; (b) It
called for an impartial investigation
into the murder of Patrice Lumumba
and punishment of the perpetrators.

Yet is was not until after March
15th of that year that the UN Sec-
retariat took positive steps toward
implementing the Resolution. On
March 15, 1961 President Kwame
Nkrumah appeared before the
United Nations Assembly and in a
two hour address laid bare the facts
about the Congo. He put forth con-
crete and positive proposals to re-
solve the crisis. No New York news-
paper printed that address, but news-
papers in many countries did and
radio carried it around the world.
Only then did the Secretary-General
act—not to carry out the proposals
offered by President Nkrumah, but
to do something. Two months later
the Irish diplomat, Conor Cruise
O’Brien, was appointed special UN
Representative in Elizabethville and
left for Katanga. According to
Conor Cruise O’Brien’s own under-
standing he was commissioned spe-
cifically to carry out the February
215t Resolution. This is what he
set out to do, but well before his
mission was completed the UN Sec-
retariat abruptly halted the opera-
tion, O'Brien was recalled and Ham-
marskjoeld lost his life in an effort

to “sit down and negotiate” with
Tshombe in—of all places South
Rhodesia!

Hammarskjoeld contended with
the resistance of President FEisen-
hower and his administration whose
Congo policy appeared to be
shrouded in a positive support for
the Belgian allies who had foment-
ed the crisis. The present Secretary-
General, U Thant, inherited an
office full of chaos and intrigues, but
he has had the strong support of
President Kennedy in dealing with
secessionist Katanga. Africans know
that President Kennedy is not so ac-
tive for the mere purpose of helping
restore peace in the Congo. I quote
an African daily paper:

Why is American backing U Thant?
First, because the capitalist and finan-
cial power is Belgian and British. If
Union Miniere and Tanganyika Con-
cessions were American owned, does
anyone doubt that Tshombe would not
be America’s darling? Second, because
America is hysterically convinced that
Russia will appear in a big way on the
Congo scene if the Adoula Govern-
ment at Leopoldville is not held up.
There is suspicion in the nationalist
movements of the Congo as well as in
Katanga of America’s motives. They
want to end foreign influence on their
destiny. (The Ghanaian Times, Jan.
10,1963)

But, however much we may de-
plore the motives, American back-
ing has given U Thant the neces-
sary strength for initiating effective
action. Some weeks ago the UN be-
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gan a crucial drive against Katanga.
The traitor Tshombe was cornered
and on January gth an order was
given for him to be placed under
house arrest. Events in the Congo
fully supported this measure. Apart
from principal responsibility for the
murder of Patrice Lumumba and
his aides, Tshombe has been the
main stumbling block in the way
of a solution of the Congo problem.
His removal from the political scene
and from any position from which
he would offer any more trouble to
the UN must be considered neces-
sary for success of the operation. But
within a few hours after the order
had been givtn, it was rescinded and
Tshombe was accorded the privil-
ege of leading UIN troops to the
Katanga border!

When Robert Gardner, a Ghan-
ian, named Head of the UN Congo
Operation by the Secretary-General
U Thant, protested this absurdity
and refused to negotiate further with
Tshombe, he was recalled to the
United Nations Headquarters in
New York and Ralphe Bunche was
rushed to “straighten out” the “con-
fusion.” In the interim, UN troops
captured Jadotville.

“And why,” asked an Accra radio
commentator on the evening of Jan-
uary 17th, “was Ralph Bunche’s first
official statement an apology for the
UN troops having taken Jadotville?
With Jadotville in the hands of the
United Nations, Tshombe’s power
was broken. Jadotville is the con-

centration of Katanga's economic
strength, far more important than
Elizabethville or Kowezi. Also, Mr.
Bunche let it be known that the UN
had promised that Jadotville would
not be taken. Who made such a
promise? And to whom was it
made? Here the UN Under-Secre-
tary was vague.”

Only the hasty but decisive inter-
vention of Afro-Asian groups in the

United Nations prevented Mr., Gard-

ner being removed from his Congo
post. After the disclosures made by
Conor Cruise O'Brien as to why e
was recalled, the Secretariat could
not resist the firm demands that Mr.
Gardner be returned to the Congo.
He did return just in time to pre-
vent thoroughly disgusted Congo-
leses in Leopoldville from sacking
the British Embassy! (January 12,
1963).

I'll let one of their own country-
men speak for the British role in
the Congo:

“For pompous and phrasical self-
rightousness, it would be difficult to
outdo the statement on Katanga
which the British Foreign Office is-
sed the other day,” writes Fenner
Brockway in The Ghanaian Times
(Jan 10, 1963). It was Lord Home
at his prim worst:

‘Her Majesty’s Government have
repeatedly impressed upon U Thant
the futility of trying to impose a
political settlement on the Congo by
force. .

“Lord Home apparently loves
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Tshombe so much that he ignores the
fact that the UN acted only after the
Katanga forces under their white
mercenary officers had fired on the
UN men for hours and that Tshom-
be, though giving his worthless ver-
bal assurance, had refused to sign an
order for a cease-fire.

“The truth would seem to be that
Lord Home has succumbed to the
strong Tory Katanga lobby in the
House of Commons whose devotion
to Captain Arthur Waterhouse,
once their leader in deploring Bri-
tain’s surrender on Suez and now
chairman of the Tanganyika Con-
cessions Ltd. and 25 percent partner
in Union Miniers, has inspired them
to Tshombe’s defense.”

Paramount Chiefs in Katanga
have sent an urgent request to the
Central Government in Leopoldville
to arrest Tshombe and thus end his
reign of terror over their peoples. A
united group of independent Afri-
can States are urging the United Na-
tions to put Tshombe under arrest.

In a strongly worded note, dated
January 15, 1963, President Nkrumah
of Ghana told the UN Secretary-
General that any amnesty or pardon
which prevents the bringing to trial
and punishment those responsible
for the murder of Patrice Lumumba,
first Congolese Premier, “would be
a clear violaton” of the Security
Council Resolution of February 21,
1961. Continuing, President Nkru-
mah said:

“It is not for the U.N. Secretariat

to pick and choose and decide which
resolution of the Security Council it
will enforce and which it will ignore...

“T'shombe and his provincial council
have a record of constantly repudiating
whenever convenient, all agreements
entered into by them, so that if they
are protected in office they will certainly
in their own time, whatever they say
now, renew their secessionist activities.”

President Nkrumah referred to
U Thant’s assertion that the UN was
not in Katanga or elsewhere in the
Congo, intervening in internal politi-
cal affairs:

“I am in complete agreement with
your views on this point and therefore
I regret that your name should have
been associated with the so-called ‘U
Thant Plan’ which proposes funda-
mental constitutional changes for the
Republic of Congo.

“I consider that there is extreme
danger in the United Nations attempt-
ing to put forward what the Secre-
tariat, and those whose advice it ac-
cepts, considers to be a suitable con-
stitution for the Congo. . . This, in
my opinion, is entirely: a matter for
the Congolese people and Government,

“To use the United Nations for the
purpose of forcing a federal constitution
upon the Congo, is, I should have
thought, far beyond any mandate given
to the Secretariat by any resolution of
any United Nations organ.”

The imperialists have done their
worst in the Congo. They have
stymied UN efforts when honest
UN officials have sincerely tried to
restore order. Today representatives
of African States north, south, east
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and west are discussing among them-
selves ways and means to save the
Congo. For the Congo has become
a test case for Africa.

Solutions will not be easy. The
poisonous foreign elements are still
there; the young patriot Patrice
Lumumba was loved and followed
by the masses, but he was cut down
before he had time to give his peo-
ple a true sense of independence and
national unity.

It is said that those who murdered
Patrice Lumumba dissolved his

broken body in acid. The Kkillers

feared that if ever found, the peo-
ple would make a shrine of Lumum-
ba’s grave. :

But today and in spite of the fac
that Antoine Gazenga, Lumumba’s
appointed heir, is in jail, there is a
Patrice  Lumumba Party in the
Congo and in spite of all the plots
formulated in foreign embassies in
African countries, in spite of “loans”
and threats and bombs, Africa is
moving towards unity.

Africans, who have suffered so
long, have a saying, “Time is longer
than rope.”

An Appeal from Iraq

From Iraq we have received the Appeal herewith translated and pub-
lished; the signers include several of the most distinguished political,
scientific and cultural figures of that nation. A letter of prosest to the
Iraqi delegation at the United Nations in New York City will be
helpful—the Editor:

To all Iraqi Citizens abroad,
To our brethren, the great sons of the people:

Your heroic country calls upon you for help. Your peoples, who are now
deluged by a sea of blood, call upon you to extend your hands to them, and to
support them in their decisive battle against injustice, tyranny, imperialism, and
reaction.

Honorable sons of the people! The dark imperialist forces and the exploitative
oil monopolies through their coup of the 8th of February want to crush our
patriotic movement completely and to clamp their hated chain on the Iraq peo-
ple after they discovered that this chain was breaking. They want to sweep away
the achievements of the July 14 revolution which the people won after long
struggle in which were sacrificed the best sons to the hangman and concentration
camps. They want to bring back Iraq to the imperialist orbit and make of Iraq
a milking cow to satisfy the gluttony of imperialism, its oil cartels and its aggres-
sive war schemes. This they want to accomplish by using tht most repugnant
and violent ways of terrorism and persecution and by annihilating all of the
fine elements of our people. The streets of Baghdad, Basra, Mosul, Amara, Sulai-
mania and other cities of our dear country have been inundated with the blood
of thousands of patriots whose only crime was that they did not ever compromise
with reaction and imperialism.

You all know brethren that the Nationalist facade put up by this gang is
rent with cracks and falsehood in every respect and could not hide its true
nature which is expressed by a thousand and one proofs, the foremost of which
is the oppression and persecution of the most patriotic elements.

Free people of Iraqi abroad! The resounding and angry voice of our people
rises today amidst blood and tears. It rises from the ruins of the peoples’
“mahallas” in Shawaka, Kraimat, Bab el-Sheikh, Medinat el-Thoura, Kadhmia,
Basra, Ashar, and other “mahallas” which were destroytd by the bombs of the
tyrants. It rises from the stricken and sad homes on which the stench of death
has settled. It rises amidst the cry of the orphaned and the lamentations of the
widowed. It rises from the rebellious hills of Kurdistan and the wrathful plains
of the Tigris and the Euphrates. From everywhere in Iraq it rises with emotion
calling for stubborn struggle for freedom, democracy, national independence and
sovereignty, for a full-scale struggle against the bloody, terroristic rule which is
éxercised by the gang which has usurped power in the country. It calls to resist
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by all means and to protest against this inhuman butchery and mass arrests
which are carried out by a group of adventurists who have lost all sense of
human value and who are blinded by hatred of the people. Our heroic people
have risen to resist those dangers and have stood against the counter-revolu-
tionary usurpers in Baghdad, Amara, Basra, Kirkuk and other cities and villages
and are now consolidating their forces to form a united front which is the only
sure guarantee for ultimate victory.

Our dear people abroad! The Committee to Defend the Iraqi People has been
formed outside Iraq to back up our people’s struggle in our beloved country.
This Committee will strive to remove the reactionary puppet gang which has
usurped power and to achieve a democratic rule which will safeguard for Iraq
its independence and national sovereignty and guarantee to the Kurdish people
their national rights. This Committee calls upon you to solidify your ranks and
take your place in our people’s great battle, and to take the role which your
patriotic duty and human sentiment demands of you. To achieve this we call
upon you to:

1. organize branch committees abroad wherever you may be,

2. work for an ad-hoc International Committee for the Defense of all Iraqgi

People composed of international figures of all ideclogies,

3. collect contributions for the sake of the above,

4. consider the main task of all committees in the present circumtances to
stop terrorism and persecution in Iraq by publishing facts about the present
state of affairs in Iraq and to cooperate with world public opinion to end
this inhuman massacre, this savage campaign of oppression and to free
those who have been imprisoned.

Many of the present ruling gang have alleged that it is possible for the repre-
sentatives of the world’s press to visit Iraq and see for themselves, so pressure
must be applied on the present regime by those representatives of the press so
they could go to Iraq and report on present conditions.

CoMMITTEE FOoR THE DEFENSE OF THE IrAQI PEROPLE

Mohammed Mahdi al-Jawahiri, President Azis el-Haj

Dr. Feisal al-Samir Nouri Abdul Razzak Hussain
Dr. Naziha al-Dulaimi Mahmud  Sabri

Dr. Salah Khaliss Abdul Wahab al-Bayati
Thanoon Ayyoub Gaib Touma Farmaan

Brig. (ret.) Hashim Abul Jabbar Dr. Rahim Ajeena

THE ALDERSON STORY

By Hyman Lumer

The Federal Women’s Reformatory
at Alderson West Virginia is the prin-
cipal federal prison for women in this

country. When' it was established in-

1928, patterned after the recommen-
dations of a conference of 21 national
civic organizations, it was conceived
as a model institution for rehabilita-
tion. The Alderson of today, however,
as portrayed by Elizabeth Gurley Flynn
in her newly-published book*, is a
far cry indeed from the original con-
ception. Her observations, made dur-
ing 28 months of imprisonment as a
victim of the infamous Smith Act, are
very aptly summed up in the following
words (p. 191):

If I could be as graphic and persuasive as the
subject demands, it would cause these organizations
to insist that it be closed down as inadequate and
useless, in fact a_school for crime, The women
there, in the main, need hospitals, sanitoriums,
rest homes, training schools, Fsychiatnc treat-
ment—rnot a prison, Cut off from the wotld,
from families and friends, denied a chance to
earn a living, to learn anything useful, left there
to rot, that is the fate of the long-termers.
Guarded by untrained women, who are often
indifferent, disinterested, disdainful of the in-
mates, who are in no way fitted for their tasks,
what can bloom in such an atmosphere but
decay?

This conclusion emerges with strik-
ing force from every page of Miss
Flynn’s vivid account of her experi-
ences. These she sets forth as a simple,
straightforward narrative, written in
an unadorned yet highly effective style.

At the same time, she writes with great

* The Alderson Story: My Life as a Political
“Prisoner, International Publishers, 1963. Cloth
$5.00; paper, $1.65.

Book Reviews

insight and understanding, both of the
prison system itself and of those unfor-
tunates enmeshed in its toils, and with
genuine warmth and compassion and
unforgettable pictures of our federal
prisons.

Few are better equipped than Eliza-
beth Gurley Flynn to deal with this
subject. Aside from: her own imprison-
ment and her stature as a leading Com-
munist, she has a long record as an
outstanding fighter for civil liberties
and a reputation as a writer of con-
siderable talent. All these experiences
and qualities have been combined to
produce a book of exceptional merit
and an absorbing account which the
reader, once he has begun it, will find
it difficult to lay aside. It deserves the
widest possible audience.

After a brief introductory chapter
covering her arrest, trial and ultimate
imprisonment, Miss Flynn devotes her-
self to describing the diverse aspects
of prison life. The initial orientation
period, cottage life, the prison officers,
handling of visits and correspondence.
Christmas in prison, disciplinary mea-
sures, anti-Negro discrimination, drug
addiction, lesbianism—these are among
the subjects covered. She describes
other inmates, dealing especially with
her fellow Smith Act prisoners—Betty
Gannett, Claudia Jones and Dorothy
Rose Blumberg—and with other poli-
tical prisoners such as the Puerto Rican
nationalists. One cannot do justice to
this wealth of content within the short
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space of this review; it is possible only
to touch on a few basic points.

As a women’s prison, Alderson
naturally differs in many respects from
corresponding institutions for men. Yet
one is struck more forcibly by the un-
derlying similarities. Nor is it true,
as Miss Flynn suggests, that the treat-
ment of women prisoners is more le-
nient than that of men. On the con-
trary, as this reviewer can testify from
his own recent “residence” at the
Federal Correctional Institution at
Milan, Michigan as a Taft Hartley vic-
tim, the Alderson women 'were in
many respects subjected to much
harsher restrictions than were he and
his fellow prisoners.

The most striking feature of all fed-
eral prisons is their utter social worth-
lessness—indeed, their harmfulness.
The description quoted above epito-
mizes the conditions not only at Al-
derson but in every federal penal in-
stitution in the country. To speak of
these places as designed for rehabili-
tation, to call them “correctional,” is
the sheerest hypocrisy, for, as anyone
confined in them swiftly learns. There
is not the slightest effort or even in-
tention to be of genuine help. As the
book clearly shows, these are simply
places in which people are locked up
for prescribed periods of time, then re-
leased without the faintest concern as
to what becomes of them afterward.
Out of this fundamental character-
istic grow many of the other features
which the book describes.

Thus, the staffs of these prisons are
chosen with no regard to either inter-
est or training in the handling of in-
mates or concern for their welfare. For
the most part, they consist of individ-
uals who find in their work nothing

more than a comparatively secure
source of income leading to a pension
after twenty years. In fact, at least at
Milan, they generally regard themselves
as doing time. (‘This writer recalls an
occasion on which an officer, in making
out a pass, mistakenly wrote “1g62”
instead of “1963” on it. When the
error was called to 'his attention, he
said: “Now how could I make such a
foolish mistake? Why, I go home in
1963!”) To such individuals, prisoners
are only a necessary evil, something to
be tolerated as part of their “doing
time.”

Here, too, lies the source of the
many pointless, stupid rules and re-
strictions by which the inmates in
these institutions are governed. For
since the institutions themselves have
no purpose other than incarceration,
the rules often have no purpose other
than restraint. In part, they are merely
designed to save work for the staff,
but in large measure they go far be-
yond this, becoming highly arbitrary
and often malicious, and at times even
sadistic. Moreover, inmates are sub-
jected to constant arbitrary changes in
rules, not infrequently with no prior
notification. And though these regu-
lations vary widely in different insti-
tutions, they all share these attributes.
The book is replete with instances of
such regulations which are dealt with
particularly in a chapter entitled “The
‘Verbotens’.” To mention but a few
instances, there were the abolition for
no visible reasons of the singing of
Christmas carols and of farewell parties
for departing cottage-mates; the highly
arbitrary restricion on purchase of
books simply on the grounds of “un-
suitability”; limitation of visits to the
library to an hour or two on Saturdays;
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failure to provide mops, thus compel-
ling inmates to scrub and wax floors
on hands and knees.

One rather trivial example is highly
illustrative of both the nature of the
rules and the mentality of the officers.
Inmates at Alderson were given only
teaspoons at mealtime, and not table-
spoons. Miss Flynn writes (p. 111):
“I asked once, “Why not use larger
spoons for soup instead of teaspoons?’
The officer said, in all seriousness, ‘Yes,
that would save timel’” What adds
to the interest of this example is the
fact that Milan and other institutions,
inmates were given only tablespoons
at meals and never teaspoons!

The net effect of all this is that in-
mates invariably come to feel that no
one is concerned about them or cares
what happens to them. In addition,
they live constantly under the threat
of disciplinary action of a most highly
arbitrary and unpredictable character,
often- for the infraction of “hidden”
rules, and hence in a state of continu-
ous tension and anxiety. Add to this
the subjection of first offenders to the
influence of hardened criminals which
is characteristic of these prisons, and
the result is an inevitable dehumaniz-
ing process. No one, as Miss Flynn
points out, leaves such a place a better
person than when he or she entered
1t.

In addition to the conditions to
which all prisoners are subjected, poli-
tical prisoners are made to suffer a host
of added discriminations and persecu-
tions. In Miss Flynn’s case, at the out-
set she was warned by the warden of
“severe consequences” if she should at-
tempt to carry on Communist propa-
ganda—a loose prohibition which
could in the eyes of these officials mean

almost anything. She was then placed
in maximum security quarters and held
there eleven months, in the company of
misfits, violent inmates, epileptics, at-
tempted suicides and other such prob-
lem inmates. She was, in common with
almost all other political prisoners, de-
nied industrial or meritorious good
time—the extra time off given to pris-
oners who work in prison industries
or perform their jobs properly. And
unquestionably, like every other poli-
tical prisoner, she would have been
denied parole—a fact which led her to
waive application rather than go
through useless motions,

Added to this was the difficulty in
obtaining books. Permission to receive
Simone de Beauvoir’s The Mandarins
was refused on the grounds that it
was “too political.” In the case of
Betty Gannett, a request for novels of
Theodore Dreiser was held up for a
long time because of doubts as to their
“suitability.” Books and periodicals of
a progressive character were, of course,
forbidden altogether.

Betty Gannett was given a job re-
quiring hard manual labor, although
she is a skilled typist and a competent
teacher, and despite the fact that. her
health prohibited such work.

Letters were turned over to be read
by parole officers, who often held them
up for long periods before passing or
returning them. Visits were subjected
to close scrutinity, in the case of Betty
Gannett to an insulting degree. Her
older brother, who spoke little English,
was forbidden to speak to her in Yid-
dish, and this on the excuse that it
was necessary to prevent “conspiracy”
under the Smith Act! A protest by
her attorney to Director of Prisons
James V. Bennett elicited the following
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highly illuminating response: “By na-
ture of the offense for which she was
convicted, conspiracy to teach and ad-
vocate the overthrow of the United
States Government by force and vio-
lence, it is incumbent on us to see that
she does not engage in the continuance
of this offence while she is serving
her sentence.” (P. 93.

And here lies the crux of the matter,
The fact is that in the eyes of the
prison authorities whatever may be
the technical grounds for  conviction
the real crime is being a Communist—
holding proscribed political beliefs. Re-
fusal to give up one’s beliefs is looked
upon as continuing to commit one’s
crime while imprisoned, and as proof
that the individual is “unregenerate.”
Hence the added persecutions—the re-
fusal of good time and parole, the sur-
veillance of visits, deprivation of read-
ing matter and the privilege of writ-
ing, a privilege traditionally conceded
to political prisoners. All too little has
been done to fight this disgraceful dis-
crimination, itself a violation of demo-

cratic rights. In bringing it to public
attention ‘the book performs a most
welcome service.

But not even the prison authorities
could keep a person like Elizabeth
Gurley Flynn from finding ways of
self-expression. In an appendix, the
book presents. a selection of “Prison
Poems”—a group of verses in which
are shown her innate sensitivity and
humanity. A second appendix presents
—ironically—an article on the Declar-
ation of Independence published in
the prison paper on the occasion of
July 4, 1956.

Federal prisons are ‘unpleasant
places and Alderson no less so than
any other. And our federal prison sys-
tem is a national disgrace which cries
out for serious reform. Elizabeth Gur-
ley Flynn’s beok is a highly important
contribution toward making these con-
ditions known. It is hoped that it will
reach the hands of many thousands of
thoughtful Americans. And it is hoped
that it will stimulate the writing of
similar books by others.

By Sam Russell

Recently, I was standing on a hill-
side on the outskirts of Havana amid
the worst slums I have ever seen, in
the notorius shanty town of Las Ya-
guas, where at one time some 15,000
families lived in shacks that have to
be seen to be believed.

But what I saw was only the rem-
nant of Las Yaguas, for in the past
two years Cuba’s socialist revolution
has cleaned up most of the shanty town
and rehoused the occupants in new
houses which I saw later. As I looked
across the valley, I saw the remains of
Las Yaguas where thousands of fami-
lies had once eked out a miserable
existence, while the people who re-
mained knew that very soon they too
would have homes fit for human
beings—thanks to the Revolution.

But this is only one of dozens of
such miserable shanty towns which
exist all over Latin America, and which
mean ‘home” for almost one million
people in the “favelas” of Rio de
Janeiro, Brazil, of 1,500,000 in Mexico
City’s “belt of misery,” of 400,000 in
the “miserables” of Lima, Peru, of
200,000 in Santiago, Chile, and 250,000
in Caracas, Venezuela, to mention only
a few.

What life is like for these “criminals
of want” in Latin America is searingly
described by a woman who herself was
among the 50,000 living in the favelas
of Sao Paulo, Brazil, in Child of the
Dark, by Carolina Maria de Jesus
(Dutton, N.Y., $4.50). For fourteen
years, this black woman, who built
herself a shack in the favela, lived

Latin-American Realities

there with her three children and kept
them and herself alive by picking up
garbage from the streets.

Carolina Maria de Jesus could read
and write, and this book is the pub-
lishable part of the diary of her life.
It does for Brazil what Oscar Lewis’
monumental The Children of Sénchez
(Random House, N.Y., $7.50) did for
Mexico.

In his preface, the translator writes
with obvious alarm, “, . . the Brazilians
look with growing fear upon this
powerful mass of the hungry. .. . If
there should appear a Brazilian Fidel
Castro and if he should give these hun-
gry illiterates arms, . . .”

It is not so much the “Brazilians,”
but rather and above all the U.S. im-
perialists—who dominate the economy
of the nineteen “free” Latin-American
republics—who look with growing fear
on what these “hungry illiterates,”
fired by the Cuban example, might do.

This fear is brought out clearly in
The Voice of Latin America by William
Benton (Harper, N.Y., $3.95), which
is an account of a trip made by the
publisher of the Encyclopedia Britan-
nica, with Adlai Stevenson, in 1960, to
twelve Latin American countries. Like
latter-day Columbuses “discovering”
Latin America, Benton and Stevenson
also discovered the slums of Lima,
Bogota, Rio de Janeiro, Santiago, and
Caracas. Thus after lunch at Lima’s
Club Nacional, “one of the most lux-
urious men’s clubs in the world,” they
“reached the most execrable slums I
have seen in this hemisphere, vast
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stretches of one-room brick and mud
huts in which people live in utter
squalor.”

Benton is indignant at Mr., Khrush-
chev for saying that “for decades the
American, British and other foreign
monopolies, like giant leeches, have
been clinging to the living body of
Latin America, greedily sucking dry
and plundering its natural wealth,
ruthlessly exploiting its peoples, dis-
torting their economies and retarding
their natural development.” Of course,
often the truth is infuriating,

Mr. Benton, a la the “Alliance for
Progress,” puts forward a series of
fine-phrased ideas on “how the U.S.
can best help.” But he never really
touches the “leeches.” The facts show
that behind the fine phrases between
1946 and 1951 the U.S. invested in
Latin America a little over $1.6 bil-

lions, and over the same period more
than §3.3 billions left Latin America to
swell the coffers of the big U.S. cor-
porations, an “aid” which left Latin
America poorer by $1.7 billions in five
years alone.

Such figures are not to be found in
Brazil, the Infinite Country, by William
Schurz (Dutton, N.Y., $6), who claims
to give a comprehensive and upto-
date survey of Brazil—a country where
sugar-cane workers get about 30¢ a
day—when lucky enough to have
work.

Even he is forced to conclude that
while “the Brazilians are extraordinar-
ily patient people, they cannot be ex-
pected to wait indefinitely for an eas-
ing of their problem,” and that “some
of the headlines in their newspapers
are disquieting.” Quite,
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