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HAD ENOUGH? 
T IS only nine months since the last elections when reac- 

tion was swept into office in an understandable, though 
ill-expressed, protest against Truman’s turn to the right. 
And never in our history have dire predictions of the cn- 
sequences been so promptly fulfilled. 

Secretary of Labor: Schwellenbach started it off by de- 
manding the illegalization of the Communist Party, while 
Truman issued a decree bringing the witch-hunt into the 
government on an official basis. This was followed by the 
establishment of government by injunction in the case of 
the miners. Then came the enunciation of the Truman 
Doctrine, a plan for the domination of the world under the 
pretext of saving the world from communism. The House 
Un-American Committee broke out into a rash of con- 
tempt of Congress charges against communists, alleged 
communists, progressives and liberals who questioned its 
non-existent authority to push the American people around. 
Then there came the attempt to silence Paul Robeson as a 
prelude to the attempt to silence Henry Wallace, which 
reached its climax in the effort of Rep. O’Konski, leading 
a miserable outfit known as the anti-Communist Associa- 
tion,sto prohibit Wallace from appearing in Washington 
even as a private citizen. On top of this there suddenly 
emerged the Crow bill in the House to deprive communist 
or alleged communist veterans from receiving the full 
benefits due to all the World II vets. All this, of course, led 
up to the grand climax to date, the passage over the Presi- 
dent’s veto of the Hartley-Taft anti-labor bill. 
The mere cataloguing of the events gives a clear indica- 

tion of how far we have moved from the path of FDR. 
What is more, it is beginning to bring into view the first 
outlines of the fascist horizon towards which reaction in our 
country is driving. The passage of the anti-labor slave bill 
took a long step in that direction. . 
We are not impressed with Truman’s veto of the Bill. 

After all, it was Mr. Truman who encouraged reaction by 
making one unnecessary retreat after another from the 
line of FDR; who weakened the progressive forces by pro- 
claiming an international as well as a governmental witch 
hunt; who strengthened reaction by shackling labor in the 
railroad and coal industries. If today, reaction sheds all re- 
straint by going one step further in the Hartley Bill, Tru- 
man can hardly evoke enthusiasm by moralizing and scold- 
ing in his veto message. No doubt about the evil pro-fascist 
intentions of the Tafts and Hartleys, and their silent 
spiritual and political: guides, the Hoovers and the Deweys. 
But Truman has not emerged as the people’s champion on 
whom any reliance can be placed. 
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Never before was the labor-progressive-democratic coali- 
tion. as vital as it is today. The slowness with which it went 
into operation in defense of labor’s rights was partly respon- 
sible for the passage of the Hartley-Taft Bill. But the past 
two decades hold many tragic lessons of the danger of 
the policy of “too little and too late.” These lessons must be 
learned, if the greater tragedy is to be avoided. The people 
are aroused. Reaction can be defeated, if the labor-demo- 

cratic-progressive coalition moves into high gear in build- 
ing a third people’s political party, and in scrapping the 
anti-labor bill from the books. Until that is achieved; the 

American people—all the American people—are in gravest 
danger. 

WHERE IS JEWISH AGENCY GOING? 
N AN appearance before the UN Inquiry Commission, 
Moshe Shertok, political spokesman for the Jewish 

Agency, was asked if the instances of Arab-Jewish coopera- 
tion in civic and economic affairs and in joint strikes did 
not show that an independent Palestine of Arabs and Jews 
was possible. “While practical cooperation exists in day-to- 

, day life,” he replied, “this does not mean that the two sides 
are ready to pull together politically within one unitary 
state.” 

Shertok has stated that if the UN were to recommend a 
bi-national state, the Jewish Agency would reject the plan. 
The position of the Jewish Agency remains unchanged. 

It still remains faithful to.the Biltmore program of a Jewish 
state over all of Palestine, but at the same time indicates 

its readiness to compromise on a “viable state in an ade- 
quate part of Palestine.” 
Any hope that the leadership of the Zionist movement 

would take into account the new and basic developments 
that have created new possibilities for the fulfilment of 
Jewish aspirations and for a solution of the Palestine prob- 
lem, has now gone by the board. The Jewish Agency re- 
jects out of hand any solution which corresponds to the 
realities. of the situation and which is predicated upon 
Arab-Jewish unity, the basic foundation of peace in Pales- 
tine. 

Reliance upon: America and Great Britain remains the 
cornerstone of official Zionist policy despite the events at 
the UN session, where it became obvious that a unilateral 

American policy will frustrate Jewish aims and aspirations. 
The Agency tenaciously clings to this orientation despite 
the new prospects for a solution opened, up by the historic 
position of the Soviet Union. It is true that the Gromyko 
speech is hailed by all, including the Zionist leadership, but 



the incontrovertible points made by Gromyko that the 
British mandate was unworkable and must be abrogated 
and that Palestine, which is the land of two peoples, can be 
“defended in a proper manner only by the creation of one 
dual, democratic Arab-Jewish state” are entirely passed 
over. 

Jews the world over instinctively felt that a new and 
brighter stage had been reached in relation to the Palestine 
question, in relation to the achievement of statehood in 
Palestine. These hopes were raised because new factors had 
entered the scene, namely, the presence of the Soviet Union 
and the new democracies of Eutope, who fought on behalf 
of Jewish rights and who proposed a solution which would 
be democratic and at the same time would fulfil Jewish 
aspirations. 

By clinging to its old orientation, the Jewish ,Agency 
overlooks these new factors. It refuses to recognize the ele- 
mentary fact that unless Jewish policy is based upon the 
cooperation of all the great powers and upon a solution to 
which all the great powers agree, there is little hope for a 
change of status in Palestine and there is every danger that 
the Jews will continue to be a pawn in the power game of 
one or another imperialist country. 

These are days of decision and the acceptance of, and the 
struggle for, a proper orientation is of extreme urgency. 
There is need for a concerted effort by Jews everywhere to 
bring pressure to bear upon the American government to 
join with the Soviet Union in a democratic solution. There 
is also need for Jews to bring pressure to bear upon the 
Jewish Agency to forsake a policy which leads into a blind 
alley and to become the spokesman for and the leader of a 
united movement of Arabs and Jews in struggle for the 
achievement of statehood and national rights for both 
peoples. 

LEGISLATION OR LEGALISMS? 
HE New York City Council has before it the Quill- 

Connolly resolution, calling for support “of the pur- 
poses of H. R. 2848,” the Buckley Bill, outlawing the spread 
of anti-Semitism and other forms of national, racial and 
religious baiting. 

Shad Polier, in the name of the American Jewish Con- 
gress, has written to every member of the City Council 
urging him to vote against the resolution on the ground 
that the Buckley Bill is defective, that the AJC has better 
ideas about a bill, which they were now drafting. In the 
next issue of JewisH Lire we will publish the complete cor- 
respondence, Polier’s objections to the Bill, the American 
Jewish Labor Council’s defense of the Bill, and Council- 
man Cacchione’s defense of the resolution. This correspond- 
ence will clearly indicate how wrong Mr. Polier is in his 
estimate, analysis and understanding of the bill. 

Here, however, we wish to raise another question. The 
fact is that there had been no bill to outlaw anti-Semitism 
on the books or in the hopper. The fact is that .after all 
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these years the AJC is still “drafting such a bill,” without 
any indication when this long-term drafting will finally 
produce results, and whether the result will be a mountain 
or a mouse. The American Jewish Labor Council was 
therefore correct in precipitating matters by sponsoring the 
Buckley Bill. 

Under these circumstances one would think that the 
AJC, concerned about the welfare of the Jews, would wel- 

come this action. Certainly the AJC should not make the 
total denunciation of the bill its major campaign. That the 
bill may have faults is altogether likely. But, this could 
certainly be overcome in friendly and collaborative discus- 
sion, especially since the American Jewish Labor Council 
is an affiliate of the AJC. 

The fact is that the AJC has condemned not only the 
Buckley Bill prior to passage, but the Indiana law after -it 
was passed. And there is no doubt that the Indiana law is 
the finest bit of legislation against anti-Semitism and other 
forms of hate propaganda either on the books, or now 
being contemplated. ' 

The consistent opposition on spurious legalistic grounds 
to effective legislation against anti-Semitism and other 
forms of discrimination is contrary to the interests of the 
Jewish people. Certainly it does not square with the pro- 
gram of action of the American Jewish Congress, nor with 
the progressive position Dr. Stephen S. Wise has so fre- 
quently and effectively: expressed on all questions of con- 
cern to the people. The AJC must set itself right on this 
problem if its role in American Jewish life is to be fulfilled, 
in spite of some who would deliberately divert it into a 
dead end. 

BIGOTRY AND THE CHURCH 
MAXY Protestant church bodies, Jewish religious and 

defense organizations and national educational groups 
have in the past few years and months expressed deep con- 
cern over the trend towards a breakdown of separation of 
church and state in our free public school system. The prob- 
lem is taking on major proportions. The trend became 
serious with the enactment of “released time” and 

“dismissed time” laws all over the country before the war. 
It entered an even more serious phase in February of this 
year with the five to four decision of the United States ’ 
Supreme Court upholding the New Jersey law providing 
for bus transportation to private and parochial school chil 
dren out of public tax funds. 
The growing sense of alarm recently evoked a reply 

from the highest American spokesman for the Catholic 
Church, Cardinal Spellman. In an important speech at 
Fordham University oh June .11 the Cardinal gave the 
argument an oblique turn. Instead of answering the critics . 
he interpreted the growing protest against the deepening 
wedge of religion into public education as a revival of 
anti-Catholic “bigotry.” The attack, he said, was not aimed 
at “Catholicism as such” but “against the Catholic Church 
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