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' Love Big Brother!

There is an organiza-
tion with headquarters in
Philadelphia which calls it-
self “Big Brothers Ine.” It
seeks to prevent and cor-
rect delinquency =~ among
boys, and as part of its pro-
gram celebrates a Big
Brother Week each year.

The name of this organi-
zation is a bit unfortunate,
even though it was foundea
some time before George
Orwell chose the name “Big
Brother” for the dictator
in his novel “1984.”

This year, however, the
organization has designat-
ed as “Big Brother of the
“Year” .a man who can bear
the title in.Orwell’s sense
with some degree of fitness.
-The man is none other than
J. Edgar Hoover.

We wonder whether they
will -plaeard -the country
with posters reading: “Love
Big Brother!”

J. EDGAR HOOVER
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AND CIVIL LIBERTIES

... page 6
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The Fair Deal Is Dead,

Cold-War Deal t

By L. G. SMITH

Leaving only a few bub-
bles of hot air to mark her
former position, the Fair
Deal sank out of sight last
week beneath the rising
flood-waters of the arma-
ment program. Her disap-

—pearance was marked by no cere-
" mony.

The captain, President
Truman, simply walked off the
bridge without as much as a word
of regret for the eraft which had
carried him to political power.

The Fair Deal was sunk in the
president’s State of the Union
message.

Political Strike hy German Steel Union
Looms over Issue of Co-Determination

By GORDON HASKELL

On the 29th and 30th of last No-
vember over 200,000 workers in
the German iron and steel indus-
try voted fo strike, if necessary,
to secure the right of “co-deter-
mination” in their industry.

Despite a vigorous c:}mpaign by
the Christian Democratic Party
and in the whole bourgeois press
against the strike vote, the work-
ers turned out in force and voted
overwhelmingly for a strike. 92
per cent of all those eligible to
vote took part in the referendum.
Of these, 193,183 or about 95.8 per
cent voted for a strike; 6,321 or 4
per cent voted against, and less
than one per cent of the ballots
were declared invalid.

‘The strike deadline has now
been set for February 1. The work-
ers’ resolution to strike for co-

- determination was strengthened

by the fact that Chancellor Kon-
‘rad-'Adenauer addressed 2 letter
to the head of the West German
trade mmions in which he stated
that the workers do net have the
right to strike over any issue but
wages and conditions. Instead of
bowing to this attempt to make
law by administrative ukase, the

2 union went ahead with strike

preparations at full speed.

There is also some indication
that the strike movement may
spread to other West German un-
ions.

READY TO STRIKE

Although the full meaning of
“co-determination” in present-day
Germany is not clear to us, it

seems - that this demand is being

served at least as much on the
Western German government as
on the employers, Three bills lay-
ing the legal basis for co-determi-
nation have been buried in par-
liamentary committees at Bonn.
And since the determination of
the unions to strike despite the
government's opposition has be-
come evident, Adenauer has re-
treated from his former position
and is now preparing to meet with
some of the trade-union leaders to
work out some kind of a deal on
legislative action. -

Co-determination can mean much
or little, depending on how it is
interpreted and put into effect by
the workers. In the United States
there were all kinds of schemes
for labor-management committees
during the last war, but militant
trade unionists and independent
socialists opposed them on the
ground that their sole function
would be to make the unions re-
sponsible for disciplining workers
without giving them any real con-
trol over the major decisions af-
fecting the workers which were
considered ‘“prerogatives of man-
agement.” The Stalinists were the
main boosters of the labor-man-
agement committees in their ef-
fort to dragoon the workers be-
hind the war effort.

Even if it is not fully clear to
us what ce-determination means
in West Germany today, there is
no doubt that fo the werkers it
means much more than the labor-

management committees ever
meant to the American labor
movement.

This is demonstrated by the fact

that the steel workers are ready
to go out on an industry-wide
strike to secure it, in the teeth of
opposition by the government and
the occupation authorities. No sec-
tion of the American labor move-
ment has ever considered labor-
management committees impor-
tant enough to urge a major strike
in their behalf.

From the press reports it ap-
pears that the unions are demand-

{Turn %o last page)

The program which had been
the bait by which labor was held
in support of the Democratic ma-
chine was not explicitly rejected.
It was simply not mentioned.
After speaking at length about
foreign policy, and outlining a
ten-point pregram for legislative
action which deals almost solely
with the problems of rearma-
ment, Truman just mentioned in
passing that ~we must.also im-
prove social security, abolish ra-
cial diserimination, and do some-
thing about universal medical
care. So offhand was the refer-
ence to these matters that no one
believes any legislation will be
pushed on their behalf. These
were the bubbles of hot air cal-
culated to keep the one-time Fair
Dealers happy. . . «

For the rest—

REPLIES TO HOOVER

President Truman's State of the
Union message to Congress deliv-
ered on January 8 was a restate-
ment in very vague and general
terms of the foreign and domestic
policy of his administration, dress-
ed up for public consumption. Yery
little can be found in it frem
which a concrete idea can be
formed on what the government
has in store for us during the next
year. That will develop only as
the legislative program of the 82nd
Congress develops.

Te president plumped strongly
for the foreign policy of arming
all probable allies against the ex-

pansion of Stalinism. He pointed
out that Stalinism expands. both
through “subversion,” that is, the
development of Stalinist political
movements inside capitalist coun-
tries, and through armed aggres-
sion. As usual, the program which
is designed to stop the pelitical
growth of Stalinism was the most
vague and general -of all.. The
program for  arming the non-
Stalinist world is mow the real
basis of American foreign-poliey.

Actually, the most interesting
part of the State of the Union
message was the portion in which
Truman outlined the reasoning
which lies behind the govern-
ment’s contention that the United
States must be defended in Eu-
rope, Africa and Asia. This was
a reply to the policy recently ad-
vocated by Herbert Hoover, and
toward which Senator Taft seems
to be moving. The passage Iis
worth quoting as a whole:

“If Western Europe were to
fall to Soviet Russia, it would
double the Soviet supply of coal
and triple the Soviet supply of
steel. If the free ‘countries of
Asia and Africa should fall to
Soviet Russia, we would lose the”
sources of many of our most vi-
tal raw materials, including uran-
ium, which is the basis of atomic
power. [In the whole of Africa
all the countries which by the
wildest stretch of the imagination,
could be called “free” comprise
a total of 15 per cent of the

(Turn #o lest page)

‘Anti-Red’ Purge at Bell Hits SP

BUFFALO, Jan. 6&—The 1949 strike
of  the United Auto Workers
against the Bell Aircraft Company
here was followed by a purge of
the piant, as has been reported in

LABOR ACTION; this purge linked
the strikebreaking and union-bust-
ing aims of the company with the
witchhunt activities of the gov-
ernment; and now this purge has
extended ¥o @ leading member of
the Socialist Party—which is not
even on the "subversive list.”

At the end of the strike at Bell,
the company failed to break the
UAW local but it did get its
pound of flesh. Six leading union-
ists were fired, all on the_ basis
of restrictions imposed by army
authorities. Five of these were
high union officers or former
leaders of the union: one an ex-
president, . three ex-members of
the  negotiating committee - and

one a current member of the ne-
gotiating committee. All of these
were charged with membership in
the Socialist Workers Party even
though all the people involved
were in opposing factions of the
local! All had been members of
the strike committee.

Following this period, after
unsuccessful attempts the newly
elected chairman of the negotiat-
ing committee was first restricted
by the army and then fired for
“sympathetic  association with
known members of the SWP.” He
was later cleared and reinstated;
the UAW, won that round.

Now comes the topper. One of
the leaders of the local is a well-
known member of the Socialist
Party, the Norman Thomas group.
He was recently restricted by the
army and discharged by the com-
pany.

He could not be charged with

membership in or ‘“sympathetic
association with” any organiza-
tion on the infamous “subversive
list” of the attorney general. The
reason given for the army re-
striction was, therefore, “lack of
sufficient integrity to work on
classified contracts.”

The fact is that, some time be-
fore this; the corporation’s Larry
Bell himself had told members of
the local: “We got rid of the
Trotskyites. Next is that Social-
ist!” (The unionists answerad:
“Who’s next—Democrats?”)

In all of these cases there was
not the slightest question of real
security, nor of Stalinists. All of
the workers“involved in the cases
were well-known anti-Stalinists.
Yet we can still find liberals talk-_
ing of the attacks on'ecivil liber-
ties being, after all, only meas-
étl')es for protection aaginst the

Truman Message Means:
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Cardinal Tr
Gensorship

Cardinal Speliman, the leading
figure in the Catholic hierarchy

of this country, has once again
opened a public scandal by at-
tempting to foist his sectarian
religious views upon the civil law,
this time by seeking o govern-
mental ban on the imported ltal-
ion film "The Miracle.”

Spellman has made himself
Totorious on at least two previous
occasions along the same lines:
as a self-avowed strikebreaker
against a strike of Catholic grave-
diggers in Calvary cemetery; and
by vicious denunciation of public
figures, Mrs. Roosevelt for ex-
ample, who opposed his demand
‘that federal- aid- to education go
also to parochial. schools solely
controlled by the Catholic Church.

“The Miracle” is one of three
films being shown in a New York
theatre under the over-all title
of “Ways of Love! Made by
Roberto Rossellini, it was shown
all over Italy before coming to
the U. 8. Although Spellman’s
statement asserts that it was
there “condemned by the Pontif-
ical Film Commission,” there is
nc report that the Vatican at-
tempted to organize the kind of
public and legislative campaign
against it in that country that
Spellman is whipping up here.

_ Speliman's blast follows the
‘quaghing of the attack on the
#ilm by- New York City License
Comniissioner McCaffrey: The lat-
ter recently tried to use his of-
ficidl powers to stop the showing
of the film by informing the thea-
fre that its license would be re-
‘noved. It was token off the bill
for a few days until, on January
5, Suprenmre Court Justice Aron
Steuer acted to enjoin him from
his -purpose.

The chureh hierarchy there-
rpon noved to its next line of
~ttack with the statement by
“'pellman read at all masses in
“Tew York's St. Patrick’s Cathe-
'val, on Sunday, January 7. The
c1me day, a couple of Catholic
: rwanizations began picketing of
e theater. :

* ALASPHEMY" CHARGED

- The cardinal’s statement went
¢ rther than merely calling upon
¢ sitholies to boycott the picture.
s is the usual recourse of the
“Legion of Decency,” the hier-

Senator Robert A. Taft, GOP
izader of the Senate .and candi-
vite for the presidential nomina-
¢ on in 1952, made another speech
Iast week on foreign policy before
Lae National™ Press Club. Al-
though there was no fundamen-
i1l change in his views, he modi-
‘ed them in part and offered the
vlministration an opportunity to
consult with him on perfecting
iiternational policy in prepara-
1*6n for a new world war.

There are, no doubt, points in
~ammon between Hoover and Taft,
Lut it would be a mistake to re-
<jard their views as identical. Taft
ow proposes an integrated 10-
vear plan that would give this
~ountry a "military status" for o
:'ecade. and which would cail for
tifiversal and unlimited sacrifices
irotn the people. He ‘estimdtes
#is 10-year plan will cost be-
“ween 15 and 25 million dollars a
=de in new taxes which would
T vé to come out of the pockets

© the population at large and
¢ -:d reduce present living stand-
<: "= by ¥en per cent at least!

‘his war program is neeces-

-, says Taft, even if Russia
not start a major war within
seriod of time; for the prepa-
v+ "on -for such a war must be
inade nevertheless.

g

ies to Foist

on Films

archy’s mass-pressure grvoup to
enforce its private censorship in-
dex. Spellman’s statement, how-
ever, appealed that “all right-
thinking citizens should unite to
change and strengthen the fed-
eral and state statutes so as to
make it impossible for anyone

to profit financially by blasphemy, -

immorality and saerilege.”

With this demand that the
‘hierarchy's concepts and stand-
ards of art censorship be written
into the law and enforced by the
government, Spellman once again
tries to swing the church’s strength
to dominate secular poiitics.

The attack on the film singles
out and stresses the fact that it
deals with “the seduction of un
idiotic Italian woman.” With this
s his sole reference to the con-
tent of the picture, plus the fact
that it is entitled “The Miracle,”
Spellman denounces it on two
grounds: it is “blasphemous,”
“sacrilegious,” a “mockery of
Christian religious truth,” “re-
volting,” “diabolical deception,”
“vile,” “immoral”; and secondly,
it “is a vicious insult to Italian
womanhood.”

The first judgment presumably
stems from Catholic dogma, but
the second is an appeal to more
general criteria, and as such is
doubly demagogie. The picture,
says Spellman, “presents the Ital-
ian woman as moronic and neu-
rotic, and in matters of religion,
fanatical.” This claim that Ros-
setlint intended the character of
the idiot woman to stand for “the
Italian woman” can hardly be
helieved even by Spellman.

The cardinal’s appeal for gov-
ernment intervention is based
characteristically on the cold
war: “the greatest enemy of civ-
ilization, atheistic communism”
seeks to divide Americans, and
the film does so also by upsetting
“domestic tranquility” in this
country, “offending and insulting
millions of people.” Even assum-
ing that “The Miracle” is in-
compatible with Catholic dogma
—which is highly doubtful even
in the opinion of a critic so con-
cerned with Christian morality
as the New York Times’ Bosley
Crowther—thé conclusion that it
should therefore be banned by
the state is compatible only with
the .censorship practices of the
Russian tyranny and its similars,
which also insist that art remain
within the “line.”

In a prior speech, Taft doubted
that Russia wanted a new major
world war and opined that it was
a mistake for the administration
to proceed upon such a basis.
Now, his view is somewhat al-
tered and his eriticisms of the
orientation of American policy
upon Western Europe is based
upon “military” considerations in
which he believes the military
views of the administration to be
mistaken, since it counts upon
the necessity of a large land force
for the Continent.

ON RULE BY DECREE

_Like Herbert Hoover, this or-
acle also believes in a concentra-
tion on naval and air forces, and
although he does not quite pro-
pose the creation of a “Western
Hemisphere Gibraltar,” desiring
strong European allies, Taft
fears that Russia would feel pro-
voked by sending a mass army
into Europe which could not de-
fend itself against superior man-
power.

Up .to . this point, Taft had
criticized administrative rule by
decree, demanding that the pres-
ident consult Congress on all
commitments  of a military na-
ture. This strick home. It was
hisassertion that Congress dlone

Point 4 Head Has a Plan’: ;f

Capitalist-Type Farming® -

By PHILIP COBEN

The newly appointed head of
Washington’s Point Four pro-
gram for the development , of
backward ecountries, Dr. Henry
G. Bennett, has given out his first
press interview to announce some
of his plans. These plans should
have been properly described as
“eagerly awaited,” in view of the
touting that Point Four has re-
ceived; in actuality, Dr. Bennett's
announcement is likely to re-
sound with all the impact of a
wet fireeracker.

The Point Four chief's plan'is to
"urge backward' countries to cor:
ry out a cupitulistic-type land re-
form" ih opposition tu the “Com-
munistic-type land reform”™ (col-
lectivization by the state).

The press report (N. Y. Times,
January 8)—or perhaps Dr. Ben-
nett himself—is rather unclear
as to just what this eapitalistie-
type land reform is. One aspect
of it stressed in the interview
seems to be the sending of
“agents into 36 countries-to teach
underdeveloped peoples the latest
methods of public health, educa-
tion and agriculture . . . to teach
these people how to get more per
acre through better planting,
better seeds or better livestock
strains.”

This s surely
scarcely ‘“‘capitalistic” in
sense whatsoever — unless Ben-
nett is adopting the Russian
habit of claiming that everything
good in the world has a neces-
sary connection with his favor-.
ite social system. Certainly, Ly-
senko or no Lyseriko, even the
Russians have shown mno lack

of enthusiasm about developing
“better .planting, better seeds
and better livesfock strains.”
More to the point, a socinlist (not
capitalist, nor- Stalinist) organ-
ization of agriculture could not
fail to ‘give immense impetus to
such technological development.

THE QUIET URGE

The agrarian problem in the
backward countries is in the first
place wsually political in nature
-—and only secondarily technolog-
ical. That is, the first question
is with regard to the ownership
of the land, in countries like, say,
South Korea which are .saddled
with feudalistic landlord econ-
omies. )

On this point, Dr. Bennett's in-

laudable, but

any

has the right to declare war or to
decide to send troops to Europe
or anywhere else that brought a
response from such a large sec-
tion of the population, perhaps a
majority.

Even the liberal pundit of the
New York Post, Max Lerner, strong
administration supporter, apolo-
getically endorsed Taft's demand
for the rights of Congress. The
‘point is asstrong one, for a demo-
cratic issue is involved. And
though, as independent socialists
we are against the imperidlist-
milifarist policies and proposals of
the administration and its eritics,
as we are against Staolinist impe-
rialism, we are fuily cognixant of
the threat to democracy in presi-
dential rule by decree, We have
seen it operate now for more than
a decade to the detriment of the
labor movement and the political
erganization of the working class,
most notably in the case of the
presidential order to the attorney
general setting up his arbifrary
list of "subversive organizations."

But Taft does not pursee this
point in his latest speech. Now he
offers to meet with the adminis-
tration and its several parts in
order to see if a common course
cannot be agreed upon. In any

terview seems to be vague: Point
Four agents will “quietly urge”
backward governments “to try to
give the farm workers a better
chanee . . . helping tenant farm-
ers or the lowest-class farm work-
ers who often are exploited.” Said
Dr. Bennett: “The more a man
gets for himself from his own
production, the more incentive he
has. If a tenant farmer, for in-
stance, has to give up three-
fourths of his production as rent,
he won’t work as hard as if he
Has to give up only one-fourth.
That is the philosophy that will
guide our suggestions to local
authorities.”

Presumably,  then, Point Foar
‘'suggestions’” made ‘''quietly
(lest the tenant farmers them-
seives eavesdrop and get excifed)
will be not for a change in land-
tenure system but for an easing of
the exorbitant tribute levied on
peasants by semi-feudal landiords.
Again, why thisis “capitalistic" is
mysterious. For that matter, in
line with the charitable nature of
Point Four, it could even begin
at home with some quiet sugges-
tions to U. S. plantation owners
in the South and Southwest who
mercilessly exploit their share-
croppers,

At any rate, it is not specific-
ally “capitalistie,” and we stress
the point because the whole ques-
tion that Bennett raises is in-
deed that of the ability of U. 8.
foreign economic policy to offer
any kind of alternative social
solution as against the Stalinists’
totalitarian collectivization.

DEMOCRATIC REFORM

The press interview does not
indicate that Point Four agents
will—quietly or otherwise—advo-
cate the simple democratic (also
riot specifically capitalistic) pro-
gram of giving the land to those
who till it and chasing the blood-
sucking landlords off the scene
cntirely (this would be too much
to expect in practice from a gov-
ernment in Washington which,
because it is capitalist, allies it-
self with every variety of reac-
tionary in the backward coun-
tries, even pre-capitalist types of

-reaction).

Sueh a democratic reform
would not, of itself, be either
capitalistic or authentically com-
munist, let alone Stalinist, al-
though in practice it can be
effectively advocated and put

case he is ready to meet it half-
way for, their differences aside,
their main interests are common:
a defense of American eapital-
I=m.

Taft emphasizes that his dif-
ferences with the president might
be located more in the field of
operations than in the field of
principles. He acknowledged that
the U. S. would have to go to war
if any of the signatories to the
North Atlantic Pact were at-
tacked by Russia by adding:

through only by an anti-capital-
ist movement; the Stalinists seek
to put it through in favor of
their totalitarian bureaucratic re-
organization of agriculture, and
socialists seek to put it through
in favor of their demoecratic ,col-
lectivization of the land by the
peasants.

There is indeed a capitalistic-
type organization of agrieculture,
but not even a Washington wind-
_bag would dare to talk about it
in connection with the backward
countries, This is the organiza-
tion of agriculture, widespread
in many sections of the U. S.
where huge farms are run as
“factories’in the fields” by absén-
tee corporations employing wage
workers and mechanization in a
fashion similar to an industrial
plant. Point Four would not, how-
ever, get very far in trying to
convinee the exploited peasantsis
or tenant farmers to go for this
system, even if the mechanized
apparatus to make it possible
were there, which i} isn’t.

Mechanization — therefore in-
dustrialization—is indeed a basic
agrarian problem even in those
backward countries which are not
characterized by landlordism and
where most of ‘the peasants do
own their own strips. Instruction
in better seeds and livestock
strains is no doubt useful but only
scratches the surface.

The alternative to both the
totalitarian  collectivization of
Stalinism and Fordization of
agriculture, as well as to the
feudal-landlord system, is demo-
cratic collectivization voluntarily
entered into by the tillers of the
soil. This includes not only the
organization of collectives under
the eontrol of the central state,
but also cooperatives entered into
by the peasants themselves in as-
sociation. In either case, such a
democratic aim will not be achiev-
ed by making quiet suggestions
to men like Syngman Rhee (it
was tried without Point Four),
but by stimulating and organiz-
ing the landless peasants and
farm workeérs to take their fate
into their own hands—to take the
land and set up their own anti-
landlord, anti-capitalist govern-
ments., A peasantry surging in
self-movement is best able to
guard itself from Stalinist usur-
pation as well as from landlord
control.

aft: 10-Year Plan for Garrison State

“I am all in favor of saying
definitely to the Russians ‘If you
attack Western Europe, you will
find yourself at war with us.’”

We may soon see a narrowing
of the gap between the adminis-
tration and its chief critic, who
has indicdted that he is prepared
to move closer to it, at the same
time that he asserts his role as the
leader of the Republican forces,

cocking his eye quite definitely to
1952.
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/By SAM FELIKS

What would have been taken
yesterday as an indication of a
more or less normally operating
capitalist world economy, the
closing of the dollar gap, teday
is the signal for an impending dis-
aster of far greater magnitude.
The achievement“of a rough bal-
ance in trade befween the U. 5.
and the rest of the world has in-
deed been a hollow victory, and a
portent of danger for people all
over the world.

The Western world was riding
along on the crest of & boom dur-
ing the early part of 1950, and
the war in Korea really shifted
the boom into high gear. But the
results of this boom bring greater
dangers than these governments
can handle.

As a result of this war-acceler-
ated boom, production has been
maintained in Western Europe
and even increased. In the first
half of 1950, industrial produe-
tion in the Marshall Plan nations
@,was about 24 per cent above 1936-

38 averages, though there is no
indication that agricultural pro-
duction has been raised to the
pre-war levels, and consequently
in Western Europe as a whole
living standards have not exceed-
ed pre-war, if it has even reached
it. -

BRITAIN'S POSITION

This narrowing of the dollar
vap has been caused by the drop -
of American exports to Western
Europe and the increase of im-
ports, due primarily to the step-
ped up pace of the war economy
in the U, 8. But more important
that this has been the inereased
American imports from Latin
America and the sterling area
which are essentially suppliers of
raw materials. This American ef-
fort to buy up existing and fu-
ture stocks of foreign-produced
raw materials has led to a sharp
rise in these prices which en-
dangers the operation of the
ceonomy of Western Europe.

It was primarily because of

this American buying from the
sterling area which enabled Brit-
ain temporarily to suspend Mar-
shall Plan. payments. But tempo-
rarily—because it is likely that
the increase of these raw-mate-
rial prices from which. Britain has
henefited will in fturn raise the
cost of British imports far more
than exports., In the last year
Britain has had to pay 25 per
cent more for her essential im-
ports while her export. prices
have gone up only 7 per cent.
" Britain's improved position has
been to a great extent due to the
rubber and tin ¢f Malaya which
the U..S. has been buying. In Ma-
laya, Britain has been fighting its
own little-publicized "dirty war"
to protect the rubber plantations
and tin mines. The British have
been unable to crush the Stalinist-
led resistance movement, and in
turn have instituted a campaign
of terror on their own.

The general problem for all of
Western Europe, including Brit-
ain—and Britain is in the most

New Coast Guard Regulations Impose
‘Security Cards’ on Merchant Seamen

By BEN HALL

Wherever American merchant
vessels sail into the ports of the
world they will carry the flag of
democracy for all to gaze at in
admiration. But a tattered, rag-
wzedy banner it will be. Everyone
of its freedom-loving, indepen-
dent U. 8. seamen will be com-
pelled to carry a newly printed
“cecurity card,” required under
rceently devised regulations of
the Coast Guard.

The new rules are typical of
our developing “classified democ-
racy” which bases the fate of
democratic rights in general and
of the right to a jol¥ as a free
citizen on the tender mercies of
government bureaucrats. No sea-
man can hold a ‘security card”
or a job under the following con-
ditions:

(1) I¥ he has commitied sedi-
tion, freasen, or acts of espionage.
(But half a thought reminds us

that if such charges can be proved

qainst anyone he would be in
@il and would find it very difficult
to sail a ship from behind bars.
These provisions and all like them
are designed exclusively to horri-
fy and frighten us into forgetting
the real intent of these measures
ond others like them.)

(2) If he has “knowingly asso-
ciated with persens ecommitting
suech acts.” (Here is the first
little jokex. A seaman need’\be
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guilty of no erime at all except
knowing a “criminal” and out he
wgoes, What a delightful stimula-
tion to the imagination of zeal-
cus witchhunters!)

We omit several provisions es-
pecially worded to make us angry
at saboteurs and “subversives”
and to scare us out of the ability
to think straight, and guote from
the last section which states:

Security cards will be denied
workers if there are "reasonabfe
grounds for the belief that the in-
dividual . . . is or recently has
been a member of, or affiliated, or
sympathetically associated with,
any foreign or domestic organiza-
tion, association, movement or
combination of persons (1) which
is or which has been designated
by the attorney general as being’
totalitarian, Fascist, Communist
or subversive . .."” and so forth, all
along the same lines.

Note this well: the Coast
Guard regulations take over lock,
stock, and barrel the entire attor-
ney general’s list as it is now and
as it may be in the future, with-
out qualification, and without in-
vestigation. And on the basis of
this list, it will deny men the
right to work at their trade. This
list is the product of pure, unre-
strained exeeutive deeree. It is
checked by no one but the attor-
ney general and is subject to
modifiecation emnly by him. The
legislator becomes the cop, the
judge, the jury, and the filing
clerk.

This, would

seem irritating

NEW YORK, Jan. 10—A public
hearing for the presentation of
fivst-hand testimony on slave la-
hor in Stalinland was held last
night by the Gommission of In-
quiry into: Forced Labor, a group
sponsored by but-independent of
the Waorkers Defense League.

Both the WDL and:the commis-
sion have previously publicized
forged labor in the U, S. in the
form of peonage. The new hear-
ing was devoted to-forced jabor in
Eastern Europe; both Russia and
its satellite.

A full report on the most inter-
. es#ing, ond especially the new, de-

tails ‘in the: testimony will appear’

in. LABOR AGTION next week. In
its -own  pre-hearing summary of
"the testimony to be presented by
the refugees from the Iron Cur-
tain’ the commission’s announce-
ment: stated:

All of the witnesses. from - Rus-

" sia itself were in forced labor
camps -and ' concentration - camps .

enough to any honest democrat.
But our Coast Guard finds even
these limitless provisions too con-
fining for its talents. If the at-
torney general need prove noth-
ing to anyone, the Coast Guard
under its own regulations need
not prove that the excommuni-
cated worker is in fact a member
of a’group proscribed by the list.
It need only find “reasonable
ground” for its own heliefs. By
piling a mountain of nothing on
top of a void in proof all the
safeguards of our new ‘classified
democracy” are fulfilled—if not
to the satisfaction of democracy
at least to the satisfaction of our
budding secret police.

Another quaint fact helps doc-
ument the progress of democracy
in the maritime industry. The
heavy hand of the Coast Guard
seems ineffectual. A group of of-
ficers of the Marine, Cooks and
Stewards Union (recently ex-
pelled from the CIO) has ap-
pealed for assistance to ‘‘combat
Communist influence” in their
vnion. To whom? To Joe Curran,
president of the National Mari-
time Union, ex-Stalinist stooge,
the man who sang praises to Joe
Stalin when it was fashionable
and who utilized all the talents
he had acquired in the Stalinist
school to wipe out every shred of
demperaey in his own union.

Last item: Ford Facts, official
organ of Ford Local 600 of the
United Aito Workers, reports all
the above information without
comment. We wonder what its
opinjons are.

during the purge years of 1937-
38. Most significantly they  indi-
vidually testified in pre-hearing
sessions” that in those years the
purge terror hit the ecamps and
that thousands were executed in'
the camps daring that period.

It seems apparent that these
thousands were slaughtered
whether or not any connection ex-
isted- between- them and those
tried in the Moscow trials. Many,
if not most, of those executed
during the purges, had been in the.
camps. for many years and had
been sent there under administra-
tive sentence for alleged: crimes
bearing ' no . relationship to the
charges' made in Moscow at the
time.

SLAVE ECONOMY

The witnesses from the satel-
lite eountries present conclusive

evidence that the pattern. of -

forced labor, so well eg&gb_liahgﬁ
in Russia, is-slavishly followed in

these countries. ‘Fhe development:

favorable position—is how to in-
crease exports in order to offset
the rise in import prices. But
here is where the difficulty comes
in, for Western Europe is being
forced to increase military expen-
ditures. The goods that might
normally have gone into exports
have to go into ships, planes and
tanks. Therefore the plight of the
European people is bound to get
worse even without the outbreak
of a war.

ECA'S ROLE

However, the real effect of this
squeezing of the European eecon-
omy is only beginning and has
niot been felt yet. The military
plans of the North Atlantic Pact
are still primarily on paper and
it is with reluctance that even
the most reactionary of Western
European governments starts a
full-scale rearmament.

The United States for its part
is taking the role of prodding
Western Europe to assume great-
er military burdens. The “great
debate” on foreign policy in this
country has revolved about this
attitude in Western Europe. The
Mrashall Plan has been complete-
ly dovetailed into the military
program, ending the fiction of the
distinction between the two.

The role of the new Marshall
Plan administrator William Fos-
ter is to try to convince Western
Furope that itshould rearm, and
that the problem is not one of
ouns or butter. On this he recent-
ly said, “If the choice in Europe
today were between guns and
butter, the choice might well be
guns. But Europe has little bhut-
ter. Europe has bread, and. be-
tween bread and guns there can
be no choice. . . . There must be
bread and guns.” This should cer-
tainly sound like a convincing ar-
gument to the Europeans when
they look at the “rich Ameri-
cans’!

NOT INSPIRING

The debate on American for-
eign policy has made the job of
Foster immeasurably more diffi-
cult, William Foster, speaking
the language of the businessman,
the only one he knows, enters in-
to the debate by counseling that
the United States should hawe an
understanding of the problems of
Europe while insisting on the re-
turn from their Marshall Plan
investment. This is not “do-good-
ism,” he adds, but a matter of
“survival of the free enterprise
system.”

It has been the job of the ECA
to lay down the line that since
there is going to be rearmament
of Western Europe to one degree
or another there is going to be a
weakening effect on their econo-
mies, And the U. 8. is ready to
step in to “help” them if they
acquiesce to U. S, military plans.
This is undoubtedly called “win-
ning the confidence” of your
allies.

of these camps in the satellites
has diminished ' somewhat the
sending of these peoples to camps
in Russia, but it is certain that
the determination of the yumbers
to be kept in domestic camps and
those to be sent abread: to the
USSR is established by the needs
of the MVD (GPU), now the
basic and most important eco-
nomic ageney-in Russia.

I1¢is alsa pessible from the testi-
meny of: these witnesses from the

[ - countries to sge how the
plans.for indysirialization gre:inti-
mately: Hed up with the. forced
labor sedup. This depengenge upon
forced labor is as much: a political
measure-as- it is an ecanomic one.

It's Bread and Guns’ for Europe, Says ECA

On this point Foster stated:
“Despite progress made -under
the Marshall Plan, the expansion
of military production in West-
crn Europe will mean a major
economic burden on European
countries. . . . These sacrifices
will have to be made by the Euro-
peans themselves, But there will
he impacts affecting the U. S.
Ifiyst, Europe will have to import
more of certain goods and serv-
ices from the dollar area as her
military  production increases.
Second, after her military pro-
duction has reached high speed,’
she will not be able to export
as many goods to the dollar area
as we had hoped.”

This is the voice of the "inter-
nationalist'' wing of American for-
eign policy. The advice that is of-
fered is precisely what does
not inspire even the European
capitalist class. They do not want
to fight for the survival of Ameri-
can “free enterprise,”” for the
handwriting is on the wall that all
that the coming period offers them
is increased dependence on Ameri-
can capitalism and the destruction
of their independence in deters
mining their own destiny.

The concern of the U. S. for
the stockpiling of raw: materials
belies the thousands of promises
about a Point Four' program to
raise the living standards of the
backward areas. Steel production
in the U. 8. is to be expanded and
there has been the search for new
supplies of iron ore. Recently it
was announced that the National
Steel Corporation and U. S. Steel
are going to build large steel
mines in the eastern part of the
U. S. The iron ore will come from
Venezuela and Labrador where
Bethlehem Steel is already im-
porting ore. This is the type of
investment of hundreds of mil-
lion dollars that the U. 8. is con-
cerned about, and which was re-
cently emphasized in the Gray._
report. ) o

The Point Four plan that is
applied . for non - raw - material
purposes is only about $36 mil-
lion. The amount zeing to vari-
ous areas is roughly the follow-
ing: $8.5 million to Latin Amer-
ica, $4.5 million to the Near East
and $2 million to the Far East,
This is no more than a drop in
the bucket, and it corresponds to
the amount the living standards
of these areas will be raised (or
so the press releases say):

But the U. S. Expprt-Import
Bank recently gave a loan of $125
million to Argentina to woo
Peron into. closer cooperation
with the U. 8. Exactly what hen-
efit the people of these countries
are to derive from these loans
and investment will be difficpit to:
see, for most of the benefits wilk
go into the packets of the corrupt.
ryling classes, as it does in the
Philippines, the “showplace” of
Ameriean colonial rule.

While it is obvious that the 1as
bor performed by a slave laberer
is most inefficient, it is

Hearing Held on Slave Labor in Stalinland

equally

obvious that lack of proper cleth-'

ing' and equipment keeps . daym

the capital east of the project— ;
needless tg say the.lack of wages -

and the minimum of feed- and
medical help (this latter is al-
most totally - lacking in mest

camps) goes even further to low-
er the cost. Thus it is possible to

embark upon the

grandiose °

“plans” with- the resulting e€o-

nomic benefit and the simultane- :

ous destruction of the hnman ele- * -
ments in the country who are |

real or imagined foes of the re-
gime. ?
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The
ISL Program

in Brief

The Independent Socialist League
‘stands for socialist democracy and
"against the two systems of exploita-
tion which now divide the world: capi-
talism and Stalinism.

|
|
!
|~ Capitalism- cannot be reformed or
|
1

liberalized, by any Fair Deal or other
deal, so as to give the people freedom,
abundance, security or peace. If must
be abolished and replaced by a new
social system, in which the people own
and control the basic sectors of the
economy, democratically controlling
their own economic and political des-
tinies.

Stalinism, in Russia and wherever it
hoi~. mower, is a brutal totalitarian-
ism—a news form of exploitation. Its
agents in every couniry, the Commu-
nist Parties, are unreienting enemies -
of socialism and have nothing in com-
mon with socialism—which cannot ex-
ist without effective democratic con-
frol by the people.
| These two camps of capitalism and
Stalinism are today at each other's
throats in a world-wide imperialist ri-.
valry for domination. This struggle can
only lead to the most frightful war in
history so long as the people leave the
capitalist and Stalinist rulers in power.
Independent Socialism stands for build-
ing and strengthening the Third Camp
of the people against both war blocs.

The ISL, as a Marxist movement,
looks to the working class and its ever-
i present struggle as the basic progres-
 sive force in society. The ISL is organ-
’& ized fo spread the ideas of socialism in
¥ the labor movement and among all
. other sections of the people.

At the same time, Independent So-
| calists participate actively in every
" struggle to better the people’s lot now
—such as the fight for higher living
standards, against Jim Crow and anti-
Semitism, in defense of civil liberties
| and the trade-union movement. We
|- seek to join together with all other
militants in the labor movement as a
left force working for the formation
of an independent labor party and
]  other progressive policies.

' The fight -for democracy and the
fight for socialism are inseparable.
There can be no lasting and genuine
|~ democracy without socialism, and
there can be no socialism without de-
mocracy. To enroll under this banner,
join the Independent Socialist League!

1
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The Gideonse Terror at Brooklyn College

By EUGENE MARTEL

The running struggle between the organized student body at
Brooklyn College and the administration of Harry D. Gideonse has
come to an abrupt—but only temporary—halt with the discontinu-
ance of the publication of Campus News. The Calmpus News, spon-
sored by the leading political student organizations at the school, was

. launched on October 20 as a protest when the college authorijties arbi- -

trarily revoked the charter of the then official student newspaper
Vanguard. !

The discontinuance of Campus News followed eight weeks of pub-
lication highlighted by constant editorial criticism and condemnation
of the autoeratie policies of the school administration, a persistent
demand for the reinstatement of Vanguard and an objective coverage
of school news.

The dissolution of the paper followed fwo weeks.after the dis-
solution of its creator and original sponsor, the Campus Coalition to
Reinstate Vanguard. The reason for the dissolution of both was pri-
marily administration pressure and terrorization directed on both the
student and organization levels. The demise of Campus News was
further hastened by financial and technical difficulties which, however,
can be traced indirectly to administration pressure.

This pressure was exerted in many ways., One method was the em-
ployment of the hostage system, whereby Gideonse personally threat-
ened to hold Bill Taylor, Vanguard editor in chief, responsible for the
appearance of any opposition paper, regardless of whether or not he
actuaily participated in its publication. '

The threat of suspension was used liberally by Gideonse time and
again, against both students and organizations. This was a potent
factor especially when applied to draft-age male students who were
not yvet in the army only hy virtue of their active student status.

A number of students actually were suspended; others had official
reprimands put on their permanent record cards, and all the clubs
affiliated with the Campus Coalition were specifically and officially
threatened several times with suspensions or revocation of their
charters, Needless td say, all student leaders involved were under
constant threat of suspension.

Students nominated by the Student Council for inclusion in Who's
Who in American Colleges '‘and Universities were rejected because of
their activity in the Campus Coalition.

Positive Results Won

Other methods were employed, such as the rejection of elected
student representatives to faculty-student committees because of bad
“campus citizenship.” (The “campus citizen” is a new concept origi-
nated by Gideonse which will undoubtedly be more extensively used
in the future. To supply for honorary membership in this category,
a student must have a minimum of gray matter, a not too sturdy and
rather yellow-tinted spine, plus a passionate need to rationalize away
every blow which Gideonse strikes against democracy as being in the
interests of democracy.)

Legal devices were also concocted to “dissuade’” the faculty. It is
now necessary for every leaflet handed out on campus to have at the
end of it the following statement: “Authorized by , faculty
adviser,” with the name of the club’s faculty adviser inserted: One
can imagine the pressure on faculty advisers when their clubs produce
leaflets critical of the administration. .

of publishing until Varnguard or a paper like it was reinstated. The

dissolution of Campus News and of the Campus Coalition is a defeat -
for the student body and a victory for Gideonse. But it is also neces-"-
sary to say that what was lost was a battle and not the entire war,- -

and that this setback will prove to be only temporary.

The struggle for student rights at Brooklyn College will undoubt-
edly continue. New forms will be adopted for this purpose. But in
any case'a number of excellent results developed in the campaign to
reinstate Vanguard:

" (1) The Stalinists: on campus are more isolated today than ever be-
fore from the mass of students and those liberals who tended to be
pro-Stalinist, as a result of the campaign. Because the Campus Coalition
was not allied with the Stalinists in the camapign, its condemnation of
Gideonse for using totalitarian methods was immensely more effective.
From the beginning a correct analysis of the reactionary role of
Stalinism with. respect to civil liberties was pushed by the militant
socialists and adopted by the ceoalition.

(2) The socialist and liberal forces at Brooklyn College are now
more united than ever in the striggle for student rights and academic
freedom. The role of Gideonse and the role of the Stalinists have
destroyed many illusions about both of them. The trend which began
with the Conference on Democracy in Education was concretized in
Brooklyn College: the formation of a force which, while including
various political tendencies, is able to unite around a program to pre-
serve and extend student rights and academic freedom—a force that
could do this with such consistency that it has taken the initiative
out of the hands of the Stalinists.
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By JAMES M. FENWICK -

The full-scale debate on
foreign policy which began
with the opening of the new
Congress results from the
heavy military—and there-
fore political—defeats which
the United <States has experi-
enced in Korea.

Had the day-to-day improvisa-
tions of the Truman administra-
tion—beginning with the initial
light-minded  commitment - of
United States forces by the pres-
ident without the approval of
either Congress or the people—
not reflected such a gross under-
estimation of Stalinist ecapabil-
ities and intentions, the necessity
for the present debate would not
have been so acutely felt. As
things now stand the United
States is being forced to work
out a long-range plan for war
against Russia under conditions
much less advantageous than
they were prior to June 1950.

In Korea a basically United
States force with total command
of the air and sea, overwhelming
superviority in artillery, armor,
transport, personal equipment,
rations, and medical service is
being administered defeats by
Chinese and North Korean troops
whose advantage consists solely
of numbers (a superiority, inci-
dentally, apparently not so de-
cisive as a MacArthur has
attempted to have the public be-
lieve), tactical doctrine, an
morale. '

CZAR'S DREAM

it takes no profound flair for
politics to know that as a con-
sequence the Stalinist star is in
the ascendent in the East. If the
United Nations forces are run out
altegether, its rise will be even
more swift, The maintenance of
the remaining . European holdings
on the Asia continent under such

" conditions would indeed be difhi-
It is necessary to say that Campus News failed in its avowed task -

cult. Then the dream of subjugat-
ing India which haunted the crazed
Czar Paul could become a reality
for the Stalinists.

In the face of these eventual-
ities the wisdom of the United
States leaders- does not extend
very far. At the moment it con-
sists of a probable evacuation of
Korea. The rest is more vague,
but eurrently it consists of lim-
ited assistance to Indo-China and
other areas, and the arming of
Japan, Formosa, the Philippines,
and other key spots in the Far
East.

But this is an expensive and
long process. Nobody at this date
envisages a large-scale action in
the Orient (unless John G.

Wright is still finding customers-

inside the SWP" for his Marxist-
ical folklore to the effeet that
since finance capital bases itself
on colonial exploitation it plans
an all-out effort in Asia). At
best, limited harassing actions
are planned—but even these are
being opposed, by .England in par-
ticular. The appalling prospect
offered by a war in the Orient is
not the least of the reasons for
the shift in emphasis to Europe.
Such debate as takes place in
congress will no longer center on
this question. It is a point of
contention which has been super-
seded by others.

CLAMMY FACTS

But in analyzing European
perspectives some cold, clammy
facts are becoming evident. The
United States has, it seems, only
ene reliable ally in Europe, and
that is England. England pos-
sesses the advantage of an in-
dustrial plant, it has a popula-

tion which is not undermined by

Stalinism, and because of her
island position itwis not wvulner-
able to a quick sweep across Eu-

. rope by Russian forces. It is,

however, deficient- in manpower.
France has a useful, if out-
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IS THE HOUR TOO LATE FOR AMERICAN IMPERIALISM?

moded, industrial plant, but the
working population is heavily
Stalinized and could prove: un-
reliable to the capitalist imper-
jalists in time of war.. Further,
France is relatively easily sub-
ject to invasion if-a Russian at-
tack is mounted hefore there are
adequate forces to oppose it -in
central Europe. Italy = suffers
doubly from most of France’s
disabilities. Spain has little in-
dustry, a population that hates
the regime it would be asked to
support in time of war, and an
army that would have to be built
from the ground up. That all
suggests a long-term operation
in a period when history hasn’t
been conspicuously prodigal with
time for the capitalists.

EYES ON GERMANY

With the glassy-eyed fervor
which comes -from articulating a _
new line of their mbsters, the”
commentators—the same commen-
tators who five years ago were
slavering for a Carfhaginian peace
—are now howling that Germany
is the key to the defense of the
West. The difficulty is that the
German people have unequivoc-
ably stated that they have had
enough of slaughter and destruc-
tion and that they do not wish fo
rearm and to engage in another
war in which Germany has every
possibility of being a main battle-
ground,

In general there is in Western
Europe apathy 4nd fear in the
face of the war erisis. This mani-
fests itself in opposition to United
States actions which might pre-
cipitate moves by the Russians—
especially at a time when ‘the
United States is totally unable
to back up its commitments in
Korea, not to speak of Europe.: -
" Yugoslavia, were it to.ifight

" Russid, would be of no direct aid

fo the West since she would be
by-passed in any Russian assault.
The Middle East i§ very vulner-
able to Russian attack. To resist;
it would have to be armed by
the United States. =

To weld all this into a~ West-
ern army will take something
nmore than the warm effulgence
of the Eisenhower personality.
Most notably it
enormous production effort on'the
part of Europe and the United
States. But assuming that at
some point in the future this is
well on the way to being achiéved
—that is to prevent the Russians-
from overrunning Europe before
the West is able to establish the
critical minimal military estab-
lishment? This is the fear which
gnaws at the mind of those ana-
lysts who think beyond the bare
tomorrow. 4

FOUR TRENDS

The current debate on foreign
policy receives its character from
differing solutions to the forégo-
ing problems. There are roughly
four schools of thought, two of
them inside the administrafion
and two of them outside it. |

The most extreme school (in
which W. Stuart Symington is
reportedly. a leading figure) - is
for an immediate all-out mobili-
zation. The argumentation of this
tendency is that war is inevitable,
that persons who think that Rus-
sia would be provoked into 'bel-
licose actions through such total
arming do not understand Rus-
sian dynamism, and that the pas-
sage of time would permit Russia
to close the gap ereated by United
States production efficiency. This
school would not boggle at Ipre-
ventive war. 1

signed to facilitate the transition
to a full war economy. The polit-
ical accompaniment is a policy
of reasonable non-provocation of
Stalinism, particularly in non-
Russian areas, and a careful mili-
tary. and political preparation
abroad.

TAFT AND HOOVER

. The third tendency is that
represented by the Republican
Senator Taft. He is opposed to
the present commitment of large
United States land forces in Eu-
rope. To commit them, says Taft,
would be mnot only to provoke
Russia but would be to contest
Her on a plane on which Korean
events have demonstrated that we
can only come out the loser. Be-
fere the United States commits
land forces there, Europe must
demonstrate its willingness to
establish its own armies. Con-
gress, says Taft, should have the
right to decide whether troops
should be sent abroad or not.

The fourth- tendency is. that
represented by Hoover. “The
foundation of our national poli-
cies,” he says, “must be to pre-
serve for the world this Western
Hemisphere Gibraltar of West-
ern civilization. . . . To do this
we should arm our air and naval
forees to the teeth. We have
little need for large armies un-
less we are going to Europe and
China.” b

It is probable that a variant
of the Truman. policy, one ori-
ented ,toward the program of all-
out mobilization, will win out.
Despite the inevitable Stalinist
diplomatic maneuvering designed
to inspire hope of some sort of
peaceful settlement, each succes-
sive Stalinist vietory throughout
the world will make . the sense of
urgency more frenetic.

The Taft oppesition is an oppor-
tunist one governed by the narrow

‘vision of a small-time political

hack, an opposition which seems
pariicularly ignoble in a period of

_crisis like the present. His main

poitt will be easily answered by
peir..ing out that Europe will not
arm precisely until it is convinced
thai United States troops will aid
in kclding off the Russianms.

HISTORY'S IRONY

willk-mean an

The Hoover point of view is
more principled. For the capital=
ist class it is; however, a counsel
of suicide. Every argument of his
against the difficulties confront-

‘ing the present policy can be ap-

plied with redoubled force
against his own. At best his pol-
icy would stave off the grand
dénouement to a time when the
United States would be foreed to
attack a militarily immensely
fortified Europe or attempt to
live under a crushing permanent
military establishment isolated
in a Stalinist world which would
be pounding the United States to
pieces with atom bombs and lay-
ing the basis for an internal Stal-
inist vietory within the U. S.

There is this much truth veiled
in the apprehensions of both Taft
and Hoover: the United States
stands glowering at a world pow-
er which is exceptionally strong
not only in a military sense but
also in possessing a political pro-
egram which has an attractive
power for the world masses
which the United States cannot
hope to duplicate. This is not a
siniple war against Hitler; to be
won on the level of military pro-
duction. A feeling is obviously
beginning to insinuate itself in
the minds ~of some capitalist
ideologists that the United States
can loge this war.

“The second school of thoughl %> The situation is not without its

within " the administration advo-
cates the course which is actually
being pursued: moderate arrﬁing
that does not rudely - upset fthe
economy and aims at avoiding a
permanent high- degree of mobil-
ization which, given .no mé

. war, would bankrupt the courtry.

The administration policy  isfde-

irony. United States capitalism,
which has given its people the
highest standard of living the
world has ever enjoyed, is at the
height of its power. The oppar-
tunity for world leadership ‘is be-
ing thrust upon it. And already it

hears an insistent voice whisper-

ing: Too lafe! Too late!

BOOKS and Ideas SR I- NEW BOOK ON THE FBI—4 . | e

How Hoover Organized Palmer Raids

Ey SAM ADAMS

If up to this writing we have not said a great deal about the role
of Congress in the cteation and development of the FBI, it was not
due to oversight. The mass of material dealing directly with the
FBI demands most of the limited space reserved for a review of
Max Lowenthal’s “The Federal Bureau of Investigation.”

Aithough Congress was ever fearful of the bureau and questioned
its activities periodically, the bulk of the criticism came from a militant
minority in the two houses. For the most part, Congress acted the pliant
assistant to the Depariment of Justice and its bureau. One of the critics
of the book, therefore, was right in saying that Lowenthal did this
aspect of the question little or no justice ond that Congress should
have come in for its share of responsibility, which is heavy indeed.

) Although there is frequent referencé in the hook to econgressional
investigations of the FBI with pointed quotationt from some of its
outstanding eritics, Congress was anything but courageous in its
examination of the dangerous and illegal activities of the bureau. It
had, when all verbal fireworks ended in the repeated investigations
of the FBI, reasserted its support of the bureau, voted it continually
Iarger funds, and endorsed its work. Moreover, it passed measures
against radical and non-conformist thought that made possible the
tremendously widening activity of the bureau.

In passing the alien sedition law of October 1918, Congress laid
the groundwork for the “Palmer Raids,” one of the most infamous
periods in American social life. So many books and articles have been
written about this period that it remains a well-known and remem-

bered event. Given this law, the General Intelligence Division, under -

J. Edg_ar Hoover, proceeded with plans for mass raids and mass de-
portations. We trust our readers will understand that all of this was
un(}er_ the general supervision of the Department of Justice (mark
you, justice!) and Attorney General Palmer. Hoover executed the
general policy, but with his division and under his plans and directions.

In testifying before the House Appropriations Committee, Palmer
described the plans of his department: .

"We laid our plans with great care throughout the entire country.
E It is a Herculean task, because they [the foreign-bornl live in sec-
tions which are not often visited by ordinary Americans; their haunts
are hard to find [sic], and their meeting places are secret [so secret
that all their meetings swarmed with agents of Palmer's department!]
+ + - These people lived from Maine to California. However, we finally
overcame all obstacles. . . ." 2

Indeed! Agents of the bureau were advised through instructions
of December 27, 1919 sent by the GID: )

“If possib}e, you should arrange with your undercover informants
to have meetings of the Communist Party and the Communist Labor
Party held on the night set [by the bureau].

“T have been'_infm‘med by some of the bureau officers that such
arrangements. will be made. This, of course, would facilitate the
making of arrests.”’. .

Mass Arrests
* It certainly facilitated the arrests. It also avoided conflicts with
local authorities, where these authorities wanted fame and credit for
this war on radicalism for-themselves, such as in Chicago. But for
‘the most part, the local and state authorities cooperated with the
bureau. - -
These arrests ran.into the thousands. They took place simultaneously
on January 2, 1920 on the basis of the above-quoted instructions. These
thousands were lodged in local jails or federal buildings. No provisions
were made for feeding the prisoners or providing heat, toilet facilities
or medical care. They were held incommunicado, were refused counsel
or bail, or advice as to their legal rights. And, as was customary with
the FBl, no prior warrants were issued for the arrest of those taken in

" the mass arrests.

It is:, true, in’severa] instances where local difficulties were created
I_f)y the 1ntervlent10n of the press or some conscionable judge, the Wash-
ington office issued post-arrest warrants. But even these were few.

The effects of these raids upon the prisoners were indescribable.
Fear of deportation was least of their worries, for few indeed were
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deported. But the miserable conditions of their incarceration, the
pl'utality of the “learned and idealistic” detectives (men fully versed,
if you well remember, in the law and the “rights” of pl'isom:rs), and
the general atmosphere created by their state of incommunicado, gave
a hideous turn to their arrests. .
When the cases began to veach trial, the perfidy of the bureau
and the GID loomed even larger. That the legal rights of all prisoners

were violated, few questioned even at that timé. But in almost sl

cases, the bureau’s demands for excessive bail only emphasized the
mean and petty approach of the “democratic” directors in Washing-
ton who, having already been unmasked in their Gestapo work, tried

"to prevent due legal process from being exercised. The bureau and

Fhe GID painted the dangers of radicalism in lurid terms, hoping to
inflate the fears of the nation and thereby rally support to it for the
rape of its own laws. . .

To overcome the effects of Federal Judge George W. Anderson's
ruling in the Boston trial for the introduction of the bureau's instruc-
tions of December 1919 to its agents, a new instruction was issued on

April 21, 1920, the aim of which was #o deny thaf the FBl employed

spies and ?rovaca!eurs. or that it had employed them for arranging the
mass meetings necessary to carry out the mass raids, or that all of if
was part of a master plan laid in Washington.

But the bureau took a bad beating from Senator Walsh in the

Senate Judiciary Committee, where most of the facts brought out in
the book were revealed. The whole story of the department’s dragnet

was made public. The Washington bureau was to remain open from
seven in the evening to seven in the morning. All special problems |

were to be t_aken up with Hoover direct and all reports were, tobe sent
to him special-delivery.

Anticipating the GPU

And that is the way it went: night arrests at home, followed the ;

mass arrests of whole meetings. People were dragged out of bed at
all hours between the aforementioned times. It did not make any

difference as to the state of dress of the men and women, The lumber-.

ing agents stayed in the bedrooms while women tried to clothe them-
selves; they opened cabinets, bureau drawers, boxes and other con-
veyances and seized all kinds of materials, books, pamphlets and
papers. .

It was the firsf big political reign of ferror the country had known,
and the general incompetence of the bureau's agents aside, the method
employed predafed the more efficient Gestapo and Stalin’s GPU. But
there is no doubt that the methods employed by the American Depart-
ment of Justice served as a model for Hitler's and Stalin's secret police.

: The_post~raid period saw the tactics of the bureau running into
difficulties. Court trials ended badly for the department. Most impor-
tant of all, t_hg Department of Labor, which had charge of deportation
cases, examining the results of deportation hearings and judging the
decisions sent to it, rejected, with some exceptions of course, most of
the cases it reviewed. Fortunately for the hundreds of! cakes: that

came to it, the Department had a conscientious: examiner in Louis F,-

_Post. and he riled against the bureau and the intmigration ‘inspectors
in the majority of cases. " . ke

43' in all other cases of criticism made of it, the Department of
Justice and its FBI lashed out against the Interchurch World Move-
ment and the Lawyers’ Committee for their “unfair” eriticism. And
while no charge made against the bureau is refuted on its merits, the
abuse of the critics abounds. o e

The change of administration and the appointment of Harry M.
Daugherty as attorney general by the new President Harding did not,
however, ch'ztr_lge anything in-the Department of Justice, for justice
was now admm‘istered by the key figure.in the Teapot Dome scandal.
To cover up his own malfeasance, the new attorney general yelled
loudly about “‘reds.” He was ably assisted by his colleagues in the
department, b ' )

Service for Uniori-Busfers

As his head of the bureau, Daugherty named William J. il;ll'l;l's‘ former
head of the notorious defective agency which served so “well the big
corporations as -an anti-labor and strikebreaking private army on the
industrial front. J. Edgar Hoover received recognition for his services
and was appointed assistant chief of the bureau. This was the year 1921,

The war against radicalism began to die down and in a-couplesof
years some of the responsibility for policing the Communists of the -

Twenties, socialists, radicals, unionists and labor organizations was
taken up by local agencies. The bureau, however,
at a high, but another, level.

This was the decade of prohibition and the bureau now had a new

nation-wide job. It was to police the new dry law, at the same time -

that it kept a close surveillance over labor disputes. Prohibition being
one of our minor interests; we are largely concerned with the bureau’s
activities in the labor field. '

It took an active part in the fight against organized labor. Wher-
ever attempts were made to unionize the millions of unorganized and
unskilled workers, the bureau’s agents could be found assisting indus-
try and its army of private police and company thugs. It provided
information it had collected on union “agitators” to the companies.

Not the least of its activities in thes years was the assistance if.

gave fo the local police in the Sacco-Vanzetti frameup; its theory was
that if they were not convicted for murder, the bureau could deport
them as undesirable aliens because they were anarchists.

And t!ms for some years, after its reign of terror had served some
purpose in dispersing for a time a variety of workers’ movements,
the FBI functioned largely in enforcing the 18th Amendment and
serving industry on the labor front. 5

During the years of the New Deal, the bureau's activities were

largely determined by the atmosphere of Rooseveltian reformism. If °

it did not participate in any grandiose activities, except to cateh a
few daring interstate eriminals, it did under its new director, Hoover,
prepare for days to come. Hoover went ahead with his favorite plan
to card-index -and. fingerprint the whole population. Here again, the
fight against crime was given as the pretext for his effort to build ‘a

police identity system like that of European countries, a vicious .

method of maintaining police control over the population.
) In twenty-six years of building a fingerprint and dossier collec-
tion, HooVer’s zealousness produced phenomenal results. From 1924
to.1939- he had 10 million sets of fingerprints; in the next ten years,
this grew to 111 million, and by December 1949 it grew by two million
more, Some_‘ variation of this figure is given, but it is too slight to
make any difference. In addition, there is the FBI's file of radicals of
upknowh ‘number, since no figure has ever been disclosed by its
director. - -
' (Continued next week)
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Neither Reformism nor Liberalism Can Defend Democracy

LABOR ACTION

Norman Thomas and Civil Liberties:
The Gase of a Sincere Liberal

By HAL DRAPER

Norman Thomas today can be called a social-
ist only in an historical sense, but this article is
not concerned with him in his capacity as Amer-
ica’s best-known ex-socialist nor with what has
happened to his socialist views, Socialist or no
for-all his six times as the Socialist Party's presi-
dential candidate, he is surely one of this country’s pub-
lic figures sincerely concerned with the preservation of
civil liberties and democratic rights against witchhunt-
ing hysteria. If his previous brand of socialism as a
compound of ethical eloquence and reformist zeal is now
merely, at best, a muted personal predilection and not
a. fighting program, he at least has earned the right to
be called a liberal and civil-libertarian.

But one has also the right to have some doubts on
this score on the basis of his current re-examinations of
what civil liberties mean, particularly his article in the
N. Y. Times magazine for January 7. And these doubts
have to arise without in the least impugning the sin-
cerity of his subjective concern for democratic rights.

In fact, that is necessary to the point here. It is easy
enough to scorn those hypocritical characters who have
never given anything but lip service to the concept of
democracy of ideas in the full competition of the market-
place, however much they have used the Jeffersonian
phrases in Fourth-of-July speeches. The openness of the
attack on civil liberties today which characterizes such
characters requires no analysis. They were for civil lib-
erties when it caused them, their beloved capitalist sys-
tem and their cherished wars for imperialist interests,
no inconvenience—and itch to get rid of democratic in-
conveniences now.

The case of a Norman Thomas is different and more
enlightening precisely because of the ‘subjective sincerity
of his impulses toward civil liberties and not away from
-them. Not a J. Edgar Hoover or a McCarthy but a Norman
Thomas best illustrates the inescapable contradiction be-
tween hanging on to capitalism (whether as a lesser evil
or for any other reason) and hanging on to civil liberties
and the traditional rights of bourgeois democracy itself,
let glone expanding democracy into’ new regions and
planes through. socialism.

With Heart-Burning . . .

" Tt would be an understatement to say that Thomas'is
wobbling like a dying top on some of the most elementary
notions of civil liberties that characterize the liberal
tradition. He is not alone in that, of course. He writes:

“I am not unfairly telling tales out of school when I
admit that in recent times there has been an unprece-
dented confusion in the counsels of the board of the
[American] Civil Liberties Union as it faced the prob-
lems presented by Communist tactics.”

And even without any reference to what is happen-
ing in the inner counsels of the ACLU, which we cannot
know, one need only ask: How loudly has the voice of the
once-forthright ACLU been raised today when the most
sinister attacks on civil liberties in our whole history
are going on? .

But Thomas is a leadmg member of the ACLU’s
board, and it is perfectly clear that the unprecedented
canfusi(m exists not, or not only, between conflicting
views on -the board but exists within the thinking of
such would-be liberale as Thomas himself, who is far
from being the most muddleheaded in that. bmty

At the very:beginning of his article, Thomas makes
,'the salaam to - Thomas Jefferson, .quoting .the -powerful
words from the latter’s first inaugural address:

"if there be ony among us who wish fo disselve this
Union .or change ifs republican form, let them stond undis-
turhed os monuments of the safety with which error of

5 - _opinion may-he tolerated where reason isvlaufreeh com-

bat it
And carbamiv, in the United Sta‘hes today where .the

3 Sbahmst movement is-a tiny mmurity, the. pchap:tathst:

or ‘Thomas-type reformists have free enough exercise of
“reason’” to combat it: Furthermore; in addition, ol
¢hannels and mutbpreces of prapagamla and- 'pu-bhc:ty
are at ‘their disposal; including the N. Y. Times mag-
azine;

The manument -that-has heen erected, however, is not
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that advocated by Jefferson out that advocated by Me-
Carran and McCarthy and Truman. Thomas is opposed
to the McCarran Law—though he specifically ecriticizes
only the alien and registration provisions of that law
and not the concentration-camp feature which was in-
serted in it by Fair-Deal “liberals.” But he is opposed to
it. Yet he is for going part of the way down the same
road—ureluctantly, with heart-burnings, in dire soreness
of spirit that he should have been brought to this pass,
and above all not at all sure himself just how far he is
willing to go now or eventually.

What's New? . ,

Insofar as he presents a rationale for his abandenment
even of the traditional liberal point of view, let alone the
socialist, it is contained in the following train of thought:

“The new thing which the Communists have injected
into the discussion of civil liberties in America is not
their advocacy of force or violence.” He makes a ref-
erence to Emma Goldman, the anarchists and Thomas
Jefferson himself. The invidious might say that this
disclaimer is necessary for Thomas because it is difficult
for a man to spit upon his whole past and still expect
others, or himself, to retain any respect for his present
views. Something brand-new must be found:

“The new element which the Communists have in-
jected into the picture is their assertion aof a rvight to
the protection of laws which in power they would abolish,
a right to do in the American community that which
they would punish by slavery or death if they should
come to power.”

It is not a very good try at finding a brand-new ele-
ment. In fact, consideration of this question figures
implicitly in the.same quotation from Jefferson which
Thomas included at the beginning of his article. Can an
enemy of republican institutions claim the right to use
republican institutions? Jefferson asked in effect.

Mare than that, the American Civil Liberties Union,
which is now in a state of "unprecedented confusion" on
the question of democratic rights for Stalinists, we are
told, has had fram its beginning a very clear and very
insistent answer to the question which Thomas now poses
as new. It was the ACLU which made itself the advocate
on the left of the concept that. fascists foo must be ac-
corded equal democratic rights for their speeches and
propaganda, offen going so far as to disapprove of mass-
picketing and mass demronsirations against their opera-
tions by the people, let alone vigorously opposing any
governmental interdiction—and those two are not the
same thing.

® For the rest, the poser which Thomas presents is the
very basis for the “totalitarian joker in the Stalinist
constitutions,” on which see the article of that title'in last
week’s issue of LABOR ACTION.

Arugment from Conspiracy ,

Thomas continues: “They challenge the community
as an organized conspiratorial group under disciplined
control of Stalin, the head both of the mighty Soviet
Union and of a world-wide movement intent upan achiev-
ing universal power over the bodies, minds and souls of
men.”

Thomas is a loose-thinker and therefore a loose
writer, and one cannot be sure whether he thinks that
a movement of the character described (*intent upon
achieving, ete.””) is to be proscribed by law. His words,
for example, desceribe the Catholic Church to a T. In a
sense—of course, in a sense which he does not intend—
they ewven describe his own Socialist Party’s aims, or
that of any movement with broad governmentsl aims....

But the Stalinists are a “conspiratorial group,” he
says. Yet, in a quite different place (arguing against
the Smith Act), he notes that the CP “to a large extent
operates like other political parties,” and that “if the
FBI is on the Job it must know the people whom it needs
to wateh. .. ./ ) ]

Leavigg gside what may be Thomas™ illusions as to

what “job” t 1& FBI is on, exactly, the defender of eivil
hbertmas shoyld find it easy-to point out that whatever
Stalinists, Stalinist groups; oy sections of the CP appara-
tus or personnel are engaged in “eonspiracy” on behalf of
Rugsian espionage is a. problem for the enforcement of
an- already existing variety of laws desxgned to take care

of this, and that this is\the copecern of the gewernment:

and not.of defenders of civil liberty; snd to ask why any
-abandonment: of the liberal view'is necessary .if it is the

threat of sabotage; espionage er any like danger that is -

involved:

" Or is Thomas referring. to those  ‘“conspiratorial”
activities of the CP which it resorts to as the result of
zovernment. persecution? It. would be possible to remind:

Thomas .that his own Socialist Party, in the net-far-off-

days when the witchhunt was:unleashed against it fol-

lowing Werld War. I, did. not hesitate to defend itself -
by proper precautions. We do not mention this in order:

to pretend that Stalinist “conspiracies” are only defense

mechanisms against: persecution; but because the twe -

are deliberately confused by the- MeCarthys and court
prosecutors of the government who seek to make out
that the one implies the other. Thomas uses the same
broad terms.

Espionage is espionage, sabotage is sabotage, and no .

change im the liberal or socialist point of view on civil

liberties is negessary to fake care-of the right of o govers. -

mend to punish them: This simple idea.can be muddled up;

- and Thomas does so.
©One other: “,nw” element.. whu:h Themas - addwas- o
“These ‘Communists-. are  the: ﬁrst dlsserrtmg group. in-

Ameriean history to make a virtue of lies and deceit.,.”
This is so transparently false and naive, in view of the
long American historical record, that to bring it forth
as a “new” element justifying an abandonment of liber-
alism is a pathetic measure of intellectual desper:tion.

What follows for Thomas? It is not at all clear, ex-
cept negatively. He plainly repudiates, however. the
“clear and present danger” test for the Stalinist “men~
ace,” or rather implies that the CP is now’ a clear and
present danger and must be dealt with as such. He
gives two pitiful motivations: one- is the Communist
Party coup in . .. Czechoslovekia, and the other is the
Hiss case!

On the first: the U. S. anti-red hysterics in the days of
the Palmer raids were based on the same theory—thc radi=
cals in this country were a menace because look what
they did in Russia. . . . And on the second: Thomas's re-
fusal to distinguish between Stalinist spies and the Stalinisf
political movement could not be better exemplified. Since
Hiss acted as a spy for Russia and Fuchs was orrested,
"these things made it forever impossible to say thuat the
Communist menace to our freedom had oniy an imaginary
or at most a theoretical basis.”

Jefferson's Mantle

What else follows? He clearly endorses the actions of
the trade-union movement, the CIO in the first place we
suppose, in bureaucratically 'ousting the Stalinists. He
objects to ousting them from membership, especially
where it means the job, but “in some cases, it may be"
iecessary to bar them constitutionally from office.

“What should believers in the Jeffersonian doctrine
of civil liberties do when confronted with these facts?
Jefferson himself had acted vigorously enough against
Aaron Burr, whom he regarded as a traitor. Would he
have expected us to apply his faith in the power of {ruth
in the face not of flamboyantly honest rebels of the older
pattern but of a conspiratorial party?”

.That Burr's conspiracy was “flamboyantly honest” is
news, but in any case this muddling of action against
provable treason with actfon against a movement of
political ideas—without any discussion of the distinction
—presumes even on Thomas’s democratiec right to be
unprecedentedly confused.

This is not all about the current -direction of Thoms
as’s libertarianism, but it is enough.

We must also remember that the same Thomas is one
of those who has most indignantly inveighed against the
sinister birth of Stalinist totalitarianism in the early
days of the Russian revolution, when the new state
headed by Lenin and Trotsky had to take firm measures
to maintain the regime in the midst of civil war and
intervention and against openly declared intents of
armed opposition and open sabotage by right-wing so-
cialists and Mensheviks.

We shudder to think of what the revolutionary goveris«
ment would have done in those days if it had been, nof
under the direction of Marxists like Lenin and Trotsky, butf
af “liberals” and "socialists” like Thomas!—who is willing
to go miles further with not one-thousandth of the reason,
and, most important, not in defense of a vast workers"
revolution but in defense of a capitalist governmens!

To return to the point made at the beginning: it is
the case of Norman Thomas which shows most «clearly

&

that the struggle for socialism as a fighting faith is not -

only the only road to building a truly democratic society,
in the world, but is also the oaly basis on which existing
civil hbertles can be consistently defended. We are the
consistent demoerat«;, because we ‘are not bourgeois-
demoerats.
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Resigns from SP

To the Editor:

The SP is today torn with
doubts, confusion, and a creeping
paralysis in régard to projeeted
activity. This erisis, engendered
directly by the national office’s
position on the war but with
stronger historie roots in at least
a decade of official compromise
with capitalistic elements, politi-
cal sophistry, juggling with so-

cialist principles, etc., affects
both the “right” and “left”
groups. Memhbers of both- broad .

tendencies have deserted the SP
in increasing numbers during
1949-50. The short SDF-SP
heneymoon, the division into
“electoral” versus “educational”
(Fabian) faetions before the
1950 convention, the desertion of
the more “left” electoral faction
by the opportunist McLevy Con-
necticut SP organization, and the
war position sinee the Korean
war have driven several “right-
into the ADA-Demoerat-
Libera-[ crowd (they want an
“effective’” liberal heme) and the
“left” either rémains passively or
joins the Tanks of the non-politi-
cal. Some of the younger ele-
ments try to fight, to win the SP
for socialist positions, but with
less and less enthusiasm. The
Call is their biggest embarrass-
ment, not to mention Thomas’
speeches and columns. My letter
of resignation, sent last Novem-
- ber, may reach younger SP mem-
bers and affiliates if you care to
publizh it.
George R, CLARK

Los Angeles

@
[Fellowing is the letter of res-
ignation from the Socialist Party
sent by the above correspondent.
-FEd.]
To the Los Angeles Local,
Socialist Party
Dear Friends or Comrades:

This letter is my notice of dis-
affiliation with the SP in any for-
mal sense. I cannot rénew mem-
bership in an organization that
officially stands for positions
which are neither socialist in ori-
entation nor far-sighted even
from opportunist standards.

However, I have no malice
Against the rank and file of the
party’s members, I believe my
two years in the party were valu-

able because of the contact with

sincere workers for socialism.
For some time, the lengths to
which the official leadership has
been willing to go to achieve a
certain respectability in hiech la-
bor and liberal circles forced me
to re-examine the party’s basic
program, both the earlier one and
the confused one emerging now.
as well as my own beliefs.

I find myself in sharp disagree-
ment with all of the principal
program, its objectives as defined
and the strategy it advocates. In
practice the SP today is at best
another political reform group
that cannot justify its existence
and at worst a timid, opportunist
“critical” supporter of imperial-
ism, the labor bureaucracy, state
controls without workers’ control.
The Call testifies to all these
charges and many more, because
since the so-called “left group”
took oifice the same policies pre-
vail.

Lewis Corey, right-wing even
by Social-Democratic Federation
standards and Tucker Smith, the
SP’s own child, use the party’s
Paper to advocate class eollabora-
tion in the shop, the mixed econ-

omy, and wage differentials be-
tween classes. The SP is no long-
er even critical of the Labor Par-
Lty as some of its supporters are.
It seeks to convinee socialists that
capitalist force plus an, absurd
Point Four can bring peace, stop
revolution, and eneourage democ-
racy. The Connecticut SP sepa-
ratist movement is symptomatic.
The so-called “left” will neither
separate nor fight out the issues,

Fraternally,

George R. CLARK

CP Crime

To the Editor:

I have been requested to ask
you to give publicity to the fol-
lowing event in your paper.

On the morning of November
11, 1950 the economist and high
school teacher
was kidnapped in the West sec-
tor of Berlin by the Bolsheviks
[The writer means the Stalinists
—Ed.] and their stooges, and
drageed into the Bast Zone. At
the time he was on his way to the
post office. He was dragged into
an automobile, despite desperate
resistance. The car was last seen
a short distance from the zone
boundary with men struggling: in-
side it, and the police later found
a blood-stained windowpane which
had beén pressed out of it. Since
then every trace ¢f the vietinr has
been lost.

Alfred Weiland was an old so-
cialist. and under Hitler had been
imprisoned in a concentration
camp because of his participation
in the resistance movement. He
had never been a member of the
Communist Party, and in his work
always opposed every form of
totalitarianism.

This political assault can only
be understood by the fact that a
man who consciously and consist-

ently fought against totalitarian-
ism is more dangerous to the

Stalinists than any capitalist,
with whom they have always been
ready to form an alliance (as
with Hitler).

We are concerned here not only
with the methods employed by
the Stalinists. It is important to
emphasize the fact that honest
socialists, who combat every form
of totalitarianism and who strug-
ele for the rights of mankind,
are regarded and treated as arch-
enemies by a movement which
carries the name of socialism on
its banners and with this prop-
aganda - fries to reeruit the
innocent.

The enclosed leaflet was ¢ir-
culated in Berlin with the aim
of mobilizing the masses with the
hope that through vigilance the
handiwork of the kidnappers may
be made more difficult if not
stopped altogether.

We appeal to the international
solidarity of the working class
in this struggle, and to this end
we request you to fake up this
case in your paper.

With socialist greetings,
Lieselotte BECK
Berlin, Dec. 26
° _

[Following is the leaflet en-

closed with the above letter—Ed.]

WHO ARE THE KIDNAPPERS?

All circles of the population
condemn with deep revulsion the
abduction of the high school
teacher Alfred Weiland from
Schéneberg into the sector of the
Russian tyrants.

I

They Need Your Help!
Local New York of the Independent Socialist League

has been regularly mailing packages of food and clothing

to needy workers in Europe. The relief committee has espe-
cially urgent need for clean, wearable clothing for children
of school age, particularly in the 12-14 age group. Please
bring or send your contributions to the city center of the
ISL, at 114 West 14 Street, 3rd ﬁoor, New York Clty
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Alfred Weiland -

How could this crime against
humunity have taken place? One
thing is at least certains

The kidnapping carried out“in
broad daylight in true bandit
style could only have been pos-
sible with help of the SED [East
Zone Stalinist party]! This party
ne longer has the récruiting
power of a social idea, and there-
fore attempts repeatedly to si-
lence inconvenient political op-
ponents through the application
of violence. This party which can
only stay in power through the
barbaric methods of the NKVD
and refined election frauds bears
the major guilt for the terrorist
attack on Weiland.

For years the German bolshe-
vik [Stalinist] party hacks have
conducted an- infameus slander
campaign against Weiland, and
now they have succeeded in their
plot against him.

The crime of November 11
demonstrates again: The SED is
an agent of Russian banditry,
has nothing in ecommon with all
political groups who fight for
demoeracy and rvespect for ele-
mentary Human rights, and has
become an enemy of socialigm.

Every membeér of the SED may
therefore take note: Whoever
justifies, let alone a$sists, in the
preparation of criminal attacks
on politieal opponents must also
umderstand the unhavoidable con-
sequences of their actions. At this
time it is not possible to lay
hands on the organizers of the
Russian kidnappings. " Thus the
Jjustified measures of defense im-
posed on us can ohly be directed
immediately against their West
Berlin sfooges.

Those SED members who re-
ject the ecriminal practices of
their unscrupulous leaders as
methods of pelitical struggle had
better understand that they ecan
no longer remain in this party if
their human decency is not to go
to the dogs. Every socialist must
now make a clear decision. What
attitude do you take towards the
Russian crime of kidnapping—
one way or the other!

German Left
Group of
International Socialists

The Bogy Again

To the Editor:

[ ean’t agree with the parallel
drawn by you in reply to S.
Green’s letter “On the Withdraw-
al of Troops from Korea” [Jan.
1 issue].

We fight against the MeCarran
Law in order to retain eivil lib-
erties. This is obvious. Qur vie-
tory would benefit the labor
movement and all the freedom-
loving groups. This being the
main consideration, regardless of
what the Stalinists do we fight
for it.

But in the case of the slogan
“Withdraw the troops from
Korea,” who would benefit from
the carrying out of the slogan?
Even if it be admitted (for the
sake of argument) that this “en-
terprise can only push the Asian
people more firmly into the snare
of Stalinist demagogy,” what will
the withdrawal of troops do?
Liberate the people of Asia from
the Stalinist demagogy? I hope
it does not need to be proved that
the Stalin-Mao combine and all
their stooges would benefit. For
them a tremendous vietory! But
how would the-labor movement,
the free forces of the world, bene-
fit? I can’t see it.

As against the withdrawal of
troops, I like the slogan of “ne-
gotiated peace.” However good
your intentions, the “withdrawal
of troops"” slogan would have the
practical result of connecting you
with the Stalinists. But the slo-
gan -of negotiated peace, worked
out concretely from a soeialist
point of view, would impress the
masses of Asia, and might act as
a ferment for a new movement.

A READER
L ]

The “par‘allﬂl@" we drew had to

do specifically with the argument
(which “A Reader” himself re-
peats) that since the Stalinists
are also for the withdrawal of
U!'S. troops from Korea, we “con-
nect” ourselves with the Stalin-
ists if we call for it ourselves.
But “A Reader” does not mind
“connecting” himself with the
Stalinists who unfortunately are
the most voeal force attacking
the MeCarran Law since in that
case he has a “main considera-
tion” which overrides that fear.
We trust he understands that we
too have a “main consideration”
—our whole position on the war
in opposition to both war camps
—which 'dictates that we come
out for what we believe regard-
less of the Stalinist position.

It is therefore in order for him
to ecriticize, if he wishes, our
“main consideration”—our posi-
tion on the war—but to attempt
to scare us with the boy of “you
will connect yourself with the
Stalinists” is a waste of time and
a muddling of the issue.

As we pointed out-in our reply
to Comrade Green ont the same

futile point, our view on the with-
drawal of troops is one plank

. which is an integiral part of a

rounded Third Camp policy. It
does not follow from our corre-
spondent’s total position on the
wat, which he commuricated to
us when the Korean war broke
out. It does follow from ours. To
isolate it from the rounded policy
of which it is a part and thus
“connect” with the Stalinists
would be possible only for one
who does not know what we say
or wishes to falsify it. Since “A
Reader” falls under neither head,
we suggest that he permit us to
take the same approach to the
withdrawal of troops that he
takes to the McCarran Law.

Now that Taft and Tito (oth-
ers will follow shortly, no doubt)
are also for withdrawing the
troops for their own reasons, we
presume we are now ‘“‘connected’”’
up with the Republican Party,
the Yugoslav foreign office as
well as the Stalinists. If we were
to be swung from our “main con-
sideration” for one moment by
our two correspondents’ hobgob-
lin, the working out of a policy
would become a very puzzling
matter inded. After all, how is
“A Reader” going to feel if Taft,
Hoover, the Stalinists or the
NAM come out for a “negotiated
peace’’—as so many Stalinist fel-
low travelers do right now?

No, withdrawal of troops will
not “liberate the people of Asia”

from Stalinism, as our correspon-
dent asks quite irrelevantly. He
knows, we are sure, that we pro-
pose a very definite program to

do that. But he admits (for the
sake of argument) that the

Korean war has pushed and is

pushing the Asian people more -

firmly into the Stalinists’ hands.
That is enough reason’ for the
U. S. to get out. Naturally, from
the point of view of oné¢ who
thinks that it is war by the U, S.
which can “liberate the péople of
Asia,” this does not follow; stich
a one should then argué His own
case and not try to conibdt a
Third Camp policy with . bogy-
men.

The slogan of negotiated peace,
right now and in real life, means
a proposal for the working out of
a horse-trading deal betwden the
‘present governments. If could not-
in fact be made to mean anything
else no matter what socialistic
verbiage went along' with it. If
the socialist movement were a
stronger power in the land, it
might be able to link it up with
their bid for power. Right now, to
work it out “from 4 socialist

point of view” would be a ugeless -

literary exeicisé and, worse, mis-
ledding.—Ed.
\

Korea Was Fingered
To the Editor:

One of the advantages in be-
longing to the radical movement
—as-opposed to the many.obvious
disadvantages—is that sometlmes
you can get a better look at the
future,

Let me quote, with a pervetrse
delight—given the seriousness of
the international situation; from
an article appearing in the March
1947 issue of The New- Interna-
tional called “Korea Under Oceu=
pation” by A. Kimbay: :

“An evaluation of Russian and
American designs upon XKorea
must take into account the stra-
tegic importance of Koreéa against
the background of present politi-
cal realities. Korea has a common
border with Russia, the boundary
of which is distressingly e¢lose
(accessible?) to the key Russian
port of- Vliadivostok. Fusan (Pu-
gan) in South Korea is leéss than
a hundred miles from the Japa-
nese mainland. The eventual con-
flict, for whieh Russian -and
American imperialisnis aré-today
preparing, will find' Korea in @
position of geographical impor-
tance. This in itself: would tend
to focus the attention of the great
powers on Kovea. . . ."

J. WALKER- - *

| Not in the
Labor's Own Party

The column “Inside Illinois
Labor” in the Chicago Sun-Times
for December 2 led off with the
news that the head of an impor-
tant CIO local in the area was
for a labor party. It wrote:

“Now comes Evron McGreer,
president of Local 719, CIO
United Auto Workers, with a
plea for the establishment of an
independent labor party. One of
the larger UAW units here, the
local represents 10,000 at Elec-
tro-Motive Division plants of
General Motors Corporation, . . .

“MeGree's stand is- at- sharp
variance with that of .the na-
tional CIO, which prefers to sup-
port—at least for the present—
‘progressive forces in the two ma-
jor parties.’ And it doesn’t alto-
cether jibe with policies of the
international union on political
action, which generally :Tollow
those of the CIO.

“Policies of the CIO Political
Action. Committee were ‘wrong’
ine the last election, MeGreer
charged, because PAC had little
or riothing to say about the selec-
tion of the candidates it baeked.

“ ‘Labor is big enough and ma-

ture enough to stand on its own

two feet and it’s time that it did,’
he said.”

Biographical Note

As can be seen from the fol-
lowing item in the Hungarian

(Budapest) Magyar Nemzet, the ~

satellite Stalinists there know al].
about the Jolson Story:

“Information has come from

America that the celebrated Ne-
gro singer Al Jolson has died. .

Jolson was known and loved as

an interpreter of Negro spirit-

uals who, however, once he had
attained fame . . . succumbed to
the dollar lure of Broadway and
became untrue to his part and his
race. But American Negroes soon
found a greater son of their face
who fought against its inhuman,
barbaric repression in other fields
hesides that of art—Paul Robe-
son.” (Quoted in News week.)

They forgot to. mention that
everybody knows Paul Robeson’s
real name is Larry Parks, who
precipitated the Peekskill riot by
singing “Mammy,” the famous
Negro hymn ‘of praise to Ana
Pauker.
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Truman: Fair Deal Is Dead --

(Continued from page 1)

territory of that continent—
L. G. S.] The Soviet command of
the manpower of the free nations

_of 'Europe and Asia would con-

front us with military forces
which we could never hope to
equal.

“In such asituation, the Soviet -
Union could impose its demands
on the world, without resort to
conflict, simply through the pre-
ponderance of its economic and
military power. The Soviet Union
does not have to attack the United
States to secure domination of
the world. It ean achieve its ends
by isolating us and swallowing up

German

(Continued from page 1)

ing the right to share not only in
decisions concerning wages and

svelfare, but on problems of pro-

duction and sales as well. Such de-
disions are not to rest only with a
top wunion - employer committee,

" put with the factory councils in

each plant.;Qur closest equivalent
to these factory councils are shop
steward -committees, but factory
councils are -much broader in
scope. They are elected by all
workers in the plant, regardless
of what union they belong to, or
whether they belong to any union.
WORKERS’' CONTROL?

| Pressed to its full potentiality,
co-determination can mean work-
ers’ control of production. The
overwhelming strike vote for co-
determination gives good reason
to hope that the workers of West-
ern Germany are resolved to press
for smch control, regardless of the
intentions of their leaders. It cer-
tainly demeonstrates that the labor
movement of Western Germany
has now recovered to a great de-
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all our allies. Therefore, even if
we were craven enough to
abandon our ideals, it would be
disastrous for us to withdraw
from the community of free
nations.”

In a world of imperialist riv-

- alry, the above statement, shorn

of its false lumping of all the
nations of Africa and Asia to-
gether as “free” nations, is fairly
accurate. Yet it would be just
as accurate if stated by Stalin
with regard to the prospects of
Russia if all these vast territories
with their resources and man-
power are mobilized and armed to
the teeth by the United States.

Further, it is a fact that Stalin
uses exactly the same arguments
in his efforts fo convince the Rus-
sian people and the peoples of the
other nations over which Stalin-
ism had extended its totalitarian
sway that they must be prepared
to make all sacrifices in order to
break the power of the United
States throughout the rest of the
world.

Aside from that, the argument
is imperialist to the core. Under
a thin moral cover of phrases
about “freedom” l.ics the struggle
for resources, manpower and
strategie territory. Stalin speaks
of “freedom”’ and “democracy”

Steel Strike--

gree from its devastation by fas-
cism and the war, and is moving
toward its former position at thé
head of the working class of
Europe.

On the same day in which the
American newspapers -carried the
story on the strike threat in West-
ern Germany; they also reported
that the CIO is preparing to send
to Europe a threé-man committee
to advise the trade unions there.
Jacob S. Potofsky, chairman of the
CIO’s international affairs commit-
tee, announced that this delegation
is to take whatever steps are nec-
essary to build unity and to dem- .
onstrate the advantages of the
democratic way of life.

It would be a good first step if
this committee were to announce
its full backing for the West Ger-
man steel workers' demand for co-
determination, and for any strike
that still may come out of it. Of
course, it is very doubtful that
they ‘will ‘do so. In the United
States, far from pressing demands
for effective workers’ control of
industry, the labor leaders are en-
dorsing the whole militarization

program of the administration.
They are making proposals of their
own, but these do not take the
form of demands of the labor
movement and much less of pro-
posals which would mobilize the
workers themselves to take indus-
trial controls into their own hands.

As socialists we welcome the re-
surgence of the West German la-
bor movement, and hope that the
wol):ers will march ahead over all
opposition to fill the form of co-
determination councils with the
content of effective workers’ con-
trol of industry. This would strike
a telling blow against Stalinism
throughout Europe, as it would
demonstrate that the working
class is capable of winning battles
on ifs own behalf, and not only
of fighting -in the interest of Stal-
inist or capitalist masters.

It would do much to revive the
self-confidence and combativity of
the working class throughout
Western Europe, which has tended
either to fall under the sway of
the Stalinists or to sink -into apa-
thetic acceptance of support to
American capitalism.

and ‘imposes on the peoples as
harsh a totalitarianism as the
world has known, Truman uses
the same words and with them
proposes to prop up the colonial-
ism of France, Portugal, Belgium,
Spain and Great Britain.

Toward the end of the message,
President Truman outlined ten
points as the major legislative ob-
jectives for this session of Con-
gress. The first three deal with
increasing military appropria-
tions, extending the draft, and
arming the allies. Their place at
the head of the list is-significant.
Points 4 and 5 deal with extend-
irg the government’s control over
production, prices, wages, rents
and agricultural production.

Point 6 reads: “improvement
of our labor laws to help provide
stable labor-management relations
and to make sure that we have
steady production in this emerg-
ency.”

NO SOFT SOAP

1t will be interesting to wakch
the legislation which will be pro-
posed under point 6. Labor laws
could be improved by repealing
the Taft-Hartiey Act and passing
legislation which would free the
hands of the unions to bargain ef-
fectively with employers. Or they
could be "improved" by tying the
hands of labor even more firmly,
and the last phrase could easily
mean that some ‘sort of anti-strike
law is'now contemplated.

The next three points deal with
housing and training of workers
for the war industries, training
medical personnel, and federal
aid to elementary and secondary
schools—though from the word-
ing of this point there is good
reason to believe that the aid will
be eut instead of increased.

Point 10 read: “a major in-
crease in taxes to meet the cost
of the defense effort.”

The message does not propose
immediate total mobilization. The
administration is looking forward

to a long pull of constant in-
crease in the militarization of
the nation, rather than to a short
all-out drive. It appears that the
idea is to lay the legislative as
welll as the industrial ground-
work for such a drive. The gov-
ernment is well aware of the fact
that to go all-out now might well
prove politically disastrous if
Stalin should make a turn to-
wards some sort of over-all deal
which would keep the ecold war
dragging along for many years
ahead. g

It is noteworthy. that although
the president called for national
unity, he did not even make the
gestures toward the labor lead-
ers which are customary when
trying to get labor to supporf
measures which are bound to re-
duce the standard of living of the
workers. The whole message was
directed toward the Republican
opposition and ftoward whatever
general sentiment there is in-the
country for Hoover’s ideas.

I+ is a well-known fact that
many of the top labor leaders
have been bitterly disappointed at
the president's failure to give
them any important role in the
mobilization program. Yet it ap-
pears that Truman is confident
that their policy of supporting the
Democratic Party has so tied them
to his political apron strings that
ke does not even have to dish out
the usual softsoap to keep them in
line. i

The State of the Union mes-
sage was a political speech de-
signed to answer the attacks of
Hoover and Taft. We will have
to wait for the economic report
and the budget message before
we can get a concrete idea of
just how much the common peo-
ple will be expected to sacrifice
this year for the dangerous and,
in all probability, futile policy of
trying to contain - Stalinism by
military force which is mounted
to keep social relations -in -th
world as they are, i

SWP Sees
In Chinese

By JAMES M. FENWICK

In the present period the po-
litical behavior of the Socialist
Workers Party (official Trotsky-
ists) resembles nothing so much
as that of an adolescent falling in
and out of love. There is the same
long period of unawareness of the
love object, the same sudden in-
candescence, and—all too soon,
alas—the same disenchantment.

Such was their recent long dis-
missal of Yugoslavia as a simple
capitalist state, the sudden
transfiguration of Yugoslavia in-
to a workers’ state, and, finally,
the almost immediately succeed-
ing chagrin at finding that this
workers’ state was playing the
imperialist game of the United
-Nations.

If a person could feel that the
wanderings of the
SWP were simply a product of
duplicity there would be room for
hope. But it is impossible to es-
cape the gloomy conclusion that
the SWP, having lost its theoreti-
cal bearings, has become so con-
fused as to be unable to think its
way through almost any aspect
of the current political situation
without getting itself lost in a
maze of contradictions.

This confusion reflects itself in
all fields, including one which is
a specialty of the SWP—dialecti-
cal illuminations of the current
world scene in the light of United
States history. An exceptionally
spongy article by George Lavan
in a recent issue of the Militant,
for example, bsgins by noting
that “Indian diplomats in the UN
have stated that China is moving
toward the formulation ‘of a
Monroe Doctrine for Asia’” and
concludes by asserting that such

Progressive’ Monroe Doctrine
Stalinism’s Imperialist Drive

a doctrine “is completely on the
side of progress.”

IDEALIZING MONROE

“If the U. S.” says Lavan, “had
the right then [in 1823] to tell
the European powers that colo-
nial restoration attempts or em-
pire-carrying adventures in the
Western hemisphere meant war,
then China today has the right to
do the same for Asia.”

The first point to be noted is
that Lavan idealizes the struggles
for national liberation in South
America and the relations be-
tween South America and the
United States which led to the
promulgation of the Monroe Doc-
trine. "The people of the U. 5. he
says, for example, “remembering
with pride their own Revolution
for Independence and a Republic,
felt a strong bond of solidarity
with the new independence fight-
ers to the south.” He makes no
mention of the economic realities
which, without excluding the re-
publican - sympathies which ani-
mated the United States, underlay
the action by President Monroce.

Of this period Edward C. Kirk-
land in his A History of Awmeri-
can Economic Life points out:
“The United States, enthusiastic
at this multiplication of repub-
lics, recognized their independ-
ence and promulgated the Mon-
roe Doctrine, gestures of friend-
ship and protection accompanied
by-a healthy interest in the trade
of these new nations. Consular
agents were at once dispatched,
and the negotiations of ‘commer-
cial treaties undertaken.”

However, let us assume that
the Monroe Doetrine was prompt-

ed by all the idealistic consider- .

ations which Lavan says it was.
Is the Asiatic Monroe Doctrine
which he eulogizes a comparable
phenomenon?

TINKERING WITH HISTORY

The Asiatic Monroe Doctrine
is, of course, directed against re-
actionary Western capitalism.
But here any similarity ends. It
is, in the first instance, a foreign
policy whose -origins are not Chi-
nese but fundamentally Russian
And Russia is today the most re-
actionary state in the world. In
1823 young United States capi-
talism was, in the aggregate,
playing a progressive role in
world development. Its foreign
policy, it should be noted paren-
thetically, also was its own—not
that of a reactionary foreign
power.

The Asiatie Monroe Doctrine,
is, in the second instance, a pro-
duct of Chinese Stalinism. Inter-
nally this means a totalitarian
collectivist regime (in Asian
terms) operating for the benefit
of a bureauecratic class. External-
ly it means a policy of Chinese
imperialist expansion whose ini-
tial stages are already well de-

veloped in the case of such Asian

countries as Korea, Indo-China,
and Tibet. In 1823, it is almost
unnecessary to point out, the
United States was engaged in no
comparable activities. )
In any event, current Chinese
policy is something more than a
simple warning to the capitalist
West to get out of Asia. It is
plainly the “beginning of an ai-
tempt to establish Chinese domi-
nation over the enormous Asian
land mass. Nehru is alreally be-
ginning fo voice such fears. That

the aspirations of the Chinese
Stalinists may in the course of this
development collide with those of
the Russian Stalinists in no wise
changes its reactionary character.

All this Lavan finds “complete--
ly on the side of progress.” Not
just “on the side of progress,” it
should be noted, but “completely’
on the side of progress.” Without
at this moment analyzing the re-
actionary character of the policy
we would like to address just one
question to Lavan: If this is true,
just what independent role does
orthodox Trotskyism have to play
in the Orient? We venture the
answer: NONE! .

By his somewhat casual tink-
ering with historical analogies
Lavan has once more, if unex-
pectedly, proved that the SWP’s
acceptance of the nationalization
of the means of produection as the
basic eriterion of a workers’ state
(degenerated or not) constantly
places it in the position of white-
washing Stalinism and national
forms of Stalinism such as is
represented by Titoism and Chi-
nese Stalinism.

“Today,” says Lavan, “a revo-
lutionary wave is sweeping the
Orient.” We suggest that Lavan
could well take another flier into
historical research using that as-
sertion as a starting point. As an

elemental step of clarification he®™

could begin by comparing Trot-
sky’s analysis in Problems of the
Chinese Revolution as to what

constitutes a revolutionary wave’

with what is going on now in
China. We have our differences
with Trotsky on the colonial
question but on the matter at
hand we stand with:him against
Lavan.

X
&,

e £ — S

Leve=L e




	v15n03-p10-jan-15-1951-LA
	v15n03-p23-jan-15-1951-LA
	v15n03-p45-jan-15-1951-LA
	v15n03-p67-jan-15-1951-LA
	v15n03-p80-jan-15-1951-LA

