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FIVE CENTS

By MARY BELL

Diplomacy is ever the servant of
military power. The latest illus-
tration of this is the third peace
offer, assertedly the "one final
appeal,” that the United Nations
Security Council has made to Stal-
inist China in the Korean war.
While falling short of the Chinese

" ultimatum for accession %o their

2*

demands first and cease-fire sec-
ond, this proposal embodies sev-
eral concessions to the Chinese
government since Wu Hiu Chuan
watked out of the UN and the sub-
sequent -peace offers.

The current offer still retains
the priority of cease-fire over dis-
cussions, but makes the huge con-
cession—for the United States—
that Stalinist China will be one
of ‘the countries represented on
the UN -body established to effect
the peace negotiations, with the
implicit understanding that once
recognized .as the de facto gov-
ernment, official recognition in
the UN would not be long in com-
ing. The proposals call for safe-
guards that a cease-fire would
not, as charged by the Stalinists,
be a cover for a new offensive.
They state explicitly that the set-
tlement of Far Eastern problems
by the UN body, which would also
include Britain, Russia and the
United States, would embrace
Formosa and the question of a
UN seat for China.

All foreign troops are then to
be withdrawn in stages and all-
Korea elections are to be held.

The TUntied States position
formerly has been to have China
condemned as an aggressor by
the UN, to withdraw recognition
of her by UN participants and
to employ an economic boycott or
some type of sanctions. against
her. U. 'S. representatives have
staked the position of the UN as
an effective international body on
such actions.

TWO PRESSURES

U. 8. delegate Warren Austin
claims that the new position is
no departure for the United
States but that she is in prin-
cipled agreement with these ideas,
No one is fooled, however, by

- such face-saving pronouncements.

The backing down of the U. S.
is dictated by two factors. The
first is the obvious rout, to what
extent and at the cost of how
many casualties the newspapers
have not been able to divulge, of
U, 8. foreces by the, Chinese.

The second, and more important
reason, are differences within the
Western bloc, The meeting in Lon-
don of the prime ministers of the
British Commonwealth of Nations,
occurring at the height of the im-

‘passe in U. S.--Chinese military-

diplomatic relations, was primar-
ily - concernmed with the Korean
war, and The new proposal ema-

‘nated from them. The British had

“

U.8S., Under Pressure,
Backs Down on China

China's
New Exploiter

MAO TSE-TUNG

previously opposed the U. S. view
on sanctions against China, and
the branding of China as an agres-
sor for fear that such a course
would increase the chances of a
world-wide war. India, Israel and
other countries in the Allied bloc
exercised their moderating effect.
Four of the governments repre-
sented in London had already rec-
ognized Stalinist China. Above ali,
in the case of the less privileged

(Turn to last page)
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Wages, Hike Taxes, Mocks
Fquality of Sacrifice

By LARRY O'CONNOR

President Truman’s economic and budget messages sub-
mitted to the Congress on January 12 and 15 respectively
indicate clearly that the government plans to put the eco-
nomic burden. of the armament program on the backs of
the working people of the country.

As usual in times when the government is-operating -on
a crisis basis, this is to be done under the slogan “equality
of sacrifice.” What the government really proposes is that
the workers will make a real and tremendous sacrifice in
their standard of living, while the owners of the great banks
and industries will “sacrifice” nothing but the potentiality

of inereasing their billions of dollars in profits—if that.

The expenditures for mili-
tary purposes will increase
from a rate of about $20 bil-
lion a year to $45 or $55 bil-
lion by the end of 1951, with
even higher figures for the
year after. This will mean
that, whereas during the past
vear about 7 per cent of produc-
tion was diverted from the civil-
ian ‘economy to war purposes, by
the end of this year about 18 per

cent of all the things produced
by the workers and farmers of
the country will be absorbed by
the war machine.

- Actually, this does not give a
true picture of the degree to
which the standard of living of
the people will be reduced. In
many industries the percentages
will be so much higher as to di-
vert most or all of what they are
(Turn to last pagel

THE KOCH CASE

A German court has con-
vieted and sentenced the no-
torious Ilse Koch to hard labor
for life for atrocities commit-
ted by her as the avife of the
Nazi commander of the Buch-
enwald concentration camp.

Few people have any doubt
that she richly deserved the
maximum penalty. But -al-
though an American eourt had
given her the same senténce in
1947, it was -the then U, S.
military governor, General
Clay, who reduced it to four
years.

The difference is not only
pointed in itself as regards the
way in which the U. 8. occu-
pation has applied *“denazifi-
cation,” but refleets on the
opinion of many Americans
that the German people (being
Nazis at heart if not by blood)
want to protect the Nazi war
criminals.

Auto Workers Fear Unemployment
In Detroit Despite Boom

By WALTER JASON

DETROIT, Jan. 14—As the full
impact of inflation and the inev-
itable dislocations of a kind of
“mixed economy” — neither war
nor peace—combine to disturb
the normalcy of this auto produc-
tion center, the tensions among
the unemployed and the men in
the shops provide a different and

" far more bitter atmosphere than

that noted in 1940-41.

Behind all the chaos and unem-
ployment in the automotive in-
dustry in the early days of the
last world war was the knowledge
that sooner or later Detroit
would become a center of the war
boom and that a war boom meant
steady work and plenty of over-
time.

Today the auto industry aiready
has-an estimated $4 billion in war
orders, but the bulk is scheduled
for production outside of this
area. Meanwhile, 100,000 unem-
ployed auto workers find their

ranks swollen by an incredible in-
flux of workers from everywhere, .
espécially from the South, who

have come to Detroit to gef the
“war work" that doesn't exist here.

The situation has been aggra-
vated by the deliberate policy of
at least one important car pro-
ducer, Hudson, which admitted
last week it had sent agents to
the South and brought up bus
loads of labor recruits for whom
there are no jobs.

This seandal was sufficiently
large to force two employers’ as-
sociations to denounce Hudson's
tactics., After all, production cut-
backs are already big enough to
furnish a handy surplus of labor
for the companies. :

As might be expected, the
shortage of parts is forcing pro-
duction schedule changes which
aggravate the wusual model-
changeover layoffs, and this has
become a real point among the
sauto workers. Short work weeks
in a time of daily price increases
in food and other wvital cost of
living items are .wvery hard to
take.

Nox is this feeling of futility
and insecurity helped by reading

the reports in daily newspapers
on how the auto companies are
building new war plants in safer
areas, less likely targets of atom
bombs.

REACT TO THREAT

. Unable to influence these
events in the least, the United
Auto Workers (CIO) concen-
trates in its campaign to keep
the Truman administration from
destroying the escalator and an-
* nual improvement-factor clauses
in its contracts with the over-
whelming bulk of the industry. *
In the recent public and be-
hind - the - scenes skirmishes in
Washington over a wage-price
policy, it took the blunt threat of
a nation-wide auto shutdown by
the UAW leaders to cancel a pre-
pared order against the UAW
contracts .
However, only today Washing-
ton reports again stress that C. E.
Wilson is preparing a wage-freeze
order, with the escalator clause
in" doubt. All this emphasis of the
government on wage freezing at a
time when food prices are jump-

ing upwards everyday has not en-
deared the Truman administration
to the men in the shops.

Reports from many shops tell
of the intense bitterness among
the auto workers. One of its main-
manifestations is the way the
rank and file plague the secon-
dary leaders of the union to do
gomething. It is this feeling that
the union should be raising hell,
while it seems to be quietly ae-
quiescing in the impact of infla-
tion that causes the ranks to
give the secondary leaders such a
hard time,

At the recent Washington hear-
ings, auto industry spokesmen in
off-the-record suggestions agreed
with the contention of President
Waltér P. Reuther of the UAW
that any breaking of the esca-

lator clause by the government

would mean trouble in the shops.
After all, management is closer
to the men in the shops than the
politicians in Washingtdn,

What was true before is doub-
ly true tqday. The  breaking
point in the temper of the auto-
workers is near. Especially if the
auto. companies’ “insurance”

against too much trouble—the es-:

calator- clause—is taken away,
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ewey Still Mired

In Hanley Scandal

A new version of "Button, but-
#on, who's got the button" is be-
ing played these days. The missing
button is the rather sizable debt of
$150,000 supposedly owed by for-
mer Lieut, Governor Joe R. Hanley
of New York. i

Hanley’s debts first gained
public prominence during the
election campaign last fall when
a letter by him about them was
¢gccidentally” made public. This
letter revealed that Hanley had
yielded the Republican nomina-
tion for New York governor to
Thomas E. Dewey in exchange
for a promise that Dewey would
see that his debts were taken
care of. )

The subsequent hue and ery
finally reached the ears of the
Senate subcommittee on elections
and investigators attempted to
verify the existence of this sup-
posed debt of honor resulting
from some bank stock left to
Hanley by his father. Several in-
teresting facts have come to light
so far. The subcommittee’s in-
vestigators made photostatic
copies of what appeared to be a
canceled promissory note, made
out to the order of C. C. Hager-
man, dated July 1, 1939, at Mus-
catine, Iowa. The amount in-
volved was $150,000.

The one and only C. C. Hager-
man found in the vieinity of Mus-
catine, Iowa, a2 schoolmate of
Hanley, denied all knowledge of
the note and firmly declared that
he had never loaned Hanley any
money nor had Hanley paid him
any money of any kind. Who then
had initiated the note as paid?
To whom then was the note
given? What connection has this
mote with the supposed debt of
honor which Hanley had assumed
on his father’s death? No an-
swers are forthcoming to any of
these questions so far.

HANLEY CLAMS UP

Since this entire debt was in-
herited from his father in the
form of bank stock, the investi-

gators poked into that angle also.

‘But powhere in the whole state of
Towa could any record be found
of any bank stock owned by Han-
ley’s father, issued by any bank
that had failed

Former Lieut. Governor Hanley
was asked to shed some light on
these disturbing discoveries. Were
his deb#s the result of a bank fail-
ure in lowa in which his parents
were stockholders? His answer:
*| have nothing further to say.”
Asked to comment on the $150,000

‘ note from him to C. C, Hagerman
of lowa, which Hagerman had
denied ever making, Hanley re-
plied: "I will not discuss that at
all.”

When reporters reminded him
that during the election cam-
pa:ign the bank story and Han-
iey’s honorable assumption of his
father's obligation had been the
‘main explanation given, Hahley
remarked, “A lot of things were
sai@ without any authority from
me.” More reeently, Hanley told
a reporter for the N. Y. Post that
he was “protecting someone” but
later denied making the state-
ment.

Perhaps the greatest cheel was
displayed by Governor Dewey
hitnself. During the election cam-
paign, Dewey had rushed to the
defensé of Hanley as a noble and
self-sacrificing  American whe
had gone into heavy debt to pro-

{ tect the widows and orphans of
fowa. In effect, Dewey had as-
sured Hanley that he would sub-
sidize him if only he would -turn
down the gubernatorial nomina-
tiom and cledar the way for Dewey
‘tor ran again. More specifically,
Dewey had’ promised him, in the
“sanfe -scandalous letter, a job
with the state that would relieve
him of financial pressure.- .

In the light of this baekground,
and ‘with @ cynical disregard, for

I ‘the truth sppabing even for pro-

| sior or his offiee never had any

fessional liars, Dewey's office is-
sued the following statement on
the unsavory mess: “The gover-
personal knowledge of Mr. Han-
ley’s private affairs.”

PORK IN SPARTA

This statement stands in stark
contrast with Dewey’s action in
delivering on his promise to re-
lieve Hanley of further financial
worries. This was one promise—
give credit where it is due—that
Dewey made during the election
campaign and kept. Dewey had
Hanley appointed consultant to
the State Division of Veterans
Affairs, at an annual retainer of
$16,000 a year, shortly before his
term as lieutenant governor ex-
pired.

This political plum has a par-
ticular juicy angle. Since this is
a contract job, Hanley can also
colleet his state pension of about

. $4,000 a year, making a grand

total of $20,000 for past services
rendered as a Republican politi-
cian.

It was shortly after this ap-
pointment that Dewey went fo the
people of New York State with
his message demanding economy,
economy, and more economy in
government and appealing for a
"Spartan' spirit of sacrifice to
win the cold war, as well as sub-
mitting a proposal for a virtual
one-man dictatorship in Albany to
carry through civii defense. Every-
thing will-be under “Spartan’ con-
trols except pork-barrels.

The ClO's New Union for Railroad Workers—and Porkchoppers

By GORDON HASKELL

During the past week the news-
papers have announced the for-
mation by the CIO of a “new”
union to organize non-operating
workers on the railroads.

Actually, #here is nothing new
either about the attempt of the
ClO #o get into the railroad field
nor, unfortunately, is there any-
thing new about the methed by
which the C1O leadership is organ-
izing the ottempt. H is sad but
true that in all likelihood the only
thing which will be accomplished
by this new union is to provide
some jobs for a number of ClO of-
ficials who have failed in other
fields. .

The history of the CIO's work
on the railroads is a bit involved
and goes back a number of vears.
But boiled down to its main
points, it is something like this:

On the Santa Fe, the mainte-
nance-of-way workers had been
represented up till 1944 or 1945
by a eompany union. The officers
of the union were dissatisfied,
and approached the AFL and
C10.

Philip Murray appointed a
broken-down and thoroughly in-
competent former Steel Workers’
organizer, one A; B. Martin, to
negotiate the deal and form the
new union. The workers voted to
take their company union into the
CIO.

Martin then transferred his ac-
tivities to the Pennsylvania Rail-
road where all the shop crafts

were in a company union, The
AFL shop-craft unions, which
represent the railroad shop work-
ers in most of the country, had
never been able to crack the

up.
GUERRILLA ACTION

Over the years a number of
collective - bargaining elections
took place, in each case the fight
being betwen the AFL, CIO and
remnants of the company union.
The Railway Labor Act is writ-
ten in such a way that each craft
votes separately in a collective-
bargaining eleetion. On the Penn-
sy the elections resulted in a di-
vision of the crafts, some going
CIO, some AFL, and others re-
maining in the company-union
setup.

A. B. Martin had big ideas.
Wherever a group of railroad
workers would approach his
United Railroad Workers of
America (CIO) with complaints
against their AFL or independ-
ent unions, he would offer to or-
ganize them. At no time, however,
did he have the funds necessary
to carry on a battle against the
established AFL unions, nor did
the CIO at any time openly come
out with a policy of raiding the
AFL on the railroads.

Thus, the movement took on the
aspect of a number of guerrilla
actions, in which the workers
could not hope to win what they
were reaily after: industrial un-
ionism and the economic gains

Philly Meetings Hear Shachtman

By FRANK HARPER

PHILADELPHIA, Jan. 11 — In a
meeting held last night in Labor
Action Hall here, Max Shachiman
likened the decadent social sys-
tems of Stalinism ond capitalism
to two parasites living on each
other. The national chairman of
the Independent Socialist League
held the close attention of his
audience with a blistering attack
on the ideological bankruptcy of
the competing aspirants for world
domination in the rapidly develop-
ing war,

Comrade Shachtman spoke on
the topic “The Socialist Move-
ment ‘in the Period of Global
Wars,” under the auspices of the
Philadelphia branch. of the ISL.
In the afternoon he had been
guest speaker at a meeting of the
Temple University Socialist Club.

An examination was made of
the inability of the capitalist gov-
ernments to combat Stalinism ef-
fectively. Shachtman said that
those who saw only the trim-
mings of nadtionalism, militarism,
and totalitarianism and were ig-
norant of the economic and social
basis and historical development
of Stalinism could not defeat it.
While bureaucratic collectivism
first arose in Russia it can arise
wherever the capitalist class can-
not solve the crisis of capitalist
society and the working class is
not yet strong nor consecious
enough to build a new socialist
order.

LSL WELCOME

Comrade Shachtman stated
that soeialists have confidence in

" the indestructability and viabil- -

ity of the working class. He was
certain that the Russian dictator-
ship will be smashed from within.
He showed that other. modern dic-
tatorships have passed away lit-
erally overnight and without
leaving a trace. When beset by
external difficulties and internal

- discontents the ‘top layers of the

bureaucraey split. -into. groups

- with a “hard” and “soft” policy.

W‘hen'thg split spreads into-the

- lower - bureaucracy the diseontent-
~ed. and oppressed ~people - burst-

throngh .and sweep away the old
social order. : i

A strong socialist movement in
the rest of the world will hasten
the day of doom for the Russian
rulers. The national chairman
then stated that the ISL is at-
tempting to build such a wide so-
cialist movement and invited all
in the audience to join and put
their shoulder to the wheel.

Specific mention was made of the
Libertarian Socialist League which
is now conducting a referendum
on the issue of unification with the
ISL. Comrade Shachtmon ex-
pressed the hope that the refer-
endum would be favorable to unity
and stoted that ail Libertarians,
regardless of their own persenal
attitude to unification, would be
welcomed in the ISL. The ISL does
not demand nor even desire unani-
mity in its ranks on every point of
its program.

The speaker stated that the re-
quirements for membership were
a desire to build a socialist so-
ciety and a determination not to
become tied to one war machine
or the other in the ¢eveloping in-
ternational struggle. He referred
to .the Norman Thomas Socialist
Party as “a fine liberal organiza-
tion te which all liberals should
belong’ but added. that it was not
an organization for socialists.

Announcement was made of a
symposium to be held soon jointly
with the Fellowship of Reconcili-
ation on the subject of “Roads to
Peace.”

[ ]

By MARTY MARTEL

PHILADELPHIA, Jan. 15 — Max
Shachimaon addressed 35 people at
Temple University last Wednes-
day under the sponsorship of the
Temple Socialist Club.
Shachtman, speaking on “The
Thitd Foeree in World Politics,”
indicated both sides in the pres-
ent worldsconflict. He showed how
the present  propaganda . eam-
paign is exactly the: opposite of
that given the world’s peoples a
few -years:ago. ‘At that-time, he
said, our opponents were painted

‘as democrats and teday they are
painted-as. a-vieious impexialism. .

The same thing.-is true of propa-

ganda-on-the U.- S. in-Russia, he -

added.

Elaborating on the point that
neither the U. S. nor Russia can
offer a way out of the present
conflict, and that only “consistent
democracy” was a solution,
Shachtman said that the leader-
ship of the United States, in a
superficial analysis of Stalinism,
had failed to understand it.
“Stalinism,” said the speaker, ‘is
a movement which rises to solve
society’s problems when capital-
ism is no longer able to solve
them on a capitalist basis and
when the working class has not
vet been aroused to solve them
on a working-class basis.”

ANALYZES STALINISM

By ‘“consistent democracy,”
Shachtman explained, he meant
an “aggressive, consistent demo-
cratic socialism, which, as a pro-
gram, will arouse support among
the masses everywhere. That is the
way out. That is our position.
And in that we appeal to all
those who want a way out to or-
der, peace, security and a frater-
nity of peoples. That appeal will

" be answered by the ones and twos

today, tomorrow, until they reach
the tens of thousands . . . until
that new day is reached.”

Shachiman pointed out to the
audience, the semester's lorgest
for the club, fhat the coming war
is a "futile, useless, fruitless, is-
sueless war in which the U. S.
{with its reactionary allies) has
no atftraction for the masses." He
said that fthe resourcefulness and
reserves of the people had not yet
been tapped and that in revolu-
tionary resurgence, in rebellion
cgainst the old order, an alterna-
tive to both capitalism and Stalin-
ism could be found.

In pointing out how America’s
leaders had failed to comprehend
Stalinism, Shachtman analyzed
the rise of the Russian bureau-
cracy very carefully, to the dis-

.comfiture of a number of campus
Stalinists in

attendance. He
showed how Russia’s system was
a ‘“reactionary, uncontrolled and
uncontrollable, self-perpetuating

bureaucracy, a new barbarism.”.

A question period followed. .

tough Pennsy-company union tie- -

which the increased power of in-
dustrial emionism would make pos-
sible for them. Instead, except for
small groups of workers which
here or there were able to win a
collective - bargaiing election
agdinst the AFL, the couniry be-
came speckled with little locals of
workers who had cut themselves
off from the AFL unmions by work-
ing for the €10 without any pros-
pect of getling the backing they
wouid need to actually win a col-
lective-bargaining election.
was a policy which can only be
catled irresponsible.

In the meantime, the CIO ship-
yvard workers union had lost a
large part of its membership
when the wartime ship boom col-
lapsed. In ovder to eut down the
overhead expenses of the CIO

(the URRWA had been subsidized

continually out of the mnational
CIO treasury), and to give the
unemployed shipworker officials a
way of continuing to get their
porkchops, the railroad wunion
was “amalgamated” with the
shipyard organization.

PORKCHOPS FOR GREEN

This led to considerable strife
inside the new union. The ship
locals felt that they had lost con-
trol over their own organization
through an influx of workers
from an industry which has no
direet connection with shipbuild-

. ing. John Green, president of the

vnion, also took in a number of
locals of the Mine, Mill and Smel-
ter Workers which were trying
to get out from under the Stalin-
ist contrel of their international.
In short, the union became a sort
of “Distriet 50" outfit which
would take in any group of work-
ers they could get.

The strife became so hot that
Loeal 1, one of the largest ship-
yard locals, left the union. At the
last convention John Green was
dumped from the presidency, and
as a result also lost his job as
vice-president of the CIO.

Now it appears thai Phil Mur-
ray is taking care of his old friend,
John Green, by once more setfing
up the railroad union as an inde-
pendent organization wunder his
leadership.

Of course, the railroad workers
are the chief sufferers. Many of
the most militant railfoad union-
ists are strong for an industrial
type of organization, There is
probably no other industry in the
country in which the workers are
so constantly and aectively dis-
satisfied with their unions. Over
the years at least half a dozen
movements have arisen among
railroad workers which had as
their objective the formation of
an industrial union, usually to be
achieved by amalgamating their
present eraft organizations.

It is easy to understand why
many of these militants leap at
the chance to join or try to build
a CIO union. On the railroad the
CIO stands for industrial union-
ism and militancy. When the
workers hear that it is organizing
the railroads, they visualize a
large-scale organizing campaign,
backed by the whole power and
prestige of the CIO, like the ones
which broke the resistance of the
automobile industry. Many of
them are willing to risk their
jobs in such an effort.

What they do not realize is
that the “drive” to organize the
railroad workers into the CIO is
a horse of an entirely different
color. There arfe no large-secale
funds behind it; the organizers
are few and scattered far too
thin; there is no atfempt fo mo-
bilize the strength of the CIO in-
ternationals behind a real cru-
sade to bring industrial unjonism
to the rails. Tt is just a little irre-
sponsible maneuver which takes
advantage of the progressive sen-
timents of the svorkers to provide
jobs for men like John Green who
have been rejected by their own
memberships. :

This -
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New information and sidelights on slave labor in Stalinland—
much of it of special interest—were brought out for the first time at
the hearing on that subject held January 9 by the Commission of

Inquiry into Forced Labor.

The commission, sponsored by but independent of the Workers
Defense League, has in the past period devoted much of its attention
to forced labor in the United States (in the form of peonage affecting
farm labor). In turning the spotlight on slave labor behind the Iron
Curtain the group is doing an equally good job.

In spite of the fact that the revelations of the commission and
the WDL might be considered congenial to the propaganda aims of
the U. S. at this time=—a fact which in any case lessens neither their
truth nor their importance to workers—the press has given the com-
mission’s hearing the cold shoulder; the January 9 hearing was virtu-
ally boycotted. It is to be presumed that the big newspapers and press
associations do not like the auspices under which the expo‘sé is being

made.

The testimony presented was
not from research workerssor sec-
ond-hand sources. Almost all of
the men who testified at the hear-
ing were themselves refugees from
the Kremlin's slave camps. Here
are some of the highlights of the
evidence which held the audience’s
attention for several hours.

The first witness was Dr. Rain-
er Hildebrandt, director of the
Kampfgruppe Gegen Unmensch-
lichkeit of Germany (League
of Struggle Against Inhumanity)
in West Berlin, a group which
has been working to aid refugees
from the conecentration camps in
Eastern Germany and collecting
available information on them.
He told the commission:

When the Russians occupied
their sector of Germany, there
came a wave of “denunciations”
of “anti-Soviet” elements by men
trying to curry favor with the
new masters or simply desiring to
take over the accused person’s
housing.

FIGURES CITED

It appears that the Russian
commandants in each district
were given a quota for arrests in
their territory; if suitable Sus-
pects were not readily found they
jailed anyone handy. Hilde-
brandt’s group knew this to be

true for several districts but, he
added, he had no direct proof for
the system as a whole, If a pris-
cner escaped, a replacement for
him (in the quota, it seems) was
likely to be picked up at random
on the street.

Otherwise, the regular GPU
methods were used: night arrests,
ete.

All figures given at the hearing
were estimates and opproxima-
tions, and while they will be set
down -in this article in round num-
bers it should be understood, that
the witnesses gave them with
much hesitation and’ qualification.
For East Germany, Hildebrandt es-
timated that 185,000 had passed
through the Stalinist camps since
the war. Of these, 37,000 were de-
ported %o Russia; of the rest
96,000 died in the camps.

The Russians began by taking
over the Nazi concentration
camps (Buchenwald et al.) but
later closed their 13 operating
camps—their very names were a
stench in the land—and began
setting up a new network of pris-
ons. At present, Hildebrandt
said, there were a large number
of political prisoners: in one dis-
trict alone (Weimar) in one
month 400 politicals had been
sentenced—without lawyers, with-
out witnesses, by administrative
courts. The average sentence in

about 500,000. ...

morning.

existence of ‘handits.’

to Central Asia.”

RAPE OF A REPUBLIC

Following is an eyewitness account (name withheld by the
Commission of Inquiry) on the liquidation of the Chechen-
Ingush Republic of .the USSRE:

“In 1943 T arrived at Grozny. . .. The city of Grozny [former
capital of Chechen-Ingush Autonomous Republic] had not suf-
fered much during the war. Its population was about 220,000
mostly Russians and Armenians. There were still some Jews,
Chechens, Ingushs, Dagestanians, and Azerbaidjanians. The
whole amount. of the Chechens and Ingushs in the Republic was

“A't the end of 1943 there were rumors in the city that the
Chechens and Ingushs were to be resettled, but it was told very-
secretly. At the end of February 1944 special troops of the
NKVD arrived in ‘Grozgny in American-made Studebakers. In
the papers it was announced: ‘Let’s help. our dear and lovely
Red Army to execute the training exercises in highland condi-
tions.” The troops moved into mountains and little by little all
the Chechen villages were occupied by military garrisons.

"On-Réd-Army .Day—February 23—the soldiers lit the fires in
the squares of the villages and started singing and dancing. Seeing
nothing suspicious the population of the villages assembledin
order o see what is going on. Suddenly, when the majority -of
the popuicfion was assembled in the squares, all men were cap-
tured. Some of the Chechens had arms and af some places shoot-
ing began but it was liquidated in a few minutes. All men who
were captured in the squares were enclosed in cattlesheds. At
the same time the soldiers arrested those who had not come out
from the houses. The whole operation lasted 2-3 hours. The women
were not arrested but they were ordered to pack the things and
together with the children to be ready for leaving early in the

“At the same time in Grozny the mobilization of students
and housewives took place. . . . On February 24 when we arrived
we were astonished by the silence all around in the village. Men
arrested the day -before were loaded onto the trucks together
with their wives and-children. They were brought to the railroad
echelons near Grozny which were prepared beforehand. Chechens
and Ingushs were deported completely.. The Dagestanians were

“not disturbed. In our village 7-8 of them were left. ...

“In highland villages this operation was made in a different
way. Everything that could be taken away was confiseated and
all villages were burnt down in order to liquidate the base for

“A long time afterwards fire was seen in the mountains. At
the same time an amnesty was announced for all those who
stayed in the mountains in case they surrendered. And in fact
many of them began to surrender. AH of them were deported

ew Sidelights on Slave Labor in
. And Satellites Told at Commission

case of deportees to Russia was
15 years.

Another witness, Dr. Karl
Garyk; had been a leading labor
youth functionary in Czechoslo-
vakia and a prisoner of the Nazis
during the war. After the 1948
Stalinist coup he escaped to Ger-
many, where he daily talked to
refugees who were streaming in
from the Kremlin’s new domain,
particularly Czechs. The picture
he gave was similar to that of
other East Buropean countries.

DEATH BY URANIUM

Concentration camps were le-
gally and openly established in
Czechoslovakia by a decree of Oc-
tober 25, 1948; their existence
was thus deliberately publicized
to intimidate the people. The
camp system set up was decen-
tralized—no huge camps were es-
tablished. Located mostly in the
industrial areas, 30-40 bigger
camps were set up, plus 80-100
smaller ones.

Garyk estimated 300,000 prison-
ers. Two special camps for "po-
litical personalities” were built on
the border facing Russia, one for
purged CPers and one for non-CP’
political opponents, There were a
large number of workers sent to
the camps as well as many peas-
ants—not only ex-bourgeois ele-
ments.

One of the biggest groups of
camps was erected in the urani-
um-mine area under the direct
control of Russians. In 3-4 camps
in this region, 30,000 workers
toiled in the mines, where the
rate of death through the effects
of radiation (lung cancer, for ex-
ample) reached appalling heights
—thousands per month.

Two other witnesses gave de-
tails on the relatively new slave-
labor systems in Rumania and
Hungary. In Rumania — stated
Charles Davila, ex-minister to
the U. S:. from that country, on
the basis of reports from inside
as well as gleanings from the
Kumanian press— large slave-
labor forces are being used main-
ly on strategic projects demand-
ed by the Russians, airports, for-
tifications among the Black Sea
coast, ete. There are about 150,-
000 political prisoners — 70,000
for the Black Sea-Danube canal
alone.

Besides the slave-labor camps,
"voluntary " labor ' brigades"” were
also -set up-for operation in the
prisoners own - home - localities.
Such labor brigades, Davila said,
were used-on at least one occa-
sion to  break o work stoppage
of : bricklayers demanding higher

wages.
FROM RUSSIA

A Catholic priest, Bela ‘Varga,
spoke on Hungary. Varga had
been active in the Budapest un-
derground against the Nazis, had
been sentenced to death by them,

and was paid a similar compli- .

ment by the Stalinists when Rus-
sia took over. He left Hungary in
1947. More than 80,000 are in-
terned in the country, he esti-
mated, and to this number must
be added those deported to Rus-
sia, net included in the above fig-
ure, Twenty concentration camps
are known now and 60 new camps
are being erected.

The rest of the panel of wit-
nesses came from slave-labor
camps in Russia itself. It is un-
fortunate that time for these wit-
nesses was shortened because of
the lateness of the hour; they
had special sidelights on the well-

. known GPU camp. system to re-

late.

Herschel Himmelfarb, a life-
time member of the Polish Bund,
had been arrested in Vilna in
September 1939 by Russian police
and was later charged with
“counter - revolutionary ©  aetivi-
ties.” After a “career” through

- several jails and camps hewound-

ol

up in a camp in the Karaganda
region (Kazakstan, Siberia)
where, though 52 years old, he™
was required to fulfil a norm
which, he said, could have been
filled only 50-60 per cent by an
able-bodied young man. There
were about two and a half mil-
lion slave-laborers in the viecinity
of Karaganda.

Nicholas Didenke, a Ukrainian
railroad engineer, arrested in
1937, was sent to the noted-
Irkutsk prison camp for scientists,

. specialists and intellectuals. There

he saw huge scientific laboratories
(and a scientific library) more
elaborate - than any he had run
across in civilian life—staffed by
slave-labor scientists ‘and techni-
cians. (He himself was given the
task of doing' research work on
railread capacity for' war mobili-
zation.)

These prisoners were better
fed than other slave-laborers—
they actually got some meat—
and, interestingly enough, no ef-
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fort was made to propagandize
them (“re-educate” is the GPU
term); it was considered futile.
In this respect, the Russian to-
talitarian reality is the reverse
of that pictured in Orwell’s
1984." .
Nieholas Antonov, a Russian
engineer who had testified at the
famous ~ Kravchenko trial in
Paris, worked as a slave-laborer
on the gigantic White Sea Canal
project—a GPU “state within a
state,” he noted. The number of
slave-laborers mounted eventual-
1y to about a million. -
The story told by another wits
ness, N. Irgisow, an electrical
worker (now editor of The Chal-
lenge, published in New York-ag.
the organ of the Association o
Former Political Prisoners of the
Soviet Union) matches in its de-
tails that of other accounts of
conditions in the camps. -
Two other specific reports are-
hoxed (in somewhat condensed
form) on this page. ]

tains for thousands of years.

THE DEPORTATION OF THE BALKARS::

Following is the sworn statement presented to the Commis-
sion of Inquiry by Ywriy Dywnych, o Ukrainian agronomist and
former inmate of Russidan concentration comps:

“At the end of 1940, the forced resettlement of Balkars from
the Caucasus mountains to the plains of the North Cancasus
steppes (karbada) took place. The tribe was moved from the’
peaks of Dykh-Tau and ‘Elbrus into the valleys of Malka and
the Terek Rivers. The distance to the resettlement area was only
100-150 miles, but the geographical and climatic conditions were -
equivalent to removal for thousands of miles. The Balkars, a

" mountain tribe of about 50,000 persons, had inhabited the moun-

“The official reason given for resettlement was the poverty
of economic resources in the mountains and the unlimited eco-:
nomie perspective in the half uninhabited steppe. The officials
said that they wanted to liberate the Balkars from poverty.
However, because I was at that time the agronomist stationed
in Balkaria, I knew very well that the real reason for the forced
resettlement was the shortage of the labor force and the failure
of the harvest in the kolkhozes on the Kabarda steppe. . ..

"The Balkars were settled in several Kabardian villages on the
Terek ‘River together with Kabardian families. I created an un:
bearable living arrangement for the deporiees as well as for the
Kabardians. Without giving the Balkars any time for organizing
their lives, the authorities sent them into the fields in order to
horvest the half-rotten crops. Because of the new climafe and
living conditions, disease broke out and the mortality rate was
high. In a few months almost all of the survivors raan back to their
mountains having lost all their belongings and livestock. . . ."

Yuriy DYWNYCH

They Need

Local New York of the Independent Socialist League

Your Help!
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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 floor, New York City.
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The
ISL Program
~in Brief

The Independent Socialist League
stands for socialist democracy and
against #he two systems of exploita-

" tion which now divide the world: capi-

talism and Stalinism.

Capitalism cannot be reformed or
liberalized, by any Fair Deal or other
deal, so as to give the people freedom,
abundance, security or peace. It must

‘be abolished and replaced by a new

social system, in which the people own
and contrel 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 ness form of exploitation. Iis

agents in every country, the Commu-

" mist Parties, are unrelenting enemies

of socialism and have nothing in com-
mon with socialism—which cannot ex-
ist without effective democratic con-
trol 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-

__present struggle as the basic progres-

sive force in society. The ISL is organ-
ized to spread the ideas of socialism in
the labor movement and ameong 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 #rade-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!

INTERESTED?
Get
acquainted
with the
Independent
Socialist League—
114 W..14th Street

- New'York 11, N. Y.

- O d-went more information about the
« 4deas of Independe_nt Socialism and
~@:A-want to join the ISL.
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The Draft's Class Bias Works Automatically

By JULIUS FALK

The inability of poorer families to obtain a college education for
their children is a graphic illustration of the inequities of ecapitalist
society. This is particularly true in the United States with its much-
vaunted high standard of living. Scholarships and tuition-free schools
are negligible in this rich and powerful country as compared with the
potential student population. While this has always been a serious
problem for the nation’s youth, today inability to attend school may
involve personal tragedy. .

A college education is becoming, literally, a matter of life or death!

We are referring, of course, to the policy of draft boards on students.
Upper classmen are receiving § months to 1 year dispensations, and
more extended deferments for ''superior” students are being consid-
ered, Thus the economically less fortunate youth of the country are
made to feel a double burden: they are prevented from. acquiring a”
celiege education for reasons beyond their control and are now to be
penalized for it—for it is obvious that for every student who is deferred,
another youth, most likely a worker, will be drafted.

The announcement of the draft policy on students met with almost
universal hostility. Interviews with the “man in the street” were pub-
lished in New York papers with virtually all objecting to the govern-
ment policy, pointing out how such policies would discriminate against
poorer youth who had no opportunity for a college education.

Problem Is Equality of Opportunity

It would be unfortunate if the reaction against this draft poliey
took the form of resentment against the students, themselves. That
would be a misdirected opposition stemming from a legitimate griev- .
ance,

The real issue is not the deferment of students. The probldm is
that all young people are not afforded the same opportunity for a
college career and thereby, in the present crisis, are not given the

same opportunity for deferment. For the overwhelming majority of

American families the college tariff remains high—protectionist. The
college classroom remains inaccessible, far beyond the reach of aver-
age family income.

The manner in which the draft policy operates against the eco-
nomically depressed can only be regarded as another example of how
a. war economy in America will bring to the fore, intensify, and
clearly demonstrate the undemocratic nature of capitalism even in
“normal” times,

L ]

The Korean war, the threat of world war and uncertainty gs to
their own status are having disastrous effects on the morale of students,
The war has failed to arouse any significant chauvinist or super-
patriotic feeling on campus. It is anly natural, therefere, that students
who have no enthusiasm for the war will react.abnormally to the vague-
ness of their draft status. Some have become absolutely indifferent to
their studies, filled with a sense of hopelessness and futility.-

As one college -educator put it: “The attitude of some students is
‘What’s the use of studying if we've got to go into the army at any
time? Some feel that in enlisting they are getting something over
with.” (N. Y. Times, Jan. 15.) ’

War Jitters on the Campus

This is but one harmful consequence of the draft policy. Another
negative effect from an educational point of view is an unhealthy
competitiveness among some students. The special draft consideration
for students with better grades can only make for personal friction
between students and provides an unhealthy stimulus for improving
grades. On the other hand, students who are far down in the class-
mark seale have become despondent, and it is among these students
that a feeling of hopelessness reigns supreme. They are doubly in-
secure and have in effect abandoned their studies.

Another educator was guoted in the same issue of the N. Y. Times

.complaining that “Many of the weaker students—those in the lower

half of their class—definitely are studying less. After all, they’ve lost
their incentive because of the present draft laws.”

The demoralization of the student body reached a high point sev-
eral weeks ago at Columbia University. This staid and dignified insti-
tution was victimized by student vandalism. Students ran riot in one
of the dormitories, opening faucets and ruining school property—not
to mention the university’s reputation. The college newspaper at-
tributed this senseless and destructive action to “war jitters.”

The demoralization of the student body and-such unsympathetic
acts as the Columbia episode reflect a deep pessimism upon the part -

. not only of students but of the population as a whole. Many socialists

thought that the impending war would be popular. But quite the oppo-
site’ is proving to be the case. The jingo propaganda is not having
its desired effect. It is an encouraging sign.
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THE FRENCH CP AT EBB TIDE, by David J. Dallin.
(New Leader, Jan. T5.)

“By- 1946-47, membership in the French CP
had reached a million. No figures have been re-
leased recently either in<France or by the Com-
inform, but competent observers place:the total
at no more than 300,000 to 400,000. L’Humanité,
the central Communist organ, boasted a eircu-
lation of 620,000 at its peak several years-ago;
today it sells a secant 240,000 copies. Most im-
portant of all ‘is the decline of the Communist-
dominated General . Confederation of. .Labor,
which. has served as an -obedient tool of Moscow
in staging mass demonstrations. In -the ab-
sence of any published figures, the CGT’s mem-
bership is estimated to have dropped from

" 6,000,000 t§

sivity -amosg 7
- have simplyg turned their backs on trade-union

“ess- than'2,000,000.

“%i'-th:-mi]lions of CGT defectors, only a
few have joined other trade-union federations,
such as the:Catholic groups or the pro-Socialist”
Force Quuriére. The let-down after the: first .
post-war. urge of pro-Communist enthusiasm
has caused:widespread- disillusionment and pas-
French workers, many- of whom

activity altegether. "
“Many. of ‘these workers still vote Commu-
nist at eledtion-time, because they know of no
better alternative. Casting their ballots for'the
party, howewer, is all they are prepared to do
for the Communist cause. The number of real
party militants has probably shrunk to only a
few thousands.” W

ON THE WITHDRAWAL OF AMERICAN TROOPS FROM KOREA

By PHILIP COBEN

It’s about time the United States pulled its
troops out of Korea. The Korean intervention has
done enough damage.

We don’t mean military damage at this point—
though it is true enough that the U. 8., other UN
troops, North Korean Stalinists and Chinese in-
vaders have been doing their best to make the
country unfit to live in for the vietimized people
they are all “liberating.”

We don’t mean damage to Washington’s pres-
tige and influence in the world—though it is true
enough that the political and military consequences
of the intervention won't do it any good.

We mean political damage to the cause of fight-
ing against Stalinist expansion in the world.

That damage was done before the U. S. met its
disastrous military reverses. The Korean interven-
tion and the accompanying U. S. policy deepened
the line of antagonism between it and the Asian
people. It gave the masses of Asia another push
toward the unreluctant arms of Stalinism. Since
the Korean intervention, the Viet-Minh leader in
Indo-China, Ho Chi Minh, drew closer to Stalinist
China and Russia, not farther. !

It gave Mao Tse-tung the opportunity to swing”
his weight in Korea, to the extent that even the
U. S. is now obliged to reverse its policy against
treating with him, raising “the world power of Chi-
nese Stalinism. To have recognized Stalinist China.
before the Korean war, as the British proposed,
would have been one thing; the U. 8. is giving it
de facto recognition under duress—and that is an-
other thing.,

The point is: from every angle the influence of
Stalinism in Asia has been increased, not *“con-
tained.” Stalinism has fed on the consequences of
U. 8. imperialism’s course. That is the reality.

TO SAVE ASIA

Independent socialists were opposed to sending
troops to Korea in the first place, and if the troops
had no business there to begin with, they had con-
siderably less in the face of the threatened spread
of the war to China and in view of the fact that
further prosecution of the war could only mean
adding useless slaughter to an already irrespon-
sible adventure. ’

Withdrawal of the troops is no solution for
Korea. It is an elementary necessity, after the dam-
age has already been done, in-order not to make
bad worse. For Korea, there is no present solution.

Would it be better to advocate withdrawal of
the troops of both sides and not “unilateral” “with-
drawal? We did.and do, of course, advecate the
withdrawal of both sides, but it is a naive illusion
to counterpose this to the imperative necessity for
_the U, S. to get out. Even if the Chinese troops got
out too, the North Korean Stalinist troops would
still be at last in North Korea—which happens to
be their homé; their guerrillas woutd still be in
South Korea; it should surprise no one, after all
that has taken place, if a- reasonably free all-
Korean election would give the Stalinists or their
political allies and fronts control over North and
South. For the fundamental.tregedy of Korea is
that the people have been. givew no. alternative to

. the rule of the Stalinists ov of the hated Syngman .

Rhee regime; and there is no effective independent
force opposed to both. g

Korea is lost and cannot be-saved for this -
period. Not only lost to-Wadshington ~that is their' -
grief—but lost to-the. potential forces- of ‘Asia-

which might build a.Third: Camp against-both war

The problem: today .is.'nbt-h{;w to s:.a..ve'.Kdréa. i
It -will mean little even if, after some faney horse-. :

trading with- Maoe, the U. S, retaing formal:control . -

over South Korea.

= The-demand- that the U. 8. cut short its Korean

advendure is nod a solution to this either: it s
merely a pre-condition for a solution. That is why
it has its importance.

FOR AN INDEPENDENT SOUTH ASIA

The road to a solution rests with the anti-
imperialist forces in the Asian countries them-
selves. As long as Asia faces the choice from both
sides of the cold war—*Line up with us, or else!”"—
Stalinist expansionism and Western imperialism
will continue to feed on each other over its pros-
trate body. The people will be polarized between the
two world antagonists, and we have seen that in
such cases the tendency is for the Stalinists to cap-
ture the masses in active support or passive toler-
ation, while the- West “captures” the reactionary
strata, not to speak of those sections that are
pushed into or held in apathetic despair.

Non-Stalinist Asia must find its. own road inde-
pendently of the fwo colossi. There is such a road,
the beginning of suck a road at any rate, It is to take
the necessary steps toward an independent South
Asian federation of ‘the non-Stalinist countries.

That idea has present currency throughout the
region. It.mas raised some time back in discussion
articlesin LABOR. ACTION. We view it in the
same light as”our proposal for an Independent
Western Union in Europe and in an analogous
political context. Its creation by the South Asian
countries themselves and not as an_appendage of
the United Nations could be an important step to-
ward -creating a rallying center, a magnetic pole of
force, in Asia which could bar the advance of Stal-
inism, by no longer leaving Stalinism as the only
alternative to Western imperialist donfination.

It is in the light of this proposal that the mass
Socialist Party of India, its direction of develop-
ment .and its politics, has world importance. It
could be a vanguard in raising the dykes against
Stalinism. It can be that insofar as it maintains
and further clarifies its Third Camp position in the
world today and orients itself in the direction we

have discussed?® : .
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By SAM ADAMS

The FBI has always fought efforts to control its activi-
ties or to establish any kind of supervision over them. That
is why J. Edgar Hoover has always fought vigorously
against placing his agents under civil service.

One of Hoover’s main arguments against it was that it
would reduce the “caliber” of his agents. “Members of law-
enforcement agencies, in my estimation,” he said, “cannot
be properly selected through a mere stereotyped examina-
tion. Particularly that is true in the FBL” Other federal
detective forces are under civil service and their records in
fighting crime are at least as successful as Hoover and his
operatives, and more often superior. .

Hoover’s resistance to civil-service control is supported by Con-
gress and he remains complete boss of his employees, controlled by no
one,_'an{l 1s as autocratic a bureaucrat as can be found in government
service.

The FBI, it has been asserted, has a reputation far beyond merit
as a fighter against general erime. Hoover’s yearly reports record its
great successes, yet in an effort to gain greater appropriations he
always announces a vast increase in crime and eriminals with figures
which are astounding, astronomical and contradictory.

Within a period of a little more than a year, he has declared in dif-

ferent speeches that there were 3 million active criminals, that “the’

criminal standing army of American" nimbered 500,000, "a whole half
million of armed thugs, murderers, thieves, firebugs, assassins, robbers
and holdup men," that there were 32 million criminals and million
and a half crimes commitied, that there were 4,300,000 assorted crimi-
nals in the country, and at another time he stated that "one out of every
twenty-five persons in the United States of America has at least had

his brush with law-enforcement agencies and is inclined toward crimi-
nality.”

FBI Graduates

In the same address (April 23, 1936) just mentioned, he claimed
that there were 150,000 murderers roaming the country; yvet the
FBI's own publication, Uniform Crime Reports, in a survey of 987
cities with a"population of more than 35 million, recorded that there
were “only 3,582 cases of criminal homicide, and, of these, 2,936 or
81.9 per cent had, according to the police, been cleared by arrest.”

Newman Baker, secretary of the American Institute of Criminal
Law and Criminology, said that as the FBI chief became “more and
more famous . . . his statements became wider and wilder.” And
Lowenthal adds: “The figures show that of all the arrests effected
and convictions secured by all law-enforcement agencies in the
Unitt:e’d States, the FBI's detectives contribute approximately one per
cent. ; R ~ g

_ But if other law-enforcement agencies have hétter records in fight-
Ing crime than the FBI, none has a superior publicity apparatus. So
great is the reputation of the FBI that a great many of its agents
have resigned their posts with Hoover and taken high-paying jobs in
private industries. They often concentrate in the field of labor rela-
tions for the big corporations because this is, as Business Week once
pointed out, a “natural for old grads” of the FBI.
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Order from: LABOR ACTION BOOK SERVICE
114 W, 144k -St. New York 11, N. Y.
(Orders must be accompanied by payment)

A brilliant study of the labor movement—

A vivid insight into a greal union— P
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by-Irving Howe and B. J. Widick
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The FBI and Its Businessman’s Mentality

-is characterized by a greater dis-
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. apparatus of the state. And most

The outstanding example of this is.John S. Bugas, for many years
head of the Detroit branch of the FBIL. He joined the Ford Motor
Company as chief of its labor-relations department. Business Week
aﬁlded that he was successful in employing.the “subtle tactics” tanght
him by the FBI against the United Auto Workers. Other FBI men
have gone to work for employers’ associations, such as the Waterfront
Employers Association of San Francisco and the Association . of
American Railroads. '

5 ;

Knowing what the “education” of an agent consists of, it is easy
to understand why employers’ associations and large corporations
w§]1 employ FBI agents. They come with special knowfedg'e in dealing
with labor and with a mental index of urion militants, or “trouble-
maker_s_” as they are usually referred to by the FBI. T )

In this way, men join the FBl as o stepping stone to careers in busi-
ness. The police mind and the police tradition thus marches info the
industrial world, and the FBI, in turn, has its "friends" throughouf indus-
try making its industrial espionage work much simpler.

Anthropology Suspect ;

But these are all minor aspects of the phenomenon known as the
FBlI. These activities are subsidiary to its role as defender of the
social status quo and the enemy of pProgressive movements. That is
why S0 much of its activities are in the realm of combating ideas.
hunt}ng out unpopular opinions, setting up a card-index svstem’
keeping sur\_reillance over organizations, movements, individua].s, pa—,-
bers, magazines and books. It sets itself up as an ideologi-cal force
enjoying an independence that no other government bureau has. §

To tI_le FBI and its chief, J. Edgar Hoover, radical and subversive
are_equwale_nt. What is a radical? A liberal? A progressive? What-
ever H.o(.wer and his aides deem it to be, and should any movement
or individual utter views which violate the concepts and preeepts of
tI:;e bureau’s chief, such a movement and individual become imme-
diately suspect. In our final installment, of this review of Lowenthal’s
_boo.k, we shall deal directly with Hoover himself, but we can at least
indicate what we mean by the following incident. *

. A .House committee headed by Congressman Howard W. Smith of
\ﬁrglfml le'urned of one type of report which the bureau submitted in
fhe‘ investigation of opinions held by federal employees. The report
which come before this committee was in the form of a letter written
by _Hoover to the National Labor Relations Board about one of its St.
'I:ows branch office employees. Hoover informed the board that it is
) reported that [the employeel has studied anthropology. . . ." Accord-
ing to Lowenthal, Hoover set forth "one or two other items of a similar
degree of relevance” and concluded: "The above information is sub-

mitted for your consideration and whatever action you deem appro-
priate.” ' ‘

What was Mr Hoover’s intention? Is anthro .
W : - I ] ? pology suspect? sub-
versive? radical? Dl(_l he think that the mere citing of this fact would
add t_o the information of the NLRB about one of-its employees? Or
was it a not so subtle hint by Hoover in his know-nothing temper

that_t.l}e' NLRB should get rid of the man or at least watch him with
suspicion?

. One thing is certain, it reflects Hoover’s bias against anything
mte}lect:ual! or any subject concerned with ideas, abstractions and
g:enet_‘ahzat.tgns. It reflects a pathologic hatred of any field of inves-
t,lgz.itlon which deals with the societal development of mankind in
Wwhich the truth of men’s growth and development runs counter to
the commonplace, the cliché, the bureauerat’s concept of life, people
and social aims. : ) ™

(Continued next week)

| Vot in the Hoadlines |

of the book deals with'. .". the
failure of the utopian socialist
colonies of a by-gone century.-

They Won't Stay
In Their Place

A report by the London Colo-:
nial Office complains that colonial
students at British schools com-
ing from® British territories in
Africa are not studying subjects
like agriculture but rather sub-
jeets like law and social science.

It would seem that the African
students are seeking to learn
from the British how to get rid

So we learn from a review of
the book by Stephen Naft in the
New Leader. " s

Qualms

SYDNEY, Australia, Nov. 30—
An investigation to consider pos-

England Book of Common Prayer,
has been decided by the General-

f them. :
- OI he; Synod of the Anglican Church in
Australia, ok ez T
lgﬂOl‘dl‘l‘lllS A motion to appoint a- commit-

tee was passed by the synod’ to-
day after Bishop- Christopher
Storrs said he objectéd especially
to the part of the burial service -
which reads: “We give Thee
hearty thanks that it has pleased
Thee to deliver this, our brother,
out of the miseries of this sinful
world.” S )

At Large

Apparently anyoné can get a
kook published ‘if it’s a denunci-
ation of ¢ommunism. You don’t
even have to kriow anything.

Dutton has published How to
Win an Arugment with a Com-
munist by a business publicity ex-
pert, Ray W. Sherman, who has
compiled real stickers. One of

“I hated to use thése words at
the burial of some young .man
who was blown to pieces on the

them is the crusher that highly battlefield.”
skilled workers in Russia are :
paid no more than less-skilled -
workers: the expert never even SIII‘VGY

heard ‘of the fact that Stalinism

icom” Political Science Review for-
December comes up with the ind
formation that 10.3 per cent of

parity im income levels than capi-
“talism, nor of Stakhanovism,

Another is the claim that there
are mo ‘churches ‘in Russia: he
does not ‘know that -the - Kremlin'
uses the churcH as part of: the

politically, and 72.9-per-cent are
:either “inactive” "(34.6per cént)’
or ‘“very -inactive” (38,3 per
cent), :

Page Five -

sible changes in thé’ €Rurch of -

A study published in the Ameﬁ'-.

the population is “very active” 2
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LABOR ACTION

By HAL DRAPER

In a valuable special issue of The Nation, we
have spread before us a panorama of programs
and viewpoints on the present war situation and
foreign policy, providing a cross-section of lib-
eral opinion on this most important of issues of
the day.

The Nation published it as its 85th anniver-
sary number on December 16: a book-length
symposium of 25 articles (plus an additional
belated article in the following number) and 120
magazine pages.

. The table of contents is impressive. Repre-
sented are Harold R. Isaaes, Owen Lattimore,
Archibald MacLeish, R. H. S. Crossman, Fritz
Sternberg, Freda Kirchwey, James P, Warburg,
J. A. Del Vayo, Vera Micheles Dean, Isaac
Deutscher, Grenville Clark, and Jean-Paul Sar-
tre among others.

It is a challenge to anyone's viewpoint. What
do these prominent liberals have to say? What
does liberalism have to offer in the world crisis
of today?

One’s attention is naturally fixed on their
positive programatic and policy proposals—what
they think should be done—and so is the atten-
tion of the magazine. The title of the Sympo-
sium is indeed: “Peace with Russia—Can It Be
Negotiated ?” But their suggested remedies are
preceded by diagnoses, and though we shall de-
vote.most space to the former, it is in regard to
the latter that the articles are most often inter-
esting. :

. Interesting it is that only one of the articles
Is specifically written within the framework of
a defense of Washington’s going foreign policy,
Others among the participants in the symposium
may. also support it—it is sometimes hard to tell
from what they write—but only H. Stuart
Hughes, a professor at the Harvard Russian Re-
search Center and author of An Essay for Our
Times, goes out of his way to say so.

Unique Test for "Lesser Evil"

Hughes presents three arguments in favor of
hig thesis that “the containment policy hag
proved itself.” They are also his replies to the
“original doubts” about this policy (the Truman
Doctrine).

First, he argues, the containment policy has

been able to keep Russia “contained.” The date-.

line plays a trick on Hughes here, though the
feader may rub his eyes. At the time he wrote
the article, the Korean war was “hanging in the
balance,” and so he chalks it up to neither side.
But China! . ., : C.
Hughes brushes away the Stalinist victory
in the-great land mass of Asia. He writes: “we
leave aside the case of China—where the possi-
bility of a non-Communist solution was already
irretrievably lost at the time the containment
_ policy:was proclaimed. . . .” He gives no indica-
tion of how the containment policy would have
or could -have operated, if put into effect in time,
to keep China off the Stalinist rolls. By military
operations in China, as in Korea? It is well for
-his thesis that he leaves it aside. He is then able

If You're— -
o Against capitalism
o Against Stalinism
s For a Socialist Democracy

You belong with the—
INDEPENDENT
SOCIALIST LEAGUE
You should read—
Max Shachtman's
"THE FIGHT FOR
SOCIALISM"
®

For information and literature, write to:
Independent Secialist League-

114 West:14 St..  New York 11, N. Y.

—~—

to claim victory in the case of Greece and the
Berlin airlift, and conclude that “the Western
coalition has held its own during the last four
vears.”

His second point deserves to be framed. He
takes up the "original doubt" that containment
would "antagonize other peoples.” It is enough
to quote the heart of his rebuttal:

“Here the most relevant question to ask is
this: which has antagonized more people—ithe
policy of tlie United States or the policy of the

- Soviet Union?"

It is a positive gem. In view of the question
it is not very important to consider the answer.
A liberal should be satisfied if his country beats
fewer people over the head than the other fellow.
As a formulation of the “lesser evil” viewpoint,
it tells the story in a phrase.

“Revolution, Please!"

But, as we said, Hughes is not typical of the
Nation symposium; the predominant tone is one
of criticism of U. S. foreign policy. The main
line of criticism, sometimes stressed, sometimes
merely mentioned or implied, does indeed go to
the heart of the question. They point the finger
at U. S. support of reactionary forces in all the
hot spots of Asia and Europe; they show that
the U. S. has failed to offer any political appeal
to the peoples of the world to counter the Stal-
inist dynamic; it offers them nothing to fight for
except “anti-Communism”; it is bucking, not
backing, the Asian revolution, ete.

Freda Kirchwey: "The meaning of it all boils
down to this: In the present stage of American
political development we seem almosf incapable
of doing what needs fo be done in countries ripe
for revolution. Where: drastic reforms groove
smoothly into the policy aims of Russia, they cut
across the grain of normal American thinking and
interests. To force the rapid expropriation of:
land, to oust a corrupt, oppressive ruling class,
to give power to popular leaders; this would
seem reckless, . immoral, a surrender to the en-
emy. And behind these inhibitions is the most
damaging one of all—the idea that small brown
or yellow people are objects of -contempt:or; ot
best, humorous benevolence; in a word, Gooks.”

MaeLeish puts it most vigorously and the
emphasis in the following is his: we must recog-
nize that “force is not the sole solution; that the
effective answer to communism is military pre-
paredness and an imaginative, courageous and
vigorous American pearticipation in the world
revolution. . . .”

It is also the outstanding theme of one-of the
best contributions to the symposium, that of

Isaacs' e i Gl __M
Crumbs for Hope

It would seem inevitable that anyone who has
thought his way through to this point must ask
the next questions: Why. is it that the U. S. is.a
bastion of reaction in the world and not a friend
of revolutionary strivings? What right is there
to believe that it can become the latter, thus
basically changing its entire social outlook and
foreign policy?

Is it lack of imagination and courage, as Maec-
Leish might be understood to imply ? This is sim-
ply not pelitics. Kirchwey even says that “dras-
tic reforms . . . cut across the grain of normal
American thinking and interests.” How a word
can be used to obscure a thought!

What is "normal” in the U. S. are the ideas
and interests of a ruling capitalist class -which is
the only flourishing specimen of a secial system
which is decadent and falling ‘apart-in -most of
the world. It-takes- a- deal of -"imagination to
base one's program on-an-appeal o such-a class:
to transform itself into a vanguard of revolution,
‘when .its preoccupation is how to maintain its
very .existence against popular strivings

Only Isaacs, of the writers who stress this
theme, even undertakes to discern rays of hope
that such a fantastic transformation is realisti-
cally possible. “Ameérican policy-makers have
moved -a little way” in that direction, he thinks:
“Dean Acheson has spoken several times of
identifying this country with the Asian revolu-
tions. President Truman has told us that at Wake
he undertook to impress upon General Mac-
Arthur that Asia is ‘more than a military prob-
lem,” and at San Francisco he said again that:
what:the United States wanted to do was to help
Asians-raise their standard.of.living.”-
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It would be unkind to say more about this
“evidence” than Isaacs adds himself—“our trous
ble is not the words; it is the actions to suit
them”—and to note that Isaacs can find no ac-
tions to point to. One must say also, however,
that even in the realm of words, notoriously
cheap as they are, the paltry few and vague gen-
eralizations that give Isaacs a crumb of hope
are remarkable mainly for their searcity. Here
indeed, in the realm of words, the administra-
tion’s lack of imagination is relevant: a more
imaginative leadership of American imperialism
would be less ehary with its verbal bouguets to
the aspirations of the peoples of the world.

The Kirchwey-MacLeish-Isaacs criticism of
U. S. foreign policy which we are noting is the
most intelligent writing in the symposium. It is
the beginning of a foreign policy, of a program
to solve the world crisis. In their hands, it floun-
ders away into a bare appeal to the ruling pow-
ers to change their spots. It becomes a utopian
dream, unrealistic, starry-eyed, visionary, im-
practical and out of touch with reality. Not be-
cause its sponsors are out of touch with reality
but because their self-imposed but unexpressed
limitation is: how to beat Stalinism on the basi¥
of supporting capitalism in the West.

To Live with Stalinism $

It is capitalism that the overwhelming ma-
jority of the peoples have known and grown to
hate. The source of Stalinism’s dynamism is that
it is able to make an anti-capitalist appeal in
words and action: it is anti-socialist and a new
reactionary exploiting society, and therefore we
must crush it; but it is also anti-eapitalist, and
therefore it can appeal to the peoples, who may
not find out that it is alse their enemy until they’
have had experience under its heel. Its victory is
not inevitable, but it is not capitalism that will
be accepted as an alternative to it. The peoples
of Asia and Europe can be stirred to active re-
sistance against Stalinism only on the basis of
fighting for a world which is neither capitalist
nor Stalinist, a world of socialist democracy.

But at least the Kirchwey-MacLeish-Isaacs
articles (among the participants in the Nation
symposium) raise the question of how to beat
Stalinism. This is not the poliey orientation of
the majority of the contributers: It is not the
question to which they direct their articles. And
more’s the pity. ) ;

The preoccupation of most of the contribu-
tors is: How to live with Stalinism, in-effect how
to make a deal with it.

In the interests of peace, of course. There i3
only one article which is pro-Stalinist in tone
and thinking—that by The Nation’s foreign
editor, Del Vayo, who urbanely. whitewashes

Russia’s role-in the cold war. (Isaac Deutscher’s _
article might be added by some as another.) But

the piteousness of the positive liberal thinking
on the war crisis, as represented in this sym-
posium, is concentrated in its whole approach to
the problem as being one of how to negoticte a
peace deal with the Kremlin.

The "Deal” Delusion ‘“
It is The Nation itself that set this theme, of

course, as indicated by its fermulation of the

subject. And if Kirchwey, the editor. of The
Nation, and MacLeish are two of those who even
raised the question of how-to beat Stalinism, it
is also these two who present, as their conclusion
for action, a negotiated deal.

Harold Isaacs alone rejects this solution, and
his passage on it stands as an unrefuted ecom-
mentary on the softheadedness of the main body
of "the contributors:

"In-the-present state of the power struggle
there is nothing realistic about seeking ‘coopers
ation” from Russia or a settlement that can be
negotiated across a conference table. To begin
with, there is no such thing as an abstractly rea«
sonable settlement of o power conflict. In the
nature-of it, there can only be shifts in. the rela-
tionship of force. 'Deals’ in 'this situation are
necessarily fragile and are usually at the ex-
pense of other peoples who in this day and age"
are disconcertingly unwilling o bear the cost.”

In another place, he makes an elementary
point which—alas —is so pointedly absent
throughout the others’ pages: “It is not a matter
of what Russians and Americans can. agiee on,
but of what the Asian peoples themselves need
and-of -what-they need teo-de. It-is-not-a-matter

|
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of defining the terms and boundaries of a new
Russian-American balance of power, but of ad-
vancing the cause of a new global balance in
human affairs. ...”

Negotiated deals can only be one aspect, one
method, one stage of the cold war—as I write,
the U. S. has plumped for a negotiated deal with
China as a result of its disaster in Korea; it has
nothing to do with a program to solve the war
crisis of our times. It is even false to think of
negotiated deals as a means of postponing the
war; the relationship is the other way around:
the need by both U. S. and Russian imperialism
to postpone the showdown is what makes pos-
sible negotiated deals, to organize the delay.

Above all, no real liberal, let alone socialist,
can take any responsibility for any deal between
the Big Two over the backs of the peoples, the
only kind of deal which is possible. Demanding
that the United Nations be the broker to patch
up the deal adds nothing to the respectability of
the project.

The ""Fear"” Theory

Article after article in the Nation symposium
demands a negotiated peace, and not one raises
the question of WHAT deal, with what give-and-
take, what quid-pro-que, would mean “peace
with honor” for the liberal adviser.

This is understandable on the part of those
who do, in fact, view a negotiated deal as only
an aspect of an unresolved cold war. As Hughes
writes, “preparation for war and preparation
for negotiation are essentially the same thing”—
that is, any negotiation takes place as a demar-
cation of the then existing state of military
strength, and is not worth a penny when the lat-
ter changes; meanwhile, each party to the deal
frantically arms to the teeth in order to change
the relationship of forces which underlay the
deal. . .. '

It is also understandable on the part of those
who do not have even a glimmering of what the
cold war is being fought over, and who think
that the present imbroglio is merely an unfortu-
nate misunderstanding. This, for example, is
true of the world-federalists in general and of
James P. Warburg’s article in particular. Their
diagnosis is simple: there is a cold war going on
because the U. 8. and Russia are afraid of each
other; it is fear psychosis, nothing deeper; the
only thing we have to fear is fear itself; the solu-
tion is to reassure all parties concerned.

5 The existing world-federalist movement (the
United World Federalist tendency, represented
in the symposium by both Warburg and Gren-
ville Clark) has converted the great idea of
world-federalism into a mere grandiose scheme
to provide an orgarnization framework for a ne-
gotiated deal. Their program depends upon that.
Russia must be included in a world state, they
say, or else the whole scheme is not only useless
but dangerous; there is no reason they know of
why Stalin should not be willing to give up na-
tional sovereignty, once his jitters are ‘calmed
down.

Naiveté and llusions
The world-federalists are forced into this

childish naiveté since they are organized to bring
about world government through the existing -
_governments.

"To say that such a transformation of the

- United Nations [into a world government] would

be vetoed by Russia,” writes Warburg, "is no
answer to the challenge which confronts us."
That is very frue; it merely shows tha¥ Warburg
has no answer to the challenge that confronts us.

Vera Micheles Dean closes her article with
the sentence: “The objective of world gdvern-
ment.can be achieved, but only after experience
has demonstrated to the great powers that they
cannot control the -apparatus of international

- organization for their own ends, no matter how

praiseworthy these ends might be.”
-~ Thus far, however, the U. S. has been reason-
ably successful in getting what it wants frem
the UN;-where is there any indication of coen-
trary experience? : _

The advocates of world-federalism are, there-
fore, able to view a negetiated deal as a solution

. to the world erisis only because of their naive

view of what the crisis is about. That excuse, if

- it is-one; can hardly be made for a Claude Bour-
2 det; whose article -p’uts forward the theory of
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the “scared men in the Kremlin,” scared and
irritated by Western encirclement, to whom the
Atlantic Pact is 4 “provocation.”

If negotiated deals are to be viewed as a
solution, it can only be on the basis of the view
that, in spite of their antagonisms, it is possible
for Western capitalism and Stalinism to coexist
peacefully in the same world, indefinitely. This
theory is specifically argued for by Isaac
Deutscher and R. H. S. Crossman, the British
Labor Party “left-winger.”

Fabianism Upside. Down

Crossman’s argurﬁent-ation, what there is of
it, for the possibility of peaceful coexistence is
curious: “Our brand of socialism, compounded
of practical Fabianism and Christian principle,
has always been skeptical of Marxist dialecti-
cians eager to prove that there is an inherent
contradiction in capitalism and that gradualism
is impossible. . . . We are not likely, therefore, to
take the ex-Communists [Burnham and Koest-
ler] very seriously when they turn Marx upside
down and ‘prove’ the inevitability of war and the
inherent impossibility of Communist and non-
Communist states existing alongside one an-
other.” :

Fabianism, turned upside down by Crossman,
thereupon becomes belief in the inevitability of
gradualness of self-reform of the Russian re-
gime. And meanwhile?

Meanwhile the cold war is not altogether to
be regretted: "The cold war, in fact, is not only
a menace but a creative force. if the Fair Dealer
and the Socialist understand their job, the cold
war will enable us to reconstruct the non-Com-
munist world in a way that would have been #o-
tally impossible had the Russians been willing
to work with us peacefully in 1945. Russian col-
laboration at that time would certainly have pre-
cipitated a world slump and removed any pos-
sibility of the American aid which has provided
so many of the physical resources for the British
Socialist experiment."

Crossman’s dateline is also unfortunate: Fair
Dealer Truman clearly does not understand his
job, for his latest message to Congress virtually
dumps the Fair Deal down a gun barrel. Or per-
haps it is Crossman who does not understand the
Fair Dealers.

In any case, Crossman looks forward to a
wonderful world with a practically permanent
cold war—*“We have got to realize that the cold
war will outlast our lifetime, and may become
even more intense as the forces of liberalism
grow stronger in the West”—so that American
capitalism will continue to finance British “so-

The ‘Nation’ Symposium on Peace

cialism.” He does not expect any general settle-
ment for a long, long time, though he advoeates
limited deals every now and then. We have every
right to say, on the basis of his article, that he
would be a mightily chagrined man if real peace
were to break out suddenly. i

Isaac Deutscher also makes a plea for peace-
ful coexistence. He does not mean very peaceful
coexistence, however; he looks to a permanent
state of armed peace: : “

"Armed peace, however, is not war. It is nof
even cold war. It implies settlement of differ-
ences among the powers by negotiation, even if
the negotiators have to parley with atomic
bombs in their hands." v

It is unclear to me whether Deutscher is ai-
guing that such a state of armed peace ean last
indefinitely, or merely that it is a possibility for a
period ahead. He seems to be saying, as a matter
of fact, that if only it can be maintained (pre-
cariously, what with the negotiators juggling
the atomic bombs in their hands as they gesture)
for some sufficient period, it could then last in-
definitely—because it would lead to the self-re-
form of Russian totalitarianism and perhaps
even to a progressive ¢change in U. 8. imperial-
ism. Deutcher’s illusions about Stalinism are
clearer in his well-known biography of Stalin.
He views negotiated peace as a solution to the
world crisis only because of such illusions.

L ' b

The Common Denominator ’

This is what the liberal panel convoked by
The Nation has to offer. We venture the épinion
that, on grounds of sheer realism and practical-
ity alone, the Independent Socialist program to
stop both Stalinism and war stands out like a
beacon in comparison.

It has, of course, a fatal defect in the eyes of
liberal thinkers such as those The Neafion has
presented. These liberals have a vivid imagina-
tion, but one which goes only just so far. Some
of them find no difficulty in imagining that
American capitalism can so far change its soul
as to become the vanguard of the world revolu-
tion—mno less. Others just as vividly imagine a
democratic transformation on the part of the
totalitarian despots who rule Russia. _

None of them, however, can imagine the pec-
ple rising on their own to take their fate in fo
their own hands, without waiting for the blessed
transmogrification to fake place—taking Heir
fate into their own hands as against both capi-
talism and Stalinism. It is their common denomi-
nator. They turn for their solutions to the pow-
ers-that-be, not to the power that will be the
people’s in that hour.

YOU CAN'T AFFORD TO MISS

The NEW INTERNATIONAL

The Leading Marxist Magazine in the United States

A few of the important articles that appeared

in The New Internaofional during 1950: -

Is Russia a Socialist Community ? — Debate
between Earl Browder and Max Shachtman.

The Diary of Vietor Serge.

- Four Portraits of Stalinism: Duranty, Shub,
Wolfe and Deutscher, by Maxz Shachtman.

“1984”—Utopia Reversed, by Irving Howe.
Verdict on the Moscow Trials, by Albert Gates.

Asia Enters World History, by Jack Brad end
Henry Judd.

. Korea and U. S. Foreign Policy, by J. M. Fen-
wick. ; ’

The Political War for Korea, by Jack Bred.

The Scientist in a Time of Terror, by €arl
BDarton.

Trotsky in Paris:

World War I, by Alfred
Rosmer, '

The Nature of Titoism, by Hal Draper and
H. F.
After Korea—What? by T. N. Vm'z_ce. §

The Constituent Assembly in Russia, by Seul
Berg.

The January-February 1951 issue will be out

soon. Be sure to get it by subscribing af—— r

ONLY $2.00 A YEAR
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Truman Plan and 'Equality’ --

(Continued from page 1)

capable of making to military
purposes. This will be particular-
1y true of the durable consumer-
goods industries like household
appliances, automobiles, ete. |

Your standard of living will be
cut down by several methods.

First, if Congress carries out
Truman's proposals, your taxes
will rise considerably higher than
they were during the peak of the
“last war. At the present tax rate
it is estimated that a deficit of al-
most sixteen and a half billion dol-
lors would remain, The president
proposes to increase taxes further
#o cover this deficit, and to go as
high as $20 billion over the pres-
ent figures if necessary. Most of
¥his increase in money will come
#from the middle- and low-income
groups.

SIPHONING OFF

Secondly: Your wages will be
frozen. And from all indications,
ways and means will be sought to
siphon off into savings whatever
iricreases in income you may earn
through longer hours of work.
From the vague phrases on this
score contained'in the economie
and budget messages it is quite
likely that some form of compul-
sory savings is being considered
(such as increased social-security
deductions or payroll deductions

" for government bonds).

Thirdly: With whatever money
vou have left after your taxes
arrd “savings” have been taken
off the top you will be able to buy
fewer goods and poorer goods
than you could buy now for the
same money. :

-An armament program of the
size proposed would inevitably
Iower the standard of living of
the nation, regardless of the kind
of government which carried it
out. Independent socialists re-
gard the foreign policy of the
government as fundamentally re-
actionary. By this we mean that
it seeks to maintain throughout
the world the outlived system of
capitalism. In its life-and-death
struggle with the new exploiting
totalitarian system of Stalinism
it can make no effective social
appeal to the masses of people in
the world, and hence can only
seek to win through preparation
for a purely military victory in
World War IIL

QUESTION OF LABOR

As the labor movement sup-
ports the government’s foreign
policy of containing Stalinism
primarily through military
‘means, it cannot avoid support
for the armament program and
hence for the lowering of the
standard of living of the workers.
Yet given this support, the ques-
tion still remains: Will the labor
movement put up a fight for the
maximum protection of the in-
terests of the workers within the
context of the armament pro--
eram?

The government's price policy
has already taken a tremendous
cut out of the standard of living
of the workers, Ever since the
'war started in Korea, the labor
‘movement has been calling more
or less loudly for price controls.
‘The 81st Congress passed a law
whieh linked wage controls to
price_controls so closely that the

labor movement lost much of its
fervor for price -controls.

The result of the government's
failure to impose a price. freeze
immediately has been a rapid rise
in retail prices, and a veritable
avalanche of wholesale price in-
creases which are already begin-
ning to move into the retail field.
In the face of the continued fail-
ure to freeze prices, while de-
manding that the inflation be
stopped through heavy taxation
and a future wage and price
freeze, the government has made
it possible for the owners of capi-
tal to take a big fall out of the
rest of the popuiation before the
struggle for "equality of sacrifice"
has been officially declared open.

ONE-SIDED INCENTIVES

In the economic message the
president speaks in general terms
of the necessity for each section
of the poppulation to accept sac-
rifices. For the ecapitalists this
means: “While profits should not
be taxed to the extent which
would jeopardize production or
destroy incentives, businessmen
cannot expect to retain profits on
the scale which would be expected
during normal peacetime pros-
perity."”

With the memory of the last

war still fresh, few people will

believe that profit limitations will
be a serious obstacle to the capi-
talists. The government is al-
ready offerinig “incentives” to the
capitalists in the form of tax re-
bates and inflated depreciation
charges. This will be followed by
cost-plus contracts and all the
other methods of milking the pub-
lic treasury which our patriotic
businessmen demand before they
will permit a single gun or a tank
to be made in their factories for
the government.

As for the workers, they are
supposed to produce without "in-
centives” . . . as usual: "Workers
. . . must seek the jobs which need
doing . . . instead of the jobs
which may be most pleasant in the
locations which are most conve-

nient. They must accept restraints.

and controls upon wages, designed
to prevent wage -increases which
would be attainable if more goods
were being produced for wage
earners to buy. While the right %o
bargain collectivély will be pre-
served, workers—along with man-
agement—must find ways to set-
tie disputes without stopping es-
sential production."

What will the labor movement
do in this situation? These pro-
posals to shackle labor are being
made not by the Republicans, but
by their “friends” in polities, the
adiministration. The failure to
freeze prices is not a product of
Republican conservatism but of
the Democratic administration
which labor supports.

SOCIAL MEASURES

Along with the businessmen’s
mobilization which the govern-
ment is carrying out, the presi-
dent’s message proposes a num-
ber of social measures which are
fundamentally progressive. These
sections of the budget message
have come under attack, as was
to be expected, by the Republican
and Dixiecratic factions in Con-
oress.

The president urges the for-
mation of a fair employment
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practices commission to combat
diserimination in employment
against minority groups. He pro-
posed a compulsory medical-in-
surance program; an expanded
system of nursery schools to care
for the children of working moth-
ers, and the adoption of some
form of the Brannan plan which
is designed to maintain farm sub-
sidies which will not increase
food prices.

All of these proposals are good.
Yet labor will not get them by
"backing the president" any more
than the workers will be able to
resist the lowering of their stand-
ard of living or will achieve
"equality of sacrifice” by backing
the present administration.

These demands will be achieved
only if labor puts up a real eco-
nomic-political fight for them. In
the struggle against diserimina-
tion Congress can be made to act
only if it becomes clear that the
Negro people and significant sec-
tions of the labor movement will
not be fooled by demands for
“national unity” into further sac-
rificing their democratic rights.
This applies equally to the whole
struggle against thé capitalists
who would enrich themselves
while the living standards of the
workers continue to drop; to the
struggle against rent increases;
against the speedup—in general
against. the attempt to break
down the hard-won rights of the
workers under the false slogan
of “equality of sacrifice.”

In the mouths of the govern-
ment and of the employers this
slogan s false. If the labor move-
ment is not to betray its very rea-
son for existence, it must fight
for its rights all along the line,
with the clear understanding that
both its “friends” and its enemies
in Congress will ‘be arrayed

against it.

| ¢ 1f'! ﬂllh

U.S. Backs Down — =

(Continued from page 1)
nations in the Western bloc, there

‘is @ smaller stake in and a greater

reluctance to risk a third world
war.

Hence the considered opinion
of the more serious journalists is
that the U. 8. backed down in
consideration of the necessity of
unity in its own camp.

MAO RIDES HIGH

There is no guarantee that
Mao, especially in his present
favorable position, will agree
even to the watered-down pro-
posals. It will depend upon how
much a seat in the UN—and the
undoubted political and moral
vicetory attached thereto—is worth
to him. He may bargain over a
removal of the Seventh Fleet
from Formosa as a condition of
acceptance, =

Whatever the outcome, the
United States has lost the first
round militarily, and what is
overwhelmingly more important,
has suffered a political defeat in
its intervention in Korea. It must
indeed give heart to many
Asians—the long-despised “yel-
low races” and victims of- the
“white man’s burden”—to see the
giant of the West, inheritor and
arch-representative of all the old
imperialisms, brought to bay by
the quilted armies of Mao.

This victory will certainly give

more than a fillip to the world

. fortunes of Stalinism! It is aiready

reported that one of the motiva-

_tions for a speedy conclusion of

a peace treaty on the part of the
United States with Japan is %o
forestall any sympathetic lean-

_ings among the Japanese govern-
"ing ‘circles for the Chinese. If the

Chinese drive the U. S.-UN forces
into the sea and spur the Stalinist
Viet-Minh forces #o victory over
the French in Indo-China, Chinese
Stalinism will be a #ruly formid-
able continental bastion against -
the Western powers.

As the cease-fire proposals of .
the UN become more moderated -
and the defeat becomes a rout, -
the Stalinist shouts of vietory be-
come louder. For the Asians,
their victory means only the re-
placement of an old exploiter by -
a new one.
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