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" ROLL BACK PRICES TO JUNE!

The new .wage-price-freeze order is a double blow at the

-worker-consumer. A - wage freeze is bad: enough; as our lead
. article demonstrates. In addition, the price freeze to go along
with it is announced -in haste with no machinery to enforce it .

AND WITH NO ROLLBACK OF PRICES.

The freezers are talking vaguely about a rollback to come.
Maybe. There may. be tokens -and sops—maybe.. And at that,
after business has had plenty of time to work out its dodges
and prepare for half-hearted government pressure. Maybe it’s
too early to say— \ .

“But it-is. not foo.early fo ask why prices; instead of being
rolled’ back, were froren at thelr. highes?: peint. Price Stabilizer
DiSalle in a sfatement expiaining the freexe edict said this point
was chosen because corporate profits before taxes were af an
all-time high. And when the Stock Exchange heard the nature of
the - wage-price erder, prices again bounded upwards.

“But in a democratic society the purposé of a wage-price

" freeze should be to stabilizé the wage-pricé-profit relationship

at the level where the burdens of the defense effort would be
borne equitably by all. There is nothing in Director DiSalle’s
statement to. indicate that in the base period chosen in the
edict—Deéc. 19 to Jan. 25—wages, prices and profits were in
better balance. than in the period just before or after the out-
break of .the Korean war.

“Quite to the contrary: in the period chosen, just because
business 'men were expecting the freeze, there were abnormally
violent movements of prices upwards, as every housewife can
testify. It is no wonder that business has taken the hold-the-
line order calmly because, as the New York Times reported,
business had anticipated the order for some time and ‘steps
had been taken in terms of pricing to guard against the ad-

. verse effects.””

{N. Y. Post, Jan. 29)
S0 business took its “steps” and the government obligingly
waited ‘to freeze prices until the steps had been taken.
Everybody knows what has to be done. Roll back prices to the
tevel of last June, before the outbreak of the Korean war!

By BEN HALL

Wall Street reacted promptly to the government fre
Stocks are devoid of, all sentimentality and hypocrisy;
“fake lberalism and to every hint of “equality of sacrifice”;

hard-boiled economic realities of profitability and to the

workers and capitalists,

“Answer to Freeze: Stocks Climb High,” reports the

controls were announced. By
late Saturday, stock quota-
tions spurted sharply up-
ward, gaining two to four
points and adding over a bil-
lion dollars~to the value of
holdings. On Monday, new
rises.

And no wonder! All experience
‘wWith simultafieous wage and
price . controls justifies the obvi-
ous optimism of the profit-anx-
ious owners. .

Government price contrels, as
during the last war, succeed only
in slowing down but not eliminat-
ing open and hidden price rises.
But wage increases are quickly
and easily put under rigid clamps
which are eased only slowly and
enly partially.

It means flexible, easy-going
controls over prices. It means
harsh controls over wages. It
means the disappearance of rela-
tively low-priced “economy” types
of goods and their replacement by
higher priced semi-“luxury” sub-
stitutes. It means a decline in
quality, in wearability, a con-
cealed adulteration of commodi-

ties which appear to stay in the
same -price brackets while their
real cost goes sky-high. It means
that real prices, in terms of whadt
the buyer-gets for a dollar, race
upward while wages limp behind.

It means, ‘therefore, a steady
and continuous decline in Treal
wages, a decrease in the actual
buying power of an hour’s labor,
of a week’s pay. It means, there-
fore, that the employers as a
class squeeze greater and greater
profits out of their workers, who
labor harder and faster for less
and less. :

THE INEVITABLE FORMULA

In hundreds of cases, uniens
bargaining for increased wages
have come to an immediate dead
stop. The miners’ $1.60 a day in-
crease is frozen. In all likelihood,
it will soon be thawed out, but
later.

Meanwhile, prices ere still ris-
ing while government agercies
figure out how to enforce the
price controls, But the wage con-
trols are already enforced. Em-
ployers cooperate quickly by hold-
ing off wage increases.
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" ‘Wage Freeze, plus Price Freeze at Highest
“Level in History, Soaks Labor Both Ways

eze of prices and wages this week.
they remain deaf to appeals.of . .
they respond .only- to the

actual relations between: -t_he

New York Times. On Friday,

-

Such is the inévitable formula.
From June 1950 to January 1951
prices rose 12.1 per ceént. A wage
freéze now will stop. millions of
workers from making up for this
inerease. Food prices are nof yet
under any sort of-eontrols. ' @

Unionists, even these with only
a short memory, know what hap-
pened during the last war, only a
féWw years ago. They must recdll
kow .profits mounted to staggér-

ing heights, how prices centinued -

their upward sweep and how

wages were held down: urider the -

wage-freezing “Little Steel form-
ula.” Between 1941 and«1945; the
real buying power of aute work-
ers’ straight-time hourly earnings
dropped more than 6 per eent.
The reply of the labor move-
ment, based upon bitter exper-
ience, should unhesitatingly be:
Price freeze? Yes! Wage freeze?
Absolutely no! But the actions of
most of the labor leaders are
characterized by cowardice mul-
tiplied by duplicity. :
The labor representatives on
the Wage Stabilization Board had
the power to begin the fight

(Turn to last page)

~U.S. to India: Vote Our Way-or Starve!

Near o« hundred million people are in danger
of starving to death in one of the modern world’s
greatest famines ever to strike a nation.

In India, especially the North and East,
drought, locust plagues and other natural calami-
ties have brought sweeping starvation. The In-
‘dian government’s handout to the stricken peo-
ple has had to be reduced to nine ounces of rice
a day. The country is short two million tons of
wheat.

The Indian government appealed to the U. S. for aid.
The government of this country has replied in effect:
Get out of our way in the Unitéd Nations, if you want

<3 us te save the lives of your people; cease opposing our
* policy or—starvel

That is not the voice of the American people. You
can stop it. :

It is not the American people who want to blackjack
their way to world domination over a holocaust of famine-
_stricken bodies. The American people do not want to hold
a pistol to the greatest naotion of Asia with a gangster's
hoarsely whispered "Your UN vote or your life!"

. Last year, when the Indian famine was beginning, one
of the motives for Prime Minister Nehru’s visit to the

U. 8., it is now understood, was an attempt to negotiate
famine relief from the richest country in the world,
which continually tells the less fortunate peoples of the
world that it is interested only in raising their standard
of living, not in dominating them.

About a month ago, Mme. Pandit, India’s ambassador
to the U. S., published a statement calling on the gov-
ernment to assist her starving millions.

The response of the administration and its State De-
partment was to refer the appeal of the Indian people
to . . . the Senate Foreign Relations Committee. There
wis quicker help forthcoming from neighboring human-
itarians when a city zoo once announced that its giant
panda needed a special diet.

It is millions of human beings that are starving!

The Government's Dodge

The referral to the Senate committee was a shyster
trick in the first place. The granaries of the U. S. are
overflowing with wheat. We, the comparatively well-fed
people of the United States, would not have to be de-
prived of more than a couple of kernels. . . . We mention
that in case the recent calls by government leaders for
“gusterity” and a “Spartan way of life” extend only to
sacrifices for slaughter and war and not to humanitarian
and brotherly aid to other peoples. . ..

It is not only the granaries of the grain-growers that
are full. The U. 8. government itself has huge stocks
of surplus grain stored away.

The Indian government is willing to pay, in various
forms. That is, it is willing to pay money. The U. S. gov-
ernment is demanding a different coin.

. There is absolutely nothing else that stood in the
way, or that stands in the way, of the U. 8.’s ability to
help feed the Indian people—and be paid for it to boot.
There was no other reason for the government to refer
the matter to the Senate committee as if it were a
question of haggling over trade goods, instead of lives.

The government did so only in order to stall. With
macabre hypocrisy it did so in the guise of . .. human-
itarianism. It announced that it did not want to give
India a loan to buy the needed stuff of life, as India pro-
posed; it would consider making an outright grant.

The trick was: the latter course required referral
to the Senate committee; the course that India proposed,
a loan, could have been taken care of by the administra-
tion through existing international financial institutions
with dispatch, in time to save men and women an'{i’
babies. The problem was deliberately thrown-into the
Senate committee in the midst of the congressional atmos-
phere of “He who is not with us is against us,” passed
on to two-penny politicians who ignorantly curse anyone

{Continued on page 8)
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Will Nimitz Commission
- Whitewash Witchhunt?

By MARY BELL

The creation by President Tru-
man of the Commission on Inter-
nal Securtiy and Individual
Rights, charged with investigat-

© ing the maze of laws, statues,
committees, organizations and
government bodies dealing with
“loyalty” and “subversion” is elo-
auent testimony to the mass hys-
teria which exists in this area of
our national life.

A no‘n—partisaﬁ committee head-
ed by Admiral Chester W. Nim-
itz, its personnel is such that
Senator Joe MeCarthy and his
fellow-Neanderthalians will have
to go far to find it in league with
Moscow. It is hoped by some of
the administration supporters
that the commission’s study and
report will cut some of the
ground from under McCarthy.

But it was the president himself
who' played the role of sorcerer’s
cpprg‘il_rl;ié_é-‘ by instituting the loy-

The Case of the
Paperless Sailor

Alfred Kleeb, a sailor, has been
given a bird’s-eve view of a West
European continent fragmentized
by national state boundaries and
sdddled with a system in which a
man lives not by bread alome buf
by . . . paper. i

The following item appeared
on January 20 in the Paris Le
Monde :

“On his way to Genoa in No-
vember 1940, Alfred Kleeb, a
Swiss sailor who had become a
naturalized Argentine citizen, at
one and the same time lost his
'sailor’s book, his naturalization
papers and his passport. He had
to_get- these old scraps of paper
veplaced. While he was waiting,
the unfortunate man became
heimatlos (stateless), was arrest-
ed, freed, again arrested, and
finally expelled by Italy to Switz-
erland. From Switzerland he was
immediately expelled to France.
From France to Germany. There,
last March, the Allied travelers’
aid of the high commissioner’s
office gave him an exit visa to
Belgium. He was to sail from
there to Buenos Aires. Piling
misfortune on misfortune, Kleeb
missed his boat, was arvested by
the Belgian police and expelled to
¥rance. This time the French
sent him back to—Luxemburg.
The Red Cross of that grand
duchy gave him a railroad ticket
for Tréves, from whence he got
to Bremen and finally wound up
in the Sailor’s Home of that city.
The Argentine consulate at
Frankfort was contacted by the
high commissioner’s office but re-
plied that Kleeb’s nationality was
‘doubtful.’ At last account, a copy
of his birth certificate has been
gotten for XKleeb at Berne
(Switzerland), and Kleebe will
be able to get back to Argentina.”

SéJf-Defense

The Challenge, Bulletin of the
Association of Former Political
Prisoners of Soviet Labor Camps,
January 1951, carries an article
with excerpts from a secret
NKVD (GPU) training manual
-on such cultural subjects as how
to strangle a man, how to knife
‘him, how to tie him up, etc., with
‘illustrations.

One passage describes how to
pin down- a man who is iying on
the. ground, presumably as the
tesult of the other instructions.
The prostrate one is referred to
‘as the “assailant.”

alty program in 1947, whereby
every federal employee or appli-
cant for a government job is re-
quired to take an oath that he is
not a member of any organization
advocating the forcible overthrow
of the government. "Subversion"
was defined for Truman by the in-
famous attorney general's list, de-
termined by decree, from which
. to dafe there is no appeal. De-
grees of "loyalty" were then set.
In what are called the "sensitive"
areas of government, a person
might be "loyal," but still be «a
"security risk."” Behind the loyaity
program is inevitably the FBI
whose dossiers, obtained in what-
ever manner J. Edgar Hoover's in-
vestigators see fit, must be con-
sulted for loyalty screening.

This is the backdrop against
which the macabre drama of Mec-
Carthyism has been played for
the past years. The Republicans
and many of the Demoecrats put
across the McCarran Act over the
presidential veto. But, in tune
with the times they had helped
to create, Truman’s congression-
al cohorts opposed the MeCarran
Act which called for registration
in peacetime of ‘“subversives”
with a proposed piece of legisla-
tion which called for internment
in concentration camps in time
of war.

TRUMAN'S COURSE

The difference between the Re-
publicans and the administration
over the legislation lareely boiled
down to the issue of defining the
various questions by law or han-
dling them by action of the execu-
tive., Of course, the administra-
tion leaned to the latter course,
and in Truman’s veto message he
was largely concerned with say-
ing that the loyalty boards, the
FBI or the Immigration Service
were already performing admin-
istratively the functions which
the proposed legislation would
make mandatory.

Undoubtedly, the passage of the
McCarran Act added fuel to the
national hysteria. 1+ legalized the
infamous provision for registra-
tion of all those citizens defined as
"subversive” dccording to the
original attorney general’s listing.
At the same time, paradoxicaily
enough, the McCarran Act pro-
vides for hearings, with legal rep-
resentation, of the aforesaid or-
ganizations. 1+ would seem, from
all Truman has said, that the ad-
ministration preferred to retain
its arbitrary and discretionary ex-
ercise of powers, rather than have
them spelled out.

- But even if it might be more
liberal in its interpretation of
such powers, the administration
was the instigator of the loyalty
furor which has assumed such
gigantic proportions and such
Iyneh psychology that it still
threatens to topple the Demo-
cratic secretary of state himself.

Thus the distance between the
loyalty boards and the MeCarran
Act is not great. Before the pas-
sage of the MeCarran Act, all
kinds of national institutions, col-
leges and universities, industries
and—to their everlasting shame
—labor organizations, were te-
sponding to the cue from Wagh-
ington. Loyalty oaths, security
purges and classification accord-
ing to the attorney general’s list
spread like wildfire.

WHAT'S ITS AIM?

The resort to the witchhunt
does not exist in any ratio to the
niumerical strength of the Com-
munist Party in this country and
certainly in no proportion to the
danger of sabotage from an or-
ganization which has been stead-

NOT IN THE HEADLINES ...
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ily declining in numbers and in-
fluence because of its utter bank-
ruptey and servility to Russian
Stalinism. The narrowing area of
freedom in our society is primar-
ily the product of the totalitarian
drift within a society based upon
private profit and the dominant
economic interest of the few at
the top, a tendency which is
speeded up in time of war. It
represents a harnessing of the
minds of men to the prospective
mass slaughter, which more peo-
ple would openly oppose if they
were not réstrained by fear and
force. Such a policy, secured by
such fear and force, bespeaks its
unpopularity and the fact that
it cannot endure. It bespeaks as
well the fact that the policy runs
against the grain of the people.

Whether in such times civil lib-
erties will receive any real re-
firesa; at all from the investigat-
Ing commission remains to be
seen. Its broad scope
statutes concerned with espion-
age, sabotage, sedition, the fed-
eral loyalty and security pro-
grams, operations of the FBI,
_Civil Service Commission, Atom-
ic Energy Commission, and non-
government activities. The inves-
tigations of this committee will
!Je worth watching to see whether
its reports present a true picture
of civil liberties in the country,
or whether it will mainly serve
to cover the administration from
the expected GOP cry of “Com-
munist-coddling” in the next elee-
tion, or merely make recommen-
dations to organize the existing
government witchhunt activity
more efficiently.

includes

3-WAY UNION BATTLE ON WEST COAST

By BOB OROZCO

SAN FRANCISCO, Jan. 23—A
three-way battle is raging on the
coast for control of the 7,000
members of the Marine Cooks and
Stewards Union. The lineup is the
present Stalinist leadership of the
union versus Joseph Curran of the
National Maritime Union versus
Harry qudqberg of the Sui_l__oi's
Union of the Pacific (AFL).

The battle was touched off by
the arrival here of Curran and
two vice-presidents of the NMU,
John MecDougall and Herbert
Warner. Curran lost no time in
making clear that his intention
was to take over the MC&S. He
was reported as saying that he
didn't want to start an “inter-
union war” but that he was here
to stay “until the job was fin-
ished.” '

Curran, and the CIO which is
supporting his drive, evidently
considered the MC&S a ripe plum
ready to be picked. The MC&S,
one of the few remaining strong-
holds of the Stalinists in the la-
bor movement, had been expelled
from the CIO. Within the union
an opposition to the Stalinist
leadership developed which look-
ed to Curran for support. Cur-
ran’s line has been to blast the
undemocratie regime of the Stal-
inists while, of course, keeping
quiet about his own undemocratie
and terrorist regime in the NMU.

NONE OF THE THREE

But several days after Cur-
ran’s arrival, the SUP declared
itself a contender for the MC&S.
The NMU had discounted sig-
nificant opposition from the SUP
becausi the latter is well-known
to be a Jim Crow Union, while
the. MC&S has a large number of
Negroes and other minorities in

its ranks. o

But the SUP could not afford
to stand idly by while its rival,
the NMU, extended its power on
the Pacific coast, and according-
ly entered the fray. Its main talk-
ing point was: We don’t need any
Easterners telling us what to do.
. To get around the Jim Crow
issue, the SUP offered the MC&S
a separate charter under the
_SUP, with full autonomy to elect
its own officers.

The character of both the NMU
and the SUP leaderships makes it
much easier for the Stalinists to
fight fo maintain control.

It will be remembered that
Curran came to power in the
NMU as a stooge of the Stalin-
ists; after the war and with the
intensification of the cold war,
when the heat was put on the
Stalinists in the labor movement,
Curran was quick to realize that
he was riding the wrong horse.
He then became.the leader of the
anti-Stalinist forces, using typi-
cally Stalinist methods to cuk
down his former buddies, After
his victory he proceeded to purge
the union of all opposition in a
completely ruthless bureaucratic
manner. The SUP leadership is
no less active than the NMU’s in
suppressing opposition and dis-
cussion, and on top of this has its
thoroughly Jim Crow poliey.

Thus the victory of any one of
these three power cliques is not
calculated to reverse the present
trend on the waterfront away
trom its traditional militancy and
democracy. If. on the other hand,
the rank and file used their own
strength and: relied upon them-
selves to throw out the Stalinists,"
their union could become a’rally-
ing point for the labor movement
on the waterfront.

There's One Liberal Left Anyway:
Meiklejohn Scores Purge Trend

By J. WALKER

BEERKELEY, Jan. 27 — “The
American tradition of freedom”
has now been altered to mean the
freedom to “protect the govern-
ment” already established, rather
than to keep democratic processes
at work, said Alexander Meikle-
john last night to some 300 Uni-
versity of California students
and Berkeley residents in .the
campus Unitarian church. “We
who proclaim the doctrine [of
freedom] no longer believe it to
be true,” he added.

in analyzing this "tradition of
freedom” from Roger Williams'
day 320 years ago down to to-
day's circumstances, Meiklejohn
mentioned two tasks which the
early colonists had to face in or-
der fo achieve a democratic gov-
ernment: "First they had to plan o
revolution . . . by force and vie-
lerce"” against English rule — in
violation of the British equivaient
of today's Smith Act, let it be
noted, we may add; and then they
had to consfruct a democratic

-government which would unite the

cclonies,

Under the Constitution which
they established the First Amend-
ment gave the people certain re-
served rights. These rights were
necessary for the maintenance of
the political sovereignty of the
people, having a direct relation
to the means by which the people
selected their government.

4 BLOWS AT FREEDOM

“How is our political thinking
done?” Meiklejohn asked. He an-
swered by listing three main
avenues: printed materials, pub-
lic discussion and political par-
ties, and voting. In order to use
these agencies the First Amend-
mént “gives the people the re-
served power to choose for them-
selves what to read.” It recog-

nizes the “authority of the elee-
tors to listen in peaceable assem-
bly,” and it forbids ‘“the ques-
tioning, under duress” of one’s
pclitical views with compulsion to
answer” and threats against
“wrong beliefs.”

Today,- however, there are at
least four practices which are
used to hinder our freedom:

(1) The "immigration depart-
ment now . . . protects us from
dangerous ideas.”" Aliens are not
allowed to enter the country if
they believe that another eco-
nomic or political system might be
better than our present arrange-
ments. They are not allowed to
“engage in discussion without per-
mission,” i.e., become interested
in radical poiitics. In criticizing
this policy Meiklejohn said that
"any government which is afraid
of ideas is unfit to govern.”

(2) The FBI has built up «
sceret police and espionage sys-
tem in the U. S. It lists public
opinions held, for possible attacks’
in the future. It denies an indi-
vidual the right to hold certain
beliefs, free from the interfer-
ence of the state.

(3) The aftorney general has
established a “subversive" list,
which publicly condemns groups as
“distoyal"” without either a hear-
ing or any evidence to substanti-
ate the charge.

(4) The federal' and state Com-
mittees on Un-American Aecti-

‘t_‘-a'ties investigate . “dangerous
ideas.” If individuals refuse to
state their political beliefs

through concern for freedom or
through fear of “incriminating”
themselves, they can be “punish-
ed for contempt of their inquisi-
tors.”

Some of the.liberals in the au-
dience begarf to get a little un-
comfortable in their seats as '

g\leiklcjolm went on to the sub-
ject of academic freedom. He
criticized those “administrators
of democracy” who “talk freedo

zm_d practice repression,” as they
cxist among our “educational
masters.” Stalinists should be al-
lf)wed to teach, Meiklejohn be-
lieves, Zhd not only technical sub-
jeets, but “Communism” as. well,
and why they belieye in it. If
stl}(fents face the possibility of
Eo‘mg to fight and die against a
Communist’ government, then
they have the right to know what
this form of government is, and
from the people who believe in it.

A REAL LIBERAL

He attacked those people who
agree with the purpose of “loyalty
caths" but disagree with the
means employed. In a plea for real
academic  freedom Meiklejohn
mentioned these important guides:
"Students must be assured that
their teccher is not compelled to
believe this or that.” Otherwise
the teacher "becomes a hired
man,"” thinking "what he is told o
think," and saying "what he is
paid to say.”

Introduced as a liberal “of the
old school,” "Meiklejohn believes
that “freedom as a form of gov-
ernment is far more dependable
in times of stress” than any other
form of government. '

There was no opportunity for
a question period, but there
seemed to be a general air of
agreement with what Meiklejohn
said. A socialist might not agree,;_
with his implicit faith in the Con-
sttiution, but certainly wwould
agree with his stand on demo-
crat_ic rights in current issues.
Copies of the Socialist Youth
League pamphlet Cold War on
the Campus were sold in front of
the church in the fifteen minutes
preceding the address.
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By L. G. SMITH

The United States government cracked down hard on
its allies in the United Nations on the China question, and
on January 30 drove through its resolution to brand Stal_in—
ist China an aggressor and to study methods of punishing
its aggression.

This resolution does not reflect the judgment or desires
of a large number of the governments involved. It shatters
any illusion that may exist that the anti-Stalinist states are
an alliance of equals. The boss cracked the whip, and all of
them, from proud Britain to the once glorious France,
jumped through the hoop. Only India and Burma (outside
the Russian bloc) stood by their convictions to the extent
of voting against the U. S. resolution, while a number of
other states who have been in the forefront of the opposi-
tion either abstained or buckled completely and voted with
the United States.

Even the most ardent supporters of U. S. policy do not
attempt to conceal the real state of affairs with regard to
this vote. The New York Times for January 31 states: “It
was reported that the votes of several delegations on the
Asian resolution was affected by conversations with United
States representatives beforehand. The latter made it clear,
it was said, that the United States could not accept the
seven-power preliminary peace talks envisaged in the Asian
plan. Thus, these delegations reasoned, it would be futile
to adopt the proposal.”

The Canadan delegation’s turns on the question illus-
trate the point. Canada had started as one of the nations
which supported the Indian position. Shortly before the vote
Canada announced that it would abstain. At the last mo-
ment, however, it voted for the U. 8. resolution. But—as
reported by the Times: “Some delegates, such as Lester B.
Pearson, Canadian Minister for External Affairs, made it
plain that they were still unhappy that the United States
proposal was being pressed at this time. It was evident that
their votes were being cast for the sake of Western unity
and in the belief that there was no other course.”

HOW THE WHIP WAS CRACKED

What other course was indeed open to them once the
U. S. government had made it amply clear that “Western
unity” could only be preserved on its own terms, as India
had already learned? : -

Last week’s headline in LABOR ACTION read: “U. S.
to Blackjack Allies into War Moves on China.” The ink was
not yet dry on .the paper

without commitment as to what
further would be done about the
aggression. :

One of the most intelligent press
commentators, James Reston of
the New York Times, states that
the opinion is spreading among
the European and Asiatic govern-
ments that the State Department
wants to use the UN to draw off
the lightning which is descending
on it from Congress because of its
vote for the cease-fire resolution.

They reason as follows: Ache-
son wants to appear to be advo-
cating a very tough policy, while
actually he is not too anxious for
the American government to get
involved right now in sanctions
on China. Thus his delegation re-
jected zll further talk about ne-
gotiations and adamantly de-
manded that its vesolution be
passed. But at the same time it
knew that once this has been
done, the guestion of actual sanc-
tions could be kicked around in
UN committees indefinitely. Then
Congress could get mad at the
UN without hurting the adminis-
tration too much politically.

AGAINST CONVICTIONS

What the immediate result of
the diplomatic struggle will be
cannot be foreseen. To all objec-
tions to the division in the ranks
of * capitalist nations brought
about by U. 8. government policy
American officials replied, accord-
ing to Reston: “Don’t worry,
when the vote comes our vesolu-
tion will pass.” )

But then the correspondent
adds: "This, however, is precisely
the difficulty. They [the other gov-
ernments] are with us on our ob-
jectives — no doubt about that.
They are also with us on the bal-
lot, but fheir votes do not neces-
sarily register their convictions,
and in the end, as we discovered
in Korea, it is their convictions
that count.”

With only an eighth of the ice-
berg visible above the waters of
diplomatiec maneuvering, it is
clear that they did not vote their
convictions,

U S. Crdcks Whip: UN Jumps thru the Hoop

As this game with the lives of
millions is played by the diplo-
mats and their governments, the
executive council of the American
Federation of Labor, assembled
at its usual winter watering
place in Miami Beach, Florida,
has come forth with a program
for American foreign policy. If a
paid representative of the “China
lobby” did not write the section
of this program which deals with
China for the council, it is evi-
dent that such a representative
has the right to demand stand-by
pay on the ground that his juris-
diction has been invaded.

“The Communist dictatorship
over China should be branded by
the UN as an aggressor. Eco-
nomic sanctions should be im-
posed. . . . It should be denied a

seat in the UN. . . . Generous
moral and material support

should be given to the rising dem-
ccratic resistance movement on
the Chinese mainland and to the
Chinese Nationalist government
now in Formosa. An authorita-
tive military mission should be
dispatched to Formosa for sur-
veying the Nationalist military
forces and recommending steps
for their retraining and adequate
equipment.”

So much for the reactionary,
landlord-capitalist government of
Chiang Kai-shek. But the fifteen
old men of the council are also
determined to help all resistance
movements against Stalinism, or
rather to urge the government to
help them. Another section of the
vesolution reads: “Special efforts
should be made to encourage and
aid, in every way, the democratic
forces behind the Iron Curtain in
their resistance to despotism.”

As the readers of LABOR AC-
TION know, it is our contention
that the movement of resistance
to-Stalinism behind the Iron Cur-
tain can have positive political
results if it is waged in the name
of democracy and socialism, and
not in the name of restoring capi-
talism. That is one of the reasons
why we insist that the labor
movement of this country must

itself take the lead in aiding and
assisting the vresistance move-
ment, and must not rely on the
American government to do it.

Of course, the AFL leadership

approaches the problem from ex-
actly the opposite point of view.
The first part of their program
states: “We urge all-out effort
for complete mobilization. De-
fense production must have ex-
clusive priority. The need of the
hour is for unlimited effort to in-
sure peace through eoverwhelm-
ing  strength.” : "
_ This is pretty strong language,
much stronger than ‘that used by
the top leaders of the governmenf
themselves. In fact, we can confi-
dently affrm that it goes far be-
yond anything which is wanted by
the most rabidly pro-war members
of AFL unions, and that the ac-
tions of the unions will demon-
strate in due course that their old
leaders are just making o lot of
noise.

But this noise can do much
damage. If the AFL’s statement
gets widely known among the
workers of the rest of the world

(and the Stalinists will no doubt
give it plenty of play in Asia and
Europe) it will do much to con-
vince these workers that they can
hope for nothing in the way of
guidance or help from the Amer-
ican labor movement. :

It would be foolish to contend
that the. American labor move-
ment, with its present ideology, is
actually able to make a positive
contribution to American foreign
policy, let alone to the struggle
of the workers on both sides of
the Iron Curtain against their
ancient capitalist oppressors oxr
against their new Stalinist ones.
But it would be equally foolish to
close the books and give up the
idea that the American workers
can yet become a positive factor

in world politics. The important-

thing is to do what is possible ta
hasten their political education.
And that is the chief task of
LABOR ACTION, of the Inde-
pendent Socialist League, and of
all independent socialists.

when it was publicly an-
nounced that the Senate For-
eign Relations Committee
had decided to delay action
jndefinitely on India’s ur-
gent request for American

Neutralism Spreads in

Jt e SR SN L

fheat for her famine-strick-
en people. It is no coinci-
dence that the Indian gov-
ernment is leading the oppo-
sition to the U. 8. resolution
to denounce China as an ag-
_gressor and to apply sanc-
tions against her, and every
government in the world
knows it.

Why is the American gov-
ment driving ahead so ruth-
lessly on this question? Is its
policy determined by its ap-
praisal of the world political
situation or is it more a re-
sponse to internal political

pressures?
RESTON'S THEORY

The United States delegation
jin the UN has been using some
peculiar tacties. Ever- since the
Chinese Stalinist government re-
jected the UN' cease-fire propos-
al, the United States has insisted
that. the UN' vote both to con-
demn China‘as-an aggressor and
to apply sanctions against her.
This despite: the fact that no
U. S. spokesman has come forth
with a list of the sanctions which
will be proposed.

It is rumored that the British
and French delegations have been
willing for some time ot vote for

“the “aggressor” resolution, but
that they insist-that mo practical
and effective sanctions can be ap-
plied at the present-time, or at
least none which could be effec-
tive without leading directly to
an extension of the war., The
U. S. delegation, however, has
strenuously objected” to separat-
ing the resolution so that China

. could be branded an aZgressor

By HENRY JUDD

PARIS, January—Is Stalin plan-
ning a major diplomatic coup, in
the form of a magnanimous offer
of "neutrality” in case of war to
ltaly, France and other Western
European countries?

Certainly this is not in the
realm of the impossible. The de-
liberately circulated Stalinist ru-
nor recently, to the effect that
Stalin was prepared to guarantee
such “neutrality” to France ahd
Italy in case no Four Power Con-
ference is to be held or such a
conference proves to be a failure,
may well have been the opening
feeler in a new diplomatic game
being prepared.

In any event, the phenomenon
of “neutralism” is now one which
cannot be ignored and which is
increasingly reported in the Eu-
repean press. We cannot analyze
it extensively in this brief report,
but we shall indicate some of its
many forms. It seems to be a
tendency most likely to grow and
flourish. :

A sardonic leaflet is now plas-
tered on the walls of Paris:
“Iiberez Thorez”” (Free Thorez);
another says “Down with 18
months military service; we want
3 years as in Russia.” But these
pointed and ironic digs at the
Stalinists refleet a minority,
rightist opinion rather than that
of the apathetic mass which is
wide open to defeatist, neutralist,
capitulationist, appeasementist,
ete., propaganda of all shades.
We give some forms and exam-
ples this takes.

Above all, it takes the form of
hostility—uncon¢ealed and vehe-
ment—to all that smacks of Amer-
ican policy. The rash, brusque
and violent haste with which the

American government pursues its
aims in the United Nations and
throughout the world has cer-
tainly been the most effective
means of creating the ‘“neutral-
ist” wave in Europe.

The enormous gap between
American talk and American ac-
tion—not to mention the reality
of a defenseless Europe—has
caused the greatest fright of all
in those ecircles inclined to be
most “pro-American.” For exam-
ple, to this day not a single
American soldier has arrived in
Western Europe to reinforce
American policy of defending
Europe (or so we are told), nor
has the question of German re-
armament advanced beyond the
most elemenary stage of prelimi-
nary discussions. Yet the Ameri-
cans try to drag their ever more
yeluetant allies into impossible
positions (such as the issue over
declaring China an “aggressor”),
and to commit them to tasks
which everyone knows can never
be fulfilled.

RECOIL FROM U. S.

The effect of all this has been
a distinet recoiling on the part of
all Western European govern-
ments, headed by England and
France, before what is considered
blind American adventurism. Si-
multaneously, the haiting and
paralysis of discussions over the
Schuman Plan for cocl and steel
unification (for separate reasons)
has further deepened the defeatist
moods of all governments. The cli-
mate is ripe, in our opinion, for
some kind of Stalinist offer of
"neutrality,” dlthough the actual
moment has not yet arrived. Some
speculate that it may come after
the failure of a Four Power Con-
ferente.

Reflecting these conditions, the

tour of General Eisenhower has
been singularly quiet and sub-
dued. Ike, a much more intelli-
eent and alert individual than his
fellow general in the Pacifie,
knows how to behave without an-
tagonizing and worsening the sit-
uvation. He has a definite popu-
larity in Western Europe, per-
haps because of the pléasant con-
trast he makes with the notorious

MacArthur.
The Stalinist efforts to arouse
popular demonstrations against

him have failed, pavticularly in
Paris. But we should not be sur-
prised by the feeble demonstra-
tions organized here. The more
important thing to note is the
complete lack of enthusiasm, sup-
port, encouragement and popular
sympathy he has received every-
where. If a climate of active
preparation for defense against
Russia existed, his reception in
government circles and elsewhere
would have been entirvely differ-
ent. Instead, his trip was like
that of an American businessman
inspecting his offices, factories,
¢te., abroad. He came and went
amid the general indifference of
all.

C¢P BENEFITS
The terrain is thus ripe for a
widespread “neutralist’ cam-

paign on all fronts, diplomatic
and popular. The Stalinists have
already indicated their position
on popular “neutralism.”

In an article published in a
leading Stalinist theoretical pub-
lication, Jacques Duclos—present
head of the party—gave a formal
position of hostility to “neutral-
ist concepts.” Neutrality between
Russia and America? Neutralism
toward the Soviet fatherland?
Such a position is, of course, -im-
possible. But this is only the for-

mal side of the matter. Duclos
then gives the real position:
there is, it seems, a progressive
form of neutralism, that of the
masses who fear war most of all.
This is directed only againsg
America, the sole war provocator
of the day. This form of neutral-
ism must be supported by us
Stalinists, etc., ete.

For Duclos, this is a neutral-
jism of paralysis, the kind which
is most successfully employed fn
the various Stalinist front or-
canizations which try to organ-
ize pacifist and neutralist people.

In fact, the Stalinists are now

actively creating -a whole new -

series of organizations to corral
such tnovéx{l:lnts — against Ger-
man rearmiament, for continua-

tion of the Franco-Russian Pact, °

ete. "
In the absence of any socialisf

movement it is only natural thaf

they are the ones to benefit from
the present wave of neutralism.
The #wo-pronged Stalinist attack
—invincible power backed by fer-
ror on the one hand, generous of-
fers of an illusory neutrality on
the other—continues to be highly
successful, ¥o' the same’ extent and
degree that American propaganda
is unsuccessful.
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The
ISL Program

in Brief

The 1independent Socialist League
stands for socialist democracy and
against the two systems of exploita-

tion which now divide the world: capi- -

talism and Stalinism.

Capitalism cannot be reformed or
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 control the basic sectors of the
economy, democratically controlling
their own economic and political des-
tinies.

Stalinism, in Russia and wherever it
hoiw. mower, is a brutal totalitarian-
ism—a new form of exploitation. Its
agents in every country, the Commu-
nist Parties, are unreienting enemies
of socialism and have nothing in com-
mon with socialism—which cannot ex-
ist without effective democratic con-
trol by the people.

These two camps of capitalism and

Stalinism are today at each other's

throats in a world-wide imperialist ri-
vairy 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 among all
other sections of the people.

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

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

INTERESTED?

Get "
acquainted

with the _
Independent

Socialist League—

114°'W. 14th Street
New York 11, N. Y.

O I want more information about the
" ideas of Independent Socialism and
the ISL.

O I want to join the ISL.
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SCIENCE, CONSERVATION AND MVA

By CARL DARTON

The approaching war throws all the contradictions of our society
into sharper relief. The nation is being forced into total mobilization
for an all-out endeavor to blast a substantial portion of the fruits
of man’s painful labor into the rubble, dust and elements from which
they were constructed. At the same time there is a noticeable increase
in anxiety over the accelerated depletion of the natural resources with
which the U. 8. has been so bountifully endowed.

The war machine requires more coal, more power, more iron, more
and more of a multitude of all raw materials. Thus there will be
more streams polluted by industrial waste, a heavier pall of smoke
over our cities, reckless cutting of our dwindling timber supply, the
erection of dams for power without regard to recreational, irrigation,
or flood-control needs, and more feverish churning of the soil in
seach of iron, coal, and uranium ores.

We have gone so far along the road of carelessness and waste of
natural resources and show so few signs of turning baék that, even
if the enemy bombs never fall on American soil, we may within gen-
erations be living in an arid, treeless, and scarred wasteland.

Under the capitalist system there is always the exploitation of the
nafural resources as well as the exploitation of the working people.
The state and federal governments have, by and large, never been
conservation-minded compared to even the governments of Western
Europe. Nevertheless they have had to take some limited conservation
measures. No doubt the reader is well acquainted with the extent of
the willful violations of these measures by the industrial interests.

Socialists are of course opposed to the exploitation of resources
in the interest of the moneyed few. They are opposed to the reckless
use of those materials in limited supply which are vital to the per-
sonal and economic needs of the people. Socialists are conservation-
ists. They do not, however, belong to that school which would return
lower Manhattan to the primeval forest paradise beloved by rod and
reel. They are in favor of setting aside areas for the reereational
need ‘of the people and of providing adequate income and leisure
time for use of these facilities, Of greater concern, however, is the
planned use of scarce irreplaceable materials, the conscious discovery
of new and substitute materials, and the replacement of forests and
grasslands. In these undertakings scientists would be of great assist-

The Mew Missouri Compromise

Science can aid conservationists in three ways:

(1) The most efficient methods can be devised for the extraction of
those natural resources such as coal, iron and oil which seem fo be
limited and essentially irreplaceable.

(2) Substitute materials can be found for many raw materials
which are in short supply. The metal aluminum is an example of
such an effort. Most of these substitutes will be from universal and
plentiful sources such as earth or ocean.

(3) Many resources are replaceable. Grasslands, forests, water
supply are notable examples. The efforts of science are-clearly evi-
denced here. The technical aspects of avoidance and correction are
known. Industrial smog need not blight our cities. Trees ecan be
planted and to a great extent protected from fire, disease, and insects.
Floods, droughts and falling ground—water levels are credited with
the disappearance of forests and grasslands.

We know that the capitalists with their emphasis on wars and
profits will do little conservation work. But we cannot be complacent
about their failures. An outstanding fiasco has been the development
of the Missouri River Valley. Here we meet a combination of failure
to comprehend the problem, to consider an already indicated solu-
tion, and of rivalry between the bureaucracies of two federal agencies.

All evidence points to the need for a single integrated Missouri
River Valley development program. Such a solution is prevented by the
very active opposition of privately owned public ufilities and rivalry
between the U. S. army engineers and the Bureau of Reclamation. After
years of dispute the army engineers new have control of the lower
river where they have already spent over $400 million of public funds
in scouring the river bottom. The upper river is in the hands of the
Bureau of Reclamation. i

Under this new “Missouri Compromise” it is estimated that two
thirds of the electric power potential is lost, forests are not pro-
tected, there is no alleviation of drought, and the huge storage reser-
voirs on the main river will do little but cover valuable bottom land.

The issue of conservation is a broad one for it is intimately tied
in with all parts of the economy. A serious and comprehensive con-
servation program must enlist the help of a great number of scien-
tists. Scientists will need to readjust their professional standards.
The scientist who choses to work in silviculture, - plant breeding,
stream purification, or mining methods should have equal status in
the scientific community with the nuclear physicist.

Readers interested in the conservation issues now in the public
eye are referred to two easily read and interesting books: The Pursuit
of Plenty, by A. G. Mezerik, Harper and Brothers, 1950, and Western
Land and Water Use, by Mont. H. Sanderson.
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U. S. COMMUNISM: ITS SECRET BUSINESS EM-

PIRE, by Claire Neikind. {The Reporter, January
23.)

For all of the organizational blows which
the American CP has suffered, “its financial
empire 1s intact,” writes Claire Neikind—whom
we remember particularly as the auther of the
only article outside the radical press (also in
the Reporter) which told the truth about Joe
Curran’s reign of terror in the National Mari-
time Union. Miss Neikind here turns her atten-
tion to the business tycoon of U. S. Stalinism,
Robert William Weiner. 1

Weiner, who became financial secretary of
the CP in 1938, “has set up a group of regular
commercial enterprises, mostly in the North-
eastern states. As far as is known, these have

. items as wrist watches and jewelry, real-estate

- clubs, Many of them are small. . . . Often they

=~ X % .
included: a doll factory, a sponge company, a
shoulder-pad factory, a tool-and-die plant, a
string of export-import houses dealing in such

agencies, stationery and supply stores (includ-
ing a large one in New York), lithographers,
a steel-processing plant, printers, a record com-
pany, a national string of bookshops, and night

stay in business briefly, and then reorganize
under another name, In addition there is a
string of summer eamps. . . .

As for Weiner himself: “He lives well . . .
he. wears Brooks Brothers suits, smokes dollar
cigars, takes frequent vacations in Florida, and
dines at first-rate restaurants. His habits, like
his talents, are those of a great financier.”

"Destination Moon"— |
Half Science, Half Green Cheese

By PHILIP COBEN

© Out of loose terminology, the film “Destination
Moon”—which is about the first space flight to
earth’s satellite—has been discussed by reviewers
as if it were science fiction. Properly speaking,
there is little of science fiction about it at all, nor
was there intended to be by the film’s makers.
That is what distinguishes the picture and makes
it a must. :

The sections dealing with the flicht to the
moon, the moon itself, and the technical prepara-
tions for the flight are as much straight science as
many a book on those aspects of science which are
still partly speculative. Speculative does not nec-
essarily mean fictional, and there is less even of
speculation in the film than most of its viewers are
likely to think. .

But if there is little science fiction in the film
and much science, it is still painfully true that the
film is half science and half fantasy. .

The part which is fantasy, and of a somewhat
less credible variety than Weird Toles, is the first
section which tells how the space ship was financed
and constructed by a cartel of public-spirited and
far-sighted capitalists in spite of the obstructions
placed in their path by that ol' debbil the govern-
ment.

The picture gets back to reality only when the
good ship's rockets blast off. At this point it be-
comes a semi-documentary on an event which has
not yet taken place. Up to that point it is not
down-to-earth.

The silly stuff at the beginning, however, which
takes place on our own planet and without space
suits, makes a very interesting point—if we stand
its plot on the head. That requires a slight sum-
mary of the business.

FRANK MERRIWELL TO THE RESCUE

The main characters are the Scientist, the Gen-
eral and the Capitalist. (They have names, but we
have to keep this simple in the spirit of the script
writer.)

The Scientist, to begin with, is experimenting
for the government with a rocket ship, which is
complete and in working order but explodes on its
first test because of mysterious sabotage by Yon-
Know-Who. The project folds up as a result of the
failure, even though the FBI has proved it was
sabotage (which makes much less sense than
Scully’s little green men from Venus). Howsoever,
the General, who has been working with the Scien-
tist on the rocket, unable to get a spark of interest
from the witless government bureaucrats, turns to
his friend, the Capitalist.

The Capitalist is the head of an aireraft cor-
poration and the spittin’ image of Frank Merriwell,
a young, handsome, grimly determined, clean-
limbed American youth. Properly scornful of Buck
Rogers notions at the beginning of the conversa-
tion, he is convinced in one minute 27 seconds flat,

The plan is concocted in the remaining three
seconds: American Industry and Private Enter-
prise Will Do the Job, since the politicians are
too dumb to see that the U. S. flag has to be planted
on Tycho cratér before the Other Fellow gets there
first,
™ Next thing we know, all the leading capitalists
of the country are gathered together in Frank Mer-
riwell's board meeting room, headed by "Mr. Ford,”
whose first name is left unspoken to baffle the audi-
ence. After the General goes through his routine
about the military necessity to Get There First, the
assembled capitalists toss aside all vacillation and

rd N~

They Need Your Help!

Local New York of the ISL sends food and
clothing packages to meedy workers in Europe.
You can help! Send your aid—especially clothing
for school-age "children—to the New York ISL,

114 West 14 Street, New York City 11. z
Y s

doubt and decide o empty their pockets, or their
stockholders’ pockets, ta advance Science, Humanity
and the Flag, amid resounding speeches en Private
Enterprise. ’

The power of speedy decision approaching the
velocity of light, so characteristic of capitalists, is
thereby demonstra_t,ed,-since the movie shows, right
before your eyes, that the captains of industry had
learned the diffefence between a rocket and a
racket only three minutes before from the Seien-
tist’s lecture. )

L
NOT EVEN FOR CHILDREN

It should be clear that these wild imaginings
and this bug-eyed nonsense have no place in a

" film which is primarily devoted to a dead-sober,

sternly realistic depiction of a trip to the moon.

It is true—or so at least I have read—that this
plot was taken from a science story by Robert
Heinlein for children, but even children nowadays
have heard of the atom bomb, and perhaps even
of how it was made,

The atom bomb—the first sugcessful harness-
ing of atomie energy, equivalent in its way to the
first space flight—was developed as a government-
sponsored, organized and financed project, and it
could have been produced in no other way. Not be-
cause two billion dollars could not have been raised
by passing-the hat-in a properly filled board room.
Private Enterprise collectively could have fudged
up that much merely by putting away all the
moneys saved by cheating the government out of
taxes and bilking the workers and consumers,
over a finite period of time.

No boardroomful of capitalists could have done
it hecause there was no immediate profit in it for
them. Subcontracted jobs on aspects of the atom
bomb were farmed out by the government to private
interests, cerfainly«and they were paid for their
contribution to Science, Humanity and the Flag in
ready coin, capable of being entered on the books.
But even though the building of the bomb was in
their interests, the government—their government—
had to do the job. Their collective executive com-
mittee was in Washington, not in Frank Merriwell's
board room. .

THE FUTURE IS-JUST OUTSIDE THE GATE

Human technology has reached the point, as a
result of the advancement of science, where it
poses next tasks which Private Enterprise cannot
and will not undertake. And capitalist society will
undertake only those which give promise of aiding
the destruction of the world, not its advancement.

Space flight is one of these. It is a well-known
fact, of course, that real space flight is within
reach of man today. It is also true that govern-
ment agencies are seriously and officially interested
in it—to a' degree exactly corresponding to their
best advicés on how it will facilitate getting a
bomb over Moscow, and’no further.

These military drives of capitalism produced

the A-bomb and may produce the Hell-bomb, but
these are only the fiendish forms behind which a
new era of: humanity is looming. Its clearest fea-
tures are.shadowed forth in the economic applica-
tion of atomic energy and the revolutionary trans-
forming effects of space flight, both of which stand
outside the: gate,
. chialists have spoken generally of the win-
tmaginable . potential of development of a human
race and soeiety freed of the dead weight of capi-
talism and human' exploitation in general. The
fact is: muth of that has left the field of the imag-
inable or unimskinable and lies in the field of
practical - engineering and theoretical science on
this side ofithe horizon.

Capitalism——either the beardroomful of capital-
ists or- their dovernment—is incapable of getting us
there. From the arsenal of the future it plucks only
new firebrands of destruction,

It is a brake on progress, a fetter on techno-
logical advanee. From the vantage point of the

fut;:m.that:.':.\;'will'lbe blindingly clear, clearer than
oday.
=

it is to us

[BOOKS and Ideas RGN BOOK ON THE FBI—7 o
The Social Philosophy of J. Edgar Hoover

By SAM ADAMS

In reviewing Lowenthal's book, we have already cited some of the
evidence of J. Edgar Hoover's special contributions to the activities
of the bureau and the GID over the years and the particular pride that
he had himself stated over the creation and development of the latter
division. We shall cite several representative expressions of the man,
for they will increase understanding of his "theoretical views,” and of
the "practical idealism™ and "artistic temperment"” which his apologist
Holtzoff has claimed.

There was the investigation and persecution of the newly formed

Communist Labor Party and Communist Party in‘1919—parties which
were certainly a far cry from the present degenerated Stalinist party
which is primarily an agent of Stalin’s Russia. We have written that
Hoover likes to appear as a learned man, one who has a special
knowledge of the social sciences, of Marxism and the theories of
socialism. Thus in all his campaigns, he dressed his struggle against
the radical movement in what he proudly believes to be “theoretical”
understanding. . -
. In dealing with the CLP he called attention to its opposition to
the Versailles Treaty which he regarded as “particularly significant”
for showing its attitude toward “world-wide peace.,” (If Hoover
wished to jail those who opposed the Versailles Treaty, he would
have had to imprison half of Europe and the U. S., including many
government officials). '

But what he found particularly reprehensible about communism
and its social theories was that it was “directly in violation of the
principles upon which this gevernment was founded—namely, that
of nationalistic sectionalism.” A new theory of American capitalism!
Communist doctrine was “the very essence of immorality, of lawless-
ness, and of ruthless government, as has nowhere else heen found
at any time in the history of the world.” Hoover is not talking about
Stalinist totalitarianism, but of socialism, which he like all his ignorant
contemporaries, the malicious and the innocent alike, equates with
Stalinism.

Policeman of Ideas

Is it any wonder that with this kind of social view he ‘was and is
able to act as the policeman of ideas and opinions? -

If this is what communism is, why should those who embrace
Marxist socialism have the democratic right of free speech, free press,
and organizations? They shouldn’t, of course, because “freedom of
speech is always a liberty, but never a license.” Who decides when
it is a liberty and when a license? In the present case, Hoover, on the
basis of his views and with the assistance of several anti-demoeratic
measures passed by Congress. Like all oppressive bodies and laws, they
are always accompanied by professions of democratic belief and the
defense of democratic rights. Yet the history of the bureau is replete

with violations of such rights.

In the Palmer raids, confessions were forced out of people arrested
and their trials produced endless evidence of the "Gestapo' methods
of the bureau and its GID. To make the position of the prisoners even
more difficult, no counsel was permitted them, nor were they advised of
their legal rights. In addition, excessive bail was demandeéd so that
Prisoners could not be freed. There is no evidence that Hoover opposed
excessive bail,

But there is evidence that he more than once asked for enormous
amounts of bail. Ordinary bail of $500 was raised o $10,000 in more
than one instance, and this was in keeping with all the other methods
employed in the raids,

Let us take the matter of wiretapping conducted by the sensitive
Mr. Hoover’s department, Despite congressional objection, the FBI
engaged in wiretapping for years and years. Admonition that it cease
this practice was unavailing, for despite the attitude of Congress,
and rulings by the Supreme Court the FBI continues its practice
of wiretapping.

Attorney General Jackson warned that in one case FBI agents
acted in a manner which might constitute a violation of the Constitu-
tion. A Senate committee under Senator Burton K. Wheeler which
included Truman and Barkley, was really alarmed by the practices
of the police (including the FBI), over “the recent resurgence of
a spy system,” upon “persons who have committed no crime, but whose
economic and political views and activities may be obnoxious to the
present incumbents of law-enforcement offices. . . .”

‘Americanism’ versus The 'Vipers'

Included in this were search of “private homes without warrants”
and seizure of ‘“private papers without warrants,” holding “uncon-
victed persons incommunicado, refusing the request of an arrested
person for permission to see a lawyer promptly, privately and before
he is questioned by the authorities, refusing to tell him promptly of
the nature of the charge on which he is being arrested and detained,”
using the “process of interrogation to entrap suspected persons,” ete.

But this wasn’t all done by the FBI? No, but much of it was. One
thing, however, does stand out: the Department of Justice does not
appear in any of these events as an overseer of Jjustice and its pro-
tector and defender. It hardly could as long as one of its divisions
commits identical violations.

In fighting back against his eritics, our “practical idealist,” the
man with the “artistic temperament,” uses the language of incite-
ment which is “tempered” with a warning to caution. Observe:

"Foreign "isms’ are seeking to engulf Americanism . . . underworld of
literary . . . organizations of questionable background . . . an ink stream
of vilification. . . . There is no place in America for such purveyors of
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hate and horror.... However, what | have to say to you today should
be construed as an appeal to common-sense and a desire for a calm,
common-sense appraisal. . ., .

Again: ". . . the vipers of alien 'isms’ whose poisonous fangs are
fotal . . . these scoundrels, . . . Agitators have worked among . . .
sharecroppers [what a dirty thing to do, trying to improve the lot of
one of the most exploited peoples in the country!] . . . These praters
against the American way of life are in reality a gang of international

confidence men, seeking to steal our wallets . . . vile and vicious forces
« + + scandal sheets. , , . Lk

The language of the crime fighter in a political struggle! Why
should anyone be calm when faced with vipers, scoundrels, confidence
men, vile and vicious forces? Yet Hoover incites people at the same
time that he admonishes them to be calm!

It is the same with the advice given the people at large to send in
any and all information on their neighbors, friends, ‘acquaintances,
but to refrain from hysteria and irresponsibilities. The hysteria and
irresponsibility as anyone can see stems from above.

It Still Goes On

Outside of specialized studies made by public institutions and 20V-
ernmental bodies, no such history of the FBI as Lowenthal’s has pre-
viously appeared. It is a vital and ‘important work, having particular
mgnllﬁcance for the labor movement as a whole, even though the labox
oﬂicufldom conducts itself with an obtuseness that at times beggars
descnp?ion. At least, it seems unbelievable that people engaged in the
profession of unionism in behalf of the working masses should be so
craven and blind as not to understand that the federal police é.gency
is dangﬂ:ous to the liberties and demoeratic rights of the peoplé;
and that in this particular instance, as expereince has shown, the old
chest'nut about vigilance being the price of liberty is no idle phrase,
For if at the present time the FBI touches primarily the small and
umr_lﬁuential political movements of the working class, lumping them
all into the same pot with Stalinism and fascism, it is capable, as it
has demonstrated more than once in its history, of serving the in-
terests of big business against the labor movement as a whole.

One‘of the werst aspects of this situation is the present “list of
subversive organizations” drawn up by the attorney general’s office
undgr a directive from the president and on the basis of the advices
received from the FBI. There is no “legal” way to achieve redress
from such a listing made without prior advice to the organizations
listed, without informing them why they are on the list, and basis oy
source gf the evidence adduced to warrant such placement. An or-
ganization that is listed is literally helpless in trying to find out
why_ it 1s on the list, how it came to be there, or what the reasons are
for it. Hoover will not divulge any evidence because that would mean
disclosure of his spy system and informants. Congress endorses this
procedure. And although the attorney general’s list has no’ s’.tﬁnding
in court before any reasonable and conscionable judge, it has an
unofficial standing that could not be greater if it were official,

'I‘}_le world situation and the threat of a new world war only
bromises to narrow the areas of democratic life and the demoecratic
process. '_I'hat is why it is so important to know everything important
and significant "about an organization like the FBI, to know its his-
tory and development, in order that the democratic rights of the
people and the democratic processes may be defended with greater
knowledge and consciousness. The word is one thing. The deed is
another, Beware the deeds! :

MARCANTONIO SCRAPPING WITH CP
FOR POWER OVER ALP, SAYS REPORT

By AL FINDLEY

NEW YORK, Jan. 29—Tt is an open
secret that all is not well in the
Stalinist-controlled American La-
bor Party of New York. Its vote
and enrollment fell to an al-time
low in the last city.election. Many
of its prominent leaders have de-
serted its ranks, the latest being
ex-Congressman Leo Isacson, Man-
hattan leader Connolly, and Tito's
U. S. legal adviser O. John Rogge.
. What is now reported is that a
fierce factional struggle is raging
between the Stalinists and their
darling, Vito Marecantonio, titular
leader of the ALP. ‘

Marcantonio, who fronted for
the CP and received the adulation
of the Stalinists, is now trying to
take over control of the ALP and
make it his personal machine, ac-
cording to the account of well-in-
formed labor reporfer of the N. Y.
Jewish Morning Journal, ¥. Cohen,
today. 2

According to Cohen, on Decem-
ber 9 Marcantonio called a meet-
ing of the executive board of the
ALP. At this meeting, after a
lengthy report on his own accomp-
lishments as .the sole fighter
against the reactionary forces in
Congress, he proposed that the
ALP be reorganized, In effect his
plan would abolish the county
committees and centralize all pow-
er in a small committee headed by
himself, It is also reported that he
‘plans to move the state office of
the 'ALP into his own congres-
sional district. - =~
CP TACTICS vs. CP
~ The Marcantonio plan was op-
‘posed by most of those present.
He thereupon-declared that a con-

=

spiracy against him éxisted and
that he would not allow himself
to become the “scapegoat” for the
ALP, . '

At a second meeting held on
January 9, the account continues, °
Mareantonio, in true Stalinist fash-
ion, allowed the opposition speak- .
ers one minute each. When Paul
Ross objected, he extended the
time for 10 seconds. After discus-
sion was closed, Marcantonio re-
jected a rolleall and called for 2
standing vote. A majority stood up
in opposition; nevertheless he de-
clared his plan adopted. The meet- y
ing adjourned amid disorder and
catealls,

The newspaper correspondent
adds that Marcantonio is still a. de-
fender of the Stalinist line but
feels that, in view of its defeats,
the ALP needs to free itself from
the stigma of its obvious and vir-
tually direct control by the CP. De-
spite his defeat in the race to re-
tain his congressional seat, he has
not given up his political ambi-
tions. In the past he achieved his
successes by maneuvers and deals
with various Republican and Dem-
ocratic wardheelers and politi-
cians. Having lost all or most of his
contacts in the major parties, he
needs a reliable party machine of
his own to foster his career.

Prominent ALP leaders are de-
nying the existence of any fac-
tional struggle. If, however, - the
report is well-based in the main,
it would seem that the ALP faces
the serious crisis of a choice be-
tween an open split with its last-
remaining popular figure or sub-
ordinating itself to the personal
ambitions of Marcantonio,
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A LESSON FROM THE
'RUSSIAN UNDERGROUND

By HAL DRAPER

Last week on this page we published a page
of material devoted to the struggle of the anti-
Statinist utiderground in the Russian Ukraine.
The hesadline which we put over the main article
featured the admission by the Kremlin's gaul-
eiters that “hundreds” of youth were fleeing into
the underground—*“a very rare and important
event,” as Comrade Vs. F. stressed.

Also appended, however, was a document
from the theorétical discussion going on in the
ranks of the Ukrainian People's Army, behind the
Iron Curtain itself. We should like to point up
and underline one passage which occurred in
this article whose significance, in our opinion, is
greater than may be realized.

The article was by P. Poltava, the leading
theoretical writer of the natiomalist non-Marwist
wing of the underground. As has been explained
in our press before, the Ukrainian revolutionary
movement did not start as a socialist movement.
When: it was operating during the war against
the Nazi occupation in the Polish Ukraine, sim-
ple nationalism was sufficient for its program.
Nationalist tendencies have always been strong
in the Ukraine, both Polish and Russian. Under
the regime of Stalin, which has not “solved the
national question” but which has embittered it,
nationalism was still a revolutionary force.

" Even before the Second World War, Leon
Trotsky launched the slogan of “self-determina-
tion for the Ukraine” in order to prepare the
movement for support of and aid to revolution-
ary-nationalist elements seeking to win the inde-
pendence of the Ukrainian people from the
Krenilin. Such a movement would be progressive,
he said, even if not led by socialists, even if it
remained programatically on the level of bour-

géois ‘déniocracy.

That was and is absolutely just, in our opin-
ion. Such a movement did actually arise, though
by that time the great revolutionist had already
been murdered by Stalin’s hénchmen. As long as
it was directed primarily against the Nazis, it
based itself on a struggle for democratic rights,
without a wider social program.

But when it came into contact with the mas-
ses who were oppressed not by the Nazi totali-
tarians but by the Stalinist bureaucratic-collec-
tivist regime, it found that it could not make
way simply on the basis of the program of na-
tionalist democracy.

It was demonstrated in life that it was not a
guestion of whether a nationalist-democratic
movement against Stalin was PROGRESSIVE &nd
worthy of support by socialists. What was dem-
onstrated was that a nationalist-democratic
niovemént was IMPOSSIBLE, ineffective.

This is what Poltava’s article testified to.

l"f 'S Dic*ﬂfe& *0 US . 8 .'.

Bt the last paragraph of Poltava’s article is
evén more interesting. He wrote: .

""This is our road of struggle. It is not the fruit
of any theoretical ideas. It is dictated to us by
the évery-day conditions utider which we live
and striiggle.” _

And in his discussion with the writer of the
Marxist wing of the movement, Babenko, we are
informed by Comrade Vs. F.: “Poltava replies
that his program came out of the practical real-
ity of conditions in the USSR and not from any
political theory or doctrine.”

This statement deserves some thought. To be
sure; it ean be said—and probably with justice—
that Poltava’s (that is, the nationalists’) pro-
giant did ¢ome out of “political theory,” if not
his or their own, then under the influence of the
Mazxist elements in the movement. But this
qualification, with whatever weight one wishes
to ~give it, does not gainsay that Poltavd’s
statemént indicates an important fact about the
socialist struggle under Stalinism.

. For there were Marxist elements leavening
the movement also when it was limited to the
nationalist-democtatic program against the
Nazis. From both sidés it is testified that the
adoption of the soeialist program was not simply
a matter of the socialist elements winning out in
the: course of the developnient of the movement,
asd Téslt of victory in a political and theoretical

strugele, but that the socialist program was
adopted under the impact of the “every-day con-,
ditions” which the movement ran up agdinst as
soon as it transferred its activities from 'peo;ol_e
dominated by cdpitalist masters to people domi-
nated by Stalinism.

Now the adoption of a revolutionary socialist
proagram by a movement "not [as] the frull'i .of
any theoretical ideas” but because it was dic-
tated to us by the every-day conditions™ is, to
say the least, unusual.

Oppression and exploitation by themselves
have led workers to form trade-union associa-
tions for self-defense, and have led to trade-
union consciousness. But of thémselves the
every-day conditions of capitalism did not lead
the working-class to socialist ideas. These every-
day conditions “merely” laid the basis whpreby
the ideas of the socialist vanguard could win out
in the working-class movements of the world,
since these ideas corresponded to the needs and
interests of the class under capitalism. )

That is under capitalism, where the vim?)le

exploiter is the private owner of the machine
and factory. The rise of capitalism was also ac-
companied in an earlier day by the advancg of
democracy, which gave the mass of exploited
workers the illusion that a continuing advance
of democracy could give them power over these
private exploiters. The ideas of secilalism had
(and in the U. S. at least, have) a big obstacle
to overcome, a hard lesson to teach which was
obscured by the very setup of capitalism itself.
As a social system governed by the blind laws of
the market, the economic masters and the politi-
cal masters were not identical; the Marxist
theory of the state taught the relationship that
existed between them (‘““the state is the executive
committee of the rulng class”) but it is a rela-
tionship that is neither self-evident to the naked
eye nor automatic and straight-lined in its oper-
ation. At some point in his development the re-
bellious worker, straining against the conditim}s
of life imposeéd upon him by forces beyond his
vision, had to make a leap in his idéas in order
to becomie a socialist. Trade-union consciousness
did not automatically turn into socialist con-
sciousness, far from it.

The Socialist Fight under Stalinism
All this is not so under Stalinism. _
Under the Stalinist social system, the capi-

talist owners of production no longer EXIE.Et.

(This, indeed is the reason why Stalinism i's still

able to palm itself off falsely on workers in the

capitalist countries as “socialism.”) Under Stal-
inism, the means of production are owned and
controlled not by private exploiters and regu-
lated by the profit motive, but are owned anfl
controlled by the totalitarian state—which is

“owned” and controlled by an uncontrolled bu-

reaucracy, politically organized, who form the

new ruling and exploiting class.

Under Stalinism, in other words, the state
bureducracy is not "the executive committee” of
the ruling class. It is the ruling class. The eco-
nomic masters, the direct exploiters visible to
the naked eye, are identical with the political
masters.

Whereas under capitalism the workers conld
come spontaneously only to trade-union con-
sciousness—that is, to struggle against the direct
exploiters, under Stalinism a struggle against
the direct exploiters automatically means a
struggle against the state, for power in the state.

What for workers under capitalism requires
an ideological leap of which only the vanguard
of the class was capable to begin with, for work-
ers uridér Stalinism is “not the fruit of any theo-
‘retical ideas” but is “dictated by the every-day
conditions.”

- The socialist program tends to arise SPON-
TANEOUSLY, under Stalinism, as the only road
of struggle for the ineradicable human aspira-
tion toward freedom.

Stalinism is the first social system where this
is true.

Undeér capitalism, the emphasis of the social-
ist niovément, as it developed, necessarily came
to be pit on the néed to'nationalize the factories,
mines and mills. This even-eame to be interpret-
ed, unfortunately, as the sufficient content of so-
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cialism. Under Stalinism this is an anachronism.
The means of production are already national-
ized. There are no private owners to be expro-
priated. The overthrow of the tyranny and its
replacement by the democratic self-organization
of the people will find the mines, mills and facas
tories already in their hands.

Tyrannies have been overthrown before by
révolts, but the overthrowers had to have ‘‘theo-
retical ideas” in order to know what to do with
their victory. They had to have a social program,
of greater or lesser complexity. The social pro-
gram of the movement that will overthrow Stal-
inism is already, in distorted form, provided by
Stalinism itself. The sufficient key to the anti-
Stalinist revoluton is democracy, which is not
provided by the Stalinist regime but which does
not have to be imported into the masses by theo-
reticians.

When Democracy Equals Socialism

This does not mean that the anti-Stalinist
revolution can limit its ideas to one word, nor
gainsay the role of deep theoretical understand-
ing imn guiding, organizing and fructifying the
struggle. It merely emphasizes that the big jump
in “theoretical ideas,” ready to be further de-
veloped by the vanguard, is spontaneously gen-
erated by the “every-day conditions” themselves.

As we wrote in The New International three
years ago on this point:

“From a struggle to take the factories out of
the hands of the exploiters and therefore to take
the state out of their hands, it [the fight for so-
cialism] would become a struggle to take the
state out of their hands and thereby the fac-
tories. Starkly—even more starkly than today—
would the social task be presented to the masses:
the state ‘owns everything’ but we do not own
the state; the target is visible without camou-
flage.

“In present-day terms, the socialist struggle
becomes a struggle for ‘political democracy’; but
this language would be as inadequate and obso-
lete to describe the social reality as when a save
age describes a gun as ‘the arrow that kills from
afar. For the content of ‘political democracy’
under such conditions becomes not a harking
back to outlived bourgeois democracy but be-
comes synonymous with proletarian, socialist
revolution and economic democracy. The seizure
of the state power by the proletarian démocracy
already finds the means of production collecti-
vized.” .

This stresses only one side of the question of
the socialist struggle under Stalinism. It is a side
that is not, 1 think, given weight by socialists in
the United States and more generally by Western
anti-Stalinists. A fair proportion of the ease with
which some socialists have gone ovér to the

proposition that Western capitalism must be sups -

ported in war agdinst Russia is due fo thei: be<
lief, often explicitly. put into words, that a vice
tory of Stalinism in war means an éend to the
socialist perspective.

It is doubly unfortunate that, for quite differ-
ent reasons, this same impermissibly and blindly
pessimistic conclusion was also put forward by
Leon Trotsky (in his argumentation against the
theory of Russia as a new type of exploitive
society).

The Other Side ke

But if socialists on this side of the Iron Cur-
tain have heen pushed toward social-patriotism
by this view that the triumph of Stalinism would
convert the socialist perspective into a Utopia,
and' that therefore all bets are off on Marxism,
the opposite side of the coin is perhaps to be
seen among ‘some elements especially in Europe,
(including elements in the Ukrainian under-
ground, perhaps) who take an equally one-sided
though opposite view of the socialist struggle
under Stalinism. This is: that the triumph of
Stalinism would, in some sense, mdke the social-
ist struggle “easier,” or at least that it is neces-
sary before the triumph of socialism can in turn
be achieved. It is one of the bases for a kind of
pro-Stalinism among some elements who have
no other illusions about the nature of the Stalin-
ist regime. It is a defeatist and crippling view,
which- seizes on only one side of the relationship
between the socialist struggle and the Stalinist
regime, and grafts onto this side a hopelessness
and despair in the ability of the working class to
struggle against both capitalism and Stalinism.

Neither capitalism nor Stalinism’ can' kill the
inevitable tendency of the pedple #o fight for
socialist freedom. The forms of that fight may
change but “it is dictated fo us by the every-
day conditions under which we live and" strug«
gle."”
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West German Labor Victorious

By GORDON HASKELL

As we go to press it appears
that the West German labor move-
ment has won its fight for co-
determination in the iron, steel
and coal industries.

If the reports in the press on
the meaning of “co-determination
iu industry” in Western Germany
are accepted at face value, the
German workers have won a vic-
tory of the greatest historic sig-
nificance, They have taken an im-

portant step toward effective
workers’ control over the most
important German industries

from the plant level up to the
highest policy - making bodies.
They have done this, further, un-
der a conservative coalition gov-
ernment, and without having to
carry out their threat to strike
the industries involved.

The very size of this victory,
achieved with such apparent ease,
dictates a degree of caution in
the approach of socialists to it.
Unfortunately, the only detailed
information available at the mo-
ment comes #to us exclusively
from capifalist sources. Until the
German labor and socialist press
gives us, the whole picture from
labor’s side, we will have to do
the best we can with the materi-
_ais at hand.

WHAT WAS WON? ¥

On the political side: the agree-
ment reached between the unions
and the employers, under the me-
diating efforts of Chancellor
Adenauer, is shaking the coali-
tion government to its founda-
tions. In a special cabinet meet-
ing held on Friday, January 26,
representatives of the threa par-
ties of the governing coalition
appeared not as ministers of a
united cabinet but as strict party
representatives.

It is quite possible that before
this issue of LLABOR ACTION
bas reached our readers the West
German parliament will have
passed a co-determination law
with the Christian - Democrats
and Social-Democrats voting to-
gether against the other coalition
parties. It is quite possible also
that the Christian-Democratic
Party itself will be split over the
co-determination issue.

Exactly what have the German
labor organizgtions won? Accord-

zing to an editorial in the New York
Times of January 27 the main fea-
tures of the co-determination bill
to be presented to the Bundestag
will provide as follows: "labor, as
represented by the trade umions,
shall have equal representation
with ¥he old management in both
the board of directors and an ex-
ecutive committee managing each
company, as well as in a top or-
ganization, called a 'senate,’ rep-
resenting each industry as a
whole. As members of these bodies
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the trade-union directors and sen-
ators will have an equal voice
with the old management, not only
in matters of wages, hours and
working conditions but also in ali
day-to-day operations, including
business policy, production quan-
tity and methods, purchasing, sell-
ing, amount of employment, sale
or shutdown of plants, and, most
important of all, in appointments
to all management peositions.

“The owners and stockholders
are relegated to back seats with
little . voice in their companies’
affairs, and the only check on
complete union domination is to
be the presence in these bodies
of either an ‘independent,” a
technical,’ or, in the case of the
‘senate,” a government represen-
tatives, holding the balance of
power.”

JUST A START

Another report in the New
York Times for January 26 states
that the councils at each plant
and mine will be selected as fol-
lows: There will be five labor
representatives. Two will be se-
lected from among workers at
the site, two will represent the
trade unions without regard to
employment status, and the fifth
will be chosen by the workers
from among prominent persons in
public life. Four of the employer
representatives will be selected
from among the stockholders,

~ On Issue of Co-Determination

and the fifth from public life.
These two groups will then select
an eleventh member of the coun-
cil.

As for the “senates,” it is not
as yet clear just how they will be
selected, but one report has it
that “they undoubtedly will be
similar to the traditional German
economic chambers representing
industry and labor.”

Trade-union leaders in Germany
have been hailing this agreement
and the legislation which will en-
act it into laws as just a start. They
have made it clear that they are
determined to extend co-determi-
nation to all sectors of German
economic life.

According to Jack Raymond of
the Times, co-determination has
already been in practice in about
80 per cent of the mines and steel
plants which are in trusteeship
under the Allied decartelization
law. But the unions have been de-
manding that the federal govern-
ment at Bonn recognize their per-
manent. right to co-determination.

QUESTIONS OPEN

It is apparent that many as-
pects of co-determination are still
unclear. Aside from the major
question of just how extensive
the powers of the “senates” will
be, there is also the question of
what the machinery will be
through  which the rank-and-file
workers can determine their rep-

To Western Imperialism —

HISTORY SAYS: 'NO EXIT'

By JAMES M. FENWICK

The commitment of United States forces in Korea a
bare seven months ago by the Truman administration—an
irresponsible move that was acted on by neither Congress
nor the people and was given only a post-facto endorsement
by the United Nations—has been followed by an almost con-
tinuous series of crises in United States foreign policy.

The latest crisis centers

around the attempt by the

United States to condemn Stalinist China as an “aggressor"
and to impose sanctions upon her. It is a crisis the basic
facts of which have been obscured, thanks to a great deal
of distortion by U. S. leaders and less deliberate but more
ignorant misrepresentation by the country's press.

Objections to present U. S.
policy come from two sour-
ces: (1) Western European
capitalist countries and the
British Commonwealth, and
(2) non-Stalinist Middle
East and Far Eastern coun-
tries, the most powerful and

typical representative of which
is India.

The general objection of the
West powers to the Far Eastern
policy of the United States is
that the ultimatistic approach of
the U. 8. may lead to a large-
scale war in the Orient which
would divert manpower, materiel,
and interest to the Far East—to
the detriment of the key area,
Europe. The U, S. policy is viewed
with all the more misgiving in
that, over and beyond this, it is
at the moment incoherent, with-
out a set perspective for the im-
mediate and near future, and is
the subject of party politics.

ALIIES UNEASY

Within the European capitalist
bloe there are differences which
are something more than nuances
but which merely color, and
do not negate, the main point
of agreement. Recognizing — in
abridged fashion—the limitations
of a purely military struggle,
Britain has been trying to sup-
plement it with a political one.
The possibility fer an entering
wedge in the Stalinist bloe it
finds in the present or potential
differences between the Chinese
and Russian regimes.

Hence its recognition of the
Chinese regime, its uneasiness over

the crossing of the 38th- parallel
by UN forces, its. desire to creafe
a buffer area in Neorth Korea, its
alarm at talk of using the atomic
bomb in the Orient, its desire o
explore all avenues of negotiation,
and its. general opposition to the
incendiary oratory and’ actiens. of
MacArthur. United States policy,
Britain further. feels, tends to
strengthen the ties of Chkina with
Russia.

France tends toward the Brit-
ish position. It is reported she
would have long since recognized
the Chinese Stalinist regime had
not the United States, upon whom
she is dependent for economic and
military aid, applied pressure—
and had not the Chinese Stalin-
ists recognized the Ho Chi Minh
government in Indo-China. When
Attlee made his recent hasty trip
to the United States following
Truman’s off-the-cuff philesophiz-
ing about using the atom bomb in
the Orient, he came with a pol-
icy endorsement by French Prem-
ier Pleven.

Germany, having no empire
stakes in the Far East, as Brit-
ain and France both have, and
deeply involved in her own polit-
ical, economie, and social prob-
lems, has on the official level not
engaged in any subtleties on the
Far Eastern situation. Obviously,
Germany’s present leadership, not'
to speak of that of Schumacher’s
Social-Democratie opposition, is
interested primarily in the arm-
ing of Europe, and specifically
Germany, against the threat of
Russian Stalinism.

India, a member of the British.
Commonwealth bloc and the lead-

resentatives in the “senates.”

Actually this is not even com-
pletely clear with regard to the
plant and_mine councils. Will the
workers have the right to recall
representatives who do not carry
out their wishes, including those
appointed by the unions and the
“public figure” who is supposed
to represent them?

One factor which looks good for
the workers is the oppesition to
the whole scheme expressed by
spokesmen of American capitalist
bodies here. Gordon H. Micheler,
chairman of the National Foreign
Trade Council's committee on Ger-
many, stated in an interview on
January 30 that the outlook for
private investment in Western
Germany, which Jooked very
bright six months ago, has turned
sharply discouraging because of
the co-determination measure.

Naturally it would be foolish
to base a judgment on the true
meaning of co-determination on
the reaction to it of American
businessmen who are inelined to
regard the Fair Deal as social-
istic and the British Labor gov-
ernment as very little short of
full-blown communism, but the
fact that they are strongly
against it is worth noting.

THE BASIC GAIN.

It should be obvious that even
if -the councils and workers’ rep-
resentation on senates are chosen.
democratically, the fact is that in
the case of tie votes the “public”
member makes the decision. Yet
this Iimitation on the workers’
power in these industries need
not be decisive in evaluating the
nmeasure,

As in all cases in which the
assertion of power in a new field

ing spokesman for the non-Stal-
inist Far East, agrees with-many
of the points advanced by other
members of the bloc and by Brit-
ain, but is more severe in her
estimate of the role played by
the United States. From India’s
point of view, as advanced by
Nehru, China intervened in
North Korea almost wholly out of
fear of United States  designs
there. The foreign policy of
Chinese Stalinism Nehru does not
envisage as being in essential de-
pendence upon that of Russia.

NEHRU'S MOTIVES

Motivating his attitude, over
and beyond” the theoretical esti-
mates involved, is the extremely
miserable state of India's economy,
which, under conditions of war,
could easily deteriorate to the dis-
favor of the Nehru regime—and to
the favor of the socialists or (not
inconeeivably) to the favor of the
Stalinists. That there i¢ a residue
of suspicion of Western imperial-
ism in his attitude and a sympathy
for Asiatics as Asiatics is un-
deniable.

The whole course of the United
States, additionally, has been one
of clubbing the fraternal opposi-
tion into line—beginning with the
request that the UN endorse the
intervention in the Korean war
and ending with the recent threat
to withhold foodstuffs from an
India confronting famine. This
attitude of imperialist ultima-
tism, as well as the specific points
involved, has contributed. to the
unpopularity of the U. S. pro-
gram.

From the point of view of world
capitalist interests, and even
from the point of view of U. S.
interests narrowly conceived, the
criticisms of the British, say, are
probably valid. The United States
is in no position to handle a full-
scale war in the Far East now
or in the immediate future. Polit-
ical expedients designed to stall
for time at a minimum, or to
split China away from Russia at
a maximum, would seem to be in
order for Washington. This pre-
supposes, of course, that the
United States would have. to ac-
cept what is in any event a faect:
—that a large portion of. its
credit in the. Far East has been

by the working class is invelved,
the decisive factor will be the
militancy, determination, and
consciousness of the organized
workers. It is clear that if the
councils and senates will in fact
have the powers which the press
ascribes to them, the workers’
delegates will have to have ac-
cess. to all the industrial, com-
mercial, and financial “secrets”
which heretofore have been con-
sidered the exclusive property of
the capitalists. They will have to
make decisions which can be jus-
tified to the rank and file. And in
their effort to get the support of
the ranks for their decisions the
information at their disposal will
have to be made available to their
constituents in one form or an-
other.

In this way, and in o thousand
other ways, the road CAN be
opened for a much wider #raining
and parficipation of ¥e workers
in the management of industry. In
this respect the opportunities are
far greater than those afforded
the British workers in. #he indus-
tries nationalized by #he Laobor
government.

If co-determination does noth-
ing more than open the door for
the workers into the “secrets” of
capital and management, it will
have accomplished much: The
fact that the West German work-
ers have been able to open the
door this far is one of the big
events in the post-war develop-
ment of the working-clasg move-
ment. American socialists and
the most conscious ‘trade-union-
ists will watch this development
with the greatest interest, and
with the warmest hopes for the
success of their German brothersg
in this pioneering venture,

dissipated. as a consequence of
its intervention in Korea.

To date the United States
seems unable to reconcile itgelf
to this fact of political life, '

BLEAK CHOICE

But all of this is of less than
dubious value, not only because
the initiative does rot necessarily
rest’ with the United States: and
its allies on these matters:of sec-
ondary character (for that is:all
the British proposals: amount to)
but because all of these proposals
de: not undermine the soeialipro-
gram of Stalinism which is so
attractive to the peasantry. of
Asia. In other words, it would be
possible for the United States to
agree to the British tactie, énd
vet find it completely fruitless,
because China, for her own rea-
sons or those of Russia or both,
cculd refuse to arrange any, sort
of ‘deal.

But assuming that o moedus
vivendi were found, ifs life would
be predictably short. And it would
be short not because the United
States and its allies would -antag-
onize China on some basis or other,
but because Russia and China
kave a totalitarian-colléctivist imi-
perialist dynamic which derives its
power from oppressed masses of
peasants and workers whose de-
sires the Stalinist social program
can capitalize upon in o fashion
which is excluded for any pregram
which United States imperialism
can put forward.

The policy advocated by the
major allies of the United States
can, at best, secure a brief respite
for the United States. It is ex-
tremely possible, with the pre-
vious attempts of the United
States to arrange a method of co-
existence with Far Eastern Stal-
inism in mind, that the Allied
proposals would come to exactly
nothing. Such collaboration: was
tried once in China—and what
was the North Xorean-South
Korean division but such an at-
tempt? The efforts of the British
in. Malaya or the French in Indo-
China have hardly been more sue-
cessful.

It is, at best, a perspective of
bleak- alternatives which:: con-
fronts world capitalist imper-~
ialism.
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in the UN who does not jump a foot when the Ameriéan

delegates crack the whip.

Vote Our

(Continued from page 1)

Kremlin's conspiracies. Truman proposed this aid, he
openly said, in order to tiy to gain an ally for the
U. S. in the cold war.

Why does he withhold life from the Indian people?

And now: the Senate Foreign Relations Committee has

publicly announced that it has decided to delay action

indefinitely on the grant.

Even though nearly a hundred million people stand
-

on the verge of starvation.

Because their government is presently spearheading
a powerful movement inside the United Nations to block
Washington's demand for war moves against the Chinese

regime.

Three Thoughts

In every other issue of the day's newspapers, we
see tear-jerking pictures of Korean refugees, home-
innocent casualties of the

less, hungry and hunted,

. war whiph is being fought over their bodies.
captions tell us that there are the wvictims of the
Stalinist invaders. They are the

This government uses its “charity” as a weapon—at a
price.
There is something you can do about it.

Take all the liberals in the country who have given
out with hosannas about the outstanding “liberal”
plank in Truman's foreign policy, Point Four and
its bold mew program to aid backward peoples. Lay
them end to end and they will not reach quite as far
as the millions of Indian people who are facing
starvation. But ask them why the U. S., which adver-
tises so loudly that it wants to improve the living
eonditions of the smaller nations, which advertises
its Marshall Plan as a philanthropic institution, is
cold-bloodedly condemning mearly a hundred mallion
people to death in order to ram its demands through

the UN.
There is something you can do about it.

The,

victims of the Stal-

inists, and they are also the victims of the U. S. *
“liberators” who have been even more efficient, pf not

more callous, in bombing out their villages and lay-
land. But whatever the crimes of
the Korean refugees’ hunger is still

ing waste their
the imperialists,

there and their homes are still gone. The U.
ernment, as part of its war; has raised an apparatus
to feed them and house them and succor them—at
ieast half as efficiently, we trust, as it organized to
render them refugees in the first place.

Why does it refuse to do as much for nearly o hundred

million Indian people? -

There is something you can do about it

The current terrible famine in Yugoslavia has
received more publicity in this country. The U. S.
government has moved to assist them on a massive
scale. It did so even though in this
distrust from elements who oppose
“oommmunist” and many who do or

* did not even believe that the Belgrade-Moscow split
' was a real one. It put its assistance program. through
" against these obstacles. It meant
' and peasants,
defend their country against the

overcome virulent
Tito’s regime as

Yugoslav workers
Yugoslav people

Wage Freez

(Continued from pagze 1)

against the wage freeze. They only
tiad fo vote against it, to say no
and the alarm weuld have been
sounded. The full board knew that
“a split decision now would mean
@ precarious lounching of the
board's career.” These words, from
#he New York Times, mean in sim-
ple English, that labor would be
in a position to defend itself; that
$he deceitful cover of impartiality
would be ripped off the decrees.

But the labor representatives,
again according to the Times,
were “ready to live under those
conditions: [wage freeze] and co-
operate in administering the pol-
icy.” But they were too cowardly
to take responsibility for what
they agreed to accept; they re-
fused to sign the decree because
they woeuld then have to face the
reactions of their own rank and
file.

Eric Johnston, Economic Stabil-
jzation administrator, was eager
to get the full membership of ,the

I+ Can Be Stopped

You can demand that the U. S. government begin
immediately and without delay to send wheat to India
from its plentiful stores. You can raise your voice. Not
only by writing to your congressman, but by raising
your voice in your trade union!

Your labor leaders have been telling you about the
wonders of Point Four (as it will be . . . some day) and
the beneficence of the Marshall Plan, and about the hor-
rifying “ends justify the means” philosophy of the

_damnable reds and about how that’s why they have to
be wiped out with atom bombs if need ‘be, and about
their callous disregard of life in the Russian slave camps,
and the rest—

And any labor leader who remains silent about the
blackjacking of the Indian people, while he sings this
song, should be booed out of the hall.

Will it be possible to explain to the . Indian people
why American labor remained silent while its govern-

S. gov-

project it had to

life for masses of
and it helped the
congqueror in history? .

Way or Starve! - -

ment committed as massive a crime as any brutal world. .

The labor movement can do something about this crime. -
It can change the governmeni's policy on this point at
this time. It can, if it has the conscience, the sincerity
and the courage of its protestations, make the State De-
pariment's holdup a stench in the nostrils of public opinion.

Now that the U. S. has succeeded in slugging its
resolution through the UN, Washington may consider
that it can afford to turn “magnanimous” again, pocket
its billyclub, and aid India. It may or may not. It may
also yield to that section of bourgeois opinion which
thinks it “unwise” to show the mailed fist in full view.
Labor CAN swing it. .

On a different level, it can also do something else.
Only government resources, of course, can bring large-
scale relief to so far-spread a calamity as has befallen
the Indian people. No lesser agency can do that job. But
we remember that about three months ago, the AFL’s
Labor League for Human Rights together with a cl10
agency sent 80,000 pounds of CARE partels for the relief
of striking textile workers in Bombay- . .. :

Not even twice that would, we know, relieve the
famine. But it would mean, to the Indian people, that
American labor repudiates the blackjack strategy of its
government, it would be a token of honor. And the Amer-
jcan labor movement is strong and rich enough, if not to
relieve the famine, at least to make a great contribution
toward the life of hundreds of thousands. %

Americans have asked, in their ignorance: “How T
was it possible that the German people sat by idly
while Hitler ravaged Europe and the World? Are
they, the people, not also responsible?”—They asked
this of a people who were Hitler's first victims,
crushed under o totalitarian regime where they could
not even express their thought, let alone act, without
sacrificing their lives and freedom.

And you, in America? Will you be responsible for the
starvation of nearly @ hundred million Indian people, while
you complain quite justifiably about the high price of good
red steak? : ’ i

i “Ask Philip Murray, ask William Green, ask Walter
_ Reuther, ask your local union’s president, vice-president,
‘gecretary and sergeant at arms,
‘trade-unionists. Anyone who does not. raise his voice is

and ask your fellow '

an accomplice,

Wage Board, including its labor
representatives, to sign the wage-
freeze decree. But all board mem-
bers, including the representa-
tives of the employers, understood
the embartassing plight of the

_union. officials, Thus the final

order appears under the signa-
ture of Johnston alone.

_QUILL LETS GO %

From' first reports it appears
that Mike Quill, alone among the
‘prominent labor officials, charac-
terized the wage freeze for what
it is. He said; "The order is a
shocking blow ¥o American wage-
earners and consumers. It is a
cowardly retreat on the part of
an administration reeling wunder
the blows of profit-mad Wall Street
lebbyists.” At this moment, we do
not have the full text of his state.
ment before us. Does he intend to
begin a fight against the “admin-
istration” he helped put in office?
1f not. his bold words become
whining in the wind.

William Green marked time
with an evasive statement which
said in part, “we will await with
interest the correct and final in-
terpretation of the order.” Like
so many other officials, he seeks
consolation in future decrees
which may meodify the rigid as-

pects of the order in response to.

dignified requests from hopeful
unions politely made.  We note
however, that the labor represen-
tatives on the Wage Board seem
to have given a behind-the-scenes
nod to the decree in pledging their
readiness to comply without wait-
ing for guarantees and without
demanding “final interpretations.”
John L. Lewis and Philip Mur-
ray had no comment.

Major UAW contracts provide
for automatic annual wage in-
creases to give the workers at
least a minimum benefit from ris-
ing productivity; in addition,
“egealator clauses” protect wages,
at least in part, against rising
costs of living, by providing for
automatic adjustments of -wages

Will the Freeze Scrap UAW Gains?

On December 22, the wages of auto workers
were “temporarily” frozen, a forewarning of
the general wage freeze to come. Walter Reu-
ther, president of the United Automobile Work-
ers (CIO), appealed to the Wage Stabilization
Board for asswrance that the union’s contracts,

. embodying escalator clauses’ and provisions for
annual wage incieases, would be protected. In
o letter “to all UAW Officers, Stewards, and
- Committeemen” toward the end of December,
Reuther reported on his work. The passages
frem this letter given below show what is at
stake in the present wage freeze and give
labor's case. Reuther is quoting what he then
told the Wage Stabilization Board.

“It is obvious that the cost-of-living adjust-
ments provided in our contracts are not infla-
tionary, since they follow the movement in the
price index by 90 days. They do not determine
the index, They do mot cause prices' to rise.
They reflect the increase in prices 90 days after
such inereases take place. The purpose of such
cost-of-living clauses is to protect workers after
such price increases have-already taken place. ..

“Cancellation of the cost-of-living adjust-
ment would in effect serve notice upon workers
at the very beginning of the mobilization pro-
eram that the government does not intend-to
stabilize the cost-of-living, but, on the contrary
proposes to. inflict upon them the penalty for its
own failure to take effective action to hold
prices down. . . .

“The improvement factor in our contract is
based upon recognition by management of the
right of workers to share in the proceeds of
improved technology and increased output per
man-hour, It is not more for the same. It is
more for more. It does not raise costs. It rep-
resents the workers’ equity in the expanding
productivity of American industry. To cancel
this provision of the five-year contract would
amount to a decision by the Economic Stabili-
zation Agency that, throughout the years of
national mobilization, workers are to be com-
pelled to turn oVer to employers their ‘hard-won
right to share in the proceeds of increased pro-_
ductivity. There is no just basis on which a
government agency can make this decision
against the workers for the benefit of their
employers.” :

e Soaks Labor--

every three months. If the price
“index rises, wages go up in pro-
portion. If the index falls, wages
go down within certain’set limits.
What will be the fate of these
provisions?

. That, is the first test of how

..deeply the wage freeze will cut

into the workers’ standard of
living. The next adjustments are
due on March 1. This question has
a_very interesting background. -
On December 22, the Wage
Stabilization Board and the Office
of Economic Stabilization clamp-
ed a freeze on auto wages until
March 1, presumably as a “tem-
porary” measure. The UAW, ten
days before, had learned of the im-
minence of this action. Through
Reuther, the UAW immediately
appealed to the rest of the labor
movement for support. The esca-
lator clause and annual wage im-
provement were in danger. He re-
ported to . all UAW officers,
stewards, and committeemen in
a special letter, excerpts from
which are printed on this page.

UAW GAINS MENACED

This letter was printed before
the wrecent general price-wage
freeze. A TUnited Labor Policy
Committee, composed of delegates
from the CIO, the AFL, the Ma-
chinists, and the railroad brother-
hoods pledged itself to defend the
UAW contracts. Reuther was able
to report, by the end of Decem-
ber, “I -am happy to advise you
that our aggressive intervention
and hard work was crowned with
sucecess. The. order of the Wage
Stabilization Board and the Of-
fice of Economic Stabilization, is-
sued December 22, 1950, does not
in any way jeopardize or set
aside our cost-of-living escalator
clauses or the provisions for an-
nual wage improvements.”

But the happy confidence of De-
cember is outdated in January. The
escalator clause is in jeopardy!
Asked what would be done about
such clauses, Eric Johnston replied,
that this is "one of the tough
problems.” Cyrus S. Ching, chair-
man of the Wage Board, “was
vague about the legality of . . .

the escalator clauses in automo- -

bile workers contracts;” reported

the Times on January 30. 1t is
clear that a decision stili has to
be made; that labor has not been
victorious; ond that the fight lies
ahead. And so far, there has been
no indlcation of any kind that the
government agencles are even toy-
ing with the possibility of permit-
ting the annual improvement wage
increases. :

On the Wage_  Stabilization
Board sit the following three
men: Harry Bates of the AFL
bricklayers; Emil Rieve of the
CIO textile workers; and Elmer
Walker of the machinists. Two
of them represent not themselves,
not even their own internationals,
but the CIO and the AFL. And
they have permitted the wage
freeze; they have allowed the
UAW contracts to be endangered
without a sharp, public protest.
How does this square with the
pledges made to the UAW?

The wage freeze calls for the
mobilization of the whole labor
movement in defense of the liv-
ing standards of its membership.
To quote from Reuther's letter to
the UAW, this is “the key to the
future economic position of all
American labor.” In fighting the
freeze, the UAW will have to be-
gin what it has been postponing
too long: a fight inside the labor
movement for militant policies,
especially ‘at the conventions and
congresses of the CI0. If not now,
when? .
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