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Franco Is

“Tottering:

AFL Report

The Franco fascist regime
in Spain is tottering on its
last legs.

Only U. S. aid is keeping it
alive.

That is the meaning of the
report to the AFL by its Eu-
ropean representative, made
known in the press on Thurs-
day, July 5.

With an eye to influencing
U. S. policy, the report to
the AFL by Irving Brown
puts the emphasm on the
-erumbling of support for
Franco from within the rul-
ing circles of Spain. He re-
ports that generals of the
Spanish army, commanding
large areas of the country,
are cooperating with a “Na-
tional Committee” uniting
“the extreme right and left
wing in the fight against
" Franco.” This committee, he
says, is headed by General
Antonio Aranda, one of the
leading fascist generals in
the civil war who is now in
retirement.

NO "ASSET"

"Information on this com-
mittee and on the tendencies
and personalities included in

{Turn to last page)
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AS THE CEASE-FIRE IN KOREA LOOMS CLOSER —

It's a Breathing SpeII for Labor’s

By GORDON HASKELL

The quick acceptance of the formal United States truce
proposed by the Stalinist military command makes it ap-

pear qmte likely that a truce of some duration will be con- -

clided in Koréa. The military stalemate can no longer serve
the interests of either of the imperialist blocs struggling
over the prostrate body of the Korean nation. Thus it ap-
pears that a “peace” will break out in which the same
political aims will be pursued by means other than war.

The lull in the fighting in Korea is accompanied by a
lull in the political battle over foreign policy in this coun-
try. At this writing, not one of the Re;iublican leaders has
denounced the truce proposal as another piece of State

Department “treachery”
“appeasement.”
MecCarthy and Taft have let
it be known that they think
this truce represents a suc-
céss for the- Stalinists, but
. they have not - démanded-that *

General Ridgway be ordered to
fight on to' the Yalu river. Eveén

Senators -

the otherwise noisy General Mae- -

Arthur has kept whatever
thoughts he may have on the mat-
ter discreetly to himself.

The cease-fire discussions have
been met with such an overwhelm-
ing expression of satisfaction and
relief on the part of the American
people. that every one of ‘these

gentlemen inows that fo oppose
the truce would be te commit po-
litical hara-kiri. And this eniversal
feeling of relief comes soon affer
the wild welcome dcéorded Mac-
Arthur on his return that it is quite
evident that these demonsirations
in mo way signified a populor oc-
ceptance of his aggressive politi-
cal and military propesals.

IN BRITAIN

The political repercussions of
the cease-fire talks are by no
means confined to the United
States. In Britain they have
aroused the hope that the arma-
ment program will be slowed up,
and that the prospect of a further
drastic reduction in the standard
of living of the people will be
postponed. A cease-fire would cer-
tainly strengthen left-wing oppo-
sition to. the Labor leadership’s
program -of cutting down' social
service in- favor of guns. _

This feeling is* particularly sig-

THE

The NAACP Meets in the South

...Pﬂgez_‘

The S tnlres and Riots in Poland

SCHLESINGER VS. SCHLESINGER:
VITAL CENTER” WILTS

...page 6

...page 3

Washington: Capitdl of Jim (row
... page 5

* Big Business Gets

Pork Barrel Bill
With Dem Assist

By SAM FELIKS

The defeat of the attempt to strengthen the Defense
Production Act is a sign that the Big Bonanza is on in Wash-
ington. Whatever present hope the United Labor Policy
Committee may have had for an “equality of sacrifice” pro-
gram has passed, in favor of a victory for the profit-grab-

bing of big business. The one-month extension of the act:
passed will give more time to the reactionary 82nd Congress’

to frame an even weaker “anti-inflation” law.

Aside from the setback to general consumer interests
through the weakening of the price-control features of the -
act, there is the lesson to the labor movement that this de-
feat was set up by the leadership of the Democratic Party

as well as the Republicans.
It is the Truman administra-
tion that has failed to stop
the profit surge of the giant
corporations which has
reached the fabulous level of
$51 billions before taxes, and

not only the Republican-Dixiecrat
coalition.

The fight over the Defense Pro-
duction Act took place amid rela-

. tive consumer apathy, which to a

great content reflected the slow-
dewn in the rising cost of living
and the lack of effective organiza-
tion of the great majority of
workers. ‘Consumer resistance to
high prices, together with the re-
sulting increase of  inventories

nificant because of the conflict in-
side the Labor Party which was
touched off by the resignation of
Aneurin Bevan. Bevan's chief point
had been that the size of the mili-
tary budget was "unrealistic,” and
that the distribution of its burdens
was unequal, falling with greatest
weight on the working people. His
stand is ;frengﬂlened. if anything,
by the feeling that the government
was pushing ahead much foo rap-
idly on the armament program.

At any. rate, a military truce
should give the membership of
the Labor Party a breathing spell
during which they can discuss
and re-evaluate the political prob-
lems which confront them.

The lull in the fighting could
also be an appropriate time for
the U. S. labor movement to take
stock of its attitude to the Korean
war ‘and to the foreign poliey of
the government-in general. To
date, the labor leadership has of-

. fered-no alternative to. the policy

and the recent “price-war,” tended
to create the impression that the
cost of living would not rise much
higher.

However, this present period is
merely a transition until the full
effect of the war economy begins.
Whether or not there is a cessa-
tion of fighting in Korea the mili-
tary expenditures will continue
at an even higher rate than at
present.

The fact is that the effect of
military spending has: scarcely
been felt at all:
port of Director of Defense Mo~
bilization Charles E. Wilson
points out that, of the $32 billion
of military orders already placed,

(Continued on page 7)

which has taken the

the quarterly re- -

ight Too

United

States through what has been .
perhaps the most completely fu- -

tile war in the history of the coun-

try. And even as a truce in this -
conflict is being approached, it is.

quite evident that the-Stalinmists

retain the political initiative on a
world seale, and that the cold war

will continue to build up to an- -
other inevitable crisis which next .

time may not be ‘“solved” short
of an all-out war.

IN°'THE U.S.

The workers of America face a
difficult and even perilous position

on the home front. The two parties

whose foreign policy the fabor
leaders support have united their

=

forces to kill measures which could -

retard inflation and give the work-
ing people some protection against
the tremendous economic burdens
and dislocations which: the milis
tarized economy will impose. o®

(Turn o last page) -
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ACP Brings Militant Attack on Jim Crow

To Heart of South at Atlanta Convention

By KATE LEONARD

. -~ The 42nd annual convention of the National Associa-
tion for the Advancement of Colored People met in Atlanta,
" Georgia, June 26 through July first. The NAACP’s last trip

to Atlanta was in 1920.

"~ Mary White Ovington, in her ‘book The Walls Came
Tumbling Down, tells a story about the 1920 convention
awhich shows that these two gatherings were farther apart
than the 31 years which separate them in time. During that
‘convention, at a small meeting arranged for the NAACP

by the local Interracial Committee, Florence Kelley broke .

the taboo against unsegregated seating by sitting down be-
side William Pickens. Committee members arriving later,
both whites and blacks, “looked perplexed, not knowing
where to sit.” This type of thing was not to be lightly done

Fn Atlanta in 1920.

| Dr. Ralph’ J. Bunché, director of the United Nation
Trusteeship Council, arriving in Atlanta to address the 42nd

office by a” ¢avalcade of 50
utomobiles. One swallow
- does not'make a summer, nor
does one cavalcade even her-
ald the millenium in race re-
lations. However, the winner
of the Nobel Peace Prize who
refuseés to live and work in Jim
Crow Washington was given pub-
lic honor in Atlanta similar to
the recognition he has received
in the country as a whole, all the
;\_ray from Harvard to Los Ange-
,les.

EQUALITY THE ANSWER

' This represents both change
and progress. The South is not so
solid any more. It can listen to an

* Atlanta speech which is guaran--

teed in advance not to be of the
“we-can be-as-separate-as-the -fin-
gers - of - the - hand” variety of
Booker T. Washington’s.

™ 'On the closing day of the con-
vention, an interracial audience of
7.500 people heard Dr. Bunche
spedk ot the municipal auditorium.
They heard him say: "Full equality
is the answer, and the Negro can
never be content with less.”

Seven hundred and fifty dele-
gates and as many more visitors,

representing 42 states, attended
the business sessions. The gener-
al ‘tone of the convention was mili-
tant and aggressive. NAACP
propaganda has always been mil-
itant, but this convention was
with a difference.

‘We say this, and wish to em-
phasize it, although first it is
nécessary to report that on the
main problem facing the NAACP
~—the problem of political action
“to secure these rights”—the
42nd convention could do no more
than again reaffirm its strategy
of supporting or rejecting candi-
dates on the basis of their civil-
rights record. In the absence of a
labor party the NAACP cannot
leap over the “nonpartisan” hur-
dle, to come up with an effective
political-action program. It was
a foregone conclusion that this
convention would reiterate its by
now customary policy. Under the
circumstances there is little more
that the organization can do on

_the political field than to pursue
this policy aggressively, as it pro-
“ poses to do. }

In' outlining its policy for the
-1952 elections the organization
speaks of “ballot-box reprisals.”
We hear that Negro voting
strength will have strong effect
in the coming national -elections.
The campaign to register and
vote grows apace. Quite correctly,

TAFTISM

“The price
€ - of steers is
fixed, and no
; . one has asked
e o Jﬁ, to set a differ-
ent price for every steer—so why
‘are workers different?” .
“That’s. Senator Robert A. Taft,
dn:the: 20th century, commenting
on wages in a Senate subcom-
mitteé on labor, May 17.

E:Onventipp,l__ivgs escorted from the airport to the mayor’s

it is stressed that this is a tool in
improving local conditions in the
South. (Two million Negro voters

in the South are predicted by

1956.)

REPRISAL POLICY

It should be mentioned that ref-
erences to the presidential elec-
tion were quite reserved, partly
of course because it is early as
vet for prediction. The conven-
tion nipped in the bud Maec-
Arthur's feeler for support
among Negroes put forth recently
with the assistance of the Pitts-
burgh Courier. It scolded Tru-
man, but it does not look as if the
leadership of the NAACP is un-
aware of Senator Byrd's speech,
made in Atlanta the night before
the convention opened, in which
Byrd called for a holy war

against the present administra- -

tion, to be spearheaded, we gath-
er, by incestuous Dixiecrat-Re-
publican cohorts. ’

We are for ballot-box reprisals,
and can only wish that the weap-
ons at hand for this purpose were
of stronger metal, and could be
wielded with a heavier hand. Even
limited as Walter White limited
the program in presenting it to the
convention—urging that Negroes
support or reject congressional
candidates on the basis of their
records on civil rights—the task is
a huge one. Proper reprisal would
have to be directed against the
leadership of both major parties in
Congress, and against a big ma-
jority of both houses, according to
White's prescription. Rewarding
your "friends" and punishing your
enemies cannot make such a
sweeping change.

We could wish that a trade-
unionist voice had been raised on
the floor of the convention, and
borrowing the words of an earlier
fichter, had addressed to the or-
ganized labor movement a perti-
nent question, “How long, O Lord,
how long?” The unions and -the
movement for civil rights are
caught in the same political net,
latter -day Gompersism. The
break-through is basically the
unions’ task. A bit of prodding
would not have been remiss.

PREMISE OF THEIR FIGHT

NAACP propaganda in the last
few years, insofar as it has at-
tempted an all-over view of the
problem of inequality and dis-
crimination, has coincided with
liberal opinion in the states, and
with the premise of the report of
the President’s Committee on
Civil Rights. This premise has
been most succinetly put by that
report as follows: “The . U.8.A. is
not so strong, the final triumph
of the democratic ideal is not so
inevitable, that we can ignore
what the world thinks of us or of
our reeord. i

The convention as a whole, and
every speech made therein, was
designed to extract every ounce
of advantage from this propoesi-
tion, to press it out into the main- .
stream of American life. Walter
White, Philip Willkie, the dignified
Dr. Benjamin Mays, Lillian Smith

when presenting the Spingarn
medal to Mrs. Mabel Keaton Stau-
pers, president of the dissolved
National Association of Colored
Graduate Nurses, Dr. Bunche ad-
dressing the nation—all played
upon this theme.
~ Willkie, in urging support of
the civil-rights legislation intro-
duced in the Senate on June 25,
caid: “In an ‘atom-bomb race
there is no time.” He also said
that in the struggle against world
domination by Russia, “we need
the support and friendship of the
1,500,000,000 non-white peoples.
If we lose them, we must live in-
definitely in a garrison state in
which we will be stripped of most
of our historical liberties and
freedoms.”

Dr. Mays said that “since
World War I the American Negro
has developed a world view, and
that the more he fights for free-
dom in all parts of the world, the
more determined he is to achieve
first-class eitizenship at home.”

Among the things which Dr.
Bunche said are that his abhor-
rence of racism was so great at
this erucial point in the country’s
history that he felt it necessary
to -confine his remarks to that
subject. He asked that “all fair-
minded Americans mark well
those members of the U. S. Sen-
ate who talk of having us risk a
world war, but refuse to embrace
the proposals for -civil-rights
guarantees for Negro citizens.”

OPENING WEDGE

We have dwelt so long upon
this aspect of the convention, not
because we think there is nothing
here to criticize, and no limits to
what this approach can accom-
plish. To date, however, the
NAACP and Negroes generally

have made progress by taking ad-

vantage of the opening wedge
made by just this eclimate. The
NAACP has embarked upon-a
program to use this approach to
the full. It will not bring the mil-
lenium in race relations. In look-
ing at the convention one gets the
impression that the NAACP it-
self feels that “now or never” it
must bear lasting fruit.
Fortunately the organization has
not limited itself o propaganda in
this vein. The activity of the or-
ganization has expanded in this

climate, under the pressure from
the ranks of Negroes "'struggling
incessantly in this couniry against
great odds to try to win the mere
rights due to them under the con-
stitution.” Witness the two major
achievements of the NAACP in the
last year, the campaign against
segregation in education, and the
campaign against the court-mar-
tial of Negro soldiers in Korea.

* Next week we will discuss some
of the concrete actions of the con-
vention.

| %0t in the Hoadlines |

The Old Urge Is Gone

The place: House
Committee room.

The time: May 22, 1951.

The examiner: Rep. Araham
Multer (D., N. Y.).

The witness: Vice President Ray
Paul of the Rath Packing Co.,
Waterloo, Iowa, representing the
American Meat Institute. The In-
stitute consists of organizations
that process 80 per cent of the
meat produced in the U. S.

PAUL: The production (of
meat) “that was gained during
the war (World War II) was be-
cause of a very determined ef-
fort . . . to raise more meat. .. .
We. did raise more meat and
farmers ' raised more hogs and
more cattle, to win the war.

MULTER: And you did it as
a patriotic effort, because we were
in a war and we needed more
beef?

PAUL: Yes, sir.

MULTER: And you did it de-
spite the controls?

PAUL: They did it because of

Banking

This Is the U. S.
" ‘Garrison Economy’

For anyone who thinks that only dogmatic socialists talk about
the U. S. today in terms of “garrison economy” and the militariza-
tion of American life from the economic botftom up, we invite a read-
ing of the following triumphant column by economist Sylvia Porter.
It is not a complaint; it is not a denunciation; in faet, it is o long
chortle of happiness over the ease with which the U. S. has taken
this road. Up to a certain point, we couldn't have put it better owur-

selves.

"Once again, the United States is a military nation.

"With almost incredible ease, almost unbelievable speed, we have
shifted from a civilian state to a semi-.garrison economy. . . .

“But already it has happened. This is fact. For:
“We are now spending well over $500 millions a week on remo-

bilization and the armed forces.

“And soon, our defense spending will skyrocket to $1 billion a week.
“In the year since-Korea, business output for the armed forces has

climbed 100 per cent.

“In the year ahead, production for defense will double again and
the military then will be absorbing a full 20 per cent of everything

America turns out.

“Half of all our steel production is being channeled directly to de-
fense or to activities closely allied with defense.

“The military forces are taking as much as 60 to 90 per cent of
the output of such strategic metals as copper and nickel.

“Many firms actually are selling all or nearly all they produce
to the military; from coast to coast, companies are reporting major
changeovers to production of munitions.

“Millions of men and women are on industry’s defense lines, mil-

lions more will be by the yearend.

“Millions of othérs are in uniform and our plans call for mainte-
nance of a 3,000,000 to 3,500,000 army indefinitely.
"Thus has the face of America been altered—as defense has become

our land's biggest single business.

“Thus have we changed between June 1950 and June 1951. ...
"Cease-fire, truce or what-have-you, we will continue building our

defenses and maintaining them.

“On one point, all programs and all experts agree: the wisdom of

continuing our mobilization.

“Barring the miracle of real peace, we shall not soon again—if
ever—slip back into our pre-Korean weakness, when altogether we
were spending less than $15 billions a year on American defense.

""So now we are a peculiar hybrid—a semi-garrison economy, a mili-

tary-plus-a-civilian nation.

“Only a land capable of such stupendous production as America
could manage it so quickly, so smoothly. '

“But we have done it, Already.”

(N. Y. Post, June 19)

patriotic urge. Today there is no
patriotic wrge.

MULTER: Are you here talk-
ing now for your industry, or for
yourself and your company?

PAUL: I am talking for the
industry, and I am tdlking for my
company too.

Curtain.
For the Fourth
Since you'’ve been reading ’

Fourth of July speeches about de-
mocracy and free enterprise, now
read what the profiteers say the
rest of the year. Here are some
winged words made public in re-
cent months:

“Universal suffrage . . . has
debauched each political party
into outbidding the other for ihe
large reservoir of purchaseable
votes thus provided.”—Arthur
Glasgow, in pamphlet published
by the big business “Committee
for Constitutional Government.”

“I do not believe in democracy.
I think it stinks.”—Herbert Nel-
son, executive v-p of the National
Association of Real Estate
Boards. 5 .

“I do not believe in democracy,
but I am perfectly willing to ad-
mit that it provides the only
really amusing form of govern-
ment ever endured by mankind.”
—Emerson Schmidt, economic re-
search director of U. S. Chamber
of Commerce, quoting H. L.
Mencken.

Something Rotten

All counfries in the Atlantic
Pact are equal but, as everyone
knows, some countries are more
équal than others.

The New York Times for May
30 reported that Denmark had
lengthened her term of compul-
sory military service from 10 to
12 months -as a result of U. S,
pressure. Washington had asked
that it be made 18 months. Gen-
eral Eisenhower had put on the
heat.

But don’t get us wrong—Den-
mark is an independent sovereign
state.

It's Legal ]

New York City garbage collec-

tors working on the Sanitation
Department trucks threw the
book of rules at the city when
they started their slowdown to
get higher pay and benefits.
) They’re members of the Build-
ing Service Employees Interna-
tional Union (AFL) but can’t
strike, according to law. So
they’re not only obeying the law
but every other rule in sight.

The union president told the
men to adhere to the “book of
rules” as their way of showing
the government they mean busi-
ness. Such rules include a 15-mile-
an-hour speed limit, obedience to
red lights, reporting every injury
no matter how minor, careful re-
?lacement of cans after empty-
ing, no double parking of the
huge garbage trucks, and picking
up every serap on the sidewalk.

Result: their estimate is that
garbage collection will be 30 per
cent of normal.

2
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By A. RUDZIENSKI

Cold figures show how the Russian masters are fleecing their
Polish satellite, and the Polish workers know it._
Poland’s six-year plan looks forward to an increase of 70.3 per

cent of the national economy by 19

51, according tG the declaration of

Jedrychowski, president of the state planning commission. From 1949

to 1950, industry rose
dustry and Commerce

by 30.9 per cen® . ;
Hilary-Minc. But the increase in the national

according to Minister of In-

income was only 21 per cent, increase in retail trade only 13 per cent,
and increase in workers’ wages only 6 per cent.

‘Light industry grew by
goods industry by 29

23 per cent, agricultural and consumers-
per cent, factory production under the Industry

Ministry by 56 per cent. Total investment rose 53 per cent. The stz_zte
budget for 1951 represented an increase of 59 billion zlotys (which

are officially 4 to a dollar).

I industrial production went up 30 per cent, and commodity turn-

over only 13 per cent, in spite of
a 17 per cent increase in the num-
ber of industrial workers and a 6
per cent rise in wages, where are
Fclish butter, bacon, coal, sheoes,
etc. going to?

The answer is very easy: Polish
production is going to Russia—
where production increase is only
23 per cent, growth in national

’l-:om_e only 21 per cent, but com-

modity turnover has increased by
30 per cent. -

As in the days of the czar, Po-
land is a factory for Russia.
Therefore it is that the Polish
workers do not have shoes, cloth-
ing, food, and coal for the winter.
Poland’s productive surplus is be-
ing swallowed up in the Russian
maw. ?

MINERS HIT

The increase of 53 per cent in
investment is earmarked for rais-
ing war industrial production, in
the first place steel, arms and
especially tanks. Near Cracow a
giant steel factory has been built;
in Radom and Czestochowa also,
big armaments plants have
sprung up. Giant underground
depots for arms have been built
in Zurawica, not far from Prze-
mysl, and in Regny in central
Poland. .

The strength of Marshal Rok-
ossovsky’s army has risen from
250,000 to 600,000, according to
the ealculations of Polish military
circles in emigration. The Stalin-
ist party and President Bierut
are proclaiming a “national emer-
geney” for “defense against the
Anglo - American imperialists”
and beating the drums for a “na-
tional front” to defend the “en-
dangered recovered territories,”
meaning Silesia and Pomerania.

But the whole weight of this war
preparation falls on the shoulders
of the workers and peasants in
the first place and of the entire
people in generai. The ministerial
council has decreed the suspension
of the 8-hour working day in "case
of state emergency.” Thus has
been liquidated the main conquest
of the working class from the days
of national independence.

This measure was directed
principally against the mine
workers in Dombrowa and Silesia,
because Russia had ordered an
increase in coal production to 100
million tons and the actual rise
in 1950 was only by 4 per eent.

SZCZECIN RIOT

The exasperation of the work-
ers was expressed in a great spon-
taneous strike in the mines of
Dombrowa and Silesia, especially
in Czeladz, Saturn and Piaski.
It is very significant that these
mine areas were the traditional
strongholds of Rosa Luxemburg’s
party (the Social-Democracy of
the Kingdom of Poland and Lith-
‘uania) and later of the early
Communist Party, and that here
the workers have always demon-
strated high revolutionary con-
sciousness, as this writer can per-
sonally confirm for the great
miners’ strike of 1929-30, ete.

The miners' strike provoked a
ponic among the Stalinist bosses;
it was suppressed only with the
aid of thousands of police, and
thousands of workers were arrest-
ed by the Bexzpieka. It is the first
big strike since the great sirike

action in Gydnia and Gdansk, the
Baltic ports. Now all the Silesian
prisons are filled to overflowing
with arrested strikers, more than
in the time of the czars or in any
colonial p ion

The news of the strike circu-
lated through Poland like light-
ning and made a profound im-
pression on all the people, in spite
of the fact that the official press
has totally ignored it. Of course,
the strike was entirely spontane-
ous and unprepared; all the more
does this fact express the resist-
ance and hatred of the Polish
working class against the Stalin-
ist hangmen and exploiters.

On the Baltic coast, in Szczecin,
a serious riot broke out between
Polish workers and the Russian
military. A drunken Russian of-
ficer had been jostled by a passing
worker, probably accidentally.
The Russian officer shot him on
the spot. Sonfe passers-by tried to
seize the officer but he shot his
way out of their clutches, mur-
dering four or five other victims.

A crowd of 3000 to 5000 quick-
ly mobilized, demanding the offi-
cer, who had taken refuge in the
Russian office in Szeczecin. The
Bezpieka (Polish police) proved
too weak to handle them and so
the Rokossovsky army had to in-
tervene. But the Polish soldiers
under Rokossovsky weént in with
great reluctance and would not
shoot at the people; in the end
Russian soldiers had to be used
(against the Polish -people in
their own formally “independent”
country) and, the crowd was final-
1 dispersed. More than 3000
were arrested and so far no one
knows their fate. :

THEY WERE SPONTANEOUS

In the south of Poland, in Rzes-
zew, Jaroslaw, etc., there also
‘took place peasant riots against
the police, directed against grain
collection. The peasants were re-
sisting confiscation of their grain
and the police could not subdue
their struggle. The Stalinist party
called on the industrial workers to
go into the country -and join the
police in the fight against the
peasants, but this met with no re-
sponse. Those workers who were
forced to go solidarized themselves
with the peasants.

The government had imposed a
tax increase of 15 per cent on
grain. Of course, this move was
directed toward the general ex-
propriation of the peasants by
the Stalinist “magnates” and to-
ward their ineorporation into the
kolkhozes, which are virtually
slave camps for forced peasant
labor.

All of these movements against
the Russian invaders and their
quislings have a strictly sponta-
neous character and were not or-
ganized by any political under-
ground party or movement. They
are manifestations of tHe perma-
nent resistance of the Polish peo-
ple—the workers, in the first
place—against Stalinist exploita-
tion and oppression. They are
clear proof that the erushing of
resistance in Poland and the oth-
er satellite countries will be far
more difficult than in Russia un-
der Stalin. The masters lack the
prestige of the Bolshevik Party
which was usurped by Stalin.

Of course, such spontaneous re-
sistance is not likely to develop
to significant heights without the
leadership of the political under-
ground opposition of the PPS (So-
cialist Party), Peasont Party and
Nationalists. The Polish people will
not suffer in the interests of Amer-
ican foreign policy, which deliv-
ered Poland into Stalin's hands.

The resistance in Poland could
be a signal for insurrection by
all the satellite peoples. But the
Polish people will not go in for
adventuristic instirrection, as did

olish Workers and Peasants Fight
In Strikes and Anti-Russian Rioting

the old Polish nobility in the past,

without warranty that the free -

Poland which would arise from
under the Russian yoke will have
the conditions for free national
development and those frontiers
which can assure its free economie
and social progress—not its sub-
mission to a new German or all-
powerful American imperialism,
And this warranty can ‘be given
the Polish people only by a free
socialist Europe and a democratic
socialist worKers’ government in
the United States.

-

NewBevan Group;
Reportedl-'ormed

The leading Paris newspapef
Le Monde reports (May 31) that
an alliance has been made, within
the ranks of the British Labor
Party, between Aneurin Bevan
and his Tribune group and the
“Keep Left” group of Labor MPs
led by Richard Crossman. This
would give the united tendency
about 40 members of Parliameni
among the Labor Party people.

Le Monde adds that political
circles expect that the new left.
group will publish a program thig
summer in anticipation of the
coming Labor Party congress,
and in this program will set its
face against both the “Russian
danger” and the “American dans-
ger.” ;

The new issue of Vpered, organ
of the Marxist wing of the
Ukrainian underground resist-
ance movement (UPA), features
several analyses of recent Moscow
policies as well as discussion of
the problems of the movement.

The lead article in the issue
(No. 3 for this year) plus several
accompanying articles honors the
memory of Wolodimir Winitchen-
ko, a political -leader and also a
great writer of the Ukrainian
people, who died in France this
past April

Vpered's analysis of the “su-
per-kolkhoz” policy of the Moscow
regime in agriculture is continued
with an article by one of its regu-
lar contributors, I. M-ko, on “The
Arakchejiw - Villages in Soviet
Russia.” It takes off from an in-
teresting comparison between the
current Russian drive for com-
bining the kolkhozes into super-
kolkhozes and ‘the policies of
Alexii Arakchejiw, military ad-
viser to Czars Paul I and Alex-

New Kremlin Policies Analyzed
In Ukrainian Resistance Organ

ander I, who organized “war vil-
lages” mostly in the Ukraine.

The English summary (which
regularly appears as the back
page of Vpered) gives the au-
thor’s views as follows:-

*The idea of a village built ac-
cording ‘to the newest modern

i techniques is; a progressive idea,

but only if the peasants them-
selves carry it out. That is not the
case, however, in the USSR. There,
as in the capitalist worid, modern
techniques do not serve the work-
ers but serve the police state. The
new villages are Arakchejiw vil-
lages, similar to those hamlets
built in the time of Czars Paul |
and Alexander I.

“Those hamlets were more ad-
vanced in techniques than other
villages but, like the super-kolk-
hozes, they served the enslave-
ment of men and the miltarist
state.

“We do not look back regret-
fully toward the poor peasants’
huts; we believe that out of the

note on that.

Remember Truman-'.'s Blast
Against the RR Workers?

"Last December, when the trainmen went on sirike. President
Truman announced that they had run out on their pledged word
‘like o bunch of Russians.' Last week, we had an interesting foot-

"The Senate Labor Committee released a report omeits investi-
gation of the railroad strike that gave the President a carefully
temperate lie direct. The report, signed by every Democrat com-
mittee member, castigated the government's method in seizing
the railroads as ‘'unfair.’ It politely but definitely branded Presi-
denfial Assistant Steelman as a dangerous meddler. And it denies
that the striking trainmen broke any agreement.

"Just three senators voted against this implied censure of the
President. The dissenters were Robert Taft, and two other Repub~
licans. That's nice company for a pro-labor administration.”

—Murray Kempton, columnist
N. Y. Post, July 3
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modern Ukrainian village will
arise and the farmers will not
run away to their own small
farms but will use the new tech~
niques, which up to now enslave
the peasants, to bring them
wealth and progress.” . . .,

UNIONS AND PURGES _
An article by Vsevolod Felix
deals with Staiinist policies;
against workers in the last four
years. He traces these policies in
their connection with the post-war
Five Year Plan for the reconstruc=
tion of the destroyed industries.

In the first years, he relates,
drastic methods were used to the:
fullest extent to mobilize an ade- -
quate number of hands. Those
who had been forced into induss
try during the war “for a short
time” were frozen in their jobss
The rate at which youth were ad«
mitted into industrial training
schools and programs was in--
creased. The number of forced:
laborers was raised. g

Only by the end of 1948 did the
Russian press declare that this,
" problem had been solved and that
workers could again ‘“‘choose”
their jobs. To make the planned
quotas, a refined system of exploi-
tation was introduced, leaning on
new scales of rewards on one side:
and on hunger on the other.

“Felix also reports in detail>on
recent changes in the regime’s” -
“trade unions.” The latest big
wave of purges, he says, took
place in response to strong and
direct pressure of the workers
against the intolerable conditiong.
of their existence. 4 i

Vpered also seeks to be a chan-:
nel for -discussion of the theoreti-»
cal principles of the Ukrainian re=:t-
sistance movement, and this issue!
presents its readers with two ar#l
ticles toward this end. One, we are:
glad to note, is from LABOR AC:;
TION—the article entitled "A Les«
son from the Russian Underground™
by Hal Draper in our February 5
issue. The second discussion arti-"
cle, on the other hand, is hostile fo)
the views of YVpered, giving the!!
criticism of a Ukrainian conserva-
tive Cathoiic paper published in:
Canada. ; £

Rounding out the- contents are:
articles on the struggle in Indo-#
China, -on colonial struggles in’
various parts of the world, on the:
heroic Barcelona general strike:

(which the Vpered comrades-,
greeted warmly), on some histori-
cal sidelights in the Ukrainian
left socialist movement, and on a
pro-Kremlin hack writer in: th'é.\.g
Ukraine whose novels falsify - the #
past in the usual Stalinist style./!
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~ The
ISL Program
in Brief

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

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

The ISL, as a Marxist movement,
looks to the working class and its ever-
- present struggle as the basic progres-
sive force in society. The ISL is organ-
ized to spread the ideas of socialism in
the labor movement and among all
“other sections of the people.
. At the same time, Independent So-
“cialists 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
_.@ther 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!
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Population Dispersal and the Atom Bomb

By CARL DARTON

Announcement was made on May 25 of the suecessful completion
of atomic-weapons tests at Eniwetok. Much of the information in the
fields of biology, medicine, and on blast and thermal effects on strue-
tures will be declassified and released. It has also been disclosed that
either an A-bomb or H-bomb will be soon exploded in the Aleutian
Islands at 'a depth of 300 feet with an ensuing immense shower of
radioactively cgntaminated soil. These new tests will surely stimulate
further discussion of atomic defense, particularly of the proposal for
dispersal of the cities, as we raised it last week in this ecolumn.

In evaluating these proposals it is necessary to keep in mind
several well-estalished facts. The atomic bomb is an indiscriminate
killer and destroyer over a wide area. Secondly, the A-bomb is a very
expensive weapon and therefore it must be dropped so as to cause the
greatest destruction to the victim nation’s industrial potential. Now
if we add the third.fact that most of the nation’s industries and muche
of its population are crammed into the great cities we can easily see
why the proposal for decentralization of cities is the only defensive
measure which appears effective.

Apart from considerations of vulnerability to atomiec bombing
there are many reasons for socialists to wish for decentralization of
the metropolitan areas. Perhaps the main ones are: obsolete, danger-
ous and inadequate housing; the difficulty of obtaining pure and suf-
ficient water supply; atmospheric pollution, lack of sunshine and fresh
air; transportation bottlenecks and hazards. The modern city is truly
one of the greatest curses of our industrial development.

Among the concrete proposals for decentralization have been the
building of new cities in the sparsely populated interior of the coun-
try and the creation of S-shaped chains of towns to replace the global
clusters of the existing metropolitan areas. Such planned communities
would provide the cultural advantages of people grouped together, yet
allow individual freedom and healthful living.

It is conceivable that a rational government democratically con-
frolled by the people could plan decentralization of industry and popu-
lation without resorting to compulsory displacement and without cur-
tailment of civil rights. But such is not the government in Washington
today and as result the only relocation of indusiry has been purely
profit-motivated. '

The Unions Have Something to Say

There has been a general movement from the Northeast to the
South and West but mostly to seek low-wage areas and to be closer
to sources of raw material. On the other hand, such are the contra-
dictions of capitalism, the steel industry, because of selfish economic
reasons, has built new steel centers in the vulnerable and crowded
Baltimore and Philadelphia areas. -

What should be the program for socialists in this period? As busi-
ness and the government makes feeble attempts toward orderly re-
location of industry we should raise demands in unions and labor
circles that new industry should locate:

(1) without regard to wage differentials;

(2) in areas of chronic unemployment;

(3) away from already congested areas;

(4) so as to augment’ or complement other industries in & region.

As the danger of atomic attack becomes more acute, or following
the actual dropping of the bombs there may be rapid moves toward
totalitarian-type controls under the guise of atomic defense. Under
such conditions there may be a stampede from the cities to the coun-
tryside with the government using harsh measures to prevent the
emptying of the cities and factories and resulting drop in production.
It is impossible for the ‘American people to visualize even now the
extent of the social chaos which will result under such conditions.

It is equally difficult for socialists to outline now the best program
for such a period. But we can be sure that their efforts, then as now,

-

. will be.directed toward the maintenance of democratic and civil rights.

Above all, then and now, we will continue to point toward the socialist
society as the only means of preventing war and atomic destruction.
In such a soeiety cities ‘and factories will be planned and located to
serve the people’s wishes and welfare and not to reduce the proba-
bility of atomic vaporization. Thus, for socialists true atemic defense
is a political task.
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ges on rebellion. . . .

CHAOS IN BULGARIAN KOLKHOZES, by J. K.—
East Europe (London), June 14,

“The Bulgarian government and the Com-
munist Party have taken over the direction of
the colleetive and the statefarms, and of the
machine tractor stations, because they were
threatened with chaos. The peasants, who form
the majority of the Bulgarian population, have
already given much trouble to Premier Vulko
Chervenkov. By now, their dissatisfaction ver-

“No other & the East European satellites
has stated as plainly as Bulgaria the need for a
special political organization to supervise the
life of collectivized peasants. The reason is that,
for the last two years in Bulgaria, collectiviza- ~
tion has progressed in a very tense atmosphere.
In the first period, party and administrative

result of thi

masses.”

organizations brought pressure to bz2ar on the
peasants to join the kolkhozes in a body. As a
the peasantry became so discon-
tented that af the party congress, Premier Cher-
venkov admitted that the voluntary principle
in joining the kolkhozes had been violated. Sev-
eral party and local officials were sacked and
the peasants were promised that in future they
would be ‘persuaded’ to join.

-“As a result of these promises, an exodus
from the kolkhozes began. Then ‘persuasion’
took the form of economic pressure, and dis-
criminatory deliveries were imposed on kulaks
and individual peasants. Within a year, Cher-
venkov had oace more to denounce excesses and
punish party and local officials. But peasant dis-
content is still-growing in Bulgaria. The decree
of June 3 is the third attempt by the adminis-
tration to get'the better of the rebellious peasant

By RICHARD TROY

The dramatic and still explo-
sive oil dispute in Iran brings into
focus a global development of
widespread importance. The dis-
integration of the great imperial
structures of yesteryear poses
many serious problems; the situ-
ation in Iran highlights one of
the central ones.

THe whole complex question of
the impact-of growing nationalist
movements among backward

" countries, movements which often

culminate in nationalization of
foreign properties, is brought to
the fore with telling force. Iran
is, of course, by no means alone
in this development.

Recently a report appeared in
the newspapers divulging the high-
ly significant results of a poll
taken among Venezuelan oil work-
ers. Eighty per cent of the oil
workers questioned agreed that
the American-run oil companies
were well-directed, that they paid
adequate wages, and that their

‘treatment of the native population

-

was all that could be asked. Yet
approximately the same propor-
tion—eighty per cent—stated that
they favored nationalization of the
oil properties by the Venexuvelan
government!

The .government of Irag con-
tinues to forbid the British and
‘American oil companies the use
of existing pipelines which for-
merly carried oil to the Israeli
port of Haifa because of Iraqg’s
resentment of the “intrusion” of
the Jewish state into formerly
Arab territory. And this is in
spite of the fact that the grant-
ing of such permission would
give the Iraq government consid-
erable extra revenue.

Syrian leaders—as related in a
recent issue of LABOR ACTION
—are on the point of refusing
Point Four Aid for fear that it
would interfere with native capi-
talist—and French—control of
their country. For considerable
time now a serious movement in
Egypt has been agitating for ex-
pulsion of the British from con-
trol of the Suez Canal, although,
from the purely technical point
of view, no one could more effi-
ciently manage the canal than the
British.

WILLING TO RISK IT

Moreover—in spite of the abso-
lute defenselessness of the entire
Middle East—Arab leaders are
increasingly antagonistic toward
any attempted incorporation into
the wvast international military
agreements being constructed by
the U. S.—agreements, incident-
ally, which might supply them
with great quantities of arms.
None of these instances is iso-
lated; they fit into a general pat-
tern. -l

In each case the local popula-
tion appears to be so imbued with
its own nationalist awakening that

it is willing to risk—as Iran- has
done—the genmeral prosperity of
their own economy simply in order
to assert their own passionately
wanted sovereignty. They want to
see the name and emblem of their
own country instead of the oil
company's letterhead; if they are
to be bossed, they want to be
bossed by their own countrymen;
they want vengeance for gemeras
tions of subservience, t

However, as everyone knows by
ngw, the implementation of these
aspirations is not so simple. None
of these countries has the techni-
cal skill or capital resources with
which to maintain the huge enter-

-prises which, have been construct-

ed on its soil. These essential fae-

tors of modern industry can-onlgi-

be found among the advanced
countries. Therefore, the mere act
of nationalization, if not followed
up by a new arrangement, leaves.
the backward nations with an in-
dustry-that is no longer viable,

This'has become so apparent to
the Iranian leaders that, in the:
past week, a split has developed
in their ranks. One group wants
to continue the drive to oust the;
British and another group—real-
izing that it might mean the dis-
ruption of the complex and lu-
crative oil business—seeks some

.sort of compromise with them.

THEY CAN WIN
On the whole this problem has

been handled by American com- ~

IRAN HIGHLIGHTS A GENERAL WORLD-WID;E PROBLEM

mentators in a most superficial;
manner. For them there are only:

two resolutions to the conflict:
a “victory” for the Iranians re-:
sulting in the expulsion of the:
British and the immediate ceas-
ing of oil operations, or a capitu-
lation on the part of the Iranians.
resulting in a “compromise” with
the British (say, a 50-50 split on
the profits.) Consequently, their

general sympathies lie with the.

“moderate” wing which wants to
cooperate with the British; and
they praise the U, S. State De-
partment for cooperating with
the British in the attempt to
bring the Iranian government to
its knees by preventing any other
oil companies from making an ar-
rangement with  the Iranians
which might suit them better than
the Anglo-Iranian one (and help
them save face),

This conception of the alferna-

tives in the Iranian case—aside
from serving the interests of the
imperial concept as a whole—is a
mistaken one. The general weaken-
ing of capitalism in the world to-
day and the imperialist antago-
nisms in the cold war give the

. backward little states new oppor-

tunities to assert their will to
savereignty. ;

The West must continue to tap
these huge petroleum resources
or else, in the long run, reduce its
oil consumption. But there is little
likelihood that the Iranian people
will stand for any type of sellout.
Their desire to feel that the oil
properties are, lock, stock and
barrel, “theirs” is ‘profound and
canirot long be Suppressed—ex-
cept possibly by armed force
which, however, no imperialist
power can exert today for a num-
ber of obvious reasons (the na-
ture of the cold war being one
big one).

In general, Western imperial-
ism has not become any more
“benevolent” as its activities in
various parts of the world show,
but it can no longer get away
with as much as it used to. It
would be unnecessary to empha-
size that there are numberless
ways in which the U. S. bloc ean
twist the Iranians’ arms. It is

only our purpose to point out that -

the alternatives of capitulation
or compromise are not the only
necessary ones in the erisis,
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Washington:

Capital of Jim Crow

This Is the Picture Under Truman's Nose

The excerpts in these columns are from the pam-
phlet "Segregation in Washington,” published by the
National Committee on Segregation in the Nation's
Capital. This committee is composed of prominent per-
sons, conservative-liberal in composition, including its
chairman, President George Shuster of Hunter College,
and Senator Humphrey, Philip Murray, Walter White,
Ordway Tead, Charles P. Taft, Eleanor Roosevelf, Bruce
Bliven, and many others.

In spite of all its principles and all its professions, its executive
orders and directives, the U. S. government is systematically denying
the colored citizens of the capital equal opportunity in employment,
and is setting an example of racial diserjmination to the city and
nation, T

The color bar has not always been honored by the American gov-
ernment. . . . Colored employees were not segregated in the federal
agencies from the time of the Civil War down through the administra-
tion of Thodore Roosevelt. During the last term of Grover Cleveland,
when Southern Democrats held positions of leadership in both Houses
of Congress, the number of Negro clerical jobs actually increased. ...

But segregation did not become general government policy until
the presidency of Woodrow Wilson. His election in 1912 brought to
power in Washington a new kind of Southern congressman, politicians
who had won office on the pledge to maintain and extend “white
supremacy.” Immediately they set about putting the Negro “in his
place” in the capital. ' '

An organization known as the “Democratic Fair Play Association”
was formed for this purpose. . . . President Wilson was made an
hongrary member. . . .

In the Bureau of Engraving, Negre and white employees were
isolated from each other at lunch time. Separate lavatories were in-
stalled in the Treasury Department. In 1914 the Civil Service Com-
mission adopted a rule requiring: all job applicants to submit a photo-
%;:ap]i, and stopped calling Negroes for the higher clerical jobs.

ted i

“One of my acquaintances, a Swede, expressed well my opinion
when he asked: ‘Cannot you Anericans even make your capital city
into a model of what your nation professes to be?’ "—A vigitor from
Denmark. '

The colored people of Washington have never recovered from the
blow that struck them in the time of Woodrow Wilson,, Although spor-
adic anti-discrimination measures have been sponsored by succeeding
administrations, the example set by the government has been one of
exciusion and segregation in menial jobs.

As late as 1938, 90 per cent of all the government's Negro employees
were confined to the lowest custodial-labor status. During the labor
shortage of World War I, real gains were made by Negroes in federal
service, and at one time only 40 per cent of them were in the lowest
category. Now, however, the percentage is rising again.

Only in time of emergency, when the government can't help itself,
is the Negro given much chance to show what he can do in the service
of his country.

° - f

“The capital of a nation'’. . must be in a very true sense a city
that is set on a hill and which cannot be hid. . . . Whether we will it
80 or not, it will become a symbol—a symbol of the great Republic
whose visible throne is here.”—Justice Stdfford of the D. C. Supreme
Court, 1913.

On occasion, the State Department has séent vigorous protests o
certain nations which attempt to resfrict the movements of our repre-
sentatives abroad. But Washington is the only major capital in the
world where it is necessary fo chaperon foreign guests o protect them
from insult on account of color. ... :

Most of the capital’s stores and eating places are alert fo the im-
portance of distinguishing between American Negroes and foreigners of
dark complexion, so as to treat the latter like white persons. . ..

Often an alien Negro wili be allowed to eat sitting down at a lunch
counter if he has a diplomatic pass or some other means of proving
that he is not an American Negro. . . . :

To avoid humiliations on account of their color, many foreign visitors
stay indoors and avoid public places. Occasionally, however, subfer-
fuges are employed. These include the conspicuous use of a foreign
language. to avoid being identified as an American Negro. . . ,

“I would rather be an Untouchable in the Hindu caste system than
a Negro in Washington.”—A visitor from India, 1948.

Some people say that the time is not ripe for colored people to
have equal rights as citizens in the nation’s capital, and that white
people are “not ready” to give them such rights.

But in 1872, during the brief period when all the people in the
capital could vote, the popularly elected Assembly of the District
passed a law giving Negroes equal rights in restaurants, hotels,
barber shops, and other places of public accommodation. Stiff penal-
ties were provided for violation. )

As late ag 1904 this civil rights law was familiar to the corres-
pondent of the New York Times, But around the turn of the century
it ;mysteriously disappéared from the compiled statutes of the Dis-
trict, and it cannot be found in present codes. Since there is no record
of its repeal, some lawyers speculate that it may still be technically
in full force and effect.

-

The Canon of Washington Cathedral (Episcopal) has eppealed
to the nations for funds to complete a building program, saying that
the capital possesses -no physical “symbol for the sovereignty of God.”
But inside the largest ehurches, Protestant as well as Catholie, visitors
are made unwelcome on account of color. Segregution -is the public
policy of such Christian organizations as the YMCA.  ~

But now the exclusion of Negroes from places of public accomma-
dation has become so rigid that many honest restaurant men believe
they would go bankrupt if they were to serve colored people. . . . In
the capital today, the least tolerant white people are the ones who
determine whether a colored person can eat in a restaurant, see a show,
get a room in a hotel. . ., ' ;

It has reached the place in the capital where a dog cemetery has
erected a color bar against the burial of dogs l:elougi;igv to colored

people. In announcing this policy, the owner stated that he assumed the

dogs would not object, but he was afraid his white customers would.-. ;.

The segregation of Negroes is werse than it was 60 years ago: . . .
Now a fourth of the 12 private hospitals exclude Negro'es' altogether,
and the remainder allot them a limited number of beds in segregated
w?rds. How rigid this color bar can be was discovered o “a.cold
winter morning of 1945 by a young woman in childbirth, - ' .+ ‘-

Unable to reach the city hospital in time, she was rushed to a

chl‘atrch-supporied hospital. But admission was refused, and the baby was
delivered on the sidewalk in front of the door. The staff supplied a

sheet to cover the mother and child until the city ambulance arrived
to take them away.

_ Washington Real Estate Board Code of Ethics, 1948: “No bmpe;ty
in a white section should ever be sold, rented, advertised, or offered to
colored people. . . .”

_A_mon_g the active members ‘of the Real Estate Board, and sub-
scrlhmg: to its “code of ethics,” are 25 banks, insurance and title
companies, and building and loan associations. Because of the absence
of hgavy industry, these groups held a position of unchallenged lead-
ership in the economic life of the community. . . .

Because the areas in which Negroes can live are artificially limit-
ed, they must pay more for the same housing than. white people, . . .
As a result, the same real-estate interests that make money by ex-
cluding colored people from new subdivisions are able to collect in-
flated rentals from the slums into which they are driven. A profit is
made on the Negro going and coming,

“No one wishes more than I do to see such proofs as you exhibit,
that Nature has given to our black brethren talents ‘equal to those of
othfzr colors of men, and that the appearance of a want of them is
owing only to the degraded condition of their existence, both in Africa
‘and America. . . "—Thomas Jefferson to Benj. Banneker.

. l.lniil __1947 + + » the FHA Underwriter's Manual required that deeds
in bi-racial areas include: "Prohibition of the occupancy of properties
except by the race for which they are intended.” In other words, the.

segregation of the Negro in the capital was the only condition und
which FHA would approve a loan, ¥ o

As a result of public criticism, racidl conditions have been deleted )

fro_m_ﬂle new FHA Manual. But in Washington, the bankers themselves
insist on segregation. As long as they are permitted to make this con-
dition in issuing government-insured loans, government money is being
used to insure that Negroes are penned in racial enclosures. . . .

Unable to cope with the power of the real-estate lobby, the govern-
ment housing authority has accepted the mass segregation of Negroes
as the only basis on which it will be permitted to build any housing for
the low-income residents of the capital.

&

[ ] .

“All Nazi laws whick . . . established diserimination on grounds
of race, creed or political opinion shall be abolished.”—Berlin Agree-
ment of the occupying powers, 1945.

"‘Race_segregution here is a ‘natwral state,” and certain groups
wkm{t agitate ageinst it -are ‘unscrupulous’ and ‘un-American, "—
President of Fed. of Citizens Associations, Washington, D. C. quoted
by Washington Post, Oct. 15,1947, ’ : v it

™

Just as a Negro is expected to eat standin 1
; g up at downtown lunch

c:_ount.ersE so he 1s expected to work standing up, or in a kneeling posi-
tion, or in some job that tags him as a servant to the white man. In
1940, three-fourths_of all Negro job holders were employed as laborers,
domesties, - or service workers, while only one eighth of white em-
ployees were In these categories.
S tEwm the city government forees colored people to accept a servant

us. ..,

Thus Negroes are condemned by color to chronice unemployment.
In the abnormally good year of 1947, 6 per cent were out of Jobs and
looking for work—compared to 2 per cent of whites. In the better-
gh;n—averztlgefye:i;r:tuf 115)}40, 17 per cent were unemployed, and only

er cent of whites. During the last depressi -
ment rose.above 40 per cent. . . . P 0% Negro unemploy

In the days of slavery many skilled Ne 2 1

J 3 A groes were able-to b
their freedom and that of their kinfolk. . ., . “There were many skill‘;g
carpenters, brlcklayers,_ shoemakers, stonemasons, wheelwrights, black-
Isilrzxti;l,s, p]aBstlire:E's, printers, cabinetmakers, cab drivers and dray-

n.” . . . But since the Emancipation Proclamatio “have’ by
losing out in the skilled trades. . Y Mepites e

A C:‘olored‘ Girl's story [in @ Washington government office]:

In this office, I was the only Negro. . . . Everybody in the office:
z;;:ee:sferl' tto i;}zltp me. ll :_. They finally realized I was kumdﬁ, too. I
me to the conclusion t shi ¥ ;
peonior ooy .n hat white people are Just unbelievably

“One girl went to the beach-and came back with ice da ‘
of tan. I put my arm beside hers and said: ‘Now se: ;1;; etktia;’:o:%‘;:
you go Fh’rough to, get. your skin the same color as mine?” And one of
them piped up: ‘Janet, can you get sunburned? I said: ‘Don’t you
suppose the sum affects your skin the same as it does mine?’ Then, !;'rw
day a group of us were downtown and we all got weighed. I took a
little time on the scale, and one of them’said: ‘Get off that s'cale, girl,

and.let me on.” And she pulled my arm to get me off. Then she stopped: ™ ik

in s:urprise and said: ‘Why, your arm is soft!’

‘After a while, I guess all of us were
was happening. One day when three of us w
together, one said: ‘Here’s a Catholic, and a Jew
we LIKE each other. Isn’t that terrible)” y
frequent, and we did more things together:,
ordinary things, '

a little conscious of what
ere riding home from work

The guestions became less
the many things we really had in common by then.”

and a Negro, and"

and we talked about more- *




B n Schlesinger vs. Schlesinger:
The 'Vital Center’ Wilts Under Fair-Dealism -

By HAL DRAPER _

Two years ago Arthur M. Schlesinger Jr.
published a book which was widely acclaimed as
a “bible of liberalism.” It was The Vital Center.
He became a recognized leader of liberalism as
it exists in this country today, one of its spokes-
men and formulators.

' For liberal sneers at “Marxist bibles” have
always stemmed from nothing but their envy;

- they themselves have always been uncomfortable

in face of their lack of any formulation of their
beliefs, their lack of any spokesman who dared
to set down on paper what liberalism is anyway.
Three quarters of the enthusiasm that greeted
The Vital Center from virtually every shade of
liberalism was generated by admiration and
gratitude for his sheer daring.

The more timid souls among the liberals who
would- never dare try to define the framework
of their ideas have reason fo congratulate them-
selves on their circumspection. Today, only a
ghqﬂ two years later, Schlesinger has made a
scrap of paper out of the most vital chapter of
his Vital Center. The others can still go on talk-
ing about liberalism in the same old muddy way.
Schlesinger has repudiated himself.

The subtitle of The Vital Center (on the
jacket) was: “Our purposes and perils on the
tightrope of American Liberalism.” Our daring
liberal leader has now fallen off his own tight-
rope.

The most vital chapter of this “bible of lib-
eralism” was that on civil liberties. In it Schles-
inger went out on the tightrope with ‘a closely
reasoned and forthright position on democracy
in this age of witchhunts and heresy hunts in
which the victim is the Communist Party. He
faced up to the question: This Stalinist move-
ment which we hate and oppose for its totali-
tarian ideology—are we justified in undermin-
ing our own civil liberties in order to strike at it?
- It was this chapter which was the main posi-
tive feature of the book, just as it is defense of
civil liberties which has always been the main
positive contribution of liberalism, its strongest
point, its most vigorously defended fortress, its
best reason for existence. To be sure, Schlesin-
ger’s _discussio}l had its glaring inadequacies
even on this point : he somehow managed to write
the chapter without a single reference to (let
alone criticism of) the fact that it was the Fair
Deal administration which was riddling and de-
stroying the liberal concepts which he was re-
stating so vigorously. This was quite a feat in
view of the fact that in his conception the Fair
Deal was a bastion of liberalism, and that his
book has much to say on other current events.
But otherwise, his outspokenness was laudable.

"“Criminal Conspiracy”

Now this same Arthur M. Schlesinger Jr.
has come out for the outlawry of the Communist
Party as a “criminal conspiracy.”

In-between this step and the publication of
his book amid a blaring of liberal trumpets, the
Fair Deal administration has intensified its loy-
alty witchhunt, lined up the Supreme Court for

w

the Smith Act, arrested the leaders of the CP

in one big prosecution and then moved for the
general roundup of QP leaders which is now go-
ing on. Schlesinger has been pulled apart be-
tween his loyalty to Trumanism and the princi-
ples which he expounded in his book. It was his
principles that went down the drain.

He has announced this in his weekly column
(for the N. Y. Post, July 1) dealing with the
arrest of the CP’s “second team.” He is still op-
posed to the Smith Act itself because it is: “a
threat to our most precious possession—our free-
dom—and it hardly meets the [Stalinist] threat
head-on.” But he wants to achieve the govern-
ment’s. results without the Smith Act. “Is there
no way out of this dilemma?” he asks.

' He has now been converted to the views of
Justice Jackson and Judge Charles Wyzanski, he
says: :

- "Both Jackson and Wyzanski lay hold of the
fact that the Communist: Party. is, above all, a

1

criminal conspiracy, employing espionage and
perjury as official and approved tactics. . . .
“Justice Douglas in his dissent made a brief
but unconvincing attack on Jackson’s invocation
of the conspiracy doctrine. I myself find the
Jackson and Wyzanski arguments impressive.
Would not the best solution to our present diffi-
culties be to get rid of the Smith Act, which im-
ports new and dangerous ideas into our policy
toward free speech, and, if the situation seems to
warrant it, replace it by an act along the lines
suggested by Wyzanski specifically naming the
Communist Party as a criminal conspiracy?”

They Had a Word for It

Two minor but not unimportant thoughts
leap to the mind immediately. One is the fact
that a federal law which named the CP as a
criminal conspiracy would be. precisely such a
bill of attainder as is prohibited in the Bill of
Rights. The framers of the Bill of Rights antici-
pated Schlesinger’s attempt to sneak around be-
hind them; and it is well known that the Bill of
Rights was the concession made by the Consti-
tution’s “founding fathers” to the justified fears
of the people that the powers vested in the gov-
ernment might be used to perpetuate the power
of a social and economic oligarchy. ]

The prohibition of bills of attainder in the
Bill of Rights was designed to force Congress
to DEFINE a crime before outlawing it, and left

* it to "due process of law" to determine whether

a specifically named defendant did or did not
come under the law. Schlesinger's proposal is de-
signed ¥o make it unnecessary to define the crime
adequately—by naming the defendant in ad-
vance! That this maneuver was known and feared
in the time of King George Il is sufficient com-
mentary on our current leader of liberalism.

He thinks he can take the curse off: the Smith
Act by replacing it with an even grosser viola-
tion of the Bill of Rights, provided that this
grosser violation is limited to the CP.

Matter of Evid_ence

Secondly, there is the little matter of evi-
dence. The reader must understand that no new
law is necessary if the government can prove
now that the CP, as such, is a “criminal con-
spiracy.” If Attorney General McGrath .thought
that he could prove this in a court even to the
satisfaction of a judge-in-uniform who is ready
to click his heels before an FBI witness, there
would have been no Foley Square trial and the
Supreme Court would not have had to bathe the
Smith Act in rose water. The Smith Act was nec-
essary because the government hasn’t the slight-
est notion of being able to prove “criminal con-
spiracy.”

Because no such evidence can be adduced,
therefore Schlesinger proposes that Congress
name the CP as a “criminal conspiracy”!

One can see why the prohibition of bills of
attainder was among the fundamental freedoms
which the rightly suspicious American people
forced into the Constitution.

As Schlesinger explained fully in The Vital
Center, the question is not whether he or anyone
else is “morally certain” that the CP is, at least
in part, an apparatus through which some kind
of conspiring for the future takes place. Because
he is equally morally certain that this is true for
a wide variety of proto-fascist outfits in this
country—not merely fly=by-night rabble-rousers
but in fact that group which has one of the big-
gest lobbies in Washington, the so-called Com-
mittee for Constitutional Government, its many
transmission belts and its notorious Merwin K.
Hart. It is a question of “personal guilt” and
“due process of law” that is the heart of civil
liberties, he tells us in his “bible.”

It is these fundamental ideas on, and. ap-
proaches to, the vexed questions of civil liberties
that Schlesinger put forward two years ago and
which he is now dumping. Let us permit the
Schlesinger of 1949 to give a proper characteri-
zation of the Schlesinger of 1951. ;

®
“The first test in the Supreme Court’s attitude toward

curtailment of free speech is consequently that of ‘due

process of law'—the guarantee, that is, of substantive

legal rights and of fair and orderly judicial procedure,
This requirement assures each individual of the full sup-
port of the Anglo-Saxon tradition of personal justice, It
is the essence of the institutiops of liberty, as Charles
Evans Hughes declared in comment -on the New York
Socialist case, that ‘guilt is personal and cannot be at-
tributed to the holding of opinion or to mere intent in
the absence of overt acts.””

Schlesinger-1949 based himself, of course, on
the famous “clear and present danger” doctrine

of Holmes and Brandeis, but a mere reference

to this doctrine has now become meaningless,
since the recent Vinson decision of the Supreme.
Court. Vinson, with less skill than a high’ school
debater arguing a proposition that has been
handed to him by the teacher, argued the phrase
into meaninglessness. Vinson embraced the doc-
trine, but when it emerged from his lethal bear-
hug it was tenderly consigned to the grave with
flowers. ™y

Schlesinger based himself on those ideas of
Holmes and Brandeis which gave the phrase its
meaning. They had said “clear and present dan-
ger” and he quotes Brandeis:

“If there be time to expose through discussion the
falsehoods and fallacies, to avert the evil by the proc-
esses of education, the remedy to be applied is more
speech, not enforced silence. Only an emergency can juse
tify repression.”

Acts, Not Thoughts 5

This is noble language, but the trouble is: our
liberals who are being swept away by the witch«
hunt have their belly full of their own noble lan«
guage. Liberalism has lived so long by noble
language alone that, in this present period of its
futility and helplessness, its would-be "hards
headed" representatives have tended to become
more cynical about noble language than even @
backroom politician. _

But Schlesinger-1949 went behind the noble
language, and the italics are his own:

“What does ‘clear and present danger’ mean? . . a

The danger was the danger of what Holmes called ‘sub-.
stantive evils’—that is, of &cts in violation of law, and

especially acts which will destroy the whole climate of '

reason and disecussion. ... i
“Acts, not thoughts. ... .” }

Schlesinger-1951 now advocates the suppres-
sion of the CP by a special law because he can=
not prove any such acts.

His book quoted Brandeis again at this poi te
Brandeis warned that “In order to support a
finding of clear and present danger it must be
shown either that immediate serious violence
was to be expected or was advocated, or that the
past conduct furnished reason to believe that
such advocacy was then contemplated.” And he
interprets for himself: _ '

«We must tolerate dangerous “opinions, Holmes and
Brandeis were saying, even when their eventual tendency,
should they win out by democratic methods, would be.to
extinguish freedom. But we must draw the line at opinion
which results in the immediate and violent obliteration
of the conditions of subsequent free discussion.

«This is the traditional American answer to those
who say that people who would destroy liberty for others
should have none of their own . . . the curtailment of
civil liberties in advance of many ‘clear and present dan=-
ger’ has simply given overwhelming power to the chams=
pions of the existirg order—whether the cop on the cor«
ner, the local businessman or political boss or the attors
ney general of the United States.”

Why the Switch? P

Over and over he stresses immediate, immi<
nent threat: "l think," he quotes Holmes, “that
we should be eternally vigilant against attempts
to check the expression of opinions that we
loathe and believe to be fraught with death, un<
less they so imminently threaten immediate in-
terference with the lawful and pressing purposes
of the law that an immediate check is required
to save the country.” ;

McCarthy might claim that, but does Schles-
inger now believe that the smashing of the‘C'_Ilf
by police-state methods is immediately required
to “save the country”?

Here is what he wrote on that when his cen«
ter was still a bit vital:

“We should stick to the last possible moment to the

traditional Anglo-Saxon view that guilt is personal and
not by association. But the First Amendment does not
bestow upen the Communist Party the constitutional

{Continued -on page 7}
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only $4 billion have been deliv-
ered,- and that it will soon be ex-
panded to the rate of $65 billion
in military orders a year.

In such a situation, the inflation-
ary pressures wiil be strong, and
the need for a strong control pro-
gram to protect the standogrd of
living of the great majority of the
American people greater. The
prospect of a recession or a de-
pression under these circumstances
is practically nil, for (as U. S.
News puts it) "Spending for arms
is to be the pump-priming mech-
anism of the future.”

WEAK CONTROL BILL
Instead of passing a strong

control law, a stopgap bill was

passed which extended the pres-

* enteDefense Production Act for

one month with two weakening
amendments. One was to prevent
the government from placing a
ceiling price on any manufac-
tured item not now controlled,
and the other prevents any roll-
back on any commodity.

It is these two amendments
which indicate the nature of the
more permanent bill that will be
passed. The cost to the consumers
for the rises in prices has been
estimated_at about $17 billion by
both government and non-govern-

" ment sources, and the failure to

set up price rollbacks will cost
another $12 billion, and these
price boosts roll right into the
pockets of the giant corporate
profits.

The indications are that the
future bill will raise rents 20 per
cent in non-defense areas and
ease up on credit restrictions as
well .as prevent price rollbacks.
Although the tax bill will not be
enacted now, the straws are in
the wind that it will come down
even heavier on the low-income
groups.

The leading Democratic and Re-
publican members of the Congres-
sional Finance Committees are
talking about the “limits™ that
have been reached on the taxation
of the upper income groups and
corporations. What is left is a gen-

eral excise tax, or as it is more un-
pepularly known, a saies tax, when
the administration asks for an-
other tax increase early in 1952.

The responsibility for the fact
that the cost of living has gone
up almost 9 per cent in the last
vear rests primarily with the
Truman administration. Last
summer when the Defense Pro-
duction Act was passed, it gave
the administration more power
than it wished for, and through
most of the past year Truman has
insisted that it had the power to
control this inflationary move-

- ment. Yet it was only recently

that steps were begun in the di-
rection of rolling back prices. But
even on the beef rollback, Pres.
Truman was reported at his June
8 press conference to be willing
to make a deal with the beef
growers and packers. While the
price ceilings have more often
than not permitted price in-
creases.

FAIR DEAL SCANDALS

On a level with the scandalous
actions of Congress has been the
scandal inside the Truman ad-
ministration ovér favoritism to
large corporations.

One of the juiciest plums yet
picket up by big business has
been the tax write-off scheme
whereby a corporation can get a
special speedup tax schedule of 5
yéars instead of the normal 20 or
25 years when it builds a new
factory. This enables the corpora-
tion to reduce its taxes by setting
aside a larger depreciation fund
against its profits. During all of
World War II, the total amount
of accelerated tax plans granted
was 37 billion, and already in the
past year the Truman adminis-
tration has granted $7.5 billion.
The practical effect of this scheme
is that the public pays for the
plant because of the reducation
in the corporation’s taxes.

The power of the large corpora-
tions has been further increased
by the distribution of war con-
tracts. The House Small Business
Committee reports that in the
first nine months of the Korean
war one fourth of all government

military orders went to ten cor-
porations, with General Motors
top; and that the first fifty cor-
porations received 48.2 per cent
of all orders.

However, aside from this, there
has been the usual favoritism
among the ‘“dollar-a-year” men
toward the corporations with
which they were formerly con-
nected. The most recent case (of
someone getting caught at it) was
that of a bureaucrat-on-loan who
awarded a contract for building

lccomotives to Genegal Motors af- -

ter “losing” the bids of the other
four leading manufacturers in
the industry.

NO FRIEND OF LABOR

The reason fhat labor is losing
its fight for its "equality of sacri-
fice” program is that it is depend-
ing upon the Democratic Party to
lead the way. But the plain truth
of the matter is that the Demo-
cratic Party does not stand for
“equality of sacrifice.”” On the ad-
ministrative level it is loaded down
with loaned representatives of big
business who channel favors to
their respective corporations. And
in the determination of policy, the
United Labor Policy Commitfee has
no more real power than it did at
the time it walked off the Wage
Stabilization Board. -

Most of the bureaucrats in posi-
tions of influence, like Charles E.
Wilson, Leon Keyserling, chair-
man of the Council of Economic
Advisors, and Secretary of the
Treasury John Snyder, are in fa-
vor of “equality of sacrifice” only
if it does not cause too much op-
position by the large corporations.
They regard their first task as
speeding up war production, and
consequently they are prepared to.
give all kinds of speeial privi-
leges to the giant corporations,
which in turn strengthen these
corporations and their domination
of the American éconhoimy.

The success of the lobbyists
during the past few months in
Washington indicates that both
parties hhve fundamentally the
same approach as Wilson, Key-
serling and Snyder. The lobbyists
were so numerous and effective

that they even evoked special
comment from such a conserva-
tive reporter as Arthur Krock of
the N. Y. Times. Among the lead-
ers of the parade of spokesmen

. for money moguls and manufac-

turers were two former U. S. sen-
ators, Scott Lucas and Francis
Myers. At the last session of Con-
gress they were Democratic ma-
jority leader and majority floor
whip réspectively, “leading” the
fight for controls. Today they are
back in Congress, this time as
lobbyists trying to kill eontrols.

AGAINST CONTROLS

It is not merely that the Demeo-
cratic Party contains Southern re-
actionaries and Dixiecrats, but
that the leaders themselves are
not beliévers in controls. No bet-
ter example of this can be seen
than in this session's fight over
confrols where the Democratic
senatorial leaders did not wait #ill
they were out of Congress to be-
come spokesmen for finance and
industry. Majority Leader McFar-
land and Majority Whip Johnsen
both repeatediy voted against a
stronger control bill on the Sendafe
floor.

How can it be said that the
Democratic Party put up a real
fight for “equality of sacrifice”
when even such supporters of the
administration as Senators Doug-
las, Fulbright and Sparkman did
not even bother to show up for
committee hearings on the bill?

At the Senate Finance Com-
mittee hearings Emil Rieve of the
Textile Workers and the United
Labor Policy Committee threat-
ened that if a strong anti-inflation
and control bill is not passed la-
bor would once again walk out of
the government agencies. Labor
should once again stop serving as
window dressing on these com-
mittees, but this time permanernt-
ly. But more iniportant it should
walk out of the Democratic Party
and form its own political party.

Doris Fleeson, the Washington
columnist, writing on the actions
of the Democratic senatorial
leadership pointed out: “It is not
the first time that he [Truman]
has been caught short by his re-

Big Business Gets Its Bill — —

fusal to recognize he can’t have
his Fair Deal without Fair
Dealers.”

It is now time for the labor lead-
ership to recognize that it can't
kave a real Fair Deal without or-
ganizing its own party. The Tru.
man Fair Deal serves das window-
dressing for the basically anti-
labor nature of the Democratic
I‘ﬁi-[;y. for the fact that it too is
more concerned wifh the welfare
of the giant corporations and

. monopolies than it is with the wei-

fare of the people.

Lesson on New Deal

An illuminating observation by
Washington columnist Peter Ed-
son casts some light on the belief
that Fair-Dealish enthusiasm for
controls is “progressive” per se:

“One of the surprising things
is what happens to rockiribbed
Républican business bigshots who
come to town to take top govern-
ment defense jobs,” Edson says.

“They are immediately thrown

up against tough international or -

domestic problems. Scarcities,
foreigh supply and demand, trade
balances, dollar shortages are in-
volved. All seem to call for eco-
nomie controls.

"It is traditional that all buosi-
ness men hate government infer-
fererice with the normal prdcticeés
of the free enterprise system. Yéb
whit hdppens, nine times out of
10 or even oftener, is that the busi-
ness executives temporarily tirned
bureaucrats come up with the
same answers thdt fthe economic
planners and the New Dealers
would propose.”

Edson intended this as a de-
fense of New-Dealism and Fair-
Dealism, but can it mean that
both deals are fundamentally in
the best long-range interests of
the “rock-ribbed Republican busi=
ness bigshots”?

Schlesinger vs. Schlesinger — —

(Continued from page 6)

right, for example, to be a clandestine network for pur-
poses of espionage or subversion. It would not justify
Mr. Dennis [CP leader] in organizing a party militia. If
such acts become really threatening and the party ap-
paratus can be shown to be involved, the existence of the
Communist Party itself may become a source of clear and
present danger. Then it could be outlawed.

“ .. It may well be, for example, that the Commu-
nist Parties of France and Italy are already committing
a multitude of overt acts which would justify their sup-
pression today. But we have plainly not reached that
point in the United States. Until the party is outlawed,
its members are entitled to the protection of American
laws—and are liable to prosecution for breaking those
laws—just as any other citizens are.”

It is clear and present knowledge that Schles-
inger has not found any such acts or evidence
since writing the above.

_.On Lerner and Rogge -

_ One of the most interesting aspects of Schles-
. inger-1949 was his polemic against the views of
‘Max Lerner and O. John Rogge in 1943-45. These
. two' gentlemen, then more or less fellow-travel-
* ing with the Stalinists, had opened up an attack
. on the clear-and-present-danger docirine in or-
¢ der to justify government action against fascist
| sympathizers.
¢ -+ Schlesinger twists the knife in their backs:
! %Q. John Rogge led the attack on the doctrine of per-
" sonal guilt, demanding in its place a much extended doc-

. trine of conspiracy in which guilt by association would

. play a conspicuous role, . . .”

1 “, . . liberals sat by and applauded while a wildly

- expanded doctrine of conspiracy ran berserk under

. Rogge’s guidance in the fantastic mass sedition trial of
1944-45. . .-.” '

{E -{\nd he quotes from the az‘ticle; of that time

by Max Lerner with deadly and telling effect:

“These crities [like Lerner] argued that in an age
of fifth columns, psychological war and mass espionage,
the traditional civil-liberty doctrine only tied the hands of
democracy. ‘It is’ becoming increasingly clear,’ Lerner
wrote, ‘that the government which waits until propa-
ganda has reached the point of clearly threatening the
immediate survival of the nation is likely 1o wait until it
is too late, and will probably never have the strength to
strike when the time comes.” . . . ‘I am increasingly con-
vinced,’ observed Lerner in concluding a powerful assault
on the Holmes-Brandeis doctrine, ‘that a realistic legal
policy would modify the clear-and-present-danger doc-
trine in the direction of an “intellectual trading with the
enemy” standard, which sought to find substantial propa-
ganda connections with the enemy and the existence of
an actual intent to play the enemies’ propaganda game.’”

Wry Joke

With justifiable maliciousness, Schlesinger
noted: “A few years later, the Department of
Justice, preparing its brief against the Joint
Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee for its refusal
to open its records to the Un-American Activities
Committee, would cite Lerner among its authori-
ties. Indeed, a more unscrupulous regime might
achieve interesting results by employing Rogge’s
1944 methods against his present associates.”

And he added:

“What have been the consequences in a time like the
present of replacing ‘personal guilt’ by ‘guilt by associ-
ation’ and of letting the ‘clear and present danger’ test
retreat before an ‘intellectual trading with the enemy’
standard? . . . We stand, in other words, in the precise
situation where excess has led to repentance before; and
the departure from ‘personal guilt’ and ‘clear and present
danger’ invites excess today.”

That is precisely where Schlesinger stands to-
day in 1951, as he invokes roughly the samé kind
of ideas which Lerner and Rogge had done in the
yedrs when Russia was "our noble ally."

And today Max Lerner (we haven’t heard
about Rogge) denounces the CP arrests and the
Supreme Court validation of the Smith Act. The
debaters have changed places. ’

Maybe that’s just a wry joke that history
plays on individuadls. But we record the following
fact with some astonishment:

® At the time when guilt-by-association -raiséd
its head against fascists in the dock and when a
fascist country was the war enemy, it was Lerner
and Rogge who cheered and Schlesinger who de-
fended civil liberties.

@ At a time when the same anti-democratic doc-
trines are raised against Stalinists in the dock
and when the Stalinist empire is the war enemy,
it is Schlesinger who wants to go along and Ler-
ner who defends civil liberties.

Are we supposed to conclude that Schlesinger
is “friendlier” to fascists and Lerner “friend-
lier” to the Stalinists? This would not only be
somewhat slanderously untrue, but it would also
miss a much more important point than any such
conclusions about either of these confused liber-
als. Would it not rather be fairer to explain the
wry joke quite otherwise?—that Lerner hates
fascismm more than he believes in the efficacy of
democracy, and that Schlesinger hates Stalinism

more than he believes in the efficacy of democ-
racy.

It is the common element in both that inter-
ests us. For that common element is not lack of
faith in democracy in the abstract—they believe
in all the noble language; it is lack of faith im-
plicity in the possibilities of democracy within
the framework of the present system and gov-
ernment. But they are tied to making their choice

‘within that framework.

ot
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it 'should be regarded with
caution until confirmation is

received from socialist sour- -

ces in Spain. It appears that
Brown’s chief -purpose in re-
leasing this information at
the present time is to influ-
ence the American govern-
ment against its present pol-
icy of support to Franco.
This intention is brought out
most clearly in points 6, 7,
and 8 of his report which
outlines what he believes to
be the vital political aspects
of the internal situation in
Spain:

i “(6) The anti-Franco op-
position in Spain wants to
know what is the intention
of the Allies after the events
of Barcelona. If they want
further such demonstra-
tions, or even violent demon-
stations, against Franco this
can be done. But if the situ-
ation “continues, the non-
Communist anti-Franco for-
ces will be subject to Soviet
Communist propaganda
which is being beamed to the

.. Spanish people in twenty-

five different broadcasts
weekly while the West car-
ries on no propaganda and
the internal non-Communist
forces -lack sufficient means
to counteract the huge Span-
ish apparatus and propagan-
da

“(7) In the event of war,
the people of Spain will not
sapport Franco and will use
any arms they can get or the
afms that the Soviet Union
parachutes to them against
PFranco. In other words,
Franco is not even a goed
military asset, let alone a po-
_litical one.

“(8) Knowledge about
America is distorted to the
purposes of Franco who ftells
the Spanish people about all
the economic aid which he
will receive from the United

Siaies in order to bolster up
the present regime. Every
time the United States makes
the slightest gesture toward
Franco, it is utilized on the
radio and in the newspapers
to emphasize the support of
the United States for the
Franco regime. Without this
propaganda and without
economic aid from the
United States, Franco cannot
last."

“Thus, Brown points out,-

the United States policy of
backing up present anti-
Moscow governments, no
matter how reactionary or
how hated they may be by
their own people, is once
again boomeranging to the
advantage of the Stalinists.
In view of the clear fact that
this is the true American
policy, Brown's contention
that “knowledge about
America is distorted” can
only be attributed to his de-
gire to put his case in diplo-
matic language.

ARMY TORN

The most important thing
about Brown’s report is that
it brings further evidence of
the disaffection of all social
strata in Spain from the rot-
ten Franco regime. Although
he undoubtedly plays down
the role of the working-class
and socialist organizations
such ags the POUM for his
own purposes, he makes it
clear that the anti-Franco
movement extends to ele-
ments of the capitalist class,
the army, and the Falange
itself. The first five points of
Brown’s report are as fol-
lows:

“l. The strike was not
merely economic nor sponta-
neous. It was planned and
reflected political antagon-
ism to the Franco regime.

“2. The workers could not
have conducted the strike in

a successful fashion unless

-

WHERE WE STAND
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they had had the support of
the monarchists and, at least,
the passive support or indif-
ference of the police and
army.

“3. The workers were defi-
nitely encouraged to strike
and were promised to be paid
by the employers, who have _
their own private grievances
against the Franco economic
regime. In spite of Franco's
warnings to the employers,
the workers were paid for
the strike days lost-

LABOR MUST SPEAK

“4, The order for the
strike, in many cases, was
sent out on the stationery of
the Phalangist [Falangist]
trade unions, which revealed
the opposition to Franco in
the Phalangist movement
and the extent of infiltration
by the anti-Franco trade
unions.

"5. The army is not united
and there are many generals
commanding whole areas in
Spain who are cooperating
with the National_Commit-
tee, which unites the extreme
Right and Left Wing in the
fight against Franco, under
General Aranda.”

It is now clear that within
Spain most of the prerequi-
sites for the overthrow of

_mand that the

Franco exist. All the prob-
lems of political reorganiza-
tion which would follow such
an overthrow still lie ahead.
How they will be worked out
will depend on the relations
of power and the policies of
the different wings of the
anti-Franco movement. They

.will depend also, on the kind

of support or opposition
these different wings receive
from abroad.

Brown’s report was made
to his organization, the AFL.
The whole American labor
movement.bears a heavy re-
sponsibility toward the
Spanish people, and particu-
larly toward the workers of
Spain who put up such an
heroic resistance against fas-
cism in the "30s. The job of
the labor movement here is
to conduct a major political
campaign against the pro-
Franco policy of the Truman
administration, and once the
Spanish | people have rid
themselves of Franco, to de-
American
government permit them to
work out their own political
destiny without American
interference.

The Spanish people, de-
spite the agonies of civil war
and fascist suppression, are
once more in & position to

strike a major blow at totali-.
tarianism. Of course, the

Stalinists will seek to make -
pelitical capital out of the-
situation. Without American -
interference, first in the form -

‘of support of Franco and.

later in the form of support .
to the most conservative -
anti-Franco elements, their
chance of success is at a min-
imum. The Spanish working
class has had its belly full of
totalitarianism. Everything °
now points to its desire for -
democracy. Only outside in-
terference against its demo- .
cratic aspirations could lead
it to seek support from Stal-
inism.

Irving Brown’s report is -
an encouraging symptom, >
not only because of what it -
says about Spain, but for the -
policy it is obviously seeking ~
to suggest to the labor move- -
ment and the American gov-
ernment. The government
has proved only its reaction-
ary approach to problems
such as this. The American -
labor movement must make
its voice heard:

End all support to Franco!

Not a cent, not a gun to
Spanish totalitarianism!

American labors’ support
to the democratic struggle of
the Spanish people!

Buftfalo Anti-Totalitarian Committee
Rallies Support for Spanish Labor

BUFFALO, June 23—In response fo
the needs of the Spanish working-
men and women imprisoned by
Franco because of their participa-
tion in the recent wave of strikes
from Barcelona to Madrid, a meet-
ing of the Anti-Totalitarian Com-
mittee to Aid the Spanish Strikers
was held here this week.

The Anti-Totalitarian Commit-
tee to Aid the Spanish Strikers
was formed by individuals whose
aim was to give moral, political,
and financial aid to the Spanish
strikers. They represented many
organizational points of view.
Trade-unionists, ministers, liber-
als, socialists, participated in the
meeting. _

Six local speakers described the
conditions under Franco, the
struggles taking place at present
in Spain, and the need for imme-
diate aid to the Spanish workers.

A resolution adopted at the
meeting called upon all demo-
cratic individuals and groups to
protest the sending of financial,
military, or other support to
Franco’s totalitarian regime. The
resolution opposed diplomatic rec-
ognition of the Franco govern-
ment, which was imposed upon
the Spanish people by the fascist
guns of Mussolini and Hitler.

In calling for the U. S. govern-
ment to give no aid to the Frdnco
regime, the resolution declared it
was striking a blow for freedom
both inside and oufside the Iron
Curtain.

Although the meeting was
small, $84 was collected from
those present.

The meeting hall was decorated
with colorful banners and posters
bearing the following slogans:
“All Aid to the Spanish Strikers”
—%Put an End to United States
‘Aid to Franco”—“Release Fran-
co’s . political prisoners”—“For
Freedom Everywhere, Inside and
Qutside the Iron Curtain.”

The leaflet distributed for the
meeting read in part:

“The Spanish penple wﬂl not

be helped by the big loan given to
Franco by the Export-Import
bank of the United States.

“The Spanish people will not
be helped by the United States
voting in the UN to resume dip-
lomatic relations with the totali-
tarian Franco.

"The Spanish people will not be
helped by the United States sub-
sidizing Franco's- armies.

“In effect the United States will
be giving Franco money and arms
to keep the Spanish peopie under
his control.

“The struggle of the Spanish
people against the totalitarian
Franco is a blow against the to-
talitarian Stalin. By supporting

Breathing

(Continued from page 1)

them. The labor leadership has a
pretty good understanding of what
this will mean for them: the neces-
sity of putting up a big fight on

‘the home front.

But somehow they do nof seem
to be able to understand that the
same politicians who are striking
at-U. S. labor standards are also
responsible for the ruinouis fof-
eign policy. Even Taft has stated
that there is no bipartisan foreigh
policy in the country any longer,
and has declared his indeperidence
from any such concept. Only the
labor leadership hangs on to the
illusion that in this field “unity”
is essential.

Although the elements of a for-
eign policy for American labor
are clearly indicated, the labor

‘leaders prefer to content them-

selves ‘with mild eriticisms of and
pious pleas to the Truman ad-
ministration on this score,

. The first point in a thoroughly
democratic foreign policy for the
labor movement would be a de-

. mand that the United States gov-

-

Franco, the United States is play-
ing into the hands of Stalin. The
fight for democratic liberties in
Spain gives heart to those fight-
ing for democratic liberties be-
hind the Iron Curtain. The Amef-
ican people, by aiding the strug-
gle of the Spanish people against
Franco are also aiding the strug-
gles of the oppressed people un-

- der Stalin. Already the anti-Stal-

inist sections of the French labor’
movement are raising funds to
help free the imprisoned Spanish
‘strikers. The International Con-
federation of Free Trade Unions,
to which the AFL and the CIO
are affiliated, are demanding the -
release of the Spanish prisoners.
American labor must do its part."” -

Spell ——

* ernment clearly and honestly rec-

ognize the right of self-determi- .
nation for each and every coun-
try in the world. This ecannot
mean that the United States rec-
nizes this right only when it is
convenient to the immediate im-
perialist interests of this country;
and reserves the right to violate
national self-determination when .
such a violation appears to be to
its interest. It must be a demand
that the United States govern-
ment supports the right of any -
nation, however small or weak, to
determine its own national des-
tiny.- -

ering——

Of course, this wotld prove em- .

barrassing to the American gow-

ernment. Even though this is an
elementary democratic right, itis

a right which is peculiarly repug---
nant to unpemallsm. At this me- .~ |
ment it is being violated in Indo- £

China and in almost all of Africa ~
by the allies of the United States...

—with her backing. The fact that -

it is also denied to all the nations -
under the brutal heel of the
Kremlin is no excuse for people

E By e
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who really believe in democracy., . |
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