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Torles In for Now; BLP Record Vote, Left-Wingers” Victory Point Way to Comeback

By ALBERT GATES

It seems odd to write of the electoral defeat of a party which emerged from an
‘election as the largest party in the country. Yet on the basis of the British voting sys-
tem, the Labor Party, with a larger popular vote than the Conservatives, sent 27 less
.of its candidates to Parliament.

The victory of the Conservative Party and its rather tarnished Victorian symbol,
Winston Churchill, was not the result of his own lagging popularity, but of an unholy
alliance with the Liberal Party, the one-time opponent of Toryism. It can be said that
the Conservative Party is no longer what it once was under Bonar Law, Baldwin or
Chamberlain; but neither is the Liberal Party any longer the representative of the once
great party of Asquith and Lloyd George.

The Liberal Party abdicated. Therefore the Tories won. For some years it was being
squeezed between the ever-increasing polarization of the classes in Great Britain, with

‘both Conservative and Labor
- Parties' contending for the
leadership and support of the
.middle classes. In coufeshng
only 100 district elections in
625 districts, it not only put
its one-time enemy into of-
fice, but wrote finis to itself as an
important political factor in Brit-
ish politics.
One correspondent pomted out
that in running only 100 candi-
dates for Parliament in this elec-
tigdn, it guaranteed 200 district
victories for the Conservatives.
The fact that Clement Davies,
spokesman for the Liberal Party,
rejected Churchill’s invitation to
join the mew cabinet, on the ob-
wviously spurious ground that he
wished to maintain the indepen-
dence of his party in the post-
election period, speaks less for his
-aim than it does about Churchill’s
forthcoming difficulties.
-, How and why did it happen

-that the Liberal Party wrote its
‘own death warrant? The answer
can only be found in the particu-
‘lar and peculiar position of Great

Britain in the world today.

The party of
whose greatest advances coincided
with those of the Empire has
foundered since the end of the
First World War pushed Great
Britain down the scale of great
powers. In this sharply divided
class election, which emphasized
the intensity of the class struggle
on a British scale, the Liberal
Party cast its lot and its future
with the Tories. In joining hands
with the party of monopoly capi-
talism in Great Britain, the party
which bears the main responsi-
bility for the depressed conditions
of the middle class, the Liberal
Party, will be fully repaid for its
ignominious role.

THE CONTRAST WITH "45

This explains the mechanics of
the -Conservative victory, but it
does not by any means go to the
heart of the political siteation,
which is more important in explain-
ing how the Labor Party failed in
its efforts to continue to govern
the country.

“Free Trade” .

When the Labor Party came to
power in 1945, it did soas the re-
sult of the boldest social program
it had ever presented to the Brit-
ish people. The long years-of the
war had ended; the mass of peo-
ple who supported Churehill dur-
ing the war wanted nothing of
him in peaecetime. While this was
a blow of unimaginable magni-
tude to this old Tory, the fact
was that his party came into the
election with nothing but its old
program to challenge the bold,
far-seeing program of the Labor
Party which emphasized its inten-
tion of nationalizing the basic in-
dustries which had been brought
to ruin by the monopolistic profit
rule of British capitalism.

It was a program calculated to
arouse the enthusiasm of the mil-
lions of workers and middle-class
people who had had more than
enough of Conservative domestic
policy, characterized by the en-
richment of a parasitic ruling
class and impoverishment of the
working and middle classes.

This enthusiasm was joined

class.”

peoph "

of him. . . . He's a warmonger.”

Churchill.

“He’s No Hero to His People...

As the British ballots were being counted and the returns
indicated that Winston Churchill would assume office again, the
CBS radio recorded the reactions of workers in the Merseyside
area of England, the heavily industrialized, proletarian section
around Manchester and Liverpool.

The commentator was “surprised” at the vigor, feeling and
lack of conciliatory attitude in the replies to his question:
“What do you think of Winston Churchill?”

"l don't think much of him. | think he is @ warmonger. . . ."
"1 think the world will suffer for it."
""After one term, hell be voted out.”
"I think there will be fights and #rouble in the working

"l think Winston Churchill is a warmonger.™
"Winston Churchiil is not a man for the péace or 'I'llo

| don't trust Mr. Churchiil.”
"] don't think much of Mr. Churchill. We've Ilad enough

The simple and virtually unanimous replies are a sampling
of what the election returns revealed. Class feelings are polar-
ized as never before, and the label “warmonger” has stuck to

Americans are accustomed to seeing the latter accorded the
awe and praise due a man of heroic mold; among the workers
of his own country, he is a prophet without honor.

with hope that the future was
anything but dismal and that a
planned society based upon the
aim of improving the lot of the
people as a whole could do what a
disintegrating capitalist econemy
is incapable of doing.

In the early years of the AtHee
government, the bold execution of
the Labor Party program was ac-
companied by the immense joy and
enthusiasm of the people. The na-
tionalization of the leng bankrupt
coal industry, transport, railroads

and banking, the institution of a
whole series of social improve-
ments for the masses, provided the
world with an experiment of in-
calculable significance and one
worthy of support by the working
class of the whole world.

This experiment took place in
a deteriorating world situation
where the outbreak of a new
world atomic war threatened
daily. The threat of such a war
finally faced the Labor governs

{Turn to last page)

NORMAN THOMAS AND THE THIRD CAMP

‘By MAX SHACHTMAN

Our idea of a “Third Camp,” independent of

American imperialism and of Stalinism, and op-
posed to them both, has met with all kinds of
objections. in the labor and socialist movements.

" Qur idea is wrong, we have been told by the
0fﬁc1al-Trotskylsts (Cannonites), because there
.are and can be only two camps in the coming
war (as in the last one) and in society as a
-whole: the camp of the working class and the

‘camp of the capitalist class, the camp of the revo-
~ Jution and the camp of the reaction. The latter

s represented by the United States; the former
by Stalinist Russia and the other Stalinist coun-
_‘tries. The place of every worker, every revolu-
tionist, every socialist, every democrat is in the
‘same camp with Stalinism—there is no room for
such nonsense as a “Third Camp.”

But since the Stalinist camp is a concentra-
hon camp, we huve rudely declined to enter it,

foa Bl

even though all the property in the camp, its
slaves included, is nationalized by the state.

Our idea is wrong, we have been told by any
number of liberal and labor leaders, because the
world is divided between those who want democ-
racy and those who want totalitarianism. The
former is adequately represented by the United
States, and the latter by Russia. Washington
threatens nobody, while the Kremlin threatens
the entire world. The United States is the only
force that can wage the war for the survival of
democracy, and that’s the camp all people of
good will should enter and support. It alone has
enough money, steel, oil, coal, aluminum, pluto-
nium, troops, tanks, bombers, battleships to tell
Stalin where to get off. Talk of a “Third Camp”
is all right for academic theorists but not for
practical people who are facing the genuine men-
ace of being inundated by totalitarianism.

But since support of decaying capitalism by
the workers’ movement is precisely the reason,
and the only reason worth talking about, why

Stalinism arose and grew to be the threat thaf
it is, we have steadfastly refused fo become part
of the clecay that generates Stalinism.

Our idea is wrong, we have been told, finally,
by many ex-socialists who are being eaten alive
by melancholy, pessimism and demoralization,
not because it isn’t a good idea, but because it is
futile and utopian. If there were a Third Camp,
with millions of supporters and large headquar-
ters and lots of papers, we would not be the first
to join it, to be sure, but as soon as it showed it
has won or is about to win, we would quiver out
of our dessicated skins and become its champions,
We cannot, you understand, do anything to develop such
a force. Ha.vmg reached the ripe old age of twenty-seven
or thirty-one, we are already worn out in our work for
socialism and the workmg class.- All we can hope for in
our declining years is an armed victory by this most
distasteful American capitalism over this most unen-
durable Stalinist totalitarianism. To this victory we are
prepared to contribute almost everythmg our gloom,
our panic and, if need be, our cynicism. $

Since it is no easy or pleasant matter to descend to

(Continued on page 7)
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New Reuther Line Threatens to Tie UA

Adopts Policy Previously Defeated by Union Convention

By P. JARMS

DETROIT, Oct. 27—A new
Tine on the use of the strike
weapon has come from the
International executive board
»f the United Auto Workers
{CIO). The new approach
adopted on October 16 is, in
#ssence, that in war plants
docals shall abide by presi-
dential directives stopping a
strike and in “non-defense”
Pplants strikes will be allowed
Yo continue. When a strike is
xalled off, the entire dispute is to
be referred to the Wage Stabili-
=zation Board for decision on the
amerits of the case.

., This new approach directly
stems from Walter Reuther’s po-
mition at the No-Strike Pledge
Lonvention held in Grand Rapids
in September 1944, The relevant
section was: “The no-strike
pledge will remain in effect in
ihose plants wholly or partially
engaged in war production. In
dhose plants reconverted to the
exclusive and sole manufacture of
aivilian production, the pledge of
Jdabor not to strike shall not be
binding and the international ex-
scutive board is empowered in ae-
rordance with the provisions of
wour constitution to authorize
strike action where, in the inter-
®sts of safeguarding and extend-
ang the rights of labor, such ac-
#ion is required.”

‘TIMES HAVE CHANGED . . .

This position was crushed be-
#ween those who then favored re-
taining the No-Strike Pledge (the
Addes-Stalinist bloe) and the
rank-and-file caucus which want-
24 the complete revocation of the
wartime no-strike pledge.

But times have changed and Reu-
Ther now has an absolute majority;
ond the position that was over-
whelmingly defeated seven years
mgo is taken out of the mothballs
and dressed up and reported out
&5 a "realistic approach.”

The decision of the IEB came
out of the issuance of ‘directives
%y President Truman referring
three strikes in progress to the
Wage Stabilization Board. This
action calls upon the union to
abandon the strike and free col-
lective bargaining and debate the
issues of the strike before a com-
-smission appointed by the WSB.
Failure to accede means that Tru-
+man, as in the railroad, miners’
=nd copper strikes, would use the
Taft-Hartley Act to break the
strike.

IN BERKELEY
SYL Class on

Marxism: Its

Meaning Today
Sundays at 8 p.m.
Nov. 4: Contemporary Critics
of Marxism.
Nov. 11: Marxism—Its Mean-
ing Today.
2308 Durant, Apt. 5

IN NEW YORK
SYL
Hallowe'en Party
Saturday, Nov. 3

Games, Dancing,
Refreshments, and that
great dramatic produc-
tion, “Dear Comrade,” an
original portrayal of Life
in These United Fronis.
LABOR ACTION HALL
114 West 14 Street

The first of the three strikes .

cencerns the Douglas Aireraft
plants on the West Coast. The
issue was an adequate wage in-
crease to eliminate the wage dif-
ferential between auto and air-
craft, and between West Coast
and East Coast aircraft rates.
The strike was solid. It was fea-
tured everywhere, even by Life
magazine. The idea in this strike
as in all strikes of the past year
was: NOW OR NEVER.

The Wright Aeronautical strike
had as its main issue, besides a
general inerease, the elimination
of the merit-spread provision.
Merit-spread is ‘the curse of the
past in that the apple polishers
and foremen's favorites get top
rates first, and the regular guy

gets tops only if he is a genius. .

The wunion wanted “automatic
progression” whereby every few
months a worker advances toward
the top rate with a ceiling in
three or four months. This pro-
cedure is accepted in the auto
contracts.

BORG-WARNER STRIKE .

The other strike is one against
a defiant company by the UAW-
CIO. The Borg-Warner strike is
being conducted against one of
the most reactionary companies
in the country. They have over all
the years resisted the UAW’s pro-
gram of a national agreement.
The company’s answer to the de-
mand for a master contract al-
ways has been that all the com-
panies that make up the parent
company are independent subsid-
iaries and have no central direc-
tion. Bargaining loeally has al-
ways meant bargaining by remote
control, with none of the local
managements able to negotiate
anything without clearance from
the main office of the company.

This year was the year to estab-
lish a national agreement on pen--
sions, hospital and medical-care
programs, and general wage mat-
ters.

The Borg-Warner strike has
been weakened by local settle-
ments at two Indiana plants. The
international UAW leadership
tried everything to convince the
locals of unified action but local
leaders in an unprincipled man-
ner forced local settlements and
are working while the rest of the
chain is striking.

THE NEW LINE

The IEB, faced with the presi-
dential directive, moved that the
Douglas and Wright workers be
asked to comply because of the
"defense” situation, and that the
Borg-Warnér strike be continued.

It states:

“In Vview of the facts that (a)
the production being impeded by
the Borg-Warner strike is over-
whelmingly civilian in character
and (b) none of the defense items
involved have been shown to be
in any way critical in connection
with current military needs, the
UAW-CIO International Execu-
tive Board sees no valid reason to
request the workers involved to
recess their strike,

“We respectfully request Presi-
dent Truman to reconsider cer-
tification of the UAW-CIO dis-
pute to Borg-Warner in the light
of the full facts on the proportion
and nature of its defense produc-
tion which we do net believe were
available to the president at the .
time he certified the cases to the
WSB, and to withdraw certifica-
tion on the basis of these facts so
that the normal processes of col-
lective bargaining can be resorted
to in resolving this dispute.

“In the event President, Tru-

MORE ON REUTHER'S NO-STRIKE MOVE —

In Headlong Retreat Before Gov't Pressure

By WALTER JASON

DETROIT, Oct. 27—Pentagon officials, backed by President
Truman, have demanded a no-strike pledge from unions,
specifically the -United Auto Workers (CIO), in all plants
involving war work, and this development has served to
climax the crucial dilemma of the Reuther leadership.
Already, the UAW-CIO leaders have called off two ma-

jor strikes under government
pressure. The plants involved
were Douglas Aircraft in
Long Beach, Calif., which
had been shut down for over
45 days, and a one-month
strike at Wright Aeronautical in
Paterson, N. J.

At the moment the Truman ad-
ministration has twice requested
the UAW to call off another im-
portant strike, the Borg-Warner,
which involves ten plants. The
key issue in this walkout is the
establishment of a national con-
tract.

Pentagon officials blamed all
lags in war work on the UAW,
with a report that all out of 24
walkouts in war plants were di-
rected by the UAW. The Penta-
gon utilized the occasion of the
retreat of the UAW leadérs in the
aircraft stination to try to turn
it into a rout.

Of course, at the last conven-
tion of the union in April a reso-
lution against any no-strike
pledge was passed. And only re-
cently in his speech to 500 UAW
leaders in Detroit, Walter Reu-

ther militantly proclaimed, “When

we're right, we’ll strike!”™

Although the publicity release
of the UAW refers to the return
to work at Douglas and Wright
without a signed contract as a
“recess” the effect is the carrying
out of a no-strike pledge. Refer-
ring the matter of the contracts
to the Wage Stabilization Board
signifies replacement of collective
bargaining with the corporation
by government control of negoti-
ations, the unhappy situation .in
which the union movement, except
John L. Lewis, found itself in the
last world war.

IN RETREAT

In the first reply to President®
Truman on his request that the
UAW call off the Borg-Warner
strike, the UAW adopted a for-
mula which commits the union to
a no-strike pledge in war plants.

The UAW statement says: “In
the event President Truman finds
that interruption of Borg-Warner
production of any defense items
is in fact injuring the defense
effort, and-that such work cannot
be handled by other corporations,
the UAW will be willing to work
out with the appropriate govern-
ment agencies practical arrange-
ments to effect resumption of pro-
duction of those items while the

S R e e e

To No-Strike Pledge in the War Plants

man finds the interruption of pro-
duction by Borg-Warner of any
defense items is, in fact, injuring
the defense effort.and that such
work cannot be handled by other

corpprations, UAW-CIO will be

willing to work out with the ap-
propriate government agencies
practical arrangements: to effect
resumption of production of theze

items while the strike remains in .

full effect with respect to the
corporation’s civilian products.
“In the interests of promeoting
sound collective bargaining, on
which in the long pull industrial
stability must rest, we urge the
president to instruet the appro-
priate government agencies to re-
direct their efforts toward remov-
ing the basic obstacle to produe-
tion in the Borg-Warner Corpora-
tion to accept its responsibilities

.by abandoning its recaleitrance

and bargaining in good faith on a
national agreement in conformity
with the established practice. in
its industry.”

ARBITRATION NOW?

The tone- of this statement is
one wholly out of character with
the UAW. It surely should be seen
that one of the advantages John
L. Lewis has is that he never al-
lows himself to beg for anything;
and with Reuther devoting full
time these days to wiping out pro-
Lewis sentiment in the UAW, he
will not gain any new supporters
by that approach. Truman of
course, rejected the whole plea
without any ceremony.

If the policy is carried out it
means that to a considerable ex-
tent collective bargaining becomes
a thing of the past and that com-
pulsory arbitration is with us.
The character of the WSB ap-
pointments to head up the com-
missions of inquiry in the Wright
and Douglas strikes makes this
obvious. Professor Harry Shul-
man of Ford arbitration fame has
the Wright case; and Ralph Se-
ward, formerly of GM and Inter-

strike remains in full effect with
respect to the corporation’s civil-
ian produets.”

Is it a wonder that the chair-
man of the Wage Stabilization
Board, Nathan P. Feisinger, im-
mediately requested again that
the UAW call off its strike! Af-
ter all, whether or not Borg-War-
ner-is or isn't doing “war work”
is a “military secret,” isn’t it, and
that's a military question, not a
union question, say the brass in
Washington.

Thus, long before any war emer-
gency, the UAW, in contradistinc-
tion to any other major union in
America, finds itself retreating
beadlong in its major war policies.
Even Phil Murray's steel workers
probably will do better than that
in forthcoming negotiations!

What effect the calling off of
the two aircraft strikes will have
on the UAW’s organizing drives
in that field remains to be seen.
The effect on the workers who
spent four to six weeks on the
picket lines, only to end up with
what they could have received
without losing all that pay, is
obvious.

Since the UAW leaders made a
big issue of the Borg-Warner
strike as proof of their militancy,
and some of its plants are in De-
troit, this strike is being fol-
lowed closely. One local union in
the Borg-Warner setup, violating
the nation-wide program, signed
its own contract with Borg-War-
ner and did not go on strike. If
the Reuther leadership permits
the Truman administration to

‘pressure it into calling off the

national Harvester, has the Doug-
las case. The companies now can
afford the phony excuse of patri-
otic motives to prevent the work-
ers from obtaining their justified
demands. Arbitration is, after all,
horse trading and fiever gets the
union as much as direct strength
can, as is clear especially when
one views last year’s great gains
in the John Deere and UAW In-
ternational Harvester strikes.

To retreat gracefully to a Tru-
man’ directive may be good poli-
tics if one’s politics is to protect
one’s presidential candidate bee
fore the workers’ eyes. However,
the worker in the shop needs mili-
tant representation and not po-
litical maneuvering with the Fair
Deal.

THE T-H ISSUE

The other question, and a mu;rb
more important one, is the use of
the Taft-Hartley injunction. The
auto workers have heard of a lof
of bad things about the T-H Law

but have never actually felt it on

their own backs. The trade-unien
leadership throughout the country,
including the UAW's, has not ade-
quately explained Truman’s use of
the T-H club in" the pusl’ sirikes.
Reuther, to be sure, for the record
issued a statement in the copper
strike but never went further in
bringing the matter to the ranks.
Posing this issue in the three
strikes as sharply as possible
would also have helped in the
final settlement. It would also
place the status of free collective
bargaining before the entire
trade-union movement.

The IEB has not acted in the
interests of the workers in these
three strikes. The same stand
that was taken on the Borg-War-
ner Corporation was also indi-
cated for the Wright and Douglas
workers. Justice for the auto

workers’ needs will not be accom- -

plished by allowing the matter to
go to compulsory arbitration and
praying for a good settlement.

strike, this opposition local will
certainly make political hay.

CRISIS TO CRISIS
The serious character of the

crisis in UAW policies was indi«

cated by the fact that it took two
days of sessions of the top policy
committee to reply to the second
Truman request for calling off the
Borg-Warner strike. (How cruel
can politics be! Their boy Tru-
man, the man they want to sup-
port in 1952, doing this to them!)

UAW officials informed the
Wage Stabilization Board that
they would call off the strike *“if
it can first be agreed that the dis~
pute is single in nature and that
one final agreement shall result
covering all ten plants,”

The UAW publicity department
described this as a further retreat,
since the union under this offer
would send all striking workers
back on civilian contracts as well
as war work, ' .

Meanwhile, in the Detroit area,
layoffs continue slowly to increase
the unemployment lines, now esti-

mated to contain over 100,000

workers, and the unrest, dissatis-

faction and bitterness in the shops = -

grows apace,

In the face of these events of .

great magnitude, the UAW lead-
ership flounders from -crisis to
crisis, its chief concern and its
most violent hatred and animosity
directed not toward the forces re-
sponsible for the tragic situation
but toward any and all eritics in
the UAW, even if all they do is
merely

crisis. -

state the facts of the
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" Vigorous Electioneering at Top on Gangbustipg Won't Build Party

By PETER WHITNEY

NEW YORK, Oct. 29—While we
have justly signalized the progres-
sive step which the Liberal Party
took in putting its own candidate
in the field against the hacks of
the Democratic and Republican
Parties, in the election for presi-
dent of the City Council, the char-
acter of the party’s campaign for
its candidate Rudolph Halley has
also quite confirmed the criticisms
which we made at the same time.
[See LABOR ACTION for Au-
gust 27—Ed.]

As we stated then: “Nominat-
ing its own candidate for the out-
standing office represents prog-
Tess for the Liberal Party—slow,

tiny, anxiously respectable, but-

progress. Socialists who, like our-
selves, will unhesitatingly vote
for its independent candidates, in-
cluding Halley, and call upon all
workers to vote for them, do so
not because of the candidate the
party leadership has selected, but
in spite of him; and not because
of the kind of political campaign
that is at present indicated and
will very likely be conducted until
November, but in spite of it.”

In point of fact, the election
campaign has made clear that the
Liberal Party’s step in putting up
ite own candidate has 7not been
followed by further policies which
could effectively utilize this to
build the Liberal Party, regard-
less of the final vote which Halley
may pull. And this is so not only
because the main if not exclusive
emphasis of Halley’s ecampaign
has been gang-busting instead of
a positive program to arouse the
labor and liberal masses of New
York around the Liberal Party.

In general, the Liberal Party it-
self has been soft-pedaled through-

By BEN HALL

NEW YORK, Oct. 30—Striking
longshoremen continue to tie up
the Port of New York after fif-
teen days of a work stoppage
which began on October 15. This
movement ean hardly be called a
“wildeat” strike any longer; it is
a powerful uprising of the rank
and file of the International Long-
shoremen’s Association (AFL).

It is organized and led by a
group of local officials of the New
York area, headed by John Samp-
son of the lower West Side Chel-
sea local. It has gained the sup-
port of ILA locals in Boston and
Baltimore. Two officials of the
Philadelphia local, which so far
has remained passive, came to
New York for a conference with
Sampson and announced that they
had been “misinformed” about the
issues involved, presumably by
Ryan, lifetime ILA president and
chief enemy of the strike in the
Union.

‘This strike, which remains solid,
Is directed against the leadership
of Ryan, against the shipping com-
panies, against the gangsters who
infest the industry, and against the
wage formulas of the Wage Sfa-
bilization Board. It is clearly the
most powerful and most stubbern
sirike movement of the rank and
file and secondary leadership, act-
ing in defiance of one of the most

Los Angeles
Readers:

7Y The new address of the
Independent Socialist
League and the Socialist
Youth League in Los Ange-
les is: ' ;
P. O. Box 2571
Terminal Annex

Los Angeles 54, Calif.

out the petiod although it is the
majnstay of Halley’s campaign
and the active force behind the
two other electoral devices sup-

porting Halley—the City Fusion
Party and the
Party.”

WON'T BUILD PARTY

The campaign has been run on
a city-wide scale, with the major
emphasis on television and radio
appearances by the candidate,

rather than local activities and

campaigning which could be used
to build the local assembly district
clubs of the Liberal Party into
more solid organizations.

Since the clubs are aroused from
their passive—and in some cases
lethargic — states mostly around
election time, the failure to involve
the clubs in this campaign means
a further delay in building the kind
of political force in New York City
which functions from day to day in
behalf of the working people on a
local scale. Even where some local
campaigns are being run, these do

. mot get the indicated support and
attention of the Liberal Party lead-
ership because all strength is be-
ing thrown behind Halley.

Nor does Halley’s campaign as
an “independent” help in the proc-
ess of building up the concept and
organization of the Liberal Party
as the party for New York labor-
ites and liberals.

Here again the short-sighted-
ness of the Liberal Party leader-
ship is revealed. Halley has been
getting excellent publicity in the
city press, and were the campaign
more closely tied in with a plan
to consolidate the party clubs and

union  groupings, the Liberal
Party could be making great
strides organizationally, rather

than serving as Halley’s vehicle

“Independent

with the dim hope of future re-
wards trickling down.

SIDESTEPPING

As for Halley’s campaign it-
self, it is entering its final stage
and Halley continues to play the
role of the shining knight in ar-
mor, crusading to rescue the fair
city of New York from the evil
grip of corruption and gangster-
ism. Halley forthrightly de-
nounces the links between Tam-
many Hall and the eriminal un-
derworld and calls for an end to
mobster Frank Costello’s iron
rule. -

Halley is eloquent indeed on
publicizing the #ruth about mob
rule in New York and its partner-
in-crime, the Democratic organiza-
tion. But for a candidate of the
Liberal Party and of substantial
trade unions he is strangely silent
on a host of city problems which
have arisen during the course of
the past few weeks. It is high time
that he made his position clear on
these problems vitally important
to the labor movement of New
York City. It is highly doubtful, to
say the least, whether sidestepping
these problems brings him votes,
but what is certain—and what is
of much greater concern—is that
it does the Liberal Party itself no
good.

When the workers of the Sani-
tation Department staged a slow-
down under the leadership of
their union in their fight to get a
40-hour week, the department
heads retaliated with several re-
pressive steps against the work-
ers involved. Where was Halley’s
ringing voice to speak out for the
city employees in their fight for
the long overdue 40-hour week?
Instead he mumbled weakly about
the necessity of having a com-

traitorous top officialdoms that wesend in a state board of mediators

have seen in any union within the
recent history of the American
labor movement.

This in an AFL union. Sub--

committees of the CIO are meet-
ing in New York and CIO dele-
gates are arriving in preparation
for their national convention next
week. Perhaps the longshore
strike will not be allotted a place
on its agenda. But the delegates
would do well to tour the water-
front and rediscover the courage,
militaney, and fighting spirit that
built the CIO,.qualities that are
new resurrected by these members

of an AFL union. Let them then °

go back to their convention and

map out a program in its image.”

WIDE SYMPATHY

Although the strikers have now
agreed to load military shipments
presumably en route to the battle-
fields of Korea, for many days
piles of army supplies gathered
dust on the piers. Yet, they have
won the support of “public opin-
ion”—whatever that elusive prize
may be. And this, in these days of
war hysteria, is final and full
proof of the justice of their cause.

Newspapers continue their mild

near - sympathetic reports, in
sharp contrast to their role two
years ago when they falsified the
facts of the destruction of democ-
racy in another waterfront union,
the National Maritime TUnion
(CIO). Stimulated by the strike
and impressed by its power, the
New York Post has been virtually
campaigning against gangsterism
on the waterfront and this cam-
paigif hits at Joe Ryan.

“If he had any honor,” says its
editorial today, "he would resign
and let the longshoremen freely
ch new leaders, if he tries to
hang on (as we assume he will)
there can only be continued chaos
on the piers.”

Republican Governor Dewey: of

_New York, it was announced, wifl

to see if they can patch every-
thing up. Naturally, the strikers
can expect little from such a
board, but the very fact of its
entry on the scene is a slap at
Ryan who assured the world that
the strike was ending rapidly.
SUPPORT BY COMMITTEE

A “prominent citizens” commit-
tee headed by the former ambas-
sador to Argentina, Spruille Bra-
den, calling itself the New York
City Anti-Crime Committee, in-
tervened by calling upon Dewey
for action against “inefficiency,
crime, and political corruption”
on the metropolitan waterfront.
Needless to say, it sees these sins
and evils not in the actions of the
strikers but in the record of their
opponents. A committee statement
attributed the strike to resent-
ment against control of the piers
by “gangsters and venal politi-
cians.”

I+ charged that the ILA leader-
ship was "dominated by mobsters"
who give the union members "no
opportunity to get a hearing on
their grievances.” The statement
refuted charges that the Commu-
nist Party was participating in the
direction of the strike and insisted
that the "vast majority of the long-
shoremen are decent, God-fearing
and patriotic citizens who have re-
peatedly demonstrated their ab-
korrence of communism.”

If anything, this is an under-
statement. One group of strikers
met at their local headquarters
where they were blessed by a
Catholic priest. From there, they
moved to the 50th Street piers to
battle police and Ryan’s strike-
breakers.

The New York Steamship As-
sociation, organization of the
shipping companies, in an open
letter to Ryan, announced that it
would not reopen negotiations on
the contract which touched off the
strike. Thiswas merely its way

mission to study the question and
that men of good will could surely
settle the guestion.

Although the official CIO and
AFL City Councils have endorsed
the Democratic Party candidate,
Joseph Sharkey, for council pres-
ident, important and influential
unions have endorsed Halley, and
he has made a strong attempt to
get still further support from the
labor movement. What better
wedge could he find to drive be-
tween the CIO and AFL and
their candidate, Sharkey, than to
come -out squarely in support of
the sanitation workers and pin
Sharkey to the wall?

SILENT ON STRIKE

Still another and even moré im-
portant opportunity has been
thrown away by Halley to win the
rank and file of labor to his ban-
ner. For two weeks the dock
workers of New York have been
engaged in a heroic strike against
both their reactionary Ryan lead-
ership and the gangsters controll-
ing the New York waterfront.
The list of the mobsters involved,
headed by Anthony Anastasia of
Murder, Inc., reads like a who's
who of New York’s gangsterism.
These are no small fry but -the
big-time operators themselves and
their men.

- Gang-buster Halley rises to the
occasion with—silence, deep and
profound, from his corner. Where
are the television appearances and
the radio speeches in support of
these workers, backing their at-
tempt to rid themselves of these
vicious leeches? It might be con-
sidered strange that a candidate
campaigning almost exclusively on
the issue of corruption and gang-
sterism should become totally si-
lent when 20,000 dock workers de-

yan Scabherding Fails against Dock

of announcing support to Ryan.
The companies have filed “unfair
labor practice” charges against
the striking locals, bringing the
NLRB into the picture. It remains

to be seen if its authority will®

give aid and comfort to the would-
be strikebreakers, gangster-led.

TRUMAN'S ROLE

The only group of officially hon-
est, liberal and fair-minded men
who pretend ignorance of the real
issues in dispute are the repre-
sentatives of President. Truman.
Truman himself called upon the
strikers to return to work with-
out bothering to concern himself
with such trifles as this: Who will
protect the strikers and militants
against the gangsters if they
simply end their walkout?

The strike leaders replied: How
about setting up a special commit-
tee to hear our grievances? Tru-
man lapsed into silence.

A federal Mediation Commis-
sion brought its useless labors to
an end by issuing a simple dec-
laration calling for a work-return
and a recognition of the sanctity
of the contract signed by the ILA
and the shipping companies,
When the strikers replied that
the results of the membership ref-

cide to clean up their docks end
their union.

Surely the labor movement
which is behind Halley has a right
to demand that he declare him-
self. behind ‘the strikers. Only @
this way can he widen his labor
support and win the rank and
*file of the CIO and the AFE.
Among the unions backing hine
are the Ladies Garment Workers,
the International Association of
Machinists, Brotherhood of Sleep—
ing Car Porters, Paper and Pulp
Workers, and the Retail, Whole-
sale, and Department Workers
Union.

These unions ought to demand
that Halley declare himself wun-
equivocally on such issues as the
sanitation workers’ fight for the
40-hour week and ‘the dock work—
ers’ struggle against the unholy

alliance of a rotton union leader—

ship and mobsters. Halley should
become the ringing spokesman for
the right of the city’s policemen toe
organize their own union, as welk
as for strengthening the hand of
city employees in collective har—
gaining with the city administra—
tion. His cautious pussy-footing
policy in the hope of winning
votes will never convince union—
ists that he is really their candi-
date. Even from the most praeti-
cal point of view, ie., votes, a
pronounced pro-labor and pro-un-~
ion stand could win Halley theu-
sands of votes and cut the ground
from under Sharkey.

The Liberal Party’s step for—
ward remains as such, but it alse
remains hesitant and partial. IE
will take further experiences be-
fore the party is ready to shape
a policy of action consistent with
its first independent candidaey
for high city office. . .

o
lrike
erendum on the contract had been
falsified by Ryan, that only =a
small percentage of the actual
votes had been counted, the com-

mission replied in its most digni-
fied manner—by leaving town.

A great “back-to-work” -move-

ment announced by Joe Ryam
turned out to be a great big bust.
On Sunday, October 28, he boast-
ed that he would break the strike
on Monday. His men were going
to work, so he said, and no picket
line would stop them. “The Port
of New York is now open,” he
said. His loyal supporters would
“go through and over the picket
lines, but never around them.*
Monday came but Ryan’s strike-
breakers never showed up. ®
After a full mobilization he was:
able to round up only 100 men by
Monday afternoon to work enly
one pier. And there they met over
200 pickets. The strikebreakers
were saved from annihilation only
when 200 policemen held back
pickets and permitted them to go
te work. The same 200 police
were needed to protect their re-
treat in the late afternoon. “A&
this rate,” wrote Murray Kemp-
ton in the Post, “all poor Joe
[Eyan] needs is 40,000 cops and
his problems are over.” '
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The
ISL Program

in Brief

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

Capitalism cannot pe reformed or
" liberalized, by any Fair Deal or other

deal, so as to give the people freedom,

- abundance, security or peace. It must

be abolished and replaced by a new
social system, in which the people own
and control the basic sectors of the
economy, democratically controlling
their own economic and political des-
tinies.

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

These two camps of capitalism and

Stalinism are today at each other's
throats in a world-wide imperialist ri-

- valry for domination. This struggle can

only lead to the most frightful war in
history so long as the peobple leave the
capitalist and Stalinist rulers in power.
Incependent Sociclisim 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 Seo-
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
other progressive policies.

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

INTERESTED?

Get

acquainted

with the
Independent
Socicalist League—
114 W. 14th Street

New York 11, N. Y.

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

O I want to join the ISL.

Address

Sugar Ray KOs
Walter Winchell

By PHILIP COBEN

The Stork Club isn’t the most important front in the fight against
Jim Crow, to be sure, but Josephine Baker has done a service in demon-
strating how to react against racism no matter where you find it. As
a habitual non-frequenter of Sherman Billingsley’s snob paradise, we
were somewhat surprised to find out that his anti-Negro (and anti-
Semitic) reputation was even well known among his clientele. We
think it's a good thing that it was challenged at last even though the
breakdown of racial barriers there won’t directly extend the dining
possibilities for the Negro people in Harlem or Atlanta.- It’s an exam;_)le
and it’s encouragement to go after less tinseled beaneries. We're in-
terested to see that it took a celebrity from France's less polluted
atmosphere to get the other celebrities on the picket line that was
organized on East 53rd Street by the National Association for the
Advancement of Colored People. Where were the others who have
been basking all this time in the atmosphere of the American Way
of Life?

Perhaps part of the answer #o that is supplied by a by-product of
I'Affaire Baker, which may be even more useful in its effects than any
slap on the wrist that Billingsley's celebrity showcase may get fr_om his
friend Mayor Impellitteri. That's the angle involving Walter Winchell,
who regards J. Edgar Hoover as the greatest man he ever saw through
a keyhole.

It also involves Sugar Ray Robinson, a good friend of Winchell’s,
who wasn’t even aiming at his pal when he delivered one to where the
latter’s guts ought to be. Whereas Joe Louis had immediately wired
La Baker to count on him for finanecial support in any actinp she might
undertake against the Stork Club (he was im training camp at the
time), Sugar Ray seemed to be dodging at first. Now he’s made a
clean breast of it. .

It was Winchell who tried to get Sugar Ray into Billingsley’s
corner. Winchell claims that he had left the Stork Club before the
Baker episode; but whether he witnessed the incident or not, the fact
is that since then he has consistently refused to attack Billingsley
and has instead concentrated' his vilification against Baker and her
friends, while protesting that he is one of the best friends the Negro
people were ever fortunate enough to have.

Robinson now reveals that Winchell had talked him out of helping
Baker. Winchell had said: “You know I don’t agree with Sherman
Billingsley’s policy but although I’ve known him for 23 years, I would
have had to break with him had I seen anything being done to Miss
Baker because of her color.”

Some of His Best Friends Are Etc.

The funny thing, though, is that Winchell never had any lack of
knowledge about Billingsley’s- or the Stork Club’s racism. It was
Winchell who had told Robinson about the situation at the club long
before the present: o

] called him [Winchelll up oence and told him I'd meet him down
at the Stork Club,” recounts Sugar Ray, "and he said, ‘|l wish you
wouldn't, Champ. Sherman Billingsley doesn't like Negroes, and he
doesn’'t want them in his place, and if you came down there and he in-
sulted you, I'd have fo break with him although I've known him for-23

years.

Engrave these words upon a tablet, wreathe it with scallions and
place it forever under a portrait of WW with the caption “Fearless
Fighter Against All Un-American Doctrines.”

I can’t look, pleads Winchell, I might get mad.

Or: Please don't provoke this race-hater into doing his stuﬁ before
my very eyes, so that I can't pretend it doesn't exist.

Or: Sure, I'm against Jim Crow—look how I advise, my Negro
friends to avotd diserimination. .

Or as the Colonel Winchells say down ‘South: Ouah race relations
ah fine down heah, suh, I do decla’, as long as the niggahs stay wheah
they belong.”

But Sugar Ray finally spoke up. He announced that he was going
to demand in the Damon Runyan Cancer Fund Committee that  Bil-
lingsley (a prominent member) be kicked off unless he “cleared up
this situation immediately.”

It would appear that at least part of Sugar Ray’s resolution came
from what we like to call mass pressure. His own public was giving
him a hard time, even to such a foolhardy extent as the following
incident which he recounts: ) “

“Just the other night I was walking up the avenue and a fellow
came up and grabbed me up around the neck and demanded to-know,

“You're Ray Robinson. Just where do you stand on this Jo Baker mat-

ter? I had to tell him, ‘Daddy-0, ungather my drygoods or I'll have
to let you have it."”

Instead he let Winchel] have it, as gently as possible, because
they're pals. In fact, Walter just kind of got in the way of his left’
hook at the rascallionaceous Billingsley.
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SUICIDE BY OIL, by Marcelle Michelin.—The Na-
tion, Oct. 27.

The Iranian dispute fixed U. S. attention on
its own backward oil wells in Venezuela, for
fear that nationalist ideas might prove con-
tagious. This article throws some light on what
has been happening in Venezuela economically
under the impetus of its oil boom.

“Foremost oil exporter and second largest
oil producer in the world after the United States

. . Venezuela, while flooded with American dol-

rests

and pays for more than five hundred million
dollars’ worth of annual imports from the United
States. Venezuelan economists . . . are warning
that the nation is living on borrowed time and
that unless it divorces its destiny from oil it
will be committing economic suicide.”

In brief, the trouble is an old one in coun-

tiplied

ctory hands, government emp!oyees, cor-
in bureaucrats. The people of the pueblos
e fishing villages go on laboriously wres-

Thé economists, however, would be less per-
turbed;lf that were all. Even as far as the new
rich c}hsses are concerned, the economic situa-
tion ist full of danger. The puffed-up economy

a thin column of oil; the newly gained
wealththas gone into the pcckets of the wealthy;

lars, is paradoxically undergoing a major eco- there has been no diversification of the economy
nomic crisis, In fact, its economic well-being is for any long-range prosperity; everything is
threatened by the very petroleum production topheavy. ' '

that finances two-thirds of its. national budget “, }: this land still produces food for only

2,000 ; but the population has more than
doubled, and the national hudget has been mul-
v twenty ‘e

“There is an illusion of well- being, a surface
prosperity without foundations to sustain the
future.i Such a nation does not develop in a nor-
mal rhythm; it is pressured by an outer force

the classes.

tries whose resources are exploited for the bene-
fit of a foreign economy, with a small native
ruling class skimming some of the takings. The
Venezuelan economy has grown so full of dis-
proportions as to be monstrously lopsided.
That applies in the first place as between

“Venezuela appears extravagantly wealthy.
Caracas, the magnificent capital, has
quickening ‘get-rich-quieck’ atmosphere. But the
Venezuelans to whom black gold has
better way of life are the fortunate minority of

all rea,'son.”

a pulse-

meant a

into an expansion beyond its potential. Vene-
zuela’s; whole economy is a parasite on oil, with
its artificial prices, artificial markets, artificial
purchasing power. Prices have soared beyond

It is no new observation that the relation-
~ship of dependence upon an outside imperialism
i3 almost equally noxious for an underdeveloped

count? whether it is squeezed to death or
whether it falls onto a bonanza. The future of
Venezuela may be mirrored in Bolivia, with its
tin economy and American-manufactured ecrises.

By MEL HACKER

QOhio State University’s faculty
and students are engaged in a
fight for academie freedom which

is rapidly achieving the propor--

tions of the loyalty-oath issue at
the University of California. This
summer Dr. Harold Rugg, profes-
sor emeritus of Teachers College,
Columbia University, accepted an
invitation to speak before the
student body. Immediately after
his address several Columbus pa-
pers raised the ery of “Why
Rugg?”’ (Dr. Rugg is considered
in some quarters an ‘“‘educational
radical.”)

Soon after this, the governor-
appointed Board, of Trustees
adopted a gag rule requiring all
proposed campus speakers to be
cleared with Dr. Howard Bevis,
college president, for loyalty and
background screening. When a
Quaker pacifist, Dr. Cecil Hin-
shaw, was denied permission to
speak to a Fellowship of Recon-
ciliation group, campus fears over
thought-control were aroused.
The faculty swung into action.

Headed by Dean Donald P. Cot-
trell the faculty of the College of
Education unanimously urged the
trustees to rescind the gag requ-

lation. The University Faculty
Council, the University Religious
Council and community, student

and religious leaders supported
this action. Methodist Bishop Wer-
ner called the regulation a step to-
ward rule by fear.

Then the second bombshell ex-
ploded. The Board of Trustees de-
manded that all faculty-spohsored
questionnaires be cleared by the
president. No reason was ad-
vanced for this ruling. Faculty
members saw a direct connection
between the gag rule and the
questionnaire issue. They both in-
truded upon the rights of free
speech and free inquiry. Dean
Cottrell noted that the two rul-
ings showed a distrust of faculty
intelligence and integrity and pre-
vented the faculty from carrying
out their own professional and
academic duties.

SCHOLARS IN STRAITJACKET

Faculty spokesmen  charged
that these rulings would be in-
jurious to the institution. Promi-

- nent speakers wouald: mot -go-
through the degrading process of -
" being- sereened’ in -order-to speak:-

on campus.. Dr. Milton: McClean,

THE FIGHT FOR DEMOCRACY

ON THE HOME FRONT

coordinator of religious aetivities,
disclosed that unless the trustees’
ruling was changed the Religion
in Life Week scheduled for Jan.
11-18 would be canceled. The
vagueness of the regulations made
it impossible to know -who-would
obtain permission to speak. Pro-
fessor David Spitz of the political
science department asked if Dr.
Rugg’s books as well as his ideas
would be banned. Where would
the pressure for thought-conform-
ity lead next?

Conferences of the American
Physical Society, the Soclety for
American Archeology and the Cen-
tral States scheduled at Ohio State
University would ‘probably not ba
held there. Every speaker who
read .a paper, appeared in a
panel discussion or -participated in
any other woy would have fo be
cleared by Dr. Bevis. Faculty edu-
cators decided these groups would
not accept such ceuscrsblp stipula-
tions.

Trustee-faculty _conferences are
taking place. Brigadier ‘General
Carlton S. Dargusch, chairman
of the Board of Trustees, declared
that “As long as I'm a member
of the board of trustees, no Com-
munist, fellow traveler, fascist or
Nazi is going to have an invita-
tion to speak here.” The faculty
is eager to settle the issue but ap-
parently is in no mood to compro-
mise with-basic prmclples.

Resisting trends in a number of
Southern states that have admit-
ted Negro students to their col-
leges, Georgia, South Carolma
and’ Florida white-supremacy ad-
vocates have threatened to'abolish
public education altogether rather
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Report on the Student Federalist Convention

By HENRY GALE

PHILADELPHIA, Oct. 23—In its convention in Philadel-
phia, Oct. 19-21, the former youth section of the United
World Federahsts confirmed its split with the parent group
by establishing itself as a fully independent federalist or-
ganization. It adopted as its name the somewhat flamboy-
ant tltle “World Order Realized through Law and Democ-
racy,” the initials of which spell out “W.0.R.L.D.”

The basic problem confronting the snew organization
was: how to establish an appealing, dynamic, and progres-
sive policy within the framework of federalist ideology and
tradition. The form it took at Philadelphia was that of a
discussion on relative emphasis: Which should have greater

than see it democratized.
Florida’s Board of Control for
Education recently retaliated
against Florida Negroes who re-
fused to accept makeshift and un-
accredited law, pharmacy and en-
gineering schools hurriedly estab-
lished at the-Negro State College
at Tallahassee. They voted to dis-
continue the allocation of tuition
funds to Florida Negroes who
wish to pursue, in out-of-state in-
stitutions, studies not available to
Negroes in Florida. The Florida
Supreme Court has also defied a
United States Supreme Court de-
cision upsetting Jim Crow on the
Miami municipal golf course.

At Fairmont State College (West
Virginia) campus liberals fighting
American Legion attacks on "sub-
versive" books and staff personnel
voted against requests that college
librarians stamp as subversive all
books so labeled by the House
Un-American Activities Commit-
tee.

L]

The farcical indictment against
four individuals who supported
the rights of Harvey Clark, a
Negro bus driver, to move into
the all-white community of Cicero,
Illinois, was dismissed by a Chi-

.cago judge last week., The indict-

ment, charging them with con-
spiracy to incite to riot and de-
value property was thrown out
for lack of evidence. “There is no
law on the statute books,” stated
the judge, “which makes it a
criminal offense to conspire to de-
value property.” Meanwhile no
action has been taken against
those behind the Cicero riots.

S. F. BAY AREA — Hear
MAX SHACHTMAN

The S';iruq_gie"'for World Power

weight in the program-—the
demand for world govern- -
ment or demands for “social
justice”?

This formulation differ-
entiates the tendencies with-
in the federalist movement.
The leadership of UWF would
unhesitatingly answer that what
is all-important is world govern-
ment and that including anything
else in its program would be at
best a useless diversion and at
worst could scare away powerful
elements that might otherwise
support world government.

At I’hliadelphlu. this position
was without defenders. There was
virtual unanimity as to the need
for a bold social program if the
movement is to have any chance
of growth. At the same time, there
was a very widespread reluctance
to give up the old federalist slo-
gans or to abandon its emphasis
on world government. This diffi-
culty was met by retaining the de-
mand for world government as a
“primary purpose” of W.O.R.L.D.,
while simultaneously putting for-
ward a series of principles none
of which are directly related to
world government.

RADICAL PROGRAM

It is these principles which
best denote the character of
W.O.R.L.D. and the prospects in-
herent in it. The most important
are: Support to the struggle of
colonial peoples to govern them-
selves; support of the right of
peoples to control their own eco-
nomic destinies; elimination of all
forms of political, racial, and re-
ligious discrimination, and oppo-
sition to “the present attack on
civil liberties in the U, 8.”

These points, of course, can be
found in many liberal programs,
without very special significance,
But when combined with the radi-
cal aspects of-federalist ideology,
it acquires a greater meaning,

For when other liberals pro-
pound a program of this sort, it
has been vitiated by the needs of
American imperialism, whose sup-
port in the world power struggle
occupies a pre-eminent part of
their program. The federalists, on
the other hand, are not committed
to the support of either bloc. In-
deed the logic of their position
requires opposition to both. There-
fore, they are capable of taking
a more consistent position in sup-
port of these principles.

This is the promise of the new
organization. Its fulfiliment de-
pends on development in the direc-

tion pointed by Philadelphia.
Before evaluating the work of

_the convention, a glance at the

basic federalist ideology is in or-
der. This movement for world
government, which first came into
being on a significant scale after
World War II, is based in essence
on recognition of the fact that
the growth of modern technology
has made the political organiza-
tion of the world along lines of
absolute national sovereignty his-
torically obsolete.

The federalists took as then‘
starting point rejection of the
sovereignty of the national state,
To reject the authority of the
state, however, means eventually
to reject the claim to_authority of
the class it represents and the
status quo which it defends.

This, then, is the radizal aspect
of federalist doctrine, which is
contradicted by the demand for
immediate world government. The
latter proposal recognizes the sta-
tus quo in all countries as the
basis on which an immediate
world government’is to be erected;
The prevalence-of this utopian
form of the federalist idea is no
accident. It is the only form in
which federalism can remain an
acceptable ideology to “powerful
interests.”

BASIS OF THE SPLIT

This contradictory aspeet of
federalism has been present
throughout the movement’s his-
tory and was at the bottom of the
several early splits. However, it
did not come to the surface until
the intensification of inter-impe-
rialist antagonisms had posed its
problems unavoidably, and even

then was never formulated with’

any clarity until the split at the
Des Moines convention of the
UWPF.

"It is one of the outstanding pe-
culiarities of the development that
the split took place more on a
"horizontal” line than a "vertical”
one. In spite of the presence of
serious political issues, it was the
Student Division which broke

away, while no split took place

within the adult UWF. This is at-
tributable to the almost completely
upper and middle-class character
of UWF.

The real nature of the antagon-
ism between the student and adult
divisions of UWF was well ex-
pressed in one of the most signifi-
cant doecuments put out by the
youth, Toward a New Student
Frederalist Orgenization by H.
Lustig. The writer characterizes

rd

SOCIALIST YOUTH LEAGUE
114 W. 14th St.
New York 11, N. Y.

~

0O | want more information about the Sociallst Youth Leagee,
O | want to join the Socialist Youth League.

the youth thus: “The student
leaders are politically often left
of center; . . .they are almost uni-
formly quickened by the desire to
make the world over in the image
of economic and social justice for
all races and peoples.”

As to the adults, on the other
hand, “The leadershlp of the cor-
poration [UWF] is more or less
strongly influenced by conserva-
tive businessmen, . . . They envi-
sion, in many cases, a world gov-
ernment as the only agency capa-
ble of preserving the status quo
for America and for their eco-
nomic class.”

This gap had steadily widened
throughout the history of UWF.
That period had been one of con-
tinual adult-youth tension, which
had at times reached such dimen-
sions that several of the largest
student chapters were threatened
with expulsion for ‘violating dis-
cipline in taking such actions as
fighting “anti-subversive” legisla-
tion (University of Illinois) or
supporting a labor candidate in
an election (University of Chi-
cago).

STUDENTS UNPREPARED

Yet. when a split approached,
the initiative was found to lie in
the hands of UWF. The issue was
precipitated by UWF's dismissal of
virtually the entire student staff
and by its proposal to liquidate
the Student Division into the main
organization. As Lustig put it, "In
plain words theén, we are being
faced with the choice of being
swallowed up or of getting out.
And in view of the somewhat one-
sided appeal of the alternatives it
is probably not wrong to say that
we are being thrown out.”

This - “arrogant” behavior of
UWTF had a dual effect on the fed-
eralist youth. On the credit side,
it solidified the youth in its deter-
mination to maintain its indepen-
dence, so that its leadership, at
any rate, remained intact during
the critical period of the new or-
ganization’s birth. This advan-
tage, however, was paid for by
the fact that the youth had thor-
oughly prepared neither the or-

ganizational nor the political
basis for the split.
Organizationally, preparations

for the convention were very poor.
West Coast chapters which con-
stitute a considerable section of
the organization were informed
of plans only at the last minute,
and as a result were not repre-
sented at Philadelphia. Nor were
there any provisions for electing
delegates, so that large chapters
were not proportionately repre-
sented. Possibly as a result of this
kind of preparation, the conven-
tion showed a regrettable lack of
interest in the problems of or-
ganizational strueture and fune-
tioning.

While there had been consider-
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able pre-convention material in
the form of discussion articles
and privately circulated docu-

- ments, the basic issues which the

convention was to confront had
never been clearly formulated. As
a result, strictly minor guestions
of language and style frequently
took precedence over major points -
of policy. o
A more serious deficiency was
that no set of consistent and con-
cretely worked-out proposals were
ever presented by the group.of
delegates who could definitely ‘be
considered as representing :a
Third Camp tendency. Instead - df
acting as a cohesive force givifig
direction and leadership, this
group frequently divided on the
basis of minor considerations.

WEAK COMPROMISES

In the absence of any solid lefi-
wing tendency, the convention
delegates were dominated by ‘the
desire to conciliate all differences
which might lead fo defections.
Everyone seemed cognizant of dhe
fact that a recently split group
is subject to disintegrative eﬂecis
from internal dissension and the '
heterogeneity of political tenden-
cies present served to point up this
feeling. The result was a policy of
continual compromise to the point
where it was sometimes difficult
to discern any real content in the
vague resolutions on behalf of jus-
tice, freedom and so forth. In the
long run this will serve to weaken
rather than strengthen the new
movement. "

The advantage which the new
federalist organization has over
traditional liberal movements ‘is
its refusal to take sides in the cold
war and its rejection of the pow-
er politics of imperialism. How-
ever, in its desire not to “alienate”
any present or potential support,
the convention refused to take a
position of concrete opposition'.to
both the Ameriean and Russian
policies. It alsp refused specifical-
ly to condemn Stalinist totali-
tarianism. This was not the result
of any serious illusions about
Stalinism but was opposed on the
basis that it might seem to give -
support to the U. S. bloe.

Yet, these defects should not be
overemphasized. They are not in-
herent in the political basis of
W.0.R.L.D. but represent a rem- —
nant of the past stage in the
movement’s history. The coutrse
set at Philadelphia, if it is car-
ried through, can overcome it..

In a period when every liberal
youth group in the country is:n:
the process of accommodating it-
self to cold-war pressures, the
new federalist organization rep-
resents a distinet move in the op-
posite direction. Socialists can .
only welcome this and seek wher-
ever possible to collaborate with
the new movement on questions of
civil liberties and political action.
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oo ' Collierf’s

‘By HAL DRAPER

~ Collier’s magazine has pulled off what its
editors no doubt consider to be a glamorous

~ Journalistic stunt in its October 27 number. The -
" entire issue is devoted to accounts by various

- well-known writers of the Third World War and
. its aftermath, written from the vantage point of
- 1960 in social-science-fiction form, under the
“head of “Russia’s Defeat and Occupation, 1952-
-1960.” : '
Says the preface by the editors of Collier’s:
. “We do not think that war is inevitable. We are
emphatically opposed to any suggestion of a
“*preventive’ war.” Seeking further to take the
~curse off the manifest impact of the issue as a
‘whole, they use the running title “Preview of the
War We Do Not Want.” The whole thing, they
emphasize, is a warning to Stalin—the dearly
_Sought object is peace.
< The intent can perhaps be granted to them.
~df the result strikes many (including the Nation)
virtually as “war-mongering,” that is implicit
in the given view of -their road to peace. For
Collier’s contribution to the fight for peace is
-simply- to shake the big stick at Stalin: We'll
“8mash you to smithereens in the next war, it is

&

f?ipasting—You can't beat our atom bombs.
This is the full extent of Collier's self-styled

. é-'clppeul to the reason of Joseph Stalin and the

‘men around him." This is what is supposed to
““have an effect on the course of history"—to
‘quote Robert E. Sherwood, who is also the lead-
sing contributor to the Collier's phantasmagoria.
- To be sure, this brandishing of the A-bomb
as a contribution to peace is also the main con-
‘tent of the “peaceful” thinking of the Truman
administration end its Republican rivals. Col-
é{iefs is not alone. It has merely made the picture
wover-crude. '

If liberals think that Collier's is “warmongering,”
‘they would do well to ask themselves whether Truman

 and Acheson have had anything very different to say.

-
‘Washington Okayed I+

* * Presumably Coflier's cover picture is also designed to
#care Stalin -info peace. It depicts an American soldier
with fixed bayonet standing guard over an occupied Russia.
We are prepared to ‘believe that the editors of Collier's
o not have the slightest conception of what such a pic-
:ﬂjure will mean not to Stalin but fo the peoples under
Stalin. It strikes the keynote of American domination and
American chauvinism which reeks out of every arficle in

the issue.
This ‘war ‘atrocity by the editors of Collier’s cannot
e passed off as the abérration of one magazine or simply
@ fantasy. For one thing, it is revealed that the whole
idea was cleared through Washington: “Our over-all
<onception of this issue was confirmed in study and con-
sultation with top political, military and economie think-
‘ers—including high-level Washington officials and for-

» eign-affairs experts, both here and -abroad.”

- For another thing, ‘the accessories-before-the-fact (the

“«ontributors) represent an interesting array of prominent

personalities, who must carry joint responsibility.
[ 2

. For the contributors, the picture of the Third World
“War is partly childish fantasy and partly political self-
axevelation. It is the latter we are interested in. The
Eticles tell more about the ideas in their heads now
an about things to come.

. From the vantage point of 1960, none of the eon-
“tributors sees any attempt to combat Stalinism in ad-
vance of the war except through the piling up of mili-
tary strength. None, including Walter Reuther, even
.mentions any role played by Point Four projects or other
Proposed alternatives to all-out atomic destruction. None
€ven mentions any role played by dissaffection behind the
Iron Curtain as a deterrent to the war. All “peace”
Projects were a failure—except the A-bombs.

Utopia via A-Bombs

The moral is clear. There is no hope in a POLITICAL
‘offensive against Stalinism. A world of peace, happiness
‘and well-being was won through a war of unparalleled
ibrutality and atomic destruction, and this is what we must
‘be reconciled to. This is the future. :
~ The would-be liberals (again, including Reuther) who
flent their names to this “over-all conception” have some-
thing to answer for.

In fact, while there is much harking-back to the pre-
“war cold war, one of the few references to anyone who
proposed alternatives to the A-bomb “road to peace” is
‘a vicious dig against Aneurin Bevan in the course of
Robert Sherwood’s main piece. It seems that “The night
‘before [the launching of the war by Stalin], he [the
British prime minister] had listened to speeches by ex-
treme' left-wing Socialists demanding drastic reductions
in-rearmament expenditures.” . . .

:(We might mention at this point another barbed aside

.. by Sherwood: it seéms that two of the CP leaders who

had jumped bail were later dropped by parachute by a
Russian plane for sabotage. . ..)
* To be sure, it would have been difficult to develop the

- over-all picture-of a happy- world through military vic- -

~

tory while paying any but slanderous attention to anti-
war alternatives today. This was inherent in the Collier’s
project, even if the editors had thought of protesting
their good intentions on this too. In this sense, war-
mongering is inherent in the very scheme of presentation.
But this was not merely a possibly unforeseen result
and we do not have to probe subjective intentions. It
- simply flowed naturally from the thoroughly chauvinist
and imperialist ideology which characterizes their think-
ing now, camouflaged under the 1960 fantasy.

If we do not learn anything much (from the liberal
contributors included) about why liberalism was as futile
in preventing war as Bevan’s dastardly anti-armament
speeches, we do get more detail on how thé war actually
broke out. It started with an attack on Yugoslavia by
the Stalinist armies, signalized by an (unsueccessful)
attempt on Tito’s life.

As a speculation this is as good as any other, of course:
but Sherwood does not let it rest at that. As if in anticipa-
tion of the kind of whitewash propaganda we would be
subjected to in such event, Sherwood proceeds to -make
Tito a duplicate of the gentle, baby-kissing Stalin we
were introduced to in 1941, i '

The Yugoslav scene is replete with crowds of peasants
cheering and singing “Tito, our little white violet.” S
“Tito had been coming ever closer physically to the peo-
ple. In recent public appearances he had often been en-
gulfed by crowds of admirers. . . .” Then, he was stunned
by the bomb “but not so badly that he was unable to
give immediate orders for medical aid for the vietims
of the outrage.” Soon “He was the hero of the hour.”...

- What! No Lollypops?

But this gilt job on Tito is as nothing compared with
the picture of the war itself as fought by the U, S. Of
course, it is indicated that a lot of people are killed, as
may be gathered from the extent to which atom bombs
are thrown around. But aside from the strietly unavoid-
able gore this is surely the most sportsmanlike war (at
least as far as the Western side is concerned) since those
far-away days when a French captain stepped out in
front of his own ranks, bowed to the enemy lancers in
front and said: “Gentlemen, you shoot first!”

The general idea i3: “It wasnw’t so bad after all. . . .”

The war was fought “as humanely as possible” (Mar-
guerite Higgins). Russian plants were hit on Sundays
lest there be people working there (Stuart Chase).
“Atomic attacks were preceded by 10-day—sometimes
30-day—warnings” (ditto). “The unlimited atomic holo-
caust did not occur” (Hanson Baldwin). No one, how-
ever, reports that a special compartment of the warhead
was filled with lollypops for the Russian kiddies.

U. 8. (pardon—UN) atoms were strictly reserved for
war-production plants. The Russians, to be sure, wasted
their A-bombs on New. York, Chicago, Philadelphia, De-
troit (twice) and other cities, but it was not until they
hit Washington that the Americans decided that this
just wasn’t ericket and (under popular pressure only)
dropped one over Moscow. (“We felt nothing. It was the
most professional, nerveless military operation I have
ever seen,” reports Edward R. Murrow as the Kremlin
goes up in protons and electrons.)

Maybe that senator had something to do with the re-
luctant stroke of revenge: we mean the venerable white-
haired one ‘who, in atom-bombed Washington, “his eyes
streaming . . . lifted both fists and shook them fiercely”
Jjust before a soldier raises the flag and “As it catches
the breeze above the ruins, a sigh as of a tremendous
wind sweeps through the vast crowd. And now everybody
is erying and cheering together.”

Europe doesn’t get atom-bombed at all, and if this
doesn’t make them feel hetter about rearmament the
editors of Collier’s can do no moge for them, In fact, only
Germany is a battleground at all, and while the Germans
won't like this touch, the demands of stark realism are
not to be entirely denied.

They Lived Happily Ever After

At home, the people of the United States did not
even suffer “serious hardship,” according to Dr. Harry
Schwartz, despite cuts in civilian production. The A-
bombs were inconveniencing but “they never knocked out
as much as 10 per cent of Américan industrial capacity.”

Given the idyllic picture, we need not expect any
notice at all to problems of civil liberties and such. We
are not told whether the Stalinists were put- in those Mc-
Carran concentration camps. It would, af any rate, have
been a sour note in a picture dominated by the tender
concern of the General Staff for all but Russian Sunday
workers.

This grotesquerie is perhaps Collier’s substitute for
the comic relief which is otherwise absent from their
pages.'It is continued in the even more angelic picture of
the post-war world, especially its Russian sector. The
Russian people have never been so happy before. All is
sweetness and light. A few years after the end of the
war the deseription of their relative prosperity would
make most Europeans envious today. The UN is heaping
food, clothes, medicine, machinery and-all kinds of goodies
upon them, including free trips to see the world. (All
this is simply big-hearted humanitarianism, redoubled
by love-of the poor Russian people, since we learn in
other pages that the West is getting nothing in return
» . . except the total gold production of the Kolyma mines.
The businessman’s touch simply can’t be kept down in-
definitely.)

This aspect of the vision of the future is simply pap.
It is more enlightening to move on to the politieal ques-
tions of the Russian occupation which play a large part
in all the contributions.

[ ]

A great deal of space is devoted to the democracy of:

the new Russia. We should keep in mind that the “over-all
conception” called for a picture of American benevolence
and democratic humanitarianism such as nearly passes
imagination. The contributors keep repeating that the
crux of U. S. post-war policy was to force nothing at all
on the Russians but to let them find their own way. The
contributors are therefore presumably straining their
fancy to depict a democratic post-war policy. But they
can no more free themselves from their chauvinism than
from their skins. -

The most startling example of this happens fo be also
the central question, namely, the setting up of the new
Russian government. We learn remarkably little about this,
considering the concentration on the new political setup.
At the head of Russia, agree the contributors, is a pro.
visional government. How did it get there? Not by elec-
tion, since no national elections have taken place as yet
(five years after the end of the war), There was no na-
tional insurrection movement ¢ produce a national pro-
visional government {only local revolts and strikes as the
Western armies neared). The: conclusion is inescapable
that all of our fictional democrats are tacitly assuming
that this government was simply appointed to power by
the occupation and thus maintained!

Quack at Work

This untrammeled democracy in post-war Russia,
then, is headed up by appointees of the foreign con-
querors. . . .

But the real lowdown on the new Russian politics is
given by Arthur Koestler. From his piece, explain Col-
lier’s editors, “came the sparks which ignited the imagi-
nations of all” connected with the project. It is to be be-
lieved. It is by far the vilest in all the pages between

~ the occupation soldier on the cover to the TV ad on the

back page.

Koestler first purports to describe the first local elee-
tion in the Ukraine. He lists the contending political
parties. There is a monarchist party. There is a sepa-
ratist party. There are seven other political parties™plus
a variety of “eranks, religious sectarians and world re-
formers”. .. but there is not hide nor hair of a demo-
eratic socialist party that comes into exvistence. ‘

This tendency, Koestler is telling us, does not exis#
among the people under the Stalinist tyranny! Political
charlatanism can scarcely go further,

Among the seven political parties is, however, a group
called “The Avengers of Trotsky” (!). He adds: “They
are a minor headache for our security service.” The
monarchist—i.e., czarist—party, however, is not a head-
ache for the cops, as far as Koestler is concerned. In fact,
they get the largest number of votes, together with the
separatists! Piling slander on slander, then, Koestler rep-
resents the Ukrainian' people as being largely pro-mén-
archist in sympathy, while democratic socialism does not
even exist as a political tendency!

Koestler’s second “igniting” contribution to an under-
standing of the peoples under Stalin is the view that . . .
they are no longer really human beings as a result of
the Stalinist terror! “It mayv take at least a generation
to change the robots back into humans again.” Over half
of the voters in his election no longer even understood
what a ballot is for and merely mark “Da” on their slins,
you see. :

"Da" with American Accent

This political charlatan, no doubt, did not even sce
that he centradiets himself n tHe second part of his
story, which deals with the revolt of the slave laborers
of Kolyma and their setting up of a “Conviets’ Republic”
all by themselves. How this was done by non-human ro-
bots is not explained. In=~the Ukraine, “the man in the
street is still unable to take elections seriously.” That’s

" because of the effect of Stalinist totalitarianism; as his

Protagonist explains: “when you say to a Russian the
word ‘election,” he will twitch with fright and yell ‘da.’»
He deepens the point: it is all in accordance with Pav-
lovist conditioned reflexes that the robots have become
dehumanized.

While Koestler’s prize piece is enough to make at

least this writer want to retch with disgust, two other

writers venture different explanations of the Stalinist
tyranny that come under the head of entertainment.

® Oksana Kasenkina: “there was one great flaw in Stal-
in’s thinking; he did not like the Russian people.”

® Marguerite Higgins and Senator Margaret Chase
Smith indicate that the trouble was that there were no
women in influential positions,

The new Russia is to be reborn in the image of America.
The contributors can imagine few better ways of depicting
a new and happy life without Stalin than by foisting the
innocent enthusiasms of Americans on the Russian people.

Item: Top best seller in the new Russia is an un-
abridged edition in Russian translation of . . . the Sears,
Roebuck catalogue. (Koestler—American chauvinist by
adoption.) -

Item: Popular favorites on TV film are Martin apd
Lewis, Milton Berle and Sid Caesar. (Erwin Canham
of the Christian Science Monitor.)

Item: Leading comic strip is Little Orphan Annie.
(Ditto.)

Item: Best-selling magazines are Russian editions of
Life, Time, the Reader's Digest, the Saturday Evening
Post, Newsweek and, of course, Collier’s,

Item: Gala event for Moscow’s women is a fashion
show—in a stadium seating 50,000 where no one could-
see anything anyway. . . . (Higgins.)

Item: The Red Army Theatre Company is playing
Guys and Dolls. (Priestly.)

In this comic-opera Russia, it is no surprise to find

{Continued botiom of next page} ; i
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Thomas and the Third Camp ——

(Continued from page 1)

this level once again, reference will have to be made
to our answer on other occasions.

Now we have a new kind of objection to the idea of
a "Third Camp,” a really new one. Of all we have faced
up to now, this objection is the most welcome one. It
comes from Norman Thomas, in a New Leader article en-
titled "Why No One Can Be Neutral—The Futility of the
Third Force.”

In nature, it is a personal manifesto by the leader of
the Socialist Party, who indicates the depth of his re-
spect for it by presenting a policy which ignores com-
pletely the one set forth only recently in a statement
issued by its National Executive Committee, of which
Thomas is but one modest member.

Wherein lies the “futility” of the idea of a Third
Force, as Thomas calls it? Perhaps in that the threat
of attack by Stalinism is so imminent that there is no
time to mobilize an independent force on a world scale?
.Perhaps in that there isn't even a possibility of mobiliz-
ing such a force, because everybody is already aligned
.either on the side of -the Kremlin or the side of Wash-
ington and nobody but a few impractical dreamers is
even interested in a force independent of the two?

Not at all. Those clever arguments we hear from others.
Thomas has a distinctly different view. He starts right out
with the statement that the idea of a "Third Force" has
captured the minds of millions all over the world!

Take even the United States, which has “many well-
meaning Americans” in it. “Consciously or unconscious-
ly,’” writes Thomas, “these good people, although most
of them are not philosophical pacifists, believe that some-
how, somewhere in America and in the world, there must
be a force which can be eveked to preserve the peace with-
out making it necessary for them to take sides in the
conflict between the United States and the Soviet Union,
This they see merely as a power conflict, one power—the
USSR—being worse than the other, but neither deserv-
ing the support of those who shudder at the thought of
atomic war. Hence the popularity of the idea or the com-
plex of ideas associated with the familiar phrase, ‘the
third foree.””

Thomas Attacks Lohia

That’s in the United States. And elsewhere? Bigger,
stronger, more popular! :

Thomas continues: “That idea—again quite naturally
—is far more extensively popular in Europe and espe-
cially in Asia than here in America, The escutcheon of
the existing democracies is not bright and shiny but
stained with many blots. America has her cruel race dis-
erimination. The so-called [Hear, hear!] democratic pow-
ers of Western Europe were the imperial masters of
Southeast Asia and almost all of Africa. Reflections like
these inevitably strengthen the instinctive desire of peo-
ples for peace through some third force. They are con-
vinced that they, or all that they care for, would be de-
stroyed in a third world war, no matter which of th
‘two great belligerents might win.”

(The reference to the “so-called democratic powers of

“Western Euruope” is downright inadequate. Miserably
equivocal document though it is on the whole, the state-

ment by the Socialist Party’s National Executive Com-.

‘mittee is a big improvement on Thomas. It says, and so
rightly: “The natural distrust of colonial peoples for
the Western world was deepened by the attempt of the
»% European powers to reassume control that they had lost
in war. And a new hostility to the United States grew
out of the experience that the Europeans flew back in
American planes and marched in with Ameriean guns.”)
There is more from Thomas: "In this desire for a third
force, Nehru without doubt has the.general sympathy of
the Indian people and of a great many other Asians. The
Irdian Secialists are very critical of some of Nehru's do-
mestic policies or his lack of a policy. Certain Socialists
have been more outspoken than Nehru in criticizing Stalin's
Communism. Nevertheless, the Indian Socialist Party has
its own third force policy.” o .
The idea of independence from Stalinism and capi-
talist imperialism as incarnated and represented by the
U.S.A,, is, then, vastly extensive, among tens and hun-
dreds of mililons (“the general sympathy of the Indian

pecple and of a great many other Asians”), among more

millions in Europe (“extensively popular in Europe”),
and even in this country (“a great many well-meaning
‘Americans”). The conclusion is therefore inescapable:
the idea of a “third force” is futility itself. Or, as Thomas
writes after indicating how widespread and popular it i§:

“It i3 nevertheless a very dangerous idea, wrong in
principle and completely impractical.”

The words are very vigorous, and there ought to be
some reason to justify them. So far as it is possible to

judge from his article, Thomas gives two of ‘them. One
is represented by his criticism of the “third force policy”
of the Indian Socialist Patry.

“That able Indian Socialist and leader of the peas-
ants, Dr. Rammanohar Lohia, on his recent- visit to
America, interpreted that policy in words which would
expressly include Peron’s Argentina as a possible member
of a third force. His third force would include countries
under governments as corrupt and generally unsatisfac-
tory, from a democratic point of ,view, as Egypt. Just as
many Americans assume that it is enough that Franeco
should be anti-Communist, Dr. Lohia seemed to assume
that for purposes of the third force, it would be enough
that a nation should not be included in any existing
American or Russian alliance.”

We heard the address delivered in New York by Dr.
Lohia. What we heard in no way bears out Thomas's in-
terpretation of his view. Neither is it borne out by what
is said and repeated week-in and week-out by the official
English organ of the Indian party, Janata. Dr. Lohia is
doubtless able to speak for himself about this interpreta-
tion, and if and when he does it will not be hard to judge
whether it is he who _needs defending or Thomas.

Bearers of the "Fitful Light"

But let us take Thomas’s interpretation at face value.
Let us assume what *Dr. Lohia seemed to assume,” that
his ideas “expressly include” Peron’s Argentina “as a
possible member” of a third force, as well as govern-
mentseas cofrupt and undemocratic as the Egyptian.

The “third force” thereupon stands condemned as
dangerous, wrong in principle and, on top of it all, com-
pletely impractical—characteristics which are enough
for Thomas to decide not to support it, even though it is
the aspiration of hundreds of millions of the oppressed
and troubled, not to work for it, not to enter it, but only
to damn it as futile. “No one can be neutral”>—so Thomas
remains in the camp of the American government, That’s
all right in principle and completely practical.

In the same camp, however, and not as a "possible mem- _

ber" but as an actual supporfer is Peron's Argentina! It
gives Washington some minor headaches, no doubt: but
there is likewise no doubt that it follows the basic Thoma-
sian principles that "no one can be ‘neutral.” In the war be-
tween "the fitful light of our existing democracy and the to-
tal darkness of imperial Communism" (as Thomas puts it),
there is no question that Peron is with Washington. That,
however, is not enough to force Thomas into horrified
flight out of the camp dominated by Washington.

In the same camp, likewise, is the government of
-‘Franco, which, say some carping crities, is almost as cor-
rupt and “generally unsatisfactory from the democratie
point of view” as the Egyptian. If a couple of its toes
are not yet fully planted in the American camp, it is not
for lack of desire—on the part of Franco or on the part
of Truman OR on the part of the editors of the New
Leader, The mere prospect of the Egyptian government
being part of a “third force,” perhaps especially in light
of its criminal decision to have Egypt ruled by Egyptians
instead of by aliens who have imposed themselves upon
her by force of arms, is distasteful to Thomas. But his
stomach acquires an iron lining when he sees himself in
the samé camp as Franco. In any case, lined or unlined,
Franco’s entry into the American imperialist camp is not
accompanied by Thomas’ exit from it. Prineiple is prin-
ciple, to be sure, but why make a’fetish of it? If the
end is noble, the means are justified.

If the newspapers are reporting truthfully, it now
seems to appear as though the Vatican might conceivably
be drawn openly and directly into the camp of battle for
“the fitful light.” Carping critics consider this a wviola-
tion of an old democratic principle of separation of church
and state; other carping eritics look upon the Vatican
as “generally unsatisfactory from the democratic point
of view” and the harsher ones regard it as the oldest of
the most reactionary forces in the world. Thomas’ judg-
ment on this¥is not clear to us. He may even be critical
toward the move, even if not carping. But it is a safe
bet that the presence of the Vatican in the camp he has
chosen will not impel him to abandon it.

Ditto Chiang Kai-shek. Ditto Syngman Rhee, Ditto
Bao Dai. Ditto Adenauer. Ditto the reactionary Catholic
political machines in Europe and elsewhere. Ditto dozens
of others in dozens of other countries.

Second Reason

Why is Thomas so onforgivingly severe with the "third
force" because of what Dr. Lohia "seemed to assume” and
so tenderly tolerant foward the American imperialist camp
for what it actually is and is actually doing? And if
Lohia's idea were thrice as wrong as Thomas says it is,

-Indeed, the voice goes further: *, . .

what is so difficult about presenting and promoting a pro-
gram, an elementary but consistently democratic program,
for a Third Camp which would by its very nature "ex-
pressly include” the millions of people Thomas describes
and “expressly exclude" Peron—as well as that other
scarecrow with which Thomas frightens himself away from
the "third force™ believe it or not, the Moslem League!

The only other reason we can read in Thomas’s -
article is positively hilarious. He writes: “I am earnestly
contending that hope for us all in the United States or
in India depends not upon a third force but upon the
rapid improvement of democracy.” This from an avowed
socialist! It is not easy to believe, but we copied it word
for word.

In an attempt, obviously vain, to match this formula,
we suggest: “The hope for raising the standards of all
workers depends not upon trade unions but upon a rapid
improvement in wage scales.” “The hope for the Spanish
people depends not upon overturning the Franco regime
but upon a rapid spread of democracy in Spain.” “Thea
hope for socialism in the United States depends not upon
Norman Thomas and his party but upon a rapid growth
of a socialist movement.” (This at least makes some good
sense.) A

The hope of all of us depends upon the rapid improve-
ment of democracy! This is not a discovery, but it is trie.
And just who is it, or what force is it, that will effect this
improvement of democracy, rapidly or af any other rate?
Not Stalin, of course. Then who? 5

The Truman administration? On that ‘we need say
here nothing more than is pointed out in the recent state<
ment by the National Executive Committee of Thomas®
party: “ .. the Korean war, which socialists supported
[Fine socialists, those!] strengthened all those tenden-
cies against which socialists must fight: militarization
of civilian life and of: the economy; reactionary drives
against civil liberties; the increasing brutality of military
techniques; the extension of American military rule
abroad.” A “rapid improvement of democracy” is not
clearly visible in this restrained -deseription.

He Has a Job . . .

So, if the authoritative voice of Thomas’ party means
anything, it is not Truman we can look to with hope.
where there is no
democratic alternative, communist totalitarianism—not
Western democratic capitalism—will fill the vacuum,’”
And “For most of the world, capitalism is outmoded and.
cannot supply the capital needed to raise the level of life-
cannot supply the capital neded to raise the level of life
in the underdeveloped countries.” (We repeat: cannot.)

A deplorable situation. If not Truman, if not capital-: -
ism in general, then who, what, where? Churchill?,
Adenauer? Chiang? Franeo? The Roman pontiff? i

If, as there is some reason to feel, they camnof effeck
the “rapid improvement of democracy,” who and what are
left?  Such- mass movements as the British Labor Party,.
the German Secial-Democracy, ‘the Indian Socialist Party.
But it is precisely these organizations which represent
and reflect and speak for—clearly or ot so clearly—the.
millions who want to be independent of Stalinism and:
American imperialism and to oppose them both! And what
is more, their effectiveness in actually achieving an im-
provement of democracy is in direct proportion to the
extent to which they do act independently of the Kremlin
and Washington. :

Thomas’ job is clear, if his words mean what they
say. Convinced of the futility of the Third Camp, of its
dangerousness, its terror in principle and impracticality,
he should urge the German socialist workers to reverse
their direction and move closer to the position of com~
plete alliance with American imperialism of Adenauer
and his crowd; he should urge the British workers, who
have just shown where they stand with regard not only
to the Stalinists but also to those who have compromised’
their hopes and future by the alliance with American
capitalism, to reverse the encouraging direction they have
taken and move closer to the position of the extreme.
conservative wing of the Labor Party, if not of the Con-
servatives themselves. ;

In India the same. Everywhere else, the same. Even
in his own party, whose official statement says, like “so’
many well-meaning Americans,” that “This is no ideo-~
logical war against slavery, but the opportunist clash of
world power with world power”—the same. '

There indeed is a job we regard as futile! At any rate,
we wish Thomas no success in it. We remain socialists,
who are for that rapid improvement of democracy, tha__t"
struggle for socialism and peace, which depends above all
and entirely upon the Third Camp, the organized, mili-
tant, independent movement of the millions of workers
and peasants all over the world whose aspirations are
Just and identical with our own. ; i

Collief’s Goes to War: Or How -A-Bombs Brought Utopia —

(Continued from page 7)
that capitalism is being restored too. This job is under-
taken by Stuart Chase.

It is clear that part of the “over-all conception” for
Russia is the restoration of good old private enterprise.
The editors of Collier’s make this explicit in their pref. ace.
True, even in 1960 Stuart Chase is not able to deseribe
just how this happened, since it hasn’t happened as yet.
But he gets it all mapped out with the help of a reborn
Russian economist. (“As neither of us had any particular
economic ideology, we found it not too hard to agree,”

~ is Chase’s priccless side remark on his fictional collabo-
rator.)

The economist finally raises the $64 question: where
will the capitalists be found to run the new capitalism?
The solution, by Chase:

"Until a class of enterprisers—they must be Russian—
can be trained, the provisional government will have to
continve operating industry. Later; plants could bg sold to

private enterprise—as in Puerto Rico. Some operations,
however, could be leased or sold to foreign businessmen
immediately, under proper safeguards, as in. NEP days."

The Puerto Rican plants to which Chase glibly refers
have, in fact, gone to foreign (U. S.) capitalists, not
natives. But where will the Russian ‘“enterprisers” be
found with rubles to buy the plants, even after being
“trained”? Since the obvious answer is that the only such
would be the “Soviet millionaires” and enriched ex-
bureauerats who battened on the Stalinist regime, it is

perhaps just as well for Chase that he gives the question

short shrift. That is even apart from the economic and
social feasibility of turning the former bureauecrats and
totalitarian magnates into capitalists.

It is quite an exhibition, this special issue of Collier’s,
an exhibition of much of the American mentality today,
and in particular its political and social illiteracy—as

represented not by troglodytes like Taft or Hoover but
by semi-liberals and intellectuals who ne doubt pride
themselves on their comparative enlightenment. It is a
combination of rauecous saber-rattling and imperialist
vainglory sugared with promises of benevolent paternal=’
ism. It is hard to say which element would be more deeply'i
resented by non-Americans, on any side of the Iron’
Curtain. S

What makes the whole thing so monstrous, what !
makes even the imbecilities less amusing than they should
be to any one fortunate enough to be able to take a de-
tached view, is that the utopia which is promised to us
(and the Russians) is expressly written to awaken our’ -
enthusiasm for an unparalleled war of destruction. It
paints the horror of our times, the threat of atomie war,
as a god-send to. civilization, °

-5
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This-is the-cheery Looking ‘Backward which our high- _‘ i :

est-priced: capitalist  thinkers. can produce today.
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" ‘ment with a dilemma. It must

either accommodate itself to its
‘senior partner, the United States,
by increasing its armaments to
‘the point of endangering the
British economy now basically al-
‘tered by the nationalizations
which it had initiated; or it must
boldly adopt a program of inde-
pendence by adherence to its do-
‘mestic program, thus paining
‘support among the peoples of the
world by a genuine program of
socialist internationalism to turn
‘the tide against reactionary Stal-
inism. S

"~ But it is the #ragedy of the
British Labor Party that in the
field of foreign affairs, its lack of
‘@ socialist-internationalist pro-
gram could call for peace and at
‘the same fime forestall capitalist
~and Stalinist imperialism is re-
placed by insular views, lack of
‘boldness and a prosaic but self-
.defeating defense of the disinte-
grating empire.

"THE ANTI-BEVAN ANGLE’

It is not merely that the mid-
dle classes were tired of the aus-
‘terity of their lives in a nation
overburdened by its share of
Western imperialist armament.
They supported the’ Tories in suf-
ficiently large numbers because in
accepting the prospects of another
‘war and becoming increasingly
anxious in the present state of
world crisis, they preferred a
Churchill to an Attlee to head the
state.

But above all the Liberal Party,
just as much as the Conserva-
tives, feared Aneuran Bevan and
the left-wing forces behind him
in the Labor Party. Anything but
this left wing. It is obvious that
they were not going to take any
chances on the ability of Attlee
and Morrison to contain the “wild

. Welshman” and his friends. This

‘explains why so much of the cam-
‘paign by the Conservatives and
JLiberals was directed against the
Bevan wing of the Labor Party.

Looking back at the political sit-
wation in Great Britain, it is easy
to see now that the break came
when: Bevan and his comrades re-
signed from the government be-
cause they could not support the
new program proposed by Attlee
‘which would have altered the
'course of the Labor Party in carry-
ing out the rearmament of Great
_Britain.

LEFT WING CALLED IT

The outstanding feature of the
niew government program was the
budget calling for an expenditure
of 4,700 million pounds for re-
armament, The only way in which
‘such a program could be carried
out was at the expense of the
working class in the first place
and the middle classes in second,
because it was predicated upon

- a halt to the nationalization pro-

gram and the social-welfare bene-
‘fits. While Bevan and his group
argued foolishly on international
questions, denying the extent of
Russian . rearmament and inno-
cently accepting Stalin’s falsified
figures on his war expenditures,
they did drive home with unerr-
ing accuracy the point that the
program could not be carried out
suecessfully at all given Britain's
economic position, and that, if it
were attempted, it could only hurt
the British masses, This was tar-
‘dily and partially recognized by
‘Attlee,

Within a period of a few brief
months, Britain’s economic situa-
fion worsened rapidly. America’s
military requirements on Britain

-as a precondition for economiic.

aid, while selling materials at in-
flated prices and crushing her on
the wotld market, made Attlee’s
course untenable. The imbalance
produced. by the enormous arms
budget (given Britain’s economic
‘position, a far greatér drain upon
‘her economy than U. S. rearma-
ment is here) created an economic
crisis. The dollar reserve of the
country was quickly depleted. The
‘unfavorable balance of trade

grew worse. The fuel shortage be- to be learned from this campaign

British

-

came more ominous with the com-
ing of the winter months.

In the most decisive aspects of
domestic policy, including arms
and exports, balance of payments,
manpower and welfare program,
the Bevan group was proven cor-
rect as against the party leader-
ship. Counterposing its own pro-
gram fo Attlee's, it demanded that
the government maintain and real-
ize the nationalization program, so-
cial planning and industrial democ-
racy. o

How? The Bevanites proposed
to reduce the arms program, keep
living costs stable, attack distri-
bution costs, maintain a general
price freeze, ban or tax heavily
all dividend increases over the
1947-48 level. :

In the field of foreign affairs,
however, the Bevanites—aside
from the inaccurate utterances
about Stalinism to which we have
referred and attacking the unnec-
essary subservience of the gov-
ernment to the demands of the
American ruling class—did not
differ from the government in any
principled way. Their limited in-
ternational program did not vary

CHURCHILL

greatly from the insular and
backward program of the Labor
Party hierarchy. They did not,
for example advocate a socialist
world program for peace which
could rally the workers and op-
pressed peoples against Stalinist
and Western imperialism.

BEVANITES SHOW WAY

Most significant of all in the
fizht made by the Bevanites was
their articulation of the domestic
interests of the broad masses of

the British people. The election

returns are sufficient answer to
anyone who might have doubted
this. They acted not so much as
“leaders” with a theory and s
principle, as LABOR ACTION
pointed out in its articles on the
Bevan manifesto One Way Only,
but as a group whose ears were
well attuned to the feelings and
aspirations of the British work-
ing class,

The fight with the Bevanites,
the crisis of the economy, the
further weakening of Britain’s in-
ternational position, dictated the
decision to call for an immediate
election. Attlee realized that the
Labor Party could not govern un-
less it was given a working ma-
jority by the electorate; other-
wise, it could not survive the
coming winter months.

But in calling for an election,
Attlee invited the intense politi-
cal class struggle that took place.
In face of the Conservative-Lib-
eral attack the Labor Party was
compelled to assume a more mili#
tant tone against its opponents.
But if there was one single lesson

it was the way in which Bevan
and his comrades fared. We have
already indicated that the main
attack of the reactionary coalition
was against the left wing, the
“extremists.” -

It was not a mere personal mat-
ter to Churchill although the ele-
ment was undoubtedly present.
He was impelled to direct his fire
against the Bevanites and to cam-
paign personally in behalf of his
son, Randolph, against Michael
Foote, editor of the Bevanite
Tribune. .

Happily, son Randolph received
an even worse trduncing than he
did @ year ago. But everywhere,
the Bevan candidates swept into
office with greater majorities than
in 1950. They did if with a bolder
domestic program as indicated
above. If would have gone far bet-
ter with the - Labor Party, even
though it received a popular plu-
rality, had it carried out the same
kind of campaign.

STRUGGLE AHEAD

The Labor Party failed to win
the support of the bulk of the
middle classes because, faced with
a social grouping that could be
won by either the Conservatives or
themselves (the Labor Party did
win their support in 1945 and to
a lesser extent in 1950), the main
leadership of the party did not
offer a bold program to the elec-
torate as it did in 1945. On the
obviously powerful issue of for-
eign affairs, its conduct enforced
the belief among the timorous
middle classes that CHurchill
could do much better along the
same lines and would find the
United States more tractable than
did Attlee, particularly in an
American Congress so largely
populated by cave-dweller politi-
cians living in fear of the British
“socialists.” The. Labor Party
weakened its_position in this re-
spect because it did not offer any-
thing boldly different from Chur-
chill’s program.

The tremendous popularity of
the Bevanite candidates has, how-
ever, an even more important
bearing on the events of the next
period.

[ ]

What will Churchill do now
that he has regained power? Will
he proceed to carry out the pre-
election threats of the Conserva-
tive Party? Does this mean the
end of all nationalization and the
“welfare state,” and the begin-
ning of an assault upon the con-
ditions of the working class? The
answers to these gestions will not
be long in coming. :

The new prime minister has set
up his ecabinet of old cronies, the
leaden-minded Tory old guard.
These gentlemen come to power
with archaic economic and politi-
cal conceptions worthy of an out-
lived period of British imperial-
ism. In addition, the pressures of
the social situation in Great Brit-
ain have produced a conciliatory
group of “Young Turks” in the
Conservative Party, whose influ-
ence is as yet mainly disregarded
by the old guard.

WORKERS ON GUARD

But Churchill has himself begun
to speak in more conciliatory ways
since fhe- election. He is fully
aware of the power of the Labor
Party, the militant mood of the
working class, and the enormous
prospects which the Bevanite wing
hos of winning control of the party.
Therefore, what Churchill will do
depends largely upon the pressure
of international events, the current
mood of the British masses, and his
tenure of office. The refusal of the
Liberal Party to join his cabinet
dictates caution to him.

The Tories are committed to
such immediate measures as the
denationalization of the steel in-
dustry, decentralization of the na-
tionalized eoal administration, re-
duction of governmental admin-
istrative expenses, ete. They no
longer speak of total denational-
ization or of a wholesale destruc-
tion of the socialistic legislation
of the Labor Party. They under-
stand the reality, i.e, that the

.

Election: Tories In — —

program which the Labor Party
carried out during the past six
years has affected the basic strue-
ture of the economy at its heart.
They know that re-establishment

of the old structure would create -

economic chaos if only because of
the certainty of working-class re-
sistance. This is the mightiest fac-
tor in Great Britain today: the

‘working class remains organized,

mobilized and militant. -

Yet the same pressures of the
world situation and the demands
of the armament program will
squeeze the Churchill government
to the limit of its endurance.
There is no doubt that Churchill
counts heavily upon aid from the
United States to help him weather
these storms. Such assistance will
depend in part on the manner in
which the new government chips
away at the “socialistic institu-
tions ereated by the Labor Party.”
The Churchill government is a
bourgeois government; its ideol-
cgy remains what it was despite
its tactical resiliency.

Bearing all the conflicting and
contradictory elements in mind, it
is im’gbssibie to escape the con-

Tomorrow?

BEVAN

clusion that the new government
must and will begin a war against
the working class that will gain
momentum if it is initially success-
ful. b

TURN BACK THE CLOCK?

The denationalization of the
steel industry is a matter of first
importance. The steel industry is
the heart of any modern economy.
With its denationalization Chur-
chill will have struck a mighty
blow against the basic program
of the Labor government. The de-
centralization of the coal adminy
istration would be another impor-
tant encroacliment. That is why
one cannot be sanguine over the
fact that Churchill does not plan
a wholesale denationalization.

If the new Tory government is
sunecessful in these initial at-
tempts to undo these achieve-
ments of the Labor government,
then the way will be cleared for
it to go the whole way in turning
the clock back with respect to the
archaic capitalist society in Great
Britain. What would follow is a
drastic destructioni of the living
and working conditions of the
English people.

The demands of the armament
program brought about the split
in the Labor Party and also the
eventual defeat of the Attlee gov-
ernment. The Labor government
could not survive its own efforts

to carry out the above program

by weakening and revising its do-
mestic policies. It was troubled
by its contradictory position and
its conscience. No such conscience
bothers the Conservative Party
insofar as it relates to taking
away many of the economic and
social gains of the workers.
Thus, we are certain to see an
intensification of the class strug-
gle in Great Britain as a conse-
quence of Tory policy. Important
unions and their leaders have al-
ready warned Churchill that if he
fries to carry out a policy detri-
mental to the interests-of the work-

ers, he will have a battle on his
hands.

CAN THEY LEARN?

The intensification of the strug-
gle in Britain, which is indicated,
will have the most profound re-
percussions inside the Labor Par-
ty and on the_ outcome of the
struggle between the Attlee-Mor-
rison and Bevan wings for control
of the party. The Bevan group
has a rather simple program: it
demands nothing less than the
carrying out of the complete pro-
gram of the Labor Party for total
nationalization of the basic fab-
ric of the British economy, the
abolition of the British bour-
geoisie as a bourgeoisie. As al-
ready indicated, it is a group
without a theory or a very co-
herent body of principle as its
guiding line, but it is the articu-
late spokesman, without being
a leader in the vanguard-socialist
sense, of the finest elements of the
British working class. ‘

It is too early to say what the
effects of the election defeat have
been upon Attlee- Morrison,
whether the defeat has pointed
the lesson to them, namely, that
a watering down of their pro-
gram, a compromise with their
capitalist class and its imperial-
ist allies, means a loss of mass
support. How is it possible to say
this in view of the immense vote
of the Labor Party? It is possible
because the significant factor of
that vote is that while it showed
that the working masses wanted
no part of Toryism, they plainly
expressed their preference for the
militant-wing of the Labor Party
presently represented by the Be-
van group. We believe this is now
clear to everyone.

TORIES' LAST STAND

Joseph Shaplen, writing in the
New York Post, stated what we
believe to be a erucial aspect of
the present situation. He wrote
that this is the last chance for the
Conservative Party in England.
Either it would understand the
meaning of the vote for the Labor
Party and accommodate itself to
the real desires of the British peo-
ple by becoming a party of social
reform, dropping its Tory prin-
ciples and practices, or it will dis-
appear as a decisive factor in

British politics just as the Libenal@_

Party has.

We should like to approach this
question from another angle. The
Labor Party lost its right to gov-
ern in this election. But its real
power has grown. It is of the ui
most significance that the greaf
body of new voters supported the
Labor Party. It can even increase
this support of the masses by con-
ducting itself as the militant, cru-
sading leader of the British people
and the nation as a whaole, by
fighting boldly with q full socialist
program, in the manner of 1945,

It is because the Bevan group
more nearly corresponds to this
need than any other in the Labor
Party that it deserves the support
of the workers of England and
the cheers of the workers every-
where. For the Labor Party can
and will return to power once
more, as the Tories show that
they will not “accommodate.” But
it will do so not on the basis of a
watered-down program and a
week-kneed asccommodation to the
pressure of reaction, but- as the
fighting representative of the pros
gressive working class. The work-

ing c¢lass of Great Britain holds a -

key to the future of the working
class everywhere; they cannot af-
ford to fail. ’
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