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Halley Wins!

NEW YORK, Nov. 7 (As we go o press)—The Liberal Party won
@ smashing victory over the two old political machines here today
when it elected its candidate, Rudolph Halley, president of the
City Council. Although Halley ran for the highest office o be con-
tested in the elections on three tickets (Liberal, Fusion and Inde-
pendent), he received more votes on the Libral Party line than did
runner-up Sharkey on the Democratic line, thus making the Liberal
Party the strongest vote.getter in New York City at the present

Halley’s campaign was conducted on a stright “clean govern-
ment” program. Both registration and voting were very light
in this election, a situation which. usually benefits the machine
candidates. Thus it appears that Halley’s vote is to be inter-
preted as an anti-machine vote, a revulsion of the mass of people
against the revelations on city and police graft and gangster

This same trend was shown in Philadelphia, where the Re-
publican machine lost control of City Hall for the first time in
67 years. And in New York City it eontinues the anti-Tammany
trend set last year when Impellitteri, a dissident machine Demo-
crat, was elected mayor as an independent against the Liberal-
Democratic and Republican candidates. )

The anti-machine character of the vote was further shown
by the two-to-one victory of the Liberal-Republican candidate
for district attorney of Richmond County (Staten Island) over .
the Democratic incumbent who. }54%1;;;?% linked to the under-

ot e
“ceived the vast majority of his vote 'oh the Republican line.
Nevertheless, the tremendous majority given Halley in this
election” (163,492 votes), as well as the fact that the vast major-
ity of his vote was registered on the Liberal Party line rather
than on those of Fusion and Independent, shows the vast poten-
tialities of the Liberal Party in New York City polities.
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PHILIP MURRAY

 Through Wage Ceiling as

Convention Meets

flation.

the proceedings of this 13th annual convention of the CIO
is the story of the intense conflict between the official poli-
cies of the Truman administration—a wage freeze through
alleged wage stabilization—and the pressing needs of the
CIO members reflected in the wage demands of the steel
workers’ union to save themselves from the ravages of in-

. Two major Truman spokesmen, Michael DiSalle and Eric
Johnston, made, speeches pleading with the CIO leaders to
“hold the line” on wages: The Truman administration has

already sucgeeded in pressuring the United Auto Workers

Wage Stabilization Board.
In spite of President Phil-
ip Murray’s high praise of
. President Truman during
his first speech before the

By GORDON HASKELL

The American reaction to the Tory “victory” in the
British elections is a revealing index to the level of political

‘life in this country.

Rejoicing in the large newspapers which represent the
thinking of our own capitalist circles was to be expected.

This celebration was only dampened by the hard fact that

the Labor Party had piled up a larger vote than ever be-

fore, by the relative success of the Bevanites, and by the-

thought that in the face of ‘this clear expression of the
actual will of the workers of Britain the Tories would have
to move very cautiously and slowly in carrying out their

program.

A review of a good seg-
ment of the American labor
press since the elections
_shows that most union pa-
_pers either ignored the re-
-sults of the elections entirely
ror carried a straight, non-
'partisan analysis of the event.
.Here again, it is not too surpris-
‘ing - that the spokesmen of the
"American labor bureaucracy,
which has set its face hard
‘against independent labor politics
.in this country, should view with
equanimity the political fate of
_the labor movement in Britain.

They can hardly be expected to
understand more about politics

‘t ' abroad than they do about polities

“in their own country.

One exception to this appeared
“in an editorial in the November
issue of the Retail, Wholesale and
" Department Store Employee, offi-
" cial organ of the CIO wunion in
 the field. The opinions in this
editorial have interest because
“they express a line of reasoning
which is fairly prevalent among

American liberals. (A post-elec-
tion column by Max Lerner was
very similar.)

"NOT SO BAD"

The -argument runs something
like this: -

According to American stand-
ards, the British Tories are really
not so bad. “By the standards of
Taft and McCarthy, therefore,
Churchill must be considered as
an unreconstructed Fair Dealer
whose views on domestic issues
are closer to those of President
Truman than to his Republican
critics.” This is deduced from the
fact that the Tories do not pro-
pose to denationalize all the in-
dustries which were nationalized
by the Labor government, and
that they have come out in favor
of retaining” most of the publie-
health and other welfare pro-
grams put into effect by their
predecessors.

Further, this union paper is smart
enough to see that in opposition
it may well be the Bevan wing of
the party which will grow strong-

t U.S. Liberals and the British

er, and although it does not rejoice
over this thought, neither does it
follow the not-unusual practice in
liberal circles of denouncing
Eevan.

THE WAY OF IT

But the conclusions which the
editorial draws from its premises
are almost astounding. “Perhaps
it is not too wishful to think,” the
editorial ends, “that the interest
in the British elections may focus
some attention upon our own elec-
tions this month. And the outcome
of our elections in 1952 will prob-
ably be a more important portent
of mankind’s future than the in-
decisive balloting which gave
England one minority government
in place of another.”

The editorial does not sfop for
a moment to inguire just why it
is that the British Tories, heirs
te an ancient tradition of roek-
ribbed conservatism, imperialism,
and bitter anti-unionism now be-
have more like Fair Dealers than
like our native variety of reac-
tionaries. That point is simply
made to take a fall out of Taft
and McCarthy, or to give the im-
pression that nothing much sepa-
rates the parties in Britain. But
to state the obvious reason for
this “liberalism” of the Tories
would be to pass an indictment
on the leadership of American
labor, E

For it should be sufficiently clear
that the Tories cannot afford to
act like our reactionaries only be-
cause the labor - movement in
Britain is so powerfully organized
in its OWN political party, and has
beem so successfil in" Wwinning the

Election

support of such a wide section of
the British people. For the Tories
to proclaim the political sentiments
of a Taft would be to bury them-
selves in political oblivion in Brit-
ain today.

THE DIFFERENCE HERE

.And because this obvious con-
clusion is avoided, the editor is
forced to end with his ringing
but meaningless sentence. The ex-
perience of the 1948 elections
should have been a sufficient
warning: In the absence of a po-
litically organized working class
in America, even the “great vie-
tory” of the Fair Deal at the polls
that year has produced a govern-
ment in our wealthy country
whose domestic program is far
less liberal than that of the Tories
in Britain. People who doubt this
need only read the indictment of
the policies of the Truman ad-
ministration presented at the CIO
convention in New York last
week.

[ ]

But at least this labor editor
does not hail Churchill’s success.
We cannot say as much for the
prominent liberals who edit the
New Republic (Michael Straight,
editor; Bruce Bliven, editorial di-
rector; contributing editors: Mal-
colm Cowley, Harold L. Ickes,
Joseph P. Lash, Max Lerner, Gus
Tyler.)

LIBERAL YEARNING

The leading editorial in -the
New Republic for November 5
perhaps illustrates the dead-end
of American liberalism as well as

(Turn to last page)
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f‘diﬁéﬂf _gwf =rr= £ S

‘referring the issues to the ™
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convention, there is much

evidence that on the wage
issue the CIO leader is going
to insist on a higher formula
than the piddling 4-cent in-
crease permitted by the
Wage Stabilization Board
policy.

- The CIO resolutions com-
mittee is demanding in its

resolution on wages that, the

WSB refrain from tamper-
ing with collective-bargain-
ing agreements. As an exam-
ple, three big rubber union
contracts, whose wage pro-
visions exceed WSB stand-
ards, are still being held up
by the WSB.

EMBARRASSED .

As against the pressure of
the Truman administration,
the CIO leaders know the
pressure of the dissatisfied,
embittered and  resentful
workers in the shops, and
the shadow of John L. Lewis
looms large in . the back-
ground. No one thinks he is
going to submit to the wage-

freeze policy of the Truman -

administration without a
real fight.

The acute embarrassment
of the CIO leaders with re-
gard to their political sup-
port of Truman, the man re-
sponsible for the present
WSB setup, is emphasized by
the fact that they criticize
every board, agency, and al-
most every policy without
daring- to mention the one
man who has the responsi-
bility for them—Harry S.
Truman.

The CIO complaint against the

Truman administrationr is set
forth in considerable detail in its

(Continved on page 7)
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LABOR ACTION

Reuther Substitutes Pleas to Wage Board
As UAW Yields on Borg-Warner Strike

By P. JARMS

CLEVELAND, Nov. 5—After being turned down by Presi-
dent Truman, the International Executive Board of the
United Auto Workers (CIO) recommended to the striking
Borg-Warner workers that they call off their strike, return
to work, and submit their case to the Wage Stabilization

j: i

‘House

Board.

&
Behind this is the fact that the UAW leadership does not

want to force a showdown with Truman. The idea is that
Truman would be so mad at the UAW for “foreing” him to
.use the Taft-Hartley injunction that he would appoint a
panel of people who would not give justice to the Borg-

Warner workers. The board felt that going

WSB would do more toward
obtaining its goal of nation-
wide bargaining.

And so the three-and-one-
half-week strike ends. Not
because the workers were
not determined to win this
vear. Naot even because two Indi-
ana locals accepted the meager
offer of 9 cents an hour to break
the auto- workers’ ranks. The
strike was called off only because
the labor movement is in a strait-
jacket, with free collective bar-
gaining being squeezed out in fa-
vor of WSB rulings. If the “Little
Steel formula” was ‘hated during
World War II, the latest machi-
nations of the WSB are not more
loved.

The WSB this week ruled that
the tool-and-die industry was not
to be given special consideration
‘and would have to be tied to the
10 per cent formula. Will insur-
ance and pension increases be
next?

RESPONSIBLE TO WHOM?

The UAW board's letter to the
‘WSB is:itself a-damning indictment
of ‘its policy. In -an attempt, no
doubt, to touch the -heart of the
wage-board members, Reuther de-
scribes what the union is giving up.
He writes that this is done because
“we are . .. responsible and patri-
otic American citizens, yielding to
the insistence of the president of
the United States.” He ought %o
‘explain some time why it is either
“responsible” or "patriotic” to

.abandon the auto workers' legiti-

tate struggle against a chiseling
corporation because the White

insists” on it.
Here is the UAW'’s letter.

Nathan P. Feinsinger, Chairman
Wage Stabilization Board

"Washington, D. C.

The UAW-CIO Poliecy Commit-
tee tonight voted to recommend
to the Borg-Warner workers that
they recess their strike and return
to their jobs and accept certifica-

“tion of their dispute to the Wage

Stabilization Board.

The committee came to this de-
cision only after the most serious
consideration and only after hours

of discussion. We came to it re-.
luctantly, convinced-in our own

minds thaf; in view of the com-
pany’s unreasonable attitude, the

“workers had no choice but to

strike and further convinced that,

.in view of the megligible amount

of defense work performed in
Borg-Warngr plants, the case

*should not have been certified to

the Wage Stabilization Board but
could and should have been set-
tled through the regular processes

of free collective bargaining.

Nevertheless, in spite of this
sincere and strongly-felt convic-

‘tion, we are, as responsible and
- patriotic American citizens, yield-

ing to the insistence of the Presi-
dent of the United States.

We believe, howevey, that we
have a moral obligation to the
men and women we represent to
point out to the Wage Stabiliza-
tion Board, to the president of the

" United States and to the various

defense agencies, that here again,

-as happened repeatedly in World

War II, labor is required to carry
the full burden of responsibility
in these industrial disputes be-

*

directly to the

cause management is unwilling to
meet its obligation and bargain
in good faith. The backward and
socially irresponsible management
of.the Borg-Warner Corporation,
lacking in patriotism and concern
for the national welfare, ignored
its obligation to its workers and
to the nation and forced a strike
upon its employes by its refusal
to accept collective bargaining
practices which had been recog-
nized throughout American in-
dustry.

We believe that the Borg-War-
ner case points up the urgent ne-
cessity of re-examining and re-

considering the manner in which
such cases are handled by the gov-
ernment in emergency situations.

Here, as in all such cases, all
the pressures of government were
directed against the workers and

" their union. Every effort was made

to force the workers to give up the
only economic power which they
possess against an arrogant and
autocratic management—the with-
holding of their labor power—on
the fallacious asswumption that the
sole responsibility for the stoppage
of work and the interruption of
production rests with the workers
and their union. No government
pressure was exerted against the
management of the Borg-Warner
Corporation in an effort to have

.the corporation grant to the ex-

tremely reasonable demand of the
Borg-Warner workers for a nation-
al agreement.

Unless this attitude by govern-
rmaent of putting the full respon-
¢ibility for industrial disputes on
the workers is revised to an atti-
tude that takes into consideration
the responsibility of the manage-
ment involved, we sincerely be-
lieve that free collective bargain-
ing, which in the long pull is the
only basis for sound labor man-

agement relations, will be further
jeopardized by increased indif-
ference and arrogance on the part

* of management and the defense,

effort as a result, therefore, will
be seriously impaired.

In view of the saerifices which
these workers are making by re-
turning to work without the as-
surances of a national agreement,

which they deserve, the president .,

has imposed upon the Wage Sta-
bilization Board a tremendous re-
sponsibility in certifying this case
to you. We trust that all the mem-
bers of the board will .discharge
that responsibility on the basis of
the merits of the ease and in the
licht of the patrig§ism and loy-
alty to the national welfare which
the Borg-Warner workers are ex-
hibiting.

Membership meetings of the
various UAW-CIO local unions
representing Borg-Warner work-
ers will be arranged this week-
end to vote on the Policy Com-
mittee’s recommendation.

Walter P. Reuther
President, UAW-CIO

L ]
The whole tone of this letter is

one of pleading, not fighting la-
bor’s cause. The section on the

NEW YORK DOCKERS GOING STRONG ON 3rd WEEK —

It's the Biggest Wildcat Strike Since 1930s

NEW YORK, Nov. 6—After three
weeks, the Port of New York re-
mafns tied up by the longshore-
men. Not since days of the
founding of the first Cl1O union in
the mass production industries fif-
teen years ago have we witnessed
an "unofficial” strike of such pro-
portions.

Of the 40,000 dock workers in
the area, not more than 3,000
have been working. Of these, per-
haps half have been sent to work
by the newly formed strike com-
mittee to handle military cargo.
Hundreds of ships and piers are
immobilized. The value of cargo
tied up has been estimated as high
as one billion dollars. Boston har-

‘bor is shut down in a sympathy

strike of ILA members.

An official str®e committee now
directs the movement; it is con-
stituted by 23 men representing
41 locals of the International
Longshoremen’s Association
(AFL); it has announced that
no settlement or agreement to end
the walkout will be made without
a vote of the strikers themselves.

RYAN FLOPS AGAIN

President Joseph Ryan of the
ILA failed again to start a back
to work movement. Last week he
announced that “the Port of New
York is open” and promised fo
lead "a powerful strikebreaking
action by so-called “loyal” ILA
members, But his threat fizzled
when, at the appointed hour, in-
stead of thousands of eager work-
ers only a few dozen of his class
followers showed up to walk
through picket Jlines, gaining
courage only under the protection
of hundreds of New York poEE.e.

This week, a similar move failed
just as dismally. A dozen of Ryan's
followers in Local 791, the Chelsea
local which spearheaded the walk-
out, demanded a special local
meeting to vote on calling off the
strike. When ‘the strike leaders re-
fused, the New York District Coun-
cil of the ILA, controled by Ryan,
announced that it would convoke
a meeting of Local 791. With great
fanfare and bombest. Ryan's men
again heralded the breakup of the
strike and predicted a big turnout
for the meeting.

But hours before the meeting

was supposed to begin, hundreds -

of strikers began assembling in
the streets in front of the hall.
Soon "a mass picket line of over
800 men circled the building and

4;,__«%@“.*&4*5-“%““1‘ R T Nl

the loudly touted anti-strike meet-
ing was called off by its sponsors
before the chairman had an op-
portunity to pound his gavel ang
call it to order.

The strike committee announc-
ed that it was already receiving

material assistance from several®

CIO unions, These were reported
to be the United Brewery Work-
ers, the Marine Engineers Bene-
fiecial Association, and the Na-
tional Maritime Union.

The active shock troops of the
strike have been the flying squad-
rorls of 2,000 longshoremen who
demonstrated before the offices of
the New York Shipping Associ-
ation of the employers, paraded
outside of the Commodore Hotel
where the Ryan-controlled top
officials of the ILA were meeting,
and swept from pier to pier call-
ing workers off their jobs. On the
morning of October 30, for ex-
ample, it was announced that_24
ships were being worked. By af-
ternoon, after wvisits from the
pickets, all but 6 were abandoned.

“FRIENDLY" ADYICE
New York newspapers, whose

first strike accounts were faithful .

and almost sympathetie, seem to
be injecting-a new tone.

At first, their distaste for the
mobster-union official coalition
that dominates the anti-strike
leadership made them shy away
from criticism of the strikers. But
the strike is dragging out a little
too long for them. Revulsion
against gangsterism on the water-
front-begins to lose its acute na-
ture as some of the papers begin
to suggest that the time has come
for a work return.

A fact-finding panel chosen by
the state :Endustrial Relations
Commission has already opened
its hearings, and representatives
of the strikers and of the ILA top
officialdom are presenting testi-
mony. This committee has the
power to make recommendations.
What its recommendations will
be, of course, no one knows; but
everyone does know that even if
its proposals were sympathetic to
the strikers, it has absolutely no
means of enforcing them. Neither
Ryan-nor the shippers are obli-
gated to yield to its suggestions.

The New York Times advises the
strikers to return to work while
the fact-finders look for facts, as-
suring them that “they may expect
o square deal from this group of

publjc-spirited citizens." The strik- -

ers, however, respectfully decline,
preferring to bolster their case
with a unified strike front. Their
decision is well-advised.

New York, with its eight mil-

“lion inhabitants, can boast of

thousands of fair, public-spirited
citizens. But up to this time, they
have proven singularly unable to

_give~the longshoremen a “square

deal”; and they have been equally
unable to clean out racketeering
from the waterfront. Despite the
spectacular testimony of the Ke-
fauver hearings, many months
have passed and only the long-
shore strikers have taken an ac-
tion which, if sueccessful, would
weaken the grip of the mobsters.

THEY PREFER GOONS

The ship owners prefer a union
influenced by shady, even ecrimi-
nal, elements despite the fact that
millions of dollars every year are
filtered off the docks by racket-
eers, rather than deal with a .de-
cent militant union that would
fight hard to raise wages and im-
prove working conditions. One
New York Times writer, in his
sympathy for the plight of em-

ployers now annoyed by the “mad-.

deningly contrary and irrational”
“average dock-walloper,” lets the
cat out of the bag:

"Leading shipping companies
who have been dealing with Joe
Ryan and his ILA for many years,"
he writes, "shudder to think what
would happen if the Ryan hier-
archy were overthrown to be re-
placed by men with less control of
the hot-headed opinionated and
stubborn sea-lawyers and salt-
water politicians who make up the
Ecstern seaboard’'s waterfront la-
bor force. They contend that the
New York waterfront has had a
relatively good labor record in
the past despite the present gen-
eral sense of perpetual upset."

And racketeering has been part
and parcel of these “good rela-
tions,” fleecing the longshoreinen

-through all sorts of kick-back

angles. For the first weeks of the
strike, the daily press was apt to
point out that mobsters were in
control of just those piers that
remained at work. This is being
forgotten. It is now suggested,
not too subtly, that the vast ma-
jority of longshoremen are eager
to get back to their jobs but are
kept away by the threats of a
“tiny minority.”

treatment which the UAW re-
ceived in Washington is toned
down. In point of fact, the UAW
men were handled as if they were
members of the Communist Paxty,
They were talked to nicely at
first, but then came the mailed
fist, the ultimatums, the refusals
to answer legitimate questions.

Last ‘week we raised the ques=
fion of Reuther's covering up for
his . presidential candidate. This
week it is certainly clear that the
UAW is decisively interested in
saving Truman's face at the ex-
pense of necessary union interests.
The UAW's letter itself confirms
that "all the pressures of govern-
ment were directed against the
workers and their union™ in this
case. Yet it entrusts the settiement
to this same government!

It is about time the labor move- -

ment started to think about the
fate of free collective bargaining, ~
It is time that the issue of getting
off the government boards, where
labor serves merely as window

dressing, be raised once again. To

continue to function within the
present confines of the WSB
means that the workers will not
get what they are really entitled
to.

This stock argument of strike-
breakers met its test on Novem=
ber 3 when picket lines and mass
demonstrations were abandoned
for the day. Yet there was not the
slightest hint of a mass. back-to-
work movement, . T - £
ONE FACT LEAKS

The strikers demand a 25 cents
per hour wage increase, a rise
that would pierce Wage Stabiliza-
tion Board ceilings. It was this
demand that precipitated the
strike but in the background is a
mounting dissatisfaction with the
Ryan administration and a grow-
ing insistence on cleaning racket-
eering out of the industry ane
the union. +

Ryan contends that a coast-
wide referendum of ILA members
ratified an agreement with the
shipping association providing for
a 10 cent increase, that his con-
tract is now in effect, and that the
strike is-a violation of its provi-
sions. But the strikers refuse to
recognize the validity of the con-
tract, insist that the referendum
vote was fraudulent, and demand
a reopening of negotiations. This
last demand is the key to the pres-
ent stage of the strike. Both Ryan
and the shippers refuse to renego-
tiate. '

The first action of the state fact=
finding board has been to probe
into the question of the disputed
referendum and some facts are al-
ready out. Louis Waldman, attor-
ney for the Ryon group, has al-
ready testified that out of some
65,000 Atlantic Coast ILA mems-

“bers, only 24,315 were eligible to

vefte! And of these, he contends,
15,449 votes: and of these votes,
he says, 11,083 were for the con-
tract and 4,336 against. Even on
the basis of this pro-Ryan argu-
mentation, it is clear that the top
officialdom does not even claim
that a majority of the membership
voted for the contract.

The strikers insist that 30,000 *
men were eligible to vote and that
only about 10000 were actually
permitted to do so; that men who
came to cast their ballots against
the contract were told by ofﬁcials,’
“You have already voted”; that
the final count reported by the
Ryan group was falsified.

The clinching argument, how-
ever, is the strike itself. The ma-
jority of longshoremen in the Port
of New York have been on strike
for three weeks. It is hard to ex-
plain that away.

.!!
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Yugoslavs Try to Use Prestig

By RICHARD TROY

The reports on the recent “Con-
ference for Peace and Interna-
tional Cooperation” held in Zag-
reb, Yugoslavia, once again re-
mind us that the sturm und drang
period of Yugoslav Titoism has
definitely passed. What was dis-
played was a new high in the
Tito regime’s development of its
pro-Western orientation in the
cold war.

As such, it was another shock
for socialist elements (especially
in Europe) whose illusiond about
the “revolutionary” nature of
Titoism had been mounting up to
the outbreak of the Korean war,
and who expected a democratic-
socialist and internationalist de-
velopment, LABOR ACTION, as
its readers know, set out to com-
bat these illusions, analyzing the
regime’s social and political char-
acter as—in brief — “national-
Stalinism.” In line with the na-
tional interests of its own ruling
bureaucracy, the Yugoslav state
is following the line today which,
in its time, led the Moscow Stal-
inist bureaucracy to seek an alli-
ance with Anglo-American capi-
talism (against the threat of Hit-
ler Germany) in the days of
People’s-Frontism in the late '30s.

Between the break with Moscow

U.S. Backs Stand
On Iran Crisis

Of 0il Cartel

"Despite - carefully-planned re-
ports to the contrary, the inside
fact is that the State Depariment,
throughout the talks with ‘Mossa-
degh, has been #rying to pressure
him into doing busines with the
British oil trust that Iran has offi-
cially repudiated. That is, the State
Department is attempting to put
over a deal for the British that
they couldn't put over themselves.

“This was admitted by Assistant
Secretary of State George McGhee
at a private conference with offi-
gials of the International Cooper-
dtive Petroleum Association.

McGhee, a one-time oilman him-
self, Las been handling the nego-
tiations with Mossadegh since
Secretary Acheson’s departure
for the Paris conference of the
United Nations. The ICPA offi-.
cials met with McGhee in an ef-
fort to win State Deptartment
backing for their plan to solve the
explosive Iranian oil erisis.

“‘Our proposal is that a co-
operative, in which a number of
countries participate, should be
organized to handle Iranian oil,’
explained Howard A. Cowden,
Kansas City, secretary-treasurer
of ICPA. ‘We know definitely that
Premier Mossadegh is very inter-
ested in this idea, and we have
reason to believe he is willing to
accept it if it is approved by the
State Department.’

“‘That cooperative proposition
is completely out of the question,’
declared McGhee. ‘If Iran wantg
to settle this controversy, she will
have to deal either with Anglo-
Iranian Oil Company or Royal
Dutch Shell Company.’

“*Why, that is exactly what the
international oil cartel is demand-
ing,’ exclaimed Cowden in sur-
prise. ‘Mossadegh couldn’t agree
to anything like that. Surely you
know that. It would be suicide for
him to do so. Anglo-Iranian and
Royal Dutch Shell are the two
companies that Iran is fighting

~and has kicked out of the coun-
Ytry.? .

-¢ “Nevertheless,” replied Me-
Ghee, ‘that is the situation and
that is what we are insisting on.’

“‘You mean the State Depart-
ment is doing that?

“McGhee nodded affirmatively.”

—Robert S. Allen
N. Y. Post, Nov. 6.

propagandists

in 1948 and the present stage, Bel-
grade went through a period of
posing as an independent half-
way house between East and
West. But there was and is noth-
ing in the ideology of its national-
Stalinism which could give such a
course a solid political basis in
socialist principles.

YUGOSLAV LINE

The rapid shift (i.e., its pro-
Western slant) which Belgrade
have undergone
bears this out. In fact, little in
recent Stalinist history illustrates
with such luecidity the wholly
demagogic character of Stalinist
“ideology” as the about-face shift
which Titoist propaganda on for-
eign policy has taken in the past
three years.

It is not much of an exaggeration
to say that in no country in the
world today does the United States
side of the cold war get a better
press than in Yugoslavia. This
seems phenomenal, but it is quite
true. In its own restrained but per-
sistent way the Yugoslav press jus-
tifies, or at least fails to criticize,
almost every move of American
foreign policy. The whitewashing
techniques which it once developed
for the description of the imperial-
ism of Moscow it now employs for
the imperialism of the United
States. For example, it is vigorous-
ly denied by the Yugoslavs that
the United States attempts to dom-
inate in its relations #o smaller
countries; the American policy in
Korea, even Iran, is defended, efc.

Thus the Zagreb conference
was really only the latest and full-
est development in this trend. To
this conference were invited a
motley none- too - distinguished
crowd of neutralists and' anti-
Stalinists from most Western na-
tions. The stated intention was to
discuss medns of seeking peace
and international harmony. But
like many other “peace confer-
ences” of recent notoriety, it ap-
peared, as we shall see, that many
other motives prevailed.

STATE DEPT.'S FINGER

On exactly whose initiative the
conference was called it is diffi-
cult to determine. Formally, of
course, the agencies of the Yugo-
slav government were responsible
for the conference; there has been
an official Yugoslav “peace” or-
ganization jogging along for some
yvears, and this seemed to be the

culmination of its efforts.

But there is some evidence
along other lines. In the first
place, the actual proceedings of
the conference suggested to the
careful observer that the United
States might have had a hand in
it: The aim of many of the Amer-
ican-Yugoslav speeches certainly
fits in with present American
goals in Europe. In addition,
Philip Mosely, the State Depart-
ment expert dn Yugoslavia, at-
tended and played a prominent
role.

In the second place, the New

. Leader ran an editorial this week

in which it said that the idea of the
conference was “projected here."
It also referred to parleys held in
New York between prominent
anti-Communists” and Yugosiav of-
ficials on which the conference was
supposed to have been based.

The New Leader was, apparent-
ly, disappointed in the results of
their efforts since the Yugoslav
government would not let in cer-
tain  “prominent anti-Commu-
nists” (Koestler, Burnham, ete.).
However, in any case, whether the
initiative came from New York,
Washington, or Belgrade, there
was likely a great deal of collah-
oration between the three in the
planning of the show.

JUDAS-GOAT ROLE

And the conference itself cer-
tainly made it look so. ‘It was at
this' conference that Yugoslavia
made its most significant pro-
Washington commitment up to
this point; its role throughout the
entire conference was to attempt
to convince the various ‘“neutral-
ist” tendencies represented at
Zagreb that, in the present
world crisis “neutrality was,” in
their words, “a snare and a delu-
sion.” The chief Yugoslay dele-
gate, Vidmar, defended the North
Atlantic Pact as the “inevitable
reaction” of the Western powers
to Russian dmperialism; he of-
fered up no ecriticisms of that
“reaction.” He pleaded with the
delegates to abandon their neu-
tralist illusions and (it appears)
follow the example of his govern-
ment: Side with the West.

Thus the role of Yugeslavia be-
comes clear. The New Leader put

it concisely. Yugoslavia, at present,

has a certain "radical” aura about
it and therefore enjoys a certain
prestige among neutralists and
their like, a prestige which the
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United States obviously lacks. For-
merly Yugoslavia had attempted
to capitalize on this small follow-
ing by building cadres for the sup-
port of its own international pol-
icy; today it exploits this prestige
to help the American camp. I+ was
hoped that the rejection of any
sort of neutralism on the part of
the former leader of neutralist
pelitics would stimulate others #o
take the same course: "If Tito
can't hold out, why, then. .. ."

That the State Department
might well have had considerable
interest in promoting such a con-
ference can easily be seen.

As an arm of Tito’s foreign
policy, then, the conference had
some meaning; as a mobilization
of forces for “peace,” it was not
much less of a farce than the kind
organized by Moscow’s agents on
their own side of the cold war.

PEACE-MONGERING

The N. Y, Times correspondent
Handler reported:

“The Yugoslavs have let it be
known in the corridors that they
believe that all delegates would
be well advised to avoid raising
the concrete controversial nation-
al and international issues of the

day and to confine themselves to -

a discussion of the principles of
peace. , , .”

The reduction of 'peace-mon-
gering” to the absurd could scarce-
ly go much further than in #his
divbrcement of .the “principles of
peace” from any discussion of "the

concrete controversial national
and international issues of the
day.”

But it seems that in spite of
these corridor directives, the for-
eign neutralists raised a bhit of a
rumpus. While it goes without
saying that Russian imperialism
was denounced” from all sides,
U. S. policy also was under fire
again and again. Tt got so bhad at
cne point, complains the New
Leader, that the Yugoslavs, -in
embarrassment, had to get up and
defend their benefactor Washing-

ton. The attacks provoked Mosely
and Gilbert Harrison, the repre-
sentatives of the American Veter-
ans Committee, to make a number
of flag-waving speeches.

In addition to the scanty at-
tendance, this inability entirely to
eontrol the anti-Western speeches
is what perhaps led the Times, as
well as Coblentz of the N. Y.
Herald Tribune and the New
Leader, to term the conference a
great failure—even in their eyes.

This, in brief, was the confer-
ence, No program or ideas which
might arouse the European mas-
ses were put forth; no new ideas
on the launching of a demoeratic
struggle against Stalinism were
advanced. The Europeans heard
the somewhat familiar call for all
anti-Communists to gather under
the banner of the Stars and
Stripes for the coming crusade;
everything . was subordinated to
this. It was, then, no surprise that
neither Mosely nor Vidmar roused
any enthusiasm among their ad-
versaries at the conference. And
Yugoslavia's “ideological” capital
among KEuropean radicals wvan-
ished further,

Grave Decision

The OPS has exempted tomb-
stones from price controls. It
claims that they are of “insignifi-
cant importance” to the cost of
living. '

®

What Europeans?

From a United Press dispatch
datelined Paris:

“An American feels mighty fine
here with a couple of 50 dollar
bills tucked in his

St S T —ﬂ——f—r-"-'—',"—r—-!-w—ﬁ:

TITO'S “PEACE” OUTFIT FLOPS:
e to Whitewash U.S.

118 emereency ..
pocket. [W. Averill] Harriman

has about 5,650,000,000 ~ dollars
for Europe. And the Europeans
want money in any amount. They
want money more than they want
peace, in a manner of speaking.”
—N. Y. Post, Nov. 6.

MAX SHACHTMAN'S TOUR

The national speaking tour of
Max Shachtman, national chair-
man of the Independent Socialist
League, has begun with a series
of meetings in Buffalo, New York.
Shachtman, editor of The New
International, will cover the ma-
jor cities from coast to coast
speaking on “The Struggle for
World Power” and “The Elections
in Great Britadin.”

‘In Buffalo, Shachtman spoke on
“The Struggle for World Power,”
He will also speak on this subject
in Pittsburgh, Cleveland, Chicago
and on the West Coast. He will
speak on the British elections in
Chicago and Berkeley. Arrange-
ments have been made®or him to
speak at Stanford University un-
der sponsorship of the Student
World Federalists. R

Reports on these meetings will
appear regularly in the columns
of LABOR ACTION.

BUFFALQ, Nov. 4—Max Shacht-
man, national chairman of the
Independent Socialist League,
Successfully launched his current
national tour at a public meeting
in Buffalo yesterday.

Shachtman’s analysis * of the
present “Struggle for World
Power” was favorably received
by the mixed audience of workers
and students. A sizable propor-
tion of the audience heard Shacht-
man elaborate the ISL position on
the war for the first time. They
expressed their interest in the
League by asking varied and per-
tinent questions during thg time

While on tour Shachtman will
discuss questions of war policy
with branches of the ISL. These
discussions will relate to material
which appeared in the three re-
cent issues of The New Interna-
tional.

..Tour schedules for the East are
now completed and are included
in the following listings:

Buffalo ... ... . Nov. 2:4
Pittsburgh ... ... Nov. 5:6
Cleveland ... .. ... .Nov. 7-8
Detroit ... ... Nov. 9-11
Chicago ..................... Nov. 12.14
Seattle ... ... Nov. 15, 16, 17 & 18
Odakland ........ Nov. 20, 21, 22 & 23
Los Angeles ... Nov, 24, 25 & 26
Newark .. ... Dec. 14
Philadelphia ................ . Dec. 16
Reading ... . . Dec. 15 or 17
New York ........................ To be set

Buffalo Hears Shachtman c;n War

allotted for that purpose, by buy-
ing subscriptions to LABOR AC-
TION and the New International,
and by contributing funds to help
defray the expenses of Comrade
Shachtman’s tour.

A distinctive feature of the
meeting was the fact that all but
two or three of the original audi-
ence stayed on well into the night
discussing the political issues
raised. When the mieeting did
finally break up long after mid-
night a good section of the audi-
ence organized a spontaneous
house party which lasted tilL
ql:norning.- :
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The
ISL Program

in Brief

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

Capitalism cannot be reformed or

liberalized, by any Fair Deal or other

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

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

These two camps of capitalism and
Stalinism are today at each other's

throats in a world-wide imperialist ri-

valry for domination. This struggle can
only lead to the most frightful war in
history so long as the people leave the
capitalist and Stalinist rulers in power.
Independent Socialism stands for build-
ing and strengthening the Third Camp
of the people against both war blocs.

The ISL, as a Marxist movement,
looks to the working class and its ever-
present struggle as the basic progres-

__siye force in society. The ISL is organ-

ized to spread the ideas of socialism in
the labor movement and among all
other sections of the people.

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

- other progressive policies.

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

INTERESTED?

Get

acquainted

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

New York 11, N. Y.

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

O I want to join the ISL.

~ VISHINSKY:
A Stalinist Success Story

From the current issue of The Challenge, bulletin of the Associ-
ation of Former Political Prisoners of Soviet Labor Camps, we ex-
cerpt the following notes by Nilsky on the early biography of Andrey

Vishinsky, the present Russian foreign minister. The author begins

by recalling the speech made by Vishinsky in Tula in 1918 denouncing
the Bolsheviks for dictatorship and violence. Later this Menshevik
orator became one of the careerists who erawled onto the bandwagon,
first making a public appearance as a prosecutor in the early trial of
the SRs (Socialist-Revolutionaries). Nilsky's sketch continues—

For this “wet business” [Russian underworld slang for murder]
the small-town lawyer Andrey Yanuarovich was rewarded with the
post of-rector of the First Moscow University. In this job, forgotten
by all, He remained until 1928. Here, assuming the role of theoretician,
he concocted a little book About Communism, filling it with quota-
tions from everywhere. But instead of fame and a career, the book
brought him the wrath of his masters and a severe spanking. After
that Vishinsky was silent for a long time. He introduced in his univer-
sity a course in eriminal prosecution, but his lectures were dull and
the classes were always empty. His flat, pallid phrases produced no
response in the hearers except fatigue. The students ignored and de-
spised him,

It was revolting to see the man humbly toadying to the student
members of the University Partburo (Party Bureau), or currying
favor like a lackey with Krylenko, Poshukanis, Stuchko and other
important Communist personages of the time who lectured at the
university. )

The students called him "the red-haired lackey.” He kept his nick-
name until the scandal that ended his university career. '

It is characteristic that not only the non-partisan students, but
also the party members held their “rector” im contempt, consistently
defeating his candidacy in elections to the party bureau of the uni-
versity. On these occasions Vishinsky tearfully reminded his hearers
how he had helped to bring about the bloody sentences at the trial of
the Socialist-Revolutionaries. But this repelled them even more; out-
cries were heard from the audience: “Why don’t you tell how you
attacked the Bolsheviks in Tula, lickspittle!”

In one of his speeches at the university in 1927, Vishinsky said:
“Communism is a piece of roast pork and a pair of good boots.” In
reply, there were shouts, “That’s a huckster’s Communism! Go to
Okhotny Ryad!” [A market in Moscow.] The audience clapped, whis-
tled, shouted, and did not let Vishinsky continue.

LITERALLY KICKED UPSTAIRS .

At the end of 1927 Vishinsky again attracted attention. It was at-

the height of the struggle against the so-called Trotskyist opposition.
A discussion meeting was being held in the university’s largest

auditorium. The Central Committee’s line was represented by. Yaro-

slavsky, the opposition by another member of the Central Committee,
Rakovsky. Yaroslavsky was hooted down at the meeting and not
allowed to speak. The students clearly supported Rakovsky and car-
ried him out to the car on their shoulders, singing the Internationale.

At this moment the rector of the l.ln'iqerfii-y. Vishinsky, in plain sight

‘of the thousands of students assembled there (many of them were non-

partisan), placed his fingers in his mouth and began fo whistle [Russian
equivalent for booing.] He obviously was trying fo provoke a scandal,
and his attempt succeeded, but in an unexpected direction. The students
nearest him threw themselves upon him and beat him up. At first they
slapped his face, and when he fell, they kicked him with their feet.
Without his eyeglasses, which he had lost in the shufflle, with a bloody
nose, urged on by kicks, Yishinsky crawled on all fours to get away from
the crowd of angry students.

On the following days, whenever he appeared at the university,
the students shouted at him: “Whistler! Hooligan! Red-haired lackey!”
The indignation of the students was so great that Vishinsky began to

" hide himself, afraid to appear in public, and the district committee

of the party was obliged to punish him for discrediting himself as
rector. Soon he was removed altogether.

However, Andrey Yanuarovich attained his purpose—he attracted
the attention of high party dignitaries. He was, you see, “a staunch
Stalinist,” persecuted and beaten up by the opposition—a “victim.”
Vishinsky was appointed Zavglavproforb and Zamnarkompros (Chief
of the Department of Professional Education and Viee-People’s Com-
missar of Education).

Soon afterwards the Communists fabricated the Shakhtinsk case,
in which a number of engineers and others were accused of sabotage.
Vishinsky presided over the Special Collegium of the Supreme Court
which tried the case and again pleased the Kremlin. More trials fol-
lowed. This time Vishinsky appeared as prosecutor of the “bloody
dogs” Kamenev, Zinoviev, Rykov, Bukharin, .Pyatakov, and others.
Again 'he pleased his masters, an officious, cringing flunkey who did
not even trouble to mask his function, capable of earrying out the
dirties and most terrible assignments without a second thought.

It was not by chance that Stalin entrusted the organization and
“legalization” of the murder of the basic cadres of old Bolsheviks to
the erstwhile anti-Bolshevik Vishinsky. Stalin is an expert in “wet
business.”
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tion: economic stagnation.

able” economic situation:

After some discussion of the fact that “the
mechanism of representative democracy is in
rather poor working order,” Liithy, a Swiss po-
litical writer, gets down to the nub of his ques-

“Why is it morally and almost physically
impossible for the French workingman—taking
him as the ‘typical’ Communist adherent, though
quite different social categories are also in the
party following—to vote for a party other than

" ‘the Communists? The answer is readily forth-
coming: The Communist voter has no other way
of registering his demand for change except to
go to the other extreme and plump for De Gaulle
—a leap which many accomplished in the ex-
traordinarily ecritical situation in the autumn
of 1947, but which under normal circumstances
is too great. All the other parties stand in de-
fense of the status quo, even if against their
will, as in the case of the Socialists. And the
blunt, key fact is that this status quo is morally
intolerable or physically unbearable for mil-
lions of Frenchmen, for whom it means stagna-
tion and atrophy.” (Italics in original.)

One item from his review of the “unbear-

“All the victory bulleting of the Finance
Ministry and of the Monnet Plan are glad tid-
ings for those newspaper readers who find the
going tolerable. But for the French wage earner,
they are a standing provocation. He hears that
France has reached its best pre-war standard

READING from LEFT to RIGHT

WHY FIVE MILLION FRENCHMEN YOTE COMMU-
NIST, by Herbert Lithy.—~Commentary, Septem-

serves another.

and_he gven helieves it when he sees the well-
stocked shops. But he is far more aware of an-
other set:of official statistics, which tell him that
the average French salary has gone up only
twelvefold since 1938 while the cost of living
has inereased 23-fold. This salary keeps body
and soul together, that is, he has enough to eat;
but shoes have become a luxury which he can
scarcely afford. Housing? In Paris alone, 35,000
families of three, four or more persons live in a
four-walled space, in single hotel rooms, or in
some sublet maid’s room under the eaves. Yet
not a house in Paris was destroyed by the war!
.. . If there is no radical change, Paris will be
a city of ruins in 20 years.

“In-short, though the economy is at. full em-
ployment and maximum productivity, the eco-
nomic prpduet of this full employment economy
seems in some mysterious way to be volatilized
before ever reaching the consumer and without
doing any visible good to the country. What else
can the French worker assume than that an evil
confederacy, whieh he calls ‘capitalism,’ is skim-
ming off the wealth of the nation and stealthily.,
gobbling it up?”

Liithy himself does not believe any such
“demagogic oversimplification” about capital-
ism, counterposing “American pattern” capital-
ism to the French variety. But then he" also
seefns to:thimk he is refuting the “oversimplifi-
cation” when he writes: “It is a gross and dan-
gerous error to suppose that the trouble lies
with a handful of ‘big captialists’—the ‘“trusts’
or ‘200 families.’” One oversimplification de-

By MEL HACKER

The violent Cicero riots, in
which a Negro family was pre-
vented from moving into an all-
white community, are not a new
phénomena in American life. They-
reflect a long-standing class and
caste bias against minority and
lower socio-economic groups in
America as well as the acute
housing shortage. '

Charles Abrams, public-housing
cuthority, suggests that from these
conditions the idea of the “pure,
homogenous neighborhood" arese.
There was accompanying resent-
ment against the "ignorant Finns,”
"dirty Russians,” the undesirable
Jews, Negroes, South Europeans
and Asians.

With the growth of our suburbs
after 1920, racial zoning laws be-
came popular, but they were soon
declared unconstitutional by the
Supreme Court. However, federal
housing officials still followed the
policy that a family should never
live near those with “a higher or
lower income scale than its own”
or with those of another color,
-race or nationality. A mixed con-
dition would ereate instability and
would “depress property values.”

THEORY OF THE "ELITE"

The real-estate ‘“national code
of ethies” pledged that realtors
would “never be instrumental in
introducing into a neighborhood
members of any race or national-
ity whose presence would clearly

" be detrimental to property values

in the neighborhood.” Violation of
this code meant expulsion.

The Federal Housing Administra-
tion of 1935 accepted these theo-
ries and encouraged the use of ra-
cidl restrictive covenants to keep
out “incompatible racial elements.”
It even lamented that the children
of the more "elite'” might be com-
pelied to attend school with pupils
of a lower level of society.

The Home Loan Bank System
also approved this rasict policy,
with the argument that “bad
money drives out the good.” It
also advocated racial restrictive
covenants to bar minorities from
building in America’s expanding
suburbs. These covenants soon
covered most of our cities. Only
in 1948 were these agreements
declared unconstitutional.

Meanwhile the puffed-up spec-
ter of “knife-carrying Negroes”
invading ‘“American” communi-

THE FIGHT FOR DEMOCRACY

ON THE HOME FRONT

ties, the Chicago and Detroit
housing riots, the use by the Com-
munist Party of the racial issue,
and American middle-class squea-
mishness and conservatism re-
garding social problems: encour=.
aged a civic hush-hush -attitude
toward these ugly problems,

CHANGING THE PATTERN

The Cook County and Detroit
riots were therefore no localized
affairs. They refleet the social
pattern of “homogeneity” in our
neighborhoods and the anti-racial
indoctrination backed from 1935-
1949 by federal sanction. The

more specific in prescribing bail-
fixing procedures.

At the same time, the high
court upheld a lower-court ruling
that persons who “maliciously”

‘give false information to the FBI

may be sued for libel. In thus
making informers subject to the
same laws as ordinary human be-
ings, the court had to reject the
determined attempt by FBI chief
J. Edgar Hoover to accord them
a privileged status of immunity.
The Justice Department argued
that such a ruling might disrupt
the federal “loyalty” program
and “seriously hamper” other ac-

Cook County jurymen felt that gtivities.

they were acting for their com-
munity. Many of its citizens,
much of its press, police, official-
dom backed them.

A full-scale drive to alter segre-
gation policies must strike at the
heart of American economic and
social patterns. A meaningful- hous-
ing program will run afoul of our
war economy, the vested inferests
of large realty corporations, the
tenacious hold that segregation
has upon people in our insecurity-
ridden and class-ridden capitalist
society.

Mixed housing projects, pro-
grams of action by union and
civic groups on the community
level and political-economic action
on a national level can lead the
way toward a solution of the na-
tional disgrace of segregated
housing and living.

Two decisions of the Supreme
Court on November 5 called ‘a halt
to what even the majority of the
court considered excesses in the
government’s vicious conduct of
its witchhunt. One denounced the
high bail set for the most reeent
batch of arrested CP leaders. This
had been set as high as $100,000
for William Schneiderman, later
reduced to $50,000.

Pointing out that the  govern-
ment justified this unconstitution-

ally "excessive bail” ‘only by rei’

ferring to the bail-jumping of oth-
er CP leaders, it said that:"Such
conduct would inject into our own
system the very principles 'of to-
tolitarianism" which the laws are
supposed to guard against In a
separate opinion Justices Frank-
furter and Jackson went further to
propose that the court should be

3
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The State Commission Against
Discrimination and the Seafarers
International Union (AFL) have
announced that the union had
agreed to end all diserimination
in its treatment of Negro seamen.

[ 3

Ohio’s art teachers became the
first group in the state to cancel
a meeting at Ohio State Univer-
sity because of the Board of Trus-
tees’ “gag rule” on outside speak-
ers. The art teachers stated:

“Although the committee in no
way feared that any of its partici-
pants would not be acceptable, it
viewed such an infringement on
free discussion with extreme con-
cern. The committee expresses the
hope that this ruling will be re-
scinded and- that the facilities of
Ohio State University may again
be freely available to professional
and educational organizations in
the state.”

The Cleveland Press editorial-
ized: “. .. a great educational in-
stitution has closed its doors to
new ideas, makes a mockery of
intellectual freedom and reduces
its president to a servile ecen-
sor. . ..” The Ohio Association of
University Professors is now in-
vestigating the condition of aca-
demic freedom at Ohio State Uni-
versity.

WEEK by WEEK...

LABOR ACTION screens and
analyzes the week's news,
discusses the current prob-
lems of labor and seclallsm.

A sub is only $2 a year!
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Re Journdlistic Morality: A Letter to ‘ADA World’

By DON HARRIS

In the September issue of the ADA World, the following item ap-
{’eil;?d on the student news page, entitled sarcastically, “Sweezyites
et.

“*In most cases today liberals on the campus, assuming a petty-
bqurgems radicalism, will not act without the Stalinists if they
will act at all." So states a member of the Socialist Youth League
in the Sept. 10 issue of LABOR ACTION. Writing on a desirable
‘United-front Policy with Student Stalinists, the SYLer urges
united action with Communists and fellow travelers because ‘If
you keep mum, totally ineffective liberals may find themselves in
control and unable, normally, to handle the situation.’

“Intreducing a new Godfather, the SYLer continues, ‘In fact,
where a coalition is involved, I have found the Sweezyites especially
useful as allies in preventing liberals from taking over. The latter
ns_ually botch things up, a la California, by succumbing to compro-
mises and palliatives. The run-of-the-mill liberal is far more dan-
gerous in a position of authority than the Stalinist. . . .’

“['.I‘he above writer does not represent SYL’s official view on
organizational relationships.—Ed.?”

This week, the following letter was sent to the editor of the ADA
World, together with a request that it be printed in a forthcoming issue.

L ]

J November 8, 1951
Editor, ADA World: ;

In your September issue, an item appeared entitled “Sweezyites
_Yei:” which conveys somewhat of a wrong impression about the Social-
ist Youth League, as the result, mainly, of a factual error. We are sure
you will be willing to print this correction.

The item in question consists mainly of quotations from LABOR
AC'_I‘ION’s Youth and Student Corner, which is edited by the SYL.
While we were glad to note-that in brackets beneath you report that
the quoted remarks do not represent the SYL’s official point of view,
the fact that the writer is described as a member of the SYL implies
that his views have some standing in our organization.

’T‘he fact is, as there was no reason to assume otherwise, that the
writer whom you quoted is not a member of the SYL nor do his views
on organizational relationships have any support among our member-
ship. Aside from this, however, the form in which you present the quo-
tations omits mention of two relevant facts.

_ First, the quotations ave from a letter written for the purpose of
disagreeing with the policy of SYL set forth in an earlier article. This
article argued that student socialists must, in relation to the different
forms of campus Stalinism seek to “isolate them politically and or-
ganizationally to the end of having them democratically ousted.” By
fa.lling to state this as the SYL’s position, your readers are left only
with the impression created by quotations from an exponent of the
policy of “peaceful collaboration” with Stalinoid tendencies, .

Second, the letter from which your quotations were taken was an-
swered in the very same issue, by the editor of the Youth and Student
Corner, i.e., an official spokesman for the SYL’s official point of view.
In answer to one of the very sentences you quote, he wrote “that . . . is
sheer political fiction that,provides the basig for a capitulation to
Stalinism.” .

The Socialist Youth League has no objections to the ADA World
reporting differences of opinion that are aired in the pages of LABOR
ACTION. When you do so, however, we would request that enough
of the relevant facts be presented so that your readers will not suffer
wrong impressions created by incomplete reporting.

Sincerely,

Socialist Youth League

Don Harris, National Secretary
° .

Since the student news page of the ADA World is edited by

Students for Democratic Action (SDA), and SDA generally avoids
a.ll mention of the SYL, we were somewhat surprised to see the men-
tion of LABOR ACTION and the SYL in the columns of the World.
'I:he fact that such an item did appear immediately raises thé ques-
tlton as to why the SDA wanted to go out of its way to take a crack
at us.

Certainly the issue they chose was particularly inappropriate, and the
manner downright malicious. Only by putting in a bracketed disclaimer
to the effect that "officially” the SYL does not hold the position they
quote do they manage to escape being-charged with deliberate misin.
formation. Obviously, the whole purpose of reprinting the more violent
attacks on liberals made by LABOR ACTION's correspondent is to com-
vince SDA members that SYLers, or at least some of them, regard liberals
as people who "usually botch things up . . . by succumbing to compro-
mises and palliatives,” and hence who must be led around by Stalinists
or so:iqlists-workiag-in-colluboralioa-wifh-Sfdﬁnisls-und-Swee:yifes.

The SYL's Position

Anybody who read the original exchange in LABOR ACTION
(and this includes the person who wrote the World piece) knows what
the position of the SYL is toward liberals as compared with Stalinists.
Similarly, our attitude toward working with Stalinists is well known.
As our critic quoted, we wrote that in relation to various forms of
campus Stalinism, in working to build united fronts, socialists must
“isolate them politically and organizationally to the end of having
them democratieally ousted.”

The SYL position, then, is clear and unequivocal. And it is Iudi-
crous for the SDA in the ADA World or elsewhere, to impute that it
is anything different, or imply that SYLers generally unite with
Stalinists or Stalinoids against liberal forces. Too many people know
about the role the SYL played in the New York Conference for De-
mocracy and Education, about our role in the Brooklyn College fight
against the suspension of Vanguard, the anti-loyalty-oath fight in
California, ete. %

What SDA avoids, by failing to present the SYL’s true position,
is (1) a discussion of its own position with regards working in united
fronts which include Stalinists, and (2) its attitude toward united
fronts which include the SYL. The SDA shies away from any issue
or cause which the Stalinists sponsor or promote. The SYL, on the
other hand, is willing to work in broad united-front committees which
include Stalinists, even while seeking to have them ousted by vote of
the t_najority. In other words, the SYL is willing to engage in a
political struggle against the Stalinists, in addition to engaging in
oranizational combinations against them.

NEW YORK | S

SYL Friday Forum

“THE LONELY CROWD"—A Review
Speaker: STAN GREY

Friday, NOVEMBER 16, at 9 p.m.

LABOR ACTION HALL, 114 West 14 Street

THE NEW YORK SOCIALIST YOUTH LEAGUE PRESENTS A CLASS ON

THE POLITICS OF INDEPENDENT SOCIALISM

SUNDAY EVENINGS AT 8 P.M. BEGINNING NOVEMBER 18

1 .
November 18 '
The Scientific Interpretation of History
(Historical Materialism)

Discussion Leader

JACK MAXWELL

2
November 25

The World We Didn't Make

Discussion Leader

ANNE RUSSELL

3
December 2

Leviathan in Crisis
g Discussion Leader

JACK MAXWELL

- -
December 9
Stalinism: The Road to 1984

Discussion Leader

GERTRUDE BLACKWELL

5
December 16
The Way to Freedom

Discussion Leader

- PHYLLIS HOFFMAN

&
December 23

Democracy and the New Society
Discussion Leader -

HAL DRAPER

7
December 30

The War We Needn't Have

Discussion Leader

JULIE FALK

8
January 6

Where to Begin
- Discussion Leader

JACK MAXWELL

AT LABOR ACTION HALL, 114 WEST 14 STREET, NEW YORK CITY

-
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LABOR ACTION

. Diagnosis for the Lahor Bureaucracy:

Fortune Magazine Sees Hardening of the Arteries

By WALTER JASON

The anxiety displayed in union circles, notab-
ly the United Automobile Workers (CIO), when
-anyone mentions the two significant articles pub-
lished in Fortune magazine on the status of labor
and labor leaders in America today, suggests that
the author, Daniel Bell, made some rather -telling
points in his candid analysis. To be sure, the very
publication itself of any serious analysis of labor
is a form of criticism of labor’s hierarchy, which
never permits it within the union movement.
Bell knows the labor movement well, and in
his articles cannot be dismissed with the evasive
remark, “Well after all, Fortune is a business
magazine—what do you expect?”’ as some of the
apologists for the labor bureaucracy insist.
The clever if somewhat #ongue-in-cheek

-standard by which Bell judges the labor move-

ment does have a certain nasty tone, but then
the labor leaders do leave themselves wide open
for precisely this kind of attack.

In his first article entitled “The Language of
Labor” in the September issue of Fortune, Bell
seeks to answer the question “Why does the un-
ion movement still use ‘violent rhetoric’?”

He writes: “Labor talked as if it were still
a-weak minority. It talked as if it were politically
helpless before a marauding business class, as if
its living standards were constantly under at-
tack, as if its own small voice were the only
defender of the national interest against the
greed of special interests.” -

What Bell then points out is that such an at-
titude does not flow from the yardstick of meas-
urement which every labor reporter hears re-
peated ad nauseam at every union convention
including the forthcoming CIO convention.

Double Standard

Bell says: “Labor had come a long way by

- 205%=The-signs of its success were self-evident:

almost every major industry in the U. S. was
unionized, and in many the ‘union shop,’ the hall-
mark of security, had been achieved. Labor’s
forebodings that after World War II industry
would ‘break’ unionism were unrealized; in fact
the contrast between managerial attitudes of
1919 and 1951 was itself a measure of the dis-
tance achieved. Labor leaders were eagerly wel-
comed on civic boards, community chests, and
patriotic organizations; in many instances the
wealthier labor organizations were constantly
importuned for financial contributions—surely a
flattering indication of having arrived. A grow-
ing number of union leaders had come to sport,
with academic éclat, the gown and secarlet hood
of honorary degrees. And finally, scores of
Yyounger union officials were serving with distine-
tion in ECA missions and as labor attachés in
American embassies throughout the world.

“This fact of power and achievement was the
reality.”

_Now the contradiction which Bell suggests is
not so much one of reality, for both things are
true—labor is weak and labor has made gains.
What is involved is the fact that labor leaders
use a double standard. More precisely, they are
used to doubletalking, and this catches up with
them; for one minute they are screaming to the
world "We are being robbed!" and the next
minute they are felling the rank and file "Look
at all the great gains we made under our wonder-
ful leadership!" The nub of the matter is that the
language of labor is not, as Bell indicates, due

. mainly to the heritage of other more militant

days, as much as it is a necessary means of
"communication' between a restive, dissatisfied
and embittered rank and file and the leadership.

The Lewis Type

The classic example of this technique in mak-
ing rapprochement between the leadership and
the ranks is, of course, Walter Reuther, who is a
veritable artist at talking the radical language
of the auto workers and acting the labor states-
man in Washington.
© However, the first article, no-matter what
union leaders think, is not the sore point as much
a8 the second one which is entitled—*“Labor’s
Coming of Middle. Age,” published in the October
issue of Fortune. This -article has three major

Vrgsasiagi s

aspects. It assumes as its background the very
thing that Bell challenges in his first article,
namely, that labor is on the defensive and very
much concerned and worried about the future.

The first part of Bell’s article deals with John

L. Lewis and Walter Reuther as symbols of two -

different philosophies current in the labor move-
ment. He points out that labor has two courses
at the present time. First, the John L. Lewis
method :

“One alternative to leaning on the president
has been loudly suggested by John L. Lewis. For-
get the ‘controllers’ political mumbo-jymbo,” he

- says; rely on your own economic strength, . . .

In 1951 Lewis has been reiterating this literal,
empirical distillation of his own experience. His
advice: play the free-enterprise game the way
the rules were originally set, for the tooth and
claw of the economic jungle. ‘The tendency of
the CIO and AFL, he asserts, ‘to constantly
agree in Washington that some government
board will have the right of life and death in
every-economic sense over the 62 million work-
ers’ is intolerable. ‘That’s what the Stabilization
Board in Washington, with the long-haired col-
lege professors who work for it at $50 a day and
expenses, are trying to put over on American
labor,” he gibed.” -

Reuther in Eclipse?

As against this, he presents the ideas of Wal-
ter Reuther:

“Significantly, Lewis’ raucous bid for leader-
ship was made before an auto workers’ audience
on Walter Reuther’s home ground. More than
any other labor leader in recent times, Walter
Reuther has represented the opposite view—of
the trade union as a force for social planning.
Those who had dreamed of a liberal-left coalition

- on the style of the Brjtish Labor Party saw Reu-

ther as the coordinator of -this bloe.. To Euro-
peans, Reuther is the best-known name in Ameri-
can labor.

"Yet Reuther today is in partial eclipse. Most
other labor leaders are resentful of him, some
because of his ambition, some because of his in-
tellectualism. Public reception of recent 'Reuther
plans’ has been leaden; one, a trillion-dollar
hundred-year scheme for world economic devel-
opment, sank without a trace; a more recent
plan for putting machine-tool production on an
assembly-line basis received an equally indiffer-
ent notice. With the political climate against
him, Reuther can only sit and watchfully wait.
He has refused positions in the mobilization pro-
gram (although he nibbled at the idea of becom-
ing C. E. Wilson's assistant). His friends have
suggested his appointment to the UN delegation,
where his forensic talents might be ably em-
ployed against Mr. Malik. At the moment, Reu-
ther is in danger of becoming something very
much like the Tom Dewey of the labor move-
ment." ’

Going Bourgeois

Readers of LABOR ACTION can easily re-
call the various events in recent times which
have led to the growing unpopularity of Walter
Reuther. Certain the Lewis philosophy of “let’s
get ours, they’re getting theirs” is bound to be
more and more attractive, and in this lies the
crisis in the UAW top leadership. Actually the

. bulk of the CIO leadership, especially that around

Philip Murray, CIO president, tends to have the
Lewis philosophy, even if they are unwilling to
follow the man. No one who recalls the dramatic

Read
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actions of John L. Lewis in World War II can
underestimate what he or his idea of getting
“more” can do in the coming period. .

- The second aspect of “Labor’s Coming of
Middle Age” that makes the labor leaders ex-
tremely sensitive is Bell’s blunt analysis of the
status of the labor leadership. The crisis of the
labor movement in terms of leadership has arisen
because of the exhaustion of the left, Bell points
out. He gives three main factors as responsible
for this. “One, there is the plain fact that Amer-
ica’s labor leadership-is tired and aging, that no
new blood has appeared in the last few years.”
Along with this he points out that “the labor
leader in his social attitudes and style of life is
a member of a new class. His salary is high, he
is a public figure, he enjoys a powerful place in
society, he travels to international conferences.”
Or to use Bell's pithy phrase, “they are going
bourgeois.”

Trend to Business Unionism

“The second depressant of labor’s social con-
science has been the threat of Russian Commu-
nism. Victor Reuther prefers to work for the CIO
in Paris. Irving Brown of the AFL has also cho-
sen to stay in Europe, although as a former offi-
cial of the War Production Board he could have
been a top labor man in the mobilization. The
realities of the East-West struggle are more
exciting than the pallid issues at home. Alto-
gether, the unions have supplied thirty-one men
to the ECA labor program and many others to
the State Department labor-attaché staff.

“At the same time, the dispiriting record of
the British Labor government has left the Social-
ist wing of U. S. labor with little to cheer. Na-
tionalization has turned out to mean little changze
in the power of the unions, and it has inspired
no new élan in the ranks of the British workers.”

The third faetor is the remarkable resiliency
of the American econmomy. The siim-total effect
of this has been a marked trend toward business
unionism as the major motif of all union actions.
The dismal failure of the CIO’s political-action
program has further tended to drive labor in the
direction of concerning itself primarily if not
exclusively with wages, hours and working con-
ditions. '

-U. S. Needs a Bevan

And this is where Eell ends his analysis, Euf"™
in our opirion this is wiiere the perspective of
the union movement just bagins. In the first place,
the insistence of the business unionists, be they
John L. Lewis, Philip Murray or a conservative
section of the UAW, that labor should get "more™
indicates a sharpening of the class struggle with
more political overtones precisely because every-
thing flows to and from Washington. Necessity
more than past failures will determine labor's
political-action policies. Nor is there anything on
the social scene that indicates that the labor
leadership in America can play an essentially
passive and defensist role any more than the
British Labor Parfy was able to be defensist.

In hiS own peculiar way John L. Lewis today,
by insisting on “more” for the workers, follows
a pattern coinciding with that of Nye Bevan of
England, no matter what Lewis’ personal politi-
cal philosophy may be. How ironical in this situ-
ation that Walter Reuther, whom many consid-
éred the potential Bevan of America, stands to
the right of Attlee. Nor is it accidental of course
that in UAW circles, mainly hostility was ex-
pressed toward Bevan while the official Reuther-
ites had their sympathies for the dull, conserva-
tive Attlee. g '

The convention of the CIO in New York this
week will be important in so far as it reflects
these cross-tendencies, tensions and uncertainties
which are the dominating theme of the labor
movement in Ameriea today. :

Unless all indications are wrong, the Euro- ;

pean unionists who are expecting some hope
from the CIO movement, especially Walter Reu-
ther, are doomed to disappointment. But in our
opinion sooner or later a counterpart of the
Bevan movement in England, precisely because
of the success of the Bevan movement, will be
found in the American labor movement.
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CORRESPONDENCE FROM ISRAEL
“The Spirit of Three Years Ago Has Disappeared”

TEL AVIV, Oct. 24—With the
aggravation of the Suez conflict,
official circles here are trying to
utilize the heightened tension in
the Near East to make the people
forget the dangers that surround
Israel itself.

The population, which has been
apathetic enough, has been fur-
ther discouraged by yesterday’s

‘announcement by the minister of
‘trade and industry in the newly

constituted Mapai-clerical ecabi-
net, Dov Jossef.

Jossef announced that the food
rations, which have already reach-
ed a near-hunger level, will be re-
duced still further in the interests
of “stricter controls.” He put this
in the form of a call for greater
sacrifices, to fight the black mar-
kei. etc. But there are still no ef-
forts being made to curb the swell-
ing depredations of the agricultur-
al black market which mean hunger
for the cities, nor to rationalize the

hopelessly disorganized food pro-
duction of the kibbufzim (cooper-
atives).

In a way the food situation
helps the Mapai government by
demoralizing the masses, discour-
aging effective reactions against
its policies. The left-wing non-
Stalinist workers have abandoned
their efforts to organize indepen-
dently, caught between the pres-
sure of “socialist” exploitation by
the Mapai on the one hand and
on the other hand the unceasing
propaganda of the two Stalinist -
parties (Mapam and the Israeli
CP). So, for instance, the Achdut
Haavode wing of the Mapam
party, which is opposed to the
party’s pro-Stalinist line but has
not clarified for itself exactly
what is wrong with it, has de-
cided after _all to remain in the
ranks of the organization. The
other proposal by its minority was
to join Mapai.

As regards the international
political situation, it is the ac-
cepted view of one and all here
that Israel will serve in the Med-
iterranean zone for the Western
imperialist bloe and its armies.
The Stalinist forces fight this
with tHMeir well-known vociferous
cries about “never fighting the
Russian army.” All the parties,
without exception, fatalistically
accept identification with either
Western or Russian imperialism
as “necessary.”

As a result of sheer hunger and
belief that a war is near, the spirit
of some thfee years ago has dis-
appeared utterly. It is indeed diffi-
cult to find anyone who looks for-
ward to a change for the better.
The interests of the people are the
immediate ones: food for the next
two or three meals, how to get a
shirt on the black market, how to
improve working conditions. In all
their dreariness the situation is

that of a land on the eve of disas-
trous inflation.

In the “transfer camps” for
new immigrants—where tens of
thousands wait, some of them
having been there for more than
two years— the coming of the
first rains has unnerved even the
Oriental Jews, who are the only
ones who do not find the food and

clothing situation desperate, since .

many of them had no better con-
ditions in Yemen and Iraq and
were moreover in constant danger
there,

IN THE CAMPS

The tents, often sheltering fam-
ilies of twelve and more, fall un-
der the onsTaught of the water;
thick black mud, oozing every-
where; the corruption and indif-
ference of the party-designated
gevernment employees, who are
selected for the different camps

in actordance with an unofficial
quota for each party and paid by
the government—all this has
brought about a state of near-
desperation in many & mps.

But bureaucratism reigns su-
preme: some. 30 Iragi immigrants®
families, who settled four months
ago near Tel Aviv on abandoned
ground and built themselves wood-
en huts preparatory to working in
the city, were expelled with brutal
violence, including the indiscrimi-
nate use of clubs on men and we-
men, because their dwellings were
"not planned." The huts were de-
stroyed. Since they had nowhere to
go, they were distributed back to
the various transfer camps.

Still} like last year, the army
will probably take over the camps,
as the greedy but inefficient gov-
ernment agency’s workers give up
before the onslaughts of the win-
ter weather.

Moshe SILBER

ClIO Threatens Breakthrough on Wages——

(Continued from page 1)

wage-policy resolution. It points
out that wages are the only ele-
ment in the economy subject to
rigid controls. ¢

The CIO sayg there is no equal-
ity of sacrifice, and it warns the
Truman administration it will
never submit to diseriminatory
wage freezes or other unfair poli-
cics. ’

After Johnston delivered his
plea for “self-restraint” on the
part of the CIO, President Mur-
ray made a stirring emotional
plza for a reecognition of these
complaints and a change in gov-
ernment policy. Murray empha-
sized that the CIO members were
“willing to make any S$acrifice,
even- life for -this country,” but
he demanded an “equality of sac-
rifice.” This was the closest to an
actual debate on ideas at the con-
vention on wage policy.

Later in the week, the issue
will again come before the con-
vention when Nathan Feinsihger,
chairman of the Wage Stabiliza-
tion Board, speaks, and is fol-
lowed by Manly Fleischmann, Na-
tionzl Production Authority Ad-

_ministrator.

Nothing illustrates the dilemma
of the CIO leadership better than

the ironic spectacle of its “friends
in Washington,” invited to speak
at the convention, all asking the
CIO to continue support of a wage
freeze which would lower the
standard of living of its wvast
membership.

It’s enough to suggest the sle-
gan for the CIO, “Protect me
from my friends, I can take care
of my enemies.”

The tragedy of the CIO at this
moment in history is that there
is no open discussion of this key
domestic issue at-the convention.
Rather, it is one of those affairs
that reminds one more of a ban-
quet and pleasant gathering of a
group of associates than a vital,
militant and vibrant labor union
convention.

Unless all signs are mistaken,
this convention will be the scene
of an almost unheard-of phenome-
non for an organization claiming
a democratic tradition. Every re-
port, speech and resolution will
be adopted unanimously, and in
most cases without any discussion.

Contributing to this cut-and-
dried character is the silence of
the segment of the CIO leadership
once known for its vocal advocacy
of new and attractive trade-union
ideas. The Walter Reuthers and

George Baldanzis of this conven-
tion are playing a purely passive
role.

AGING BUREAUCRATS

The entire convention is set up
in the stamp of its tiring and
rapidly aging leader, Phil Mur-
ray. .

The promotion of Alan Hay-
wood to executive vice president,
a pre-convention arrangement
which will be adopted formally
at this session, suggests that the
CIO will continue in that diree-
tion, a triumph for routine union-
ism personified by key figures like
Murray, James B. Carey and
David J. McDonald of the steel
workers’ union. ‘ )

Ih national politics, the future
portends a tail-ending of the Dem-
ocratic Party; in foreign policy,
largely a State Depariment line;
and in infernal CIO politics, a
hardening of its structure along
the lines  of the steel workers'
union.

The usual jockeying for publie
opinion on the issue of unity be-
tween the CIO and the AFL will
continue to mark the efforts of
both labor hierarchies, each far
more worried about the prestige,

UMT vs.

The special commission on Uni-
versal Military Training appoint-
ed by President Truman last June
has reported back, with a pro-
posed program for six months’
compulsory UMT for American
youth.

As the National Council Against
Conscription points out, this Tru-
man-cppointed group was stacked
in the first plade. Chairman is
James W. Wadswerth who is the
"fatier" of the National Defense
Act of 1920; his original draft of
this act incloded UMT but the
clouse was taken out by Congress.

Wadsworth was also the spon-
sor in the House of the Burke-
Wadsworth Act of 1949 which
was the draft law under which
men were conscripted prior to the
Second World War. During the
war he saw a chance to put across
labor conseription and therefore
joined in planning and drafting
the bill which he introduced in
the House in February 1943 (the
Austin-Wadsworth bill). After
the war he continued to press for
the adoption of a UMT law.

" A second civilian member of
the commission is Karl T. Comp-
ton, who testified for UMT be-
fore congressional committees on
several occasions following the
war. He was the chairman of the
President’s Advisory Commission
on Universal Training which in
May 1947 issued a report favor-

.ing UMT.

U.S. Social Patterns

” The third civilian member is
the Texas millionaire, Will Clay-
ton, formerly head of Anderson,
Clayton and Company, largest
cotton brokers in the South. He
has been active in the group
which calls itself the Committee
on the Present Danger, which
through wide use of radio, maga-
zine and newspaper publicity
spearheaded the drive for UMT
during 1950,

The other two members of the
commission are military men,
Lieutenant General R. S. McLain
and Admiral Thomas C. Kinkaid.

INCAC release)

In the October. 1951 Coronet
magazine is a preview of what
you may expect if UMT is adopt-
ed. Coronet Films, with the help
of the Department of Defense,
has produced a series of 14 films
to “help young people prepare to
give their best to, and make the
most of, military service.” These
films are to be shown to high
school students throughout the
nation as a part of the high school
curriculum. There is “one for each
week of a semester course.”

Coronet in this article, “Class-
room Movies for Tomorrow’s
Draftees,” explains why these
films are needed: “With the pas-
sage of the Universal Military
Training and Service Act last

June by Congress, the nation en-
dorsed new principles which de-
mand great psychological adjust-
ments by our young people and
their parents.”

Coaronet then describes "the cul-
tural pattern of America" which
must be changed. "The boys and
girls now in high school have
grown up taking certain principles
for granted. First, peace is basic.
Youngsters have been faught to
abhor vielence and to value ‘get-
ting along with others.' This phil-
osophy runs all through their train-
ing from infancy through high
school. /

“Secohd, military training and -

‘war are identified as the same
thing. The beginning of training
means the beginning of war, . . .
But this military training does
not mean the beginning of war.
It may even mean the end of
war.” “

Here it is! The threat of UMT
is a threat to the entire “cultural
pattern of America.” It is intend-
ed to change peaceful, democratic
attitudes to those of violence. It
is intended to make training for
war sound like training for peace.
And to aid in this change—even
before Congress has finally con-
sidered the question of UMT—
Coronet Films, with the coopera-
tion of the Department of De-
fense, will begin to propagandize
the nation’s high school children.

power and division of control than
in basic unity, to which so much
lip-service is paid.

The divisive effects of the
“bureaucratic urge” to power is
illustrated perhaps best by the
growth of jurisdictional disputes,
not merely between the CIQO and
AFL, as well as the Stalinist un-
ions, but also by the intense dis-

putes within the CIO on jurisdic-
tion.

As a result the CIO had to adopt
the unusual program of setting
up a special arbitration board to
handle this intra-union problem,
with a provision that recourse to
legal action against another “of-
fending” union is now recognized

as legitimate official CIO policy. -
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Keep Smiling

.-To the Editor:

In the novel entitled The 25th
Hour—a grim satire of imper-
sonal cruelty today—a displaced
person, vietim of years in concen-
tration camps and displaced-per-
son camps, was given the chance
after only one day’s freedom of
either enlisting in the Western
European army to fight Russia
or else being separated from his
family and sent back to another
camp. Tormented beyond endur-
ance by the past and coerced in
the present, he “enlisted” and
had a picture of himself and his
family (everyone was enlisting,
wife, son, and baby) taken by an
insensitive army occupation offi-
cer. He was being told to “keep
smiling.”

To this grim but semi-fictiohal

Yhe Qloar . . .|

horror story should be appended
the following caption appearing

- below three fiercely smiling faces

in uniform in the This World sec-,
tion of the San Francisco Chron-
icle, Oct. 28, 1951 (the italics are
mine) :

“The Statue of Liberty, lifting
her ‘lamp beside the golden door,”
looked good last week to 44 new
U. 8. soldiers on their way to
Camp Kilmer, N. J. They were
refugees from Communist coun-
tries who had enlisted in Germany
and will be eligible for U. S. eiti-
zenship after a five-year hitch.
Some 2500 more will follow them
under a recent law of Congress.
Many requested that their last
names be kept secret, fearing re-
taliation against their relatives
who still remained in the Com-
munist countries.”

Oakland, Calif.
J. WALKER

For living Marxism—read
THE NEW INTERNATIONAL
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“LONDON LETTER

Fruits of Victory for Churchill: 3 Crises

By DAVID ALEXANDER

LONDON, Oct. 28—Speaking of
the electign result in Britain,
there is the story about the Sal-
vation Army lassie who was orat-
ing at an open-air meeting in
Hyde Park, “Last night I was in
the arms of the Devil,” she cried,
“tonight I am in the arms of the
Lord."—“How are you fixed up
for tomorrow mnight?”’ came a

" ‘yoice from the audience.

This is, in fact, the problem of
the British people today. Yester-
day the Labor Party was in gov-
ernmental power; today the Tor-
jes form the government; but how
are the British people fixed up

- for tomorrow? -

There is, to be sure, no getting
away from the fact that the Con-
servatives have been returned, al-
though their vote was a quarter
million less than Labor’s. With a
precarious majority of about 30
over Labor and 18 over all, it can
hardly be said that a landslide had
occurred for them. In fact, there
was a shift of only about 1 per
cent. As Attlee said, what hap-
pened was that “when it came

‘dewn to it . . . more Liberals sup-

ported the Conservatives than La-
bor” in those constituencies in
which no Liberal candidate had
been put up for election. -

Thus we see that there has been
no fundamental shift; there has
been a crystallization at the oppos-
ing poles. On the whole, the work-
ing class and veterans have stood
solidly behind Labor. This election
was fought around the issue of a
socialist program, which the Cen-
servatives marked up as their main
target, and the results show that
the people of England are more

‘class-conscious than ever,

Now, the trade unions have for
long been wedded with the Labor
Party in an association which ad-

-returned to Parliament,

versity has strengthened. Like-
wise, the party itself has closed
up its ranks against the common
foe. All Bevan’s supporters were
some
with increased majorities. The
natural swing to the left accentu-
ated by loss of power puts the
Labor Party in a more progres-
sive mood than before.

Many socialists are of the epin-
icn that the Labor Party will be
inspired anew by a spell of oppo-
sition; they think it had run out
of ideas. Although it could still
remind people of pre-war depres=-
sions, although its record since
the war was ene of service to the
people, it did not offer a bold di-
rection for the future in sufficient-
ly dynamic and imaginative fash-
ion. But Labor gots its support
despite the Korean rise in prices,
despite the situation in Egypt and
Iran; and this—as Moragn Phil-
lips, secretary of the party, said—
is something with which they
could be well satisfied.

Nevertheless, any governmé&nt
that comes inte office now is faced
with the #rio of crises which has
haunted Labor for the last six and
a half years.

First, there is the balance of
payments, In the last quarter,
Britain’s gold and dollar reserves
were depleted by $600 million.
This is a measure of the lack of
balance between her imports and
exports. It represents about one
fifth of her total gold and dollar
reserves.

The second crisis is the peren-
nial coal crisis. Industrial and do-
mestic use-of coal and electricity
has outrun the ability to supply
it. In the winter when so much is
used for heating, the supply of
220 million tons per year just
cannot keep up. Hitherto the gov-
ernment has madé a special ap-

ONE_TORY MANEUVER—
ONE PRO-TORY SLANDER

With the empty gesture of a ham actor, Winston Churchill
has cut the salaries of himself and other cabinet officers for three_

years or* as long as the rearmament program will be going ahead
at full blast. The total saving for the treasury was about $87,000
a year. To the men of wealth involved, the cut meant less than
nothing.

Among the British workers who had just voted overwhelmingly
against the Tories, and who face the possibility of further de-
creases in the standard of living through Tory rule, this act must
have seemed like an insulting slap in the face, a cheap caricature
of Labor's slogan of "fair shares."

But to the American Tory-worshippers (and where Churchill
is concerned, these include not only our die-hard conservatives
but also quite a few people who consider themselves “liberals”)
the prime minister’s act seemed “if not a stroke of genius, a bit
of inspired practical politics.”

That line comes from Raymond Daniell, the New York Times
London correspondent, who has been performing more like a
Tory publicity man than a reporter. “Back in power again,” he
writes, “the Conservatives lost no time in showing an aristocratic
disdain for the emoluments of office that Labor could not show.”

Daniell has been working over the same theme repeatedly,
the general idea being to convey to his readers that the British
Labor Party is composd of a bunch of money-grabbing cheap-
skates whose desire for office is whetted to no small degree by
the income to be derived therefrom. The Tories, on the other
hand, are made to appear as men who seek office from a disinter-
ested desire to perform a public service.

Just before the election he wrote slanderously:

"It [the Labor government]l wanted . . . above all to remain
in office because of the emoluments involved.

"There is this difference between a Conservative and a Labor
‘government. To the former, public office is an avocation. To mem-
bers of the latter, job holding at public expense becomes a voca-
tion and end in itself.”

There is no doubt that for many Labor government officials
the prestige and income of public office was sweet in itself. It is
a credit to the idealism of even the right-wing leadership of the
party that during six years in the government there has been
hardly a breath of scandal connected with any Labor Party man
connected with it. A far cry indeed from the greedy wallowing
in the public trough which has been the hallmark of the politi-
cians of both American capitalist parties; .

And as for the Tories, if public office is an avoecation, it is
not an unprofitable one. Although their salaries may be a mere
drop in the bucket compared to the income they receive from
their various enterprises, they can rightly feel that a Tory gov-
ernment in office is the best possible guarantee that their enter-
prises will remain profitable. A government staffed by them is
indeed an executive committee for handling the affairs of the
ruling class as a whole.

peal to the miners, and many
worked overtime in the winter.
But it seems doubtful if the ap-
peal of a Tory government will
induce enough cooperation from
the National Union of Mine
Workers. .

The third crisis is that of foreign
relations., While a Conservative
victory has guaranteed the toler-
ance of the United States. it has
put all Africa and Asia on their
guard.

A typical comment came from
the Hindustan Times of India:
“There is deep regret that the
Attlee government, which was re-
sponsible for the new India policy
and present friendly Indo-British
relations, is going out from office.
. . . It is well known that the
Conservative Party in regard to
India inspires no enthusiasm in
this country. .. .”

The general economic problems
will be the most difficult for the
Tory party. At present the coun-
try is trying to support a full re-
armament program and the pres-
ent standard of living. The re-
armament program will cost 4,700
million pounds (about $14 bil-
lion). Britain will have 900,000
men under arms, and one in ten

of the active population will
either be in the armed forces or
producing equipment for them.
During the three years of this
program there will be 82 out of
1000 working for the cold war (as
compared with 74 in the United
States).

There is the solution that home
consumption must be cut down.
The Conservatives themselves
take such a view. Bevan and much
of the Labor Party take the op-
posite stand, that armament must
be scaled down. Much as the
Tories would like to bring about
some unemployment, decrease
home consumption and increase
“initiative” (profits), the trade
unions would just not allow the
Tories to get away with it.

This is the case with full employ-
ment and with all the social serv-
ices, The Conservatives dare not
foke them away. They cannot roll
back history. If they tried it is not
unlikely that the #rade unions
would call a general strike.

This is the dilemma of the Con-
servatives. As we pointed out in
our last pre-election London Let-
ter, they will have to keep virtu-
ally all the controls which they
have been howling about. They

4

will have to continue rationing.
About the only independent meas-
ure that they will be able to take
is the abolition of the limitations
on dividends, But six million
workers have already suggested
the possibility of a-request for a
pay rise in this eventuality. |

The inability of the Conserva-
tives to implement the more re-
actionary measures in their pro-
gram will lose them support
among their own business inter-
ests and will certainly expose to
the world the hollowness, destruc-
tiveness and insincerity of their
eriticism of Labor’s rule of the
country.

The Labor Party emerged from
the election unscathed. All its
cabinet and senior ministers were
returned. A few years of Tory
rule may persuade the vast ma-
pority of the British people once
and for all that theirs is not the
way. '

We would predict that by thé.Y

next election the Tories will have
so exposed themselves that Labor
will be returned with a sweeping
majority and we will see the last
of Tory rule in Britain, given an
effective and dynamic policy of-
fered by Labor.

Liberals and Britain — —

(Continued from page 1)
anything can. There is no concern
here for the welfare, let alone the
political feelings, of- the British
workers. There is no sense of the
political and social wvalues in-
volved in the continuing contest
for power between the classes in
Britain. The dominating "consid-
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erations are: British-American
relations and a vague and ill-
digested program for abating the
arms race.

"Winston Churchill is once again
prime minister of Great Britain,"
starts the editorial. "We suspect
that he could be elected president
of the United States. If is not for
us fo rejoice or to weep at the
downfall of the Labor Party. It is
to help free Churchill to act on a
world scale, so that his bold imag-
ination and incomparable prestige
can serve world peace as in the
days of the Grand Alliance.”

Here we have once more the old
liberal yearning for the Great Man,
More Britons voted against his
party than for it—Nec matter! He
represents the era of British im-
perialism to the peoples of the
colonial world—Never mind! His
party came to power with a pro-
gram which promises a retreat
from the advances made by the
workers of Britain—That's their
worry! :

GOOD OLD DAYS

The important thing is to get
back to the good old days when
Franklin Delano Roosevelt and
Good Old Winnie sat around the
table and settled the fate of the
world. Of course, there was an-
cther figure there too, but the lib-
erals don’t mention him in this
connection these days. ...

These American liberals are
happy with Churchill. But, they
say, the United States owes him a
slight obligation. Our government
must see to it that Churchill does
not become “the prisoner of a
deepening economic crisis.” If we
do that, and if the wartime politi-
cal partnership is re-established,
and if Churchill succeeds in push-
ing through his eapitalist United
States of Europe based on the
Schuman plan, something or oth-
er, quite probably good, is bound
to be the upshot of it all.

THE HARD WAY

The significant thing about this
ediforial is not the inadequacy if
not downright foolishhess of the
particular program it lays down
for the salvation of the world.
But it is rather the fact that
these spokesmen of American like
eralism obviously feel themsglves
much closer politically to the Tory
Churchill than to labor's leader
Attlee. (Of course, for Bevan
they have nothing but fear and
hatred.)

British politics are an invalu-
able source of instruction for us
in America. But it must be sadly
admitted that even the best teach-
er cannot help people who are de-
termined not to learn. The Ameri-
can labor movement and the
American liberals may have to
learn politics the hard way.

Labor’s Second Stage

The first statement on the British election results by a promi-
nent leader of the Bevan group, carried by the London Times
for October 29, has aroused widespread comment in Britain,
R. H. S. Crossman is quoted as saying:

"One of the most instructive facts which has emerged from
this election has been that not a single prominent Bevanite failed
to be re-elected. The Bevanites are the only people who were
honest in facing the rearmament crisis—the fdct that you cannot
have rearmament and maintain the social services, the standard
of living, and the export drive. We put forward a constructive
policy and curiously enough the Liberal voter was only scared,
not by Bevanism, but by the parody of Bevanism put out by the
press.

“We must work out our program of the second stage of so-
cialism, and there has been no constructive thinking in the
movement since 1938 or 1939. Unless we can get a sociailst

wage policy, unless we are prepared to socialize the trade unions, _

we shall have no permanent socialism.

“I am not prepared to advocate further nationalization until
I can see ah answer to the problem of workers’ control and
workers’ participation in the nationalized industries we have
already. I am not depressed. I believe a period of Toryism will
revive our faith and reinvigorate it with a little genuine pas-
sion; and with passion and vigor- and a little clear thinking I
believe that from this period of Toryism, not without pain and
suffering, will emerge the second phase of British socialism.”
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