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FIVE CENTS

ly WALTER JASON

FLINT Feb. 17—The petty fac-
tional character of the handling
of the arrangements for the 15th
anniversary celebration of the
great General Motors sit-down
strike here backfired on its spon-
SOTS.

- Placing their hopes entirely on
the appearance of John L. Lewis,
the pro-Stalinist clique that influ-
enced .the arrangements were leff
holding the bag when Lewis did not
appear. Without this attraction,
the affair drew less than 2,000
auto workers.

Why Lewis changed his mind
about appearing only he knows.
The political effect, of course, was
a triumph for Walter P. Reuther,
UAW president, who did appear.

Without the;cover of Lewis, the,
spansors‘imked spretty-bad.  They~
failéd, for example, to invite
Genora Johnson DoIlmger, leader’
of the 1937 women’s brigade,
whose work at that time won her
nation - wide recognition. They
didn’t invite the chairman of the

Flint Rally a Flop
For Anti-Reutherites

Chevy strike committee. They put
out a factional souvenir program,
which is noticeable only for the
way it praises only pro-CP lead-
ers.

Certainly the photograph of the
year, which illustrates perfectly
the kind of affair this celebration
turned out to be, appeared in the
Detroit papers. It shows Bob
Travis, Wyndham Mortimer, and
Leo Krzycki with Walter and Roy
Reuther, and Emil Mazey in the
background; ostensibly all are
holding hands, but it’s faked. The
factional heat was evident.

Walter Reuther announced that
the UAW would seek a guaran-
teed armmual-wage in 1956. Roy

Reuther spoke for more “political
action. Governor Williams made:

quite a hit with the crowd, and
tned to assume the mantle of the
late’ Governor Fl_'&gl_kn Mur
‘Mortimer hit ‘hard.at the~

Committee on Un-American- Ac-

tivities.

The celebration didn't revive
the spirit of 1937. It was more
like a funeral of the 1937 strike.
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Labor Left Without a line
In Presidential Jocke ymg

By GORDON HASKELL

Our national politics have been reduced for the moment to a big guessmg game, News-

paper and magazine writers,

for all they are worth.

Actually they ure spectators at a show over which they have no control. A handful.

‘“political analysts,”

labor leaders and the great bulk of the
people who are in any way interested in the political fate of the country are playing it

of politicians, and the businessmen and bankers who "advise” and back them, are running

the show. And if this state
of affairs is permitted to
- continue through November,
it is this handful of men who
will once more decide the
political fate of the nation.
Ameriean politics is organized
in-such a way that it appears that
what is at stake is simply the

question of who will be the presi-
dential nominees~of the: Republi-

can-and. Dentocratic Parties, Of

course, everyone knows that each
potential candidate stands for
certain policies, and- therefore
represents and is backed by pow-
erful groups of businessmen who

Murray Charges Steel Bosses Are
‘Deliberately Provoking a Strike

4
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By G. McDERMOTT

PITTSBURGH, Feb. 16—
The steel industry is trying
to deliberately provoke a
strike in order to force the
government to raise steel
prices. If that strike takes
place, the steel workers fear
the return of company gun-
men and terror.

Philip Murray, president
of the United Steelworkers
(CIO), made these charges
before the Wage Stabiliza-
tion Board hearing on the
steel case this week. In so do-
ing, he landed another body
blow. on the industry in the
month -long verbal battle
over a new contract.

He has correctly laid the
responsibility for any strike
at the feet of an industry
which has steadfastly re-
fused to bargain. And he has
made plain that any violence
in a strike which now seems
very likely will be started by
the giant corporations

which have employed ma-
chine guns, fear gas and
clubs so often in the past.
By thus beating the indus-
try to the punch in fixing re-

_sponsibility for a strike,
Murray strengthens the be-
lief that a strike will, take
place over company accept-
ance of the WSB panel reé-
ommendations.

STEEL UNION STRONG

Murray’s charges cannot
be dismissed as mere talk, as
industry spokesmen have at-
tempted to do. It is known
that several large steel
plants have been laying in
huge supplies of food and
housekeeping equipment for
weeks now. The companies
are preparing, and the union
too is making all necessary
plans.

The economic situation to-
day is more favorable to the
steel workers than it has
been in recent years, so far
as striking is concerned.
There is generally a shortage

of labor in the steel areas,
so that not only is strike-
breaking on any large scale
out of the question (which it
has been, of course, for the
past decade, at least) but
also strikers stand a better
chance of finding full or part-

time employment while on
strike.

More than the usual num-
ber of workers’ wives are at
work today, too. This is
made possible by ever-in-
creasing war work, and
made necessary by the surge
in the cost of living, which
has made it extremely diffi-
cult for steel workers to sup-
port their families adequate-
ly on only one income. (The
companies have cynically
pointed to the number of
steel workers’ wives and chil-
dren who are working as
proof that the workers do
not need a wage increase.)

The wunion’s case was
strengthened this week when
a special presidential panel
awarded railroad workers
the union shop. This is the
first time that a government

agency has taken such a step.

In NLRB elections, conduct-
ed under the Taft-Hartley
clause which requires that
workers vote for a union
-shop before the union can
even bargain for it, the steel
workers have rolled up tre-
mendous majorities in mill
after mill.

want a man in the White House
who . will put those policies into
effect. They are also backed by
groups of machine politicians who
are primarily interested in get-
ting" a winner, regardless of his
policies, since their personal for-
tunes depend primarily on their
ability to produce lucrative jobs
for their own local political or-
ganizations.
MARGIN OF DIFFERENCE
These groups are actively jock-
eying for position in both parties.
The rest of us—and that includes
everyone in the country minus
(say) about 50,000 men and wo-
men—will then be given the privi-
lege in November of voting be-

tween the candidates who finally-

emerge out of this jockeying.

Before we get to the candidates,
let us take a quick look at the
issues which face the American
people. On foreign policy, the
margin of difference is narrower
than partisan charges might lead
one to believe. It lies between
those who advecate the present
policy of forging the whole non-
Stalinist world into an armed camp
in preparation for World War HI,
ond those who want to limit the
armed camp to the United States
and, . perhaps, Britain, and -some
sections of the Far East.

The first group includes Eisen-
hower, Truman, all the Fair Deal-
ers, most of the Dixiecrats and
Southern Demoecrats, and most of
the labor leaders plus -a tiny tail
of right-wing socialists., The sec-
cnd group includes Taft, Hoover,
MacArthur, many of the leading
Republicans in and out of Con-
gress, and an apparently powerful
eroup of businessmen in and out
of the so-called “China lobby.”

In deseribing this group it must
be added that it shows a tendency
toward wanting to fight Stalinist
China right now. Further, it is
clear that for many of the Repub-
lican leaders foreign policy is not
too important. That is, they want
a winner more than they want
their particular brand of foreign
poli¢y, and thus will gladly dump
Taft for Eisenhower if the latter
shows signs of being a more likely
winner.

DOMESTIC POLICY

The margin in foreign policy is
that narrow, not because there
are no other possibilities, but be-
cause there is no powerful group
in America which advocates a
real foreign policy for democracy
and peace. Both leading policies

can lead only to a disastrous
world war. This is a hard fact,.
but it must be recognized. And it
is not likely to change until a
few more catastrophes like Korea
teach the American people, or at

least a large section of them, that:

rich and powerful -though ' the
U. 8. is, it cannot simply dragoon
the peoples of the world into :ts
miltitary. seryice,

* On domestic policys Hm mur'h'-

between the contending groups of

politicians and money nien is much”

wider. But even here it is not
nearly as wide as one might think.
In addition to the real differences
which are meaningful when it
comes to putting words into prac-
tice, there is a whole area of do-
mestic policy which is confined tao
party platforms, traditionally fo
be forgotten before the votes have
been counted. :
In this sphere, Taft and Eisen-
hower appear to be identical
twins. The difference seems to be
that the former, as a professional
politician, has talked and voted as
a reactionary for years. The lat-
ter, as a professional general
turned politician, has talked very
little, and seems determined to
remain silent as long as it will
serve his political purposes.

IN FAIR DEAL CAMP

In the Democratic Party camp
we have a more “confused” pic-
ture. We have the Fair Dealers
ranged behind Truman and his
possible  alternative, Governor
Stevenson of Illinois. True, sinece
the Korean war started, Truman
has continued to talk more or less
like a Fair Dealet while quietly
dropping the Fair Deal down the
drain. One has to rack one’s brain
to think of a single specifically
Fair Deal issue for which he and
his closest supporters in Congress

have put up a real fight during -

the past two years. Not on hous-
ing; not on taxes; not on Taft-
Hartley; not on civil rights; not
on the famous health insurance
plan; not even on Point Four, the
great hope of the liberals on for-
eign poliecy. On all the vital poli-
cies connected with the mobiliza-

tion program this Fair Deal hero -
. as to drive .

acted sa vigorously . .
the whole labor movement into
open revolt last spring.

On some of these questions, i#
is true, bills have been intreduced.
But in each case it has been an
open secret that they were put
forward simply as
with the full knowledge that they

(Turn to last page)

a formality, =
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By P. JARMS

CHICAGO, Feb. 17—It is taken
for granted that the UAW-CIO
stands for the traditional right of
civil liberties. Every convention
of the union and all speeches of
its top officers record this fact.

The Cleveland convention of
the UAW held in 1951 attacked
the hysteria of the period that
followed the Koream events. In
the resolution attacking the Me-
Carran Act these words were in-
cluded: “this act is a wvengeful
and vicious conglomeration of all
the reactionary, undemocratic
poisons with which so large a
part of our press and so many of
our elected representatives are in-
curably infected. We mandate our
International and local union offi-
cers to alert our membership and
the American public generally to
the grave threat to personal lib-
erty and the powerful weapon
against liberal thought and action
which these men who distrust de-
mocracy have forged in the enact-
ment of this law.”

This resolution was unanimously
passed and therefore became pol-
icy of the union. International rep-
resentatives working for the union
are supposed to follow union pol-
icy. However, Region No. 4 of the
UAW-CIO has a policy of its ewn
and refuses to abide by conven-
tion mandates.

This was clearly revealed by a
recent event. It followed just a
few months after the regional di-
rector of Region No. 4, Pat Great-
house, had made his infamous re-

“marks about dumping Robert
Pickus, of the American Friends
Committee, in the Illinois River if
he ever came back to the Ottawa,
Illinois UAW Center.

SETUP FOR TRIAL

. This time the “hero” was Rob-
ert Voss, international represent-
ative of -Region 4. While being
paid by the unjon, supposedly for
organization work, he spent three
days (and was not docked for the
time so spent) as a defense attor-
ney for four Loéal 719 members
who were accused of conduet un-
becoming union members.

The trial came about because
the four used red-baiting against
& candidate for shop committee in
an election to fill @ vacancy. In a
leaflet, these people called upon
1he members to beat the "Commie
candidate” and asked the ques-
tien: "Do you want a Commie for
shop commitiee?"” The leaflet was
passed out supporting a rival shop
committeeman, and candidates for
the CIO state convention.

The candidate attacked, Louis
Llorca and his slate for delegates
were elected over Greathouses’s
candidates. Charges were pre-
ferred and the four were sus-
pended pending trial.

The trial committee was elected
that was to whitewash the four.

Voice of Doom

On January 15 the Chase Na-
tional Bank told its stockholders
that the tax burden is “so heavy
as to be almost confiscatory.”

. In 1951 Chase earned $2.91 per
share as against $2.83 in 1950
and $2.63 in 1949, when taxes
were much lower.

On the same day that the Chase
officials issued their lament, the
Journal of Commerce headlined:
“Bank Holders Get Cheerful Ear-
ful on 52 Outlook,” reporting on
stockholders’ meetings.

' Red Agitator Bared

“KRESTOVA, B. C., Feb. 14
(UP)—A former Doukhobor was
stripped of all his clothing and
driven from the Sons of Freedom
settlement here yesterday for al-
leged Communist agitation. The
only adornment on the unidenti-
fied man was a string of tin cans
tied around his neck. Police said
women_members of the sect tied
the cans around.his neck.”

Chairman of the trial committee
was a man who had run for state

convention on the Greathouse
ticket and had been beaten. The
trial committee was elected
through an unprincipled bloc
which Voss had worked out.

The trial committee had ar-
ranged for a court reporter to
have everything down for the rec-
ord. The trial began with a very

_adequate presentation of the tra-

ditional union position on slander
and irresponsible propaganda.
The union role of Llorea was ex-
plained, proof was established
that he was a militant member
and never a member of the Com-
munist Party. The November CIO
convention resolution against
flagrant attacks on civil liberties
was entered into the record. Voss
was so taken aback that he had
to ask for a continuance.

A week followed and VYoss made
his defense. His whole position was
that Llorca had run with CPers id
the past and therefore he was a
“Commie stooge.” He even used
the ferm "guilt by association,” as
if he had tomed the expression
himself.

GREATHOUSE'S ALLIES

It was astonishing! Here was
a paid representative of the UAW
defying union policy, while draw-
ing full wages plus daily ex-
penses. It was fitting to read in
the January issue of the Auto
Worker a veprint of Stuart
Chase’s* article attacking “guilt
by association.”

In spite of woluminous testi-
mony and arguments, the Com-
mittee brought in a verdict of
“Not guilty—no report.” No mo-
tivations were given. When they
were asked for reasons from the
floor, they answered contemptu-
ously: “Read the record.”

Voss won the round. He joined

ISL $12,

By ALBERT GATES
Fund Drive Director

Our editor Hal Draper started
something in his article last week

—“QOperation Survival—No. 12"
when heé wondered why we have
not prodded readers with the
alarm that our Fund Drives are
indeed survival-operations. Well,
as a matter of faet, we have made
clear that sueh is the case, though
we hope without undue alarmisin
or exaggeration, by stating éxact-
ly what the facts of our existence
are. Members of the ISL, and
close sympathizers also, are fully
aware of the precarious financial
situation that we find ourselves
in every year. And if other read-
ers are not, we're telling them.
And that goes, of course; not only
for LABOR ACTION but for all
cur institutions.

This year things are tougher and
the fight to survive our financial
difficulties-is harder. That we have
been able %o maintain our press
and institutions for the past-fwelve
years is testimony to the funda-
mental vitality of our movement.
We have no doubt whatever that
we con moke o successful fight of
it this year, too, but we must ad-
monish our comrades and friends

Victory on the Barrel

Democracy is not dead. A St.
Louis. judge has ruled that it is
legal to picket in a barrel.

Judge FitzGibbons reversed a
city judge’s convietion of two
unionists for disturbing the peace
when they picketed the Richman
Brothers Clothing Company in
barrels during a CIO. Clothing
Workers organizing drive. . The
two men were fully dressed undexr
the barrel, but had rolled up:their
trouser legs.

.the most conerete terms.

fortes with the Chicago Tribune
which

and the Hearst Examiner,
had given the issue publicity. The
Examiner carried an grticle report-
ing that Pat Greathouse was speak-
ing with Storey, Labor Relations
Manager of Allis Chalmers (a com-
pany that never abides by an ar-
bitration decision even though now
they have healthy "right wing”
locals) af a meeting chajred by
Yictor Riesel. This meeting was un-
der the auspices of the National
Industrial Conference Board, a
subsidiary of the NAM. The subject
was “How to Fight the Commu-
nists in the Labor Movement." Af-
ter this meeting articles appeared
in the Tribune and in Riesel's col-
umn about the "Trotskyites” and
"'Stalinists" combining. The article
of Riesel was blown up, reprinted
and placed on the compnnys bul-
letin board.

At the same meeting where the
trial committee reported, the
members voted to protest against
the company’s interference in un-
ion affairs. This resolution passed
and was reprinted in “719 News”
and sent to all UAW locals.

Local 719 is an important local
in Region 4. It is the second larg-
est local. Its 83 votes were cast
for 719's  president, running
against Greathouse at Cleveland.
It’s Voss’s job, with union funds,
to change that picture.

Yoss was never reprimanded for
his stand. He was never called to
task for using anti-Semitism
against political opponents. Any-
thing goes, it seems, as long as it's
for the good of the machine in
Region 4.

At the foot of each administra-
tive letter coming out of the
UAW-CIO International office is
a sentence that reads, “If in doubt
about international poliey, contact
your Regional D11ect01 " What a
joke! :

Try to Whip Up Detroit

By WALTER JASON

DETROIT, Feb. 17—Even
before the House Committee
on Un-American Activities
began its public probe here,
scheduled with TV and all
public sound effects, this city
received a preview -of events to
come. And it was an ugly fore-
shadowing of a. witchhunt.

For Detroit papers utilized the
hearings of the McCarran Act
board in Washington, which in-
cluded the testimony of an FBI
informer on the Communist Party
in Detroit, to whip up a real “anti-
red” hysteria.

Actually, the testimony in Wash-
ington concerned the most routine
facts, as far as the Stalinists here
are involved. The FBl agent, a wo-
man, testified that Nat Ganley was
a Communist; also . Carl Winter,
Hugo Beiswinger, and other well-
known and admitted Stalinists.

But the papers played it up
with sensational streamers, head-
lines, and feature stories. They
dug up details like the faet that
William Allan, Daily Worker cor-
respondent here, lives in a public
housing project. They demanded
his removal.

UAW WARNS

One of the men named by Mrs.
B. Baldwin, a Detroit housewife
who said she reported to the FBI
for 9 years, now works at the
Hudson Motor Car Company.

When his name hit the public
print, the trim-line workers there
staged a brief sitdown strike un-
til he left the plant.

UAW-CIO officials, backed by
the international union, immedi-
ately instructed the men to refrain
from further demonstration. Del-
win Craig, right-wing president of
Hudson Local 154, sent a letter to
each of the 350 workers involved
in the strike, stating:

"Until ﬁle Cnmmumsi' Pnrfy or

i

any other party is outlawed
the federal government, you,
good ‘citizens, will refrain from
any further demonstruiions of this
nature."

Craig quoted the man involved
as saying that he “was not a
party member for several years,
and I do not intend to belong to
the Communist Party or any oth-
er party.” :

The man involved had worked
at Hudson for six and a half
years, Craig said. He was told by
the union to report back to work
on Tuesday.

WITCHHUNT CLIMATE

The Common Council of De=
troit was holding a speeial meet-
ing to see what could be done
about the demands of the news-
papers, especially the Hearst
press, that Allan be ousted from
his project apartment. The news-
papers claim that since Allan
pays low rent, because the Daily
Worker pays low wages, the city
is subsidizing the Daily Worker!

Interestingly enough, the

smarter city councilmen are some=#H

what lukewarm to the idea of any
hasty action. Eugene Van Ant-
werp, former mayor and a promi-
nent Catholie layman, pointed out
that Allan is guilty of nothing,
no charges have been made
against him, so the eouncil had
better act slowly. There may be
a lawsuit involved, for the City
Council does not have direet juris-
diction over housing; and as a
war veteran Allan has met all the
legal qualifications for that apart-
ment.

Up in Grand Rapids, the UAW-
CIO for the third time ordered
strikers to quit their demonstra-
tion against W. Glenn, the man
who visited Russia last year, was
fired by General Motors, then re-
instated by an arbitrator’s ruling,
but whose appearance in the plant
has led each time to a shutdown.
The man is-'stil-l out irr the sti'eet. .

00 Fund Drlve Kicks Off

that the only way we can defeat
inflation and heavy costs that as-
sail us daily is by the quickest and
most generous response to our up-
peals!

If that is not forthcoming, our
fight becomes one of survival in
Good
enough? Well, then, let us see
that all of you understand it in
these simple terms and make it
unnecessary f()[' us to seream or
wave a club, or whatever.

The 1952 Fund Drive opened offi-
cially only a few days ago and the
first results have not all come in
so that they might be published in
this issue. However, We can report
that the total amount already re-
ceived in these first few days was
$981!

This fine sum was made pos-
sible by the extifaordinary efforts
“of the Socialist Youth League,
which contributed $542 of the first
total. As last year, the Chicago
SYL unit is leading the field with
$358. It is possible to say that
this contribution will go to the
benefit of the youth eventually,
but that is not wholly true, and
in any case it means a substantial
help to the ISL in the total drive.
The SYL has taken on a stiff
guota of $1500 but we are confi-
dent that they will make it.

Right behind the SYL comes
Streator. I+ looks like our little
group in that town will go ahead
as it did in 1951, The other returns
-are a good omen. But an omen is
not enough.

We should like to point out
once more that the big push has
to come early in the drive, for
campaigns have a charaeteristic
of weakening with time. So let's
get on with it. Where is New
York? And Detroit? And Buffalo,
Seattle and General? We expect
to hear from you by the next re-
port.

TOTAL

Detroit 5; N orthwest 5.
Streator
Oakland . ...
Pittsburgh
Chicago
Newark .. ...
Philadelphia
Los Angeles . .
Akron
Baltimore
Boston .. ...
Buffalo .. ..
Cleveland
Detroit
New York .
Reading .. .
St. Louis ...
Seattle
Youngstown
Indiana
Oregon
General

Fund Drive Box Score

Soclalisf Youth I.engue
Chicago 358; New York 90; Berkeley 61;

114 West 14 Street
New York 11, N. Y.

CONTRIBUTE to the ISL FUND DRIVE!

Independent Socialist League

Enelosed is $....ccccveminnnnee .. @8 My contribution to
the ISL’s 1952 Fund Drive. ;
TWWNAME e
ADDBESE: (iaiyiataivg iaiiinssisnis i tedin s et e b ias s s eabve g vas S A i e e
GITY BIAT B

r (Make checks payable to Independent Socialist League or
Albert Gates.)

Quota Paid Percent
...$12,500 $981 7.7 W
1,500 542 361 -
General 23;
25 10 40
500 100 20
150 25 16.6
1,800 225 12.5
300 21 7
300 20 6.6
38 6.3
0 0
/] 0
0 0
0 ]
0 0
0 0
0 1]
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0 .
1] 1]
1] 0
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LONDON LETTER

By ALLAN VAUGHN

LONDON, Feb. 13 — Al-
though the Stalinists are
very weak in Britain as an
organized force, one should
not underestimate the extent
of the semi-Stalinist pacifist
and “neutralist” tendencies inside
the Labor movement. These con-
fused tendencies provide the CP
with material for pushing for-
ward their own line in a disguised
fashion. The CP tries to organize
well-meaning people on particu-
lar issues such as West German
rearmament, the Japanese peace
treaty, trade with the “people’s
Democracies,” ete.,, hoping fo
draw them into the many fellow-
traveling organizations that ex-
ist for the unsuspecting.

Thus, one of the main prob-
Hems: faeing the socialist left wing
in the Laber Party, Cooperative
Party and trade unions is how to
draw away these confused and
amorphous tendencies from the
Stalinist ntachine. The Bevanite
mood mnow dominating even the
Labor Party’s members of parlia-
ment has had a salutary effect on
the confused Left in the Labor
Party.

The Tribune has provided ‘dn al--

teriative rallying cefitér ‘as against
tHe -~ Stafinist forces.” Despite the

mamy weédknéssés of Bevan and his'*

THbuiie “group, ‘the Stalinists -ate:
faced with*a -compétition thaf 'is
‘fdf ‘too mmich for them.

This "explains their ambigiious
and' ambivalent " attitude to the
Bévan tendency itself.’On the'one
hand, the “Stalinists réalize that
Bevan is ledding the worbers who
ai‘e‘niov‘iﬂtale‘ft in ‘a‘non-Stalinist
diredtion;’ ovi "the ‘other, they redl:
ize‘that' they ‘have 'no altemﬂfive'
but ‘to “eritically: support” the
movement (which they distin-
g¢uish from its “Titoite” leader-
ship) for fear of losing all con--
taét with the left moods in the
Labor Party.

CP:IN A ‘FURY

One of the best indications that
the CP is in a panic at the pres-
ent moment is their ‘publication
of a book by James Klugmann
._g)titled From Trotsky to Tito.

rammed into the 204 pages of
this book is more fantastic non-
sense than can be ipicked up even
in The Great Conspiracy! Klug-
mann, who actually fought with
Tito’s Partisans during the war,
states that “Those of us, like my-
self, who in the early stage were
deceived by the maneuvers of ‘the
Titoists, can well understand’ the
gratitude that ‘'we owe, and that
indeed the peoples of all eoun-
tries owe, to the wisdom of the
warnings given by the Comniunist
Party of the Soviet Union. In-
deed, we only have to think
what might have happened-if the
Communist Information Bureau,
on -Soviet initiative, had not

- warned and had not unmasked the

plots of the Tito gang, -to undér-
stand the debt of all progressive

“ people to the Soviet Communists.”

(Page 202.)

Klugman works himself info a
fury ~againstt ~he Tito-Trotskyists'
and Frotsky-Titoists who are ''con-

fusing’" the leftward-moving ‘Labor

League ‘of Youth, who are ''cor-
rupting'” the -anti<imperialist colo-
nial * studénts, When Klugwiann

storms thaot "in the universities the -

old - Trotskyite —arsenal- of anfi-’
Soviet - slandérs dressed “upas

‘Mdrxism was Hedvily drawn-on to -

" You'reinvited

to spédk your"mmd ‘i ‘the letter

colemn of LA. Ouwr policy s ‘to”
publish letters of ;generdl political
iﬂ"ﬁﬂ"gigf 2 l'@ l"u 59 Uf . m-’ﬂw- .,:

iiCeep thien to 500 ‘words.

Bevanism Has Undercut
The British Stalinoids

itieal illitevate -

R L

confuse the students who were
moving left," he has good reasons.

More than ever it is necessary
for the anti-Stalinist Left to par-

" ticipate in the shaping of Labor’s

policy both in opposition and for
the next election. The magnifi-
cent response to Bevan inside the
party has found its echo in Eu-
rope; I believe there has been a
noticeable stiffening of the Euro-
pean social-democracies, particu-
larly ‘in Belgium, Western Ger-
many and even perhaps Franece.
Maybe the American labor move-
ment will be stimulated as well.

However well-meaning the at-
tempts by socialists in West Eu-
rope to form “independent” par-
ties in this period, they can but
fail. The crumbling of the UAP
[Independent Workers Party] in
West Germany underlines the fu-
tility of even one of the most im-
portant of these ventures. To the
extent that revolutionary social-
ists enter into the mass labor and
socialist movement and become an
integral (not alien) element in it,
to that extent it can broaden the
left-wing- assault on conservatism
in thought and timidity in action.
There-is no‘other practical course.

[ ]

I¥ slippéd od¥ in débate last
week ‘that our three<year rearma-
ment program would probably cost
‘5,200 ‘million pounds ‘(one pound‘is

'$2:80), wot 4,700 million :pounds as
‘previcusty ‘estimdted.

People ‘are referring to pre-
war days as ‘the ‘time when you
might have -been -able to do more
with the shilling:that you didn’t
have then, than with the five shill-
ings you:dor’t have now. . ,

An Israeli Liberal Voice
On the Arab Refugees

The Arab refugee problem is
now no longer taboo, but is even
being discussed, in the Israeli and
American Zionist press. It is now
no longer denied that 700-800,000
Arabs have been kept from re-
turning to their homes by the
Israeli government. But while the
fact is conceded, the injustice is
still defended. ,

The Zionist viewpoint on “The
Arab Refugee Problem—How It
Can Be Solved” has been put for-
ward in a booklet issued by a
group of prominent U. S. Zionists.
It informs us that “the unwilling-
ness of the Israel government to
permit the return of the Arab
refugee population has hardened
into adamance,” the reasons béing
the old ones: the Israeli leaders
“opposed and tried to prevent”
the flight of the Arabs; the refu-
gees have been “indoctrinated”
with hostility to Israel and would
be a security threat; the vacuum
has been already filled by Jewish
refugeés; the Arab states réfuse
to discuss a settlement, ete.

Particularly seandalous to- Jew-
ish liberals must be the statemient
quoted from Israeli premier Ben-
Gurion, in answer to the question,
“Do 'you think any of-“these refu-

gees can go back to their old

homes?” He said:
"To what will they -coime bdck?
Did -the -Armenidns ever return to

their homes? ‘Can the Ldtvians, the
‘Estanians, the -Lithuanians ever re-
turn Yo -their homes? -Can the Ger-

man ‘Volksdeutsche ever go back
to tHeir lands in Poland or Czecho-
slovakia? Can the ‘ten million Pak-

istani and Hindustani ever go back
to the lands they gave up? Can the
Jews ever go' back to reclaim their
losses in Europe or now in Ru-
mania, Irag or Yemen? None of
these situatjons is just, They are
all based on race hatred or dis-
crimination arising from national
origins. Yet they are as they are,
and the only solution is resetfle-
ment ‘in new lands outside the
'homeland." "

Ben-Gurion’s principle, it would
seem, is: “Do unto otheérs as oth-
ers have done untp you.” His
choices for ‘comparison,:in justifi-
cation of his own government’s
policy, lack little in-candidness—
or cynicism.

In contrast is the point of view
of the Hebrew magazine, pub-
lished in Jerusalem as‘the organ
-of ‘the Iehud movement, Ner (the
Candle). This-movemerit was ini-
tiated-by: the late Judah L. Mag-
nes- to promote Jewish-Arab
equality and cooperation. The fol-
lowing is from its September 1951
issue.

. ®
FROPOSAL ‘FOR ISRAEL

“Three quarters of a willion

human beings—of whom ‘nearly”

80 per cent -are ‘felaheen -{peas-
ants), " artisans  and workers—
suddchly fléd their citiés and vil-
lages, driven by’ the ‘terror of war.
o They believed that theirs

would” be only a temporary de:-
parture; that however the war-

ended, -they - surely would be al-
lowed ' afterwards to “return to
their -honies and to the;r way of
life. However, things did not

By HAL DRAPER

We ‘see by the:papers that the
Seripps-Howard chain 'has been
running - a series of articles en-
titled “Stalin’s Blueprint for’

. World Conquest,” in the course

of which ‘we gét the'real lowdéwn
on the Tito split-with the Comin-
form. (The series ran-this month
in-some of the' S-H organs of pub-
lic erilightenntenit—last -month in
‘the N. Y. World Télegram.) In
generdl the writer, David Snell,
has been vying with the Daily
Worker for honors in yellow jour-
nalism; the installment on the
Stalin-Tito “feud” is one of the
worst. It also has a special pur-
pose.

The ° Scripps - Howdrd picture,
both in' purpose “.and execution,
gives “the symmetrical ‘equivalent’
(in terms of American’imperialism)
of the foulness which ‘the Stalinist '
press pours ouf on the same ‘théme.

First-of all, however, Snell has
a revelation to make—‘new light
on the Stalin-Tito rift”—and he
carmot uriderstand -how no one
spotted it before. He discloses
that; way back in the 1920s, Stal-
in publicly “described in a book
the “auddcious ‘andcurining . . .
subterfiige” whi¢ch he and Tito
are ‘pulling ‘now, in cahoots. The
revelation purports to show that
the "Stalin-Tito split is a faked
and put:up job—which is old stuff
for Afheriean lamebrains and’
others—but the ‘“evidence” is
unique.’

STALING “PLAR™

It is all in 'Stalin’s old book’
Marzism and the Nafional and
Colonial Question, whicH even ‘the

S-H staff writer was able to diss

cover since all CP bookshops
flaunt ‘it 6n their ‘shélves. Here
Snell finds the plan for a faked
split, which “happened ‘just as he
planned it,” as well as “importart

. ~clues that bear on the true nature

of the feud and its podsible use-
fulness to the Soviét Uhion.” We
neédin’t Fo into 'lurid “details 'to
show" how “this’ ndtlomﬂly ‘syndi-
cated “expert”- 1gxmmmus and po-
i plani

into the book—which, even 'back
then, was''merely a Stalinized,
erude dnd -mechanical version “of
the right' of n4dtions to self-deter:
mination, This will suffice;- °

Stalin’s book lays spemal stress
on the national quéstion in Yugo-
slavla ‘(very sign-if-i-éant!) . Stal-
in ‘tells the Yugeslav Communists
that, looking forward to a “Soviet
1evolutwn,” they must “include
in the natmnal proglam a special
point on . . . secession.” (Get it?)
Finally they must “inélude a spe-
cial point providing for nutional
territorial autonomy:..in Yugo-
slavia. . . .” (Everything 1is clear
now.)

Assuming out of charity that the
Scripps-Howard's expert Snell is
merely stupid -and ignorant and not
really .a scurvy emulator of the
I(remlins own fulnﬁars. we only
pmn‘l‘ ‘out that the references to
secession and “territorial auton-
omy" concern the right #o seces-
sion and aufonomy -of the national
peopies WITHIN Yugosiavia (Cro-
afia, Macedonia, efc.) FROM the
Yugeslav state Ilsel‘f' Snell's reve-
lation comes when he triumphantly
identifies "the present 'territorial
autonomy' for Yugoslavia as hav-
ing been "created in June 1948
with an announcément by the Com-
inform of the Stalin-Tite split.”

Well, this plece of deceptlon
may be stupldlty compounded by
ignordnce,'as we said, or it mdy
be “déliberate knavery—it is hard
to tell the difference, these days,
with the experts on Marx, Lenin
and ‘Stalin=but it is used for a
much more serious pelitical” pur-
pose.
A ‘DEMAND

For, having “proved” that Stal-
in planned a fake “secession” of
Yugoslavia, Snell-still adds: “Al-
though -Stalin actually planned =a
Yugoslavian ‘secession’ and it
happened sql.tarely a.ccot‘dmg fo
his tlmetable, it 'is” possible, of
course; t.hat ‘his feud with Tito is
génume.

“How “is” Tito to prmre t& ‘gen-
uirreness?. The. :orwxvis: «Snell’s

gl e S
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‘Seripps - Howard  spongored de-
‘mand:

“Any doib¥ of its ‘[fhe split's]
cullenticity “woiltld “be “erased if
Stalin were "to invade lugehnvﬂi'

or if Tito were to enter fully ‘frite

the’ Wedtern " affigheé and WEL.
COME GENERAL EISENHOWER'S
TROOPS “TO vueosmwm 'SOIL
—WHICH TITO HAS 'GIVER"NO

SIGN THAT 'HE EVEN CONTEM.’

rl.ﬂ'rss DOING." (My ‘empiwisis:)

Because, says Snel'l, if Yugo—
slavia were to remain: neutral in
a war with Russia, its neutrality
“would mask complete alliance
with ‘the Soviet Union.” This is

so “because Yugoslavia protects:

the “soft underbelly” of Ruséia.
If the Western powers coultt not
get at Russia through Yugoslavia,
Tito would be in effect making it
unnecessary for Stalin to main-

tain his divisions there to do the’

job.

ThlS line of thought, and not
fartastic quotations from ‘Stalin,
is_what is' behind the demands on
T:to to prove the “geﬁumeness
of his split. And itis a line which
may have more meaning if war

- comes than it has now.

YUGO INDEPENDENCE

Snell, for example, pretends not
to know that Tito’s ‘UN’ delegates
have “stood ag'ai'nat the Soviet
bloc” in the “world ‘body. He does
not mention ‘any ‘of the cases in
which the Titoists have ‘manifest-
ed their turn in the direction of
stpport “of * the Westerm bloc
against Russia. He waits ‘U. S.-
UN troops physicdlly ‘occupying
Yigoslavia” s soil ndw.

But ‘mors " ﬂkhl’ “§Wat, ‘his argu-
mén¥ means that, in eﬁééi df war,
he and his people (fhat iy, the peo-
ple gfor ‘whom he pounds a type-
writer) have a rationalization for
invading a would-be - “neutrdl"
Yugéslavia ‘in' ordér to det at
‘Russha,

Now, as a 'ma'tt'e'x‘_ of fact, Tito
has “indicdted, 'as -cleadly as he
daresto do at this time before his
‘eWn ‘peoplé; thdt war would ﬁhd

= FTurn to-lask:page) - ..
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turn out that way for them. The
war ended in the defeat of the
Arabs, and their conquerors—the
Israelis — closed the country’s
doors to its (Arab) inhabitants

~and would-not let them return to

their own homes. . . .

“On the other hand, the vil-
lages of these refugees were occu-,
pied by newly arrived immigrants,
people who until recently had.

heen dignified by the Hebrew title '

of Md’apilim (Commandos — so-
called because they dared the
British mandate forbidding their
entry into Palestine), as against
the humiliating title of mfiltrees
now bestowed upon such old-time
Arab inhabitants who attempt to-
return to the houses they them-
selves had built, to the orchards
arid vineyards then- own hands
had planted and to the fields they

toiled in the sweat of their brow, .

they and their forefathers, for'
upwards of a‘‘thousand ~yéars!
These are‘called wifiltrees and-are-
treated like thieves. .

"Such ‘is the l'rugn:oﬂy depress-

ing problem. . . . The flight of the

Arabs was not a political mareuver -
cafcutated ‘to conferm ‘to- precon-

ceived Machiavellion strategy, ‘as -

some of our speechmakers would’
Kaveé'it. If was rather one of Mosé”

bysterical' movés which ‘take: pkee""

ever ‘'so offen in ¥ime ‘of wars
kind, -for ‘exanipte, which -overtodk”

mill:ons of Frenchmen in 1939 1 .

was the sponfaneous. reaction of
pesple Who weéren't feddy for ‘war "
ahd’ didd't '-waidf war, “and fled"
nrerely ‘o escdpe-deat. ., . -

“And as their exodus (from

Israel) wis no’ conspiracy, so is |

» their will'to réturn-no cotispiracy. -

It is'not stubborness of heéart that

the pain and suffering of exiles~

« .. And we Jews are respons:ble ‘

for the condition at’ léast as miuch’
as the other elements that telped'
‘to create’ it, the other eléments

< proiipts them to- return, ‘but only " -

being the Arabs and 'the world-at |

large. 'We “are responsible, conse-

. quently, for at least one ‘third of

the solution. And the sofution' -
must be a ‘humane-and ;just one. -

To thosé who, with ‘Bismarck ‘and
Hltler, think that the answer to

every problem is ‘force, that we

have'the force today and will’ have

it tomorrow "and -ever, that weé"

therefore could afford to “ighore -
the problem altogether—to those
people I have not a word to say.
Their God is not ‘'my “God, their
Bible is not my- Bible ‘arid thair
morals are not my morals. But
surely, the voice of ‘conseience i’

not yet entirely silencedin’ TsraeT, -

and péople with a conscievice wﬂl
weigh ‘these words carefully..

"l Propose that the Bowmmonf. :
of Israel, in the very near future, .
prodlaim ‘to’ Israel, o the Afas ‘-

and to the whole world that:

“(1) The government of Tsrael,
having reconsidered the problem
of the Arab refugees . , . decided
tc bring back ‘about’ one-third of
the total of Arab refugees, espe-
cially the felaheen and the artisaris
and the workers, at the rate of
50,000 souls a year over a peiiod
of five years. The government of
Israel hopes that the problem of
the remaining two-thirds of rdfu-
gees will be tended to by the Arab
states and the United Nations.

“(2) The government of Isr
will rehabilitate ‘the "Arab re?
gees at its own expense, As far as
possible, the feldlieen '(pédsants)
will be restored to their former
places; but wheénéver uﬁpcgsible,
they-will be settléd in other phices
inside the state of Israel. They
will also be given some money and
seed and ‘will ‘be free from tax-
ation for several years. . . .

“All returned refugees will
automatically become full-fledged
citizens of Israel, on par with'the
Israelis. ., J”

[ :

The above information, includ-

ing the guotation from Ner,v;s

,from the Jemsk Newslettsr, Feb
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- Discussion: Suggesting an Approach to a Knotty Issue and a New Demand for the Traé¢ -Union Movement—

ISL Program
in Brief

The Independent Socialist League
stands for socialist democracy and
against the two systems of exploiic-
tion which now divide the world: capi-

. #alism and Stalinism.

Capitalism cannot be reformed or

SPEEDUP: An Unsolved Problem Tor Labor

By BEN HALL

A bitter dispute between the union and the companies

has arisen in the course of the steel negotiations, one which
has been almost ignored by the daily press in its detailed
accounts of debates on wages and profits,

But it is an issue of such concern to unionists not only
in steel but in every mass production industry that its de-

cisive importance would be
hard to exaggerate. The

to fight out the issue. No doubt

Comirade Hall and LABOR
ACTION present the accom-
panying article for discussion
by readers, including discus-
sion in the columns of LA.
—Ed.

cifically state that the company
retains both the right and the re-
sponsibility to establish, change,

equal legal plane. And althéugh

the wor ker would now be fig
from a more advantageous
tion. A new labor right
have been won. ®
All ‘this may seem eitherftoo
technical or too lintited in seope
to have real significance. But Et is
neither. B

the company demand for “a free
hand for itself in increasing work-
loads, 1educing erews, and gener-
ally reassigning duties so as to
reduce the total wages of its em-
ployees.” Says the- union: “It
would give the company the un-
restricted power to change, at its
own whim or pleasure and with-
out relation to any technological
or external change, conditions of
work which have been maintained
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Some Notes on the Federal Aid-to-Education Bill

With the running out of the GI bill for veteran students,
the colleges are becoming more and more depleted. Enroll-
ments have showed a tendency to decline, and it is thought
that the only reason they atre not falling off catastrophically
is that draft exemptions are being allowed for students.

The expanding Permanent War Economy requires a vast

nicians well prepared ideologically and technically for mod-
ern war on behalf of “free enterprise.”
Such a program, it might appear, should certainly re-

ceive the enthusiastic support of Congress. That is not the -

case. Opposition to the measure seems strong enough to
defeat it. No attacks on the bill are based on any progres-

2am Tas i flicial feels keen terminate jobs, to arrange or If the union demands that the ; trai ici H . sive notions.
" 2 5 question is: To what extent every unmion o : or Jobs, ge . $ : for years. . .. The union can see army of trained technicians to staff its research programs
::b':"']'“d' f':y f:f?*::'r;er: ;:_ ';:::: shall the employers have the :::::,?::MT KR e nhe:: ;fffl;infssit:; ‘iﬂge‘i;’rfkeﬁgo&iﬁf ?&i:ez‘":::th::enft:,:'g‘:;;: Wi, Do reason why management for warfare. The concern of the government in this respect The most reactionary attack appears from the Catholic
ule:i:r;d?n:: seglurif orp el;ce % muﬂ- sole and “unilateral” and Un- yictimized by some mew speedup Aeny Temmizes % Do perfoimed™ wnion has ot aecapted, bow It sho};lsdtbe g::ven tth:al ?m}l;ateral: is clearly shown by its interest in maintaining enrollments hierarchy which refuses to endorse any aid to educatio_n
ka aboll h’ & and !e la:ed b. a new qualified right fo increase device. But the organized labor In its ceunter-demands, without oppose the same rights for all :{da?m:“ tme to distirb SUCH - in higher education by the grant of draft deferments. How- that does not include grants to parochial schools. The split
$ aRQlaNco and 9 y - the workload? Every unionist movement has never been able fo realizing what it is doing, the un- workers? It follows logically fand ever, this inducement to education does not appear to have between the Catholic element and the Protestants, who have

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-

is acquainted with this as the prob-
lem of speedup.

Reporters for the bourgeois
press, understandably enough, are
not very sensitive to this dispute.
Without necessarily intending to
be unfair or slipshod they simply
ignore it; for they know far more

decide what rights it will fight for
and what rights it will concede to
the employers in setting the rate
cnd pace of production.

The owners of industry, with a
clear class insight, know what
they wants “We are the owners,
we are the ‘managers,” ” they de-
clare, “and we assert our sacred

ion begins to assert an important
principle and to establish a far-
reaching union right. But as
though it were frightened by its
audacity, the union flees from the
logical implications of its own
words.

HIDDEN BOMBSHELL

clearly that an hourly-rated work-
er should have the right to refuse
to work at a rate “unilaterally”
imposed by the company. |The
rights of the working class and of
the employers on setting produc-
tion rotes would then be aon a
more equal plane and the whole
fight against speedup woul& 'be

EXTENDING OUR RIGHTS

Here one must ask: If the union
is justified in demanding an equal
voice in the defense of “conditions
of work which have been main-
tained for years,” by what prin-
ciple can it justify granting the
employers a ¢

‘unilateral right” to,

fulfilled the needs.

Therefore President Truman proposed a $688,000,000
Federal Aid to Education bill. In addition to this requested
appropriation was another $30,000,000 in the form of fel-
lowships and grants to students in higher education. Any
notions by the liberal Trumanites that the president’s pro-
posed legislation stems from a liberal program to raise the

been further enraged against them lately because of the
Vatican deal, seems to foredoom the bill.

. In addition to this conflict over the bill is the objection
raised by the right-wing Republicans. The desire to spend
for arms on a large scale they accept. But when the issue
is one of education they shout about the necessity for econ-
omy and the threatened bankruptcy of the nation. The rela-

= itati about the abstract facets of the . s : : > . sps . : P . .

Ism—a new form of f"P]:'l:*“g“' its “labor pl.oble,,;»L Pl ‘;h;’y do rizht to mapage production. We ~ One of the union demands should ~raised fo a new level. &-  © determine conditions of work on educational level of the people because of an abstract inter- tionship between the money for education and the money
agents in every couniry, the Commu- . . .\ human aspects of work, insist on ouf right to determine be published on the front page of b pepie UNEASY i‘ herw Jone! est in education is dispelled by the president himself. for armaments is so disproportionate as to cause the most
nist Parties, are unrelenting enemies what is produced, how much is every union paper in the country. i As speedup, work standards '

of socialism and have nothing in com-
mon with socialism—which cannot ex-
ist without effective democratic con-
frol by the people.

These two camps of capitalism and
Stalinism are today at each other's
throats in a world-wide imperialist ri-
vairy for domination. This struggle can
only lead to the most frightful war in
history so long as the people leave the
capitalist and Stalinist rulers in power.
Independent Socialism stands for build-
ing and strengthening the Third Camp
of the people against both war blocs.

‘The ISL, as a Marxist movement,
looks to the working class and its ever-
present struggle as the basic progres-
‘sive foree in society. The ISL is organ-
ixed 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!

o

Get .

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

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

INHUMAN SCIENCE

At the assembly belt and on the
production line, be it in auto,
steel, rubber or packinghouse, in
every key industry the workers
know to their sorrow of the uni-
versal drive by the big monopolies

to demand a preater and greater

intensification of, labor, to make
the machines and production lines
move ever faster and faster, and
to force the men and women who
tend them to keep pace. A whole
new dehumanized ‘“science” of
time-keeping and clock-watching
is developed to allot a given num-
ber of seconds to every motion, to
measure every flick of the wrist,
so that each moment of the work-
er's life in the factory may be ac-
counted for and utilized in the
interests of greater paoductmn
and proﬁts

The “public" hears very little
about the man who leans in a leis-

_ urely fashion against a post glanc-

ing at his precision stop-watch
while the nervous wund anxious
worker wonders what new twists
and turns can be added to his job.

LABOR'S RIGHTS

The worker who gets paid by
the hour faces speedup in its sim-
plest form: the employer simply
orders him to produce more pieces
or to take care:of more machines
cvery hour or every day. The
worker who gets paid by the piece
—the ‘“incentive” or piecework
mari—finds the employer cutting
the rate of pay for each piece so
that he must produce more and
more parts per day to get the
same total pay as before.

To one worker it appears as a
demand for more production; to
the other as a wage-cut; but to
both it is essentially the same
thing: speedup. For the same pay
he must work -harder and harder.

The CIO unions have never been

fashion. Not because they are un-
aware of the danger or unwilling

produced, and how fast and in
what manner it shall be produced.
That is ‘free enterprise’; that is
the ‘American way.” You, the un-
ions, are admittedly for free en-
terprise. Then you must recog-

_nize our basic rights.”

HALF-MEASURES

And what do the unions want?
They do not know. Our labor

leaders, even those kind men of

good-will, cannot matech the class
demands of the employers with
an equally clear working-class de-
mand. In a general sort of way
they are reconciled to capitalism
—*“free enterprise” — and ‘they
are willing to concede  certain
basic rights to the employers
without challenge. But when the

- employers begin to assert their

rights in' actual practice, the un-
ion leaders often are-frightened
by the results of what they con-
cede in theory.

Despite itself, despite its own
pronounced adherence to the prin-
ciples of capitalism, the labor
movement is impelled to wrest
greater and greater rights away
from the capitalist owners' of in-
dustry and to seek greater rights
for itself. But because it does only
what it is forced to do and does
not act on the basis of a clear
long-range class program, the un-
ion movement dabbles with- half-
measures and seldom suceeds in
atousing its own membels for
great aims. ;

CASE IN POINT

In the same patchwork fashion
the unions take up the matter of
speedup. Which brings us back to
the steel negotiations.

The steel monopolies have com-
pelled the union to face the issue
by a series of sweeping company
demands. ‘In its paper Steel
Labor, the union reports:

negotiations.
that the management clause spe-
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One of them was

It reads: "17. Responsibilities of
the parties: There shall be no dis-
crimination by the companies for
ony reason whatscever. FAILURE
TO WORK AT A UNILATERALLY
IMPOSED INCENTIVE PACE SHALL
NOT BE REGARDED AS A YIOLA-
TION OF THE CONTRACT."”

In this innocent-appearing, le-
galistiec formula, a' bombshell is
hidden. Consider what it means.
Under the terms of virtually all
contracts in the big mass-manu-
facturing industries, no worker
has the right simply to “refuse”
to work—unless it be for reasons
of “health and safety.” For ex-
ample: a group of workers finds
that a piecework rate has been
cut, or a low given rate set for
a new job; they object; they insist

’

on a higher rate. They are mxt_'

allowed to“stop ‘work. They must
continue to work at the company
rate; they file a grievance; they
go through a procedure; they
must™ wait—wait while negotia-
tions take place; meanwhile they
must continue to work until final-
Iy the issue is settled. In some

- cases; the‘union reserves the right,

after due procedure, to strike.

EQUALITY FOR UNION

What happens in real life is not
provided for by contracts; the
workers - become irritated and
walk off the job. The.contract is
violated, Their most militant lead-
ers are fired. Or they continue to
work at the old rate of speed and
find their weekly paycheck cut;
they can’t afford to lose the pay;
they work harder to meet the new
rates; but by working harder and
harder they “prove” that they ean
ineet an intensified work schedule;
the very “impartiel” arbitrator
finds, therefore, that the lowered
rates are eminently “fair” and
they lose their grieyance.

If the steel workers won their
demand, .all this would be cut

that of the wunion. The workers
would not. be obliged to work. at
any piecerate -unless, through

The Canadian Meacleans (Dec.
15 issue), clears up a misconcep-
tion about the intimacy of Alean
and Alcoa. Alean is the Alumi-
num Company of Canada, and
Alcoa is the Mellon-owned Alumi-

Canadian company its newly cre-
ated shares were sold only to in-
dividuals already holding Alcoa
shares.”
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Needless to say pelhaps ‘the
Steel Workers Union does not: fol-
low out its own-demand consist-
ently, It reaches out with jone
hand and gwes back with ;the
other, b

Referring to the general ﬁg‘ht

.of the employers to assign jobs

Steel Labor announces: “Where
there are changes in equipnient,

.in materials, processes, in manu-

facturing methods — in fact, in
any material fact which would
require a change in job duties or
content—the union proposes that
management be given the right to
make the necessary changes in/job
duties.” Such is the union’s basic
acceptance of the rights of’ the
capitalist class.

. But:even here;:-the union feels

/uneasy:; Notice: that it yieldsiso:

the employers where “changes™
are involved. It resists, however :

and piecework rates come up for
discussion in the steel negotia-
tioms, and as the steel union tries
to grapple with these problems,
unionists find it possible to dis-
cuss them from a new standpoint.
The steel union, in its own fum-
bling manner, points the way.

it is time to demand at least an
equal voice for the working class
on the question of production
rates, for another step forward
toward greater working-class de-
mocracy, toward the control by
labor over its own conditions of
work. The fight against speedup is
no longer a purely local affair to
be fought out in each case by
small groups of workers. The unions
can effectively counter the speed-
‘up’ drive of the employers only

with the demand- for:an extension

of -the basic rights of labor over
production.

Referring to the necessity to increase the educational

program Truman said:

“At a time like this we cannot af-

ford to waste any resources; yet this pool of inadequately
used human resources is being continually enlarged because
many people are denied the opportunity for a proper edu-
cation.” He was particularly referring to the tremendous
number of people who have not been able to pass the edu—
cational requirements for the armed forces.

The National Education Association, speaking for the
profession, came out in support of the measure. The New
York Times summarizes its arguments: “only a high quality
of education will provide youth with the technical and scien-
tific skills they would need in modern warfare demands. and
with the preparation they need for the war of ideology in
*which we are engaged.” (My emphasis).

_ Itis clear then that Truman’s motivation for an increase
in emphasis on education is the needs of the cold war. The
justification for education, instead of being the development
of the intellect and the development of the power to select
between conflicting ideas, will now be the training of tech-

timid analyst to sense the direction of this country's future

under the cold war.

Graham A. Barden (Dem., N. C.) introduced an educa-
tional bill earlier which was passed and then vetoed by the
president. The bill reqtiired that, in spite of federal aid to
education the government could not interfere in local educa-
tional procedure, especially as regards to Jim Crow schools
in the South. Barden stands as a significant opponent to the

president’s proposal in the House. He will organize the .

bigots against any legislation which will allow the federal
government to have any say at all over the way the states

operate their schools.

It is well-known that in the South the educational prob-
lem is greatest. The inadequacy of the school system, even
for whites, is clearly recogmzed For the Negroes the situ-
ation is impossible. Yet in the proposed war for democracy,
Negroes make as suitable cannon fodder as do whites. Four-
teen million people in the, populatmn cannot be lgnored in.
the cold war. This is one Feason for Truman s 1ntErest m
extending federal educational aid.

_cataclysm., - _

Labon

Letter from an Indian Socialist

The following letter from a so-
cialist reader in Indic was  re-
ceived addresgsed. to Comrade
Shachtman, with regard to his
article on “Norman Thomas 'and
the -Third Camp.” This article
was recently reprinted by Janata,
the weekly of the Indian Secialist
Party.—Ed.

Dear Comrade Shachtman:

I read your reply to Mr. Nor-
man Thomas who is opposingithe
idea of a Third Force in one of
the back issues of LABOR ‘AC-
TION [issue of Nov. 5].

I have been a regular reader of

preoccupations prevented me from
writing to you. Now after I have

passe is to form a Third Bloe,
'The only way to prevent another
world war from breaking .out,
and the only cure to all our secio-
economie ills, is demoeratic soecial-
ism.

chine by interfering in all' his
walks of life. Not only. are both
systems bad but they are.alsos go-
ing to lead the world to'a m'ljor

S ;‘,J_uwwm-'-~<--

Each side is propagating to the
peoples of the world that the only
solution to all problems.is to join
its bloc, The United States and
its: rulers are telling the people
that the only hope against Com-
munism and aggression is to join
their bloc and to agree to their
extending their economic stran-
glehold. Similarly, Communists
all: over the world and the Seviet
Union are telling us that the only
solution to present-day exploita-
tion, slavery, misery, poverty and
imperialism is to line up with
Soviet Russia and swell the ranks

China from all foreign yokes.and_

that "all imperialists have been
cxpelled. They also aver that

lakhs and lakhs of her men who
could otherwise he enlisted for
constructive work. The whole na-
tion has to suffer hardship to fight
the war in Korea, which is not of

their creation. The Chinese peo-.

under Communism. The Soviet
Union persuaded North Korea to
invade and -conquer the narrow
strip of South Korean territory.
. That led to the intervention by
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UN forces led by the United
States, The North Koreans were
driven back to Manchuria, When
the UN forces reached the Man-
churian borders, the Chinese had
to_intervene, in order to protect
their territory. A natioff which
could otherwise have concentrated
on consolidating its gains was
thus compelled to face the rigors
of a war.

Now let us see what happened
to the attempt of the North
Koreans to liberate South Korea
from the imperialists and estab-
lish people’s democracy for all of
Korea.- And what sort of people’s
democracy have they established?
The whole Korean nation may be
razed to the ground and there

Koreans. This is how they have
liberated South Korea. The whole
nation has now made mountains

another world war. If you join
the American bloc as South Korea
did, you will have to face death
and destruction from the other
bloe, and if you join the Soviet
bloc as North Korea or China did,

power blocs. All those who want

pletely independent of the two
hostile camps. Those nations
which are against being involved
in any war must join together
and form a neutral bloe.

-Thus, the Arab-Asian bloe, i.e.,
the nations of Southern Asia,
from Morocco to Indonesia and
Japan, must come together and
form a neutral bloc. These na-
tions must bring as many nations
as they can within their "orbit,
even countries in the Communist
bloe, and completely isolate the
United States and the Soviet Un-
ion from the rest of the world.
These neutral powers must deny

sthem all facilities to carry on

their cold and shooting wars.
These nations must strengthen

posal of the UN. The Third Bloc
of nations must receive aid from

~ people argue that there is mno

to escape the horrors of another -

world war and all those who want
to prevent another world war
_must org'amze a Third Bloe com-
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other way but to align ourselves
with the capitalist United States.
The answer to them would be as
{ollows.

The neutral

powers must

for- its finished products. If the
smaller countries join together

‘and refuse to be mere pawns in

theéir game, as they are today, the

B:g Powel:s ml] have to chmb
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down and make available their
huge resources through the UN
for the development of the under-
developed and undeveloped coun-
tries,

People like Mr. Norman Thom-
as, by opposing the Third Eorce
idea and advocating® open allgn-
ment with the American bloc, are
sowing the seeds of world de-
struction. Under the: circmmstan-
ces, the respensibility of the In-
dependent Socialists like you and
me, in America and Asia, becomes
all the heavier. They must make
strenuous efforts to make the
Americans and Asians conscious
of the danger to which the pres-
ent-day leaders of the United
States are leading them and that

R. V. RAGHAVAN
Bombay, Feb. 5

present and anti-Stalinist socialist
organizations would be factions—
is a good idea. But it’s ahead of
itself, I think. Only after present
socialist groups agree on many
points of difference can a unified

ing an all-embracing group that
would be merely a federation—or
a committee representing anti-
Stalinist radical groups? A-Unit-

- ed Soclallst Pohcy Commlttee—or

- THE -EDITOR

something like that—could allow
radical groups to exist as sepa-.
rate organizations. Since the dif-.
ferent groups would still have
their own organizations, their
members wouldn’t be thrown to-
gether so closely as to encourage
factional squabbling. But  the
united committee or federation

could issue statements to the pub- .

lic, on subjects on which all so-
cialists' agree, for educational
purposes. '

LETTERS TO - |

And the various radical groups- .- -

also’could join in the united com-~
mittee to plan projects on which
all socialists agree.

Of course, the all- embraclng
committee could help to reduce
fratricidal strife between .anti-

occasmn,\
speak as a umﬁed voice to 'the.
American public—would be its

discussion of the problem of so-
cialist unity, in particular the
passage toward the end on
“United Action,” With regard to
correspondent Loeb’s idea for a

what we or our correspondent -

might. desire, we suspect that it

is united action by socialist left -

elements that would be most real-

: 1st1cally possnbl&—Ed.
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T pemamses———— Assistant Edifors: MARY BELL, GORDON HASKELL, BEN MALL Actually one slender link re- other nations and peoples, and the will have to suffer still more be- enly solution to all our ills and action of the smaller nations. The ~occurs between separately organ- pansion of such activities, such :
ore ' mained, for when Alcan was -es-- other a military regime which ' cause of the policy of the Scviet to escape the horrors of another United States needs raw materi- ized groups. an idea might become practicable -
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LABOR ACTION

Reply to a Question—

“WHY CAN'T ALL SOCIALISTS UNITE?” -

By HAL DRAPER .

“Why don't all socialists get together instead of
serapping among themselves in different groups and
wasting their energies?” That, in effect, was the question
asked by a reader’s letter (Jan. 28 issue). It's .by no
means.a new question and we have discussed it in classes,
meetings and-personal talks innumerable times. But we
could not think of any article our press had ever carried
on that frequent question; and so we promised one. The
article below is mot solely comcerned with the “recent
letter from our reader; we also have others’ questions in
mind.-As we jotted down notes for it, it thi'eatened: to
tusn into a small book. It's here rather painfully limited
to outlining our way of approuching the problem, for
more fruitful further diseussion if necessary.

®

Pirst of all, it’s the U. S. we’re writing about.
The whole -problem of socialist unity is quite dif-
ferent’in most countries abroad—especially Eu-
rope, also.India and others: The big difference is:
In Britain, West Germany, etc:, a mass socialist
(or-social-democratic) party exists which is'the
muess party ‘of the working class, or at least of

_ the non:Stalinist werking eclass. In this country, only

small socialist groups exist, and there is no mass.party

- of the working class of any kind. (Those two facts, inci-
dentally, are close-related but that's another story:) The

U.S. is:just about the only important country in-the

. world where-this is‘true; it is, in fact, a special cage. A
. very.important special case!

JIn_general it is the ISL view that the-socialist Left,
in ‘these .countries abroad, belongs in the mass socialist
party-of ‘the -working class—as proponents of their own

- views; of “course, and .as opponents :of reformist, -tih}id
- _and compromising-leaders and policies; as the léft wing
of -such’a mass. party; -but as a -loyal left wing, not as

“raiders” on o maneuver. If we need say little more about
this here, it is because this view, which we urge onour
friends: abroad, has been put forth -and discussed at
length .in.our pages by- Max Shachtman in 'two' long
articles (Sept. 10 and Dec. 31 issues of last year).

This at any rate-should be clear: We have:no sympathy
for the idea that ‘the socialist Leff, in the concrefe condi-'
tions-of the - movement ‘today; must ‘atalf* odds ‘maintdin -
its cownzsepanrate -idéntity ras -an-inddpendent ‘Mdrxish seet,
on “principle’ The-real task-of- the-socialist:Left toddy
is o fructify the mass labor pelifical:-moventent with these-
policies which can and will lead ‘it in the direction of
socialist reconstruction and victory—as a loyal left wing,
we repeat. e )

“That's-dlso a start in-dealing with the “special case”
in the U, 8. - .

- ; -y . - i
Socialist Groups in the U. S.

In the-U. S. there is no mass labor political move-
ment (let alone a mass socialist party) as yet. Indeed,
help in‘its creation, through the formation of a Labor
Party by the trade unions here, is-one of the toppriority
tasks :of "American socialists. The whole question we -are
disecussing-would be radically changed once it comes into
being.

‘Under these conditions, today, socialist groups in
this .country are ‘political propagende greups in fadt,
whether .they boastfully name themselves “party” of not.:
(When-a smrall group labéls itself a “party,” that is sup-
posed to.symbolize its orientdtion; but it can be a mis-
leading: one. The Independent Secialist Lesgue forth- .
rightly -presents itself as a propaganda group.)

The Socialist Party has not been a real.party for
many years; the Socialist Workers Party never was; the
Socialist ‘Labor Party is the fossil-remmant of DeLeon’s

i

. movement; the reason for existence in each case is as a

propaganda group, likewise,

*Now -the primary role of o' propaganda-group (a-neces-
saty-ome, it goes without saying) is to advocate its "own
ideas as a TENDENCY of the workers' movement, however
muéh’ it ‘may also undertake ‘limited ‘activities. The rofe cof
a realmass PARTY of the working class is to-organize-and
heat ‘tHe -general struggle of ‘its &lass in society.

“That simple distinetion is the fruit of much-experi-
enée in-working-class history and there has been many
a proup:that has broken its back by ignoring it, trying
to-jump over-its own head. What the difference-is.can
be:seen, in'one-case, by looking at the relation bétween
the British Labor Party (as the party of the British
workers) -and, say, the loosely organized Bevan group
within it, or' for that matter any loyal left-wing “group -
in the BLP, however formally organized as such.

The reason for existence of .a socialist propaganda
group is its distinctive political ideas or program for the
movement 'as a whole,.' A 'group “which, on the one ‘hand,
has mo mass roots in-the workers' movement and cannot
therefore -really function as a party, and, on the other,
has no-clear program -of its-own,-has no basis for exist-
ence at all. This is .precisely the -tragedy of “Normuan

- Thomas" Socialist Party, as we have peinted out before

this. “Wewill’ come back 'to it.’
Between Two Stools

. 'Well, what..about .unity among the -existing socialist

' propaganda .groups, under U.-8. conditions today? (We

are -talking there - about. “oxganic unity,” organizational

I* ~ fusion; united .activities and collaboration -are quite a-

differentsmatter, and.only a:few:words-will .be necessary -

- Priends whopose. that: question:often suffer-from.a -
nuniber of illusions,-which-it would be well -to-understand.

-

add up to only a somewhat larger propaganda group—
and nowhere near anything more, (Larger, that is, at the
BEGINNING of such hypothetical unity—if not later , . .)
If anyone really thinks that the weakness of the American
socialist movement is DUE to the fact that it is not united
in a single-organization, he-is, I'm afraid, up a very useless
blind alley in his thinking about American problems. In a
real sense, he's got the cart before the horse.

Such a purely artificial fusion of different tendencies
into a would-be propaganda group, with the best will in
the world, but without-a mass base and role in relation
to working-class struggles in society as a whole, could
not possibly endure. At its very best it could only re-live
the ‘problem which the Norman Thomas party is going
through now, within its own four walls. It could make
no -distinctive impact as either a party or a propaganda
group, and would merely fall between two stools, flying
apart again. I# would not be a new and “noble experi-
ment” either—or rather it may seem a “new’” idea only
te those unacquainted with the history of ‘the movement.
Since we do not want to take space to cite history, let us
see why this is so in practical-political terms.

Unity as an Abstraction

The way this abstraet plea for unity is usudlly put,
it ‘amounts to this: We're all socialists, areén’t we, 30 why
can't we-all get:together on that basisalone? Sure, “other
questions’ are very important, but not as important as
simply advocating socialism versis capitalism, which is
the first problam for advancing American workers.
These “other questions,”’ then, ought to be subordindted,
by imutual.goed will, while energies are focussed on the
all-important point of agreement.

It -is natural for this to sound atiractive to some,
especially when they first come over to the socialist idea
and ‘are illuminated by- their discovery—their first big
break ‘with capitalist‘thinking: ‘But it would be a 'pity-
to ‘remain merély -at -this level of development, without
some. further thinking. It happens that today the further
thinking does not have to be so very hard.

Isn’t it quite clear to all today that the mere word
“socialism”—or, if you wish, mérely some ‘general state-
ment ‘of 'the aim of socialism—does not by itself add up
tc a politieal program which can-grapple with the real

- problems ‘of our:society? '(Remember: a soeialist: group

in.the ‘'U.' S. today, unlike .a labor party, has a reason
‘for'existenee,  or "has none; deépending on “whetheér it hds
a meaningful seeial program which- it stdnds ffn-.-)

T : A F w e
Example: The Stalinists

The ~Statilsts *are “fdr "'soctalism too.” They “give-lip
service to a general-and abstract "definition” of socialism
repeated from“the "books." I actual fact twhich nteans:
wirdually -as soon ‘es you get ‘to*the very first real’ and
basic ipaliticalprablems <of Hi¢:ddy) one finds thdt their
“socidlism" has "absolutely ndthing 'in common “with ours.

Not our recent correspondent, but others who may
be more or less  influenced by Stalinism (even if not
friendly to the Russian reégime), mdy disagree. There areé
Stalinoid types (like those of Sweezy’s Monthly Review)
who guite sincerely languish for the popular-front days
when the Stalinists themselves hit this key*hard. If they
have not learned better, it is because their .own concep-
tion of socialism is not differéntiated from that of the =
Stalinists’. In our view this is a destroying virus of the
socialist movement today. Any socialist group v_vhi‘ch
does not bénd every energy to fight it is, at the very best,
entirely useless. Anyone who disagrees with this has his
demoeratic right to yell for “unity,” but obviously he
will be wasting his time unless he tries to convince the
rest of us that Stalinism is.a “kind -of socialism.” He
will have to discuss the political question (the “other
questions”) and not merely advocate the fetish of “unity”
of and for itself.

-“We have deliberately. started with the example of
unity with.Stalinists in spite:of-the fact that (with some
justice) it may be considered “unfair’ in the context by
some; “Yes, yes, we agree that Stalinism is no kind of
socialism.” But this agreement comes only because the
questioner has already .gone béyond the stage of being
-dazzled by the idea of unifying-all who say .they- stand
‘for “socialism,” without going into “other questions.”

Example: The SWP. \

If therexample rof ‘the :Stalinists.:is unfair to some
extent, it is because,- in‘our-own :eyés, the Stalinist move-
ment cannot even be considered to 'bea legitimate ten-
denvy (of the working-class: movement, but rdather basic--
ally -a-palitical agent ‘alien to the working ‘class, what-
‘evlr ‘theé-'sincerity -of individual adherents.' This is ‘not
tHe: cage with the secialist’ tendencies we started diseuss-
ing. That-is quite trues _

Bt for-them too. it i impossible’ to Uivercé the ‘ques--
b ob ittty from Hhe-“other questions.”

The easiest reason to see today is: the way issue.

Take, for example, -one .of the socialist groups we
have mentioned, which ' -net only. insists that Stalin’s
Russia is:a kind .of “workers’ state’” but which adbocates
support to Russian imperialism in the present cold war
and .in-the looming .third werld war; which, quite con-
sistently, has a defensist viéwpeint in favor of the Stal-.
inists-in:the present Korean war, ete.That is the Social-
ist Workers Party -(“official-Trotskyists”).

.. A:-soeialist tendency. with such:a disastrously wrong

poliey has:-a democratic.right. to- advocate its point-of
view--(so have the’Stalinists), and  also -its. adherents

. should:shave: the sright sto -advocate ‘their. point of view: .

long to would not be worth two cents to me if it did not
bend its efforts—to combat and isolate such a point of
view within the labor movement or within any future
labor party!

I do not believe that even the basic concepts of sociale
ism can be fruitfully taught exeept by counterposing
them not only against capitalism but also against Stalin-
ist and pro-Stalinsit views.

Aguin: anyone has the right fo disagree with this buf
he is not disagreeing with my views on "unity,” he is
disagreeing with my views on socialism and Stalinism,
which are different from his. And if he merely keeps on
talking about the wonderful obstract advantages of
“unify,” he would not be wrong—and he would not be
right—he would merely be talking up a spout. We would
first ‘have to discuss the "other questions,” that is, the real
political questions of the content of socialism; that is, the
real and basic political questions of today. That has always
been true; it is merely clearer than usual today.

Example: The Thomuasites

But what about, on the other hand, the Norman
Thomas “kind of socialists”’? They are not tainted with
Stalinism or support of Stalinism—not at all, In the
person of their main leader and-other leading figures,
they have “nierely” scrapped their socialism for the ecamp
which is -the-rival -of ‘Russian imperialism in the world
today! We need not here review Thomas’s evolution in
the direction of support of imperialist war (that is -how
we see it), his wobbling even on civil liberties, his desire
to support ‘Fair Dedl capitalist politicians, ete.

One redgson we need not review it hiere is-because this
.question -of unity:-is being acted out in life in Norman
Themas’ 'Socialist ‘Party today. We-have ‘reported this
development for our readers. The fact is: Even the
right ‘and“left-wing tendencies within the SP-itself (let
alonie ‘2 united-group ‘of “all soeialists”!) -are-finding it
imipessible-to-stay ‘together. And'we hereby testify: this
has ‘happened -with' the best “good will” in the world on
both sides, from the personal point.of view! In fact, the
bénding-over-backwards for the sake of party.unity has
been'. ... as much as anyone has a right to demand. It is
political ‘program -whith is making -it imposgible for the
pro-war-and-anti-war wings to remain united. All indi-
cations are that this is felt to be true on both sides. Con-
sistent adHerénts on neither side.are willing:(quite right-

1y) ‘to-subordindte to’the fetish of an:impotént unity that
which "they ‘coriceivé to be the main political task-of -the-

organization.

In other words, the war issue is a line of demarcation
not only .with regard to supporters of Russian imperialism
but with regard to supporters. of American imperialism.

{About the Secialist Labor Party we need say noth-
ing much. Way back-at the turn of’the century its atti-
‘tude‘of -opposition tothe trade“tmion moventént as such’
—it’s ‘for “socialist trade unions” onli~—led-to the split
which brought the Socialist Party Jdnto being. A very
healthy split it was too. And as for unity: this model-
sectarian outfit: refuses to recognize the existence of any
socialists outside its own ranks, let:alone work with them
as--such, -let ‘alone talk.about unity! If they were really
secialists, you:see, they’d be in the SLP. .. .)

The Politics ‘of Unity

The plea for “unity” around socialism per se, regard-
less of “othér questions,” has -another aspect: it assumies
the possibility of ‘putting separate practicable political
compartments Uetween the  “domestie” program and
“foreign-policy” program of a scocialist group. The 'Wal-
laceites tried to do that too, in a way, quite unsuccess-
fully; it ean’t last. Too many well-intentioned liberals,
as well as Norman Thomas himself, have shown that a
proswar ‘line ' (“foreign poliey’”) leads: with ‘practicale
political'logic to unendurable ‘differences on vital policies
at home. It is by no' means ‘inevitable that any given
individwal will be pushed by a ‘pro-war ‘line into non-
soctalist and-anti-socialist policies in all the fields which
hinge on thé war question; but it is difficult to conceive
of two rival” conscious tendencies coexisting under the
present strdinof the war drive. .

In any case, the certral. point is-that-the possibility of

orgdnizafiondl unity ‘can -be -considered -only “within the -

framework of a given pelitical proagram. This- is-no special
discovery or ‘view of ours. ‘It ‘has been found true, from

its“own poinf 'of view whatever thot might be, by every.

sdéiallst fendéncy toddy or'in the past, and “from right to
left. o
Well, ‘what' exdetly is that political framework? How
little differenice “does there have to -be before unity is
possible? ‘Where “is the line to beg drawn? _

Is it 'always just 'a matter of the war issue? Of
course not.'We saw that the present Socialist Party was
originally founded by an absolutely necessary split from

DeLeori’s erustified SLP around a revolt against DeLeon- -
ite “sectaridnism. The “Social-Democratic' Federation peo-

ple (‘rold Guard” réformists) pu]]ed ‘out -of the SP}n
1934 on issues around New-Dealism, raad to power, ete.

Entry into capitalist coalition cabinets has been a basic

issue for ‘Europedn socialist parties, ete. .

We need not try to lay down a formla. In the last

analysis, this canpot and never did depend on anybody’s

arbitrary or fixed stanidards for all fimes and places. At

béttom, splits take place on “fundameiital” questions, ‘but
particular policies ‘béar on fundamental quéstions ‘only,
in a given ‘historical context. To be sure; it is'ndt a ques-

tionof just ady difference of -opinion. (outside of erack-:
"pots) ‘but ‘of quéstions where “the “whole ‘meégning: and:

ctiv 51 “the socialist ‘movemerit are at stake, W -
have ‘seért wiat ‘some ‘of ‘these ‘are Today, i inour Byess -

< All: te ‘satialist groups: meationed; -united;. would.sHll - rmand.any socialist propagandaiigroup: I would: wish borbest s..a is ¥ i (CantHiued bottonm of HeRI PagRY - onmiz o

efféctiveness
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MARSEILLES, Feb. 1—In Madrid, in Barce-
Iona, in Seville, it is the vivacity, gaiety and
beauty of the Spanish crowd which strikes you
right off. You discover the poverty behind it only
afterward, for such is the character of this peo-
ple: they would rather deprive themselves of
food than fail to dress impeccably or to go out.

The most terrible poverty of all I met in Barcelona,
scarcely 1% or 21 miles from the brilliant avenues of
the Pueblo Nuevo. There, along the shore, are two rows
of squalid barracks—much, much worse than (for ex-
an_xp_le) the Paris “zone.”” There you see skeleton-like
children and mothers, some with eye diseases. They cook
on little charcoal stoves, in the “street.” The latter is full
of filthy puddles. The dwellings are real huts often with-
out windows, sometimes of flimsy brick, often of boards.
An extraordinary impression is created by this single
street, long, swarming, poverty-stricken. Beyond, the sea;
on the other side, factories and wastelands. Where the
street ends, it is no longer along the sea but along a canal
into which the city’s garbage flows. The odor is stifling.

' Children are playing about 500 yards away, and women _

are still cooking on the charcoal.

Everywhere up to the city’s gates there are such
quarters, The poverty seems more terrible in Barcelona
because the hevels are tightly packed;.elsewhere there
are cave-like dwellings scattered over the sides of hills.

Stay a whole day in one ‘of these quarters and you
will not meet a single policeman, nor a Civil Guard with
his black three-cornered hat, nor a member of the Policia
Amada, who elsewhere swarm in the real streets. And
that is foo bad: add a single one of these swaggering
policemen to the scene amid the barracks of the Pueblo
Nuevo, or among the Ventas cave-dwellers in Madrid, and
a spotlight would be thrown on the fragility of the Spanish
situation, on the disparate character of the society.

What have they to do with the regime, these Spaniards
of the third zone? Nothing. They detest it; in the first
place, they ignore it; they make shift to try to live; it is
always outside of the framework and the norms which
the totalitarian regime tries to impose, however, loosely.

@

The People

Regime and people are two distinet categories in
Spain, and this is true not only for the cave-dwellers
outside the city gates but for the immense mass of the
population.

“Sometimes I come to regret the days of the socialist
and anarchist.trade unions,” a Madrid industrialist told
me. “There were strikes, but once peace was made, you
knew where you stood. Now everything is a mess of

The Face of Franco Spain:

‘Born in Blood— Rotting in

frauds: orders and counter-orders, time lost with the
bureaus, controls and recontrols, all of it executed by in-
competent people. The long and short of it is that one has
to hand out tips everywhere.”

I asked some underground opponents, whose addresses
and passwords had been given to me by their organiza-
tions’ headquarters in Paris: “How come, in such condi-
tions, the regime does not fall?”

"Because there is nobody to push it over,” they an-
swered. "The mass of people have no arms and in reality
they do not want to organize. They have become very
skeptical about politics. The strikes and demonstrations
of last spring were a surprise for everyone, including
ourselves. It was magnificent, and such explosions can hap-
pen again; but can Francoism be overthrown with bare
hands? L

“Many directed their hopes abroad; now that is fin-
ished. The Spanish tragedy is that we are thrown back
on our own forces and that the pcople do not have the
means of overthrowing the regime.

Everybody Steals

“The regime was born in blood; it is not only hateful

but incompetent and corrupt. However, sinee it controls -

the country, it corrupts all of society. Everybody steals
=in Spain, from the minister to the laborer; the construec-
tion worker who earns 18 pesetas a day, when a meal
comes to 7 or 8 pesetas, steals a packet of nails or a
piece of pipe to sell on the black market. From where we
stand here, you can see how the workers on the pipe
lines leave every day with a piece of pipe under their
Jjackets.

“No one does anything about it because everybody on
the job steals—everybody from the supervisor down.
The walls of this house, built five years ago, are as thin
as a cardboard: out of six truckloads of cement which
went in by one door, four went out by the other.

""According to official admissions,”" they continued, "the
cost of living has gone up eight times compared with 1936
—wages only two or three times. It is impossible to con-
demn the workers for stealing, but that will leave its marks
on them. Already it deforms and corrupts them, for the
situation has lasted for years. More than the repression,
which was bloody up to 1944, poverty has left its mark on
the working class.

“Now the worker is willing to work 10 and 12 hours
a day. There are cases where, during the season, the
workers work 15 hours a day. They have no time and no
spirit for anything else. From Monday to Sunday, their
wives keep saying that they do not have enough money;
so they start thinking how to work more, or how to steal
and operate on the black market.

“For years there have been whole industries which
have worked only three days a week, for lack of elec-
tricity or raw materials. And yet goods have not been

Corruption

lacking: internal purchasing power is at a minimum.
The companies have not gone bankrupt, but that is only
due to the low wages and high prices; they have to cover
general expenses and make a profit with only half the -
normal labor time.”

The "Franco Generation"

“Another problem,” they went on, “and everyone
agrees about this, is that of the youth, the ‘Franco gens
eration.’ It is a lost generation. In general they. think -
only about amusement and money. No other concern, ne
other ideal, no other hope. As for us, we read ‘comic
books’—like Coyote, which you can see on all the stalls—
up to the age of 12; now, look around you, they. read
them up to the age of 25-30. The books that come out; the
newspapers, the magazines, are without exception noths
ing to speak of. At public school the youth learn very
little, The good schools are those of the Jesuits, but they
are not for the people, for the fees are enormous. :

"H's like under the old regime in France. Yes, the regime-
can boast of this: it has ‘idiotized’ a generation. The youkly
are offered just one thing: sports, But from the intellectual
point of view, it is black night. .

“Generalized theft, black market, brutalization of the
yopth: there is the payment for our failure to overthrow
this corrupt regime.”

[ ]

“What a magnificent vassal for a good lord!” said
the poem of the Cid in the 17th century. That was already
Spam’:ﬂs problem; so it has been' throughout Spain’s hiss
tory since then. Napoleon’s armies were met at Madrid.
by the armed people in whatever way they could, com- !
manded by two artillery lieutenants and an infantry
lieutenant: the government and the general staff had
fled or surrendered. In 1936 in the Franco uprising, there
was no.longer a republican government: the city halls,
the trade unions, the parties organized armed groups.

Last spring, the masses fought spontaneously, without 3
leadership, with the greatest solidarity and the. greatest :
courage. The people | spoke to in the underground resis#:
ance groups never tired of recalling recent or more dis-

f"* episodes. of the political and working-class struggles
in Sp_dia. All of them are marked with the courage, the
magnificent self-sacrifice, the sense of solidarity thuot this
people possesses. ;
_And besides how can anyone who has gone to Spain
fail to keep a lively recollection of the gentleness, the
ger!erosity, the simple and direct spirit of mutual help - |
which are Spanish chgracteristies? Tryly, what a great - -
people! and what a tragedy the impotence to which they : - |
|
|

have_ been reduced! for alas, the verse from the Cid-
applies not only to the regime but to.a certain extent:
]

also to the Spanish resistance.
{To be’ continued next week)

"WHY CANT ALL SOCIALISTS UNITE?" A Reply—

(Continued from page 6)
Stalinism and war are certainly two.

It surely is not a question of "theoretical” differences,
important as they may be for internal democratic discus-
sion. | consider (for example) the labor theory of value
and dialectical materialism as integral parts of Marxist

£ theory, but no serious socialist movement has ever split

or should split over questions on this plane. Nor is it a
matter of "historical” differences: different historical eval-
nations of "Bolshevism,” or "Luxemburgism,” or what have
you. | would be anxious to unite with socialists who think
{say) that the Bolsheviks erred in putting down the Kron-
stadt rebellion, or in the way they put it down, or some-
thing along those lines, provided we agreed on what |
would consider the basic political policies of the move-
reent and its tasks. (We would arque about Kronstadt an-
other day.) Certainly, "theoretical” and "historical™ dif-
ferences may be indicators of vital political differences,
or lead to ‘them, but one finds that out not in theory but
in practice.

With regard to the basic political questions of today,
which we bave touched on, and in relation to the existing
socialist groups in the U. S, it is not necessary to get
into such hypothetical matters.

For there are, roughly but clearly enough, four so-
cialist tendencies before the American socialist. (This is
far fewer than the number of different kinds of World
Federalists, or of Zionists, or of cligues in the Demo-
cratic or Republican Parties, which last are held to-
gether as united organizations only by the staves of the
pork-barrel.)

With their organized representatives, they are:

(1) Sectarian—=Socialist Labor Party.

(2) Stalinist-oriented—Socialist Workers Party (“offi-

" cial-Trotskyist”).

b
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(3) Reformist; pro-war, pro-Fair Deal—Socialist
Party: (Norman Thomas leadership), Social-Democratic
Federation.

) ‘(4) The Marxist Left—and in this socialist Left we
include the Independent Socialist League.

The real problem of unity before us, as Independent
Socicl‘is_fs. is the unity of the socialist Leff, not the will o'
the wisp of "all-socialist unity."” -
It is this that can have a real political meaning and
1s not merely wishful utopianism. :

For example, in conformity with the tendency for
unity to correspond to political programs, the Norman
Thomas leadership’and wing of the Socialist Party turned
some time ago toward seeking unification with that other
group which corresponds to it politically, the hardbitten
right-wing Fair Deal-socialists of the Social-Demoeratic
Federation. They belong together, in all fairness. The
left wing of the Socialist Party, on its part, as SP leader
Thomas moved further and further to the right, equally’
emphasized its anti-war “Third Camp” position and
fundamental disagreements with Thomas.

This situation may come to a head at the SP conven-
tion later in the year. We do not pretend to kihow, nat-
urally, whether this left wing (of both the SP and its
youth group, the YPSL) will clarify its own perspective,
or what orientation they may adopt; whether they will
rgally make a fight or not; whether~they will find it pos-
sible to compromise their incompatibility, and at whose
expense; ete. We wish to illustrate our approach:

Unity of the socialist Left has a basis in reality, and
any steps toward it would be welcomed by us. The "over-
all” proposition has little link with reality, under present-
day conditions.

United Action

Short of organizational unity (fusion), there is really
little that need be said here about united activity and
collaboration between socialists—from our own point of
view, that is. We are not only for such unity in: action
wherever possible but—permit us to boast just a little—
it is the ISL which has pushed most vigorously toward

. this end. Our role in organizing united picket lines at

the Franco consulates in a number of cities (in support
of-the strike demonstrations in Spain) was the best evi-

"dence,of this, We would refer also to the joint statement

on “Stalinism Is Not Socialism” in 1949, which shed
some light on various approaches of the different groups
toward practical collaboration. On the student field, it is
our comrades of the Socialist Youth League who have
especially helped to blaze a valuable trail for socialist
collaboration, - .

] T_o be sure, even with respect to united fronts fand:
this is by no means limited to socialist groups), the given
occasion for the unmited action also necessarily involves
pol_ltical differences. It would be ridiculous to think about
united action with the SWP in a case where the object: -
of ti_le united action collides with its pro-Russian line in
foreign poliey; or with the Norman Thomas SPers where:
/the particular united action is in contradiction with their.
support. of American imperialism. Even united action
has its minimum politics. But that is ABC. There is
plenty of room and occasion for specific collaboration on-

many issues—collaboration wider than the socialist move-.
ment too. :

Last word: it is to be hoped that we have made clear:
that we do not claim that the ISL constitutes the "finished:
product” of the crystallization of the socialist Left in- this
cauntry-That is not due .to modesty. It would be a rather
poor Mdfxist who ever got the notion in his head, that the
development of the socialist movement, or of the vanguard:
party of the socialist movement, ever came to a halt in
some static form—any more than the socialist idea ifself:
ever mummifies into a "finished program' which requires
only a thumb index to answer all questions of the past,.
present and future. /

_ It is precisely because of our approach to the ques-
tion of building a vital socialist -movement, organiza-
tionally as well as politically, that we are proud of the
role which the ISL has played and can play. Within the.
f?'amework of this approach, without being hypnotized
either by unity-fetishism on the one hand or sectarianism:
on the other, the last word on this question is—flexibility.
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(Continued from page 1)

would either be pigeonholed or de-

feated by the reactionary ceali-
- #ion which dominates Congress. In
! po case has the president or his

supporting group carried the fight

40 the country even after the fash-

ion of Roosevelt’'s famous cam-
" paigns during the ‘30s.

But here the picture is even
more confused than is evident
from the above. No one knows
whether Truman will run again,
_or whom he will select to run for
him. At the moment we have two
~hats in the Democratic ring. One

~ 4s the coonskin cap of Estes Ke-
fauver who %s reported to be a
““liberal” of some kind. This means
"that he is not quite reactionary
enough on the civil-rights ques-
tion to please the Southern Demo-
crats and Dixiecrats, and has
voted “right” on most of the bills
which labor leaders like to put on
lists as a substitute for a pro-
gram. _ ’

The other is the ten-gallon hat
(ten gallons of oil, that is) of
Senator Kerr of Oklahoma. He is
-also reputed to be “right” on most
liberal issues, and is tarnished

. any question affecting oil his Fair

. Deal principles tend to get drown-
ed in gushers of self-interest,
since he is .a millionaire operator
himself.

GUESSING GAME

Despite the lack of much en-
thusiasm for either Kefauver or
Kerr among the liberals and labor
leaders, no one need count them
out of the race. For the Demo-

_ cratic Party still has the South to
reckon with.

'+ In 1948 Truman risked a split in
hle party on the civil-rights plank
‘in his platform. But then it was
clear that the most the Dixiecrats
could do was to keep their states

the electoral college. This. time
they have served more or less open
notice that unless they get much
of what they want at the conven-
fion they are -quite ready to sup-
port-a Republican candidate. . . .
especially if he has  five stars
around his name. Thus a “compro-
mise” Democratic candidate is not
_ at all impossible. The 'compro-
mise” would, as usual, be made at
. the expense of the working people
of the country, and especially of
the Negroes.
. In leading labor-political cireles
the guessing game is going about
like this right now: Truman is
the strongest possible “Fair Deal”
candidate. If he runs against
Taft, they will have no alterna-
tive but to support him, and they
will do it with as much enthusi-
asm as they can pump into them-
selves. But Truman probably will
not want to run against Eisen-
hower. If the latter is the Repub-
lican choice, Truman will prob-
ably back anyone from a man like
Vinson, who was his reputed first
choice, through someone like Adlai
Stevenson. But the range there is
considerable, and might quite
possibly include candidates like
Kefauver or Kerr.

ON THE SIDELINES

With this prospect before them,
many of the labor leaders are se-
riously considering “sitting out”
the presidential election, and con-
centrating their efforts on cam-
paigns for congressmen and sen-
ators. Yet such is the weight car-
ried by any presidential candidate
that when push comes to shove
they will probably be forced to
make a choice whether they can
muster any enthusiasm for it or
not.

Two facts are most striking
with regard to the present think-
ing in leading labor circles.

One is that they are even con-
sidering the possibility of having
to “sit out" a presidential elec-
tion.

The other is that they are com-
pletely powerless even at this
stage of the campaign when things
are still quite fuid, to influence,
let alone determine, the decision
In the Democratic Party on who
the candidates will be. They are
forced to sit on the sidelines and

out of the Democratic columa in

indulge in the game of guessing
(and wishful thinking), just like any
citizen whose control over national
politics extends no farther than his
right to mark the ballot prepared
for him on November by the politi-
cal decisions of others.

But this is the year 1952, Four
years ago the leaders of the AFL
and CIO boasted that it was their
political organizations, Labor’s
League for Political Education
and the Political Action Commit-
tee, which played the major role
in electing Truman and almost
two hundred congressmen. In
1950 they claimed that it was the
work of their organizations more
than anything else which prevent-
ed the usual strong swing to the
“out” party in a non-presidential
election year. And even though

there was a little bragging and.

exaggeration in this, it was not
too far from the truth.

Yet now they stand helplessly
by, waiting for Truman to make
up his mind, or for someone who
has some real power to make it
up for him.

The Struggle Goes On Ins

By SAM FELIKS

The “traveling road show” of
the North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganization has finally been able
to start its oft-postponed Lisbon
conference. The reasons for the
two previous delays—agreement
on plans for German rearmament
and the Harriman -economic re-
port—have only slightly been
mitigated and Secretary of State
Dean Acheson gives solemn assur-
ance that no basic problems are
going to be solved at this con-
ference.

So inconsequential have been
results of these NATO confer-

ences that there has been serious.

talk of ending them and return-
.ing to the private diplomacy of
cloistered embassies. Perhaps the
only reason for their continuance
has been the demands of the small
nations for a public arena where
they may present their objections
to the policies of NATO's Big 3—
the U. S., Britain and France.

The two main topics on the
agenda for the Lisbon conference
are the formation of a European
army, ‘called the European De-
fense Community, and its rela-
tionship to NATO; specifically
this is the question of German
rearmament. The othetr is the
chronic and even more important
question of the burden of rearm-
ament: how the military budget
that the U. S. is pushing upon
Western, Europe is going to be
financed. This is the guns-er-but-
ter question.

There is one other point, not in-
cluded on the agenda: the: rela-
tionship of Spain to NATO. The
U. S. thought that the inclusion of
Germany in the West European
army would have been all but set-
tied by this time and that holding
the NATO meeting in Lisbon wouid
highlight the inclusion of Spain.
Not that there would have beeh

Congress' Fight
Against Infiation

Congressmen have been very
successful in holding inflation
down in one spot—in the lunch-
room of the House of Representa-
tives. A lunch that costs 90 cents
in the House restaurant would
cost $1.05 in Miami, $1.25 in San
Francisco and $1.50 in Detroit,
according to the United Press.

How? Easy. Congress subsi-
dizes the restaurant (with tax-
pavers’ money) to the tune of
£45,000 a year.

s : \
Don't miss a single week of

LABOR ACTION
A sub is only $2 a ye“ur.‘
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The labor leaders claim that
their political organizations are
today stronger, better organized
and more experienced than ever
before. That is a fact. But it is
also a fact that they have no-
where to go. Although they are
organizationally independent of
either party, they have been built
and trained to follow the Demo-
crats.

NO LINE

They are like a powerful loco-
motive, with steam up and every-
thing in working order for a long
haul. The engineer can only drive
it down the track on orders from
the dispatcher. But now the or-
ders are confused, and he can see
for himself that the track has a
blind end. He can do nothing but
sit and wait for someone to
straighten things out for him.

The point is that the pelitical
premises on which the laber lead-
ership has been acting (and this

applies equally to the Liberal

Party in New York, the Americans _

ony formal introduction of the
Spain-NATO relationship at the
meeting, but it was hoped that the
meeting on the lberian peninsula
would point to the importance of
considering Spain at a subsequent
meeting.

The U. S. was earlier rebuffed
by the Western European coun-
tries, with the exception of the

“demoecratic” ally, Salazar of
Portugal, on the inclusion of
Spain. But despite the public

statement by President Truman.

about his personal distaste for the
Franco fascist regime, this re-
mains a major part of U. S.
strategy in Europe. Franco, for-
mally or informally, as an ally or

co-belligerent, with :regret and.

nose-holding, is to become part of
the alliance to. save the “free
world,” .

POWER STRUGGLE

But Spain will have to wait
for another occasion. They still
have not got past German re-
armament nor the consideration
of the Harriman report on the
cost of the military budget.

Up until seyeral weeks ago, the
State Department seemed to be-
lieve that it would be able to ful-
fill its promise to General Eisen-
hower that the problem of re-
cruiting German manpower into
his NATO army in one form or
another was all but settled. In
{act this is still the official whis-
tling-in-the-dark opinion of the

_‘State Department. But the terms

on which German divisions were
te be had have thrown the entire
policy into a crisis affecting not
cnly the European army idea but
its related scheme—the Schuman
Plan. ¢

The entire discussion was re-
moved from the level of socio-his-
torical generalities on the mean-
ing and importance of European
integration, te the hard-headed
realities of the power struggle go-
ing on beneath all the talk of
“integration." Western Europe was
to be "integrated,” but what did
it mean to the nations involved?

The idea of a united Europe
has wide currency today as a
Lasic step toward a solution of
Europe’s crisis. But the dispute
over German rearmament shows
the relative apathy and even hos-
tility -toward the “integration”
which the U. S. appears intent on
forcing on Western Europe.

It is ~an “integration” that
brings forth the fears and his-
toric hostility of the people whose
support and cooperation is neces-
sary if Western European is to
‘build a new life for itself. It can-
not win the support of the people
and nations if a united Europe is
used as a cloak for the domina-
tion or hegemony of one nation,
France, over the others, or as the
vehicle to create a European army
to prepare to fight, under an

Labor Left Without dL.ine B

for Democraitc Action, and the
liberals in general) have led them
into a position of powerlessness.
They have no aiternative line of
action to the one forced on them
by Truman, and they have, there-
fore, no means by which to force
any given line of action on him, the
Democratic Party as a whole, or
anyone else.

It goes without saying that
they have not even thought, ex-
cept with apprehension, of strik-
ing out on their own and mobiliz-
ing a political movement behind
their own domestic program, in-
dependently of the Democratic
Party. But even inside that party,
they have acted as the leg-men
and hurrah-boys of the Fair Deal
wing. They have accepted its deals
and compromises ahd betrayals of
what they claim to be their own
program with hardly a whimper.

That was supposed to be “prac-
tical politics.” And now, in 1952,
practical polities turns out to be
little more than a practical zero
for the labor movement and all
the millions of workers and farm-

e-

American general, a war from
which the Europeans feel they
have nothing to gain.

FRENCH LINE

Just as the U. S. and Russian-
dominated war blocs struggle for
power in our one world, a strug-
gle goes on inside of the respec-
tive camps for positions of impor-
tance and influence vis-a-vis the
dominant power. Inside of NATO,
as in the former European Mar-
shall Plan Council, there is the
division between the large and
small nations. This struggle for
the survival of national indepen-
dence and influence in policy con-
tinues up to the level of the Big 3.

England has today undisputed
second place in the Western camp
because of the British Common-
wealth of Nations and the -vast
sterling bloc for which she is the

banker. France’s position in the-

Bjg 3 rests upon its shaky posi-
tion as the most powerful of the
continental nations. France does
not have the economie or military
resources and power of even Eng-
land nor does she speak for a
large bloe of nations and colonies
outside of Western Europe as does
England.

-1t has been a major aim of post-
war French policy to construct an
area in which she is the immedi-
ately dominant force. Any refer-
ence to the “French Union" is
made ludicrous by the revelts rack-
ing it from Indo-China to Morocco.
To offset this weakness, sucessive
French governments have proposed
and supported the Schuman Plan
ond the European army (Pleven
Plan).

These plans were formulated
not only to build up French hege-
mony but even more specifically
to counterbalance the resurgence
of German power on the conti-
nent. The Pleven European Army
Plan was designed to provide a
framework within which France

ers and professional people whose
interests are the same as its own.

In this crucial year, when the na-
fion is confronted with problems

as grave as any it has faced in its

history, the best they have to offer
is another four years of pelitical
futility with Truman, and the worst
« « «» to sit out the election while
the destiny of the nation is fought
out between an Eisenhower and a
Kerr!

This is the month of February.
There are still eight months till
the eleetion. There is still time in
which to assess the helpless posi-
tion into which the labor move-
ment has been brought by its past
political policies, and to change
them effectively. But this can only
be done if enough men and wo-
men in the labor movement and
around it speak up now on behalf
of an independent political and
organizational pelicy, through a
labor party, geared to the inter-
ests of the American people
rather than to those of the two
big political machines and the
men who finance them. :

e NATO®

could control and even limit the
rearming of Germany after the
abrupt announcement by the U. 8.
in the fall of 1950 that it was
going to push for a German army.:

SHOWDOWN PUT OFF

This is openly admitted to be
the purposes of these two plans,
which form the backbone of
French continental policy. The
idealistic socio-historical general-
ities about the Schuman Plan
uniting the European community
in order to raise living standards
reveals itself as part of the power
struggle to suppress the national
independence of Germany. Instead
of raising European iron and

-steel production ard standards”of’

living, it was desighed to restrict
German production to levels ap-
proximately thatof France.

Proving that nothing was
learned from the history of the
Treaty of Versailles, the French
have all but completely incorpo-
rated the Saar region in -order to
equalize French and German steel
and coal production. But with
U. 8. insistence on German arm-
ing, the French have sought even
closer control in face of German
demands for greater equality.

The Lisbon NATO meeting was
to be practically the final stepping
stone for a European army. How-
ever, the French government just
prior to this conference, informed
the Adenauer government, and in
turn the U.'S., that it had no in-
tention of agreeing to German
equality, by appointing an ambas-
sador to the Saar. This was taken
to demonstrate its intention to
continue control over the German
economy, and to deny political
equality.

The temporizing compromises
that the U. S. may work out with’
France and Germany on this
question only delay a showdown
on the entire rearmament of
Western Europe. :

SCRIPPS-HOWARD AND TITO —

(Continued from page 3)

him militarily ranged with
“Eisenhower’s troops” even if
Yugoslavia itself is not attacked.
But even so Tito might or might
not be able to mobilize the Yugo-
slav people for such involvement
in the third world war. In any
case (this is what Scripps-How-
ard mean) the West need not re-
spect any desires for independence
Lon the part of the Yugoslavs:
such deswre for independence
would merely “prove” a masked
alliance with the Kremlin.

As if to underline the symmet-
rical parallel between this con-
tempt for Yugoslav independence
and Moscow’s attitude on the
same -point, Snell (approvingly)
quotes none other than Stalin to

argue thatvin war “only two al-

ternatives confront the border re-
gions. Either they join forces with
Russia . . . or they join forces
with the entente. ... There is no
third solution.” i

Scripps - Howard agreement
with Stalin on this crucial ques-
tion of world polities will not
make that reactionary newspaper
trust suspect in the eyes of the
Un-American Committees. The
Un-Americans, rather, try to find

“subversive” implications in the :
attitude of socialists who fight

for respecting the independence
of neutral nations (as of all na-
tions) and who oppose the reac-
tionary doctrine of Stalin on the
necessity of echoosing between sup-
port of ome imperialism or the
other.
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