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FIVE CENTS

" UAW Political Strategists
4 In Search of a Coat-Tail

By- WALTER JASON

DETROIT, July 13—The selection of General Dwight Eisen-
hower and Russell Nixon as Republican candidates in the
presidential election came as a distinct surprise and dis-
appointment to labor leaders here, notably in the United

Automobile Workers (CIO).

For it upset their political

caleulations and estimates and served to emphasize the weak-

ness of their political posi-
tion. -

As a matter of public rec-
ord, Emil Mazey, UAW secre-
tary-treasurer, speaking be-
fore a CIO state convention,
had assured the union move-
ment that Eisenhower could
not beat the “old guard.” As
late as last Tuesday visitors
to Solidarity House, UAW
international headquarters,
were given the view that
Taft would win in Chicago.

It was another case of the
wish being the father of the
thought. For the selection of
Taft by the Republicans
would have “solved" the po-
litical problem for the CIO
leadership this fall. There is
no question but that genuine

* rank-and-file enthusiasm, not
to speak of fervor among the
leaders, would have pre-

vailed in the anti-Taft cam-

- paign—something that the

auto industrialists knew as
well as anyone—and this was
not the least of the reasons
why C. E. Wilson and Henry
Ford and part of the Chrysler
crowd began wearing "'l Like
lke"” buttons four months age.
Once Liked lke

Parenthetically, about the
only persons who took the
neutrality of the Michigan
Republican delegates serious-
ly were some desperate Taft
managers. The Republican
Party here is controlled lock,
stock and barrel by the auto
companies, and its delegates
from Summerfield down de-
pend on the auto industry for
their living.
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Party of U.S. Reaction

By MARY BELL

Never in history has-a political convention received so much publicity in all the media
that reach eye and ear as the one which nominated General Eisenhower for the presidency
of the United States and Senator Richard Nixon as his second in command. We do not
doubt that as much or more attention will be centered on the Democratic convention.

One of the reasons was the big factional controversy. Another was the appeal of the
new medium, television, which had been used to such political advantage in the Senate

Crime Committee hearings
and which became an issue
between the contending fac-
tions of Republicans.

More. importaat, however,
was. the new role of the U. S.
in world affairs as leader of one
of the iwo contending blocs of
nations for werld power and in-
fluence.. Thus international atten-
tion wos centered, as it had never
been before, on a U. 5. political
convention.

What gave an added emphasis
was a widespread feeling engen-
dered by the newspapers—which
nevertheless now have a solid
reputation of reflecting inaccur-
ately the sentiments of the na-
tion’s electorate—that this might
be the year for the Republicans.
With Truman’s decision not to
run, the corruption scandals that
have rocked his administration,

| T he Revolution Comes to Whippany

TS N S e S e

The Township Committee of - Whippany,
N. J., has got the shoe on the other foot, and
it's pinching. The metaphor is as confused as
the town elders feel.

They feel, in fact, as if they’ve gone Through
‘the Looking Glass with Alice, and everything is
turned rightside left. -

For example, everyone knows that- when
there’'s a strike on, the police commissioner is
supposed to give the strikers the butt end of
the elub and protect the scabs down to their last
tear-gas bomb.

But what happens when the police commis-
sioner is not only one of the strikers but a chief
steward in the union local?

To go back to the beginning of this story,
there’s a strike on in Whippany by the CIO
‘Paper Workers. Nine hundred men walked. out
of the Whippany Paper Board Company. last
‘August. Police Commissioner Alfred Ellis (head
of the 5-man police force) is chief steward of
Local 297.

Police Commissioner-Chief Steward Ellis has
stoutly defended himself against the charge that
he favors his union. “Since the strike started I
‘haven’t picketed once,” he said. “I've been strict-

1y on the sidelines.”

That’s just the trouble, say the town fathers
in effect. It seems that they’d even prefer to see

‘him on the picket line. From his police sidelines

.(they say), Ellis stopped fen scabs from enter-
ing the-'plant and then “stood idly by” while the
strikers educated the men who were only trying
to do their patriotic. duty by taking the bread
‘out of: the mouths of the unionists.

After that, Ellis (since he was dutifully
staying. away from the picket line) took the

scabs to the county jail and held them there
several hours without charges. This is against
the rules. Only strikers are supposed to be
cooled off without charges.

Furthermore: while the scabs were being

held, Chief (of Police and Stewards) Ellis spent

his sideline time investigating the origin of a
pistol which he had found in the middle of the
road at the plant. The town stepfathers thought
he was overdoing this middle-of-the-road busi-
ness.

Sheriffs also are supposed to uphold Law and
Order. Instead, say the paper company and the
Township Committee, the local sheriff has “con-
sistently been friendly with the strikers.” They
even accuse him- in an affidavit of “aiding and
abetting the strikers.” '

This clearly undermines the very foundations
of the American Home and Family. Everybody
knows that sheriffs are supposed to be friendly
with- paper mi#ll owners. The sheriff; it seems,
is quite A, Ladd—to be exact, Arnold B. Ladd.

To round out. the picture of a peace-loving
community fearsomely beset by the-forces of
subversion, the township committee even has a
Fifth Columnist, none other than its own chair-
man. He’s brother-in-law to the union loeal
president.

So the embattled Township Committee has
called on the governor to provide state troopers
for the peace and protection of all law-abiding
members of the community who own paper mills
anf.'l who turn down demands for a 16-cent wage
raise,

For the sake of All That We Hold Dear,
let us hope and pray that the.state troopers
do not turn out to be Police Commissioner Ellis’s
nephews. '

the reactionary political mood of
a large section of the country,
the choice by one faction of the
Republicans of a popular na-
tional, hero as their candidate,
and the last-ditch determination
of Senator Taft, it looks as though

the Republicans have a greater

chance this year than in the past
few elections. Of course, the Re-
publicans have looked rather good
in- the recent two elections up
until the time of balloting.

This was the first time that a

., credentials committee hearing, if

barred to television, had neverthe-
less been made public to the
press. If Americans and the world
saw and heard more of this elec-
tion than any previous, it still
did not see and hear the essence
of things; that which determined
which way the delegates would
cast their votes, even though most
people are now aware that this
essence is the smoke in $100-a-
day suites in the Hilton Hotel,
where the political bosses bargain
over power, patronage, office and
the spoils of office, jobs, careers
and influence.

DEWEY SQUEEZE

The “Texas Steal” made front-
page headlines because the Eisen-
hower men cleverly chose it as an
issue, trapped the Taft machine
with it and fought it on the con-
vention floor to victory. It re-
vealed the bureaucratic, steam--
roller antics of the Taft forces
adequately, exposed the stand-pat
policies of his faction and helped
him to lose the nomination. Even
so, Eisenhower was able to win
beeause he had a powerful ma-
chine on his side.

it is known that Eisenhower's
supporter, Governor Dewey, re-
minded his New York stote delega-
tion of his "long memory" plus his
two and one-half years to go in
office. Privately he said much more,.
According to the. Alsops in the
N. Y. Herald Tribune, ""He pointed
out to them exactly how many jobs
had been allocated to each of their
districts. He did not #rouble #to

point out that these jobs were,

mainly occupied by their friends,
co-workers or even relatives, be-
cause they knew this already. He
just told them, in plain terms, that
there would be new job-holders in
those jobs within two days affer
his return to Albany if the dissi-
dent delegates went on being dissi-
dent, That way, he held New York

(Turn fo last page) =

EISENHOWER

Anti-Franco
NY Mass Rally
On Tuesday

NEW YORK—An anti-Franco mass
meeting, on the anniversary of the
outbreak of the Spanmish civil war,
in 1936, has been called by the
Committee to Defend Franco's
Labor Victims in New York City.

“For sixteen years the Spanish
people have not ceased fighting fas-
cism,” the committee reminds us
in its announcement of the rally.

Our protests can win, it points
out. “At a court-martial of 27
unionists held in Barcelona on July
4, the court refused to impose the
heavy sentences demanded by the
prosecutor, who said: ‘We mean to
continue to defend our regime
whether they like it outside Spain
or not.! This incident, reported in
a Reuters dispatch, proves' that
our protests ‘are bearing fruit. But
they must continue if the terror
is to be halted.”

The mass meeting will be held

on Tuesday, July 22, at 8 p. m,, at
‘Labor Temple, 242 East 14 Stree®
(near Second Avenue).

Among the speakers so far an-
nounced are A. J. Muste, Michael
Harrington of the Catholic Worker
group, Samuel Friedman of the So-

cialist Party, General Asencio of -

the Spanish Republicans, and Rel-

and Watts of the Workers Defense -

League.

-
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LABOR ACTION

~ From 600 Buallot

By WALTER JASON

~

DETROIT, July 10—The top leadership of the United Auto
‘Workers (CIO) this week barred five minor officials of Ford
Loecal 600 from running in'unit elections on the grounds that
they were “members of the Communist Party or subservient

to the Communist Party.”

A spokesman for the five, which includes Paul Boatin and

Nelson Davis, charged that
Walter P. Reuther was a
“dictator” for the action, and
said he would appeal the de-
cision to the next convention
ofthe union. The spokesman,
Dave Moore, is a well-known
Negro in Ford Local 600 who
defends the CP viewpoint on
all occasions.

The UAW executive hoard
took the action under a con-
stitutional prevision which
bars CPers from holding
union office. There is no ques-
tion of the constitutionality
of the action. This will un-
doubtedly be the chief argu-
ment in support of the Reu-
ther leadership’s actions in
barring the five officials from
running for office. After all,
the officers of the interna-
tional union are sworn to up-
hold the constitution, aren’t
they ? But the same constitu-
tional provision was allowed
to remain a dead letter for
ten years!

The local union itself had
once turned down a-report of
the local union trial commit-
tee charging these five with
being Communists.

Sign of Weakness

The action of the Reuther
leadership, viewed from more
basic grounds, is a sign of
weakness in Ford Local 600.
in spite-of an administrator-
ship of nearly three months,
the Reuther forces have not
been able to make a serious
dent in"the dnti-Reuther char-
acter of Ford Local 600. Very
fewinformed persons in UAW
circles doubt that a general
etections would result in an-
other triumph for the anti-
Reuther forces, no matter
what position Carl Stellato,

- ifi¢iimbent president, fook. He
is todby still the recognized
symbol- of the anti-Reuther
forces:

Onte upon a time, the mili-
tant and dyiamic qualities of
the Reuther leadership would
héve woriany serious contest
fd¥'the votes of the rank and
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file in local union elections.

How times are changing is
illustrated not only by the
situation in Ford Local 600
—which remains strongly
anti-Réuther—but in a vic-
tory that the Reuther forces
won.

At Briggs Local 212, the
stronghold of Emil Mazey, the
pro-Reuther slate headed by
Ken Morris won every post.
But what surprised UAW cir-
cles was the fact that a vir-
tual unknown, Joe Williams,
pelled 5,500 votes to Morris"
7,000-0dd votes. And the Ma-
zey forces barely squeezed
a majority on the executive
board of that local union.

Congress:
Everything for

By L. G. SMITH

The 82nd Congress has finally
gone into history. It remained
true to its nature to the very end.
In a frenzied rush in its closing
hours it went down the line for
the big lobbies, while killing just
about any and all measures which
might benefit the people. Perhaps
the only exception to this was the

passage of a bill which raises pen-

sions for the aged by $5 a month
and makes certain other minor
improvements in social security
legislation. '

A run:down; which appeared in
the Michigan CIO News for July
10, on what Congress did and
didn't do appears in the accom-
panying box.

Of course, the CIO newspaper
confines its comment on the for-
eign policy reford of Congress to
the paragraph headed *Mutual
Security Program.” AWhough it
is true that Congress materially
slashed the funds which had been
1equested by the administration
for its various foreign projects,
the one field in which it has more
or less carried out the administra-
tion’s program is that of foreign
relations. During the past year
the Senate has ratified both the
Japanese peace treaty and the

“eontractual agreements  with

Western Germany. In general, it
has backed the military and al-,
lied programs of the administra-
tion all over the world.

Court Reverses State
Dep't Passport Policy

An impeortant victory against the
State Department's passport cur-
tain was scored in a federal dis-
trict court last Wednesday, July
9. when a three-judge decision
ruled that the government can re-
voke a passport only after a hear-
ing.

The State Department has con-
sistently maintained that it pos-
sesses completely arbitrary and
uncheckable powers over the
granting of passports to Ameri-
can citizens who wish to go
abroad. A number of recent cases
have thrown a grim spotlight on
the extent to which this claimed
power has been used to shut the
doors on some prominent person-
alities, as well as ordinary people.

The specific case decided by the
court in Washington, I}, C. was
that of Anne Bauer, a writer. Her
passport was revoked after she
had already sailed. As usual, the
State Department authorities
gave no explanation, except that
her “activities are contrary to the
best interests of the United
States.” This is the usual formula.
Miss Bauer filed suit, from
abroad, arguing that she had been
denied due process of law and at-
tacking the constitutionality of
the-passport law.

The court upheld the consti-
tutionality of thé law but ruled
that the State Department had
misused it. It ordered the govern-
ment either to ren&¥ the passport
or give Miss Bauer a full hearing
on why it was revoked. _

BACKDOWN ON PAULING

Since the text of the decision is
not yet available, an important
peoint is not yet entirely clear:

IlForumll

A new issue of Forum, discus-
sion and information bulletin of
the Independent Socialist League,
is out. It contains an article by
William Stanley and James
Thompson, of Berkeley, entitled
“The Leninist and Shachtman
Positions on Imperialist War.”

Forum may be obtained through
the offices of the ISL, at 15 cents
a copy.

whether the decision would apply
not only to cases of revocation but
also of denial of passports. Initial
summaries of the decision would
indicate that this distinction would
not be involved. Since the court
based its finding on the lack of a
hearing, its argument would apply
also in case no passport is gronted
at all.

The American Civil Liberties
Union hailed the decision warmly,
and urged Secretary of State
Acheson immediately to revise the
procedure of his department to
conform with it.

There need be little doubt that
it was because of this court deci-
sion that the State Department, a
week later, reversed its stand on
denying a passport to Dr. Linus
Pauling, the head of the Chem-
istry Department at Caltech. It has
now granted him a “limited pass-
port,” limited to Britain and
France and with a deadline, but
even this only after demanding a
non-Communist affidavit.

BOOKS RECEIVED |

Received. from New American
Library, publishers of Mentor and
Signet pocket books, published
July 23:

A World Apart, by Gustav Her-
ling. Mentor, 256 pages, 35 cents.

Southways, by Erskine Caldwell.
Signet, 144 pages, 25 cents.

Sabotage, by Cleve F. Adams.
Signet, 144 pages, 25 cents.

A Grove of Fever Trees, by
Daphne Rooke. Signet, 176 pages,
25 cents.

The Young Lovers, by Meyer
Levin. Signet, 144 pages, 25 cents.

The Leyed_ and the Lost, by
Morley Callaghan. Signet, 192
pages, 25 cents.

The Green Hills of Earth by

Robert A. Heinlein, Signet, 176
pages, 25 cents.
7 .
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A Record of Reaction

the Rich, Nothing for the People

Only the famous “Point Four”
program has remained a starved
orphan of congressional action,
despite the faet that the labor
moyement has insisted that this
is the “positive” line which Amer-
ica must take in fighting Stalin-
ism abroad.

ORPHANS

Further, this Congress has

" spent more time and money in-

vestigating various matters than
perhaps any' previous one. And
the same general reactionary ten-
dency displayed in its legislative
recoird was natlirally also evident
in most of its investigations. Both
the House and the Senate have
had investigations going full
blast;, the major effect of which

has been to raise the “anti-red”
hysteria in the country to new
heights. -

It is true that these committees
confined themselves primarily to
uncovering Stalinist influence in

various sectors of American so- -

ciety. Actually, however, their
major effect has been to add to
the atmosphere of intolerance on
the one hand and to the intimida-
tion of all dissident opinion on the
cther.

The record of the 82nd Con=
gress is not a pretty one. The
whole labor movement is unahi=
mots in denouncing it. But such
are its own political policies that
it can-do-very little to ensure that
the 83rd Congress will be any
hetter. .

The 82nd
" What H Did—
PRICE CONTROLS

Passed a “fraud on con-
sumers” economic controls bill
that guarantees still higher
profits through further infla-
tion of prices to business while
keeping wages frozen. The in-
flated prices brought on by the
Capehart, Herlong and Butler-
Hope Amendments enacted in
1951 are estimated-to cost con-
sumers more than $35 million.

HOUSING

Virtually wiped out the pub-
lic housing program by reduc-
ing the number of units au-
thorized from 75,000 to 35,000
for all suecceeding years, de-
spite urgent needs of defense
workers. At the same time
lifted federal rent controls
from all but areas declared
“critical.”

TAXES

Passed a “tax-the-needy,
spare-the-greedy” tax law that
places big tax inereases on low
incomes and lets incomes over
$50,000 and corporations off
with small hikes. After® voting
only a 5 per cent increase in
the normal and surtax rates of
corporation profits (individual
income taxes under $50,000
went up at least 11- per cent),
it gave the corporations back
most of this hike by making an
unprecedented “gift” exempt-
ing  them from paying the
higher rate during the first
three months of the year.
BUDGET ’

Despite record tax hike on
poor and needy. Congress
wrote so many loopholes into
the tax law that it didn’t raise
enough to balance the budget
and the government went in
the red for the first time since
1946. -‘H—used phony cries of
“economy” and grandstand
hatchet slashes on key ap-
propriations bills to cover up
the faet that its favoritism to
the rich and corporate inter-
ests meant it couldn’t balance
the books.

IMMIGRATION

Passed over President Tru-
man’s veto “Iron Curtain'” im-
migration bill which imposes
new restrictions on aliens and
citizens alike, subjects them
to thought control, and will
work undue hardship on mil-
lions.

TIDELANDS

Voted to give to three states,
and through them to the oil
and gas interests, rich natural
zas and oil deposits belonging
to all the American people
and worth more than $40-bil-
lion. In doing so it rejected
proposals that the income from
this resource be used by the
federal government to improve
educational facilities in all 48
states.

Congress
And Didn't Do

MUTUAL SECURITY PROGRAM

Failed to provide adequate
funds to permit the U. S. to
live up to commitments made
at the Lisbon Conference for .
the building up of military and
economic resources of friend-
ly nations abroad. At the same
time, slashed appropriations
for U. 8. armed forces to a
point where military leaders
say American security is
threatened.

ST. LAWRENCE SEAWAY AND
POWER PROJECT

Passed up what is probably
its last opportunity to parti-
cipate with Canada in develop-
ing the St. Lawrence Seaway,
despite the fact that the joint
project would have cost tax-
payers nothing and brought
untold benefits to the nation.

MONOPOLY
Took no steps to check wide-
spread gcrowth of monopoly

which both the Federal Trade
Commission and congressional
conimittees warned was one of
the dangerous results of de-
fense spending. Continued
many legislative loopholes ben-
efitting big . corporations de-
spite corporation profits after
taxes last year of nearly
double the average for 1942-45,

CIVIL RIGHTS

Took no action on FEPC,
anti-lynching, anti-poll-tax or
anti-filibuster proposals, and
shelved proposals for state-
hood for Hawaii and Alaska
and home rule for the District
of Columbia on raecist grounds,
despite the fact that congress
knew Communist cold war
propaganda would make ef-
feetive use of its failure to act.

LABOR

Did not repeal the Taft-
Hartley Act, which the Ameri-
can people repudiated when
they elected the 8lst congress
to replace the 80th which en-
acted it, but voted instead to
recommend that the President
use T-H against the CIO Steel-
workers, despite the fact that
the. union voluntarily post-
poned™ its .strike longer than
the 80-day period specified in
the law.

FLOOD CONTROL AND
CONSERVATION

Did nothing to promote the
Missouri and Columbia Valley

Authorities, despite serious
floods  along the former and a
critical  Northwest  power

shortage caused by a dry spell
along the latter. Instead, mere-
ly poured hundreds of millions
of dollars more into the patch
work program on emergency
repair and piece-meal dam con-
struction.
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/By KATE LEONARD

Around 500 delegates, a goodly number of them repre-
senting Southern branches, attended the 43rd annual con-
vention of the Naitonal Association for the Advancement of
Colored People which was held in Oklahoma City, June 24

through June 29.

As reported in our last article in LABOR ACTION (July 7)

the main item on the agenda
of the convention was the
organization’s consideration
of its political activity for the
coming year, with the coming
presidential election looming large.

The NAACP announced that this
election year is 'the year for
penalizing and throwing .out of of-
fice those who have been poor cus-
todians of the public welfare." As
a result of this stand taken by the
NAACP some heads will certainly
£all in local elections in the North-
ern states, come the MNovember
elections. However, at the national
level, the NAACP is in no position
%o carve o .deep and long-to-be-
_remembered notch in the - civil-

s'“El'ig_'h}s gun.

The organization is adamant
that it will lend support only to
a candidate whose record and
program are “straight” on ciyi]-
rights issues, and it is putting
pressure upon the I_)emccrat'{c
Party to run a Fair Deal candi-
date upon a Fair Deal platform.
The convention showed that the
association is prepared to support
the Democratic Party nationally
in the presidential election, pro-
vided only that the party does not
retrcat from its civil-rights plat-
form of 1948.

This will not properly repay the
do-practically-nothing 82nd Con-
gress, nor will it repay the cur-
rent administration which betrays
so flagrantly in public the fact
that it moves not one whit farther
or faster than it is forced to move
on “this hottest of dqmestic is-
sues,” the civil rights program.

CRITICAL WORDS

The NAACP convention buried
the hatchet against President Tru-
man, not of course that they had
ever really unsheathed it against

_ the president. The association i‘n
the last 2 years has leveled criti-
cism against the president: he
cottoned to the Dixiecrats, he
{ook his own sweet time, ete. The
43rd convention “was quite pro-
tective about him. Just in case

r, President Truman again runs for
office, his candidacy would be
more than acceptable to the
NAACP.

Notwithstanding, the convention
called upon President Truman to
restrict the loyalty program to
“she security-sensitive agencies of
the government.” Also in the re-
port upon the NAACP's campaign
‘in the field of housing, the federal
goyvernment itself came in for sharp
criticism. Roy Wilkins accused

banks .and mortgage companies of
heing major blocks in the drive for
nonsegrated housing and accused
$he federal government of directly
encouraging them with U. S. funds
in their discriminatory policies.

. "One aspect of the organization's
political activity as reported to
the convention i% heartening. The
NAACP has played a significant
role in the campaign to increase
the Neero vote within the South.

THE 2 MILLION

As of this year, the vote in the
South is approaching 2,000,000.
As yet for the most part, the
Negroes in the South can only
choose between Democrats, but
this does not altogether nullify
their vote. Quite correctly, the
NAACP has stressed the impor-
tance of voting as a tool in im-
proving local conditions. Also, the
tight to vote —a basic democratic
right—can be established in the
South only by voting, a coura-
geous act, and in sections of the
South a defiant act. This year's
convention added a new note to
the propaganda for registering
and voting.

Speaking to this point on the
agenda, Clarence Mitchell, head
of the NAACP’s Washington

"7 Bureau, illustrated the impor-

tance of inereasing the Negro
vote as follows: “In four of the
seven counties of Alabama’s First
Congressional Distriet, the colored
people outnumber the white popu-
lation. In one of the four, colored
people outnumber whites, 9 to 1.”
The ratio-of Negroes to white
people in the South is the basic
reason for disfranchisement. Tt
also explains the present-day Till-
mans and Vardamans, and the
ease with which they and their
kissin’ kin are returned to office,
ad infinitum.

OUTSTANDING JOB

The small electorate also ex-
plains the low level of Southern
political life, and that strange
phenomenon; the “Southern lib-
eral” who has such difficulty in
passing for a liberal out yonder.
Mitchell’s words were a refresh-
ing public treatment of a phase of
Southern political life which is
usually given the hush-hush treat-
ment. The Talmadges can read
the threat contained therein. The
threat is for them, but for no one
elge. i

ward County,

P Lays Plans to Mobi

Both the NAACP report for 1951
and the convention stressed that
the outstanding work of the last
year was the campaign against
segregation in education, ¢limaxed
by the court cases .invelving the
elementary public schools in-Clar-
endon Couniry, S. C.. Prince Ed-
Virginia; Topeka,
Kansas; qnd Wilmington, Delaware.
Just prior to “the convention the
U. S. Supreme Court agreed that in
the fall of 1952 it would hear argu-
ments on_two of these cases, the
Clarendon County case. and. the
Topeka case. In bringing these
school cases the*NAACP raises the
question whether segregation of
white and Negro children is con-
stitutional, basing themselves upon
the 14th amendment to the Consti-
tution.

WEDGE
There are distinct advantages
for the NAACP in the fact

that these two cases have finally
reached the hearing stage in the
Supreme Court. In the Topeka
schogl system segregated schools
exist only- from the sixth grade
down. This fact is an entering
wedge. In the Clarendon County
case in a lower court, Judge War-
ing dissented from the majority
decision that segregation was not
unconstitutional. (The Virginia
case was similar to the South
Carolina case, but with ne dis-
senting opinion.) At the same
time, the NAACP is testing in

the federal courts Georgia's law
that if the Supreme Court or any
other court orders the admission
of Negroes to the school system,
all state.educational funds will be.
cut off. This case is the petitien
of Horace T. Ward, seeking ad-
mission to the University of
Georgia Law School.

PRO-LABOR

The outcome of these cases will
determine the association’s tactics
in the fight against segregation in
education and temporarily the
NAACP proposes to tread water
in this area. One reason -for this
must be that the cases as pre-
sented cover the legal technical-
ities well. Another, of course, is
that legal attack is costly, and
test cases therefore must be limit-
ed in number. The convention an-
nounced that the organization
plans to push ahead in its legal
attack against segregation in
transportation, public gatherings,
recreation.

The convention passed the usual
progressive resolutions, involving
rent and price confrols, govern-
ment health insurance, an increase

" in the federal minimum wage to $1

an hour, etc. The NAACP has regis-
tered in the liberal pro-labor col-
‘umn-for a long time now.

Walter Reuther, UAW presi-
dent and vice-president of the CIO,
addressed the convention. Basic-
ally the labor movement in the
U. S., on this question of civil

ize Negro Vote

E
rights is at the same place as it
was following the publication of
the report of the President’s,Com-
mittee on Civil Rights, To Secure
These Rights. At that time Amer-
ican labor was in the position of
having to say, “This is our re-
port, too—Carey was on.the.com-
mittee.”” Labor men of the future
looking back on these days will
say, “What an opportunity lost!
Couldn’t they see that they muffed
the ball?” Had To Secure These
Rights indeed been labor’s inde-
pendent program for the nation,
we today would be nearer to those
men of the future, and the move-
ment for civil rights today would
be stronger, wider, deeper. )

NOBLE PROMISES ~

Such are the facts of life that
Reuther at this convention was
pretty much limited to saying,
“The moral issue in the 1952
presidential campaign must be
the mobilization of every decent
American in an all-out crusade to
square American democracy’s
day-to-day practice with its noble
promises in the field of eivil
rights.”

If every last union in the U. S.
had its house in order on the race
question, these words.would be
more effective.. Had . Reuther
spoken in the name of a labor
party—not yet on the scene in

1952—his speech would have been .

just fine,

LONDON LETTER

By ALLAN VAUGHAN

LONDON, July 8—Two very
important developments took
place within the precincts of
Westminster last week which
may have some bearing on
the outcome of the great de-
bate on foreign policy which
is now engaging the ranks of
the Labor Party.

The first was, of course,
the debate on the Yalu bomb-
ing raids. The reaction of the
Labor members of Parlia-
ment to the timid motion of cen-
sure drawn up by the party's
front bench was very strong. It
appears that the Morrison-Attlee
wing is now in a weaker position
than ever.

Little prominence has been given
in the press to the interesting re-
alignment of personalities within
Parliament on the Yalu issue.
Among those who veted with.Bevan
were Michael Stewart, former par-
iiamentary secretary to the Min-
istry of Supply, and Blenkinsop.
former parliamentary secretary to
the Ministry of Health. Both ef
these men are right-wingers, and
their defection marks the weaken-
ing of the Attlee-Morrison ("reign”
within -the Laber Party.

The Daily Telegraph of last
week noted with concern the large
number of abstentions on the vote
within the parliamentary group
of the Labor Party; it commented
on the new current belief that
Attlee will be resigning at the end
of the parliamentary session from
the leadership of the party.

STRACHEY ON YALU

The second development arose
out of Lord Alexander’s “indiscre-
tions” at the Canada Club about
the conduct of the Korean war.
Shinwell, of the Labor Party,
made a fiery attack on the Tory
front benches, denouncing Lord
Alexander’s implied affront to
Parliament in that he had deemed
it fit to express an opinion to the
Canada Club which Parliament
had no claims upon. It seems that
the Tory cabinet is top-heavy with
lords who can’t keep their mouths
shut. .

Over the weekend, John Strach-
ey publicly associated himself

with Bevan’s opinion on the cen-
sure motion. Strachey said he
considered that the censure mo-
tion should have included the
repudiation of the Yalu bombings.
Of even greater import was
Strachey’s association with Mich-
ael Stewart’s views on the sub-
ject of Anglo-American relations.

Stewart had said that there was-

cne issue which overrode  even
good Anglo-American relations,
and that was the question of war
and peace in the Far East.

Thus, we see, in a hesitant fash-
ion the Labor Party is beginning to
realize the logical outcome of con-
tinued good "'Anglo-American™ re-
lations, .or, to be more precise,
"good" relations between British
Labor and American capitalism. If,
as John
Stewart so rightly peint out, Brit-
ish Labor cannot follow U. S. policy
in the Far East, why then must
Labor follow America's lead in
Europe?

THE DILEMMA

This surely is the next question
posed by Strachey’s line of think-
ing. For contained in Stewart’s
statement is the kernel of the
dilemma which British Labor is
now faced with: either to continue
a “bipartisan,” “Anglo-Ameri-
can,” “national” foreign policy
(which, it is now admitted, is
wrong in principle for the Far
East) or to break with this tra-
dition and map out an independent
foreign policy, a foreign policy
that (to quote Bevan's words)
“speaks a language distinet from
that of capitalism and Stalinism.”

Not unnaturally, Bevan's resig-
nation from the Labor ecabinet and
the events that followed have as-
sisted the clarification of that
tenuous thing called theory in the
British Labor movement. It is
abundantly clear that Bevan’s
course implies a reaffirmation of
the cluss approach to political
problems, where Attlee’s course
(or lack of it) implies a repudia-
tion of it. In Place of Fear is full
of examples drawn from everyday
experience and history of Bevan’s
fundamentally. class approach to
Parliament, democracy, institu-
tions, education and health. The
attempt of the right wing to find
a basis to counter this reaffirma-
tion of the class struggle has
‘been dismally unsuccessful.

Strachey and Michael"

Yalu Issue Cuts into Ranks of Attlee Group

Despite the support given by
some quarters (e.g., A. J. Cum-
mings in the New Chronicle!) to
the Socialist Union’s hooklet So-
cialism: A New Statement of
Prineiples, little enthusiasm has
been created for it within the
ranks of the Labor movement.

ON NATIONALIZATION

This booklet, put out by a small
group of right-wingers who pro-
duce Socialist Commentary, denies
that the class struggle foday is the
driving power for socialism in Brit-
ain. According to the Socialist
Union, nationalization .does not nec-
essarily .mean socialism. But the
fact remains that it is precisely the
friends of the Sacialist Unian who

have made certain that nationaliza- .

tion has not meant socialism. By
the bureaucratic character of their
nationalization measures they have
held back that very necessary par-
ticipation of workers and techni-
cians at all levels of industry
which can make nationalization a

. .step—indeed, a leap—toward so-

cialism.

.Undoubtedly the nationaliza-
tions in Britain were carried out
with the active support of the
working class. But they were not

—carried out in a manner which
enabled the workers to participate
in and learn how to administer
these great enterprises. It is this
which marks off British Labor
nationalizations from, on the one
hand, the Stalinist measures ‘in
Eastern Europe (pushed through
after the surge to the left had
receded, and pushed through in
the interests of the bureaucracy)
and on the other hand, from the
measures taken by the Bolsheviks
in the early days of the Russian
Revolution.

The third book which has in-
fluenced thinking in our move-
ment recently is The New Fabian
Essays. Here we have a cross-
section of views ranging from the
Bevanite left to the Bevanite
right. The New Fabian FEssays

are a mood-piece, or a mood “col-

lection.”

According to Anthony Crosland
_we are living neither in a capi-

talist nor a socialist society but-

in a ‘“statist” society. This so-
ciety has removed the worst
abuses of capitalism but has not

made any definitive steps toward "

e R

a classical socialist society. So
runs his argument.

ISSUES FOR OCTOBER

This point of view is now be-
coming fashionable in certain cir-
cles. The mixed economy is here
to stay; all that is needed is a
bit of patchwork here and there
when we, the Labor Party, return
to power. What these people seem
to forget is this: 1t is all very
well to have a “mixed” economy,
as .Bevan rightly pointed out at
the Filey rally, but what we have
to be sure about, is who is doing
the” mixing. 3

The Labor -Party conference in
October will grapple with these
many issues. The first issue is that
of the fundamental basis of Labor
thinking. Is it to be founded on @&
class approach or a nondescript
"ethical” approach? Are we fto
have "good Anglo-American rela-
tions,” or are we to have good
relations with the labor movementis
of the world? and finally, if we are
to have a mixed economy during &
transition period, how much of the
mixture is to be socialist.and .who
is to do the mixing?

The answers to these questions
will not necessarily be given by
Aneurin Bevan. These questions,
however, will find the proper con-
text in which they should be
posed, as they get linked up with
the Bevanite wing of the Labor
Party. “Bevanism’ as a movement
iz the road back to power for the
British workers. “Bevanism” is
also the track along which British
Labor will have to march if it is
to make certain that we have so-
cialism in our time, 'in Britain,
Europe and the world.
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on the labor movement—

"The UAW and
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Irving Howe and B. J. Widick
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The ISL Program

in Brief

The independent Socialist League stands for
sociolist democracy and against the two sys-
i tems of exploitation which now divide the
world: capitalism and Stalinism.

Capitalism cannot be reformed,or Iib:rullx'ed.
by asy Fair Deal or other deal, so as to give
the people freedom, abundance, security or
peace. It must be abolished and replaced by a
new sccial system, in which the people own
and. control the basic sectors of the economy,
demecratically controlling their own economic
ond -political destinies. . -

- Stalkinism, in Russia and wherever it holds
‘power, is @ brutal totalitarianism—a new form
of expleitation. Its agents in every country,
the Communist Parties, are unrelenting ene-
mies of socialism and have nothing in commen
with secialism—which cannot exist without ef-
fective democratic control by the people.

These two camps of capitalism and Stalinism
are teday at each other's throats in a world-
wide imperialist rivalry 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. Inde-
pendent Socialism stands for building and
& strengthening the Third Camp of the people
= against both war blocs.

The ISL, as a Marxist movement, looks fo the
working class and its ever-present struggle as
the basic progressive force in society. The ISL
is orgonized to spread the ideas of socialism
in the lobor movement and among all other
sections of the people.

At fhe same time, Independent Sociull_:h
participate actively in every struggle to bet-
ter 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 te-
gether with” all other militants in the labor
movement as a left force working for the for-
mation of an independent labor party and
other progressive policies. :

lasting ond genuine democracy without social-
iém, and there can be no socialism without de-
mocracy. To enroll under this banner, join the
Independent Socialist League!

INTERESTED?
Get Acquainted
Independmt Socialist League
114 West 14 Street

New York 11, New York

\ - .
01 want more information about the
“ideas of Independent Socialism and
the ISL.

- 'O T want to join the ISL.

. ZONE....cosvann

B Y

The fight for democracy and the fight fer.
socialism are inseparable. There can be no
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By LARRY O’CONNOR

The Tory government in Britain
has set an example with regard to
the civil liberties of Stalinists
which might well be pondered and
copied by the liberals in this
country.

The case involves Dr. Hewlett
Johnson, the so-called “Red” Dean
of Canterbury. Johnson has just
returned from one of his regular
trips to Stalinland. He has infur-
iated all non-Stalinist ,sections of
British opinion by proclaiming
that the charge that the United Na-
tions forces in Korea have resorted
to bacteriological warfare has been
proved to the hilt. Petitions were
circulated to remove him from his
post, or at least to institute a par-
liamentary investigation looking
toward his removal.

The leaders of the Conservative
Party in both houses of Parliament
have rejected these proposals as a
danger to civil liberties. Lord Sal-
isbury, Tory leader in the House
of Lords, made a pointed compar-
ison with the way such matters
are being handled in the United
States when he said that prosecu-
tion of the dean might do more
harm than good; that the govern-
ment could not contemplate spe-
cial legislation that might lend
color to the Stalinist charges that
the dean was being persecuted, or
“encourage that type of witch-
hunt which we have seen to our
regret in other countries recently.”

NO GROUNDS

The Archbishop of Canterbury
also rejected any action against
Johnson on the grounds that he
was neither guilty of heresy nor
of any illegal action. He asserted
that the dean:is “free to hold what
view he likes.” He said that the
dean must be:endured until he
breaks some law or becomes a

~menace to public safety. Now he

is not a menace, but “a public
nuisance.” :

Speaking along the same lines,

. Lord Salisbury pointed out that the

dean has violated no law of the
country or of the church, “He has
not been drunk: in the pulpit, he
has not pawned the church vessels

- and he has not been guilty of an

immoral action,'_‘ he said.
- Speaking in the House of Com-
mons, Churchill took a similar

stand. “Free speech,” he said, “car-
ries with it the evils of all the fool-

CONTRAST

TORIES POINT UP DIFFERENCE
FROM U. S. ANTI-RED HYSTERIA

ish, unpleasant, ‘venomous things

‘that are said but on the ‘whole we

would rather lump them than do
away with it.”

The contrast between this atti-
titude and the practices which are
accepted in the United State by
many . liberals and conservatives
alike is striking indeed. It must be
remembered that, since the Church
of England is an “established
church,” he could be removed by
action of Parliament.

In this country it has become the
accepted practice to remove from
office both in public and private
employment people who can be
identified as Stalinists. Resistance
to this practice still exists as far as
certain sectors of private employ-
ment are concerned. Recently the
United Automobile Workers
handled the grievance of two auto
workers who had been fired subse-
quent to the congressional invest-
igation of Stalinist activity in the
auto industry held in Detroit. The
two workers were reinstated by a
decision of a referee.

NO 'HYSTERIA

This action was certainly to the
credit of the UAW. But it stands
out as an exception to the prevail-
ing practice. As far as government
employment is concerned, the
Truman administration has insti-
tuted the “loyalty™ and “security”
program under which it is suffic-
ient to demonstrate that there is a
“reasonable doubt” as to the “lo-
yalty” of any government em-
ployee for him to be fired from his
job. And the definition of “disloyal-
ty"” has been stretched to apply to
anyone who has been a member of
or “sympathetically associated”
with organizations or members of

organizations on the notorious at--
torney general’s list of subversive

organizations.

Hewlett "Johnson is an' open,
avowed, vocal Stalinist sympath-

izer, He has used his office to ad-
‘vocate the Stalinist line on almost

every question imaginable. He has
been a considerable asset to the
world Stalinist movement due to
his influence among well-meaning,
religiously-inclined, muddle-head-

ed people. The Tory government -

is not defending his civil liberties
because they have any sympathy
with his views. It has taken its
present stand because the U. S.-
type of anti-red war hysteria is
still alien to the British people.
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A special convention of the So-
cialist Party of India, held at Pach-
marhi on May 23-27, adopted a new
policy resolution .on. the basis of
the experience of the last national
election.

The first section deals with re-
lations -with other parties, “This

Special Convention of the Socialist -
Party -affirms that the party shall.

not confuse its identity by coali-
tions or fronts.with the Congress

[Nehru’s party] and Communist .

Parties and directs its members-so

to behave that its features become -

sharply distinguishable- and . the
message _of socialism is _clearly
heard.”

While opposing such “unprin-
cipled alliances,” it' projects the
possibility of alliances with semi-

UAW

{Continued from page 1)

The selection of Eisen-
hower creates a more embar-

rassing and complex situa-

tion for the CIO leaders. On
record is the fulsome praise
of top CIO leaders to Eisen-
hower when he spoke at their
convention a few years ago.
On record is the fact that
Walter Reuther joined the
“Draft Ike” movement
against Harry S. Fruman be-
fore the 1948 election, some-
thing the Republicans re=
member.

Boomerang
‘There is the difficulty. of

- basic agreement, or more
‘exactly of servility, of the

labor leaders on foreign pol-
icy.- Reuther’s plea as a CIO
spokesman to the Republican
platform committee that they
oppose “isolationism” and
understand that “the price of
freedom is high,” is some-
thing Eisenhower doesn’t
have to be educated about.
He was a main architect of
the Truman foreign policy in
Europe.

In terms of Michigan poli-
tics, the intervention of vice-
presidential candidate Nixon
could prove embarrassing.
As former head of the House
Committee on Un-American
Activities he may well ride
on the hysteria created this
past spring by that commit-
tee in its Detroit hearings.
The silence of the UAW with
regard to those hearings is
likely o boomerang now.

Nor is there much comfort
in the high registration in
Detroit, following two cam-
paigns to register and vote.
Over 870,000 persons are
registered, and. the Detroit
newspapers played a major
role in ‘this campaign, even
though the CIO and the AFL
were part of it. The heaviest
registrations were in all the
blue-blood wards and the
lighter registrations in the
working-class areas. Detroit
also elected a Republican
mayor last year. g

A brief review of the high-

lights of the UAW’s activity

in the Democratic Party in
recent months also empha-
sizes the weakness of its po-

SPECIAL CONVENTION OF INDI

~

radical groups among the many
that ‘exist on the Indian 'political
scene. It rejects, howeyer, “parties
that base themselves on commi_lnal—
ism,” i. e, Moslem-Hindu antag-
onism, . 5
Special attention ;is given in
another section to.the proble@ of
land for.the peasants. Clearly the
Socialists have :been concerned by
successes of the Comimunist Party

- in-attracting support from peasants
- through their campaigns. They.de-~

mand the equitable-distributién of

-the land, but emphasize -thatithey

favor only non-viclent actioniin a
“nation-wide peaceful movement
in order to achieve as soon as pos-
sible this objective.” Gandhi's ide-
ology is still very powerful in In-
dian’ SP thinking.

AN SOCIALISTS ON POLICY

..

At other points, side by side with
this emphasis on non-violence, the
policy statement seeks to stress the
need for militant and radical ac-

. tion.

The Special Convention partic-
ularly hailed “the decision to hold
the first Preliminary Congress of
the Asian Socialist Partigs at Ran-
goon in November 1952.” It ex-
pressed the hope that “this coming
together of Asia on the popular
level will usher in an‘era of united
effort to build up a new civiliza-
tion of social and.spiritual equal-
ity, democracy and freedom, and

decentralized economic and polit-
ical power, and will give an organ-
ized expression to the Jdeology
and policy of the Third Force.”

St rateg ists —

litical influence, its present
dependence on the powers-
that-be in the Democratic
Party. 2

At the Cleveland educa-
tional conference, Senator
Kefauver was given a snub
by the UAW chieftains. He
had to walk up to the stage,
after an evening session was
over, to introduce himself to
Walter Reuther.

About a month ago, when
Kefauver began to show
some strength, he was wel-
comed by UAW leaders here

. and even had breakfast with.

Reuther. Kefauver was told

by many UAW leaders, "per- "

sonally we are for you, unless-

CIO policy is different," un--
questionably an act of great -

political courage, which must
give Kefauver a new esti-
mate of the labor leaders
here.

A little while later, Averill
Harriman flew into Michigan
and also was snubbed. “Sec-

ond stringers Roy Reuther
and McCreedy met with

him,” a Detroit paper point-
ed out. Could you imaginethe
UAW taking a Wall Street
banker seriously as a candi-
date for president on the
Democratic ticket?

Weathervane

But that was yesterday or
the day before. Since then it
seems that the national CIO,
through the influence of New
York CIO officials and with
the encouragement of- Presi-
dent Truman, has begun to
swing itself behind Harri-
man. ‘

This past week he returned
to Detroit and got the fall-
course treatment of a real
People’s Choice. He mixed
with the students at the
FDR-CIO summer camp,. The
Michigan CIO president Gus
Scholle came out for him, and

get the final nod and better
not antagonize the other can-
didates.)

As a demonstration of his
militancy Reuther further-

more did not rule out the

possibility of a bolt from the
Democratic Party if an-un-
‘acceptable man is nominated
or the wrong positions taken.

Tail End

Since the Michigan Demo-
cratic delegation is commit-
ted to Governor G. Mennen
Williams and the UAW is
part of 'that delegation,
bound to follow Williams,
Reuther’s threat is not likely
to frighten any Democratic
Party bosses, especially since
they know the UAW is by
official action committed all
the way down the line to the
Democratic Party candidates
in Michigan already.

If the rest of the Cl10 lead-
.ership is operating like the
"UAW leaders, the role of the
CIO in the Democratic Party
may be described for what it
really is—the tail end. Their
only difficulty right now is
not knowing quite what coat-
tail to cling to, until Truman
gives the word.

The reason for this state of
affairs is quite evident too.
Both the CIO leaders and
the Democratic Party leaders
know that labor, with no in-
dependent party of its own,
has nowhere else to go, no
matter what happens at the
Chicago convention ; at worst
they can sulk in-their tents
during the election fight.
Committed to. the lesser-evil
policy, they are merely hop-
ing for the best lesser evil.
Th great political weight
which American labor pos-
sesses potentially will be
mainly immobilized on the
sidelines as the Democratic

he met with Reuther, the po.litic.ians _choose “labor’s

ADA people -and got the friend” for.it.

endorsement of the biggest

part of the AFL here: o o %
In each case the UAW has SCREEN THE NEWS

been acting like a weather- . ;

vane, shifting with the-pre- with LABOR ACTION

vailing wind.

Harriman left Detroit

- with as close to a publicbles-

sing as Reuther could give.
(A_fter all, maybe he won’t
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By BERNARD CRAMER

A postscript on the recent Socialist Party convention
(discussed in last week’s LABOR ACTION) was provided on
July 7 by the announcement of Maynard Krueger that
he was resigning from the SP,

Krueger, at least up until recently, has been prominent
in the leadership of the party; he was its national chairman
from 1942 to 1946 and was its vice-presidéntial candidate
in 1940. Perhaps more important, he has been very close to
Norman Thomas. In this connection Professor Krueger in-
formed his Town Hall audience (before whom he saw fit to
reveal the news) that Thomas is of mind similar to his own,
more or less.

Of course, Krueger does not speak for Thomas directly,
and his action by no means necessarily indicates that Thomas
will also formally resign at this time, or even after the pres-
idential election in which the SP is running Hoopes and Fried-
man on its ticket. But it has also been no great secret, least
of all to Socialist Party members, that Thomas' frame of mind
is not very different from Krueger's as far as political views
are concerned. _

It was significant, for example, that when the party con-
vention mef in Cleveland, Thomas “went fishing”—that is,

was on his trip through the Far East. It is not altogether

likely that this was merely an unfortunate conflict in dates.
Krueger did not attend the convention either.

Like Thomas, Krueger has been opposed to the party’s
running independent electoral tickets. He now makes it clear
that what he is really opposed to is the party’s existence. He
thinks socialists should stop fooling around with their own
organizations and associate themselves with the “liberal-
labor coalition inside and just outside the Democratic Par-
ty.” He wishes to liquidate the socialist movement into the
Fair Deal. ‘

. NO\? it .has been pretty obvious that this has been behind the sharp
discussion in SP ranks on the question of electoral action. Formally it
has been over “proper tactics.” Actually it is over the party’s existence,

PARTY AS ELECTORAL MACHINE

The fact that the debate over liquidation of the party takes this
particular form in the SP is peculiar %o that party. Electoral action
becomes the central question in this regard because so many of the
party members (including, it must be said, so many of them whe consider
themselves left-wingers in the present conjuncture) think of the Socialist
Party as primarily an electoral device for pushing socialism.

On both sides of the question, the proponents find it hard to envi-
sage a Socialist Party which does not run candidates. In agreement
on this view of the party, the pros insist that candidates maust be run,
regardless; while the cons, having come to the conclusion that par-
ticipation in elections on anything like the former scale is not worth-
w}}ﬂe, simultaneously also come to the conclusion that there is no
point to main*aining a Socialist Party. .

This view of a socialist party as being nothing if not an electoral
machine, albeit a socialist electoral machine, is one of the hallmarks
of so‘cial-democratic reformism. Abstractly there is no reason why a
genuine left-winger in the Socialist Party might not also be of the
opinion that a presidential campaign should not be run; this truly is
a matter of tactics and not of principle, the justice of the view depend-
Ing on a concrete examination of what is to be gained in either case.

Less abstractly, there are two difficulties that a left-winger would
face in coming to this conclusion. One is that the question has been
sul'wrdinufed to that of liquidation or preservation of the party, and an
objective judgment, even if it could be made, is hard. The other is that
any such conclusion would immediately raise the larger question to pro-
portions that would require an immediate solution: If not electoral
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Recession?

Love and Irony

.Reading Labor Advocate this

The CIO’s Economic Outlook
says that an economie recession
is likely in 1953 an 1954.

Production and employment
will fall off, predicts the current
issue, if consumer spending does
not rise enough to offset the ex-
pected leveling-off in military
spending and the decline in con-
struction of new plants and
equipment.

“There is no widespread back-
log of pent-up consumer demand
now as there was after World
War IL” the CIO said. “Con-
sumers do not have any substan-
tial liquid savings, as they did on
V-J Day.

“There is no indication that
business will change its pricing
policies—to reduce prices that
praduce lower profit margins per
unit—as a basic means of bolster-
ing consumer buying power.. And
Congress has shown a disregard
for price control despite the pos-
sibility of pressure on prices.”

1N R

A Los Angeles banker, just
back from a European tour to
contact foreign banks, has dis-
concerting news to report.

“We are loved and wanted as
leng as we sent money; the less
money, the less love,” said Paul
E. Neuschaefer, vice-president of
Union Bank & Trust (Los Ange-
les Daily News, July 11).

In Britain, if an election were
held right now tHe Churechill
government would be unseated by
Labor, he predicted.

“The final bit of irony Neu-
schaefer noted . .. was that Amer-
icans are better received by their
former enemies — Germany and
Italy-—than by their World War
II allies,” writes the interviewer.
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Read THE NEW

e Dilemma Before the SP:
larification or Disintegration

$

activity, what then? Or even more accurately: If the Socialist Party
does not "justify its existence" by running candidates, how WILL it
justify its existence?

The answer to this question doesn’t really depend upon elections at
all: a socialist movement “justifies its existence” by its program and its
propaganda and organization for that
true if one runs candidates or if one does not. The rub is this: without
tl}e electo_ral work, what would become completely intolerable is ‘the
big yawning vacuum where the SP program should be. The question
of program would become unpostponable, immediate. 5

THE NORMAN THOMAS PROBLEM

It may well be that there is good reason for the Socialist Party
militants to place their present valuation on electoral campaigns—the
present writer has no opinion on that score—but the fetishism of
glectoral campaigns among some of the left-wing elements in the party
is another matter,

Not only in the last analysis but—in the case of the SP—in the
much sht?rter run, the fate of the SP will be decided on the basis of
whether it has a distinctive program of its own, a genuinely socialist
program on the questions of war and peace, and it eannot really con-
tinue to exist in any form for very long without it. Front this point of
view the departure of Krueger for greener fields is also a postscript
on the recent SP convention, : '

-We d_iscus__.-sed last week the compromise at the convention which
left it with Vvirtually no position on the basic questions of war policy
today We meptioned that the compromise took the form of scareely
giving a mention to the Korean war, in order not to take a position.
(Incidentally, a new installment of the SP platform, printed in the

: week, shows another glancing recogni-
tion of the fact that there’s a war on: it proposes “intfernagonal f;l:-
trol and formulation of policy on Korea and the Korean peace,” but-no
view about the war.) '

_ We understand that in the minds of some of the anti-war delegates
'(leElt kow many there’s no telling) this compromise on no-position is
,]u'stl-ﬁed by the thought that it is better to let the Thomas pro-war
wing drop away by sheer inanition than to “push them out” by insist-
Ing on a forthright position. A clear anti-war stand, they érgue
mlg}ft cause them to resign with a bang and a splurge, and it iz;
partlcu_]arl_y Thomas they have in mind, we suppose. Let us gloss it
over this time again; they are on their way out anyway; let them slip
away; we left-wingers will then take over; and then we can proceed
to refurbishing the party program. !

We are afraid that this approach to party politics, shrewd as if
may seem to those who haven't tried it before, won't work. 1t doesn’t
work because, in the subsequent race between disintegration and clari-
fication, the former is more than likely to win out. Elements liké Krueger
drop out; others of his mind hang on; more elements like I(ruger drop
out; but-at what point does the Big Step take place? The result is more
likely. to be a gradual sliding downhill, without even the advantage of a
clearer program as a compensation for defections. R AL

HARD CHOICE

It would be easier for the Socialist- Party to stand defections which
take place because it has taken a meaningful position on something .
than to sl;ar}d a disintegration which takes place on the background
<_>f political ineffectuality as well as organization losses. As Heine said"
In-verse to a girl friend, “All this has happened before.”

. As In so many other cases, it is not a question of “political
intransigence” for the sake of being merely “pure” and “principled”
for 1ts own sake. Arguments about “flexibility” and “tactics” would
be quite out of place in this regard. Often enough, in the history of the
movement, there has been good reason to make compromises on party
positions. The collapse of the left-wingers at the SP convention was a
mlstlake because it left them between two stools; and such a course.
continued, will only mean: no program AND no party. : ’

. .We are ready fo believe that the big specter that stares the SP
militants in the face, and stays them, is the prospect of a thumping break
with _fhe party by Norman Thomas, because of the adoption of an anti-
war line (if that is still possible); and that they do not want to seem #o
be responsible for precipitating such a break. I is a hard choice fo
m?ke. We do not wish to seem to be cavalier about it; but it would be
wise to fix some attention on the inevitable consequences of frying to
string Tlurmqs along by stringing along with Thomas.

Th_e bigger danger for the SP right now is not the loss of Thomas
but sm'nply_ wasting away—“not with a bang but a whimper.” The
mere adoptl?n of an anti-war policy would by no means be a guarantee
even of continued life; it could be a first step toward a new re#lignment

of socialist forces with something to sa i
S ¥y to the people, unlik
Socialist Party at the present time. e Hes e
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By V. H. DOVE
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Tt is_high time to study the impact of Amer-

-jea’s atomic-energy program on the economic

" . .strueture of capitalism.in this country.

. Understandably, the main emphasis has been
:placed in the attention of the public, and also of
_socialists, on the significance of the atom bomb
“for the questions of war and peace, and it is right
that this be so. The A-bomb shadows all foreign
.policy inthe world and threatens the peoples with
~fantastic destruction in the war that is looming
.between the rival imperialisms. of the Western
and Stalinist war camps.

- But-behind the piling up of atom bombs in the
-Unifed States is a new-born atomic-energy indus-
.4ry, developing with new forms and new conse-
‘quences. A study of it, important as it is.at this
<time, is made: difficult and tentative by two con-
siderations: it is, of course, young and just begin~
_ning: and it is shrouded in secrecy, so that the
.source-materials are very limited.

- . Even so, some interesting phenomena are
‘already appm ent.

1. Acme of Monopoly

Ceongress, as well as the leading economic,
.military and pelitical circles.of the c'm.mt?y-, was
.evidently more or less aware of the significance

of the discovery of atomic energy for American

.social life, and of the possible far-reaching con-
sequenees upon it, when the d1scuq31ons began on
-atomic legislation.

. Testimony given before the -Special Senate
Comittee on Atomic Energy indicated the opinion
of public officials that “we are standing on the
threshold of a new and more far-reaching eco-
nomic revolution than we have ever experieneed,”

- that atomic energy “carries with [itself] the po-

tentialities for creating an entirely new standard
of Tiving for all mankind.” [The Implications of
Atomic Energy. Essays. St. John’s University,

1950, pages 62-3. All italics in quotations are

added.]

Pr. Arpad F. Kovacs of St. John’s University
evaluated the situation in the following way:

“There were two possibilities: If inter-
_national control could be set-up, then the
immense energy now at the disposal of
; mankind could be used to develop the peace-
i ful application of atomic power; if, on the
© . other hand, international agreement could
not be reached, then Congress had to legis-
: late secrecy and monopoly into the act
] which was to regulate atomic energy. In
i the former case atomic fuel manufactured
. in the large war plants of the United States
3 could be soon used to produce power in
; regiong where other sources of power were
} non-existent, at great distances, or the diffi-
.culties of transportation made them un-
available. In the last case the deep-seated
traditions of free enterprise and open com-
petition of the American economy had to be
i disregorded, and a monopolistic, seeret, so-
b cialistic island established in an economy
termed and praised as the most liberal and
most capitalistic in the world.”” [Ibid.,
page 100.]

"Profound Changes”

We need not discuss here .why international conirol
was not set up, and why the first course was closed. It
was the second that prevailed, and congressionai legis-
lation was directed toward establishing that "island" In
the economy: of which Dr. Kovaes speaks. There is nothing
Y'secialistic” about it, of course—except for people, like
Pr. Kovacs and others to the right and left of him, who
simply identify government control or monopoly with "so-
cialism"—but it is certainly true thaot "deep-seated tra-
ditions" of capitalism have been affected. ;

The- Atomic Energy Act of 1946 officially introduced

the new factor into the American economy with the
following general statement:

“Research and experimentation in the field of
nueclear chain reaction have attained the stage at
which the release of atomic energy on a large scale
is.practical. The significance of the atomic bomb for
military purposes is evident. The effect of the use
of atomic energy for civilian purposes upon the
social, economie, and political structures of today
cannot now be determined. It is a field in which un-
known factors are involved. Therefore, any legis-
lation will necessarily be subject to revision from
time to time. It is reasonable to anticipate, how-
ever, -that tapping this new souyce of energy will
cause profound ehanges in our present way of life.”
[Sec. 1-a of -the act. The full text is available in
James R. Newman and Byron 8. Miller’s The Con-
trol of Atomic E?mgy, MeGraw-Hill, 1948, Appen-
dix A.]

The act established the Atomiec Energy Commission as
a powerful government agency to enter the American
economy with virtually unlimited monopolistic powers. It
consists of five members, appointed by the president with
the consent of the Senate. Their term is for 5 yeairs and
they are subject to removal “only for inefficiency, neglect
of duty, or malfeasance in office.” These commissioners
determine policies and program. Their principal executive
officer ‘is a general manager, also appointed by the
president.

Org Chart

There are six operating divisions of the AEC: Re-
search, Production, Engineering, Military Application,
Reactor Development, and. Biology and Medicine. The
staff divisions and. officers .are .the following: Security,
Organization and Personnel, Finance, Public and Tech-
nical Information Service, and the General Counsel.
Much of the admiistrative work is delegated to the
district managers of ‘operations. There are at present

.about 8 managerial districts of .operations.

In addition, three permanent committtees function
with the AEC: (1) a General -Advisory Committee, of 9
members appointed by the president, advises the AEC
on technical and seientific;matters; (2) a Military Liaison
Committee, of 8 members; (3) the congressional Joint
Committee on Atomic Energy.

This organizational chart indicates the picture of «
centralized authoritative government agency with vast
.powers.-It is completely independent in its decision-making

from any direct public control; it is obliged to submit some

&

regular reports about its deci only to the president
ond the congressional Joint. Committee; it is furthermore
wrapped in.ie:resi.

And this institution, with this setup and character, is,
by the very nature of its purposes and activities, an
ECONOMIC institution.

In general, it deals directly with the production of
atomic energy, and all the factors in this production—
capital, labor, land, markets, prices, raw materials, ete.
Besides, and this is most. important among its char-
acteristics, the AEC is the only owner of the means of
production of atomic energy as well as of the product
itself.

The economic powers of the AEC are:

(1) All fissionable material is owned by the com-
mission.

(2) It owns all means of production of fissionable
material.

(3) It has under its sole jurisdiction all exportation
and import of fissionable materials outside of the U. S.

(4) None but the AEC may manufacture or utilize
fissionable materials, . except for their use in research or
medical therapy. a

(5) Only the AEC may issue licenses for industrial,
commercial or other non-military uses of atomie energy
on a non-exclusive basis.

(6) It is the only supplier of fissionable material aml
atomic energy.

Add to this two other considerations: it is financed
directly and (up to now) only by the government; and it
is the only customer interested in the supply of the
gpecific raw material, i.e.,, uranium ores, and in this field
it has no real competition.

Big Business

The AEC is, then, .a complete economic monopoly, hori-
zontally and vertically. It is, as we shall see further along,
a unique ,and very peculiar monopoly.

In the hands of this monopoly is concentrated the
power over “this.new source of energy [which] will cause
profound: changes in our present way of life.”

The AEC started business in August 1946 with an
already solid foundation. The act of Congress transferred
to it all the possessions of the so-called Manhattan Proj-
ect, which had operated during the war under the War
Department to produce the atom bomb. It thus gained
three well-equipped plants and several laboratories; the.
plants were the Oak Ridge K-25 plant, which produced
fissionable Urapmm 234 by separatlon from U-238; the
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tonium: and the Los Alamos plant in New Mexico pro-
ducing the A-bombs.

From this beginning, by the middle of 1951 it had
reached the following size: It had already spent close to
%43, billion and intended to spend $13% billion niore;
directly and through contracts it employed a labor forece
of 309,000 people; it ordered the construction of three
additional plants to produce fissionable material at
Aiken, 8. C., at.Paducah, Ky., and at. Amarillo, Tex., with
a total investment of about $2 billion.

Because of the complexity of the technological proe-
esses, the AEC has hired the largest and best staff of
scientists and engineers in America. But this monopolistic
industry is working under conditions of the strictest
military secrecy, with concomitant internal discipline and
authoritarian controls. .These conditions overshadow the
whole organization and the whole process of its develop-
ment, and, as we shall see latel, constitute a considerable
obstacle for it.

This is particilarly true for the scientist who is caught
in the gears of this process. The scientist "must depend on
the.recognition of a very limited group and on.the upproxal

of his administrative bosses of the AEC, most of whom. cml

not scientists. . . . Some of the leading U. S. men of science
worry about the future, when the AEC may grow tobe.a
clumsy bureaucracy in which the scientific elan will be

_stified.” In this passage, Time (Jan. 14,-1952) indicates the

over-gll atmosphere which is predominant in the AEC's
industry.

2. New System of Control

In practice, .almost all of the operations of the atomie
monopoly, which -Dr. (Kovacs miscalled a. “socialistic”
island in the economy, are carried out by private indus-
trial concerns and institutions which are under contract
with the AEC.

The interrelations between the government monopoly
and the private contractors represent one of the most
interesting problems of the whole study, and. point to
some very significant changes in the economy.

_First is the problem of financial control.

Given the fact that almost all of the operations of the
atomic industry are carried out by private businesses, we
can picture the AEC as an institution which stands on top
of a structure of private industrial instifutions and is
united with them by legal agreements in the form of con-
tracts. Contracts are not the only Such links but they are
the first and most formal. Through them the AEC manages,
directs and controls the processes of production and other
activities of the contractors.

Over 90 percent of all AEC expenditures goes to the
contractor operations. How does the AEC organize the
distribution of this money .among the contractors and
how does it control the allocation of this eapital by thom’?

On this bubJect we have the following official btate&‘

ment:

“A review of earlier financial conditions made it °

clear that the type of controls that sufficed for an
emergency war undertaking or for a typical govern-
ment service agency would not neet the needs of the
atomic-energy program.

“The commission [AEC] has therefore under-
taken to weld industry accounting and auditing
methods with government budgetary and fiscal pro-
cedures. This is something new on the scale required
for the atomic-energy program. Such a system pro-
vides tighter controls. It is designed to provide
financial records that will assist the commission in
gaunging whether contractors are using materials
economically, operating efficiently, and performing
the tasks for which they were engaged.” [U. S.
AEC: Atomic Evnergy and the Life Sciences, U. S.
Govt. Printing Office, 1949, page 137.]

This statement tells us that one of the first consequences
of the introduction of atomic energy into the economic life
of the country has been %o produce a new system of
financial controls, hitherto unknown on such a scale under
democratic capitalism. This system is not only a welding-
together of the accounting methods used in governmental
and private industrial procedures but, as we shall see,
rather a system of subordination of private business to the
government institution.

This system of financial control brought about a
splitting-up of the unity of financial records of private
businesses, which in its turn means at least a partial loss
of financial control of private businesses over their own
domain of independent industrial production. It is a direct
interference by the governmental institutions in the ter-
rain of private capital.

Something Different

Here is what the AEC officially says about the prac-
tical operations of its financial control system:

“Ninety-five percent of the commission’s major
cost-type contractors have set up accounts for their
contracts that are integrated with the commission’s
aeccounting system. All accounts kept for the atomie-

. energy industry will be part of a single compre-
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hensive syst;m... . . The integrated accounts and
supporting documents maintained by contractors
now record-and control all funds and property used
in the operation of their contracts and are com-
pletely divorced from the records of the contractors’
other activities.” [Ibid., page 138.]

The tightness of AEC’S financial control can be judged
from the following:

“The contraetor is now financed by a monthly
cash advinee to provide working funds for the en-
suing moénth. The  eontractor then submits re-
imbursement vouchers periodically which; instead of
being supported' by the conventional -voluminous
copies of vouchers and payrolls, merely refer to
specific -accounting records which are subjected to
publc-aceounting-type audit at the site by AEC
auditoi’s. . . . This broader type of audit entails the
examiihation and verification of the contractors’
assets, liabilities, income, expenses and cost dis-
tribution- as well as cash receipts and disburse-
ments,” [[bid., page 138.]

This system of financing and auditing through book-
'oepmg. -as a matter of fact, is very similar to the system
used in the stafe industry of Russia. Another aspect of this
anclogy- can be seen if we recall the well-known Russian
provisions for “protection of socialized properfy,” ds com-
pared with the practices of private U. 5. industry (during
the-war, for example) when charged with the operatioh of
governnfent property. In the latter case, no one could

_really. control their accounting of costs or depreciation.

Something. different happens in the Atomic Age. The AEC
reports:

“Substantial progress has been made in setting
“up financial controls over government-owned prop-
erty as part of the new accounting’ system. The new
property accounts replace the duplicate detailed
records of property and materials formerly main-
tained without accounting control by the govern-
ment and by the contractor. The contractor who has
custody of the property is responsible for keeping
property accounts, which are subject to the com-
mission’s audit. . . . The new industrial accounting
methods which take into account depreciation and
obsolescence of established capital assets will for
the first time provide reasonably accurate costs of
various atomic-energy activities and programs.”

[1bid., page 139-40.]

This system of financial control by the AEC actually
goes beyond the framework of the previous relations be-
‘tween government and contractor, beyond the mere frame-
work- of the contract. Something new is superimposed
upon -it.

3. The Planned Market

In the U. S. uranium ore has been discovered in
-&L:?ana, Colorado, New Mexico and Utah. For 1939-—the
Jatest year for which there are such data—only 6,256
short tons. of ore were produced. And only 59,269 pounds

- of pure uranium were extracted from this ore. [Newman

& Miller, op. cit., page 331.]

The dentand’ for nranium _]lll]lped. tremendously with
the beginning of mass production in atomic fissionable
materials. During World War II large sums of American
capital were invested in the production of uranium ore
in Canada and the Belgian Congo.

This export of capital, however, did not take pluce be-
cause the uranium resources of the U. 5. were scarce. The

‘first ‘reason’ was the cheap colonial labor of the Congo.

llg prnﬁh were made not only for the Americans buf alse
for Belgium—which, because of these uranium proﬁh. can
still ‘rewain’ the country with the Iughesf national income
per capita in Europe. As for Canada, in addition o cheaper
tabor” the retson was alsé the higher quality of the ore.

The Atomic Energy Act of 1946 gave the AEC full
powers to stimulate and control the supply of the raw
materiak-It did not -expressly authorize the AEC to en-

.gase-directly in the mining of uranium. This was pre-
sumably left to private business. But it was authorized

to purchase or condemn real property containing deposits

and “otherwise” to aequire supplies. The Senate Special

Committee report stated that it was intended that the
AEC should not “engdge in mining operations in competi-

‘tion with-private mining activity unless such operations.

are necessary to insure to the commission a supply of

souree materials adequate for carrying out its dutics and

responsibilities under the provisions of the bill.”
In addition, the AEC “is authorized to conduct and

-enter into contraets for the conduct of exploratory oper-

tions, investigations, and inspections to determine thc
location, extent, mode of oceurrence, use, or conditions of
deposits or supplies of source materials, making just

‘compensation for any damage or injury occasioned there-

]

the act of Congress assumed that the

“exploratory operations” may be conducted by the AEC

“only with the consent of the owner” of the lands, whereas

“investigations and inspections” may be conducted “with
or without such consent.”

One- Buyer

This language, quoted by Newman & Miller, op. ¢it.,
would seem to-be unclear on the actual distinction, but it
does not_turn.out to be important. Later on, the authors’

-

“(April 1949) a three-man Atomi¢ Energy

state definitively that “nonetheless, in view of the tre-
mendous importance of source material, the commission
is given power to seize, by requisition or condemnation,
any source material in the United States or any lands
bearing deposits of source material.” [Page 101.]

Thus the AEC really has' full control over' the sources
of raw material. But the mining still remains in private

" hands. And so here is another problem of AEC control:

Is there an internal morket for uranium? Does competi-
tion and-the law of suply dnd delmmd operate at all to
defermine its prices?

There is sonething of a market for uranium, which is
still used in certain alloy steels and in the ceramic and

glass industries, but there is _{imp‘ly no compafrison-be--
1

tween the quantities used for these purposes and the
quantities used for atomic-enerpy pro'duction To all in--
tents and purposes there is only one buyer in the uranium
market—the AEC.

The AEC thus has monopolistic control over its sup-
pliers too, and it is able to eliminate the economie fune-
tions of the market in its industry, virtually completely.
This cannot even be called a “controlled market” such as
we have in the case of an oligopolistic sector of industry.
It is a planned market, planned through artificial prices
established by the AEC. By this means the AEC plans
the operations  of uranium mining firms and organizes
its own supply.

4. Managers and Labor

We have mentioned that the AEC employs somewhat
over 300,000 people directly and through contrattors.
Those directly employed are mostly "the managerial staff
and some scientists.

It is still very difficult to note any specific trends in the
relations between the commission and its executive man-
agers, because the AEC as an institution is still very
young, and besides there is the previously mentioned
scarcity of information. But some noteworthy ‘changes have
already occurred.

Business Weel: reported in 1948 that “six months or
so ago it would have been necessary to report that atomie
development work was in a state of near-stagnation.”
This happened because of ‘“engineering and personnel
difficulties,” “low morale,” “many technical people were
leaving,” “weapon research was operated in a vacuum,
without guidance from either the military or AEC,”
“vacillation and indec¢ision in AEC,” ete. But in the
autumn of 1947 “things somewhat changed. . . . Today
[1948] the situation is still spotty” but a very significant
organizationa] reform' '‘took place: “Regional adminis-
trators'. . . were granted a large meéasure of autonomy.
At Hanford and Oak Ridge; for instance, the local ‘men
can OK expenditures up to '$5 million without reference
to Washington'; this is alimust unprecedented in govern-
ment.” [April 10, 1948.]

We share Business Week's surprise. It would seem

that the highly centralized bureaucratic organization of -

the AEC underwent a crisis; the result was the measure

of decentralization granting autonomy to the eight man- -

agerial operational districts, the executives of which re-
ceived a very important share of power.

But the most impoiftant persdnnel problem’ of the AEC
is that of control over'its worker force. Whilé the powers
of management were broadehed, the rights of the workers
were narrowed.

On September 3, 1948, the president appointed a spe-
cial Commission on Labor Relations in Atomic Energy
Commission Installations, “to make a special study of the
problems of peaceful and orderly settlement of labor dis-
putes in government-owned, privately operated atomic
energy installations.” This special commission prepared a
report with the following recommendations:

“{1) That management and labor in all govern-
ment-owned privately operated atomic energy in-
stallations, recognizing’ that the atomic¢tenergy pro-
gram includes vital operations which must not be
inferrupted, wholeheartedly accept a special respon-
sibility to seek-in every way by voluntary procedures
and mutual agreement peaceful and orderly settle-
ment of disputes affecting such vital operations and,
within the limits of Paragraplr 5 below; to forego all
resort to strikes, lockouts, or other interruptions of
any such operations.

-

“(Z) That on all matters of security at all
government-owned, privately operated atomic energy
installations the Atomic Energy Commission has
absolute and final authority, and neither the security
rules nor their administration dre matters for col-
lective bargaining between management and labor.”

Trend of Policy

On their recommendation also, the president appointed
Labor Rela-
tions Panel. The commission had said: “The principal
thing is that the Panel should have full freedom of action
to make whatever suggestions and take whatever steps
may seem appropriate at the particular time in view of

_ the particular situation.” ]
"The Panel fully utilized its powers. On April 25, 1949,
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for instance, the U. S. District Court in Washington, B C.
dismissed a suit Brought by the United: Electrical Workers
against the AEC and its contractor, the General Electric
Compahy, seéking damages-and-a restraining order agains¥
the commission’s directive to' GE to withhold reconition
of thé UE as collective-bargaining agent for Schenectady
weorkérs on atomic-énergy projecti. The UE's appedl was
agdin’ dismisseéd a year later, and-the Panel finally -dvpfe?
a ruling’ o' bai the UE from represenhng workers in ih!t
field.

But as late as- 1950, after all, the National Labor
Relations Board allowed atomic workers to join unioms?
Several ballots were held and the workers wete’ divided
between the AFL and CIO. These unions wholeheartedly
auppurted the recommendations of the - labor-relations
commission. and completely subjected themselves to” the

" AEC’s ‘Panel. This policy resulted in several wildcat
strikes in atomie works, with the® workers demanding
wage  incréases and safety 1egulatmns Many strikers
were fired; in some other cases a compromise was reached.

But obviously the Panel was not able to handle the
situation and therefore the NLRB has more recently de= .
creed that it will handle labor cases “even if the em-
ployer’s business is a local one.” [Rusiness Week, March
17, 1951.] Thus the AEC became an exception to the rule
that the NLRB doés not handle local cases, indicating the
seriousness of labor-employer relations in the atomu:
industry, . -

Clearly, the AEC's labor policies and aims are to
eliminate all possibility of strikes and stoppages in the
atomie industry. To’ this end the legal rights of the UE
are ovérridden on ground of political unreliability. This,
at any rate,-augurs'the extent of control of the AEC over
its labor force. Also involved is its control over the
individual worker. 5

When hired, the worker in the atomic industry. undergoes
a special and thorough examination and investigation of
his previous activities and political reliability. This checkup
is made by the FBIl. Every worker takes a "non-Communist*”
loyalty oath and submits to several other legal bureaus
cratic procedures. Later on, in the course of his employ=-
ment, he is constantly watched by FBl agents. Besides; the
so-called "atomic towns™ are built for him; he is obliged
to live there.

Secrecy vs. Law *

But besides all these restrictions, there is now 'llso

- danger that the individual worker can be deprived of one

of the most important of his rights: the right to- ‘defend

himself legally. This problem was 1aised some time ago,

and then obviously forgotten, by the Tennessee Low Re-
view, a professional journal.

The editors of the Law Review went through the
mcolds of some local courts and disclosed that there was
a “recent filing of a number of lawsuits against manu-
facturers of the atomic bomb.” The suits were filed by
individual workers who had lost their capamty for labor
as a result of unsafe labor conditions in atomié plants,
and were seeking compensation from- their emplayers.
This was the case in Ed Houser v. Tennessee Eastman
Corporation, in Walter Edwards v. Carbide’ & Cavrbon
Chemicals Corporations, ete., the” corporations named
being contractors-and opclators of AEC’s atomic piants.

The Tenhessee Law Review pointed- out that, in ﬂl.-
course of the testimony of thé injured workers, many dés
tails' were distlosed which impaired the secrecy of the
production of atomic wWeapons. Examples were printed- in
the same magazine. It posed the problem: Shoiuld we en-
trust our judges and-lawyers with secrets of A.-bomb pre=
duction? Or should- we prrollibit this kind of lawsuit alto:
gether? 'It'is obvious that in order to-press his case’ thé
injured worker hds to explain the details: of his conditions
of work; bat this contradicts the legislution ion" A-bombs.
security, Espionage Laws, etc. The Tennessee Law Review
did not give any solution of the ‘problem. [See Tennessee
Low Review, ‘June 1946, "Disclosure of Atomic--Secreis
Through - Litigation."]

Thi$ problem is not one of mere jurisprudence. It has
its roots in the economy and is determined by the social
relations existing in Americansociety at the present timel
The impact of the atomie energy industry on the economy
has brought these new problems into actual life. The
solution, provided that America is not going to change its
present Socio-economic system, seems to"be quite clear: to
change the existing system-of justice in accordance Wwith
the changes which occur in the economy, In other words,
to prohibit the worker in atomi¢ industry from using the
usual instruments to defend himself legally against hié
employer; to legalize the existing -trend in the AEC’s
industry toward total control of the labor force. This, no
doubt, would serve to achieve the much demanded se-
curity, secrecy and obedience.

(Con:luded next week)

Next Week: The AEC
and the Corporations
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(Continued from page 1}

as an almost monolithic solid front
against Senator Taft."

The same source reveals the’

deals made in relation to the
Pennsylvania delegation of Gov-
ernor Fine, who took so long to
make his mind up. Sen. James
Duff, an Eisenhower man, fore-
went his normal influences over
Pennsylvania to swing it his way
and Eisenhower is to “clear”
things with Fine in return for the
latter’s suppert.

In Michigan, the Alsops tell us,
the battle was fought among three
industrial  corporations: the
Chrysler Company which favored
Taft and the executives of Ford
and General Motors who favored
Eisenhower: “In the end, Mr.
Summerfield became an important
Eisenhower leader, while Senator
Ferguson, normally inclined to
Senator Taft, kept unhappily si-
lent.”

VERY CURIOUS

The Alsops point out another
interesting fact to be filed beside
Taft's bleats about “real Republi-
cans” in the disputes over South-
ern delegations. That is that the
Taft-sponsored Roscoe Pickett del-
egation from Georgia “owes its
existence to an alliance between
Pickett and Governor Eugene
Talmadge,” so that they may be
“Tal-
madge Republicans.”

" The columnists conclude that
*fhe process by which presidential
nominees are chosen in America
often seems to have very littHe to
do with the democratic process."

Yet they write, “The curious
thing is how much of real convic-
tion, and even of real idealism,
creeps into this queer convention
process,. And. the other curious
thing is how often it produces an
excellent result.”

It may not be so curious that
rule by political bosses produces
results considered excellent by the
writers of the capitalist press,
much as they may dislike the
bosses’ methods.

Dorothy Schiff, publisher of the
liberal N. Y. Post, wrote in her
post- -convention column: “Those
who are in the know will not be
surprised if two more district
leaders, totally unqualified for
the jobs, -will be appointed to
judgeships at the tax-payers’ ex-
pense. This same manager [her
source—M.B.] explained that it
was easier to buy some delegabes
than others. All you have to do is
pay their railroad fares to Chi-
cago, take care of their expenses
while they attend the convention
and see that they have a good
time while they are there.”

“CRUSADERS™

The Tribune on the whole is un-
satisfied with the Republican plat-
form, but along with the New
York Times which also supports
Eisenhower, believes a great vie-
tory has been won. The Times
calls it a “people’s victory. Gen-
eral Eisenhower is the candidate
whom the people chose by their
own free acelaim: . .. His nomina-
tion was the product of a great
popular expression of confidence.”

There is no doubt that Eisen-
hower is a popular personality,
and that personality plays a great
role-in the selection of candidates.
The slogan "1 like Ike" typifies this
sentiment. Yet the convention dele-
gates who chose lke are’ twice,

" #hrice ‘and many more times re-

moved from the American voters.
‘Within the confines of the aims of
the ‘more conservative of the two
major parties of American capi-
‘4alism, they no doubt tried to

serve up a candidate who could,

win. And winning, just simple vic-
fory, was a large motive in the
minds of the pnhoaage-und-power-

hungry pcrly.
Taft in a Inmted sense was the

_real “crusader” as against Eisen-

“hower, representing the more dis-
tinet features and traditions of
the* Republicans as against the
Democrats. It was felt by too
many, that Taft just ecouldn’t win
the election.

But Eisenhower has been pre-
sented and Eisenhower has an-

nounced that he will lead a great
“erusade” after the manner of the
military victories won under his
leadership. His acceptance speech
wherein he launched his “crusade”
was a masterpiece of ambiguous
generalities designed to offend no
cne. Likable!

As a matter of fact, Ike was so
likablé a few years ago that he
could have the endorsement of the
Democrats and the labor move-
ment. He appeared at the CIO
convention in 1946 in Atlantic
City, where Murray pinned a
speakers’ badge on him. He did
come out against federal aid for
education in 1948, a rather snide
thing to do since the General was
largely educated at federal ex-
pense, as John Gunther reminds
everyone,

lke has already made a number
of other “unfortunate’ public state-
ments without the aid of his men-
tors, ghost writers or brother- Mil-
ton, the "brains of the family." He
came out for use of the Taft-
Hartiey Law in the steel strike. "If
all Americans want is security,
they can go to prison," is ascribed
to him. His outburst to the Nebras-
kans against French atheism as con-
tributory to the "moral degenera-
tion" of that nation has not caused
the downfall of the French govern-
ment, as reported by the Demo-
crats.

Aside from his likability and
idiosynecrasies, Eisenhoewer does
have the Dulles political platform,
which he is presumably running
on. The platform took days to
compose in order to be acceptable
to the varied coalition of interests
which made up the warring fac-
tions in the party, one hour to

read to the convention and two
mimites to adopt. Although the
General does not agree with all
of the sections on foreign policy,
since it was drawn to suit both
Taft and himself, he finds it good
enough!

PLATFORM VERBIAGE

The Tribune insists that the
platform could be shorter. Its long
preamble spells out the Republi-
can grievances against the admin-
istration: “Seizing powers . . .
national socialism . .. class strife

. erushing taxation . .. waste
and extravagan¢e . .. war crises

. weakened self government. ..
bureauerats . , . corruption im high
rlaces . . .

In its foreign-poliey plank, the
most important for the U.. 8. and
the world today, the platform
manages to reconcile’ both the
“Asia Firsters” and the “Europe
Firsters.” It scores Teheran,
Yalta and Potsdam, issues which
the Republicans did not make so
much of a few years ago and
which ecertainly Eisenhower, so
closely identified with these de-
cisions, never raised before.

While blaming the Korean war
on the administration, the platform
stands for the UN, which Republican

Senator McCarthy deems almost as

subversive as he does the State
Department. (Senator McCarthy
has already made his political call
on Eisenhower and the latter has
not repudiated his support.}

The platform is for the elimi-
nation of ‘“discriminatory prac-
tices against our exports such as
preferential tariffs, monetary li-
cense restrictions, and other ar-
bitrary devices.” On the other

hand, it promises to enter recipro-
cal trade agreements “to safe-
guard our domestic enterprises
and the payrolls of our workers
[to say nothing of the profits of
our industrialists!] against un-
fair import competition.” (This
trap is baited with cheese, of the
imported variety.)

On the question of national de-
fense, the Herbert Hoover notion
of a “retaliatory force” which
could strike -like a. rattlesnake,
based upon air power emphasis,
has. been toned down at the in-
sistence of Eisenhower. It sounded
a little too much like the “Fortress
America;” isolated from foreign
entanglements, and the Republi-
cans are committed in their plat-
form to “collective security.”

The platform alse attacks the
administration for permitting
“Communists” to infiltrate, pledges
tc encourage small business, prom-
ises to administer anti-monopoly
laws fairly, encourages farm sup-
ports, soil conservation, flood con-
trol and rural electrification
(where necessary). It is for the
right to establish a “union shop,”
amendment of Taft-Hartley, re-
storation of tidelands resources to
the states, public woirks, aid to
veterans, extension of social se-
curity and adequate health agen-
cies without federal interference.

As a Negro spokesman pointed
out to the convention, if federal
legislation against discrimination

were enacted; it would still be 176"

years too late, that is, 176 years
after the Declaration of Independ-
ence. The civil-rights plank of the
party that still takes Lincoln's
name in vain is inferior to its 1944
platform, which favored a federal

AS. DEMOCRATIC SHOW OPENS IN CHICAGO—

Labor Has No Say on (andidate

By GORDON HASKELL

With the Republican convention
searcely out of the way, Chicago
is rapidly preparing to play host
to the Democrats, and the nation
as a whole looks forward to
another- political slugfest. Al-
though the stakes are very high,
the average Anierican citizen has
no more say in the outcome than
he does in the athletic contests
which vie with the conventions for
his attention on the rad10 and
television screen.

As the Democratic convention
approaches, the number of aspir-
ing candidates seems to be increas-
ing rather than diminishing. Kerr
of Oklahoma, Russell of Georgia,
and Rayburn of Texas are put
forward as candidates acceptable
to various groups of Southern
and some conservative Northern
Democratie politicians. Senator
Kefauver of Tennessee has put
himself forward on the plea that
his candidacy would take the
curse off the corruption charge
against the Democrats because of
his work in exposing organized
crime in the country, and that he
would also be acceptable to the
men who control the Democratic
Party in the South.

HORSE-RACE

Vice-President Barkeley has also
just openly announced his intention
te fight for the nomination. Like
Kefauver, he would presumably run

a "Fair Dealer” who neverthe-
less is "saf
and the more conservative wing of
the party is concerned. Only Har-
riman of New York has so far
conducted his prenomination cam-
paign as a 100 per cent Fair
Dealer on all questions, including
the vital one of a civil-rights pro-
gram at least as liberal as that
put into the 1948 Democratic plat-
form. . )

Until the convention gets under
way, it will not be clear just what
is the line-up of forces behind
each of these candidates or other
still to be announced. During the
last frenzied week of the Re-
publican conventiofi, President

' as far as the South -

Truman quietly held a number of
White House conferences with
leading Democrats which certain-
ly. had the presfdential nomina-
tion as one of their chief topics.
It is now said that although Gov-
ernor Adlai Stevenson was Tru-
man’s first choice for the job, his
continued reluctance to declare
himself a candidate has soured
Truman on him.

Of course, if principle were the
deciding factor, Harriman would
have the inside track for Tru-
man’s support. But to date, at
least, it appears that Harriman
has not been able to muster the
kind of support among the men
who control the party~that would
recommend him as a strong and
reliable candidate.

It appears that if any major
issue rocks the Democratic con-
vention, it will again be the issue
of equal rights for Negroes which

split off the Diviecrats in 1948. .

The Republicans have written
their civil-rights plank in such a
way as to make possible an ap-
peal to the race hatred which still
dominates the men who control
affairs in the South. It is designed
equally to make possible a Repub-
lican vietory in such states as
Texas and to open the door to any
Demoecratic faction which might
bolt the convention over this issue.

COMPROMISE IN AIR

The evasive Republican plank
om this issue may give weight to
the arguments of the comservative
wing of the Democratic Party
which is also seeking a "compro-
mise' at the expense of the Ne-
groes. Their argument runs that a
“‘compromise” FEPC plank would
not lose the Negro vote in the
North to the Ilepuhli:ulls in view
of their stand on the issue, while
it is essential to keep the South
.or parts of it from bolting to the
opposition. <

Actually, it does not appear
that the Jim Crow element in the
Democratic Party needs to insist
on having its way on a civil-
rights platform or even a eandi-
date who takes its position on the

question. They might safely ig-
nore this aspect of the program,
as they have done since 1948; and
count on their legislative coali-
tion with the Republicans to block
any significant action during the
next four years.

Although today everyone agrees
that the 1948 victory was a result
-of the solid support of three ma-
jor groups in the population, la-

“bor, the farmers, and minorities,

none of these groups has any
significant, organized voice in set-
ting the platform or choosing the
candidate of the Democratic
Party in 1952.

DPEMS NOT BOUND

About 110 CiO members will be
delegates to the Democratic con-
vention, and the AFL will probably
have even more. But these labor
leaders will not appear as a bloc
fighting for the interests of their
own people; they will appear as
sections of the political machines
from their various states. The same

"will be #true of the Negro dele.

lates and the small farmers.

And equally important, who-
ever the candidate may be, and
whatever the final form of the
platform on which he will run, it
will be clearly recognized that the
Democratic Party as an entity is

" not and cannot be bound to ac-

tually carry out the platform or
put into practice the announced
views of the candidate (unless he
is someone like Russell). The
nomination of a 100 per cent Fair
Dealer will - mean either that
enough of the big state and loeal
machines have. beenr able to com-
bine on such a man as their best

~“compromise, or that the majority

of the convention feels that such

z man can win the election for

them.

This is a recognition of the
progressive desires of the Ameri-
can people. But neither labor, nor
the Negroes and other minorities,
nor the farmers, nor all of them
put together can make these de-
sires into a reality as long as they
remain chained to the coalition
which is known as the Demoeratic
Rarty.
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Fair Employment Practices Co
mission. The party retreated M%
vague promise of such legislation
in 1948. In the current platform, it
comes out for "states” rights,”
favoring federablegislation toward
equitable treatment only in em-
ployment practices. It does not
come out forthrightly for an anti-
lynch law or an anti-poll-tax law.
Such is the resulf of the sell-out to
the lily-white Southern vote by
both the Taft and Eisenhower-
forces.

THE DINOSAURS

Now- the Republicans are hop-
ing that the Democrats will save
them on this issue by imitating
their performance.

Despite the platform compro-
mises-in the field of foreign pol-
jecy and despite- Eisenhower’s in-
eptitudes in his unguided forays
jnto this field, there is little doubt
that the decisive struggle between
the Democratic candidate and
Eisenhower will not be primarily
over this question. That old Asia
hand, MacArthur, did not trium
at the convention, but it is Nixom,
the pal of the senator from For-
mosa, who is Eisenhower’s run-
ning mate. The MacArthur-Knowl-
and influences have made them-
selves felt, however. And now
even Governor Dewey, in his re-
cent book on Asia, has discovered
_that “millions of Chinese . .. idol-
ize Chiang Kai-shek!

-Domestically, both platform Iml
nominee stand to the right of the
administration, although we cannot
in the interests of accuracy de-
scribe their program as "naked
reaction,” in the words of an ad-
ministration-supporting liberal. Re-
member that the New Deal, Fair
Deal and "welfare state' concepts
have left their mark on the Repub-
licans, They too, are for a number
of measures of federal aid in varis
ous fields, but measurably less so
than the Democrats. Aside from the
matter of personal popularity, the
"internationalist” wing of the Re-
publican corresponds more closely
to the administration Demoeflﬁ.

However, most notably absent
are planks relating to price con-
trol, rent control, government
hcmsmg. federal aid to education,
2nd similar issues on which the
Fair Dealers will undoubtedly go
to town.

It remains to be seen how Ike
can eampaign to retain the sup-
port of all the dissident elements
among the Republicans and stild
put forward a popular enough
program to muster the support
of the people. It is anticipated
that the support of the die-hard
Taftites will be lukewarm at its
hottest. Colonel MeCormick will
not support this “socialist.” Time,
Life, Look, Quick, the N. Y.
Times and Tribune and the “rath-
er nice” millionnaires like the
Jock Whitneys, Alfred Vander.
bilts, Henry Fords, and “enlight-
ened businessmen,” much of the
middle-class, younger-generation
Republicans, and AFL dinosaurs

will.

Walter Lippman speaks of the
paradox whereby Eisenhower won
the nomination but nearly de-
stroyed himself. He is speaking
of the efforts of the general to
make himself liked by the con-
servative section of the Republi-
cans. We doubt his ability to make
himself liked, as a political per-
sonality, by all sections of the
electorate. And we doubt espe-
cially his ability to put himself
over with the labor movement,
the large ecity populations, the
Negroes and minority grofips. who
have been throwing their support
to the Democrats for many years.
The Democrats will make the most
of the Republican convention—its
general conservatism, the political
backwardness, ineptitude and in-
experience of its eandidate, and.
its feeble domestic program.

Is it not indicative of the times
when even Senator Richard Rus«
sell of Georgia says-he can beat
Eisenhower?
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