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Vote for George S. Counts,
- Liberal Party, for Senator

" A Statement by the New York ISL—To New York Voters

The nomination of Pro-
fessor George S. Counts as
candidate for the Senate of
the United States marks the
first time that the Liberal
Party of New York has run
one of its leaders, a vice-
president of the organiza-
tion, for a high elective
office. )

It is true that the Liberal
Party did not want to run
an independent candidate
against the Republican in-
cumbant, Senator Irving
Ives. It would rather have

supported a “strong and
winning” candidate of the
Democratic Party on the
Stevenson-Sparkman ticket
which it had already en-
dorsed.

But the state and local
Democratic Party bosses
would not have it so. They
resisted the pleadings and
admonitions of the Liberal
Party leaders to nominate a
Fair Deal, or progressive,
Democrat like Averell Har-
riman and placed on the bal-
lot instead an old political

NOW PLAYING! -

CHARLIE CHAPLIN in

“Our Country and Its Culture”

wheelhorse, Brooklyn Bor-
ough President John Cash-
more.

In doing this, the Demo-
cratic bosses, still smarting
at the defeat administered
to them by the Liberal Party

. when it nominated and elect-

ed Rudolph Halley for presi-
dent of the New York City
Council, slammed the door
on the Liberal Party.

Thus, in much the same
way that the Liberal Party
was compelled to nominate

(Centinued on page 3)
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Nixon: The One

Who Got Caught

~The $18,235 question of “Poor Richard”. Nixon’s special
political kitty, raised for him by an assortment of kind
backers, real-estate operators, industrialists and oil mag-
nates, has been tossed by him (via radio and TV broadcast,
costing $75,000) to the Republican National Committee for
decision. The decision is supposed to be whether or not
Senator Nixon remains as the vice-presidential candidate

of the Republican Party and
running-mate of General
Eisenhower, whose main
theme has been the crime
and corruption of the Demo-
cratic Administration.
Nixon's broadcast gave little
further information on the spe-
cial fund than had already been
made public. The rest of his
speech was compounded by dema-
gogy, :sen’timen.t, personal appeal

(Title Suggested by Partisan Review)

By HAL DRAPER

It is as if the United States is seeking to bolster the
already widespread feeling of cultured Europeans that the
land of €oca-Cola and comic strips is a new barbarism of
the machine age—or perhaps it is seeking to prove to
Senator McCarthy’s admirers that the Democratic admin-
istration is as rough on “Communists” as it is supposed to

be in an election year—or
perhaps it is simply that the
police - state measures al-
ready-taken in the American

witchhunt have their own

momentum and their own
logic. _

Truman's aHorney general has
jssued an order to bar Charlie
Chaplin from the country until the
immigration service has determin-
ed in a hearing whether America
is a fit place for him to live—only
he put it the other way, under the
impression that the hearing would
determine Chaplin's fitness to live
behind the curtain of the Subver-
sive List. . .

To many Americans Charlie
Chaplin. is simply a comedian.
Even more in Europe and else-
where than in this country, Chap-
lin is regarded as one of the
world’s greatest artists.

The viciousness of the govern-
ment’s witchhunt against the
known_ functionaries of the Com-
munist Party has been disconcert-

ing enough even to pro-American
leaders in Europe. (For example,
when the British Tory govern-
ment recently refused to take ac-
tion against the pro-Russian
propagandist who holds the post
of dean of Canterbury, Churchill
went out of his way to make a
cutting allusion to red hunting
policies in “other countries,”
(meaning the U. S.)

HONOR-

To this there was next added
the passport barricade erected by
the State Department against
prominent scientists and literary
men from abroad who sought to
visit here. The government was
successful in convineing more
than one group that it could not
hold international scientific con-
ferences in this land of the free.

Now it's Charlie Chaplin.

With the usual finesse, Attor-
ney General McGranery waited
until Chaplin had sailed before
banging the gate. The actor had

Produced by H.S. TRUMAN  Directed by J. P. McGRANERY  Script by JOE McCARTHY

applied for a re-entry permit be- -

fore sailing. It took three months
for the government to decide to
give him one, during which time
the Keepers of the Gate presum-
ably looked into his desirability as
a resident. But the re-entry per-
mit was issued to him, and only

after this official promise of re-
éntry was made did the attorney
general announce that it was a
worthless scrap of paper.
Chaplin, of course, has always
been particularly vulnerable to the
patrioteers. There is good reason
(Continued on page 2}

based upon a recital of his fam-
ily fortunes, war record, citations,
mortgages, gift of a cocker
spaniel to the Nixon children, ete.,
winding up with the usual witch-
hunt spiel on Communists in gov-
ernment, Alger Hiss, the Korean
casualties, and the plug that
Eisenhower is an honorable man,
and that it's time for a change.

FOR THE "CAUSE"

~After.. fulminating: about the
“smears,” "crooks"” and ''commu-
nists,” Nixon (and those who sup-

.port him, including the Taffites

who saw nothing wrong or irregu-
lar in Nixon's behavior) proceeded
to a complete justification of his
conduct because he used the spe-
cial fund not for personal expendi-
tures but in fthe fight against
""communism and corruption.” It is
noteworthy that this ardent fighter
against "communism ‘and corrup-
tion" had to have special funds to
carry on his fight, and that this
resulted in the unprecedented ne-
cessity for the vice-presidential

candidate to interrupt a campaign.

to explain charges of corruption
on his part. It is equally note-
worthy that Nixon is of the breed
of McCarthy (who defended Nixon
before he spoke), Jenner, and oth-
ers who have helped to inflate the
"communist"” issue out of all pro-
portion to Its actual value and to
create the stifling and hysterical
political mood in America today.

Nixon stated that it would be

(Continued on page 3)

Another Part of the Forest

By coincidence, a Japanese version of the
Nixon scandal recently emerged in that coun-

and getting around some awkward spots cost a
big slice of money, as did publicity, meeting

L

try’s press, too. A magazine, Seikai Jeep, pub-
lished a letter written by a member of the Diet
who is campaigning for re-election, written to
his backer. The poor man is down to his last few
yven -and informs his angel that if re-elected, he
will “face all dangers for the advance of your
business.”

For those who wonder what Nixon did with
the money, the Japanese story may be examined

_ to provide a clue. Every time members of muniei-

pal town and village councils in his constituency
visit Tokio with petitions they have to be given
dinner and theater parties. Other constituents
visiting the capital and needing entertainment
include parties of school children, bereaved par-
ents and one-man deputations. '

The Diet member sent out 30,000 New Year
greeting cards, a large number of cards and
letters inquiring after the health of numerous
voters, and 50,000 letters of thanks after a visit
to his own area. “Fixing” other Diet members,

halls and traveling. When hiring the local tem-
ple for a meeting it pays to donate a high fee
for its use—otherwise, explains the candidate,
“the” corrupt priests will spread unpleasant
propaganda against you.” This harassed man
resented such corruption.

In addition, he explains that he is “exhausted
in mind and body”
in vitamins and hormones and such, so as to
keep up with the younger and more sprightly
candidates. '

It is clear, in other words, that our candi-
date was using the money to “fight Commu-
nism.”

Across the dther ocean, in Britain (no rela-
tion to the Nixon affair—it was before it broke),
the Socialist Leader declares that “Some mem-
bers of Parliament get payments or gifts from
special interests who may have no connection
with the constituency represented. Yearly ‘re-
tainers’ for services rendered are not unusual
among MPs.”

and needs a stiff treatment
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" Proposes Barring CPers from Union Ranks

By WALTER JASON

DETROIT,  Sept. 21—Another retreat before the reaction-
ary wave of McCarthyism was taken by the top leadership
of the United Auto Workers (CIO) at a special meeting of
the international executive board.

It-was announced that the union administration, domi-
nated by Walter P. Reuther, international president, would
take steps at the forthcoming March convention to bar
members of the Communist Party from holding membership

in the UAW.

Since the influence of the Stalinists in this hnion is at
an all-time low, the reason for this drastic change in the
democratic tradition of the UAW may be found only in the

retreat of the UAW leaders
before the sharp attacks of
Congressman Charles Pot-
ter, running for senator on
-the Republican ticket, on the
basis. of the popularity he
achieved during the hear-
ings. of the House Committee on

Un-American Activities here last
spring.

The victory of Senator Joe Me-

Carthy in Wisconsin has inspired.

Potter to emulate him in every
respect, and the UA'W resolution
is. an obvious answer to Potter’s
insistent question, “Why does the
UAW tolerate Reds?” if it is as
anti-Communist as it claims. He
asked that question last spring
and has repeated it frequently.

The once-proud boast of - the
UAW as a democratic union is still
reflected in its constitution: "To
unite in one organization regard-
less of religion, race, creed, color,
political affiliation or nationality,
all employees under the jurisdic-
tion of the International Union.”
{Art. 2, See.- 2, constitution of the
UAW:CI0.)

CHANGE CONSTITUTION

This is one of the sections of
the constitution that the Reuther
leadership proposes to change, so
that the inherent democratic
rights of auto workers to join po-
litical parties of their own choos-
ing will not he secured any longer
by the union constitution.

a

The UAW leaders informed
Potter, McCarthy and the world
that-it would “seek constitutional
changes to devise new and more
effective machinery to deal with
the. problem of any Communists
within our ranks.”

Much of the resolution reads
like a reply to one of McCarthy’s
mnasty questions, “Why don’t you
get rough with them like I do?”
Here's the UAW answer:

"The results of the elections re-
zently concluded at Ford Local 600
show the- Communist Party infiu-
ence in the units, the local union
ond the general council is at its
fowest level in the history of the
focal union.”

"However, it will be necessary
at the ‘coming convention to re-
view: the whole matter of just how
a free and democratic union such
as the UAW can deal with the few
Communists. in our ranks, who,
while : attempting to take advan-
taga.of the democratic privileges
that they have as members of our
unian, would use such privileges
Yo weaken and destroy both our
union and -our. constitution.”

RATIONALE

The UAW explained that the
€P had gone underground, that
“its. members had resigned from
the party, but they continue to
garry out the party line “in every
detail.”

“Since Communists have no
‘ conseience about lying to conceal

‘- their affiliations in order to more

! “gffectively carry out their work,
.+ :it ‘Has “become “increasingly diffi-

cult to prove technical
membership.

“Because of these changed con-
ditions, the present provisions in
cur constitution adopted at the
Buffalo convention in 1941, are
no longer adequate. =

“The inadequacy of these pro-
visions was one of the reasons
for the establishment of an ad-
ministration over Local 600.”

The UAW resolution pointed
out that the five unit officers, Paul
Boatin, John Gallo, Dave Moore,
Nelson Davis and Ed Lock, were
removed under the provisions of
the constitution barring Commu-

party

nists or persons subservient to
the Communist Party from: hold-

ing elective or appointive office in.

the UAW. These persons are ex-
pected to appeal that decision at
the forthcoming convention.

‘Apparently the UAW leaders

find it very embarrassing to have.

the Repuhlican candidates point
to these five persons, and charge
that the UAW is “soft” on Com-
munists.

As the UAW resolution states,
the influence of the Stalinists, even
in Ford Local 600, is very small. In
the entire 1,250,000-member UAW,
the Stalinists are virtually incon-
sequential. Clearly, the Stalinists
are not a danger, from any view-
peint, in the UAW. Why can't they
be defeated democratically?

YIELDING

Under the union-shep provi-
zions in all major contracts, ex-
pulsion from the UAW, as sug-
gested by the top leadership,
would mean the loss of jobs for
any Stalinists! This is certainly
quite a drastic change in previous
UAW tradition regarding the
rights of political minorities.

The tragedy is that the top
leadership seems unwilling to de-
tend the sound democratic concept
on which the UAW was founded.

It yields before the. attacks -of
the rédbaiters and witchhunters.
It suceumbs to.the symptoms of
hysteria on the
issue. :

How ironical it is that one of
the major obstacles to carrying
out propesals to expel Stalinists
is the provision.in the Taft-Hartley
Law. that makes- discharge for po-
litical activity illegall This is a
provision that the Stalinists have
utilized before.

COURTS IN THE WAY

Furthermore, there is a touchy
legal question on the power of
the union to make such a decision.
The last time the Reuther leader-
ship expelled two persons for
“anti-union” activity, in the cases
of Tracy Doll and Sam Sage, for-
merly prominent officials in the
CIO, court decisions forced a re-
vision of the union convention
verdict. The two men are work-
ing and in the union again.

Unless the next national con-
vention of the CIO reverses its
previous decision, it is CIO policy
now to defend the Stalinists from
persecution through  the Smith
Act, even though this resolution
remains a paper action. Undoubt-
edly this will be used to make
TAW changes in its constitution

“Communist” -

somewhat more difficult: The CP:
is not an- illegal party, nor does
the CIO resolution recegnize the
convictions based on the Smith

- Act as conclusive. The CIO reso«

lution called for the repeal. of
the Smith Act.and for a reversal
of the present court decisions,”
The UAW. resolution deplores
the difficulty of proving Stalinist
membership. What kind of aps
proach is that for a union? And
where does the line begin and end
when it comes to proving ‘‘sub-
servience”? Given the present at-
mosphere in America such an ap«
proach can only end in furthera-
ing Senator McCarthy’s aims.

And for what period of time
should subservience be decided?
Now? the last five years? perhaps
the last fifteen years? This whole
procedure makes for the hysteri

of witchhunts. The end may not™

be the finish of the Stalinists only.
It may well move into ex-Staline
ists and those who worked with
the Stalinists for years in blocs
and factions. .

The UAW leadership has taken
another step in a course that is
loaded with political dynamite,
not only for the democratic tra-
ditions of this union but for a
good section of its present leader-
ship. .

'Our Country and Its Culture’ — —

(Continued from page 1)

to believe that the hillbilly preju-
dice against him in this country
does not stem so much from sus-
picions about his pro-Stalinist sym-
pathies as from another source, in
the first place. This is the fact that
he has never become an American
citizen,

CHAUVINIST PREJUDICE

For many years this feeling has
been as widespread and as undex-
ground as the hatemongering
whispers that FDR’s “real name”
was “Rosenfeld.” (As a matter of
fact, the same mills ground out
the same story about Chaplin; at
one time at least the belief that
Chaplin is Jewish was so common
that there was many a Jew who
believed it with justifiable pride.)

The existence of this undertow
of superpatriotic suspicion has
always appeared in the open only

'd N
For more news of
the cultural world

see “Reading from Left to

Right” on page 4.

Y ra

obliquely, but it is reflected even
in the current stories about the
MeGranery order. In its crudest
form the hillbilly question was:
He got rich here, didn't he, why
doesn't he take out citizenship
papers?—like the other Holly-
wood imports whose allegiance
followed the dellar.

This stumper was strictly re-
served for unashamed chauvin-
ists, who. would never ask why

the Americans who live off the
exploitation of labor and re-
sources in foreign countries don’t
become citizens of the country
they milk. If you want to see it in

its more respectable form, more ¢ ..

suitable for publication, you can
read the current saga on “Chap-
lin’s Life and Loves” by the un-
speakable Louella Parsons in the
Hearst press.

This lowdown opus is subtitied
(in the N. Y. Journal-American for
September 22): "Man Without a
Country Despite 40 Yrs. in U. §."
There could hardly be a more ridic-
ulous insight into the chauvinist
mentality. Chaplin happens to be
a British citizen. To the Hearstian
mind, the difference between this
inferior status and the sad plight
of Hale's Philip Nolan is too slight
fu be' remembered real quick at
press time.

U. S. AS KEYSTONE KOP

The chauvinist prejudice
against Chaplin is translated by
Louella Parsons as “his arrogance
and apparent indifference toward
his adopted country.”

It is on this background that
Chaplin’s personal affairs became
scandals. Another Hollywood star
who was sensible enough to be
native-born could be arrested for
marijuana debauches and only see
‘his box-office rating jump as a
consequence; but when Chaplin
became ' involved in a cause
célebre, talk rose like a miasma
that he should be deported. Even
Louella Parsons, who clucks over
his indiscretions in the guise of
an “old frend” while sticking the
knife in, makes a connection:

“It was only after the Joan
Barry paternity case was brought
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out against the actor in 1944 that
his many escapades became
known and there was talk that
Charlie had joined many asserted
Red front organizations.”

Maybe Chaplin is a Stalinist
sympathizer of some kind or other
—this writer knows only what he
reads in the papers—but that
would be of interest only in an ar-
ticle on his politics and ideas.
Granting the fact for the sake of
argument, McGranery will hardly
try to prove that his presence in
the United States is a threat to
the natien's security.

“In England today,” reports an
Associated  Press dispatch, “Mr.
McGranery’s action
nounced by newspapers represent-
ing all shades of British political
opinion.” In America, however,
the effect of the attorney gener-

was de-.

al's contribution to “Our Country
and Its Culture” is likely to be
measurable in more than words.

Chaplin’s last film, “Monsieur

Verdoux,” was given the knife by v

most of the press and motion-pic-
ture exhibitors. His new film,
“Limelight,” is scheduled to open
at the Astor in New York on
October 23. Already there are
reports that the picture house
may pull out, and in any case the
film’s fate in more “patriotic”
communities will be problemati-
cal.

Chaplin's great character crea-
tion, the wistful Tramp, has been
hailed by highbrow critics as a
universal symbol of the alienated
man. Now . the United States gov-
ernment has joined the cast—as
the beefy cop chasing him around
the corner.

114 W. 14th St.
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({Continued from page 1)

A%orally wrong” if the fund had
been used personally or resulted
in personal favors that the con-
tributors would not have received
as ordinary constituents. Even if
we take him at his word that he
did not pocket the money, never-
theless it cannot be denied that
the personal-political fortunes of
the senator could only have been
enhanced by this fund which was
over and above his $15,000 salary
and his allotment from public
funds for office expenses, travel
and a staff of thirteen people.

It is probably true 'that Nixon
would ‘have behaved the way he
did politically without the special
fund. For, even before the cre-
ation of the special fund, cam-
paign funds were raised by the
powerful and wealthy group of
reactionaries who put him into
office on his 'particular kind of
program.

PIECE OF A SENATOR

But ‘Nixon paid off for favors
rendecred. What did his backers
Tiget? They got Nixon's vote on
‘three important housing measures,
where ‘he was 100 per cent in favor
of the real-estate lobby. He voted
the same way on rent control and
price control. Some of the support-
ers of the fund - were -bankers.
Nixon'voted for the bill which gave
a $68 million handout to the bank-
ers from the FDIC trust fund. All
of his wealthy contributors bene-
fited from his support of the tax
loop!cles. And, ironically, he
helped to put through Congress a
law v’hich would help publicize ex-.
penditures of officeholders, to his
present embarrassment.

The device of the special fund,

defended to the hilt by Nixon, is .

2 means, as characterized by Me-
Devitt, whereby “a group of weal-

. (Continued from page 1)
as its own candidate Halley,
‘who was an independent
‘Democrat, because the Dem-
‘ocratic Party lives up to its
frue capitalist. and boss-rid-
den nature, it has now nomi-
..nated Professor Counts.

There is, however, this im-
poriant difference this year:
Counts is an authentic mem-
ber, founder, and leader of
the Liberal Party, without
any other political aoffilia-
tion. He is the independent
candidate of an independent
third party, which appears
on the scene as a liberal-
labor codlition party, a
quasi-labor party.

The Independent Socialist

iIxon:

ne

thy men purchased themselves a
piece of a senator. ...”

Nixon characterized the expo-
sure of his special fund, made
public by a scoop in the New
York Post, as having as its pur-
pose. “to silence me, to make me
Jet up . . . I remember the days
of .the Hiss case. . . .” This is a
sample of the demagogy he is
adept at, the red-herring tech-
rique.

WILL HE STAY?

The Republican-paid account-
ants give Nixon an as-clean-as-a-
hound’s-tooth bill of health, as de-
manded by Eisenhower. As we go
to ‘press, it has been announced
Eisenhower, who has swallowed
MeCarthy and Jenner and been all
but swallowed by Taft, will keep
his running mate Nixon - on
the slate. There is no indication
that the hesitation and delay in
the Republican high comimand was
based upon ethieal considerations,
either. The question is one of
simple political expediency: Is
Nixon expendable? Will the dam-
age done the “anti-corruption”
campaign of Eisenhower and
Nixon by the fund-exposure be
greater than the damage done by
the removal of the vice-presiden-
tial candidate and the political
and financial drawbacks incum-
bent thereon?

The New York Times, the -dis-
tressed supporter of Eisenhower,
asked editorially: “The question
which the Republican leaders
must now face, and decide with-
out loss of time, is whether Mr,
‘Nixon's record in this matter has
not impaired fatally his useful-
ness as a candidate for the office
of vice-president.”

The dissatisfaction among the
Republican supporters is wide-
spread, and even the Scripps-

Howard New York World-Tele-
gram records:

"Fite alternatives Senator Nixon
has cited cannot be condoned, al-
though in-practice they are all too
commonplace. But the fact that he
does not indulge in such practices

-does not make his own position

right. Sen. Nixon may not ‘hdave
been influenced in -any ‘way by the
assistance he has accepted from a
few of his wealthier constituents.
But if every member of Congress
were to accept financial contribu-
tions from groups of his constitu-
ents, the time might soon come
when the rank and file of the citi-
zenship would be without any real
representation.” .

IKE'S L. P. RECORD

How will the Republicans con-
tinue with Nixon? How will they
apologize for his technique ‘of
financing himself in office? As
Arthur Krock pointed out in the
New York Times, Nixon called
for the resignations of both ma-
tional party chairmen, Guy Ga-
brielson and William Boyle, when
it was revealed that both had rep-
resented clients before the Re-
construction Finance Corpora-
tion. Krock says of the fund, with
generosity to Nixon, “the ar-
rangement reflects a dull sense of
ethies on Nixon’s part.”

All the while the Nixon s¢andal
was breaking, the general was
delivering, in his olive-drab man-
ner, his typical campaign speech-
es: “restore and keep the publie
-service at the high level of honor
and distinetion . . . we won’t wait
for Congressional prodding and
investigations. . . . And when we
are through the experts in shady
and shoddy government opera-
tions will be on the way back to
the shadowy haunts. . . .”

While Nixon has been “cleared”

or George S.

League of New York sup-
ported the Liberal Party in
1951 when it ran Halley as
its candidate for president
of the City Council. It did
so upon the ground that in
putting forth its own candi-
date, even though he was net
a member of the party and
responsible to it, the logic of
the campaign, would, in the
long run redound to the
benefit of independent labor
political action.

HALLEY PRECEDENT

Thus, in 1951, the Liberal
Party, which had heretofore
"contented itself with sup-

porting pregressive and
New Deal-Fair Deal candi-

@

Ren_t-Gougers_ Get a Sethack
In San Francisco Bay Area

SAN FRANCISCO, Sept. 19—A
temporary victory for continued
rent controls was won last night
when the San Francisco Super-
visors voted 10-1 to 'extend ex-
piring federal rent controls on a
local basis until April 30, 1953.

"The forces for continued rent
control argued their c¢ase on the
basis of two housing surveys—
one by, the United States Bureau
of the ‘Census and a private sur-
vey by Kellogg and Associates
submitted after the ‘supervisors
-decided not to be bound by the
Census’ report. The Kellogg re-
port found that 2.7 per cent of
city’s dwellings were vacant, but
47.1 per cent of these dwellings
were single rooms. The Census
report found a 2.6 per cent va-
cancy but that only 1.6 per cent
were actually’available for rental.

An . adetjuate

rental-vacancy -

factor was considered to be 4 to 7
per cent.. It was thus confirmed
statistically, what is well known
to all Bay Area residerits, -that
there is a definite shortage of de-
cent, low-rental housing in “the
City.”

Chief spokesman for control ex-
tension was George Johns, secre-
tary-treasurer of the AFL Cen-
tral Labor Council.

‘This temporary ‘victory based
on a last-minute -mobilization,
plus the overwhelming support of
two housing surveys, is a welcome
relief from the wave of decontrols
most prevalent in the Bay Area.
In this context it will be looked

upon as a setback by the land-

lords, who will undoubtedly make
a determined second attempt next
April after the effects of the No-
‘vember national eleétions have
-been assimilated.

Sigd gl o o, D T T

-
dates; of either capitalist
party, was forced by circum-
stances to enter the election
campaign as an independent
force against both parties.
‘The victory of Halley under
the banner of the Liberal
Party gave it a tremendous
lift and..established it more

-plainly as a balance .of pow-

er in the state. More than
that—and this is of the
highest importance — it
showed what could be done
if a liberal-labor coalition,
resting on a mass base of
the trade unions, were seri-
ously to carry on an inde-
pendent political struggle
against the two capitalist
parties. '

That election had ‘an elec-
trifying effect upon large
sections of the voting popu-
lation. It could have had an
even more powerful and
lasting effect in furthering
the cause of independent la-
bor . pelitical action nation-
ally, had the labor leaders of
the -AFL and. CIO been able
to read. the lessons of the Halley
campaign.

FOR INDEPENDENCE

It was correct to support the in-
dependent camapign -of the Liberal
Party in 1951; it is doubly cerrect
for all workers and progressivesto
-support the candidacy of Professor
Counts.

. Counts has a long. record as a
progressive, both in the field of
education which is his profession
and in the Federation of Teach-
ers, the union ‘which he at one
time headed. As a founder and
leader of the Liberal Party, he
represents the one organized cur-
rent, feeble and inconsistent

though it is, for independent po--

- 'incomes in various ‘ways.

of the income-tax evasion charge
by the same firm which audited
his books, labor representatives
have already questioned his right
te have his bills and expenses paid
for by others. Nixon used the
argument that-he was saving the
taxpayers’ money by using ‘the
“millionaire club” fund for ‘his
“supplementary expenses,” ‘Ac-
ceptance of this argument would
be an -invitation to other con-
gressmen to follow his noble ex-

-ample and have themselves sub-

sidized by. wealthy industrialists
and businessmen. What would fol-
Jow would be ‘a kind - of welfare-
state and social-security program
for poor but -complaisant con-
gressmen. ’

RATIONALIZATIONS

One of the ‘means of attempting
to "explain away" the Nixon fund
is fo say that-it is a very commen

technique. If common, the- other.

‘cases have ‘not yet come to light.
Another is to say that other con-
gressmen have to supplement their
Nixon
‘poses as a knight in armor because
‘e ‘doesn't take legal ‘fees ‘in con-
tinuation of his law practise while
in paclitical ‘office, nor does his wife
deprive needy . stenographers of
jobs by being -on his payroll, as ‘is
the case with Senator Sparkman.
Nor does he have private means

- -of support as do some ‘wealthy

congressmen., Nixon and others
would slur -over the distinct dif-
ferences between the earning of
money for work performeéd—and
even here congressmen have run
into difficulties for such practises
—and the gift of money for fur-
thering the political program of a
private group through an elected
public official.

A similar argument is made
with reference to Governor Ste-

venson’s fund collected to help
finance appointed officials: who

-left high-paid posts in industry

and business for less remunera-
tive government jobs. This latter’
practise is a typical one in bour-
geois politics, and the low-pdid
nature of public service is -often
bemoaned by editorialists wha
complain that the “right type” of
men cannot be attracted to poli-
ties and government when the re-
wards are so low—in contrast to
big ‘business, of course. We 'hold
no brief for Stevenson, and ‘none
for this practise which “helps as-
sure the interchangeability -of
business and government leaders.
But it is a different case from
that of Nixon.

OVER THE COUNTER

Senator Taft goes further than
Nixon. He saw “no reason‘why a
senator or a congressman should
not accept gifts from members of
his family or his friends or con-
stituents to help pay even per-
sonal expenses in Washington-—
certainly those political and travel
expenses which are not. paid ‘by
the government.” This is the rep-
resentative of the conservative
bourgeoisie speaking—politics is
the business of wealth.

As Dana Smith, the investment
banker who handled the special
fund for Nixon, said: “The fund
was -established [after Nixon’s
election to the Senate] when it
became apparent that Dick-didn’t
have enough money to do the kind
of job he wanted to do and that
we wanted him to do. The whole
idea of the Nixon fund program
is to enable Dick to do a selling
job to the American people in be-
half of private enterprise and in-
tegrity in government.” It turned
out that what Nixon sold was—
integrity in government.

Counts — —

litical action in the limited way
in which we have described it.

.- However limited the indepen-
dent character of the Liberal
Party may be, it is the only such

‘political instrument in the coun-

try today. Given the context of
politics in the United States too,
it is an impertant development.

‘We have-never endorsed, and do
not now -endorse or support, the
political ideology, the over-all
strategy and tactics, of the lead-
ers of the Liberal Party, who still
regard it more in the nature of a
buffer party, or one ‘which exists
tc force the Democratic Party to
the 1eft: 'but its future is not en-
tirely in their hands. The current
political situation is a ‘case in
point.

WEDGE

The. Liberal Party has found
itself foreced to run an indepen-
dent candidate and independent
campaign for the Senate. It there-
by offers the workers, liberals and
progressives of New York an-
other opportunity to cast a vote
wgainst the candidate of the two
capitalist parties and for the in-
dependent Liberal Party.

A successful campaign eannot
but enhance the independent
character of the party and drive
a deeper wedge between it and
the Democratic and Republican

V 4 N\

-NEXT WEEK

"Look Who's Getting -Moral
About Nixon—"
‘a -discussion of
Poor Richard’s lecturers

in ethies.
\ i 2

Parties. That is to the good. A
strong campiagn and a high vote

will strengthen the tendency to-

ward independent political action
by labox: That is ‘why we support
the Liberal Party and its candi-
date for the Senate.

The Liberal Party, however, can-
not let itself be thwarted by the
utterly backward and self-defeat-
ing policies of the official labor
ieadership in the state, who have
shamefacedly endorsed either
Cashmore or Ives. 1 must wage’an
active and militant campaign in

behalf of Counts. Not -only ‘in ‘gen- .
eral, among the electorate, as a’
whole, ‘but most heavily in fhe":
-ranks -of - labor, through the-local"

vnions and local union leaderships.
The fight must ‘be fought confident-

Iy, - indefatigably and to the finish.

We call on our readers and
friends in New York State to sup-
port the campaign of the Liberal
Party in every way they can.

Next=A" Labor Party!
by Jack Ranger

A Hard-Hitting, i‘ﬂeufy. Simple Presentation of the
~Need for an Independent Labor Party
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The ISL Program

in Brief

The Independent Socialist League stands for
socialist democracy and against the two sys-
gems of exploitation which -now divide the
world: capitalism and Stalinism.

Capitalism cannot be reformed or liberalized,
by eny Fair Deal or other deal, so as to give
the people freedom, abundance, security or
peace. It must be abolished’ and Teplaced by a
mew social system, in which the people own
and control the basic sectors of the economy,
democratically controlling their own economic
and political destinies.

Stalinism, in Russia and wherever it holds
power, is a brutal fotalitarianism—a new form
of exploitation. I#s agents in every country,
the Communist Parties, are unrelenting ene-
mies of socialism and have nothing in commen
with socialism—which cannot exist without ef-
fective democratic control by the people.

These fwo 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 Secialism stands for building and
strengthening the Third Camp of the peeple
against both ‘war bloes.

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

the basic progressive force in society. The ISL-

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

At the same time, Independent Socialists
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 laber
movement as a left force working for the fer-
mation of an independent labor party and
other progressive policies. )

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

INTERESTED?
Get Acquainted—

Independent Socialist League
114 West 14 Street

New York 11, New York

0O I want more information about the

ideas of Independent Socialism and.
‘the ISL.

0 I want to join the ISL.
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How to Discredit Marxism.- A Current Example

By PHILIP COBEN

It’s been made clear in this column, we
think, that the defense of Marxism against
its ignorant or not-so-ignorant critics of
today has another side also. The aforesaid
ignorant critics have as their bisymmetric
counterpart the ignorant “Marxists” whose
manhandling of the subject feeds the for-
mer’s prejudice.

This is especially noticeable with regard
to the Marxist historical approach—the
know-nothing “Marxist” presents it as vul-
gar economic determinism in the crudest
sense, and the know-nothing anti-Marxist
proceeds to attack it as such. But the same
is true of other questions. t

In this column we want to exhibit an
especially sorry example of a know—nothmg
“Marxist,” to set side by side with the anti-
Marx critics whom we have previously discussed.
It is precisely the sort of thing which feeds t_he
efforts of those who would discredit the Marxist
theory.

1t is "the first of a series of articles” by Ernest
Untermann on "recent developments in science” for
the Socialist Call (September 19). Now this is the
Ernest Untermann who translated Marx’s Capifal and
we do not question his knowledge of Marxist eco-

‘nomics. What he is writing about here is another

subject, however. And he seems to be under the
impression—#too often maliciously ascribed to Marx-
ists by their enemies—that a knowledge of Marxist
ideas is a sufficient basis for passing judgments and
drawing conclusions about fields with which he is
not acquainted.

It is all the more regrettable because Unter-
mann’s over-all thesis is indubitably true: that
“our most modern physics still is a stamping
ground for various peddlers of metaphysical mys-
teries.” There have been some excellent refutations
of the idealist and positivist notions which some
philosophers and scientists-posing-as-philosophers
have attémpted to hitéh onto the wagon of Science.

ON THE CRACKER BARREL

But Untermaﬁn’s “refutations” are strictly of

Ithe cracker-barrel variety. For example, the above-

quoted remark about the peddlers of metaphysical
mysteries is immediately followed up and supported
by this extraordinary argument:

“They are supported by some higher mathe-
maticians who perform hocus-pocus with the square
root of minus-one and the multiplication of minus-
X by itself. I have never been able to pay my bills
by multiplying minus-one dollars. . .."”

One hopes that Untermann was merely trying
to be gay and sprightly but, really, there is no in-
dication that he does not actually regard the mathe-
maticians’ imaginaries as being on the same level
as flying saucers with little green men from Venus
aboard.

This fantastic article is too full of such things.
Like:

“The boys who tell us that the universe is ex--

panding revel in the assertion that the ga.lax_ies
farthest from us are rushing out of sight with
the speed of light . . . I don’t understand how a
galaxy with nebulae, gas balls and solid globes can
hang together at that speed.”

Leaving aside his deseription of a galanlty and
some other things, Untermann obviously is way

- behind even the elementary notions of meodern

astronomy which one can painlessly piclk up from
a popular science magazine, In wondering how a

galaxy can “hang together at that speed,” he would
seem to be thinking of the velocity of ,a galaxy,
with relation to us as observers, in the same way
as if it were a railway train on a bumpy roadbed.

HE THINKS IT'S “TERMINOLOGY"

He refers scornfully to the “so-called absolute
axioms of abstract mathematics and metaphysical
philosophy,” as if talking about the same thing in
both cases. He says that Newton “relied upon the
assumption of an ether absolutely at rest for hold-
ing things together” and then, referring to the
Michelson-Morley experiment, describes it as an
attempt “to measure the effect of the ether on the
motion of the earth [it attempted to measure the
effect of the ether and the motion of the earth on
the velocity of light]l but naturally the effect of
something undefined [the etheri] could not be dis-
covered.” It is news indeed to read that as long as
a phenomenon cannot be “defined” its effects can-
riot be discovered. Electricity, perhaps?

. Or: “Ernest Rutherford identified the atomic
nucleus. He saw alpha and beta rays.”

Or, without comment, which would run too long,
this last conclusion: “It would be a great help to
future progress if the mathematicians would bring
their terminology inte better accord with the- facts.
Such terms as ‘the four-dimensional continuum,’
in which time is used-as a fourth dimension, or the
idea that curved light rays imply a curved space, or
that the speed of light forbids the simultaneous
occurrence of events in different cosmic systems,
do not contribute to clarity of thought. They may
be indispensable to calculators who want their
equations to come out right, but they add a meta-
physiecal touch to relativity which throws a monkey
wrench into the scientific works.” .

NO SLOT MACHINE

The whole thing is a weird caricature of a "pro-
found" discussion of idealist trends in modern scien-
tific thought. What | wish to point out is that here
is a man, who did not learn about Marxism only yes-
terday, who is clearly quite ignorant of his subject
matter but who comes out in print with a I'Marxist
analysis” of it. Whatever inspired Untermann to do
this, there are others, usually much newer to Marxist
thoughts, who, in their discovery of the immense
power of the Marxist method, tend to regard it as

a rule-of-thumb which answers questions like putting '

a coin in a slot-machifie. Marxism Is an indispensable
guide o understanding the facts of life but it is nof
a substitute for the facts. :

Similarly, in the case of Marxist historical .

theory, a young student of Marxism may be struck
all aheap by the fruitfulness of a class interpreta-
tion of ‘events—and something like this may be

the result: “Roosevelt was for capitalism.because .

he himself was a rich man,” or “Wars are caused
by = munition-makers” (the latter was popular
pseudo-Marxism in the 1930s). We've seen it
happen.

. One of the troubles in such cases is that, one .

of these days, such a student of Marxism, who
reduces its ABC to such crude determinism, sud-
denly discovers its inadequacy; thus you get the
type of ex-radical who knows all about Marxism—
he went through it, didn’t he?—and is now con-
vinced that it is obsolete 19th century. stuff, etec.
A little knowledge is a dangerous thing. Young
socialists in particular are not doing themselves
justice when they attempt to get along (as social-
ists) on the basis of smatterings of Marxism

picked up” here and there in socialist literature.

There is no substitute, for the understanding of
Marxism as for the: understanding of science, for
systematic study.
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AMERICAN CULTUAE AND FHE STATE DEPART-
MENT, by H. F. Peters.—The American Scholar,
Summer 1952, 2

The core of this article is Professor Peters’
relation of his experiences with the State De-
partment as founder andifirst director of the
American Institute at the Eniversity of Munich.

_He explains how the insfitute was created to
bring the study of -American art and letters to
a European center, to make for greater under-
standing, ete. | .

“Such a program was developed and, with the
aid of the Rockefeller Foundation, a group. of
very distinguished American professors invited
to Munich. The State Department was, of course,
kept informed of these plans. . . . Everything
pointed to a ‘successful session. But suddenly,
Washington had misgivings about the political
views of some of our American professors. Sena-
tor McCarthy’s charges of disloyalty and sub-
version had intimidated mast officials in the State
Department. Their morale was at a low ebb. . ..
In the ensuing struggle, the Institute program
had to be curtailed. Our students asked ques-
tions about academic freedom in America. It
was all most unfortunate.”

Or again: Professor Peters had arranged for
an exhibition of contemporary American paint-
ings in Munich, It was fo exhibit all leading
American artists, Stressing no particular school
but presenting a cross-section. The list of artists
had been drawn up by “theidirector of an Ameri-

=

- possible connection with the government. It is

LEFT to RIGHT

can art Tuseum, a man respected for his con-
servative views.” Twenty,. artists were selected
to be shown, with five pictures for -each. The
setup was heartily approved by “the official in
charge of exhibitions -in Frankfurt” .and by
German art connoisseurs. Then—

“Imagine our surprise when, a few days later,
we received a cable from Washington saying
that ‘only six names on the list are acceptable
to the State Department.’ No reasons were
given. The exhibition was not held.”

Peters goes into some general discussion of
the difficulties of working with the State De-
partment. “Finally, there is a tacit understand-
ing that no one who, for whatever reason, might
embarrass the Department, must be employed.
When the poet T. S. Eliot came to Munich to re-
ceive an honorary degree from the university—
more than 2000 students and professors crowd-
ed the Auditorium Maximum to hear him speak
—I was informed that Eliot was persona non
grata in Washington because he had served on
the board of a selection committee that had
awarded a poetry prize to Ezra Pound....”

Understandably, Professor Peters winds up
by recommending that efforts like his own be
made by private interests only, with the smallest

apparent that in his own mind Peters assimi-
lates his experiences with those of the artists
and men of culture under the heel of the Stalin-
ist totalitarianism.

The full, fantastic story of ‘the Allied proposals
for “deconcentrating” the Krupp armaments com-
bines has unfolded. The compensation to be re-
ceived by Alfred Krupp, the head of the family
who was senienced to twelve years imprisonment
at Nuremberg for war crimes, will make him, “in
the words of the Manchester Guardian Bonn cor-

respondent; “one of the richest-men in Europe-
And, imost: incredible:of ol falso-according=+o -~

the Manchester Guardian:.cerrespondent) there 'is

nothing to prevent the man who helped Hitler info

power from manufacturing arms again. This is the
plan approved by the British and ‘American govern-
ments and, needless to say. by Heér Krupp von Bollen
und Halbach himself. '

Herr Krupp will lose his vested interest in the
German steel industry. Compensation: 14 million
pounds. He will lose his voting power in the coal-
mining industry. In return he'will receive a royalty
of 212 per cent on each ton of coal. This will ensure
him a steady-830,000 pounds & year. Under similar
generous. terms he .will “surrengder” limestone
works worth about one~million pounds.

Everybody in the family is cared for. Alfred’s
sister, Baroness Eisenstein, and his nephew,
Arnold, -will be given joint ownership of the for-
mer Krupp holding in the engineering industry.
This should keep the wolf from.the door, since the
holdings are worth about 112:million pounds. -

Brother Bertold, his son Arndt; and another

brother Harold, will struggle along with- a eash

payment of slightly less tha® one million pounds
each. Since there may be some%ihlayin paying this,
they are to have a temporary yearly penmsion of
8300 pounds. C i

The Guordian' correspondent reporis: "Affer
these many provisions’ Herr Alfred Krupp is by no
means reduced to the mere status of the holder of
one of the biggest cash balances in the history. of
the world." For a large number of -his factories and

‘other interests are to-be handed :back to kim #o do~
"with as he pleases.

These include shipyards &t Bremen and Kiel,
factories turning out finished steel and copper
goods, a locomotive works, many other companies
and “a vast amount of town property.” He will also
remain the owner of the Gusstahlwerke plant, once
the center of his armaments vombine,

Gétting Along, Thank
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So it's not altogether surprising that Krupp’s
lawyers have given their wholehearted approval
to the Allied plan for decartelizing - their client.
‘Meanwhile it’s anybody’s guess how long before
this man—at whose works hundreds of deported
workers perished—is once again fully installed as
a merchant of death. '

The. Lontion Tr_l_bl_me’“ S"’?‘me"f' 5 European Defense -Community.

£ x i S . -0 b o L3
You're Another

Commenting on the Russian announcement that
a congress of the CPSU will be held, the official

Titoist propaganda organ Les Nouvelles Yougo-
slaves runs into a delicate problem in tactics. Its

- article (Sept. 6) begins:

~ “Stalin has finally called the Congress of the
CP of the USSR, twelve and a half years after the

 preceding one, According to the statutes of the

party, and even if one counts out the war years,

- it should be already the second congress since the

end of the war. And yet that has not prevented
Stalin from berating our party . . . for having
been late with its own congress. Evidently, it was
more important to take a fall out of the CPY than
to give an account of his activity, even if only
entirely formally, to the members of his own
party.”

Do the Titoists then denounce Stalin for this delay
in calling a congress, or are they merely retorting
"You're just os: bad at you said we ere”? The last
congress of the Yugoslav CP (the fifth, in- 1948) was
20" years atfer the: fourth. This may be the world's
record for the Sfalinist movement, so understand-
ably Les Nouvelles Yougosioves does not quite press
Ahat point. (A mew party congress is scheduled in
‘Yugoslavia for next month.) b

The Yugoslav’s answer to the $64 question—
why the Russians are holding their congress at this
time—is sone -that ‘will scarcely occur to anyere

- else. “And it is not by pure chance, either, that this

congress convenes 10 days before the congress of
our party. It will be a good occasion to slander us,
in the vain hope that this ‘higher’ forum will, in a
way, be able to influence the work of our congress.”

Further along, these analysts opine that the
reason-Btalin is not making the main report is—
that he just doesn’t have much to say any more.
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§ PRO AND CON: DISCUSSION

-The Problem of Furopean Unity

By DAVID ALEXANDER

LONDON—It is indeed a unique
experience for a socialist to hear
words like “supra-national au-
thority,” “European Assembly”
and other such phrases ringing in
his ears at this time in history.

True it is that the limited co-
cperation, both economie and mili-
tary now occurring in Europe is
largely a product of the American
demand for greater efficiency in
these fields. "An American eco-

- L]

nomic system so abhorrent of
planning has demanded a degree
of planning completely out of
consonance with its own political
views. It has given the maximum
encouragement to the Council of
Europe, proposing to abolish cus-
tems, tariffs and other barriers
between all the countries of con-
tinental Europe. ’

It is my opinion that the results
of such a union, whese nucleus
would be the Schuman Plan coun-
tries, could only be progressive.
Whatever barriers to international

. movement, frade and intercourse

are broken down, the sysftem will
be changed in a respect which so-
cialists will find o be an advance,
if not a specifically socialist one.

Last week, soon after the estab-
lishment of the Schuman Plan for
the pooling of coal and steel re-
sources of France, Germany, Hol-
land, Belgium, Luxemburg and
Italy, a very important move was
made. The nine-man “cabinet”
was entrusted with the task of
creating the conditions for the
formation of a supra-national
political authority.

The Schuman Plan countries
form a part of the Assembly of
Europe. They also form part of
the American-inspired =military

The problem then arose: What
would be the relation of a pro-
posed Schuman Plan “High Au-
thority” to the Assembly of Eu-
rope—a delegated body—and the
Defense Community, in which
Britain and Scandinavia were al-
so represented? Many people in
Europe felt that unless Britain
was prepared to ‘give its” blessing
—albeit as a non-participant—to
the High Authority, it would have
no future.

On the one hand, right-wing
opinion in Britain has”to be asso-
ciated militarily with Europe, and
on the other, it found itself unable
to agree to economic union with
Europe. The reasons given both by
Conservatives and Labor men are
somewhat obscure; the best that

| have heard is the Labar plea that -

our Welfare State would be ren-
dered ineffective if ofher Euro-
Peans could make decisions spon
i¥. The real reason appears fo me
to be that Britain could not stand
eny of the severe competition in
empire markets by Europeans
which customs unions would entail.
Unfortunately, however, | féel that
‘there is an instinctive antipathy fo
any  arrangement whatscever
which would limit Britain’s sov-
ereignty, coupled with “a social
xenophobia produced by centuries
of internecine wars and imperial-
ist competition.

When Anthony Eden last week
gave DBritain’s blessing to the
High Authority, he suggested
that Britain should continue to
send delegates and observers to
any supra-national body. This
satisfied Europeans in that it not
only underlined our interest in
their success but also left a door
cpen whereby we could enter at
a later date.

The existence of European As-
semblies depends upon two fac-
tors. One is the American demand
for European military organiza-
tion. The other is the economic
troubles of KEuropean capitalist
countries: at this time. They have
reached the stage of economic
saturation of markets following
.a war. They concluded that it

would be easier to exploit a Euro- -

~pean ‘market without trade bar-

riers. A population of 140 million
is a good potential market. It is
ironic that the economie troubles
of capitalism should® force “them
to take measures which are ana-
thema to the spirit of capitalism.
“Free trade” was once the call of
capitalism in its heyday; now it
is a different song by the same
people, but with the same words.

Is the Strasbourg Bloc "Progressive"?

I think Comrade Alexander is
forgetting a number of consider-
ations, when he states so cate-
gorically that “the results of such
a union . . . could only be pro-
gressive.”

In the first place, I don’t think
he should be carried away by the
ring of the words “supra-national
authority” because they remind
cne. of socialist proposals for a
United States of Europe. The
steps that are being taken do not
add up to that, nor, to a West
Europe Federation (let alone an
Independent Western Federa-
tion). As the N. Y. Herald Tri-
bune summarized it this week:
“The immediate purpose was to
form a European political com-
munity with only such supra-
national powers as would facili-
tate the operations of the eco-
nomic and military groupings
now underway or contemplated.”

To be sure, the Herald Tribune
adds: “Nevertheless, it could. lead
to a united Western Europe.”
That may be as it may, but there
is a big difference between the
two. And there is no new sign
that the nations involved are any
more willing to give up essential
articles of sovereignty.

Is it MERELY just another eco-
nomic-military bloc (the formation
of which always involves some con-
cessions on "sovereignty" in any
case)? No, there are interesting
differences, which, as Comrade
Alexander rightly says are due to
the "economic troubles of capital-
ism,” troubles which add up to an
unprecedented decay of the capi-
talist world. But it has not yet
gone outside the essential frame-
work of such a blocg, '

That is one thing to keep in
mind. Another is the significance

“of the type of European federa-

tion which takes place as a result
of “the American demand for Eu-
ropean military organization.”
European federation can realis-
tically take place only if imposed
{rom below or from outside—that
is, only on the basis of workers’
governments in the countries, or
ag the imposition of a superior
power over satrapies. (That is
assuming that the capitalist class-
es of these countries. remain via-
ble enough to continue to rule at
all.}

Western Europe een be united -

under the overlordship of Ameri-
can imperialism. Even this limit-
ed economic-military bloe, which
is not incompatible with the

« framewerk: of eapitalism, is ecom- -

irg into being partly at least un-
der the pressure of the overlord.
I do not-think such & union can
be considered -as “progressive” by
zocialists.

From a socialist viewpoint, if
the Assembly of Europe only suce
ceeds in preparing people psychos
logically for confederation, it will
have achieved something. For capi-
talists it will go well while all six
countries have right-wing govern-
ments; the fun will start when so-
cialists take power in any of the
"supra-national” countries.

Here, of course, one gets into a
discussion of what that term “pro-
gressive'" means, anyway. | could
‘go into that, but perhaps it will be
enough here to remind ourselves of
another “progressive" step toward
unification. After Hitler came into
power, the Nazi regime pro:eéded
to carry out a demand which had

long been raised by the socialists:
the abolition of the state divisions;
within Germany and the formation-
of an entirely unitary government.’
Was this action of the Nazis' “pro--
gressive”? Abstractly, formally,,
considered outside of its real po-

litical and social context, one may .

answer yes—but then that is not
saying much. Again: imperialism’
played the "progressive" role of
industrializing and modernizing
Japan, but that did ‘not make im-
perialism “progressive.” Wy sug-

gest these ideas, in lieu of a long

discussion of the term, in order to
restrain its abstract application to’
the Strasbourg deals.

I think the British Labor Party
is right in turning a cold shoulder
to involvement in the Schuman:
and Strasbourg bloes. Its argu-
ment has been that it does npt.
want a socialist Britain (the so-.
cialist Britain. it 'proposes to
build) under the economic (or
military!) control of “an exclu-
sive club dominated by a Chris-.
tian-Democrat comniitted,” as the’
London New Statesman and Na-
tion put it this past week.

What we have ecriticized -the
Laborites for is failing to offer
any socialist alternative plan for .
European unity but for rather’
using the correct argument:to
justify what i§ essentially the:
same. approach as the. British:
Tories. I don’t think, myself, that
the latter is “obscure.” The Brit-~
ish interests counterpose their:
own economic bloe, the sterling:
bloe, the Commonwealth, fo -in-
volvement in that of the Conti-,
nent, and do not wish to see their.
leading position weakened there.:

Certainly the xenophobia about -

which Comrade Alexander specu-
lates is not more virulent in Brit-;
ain than in the continental coun-.
tries which have knewm their
share of “internecine wars and
imperialist eompetition.”™ H

Yes, indeed, there will be “fun”-
when socialists take power in any-

. of the “supra-national” countries.’

We would then see just how’
supra-national is this bloe, but it .
will not be the socialists who-will
enjoy ‘the fun if they then.go
along with the setup:out of -at-
tachment to the abstract.principle
of supra-nationalism.
Hal DRAPER
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By SAUL BERG

In France and Italy alone among the nations
of Western, Europe, the Communist Party re-
mains the dominant force in the labor move-
ment. This situation s a refleetion of the-con-
tinued deepgoing:social-crisis in these countries,
still unresolved seven years after the destruction
of war ‘has-ceased.

#két us :examine the situation of the French
worker, so that we :can:perhaps see why he re-
mains immune to the wooing of the parties that

he identifies with +he government or, more.
" “broadly speaking, ‘with the camp of Western

gapitalism.

I Grisis in a Blind Alley

We can refer to Michel Collinet, who has made prob-
#bly the most thorough study of the French workers’
weal wages‘today ‘as compared with 1938 ‘as a base year.*
The base year, it may be noted, is not the year in which
fhe French workers lived best, being ‘inferior to 1936-7
and to most of ‘the 1920s,

Nevertheless, in 1951 the real wage, in terms of pur-
chasing power, of the average French worker was still
decidedly inferior to that of 1938. Inecluded in this real
+age is the very large portion that he receives today not
from the employer but from the state, in the form of
family allowances and other social benefits. If the workers
are divided into categories according to the size of the
family; it is fourdl that those with large families are
.somewhat better off than in 1938, while single men are
drastically worse off.

Since Collinet finds that the workers' share of the total
ndtional income ‘has declined since 1938, it can be seen that
#he family allowances do not in any’sense represent a social
conguest wrested by the workers, but rather a redistribu-
#ion of income within the working class in a way that tends
#o°divide workers from each other, and that gives those ‘with
fdrge families (the péres lapins—rabbit fathers—as the left
press calls them) more of a vested interest in the status
guo. ‘

Even the figures that show a declining ‘workers’ share
in the national income are inadequate, since they take
into consideration only officially reported income. We are
F@miliar ‘with the fact that in the United States the capi-
talist .clags, by various dodges, escapes a portion of its
t4x burden. However, no one has.claimed that the total
of ‘acknowledged income is not. many times that of con-
cealed income.

... In France this.is not -the case. ‘While the workers pay
a -withholding tax, tax evasion is the .accepted thing
amottg 'the ‘propertied -elasses, especially among the mil-
lions of medium-sized peasant owners. The operation of
the taxation system therefore tends toward widening the
g4p iin living standards between classes, rather .tha_n re-
ducing ‘the gap-sharply as, for example, in Great Britain.

‘The decline ‘in living standards ‘has taken “place
gagdinst a backgrotund of rising industrial production,
now 'about 30 per cent greater than in1938. Agricultural
production, however, has only increased very :slightly.
Furthermore, a large portion of France'’s 'consumer-

ds production is ‘exported, while imports have con-
Sisted mainly not of consumer goods but of materials
needed by heavy ‘industry.

By 1949, when the index of -general production had
reached 110, the category -of consumer-goods production
had only reached 104, while preducer goods had reached
134. When the export of consumer goods is taken into
consideration, it can be seen that the volume of goods
available for French consumption has decreased.

Drags on the Economy

Since 1949 the rearmament program has prevented any
change in this condition, Marshall Plan aid could ‘not-cor-
rect this situation, since ‘it also-was wsed primarily to re-
equip and ‘expand heavy industry. The French worker has
never had the feeling of benefiting personally and tangibly
from-the-Marshail-Plan.

Granted that France had the problem of rebuilding

$ndustry and dgriculture that. had been ‘partially ‘de-
gtroyed by the war, it nevertheless seems clear that its
recovery has not been as complete as that of neighboring
dountries.that-suffered-at least as.much.damage, and.that
the ‘living standard of ‘the working eclass in 'particular
Has lagged by comparison with that of the British work-
©ers especially.

Let us examine first the factors that have weighed
down -the ‘economy as'a whole. Perhaps foremost ‘is the
_endless and paralyzing Indo-China war.

The French government, in 1946 when both Socialists
gind- Stalinists still participated in the cabinet, set.out
to reconquer its big Asian colony. What Britain gave up
reluctantly but peacefully in India and Burma, what the
Putch gave up after a hopeless battle in Indonesia, the
French were determined to keep.

After six years, ‘they are as far from their ‘goal as
ever. The war has been a constant -drain-on the French

*Collinet, “La crise des salaires et la structure
gociale,” in Lettre aux Militants (Paris), April 20, 1951.

economy, costing in some years a sum not much smaller
than total Marshall Plan aid for the same year.

At the same time the rest of France’s colonial empire
has been far from peaceful. Revolt in Madagascar and
the constant threat of revolt in North Africa have re-
quired the maintenance of so large a garrison as to
cancel out the fruits of ‘imperialism. While there are
private ‘capitalist interests that are making a profit on
their operations in Indo<China and Africa, the state and
the French economy as‘a whole ‘bear an enormous loss.

The new ‘strength of native ‘national ‘and social move-
ments has made it impossible for pacification to reach a

‘stage where ‘the -empire ‘uctually brings benefits to French

capitalism. Where once ‘it could be said that the ‘workers
in the seats of empire benefited by some crunibs from the

. profits:made ‘in the colonties, today the French workers owe

‘their lowered ‘living standard partfially to the hopeless at-
tempt to stem the tide of 'Asian ‘and -African nationalism.

Now there has been added to the shooting war in
Indo-China and the garrisoning of the rest of the empire
the ‘tremendous burden of rearmament in partnership
with the other Atlantic Pact nations. Rearmament en-
tered the sdene ‘when the job of replacing productive
capacity destroyed by -the war was just about completed.

The ‘workers feel like the dog that never gets 'to catch
the ‘mechanical rabbit. First they had to postpone their
demands ‘on the plea that capital had to be -quickly ac-
ecumulated in order to replace the destroyed industrial
plant. Now they are told that the increased produection
of goods still cannot be used to raise their living stand-
ards because steel, transport and munitions have to be
expanded to far higher levels.

: .,
Dead Weight .

Supplementing colonial wars and rearmament is a third
drag on the economy that can ‘be broadly defined as para-
gitic, The French simply have too 'great a proportion-of
the  population devoted to non-productive and basically
unnecessary tasks. As compared with the pre-war period
the percentage of the population consisting of shopkeepers
and civil-service employees has increased enormously.

Just after the liberation, when conditions were espe-

- eially miserable, the black market as a way of earning a

living was infinitely superior to work in 'a factory. The
black market.gradually disappeared, but the lot of the
wage worker remained so atrocious that it was still more
attractive to engage in trade ¢on an insignificant level,
-depending on a very high profit with a tiny turnover to
eke out an existence for one’s family. .

Thus, in.1946 when there were many black-market
transactions, the volume of legal business transactions
was 24 per cent greater than in 1938, even though the
volume of available goods was. niuch-smaller. From 1931
to 1950, while the index of production workers decreased
from <114 to 110 (with 1901 as ‘the ‘base year of.100),
theindex of people engaged in commerce and adminis-
#{ration rose from 132 to 160!

The increase in the percentage of the population
devoted to “service” is a phenomenon characteristic of
the' United States also, ‘but it is more supportable and

.even to some extent more necessary in the American

economy, where the volume of available consumer goods
has actually risen since.before the war. In France, where
such goods must be exported to get capital for rearma-
ment, the existence of -millions of inefficient and largely
idle: small traders and shop-keepers is a crushing burden
on the workers.

In view of the application of government controls to
the economy after the war, -together with the nationali-
zation of some industries, the goster of government em-
ployees necessarily increased. But in addition to the nec-
‘essary increase there were increases of no benefit to the
worker. There was the expansion of personnel needed
to administer all the .indirect forms of wage payment,
such ‘as the family .allowances, which, as ‘we have seen,
merely transferred the sourece of payment to the state,
without increasing the workers’ share.

More serious is the maintenance by the government of
the so-called:Republican-security troops, much larger and
more mechanized than the ‘old Garde Mobile. This force,
.presumably formed to defend the state against a Stalinist
coup, has been used to'break many strikes called by non-
Stalinist unions. Anyone who ‘has seen-the security troops
roll into the -cities, for example, during a 24-hour general
strike called by Force ‘Ouviére, has seen ‘a deployment of
force against labor unparalleled by anything seen in Britain
or the Udited States in many years.

Pinay's Majority

Having taken aquick look 'at the material condition
of the workers and-the state of the economy, let us ex-
amine the situation of the current Pinay .government,
Considerable ipublicity has been ‘given in ‘the United
States to Premier;Antoine Pinay, who is-depicted as the
‘kind ©of sober, -honest, determined ‘businessman France
has needed ever since the war to restore confidence in the
currency, balance the budget, and thereby -finally iriduce
all the hoarders of gold (in a country traditionally full
of hoarders) to plow their gold into useful investments
that “will ‘save the French economy.

Pinay's cabinet is the first one in France since the
war to espouse openly an economic policy of liberalisme
(economic liberty for the businessman) instead of
dirigisme (state-managed economy). It is also the first
cabinet sinece the war to enjoy néither outright minis-
terial participation nor voting support in the legislature
from the'Socialist Party.

This cubinet is the .producr of legislative elections that

rosulted in the present hexagonal Chamber of Deputies,
so called because it is divided nearly equally between six
major parties—Gaullists, " Independents, Radicals, ‘Popular -
-'Republicans (Catholics), Socialists and Stalinists. Pinay's
own party, the Independents, can be loosely compared to
the Republican Party in the United States, being led by
industridlists-and big farmers.

The followers of De Gaulle differ from this conserva-
tive grouping by being more nationalistic and (though
by no means a full-fledged fascist movement) more

authoritarian, calling for a strong executive, the liquida- _

tion of class conflict by a plan for capital-labor associ-
ation that smacks of Mussolini’s corporative state, -ete.
The Radicals—despite their name almost as conservative
in economic policy as the Independents—differ from the
latter in having the remnants of an old anti-Catholic
tradition. The Popular Republicans are a heterogeneous
party of Catholic demoerats, ranging all the way from a

_ right wing very close to the Independents to a left wing

based on the Catholic trade unions.

The Pinay majority, based on the Independents, the
Radicals and ‘the Popular Republicans, was at first very
shaky, especially since there was an incessant conflict

- within the latter party as to whether to support so con:

servative a government. But so attractive a lure was ‘the™
accession to power of an old-fashioned “free enterprise”
conservative that 30 of the Gaullist deputies could not
resist, and split away to support Pinay, thereby giving
him perhaps the most stable majority France has seen
since the war.

‘From the standpoint of stabilizing® French capitalist
economy, it may ‘well be that Pinay can do-a better job
than previous French-governments. Either private capi-
tal in France must be expropriated by a workers’ govern-.
ment_and used for the good of society, or else it must be
encouraged to come out of hiding and -perform its custom-
ary economie functions. Pinay seems to have done the
latter quite effectively.

From Crisis to Crisis

But the joker is that even bourgeois analysts agree that
his success i raising funds, through a tax amnesty on
arrears and through gold-backed bond issues, still cannot
eliminate the government's crushing deficit, but merely de-
creases it. In short the problems of the French economy
cannot be solved because the fundamental political aims
of the government continue to impose on it too crushing
a burden—rearmament and colonial wars.

There is a minority of bourgeois opinion that pro-
poses to change this state of affairs. Pierre Mendés-
France has proposed withdrawal from Indo-China. The
‘influential newspaper Lé Monde proposes a drastie re-
duction in the scale of rearmament.

It seems impossible, however, for this viewpoint to
‘become dominant. Two years ago sentiment in bourgeois
-circles for some kind of Indo-China settlement was grow-
ing, but since the Korean conflict the U. S. has begun to
aid the French in Indo-China and a colonial war 'has
been transformed into another front of the world struggle
between the two power blocs. Under these circumstances~”
eontinuation of the Indo-China war becomes not just a

- ‘gamble for future colonial profits ‘but a military obliga-

tion to the Western imperialist bloc as a whole,

Of course, the answer to this could be withdrawal
from the bloc and the adoption of a policy of neutrality.
Rearmament would cease, but so would Marshall -Plan
aid. Even so, France might be a little better off economi-
cally, but at a genuine cost to her security. For if oppos-
ing Stalinism by military containment has its weak-
nesses, it nevertheless remains ecertain that the alterna-
tive method of undermining Stalinism politically by at-
tracting the masses with a bold social program is a
method totally excluded for capitalisf France. Only a
socialist France or a socialist Western Europe could d

‘this. ‘

The Pinay government, then, can be expected to stag-
ger from crisis to crisis, bargaining with its American
ally for better terms, pleading with French capitalists
to shore up the government'’s finances, and certainly with-
out any possibility of changing the miserable situation
of the French workers.

Il. Socialists Seek a Road

Let us now glance at the condition of the French work-
ers' movement. The general picture is one of bitter buf

passive opposition to the status quo, passive because of
disillusionment with the existing organizations cldiming

- #o lead the working class.

The unions remain at their lowest level of membership
since the liberation. In 1946 the largest labor federation,
the CGT, with a-$talinist majority "and weformist and
revolutionary minorities within it, had six million mem-
bers, while the Catholic unions had another million.
Since then the unions have splintéred into many compet-
ing organizations, whose total membership is about three
million. &

The CGT, openly and thoroughly Stalinized, has a
little over ‘half, while most of ‘the rest are divided be-
tween the Catholic unions and the reformist-led Force
Ouvriére. One important union, the teachers, with 150,-
{000 members, has remained united by withdrawing from
affiliation with any confederation. There is a scattering
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of qt.her-unfons that have gone “autonomous” like  the
‘teachers, and; to complete the picture with: the two ex-
tremes; a small reactionary Confederation of Independent
Unions and.the small anarche-syndiealist CNT.

The workers' disillusionmentis, of course, soundly based:
In 1946-7, with the Socialists and Stalinists sitting-in the
cabinet, the trade-union leaders told the workers fo pre-
duce. first, and that gains in living standards would come
later. The Stalinists denounced- strike action as reaction-
ary.

Although, during these years, rank-and-file _oppasi-
tion movements made serious headway, the Stalinist turn
to the “left” as the cold war sharpened ripped thgse
movements in the bud. From opposing all strike action
the Stalinists went over to the notorious “Molotov”
strikes, where the aim of the strike was ap_pat:ently more
to wreck the productive apparatus than to gain any eco-
nomic objeetives. . g

The abject leaders of Force Ouvriére and the Catholic
unions, however, instead of offering a sincere day-to-day
defense of the workers’ interests as an alternative to.the
new Stalinist adventurism, played the role of apolpgists
for the government, in which the Catholics and Socialists
still sat. Strike action for pay increases was denormce:d
as inflationary, and the workers were told to put their
“faith in the government’s campaign to’ reduce prlces._‘As
prices continued to rise, the prestige of Force Ouvriére
fell.

Today, Force Ouvriére, despite some aid at the top

. from the American labor movement, remains a tiny

mirfority in the industrial plants with a few local excep-
tions. The CGT has only half of the total French trade-
union membership, but it has two-thirds of the union
members in industry, while in.the white-collar fields the
Catholies and Force Ouvriére together have a substantial
majority.

The full measure of F. O.s ineffectiveness can only
be realized- when one keeps in mind the fact that the
CGT has done nothing for the workers but lead them
into useless adventures and political demonstrations. Yet,
because they feel that the CGT is the only union @hat is
militantly opposed to the employers, the majont),.r of
workers continue to vote for it in factory cominittee
elections,

As one CIO representative in Europe exclaimed about
Force Ouvriére. in an. unguarded moment, "For Christ's
sake, don't these guys realize that there are times when
you;have to fight the boss?"

Three-Way Division

The question arises as to what has become of the
rank-and-file opposition movement that as far back as
1946 mustered delegates representing hundreds of thou-
sands of members at the CGT congress. Some of the
oppositionists, motivated in their opposition merely by
Stalinophobia and the desire to build an independent baltse
for themselves, dropped any pretense at a militant policy
as soon as the Stalinists turned.toward super-militancy.
In the main, however, the opposition has stagnated not
because of turnecoats and opportunists but because of its
Jnz bility to unite in strategy and tactics despite a ‘fm::da—
mentally commen approach of class-struggle unionism,
not subordinated -to any government or party.

The opposition has divided between three different

_ approaches:

(1) Activity in the CGT because the mass of the indus-
trial workers, including the most militant, are still to be
found in its.ranks.

(2)  Activity in the free unions, Catholic or Force

Ouvriére, as.the only: substantial organizations in which-

free expression is tolerated.

(3) The building of new unions untainted by the miser-
able recerd of the old ones. This. approach Is exemplified
by ihe autonomous unions, and also, in its. own sectarian
way, by the CNT.

, The first approach has been that of the orthodox
Trotskyists, and if ever a group exhausted all possible
experience this was the instance; because, one by one,
over a period of five years, their militants have }Jeen
expelled from the CGT until almost none remained.
Nevertheless, mesmerized by their pro-Stalinist theoreti-
cal position, they remain impervious to experience and
firmly anehored to the idea of work in the CGT.

However, there is some hope to be found in the recent
éxpulsion of most of the French Trotskyists from the
Fourth International for unwillingness to go all the way
in accepting the International leadership’s most recent
pro-Stalinist evolution. Freed from this dead hand, the
former French section, which contains a number of mili-
tant “industrial’ workers, may change its- orientation in
daily trade-union: activity a good deal more quickly than
it is able to drop its paralyzing theoretical baggage.

Efforts for Unity

Other left groups, such as the anarchists, the syndi-

" .calists grouped around the:magazine Réveolution Prolé-

tarienne, and scattered groups of left-socialists, are ac-
tive. either in Force Quvriére or in autonomous unions.

‘They ‘constitute- a very substantial opposition in F. O.,

though:certainly not in any position to wrest leadership

. from the reformists.

Theéir chief obstacle is that F. O.'s general reputation

- “am=ng the workers is so low_ that the union does. not at-
-§pact ‘mosé - of - the. militant. .workers who would be the
- .na..-al supporters of the opposition. Class-conscious mili-

&t

tants who lead.local cutonomoys unions are not necessarily
sectarian in refusing to- join F; O:, because in many cases
they would lose their following in the plants-if-they tried
to make a switch.

. The opposition, therefore, seems doomed in the imme-
diate future to remain. divided, although efforts to unite
its forces continue along two lines:

(1‘}. Liais_on- and cooperation in each region of all
opposition militants regardless of union affiliation.

(2) Unification of Force Ouvriére and the autono-
mous unions, not by the former swallowing the. latter
individually. but by a fusion congress that would bring
into F. O. at one time enough autonomous unions so that
the latter would be convinced that the present character
of F. O: would be at least partially modified as a result.

Meanwhile the splintering of the trade-union movement
has: contributed to.the demoralization and apathy of the
working class. There is no such thing as a union shop, or
even-an exclusive bargaining agent, in French industry. In
each: plant three or more unions exist side by side, and,
as a result; solidarity in daily struggles is exfremely diffi-
cult: to obtain. The unification of the French free labor
movement and  the development of cadres of militants
within- it remain therefore crucial tasks in rebuilding the
confidence and the fighting capacity of the French. masses.

Linked up with the reconstruction of the trade-union
movement is the problem of rebuilding the workers’ politi-
cal movement. Here the c¢entral problem is. the dominant
position of Stalinism and the vacuum created by the
complete decrepitude.of the Socialist Party.

The Socialist Party

Independent socialists maintain that only a dynamic
program of social change based on relentless class strug-
gle can provide: the working masses with an alternative
to-Stalinism. But although this is true in the long run,
it would be false to deny that where the social:democracy
maintains its defense of the workers’ daily interests,
inadequate as its program and methods may be, the very
attachment of the workers to their institutions and tra-
ditions, in short their organizational conservatism, to-
gether with the repéllent features of the Stalinist move-
ment that the workers encounter, may ensure the ability
of the social-democracy for a time to maintain its control
over the majority of the workers,

This was, in fact, the case in all the countries of
Western Europe except France and Italy after World
War IL In all the Benelux and Scandinavian countries
the Stalinists reached new peaks of strength in 1945-6,
but these peaks left them still a minority in the labor
movement. Since then they have declined in all these
countries although remaining stronger than they ‘were
before the war. Only in Western Germany are they
actually weaker than before Hitler, undoubtedly because
of the direct experience of millions of Germans with
Russian army occupation at the close of the war.

In France, however, the Stalinists had.already .gained
the support of the majority of industrial. workers. before
World War IL. Their. superior- organization.and ‘more numer-
ous cadres in the Resistance enabled them #o emerge in

1945 as the unchallenged political leaders of .the working
class.

The shift away from the Socialist Party was so great
that that party became-qualitatively different in social
composition from the social-democratic parties of other
countries. The overwhelming majority of Socialist Party
members and voters now consists of middle-class ele-
ments and white-collar workers. Teachers, lawyers, civil-
service employees, peasants in regions with an anti-
Catholic tradition, these make up the party ranks, Only
in a few areas does the party still retain strong links
with the workers, and-even in these it has less working-
class support than the Stalinists.

The RDR Episode

Under. these circumstances the aim of left socialists
to rebuild an authentic socialist movement. by patient:
work within the broad stream. of the social-democracy
meets new difficulties. We have described the problem
faced by militants who seek to make Force Ouvriére a
militant: trade-union center, Yet it is a fact that even
members of Force. Ouvriére are often careful to dis-
sociate their unjon from any connection with the Socialist
Party!

This does- not mean that there is no possibility: what-
ever-to. do- useful Work: in the Secialist Party, but the
praspect has been- sufficiently gloomy so that the dominant
trend over the past six years has been for left socialists
to break away from the party, rather than to enter it.
Nevertheless there is-a small group in the party, headed
by J. Riés and-L. Weitz, that stafids for a third-camp policy
and criticizes the generally opportunist policy of the party.

The phenomenon of a political vacuum, created by the
social-democracy’s failure to perform even its usual
function, has.been noticed by many. bourgeois .observers,
who have come to speak: of France’s homeless left. And
it is a fact that, despite the absence of any large left
socialist organization, this homeless left is a phenomenon
of sizable proportions.

The most impressive attempt to organize this left
was the. RDR (the Rassemblement Démocratique Révo-
lutionnaire) organized in 1948, whose founding manifesto
denounced reformism.and Stalinism:and emphasized the
combination of revolutienary social.change and demoe-
racy as its basis. The RDR made an impression.because

ss Left

it had the support of a number of prominent intellectuals,
particularly David Rousset' and Jean-Paul Sartre, and
also the support of the.editors of Franc-Tireur, a daily
whieh originated in the Resistance: and now had a. larger
circulation among the.workers of the Paris region than
the Stalinist L’'Humanité.

The “leading personalities” with which the RDR na-
tional committee was afflicted were not the type, however,
to build an organization; and although some left soeial-
ists, together with. former Trotskyists who had moved
to a third-camp position, became active in the RDR, the
organization never enrolled more than.a small fraetion
of the “homeless left.” Nevertheless it created a consid-.
erable stir, and might have been able to consolidate its
organization if a number of its leaders had not moved to-
ward a position of support of the Atlantic bloc. These
leaders, Rousset and the editors of Frane-Tireur, had had
a semi-Stalinist position until the shock of the Czech.
coup, and evidently their ephemeral desire to build a
third-camp movement was just a transitional phase in
the voyage from critical support of one big power bloc to
critical support of the other.

The rank and file. of the RDR, hostile to this shift of
policy, was nonetheless too loosely organized and #oo’
unsure of itself to react vigorously, and the organizatiom.
simply collapsed. In some localities isclated groups of lef#,
socialists continued to carry on activity.

-3

New Attempt -2

Two years later a. new group of “personalities,” iny',}
cluding some of those who had held fast to a third~cainp;.
position in the RDR, set up an organization called the,
Independent Left. At that time an article in LABoR
AcTioN pointed -out the valuable role this group could’
play if it were serious about building a movement and not
merely interested in creating a temporary label for the
purpose of presenting a list of candidates in the forth-
coming legislative elections. Unfortunately the latter
proved to be the case. '

The candidates of the Independent Left probably ex-
pected to make a good showing merely on the basis that.
they were well-known. individuals standing on a thirds:
camp platform. But their failure to build an organization:
of active militants resulted in their polling merely a few,
thousand votes in each sector of the Paris region, a vote,
no larger than that polled by the Trotskyists as well as
by a “Titoist” list. :

Since the election the organization has survived asi
the “Action: Center of the Independent Left,” whose onlyil
function is to call an oceasional mass meeting, such as’
the one it sponsored recently in Paris protesting the new:
wave of repression in Franeco Spain. 'n

After these years of disorganization it can now h)
reported- that the scattered groups of independent social-
ists in France have grouped themselves around @ monthly>
national- organ, Démocratie Prolétarienne, six issues ofs
which have clready appeared, and. plan a national confers!
ence in a few months. Probably this: group’s proudest boast;’
after the bitter experiences of recent years, is that it is?
not an "array of personalities” but an organization. of
rank-and-file militants.

The group’s aim is similar to one tentatively put for--
ward by Fred Zeller in Vérité way back in 1947, just a'
few months before the beginning of the RDR experience.”
This was the idea of building a broad workers’ party, as"
ccntrasted with the idea of building a tightly disciplined?®
revolutionary party based on a thoroughly formulated®
theoretical program, Thus, though the line of Démocratie’
Prolétarienne is clearly a revolutionary socialist one, its
aim will be to rally all workers dissatisfied with the:
failure of reformism and Stalinism to defend.their basic!
class interests, and to aid and encourage all attempts to~
regroup these workers, without any rigid doetrinal condi-»
tions for such regroupment. There can be no doubt .that:
these rank-and-file militants are serious, unlike.some of:

*;h;eir predecessors. Let us hope that they will be sucecess~
al. !

London Leiter

' The British: Co-op Party

“On Labor Nationalization.

By DAVID ALEXANDER:

L‘ONDON, Sept. 17—The. cooperative movement in Brit-
ain has 11 million members and does $1,700 million in
trade a year. This week an important split ocecurred. be~
tween its political arm, the Cooperative Party, and. its
businessmen.

The former want to extend public control in industry,
and suggest various methods of doing this—partnership,
co-ownership, municipal ownership. They are prepared;
should nationalization policies require it, to accept publie
control themselves.

The businessmen of the cooperative movement are
worried about the “dividend” they pay. They:are afraid
that proposed public control will cause them to.decrease
in membership.. 5

An open split occurred this:week, and the Cooperative
Party has launched .an. all-out: attack in support of: its
view. The party is affiliated .with the:Laber- Party: . -




e e

September 29, 1952

~Pdge Eight_

["Readers of Lakor Action Take the Floon... .|

Discussion: On Labor-Fair Deal Relations

To the Editor:

Many advocates of an American labor party came

away from the news of the Democratic convention im-
pressed both by the unmistakable presence of a clear-
<cut labor faction and by the delegate strength of the
AFL-CIO-ADA-NAACP bloc. That this left wing chal-
lenged the Southern reactionary forces, even threatening
to take control of the party—at least on the first day of
the copvention—was more than notable. The sixteen-year
coalition . of heterogeneous and diverse elements held to-
gether by Roosevelt and Truman tended to fly apart. Im-
mediate questions came to mind: what is the relationship
of the growth of this labor-liberal bloc to the develop-
‘ment of a labor party in America, and what is the task
of labor party supporters vis-a-vis that bloc?
*  LABOR AcTION perhaps posed the same questions, al-
though in looser and more general form, when Gordon
Haskell asked: “what do the events of this convention
reveal about the relationship of the labor movement to
the Democratic Party, and hence about the role which
the American working class is playing and is going to
Pplay in American politics for the period just ahead?”
But five weeks have passed and the columns of LABOR
AcTioN have borne no reply, An -abundance of articles
unmasking Stevenson and Sparkman has appeared. With-
in limitations these have pertinence; however, problems
dealing with the direction of mbvement and the signifi-
.cance of growth of the Democratic left, particularly as
they relate to the labor party perspective, cry out for
solution.

Haskell may have thought he came up with answers
to his questions by contending that: (1) a rightward
drift in the Democratic Party continues despite its “most
radically formulated platform” and its “straight Fair
Deal” campaign, and (2) the close integration of labor
to the Democratic Party “permitted the big machines . . .

to turn their backs on the labor leadership.” But his re-
ply is addressed to another matter entirely. Actually he
was trying to answer why the labor-liberal bloc in the
Democratic Party was defeated at Chicago. By implica-
tion, of course, he could have meant that the defeat of
the bloc at the convention foreshadowed doom for such
a left wing growth within the Democratic Party, and
that the evidence finally points only to a labor party de-
velopment outside the Democratic Party. In that case
the affirmation should be taken out of the realm of im-
plication and openly stated. Also in that case LABOR
ACTION is confronted with the task of explaining how the
AFL endorsement of a presidential candidate—for the
first time since 1924—can be on the one hand “progres-
sive”’and. on the other directed away from a labor party
course.

- Obviously. it is easier to pose questions of this kind
than to answer them. But what is paramount is that such
questions cannot be sloughed off, if a positive orientation
toward a living labor party is to be maintained. At any
rate, it appears that LABOR ACTION, as a result of the
events at the Democratic convention and afterward,
should be impelled into a reconsideration of its support
to labor candidates in Democratic primaries running
against reactionary machine politicians (as in the Wil-
loughby Abner case), and perhaps even to extend this
support to all primaries where the Democratic labor-
liberal bloc confronts the right wing for control of the
party. Moreover, it is becoming apparent that a full
analysis of the course of American labor in politics will
have to take into consideration the relevancy of the his-
tory of the Labor Party in Britain where the labor party
movement first operated through one of the capitalist
parties before assuming an independent role.

R. MAGNUS
S. BEILAS

Comment: Socialist Policy and a Labor Party

As Comrades Beilas and Magnus note in their second
paragraph (with a “perhaps” that we don't quite get),
articles in LABOR ACTION have posed the same questions
that they do. These are basically the same as those which
every election campaign in recent times has posed for
us: What does it all mean with regard to the perspec-
tives for a labor-party development? What is, and what
should be, the relation between labor and the Fair Deal?

LABOR ‘ACTION has tried to say as much about this
asis possible on the basis of developments as they occur,
in addition to reiterating the general line of policy which
we advocate: a break with the Democratic Party and the
Fair Deal machine, and the formation by labor of its
own independent party. We have also shown why, in our
view, the current election situation bears out the validity
of this policy.

If there is anything more that can be said along these
fines (and no doubt there is), our columns are always open
for articles, discussion pieces or letters by anyone who
thinks he can do so. For example, if Beilas or Magnus had
a different angle or interpretation of the election cam-
paign, or recommendations on policy that we have not
covered, they would be urged to present these for the
interest of our readers.

We do not agree with our correspondents that our
articles “have borne no reply” to the question raised.
Their letter itself refers to part of the amalysis we have
presented. We do not understand from their letter pre-
eisely why this constitutes “no reply.”

Our articles “unmasking” the Democratic candidates
(as well as the Eisenhower candidacy) have sought to
show why labor should not support theése candidates.
Among the things we do not understand from the letter
is why this has pertinence only “within limitations,” un-
less this merely means that there are other questions to
discuss also.

" Our analysis of the Democratic convention sought to
show that labor helped the Fair Deal turn to the right,
by-its own role and by the fact that it has “nowhere else
to go.” The more “loyally” the labor leaders commit them-
selves to the Democrats, the more the Democrats feel
they can afford to spend their energies wooing right-wing

_elements. Our proposal is that labor break with the self-

defeating policy and form its own party.

This, say Beilas and Magnus, “is addressed to an-
other matter ent.irely." In that case we aren’t entirely.
.sure what matter is _uppermost in the minds of our cor-
respondents.

THE BRITISH EXPERIENCE

The following comments may or may not come to grips
with the questions in their minds. If they do not, the two
comrades can always usk their. questions again and more
clearly.

' Take first the reference to the history of the British.

Labor Party. Beilas and Magnus merely say one should
“take [this] into consideration.” This is not too helpful

_in itself since taking the British experience into consid-

eration has been standard operating procedure in Ameri-
can socialist discussions of the labor party question.

- Taking it into. consideration right now, if only briefly,
we: find that the British labor movement first adopted a
political role by operating through one of the capitalist
parties, the Liberal Party (the “lib-lab period”). It formed
the Labor Representation Committee to do so. This, we
see, is similar to the step taken by the CIO when it
Iormed its Political Action Committee to operate pri-
marily in the Democratic Party, and when the AFL
formed its Labor League for Political Education.

This, both in Britain and in America, was a progres-

sive step. It was progressiveé, in its context, because it

meant that for the first time the labor movement was
organizing its forces as a class to intervene in political
action. It was only a step because this class organization
was being directed to support capitalist candidates.

In this way, however, British labor—having taken a
step toward political organization as a class—went
through those disillusioning experiences in the course of
supporting capitalist candidates which eventually led it
on the road of independent party organization and ac-
tion.

This process, however, was not simply an automatic
one. The ability of the British labor' movement to draw
conclusions from its lib-lab experience was immeasurably
fostered by the activity of its socialist wing in opposing
the lib-lab policy. From the beginning, the latter warned
in advance against its consequences; pointed up these con-
sequences as they unrolled; "unmasked" (as Beilas and
Magnus would say) the Liberal Party politicians; drew the
conclusions of experience as they occurred and hammered
their lessons home; showed how the Liberals yielded to or
ignored labor's needs insofar as the latter exhibited inde-
pendence or merely acted as a tail to the Liberal kite;
and fimally were successful in helping to bring about a
break with the Liberal Party and the independent forma-
tion of the Labor Party, though not overnight and net with-
out some vacillation.

ABOUT "PROGRESSIVE" STEPS

Thus the British Labor Party-to-be in a real sense
incubated (or, if you wish, tried out its wings) within
the framework of Liberal Party politics, constantly
pushed by the socialist wing to assert its class independ-
ence, This is the context for our statement that the ini-
tial formation of the Labor Representation Committee
was a “progressive step” (as compared with the previous
stage of no political action by labor) and that the social-
ists sought to push this step forward by opposing the
lib-lab policy of the Labor Representation Committee.

This is the attitude, broadly speaking, that we have
taken toward the CIO-PAC, and we have explained it
many times over some years. This is the attitude which
we patiently explained, all over again, with reference
to the AFL decision to endorse a candidate this year,
thereby breaking with its poliecy of hands-off in the na-
tional election. (We also said the necessary things about
the fact-that the AFL was taking this plunge into na-
tional elections behind a capitalist candidate, Stevenson.)

We wonder whether Beilas and Magnus understand
the British experience—which they recommend be taken
into consideration—when they ask how the AFL move
“can be on. the one hand ‘progressiveé’ and on the other
directed away from a labor party course.”” A stranger
to American politics might gather from their remark
that the AFL was really moving “away frem a labor
party course” in endorsing Stevenson! We venture to say
this is the clearest indieation of confused thinking in
their letter,

' They forget the all-important matter of DIRECTION

* of development. The AFL has NOT been on a labor party

course, and it is NOT moving “"away from a labor party
course” to make its endorsement of the capitalist candi-
date. Its course in national elections has been a continu-
ation of Gompersism, and that is what it is moving away
from.

ROLE OF SOCIALISTS .,

The duty of socialists is to applaud the fact that the
AFL recognizes the necessity for labor to participate in
national polities, and to criticize its policy of implement-
ing its political action through' supporting capltahst
candidates.

There is an alternative kind of policy, of course, al;%_;_ Lk
it is one which we reject. It is not a socialist policy, §.
our view, but one in which socialists themselves would be" -
yielding to the political backwardness of the labor move-
ment.

This kind of policy reasons roughly as follows: Since
labor “must” go through the experience of supporting
the lib-labs, therefore we (the socialists) should urge the
labor movement to support the Fair Deal. If labor is at
present still at the stage where it supports capitalist
candidates, then we too should support capitalist candi-
dates of the same stripe. If labor is still in the process
of getting deep into the Democratic Party, then we
should advocate that they get still deeper.

Perhaps the intention is to get their process of disillu-
sionment over with all the more quickly, or something like
that, buf this approach ignores the specific SOCIALIST |
role in warning the-labor movement in advance and of
drawing the lessons of independence at every stage, as a
vanguard which "represents the future of the working class
in the present.” It is also, perhaps, a very mechanical con-
clusion that the American development "must” duplicate
the Brifish in every detail. But there is no inevitability
about the precise course which the American labor move-
ment will take in its own road to independent labor-party
action.

NEW PROPOSAL?.

This, of course, only touches on_the argumentation .
which we have gone into on this quest.mn on other occa-,
sions, but it points up a difference. It is partly in th.l?
connection that the Independent Socialist League, at its
last convention, rejected the policy of supporting “labor
candidates” in Democratic primaries (as in the Wil-
loughby Abner case). At any rate, Beilas and Magnus
go a good deal beyond even the Abner-type of case when
they suggest that we “extend” such support to all Fair
Dealers arrayed against Democratic right-wingers in the
party primaries, We are quite sure, for one thing, that
this suggested pohcy could not possibly be limited to
Democratic primaries, and would even question whether
Beilas and Magnus thmk it could. We are also quite sure
that such a policy would mean the abandonment of so-
cialist class polities, and does not differ essentially from
adopting the CIO’s politics as our own. _

We do not know in what sense the two comrades pro-
pose that such a policy requires “consideration” by us;
nor whether they tend to look on it with some favor
themselves. We do know that this policy is essentially
the one we have been “considering” for some years,
every time (in fact) that we criticize the labor leaders-
for following it! There is no other single question to
which we have given more “consideration.” In the light
of this, the apparent belief of Beilas and Magnus that
they are suggesting something really new, to which we
“have borne no reply,” is a bit puzzling. It lends color
to the possibility that we quite misunderstand them.

AN "AFFIRMATION"

Beilas and Magnus also seem to demand that LABOR
ACTION give its “affirmation” on whether or not the lib-
lab bloe in the Democratic Party faces “doom” and
whether “the evidence finally points only to a labor party
development outside the Democratic Party.” If the oper-
ative word is “finally,” then—yes, indeed, we have often ,
expressed our confidence that the American labor move- ;
ment will have to form its own independent lahor party
outside the Democratic Party. But it is also not at all :
useless to discuss or speculate on the exact course of = |
events and experiences which will lead labor to this con-
clusion. In 1948, for example, when several labor leaders I
were openly talking of a break, one line of possibility
was more prominent than it is at the moment; it is still
not excluded. As of now, discussion on this question will
obviously be different depending on whether Eisenhower
or Stevenson is elected in November. Perhaps Beilas and '
Magnus are demanding this kind of predictive semi-.
speculation; it has its place, as we said, even though we
must be careful not to confuse the principles of Marxism
with a crystal ball.

In any case, no one can demand that LABOR ACTION
have a "line” on this. Our "line" is the direction which
we point for labor on the way OUT OF the political and
social blind alley it is in; there are plenty of opponents
of the labor-party idea who are busily pointing the way
INTO the Democratic Party. For socialists o add to these
efforts would be to carry coal to Newcastle—while at the
same time declaring that the coal doesn'-l- belong there in
the first place.

If these comments do not strike Beilas and Magnus
as bearing on their letter (we can’t tell), they are at
least very important for socialists to keep in mind—in
order to avoid, at one and the same time, the mistake
of failing to see the positive side of labor political devel-
opments and spurning the whole business as simply a
reformist mess, and, on the other hand, the mistake of
ourselves yielding the vanguard role in order to “go
along” with official labor policy at all costs.—Ed.
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